DR.   WILLIAM  SMITH'S  J_ 

ICTIONARY  OF  THE  BIBLE; 


COMPRISING    ITS 


ANTIQUITIES,   BIOGRAPHY,    GEOGRAPHY, 
AND   NATURAL   HISTORY. 


REVISED    AND   EDITED    BY 


PROFESSOR  H.   B.  HACKETT,  D.  D. 

WITH  THE   COOPERATION   OF 

EZRA   ABBOT,   LL.  D. 

ASSISTANT  LIBRAKIAN  OF  HARVARD  COLLEGE. 
I 

VOLUME  I. 
A  TO   GENNESARET,  LAND   OR 


NEW   YORK: 
PUBLISHED   BY   HURD   AND   HOUGHTON. 

1871. 


Entered  according  to  Act  of  Congress,  in  the  year  1868,  by 

HuKD  AND  Houghton, 

in  the  Clerk's  Office  of  the  District  Court  for  the  Southern  District  of  New  York, 


10^/8332 


65 


RIVERSIDE,   CAMBRIDGE: 

BTEREOTYPED    AND    PRINTED    BY 

H.   O.   HOUGHTON   AND   COMPANY. 


PREFACE  TO   THE  AMERICAN  EDITION. 


The  reputation  of  Dr.  William  Smith's  "  Dictionary  of  the  Bible  "  is  now  toe 
well  established  to  need  any  special  commendation.  It  contains,  by  universal  con- 
sent, the  fruit  of  the  ripest  Biblical  scholarship  of  England,  and  constitutes  a  library 
of  itself  (superseding  the  use  of  many  books  otherwise  necessary)  for  the  study  and 
illustration  of  the  Scriptures.  As  a  whole,  it  is  unquestionably  superior  to  any  simi- 
lar Lexicon  in  our  language,  and  cannot  fail  to  maintain  this  rank  for  a  long  period 
to  come.  In  this  American  edition,  the  Publishers  reprint  the  entire  work,  without  T 
abridgment  or  change,  except  the  correction  of  typographical  errors,  or  an  occa- 
sional verbal  inaccuracy,  and  of  mistakes  in  quotation  and  reference. 

At  the  same  time,  the  reprinting  of  this  Dictionary,  after  the  lapse  of  several 
years  since  its  first  publication,  and  of  a  still  longer  time  since  the  preparation  of 
many  of  the  articles,  affords  an  opportunity  to  give  to  it  some  new  features,  required 
by  the  progressive  nature  of  Biblical  science,  and  adapting  it  more  perfectly  to  the 
wants  of  students  of  the  Bible  in  our  own  country.  Among  the  characteristics  in 
which  the  American  edition  differs  from  the  English,  are  the  following  :  — 

1.  The  contents  of  the  Appendix,  embracing  one  hundred  and  sixteen  pages,  and 
treating  of  subjects  overlooked  or  imperfectly  handled  in  the  first  volume,  have  been 
inserted  in  their  proper  places  in  the  body  of  the  work. 

2.  The  numerous  Scripture  references,  on  the  accuracy  of  which  the  value  of  a 
Bible  Dictionary  so  much  depends,  have  all  been  verified  anew.  The  corrections 
found  necessary  in  these  references,  and  silently  made,  amount  to  more  than  a  thou- 
sand. Many  other  mistakes  in  quotation  and  reference  have  been  corrected  during 
the  revision  of  the  work. 

3.  The  system  of  cross-references  from  one  article  to  another,  so  indispensable  for 
enabling  us  to  know  what  the  Dictionary  contains  on  related  but  separated  subjects, 
has  been  carried  much  further  in  this  edition  than  in  the  English. 

4.  The  signification  of  the  Hebrew  and,  to  some  extent,  of  the  Greek  names  of 
persons  and  places  has  been  given  in  English,  according  to  the  best  authorities 
(Simonis,  Gesenius,  Dietrich,  Fiirst,  Pape)  on  this  intricate  subject.  We  have  such 
definitions  occasionally  in  the  original  work,  but  on  no  consistent  plan.  The  Scrip- 
ture names  reveal  to  us  a  striking  peculiarity  of  the  oriental  mind,  arwi  often  throw 
light  on  thck  pei-sonal  history  and  the  geography  of  the  Bible. 

6.  The  accentuation  of  proper  names  has  required  adjustment.  Dr.  Smith's 
"  Concise  Dictionary  of  the  Bible  "  differs  here  widely  from  the  larger  work  ;  and  in 
both,  forms  perfectly  analogous  are  differently  accented,  in  many  instances,  without 
apparent  reason.  In  the  present  edition,  this  subject  has  received  careful  attention  ; 
and  in  respect  to  that  large  class  of  names  whose  pronunciation  cannot  be  regarded 
as  settled  by  usage,  an  attempt  has  been  made  to  secure  greater  consistency  by  the 
application  of  fixed  principles. 

6.  The  English  edition,  at  the  beginning  of  each  article  devoted  to  a  proper 
name,  professes  to  give  "  the  corresponding  forms  in  the  Hebrew,  Greek,  and  Vul- 
gate, together  with  the  variations  in  the  two  great  manuscripts  of  the  Septuagint, 
which  are  often  curious  and  worthy  of  notice."  But  this  plan  has  been  very  imper- 
fectly carried  out  so  far  as  relates  to  the  forms  in  the  Septuagint  and  Vulgate, 
especially  in  the  first  volume.     The  readings  of  the  Vatican  manuscript  are  very 
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rarely  given  where  they  differ  from  those  of  the  Roman  edition  of  1587,  —  a  case 
which  frequently  occui-s,  though  this  edition  is,  to  a  great  extent,  founded  on  that 
manuscript ;  and  those  of  the  Alexandrine  manuscript  are  often  ignored.  The 
present  edition  of  the  Dictionary  seeks  to  supply  these  defects  ;  and  not  only  have 
the  readings  of  the  Roman  text  (as  given  by  Tischendorf )  been  carefully  noted, 
with  the  variations  of  the  Vatican  and  Alexandrine  manuscripts  as  edited  by  Mai 
and  Baber,  but  also  those  of  the  two  other  leading  editions  of  the  Septuagint,  the 
Complutensian  and  the  Aldine,  and  of  the  Codex  Sinaiticus,  whenever  the  forms  giveo 
in  them  accord  more  nearly  with  the  Hebrew,  or  on  other  accounts  seem  wortliy  of 
notice.  To  these  last  two  editions,  in  the  Apocrypha  especially,  we  must  often  look 
for  the  explanation  of  the  peculiar  spelling  of  many  proper  names  in  the  common 
English  version.  Many  deviations  of  the  later  editions  of  this  version  from  the  first 
edition  (1611),  important  as  affecting  the  orthography  of  Hebrew  proper  names, 
have  also  been  detected  and  pointed  out. 

7.  The  amount  of  Scripture  illustration  derived  from  a  knowledge  of  Eastern 
customs  and  traditions,  as  made  known  to  us  so  much  more  fully  at  the  present  day 
by  missionaries  and  travellers  in  the  lands  of  the  Bible,  has  been  largely  increased. 
More  frequent  remarks  also  have  been  made  on  difficult  texts  of  Scripture,  for  the 
most  part  in  connection  with  some  leading  word  in  them,  with  which  the  texts  are 
naturally  associated. 

8.  The  obsolete  words  and  phrases  in  the  language  of  the  English  Bible,  or  those 
which,  though  not  obsolete,  have  changed  their  meaning,  have  been  explained,  so  as 
to  supply,  to  some  extent,  the  place  of  a  glossary  on  that  subject.  Such  explana- 
tions will  be  found  under  the  head  of  such  words,  or  in  connection  with  the  subjects 
to  which  they  relate. 

9.  On  various  topics  omitted  in  the  English  work,  but  required  by  Dr.  Smith's 
plan,  new  articles  have  been  inserted  in  the  American  edition,  with  additions  to  others 
which  seem  not  fully  to  represent  our  present  knowledge  or  the  state  of  critical  opin- 
ion on  the  subjects  discussed.  The  bibliographical  references  have  been  greatly 
increased,  and  care  has  been  taken  to  mention  the  new  works  of  value,  or  new 
editions  of  works  in  geography,  philology,  history,  and  exegesis,  in  our  own  or  other 
languages,  which  have  appeared  since  the  original  articles  were  written.  Further, 
all  the  new  wood-cuts  in  the  Abridged  Enghsii  edition,  illustrating  some  of  the  most 
important  subjects  in  geography  and  archaeology,  but  not  contained  in  the  Una- 
bridged edition,  are  inserted  in  the  present  work.  Many  additional  views  of 
Scripture  scenes  and  places  have  been  introduced  from  other  more  recent  publica- 
tions, or  engraved  from  photographs. 

10.  Fuller  recognition  has  been  made  of  the  names  and  works  of  American  schol- 
ars, both  as  an  act  of  justice  to  them  as  co-workers  with  those  of  other  lands  in  this 
department  of  study,  and  still  more  as  due  to  American  readers.  It  must  be 
useful  certainly  to  our  own  students  to  be  referred  to  books  within  their  reach,  as 
well  as  to  those  which  they  are  unable  to  consult,  and  to  books  also  which  more 
justly  represent  our  own  tendencies  of  thought  and  modes  of  statement,  than  can  be 
true  of  those  prepared  for  other  and  foreign  communities.  References  are  made  not 
only  to  books  of  American  writers,  but  to  valuable  articles  in  our  Periodicals,  which 
discuss  questions  of  theological  and  Biblical  interest. 

In  addition  to  the  aid  of  Mr.  Abbot  (who  has  had  special  charge  of  tiie  proof- 
reading, the  orthoepy,  and  the  verification  of  references  to  the  original  texts  and 
ancient  versions  of  the  Bible,  and  has  also  given  particular  attention  to  the  bibli- 
ography), the  editor  has  had  the  cooperation  of  eminent  American  scholai-s,  as  will 
be  seen  by  the  list  of  names  subjoined  to  that  of  the  writers  in  the  English  edition. 
It  is  proper  to  add  that  the  Arabic  words  in  the  Dictionary  have  been  revised  by 
the  Rev.  Dr.  Van  Dyck,  one  of  the  translators  of  the  modern  Arabic  Bible,  or  by 
Professor  Salisbury,  of  Yale  College. 

H.  B.  HACKETT. 

Newton  Centre,  December  20,  1867. 


PREFACE    TO    THE    ENGLISH    EDITION. 


The  present  work  is  designed  to  render  the  same  service  in  the  study  of  the  Bible 
as  the  Dictionaries  of  Greek  and  Roman  Antiquities,  Biography,  and  Geography 
have  done  in  the  study  of  the  classical  writers  of  antiquity.  AVithin  the  last  few 
years  Biblical  studies  have  received  a  fresh  impulse  ;  and  the  researches  of  modern 
scholars,  as  well  as  the  discoveries  of  modern  travellers,  have  thrown  new  and  unex- 
pected light  upon  the  history  and  geography  of  the  East.  It  has,  therefore,  been 
thought  that  a  new  Dictionary  of  the  Bible,  founded  on  a  fresh  examination  of  the 
original  documents,  and  embodying  the  resultjs  of  the  most  recent  researches  and  dis- 
coveries, would  prove  a  valuable  addition  to  the  literature  of  the  country.  It  has 
been  the  aim  of  the  Editor  and  Contributors  to  present  the  information  in  such  a 
form  as  to  meet  the  wants,  not  only  of  theological  students,  but  alSo  of  that  larger 
class  of  persons  who,  without  pursuing  theology  as  a  profession,  are  anxious  to  study 
the  Bible  with  the  aid  of  the  latest  investigations  of  the  best  scholars.  Accordingly, 
while  the  requirements  of  the  learned'  have  always  been  kept  in  view,  quotations 
from  the  ancient  languages  have  been  sparingly  introduced,  and  generally  in  paren- 
theses, so  as  not  to  interrupt  the  continuous  perusal  of  the  work.  It  is  confidently 
believed  that  the  articles  will  be  found  both  intelligible  and  interesting  even  to  those 
who  have  no  knowledge  of  the  learned  languages ;  and  that  such  persons  will  expe- 
rience no  difficulty  in  reading  the  book  through  from  beginning  to  end. 

The  scope  and  object  of  the  v*'ork  may  be  briefly  defined.  It  is  a  Dictionary  of 
the  Bible,  and  not  of  Theology.  It  is  intended  to  elucidate  the  antiquities,  biogra- 
phy, geography,  and  natural  history  of  the  Old  Tt'stament,  New  Testament,  and 
Apocrypha  ;  but  not  to  explain  systems  of  theology,  or  discuss  points  of  controversial 
divinity.  It  has  seemed,  however,  necessary  in  a  "  Dictionary  of  the  Bible,"  to  give 
a  full  account  of  the  Book,  both  as  a  whole  and  in  its  separate  parts.  Accordingly, 
articles  are  inserted  not  only  upon  the  general  subject,  such  as  "  Bible,"  "  Apocry- 
pha," and  "  Canon,"  and  upon  the  chief'  ancient  versions,  as  "  Septuagint  "  and 
"  Vulgate,"  but  also  upon  ea-'h  of  the  separate  books.  These  articles  are  natu- 
rally some  of  the  most  important  in  the  work,  and  occupy  considerable  space,  as 
will  be  seen  by  referring  to  "  Genesis,"  "  Isaiah,"  and  "  Job." 

The  Editor  believes  that  the  work  will  be  found,  upon  examination,  to  be  far 
more  complete  in  the  subjects  which  it  professes  to  treat  than  any  of  its  predeces- 
sors. No  other  dictionary  has  yet  attempted  to  give  a  complete  list  of  the  proper 
names  occurring  in  the  Old  and  New  Testaments,  to  say  nothing  of  those  in  the 
Apocrypha.  The  present  work  is  intended  to  contain  evei-y  name,  and,  in  the  case 
of  minor  names,  references  to  every  passage  in  the  Bible  in  which  each  occurs.  It 
is  true  that  many  of  the  names  are  those  of  comparatively  obscure  persons  and 
places  ;  but  this  is  no  reason  for  their  omission.  On  tiie  contrary,  it  is  precisely  for 
such  articles  that  a  dictionary  is  most  needed.  An  account  of  the  more  important 
persons  and  places  occupies  a  prominent  position  in  historical  and  geographical 
works  ;  but  of  the  less  conspicuous  names  no  information  can  be  obtained  in  ordinary 
books  of  reference.  Accordingly  many  names,  which  have  been  either  entirely 
omitted  or  cursorily  treated  in  other  dictionaries,  have  had  considerable  space  de- 
voted to  them  ;  the  result  being  that  much  curious  and  sometimes  important  knowl- 
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edge  has  been  elicited  respecting  subjects  of  which  little  or  nothing  was  previously 
known.  Instances  may  be  seen  by  referring  to  the  articles  "  Ishmael,  son  of  Netha- 
niah,"  "  Jareb,"  "  Jedidish,"  "  Jehosheba." 

In  the  alphabetical  arrangement  the  orthography  of  the  Authorized  Version  has 
been  invariably  followed.  Indeed  the  Avork  miglit  be  described  as  a  Dictionary  of 
the  Bible,  according  to  the  Authorized  Version.  But  at  the  commencement  of  each 
article  devoted  to  a  proper  name,  tlie  corresponding  forms  in  the  Hebrew,  Greek, 
and  Vulgate  are  given,  together  with  the  variations  in  the  two  great  manuscripts  of 
the  Septuagint,  which  are  often  curious  and  well  worthy  of  notice.  All  inaccura- 
cies in  the  Authorized  Version  are  likewise  carefully  noted. 

In  the  composition  and  distribution  of  the  articles  three  points  have  been  espe- 
cially kept  in  view  —  the  insertion  of  copious  references  to  the  ancient  writers  and 
to  the  best  modern  authorities,  as  much  brevity  as  was  consistent  with  the  propei 
elucidation  of  the  subjects,  and  facility  of  reference.  To  attain  the  latter  object  an 
explanation  is  given,  even  at  the  risk  of  some  repetition,  under  every  word  to  which 
a  reader  is  likely  to  refer,  since  it  is  one  of  the  great  drawbacks  in  the  use  of  a 
dictionary  to  be  referred  constantly  from  one  heading  to  another,  and  frequently 
not  to  find  at  last  the  information  that  is  wanted. 

Many  names  in  the  Bible  occur  also  in  the  classical  writers,  and  are  therefore  in- 
cluded in  the  Classical  Dictionaries  already  published.  But  they  have  in  all  cases 
been  written  anew  for  this  work,  and  from  a  Biblical  point  of  view.  No  one  would 
expect  in  a  Dictionary  of  the  Bible  a  complete  history  of  Alexandria,  or  a  detailed 
life  of  Alexander  the  Great,  simply  because  they  are  mentioned  in  a  few  passages 
of  the  Sacred  Writers.  Such  subjects  properly  belong  to  Dictionaries  of  Classical 
Geography  and  Biography,  and  are  only  introduced  here  so  far  as  they  throw  light 
upon  Jewish  history,  and  the  Jewish  character  and  faith.  The  same  remark  applies 
to  all  similar  articles,  which,  far  from  being  a  repetition  of  those  contained  in  the 
preceding  dictionaries,  are  supplementary  to  them,  affording  the  Biblical  information 
which  they  did  not  profess  to  give.  In  like  manner  it  would  obviously  be  out  of 
place  to  present  such  an  account  of  the  plants  and  animals  mentioned  in  the  Scrip- 
tures, as  would  be  appropriate  in  systematic  treatises  on  Botany  or  Zoology.  All 
that  can  be  reasonably  required,  or  indeed  is  of  any  real  service,  is  to  identify  the 
plants  and  animals  with  known  species  or  varieties,  to  discuss  the  difficulties 
which  occur  in  each  subject,  and  to  explain  all  allusions  to  it  by  the  aid  of  modern 
science. 

In  a  work  written  by  various  persons,  each  responsible  for  his  own  contributions, 
differences  of  opinion  must  naturally  occur.  Such  differences,  however,  are  both 
fewer  and  of  less  importance  than  might  have  been  expected  from  the  nature  of  the 
subject ;  and  in  some  difficult  questions  — -  such,  for  instance,  as  that  of  the  "  Brethren 
of  our  Lord  "  —  the  Editor,  instead  of  endeavoring  to  obtain  uniformity,  has  consid- 
ered it  an  advantage  to  the  reader  to  have  the  arguments  stated  from  different 
points  of  view. 

An  attempt  has  been  made  to  insure,  as  far  as  practicable,  uniformity  of  reference 
to  the  most  important  books.  In  the  case  of  two  works  of  constant  occurrence  in 
the  geographical  articles,  it  may  be  convenient  to  mention  tiiat  all  I'eferences  to  Dr. 
Robinson's  "  Biblical  Researches  "  and  to  Professor  Stanley's  "  Sinai  and  Palestine," 
have  been  uniformly  made  to  the  second  edition  of  tlie  former  work  (London,  1856, 
3  vols.),  and  to  the  fourth  edition  of  the  latter  (London,  1857). 

The  Editor  cannot  conclude  this  brief  explanation  without  expressing  his  obliga- 
tions to  the  writei-s  of  the  various  articles.  Their  names  are  a  sufficient  guarantee 
for  the  value  of  their  contributions ;  but  the  warm  interest  they  have  taken  in  the 
book,  and  the  unwearied  pains  they  have  bestowed  upon  their  separate  departments, 
demand  from  the  Editor  his  grateful  tlianks.  There  is,  however,  one  writer  to 
whom  he  owes  a  more  special  acknowledgment.  Mr,  George  Grove  of  Sydenham, 
besidtis  contributing  the  articles  to  which  his  initial  is  attached,  has  rendered  the 
Editor  important  assistance  Fn  wrltlng^tlie  majority  of  the  articles  on  the  more  oh- 
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scure  names  in  the  first  volume,  in  the  correction  of  the  proofs,  and  in  the  revision 
of  the  -whole  book.  The  Editor  has  also  to  express  his  obligations  to  Mr.  William 
Aldis  Wright,  Librarian  of  Trinity  College,  Cambridge,  and  to  the  Rev.  ^?^rles  P. 
PKiimj)f  Chichester,  for  their  valuable  assistance  in  the  correction  of  the  proofs,  aa 
well  as  to  Mr.  E.  Stanley  Poole,  for  the  revision  of  the  Arabic  words.  Mr.  Aldis 
Wright  has  likewise  written  in  the  second  and  third  volumes  the  more  obscure 
names  to  which  no  initials  are  attached. 

It  is  intended  to  publish  shortly  an  Atlas  of  Biblical  Geography,  which.  It  is  be- 
lieved, will  form  a  valuable  supplement  to  the  Dictionary. 

"WILLIAM    SMITH. 
London,  November.  1863. 
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A'ALAR.     [Addan.] 

AA-nON  (|1"IlT^?  [perh-  =  V"^^,  moun- 
taineer, Ges. ;  or  from  "IHW,  enlightened,  Fiirst]  :  <» 
'Kapdv :   Aaron),   the   son  of  Amram    (D^XP^, 

kindred  of  the  Highest)  and  Jochebed  (^55"^^> 
whose  glory  is  Jehovah),  and  the  elder  brother  of 
Moses  and  Miriam  (Num.  xxvi.  59,  xxxiii.  39). 
He  was  a  Levite,  and,  as  the  first-bom,  would 
naturally  be  the  priest  of  the  household,  even  before 
any  special  appointment  by  God.  Of  his  early  history 
we  know  nothing,  although,  by  the  way  in  which 
he  is  first  mentioned  in  Ex.  iv.  14,  as  "  Aaron 
the  I^erite,"  it  would  seem  as  if  he  had  been 
already  to  some  extent  a  leader  in  his  tribe.  All 
that  is  definitely  recorded  of  him  at  this  time  is, 
that,  in  the  same  passage,  he  is  described  as  one 
"who  could  speak  well."  Judging  from  the  acts 
of  his  life,  we  should  suppose  him  to  have  been, 
like  many  eloquent  men,  a  man  of  impulsive  and 
comi^aratively  unstable  character,  leaning  almost 
wholly  on  his  brother ;  incapable  of  that  endurance 
of  loneliness  and  temptation,  which  is  an  element  of 
real  greatness ;  but  at  the  same  time  earnest  in  his 
devotion  to  God  and  man,  and  therefore  capable  of 
sacrifice  and  of  discipline  by  trial. 

His  first  office  was  to  be  the  "  Prophet,"  i.  e. 
(according  to  the  proper  meaning  of  the  word),  the 
interpreter  and  "  Mouth  "  (Ex.  iv.  16)  of  his  broth- 
er, who  was  "slow  of  speech;"  and  accordingly 
he  was  not  only  the  oi^n  of  communication  with 
the  Israelites  and  with  Pharaoh  (Ex.  iv.  30,  vii.  2), 
but  also  the  actual  instrument  of  working  most 
of  the  miracles  of  the  Exodus.  (See  Ex.  vii. 
19,  &c.)  Thus  also  on  the  way  to  Momit  Sinai, 
during  the  battle  with  Amalek,  Aaron  is  mentioned 
with  Hur,  as  staying  up  the  weary  hands  of  Moses, 
when  they  were  lifted  up  for  the  victory  of  Israel 
(not  in  prayer,  as  is  sometimes  explained,  but)  to 
bear  the  rod  of  God  (see  Ex.  xvii.  9).  Through 
all  this  period,  he  is  only  mentioned  as  dependent 
upon  his  brother,  and  deriving  all  his  authority 
fix)m  him.  The  contrast  between  them  is  even 
more  strongly  marked  on  the  arrival  at  Sinai. 
Moses  at  once  acts  as  the  mediator  (Gal.  iii.  19)  for 
the  people,  to  come  near  to  God  for  them,  and  to 

«  •  Dietrich  suggests  (Gtes.  Heb.  Handwb.  6te  Aufl.) 

neA,  or  fluent,  like  ~J!2'"1S.  H. 
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speak  His  words  to  them.  Aaron  only  approaches 
with  Nadab,  and  Abihu,  and  the  seventy  elders  of 
Israel,  by  special  command,  near  enough  to  see 
Grod's  glory,  but  not  so  as  to  enter  His  immediate 
presence.  Left  then,  on  Moses'  departure,  to  guide 
the  people,  he  is  tried  for  a  moment  on  his  own 
responsibility  and  he  fiiils,  not  from  any  direct 
unbelief  on  his  own  part,  but  from  a  weak  inability 
to  withstand  the  demand  of  the  people  for  visible 
"  gods  to  go  before  them."  Possibly  it  seemed  to 
him  prudent  to  make  an  image  of  Jehovah,  in  the 
well-known  form  of  Egyptian  idolatry  (Apis  or 
Mnevis),  rather  than  to  risk  the  total  alienation  of 
the  people  to  false  gods ;  and  his  weakness  was  re- 
warded by  seeing  a  "  feast  of  the  Lord  "  (Ex.  xxxii. 
5)  d^raded  to  the  lowest  form  of  heathenish  sen- 
suality, and  knowing,  from  Moses'  words  and  deeds, 
that  the  covenant  with  the  Lord  was  utterly  broken. 
There  can  hardly  be  a  stronger  contrast  with  this 
weakness,  and  the  self-convicted  shame  of  his  excuse, 
than  the  burning  indignation  of  Moses,  and  his 
stern  decbive  measures  of  vengeance;  although 
beneath  these  there  lay  an  ardent  affection,  which 
went  almost  to  the  verge  of  presumption  in  prayer 
for  the  people  (Ex.  xxxii.  19-34),  and  gained  for- 
giveness for  Aaron  himself  (Deut.  ix.  20). 

It  is  not  a  little  remarkable,  that  immediately 
after  this  great  sin,  and  almost  as  though  it  had 
not  occurred,  God's  fore-ordained  purposes  were 
carried  out  in  Aaron's  consecration  to  the  new  office 
of  the  high-priesthood.  Probably  the  fall  and  the 
repentance  from  it  may  have  made  him  one  "  who 
could  have  compassion  on  the  ignorant,  and  them 
who  are  out  of  the  way,  as  being  himself  also  com- 
passed with  infirmity."  The  order  of  God  for  the 
consecration  is  found  in  Ex.  xxix.,  and  the  record 
of  its  execution  in  Lev.  viii. ;  and  the  delegated  char- 
acter of  the  Aaronic  priesthood  is  clearly  seen  by 
the  fact,  that,  in  this  its  inauguration,  the  priestly 
office  is  borne  by  Moses,  as  God's  truer  representa- 
tive (see  Heb.  vii.). 

The  form  of  consecration  resembled  other  sacri- 
ficial ceremonies  in  containing,  first,  a  sin-offering, 
the  form  of  cleansing  from  sin  and  reconciliation 
[Sin-offering]  ;  a  burnt-offering,  the  symbol  of 
entire  devotion  to  Grod  of  the  nature  so  purified 
[Burnt-offering]  ;  and  a  meat-off'ering,  the 
thankful  acknowledgment  and  sanctifying  of  God's 
natural  blessings  [Meat-offering]  .  It  had,  how 
ever,  besides  these,  the  solemn  assumption  of  the 
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sacred  robes  (the  garb  of  righteousness),  the  anoint- 
ing (the  symbol  of  God's  grace),  and  the  offering  of 
the  ram  of  consecration,  the  blood  of  which  was 
sprinkled  on  Aaron  and  his  sons,  as  upon  the  altar 
and  vessels  of  the  ministry,  in  order  to  sanctify 
thera  for  the  service  of  God.  The  former  ceremonies 
represented  the  blessings  and  duties  of  the  man,  the 
lattei  the  special  consecration  of  the  priest." 

The  solemnity  of  the  office,  and  its  entire  de- 
pendence for  sanctity  on  the  ordinances  of  God, 
were  vindicated  by  the  death  of  Nadab  and  Abihu, 
for  "  offering  strange  fire  "  on  the  altar,  and  appa- 
rently (see  Lev.  x.  9,  10)  for  doing  so  in  drunken 
recklessness.  Aaron's  checking  his  sorrow,  so  as  at 
least  to  refrain  from  aU  outward  signs  of  it,  would 
be  a  severe  trial  to  an  impulsive  and  weak  character, 
and  a  proof  of  his  being  lifted  above  hiniself  by  the 
office  which  he  held. 

From  this  time  the  history  of  Aaron  is  almost 
entirely  that  of  the  priesthood,  and  its  chief  feature 
is  the  great  rebeUion  of  Korah  and  the  Levites 
against  his  sacerdotal  dignity,  unitetl  with  that  of 
Dathan  and  Abiram  and  the  Keubenites  against  the 
temporal  authority  of  Moses  [Kokah].  The  true 
vuidication  of  the  reality  of  Aaron's  priesthood  was 
not  so  much  the  death  of  Korah  by  the  fire  of  the 
Lord,  as  the  efficacy  of  his  offering  of  incense  to 
stay  the  plague,  by  which  he  was  seen  to  be  accepted 
as  an  intercessor  for  the  people.  'Ilie  blooming  of 
his  rod,  which  followed,  was  a  miraculous  sign, 
visible  to  all  and  capable  of  preservation,  of  God's 
choice  of  him  and  his  house. 

The  only  occasion  on  which  his  individual  char- 
acter is  seen,  is  one  of  presumption,  prompted,  as 
before,  chiefly  by  another,  and,  as  before,  sjjeedily 
repented  of.  The  murmuring  of  Aaron  and  Miriam 
against  Moses  clearly  proceeded  from  their  trust, 
the  one  in  his  priesthood,  the  other  in  her  prophetic 
inspiration,  as  equal  commissions  from  God  (Num. 
xii.  2).  It  seems  to  have  vanished  at  once  before 
the  declaration  of  Moses'  exaltation  above  all  proph- 
ecy and  priesthood,  except  that  of  One  who  was 
to  come ;  and,  if  we  may  judge  from  the  direction 
of  the  punishment,  to  have  originated  mainly  with 
Miriam.  On  all  other  occasions  he  is  spoken  of  as 
acting  with  Moses  in  the  guidance  of  the  people. 
Leaning  as  he  seems  to  have  done  wholly  on  him,  it 
is  not  strange  that  he  should  have  shared  his  sin  at 
Meribah,  and  its  punishment  [Moses]  (Num.  xx. 
10  - 12 ).  As  that  punishment  seems  to  have  purged 
out  from  Moses  the  tendency  to  self-confidence, 
which  tainted  his  character,  so  in  Aaron  it  may 
have  destroyed  that  idolatry  of  a  stronger  mind,  into 
which  a  weaker  one,  once  conquered,  is  apt  to  fall. 
Aaron's  death  seems  to  have  followed  very  speedily. 
It  took  place  on  Mount  Hor,  after  the  transference 
of  his  robes  and  office  to  lUeazar,  who  alone  with 
Moses  was  present  at  his  death,  and  performed  his 
burial  (Num.  xx.  28).  This  mount  is  still  called 
the  "  Moimtain  of  Aaron."      [Hok.] 

The  wife  of  Aaron  was  Elisheba  (Ex.  vi.  23) ;  and 
the  two  sons  who  survived  him,  l^Ieazar  and  Itha- 
mar.  The  high  priesthood  descended  to  the  former, 
and  to  his  descendants  until  the  time  of  Eli,  who, 
although  of  the  house  of  Ithamar,  received  the  high 
priesthood  (see  Joseph.  Ant.  v.  11,  §  .5,  viii.  1, 
§  3),  and  transmitted  it  to  his  children;  with  them 
it  continued  until  the  accession  of  Solomon,  who  took 

«  It  is  noticeable  that  the  ceremonies  of  the  restora- 
tion of  the  leper  to  his  place,  as  one  of  God's  people, 
bear  a  Btrong  resemblance  to  those  of  consecration. 
*»  1«T.  xIt.  10-32. 
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it  from  Abiathar,  and  restored  it  to  Zadok  (of  the 
house  of  Eleazar),  so  falfilling  the  prophecy  of  1 
Sam.  ii.  30.  A.  B. 

N.  B.  In  1  Chr.  xxvu.  17,  «  Aaron  "  ("l''"!!^) 
is  counted  as  one  of  the  "  ti-ibes  of  Israel."        '   ' 

AA'RONITES,  THE  (^"inS:  d  'Aapiv. 
stirps  Aaron,  AaroniUe.).  Descendants  of  Aaron, 
and  therefore  priests,  who,  to  the  numter  of  3700 
fighting  men,  with  Jehoiada  the  father  of  Benaiah 
at  their  head,  joined  David  at  Hebron  '1  Chr. 
xii.  27).  Later  on  in  the  history  (1  Chr.  xa.vii.  17) 
we  find  their  chief  was  Zadok,  who  in  the  earlier 
narrative  was  distinguished  as  "a  young  man 
mighty  of  valor."  They  must  have  been  an  im- 
portant family  in  the  reign  of  David  to  be  reckoned 
among  the  tribes  of  Israel.  W.  A.  W. 

AB  (2S,  father),  an  element  in  the  composi- 
tion of  many  proper  names,  of  which  Abba  is  a 
Chaldaic  form,  the  syllable  affixed  giving  tlie  em- 
phatic force  of  the  definite  article.  AppUed  to  God 
by  Jesus  Christ  (Mark  xiv.  36),  and  by  St.  Paul 
(Rom.  viii.  15 ;  Gal.  iv.  6.)     [Abba.]    K.  W.  B. 

AB.     [Months.] 

AB'ACUC,  2  Esdr.  i.  40.     [Habakkuk.] 

ABADDON,  Rev.  ix.  11.     [Apollyon.] 

ABADI'AS  CAjSaS/w;  [Aid.  Ba8(as:]  Ab- 
(lias).  Obadiah,  the  son  of  Jehiel  (1  Esdr.  viii. 
35).  W.  A.  W. 

ABAGTHA  (NH^aS. :  iZaeoxed;  Alex. 
FA.  ZvPaBada  ;  Comp.'  'AfiayaOd :]  Abrjatka), 
one  of  the  seven  eunuchs  in  the  Persian  court  of 
Ahasuerus  (Esth.  i.  10).  In  the  LXX.  the  names 
of  these  eunuchs  are  different.  The  word  contains 
the  same  root  which  we  find  in  the  Persian  names 
Birjtha  (Esth.  i.  10),  Biythan  (Esth.  ii.  21),  Big- 
thana  (Esth.  vi.  2),  and  Bagoas.  Bohlen  explains 
it  from  the  Sanscrit  bayatldta,  "  given  by  fortune," 
from  baga,  fortune,  the  sun. 

AB'ANA  (nans.:  6  'Afiavd;  [Vat.  H.  (Vat.'^^ 
Mai)  Ap/8oi/a;  Alex,  tiaf^^ava;  Comp.  'AyLtai/tf:] 
Abana),  one  of  the  "  rivers  (n"i~in3)  of  Damas- 
cus "  (2  K.  V.  12).  The  Barada  {Xpvaoi^6ai  of 
the  Greeks)  and  the  Aroaj  are  now  tlie  chief  streams 
of  Damascus,  and  there  can  be  little  doubt  that  the 
former  of  these  represents  the  Abana  and  the  latter 
the  Pharpar  of  the  text.  As  far  back  as  the  days 
of  Pliny  and  Strabo  the  Barada  was,  as  it  now  is, 
the  chief  river  of  the  city  (Rob.  iii.  446),  flowing 
through  it,  and  supplying  most  of  its  dwellings 
with  water.  The  Awaj  is  further  from  Damascus, 
and  a  native  of  the  place,  if  speaking  of  the  two  to- 
gether, would  certainly,  with  Na-vman,  name  the 
Barada  first  (Porter,  i.  276).  To  this  may  be  ad- 
ded the  fact  that  in  the  Arabic  version  of  the  pas- 
sage —  the  date  of  which  has  been  fixed  by  Kiidiger 
as  the  11th  century  —  Abana  is  rendered  by  Bar- 

<^>     I  Do.     Further,  it  seems  to  have  escaped 

notice  that  one  branch  of  the  Awaj  —  if  Kiepert's 
map  (in  Rob.  1856)  is  to  be  trusted  —  now  bears 
the  name  of  Wwly  Burbar.  There  is  however  no 
reference  to  this  in  Robinson  or  Porter. 

The  Barada  rises  in  the  Antilibanus  near  Zeb- 
dany,  at  about  23  miles  from  the  city,  and  1149 

6  The  Keri,  with  the  Targ^um  Jonathan  and  th« 
Syriac  vcrgion,  lias  Amanah.     See  margin  of  A.  V. 
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those  regions  must  remain  to  a  great  degree  ob- 
scure.<»  G. 

*ABBA.    The  Chaldee  or  Aramaic  appends  the 
article  instead  of  prefixing  it  as  in  Hebrew;  and 


feet  above  it.     In  its  course  it  passes  the  site  of 

the  ancient  Abila,  and  receives  the  waters  of  Ain- 

Fijek,  one  of  the  largest  springs  in  Syria.     This 

was  long  believed  to  be  the  real   source  of  the 

Barada,  according   to   the   popular  usage  of  the  /v»>^lj\ 

country,  which  r«^ards  the  most  copious  fountain,  j  ^^^^'^^  ^^^"  ^bba  (N2S)  occurs  the  exact  d  irari]p 

not   the   most   distant   head,  as   the   origin  of  a  '  follows  for  the  sake  of  Greek  readers.     See  Winer's 

river.     We  meet  with  other  instances  of  the  same  1  J^l^ht.  ad  Galat.  p.  96.     Abba,  as  the  vernacular 

mistake  in  the  case  of  the  Jordan  and  the  Orontes  I  term  (a  vox  solennis  from  childhood),  was  of  course 

[Ain]  ;  it  is  to  Dr.  Kobinson  that  we  are  indebted  j  more  expressive  than  any  foreign  word  could  be, 

for  its  discovery  in  the  present  case  (Rob.  iii.  477).   and  came,  as  it  were,  first  to  the  Ups  as  the  writer 

After  flowing  through  Damascus  the  Barada  runs  I  or  speaker  thouglit  of  God  in  the  filial  relation, 

across  the  plain,  leaving  the  remarkable  Assyrian   which  the  word  designated  with  such  fullness  of 


ruin  Tell  es-Salahiyeh  on  its  left  bank,  till  it  loses 
itself  in  the  lake  or  marsh  Bahret  eUKibliyeh.  Mr. 
Porter  calculates  that  14  villages  and  150^000  souls 
are  dependent  on  this  important  river.  Por  the 
course  of  the  Barada  see  Porter,  vol.  i.  chap,  v., 
Journ.  of  S.  Lit.  N.  S.  viii.,  Rob.  iii.  446,  7.  Light- 
foot  {Cent.   Chor.  iv.)  and  Gesenius  (Thes.  116) 

quote  the  name  ^VX31p  as  applied  in  the  Lexicon 
Aruch  to  the  Amana.  G. 

*  Gesenius  ( Thes.  p.  116)  supposes  Abana  to  be  a 
commutation  for  Amaxa  by  an  interchange  of  the 

labials  H  and  72  :  it  may  be  a  dialectic  or  a  provin- 
cial difference.  See  also  Keil's  BB.  der  Konige,  p. 
368.    Amana  or  Abana  means  "  perennial "  (comp. 

1^S3  as  said  of  water  in  Is.  xxxiii.  16  and  Jer. 

XV.  18)  and  is  especially  appropriate  to  this  ever- 
flowing  stream.  The  only  bibUcal  allusion  to  the 
name  is  that  in  Naaman's  scornful  interrogation  in 
2  Kings  V.  12:  "Are  not  Abana  and  Pharpar, 
rivers  of  Damascus,  better  than  all  the  waters  of 
Israel?"  There  may  be  something  more  than 
pride  of  country  in  this ;  for  the  waters  of  Abana 
(Barada),  especially  after  the  confluence  of  the 
stream  from  Fijeh,  its  most  copious  fountain,  are 
remarkably  fresh  and  sparkUng,  and  at  the  present 
day  proverbially  salubrious,  while  those  of  the  Jor- 
dan are  mixed  with  clay  and  tepid,  though  not 
unfit  for  drinking  (Richter's  Wallfahrten,  p.  157 ; 
Rob.  Phys.  Geog.  p.  165).  H. 

AB'ARIM  (so  Milton  accents  the  word),  the 
"  mount,"  or  "  mountains  of  "  (always  with  the  def. 

article,  D'^l^^n  "IH,  or  '^^J^,  rh  Spos  rh  'Afi- 

apiix,  [etc.]  or  iu  t^  wepav  rod  'lopSduov,  =  the 
nwuntams  of'  the  further  parts,  or  possibly  of  the 
fords),  a  mountain  or  range  of  highlands  on  the  east 
of  the  Jordan,  in  the  land  of  Moab  (Deut.  xxxii. 
49),  facing  Jericho,  and  forming  the  eastern  wall 
of  the  Jordan  valley  at  that  part.  Its  most  ele- 
vated spot  was  "  the  Mount  Nebo,  '  head '  of  '  the ' 
Pisgah,"  from  which  Moses  viewed  the  Prom- 
ised Land  before  his  death.  There  is  nothing  to 
prove  that  the  Abarim  were  a  range  or  tract  of  any 
length,  unless  the  Ije- Abarim  ("heaps  of  A.") 
named  in  Num.  xxxiii.  44,  and  which  were  on  the 
south  frontier  of  Moab,  are  to  be  taken  as  belong- 
mg  to  them.  But  it  must  be  remembered  that  a 
word  derived  from  the  same  root  as  Abarim,  namely, 

^5^,  is  the  term  commonly  applied  to  the  whole 
of  the  country  on  the  east  of  the  Jordan. 

These  mountains  are  mentioned  in  Num.  xx'/ii. 
12,  xxxiii.  47,  48,  and  Deut.  xxxii.  49 ;  also  prob- 
ably in  Jer.  xxii.  20,  where  the  word  is  rendered  in 
\he  A.  V.  "  passages." 

In  the  absence  of  research  on  the  east  of  the 
Joi-dan  and  of  the  Dead  Sea,  the  topography  of 


meaning.  See  Usteri's  Com.  iiber  d.  Brief  an  die 
Gahtt.  p.  148.  Tholuck  (on  Rom.  viii.  15)  reminds 
us  that  Luther  preferred  to  translate  irariip  lieber 
Voter  rather  than  Voter  merely,  as  the  more  nat- 
ural dictate  of  his  childlike  feeling  toward  God. 
Some  others  think  that  Abba  passed  over  from  the 
Aramaean  Christians  to  the  Greek-speaking  Chris- 
tians as  a  sort  of  proper  name,  and  had  merely 
that  force  as  combined  with  S  irar-fip.  To  main- 
tain this  view,  Meyer  has  to  say  (on  Gal.  iv.  0) 
that  in  Mark  xiv.  36  the  Evangelist  puts  "  Abba  " 
into  the  mouth  of  Jesus  as  he  prayed  in  the  garden 
in  anticipation  of  a  usage  which  began  to  exist  at  a 
later  period.      -  H. 

ABTDA  (S^5V   [servant,  a   Chaldee  form]: 

AiiSiiv  ;  [Vat.  E.(ppa;  Alex.  A^Scc;   Comp.  'A/S- 
Si-]  Abda).    1.  Father  of  Adoniram  (1  K.  iv.  6.) 
2.   ['I&>|3i^j8 ;  Comp.  'AfiSias-]   Son  of  Shanmma 
(Neh.  xi.  17),  called  Obadiah  in  1  Chr.  ix.  16. 

ABDEEL  (bs^nr  :  [om.  Aid.  Rom.  Alex. 
FA. ;  Comp.  'AySSe^A:]  Ahdeel),  father  of  Shele- 
miah  (Jer.  xxxvi.  26).  [A.  V.  ed.  1611  reads  Ab- 
diel] 

AB^DI  C^"^2r  [my  sei-canty.  'Afiat ;  [Vat. 
A|85€i;]  Alex.  A)35t:  Abdi).  1.  A  Merarite  [JVIe- 
RARi],  and  ancestor  of  Ethan  the  singer  (1  Chr. 
vi.  44). 

2.  ('A/35/.)  The  father  of  Kish,  a  Merarite  Le- 
vite  in  the  reign  of  Hezekiah  (2  Chr.  xxix.  12). 
From  a  comparison  of  this  passage  with  1  Chr. 
vi.  44  it  would  appear  either  that  ancestral  names 
were  repeated  in  Levitical  families,  or  that  they  be- 
came themselves  the  names  of  famihes,  and  not  of 
individuals. 

3.  {'AfiSia  ;  FA.  AfiStia.)  One  of  the  Beue- 
Ellam  [sons  of  Elam]  in  the  time  of  Ezra,  who  had 
married  a  foreign  wife  (Ezr.  x.  26).     W.  A.  W. 

ABDI'AS  (Abdias).  The  prophet  Obadiah 
(2  Esdr.  i.  39).  W.  A.  W. 

AB'DIEL  (bS"'"^nV  [servant  of  God]:  'Afi- 
StiiW  [Vat.  AjSSerjA.:]  Ahdiel),  son  of  Guni  (1 
Chr.  v.  15). 

*  The  casual  notice  here  is  all  that  is  known  to 
us  of  this  Abdiel  icom  the  Bible.  The  celebrity 
which  the  name  has  acquired  arises  chiefly  from 
Milton's  use  of  it  as  applied  to  that  only  one 
among  the  hosts  of  Satan,  of  whom  he  could  say :  — 

"  Among  the  feithless,  faithful  only  he ;  " 


a  *For  a  concise  statement  of  the  somewhat  per- 
plexed relation  of  Abarim,  Nebo,  and  Pisgah  to  each 
other,  the  reader  may  consult  Dr.  Robinson's  Physical 
deograpky  of  Palestine,  p.  62.  Kurtz  (Gesc/i.  des  A. 
B.)  has  a  section  (ii.  §  88)  on  the  "  Gebirge  Abarim.'' 
See  also  Raumer's  Paldstina,  and  Hitter's  Erdkunde  on 
Abarim.  Additional  information,  the  lesult  of  later 
discoveries,  will  be  found  under  Nebo.  H 
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and  whom  (referring  to  the  etymology)  he  repre- 
Beuts  as  receiving  the  lofty  praise  — 
"  Servant  of  God,  well  done  ;  vrell  hast  thou  fought." 
The  name  corresponds  to  the  Arabic  Abdalkh. 
See  Wilkinson's  Personal  Names  in  the  Bible 
(London,  1865),  p.  297.  H. 

AB'DON  (]"T=T?y  [senihy.  'A$S<iv;  [in 
-ludg.,  Alex.  AafiSufi,  AaffSuv:]  AMon).  1.  A 
judge  of  Israel  (Judg.  xii.  13,  15),  perhaps  the 
same  person  as  Bedan  in  1  Sam.  xii.  11. 

2.  [Vat.  AjSoSo);/.]  Son  of  Shashak  (1  Chr. 
viii.  23). 

3.  First-bom  son  of  Jehiel,  son  of  Gibeon  [rath- 
er, father  of  Gibeon,  i.  e.  the  city  or  people  of 
(jibeon]  (1  Chr.  viii.  30,  ix.  35,  36). 

4.  i'A$S6fi;  Vat.  A$So5ofi  ;  Alex.  A&Swv.'] 
Son  of  Micah,  a  contemporary  of  Josiah  (2  Chr. 
xxxiv.  20),  called  Achbor  in  2  Kings  xxii.  12. 

AB'DON  Cl'"l'=T2P  [senile] :  'A^Siiv,  Aafi- 
0{i>v,  'Pafidd),  a  city  in  the  tribe  of  Asher,  given 
to  the  Gershonites  (Josh.  xxi.  30;  1  Chr.  vi.  74). 
No  place  of  this  name  appears  in  the  list  of  the 
towns  of  Asher  (Josh.  xix.  24-31);  but  instead  we 

find  (28)  ^^i^,  "Hebron,""  which  is  the  same 

word,  with  the  change  frequent  in  Hebrew  of  "1 

for  "T.  Indeed  many  MSS.  have  Abdon  in  Josh. 
xix.  28  (Ges.  p.  980;  Winer,  s.  v.);  but,  on  the 
other  hand,  all  the  ancient  versions  retain  the  E, 
except  the  Vatican  LXX.  which  has  'EK^wv  (Alex. 
'Axpdv  [  i^id  so  Comp. ;  17  MSS.  have  Effpaiv] ). 

ABED'NEGO  ('"12?"125? :  'A/SSfj/a^dS :  Ab- 
denago),  i.  e.  servant  of  Nego^  perhaps  the  same  as 
Neho,  which  was  the  Chaldsean  name  of  the  planet 
Mercury,  worshipped  as  the  scribe  and  interpreter 
of  the  gods  (Gesen.).  Abednego  was  the  Chal- 
da^n  name  given  to  Azariah,  one  of  the  three 
friends  of  I^iel,  miraculously  saved  from  the 
burning  fiery  fiimace  (Dan.  iii.).  [Azakiah.  No. 
24.]  R.  W.  B. 

A'BEL  (72M=  mea/hwe  according  to  Ge- 
senius,  who  derives  it  from  a  root  signifving  mois- 
ture like  that  of  grass :  see,  however,  in  favor  of  a 
different  meaning  [lamentation],  the  arguments  of 
Lengerke,  Kenaan,  i.  358,  and  Hengstenberg,  Pent. 
ii.  319);  the  name  of  several  places  in  Palestine:  — 

1.  A'bel-beth-ma'achah  (rr33?12  iVZ  S 
[house  of  oppression:  2  S.  'A0f\  Kal  Bedfjiaxd  or 
♦ep;iiox<^  (Alex.  Brjd/uoxa)  '■  Abela  et  Bethmaacha  : 

1  K.  ^  'A/SfA  oIkov  Maaxd  •  Abel  domus  Maacha : 

2  K.  ■^  'AjSeA.  Ka\  r)  Qa/xaaxdi  Alex,  tj  KafifK- 
Bepfuiaxti-  .4W  domus  -I/.]),  a  town  of  some  im- 
lK)rtance  {ir6\is  koI  ixr]rp6iro\is,  "  a  city  and  a  mo- 
ther in  Israel,"  2  Sam.  xx.  19),  in  the  extreme  north 
of  Palestine;  named  with  Dan,  Cinneroth,  Kedesh; 
;uid  as  such  falling  an  early  prey  to  the  invading 


"  The  Ain  is  here  rendered  by  H.  The  H  in  the 
^vp|l-kno^Tn  Hebron  represents  Ch.  Elsewhere  (as 
Miiza,  Gomorrah)  Ain  is  rendered  by  G  in  the  Author- 
ized Version. 

''  *  A  "  dragon  "  was  worshipped  with  Bel  at  Baby- 
lon, and  Dietrich  (Ge«.  Heb.  Handwb.  1863)  thinks 
well  of  Rodlger's  comparison  of  Nego  with  the  Sanskr. 
naga,  "  serpent."  H. 

'■  It  i«  in  favor  of  Gesenius'  interpretation  that  the 
t'haldee  Targum  always  renders  Abel  by  Mis/ior,  which 
In  later  Hebrew  lost  it«  special  significance,  and  was 
aie»l  for  a  level  spot  or  plain  generally. 
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kings  of  Syria  (1  K.  xv.  20)  and  Assj-ria  (2  K.  xv. 
29).    In  the  parallel  passage,  2  Chr.  xvi.  4,  the  name 

is  changed  to  Abel  Maim,  Q']C)  S  =  Abel  on  the 
waters.  Here  Sheba  was  overtaken  and  besieged 
by  Joab  (2  Sam.  xx.  14,  15);  and  the  city  was 
saved  by  the  exercise  on  the  part  of  one  of  its  in- 
habitants of  that  sagacity  for  which  it  was  proverb- 
ial (18).  In  verses  14  and  18  it  is  simply  Abel", 
and  in  14  Abel  is  apparently  distinguished  from 
Beth-maachah.''  K  the  derivation  of  Gesenius  be 
the  correct  one,  the  situation  of  Abel  was  probably 
in  the  Ard  el-Huleh,  the  marshy  meadow  comitry 
which  drains  into  the  Sea  of  Merom,  whether  at 
Abil  (Robinson,  iii.  372),  or  more  to  the  south 
(Stanley,  S.  and  P.  p.  390,  note).  Eusebius  and 
Jerome  place  it  between  Paneas  and  Damascus; 
but  this  has  not  been  identified. 

2.  A'BEU-MA'iM  (D^a  bnS :  'AfieXfiah  : 
Abelmaim),  2  Chr.  xvi.  4.     [Abel,  1.] 

3.  A'bel-mizua'im  (Miteraim),  D'^'l^lS  S,  ac- 
cording to  the  etymology  of  the  text,  the  mourning 
of  Egypt,  irfvdoi  Alyinrrov  [Planctus  ^gypti], 
(this  meaning,  however,  requires  a  different  point- 
ing, v3S  for  ^5^)  •  t^6  name  given  by  the  Ca- 
naanites  to  the  floor  of  Atad,  at  which  Joseph,  his 
brothers,  and  the  Egyptians  made  their  mourning 

for  Jacob  (Gen.  1.  11).  It  was  beyond  (^5??^= 
on  the  east  of )  Jordan,  though  placed  by  Jerome 
at  Beth-Hogla  (now  Ain^Hajla),  near  the  river, 
on  its  west  bank."     [Atad.] 

4.  A'bel-shit'tim    (with    the    article    V^S 

a^tStt^H:  [BeXo-o  ;  Alex.  BtXtraTTi/x  ;  Comp. 
'A^eXaaTl/x :  Abelsatim]),  the  meadow  of  the 
acaoias,  in  the  "plains"  (nZl*15?=the  deserts) 
of  Moab;  on  the  low  level  of  the  Jordan  valley, 
as  contradistinguished  from  the  cultivated  "fields" 
on  the  upper  level  of  the  table-land.  Here  —  their 
last  resting-place  before  crossing  the  Jordan  —  Is- 
rael "  pitched  from  Bethjesimoth  unto  A.  Shittim," 
Num.  xxxiii.  49.  The  place  is  most  frequently 
mentioned  by  its  shorter  name  of  Shittim.  [Shit- 
tim.] In  the  days  of  Josephus  it  was  still  known 
as  Abila,  —  the  town  embosomed  in  palms,^  {oTro\> 
vvv  ttSKis  icrlv  'AjStA'^,  (poiviK6<pxnov  8*  iar\  rh 
X<>>piov,  Ant.  iv.  8,  §  1),  60  stadia  fix)m  the  river  (v. 
1,  §  1).  The  town  and  the  palms  have  disappeared; 
but  the  acacia-groves,  denoted  by  the  name  Shit- 
tim, still  remain,  "  marking  with  a  line  of  verdure 


<i  •  It  Is  certain  from  2  Sam.  xx.  14,  that  they  were 
different,  and  no  doubt  the  fuller  name  signified  Abel 
near  Beth-Maachah  (Hengstenberg,  Pent.  ii.  319; 
Robinson,  iii.  372).  See  Ges.  Heb.  Gr.  §  116,  5  a,  for 
this  mode  of  expressing  local  proximity.  See  Thomson's 
Land  and  Book,  I.  327,  for  a  description  of  Abel.    H. 

e  *  The  Biblical  text  knows  nothing  of  any  connec- 
tion between  Abel-Mizraim  and  Beth-Hogla.  Whether 
"  beyond  the  Jordan  "  denotes  the  east  or  the  west 
side,  depends  on  the  position  of  the  speaker,  like  our 
Trans-atlantic,  whether  used  on  one  side  of  the  water 
or  the  other.  Against  the  supposition  of  Kitto  and 
others,  that  Joseph's  funeral  escort,  with  the  body  of 
Jacob,  travelled  through  the  Great  Desert,  by  the  way 
of  the  Dead  Sea  and  Moab,  in  going  to  Canaan,  instead 
of  the  direct  course  through  Philistia,  see  Thomson's 
Land  and  Book,  Ii.  385.  H. 

/  It  was  amongst  these  palms,  according  to  Jose- 
phus, that  Deuteronomy  was  delivered  by  Moses.  Sea 
the  passage  above  cited. 
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the  upper  terraces  of  the  Jordan  valley  "  (Stanley, 

S.  ami  P.  p.  298). 

5.  A'bei^meho'lah  (Mec/iolah,  H^inp  N, 
meadow  of  the  dance:  ['Afie\ixfov\d;  Alex.  Ba- 
fff\fieov\a :  Abelmehula] ),  named  with  Beth-shean 
(Scythopolis)  and  Jokneam  (1  K.  iv.  12),  and 
therefore  in  the  northern  part  of  the  Jordan  valley 
(Eus.  iv  r^  av\wvi)-  The  routed  Bedouin  host  fled 
from  Gideon  (Judg.  vii.  22)  to  "the  border  (the 
'lip'  or  'brink')  of  Abel-meholah,"  and  to  Beth- 
shittah  (the  "house  of  the  acacia"),  both  places 
being  evidently  down  in  the  Jordan  valley.  Here 
Elisha  was  found  at  his  plough  by  ELlijah  returning 
up  the  valley  from  Horeb  (1  K.  xix.  16-19).  In 
Jerome's  time  the  name  had  dwindled  to  'AfieKfiea. 

6.  A'bel-cera'mim  (3"'^'n3  S :  ['EfieKxap- 
fiifx;  Alex.  A/SeA.  aixirfXavaiy-  Abel  qtue  est  vineis 
consita'] ),  in  the  A.  V.  rendered  "  the  plain  [inarg. 
'Abel']  of  the  vineyards,"  a  place  eastward  of 
Jordan,  beyond  Aroer;  named  as  the  point  to 
which  Jephthah's  pursuit  of  the  Bene-Ammon  [sons 
of  A.]  extended  (Judg.  xi.  3-3).  A  Kd>nn  hfiire- 
\o<\>6pos  "A/SeX  is  mentioned  by  Eusebius  at  6  (Je- 
rome, 7)  miles  beyond  Philadelphia  (Rabbah);  and 
another,  olvoipipos  KoXovfieuri,  niore  to  the  north, 
12  miles  east  from  Gadara.  below  the  Hieromax. 
Ruins  bearing  the  name  of  Abila  are  still  found  in 
the  same  position  (Hitter,  Syria,  1058).  There 
were  at  least  three  places  with  the  name  of  Aroer 
on  the  further  side  of  the  Jordan.     [Aroer.] 

7.  "The  GREAT  'Abel'  [inarg.  'or  stone,'] 
in  the  field  of  Joshua  the  Bethshemite "  (1  Sam. 
vi.  18).     By  comparison  with  14  and  15,  it  would 

seem  that  w  has  been  here  exchanged  for   v',  and 

that  for  73S  should  be  read  ]J2S=  stone.  So 
the  LXX.  and  the  Chaldee  Targum.  Our  trans- 
lators, by  the  insertion  of  "  stone  of,"  take  a  middle 
course.  See,  however,  Lengerke  (358)  and  Herx- 
heimer  (1  Sam.  vi.  18),  who  hold  by  Abel  as  being 
the  name  subsequently  given  to  the  spot  in  refer- 
ence to  the  "mourning"  (l72Sn^)  there,  ver.  19. 
In  this  case  compare  CJen.  1.  11.  G. 

ABEL,  in  Hebr.  HEBEL  (b^PT :  "A/SeX: 
Abel:  i.  e.  breath,  vapor,  transitoriness,  probably 
so  called  from  the  shortness  of  his  life),"  the  second 
son  of  Adam,  murdered  by  his  brother  Cain  (Geu. 
iv.  1-16).  Jehovah  showed  respect  for  Abel's  ofTer- 
ing,  but  not  for  that  of  Cain,  because,  according 
to  the  Epistle  to  the  Hebrews  (xi.  4),  Abel  "  by 
faith  offered  a  more  excellent  sacrifice  than  Cain." 
The  expression  "sin,"  i.  e.  a  sin-offering,  "lieth  at 
the  door"  (Gen.  iv.  7),  seems  to  imply  that  the 
need  of  sacrifices  of  blood  to  obtain  forgiveness  was 
already  revealed.  On  account  of  Abel's  &ith,  St. 
Augustine  makes  Abel  the  tvpe  of  the  new  regen- 
erate man ;  Cain  that  of  the  natural  man  (de  Civ. 
Dei,  XV.  1).  St.  Chrysostom  obsen'es  that  Abel 
offered  the  best  of  his  flock  —  Cain  that  which  was 
most  readily  procured  (Horn,  in  Gen.  xviii.  5). 
Jesus  Christ  spoke  of  him  as  the  first  martyr 
(Matt,  xxiii.  35);  so  did  the  early  church  subse- 
quently. For  Christian  traditions  see  Iren.  v.  67 ; 
Chrysost.   Horn,   in   Gen.  xix. ;   Cedren.   Hist.  8. 

For  those  of  the  Rabbins  and  Mohammedans,  Eisen- 



»  *  Or.  it  may  be  fi^)in  the  mother's  impression  of  i 
the  brevity  and  frailty  of  human  life,  which  she  had 
now  begun  to  understand  ;  and  in  that  case  the  child 
!Ould  have  been  so  named  at  his  birth.  H. 
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menger,  Entdeckt.  Jud.  i.  462,  832;  Hottinger, 
Hist.  Or.  24 ;  Ersch  &  Gruber,  Encyklop.  s.  v. ;  and 
the  Kur-dn  V.  The  place  of  his  murder  and  his 
grave  are  pointed  out  near  Damascus  (Fococke,  li. 
ii.  168);  and  the  neigh>.oring  peasants  tell  a  curi- 
ous tradition  respectin^j  his  burial  (Stanley,  S.  aiid 
P.  p.  413). 

The  Oriental  Gnosticism  of  the  Sabaeans  made 
Abel  an  incamat<!  ,iEon,  and  the  Gnostic  or  Mani- 
chaean  sect  of  che  Abelitae  in  North  Africa  in  the 
time  of  Augustine  (de  Hceres.  86,  87),  so  called 
themselves  from  a  tradition  that  Abel,  though 
married,  lived  in  continence.  In  order  to  avoid 
perpetuating  original  sin,  they  followed  his  example, 
but  in  order  to  keep  up  their  sect,  each  married 
pair  adopted  a  male  and  female  child,  who  in  their 
turn  vowed  to  marry  under  the  same  conditions. 

R.  W.  B. 

A'BEZ  (V5W,  in  pause  '^'^^  :  'Pejae's;  [Aid. 
Alex.  'Aefjif-,  Comp.  'Ae^iis'-]  Abes),  a  town  in 
the  possession  of  Issachar,  named  between  Kishion 
and  Remeth,  in  Josh.  xix.  20,  only.  Gesenius 
mentions  as  a  possible  derivation  of  the  name,  that 

the  Chaldee  for  tin  is  H^JSM  :  [but  Fiirst  thinks 
it  may  be  from  \'?W,  and  hence  height.]  Pos- 
sibly, however,  the  word  is  a  corruption  of  \^50; 
Thebez  [which  see],  now  Tubas,  a  town  situated 
not  far  ftom  Engannim  and  Shunem,  (both  towns 
of  Issachar),  and  which  otherwise  has  entirely  es- 
caped mention  in  the  list  in  Joshua.''  G. 

A'BI  C'llS  [/frter  =  progenitor]  :  "AjBou; 
[Aid.  'A^oufla;  Comp.  'A)3t]:  Abi),  mother  of 
king  Hezekiah  (2  K.  xviii.  2).     The  name  is  writ^ 

ten  Abyah  (n»aS)  in  2  Chr.  xxix.  1.  Her  fa- 
ther's name  was  Zechariah,  who  was,  perhaps,  the 
Zechariah  mentioned  by  Isaiah  (viii.  2).  R.  W.  B. 

ABI'A,  ABI'AH,  or  ABI' J  AH  (n>nbJl  = 

^rfllS  Iwhose  father  is  JehovaJi]:  'A(3ie£  ;  [in  1 
Chr.  vii.  8,  Rom.  'APtovd,  Alex.  A/3jou;  Comp.. 
Aid.  *Aj8i«{:]  Abia).  1.  Son  of  Becher,  the  son 
of  Benjamin  (1  Chr.  vii.  8). 

2.  Wife  of  Hezron  (1  Chr.  ii.  24). 

3.  Second  son  of  Samuel,  whom,  together  with 
his  eldest  son  Joel,  he  made  judges  in  Beersheba 
(1  Sam.  viii.  2;  1  Chr.  vi.  28).  The  corruptness 
of  their  administration  was  the  reason  alleged  by 
the  Israelites  for  their  demanding  a  king. 

4.  Mother  of  king  Hezekiah.     [Abi.] 

R.  W.  B. 

6.  (n*2S  :  'A/3io:  Abia,  [Abias.])  Abijah  or 
Abijam,  the  son  of  Rehoboam  (1  Chr.  iii.  10; 
Matt.  i.  7). 

6.  Descendant  of  Eleazar,  and  chief  of  the  eighth 
of  the  twenty-four  courses  of  priests  (Luke  i.  5). 
He  is  the  same  as  Abljah  4.  W.  A.  W. 

For  other  persons  of  this  name  see  Abijah. 

ABI-AL'BON.     [Abiel.] 

ABI'ASAPH,  otherwise  written  EBI'A- 
SAPH  (n9W'2«,  Ex.  vi.  24,  and  ^VpW,  1 
Chr.  ri.  8,  22  [(Heb.),  23,  37  (E.  V.)],  ix.  19: 
'Afiidffap,  'APiffa<p,  'A0iai<rcup:  Abiasaph;  ac- 
cording to  Simonis,  '•  cujus  patrem  abstulit  Deus,'''' 

b  *Mr.  Porter  (Handbook,  ii.  647)  puts  Abez  in  his 
list  of  Scripture  places  not  yet  identified.  Knobel 
and  Keil  also  regard  the  name  as  now  lost.  H. 
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with  reference  to  the  death  of  Korah,  aa  related  in 
Num.  xvi. ;  but  according  to  Fiirst  and  Gesenius, 
father  of  gathering,  i.  e.  the  gatherer ;  compare 

F|DS,  Asaph,  1  Chr.  \i.  39).  He  was  the  head 
of  one  of  the  families  of  the  Korhites  (a  house  of 
the  Kohatbites),  but  his  precise  genealogy  is  some- 
what uncertain.  In  Ex.  vi.  24,  he  appears  at  first 
sight  to  be  represented  as  one  of  the  sons  of  Korah, 
and  as  the  brother  of  Assir  and  Elkanah.  But  in 
1  Chr.  vi.  he  appears  as  the  son  of  Elkanah,  the  son 
of  Assir,  the  son  of  Korah.  The  natural  inference 
from  this  would  be  that  in  Ex.  vi.  24  the  expres- 
sion "  the  sons  of  Korah  "  merely  means  the  fam- 
ilies into  which  the  house  of  the  Korhites  was  sub- 
divided. But  if  so,  the  verse  in  Exodus  must  be 
a  later  insertion"  than  the  time  of  Moses,  as  in 
Moses'  lifetime  the  great-grandson  of  Korah  could 
not  have  been  the  head  of  a  family.  And  it  is  re- 
markable that  the  verse  is  quite  out  of  its  place, 
and  appears  improperly  to  separate  ver.  25  and  ver. 
23,  which  both  relate  to  the  house  of  Aaron.  If, 
however,  this  inference  is  not  correct,  then  the  Ebi- 
asaph  of  1  Chr.  vi.  is  a  different  person  from  the 
Abiasaph  of  Ex.  vi.,  namely,  his  great-nephew. 
But  this  does  not  seem  probable.  It  appears  from 
1  Chr.  ix.  19,  that  that  branch  of  the  descendants 
of  Abiasaph  of  which  Shallum  was  chief  were  por- 
ters, "  keepers  of  the  gates  of  the  tabernacle  " ;  and 
from  ver.  31  that  Mattithiah,  "  the  first-lx)m  of 
Shallum  the  Korahite,  had  the  set  office  over  the 
things  that  were  made  in  the  pans,"  apparently  in 
the  time  of  David.  From  Neh.  xii.  25  we  learn 
that  Abiasaph's  femily  was  not  extinct  in  the  days 
of  Nehemiah ;  for  the  family  of  Meshullam  (which 
is  the  same  as  Shallum),  with  Talmon  and  Aldiub, 
still  filled  the  office  of  porters,  "  keeping  the  ward 
at  the  threshold  of  the  gate."  Other  remarkable 
descendants  of  Abiasaph,  according  to  the  text  of 
1  Chr.  vi.  33-37,  were  Samuel  the  prophet  and 
Elkanah  his  father  (1  Sam.  i.  1),  and  Heman  the 
singer;  but  Ebiasaph  seems  to  be  improperly  in- 
serted in  ver.  37."  The  possessions  of  those  Ko- 
hatbites who  were  not  descended  from  Aaron,  con- 
sisting of  ten  cities,  lay  in  the  tribe  of  Ephraim, 
the  half-tribe  of  Manasseh,  and  the  tribe  of  Dan 
(Josh.  xxi.  20-26;  1  Chr.  vi.  61).  The  family  of 
Elkanah  the  Kohathite  resided  in  Mount  Ephraim 
(1  Sam.  i.  1).  A.  C.  H. 

ABI'ATHAR  Cri!;?^' :  'A&Lcidap  :  Abi- 
athar ;  but  the  version  of  Santes  Pagninus  has  Kbi- 
athar,  according  to  the  Hebrew  jx)ints.  In  Mark  ii. 
26,  it  is  'Afitddap.  According  to  Simonis,  the  name 
means  "  (cujus)  pater  superstes  viamit,  mortua 
scil.  matre;  "  but  according  to  Fiirst  and  Gese- 
nius, yix^Aer  of  excellence,  or  nbtmdance).  Abia^ 
thar  was  that  one  of  all  the  sons  of  Ahimelech  the 
high-priest  who  escaped  the  slaughter  inflicte<l 
upon  his  father's  house  by  Saul,  at  the  instigation 
of  Doeg  the  I'Moraite  (see  title  to  Ps.  lii.,  and  the 
psalm  itself),  in  revenge  for  his  hanng  inquired  of 
the  Ix)rd  for  David,  and  given  him  the  shew-bread 
to  eat,  and  the  sword  of  Goliath  tiie  Philistine,  as 
is  related  in  1  Sam.  xau  We  are  there  told  that 
when  Doeg  slew  in  Nob  on  that  day  fourscore  and 
five  persons  that  did  wear  a  linen  ephod,  "  one  of 
the  sons  of  Ahimelech  the  son  of  Ahitub,  named 
Abiathar,  escaped  and  fled  after  David;  "  and  it  is 

a  See  The  Genealoi^ies  of  o'lr  Lord  and  Saviour 
hsus  Christ,  by  Lord  Arthur  llovey,  p.  210,  and  p. 
214,  note. 
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added  in  xxiii.  6,  that  when  he  did  so  "  he  came 
down  with  an  ephod  in  his  hand,"  and  was  thus 
enabled  to  inquire  of  the  Ix)rd  for  David  (1  Sam. 
xxiii.  9,  XXX.  7;  2  Sam.  ii.  1,  v.  19,  &c.).  The 
faet  of  David  having  been  the  unwiUing  cause  of 
the  death  of  all  Abiathar's  kindred,  coupled  with 
his  gratitude  to  his  father  Ahimelech  for  his  kind- 
ness to  him,  made  him  a  firm  and  steadfast  friend 
to  Abiathar  all  his  life.  Abiathar  on  his  part  was 
firmly  attached  to  David.  He  adhered  to  him  in. 
his  wanderings  while  pursued  by  Saul;  he  was 
with  him  while  he  reigned  in  Hebron  (2  Sam.  ii. 
1-3),  the  city  of  the  house  of  Aaron  (Josh.  xxi. 
10-13);  he  carried  the  ark  before  him  when  David 
brought  it  up  to  Jerusalem  (1  Chr.  xv.  11 ;  IK. 
ii.  26);  he  continued  faithful  to  him  in  Absalom's 
rebeUion  (2  Sam.  xv.  24,  29,  35,  36,  xvii.  15-17, 
xix.  11);  and  "  was  afflicted  in  all  wherein  David 
was  afflicted."  He  was  also  one  of  David's  chief 
counsellors  (1  Chr.  xxvii.  34).  When,  however, 
Adonijah  set  himself  up  for  David's  successor  on 
the  throne  in  opposition  to  Solomon,  Abiathar, 
either  persuaded  by  Joab,  or  in  rivalry  to  Zadok, 
or  under  some  influence  which  cannot  now  be  dis- 
covered, sided  with  him,  and  was  one  of  his  chief 
partisans,  while  Zadok  wa«  on  Solomon's  side. 
For  this  Abiathar  was  banished  to  his  native  vil- 
lage, Anathoth,  in  the  tribe  of  Benjamin  (Josh.  xxi. 
18),  and  narrowly  escaped  with  his  life,  which  was 
spared  by  Solomon  only  on  the  strength  of  his  long 
and  faithful  service  to  David  his  father.  He  was 
no  longer  permitted  to  perform  the  functions  or 
eiyoy  the  prerogatives  of  the  higii-priesthood.  For 
we  are  distinctly  told  that  "  Solomon  thrust  out 
Abiathar  from  being  priest  to  the  Lord ;  "  and  that 
"  Zadok  the  priest  did  the  king  put  in  the  room  of 
Abiathar  "  (1  K.  ii.  27,  35).  So  that  it  is  difficult 
to  understand  the  assertion  in  1  K.  iv.  4,  that  in 
Solomon's  reign  "  Zadok  and  Abiathar  were  the 
priests;  "  and  still  more  difficult  in  connection  with 
ver.  2,  which  tells  us  that  "  Azariah  the  son  of 
Zadok  "  was  "  the  priest:  "  a  declaration  confinned 
by  1  Chr.  vi.  10.  It  is  probable  that  Abiathar  did 
not  long  survive  David.  He  is  not  mentioned 
again,  and  he  must  have  been  far  advanced  in  yeai-a 
at  Solomon's  accession  to  the  throne. 

There  are  one  or  two  other  difficulties  connected 
with  Abiathar,  to  which  a  brief  reference  must  be 
made  before  we  conclude  this  article.  (1.)  In  2 
Sam.  viii.  17,  and  in  the  duplicate  passage  1  Chr. 
xviii.  16,  and  in  1  Chr.  xxiv.  3,  6,  31,  we  have 
Ahimelech  substituted  for  Abiathar,  and  Ahimelech 
the  son  of  Abiathar,  instead  of  Abiathar  the  son  of 
Ahimelech.  Whereas  in  2  Sam.  xx.  25,  and  in  every 
other  pa.ssage  in  the  O.  T.,  we  are  uniformly  told 
that  it  was  Al)iathar  who  was  priest  with  Zadok 
in  David's  reign,  and  that  he  was  the  son  of  Ahim- 
elech, and  that  Ahimelech  was  the  son  of  Ahitub. 
The  difficulty  is  increased  by  finding  Abiathar 
spoken  of  as  the  high-priest  in  whose  time  David 
ate  the  shew-bread,  in  M<irk  ii.  26.  (See  Alford, 
ad  loc.)  However,  the  evidence  in  favor  of  David's 
friend  l>eing  Abiathar  the  swt  of  Ahimelech  pre- 
ponderates so  strongly,  and  the  impossibility  of  any 
rational  reconciliation  is  so  clear,  that  one  can  only 
supjxjse,  with  Procopius  of  Gaza,  that  the  error 
was  a  clerical  one  originally,  and  was  propagated 
from  one  passage  to  another.*  The  mention  of  Abi- 
athar by  our  Ix)rd,  in  Mark  ii.  26,  might  perhaps 
he  accounted  for,  if  Abiathar  was  the  person  who 


b  «  See  addition,  infra. 
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persuaded  his  father  to  allow  David  to  have  the 
bread,  and  if,  as  is  probable,  the  loaves  were  Abi- 
athar'a  (Lev.  xxiv.  9),  and  given  by  him  with  his 
own  hand  to  David.  It  may  also  be  remarked 
that  our  Lord   doubtless   spoke    of  Abiathar    as 

^nSn,  "  the  priest,"    the  designation  applied  to 

Ahimelech  throughout  1  Sam.  xxi.,  and  equally 
appUcable  to  Abiathar.  The  expression  apx*«~ 
pevs  is  the  Greek  translation  of  our  Lord's  words. 

(2.)  Another  ditficulty  concerning  Abiathar  is  to 
determine  his  position  relatively  to  Zadok,  and  to 
account  for  the  double  high-priestliood,  and  for  the 
advancement  of  the  line  of  Ithamar  over  that  of 
Eleazar.  A  theory  has  been  invented  that  Abia- 
£har  was  David's,  and  Zadok  Saul's  high-priest, 
but  it  seems  to  rest  on  no  sohd  ground.  The  facts 
of  the  case  are  these :  —  Ahimelech,  the  son  of 
Ahitub,  the  son  of  Phinehas,  the  son  of  Eli,  was 
high-priest  in  the  reign  of  Saul.  On  his  death  his 
son  Abiathar  became  high-priest.  The  first  men- 
tion of  Zadok  is  in  1  Chr.  xii.  28,  where  he  is  de- 
scribed as  "a  young  man  mighty  of  valor,"  and 
is  said  to  have  joined  David  while  he  reigned  in 
Hebron,  in  company  with  Jehoiada,  "  the  leader  of 
the  Aaronites."  From  this  time  we  read,  both  in 
the  books  of  Samuel  and  Chronicles,  of  "  Zadok  and 
Abiathar  the  priests,"  Zadok  being  always  named 
first.  And  yet  we  are  told  that  Solomon  on  his 
accession  put  Zadok  in  the  room  of  Abiathar.  Per- 
haps the  true  state  of  the  case  was,  that  Abiathar 
was  the  first,  and  Zadok  the  second  priest;  but 
that  from  the  superior  strength  of  the  house  of 
Eleazar  (of  which  Zadok  was  head),  which  en- 
abled it  to  furnish  16  out  of  the  24  courses  (1  Chr. 
xxiv.),  Zadok  acquired  considerable  influence  with 
David ;  and  that  this,  added  to  his  being  the  heir 
of  the  elder  line,  and  perhaps  also  to  some  of  the 
passages  being  written  after  the  line  of  Zadok  were 
established  in  the  high-priesthood,  led  to  the  pre- 
cedence given  him  over  Abiathar.  We  have  al- 
ready suggested  the  possibiUty  of  jealousy  of  Zadok 
being  one  of  the  motives  which  inclined  Abiathar 
tojoin  Adonijah's  &ction.  It  is  most  remarkable 
how,  first,  Saul's  cruel  slaughter  of  the  priests  at 
Nob,  and  then  the  political  error  of  the  wise  Abi- 
athar, led  to  the  fulfillment  of  God's  denunciation 
against  the  house  of  Eli,  as  the  writer  of  1  K.  ii. 
27  leads  us  to  observe  when  he  says  that  "  Solomon 
thrust  out  Abiathar  from  being  priest  unto  the 
Lord,  that  he  might  fulfill  the  word  of  the  Lord 
which  He  spake  concemuig  the  house  of  Eli  in 
Shiloh."     See  also  Joseph.  Ant.  viii.  1,  §§  3,  4. 

A.  C.  H. 

*  Some  adhere  to  the  text,  without  resorting  to 
the  supposition  of  a  clerical  error.  It  is  deemed 
possible  that  Ahimelech  and  Abiathar  were  heredi- 
tary names  in  the  family,  and  hence,  that  the 
&ther  and  the  son  could  have  home  these  names 
B^pectively.  It  would  thus  be  accounted  for  that 
Abiathar  is  called  the  son  of  Ahimelech  in  1  Sam. 
xxii.  20,  and  that  Ahimelech  is  called  the  son  of 
Abiathar  in  2  Sam.  viii.  17.  The  same  person 
consequently  could  be  meant  in  Mark  ii.  26,  whether 
the  one  name  was  applied  to  him  or  the  other ;  and 
the  reason  why  the  father  is  mentioned  by  his  name 
Abiathar,  and  not  that  of  Ahimelech  may  be  that 
the  former  had  become,  historically,  more  familiar 
in  consequence  of  the  subsequent  friendship  be- 
tween Abiathar,  the  son,  and  David.  Another 
explanation  is,  that  Abiathar  was  for  some  un- 
mown  reason  acting  as  the  father's  vicar  at  the 
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time  of  this  transaction  with  David,  and  that  the 
citation  in  Mark  follows  a  tradition  of  that  fact, 
not  transmitted  in  the  0.  T.  history.  We  have 
other  instances  of  a  similar  recognition  of  events 
or  opinions  not  recorded  in  the  0.  T.,  to  which  the 
N.  T.  writers  refer  as  apparently  well  known  among 
the  Jews;  such  as  e.  g.  Abraham's  first  call  in  Ur 
of  the  Chaldees  (Acts  vii.  3,  compared  with  Gen. 
xii.  1);  the  tomb  of  the  patriarchs  at  Sychem, 
(Acts  vii.  16);  the  giving  of  the  law  by  the  agency 
of  angels  (Gal.  iii.  19,  Heb.  ii.  2),  and  others. 
Lange's  note  on  Mark  ii.  26  (Bibelwerk,  ii.  28), 
deserves  to  be  read.  For  some  very  just  and 
thoughtful  remarks  on  the  proper  mode  of  dealing 
with  such  apparent  contradictions  of  Scripture,  see 
Commentary  on  Mark  (p.  53),  by  Dr.  J.  A.  Alex- 
ander. H. 
A'BIB.     [MoxTHs.] 

ABIT) AH  and  ABia)A«  (3^1'^?^  [father 
ofkmwkdye,  i.  e.  wise]:  'AfieiSd,  ['AjSi'srf;  Alex 
AjStpa,  Aj3t5a:]  Abida),  a  son  of  Midian  [and 
grandson  of  Abraham  through  his  wife  or  concubine 
Keturah]  (Gen.  xxv.  4;  1  Chr.  i.  33). 

E.  S.  P. 

AB'IDAN  O'V'Oi^  [father  of  the  judge, 
Ges. ;  or  Ab,  i.  e.  God,  is  judge,  Fiirst] :  *Aj3t5aj', 
[Alex,  twice  AfieiSaf-]  Abidan),  chief  of  the  tribe 
of  Beiyamin  at  the  time  of  the  Exodus  (Num.  i. 
11,  ii.  22,  vii.  60,  65,  x.  24). 

A'BIEL  [as  a  Christian  name  in  English  com- 
monly pronounced  Abi'el]  (vS'^IlM  [father  of 
strength,  i.  e.  strong] :  'AfiirjK :  Abiel).  1.  The 
father  of  Kish,  and  consequently  grandfather  of 
Saul  (1  Sam.  ix.  1),  as  well  as  of  Abner,  Saul's 
commander-in-chief  (1  Sam.  xiv.  51).  In  the  gen- 
ealogy in  1  Chr.  viii.  33,  ix.  39,  Ner  is  made  the 
father  of  Kish,  and  the  name  of  Abiel  is  omitted, 
but  the  correct  genealogy  according  to  Samuel  is :  — 
Abux. 


Kish 


Ner 


Saul  Abner 

2.  One  of  David's  30  "  mighty  men  "  (1  Chr. 
xi.  32);  called  in  2  Sam.  xxiii.  31,  Abi-albon,  a 
name  which  has  the  same  meaning.     R.  W.  B. 

ABIE'ZER  on  ''^^,  father  of  help:  'AjSx- 
4(fp,  'UQ,  [Alex,  in  Josh.,  Ax«eCep-  ^^ezer,] 
domus  Abiezer).  1.  Eldest  son  of  Gilead,  and  de- 
scendant of  Machir  and  Manasseh,  and  apparently 
at  one  time  the  leading  family  of  the  tribe  (Josh, 
xvii.  2,  Num.  xxvi.  30,  where  the  name  is  given  in 

the  contracted  form  of  "I't^^'M,  Jeezer).     In  the 

genealogies  of  Chronicles,  Abiezer  is,  in  the  present 
state  of  the  text,  said  to  have  sprung  from  the 
sister  of  Gilead  (1  Chr.  vii.  18).  Originally,  there- 
fore, the  famUy  was  with  the  rest  of  the  house  of 
Gilead  on  the  east  of  Jordan ;  but  when  first  met 
wth  in  the  history,  some  part  at  least  of  it  had 
crossed  the  .Jordan  and  established  itself  at  Ophrah, 
a  place  which,  though  not  yet  identified,  must  have 
been  on  the  hUls  which  overlook  from  the  south 
the  wide  plain  of  Esdraelon,  the  field  of  so  many  of 
the  battles  of  Palestine  (Stanley,  pp.  246-7 ;  Judg. 
vi.  34).     Here,  when  the  fortunes  of  his  family 


a  *  A.  v.,  ed.  1611,  and  in  other  early  editions,  reads 
Abida  in  both  passages.  A. 
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were  at  the  lowest  —  "  my  '  thousand  '  is  '  the  poor 
one'  in  Manasseh"  (vi.  15)  —  was  born  the  great 
judge  Gideon,  destined  to  raise  his  own  house  to  al- 
most royal  dignity  (Stanley,  p.  229)  and  to  achieve 
for  his  country  one  of  the  most  signal  deliver- 
ances recorded  in  their  whole  history.  [Gideon  ; 
Ophr,vh.]  The  name  occurs,  in  addition  to  the 
passages  above  quoted,  in  Judg.  vi.  34,  viii.  2. 

2.  One  of  David's  "  mighty  men  "  2  Sam.  xxiii. 
27;  1  Chr.  xi.  28,  xxvii.  12).  G. 

ABIEZ'RITE  C'"?T3?n  "'D^  [the  father  of 

help]  :  irar^p  rov  'EffSpi  in  Judg.  vi.;  'A/3i  'E<r5p/ 
in  Judg.  viii. ;  Alex,  irarrtp  Affte^pi,  ir.  rov  If Cpi, 
■a.  A^ifCpet-  paler  familuB  Ezri,  familia  Ezi-i). 
[Joash,  the  father  of  Gibeon,  is  so  termed],  a  de- 
scendant of  Abiezer,  or  Jeezer,  the  son  of  Gilead 
(Judg.  vi.  11,  24,  viii.  32),  and  thence  also  called 
Jeezkkite  (Num.  xxvi.  30).  The  Peshito-Syriac 
and  Targum  both  regard  the  first  part  of  the  word 
"  Abi  "  as  an  appellative,  "  father  of,"  as  also  the 
LXX.  and  Vulgate.  W.  A.  W. 

*  "  Abiezrites  "  (A.  V.)  in  Judg.  vi.  24,  and  viii. 
32,  stands  for  the  collective  "  Abiezrite,"  which 
does  not  occur  as  plural  in  the  Hebrew.  H. 

ABIGAIL  [3  syl.,  Heb.  Abiga'U],  (V^?^, 
or  72"^  3S  [father  of  exultation^  or,  whose  father 
rejoices]:  'Afityaia'-  Abigail).  1.  The  beautiful 
wife  of  Nabal,  a  wealthy  owner  of  goats  and  sheep 
in  Carmel.  When  David's  messengers  were  slighted 
by  Nabal,  Abigail  took  the  blame  upon  herself, 
supplied  David  and  his  followers  with  provisions, 
and  succeeded  in  appeasing  his  anger.  Ten  days 
after  this  Nabal  died,  and  David  sent  for  Abigail 
and  made  her  his  wife  (1  Sam.  xxv.  14,  seq.). 
By  her  he  had  a  son,  called  Chileab  m  2  Sam.  iii. 
3;  but  Daniel,  in  1  Chr.  iii.  1.     For  Daniel  The- 

nius  proposes  to  read  I^^!/?}  suggested  to  him  by 
the  LXX.  AoAouja  (Then.  Exeg.  Ilandb.  ad  he.). 

2.  A  sister  of  David,  married  to  Jether  the  Ish- 
maelite,  and  mother,  by  him,  of  Ama«a  (1  Chr.  ii. 
17).  In  2  Sam.  xvii.  25,  she  is  described  as  the 
daughter  of  Nahash,  sister  to  Zeniiah,  Joab's 
mother,  and  as  marrying  Ithra  (another  form  of 
Jether)  an  Israelite. 

The  statement  in  Samuel  that  the  mother  of 
Amasa  «  was  an  Israelite  is  doubtless  a  transcrib- 
er's error.  There  could  be  no  reason  for  recording 
this  circumstance;  but  the  circumstance  of  David's 
sister  marrying  a  heathen  Ishmaelite  deserved  men- 
tion (Thenius,  Exeg.  Handb.  Sam.  1.  c). 

R.  W.  B. 

ABIHA'IL  (b^n"»DSI  [father  of  might,  I  e. 

mighty]:  'A/Six*^^-  {-^bihail ;  in  Num.,]  Abi^ 
haiel).  1.  Father  of  Zuriel,  chief  of  the  I^vitical 
family  of  Merari,  a  contemporary  of  Moses  (Num. 
iii.  35). 

2.  Wife  of  Abishur  (1  Chr.  ii.  29). 

3.  ['Afiixoua;  Aid. 'A/Sixa^A.;  Comp.  *A/3«^A-] 
Son  of  Huri,  of  the  tribe  of  Gad  (1  Chr.  v.  14). 

4.  Wife  of  Kehoboam  (2  Chr.  xi.  18).  She  is 
called  tJie  daughter,  i.  e.  a  descendant,  of  Eliab,  the 
dder  brother  of  David. 

5.  ['AniyaSdfi;  Comp.  'AfiiyaiK.]  Father  of 
Esther  and  uncle  of  Mordecai  (Esth.  ii.  15,  ix.  29). 
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The  names  of  No.  2  and  4  are  written  in  some 
MSS.  b;'n''2^  CAfiixaia,  [Aid.  Alex.  'Afiiyala, 
Comp.  A$ffi\,]  1  Chr.  ii.  29 ;  'APiyala,  [Alex. 
APiaia\,  Comp.  'AjSixatA,]  2  Chr.  xi.  18),  which- 

Gesenius  coiyectures  to  be  a  corruption   of  ^3S 

v"^n,  but  wliich  Simonis  derives  from  a  root  V^H, 
and  interprets  "  father  of  light,  or  splendor." 

K.  W.  B. 

ABI'HU  (S^irT'DS  [He  (i.  e.  God)  is  fath- 
er] :  >>  'AfiwvS ;  [Comp.  in  Num.  iii.  and  1  Chr. 
xxiv.  'Afitov:]  Abiu),  the  second  son  (Num.  iii. 
2)  of  Aaron  by  Elisheba  (Ex.  vi.  23),  who  with  his 
father  and  his  elder  brother  Nadab  and  70  elderg 
of  Israel  accompanied  Moses  to  the  summit  of  Sinai 
(Ex.  xxiv.  1).  Being  together  with  Nadab  guilty 
of  offering  strange  fire  (Lev.  x.  1)  to  the  Lord,  i.  e. 
not  the  holy  fire  which  burnt  continually  upon  the 
altar  of  burnt-offering  (Lev.  vi.  9,  12);  they  were 
both  consumed  by  fire  from  heaven,  and  Aaron  and 
his  surviving  sons  were  forbidden  to  mourn  for 
them.  [Occurs  also  Ex.  xxiv.  9,  xxviii.  1;  Num. 
iii.  4,  xxvi.  60,  61;  1  Chr.  vi.  3,  xxiv.  1,  2.] 

K.  W.  B. 

ABI'HUD    (l^liT^aW    [whose  father  is  Ju^ 

dah ;  or,  is  renown]  :  A^iovS :  Abivd),  son  of  Bela 
and  grandson  of  Beiyamin  (1  Chr.  viii.  3). 

ABI'JAH     or    ABI'JAM.      1.    (n*n^«, 

D*2W,  S^n^aS,  will  of  Jehovah :  'A$id,  'Afiioi, 
LXX.;  'A|8itts,  Joseph.:  Abiam,  Abia),  the  son 
and  successor  of  Kehoboam  on  the  throne  of  Judah 
(1  K.  xiv.  31;  2  Chr.  xii.  16).  He  is  called  Abijah 
in  Chi-onicles,  Abijam  in  Kings;  the  latter  name 
being  probably  an  error  in  the  MSS.,  since  the 
LXX.  have  i;othing  corresponding  to  it,  and  their 
form,  'Afiioi,  seems  taken  from  Abijahu,  which 
occurs  2  Chr.  xiii.  20,  21.  Indeed  Gesenius  says 
that  some  MSS.  read  Ahijah  in  1  K.  xiv.  31.  The 
supposition,  therefore,  of  Lightfoot  (Harm.  0.  T. 
p.  209,  Pitman's  edition),  that  the  writer  in  Kings, 
who  takes  a  much  worse  view  of  Abyah's  character 
than  we  find  in  Chronicles,  altered  the  last  syllable 
to  avoid  introducing  the  holy  Jah  into  the  name 
of  a  bad  man,  is  unnecessary.  But  it  is  not  fanci- 
ful or  absurd,  for  changes  of  the  kind  were  not  un- 
usual: for  example,  after  the  Samaritan  scliism, 
the  Jews  altered  the  name  of  Shechem  into  Sychar 
{drunken),  as  we  have  it  in  John  iv.  5 ;  and  Hosea 
(iv.  15)  changes  Bethel,  house  of  God,  into  Beth- 
aven,  house  of  naught.  (See  Stanley,  S.  4"  P-  ?• 
222.) 

From  the  first  book  of  Kings  we  learn  that  Abi- 
jah  endeavored  to  recover  the  kingdom  of  the  Ten 
Tribes,  and  made  war  on  Jeroboam.  No  details 
are  given,  but  we  are  also  informed  that  he  walked 
in  all  the  sins  of  Kehoboam  (idolatry  and  its  at- 
tendant immoralities,  1  K.  xiv.  23,  24),  and  that 
his  heart  "  was  not  perfect  before  God,  as  the  heart 
of  David  his  father."  In  the  second  book  of  Chron- 
icles his  war  against  Jeroboam  is  more  minutely 
described,  and  he  makes  a  speech  to  the  men  of 
Israel,  reproaching  them  for  breaking  their  allegi- 
ance to  the  house  of  David,  for  worshipping  the 


a  •  "Mother"  must  be  an  Inadvertence  here  for 
"  fttber  of  Amasa."  The  correction  Ishmaelite  for  Li- 
aelite  is  suggested  In  the  margin  in  later  editions  of 
die  A.  V.  n. 


6  •  In  such  combinations,  gays  FUrst  (Handicb. 
i.  319),  t^n,  A«  himself,  refers  to  God,  as  expressive 
of  the  utmost  reverence,  like  hu  among  tiie  Persianii, 
and  avTot,  ixdvoi,  among  the  Greeks.  H. 
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golden  calves,  and  substituting  unauthorized  priests 
for  the  sons  of  Aaron  and  the  Levites.  He  was 
successful  in  battle  against  Jeroboam,  and  took  the 
cities  of  Bethel,  Jeshanah,  and  Ephrain,  with  their 
dependent  villages.  It  is  also  said  that  his  army 
consisted  of  400,000  men,  and  Jeroboam's  of  800,- 
000,  of  whom  500,000  fell  in  the  action  :  but  Ken- 
nicott  {The  Hebrew  Text  of  the  Old  Testament 
Considered,  p.  532)  shows  that  our  MSS.  are  fre- 
quently incorrect  as  to  numbers,  and  gives  reasons 
for  reducing  these  to  40,000,  80,000,  and  50,000, 
as  we  actually  find  in  the  Vulgate  printed  at  Ven- 
ice in  1486,  and  in  the  old  Latin  version  of  Jose- 
phus;  while  there  is  perhaps  some  reason  to  think 
that  the  smaller  numbers  were  in  his  original  Greek 
text  also.  Nothing  is  said  by  the  writer  in  Chron- 
icles of  the  sins  of  Abijah,  but  we  are  told  that 
after  his  victory  he  "  waxed  mighty,  and  married 
fourteen  wives,"  whence  we  may  well  infer  that  he 
was  elated  with  prosperity,  and  like  his  grandfather 
Solomon,  fell,  during  the  last  two  years  of  his  life, 
into  wickedness,  as  described  in  Kings.  Both  rec- 
ords inform  us  that  he  reigned  three  years.  His 
mother  was  called  either  Maachah  or  Michaiah, 
which  are  mere  variations  of  the  same  name,  and 
in  some  places  (1  K.  xv.  2;  2  Chr.  xi.  20)  she  is 
said  to  be  the  daughter  of  Absalom  or  Abishalom 
(again  the  same  name);  in  one  (2  Chr.  xiii.  2)  of 
Uriel  of  Gibeah.     But  it  is  so  common  for  the 

word  i^2,  daughter,  to  be  used  in  the  sense  of 

granddaughter  or  descendant,  that  we  need  not 
hesitate  to  assume  that  Uriel  married  Absalom's 
daughter,  and  that  thus  Maachah  was  daughter  of 
Uriel  and  granddaughter  of  Absalom.  Abijah 
therefore  was  descended  from  David,  both  on  his 
father's  and  mother's  side.  According  to  Ewald's 
chronology  the  date  of  Abijah's  accession  was  b.  c. 
968;  Clmton  places  it  in  b.  c.  959.  The  18th 
year  of  Jeroboam  coincides  with  the  1st  and  2d  of 
Abijah. 

2.  The  second  son  of  Samuel,  called  Abiah  in 
our  version  ('A3j({,  LXX.).  [Abia,  Abiah, 
No.  3.] 

3.  The  son  of  Jeroboam  I.  king  of  Israel,  in 
whom  alone,  of  all  the  house  of  Jeroboam,  was 
found  "  some  good  thing  toward  the  Lord  God 
of  Israel,"  and  who  was  therefore  the  only  one  of 
his  family  who  was  suffered  to  go  down  to  the 
grave  in  peace.  He  died  in  his  childhood,  just 
after  Jeroboam's  wife  had  been  sent  in  disguise  to 
seek  help  for  him  in  his  sickness  from  the  prophet 
Ahijah,  who  gave  her  the  above  answer.    (1  K.  xiv.) 

4.  A  descendant  of  Eleazar,  who  gave  his  name 
to  the  eighth  of  the  twenty-four  courses  into  which 
the  priests  were  divided  by  David  (1  Chr.  xxiv.  10; 
2  Chr.  viii.  14).  To  the  course  of  Abijah  or  Abia, 
belonged  Zacharias  the  father  of  John  the  Baptist 
(Luke  i.  5). 

5.  A  contemporary  of  Nehemiah  (Neh.  x.  7). 

G.  E.  L.  C. 

*  6.  A  priest  who  returned  with  Zerubbabel 
from  Babylon  (Neh.  xii.  4,  17).  A. 

ABI'JAM.     [Abijah,  No.  1.] 

AB'ILA.     [Abilene.] 

ABILE'NE  ('A)3tA7ji/irj,  Luke  iii.  1),  a  tetrar- 
chy  of  which  Abila  was  the  capital.  This  Abila 
must  not  be  confounded  with  Abila  in  Peraea,  and 
other  Syrian  cities  of  the  same  name,  but  was  sit- 
uated on  the  eastern  slope  of  Antilibanus,  in  a  dis- 
trict fertihzed  by  the  river  Barada.     It  is  distinctly 
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associated  with  Lebanon  by  Josephus  (Ant.  xviii.  6, 
§  10,  xix.  5,  §  1,  XX.  7,  ^1;  B.J.  ii.  11,  §  5). 
Its  name  probably  arose  from  the  green  luxuriance 
of  its  situation,  "Abel"  perhaps  denoting  "a 
grassy  meadow."  [See  p.  4,  a.]  The  name  thus 
derived  is  quite  sufficient  to  account  for  the  tradi- 
tions of  the  death  of  Abel,  which  are  associated 
with  the  spot,  and  which  are  localized  by  the  tomb 
called  Nebi  Habil,  on  a  height  above  the  ruins  of 
the  city.  The  position  of  the  city  is  very  clearly 
designated  by  the  Itineraries  as  18  miles  from  Da- 
mascus, and  38  (or  32)  miles  from  Heliopolis  or 
Baalbec  {Ilin.  Ant.  and  Tab.  Pent.). 

It  is  impossible  to  fix  the  limits  of  the  Abilene 
which  is  mentioned  by  St.  Luke  as  the  tetrarchy 
of  Lysanias.  [Lysanias.]  Like  other  districts 
of  the  East,  it  doubtless  underwent  many  changes 
both  of  masters  and  of  extent,  before  it  was  finally 
absorbed  in  the  province  of  Syria.  Josephus  asso 
ciates  this  neighborhood  with  the  name  of  Lysanias 
both  before  and  after  the  time  referred  to  by  the 
evangelist.  For  the  later  notices  see  the  passages 
just  cited.  We  there  find  "Abila  of  Lysanias," 
and  "the  tetrarchy  of  Lysanias,"  distinctly  men ■ 
tioned  in  the  reigns  of  Claudius  and  Cahgula.  We 
find  also  the  phrase  'Afii\a  Avcraviov  in  Ptolemy 
(v.  15,  §  22).  The  natural  conclusion  appears  to 
be  that  this  was  the  Lysanias  of  St.  Luke.  It  is 
true  that  a  chieftain  bearing  the  same  name  is 
mentioned  by  Josephus  in  the  time  of  Antony  and 
Cleopatra,  as  ruling  in  the  same  neighborhood 
{Ant.  xiv.  3,  §  3,  xv.  4,  §  1 ;  5.  J.  1,  13,  §  1 ;  also 
Dion  Cass.  xlix.  32):  and  from  the  close  connection 
of  this  man's  father  with  Lebanon  and  Damascus 
{Ant.  xiU.  16,  §  3,  xiv.  7,  §  4;  5.  J.  i.  9,  §  2)  it  is 
probable  that  Abilene  was  part  of  his  territory,  and 
that  the  Lysanias  of  St.  Luke  was  the  son  or  grand- 
son of  the  former.  Even  if  we  assume  (as  many 
writers  too  readily  assume)  that  the  tetrarch  men- 
tioned in  the  time  of  Claudius  and  Caligula  is  to 
be  identified,  not  vrith  the  Lysanias  of  St.  Luke 
but  with  the  earlier  Lysanias  (never  called  tetrarch 
and  never  positively  connected  with  Abila)  in  the 
times  of  Antony  and  Cleopatra,  there  is  no  diffi- 
culty in  believing  that  a  prince  bearing  this  name 
ruled  over  a  tetrarchy  having  Abila  for  its  capital, 
in  the  15th  year  of  Tiberius.  (See  Wieseler,  Chro- 
nologische  Synapse  der  vier  Evangelien,  pp.  174- 
183.) 

The  site  of  the  chief  city  of  Abilene  has  been  un- 
doubtedly identified  where  the  Itineraries  place  it ; 
and  its  remains  have  been  described  of  late  years 
by  many  travellers.  It  stood  in  a  remarkable  gorge 
called  the  Suk  Wady  Barada,  where  the  river 
breaks  down  through  the  mountain  towards  the 
plain  of  Damascus.  Among  the  remains  the  in- 
scriptions are  most  to  our  purpose.  One  contain- 
ing the  words  Avcaviov  Terpdpxov  is  cited  by  Po- 
cocke,  but  has  not  been  seen  by  any  subsequent 
traveller.  Two  Latin  inscriptions  on  the  face  of  a 
rock  above  a  fragment  of  Roman  road  (first  noticed 
m  the  QuaHerly  Eevieio  for  1822,  No.  52)  were 
first  published  by  Letronne  {.Journal  des  Savans, 
1827),  and  afterwards  by  Orelli  {Inscr.  Lat.  4997, 
41)98).  One  relates  to  some  repairs  of  the  road  at 
the  expense  of  the  Abileni ;  the  other  associates  the 
16th  Legion  with  the  place.  (See  Hogg  m  the 
Trans,  of  the  Royal  Geog.  Soc.  for  1851;  Porter, 
in  the  .lownal  of  Sacred  Literature  for  J>dy, 
1853,  and  especially  his  Damascus,  i.  261-273; 
and  Robinson,  Later  Bib.  Res.  pp.  478-484.) 

J.  S.  H. 
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ABIM'AEL  (  .Stt'^^S  [father  of  Mael]: 

'Afii/iafK;  [Alex.  A3'/i«?^-]  -Abimad)^  a  descend- 
ant of  Joktan  (Gen.  x.  28;  1  Chr.  i.  22),  and  prob- 
ably [as  the  name  implies]  the  progenitor  of  an 
Arab  tribe.  Bochart  {Phaltg,  ii.  24)  conjectures 
tliat  his  name  is  preserved  in  that  of  M<{a.i,  a  place 
in  Arabia  Aromatifera,  mentioned  by  Theophrastus 
{HUt.  Plant,  ix.  4),  and  thinks  that  the  MaUtse 
are  the  same  as  I'tolemy's  Manita;  (vi.  7,  p.  154), 
and  that  they  were  a  people  of  the  Minaans  (for 
whom  see  Ahabia).     The  name  in  Arabic  would 

probably  be  written  JuLo  yi\.  E.  S.  P. 

ABIM'ELECH       [  Hebrew       Abimelech  ] 

Cn  !?'?"'3M ,  father  of  the  king,  or  father-king  : 

'Afii/jifKfx  '•  -Abimelech),  the  name  of  several  Phil- 
istine kings.  It  is  supposed  by  many  to  have  been 
a  common  title  of  their  kings,  like  that  of  Pharaoh 
among  the  Egyptians,  and  that  of  Coesar  and  Au- 
gustus among  the  Romans.  The  name  Father  of 
the  King,  or  Father  King,  corresponds  to  Padishah 
(Father  King),  the  title  of  the  I'ersian  kings,  and 
Atalih  (Father,  pr.  paternity),  the  title  of  the 
Khans  of  Bucharia  (Gesen.  Thes.).  An  argument 
to  the  same  eflect  is  drawn  from  the  title  of  Ps. 
xxxiv.,  in  which  the  name  of  Abimelech  is  given  to 
the  king,  who  is  called  Achish  in  1  Sam.  xxi.  11; 
but  perhaps  we  ouglit  not  to  attribute  much  his- 
torical value  to  the  inscription  of  the  Psalm. 

1.  A  Philistine,  king  of  Gerar  (Gen.  xx.,  xxi.), 
who,  exercising  the  right  claimed  by  I'iistem 
princes,  of  collecting  all  the  beautiful  women  of 
their  dominions  into  their  harem  (Gen.  xii.  15; 
Esth.  ii.  3),  sent  for  and  took  Sarah.  A  similar 
account  is  given  of  Abraham's  conduct  on  this  oc- 
casion, to  that  of  his  behavior  towards  Pharaoh 
[Abraham]. 

2.  Another  king  of  Gerar  in  the  time  of  Isaac, 
of  whom  a  similar  narrative  is  recorded  in  relation 
to  Rebekah  (Gen.  xxvi.  1,  seq.). 

3.  Son  of  the  judge  Gideon  by  his  Shechemite 
concubine  (Judg.  viii.  31).  After  his  father's  death 
he  nmrdered  all  his  brethren,  70  in  number,  with 
the  exception  of  Jotham,  the  youngest,  who  con- 
cealed himself;  and  he  then  persuaded  the  She- 
chemites,  through  the  influence  of  his  mother's 
brethren,  to  elect  him  king.  It  is  evident  from 
this  narrative  that  Shechem  now  became  an  inde- 
pendent state,  and  threw  off  the  yoke  of  the  con- 
quering Israelites  (Ewald,  Gesch.  ii.  444).  When 
Jotham  heard  that  Abimelech  was  made  king,  he 
addressed  to  the  Shechemites  his  fable  of  the  trees 
choosing  a  king  (Judg.  ix.  1,  seq. ;  cf.  Joseph.  Ant. 
v.  7,  §  2),  which  may  be  compared  witli  the  well- 
known  fable  of  ^lenenius  Agrippa  (Liv.  ii.  32). 
After  he  had  reigned  three  years,  tlie  citizens  of 
Shechem  rebelled.  He  was  absent  at  the  time, 
but  lie  returned  and  quelled  the  insurrection. 
Shortly  after  he  stonned  and  took  Tliebez,  l)ut  was 
struck  on  the  head  by  a  woman  witli  the  fragment 
of  a  mill-stone"  (comp.  2  Sam.  xi.  21);  and  lest  he 


o  •  The  expression  used  in  relation  to  this  In  A.  V. 
(ed.  1611),  as  in  the  Bishops'  liible,  is  "  aU  to  brake  his- 
KuU,"  t.  e.  "broke  completely,"  or  "all  to  pieces." 
In  many  later  editions  "  brake  "  has  l)cen  changed  to 
'■  break,"  giving  the  false  meaning  "  and  nil  this  in 
order  to  break."  "All  to"  has  been  explained  and 
written  by  some  as  a  compound  adverb,  "  all-to  "  = 
«  altogether "  (see  Robinson  in  Bihl.  Sacm,  ri.  608), 
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should  be  said  to  have  died  by  a  woman,  he  bid  his 
armor-bearer  slay  him.  Thus  God  avenged  the 
murder  of  his  brethren,  and  fulfilled  the  curse  of 
Jotham. 

*•  ['Ax'Mf^«X;  ^^-  Ax«'Me^ex;  ^Id.  A$i^ 
4\fx  '•  Achimelech.]  Son  of  Abiathar  the  high- 
priest  in  the  time  of  David  (1  Chr.  xviii.  16), 
called  Abimelech  in  2  Sam.  viii.  17.  [Ahim^- 
LKcn.]  R.  W.  B. 

*  The  reading  Abimelech  in  1  Chr.  is  supported 
by  about  12  MSS.,  and  by  the  principal  ancient 
versions,  including  the  Sjriac  and  Chaldee  as  well 
as  the  Sept.  and  Vulgate.  See  De  Rossi,  Var. 
Led.  iv.  182.  A. 

*  5.  Ps.  xxxiv.  title.     [Ahimelech  2.]      A. 

ABIN'ADAB  (^l^nS  [a  father  noble  or 
princely]:  'AfitvaSa.0;  [Comp.  often  ' Aj8i>/oSoy8 :] 
Abinadab).  1.  A  Levite,  a  native  of  Kirjathjea- 
rim,  in  whose  house  the  ark  remained  20  3ears  (1 
Sam.  vii.  1,  2;  [2  Sam.  vi.  3,  4;]  1  Chr.  xiii.  7). 

2.  Second  son  of  Jesse,  who  followed  Saul  to  his 
war  against  the  Philistines  (1  Sam.  xvi.  8,  xvii. 
13;  [IChr.  ii.  13]). 

3.  A  son  of  Saul,  who  was  slain  with  his  broth- 
ers at  the  fatal  battle  on  Mount  GUlwa  (1  Sam- 
xxxi.  2;  [1  Chr.  viii.  33,  ix.  39,  x.  2]). 

4.  Father  of  one  of  the  12  chief  officers  of  Solo- 
mon (1  K.  iv.  11).  R.  W.  B. 

AB'INER  (13''n^?:  'A^ivirhp;  Alex.  'A;3- 
aiviip  [rather,  Afiturip\-  Abner).  This  form  of 
the  name  Abnek  is  given  in  the  margin  of  1  Sam. 
xiv.  50.     It  corresponds  with  the  Hebrew. 

W.  A.  W.. 

ABIN'OAM  illeb.  Abino'am]  (□^b'^SSI 
[a  father  gracious]  :  'Afiivfffi;  [Aid.  Comp.  somel 
times  'A^ivoffi'-]  Abinoem),  the  father  of  Barak 
(Judg.  iv.  6,  12;  v.  1,  12).  R.  W.  B. 

ABI'RAM  (n";?''3S  [father  exalted]: 'A0- 
(iptLv  ■  Abiron).  1.  A  Reubenite,  son  of  Eliab, 
who  with  Dathan  and  On,  men  of  the  same  trib*, 
and  Korah  a  IjCvite,  organized  a  conspiracy  against 
Moses  and  Aaron  (Num.  xvi.).     [For  details,  see 

KOKAH.] 

2.  ['A)3ipe5j';  Alex.  Afifipoiy:  Abii-am.]  Eld- 
est son  of  Hiel,  the  Bethelite,  who  died  when  his 
father  laid  the  foundations  of  Jericho  (1  K.  xvi. 
34),  and  thus  accomplished  the  first  part  of  the 
curse  of  Joshua  (Josh.  vi.  26).  K.  W.  B. 

ABI'RON  ('Afiftpdv :  Abiron).  Abiram 
(I'xclus.  xlv.  18).  W.  A.  W. 

ABISE'I  (Abisei).  Abishua,  the  son  of 
Phinehas  (2  Esdr.  i.  2).  W.  A.  W. 


but  this  view  is  now  regarded  by  the  best  scholars  as 
erroneous.  In  early  Knglish,  iis  in  Anglo-Saxon,  to 
was  in  conunon  use  as  an  intensive  prefix  to  verbs  and 
verbal  nouns,  somewhat  like  be  in  modern  English, 
but  stronger.     Thus, 

"  He  to-brac  the  ston,  and  ther  flowiden  watris." 
Wychfle,  Ps.  civ.  41. 

"  Mobe  thl  wicked  necke  bo  to-iroke .'  " 

Chaucer,  Cant.  Tales,  5859. 

We  have  it  in  Shakespeare's  "  to-pinch  the  unclean 
knight  "  (Merry  Wives,  iv.  4),  and  perhaps  the  latest 
example  in  Milton's  "  all  to-ruffied  "  ( Comtis,  380). 
"  All "  is  often  used  to  strengthen  the  expression,  but 
is  not  essential.  See  Boucher's  Olossari/,  art.  All, 
and  Taylor's  note ;  the  (ilossary  tn  Fdrshall  and  Mnd- 
den's  ed.  of  WycUffe's  Bible  ;  Eastwood  and  Wright's 
Bible  Word-Book,  pp.  21,  22  ;  and  especially  Corson's 
Thesaurus  of  Archaic  English,  art.  to-.  A. 


ABISHAG 

AB'ISHAG  (Jl?''?^?  [father  i.  e.  author 
»/  error ,  misdeed,  and  hence  said  of  man  or  wom- 
an; "]  'A^urdy-  Ahisny),  a  beautiful  Shunammite, 
taken  into  David's  harem  to  comfort  him  in  liis 
extreme  old  age  (1  K.  i.  1-4).  After  David"s 
death  Adonijah  induced  Bathsheba,  the  queeu- 
mother,  to  ask  Solomon  to  give  him  Abishag  in 
marriage;  but  this  imprudent  petition  cost  Adoni- 
jah his  life  (1  K.  ii.  13,  seq.).     [Adoxijah.] 

K.  W.  B. 

ABI'SHAI "  [3  syl.]  C'ttJ^nS;  [and  ^tr?S, 
father  of  a  yifl,  Ges.;  or  Father,' i.  e.  God,  who 
exists,  Fiirst] :  'Afieacrd.  [also  'Afifffd,  'Afiiffd, 
etc.]  and  'Afitaal  ■  Abisai),  the  eldest  of  the  three 
sons  of  Zeruiah,  David's  sister,  and  brother  to  Joab 
and  Asahel  (1  Chr.  ii.  16).  It  may  be  owing  to 
his  seniority  of  birth  that  Abishai,  first  of  the  three 
brothers,  appears  as  the  devoted  follower  of  David. 
Long  before  Joab  appears  on  the  stage  Abishai  had 
attached  himself  to  the  fortunes  of  David.  He  was 
his  companion  in  the  desperate  night  expedition  to 
the  camp  of  Saul,  and  would  at  once  have  avenged 
and  terminated  his  uncle's  quarrel  by  stabbing  the 
sleeping  king  with  his  owti  spear.  But  David  in- 
dignantly restrained  him,  and  the  adventurous  war- 
riors left  the  camp  as  stealthily  as  they  had  come, 
carrying  Avith  them  Saul's  spear  and  the  cruse  of 
water  which  stood  at  his  head  (1  Sam.  xxvi.  6-9). 
During  David's  outlaw  life  among  the  Philistines, 
Abishai  was  probably  by  his  side,  though  nothing 
more  is  heard  of  him  till  he  appears  with  Joab  and 
Asahel  in  hot  pursuit  of  Abner,  who  was  beaten  in 
the  bloody  fight  by  the  pool  of  Gibeon.  Asahel 
fell  by  Abner's  hand :  at  sunset  the  survivors  re- 
turned, buried  their  brother  by  night  in  the  sepul- 
chre of  their  father  at  Bethlehem,  and  with  revenge 
in  their  hearts  marched  on  to  Hebron  by  break  of 
day  (2  Sam.  ii.  18,  24,  32).  In  the  prosecution 
of  their  vengeance,  though  Joab's  hand  struck  the 
deadly  blow,  Abishai  was  associated  with  him  in 
the  treachery,  and  "  Joab  and  Abishai  killed  Ab- 
ner "  (2  Sam.  iii.  30).  [Abner.]  In  the  war 
against  Hanun,  undertaken  by  David  as  a  punish- 
ment for  the  insult  to  his  messengers,  Abishai,  as 
second  in  command,  was  opposed  to  the  army  of 
the  Ammonites  before  the  gates  of  Rabbah,  and 
drove  them  headlong  before  him  into  the  city,  while 
Joab  defeated  the  Syrians  who  attempted  to  raise 
the  siege  (2  Sam.  x.  10,  14;  1  Clu-.  xix.  11,  15). 
The  defeat  of  the  Edomites  in  the  valley  of  salt 
(1  Chr.  xviii.  12),  which  brought  them  to  a  state 
of  vassalage,  was  due  to  Abishai,  acting  perhaps 
under  the  immediate  orders  of  the  king  (see  2  Sam. 
viii.  13),  or  of  Joab  (Fs.  be.  title).  On  the  out- 
break of  Absalom  s  rebeUion  and  the  consequent 
flight  of  David,  Abishai  remained  true  to  the  king : 
and  the  old  warrior  showed  a  gleam  of  his  ancient 
spirit,  as  fierce  and  relentless  as  in  the  camp  of 
Saul,  when  he  offered  to  avenge  the  taunts  of 
Shimei,  and  urged  his  subsequent  execution  (2 
Sam.  xvi.  9;  xix.  21).  — In  the  battle  in  the  wood 
of  Ephraim  Abishai  commanded  a  third  part  of  the 
army  (2  Sam.  xviii.  2,  5,  12),  and  in  the  absence 
of  Amasa  was  sununoned  to  assemble  the  troops  in 
Jerusalem  and  pursue  after  the  rebel  Sheba,  Joab 
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»  *  On  the  origin  and  significance  of  the  Bible 
names,  see  the  article  (Amer.  ed.)  on  Names.         II. 

*  *  This  fuller  article  from  the  '■  Concise  Diction- 
ary "  has  been  substituted  here  for  the  article  of  foiu:- 
teen  lines  in  the  larger  work.  H. 


being  apparently  in  disgi-ace  for  the  slaughter  of 
Absalom  (2  Sam.  xx.  6,  10).  —  The  last  act  of  ser- 
vice which  is  recorded  of  Abishai  is  his  timely  res- 
cue of  David  from  the  hands  of  a  gigantic  Philis- 
tine, Ishbi-benob  (2  Sam.  xxi.  17).  His  personal 
prowess  on  this,  as  on  another  occasion,  when  he 
fought  single-handed  against  three  hundred,  won 
for  him  a  place  as  captain  of  the  second  three  of 
David's  mighty  men  (2  Sam.  xxiii.  18 ;  1  Chr.  xi. 
20).  But  in  all  probabUity  this  act  of  daring  was 
achieved  while  he  was  the  companion  of  Da\id'8 
wanderings  as  an  outlaw  among  the  Philistines. 
Of  the  end  of  his  chequered  life  we  have  no  record. 

ABISH'ALOM  (D'lb:r''3S  [father  of 
peace']  :  ' AfiiaaoKwft.-  Abessahm),  father  of  Maa- 
chah,  who  was  the  wife  of  Kehoboam,  and  mother 
of  Abyah  (1  K.  xv.  2,  10).     He  is  called  Absalom 

(Q""lbtt73S)  in  2  Chr.  xi.  20,  21.  This  person 
must  be  David's  son  (see  LXX.,  2  Sam.  xiv.  27). 
The  daughter  of  Absalom  was  doubtless  called  Ma- 
achah  after  her  grandmother  (2  Sam.  iii.  3). 

ABISHU'A  (P^tt7>2S; :  [^A^icaovi,  'A&ia- 
ovf,]  'A^itroi:  Abisue.  According  to  Simonis, 
patris  salus;  i.  q.  Saxriirarpoj,  and  Scoirarpoy. 
According  to  Fiirst,  father  or  hrd  of  happiness. 
Pater  salutis,  Gesen.).  1.  Son  of  Bela,  of  the 
tribe  of  Benjamin  (1  Chr.  viii.  4). 

2.  Son  of  Phinehas,  the  son  of  Eleazar,  and  the 
father  of  Bukki,  In  the  genealogy  of  the  high- 
priests  (1  Chr.  vi.  4,  5,  50,  51 ;  Ezr.  vii.  4,  5). 
According  to  Josephus  {Ant.  viii.  1,  §  3)  he  execu- 
ted the  office  of  high-priest  after  his  father  Phine- 
has, and  was  succeeded  by  Eh;  his  descendants, 
till  Zadok,  falling  into  the  rank  of  private  persona 
{l^iVTfvaavTts).  His  name  is  corrupted  into 
'\<S)ai)iros.     Nothing  is  known  of  him. 

A.  C.  H. 

AB'ISHUR  ("15)27"'^^?  [father  of  the  waU 
or  upnght]  'A^taovp:  Abisur),  son  of  Shammai 
(1  Chr.  ii.  28). 

AB'ISUM  CA/3<(rat;  Alex.  A)3t<rot/ot;  [Aid. 
'A^iarovn\ :  Abisue).  Abishua,  the  son  of  Phui- 
ehas  (1  Esdr.  viii.  2).     Called  also  Abisei. 

W.  A.  W. 

AB1TAL  (b^'^nS  [whose  father  is  dew  or 
protectim] :  'A/StToA;  Abital),  one  of  David's  wives 
(2  Sam.  iii.  4;  1  Chr.  iii.  3). 

ABITUB  (a^t^'^aS  [father  of  goodness] : 
'AfiirdX;  [Alex.  AjSjtw^S]  :  Abitvb),  son  of  Shaha- 
raim  by  Hushim  (1  Chr.  viii.  11). 

ABrUD  ('A/3iou8:  Abiud).  Descendant  ol 
Zorobabel,  in  the  genealogy  of  Jesus  Christ  (Matt. 
i.  13).  Lord  A.  Hervey  identifies  him  with  Ho- 
DAiAH  (1  Chr.  iii.  24)  and  Juda  (Luke  iii.  26), 
and  supposes  him  to  have  been  the  grandson  of 
Zerubbabel  through  his  daughter  Shelomith. 

W.  A.  W. 

ABLUTION.     [Pukificatiox.] 

AB'NER  (~I32S,  once  ~I3"'2S,  father   of 

light :  Afievv^p  \  [Alex,  often  Afieirqp  or  AjSoij/ijp] : 
Abner).  1.  Son  of  Ner,  who  was  the  brother  of 
Kish  (1  Chr.  ix.  36)  the  father  of  Saul.  Abner, 
therefore,  was  Saul's  first  cousin,  and  was  made  by 
him  commander-in-chief  of  his  army  (1  Sam.  xiv. 
51).  He  was  the  person  who  conducted  David  into 
Saul's  presence  after  the  death  of  Gohath  (x^ii.  57) ; 
and  afterwards  accompanied  his  master  when  he 
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Bought  David's  life  at  Hachilah  (xxvi.  3-14).    From 
this  tinie  we  hear  no  more  of  him  till  after  the 
death  of  Saul,  when  he  rises  into  importance  as  the 
main-stay  of  his  family.     It  would  seem  that,  im- 
mediately after  the  disastrous  battle  of  Mount  Gil- 
boa,  David  was  proclaimed  king  of  Judah  in  Hebron, 
the  old  capital  of  that  tribe,  but  that  the  rest  of 
the  country  was  altogether  in   the  hands  of  the 
I'hilistines,  and  that  five  years  passed  before  any 
native  prince  ventured  to  oppose  his  claims  to  their 
power.     During  that  time  the  Israelites  were  grad- 
ually recovering  their  temtory,  and  at  length  Ab- 
ner  proclaimed  the  weak  and  imfortunate  Ishbo- 
sheth,  SauFs  son,  as  king  of  Israel  in  Mahanaim, 
beyond  Jordan  —  at  first  no  doubt  as  a  place  of 
security  against  the  Philistines,  though  all  serious 
apprehension  of  danger  from  them  must  have  soon 
passed  away  —  and  Ishbosheth  was  generally  recog- 
nized except  by  Judah.     This  view  of  the  order  of 
events  is  necessary  to  reconcile  2  Sam.  ii.  10,  where 
Ishbosheth  is  said  to  have  reigned  over  Israel  for 
two  years,  with  ver.  11,  in  which  we  read  that  Da- 
vid was  king  of  Judah  for  seven;  and  it  is  con- 
finned  by  vers.  5,  G,  7,  in  which  David's   message 
of  thanks  to  the  men  of  Jabesh-gilead  for  burying 
Saul  and  his  sons  implies  that  no  prince  of  Saul's 
house  had  as  yet  clauned  the  throne,  but  that  Da^ 
vid  hoped  that  his  title  would  be  soon  acknowl- 
edged by  all  Israel;  while  the  exhortation  "to  be 
valiant"  probably  refers  to  the  struggle  with  the 
Philistmes,  who  placed  the  only  apparent  impedi- 
ment in  the  way  of  his  recognition.     War  soon 
broke  out  between  the  two  rival  kings,  and  a  "  very 
sore  battle  "  was  fought  at  Gibeon  between  the  men 
of  Israel  under  Abner,  and  the  men  of  Judah  under 
Joab,  son  of  Zeruiah,  David's  sister  (1  Chr.  ii.  10). 
When  the  army  of  Ishbosheth  was  defeated,  Joab's 
voungest  brother  Asahel,  who  is  said  to  have  been 
•'  as  light  of  foot  as  a  wild  roe,"  pursued  Abner, 
and  in  spite  of  warning  refused  to  leave  him,  so 
that  Abner  in  self-defence  wiis  forced  to  kill  him. 
After  this  the  war  continued,  success  incUning  more 
and  more  to  the  side  of  David,  till  at  last  the  im 
prudence  of  Ishbosheth  deprived  him  of  the  counsels 
and  generalship  of  the  hero,  who  was  in  truth  the 
only  support  of  his  tottering  throne.     Abner  had 
married  Rizpah,  Saul's  concubine,  and  this,  accord- 
ing to  the  views  of  Oriental  courts,  might  be  so 
interpreted  as  to  imply  a  design  upon  the  throne. 
Thus  we  read  of  a  certain  Armais,  who,  while  left 
viceroy  of  ligypt  in  the  absence  of  the  king   his 
brother,  "  used  violence  to  the  queen  and  concu- 
bines, and  put  on  the  diadem,  and  set  up  to  oppose 
his  brother  "  (Manetho,  quoted  by  Joseph,  e.  Ajjkm. 
i.  15).     Cf.  also  2  Sam.  xvi.  21,  xx.  3,  1  K.  ii.  13- 
25,  and  the  case  of  the  Pseudo-Smerdis,  Herod,  iii. 
08.   [Absalom  ;  Au<^nijah.]    Kightly  or  wrongly, 
Ishbosheth  so  understood  it,  though  Abner  might 
seem  to  have  given  sufficient  proof  of  his  loyalty,  and 
he  even  ventured  to  reproach  him  with  it.     Abner, 
incensed  at  his  ingratitude,  aft«r  an  indignant  reply, 
opened  negotiations  with  David,  by  whom  he  was 
most  favorably  received  at  Hebron.     He  then  un- 
dertook to  procure  his  recognition  throughout  Is- 
rael ;  but  after  leaving  his  court  for  the  purpose  was 
enticed  back  by  Joab,  and  treacherously  murdered 
by  him  and  his  brother  Abishai,  at  the  gate  of  the 
city,  partly  no  doubt,  as  Joab  showed  afterwards  in 
the  case  of  Amasa,  from  fear  lest  so  distinguished 
a  convert  to  their  cause  should  gain  too  high  a  place 
in  David's  favor  (Joseph.  Ant.  vii.  1,  §  5),  but  os- 
tensibly in  retaliation  for  the  death  of  Asahel.     For 
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this  there  was  indeed  some  pretext,  inasmucu  as  it 
was  thought  dishonorable  even  in  battle  to  kill  a 
mere  stripling  like  Asahel,  and  Joab  and  Abishai 
were  in  this  case  the  revengers  of  blood  (Num. 
XXXV.  19),  but  it  is  also  plain  that  Abner  only  killed 
the  youth  to  save  his  own  life.  This  murder  caused 
the  greatest  sorrow  and  indignation  to  David ;  but' 
as  the  assassins  were  too  powerful  to  be  punished^, 
he  contented  himself  with  showing  every  public  to- 
ken of  respect  to  Abner's  memory,  by  following  the  • 
bier  and  pouring  forth  a  simple  dirge  over  the 
slain,  which  is  thus  translated  by  Ewald  {Dichter 
des  Alien  Bundes,  i.  99 : — 

As  a  villain  dies,  ought  Abner  to  die  ? 

Thy  hands,  not  fettered  ; 

Thy  feet,  not  bound  witli  chains  ; 
As  one  fiills  before  the  malicious,  fellest  thou  ! 

—  i.  e.  "  Thou  didst  not  fall  as  a  prisoner  taken  in 
battle,  with  hands  and  feet  fettered,  but  by  secret 
assassination,  such  as  a  villain  meets  at  the  hands 
of  villains  "  (2  Sam.  iii.  33,  34).  See  also  Lowth, 
Lectures  on  Uehrew  Poetry,  xxii.     G.  E.  L.  C. 

2.  Father  of  Jaasiel,  chief  of  the  Benjamites  in 
David's  reign  (1  Chr.  xxvii.  21):  probably  the  same 
as  Abnek  1.         ,  W.  A.  W. 

ABOMINATION   OF  DESOLATION 

(rb  fiSfKvyfia  ttjs  iprj/J-dxrews,  Matt.  xxiv.  15), 
mentioned  by  our  Saviom-  as  a  sign  of  the  ap- 
proaching destruction  of  Jerusalem,  with  reference 
to  Dan.  ix.   27,  xi.  31,   xii.    11.      The  Hebrew 

words  in  these  passages  are  respectively,  C*'^^j^tt', 

DDtrp,  ni2WJ2  V'lp^n,  and  nnb*  v^j^ir: 

the  LXX.  translate  the  first  word  uniformly  )35t- 
\vyfia,  and  the  second  iprindafiov  (ix.  27)  and 
4pT]fi,(i>(rfa>s  (xi.  31,  xii.  11):  many  MSS.  however 
have  7i(pavifffj.(yov  in  xi.  31.     The  meaning  of  the 

first  of  these  words  is  clear:  \'1i?tt^  expresses  any 
religious  impurity,  and  in  the  plural  numter  espe- 
cially idols.  Suidas  defines  /SSfAiryyua  as  used  by 
the  Jews  ttSc  fISuKoy  koI  ttw  iKTinraifia  ay- 
dptoirov.  It  is  imjwrtant  to  observe  that  the  ex- 
pression is  not  used  of  idolatry  in  the  abstract,  but 
of  idolatry  adopted  by  the  Jews  themselves  (2  K. 
xxi.  2-7,  xxiii.  13).  Hence  we  must  look  for  the 
fulfillment  of  the  prophecy  in  some  act  of  apostasy 
on  their  part;  and  so  the  Jews  themselves  appear 
to  have  understood  it,  according  to  the  traditional 
feeling  referred  to  by  Josephus  (B.  J.  iv.  0,  §  3), 
that  the  temple  would  be  destroyed  ^oi'  x**?** 
olK(7at  irpofjLKxvtaai  rh  Tf/xevos.  With  regard  to 
the  second  word  D^tt?,  which  has  been  variously 
translated  of  desolation,  of  the  desolattn;  thnt  (iston- 
isheih  (Marginal  transl.  xi.  31,  xii.  11),  it  is  a  par- 
ticiple used  substantively  and  placed  in  immediate 
apposition  with  the  previous  noun,  qualifying  it 
with  an  adjective  sense  ashmishing,  hwrible  (Gesen. 

s.  V.  CQtt"'),  and  thus  the  whole  expression  signi- 
fies a  horrible  abomination.  What  the  olaect  re- 
ferred to  was,  is  a  matter  of  doubt;  it  should  be 
observed,  however,  that  in  the  passages  in  Daniel 
the  setting  up  of  the  abomination  was  to  i*  conse- 
quent upon  the  cessation  of  the  sacrifice.  ITie 
Jews  considered  the  prophecy  as  fulfilled  in  the 
profanation  of  the  Temple  under  Antiochus  Kpiph- 
anes,  when  the  Israelites  themselves  erected  an 
idolatrous  altar  {^wfi.6s,  Joseph.  Ant.  xii.  5,  §  4) 
upon  the  sacred  altar,  and  oft'ered  sacrifice  thereon : 
this  altar  is  described  as  fiS4\vyna  rfis  4piifui<rf»s 
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(1  Mace.  i.  54,  vi.  7).  The  prophecy,  however,  re- 
ferred ultimately  (as  Josephus  himself  perceived, 
Ant.  X.  11,  §  7)  to  the  destruction  of  Jerusalem  by 
the  Romans,  and  consequently  the  fiS4\vyfm  must 
describe  some  occurrence  connected  with  that  event. 
But  it  is  not  easy  to  find  one  which  meets  all  the 
requirements  of  the  case:  the  introduction  of  the 
Roman  standards  into  the  Temple  would  not  be  a 
fiSeXvytxa,  properly  speaking,  unless  it  could  be 
shown  that  the  Jews  themselves  participated  in  the 
worship  of  them ;  moreover,  this  event,  as  well  as 
several  others  which  have  been  proposed,  such  as 
the  erection  of  the  statue  of  Hadrian,  fail  in  regard 
to  the  time  of  their  occurrence,  being  subsequent  to 
the  destruction  of  the  city.  It  appears  most  prob- 
able that  the  profanities  of  the  Zodots  constituted 
the  abomination  which  was  the  sign  of  impending 
ruin."     (Joseph.  B.  J.  iv.  3,  §  7.)       W.  L.  B. 

A'BRAHAM  (DH^nS,  father  of  a  multi- 
tude: 'Afipad/i'-  Abraham:  originally  ABRAM, 
TSTl'D!^,  father  of  elevation:  "Afipafx'-  Abram), 
the  son  of  Terah,  and  brother  of  Nahor  and  Haran ; 
and  the  progenitor,  not  only  of  the  Hebrew  nation, 
but  of  several  cognate  tribes.  His  history  is  re- 
corded to  us  with  much  detail  in  Scripture,  as  the 
very  type  of  a  true  patriarchal  life ;  a  life,  that  is, 
in  which  all  authority  is  paternal,  derived  ulti- 
mately from  God  the  Father  of  aU,  and  religion, 
imperfect  as  yet  in  revelation  and  ritual,  is  based 
entirely  on  that  same  Fatherly  relation  of  God  to 
man.  The  natural  tendency  of  such  a  religion  is 
to  the  worship  of  tutelary  gods  of  the  family  or  of 
the  tribe ;  traces  of  such  a  tendency  on  the  part  of 
the  patriarchs  are  found  in  the  Scriptural  History 
itself;  and  the  declaration  of  God  to  Moses  (in  Ex. 
vi.  3)  plainly  teaches  that  the  full  sense  of  the  unity 
and  eternity  of  Jehovah  was  not  yet  unfolded  to 
them.  But  yet  the  revelation  of  the  Lord,  as  the 
"  Almighty  God  "  (Gen.  xvii.  1,  xxviii.  3,  xxxv. 
11),  and  "  the  Judge  of  all  the  earth  "  (Gen.  xviii. 
25),  the  knowledge  of  His  intercourse  with  kings 
of  other  tribes  (Gen.  xx.  3-7),  and  His  judgment 
on  Sodom  and  Gomorrah  (to  say  nothing  of  the 
promise  which  extended  to  "all  nations")  must 
have  raised  the  patriarchal  religion  far  above  this 
narrow  idea  of  God,  and  given  it  the  germs,  at  least, 
of  future  exaltation.  The  character  of  Abraham  b 
that  which  is  formed  by  such  a  reUgion,  and  by  the 
influence  of  a  nomad  pastoral  life;  free,  simple,  and 
manly;  full  of  hospitality  and  family  affection; 
truthful  to  all  such  as  were  bound  to  him  by  their 
ties,  though  not  untainted  with  Eastern  craft  to 
those  considered  as  aliens ;  ready  for  war,  but  not  a 
professed  warrior,  or  one  who  lived  by  plunder;  free 
and  childlike  in  religion,  and  gradually  educated 
by  God's  hand  to  a  continually  deepening  sense  of 
its  all-absorbing  claims.  It  stands  remarkably 
contrasted  with  those  of  Isaac  and  Jacob. 

The  Scriptural  history  of  Abraham  is  mainly 
limited,  as  usual,  to  the  evolution  of  the  Great  Cov- 
enant in  his  life;  it  is  the  history  of  the  man  him- 
self rather  than  of  the  external  events  of  his  life ; 
and,  except  in  one  or  two  instances  (Gen.  xii.  10- 
20,  xiv.,  XX.,  xxi.  22-34)  it  does  not  refer  to  his  re- 
lation with  the  rest  of  the  world.  To  them  he  may 
Duly  have  appeared  as  a  chief  of  the  hardier  Chal- 


o  *  Lange's  note  (BWelwerk,  i.  342),  especially  as 
enlarged  by  Dr.  Schaff  (Com.  on  Matt.  p.  424),  enu- 
merates the  principal  explanations  of  this  difficult  ex- 
pression. U. 
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dffian  race,  disdaining  the  settled  life  of  the  more 
luxurious  Canaanites,  and  fit  to  be  hired  by  plun- 
der as  a  protector  against  the  invaders  of  the  North 
(see  Gen.  xiv.  21-23).  Nor  is  it  unlikely,  though 
we  have  no  historical  evidence  of  it,  that  his  pas- 
sage into  Canaan  may  have  been  a  sign  or  a  cause 
of  a  greater  migration  from  Haran,  and  that  he 
may  have  been  looked  upon  (e.  g.  by  Abimelech, 
Gen.  xxi.  22-32)  as  one  who,  from  his  position  as 
well  as  his  high  character,  would  be  able  to  guide 
such  a  migration  for  evil  or  for  good  (Ewald,  Gesch. 
i.  409-413). 

The  traditions  which  Josephus  adds  to  the  Scrip- 
tural narrative,  are  merely  such  as,  after  his  man- 
ner and  in  accordance  with  the  aim  of  his  writings, 
exalt  the  knowledge  and  wisdom  of  Abraham,  mak- 
ing him  the  teacher  of  monotheism  to  the  ChaJ- 
daeans,  and  of  astronomy  and  mathematics  to  the 
Egyptians.  He  quotes  however  Nicolaus  of  Da- 
mascus,* as  ascribing  to  him  the  conquest  and  gov- 
ernment of  Damascus  on  his  way  to  Canaan,  and 
stating  that  the  tradition  of  his  habitation  was  still 
preserved  there  (Joseph.  Ant.  i.  c.  7,  §  2 ;  see  Gren. 
XV.  2). 

The  Arab  traditions  are  partly  ante-Mohamme- 
dan, relating  mainly  to  the  Kaabah  (or  sacred 
house)  of  Mecca,  which  Abraham  and  his  son  "  Is- 
mail" are  said  to  have  rebuilt  for  the  fourth  time 
over  the  sacred  black  stone.  But  in  great  meas- 
ure they  are  taken  from  the  Koran,  which  has  it- 
self borrowed  from  the  O.  T.  and  from  the  Rab- 
binical traditions.  Of  the  latter  the  most  remark- 
able is  the  story  of  his  having  destroyed  the  idols 
(see  Jud.  v.  6-8)  which  Terah  not  only  worshipjied 
(as  declared  in  Josh.  xxiv.  2),  but  also  manufac- 
tured, and  having  been  cast  by  Nimrod  into  a  fiery 
furnace,  which  turned  into  a  pleasant  meadow. 
The  legend  is  generally  traced  to   the  word    Ur 

("l^S),  Abraham's  birth-place,  which  has  also  the 
sense  of  "light"  or  "fire."  But  the  name  of 
Abraham  appears  to  be  commonly  remembered  in 
tradition  through  a  very  large  portion  of  Asia,  and 
the  title  " el-Kialil,"  "the  Friend"  (of  God)  (see 
2  Chr.  XX.  7;  Is.  xli.  8;  Jam.  ii.  23)  is  that  by 
which  he  is  usually  spoken  of  by  the  Arabs. 

The  Scriptural  history  of  Abraham  is  divided 
into  various  periods,  by  the  various  and  progressive 
revelations  of  God,  which  he  received  — 

(I.)  With  his  father  Terah,  his  wife  Sarai,  and 
nephew  Lot,  Abram  left  Ur  for  Haran  (Charran), 
in  obedience  to  a  call  of  God  (alluded  to  in  Acts  vii. 
2-4).  Haran,  apparently  the  eldest  brother  —  since 
Nahor,  and  probably  also  Abram,'^  married  his 
daughter  —  was  dead  already ;  and  Nahor  remained 
behind  (Gen.  xi.  31).  In  Haran  Terah  died;  and 
Abram,  now  the  head  of  the  family,  received  a 
second  call,  and  with  it  the  promise.''    His  promise 


&  Nicolaus  was  a  contemporary  and  fevorite  of  Herod 
the  Great  and  Augustus.  The  quotation  is  probably 
from  an  Universal  History,  said  to  have  contained  144 
books. 

c  "  lacah  "  (in  Gen.  xi.  29)  is  generally  supposed  to 
be  the  same  person  as  Sarai.  That  Abram  calls  her 
hia  "  sister  "  is  not  conclusiTe  against  it ;  for  see  xir. 
16,  where  Lot  is  called  his  "  brother." 

<!  It  is  expressly  stated  in  the  Acts  (vll.  4)  that 
Abram  quitted  Haran  after  his  father's  death.  This 
is  supposed  to  be  inconsistent  with  the  statements  that 
Terah  was  70  years  old  at  the  birth  of  Abram  (Gen. 
xi.  26) ;  that  he  died  at  the  age  of  205  (Gen.  xi.  32; 
and  that  Abram  was  75  years  old  when  he  left  Haran : 
hence  it  would  seem  to  follow  that  Abram  migrated 
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was  two-fold,  containing  botli  a  temporal  and  spir- 
itual blessing,  the  one  of  which  was  the  type  and 
earnest  of  the  other.  The  temporal  promise  was, 
that  he  should  become  a  great  and  prosperous  na<- 
tion ;  the  spiritual,  that  in  him  "  should  all  families 
of  the  earth  be  blessed"  (Gen.  xii.  2). 

Abram  appears  to  have  entered  Canaan,  as  Jacob 
afterwards  did,  along  the  valley  of  the  Jabbok ;  for 
he  crossed  at  once  into  the  rich  plain  of  Moreh, 
near  Sichem,  and  under  Ebal  and  Gerizim.  There, 
in  one  of  the  most  fertile  spots  of  the  land,  he  re- 
ceived the  first  distinct  promise  of  his  future  inher- 
itance (Gen.  xii.  7),  and  built  his  first  altar  to 
God-  "  Tlie  Canaanite  "  (it  is  noticed)  "  was  then 
in  the  laud,"  and  probably  would  view  the  strangers 
of  the  warlike  north  with  no  friendly  eyes.  Ac- 
cordingly Abi"am  made  his  second  resting-place  in 
the  strong  mountain  country,  the  key  of  the  various 
passes,  between  Bethel  and  Ai.  There  he  would 
dwell  securely,  till  famine  drove  him  into  the  richer 
and  more  cultivated  land  of  Egypt. 

That  his  history  is  no  ideal  or  heroic  legend,  is 
very  clearly  shown,  not  merely  by  the  record  of  his 
deceit  as  to  Sarai,  practiced  in  Egypt  and  repeated 
afterwards,  but  much  more  by  the  clear  description 
of  its  utter  failure,  and  the  humiUating  position  in 
which  it  placed  him  in  comparison  with  Pharaoh, 
and  still  more  with  Abimelech.  That  he  should 
have  felt  afraid  of  such  a  civilized  and  imposing 
power  as  Egj-pt  even  at  that  time  evidently  was, 
is  consistent  enough  with  the  Arab  nature  as  it  is 
now;  that  he  should  have  sought  to  guard  himself 
by  deceit,  especially  of  that  kind  which  is  true  in 
word  and  false  in  effect,  is  unfortunately  not  at  all 
incompatible  with  a  generally  rehgious  character; 
but  that  such  a  story  should  have  been  framed  in 
an  ideal  description  of  a  saint  or  hero  is  inconceiv- 
able. 

The  period  of  his  stay  in  Egypt  is  not  recorded, 
but  it  is  from  this  time  that  his  wealth  and  power 
appear  to  have  begim  (Gen.  xiii.  2).  If  the  domin- 
ion of  the  Hyksos  in  Memphis  is  to  be  referred  to 
this  epoch,  as  seems  not  improbable  [Egypt],  then, 
since  they  were  akin  to  the  Hebrews,  it  is  not  im- 
possible that  Abram  may  have  taken  part  in  their 
war  of  conquest,  and  so  have  had  another  recom- 
mendation to  the  favor  of  Pharaoh. 

On  his  return,  the  very  fact  of  this  growing 
wealth  and  importance  caused  the  separation  of  Ijot 
and  his  portion  of  the  tribe  from  Abram.  Ijst's 
departure  to  the  rich  country  of  Sodom  implied  a 
wish  to  quit  the  nomadic  life  and  settle  at  once; 
Abram,  on  the  contrary,  was  content  still  to  "  dwell 
in  tents"  and  wait  for  the  promised  time  (Heb. 
xi.  9).  Probably  till  now  he  had  looked  on  I/)t  as 
his  heir,  and  his  separation  from  him  was  a  Prov- 
idential preparation  for  the  future.  From  this  time 
he  took  up  his  third  resting-pLoce  at  Mamre,  or 
Hebron,  the  future  capital  of  Judah,  situated  in 
the  direct  line  of  communication  with  Egypt,  a:id 
opening  down  to  the  wilderness  and  pasture  land 
of  Beersheba.  This  very  position,  so  different  from 
the  mountain-fastness  of  Ai,  marks  the  change  in 
the  numbers  and  powers  of  his  tribe. 

The  history  of  his  attack  on  Chedorlaomer,  which 

trom  Ilaran  in  his  father's  lifetime.  Various  explan- 
ations have  been  given  of  this  difficulty ;  the  most 
probable  is,  that  the  statement  in  Gen.  xi.  26,  that 
Terah  was  70  years  old  when  he  begat  his  three  chil- 
dren, applies  only  to  the  oldest,  Ilanin,  and  that  the 
births  of  his  two  younger  children  belonged  to  a  sub 
sequent  period  [Chbonoukit]. 
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follows,  gives  us  a  specimen  of  the  view  which 
would  be  taken  of  him  by  the  external  world.  By 
the  way  in  which  it  speaks  of  him  as  "  Abram  the 
Hebrew,"  «  it  would  seem  to  be  an  older  document, 
a  fragment  of  Canaanitish  history  (as  Ewald  cails 
it),  preserved  and  sanctioned  by  Moses.  The  inva- 
sion was  clearly  another  northern  immigration  or 
foray,  for  the  chiefs  or  kings  were  of  Shinar  (Babv- 
lonia),  Ellasar  (Assyria?),  Elam  (Persia),  &c. ;  that 
it  was  not  the  first,  is  evident  from  the  vassalage 
of  the  kings  of  the  cities  of  the  plain ;  and  it  ex- 
tended (see  Gen.  xiv.  5-7)  far  to  the  south  over  a 
wide  tract  of  country.  Abram  appears  here  as  the 
head  of  a  small  confederacy  of  chiefs,  powerful 
enough  to  venture  on  a  long  pursuit  to  the  head  of 
the  valley  of  the  Jordan,  to  attack  with  success  a 
large  force,  and  not  only  to  rescue  Lot,  but  to  roll 
back  for  a  time  the  stream  of  northern  immigra- 
tion. His  high  position  is  seen  in  the  gratitude 
of  the  people,  and  the  dignity  with  which  he  refuses 
the  character  of  a  hireling ;  that  it  did  not  elate 
him  above  measure,  is  evident  from  his  reverence 
to  Melchizedek,  in  whom  he  recognized  one  whose 
call  was  equal  and  consecrated  rank  superior  to  his 
own  [Melchizedek]. 

(H.)  The  second  period  of  Abram's  life  is  marked 
by  the  fresh  revelation,  which,  without  further 
unfolding  the  spiritual  promise,  completes  the  tem- 
poral one,  already  in  course  of  fulfillment.  It  first 
announced  to  him  that  a  child  of  his  own  should 
inherit  the  promise,  and  that  his  seed  should  be  as 
the  "stars  of  heaven."  This  promise,  unlike  the 
other,  appeared  at  his  age  contrary  to  nature,  and 
therefore  it  is  on  this  occasion  that  his  faith  is 
specially  noted,  as  accepted  and  "counted  for  right- 
eousness." Accordingly,  he  now  passed  into  a  new 
position,  for  not  only  is  a  fuller  revelation  given  as 
to  the  captivity  of  his  seed  in  Egypt,  the  time  of 
their  deliverance,  and  their  conquest  of  the  land, 
"  when  the  iniquity  of  the  Amorites  was  full,"  but 
after  his  solemn  burnt-offering  the  visible  ap{)ear- 
ance  of  God  in  fire  is  vouchsafed  to  him  as  a  sign, 
and  he  enters  into  covenant  with  the  I^rd  (Gen. 
XV.  18).  This  covenant,  hke  the  earlier  one  with 
Noah  (Gen.  ix.  9-17),  is  one  of  free  promise  from 
God,  faith  only  in  that  promise  being  required  from 
man. 

The  immediate  consequence  was  the  taking  of 
Hagar,  Sarai's  maid,  to  be  a  concubine  of  Abram 
(as  a  means  for  the  fulfillment  of  the  promise  of 
seed),  and  the  conception  of  Ishmael. 

(III.)  For  fourteen  years  after,  no  more  is  re- 
corded of  Abram,  who  seems  during  all  that  period 
to  have  dwelt  at  Mamre.  After  that  time,  in 
Abram's  99th  year,  the  last  step  in  the  revelation 
of  the  promise  is  made,  by  the  declaration  that  it 
should  be  given  to  a  son  of  Sarai ;  and  at  the  same 
time  the  temporal  and  spiritual  elements  are  dis- 
tinguished ;  Ishmael  can  share  only  the  one,  Isaac 
is  to  enjoy  the  other.  The  covenant,  which  before 
was  only  for  temporal  inheritance  (Gen.  xv.  18),  is 
now  made  "everlasting,"  and  sealed  by  circum- 
cision. This  new  state  is  marked  by  the  change 
of  Abram's  name  to  "Abraham,"  and  Sarai's  to 
"  Sarah,"  >>  and  it  was  one  of  far  greater  acquaint- 


«  'O  iKpaTTjs,  LXX.  If  this  sense  oT  the  word  be 
taken,  it  strengthens  the  supposition  noticed.  In  any 
case,  the  name  is  that  applied  to  the  Israelites  by  for- 
eigners, or  used  by  them  of  themselves  only  in  speak- 
ing to  foreigners :  see  Uebriw. 

6  The  original  name  *'1}D  is  uncertain  in  dcriva- 
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ance  and  intercourse  with  God.  For,  immediately 
after,  we  read  of  the  Lord's  appearance  to  Abraham 
in  human  form,  attended  by  two  angels,  the  minis- 
ters of  His  wrath  against  Sodom,  of  His  announce- 
ment of  the  coming  judgment  to  Abraham,  and 
acceptance  of  his  intercession  for  the  condemned 
cities."  The  whole  record  stands  alone  in  Scripture 
for  the  simple  and  familiar  intercourse  of  God  with 
him,  contrasting  strongly  with  the  vaguer  and 
more  awful  descriptions  of  previous  appearances 
(see  e.  g.  xv.  12),  and  with  those  of  later  times 
((ien.  xxviii.  17,  xxxii.  30;  Ex.  iii.  6,  &c.).  And 
corresponding  with  this  there  is  a  perfect  absence 
of  all  fear  on  Abraham's  part,  and  a  cordial  and 
reverent  joy,  which,  more  than  anything  else,  recalls 
the  time  past  when  "  the  voice  of  the  Lord  God 
was  heard,  walking  in  the  garden  in  the  cool  of  the 
day." 

Strangely  unworthy  of  this  exalted  position  as 
the  "  Friend "  and  intercessor  with  God,  is  the 
repetition  of  the  falsehood  as  to  Sai-ah  in  the  land 
of  the  Philistmes  (Gen.  xx.).  It  was  the  first  time 
he  had  come  in  contact  with  that  tribe  or  collection 
of  tribes,  which  stretched  along  the  coast  almost  to 
the  borders  of  Egypt;  a  race  apparently  of  lords 
ruling  over  a  conquered  population,  and  another 
example  of  that  series  of  immigrations  which  ap- 
pear to  have  taken  place  at  this  time.  It  seems, 
from  Abraham's  excuse  for  his  deceit  on  this  occa- 
sion, as  if  there  had  been  the  idea  in  his  mind  that 
all  arms  may  be  used  against  unbelievers,  who,  it 
is  assumed,  have  no  "fear  of  God,"  or  sense  of 
right.  If  so,  the  rebuke  of  Abimelech,  by  its  dig- 
nity and  its  clear  recognition  of  a  God  of  justice, 
must  have  put  him  to  manifest  shame,  and  taught 
him  that  others  also  were  servants  of  the  Lord. 

This  period  again,  like  that  of  the  sojourn  in 
Egj-pt,  was  one  of  growth  in  power  and  wealth,  as 
the  respect  of  Abimelech  and  his  alarm  for  the 
future,  so  natural  in  the  chief  of  a  race  of  conquer- 
ing invaders,  very  clearly  shows.  Abram's  settle- 
ment at  Beersheba,  on  the  borders  of  the  desert, 
near  the  Amalekite  plunderers,  shows  both  that  he 
needed  room,  and  was  able  to  protect  himself  and 
his  flocks. 

The  birth  of  Isaac  crowns  his  happiness,  and 
fulfills  the  first  great  promise  of  God ;  and  the  ex- 
pulsion of  Ishmael,  painful  as  it  was  to  him,  and 
vindictive  as  it  seems  to  have  been  on  Sarah's  part, 
was  yet  a  step  in  the  education  which  was  to  teach 
him  to  give  up  all  for  the  one  great  otyect.  The 
symbolical  meaning  of  the  act  (drawn  out  in  Gal. 


tion  and  meaning.  Gesenius  renders  it  "nobility," 
bom  ttie  same  root  as  "  Sarah  "  ;  Ewald  by  "  quarrel- 
some "  (from  the  root  rT^tZ?.  in  sense  of  "  to  fight "). 

The  name  Sarah,  iTIC!?,  is  certainly  "  princess." 

a  Tradition  still  points  out  the  supposed  site  of  this 
appearance  of  the  Lord  to  Abraham.  About  a  mile 
from  Hebron  is  a  beautiful  and  massive  oak,  which 
Btill  bears  Abraham's  name.  The  residence  of  the 
patriarch  was  called  "  the  oaks  of  Mamre,"  errone- 
»usly  translated  in  A.  V.  "  the  plain  "  of  Mamre  (Gen. 
.dii.  18,  xviii.  1);  but  it  is  doubtful  whether  this  is 
the  exact  spot,  since  the  tradition  in  the  time  of  Jo- 
sephus  (B.  J.  iv.  9,  §  7)  was  attached  to  a  terebinth. 
This  tree  no  longer  remains.;  but  there  is  no  doubt 
that  it  stood  within  the  ancient  enclosure,  which  is 
still  called  "Abraham's  House."  A  fair  was  held 
beneath  it  in  the  time  of  Constantine,  and  it  remained 
to  the  time  of  Theodosius.  (Robinson,  ii.  81,  ed. 
1856;  Stanley,  S.  ^  P.  p.  143.) 
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iv.  21-31)  could  not  have  been  wholly  unfelt  by 
the  patriarch  himself,  so  far  as  it  involved  the  sense 
of  the  spiritual  nature  of  the  promise,  and  carried 
out  the  fore-ordained  will  of  God. 

(IV.)  Again  for  a  long  period  (25  years,  Joseph. 
Ant.  i.  13,  §  2)  the  history  is  silent:  then  comes 
the  final  trial  and  perfection  of  his  faith  in  the 
command  to  offer  up  the  child  of  his  afflictions  and 
of  God's  promise.  The  trial  lay,  first  in  the 
preciousness  of  the  sacrifice,  and  the  perjilexity  in 
which  the  command  involved  the  fulfillment  of  the 
promise;  secondly,  in  the  strangeness  of  the  com- 
mand to  violate  the  human  life,  of  which  the  sa- 
credness  had  been  enforced  by  God's  special  com- 
mand (Gen.  ix.  5,  G),  as  well  as  by  the  feeUngs  of 
a  father.  To  these  trials  he  rose  superior  by  faith, 
that  "  God  was  able  to  raise  Isaac  even  from  the 
dead"  (Ileb.  xi.  19),  probably  through  the  same 
faith  to  which  our  Lord  refers,  that  God  had 
promised  to  be  the  "  God  of  Isaac  "  (Gen.  xvii.  19), 
and  that  he  was  not  "  a  God  of  the  dead,  but  of 
the  living."  * 

It  is  remarkable  that,  in  the  blessing  given  to 
him  now,  the  original  spiritual  promise  is  repeated 
for  the  first  time  since  his  earhest  call,  and  in  the 
same  words  then  used.  But  the  promise  that  "  in 
his  seed  all  nations  should  be  blessed  "  would  be 
now  understood  very  diflTerently,  and  felt  to  be  far 
above  the  temporal  promise,  in  which,  perhaps,  at 
first  it  seemed  to  be  absorbed.  It  can  hardly  be 
wrong  to  refer  preeminently  to  this  epoch  the  de- 
claration, that  Abraham  "saw  the  day  of  Christ 
and  was  glad  "  (.John  viii.  56). 

The  history  of  Abraham  is  now  all  but  over, 
though  his  life  was  prolonged  for  nearly  50  years. 
The  only  other  incidents  are  the  death  and  burial 
of  Sarah,  the  marriage  of  Isaac  with  Ilebekah,  and 
that  of  Abraham  with  Keturah. 

The  death  of  Sarah  took  place  at  Kirjath  Arba, 
i.  e.  Hebron,  so  that  Abraham  must  have  returned 
from  Beersheba  to  his  old  and  more  peaceful  home. 
In  the  history  of  her  burial,  the  most  notable 
points  are  the  respect  paid  to  the  power  and  char- 
acter of  Abraham,  as  a  mighty  prince,  and  the 
exceeding  modesty  and  courtesy  of  his  demeanor. 
It  is  sufficiently  striking  that  the  only  inheritance 
of  his  family  in  the  land  of  promise  should  be  a 
tomb.  The  sepulchral  cave  of  Machpelah  is  now 
said  to  be  concealed  under  the  Mosque  of  Hebron 
(see  Stanley,  S.  <f  P.  p.  101).     [Hebron.] 

The  marriage  of  Isaac,  so  far  as  Abraham  ia 
concerned,  marks  his  utter  refusal  to  ally  his  son 
with  the  polluted  and  condemned  blood  of  the  Ca- 
naanites. 

The  marriage  with  Keturah  is  the  strangest  and 
most  unexpected  event  recorded  in  his  life,  Abra- 
ham having  long  ago  been  spoken  of  as  an  old  man ; 
but  his  youth  having  been  restored  before  the  birth 
of  Isaac,  must  have  remained  to  him,  and  Isaac's 


6  The  scene   of  the  sacrifice  is,  according  to  our 
present  text,  and  to  Josephus,  the  land  of  "  Moriah," 

or  n^mtt,  chosen  by  Jehovah,  Ges.  (comp.  the  name 
"  Jehovah-Jireh  ").  The  Samaritan  Pentateuch  has 
"  Moreh,"  m^Q  ;  the  LXX.  render  the  word  here  by 
Tjji'  ii/zTjAiji',  the  phrase  used  for  what  is  undoubtedly 
"  Moreh  "  in  xii.  6,  whereas  in  2  Chr.  iii.  they  render 
"  Moriah  "  by  'A/x<opi'a :  they  therefore  probably  read 
"  Moreh  "  also.  The  fact  of  the  three  days'  journey 
from  Beersheba  suits  Moreh  better  (see  Stanley's  S.  ^ 
P.  p.  251) ;  other  considerations  seem  in  favor  of  Mo- 
riah.    [Moriah.] 
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marriage  having  taken  his  son  comparatively  away, 
may  have  induced  him  to  seek  a  wife  to  be  the 
support  of  his  old  age.  Keturah  held  a  lower  rank 
than  Sarah,  and  her  children  were  sent  away,  lest 
they  should  dispute  the  inheritance  of  Isaac,  Abra- 
ham having  learnt  to  do  voluntarily  in  their  case 
what  had  been  forced  upon  him  in  the  case  of  Ish- 
mael. 

Abraham  died  at  the  age  of  175  years,  and  his 
sons,  the  heir  Isaac,  and  the  outcast  Ishmael,  united 
to  lay  hiin  in  the  cave  of  Machpelah  by  the  side 
of  Sarah. 

His  descendants  were  (1)  the  Israelites;  (2)  a 
branch  of  the  Arab  tribes  through  Ishmael;  (3) 
the  "  children  of  the  East,"  of  whom  the  Midian- 
ites  were  the  chief;  (4)  perhaps  (as  cognate  tribes), 
the  nations  of  Amnion  and  Moab  (see  these  names) ; 
and  through  their  various  branches  his  name  is 
known  all  over  Asia.  A.  B. 

*  On  Abraham,  see  particularly  Ewald,  Gesch. 
i.  409-439, 2e  Aufl.;  Kurtz,  Gesch.  des  A.  Bundti, 
2e  Aufl.,  i.  160-215;  and  Stanley,  Led.  mi  the 
Hist  of  the  Jetoish  Church,  Part  I.,  Lect.  i.,  ii. 
The  Jewish  legends  respecting  him  have  been  col- 
lected by  Beer,  Leben  Abruhums  nach  Auffassung 
dtr  jiidischen  Sage,  Leipz.  1859  ;  see  also  Eisen- 
menger's  Entdecktes  Jvdenthum.  A. 

ABRAHAMS  BOSOM.  During  the  Ro- 
man occupation  of  Jud»a,  at  least,  the  practice  of 
reclining  on  couches  at  meals  was  customary  among 
the  Jews.  As  each  guest  leaned  upon  his  left 
arm,  his  neighbor  next  below  him  would  naturally 
be  described  as  Ijing  in  his  bosom ;  and  such  a  po- 
sition with  respect  to  the  master  of  the  house  was 
one  of  especial  honor,  and  only  occupied  by  his 
nearest  friends  (John  i.  18,  xiii.  23).  To  lie  in 
Abraham's  bosom,  then,  was  a  metaphor  in  use 
among  the  Jews  to  denote  a  condition  after  death 
of  perfect  happiness  and  rest,  and  a  position  of 
friendship  and  nearness  to  the  great  founder  of 
their  race,  when  they  shall  lie  down  on  his  right 
hand  at  the  banquet  of  Paradise,  "  with  Abraham, 
and  Isaac,  and  Jacob,  in  the  kingdom  of  heaven  " 
(Matt.  viii.  11).  That  the  expression  was  in  use 
among  the  Jews  is  shown  by  Lightfoot  {Hoi-.  Heb. 
in  Luc.  xvi.  22),  who  quot«s  a  passage  from  the 
Talmud  {Kiddushin,  fol.  72),  which,  according  to 
his  interpretation,  represents  Levi  as  saying  in 
reference  to  the  death  of  Kabbi  Judah,  "  to-day  he 
dwelleth  in  Abraham's  bosom."  The  future  bless- 
edness of  the  just  was  represented  under  the  figure 
of  a  banquet,  "  the  banquet  of  the  garden  of  Eden 
or  Paradise."  See  Schoettgen,  Hor.  Heb.  in  Matt. 
viii.  11.    [Lazakus.]  W.  A.  W. 

A'BRAM.     [Abraham.] 

ABRO'NAH    (n3""1?y     [passage],     from 

"ID'S?,  to  cross  over),  one  of  the  halting-places  of 
the  Israelites  in  the  desert,  immediately  preceding 
Ezion-geber,  and  therefore,  looking  to  the  root,  the 
name  may  possibly  retain  the  trace  of  a  ford  across 
the  head  of  the  Elanitic  Gulf.  In  the  A.  V.  it  is 
given  as  Ebronah  ('E^pw'f  i  [Vat.  Se/Spwa:]  ^^«- 
brona)  (Num.  xxxiii.  34,  35).  G. 

ABRO'NAS  ('Afipavar,  [Comp.  'Ap^wvat; 
Aid.  'Ap^ovat-  Mamlire']),  a  torrent  (xeina^ftos), 
apparently  near  Cilicia  [.ludg.  ii.  24  compared  with 
25] :  if  80,  it  may  possibly  be  the  Nnhr  Abraim, 
sr  Ibrahim,  the  ancient  Adonis,  which  rises  in  the 
[.«hanon  at  AJTca,  and  falls  into  the  sea  at  Jebeil 
(Byblos).     It  has,  however,  been  conjectured  (Mo- 
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vers,  Bonner  Zeits.  xiii.  38)  that  the  word  is  a  cor- 
ruption of  "insn  "^"yS  =  beyond  the  river  (Eu- 
phrates), which  has  just  before  been  mentioned;  a 
corruption  not  more  inconceivable  than  many  which 
actually  exist  in  the  LXX.  The  A.  V.  has  Afe- 
BONAi  (Jud.  ii.  24).  G. 

AB'SALOM  (mb272S,  father  of  peace: 

'A0€ffaa\d!fi  •■  Absalom),  third  son  of  David  by 
Maachah,  daughter  of  Talmai  king  of  Geshur,  a 
Syrian  district  adjoining  the  north-eastern  frontier 
of  the  Holy  Land  near  the  Lake  of  Merom.  He  is 
scarcely  mentioned  till  after  David  had  committed 
the  great  crime  which  by  its  consequences  embit- 
tered his  old  age,  and  then  appears  as  the  instru- 
ment by  whom  was  fulfilled  God's  threat  against  the 
sinful  king,  that  "  evil  should  be  raised  up  against 
him  out  of  his  own  house,  and  that  his  neighbor 
should  he  with  his  wives  in  the  sight  of  the  sun." 
In  the  latter  part  of  David's  reign,  polygamy  bore  its 
ordinary  fruits.  Not  only  is  his  sin  in  the  case  of 
Bathsheba  traceable  to  it,  since  it  naturally  suggests 
the  unlimited  indulgence  of  the  passions,  but  it  also 
brought  about  the  punishment  of  that  sin,  by  rais- 
ing up  jealousies  and  conflicting  claims  between  the 
sons  of  different  mothers,  each  apparently  living 
with  a  separate  house  and  estabUshment  (2  Sam. 
xiii.  8,  xiv.  24;  cf.  1  K.  vii.  8,  &c.).  Absalom 
had  a  sister  Tamar,  who  was  violated  by  her  half- 
brother  Amnon,  David's  eldest  son  by  Ahinoam, 
the  Jezreelitess.  The  king,  though  indignant  at  so 
great  a  crime,  would  not  punish  Amnon  because  he 
was  his  first-bom,  as  we  learn  from  the  words  /col 
oiiK  iKviniae  rh  irvevfia  'A/tj'aij'  rod  viov  avrov, 
'6ti  riydTra  avrSv,  8ti  irpayrdroKOs  ainov  ^v,  which 
are  found  in  the  LXX.  (2  Sam.  xiii.  21),  though 
wanting  in  the  Hebrew.  The  natural  avenger  of 
such  an  outrage  would  be  Tamar's  full  brother  Ab- 
salom, just  as  the  sons  of  Jacob  took  bloody  ven- 
geance for  their  sister  Dinah  (Gen.  xxxiv.).  He 
brooded  over  the  wrong  for  two  years,  and  then  in- 
vited all  the  princes  to  a  sheep-shearing  feast  at  his 
estate  in  Baal-hazor,  possibly  an  old  Canaanitish 
sanctuary  (as  we  infer  from  the  prefix  Baal),  on  the 
borders  of  Ephraim  and  lienjamin.  Here  he  or- 
dered his  servants  to  murder  Anmon,  and  then  fled 
for  safety  to  his  father-in-law's  court  at  Geshur, 
where  he  remained  for  three  years.  David  was  over- 
whelmed by  this  accumulation  of  family  sorrows, 
thus  completed  by  separation  from  his  favorite 
son,  whom  he  thought  it  impossible  to  pardon  or 
recall.  But  he  was  brought  back  by  an  artifice  of 
Joab,  who  sent  a  woman  of  Tekoah  (afterwards 
known  as  the  birthplace  of  the  prophet  Amos)  to  en- 
treat the  king's  interference  in  a  supposititious  case 
similar  to  Absalom's.  Having  persuaded  David  to 
prevent  the  avenger  of  blood  from  pursuing  a  young 
man,  who,  she  said,  had  slain  his  brother,  she 
adroitly  applied  his  assent  to  the  recall  of  Absalom, 
and  urged  him,  as  he  had  thus  yielded  the  general 
principle,  to  "fetch  home  his  banished."  David 
did  80,  but  would  not  see  Absalom  for  two  more 
years,  though  he  allowed  him  to  live  in  Jerusalem. 
At  last  wearied  with  delay,  perceiving  that  his 
triumph  was  only  half  complete,  and  that  his  ex- 
clusion from  court  interfered  with  the  ambitious 
schemes  which  he  was  forming,  fancying  too  that 
suliicient  exertions  were  not  made  in  his  favor,  the 
impetuous  young  man  sent  his  servants  to  burn  a 
field  of  com  near  his  own,  belonging  to  Joab,  thus 
doing  as  Samson  had  done  (Judg.  xv.  4).     There- 
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upon  Joab,  probably  dreading  some  further  outrage 
from  his  violence,  brought  him  to  his  father,  from 
whom  he  received  the  kiss  of  reconciliation.  Ab- 
salom now  began  at  once  to  prepare  for  rebellion, 
urged  to  it  partly  by  his  own  restless  wickedness, 
partly  perhaps  by  the  fear  lest  IJathsheba's  child 
slioulJ  supplant  him  in  the  succession,  to  which  he 
would  feel  himself  entitled  as  of  royal  birth  on  his 
mother's  side  as  well  as  his  father's,  and  as  being 
now  David's  eldest  surviving  son,  since  we  may  in- 
fer that  the  second  son  Chileab  was  dead,  from  no 
mention  being  made  of  him  after  2  Sam.  iii.  3.  It 
is  harder  to  account  for  his  temjwrary  success,  and 
the  immuient  danger  which  befell  so  powerful  a  gov- 
ernment as  his  father's.  The  sin  with  Jiathsheba 
had  probably  weakened  David's  moral  and  religious 
hold  upon  the  people ;  and  as  he  grew  older  he  may 
have  become  less  attentive  to  individual  complaints, 
and  that  personal  administration  of  justice  which 
was  one  of  an  eastern  king's  chief  duties.  For  Ab- 
salom tried  to  supplant  his  father  by  courting  pop- 
ularity, standing  in  the  gate,  conversing  with  every 
suitor,  lamenting  the  dithculty  which  he  would  find 
in  getting  a  hearing,  "  putting  forth  his  hand  and 
kissing  any  man  who  came  nigh  to  do  him  obei- 
sance." He  also  maintained  a  splendid  retinue 
(xv.  1),  and  was  admired  for  his  personal  beauty 
and  the  luxuriant  growth  of  his  hair,  on  grounds 
similar  to  those  which  had  made  Saul  acceptable 
(1  Sam.  X.  23).  It  is  probable,  too,  that  the  great 
tribe  of  Judah  had  taken  some  offense  at  David's 
government,  perhaps  ftx)m  finding  themselves  com- 
pletely merged  in  one  united  Israel;  and  that  they 
hoped  secretly  for  preeminence  under  the  less  wise 
and  liberal  rule  of  his  son.  Thus  Absalom  selects 
Hebron,  the  old  capital  of  Judah  (now  supplanted 
by  Jerusalem),  as  the  scene  of  the  outbreak;  Amasa 
his  chief  captain,  and  Ahithophel  of  Giloh  his  prin- 
cipal counsellor,  are  both  of  Judah,  and  after  the 
rebellion  was  crushed  we  see  signs  of  ill-feeling 
between  Judah  and  the  other  tribes  (xix.  41).  But 
whatever  the  .causes  may  have  been,  Absalom 
raised  the  standard  of  revolt  at  Hebron  after  foHy 
years,  as  we  now  read  in  2  Sam.  xv.  7,  which  it 
seems  better  to  consider  a  false  reading  for  fuuv 
(the  number  actually  given  by  Josephas),  than  to 
interpret  of  the  fortieth  year  of  David's  reign  (see 
Gerlach,  in  loco,  and  Ewald,  Geschichte,  iii.  217). 
The  revolt  was  at  first  completely  successful ;  David 
fled  from  his  capital  over  the  Jordan  to  JIahanaim 
in  Gilead,  where  Jacob  had  seen  the  "  Two  Hosts  " 
of  the  angeUc  vision,  and  where  Abner  had  rallied 
the  Israelites  round  Saul's  dynasty  in  the  person  of 
the  unfortunate  Ishbosheth.  Absalom  occupied  Je- 
rusalem, and  by  the  advice  of  Ahithophel,  who  saw 
that  for  such  an  unnatural  rebellion  war  to  the 
knife  was  the  best  security,  took  possession  of 
David's  harem,  in  which  he  had  left  ten  concubines. 
This  was  considered  to  imply  a  formal  assumption 
of  all  his  father's  royal  rights  (cf.  the  conduct  ot 
Adonijah,  1  K.  ii.  13  ff.,  and  of  Smerdis  the  Ma- 
gian,  Herod,  iii.  68),  and  was  also  a  fulfillment  of 
Nathan's  prophecy  (2  Sam.  xii.  11).  But  David 
had  left  friends  who  watched  over  his  interests. 
The  vigorous  counsels  of  Ahithophel  were  afterwards 
rejected  through  the  crafty  advice  of  Hushai,  who 
insinuated  himself  into  Absalom's  confidence  to 
work  his  ruin,  and  Ahithophel  himself,  seeing  his 
ambitious  hopes  frustrated,  and  another  preferred 
by  the  man  for  whose  sake  he  had  turned  traitor, 
went  home  to  Giloh  and  committed  suicide.  At 
last,  after  being  solemnly  anointed  king  at  Jerusa- 
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lem  (xix.  10),  and  lingering  there  far  longer  than  was 
exjjedient,  Absalom  crossed  the  Jordan  to  attack  his 
father,  who  by  this  time  had  rallied  round  him  a 
considerable  force,  whereas  had  Ahithophel's  advice 
been  followed,  he  would  probably  have  been  crushed 
at  once.  A  decisive  battle  was  fought  in  GUead, 
in  the  wood  of  Ephraim,  so  called,  according  to 
Gerlach  ( Comm.  in  loco),  from  the  great  defeat  of 
the  l'2phraimites  (Judg.  xii.  4,  or  perhaps  from 
the  connection  of  Ephraim  with  the  trans-Jordanic 
half-tribe  of  Manasseh  (Stanley,  S.  ami  P.  p. 
323).  Here  Absalom's  forces  were  totally  defeated, 
and  as  he  himself  was  escaping,  his  long  hair  was 
entangled  in  the  branches  of  a  terebinth,  where  he 
was  left  hanging  while  the  mule  on  which  he  was 
riding  ran  away  from  under  him.  Here  he  was 
dispatched  by  Joab,  in  spite  of  the  prohibition  of 
David,  who,  loving  him  to  the  last,  had  desired  that 
his  life  might  be  spared,  and  when  he  heard  of  his 
death,  lamented  over  him  in  the  pathetic  words, 
0  my  son  Absalom !  tcould  God  J  hud  died  for 
thee !  0  Absalom,  my  son,  my  son !  He  was 
buried  in  a  great  pit  in  the  forest,  and  the  con- 
querors threw  stones  over  his  grave,  an  old  proof 
of  bitter  hostility  (Josh.  vii.  26).«  The  sacred 
historian  contrasts  this  dishonored  burial  with  the 
tomb  which  Absalom  had  raised  in  the  Kiny's  dale 
(comp.  Gen.  xiv.  17)  for  the  three  sons  whom  he 
had  lost  (comp.  2  Sam.  xviii.  18,  with  xiv.  27),  and 
where  he  probably  had  intended  that  his  own  re- 
mains should  be  laid.  Josephus  {Ant.  vii.  10,  §  3) 
mentions  the  piUar  of  Abs^-Uom  as  situate  2  stadia 
from  Jerusalem.  An  existing  monument  in  the 
valley  of  Jehoshaphat  just  outside  Jerusalem  bears 
the  name  of  the  Tomb  of  Absalom ;  but  the  Ionic 
pillars  which  surround  its  base  show  that  it  belongs 
to  a  much  later  period,  even  if  it  be  a  tomb  at  all. 

G.  E.  L.  C. 


The  so-called  Tomb  of  Absalom. 

AB'SALOM  {'K&tffcr6Xa)ixos\   [Comp.  Alex. 
' A.\\ia.\o)fios,  and  so  Sin.  1  M.  xiii.:]    Absobmus, 


a  *  The  same  custom  of  heaping  tip  stones  as  a 
mark  of  detestation  and  ignominy  over  the  graves  of 
perpetrators  of  crimes,  is  still  observed  in  the  lands 
of  the  Bible.  For  illustrations  of  this,  see  Thomson'!- 
Land  and  Book,  ii.  234,  and  Bonar's  Mission  of  En 
quiry  to  the  Jews,  p.  318.  H 
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Ahtalomus),  the  father  of  Mattathias  (1  Mace.  xi. 
70)  and  Jonathan  (1  Mace.  xiii.  11). 

B.  F.  W. 

AB'SALON  ('A^fo'O'aA.fifi :  Abesahm).  An 
ambassador  with  John  from  the  Jews  to  Lysiaa, 
chief  governor  of  Coele-Sj-ria  and  Phoenice  (2 
Mace.  xi.  17).  W.  A.  W. 

ABU 'BUS  i'APovPos:  Abobus).  Father  of 
Ptolemeus,  who  was  captain  of  the  plain  of  Jericho, 
and  son-in-law  to  Simon  Maccabseus  (1  Mace.  xvi. 
11.  15).  W.  A.  W. 

*  ABYSS.     [Deep,  the.]  H. 

ACATAN  ('A/coT<{j':  Eccttan).  Hakkatan 
(1  i:sdr.  viii.  38).  W.  A.  W. 

ACCAD  ("T2S  [fortress  according  to  Fiirst] : 
'Apx«5:  Achad),  one  of  the  cities  in  the  land  of 
8hinar  —  the  others  beuig  Babel,  Erech,  and  Cal- 
neh  —  which  were  the  beginning  of  Nimrod's  king- 
dom (Gen.  X.  10).  A  great  many  coiyectures  have 
been  formed  as  to  its  identification :  —  1.  Following 
the  reading  of  the  oldest  version  (the  LXX.),  the 
river  Argaxles,  mentioned  by  ^lian  as  in  the  Per- 
sian part  of  Sittacene  beyond  the  Tigris,  has  been 
put  forward  (Hochart,  P'hal.  iv.  17).  But  this  is 
too  far  east.  2.  Sacada,  a  town  stated  by  Ptolemy 
to  have  stood  at  the  junction  of  the  Lycus  (Great 
Zab)  with  the  Tigris,  below  Nineveh  (Leclerc,  in 
Winer).  3.  A  district  "  north  of  Babylon  "  called 
'Akk^ttj  (Knobel,  Genesis,  p.  108).  4.  And  per- 
haps in  the  absence  of  any  remains  of  the  name  this 
has  the  greatest  show  of  evidence  in  its  favor,  Nisi- 
bis,  a  city  on  the  Khabour  river  still  retaining  its 
name  {Nisibin),  and  situated  at  the  N.  E.  part  of 
Mesopotamia,  about  150  miles  east  of  Orfa,  and 
midway  between  it  and  Nineveh.  We  have  the  tes- 
timony of  Jerome  ( Onoiiuisticoii,  Achad),  that  it 
w  as  the  belief  of  the  Jews  of  his  day  (Ilebrcei  dicunt) 
that  Nisibis  was  Accad ;  a  belief  confirmed  by  the 
renderings  of  the  Targums  of  Jerusalem  and  Pseu- 
do-Jonathan (^"'2'^^3),   and   of  Ephraem   Syrus; 

and  also  by  the  fact  that  the  ancient  name  of  Ni- 
sibis was  Acar  (Kosenmiiller,  ii.  29),  which  is  the 
word  given  m  the  e.arly  Peshito  version  i.3j,  and 

also  occurring  in  three  MSS.  of  the  Ommasticon 
of  Jerome.  (See  the  note  to  "  Achad "  in  the 
edition  of  Jerome,  Ven.  1767,  vol.  iii.  p.  127.) 

The  theory  deduced  by  Rawlinson  from  the  latest 
Assj-rian  researches  is,  that  "  Akkad "  was  the 
name  of  the  "  great  primitive  Hamite  race  who  in- 
habited Babylonia  from  the  earliest  time,"  who 
originated  the  arts  and  sciences,  and  whose  language 
was  "  the  great  parent  stock  from  which  the  trunk 
stream  of  the  Semitic  tongues  sprang."  "  In  the 
inscriptions  of  Sargon  the  name  of  Akkad  is  ap- 
pUed  to  the  Armenian  mountains  instead  of  the 
vernacular  title  of  Ararat."  (liawUnson,  in  Herod- 
otus, i.  319,  note.)  The  name  of  the  city  is  be- 
lieved to  have  been  discovered  in  the  inscriptions 
under  the  form  Kimi  Akkad  (ibid.  p.  447).     G. 

AC'CARON.     [Ekkon.] 

AC'CHO  ('13^,  hot  sand  {■)):  •'Akxu,''Akv, 
Strabo ;  the  Ptolemais  of  the  Maccabees  and  N. 
T.),  now  called  Acca,  or  more  usually  by  Europeans, 
Saint  Jean  d'Acre,  the  most  important  sea-port 
town  on  the  Syrian  coast,  alxjut  30  miles  S.  of 
Tyre.  It  was  situated  on  a  slightly  projecting 
headland,  at  the  northern  extremity  of  that  spacious 
^»y  —  the  only  inlet  of  any  importance  along  the 
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whole  sea^board  of  Palestine  —  which  is  formed  by 
the  bold  promontory  of  Carmel  on  the  opjwsite  side. 
This  bay,  though  spacious  (the  distance  from  Accho 
to  Carmel  being  about  8  miles),  is  shallow  and  ex- 
posed, and  hence  Accho  itself  does  not  at  all  times 
oflTer  safe  harborage;  on  the  opposite  side  of  the 
bay,  however,  the  roadstead  of  Ilnifa,  immediately 
under  Carmel,  supplies  this  deficiency.  Inland  the 
hills,  which  from  Tyre  southwards  pi-ess  close  upon 
the  sea-shore,  gradually  recede,  leaving  in  the  imme- 
diate neighborhood  of  Accho  a  plain  of  remarkalile 
fertility  about  six  miles  broad,  and  watered  by  the 
small  river  Belus  {Nahr  Narnan),  which  discharges 
itself  into  the  sea  close  under  the  walls  of  the 
to^vn.  To  the  S.  E.  the  still  receding  heights 
afford  access  to  the  interior  in  the  direction  of  Sep- 
phoris.  Accho,  thus  fevorably  placed  in  command 
of  the  approaches  from  the  north,  both  by  sea  and 
land,  has  been  justly  termed  the  "  key  of  I'ales- 
tine." 

In  the  division  of  Canaan  among  the  tribes, 
Accho  fell  to  the  lot  of  Asher,  but  was  never 
wrested  ftvm  its  original  inhabitants  (Judg.  i.  31); 
and  hence  it  is  reckoned  among  the  cities  of 
Phoenicia  (Strab.  ii.  134;  Plin.  v.  17;  Ptol.  v. 
15).  No  further  mention  is  made  of  it  in  the 
0.  T.  history,  nor  does  it  appear  to  have  risen  to 
much  importance  until  after  the  disraembennent 
of  the  Macedonian  empire,  when  its  proximity  to 
the  frontier  of  Syria  made  it  an  object  of  frequent 
contention.  Along  with  the  rest  of  Phoenicia  it 
fell  to  the  lot  of  Egypt,  and  was  named  Ptolemais, 
after  one  of  the  Ptolemies,  probably  Sotor,  who 
could  not  have  failed  to  see  its  importance  to  hia 
dominions  in  a  military  point  of  view.  In  the 
wars  that  ensued  between  SjTia  and  Egj-pt,  it  wa« 
taken  by  Antiochus  the  Great  (Ptol.  v.  62),  and 
attached  to  his  kingdom.  When  the  Maccabees 
established  themselves  in  Judaea,  it  became  the 
base  of  operations  against  them.  Simon  drove  his 
enemies  back  within  its  walls,  but  did  not  take  it 
(1  Mace.  V.  22).  Subsequently,  when  Alexander 
Balas  set  up  his  claim  to  the  Syrian  throne,  he 
could  offer  no  more  tempting  bait  to  secure  the  co- 
operation of  Jonathan  than  the  possession  of  Ptole- 
mais and  its  district  (1  Mace.  x.  39).  On  the  decay 
of  the  Syrian  power  it  was  one  of  the  few  cities 
of  Judaea  which  established  its  independence.  Al- 
exander Jannaeus  attacked  it  without  success. 
Cleopatra,  whom  he  had  summoned  to  his  assist- 
ance, took  it,  and  transferred  it,  with  her  daughter 
Selene,  to  the  Syrian  monarchy :  under  her  rule  it 
was  besieged  and  taken  by  Tigranes  (Joseph.  Ant. 
xiii.  12,  §2;  13,  §  2;  16,  §  4).  Ultimately  it 
passed  into  the  hands  of  the  Romans,  who  con- 
structed a  military  road  along  the  coast,  from 
Berytus  to  Sepphoris,  passing  through  it,  and  ele- 
vated it  to  the  rank  of  a  colony,  with  the  title 
Colonia  Claudii  Caesaris  (PUn.  v.  17).  The  only 
notice  of  it  in  the  N.  T.  is  in  connection  with  St. 
Paul's  passage  from  Tjre  to  Caesarea  (Acts  xxi.  7). 
Few  remains  of  antiquity  are  to  be  found  in  the 
modem  town.  The  original  name  has  alone  sur- 
vived all  the  changes  to  which  the  place  has  been 
exposed.  W.  L.  B. 

AC'COS  {'AKK^i-,  [Alex.  Aky«i,  Field:]  Ja- 
cob), father  of  John  and  grandfather  of  Eupolemus 
the  ambassador  from  Judas  Maccabaeus  to  Home  (1 
Mace.  viii.  17). 

AO'OOZ.     [Koz.] 

ACEL1>AMA    CAic<A8afie(;    Lachm.    [and 
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llsch.]  ([Sin.]  B)'A/c€\5o/tox:  Baceldama)\  j(u- 
tioy  o?/*aTOi,  "the  field  of  blood;  "  (Chald.  vf^H 

S!2'^),  the  name  given  by  the  Jews  of  Jerusalem 
to  a  "  field  "  {^(oploy)  near  Jerusalem  purchased 
by  Judas  with  the  money  which  he  received  for  the 
betrayal  of  Christ,  and  so  called  from  his  violent 
death  therein  (Acts  i.  19).  This  is  at  variance 
with  the  account  of  St.  Matthew  (xxvii.  8),  accord- 
ing to  which  the  "field  of  blood"  (ayphs  alfxaros^ 
was  purchased  by  the  Priests  with  the  30  pieces  of 
silver  after  they  had  been  cast  down  by  Judas,  as  a 
burial-place  for  strangers,  the  locality  being  well 
known  at  the  time  as  "the  field  of  the  Potter,"  " 
(jhv  ayphv  rod  Kfpaixews).  See  Alford's  notes  to 
Acts  i.  19.  And  accordingly  ecclesiastical  tradition 
appears  from  the  earUest  times  to  have  pointed  out 
two  distmct  (though  not  unvarying)  spota  as  re- 
ferred to  in  the  two  accounts.  In  Jerome's  time 
(Otiom.  Acheldama)  the  "ager  sanguinis"  was 
shown  "  ad  australem  *  plagam  montis  Sion."  Ar- 
culfus  (p.  4)  saw  the  "  large  Jig-tree  where  Judas 
hanged  himself,"  certainly  in  a  different  place  fi«m 
that  of  the  "small  field  (Aceldama)  where  the 
bodies  of  pilgrims  were  buried"  (p.  5).  Saewulf 
(p.  42)  was  sliown  Aceldama  "  next "  to  Gethsem- 
ane,  "  at  the  foot  of  Olivet,  near  the  sepulchres 
of  Simeon  and  Joseph "  (Jacob  and  Zacharias). 
In  the  "  Citez  de  Jherusalem  "  (Rob.  ii.  560)  the 
place  of  the  suicide  of  Judas  was  shown  as  a  stone 
arch,  apparently  inside  the  city,  and  giving  its 
name  to  a  street.  Sir  John  Maundeville  (p.  175) 
found  the  "eWer-tree"  of  Judas  "fast  by"  the 
'"image  of  Absalom; "  but  the  Aceldama  "on  the 
other  side  of  Mount  Sion  towards  the  south." 
Maundrell's  account  (p.  468-9)  agrees  with  this, 
and  so  does  the  large  map  of  Schultz,  on  which 
both  sites  are  marked.  The  Aceldama  still  retains 
its  ancient  position,  but  the  tree  of  Judas  has  been 
transferred  to  the  "  Hill  of  Evil  Counsel "  (Stanley, 
S.  <.f  P.  pp.  105,  186 ;  and  Barclay's  Map,  1857, 
and  "CfV?/,"  &c.  pp.  75,  208). 

Tlie  "  field  of  blood  "  is  now  shown  on  the  steep 
southern  face  of  the  valley  or  ra\ine  of  Hinnom, 
near  its  eastern  end ;  on  a  narrow  plateau  (Salz- 
mann.  Etude,  p.  22),  more  than  half  way  up  the 
hill-side.  Its  modern  name  is  Hak  ed-damm.  It 
is  separated  by  no  enclosure ;  a  few  venerable  olive- 
trees  (see  Ssilzmann's  photograph,  ^^  Champ  du 
sang  ")  occupy  part  of  it,  and  the  rest  is  covered  by 
a  ruined  square  edifice  —  half  built,  half  excavated 
—  which,  perhaps  originally  a  church  (Pauli,  in 
Ritter,  Pal.  p.  464),  was  in  Maundrell's  time  (p. 
468)  in  use  as  a  charnel-house,  and  which  the  latest 
conjectures  (Schultz,  Williams,  and  Barclay,  p.  207) 
propose  to  identify  with  the  tomb  of  Ananus  (Joseph. 
B.  J.  V.  12,  §  2).  It  was  believed  in  the  middle 
ages  that  the  soil  of  this  place  had  the  power  of  very 
rapidly  consuming  bodies  buried  in  it  (Sandys,  p. 
187),  and  in  consequence  either  of  this  or  of  the 
sanctity  of  the  spot,  great  quantities  of  the  earth 
irere  taken  away ;  amongst  others  by  the  Pisan  Cru- 


a  The  prophecy  referred  to  by  St.  Matthew,  Zecha- 
riah  (not  Jeremiah)  xi.  12,  13,  does  not  in  the  present 
state  of  the  Hebrew  text  agree  with  the  quotation  of 
the  EvangeUst.  The  Syriac  Version  omits  the  name 
altogether. 

b  Eusebius,  from  whom  Jerome  translated,  has  here 
fv  fiopeCoii.  This  may  be  a  clerical  error,  or  it  may 
add  another  to  the  many  instances  existing  of  the 
ihange  of  a  traditional  site  to  meet  circumstances. 
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saders  in  1218  for  their  Campo  Santo  at  Pisa,  and 
by  the  Empress  Helena  for  that  at  Rome  (Rob.  i. 
355;  Raumer,  p.  270).  Besides  the  charnel-house 
above  mentioned,  there  are  several  large  hollows  in 
the  ground  in  this  immediate  neighborhood  which 
may  have  been  caused  by  such  excavations.  The 
formation  of  the  hill  is  cretaceous,  and  it  is  well 
known  that  chalk  is  always  favorable  to  the  rapid 
decay  of  animal  matter.  The  assertion  (Krafft,  p. 
193;  Ritter,  Pal.  p.  463)  that  a  pottery  still  exists 
near  this  spot  does  not  seem  to  be  borne  out  by 
other  testimony.^  G. 

*  There  are  other  views  on  some  of  the  points 
embraced  in  this  article,  which  deserve  to  be  men- 
tioned. The  contradiction  said  to  exist  between 
Matt,  xxvii.  8  and  Acts  i.  19  is  justly  qualified 
in  the  Concise  Dictionary  as  "apparent,"  and 
hence  not  necessarily  actual.  The  difficulty  turns 
wholly  upon  a  single  word,  namely,  iKT-fjaaTo, 
in  Acts  i.  18 ;  and  that  being  susceptible  of  a  two- 
fold sense,  we  are  at  liberty  certainly  to  choose 
the  one  which  agrees  with  Matthew's  statement, 
instead  of  the  one  conflicting  with  it.  Many  un- 
derstand iKTTiffaTO  in  Acts  as  having  a  Hiphil  or 
causative  sense,  as  Greek  verbs,  especially  in  the 
middle  voice,  often  have  (Win.  A'.  T.  Gr.  §  38,  3 ; 
Scheuerl.  Syntax,  p.  298).  With  this  meaning, 
Luke  in  the  Acts  (or  Peter,  since  it  may  be  the 
latter' s  remark,)  states  that  Judas  by  his  treachery 
gave  occasion  for  the  purchase  of  "the  potter's 
field";  and  that  is  precisely  what  Matthew  states 
in  saying  that  the  priests  purchased  the  field,  since 
they  did  it  with  the  money  fUniished  to  them  by 
the  traitor.  In  like  manner  we  read  in  the  Gos- 
pels that  Jesus  when  crucified  was  put  to  death  by 
the  Roman  soldiers;  but  in  Acts  v.  30,  Peter  says 
to  the  members  of  the  Jewish  Council :  —  "  Whom 
(Jesus)  ye  slew,  hanging  on  a  ti-ee":«'  which  all 
accept  as  meaning  that  the  Jemsh  rulers  were  the 
means  of  procuring  the  Sa\iour's  death.  For  other 
examples  of  this  causative  sense  of  verbs,  comp. 
Matt.  ii.  16,  xxvii.  60;  John  iv.  1;  Acts  vii.  21, 
x\'i.  23;  1  Cor.  vii.  16;  1  Tim.  iv.  16,  etc.  As 
explaining,  perhaps,  why  Peter  chose  this  concise 
mode  of  expression,  Fritzsche's  remark  may  be 
quoted :  —  The  man  (a  sort  of  acerba  irrisio) 
thought  to  enrich  himself  by  his  crime,  but  only 
got  by  it  a  field  where  blood  was  paid  for  blood 
{Evang.  Matt-  p.  799).  :Many  of  the  best  critics, 
as  Kuinoel,  Olshausen,  Tholuck  {MS.  iwtes), 
Ebrard  (  Wissensch.  Kritik,  p.  543),  Baumgarten, 
{Apostelgesch.  p.  31),  Lange  (Bibelwerk,  i.  409), 
Lechler  (Ber  Aposi.  Gesch.  p.  14),  Robinson  (Har- 
mony, p.  227),  Andrews  (Life  of  our  iMrd,  p. 
511),  and  others,  adopt  this  explanation. 

It  does  not  affect  tlie  accuracy  of  Matthew  or 
Luke  whether  "the  field  of  blood"  which  they 
mention  was  the  present  Aceldama  or  not ;  for  they 
affirm  nothing  as  to  its  position  beyond  implying 
that  it  was   a    "  potter's  field "   near  Jerusalem. 


c  *  Krafft 's  statement  is  ( Topo^aphie  Jerusalems.  p. 
193)  that  he  saw  people  cutting  or  digging  up  clay 
there  {Erde  stechen),  and  not  that  they  worked  it  up 
on  the  ground.  Schultz,  the  Prussian  consul  (Jerusa- 
lem, eine  Vorleiung,  p.  39),  and  Porter  ( Giant  Cities,  p. 
147),  speak  of  a  bed  of  clay  in  that  place.  See,  also, 
\Villiams"3  Holy  City,  ii.  495.  There  is  a  pottery  at 
Jerusalem  at  present,  for  which  the  clay  is  obtained 
from  the  hill  over  the  valley  of  Hinnom.  H. 

<l  *The  A.  V.  strangely  misrepresents  the  Greek 
here,  as  if  the  putting  to  death  of  Jesus  was  prior  tc 
the  crucifixion.  H 
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Nor  does  the  existence  of  traditions  which  point 
Dut  different  spots  as  "  the  field,"  prove  that  the 
first  Christians  recognized  two  different  accounts,  i. 
e.  a  contradiction  in  the  statements  of  Matthew  and 
Luke ;  for  the  variant  traditions  are  not  old  enough 
(that  of  Arculf  a.d.  700)  to  be  traced  to  any  such 
source.  Yet  it  is  not  impossible  that  the  potter's 
field  which  the  Jews  purchased  may  actually  be  the 
present  Aceldama,  which  overlooks  the  valley  of 
Hiruiom.  The  receptacles  for  the  dead  which  ap- 
pear in  the  rocks  in  that  quarter  show  that  the 
ancient  Jews  were  accustomed  to  bury  there. 

It  is  usually  assumed  that  Judas  came  to  his 
miserable  end  on  the  very  field  which  had  been 
bought  with  his  30  pieces  of  silver.  It  was  for  a 
twofold  reason,  says  Lightfoot  (//or.  Hebr.  p.  690), 
that  the  field  was  called  Aceldama;  first,  because, 
as  stated  in  Matt,  xxvii.  7,  it  had  been  bought  with 
the  price  of  blood;  and,  secondly,  because  it  was 
sprinkled  with  the  man's  blood  who  took  that  price. 
Such  congruities  often  mark  the  retributions  of 
guilt.  Yet  it  should  be  noted  that  Luke  does  not 
say  in  so  many  words  that  Judas  "  fell  headlong 
and  burst  asunder  "  on  the  field  purchased  with  his 
"  reward  of  iniquity  " ;  but  may  mean  that  the  field 
was  called  Aceldama  because  the  fact  of  the  trai- 
tor's blootly  end,  whether  it  occurred  in  one  place 
or  another,  was  so  notorious  (yyuffrhv  i-yivtro  •  •  ■ 
SiffTe  KKrtQrivai)-  In  either  case  there  is  no  incon- 
sistency between  the  two  reasons  assigned  by  Mat- 
thew and  Luke  for  the  appellation :  the  field  could 
be  called  Aceldama  with  a  double  emphasis,  both 
because  it  was  "the  price  of  blood,"  and  because 
the  guilty  man's  blood  was  shed  there  by  his  own 
hand. 

Further,  the  giving  of  the  30  pieces  of  silver, 
"the  price  of  him  that  was  valued,"  for  the  "pot- 
ter's field,"  fiilfilled  an  O.  T.  prophecy.  But  why 
the  evangelist  (Matt,  xxvii.  9)  should  refer  this 
prophecy  to  Jeremiah,  and  not  Zechariah  (Zech. 
xi.  12,  13),  in  whom  the  words  are  found,  is  a 
question  not  easy  to  answer.  Possibly  as  the  Jews 
(according  to  the  Talmudic  order)  placed  Jeremiah 
at  the  head  of  the  prophets,  his  name  is  cited 
merely  as  a  general  title  of  the  prophetic  writings. 
See  Davidson's  Bibl.  Criticism,  i.  330.  Dr.  E. 
Robinson  {Harmony,  p.  227 )  agrees  with  those  who 
think  Sio  toG  irpo<^^Tou  may  be  the  true  reading, 
but  certainly  against  the  external  testimony.  The 
view  of  Hengstenberg  is  that  though  Zechariah's 
prophecy  was  directly  Messianic  and  that  of  Jere- 
miah ante-Messianic  and  national,  yet  they  both 
really  prophesy  one  truth  (namely,  that  the  people 
who  spurn  God's  mercies,  be  they  his  prophets  and 
their  warnings  or  Christ  and  his  Gosj)el,  shall  be 
themselves  spumed);  and  hence  Matthew  in  effect 
quotes  them  both,  but  names  Jeremiah  only  because 
lie  was  tetter  known,  and  because  Zechariah  incor- 
porates the  older  prophecy  with  his  ovni  so  as  to  give 
to  the  latter  the  effect  of  a  previous  fulfiUment  as  a 
pledge  for  the  future:  the  common  truth  taught 
in  the  two  passages,  and  the  part  of  "the  potter" 
so  conspicuous  in  them,  being  supposed  sufficient  to 
admonish  the  reader  of  this  relation  of  the  proph- 
ecies to  each  other.  See  his  Chriitohgy  of  the  0. 
T,  ii.  187  ff.,  §  9  (Keith's  trans.).  So  free  a  critic 
as  Grotius  (Annott.  ad  loc.)  takes  nearly  the  same 
view:  —  "Cum  autem  hoc  dictum  Jeremiae  per 
Zach.  repetitum  hie  recitat  Matt.,  simul  ostendit 
tauite,  eas  pcenas  imminere  Judseis,  quas  iidem 
prophetae  oUm  sui  temporis  hominibus  praedlx- 
erant."    For  other  opinions,  which  may  be  thought, 
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however,  to  illustrate  rather  than  solve  the  difli 
culty,  see  Dr.  Schaff"'s  edition  of  Lange's  Commen- 
tary, i.  505.  H. 

ACHA'IA  ('Axa^a)  signifies  in  the  N.  %  a 
Roman  province,  which  included  the  whole  of  the 
Peloponnesus  and  the  greater  part  of  Hellas  proper, 
with  the  adjacent  islands.  This  province,  with 
that  of  Macedonia,  comprehended  the  whole 'of 
Greece :  hence  Achaia  and  Macedonia  are  frequently 
mentioned  together  in  the  N.  T.  to  indicate  all 
Greece  (Acts  xviii.  12,  27,  xix.  21 ;  Rom.  xv.  26, 
xvi.  5  [T.  R.,  but  here  'Ac/as  is  the  true  reading] ; 
1  Cor.  xvi.  15;  2  Cor.  i.  1,  ix.  2,  xi.  10;  1  Thess. 
i.  7,  8).  A  narrow  slip  of  country  upon  the 
northern  coast  of  Peloponnesus  was  originaUy  called 
Achaia,  the  cities  of  which  were  confederated  in 
an  ancient  League,  which  was  renewed  in  B.C.  280 
for  the  purpose  of  resisting  the  Macedonians.  This 
League  subsequently  included  several  of  the  other 
Grecian  states,  and  became  the  most  powerful  po- 
litical body  in  Greece ;  and  hence  it  was  natural  for 
the  Romans  to  apply  the  name  of  Achaia  to  the 
Peloponnesus  and  the  south  of  Greece,  when  they 
took  Corinth  and  destroyed  the  League  in  b.c.  146. 
(KaKovffi  5e  ovk  "E.Wi'Sos  dAA.'  'Apfofaj  7jyeij.6va 
01  'Pw/Muoi,  Si6ti  ix^iptixfo-VTO  "EAXrjj'as  8i' 
'Axtt'wi'  t<{t6  toO  'EA.AtjvikoD  trpofari)K6T<t)v, 
Pans.  vii.  16,  §  10).  Whether  the  Roman  province 
of  Achaia  was  established  immediately  after  the 
conquest  of  the  League,  or  not  tiU  a  later  period, 
need  not  be  discussed  here  (see  Diet,  of  Geogr.  i. 
17).  In  the  division  of  the  provinces  by  Augus- 
tus between  the  emperor  and  the  senate  in  B.C. 
27,  Achaia  was  one  of  the  provinces  assigned  to  the 
senate,  and  was  governed  by  a  proconsul  (Strab. 
xvii.  p.  840;  Dion.  Cass.  liii.  12).  Tiberius  in  the 
second  year  of  his  reign  (a.d.  16)  took  it  away 
from  the  senate,  and  made  it  an  imperial  province 
governed  by  a  procurator  (Tac.  Arm.  i.  70);  but 
Claudius  restored  it  to  the  senate  (Suet.  Claud.  25). 
This  was  its  condition  when  Paul  was  brought  be- 
fore Gallio,  who  is  therefore  (Acts  xviii.  12)  cor- 
rectly called  the  "proconsul"  {avQimaros)  of 
Ach^a,  which  is  translated  in  the  A.  V.  "  deputy  " 
of  Achaia.  [For  the  relation  of  Achaia  to  Hellas, 
see  Greece,  aclfn.J 

ACHA'ICUS  ('AxatK6i),  name  of  a  Chris- 
tian (1  Cor.  xvi.  17,  subscription  No.  25). 

A'CHAN  (l^r,  trmbkr;  written  "13^  in  1 

Chr.  ii.  7 :  "'Axav  or  'Axap  '•  Achan  or  Achar),  an 
Israelite  of  the  tribe  of  Judah,  who,  when  Jericho 
and  all  that  it  contained  were  accursed  and  devoted 
to  destruction,  secreted  a  portion  of  the  spoil  in  his 
tent.  For  this  sin  Jehovah  punished  Isi-ael  by 
their  defeat  in  their  attack  upon  Ai.  AVhen  Achan 
confessed  his  guilt,  and  the  booty  was  discovered, 
he  was  stoned  to  death  with  his  whole  family  by 
the  people,  in  a  valley  situated  between  Ai  and 
Jericho,  and  their  remains,  together  with  his  prop- 
erty, were  burnt.  From  this  event  the  valley  re- 
ceived the  name  of  Achor  {i.  e.  tixnible)  [Achor]. 
From  the  similarity  of  the  name  Achan  to  Achar, 
Joshua  said  to  Achan,  "  Why  hast  thou  troubled 
us?  the  Lord  shall  trouble  thee  this  day"  (Josh, 
vii.).  In  order  to  account  for  the  terrible  ven- 
geance executed  upon  the  family  of  Achan,  it  is 
quite  unnecessary  to  resort  to  the  hj'pothesis  that 
they  were  accomplices  in  his  act  of  military  insub- 
ordination. The  sanguinary  severity  of  Oriental 
nations,  from  which  the  Jewish  people  were  by  uo 
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•neans  free,  has  in  all  ages  involved  the  children  in 
the  punishment  of  the  father.  R.  W.  B. 

*  The  name  occurs  Josh.  vii.  1,  18,  19,  20,  24, 
xxii.  20.  A. 

A'CHAR  (~I3!&  :  'Axdp--  Achar).  A  varia- 
tion of  the  name  of  Achan  which  seems  to  have 
arisen  from  the  play  upon  it  given  in  1  Chr.  ii.  7, 

"Achar,  the  trottbler  (1D137  ^ocer)  of  Israel." 

W.  A.  W. 
ACH'BOR  ("l'l2?y  \mouse\ :  'Axo$<ip  [also 

'Axo&dp,  'AKXo^dp]-  Achobor).  1.  Father  of 
Baal-hanan,  king  of  Edom  (Gen.  xxxvi.  38,  39;  1 
Chr.  i.  49). 

2.  Son  of  Michaiah,  a  contemporary  of  Josiah 
(2  K.  xxii.  12,  14;  Jer.  xxvi.  22,  xxxvi.  12),  called 
Abdon  in  2  Chr.  xxxiv.  20. 

A'CHAZ  ("AxaC-  Achaz).  Ahaz,  king  of 
Judah  (Matt.  i.  9).  W.  A.  W. 

ACHIACH'ARUS  {'Axidxapos,  [FA.  and 
Sin.]  Axf'X'V*'  [Ax^'^X^po^'  Axe^/cop,  etc.]), 
i.  e.  ^'^"inS'^nS  z^Postumus  :  Achicharus). 
Chief  minister,  "  cupbearer,  and  keeper  of  the  sig- 
net, and  steward,  and  overseer  of  the  accounts  "  at 
the  court  of  Sarchedonus  or  Esarhaddon,  king  of 
Nineveh,  in  the  Apocryphal  story  of  Tobit  (Tob.  i. 
21,  22,  ii.  10,  xiv.  10).  He  was  nephew  to  Tobit, 
being  the  son  of  his  brother  Anael,  and  supported 
him  in  his  blindness  till  he  left  Nineveh.  From 
the  occurrence  of  the  name  of  Aman  in  xiv.  10,  it 
has  been  conjectured  that  Achiacharus  is  but  the 
Jewish  name  for  Mordecai,  whose  history  suggested 
some  points  which  the  author  of  the  book  of  Tobit 
worked  up  into  his  narrative;  but  there  is  no  rea^ 
son  to  have  recourse  to  such  a  supposition,  as  the 
discrepancies  are  much  more  strongly  marked  than 
the  resemblances.  W.  A.  \V. 

ACHI'AS  (Achins).  Son  of  Phinees;  high- 
priest  and  progenitor  of  Esdras  (2  Esdr.  i.  2),  Imt 
omitted  both  in  the  genealogies  of  Ezra  and  1  Es- 
dras. He  is  probably  confounded  with  Ahyah,  the 
son  of  Ahitub  and  grandson  of  Eli.    W.  A.  W. 

A'CHIM  ('Ax«»>,  ^latt.  i.  14),  son  of  Sadoc, 
and  father  of  Eliud,  in  our  Lord's  genealogy;  the 
fifth  in  succession  before  Joseph  the  husband  of 
Mary.     The  Hebrew  form  of  the  name  would  be 

T'P^,  Jachin  (Gen.  xlvi.  10;  1  Chr.  xxiv.  17), 
which  in  the  latter  place  the  LXX.  render  'Axifi, 
[Rom.  ed.],  or  'Axf'V  [Vat.;  Alex.  loxei*',  Comp. 
'Iax<^M>  -^'^-  'Ax'*']-  It  is  a  short  form  of  Je- 
hoiachin,  the  Lord  will  establish.  The  name,  per- 
haps, indicates  him  as  successor  to  Jehoiachin's 
throne,  and  expresses  his  parents'  faith  that  God 
would,  in  due  time,  establish  the  kingdom  of  Da- 
vid, according  to  the  promise  in  Is.  ix.  7  (6  in  the 
Heb.  Bib.)  and  elsewhere.  A.  C.  H. 

A'CHIOR  ('Ax<«p,  i.  e.  ^IS^HS;,  the 
brother  of  light ;  comp.  Num.  xxxiv.  27 :  Achior  : 
confounded  with  'Ax«e£xapos,  Tob.  xi.  18),  a  gen- 
eral of  the  Ammonites  in  the  army  of  Holofemes, 
who  is  afterwards  represented  as  becoming  a  prose- 
Ij-te  to  Judaism  (Jud.  v.,  vi.,  xiv.).  B.  F.  W. 

A'CHISH  (rr^pW:  'Ayxow;  [Alex,  in  IK. 
A^VX'S'  Comp.  'AKxis,  in  1  K.  'Ax^s'-]  Achis), 
a  Philistine  king  at  Gath,  son  of  Maoch,  who  in 
the  title  to  the  34th  Psalm  is  called  Abimelech 

(possibly  corrupted  from  TjbXS  tt7''3S).      David 
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twice  found  a  refuge  with  him  when  he  fled  from 
Saul.  On  the  first  occasion,  being  recognized  by 
the  senants  of  Achish  as  one  celebrated  for  his 
victories  over  the  PhiUstines,  he  was  alarmed  for 
his  safety,  and  feigned  madness  (1  Sam.  xxi.  1(1- 
13).  [David.]  From  Achish  he  fled  to  the  cave 
of  Adullam.  On  the  second  occasion,  David  fled 
to  Achish  with  600  men  (1  Sam.  xxvii.  2),  and 
remained  at  Gath  a  year  and  four  months. 

Whether  the  Achish  [son  of  Maachah]  to  whom 
Shimei  went  in  disobedience  to  the  commands  of 
Solomon  (1  K.  ii.  [39,]  40),  be  the  same  jierson  is 
uncertain.  R.  W.  B. 

*  In  the  title  of  the  34th  Psalm,  Abimelech 
(which  see)  may  be  the  royal  title,  and  Achish  in 
the  history  the  personal  name,  as  Hengstenberg, 
De  Wette,  Lengerke  remark.  Fiirst  {Handwb.  s. 
V.)  regards  Achish  as  Philistian  and  probably  = 
serpent-charmer.  The  name  occurs  also  1  Sam. 
xxvii.  .3-12,  xxviii.  1,  2,  xxix.  2-9.  H. 

ACHITOB  {'AxiT<i^  [Vat.  -x«-]:  Achi- 
tob).  Ahitub,  the  high-priest  (1  Esdr.  viii.  2;  2 
Esdr.  i.  1),  in  the  genealogy  of  Esdras. 

W.  A.  W. 

ACH'METHA.     [Ecb.^tana.] 

A'CHOR,  VALLEY  OF,  (-iSsV  pXSr  : 
[<t>dpay^  'Axtip,]  'E/xfKaxdp'^  [Hos.  kojX^j 
'Ax<ip'-  vallis]  Achor)  ^  valley  of  trouble,  ac- 
cording to  the  etymology  of  the  text ;  the  spot  at 
which  Achan,  the  "  troubler  of  Israel,"'  was  stoned 
(Josh.  vii.  24,  26).  On  the  N.  boundary  of  Judah 
(xv.  7;  also  Is.  Ixv.  10;  Hos.  ii.  15).  It  was 
known  in  the  time  of  Jerome  ( Onom.  s.  v. ),  who 
describes  it  as  north  of  Jericho ;  but  this  is  at  vai'i- 
ance  with  the  course  of  the  boundary  in  Joshua 
(Keil's  Joshua,  p.  131).  G. 

*  No  trace  of  the  name  is  found  any  longer. 
Yet  Achor  "  was  situated  at  all  events  near  Gilgal 
and  the  West-Jordan  heights"  (Knobel,  Josua,  p. 
116).  It  is  a  valley  "  that  runs  up  from  Gilgal  to- 
ward Bethel "  (Thomson's  Land  awl  Book,  ii. 
185).  Tlie  prophet's  allusion  in  Hos.  ii.  15  is  not 
so  much  to  the  place  as  to  the  meaning  of  the 

name.     "  And  I  will  give  her the  valley  of 

Achor  for  a  door  of  hope,"  i.  e.  through  "  trouble," 
through  affliction  and  discipline,  God  will  prepare 
His  people  for  greater  blessings  than  they  would 
otherwise  be  fitted  to  have  bestowed  on  them.   H. 

ACH'SA  (nppr :  'A<rx<£;  Alex.  Ax<ra; 
[Comp.  'Ofc{:]  Achsa).  Daughter  of  Caleb,  or 
Chelubai,  the  son  of  Hezron  (1  Chr.  ii.  49)." 
[Caleb.]  W.  A.  W. 

ACH'SAH  (nODy  [ankUty.  'Aa-xd;  [Alex. 
Comp.  in  Josh.,  Axo-o:  Axa),  daughter  of  Caleb, 
the  son  of  Jephuimeh,  the  Kenezite.  Her  father 
promised  her  in  mairiage  to  whoever  should  take 
Debir,  the  ancient  name  of  which  (according  to  the 
analogy  of  Kirjath-Arba,  the  ancient  name  of 
Hebron)  was  Kirjath-Sepher  (or  as  in  Josh.  xv.  49, 
Kirj.\.th-Sanna),  the  city  of  the  book.  Othniel, 
her  father's  younger  brother,  took  the  city,  and  ac- 
cordingly received  the  hand  of  Achsah  as  his  re- 
ward. Caleb  at  his  daughter's  request  added  to 
her  dowry  the  upper  and  lower  springs,  which  she 
had  pleaded  for  as  peculiarly  suitable  to  her  inher- 
itance in  a  south  country  (Josh.  xv.  15-19.     See 


«  *  Achsa  is  merely  an  incorrect  form  which  in  mod- 
em editions  of  A.  V.  lias  been  substituted  for  Achsah, 
the  reading  of  the  first  and  other  early  editions.    A. 
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Stanley's  S.  #  P.  p.  161).  [Gulloth.]  The 
story  is  repeated  in  Judg.  i.  11-15.  Achsah  is 
mentioned  again,  as  being  the  daughter  of  Caleb, 
in  1  Chr.  ii.  49.  But  there  is  much  confusion  in 
the   genealogy  of  Caleb    there  given.     [Achsa; 

(^ALEB.]  A.  C.  H. 

ACH'SHAPH  C^a^pS  [fascinatim,  or 
magic  rites]  :  'ACi<p  [Vat.  ACei<p],  Kaid^  [?]  and 
Keoi.(p;  [Alex.  Ax»4>»  Axca(J);  Comp.  Xaa-d(p, 
'Axa<Tci<p;  Aid.  'Axidp,  'Ax<Ta<p-]  Achsajih,  Ax- 
(ipli),  a  city  within  the  ten-itory  of  Asher,  named 
between  Beten  and  Alammelech  (Josh.  six.  25); 
originally  the  seat  of  a  Canaanite  king  (xi.  1,  xii. 
20).  It  is  possibly  the  modern  Kesaf,  ruins  bear- 
ing which  name  were  found  by  Robinson  (iii.  55) 
on  the  N.  "W.  edge  of  the  Huleh.  But  more  prob- 
ably the  name  has  survived  in  Chaifa  [on  the  sea, 
at  the  foot  of  the  north  side  of  Mount  Carmel], 
a  town  which,  from  its  situation,  must  alwajs  have 
been  too  important  to  have  escajjed  mention  in  the 
history,  as  it  otherwise  would  have  done.  If  this 
suggestion  is  correct,  the  LXX.  rendering,  Kei.<p, 
exhibits  the  name  in  the  process  of  change  from  the 
ancient  to  the  modern  form.  G. 

ACH'ZIB  (nnpS  {fahehwKl] :  K^i^lfi,  fV'at. 
Ke^ei/S;  Alex.  AxC^k,  n  pi-ima  mmm]  'AxC^'/S; 
[Comp. 'AxC^iSO  ^'^****)-  ^-  A  city  of  Judah,  in 
the  Shefelah  (Skphela),  named  with  Keilah  and 
Mareshah  (Josh.  xv.  44,  Micah  i.  14).  The  latter 
passage  contains  a  play  on  the  name:  "  The  houses 

of  Achzib  (2n?S)  shall  be  a  lie  (21?S)."  It 
is  probably  the  same  with  Chezib  and  Chozeba, 
which  see. 

2.  [In  Josh.,  'ExoC<ij3:  Alex.  A^tKp^  **AxCf"P 
(so  Aid.);  Comp.  'AxaC'/8;  — in  Judg.  'A<rxa0 
[Vat.  -j,«i];  Alex.  Ao-x«i'5«t;  Aid.  'AxoC«^j3; 
(^'omp.  'A<rxaCf/3.]  A  town  belonging  to  Asher 
(Josh.  xix.  29),  from  which  the  Canaanites  were  not 
expelled  (Judg.  i-  31);  afterwards  Ecdippa  (Jos.  B. 
J.  i.  13,  §  4,  ^EkSIwitchv).  Josephus  also  (Ant.  v. 
I,  §  22)  gives  the  name  as  'ApK^  .  .  .  .  r)  Kal 
EkSIttovs.  Here  was  the  Casult  Huherti  of  the 
Crusaders  (Schulz;  Kitter,  Pal.  p.  782);  and  it  is 
now  es-Zib,  on  the  s«i-shore  at  the  mouth  of  the 
Nahr  IhrdmiM,  2  h.  20  m.  N.  of  Akka  (Robinson, 
iii.  628 ;  and  comp.  Maundrell,  p.  427).  After  the 
return  from  Babylon,  Achzib  was  considered  by  the 
Jews  as  the  northernmost  limit  of  the  Holy  Land. 
See  the  quotations  from  the  Gemara  in  Reland  (p. 
544).  G. 

ACrPHA  ('Ax<iBo  {y&i-  -x«i-] ;  Alex.  AxKpa.'-, 
[Aid.  'AKtd)(i:]  Agista).  Hakupha  (1  Esdr.  v. 
31).  W.  A.  W. 

ACITHO  ([Alex.]  'AKiediv,  [Comp.  Aid. 
'AKi6d),]  probably  an  error  for  'Ax^ruifi  [which  is 

the  reading  of  Sin.]:  Achitith,  i.  e.  2')l2"»nS, 
kind  brother),  Jud.  \Tii.  1 ;  comp.  2  Esdr.  i.  1. 

B.  F.  W. 
ACRABATTI'NE.  [Akabattine.] 
ACTS  OF  THE  APOSTLES  {npd^tts 
avoarrSKwv,  Acta  Ai>ostoloi-utn),  a  second  treatise 
{hfVTfpos  \6yos)  by  the  author  of  the  third  Gos- 
pel, traditionally  known  as  Lucas  or  Luke  (which 
gee).  The  identity  of  the  writer  of  both  books  is 
strongly  shown  by  their  great  similarity  in  style 
and  idiom,  and  the  usage  of  particuLar  words  and 
compound  forms.  The  theories  which  assign  the 
book  to  other  authors,  or  divide  it  among  several, 
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will  not  stand  the  test  of  searching  inquiry.  They 
will  be  found  enumerated  in  Davidson's  Introd.  to 
the  N.  T.  vol.  ii.,  and  Alford's  prolegomena  to  vol. 
ii.  of  his  edition  of  the  Greek  Testament.  It  must 
be  confessed  to  be,  at  first  sight,  somewhat  surpris- 
ing that  notices  of  the  author  are  so  entirely  want- 
ing, not  only  in  the  book  itself,  but  also,  generally, 
in  the  Epistles  of  St.  Paid,  whom  he  must  have 
accompanied  for  some  years  on  his  travels.  But 
our  surprise  is  removed  when  we  notice  the  habit 
of  the  Apostle  with  regard  to  mentioning  his  com- 
panions to  have  been  very  various  and  uncertain, 
and  remember  that  no  Epistles  were,  strictly  speak- 
ing, written  by  him  while  our  writer  was  in  his 
company,  before  his  Roman  imprisonment ;  for  he 
does  not  seem  to  have  joined  him  at  Corinth  (Acts 
xviii.),  where  the  two  Epp.  to  the  Thess.  were 
written,  nor  to  have  been  with  him  at  Ephesus, 
ch.  xix.,  whence,  perhaps,  the  Ep.  to  the  Gal.  was 
written ;  nor  again  to  have  wintered  with  him  at 
Corinth,  ch.  xx.  3,  at  the  time  of  his  writing  the 
Ep.  to  the  Rom.  and,  perhaps,  that  to  the  Gal. 

The  book  commences  with  an  inscription  to  one 
Theophilus,  who,  from  bearing  the  appellation  Kpd- 
Tiaros,  was  probably  a  man  of  birth  and  station. 
But  its  design  must  not  be  supposed  to  be  limited 
to  the  edification  of  Theophilus,  whose  name  is  pre- 
fixed only,  as  was  customary  then  as  now,  by  way 
of  dedication.  I'he  readers  were  evidently  intended 
to  be  the  members  of  the  Christian  Church, 
whether  Jews  or  Gentiles ;  for  its  contents  are  such 
as  are  of  the  utmost  consequence  to  the  whole 
church.  They  are  The  fulfillment  of  the  promise 
of  the  Father  by  the  descent  of  the  Holy  Spirit, 
and  the  results  of  that  outpouring,  by  the  disper- 
sion of  the  Gospel  among  Jews  and  Gentiles. 
Under  these  leading  heads  all  the  personal  and 
subordinate  details  may  be  ranged.  Immediately 
after  the  Ascension,  St.  Peter,  the  first  of  the 
Twelve,  designated  by  our  I^rd  as  the  Rock  on 
whom  the  Church  was  to  be  buUt,  the  holder  of  the 
keys  of  the  kingdom,  becomes  the  prime  actor  un- 
der God  in  the  founding  of  the  Church.  He  is  the 
centre  of  the  first  great  group  of  sayings  and  do- 
ings. The  opening  of  the  door  to  Jews  (ch.  ii.) 
and  Gentiles  (ch.  x.)  is  his  office,  and  by  him,  in 
good  time,  is  accomplished.  But  none  of  the  ex- 
isting twelve  Ajwstles  were,  humanly  si)eaking, 
fitted  to  preach  the  Gospel  to  the  cultivated  Gen- 
tile world.  To  be  by  divine  grace  the  spiritual 
conqueror  of  Asia  and  Europe,  God  raised  up  an- 
other instrument,  from  among  the  highly-educated 
and  zealous  Pharisees.  The  preparation  of  Saul 
of  I'arsus  for  the  work  to  be  done,  the  progress,  in 
his  hand,  of  that  work,  his  joumejings,  preachings, 
and  perils,  his  stripes  and  imprisonments,  his  testi- 
fying in  Jerusalem  and  being  brought  to  testify  in 
Rome,  —  these  are  the  subjects  of  the  latter  half 
of  the  book,  of  which  the  great  central  figure  is  the 
Ajwstle  Paul. 

Any  view  which  attributes  to  the  wTiter  as  his 
chief  design  some  collateral  puqwse  which  is  served 
by  the  book  as  it  stands,  or,  indeed,  any  purpose 
beyond  that  of  writing  a  faithful  history  of  such 
facts  as  seemed  important  in  the  spread  of  the  Gos- 
pel, is  now  generally  and  very  properly  treated  as 
erroneous.  Such  a  view  has  b«K)me  celebrated  in 
modem  times,  as  held  by  Baur ;  —  that  the  purpose 
of  the  writer  was  to  compare  the  two  great  Ajwstles, 
to  show  that  St.  Paul  did  not  depart  from  the  prin- 
ciples which  regulated  St.  Peter,  and  to  exalt  him 
at  every  opportunity  by  comparison  with  St.  Peter. 
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The  reader  need  hardly  be  reminded  how  little  any 
«uch  purpose  is  borne  out  by  the  contents  of  the 
book  itself;  nay,  how  naturally  they  would  follow 
their  present  sequence,  without  any  such  thought 
having  been  in  the  writer's  mind.  I)oubtless  many 
ends  are  answered  and  many  results  brought  out 
by  the  book  as  its  narrative  proceeds:  as  e.  ^r.  the 
rejection  of  the  Gospel  by  the  Jewish  people  every- 
where, and  its  gradual  transference  to  the  Gentiles ; 
and  others  which  might  be  easily  gathered  up,  and 
made  by  ingenious  hypothesizers,  such  as  Baur,  to 
appear  as  if  the  writer  were  bent  on  each  one  in  its 
turn  as  the  chief  object  of  his  work. 

As  to  the  time  when  and  place  at  which  the 
book  was  written,  we  are  left  to  gather  them  en- 
tirely from  indirect  notices.  It  seems  most  proba- 
ble that  the  place  of  writing  was  Rome,  and  the 
time  about  two  years  from  the  date  of  St.  Paul's 
arrival  there,  as  related  in  ch.  xxviii.,  sub  Jin. 
Had  any  considerable  alteration  in  the  Apostle's 
circumstances  taken  place  before  the  pubUcation, 
there  can  be  no  reason  why  it  should  not  have  been 
noticed.  And  on  other  accounts  also,  this  time 
was  by  far  the  most  likely  for  the  publication  of  the 
book.  The  arrival  in  Rome  was  an  important 
period  in  the  Apostle's  life:  the  quiet  which  suc- 
ceeded it  seemed  to  promise  no  immediate  deter- 
mination of  his  cause.  A  large  amount  of  historic 
material  had  been  collected  in  Judaea,  and  during 
the  various  missionary  joiurneys ;  or,  taking  another 
and  not  less  probable  view,  Nero  was  b^inning  to 
undergo  that  change  for  the  worse  which  disgraced 
the  latter  portion  of  his  reign :  none  could  tell  how 
soon  the  whole  outward  repose  of  Roman  society 
might  be  shaken,  and  the  tacit  toleration  which 
the  Christians  enjoyed  be  exchanged  for  bitter  per- 
secution. If  such  terrors  were  imminent,  there 
would  surely  be  in  the  Roman  Church  prophets 
and  teachers  who  might  tell  them  of  the  storm 
which  was  gathering,  and  warn  them  that  the 
records  lying  ready  for  publication  must  be  given 
to  the  faithful  before  its  outbreak  or  event. 

Such  a  prion  considerations  would,  it  is  true, 
weigh  but  little  against  presumptive  evidence  fur- 
nished by  the  book  itself;  but  arrayed,  as  they  are, 
in  aid  of  such  evidence,  they  carry  some  weight, 
when  we  find  that  the  time  naturally  and  fairly  in- 
dicated in  the  book  itself  for  its  publication  is  that 
one  of  all  others  when  we  should  conceive  that  pub- 
lication most  likely. 

This  would  give  us  for  the  publication  the  year 
63  A.  D.,  according  to  the  most  probable  assign- 
ment of  the  date  of  the  arrival  of  St.  Paul  at  Rome. 

The  genuineness  of  the  Acts  of  the  Apostles  has 
ever  been  recognized  in  the  Church.  It  is  men- 
tioned by  Eusebius  {H.  E.  iii.  25)  among  the 
bfLoXoyov^jifvou  Quai  ypa<pai.  It  is  first  directly 
quoted  in  the  epistle  of  the  churches  of  Lyons  and 
Vienne  to  those  of  Asia  and  Phrygia  (a.  d.  177); 
then  repeatedly  and  expressly  by  Irenaeus,  Clement 
of  Alexandria,  Tertullian,  and  so  onwards.  It  was 
rejected  by  the  Marcionites  (cent,  iii.)  and  Mani- 
chaeans  (cent,  iv.)  as  contradicting  some  of  their 
notions.  In  modem  Germany,  Baur  and  some 
others  have  attempted  to  throw  discredit  on  it,  and 
fix  its  publication  in  the  second  century,  mainly  by 
assuming  the  hypothesis  impugned  above,  that  it 
is  an  apology  for  St.  Paul.  But  the  view  has 
found  no  favor,  and  would,  ere  this,  have  been  for- 
gotten, had  it  not  been  for  the  ability  and  subtlety 
of  its  chief  supporter. 

The  text  of  the  Acts  of  the  Apostles  is  very  full 
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tjf  various  readings ;  more  so  than  any  other  book 
of  the  N.  T.  To  this  several  reasons  may  have 
contributed.  In  the  many  backward  references  to 
Gospel  history,  and  the  many  anticipations  of  state- 
ments and  expressions  occurring  in  the  Epistles, 
temptations  abounded  for  a  corrector  to  try  his 
hand  at  assimilating,  and,  as  he  thought,  reconcil- 
ing the  various  accounts.  In  places  where  ecclesi- 
astical order  or  usage  was  in  question,  insertions  or 
omissions  were  made  to  suit  the  habits  and  views 
of  the  Church  in  aftertimes.  Where  the  narrative 
simply  related  facts,  any  act  or  word  apparently 
unworthy  of  the  apostolic  agent  was  modified  for 
the  sake  of  decorum.  "Where  St.  Paul  repeats  to 
difTerent  audiences,  or  the  writer  himself  narrates 
the  details  of  his  miraculous  conversion,  the  one 
passage  was  pieced  from  the  other,  so  as  to  produce 
verbal  accordance.  There  are  in  this  book  an  un- 
usual number  of  those  remarkable  interpolations  of 
considerable  length,  which  are  found  in  the  Codex 
Bezse  (D)  and  its  cognates.  A  critic  of  some  em- 
inence, Bomemann,  believes  that  the  text  of  the 
Acts  originally  contained  them  all,  and  has  been 
abbreviated  by  correctors ;  and  he  has  published  an 
edition  in  which  they  are  inserted  in  full.  But, 
while  some  of  them  bear  an  appearance  of  genuine- 
ness (as  e.  fj.  that  in  ch.  xii.  10,  where,  after 
ile\&6vTes,  is  added  KaTffirjffay  tovs  eirri  fiad- 
fiovs,  Kol)  the  greater  part  are  unmeaning  and  ab- 
surd (e.  g.  that  in  ch.  xvi.  39,  where  we  read  after 
i^eXOuv,  —  iiir6vTes,  ^HyvoiiaafXiV  ra  Kad'  v/xas 
'6rt  iffTf  &vSpes  S'lKaioi-  Kal  i^ayay6vTes  trape- 
Kii\i(Tav  avTovs  Kiyovres  'E/c  t^s  irSXiws  ravrris 
4^f\0aTe  fi7]TT0Tt  Trd\iy  avyffTpdcpaxTiy  rjixiv  4iri- 
Kpd^ovTes  Kaff  vfiwv). 

The  most  remarkable  exegetical  works  and  mon- 
ographs on  the  Acts,  beside  commentaries  on  the 
whole  X.  T.  [Alford,  Wordsworth,  DeWette,  Meyer, 
Lechler  in  Lange's  Bibelwerk],  are  Baumgarten, 
Apostelgeschichte,  oder  der  Entwickelunfjigawj  der 
Kij-che  von  Jeitisalem  bis  Eom,  Halle,  1852  [2d 
ed.  1859,  Eng.  trans.  Edinb.  1854;  Zeller,  Die 
Apostelgeschichte  nach  ihrem  Inhalt  u.  Urspi-ung 
kfit.  untersucht,  Stuttg.  1854,  first  publ.  hi  the 
Theol.  Jahrb.  1849-51 ;  and]  Lekebusch,  Die  Cmn- 
position  und  Entstehung  der  Apostelgeschichte  von 
Neuem  untersucht,  Gotha,  1854. 

The  former  of  these  work  is  a  very  complete 
treatise  on  the  Christian-historical  development  of 
the  Church  as  related  in  the  book :  the  latter  is  of 
more  value  as  a  critical  e.xamination  of  the  various 
theories  as  to  its  composition  and  authorship.  [Zel- 
ler s  is  the  ablest  attack  on  its  genuineness  and  au- 
thenticity.] 

Valuable  running  historical  comments  on  the 
Acts  are  also  found  in  Neander's  Pjlamung  u. 
Leitung  der  Christlichen  Kirche  durch  die  Apostel, 
4th  ed.,  Hamburg,  1847  [Eng.  trans,  by  Ryland 
in  Bohn's  Stand.  Library,  1851,  revised  and  cor- 
rected by  E.  G.  Robinson,  N.  Y.  1865];  Cony- 
beare  and  Howson's  Life  and  Epistles  of  St.  Paul, 
2d  ed.,  Lond.  1856.  Professed  commentaries  have 
been  pubhshed  by  Mr.  Humphry,  Lond.  1847, 
[2d  ed.  1854],  and  Professor  Hackett,  Boston,  U. 
S.  1852  [enlarged  ed.  1858,  and  Dr.  J.  A.  Alex- 
ander, New  York,  1857].  H.  A. 

♦Add  to  the  collateral  helps  Paley's  Horce  Paul- 
nee;  Biscoe,  The  History  of  the  Acts  of  the  Apos- 
tles confirmed,  etc.,  Lond.  1742,  new  ed.  Oxf. 
1841;  Sleyer,  J.  A.  G.,  Versitch  einer  Vertheidig- 
ung  d.  Gesch.  Jesu  u.  d.  Apostel  alltin  am  griech. 
u.  rom.  Profansc}'iberUen,  1805;  Meijier,  Diss.  d« 
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Luca  a^ioTrtffTia  in  scrihendo  Actt.  Ajwst.  Libra, 
Hag.  Com.  1827;  Kttger's  Bnimye  zur  Einl.  in 
die  Paulinischen  Bi-iefe,  1837-38;  Birks"8  Hoi-ce 
Apostolicce ;  Lewin's  Lije  and  Epistles  of  tt.  Paid, 
2  vol.,  Lond.  1851;  Dr.  Howson  on  the  Character 
of  St.  Paul  (Hulsean  I^ectures  for  1862);  Lange, 
Apost.  Zeitalter,  1853-54;  Dr.  Schaft"s  History 
of  the  Apostolic  Church,  N.  Y.  1854,  p.  191  ff.; 
Lechler,  Das  apostol.  u.  d.  nachnposiol.  Zeitalter, 
2d  ed.,  1857 ;  Pressens^,  Histoire  des  trots  premiers 
siecles  de  PEglise  Chretienne,  Paris,  1858,  i.  348 
fF. ;  Ewald,  Gesch.  d.  apost.  Zeitalters,  Gtitt.  1858 
(Bd.  vi.  of  his  Gesch.  d.  Volkes  Israel) ;  an  art.  in 
the  Christian  Examiner  for  July,  1861,  on  the 
"  Origin  and  Composition  of  the  Acts  of  the 
Apostles";  the  Abb(5  Vidal,  Saint  Paul,  sa  vie  et 
ses  auvres,  2  vol.,  Paris,  1863;  Vaughan,  C.  A., 
The  Church  of  the  Eirst  Days,  3  vol.,  Lond. 
1864-65;  Smith,  James,  Voyaije  and  Shijncreck 
of  St.  Paul,  3d  ed.,  Lond.  1866;  and  Kloster- 
mann,  Vindicite  Lucanae,  sen  de  Jtinerarii  in  Libra 
Actt.  asservafo  Auctwe,  Gotting.  1866. 

On  the  chronology,  see  particularly  Anger,  De 
Temporum  in  Actis  Apost.  Ratione,  Lips.  1833, 
and  Wieseler,  Chronoloyie  des  apostol.  Zeitalters, 
Gott.  1848.  H.  and  A. 

*  Some  additional  remarks  will  here  be  made 
upon  the  theory  of  the  Tiibingen  school  respecting 
the  authorship  of  the  book  of  Acts.  This  theory 
proceeds  upon  the  assumption  that  Peter  and  the 
rest  of  the  original  disciples  of  Christ  were  Judaiz- 
ers;  i.  e.,  that  they  insisted  upon  the  circumcision 
of  the  Gentile  converts  to  Christianity,  as  an  indis- 
pensable condition  of  fellowship.  Consequently, 
according  to  Dr.  Baur,  Peter  and  Paul  and  the  two 
branches  of  the  church  of  which  they  were  respec- 
tively the  leaders  were  placed  in  a  relation  of  hos- 
tility to  one  another.  After  the  death  of  these 
Apostles,  various  attempts  were  made  to  produce  a 
reconciliation  between  the  opposing  parties.  The 
book  of  Acts,  it  is  claimed,  is  the  product  of  one 
of  these  irenical  or  compromising  efforts.  A  Paul- 
ine Christian  in  the  anrlier  part  of  the  second  cen- 
tury composes  a  half-fictitious  history,  with  the  de- 
sign to  present  Paul  in  a  favorable  light  to  the  Ju- 
daizers,  and  Peter  in  an  equally  favorable  light  to 
the  adherents  of  Paul.  Paul  is  represented  as  hav- 
ing circumcised  Timothy,  and  as  having  in  other 
points  conformed  to  the  Judaizing  principles ;  whilst 
Peter,  on  the  other  hand,  in  the  affair  of  Cornelius 
and  on  other  occasions,  and  the  Jerusalem  Church 
(in  the  narrative  of  Apostolic  convention,  for  exam- 
ple), are  made  out  to  agree  almost  with  the  tenets 
of  Paul.  One  feature  of  Dr.  Baur's  system  was 
the  rejection  of  the  genuineness  of  all  the  Pauline 
Epistles,  save  the  two  Epistles  to  the  Corinthians, 
the  Epistle  to  the  Romans  and  that  to  the  Gala- 
tians.  The  following  remarks  form  the  heads 
of  a  conclusive  argument  against  the  Tiibingen 
theory. 

1.  Paul's  general  style  of  reference  to  the  other 
Apostles,  in  the  Epistles  acknowledged  to  be  genu- 
ine, is  inconsistent  with  that  theory.  He  and 
they  form  one  company,  and  are  partakers  of  com- 
mon afflictions.  See  1  Cor.  iv.  9  seq.,  1  Cor.  xv. 
5  seq.  In  the  la.st  passage  (ver.  9)  he  styles  him- 
self "the  least  of  the  Apostles."  When  both 
Epistles  were  written,  he  was  engaged  in  collecting 
a  contribution  for  "  the  saints "  at  Jerusalem. 
The  last  two  chapters  of  the  Epistle  to  the  Romans, 
which  show  the  friendship  of  Paul  for  the  Jewish 
Christians,  are,  on  quite  insufficient  grounds,  de- 
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nied  to  be  genuine  by  Baur.     There  is  no  reiison- 
able  doubt  of  their  genuineness. 

2.  Paul's  account  of  his  conference  with  the 
Apostles  at  Jerusalem  (Gal.  ii.  1  seq.)  —  the  pas- 
sage on  which  Baur  chiefly  relies  for  the  establish- 
ment of  his  thesis  —  really  overthrows  it.  The 
"felse  brethren"  (ver.  4)  were  not  Apostles,  but 
the  faction  of  Judaizers.  Of  the  Apostles  Peter, 
James,  and  John,  he  says  (ver.  9)  when  they  "  per- 
ceived the  grace  that  was  given  unto  me,  they  gave 
to  me  and  Barnabas  the  right  hand  offelbm^ship." 
The  sincerity  of  this  act  of  fellowship  is  proved,  if 
proof  were  needed,  by  the  arrangement  made  for 
the  contribution  for  the  poor,  to  be  gathered  by 
Paul  fix)m  the  Gentile  Churches  (ver.  10).  The 
controversy  with  Peter  (ver.  11  seq.)  was  not  about 
a  principle,  but  was  occasioned  by  the  circumstance 
that  the  latter  did  "  not  walk  uprightly,"  or  was 
felse  to  his  convictions.  The  circumcision  of  Tim- 
othy, as  recorded  in  Acts,  is  not  rendered  improb- 
able by  the  refusal  of  Paul  (Gal.  ii.  3)  to  circum- 
cise Titus,  since  Titus  was  a  heathen  by  birth,  and 
Timothy  was  circumcised,  not  to  comply  with  a 
demand  of  Judaizers,  but  to  conciliate  Jews.  In 
the  latter  case,  no  principle  was  sacrificed;  see  1 
Cor.  ix.  20.  The  right  interpretation  of  Gal.  ii. 
removes  the  objections  brought  to  the  credibihty  of 
the  narrative,  in  Acts  xv.,  of  the  Apostolic  conven- 
tion. In  the  light  of  this  interpretation,  the  prin- 
cipal objections  of  the  Tiibingen  school  to  the  cred- 
ibility of  the  book  of  Acts,  as  a  whole,  vanish. 
But  some  of  the  positive  proofs  of  the  genuineness 
of  this  book  may  be  here  briefly  stated. 

1.  The  testimony  of  the  author,  especially  when 
we  consider  the  form  in  which  it  is  given.  It  is 
generally  conceded  that  the  third  Gospel  and  Acti 
are  by  the  same  author.  This  author  declare! 
(Luke  i.  2)  that  he  derived  his  information  from 
eye-witnesses  and  contemporaries.  The  passages  in 
Acts  (xvi.  11,  XX.  5-15,  xxi.  1-18,  xxvii.  1,  xxviii. 
17)  in  which  the  writer  speaks  in  the  first  person 
plural  —  the  so-called  "  we  "  passages  —  prove  him 
to  have  been  a  companion  of  Paul.  The  theory 
that  Acts  is  a  compilation  of  documents  being  un- 
tenable, we  are  obliged  to  suppose  either  that  the 
writer  was  a  participant  in  the  events  recorded,  or 
that  he  has  introduced  a  document,  retaining  the 
pronominal  peculiarity  07i  purpose  to  deceive  the 
reader.  This  last  hypothesis  is  advocated  by  Zel- 
ler.  Bleek's  theory  that  a  document  from  Timo- 
thy is  artlessly  introduced  without  any  notice  to 
the  reader,  is  refuted  by  the  circumstance  that,  in 
language  and  style,  the  passages  in  question  cor- 
respond with  the  rest  of  the  book. 

2.  The  moral  spirit  of  the  book  is  inconsistent 
with  the  ascription  of  it  to  forgery  and  intentional 
deception.  See,  for  example,  the  narrative  of  Ana- 
nias and  Sapphira. 

3.  The  relation  of  Acts  to  the  Pauline  Epistles 
proves  the  genuineness  and  credibility  of  the  for- 
mer. Both  the  coincidences  and  diversities  make 
up  this  proof.  It  is  exhibited  in  part  in  Paley's 
HortB  Paulime.  The  Acts  is  seen  to  be  an  inde- 
pendent narrative. 

4.  An  examination  of  the  contents  of  the  Acts 
will  show  the  untenable  character  of  the  Tubingen 
hypothesis.  See,  for  example.  Acts  i.  21,  22,  where 
another  Apostle  is  chosen  to  fill  up  the  number  of 
the  twelve,  —  a  passage  which  an  author  such  as 
Baur  dcscriljes  would  never  have  wTittcn.  See 
also  Acts  xxi.  15  seq.,  especially  vers.  20,  21, 
where  the  l)clie\ing  Jews  who  are  zealous  for  the 


AOUA 

law  are  declared  to  be  "  many  thousands  "  {fxvpi- 
iSes).  See  also  Paul's  denunciation  of  the  Jews, 
Acts  xxviii.  25  seq. 

The  historical  discrepancies  which  the  critics 
find  in  Acts  are  such  as,  if  they  were  made  out  to 
exist,  prove  no  "tendency"  or  partisan  purpose 
in  the  work,  but  only  show  that  the  author,  like 
other  credible  historians,  is  not  free  from  inaccura- 
cies. The  speeches  are  doubtless  given  or  repro- 
duced in  the  language  of  Luke  himself.  Their  his- 
torical credibility  is  shown  by  Tholuck  {Theol. 
StiuUen  u.  Kritiken,  1839,  II.). 

In  the  defence  of  the  Tubingen  hypothesis,  see 
Baur,  Diis  Chi-istenthuoi  u.  die  christliche  Kirche 
der  drei  ersten  Jahrhunderten,  2e  Ausg.,  1860; 
also,  his  Paidus ;  and  Zeller,  Die  Apostdgeschichte. 
In  the  refutation  of  this  hypothesis,  see  Eduard 
I^kebusch,  Die  Composition  u.  Enlslehung  der 
Ajx)stel[/eschichte,  1854;  Professor  Hackett,  Com- 
mantnry  on  the  Acts,  revised  ed.  1858  (both  in  the 
introduction  and  in  the  exegesis  of  the  passages 
pertaining  to  the  controversy);  Meyer,  Apostelf/e- 
schichte ;  Lightfoot,  Ep.  to  the  Galatians,  Camb. 
1865,  Diss.  iii.  St.  Paul  and  the  Three,  pp.  276- 
346;  and  Fisher's  Essays  on  the  Supernatural 
Origin  of  Christianity,  New  York,  1865. 

G.  P.  F. 

ACU'A  CAkovS;  [Aid.  'KkovA'^  Accuh). 
Akkub  (1  Esdr.  v.  30) ;  conip.  Ezr.  ii.  45. 

W.  A.  W. 

A'CUB  i'KKoxxp;  Alex.  A/cou/x;  [Aid. 'AKOtyjS :] 
Accusu).  Bakbuk  (1  Esdr.  v.  31 ;  conip.  Ezr.  ii. 
15).  W.  A.  W. 

AD'ADAH  (nil^'T?'    [festival]:  'Apovi\; 

[Alex.  Comp.  Aid.  'A5a5c{:]  Adada),  one  of  the 
cities  in  the  extreme  south  of  Judah  named  with 
Dimonah  and  Kedesh  (Josh.  xv.  22).  It  is  not 
mentioned  in  the  Oiwmisticon  of  Eusebius,  nor 
has  any  trace  of  it  been  yet  discovered. 

A'DAH  (mi?,    ornament,     beauty :    '  A5o : 

Ada).  I.  The  first  of  the  two  wives  of  Lamech, 
fifth  in  descent  from  Cain,  by  whom  were  bom  to 
him  Jabal  and  Jubal  (Gen.  iv.  19,  [20,  23]). 

2.  A  Hittitess,  daughter  of  Elon,  one  (probably 
the  first)  of  the  three  wives  of  I'^u,  mother  of  his 
first-born  son  Eliphaz,  and  so  the  ancestress  of  six 
(or  seven)  of  the  tribes  of  the  Edomites  (Gen.  xxxvi. 
2,  [4,]  10  flf.  15  ff.).  In  Gen.  xxvi.  34,  she  is 
called  Bashemath.  F.  W.  G. 

ADA'IAH  [3  syl.]  CH^IV  [ichom  Jehovah 

adoi-ns] :  'E5eia  ;  [Vat.  ESfiva  ;]  Alex.  USiSa  : 
Hada'ia).  1.  ITie  maternal  grandfather  of  King 
Josiah,  and  native  of  Boscath  in  the  lowlands  of 
Judah  (2  K.  xxii.  1). 

2.  ('A5aj;  [Vat.  aC«'o;]  Alex.  A5aia:  ^c?rtii«.) 
A  Invite,  of  the  Gershonite  branch,  and  ancestor 
of  Asaph  (1  Chr.  vi.  41).  In  ver.  21  he  is  called 
Iddo. 

3.  ('A5ato;  [Vat.  AjSjo;]  Alex.  A\aja:  Adala.) 
A  Benjaminite,  son  of  Shimhi  (1  Chr.  viii.  21), 
who  is  apparently  the  same  as  Shema  in  ver.  13. 

4.  (AJex.  SaSxas,  A5a(a:  Adnias,  Adaia.)  A 
priest,  son  of  Jeroham  (1  Chr.  ix.  12;  Neh.  xi.  12), 
who  returned  with  242  of  his  brethren  from  Baby- 
lon. 

5.  ('ASafaj:  Adaia.)  One  of  the  descendants 
»f  Bani,  who  had  married  a  foreign  wife  after  the 
return  from  Babylon  (Ezr.  x.  29).  He  is  called 
Jedeus  in  1  Esdr.  ix.  30. 
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6.  ('ASata;  Alex.  ASojos;  FA.  ASttan'.  Adaias.) 
The  descendant  of  another  Bani,  who  had  also 
taken  a  foreign  wife  (Ezr.  x.  39.) 

7.  (Alex.  Axato;  [Vat.]  FA.  AoAea:  Adaia.) 
A  man  of  Judah  of  the  line  of  Pharez  (Neh.  xi.  5). 

8.  {^n^lV :  'ASia;  [Vat.  'A^eia,  2.  m.  AS- 
€t« ;]  Alex.  ASaia :  Adaias. )  Ancestor  of  Maaseiah, 
one  of  the  captains  who  supported  Jehoiada  (2  Chr. 
xxiu.  1).  W.  A.  W. 

ADA'LIA  (W^^"7^.:  Bapfd;  [Vat.  M.  Bap- 
ffa;  Alex.  FA.  BapeX;  Comp.  'ASaAid']  Aiklia), 
a  son  of  Haman  (Esth.  ix.  8). 

*  He  was  massacred  by  the  Jews,  together  with 
nine  other  sons  of  Haman,  in  the  palace  of  the 
Persian  king  at  Shushan,  on  Haman's  downfall  and 
the  elevation  of  Mordecai  to  his  place  as  chief  min- 
ister of  state  (Esth.  ix.  6-10).  The  name  is  Per- 
sian, though  the  father  was  probably  an  Amalek- 
ite.  H. 

AD'AM  (ClJfS:  'ASc£/x:  Adam),  the  name 
which  is  given  in  Scripture  to  the  first  man.  The 
term  apparently  has  reference  to  the  ground  from 
which  he  was  formed,  which   is   called  Adamah 

(ni^l^.  Gen.  ii.  7).    The  idea  of  redness  of  cohr 

seems  to  be  inherent  in  either  word.     (Of.  D"}S, 

Lam.  iv.  7;  D  lS,  red,  D  iS  Edrnn,  Gen.  xxv. 

;  0"!!^*,  a  ruby:  Arab.  *ii\^     cohi-e   fusco 

prceditus  fuit,  rvbrum  tinxit,  &c.)  The  generic 
term  Adam,  man,  becomes,  in  the  case  of  the  first 
man,  a  denominative.  Supposing  the  Hebrew  lan- 
guage to  represent  accurately  the  primary  ideas 
connected  with  the  formation  of  man,  it  would 
seem  that  the  appellation  bestowed  by  God  was 
given  to  keep  aUve  in  Adam  the  memory  of  his 
earthly  and  mortal  nature;  whereas  the  name  by 
which   he   preferred  to  designate  himself  was  Ish 

(fr*S,  a  man  of  substance  or  worth.  Gen.  ii.  23). 
The  creation  of  man  was  the  work  of  the  sixth 
day.  His  formation  was  the  ultimate  olyect  of  the 
Creator.  It  was  with  reference  to  him  that  all 
things  were  designed.  He  was  to  be  the  "  roof 
and  crown"  of  the  whole  fabric  of  the  world.  In 
the  first  nine  chapters  of  Genesis  there  appear  to  be 
three  distinct  histories  relating  more  or  less  to  the 
Ufe  of  Adam.  The  first  extends  from  Gen.  i.  1  to 
ii.  3,  the  second  from  ii.  4  to  iv.  26,  the  third  from 
V.  1  to  the  end  of  ix.  The  word  at  the  commence- 
ment of  the  two  latter  narratives,  which  is  ren- 
dered there  and  elsewhere  generati<.ms,  may  also  be 
rendered  histxn'y.  The  style  of  the  second  of  thesf* 
records  differs  very  considerably  from  that  of  the 
first.  In  the  first  the  Deity  is  designated  by  the 
word  Elohim ;  in  the  second  He  is  generally  spoken 
of  as  Jehovah  Elohim.  The  object  of  the  first  of 
these  narratives  is  to  record  the  creation ;  that  of 
the  second  to  give  an  account  of  paradise,  tlie  orig- 
inal sin  of  man  and  the  immediate  posterity  of 
Adam;  the  third  contains  mainly  the  history  of 
Noah,  referring,  it  would  seem,  to  Adam  and  his 
descendants,  principally  in  relation  to  that  patri- 
arch. 

The  Mosaic  accounts  furnish  us  with  very  few 
materials  from  which  to  form  any  adequate  concep- 
tion of  the  first  man.  He  is  said  to  have  been 
created  in  the  image  and  likeness  of  God,  and  thia 
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is  commonly  interpreted  to  mean  some  super-ex- 
cellent and  divine  condition  which  was  lost  at  the 
FaU :  apparently,  however,  without  sufficient  reason, 
as  the  continuance  of  tliis  condition  is  implied  in 
the  time  of  Noah,  subsequent  to  the  flood  (Gen.  ix. 
6),  and  is  asserted  as  a  fact  by  St.  James  (iii.  9), 
and  by  St.  I'aul  (1  Cor.  xi.  7).  It  more  probably 
points  to  the  Divine  pattern  and  archetyj)e  after 
wliich  man's  intelligent  nature  was  fashioned ;  rea- 
son, understanding,  imagination,  volition,  <!fcc.  being 
attributes  of  God ;  and  man  alone  of  the  animals 
of  the  earth  being  possessed  of  a  spiritual  nature 
which  resembled  God's  nature.  Man,  in  short,  was 
a  spirit  created  to  reflect  God's  righteousness  and 
truth  and  love,  and  capable  of  holding  direct  inter- 
course and  communion  with  Him.  As  long  as  his 
will  moved  in  harmony  with  God's  will,  he  fulfilled 
the  purpose  of  his  Creator.  When  he  refused  sub- 
mission to  God,  he  broke  the  law  of  his  existence 
and  fell,  introducing  confusion  and  disorder  into  the 
economy  of  his  nature.  As  much  as  this  we  may 
learn  from  what  St.  Paul  says  of  "  the  new  man 
being  renewed  in  knowledge  after  the  image  of  Him 
that  created  him  "  (Col.  iii.  10),  the  restoration  to 
such  a  condition  being  the  very  work  of  the  Holy 
Spirit  of  God.  The  name  Adam  was  not  confined 
to  the  father  of  the  human  race,  but  like  hmiw  was 
applicable  to  iixnnan  as  well  as  man.  so  that  we  find 
it  is  said  in  Gen.  v.  1,  2,  "  This  is  the  book  of  the 
'  history '  of  Adam  in  the  day  that  God  created 
'  Adam,'  in  the  likeness  of  God  made  He  him,  male 
and  female  created  He  them,  and  called  thtir  name 
Adam  in  the  day  when  they  were  created." 

The  man  Adam  was  placed  in  a  garden  which 
the  Lord  God  had  planted  "eastward  in  Eden," 
for  the  purpose  of  dressing  it  and  keeping  it.  It 
is  of  course  hopeless  to  attempt  to  identify  the  sit- 
uation of  Eden  with  that  of  any  district  familiar 
to  modem  geography.  There  seems  good  ground 
for  supposing  it  to  have  been  an  actual  locality. 
It  was  probably  near  the  source  of  a  river  which 
subsequently  divided  into  four  streams.  These 
are  mentioned  by  name:  I'ison  is  supposed  by 
some  to  be  the  Indus,  Gihon  is  taken  for  the 
Nile,  Hiddekel  is  called  by  the  LXX.  here,  and  at 
l^n.  X.  4,  Tigris,  and  the  fourth  is  Euphrates; 
but  how  they  should  have  been  originally  united  is 
unintelUgible.  Adam  was  permitted  to  eat  of  the 
fruit  of  every  tree  in  the  garden  but  one,  which  was 
called  the  "tree  of  the  knowledge  of  good  and 
evil."  What  this  was  it  is  also  impossible  to  say. 
Its  name  would  seem  to  indicate  that  it  had  the 
power  of  bestowing  the  consciousness  of  the  differ- 
srence  between  good  and  evil ;  in  the  ignorance  of 
which  man's  innocence  and  happiness  consisted. 
The  prohibition  to  taste  the  fruit  of  this  tree  was 
( nforced  by  the  menace  of  death.  There  was  also 
another  tree  which  was  called  "  the  tree  of  life." 
Some  suppose  it  to  have  acted  as  a  kind  of  med- 
icine, and  that  by  the  continual  use  of  it  our  first 
parents,  not  created  immortsil,  were  preserved  tcom 
death.  (Abp.  Whately.)  While  Adam  was  in  the 
garden  of  Eden  the  beasts  of  the  field  and  the 
fowls  of  the  air  were  brought  to  him  to  be  named, 
and  whatsoever  he  called  every  living  creature 
that  was  the  name  thereof.  Thus  the  power  of 
fitly  designating  objects  of  sense  was  possessed  by 
the  first  man,  a  faculty  which  is  generally  considered 
as  indicating  mature  and  extensive  intellectu.il  re- 
Kources.  Upon  the  failure  of  a  companion  suitable 
for  Adam  among  the  creatures  thus  brought  to  him 
to  be  named,  the  Lord  God  caused  a  deep  sleep  to 
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fall  upon  him,  and  took  one  of  his  ribs  from  him, 
which  He  fashioned  into  a  woman  and  brought  her 
to  the  man.  Prof.  S.  Lee  supposed  the  narrative 
of  the  creation  of  Eve  to  have  been  revealed  to 
Adam  in  his  deep  sleep  (Lee's  Jcb,  Introd.  p.  16). 
This  is  agreeable  with  the  analogy  of  similar  pas- 
sages, as  Acts  X.  10,  xi.  5,  xxii.  17.  At  this  time 
they  are  both  described  as  being  naked  without  the 
consciousness  of  shame. 

Such  is  the  Scripture  account  of  Adam  prior  to 
the  Fall.  There  is  no  narrative  of  any  condition 
superhuman  or  contrary  to  the  ordinary  laws  of 
humanity.  The  first  man  is  a  true  man,  with  the 
powers  of  a  man  and  the  innocence  of  a  child. 
He  is  moreover  spoken  of  by  St.  Paul  as  being 
"the  figure,  tuttos,  of  Him  that  was  to  come," 
the  second  Adam,  Christ  Jesus  (Kom.  v.  14).  His 
human  excellence,  therefore,  cannot  have  been 
superior  to  that  of  the  Son  of  Mary,  who  was 
Himself  the  Pattern  and  Perfect  Man.  By  the 
subtlety  of  the  serpent,  the  woman  who  was  given 
to  be  with  Adam,  was  beguiled  into  a  violation  of 
the  one  command  which  had  been  imposetl  upon 
them.  She  took  of  the  ftnit  of  the  forbidden  tree 
and  gave  it  to  her  husband.  The  propriety  of  its 
name  was  immediately  shown  in  the  results  which 
followed :  self-consciousness  was  the  first  fruits  of 
sin;  their  eyes  were  opened  and  they  knew  that 
they  were  naked."  The  subsequent  conduct  of 
Adam  would  seem  to  militate  against  the  notion 
that  he  was  in  himself  the  perfection  of  moral  ex- 
cellence. His  cowardly  attempt  to  clear  himself  by 
the  inculpation  of  his  helpless  wife  bears  no  marks 
of  a  high  moral  nature  even  though  fallen ;  it  was 
conduct  unworthy  of  his  sons,  and  such  as  many 
of  them  would  have  scorned  to  adopt.**  Though 
the  curse  of  Adam's  rebellion  of  necessity  fell  upon 
him,  yet  the  very  prohibition  to  eat  of  the  tree  of 
life  after  his  transgression,  was  probably  a  manifes- 
tation of  Divine  mercy,  because  the  greatest  male- 
diction of  aU  would  have  been  to  have  the  gift  of 
indestructible  life  superadded  to  a  state  of  wTetch- 
edness  and  sin.  When  moreover  we  find  in  Prov. 
iii.  18,  that  wisdom  is  declared  to  be  a  tree  of  life 
to  them  that  lay  hold  uiwn  her,  and  in  Pev.  ii.  7, 
xxii.  2,  14,  that  the  same  expression  is  applied  to 
the  grace  of  Christ,  we  are  led  to  conclude  that  this 
was  merely  a  temporary  prohibition  imposed  till 
the  Gospel  dispensation  should  be  brought  in. 
Upon  this  supposition  the  condition  of  Christians 
now  is  as  favorable  as  that  of  Adam  before  the 
Fall,  and  their  spiritual  state  the  same,  with  the 


a  *  For  an  analysis  of  this  first  sin  of  the  race,  the 
nature  of  the  temptation,  and  its  effects  on  the  mind 
of  Adam,  the  reader  will  find  Auberlen's  reuiarks  in- 
structive (Die  giitUiche  Offenbaruns;,  i.  154  ff.,  trans- 
lated in  the  BM.  Sacra,  xxii.  430  ff.).  H. 

b  •  The  better  view  of  interpreters  is  that  Adam 
meant  to  cast  the  blame  of  hi.s  sin  not  so  much  on 
Eve  as  on  his  Maker  for  having  given  to  him  a  woman 
whose  example  had  led  him  into  transttreasion.  And 
in  that  disposition  certainly  he  manifested  only  a  trait 
of  human  character  that  has  ever  distinguished  his 
descendants,  namely,  a  proneness  to  find  the  cause  of 
sin  not  in  their  own  hearts,  but  in  God's  relations  to 
them  as  having  ordained  the  circumstances  in  which 
they  act,  and  given  to  them  the  moral  nature  which 
they  possess.  In  that  remonstrance  of  the  Apostle 
James  (i.  13-15)  against  this  self-exculimtory  spirit, 
"  Let  no  man  say  when  he  is  tempted,  I  am  tempted  of 
God,"  &c.,  we  sinvply  hear  again  the  eoho  of  Adam's 
defense  in  the  garden,  "  The  woman  whom  thou  gavest 
to  be  with  me  "  (Gen.  iii.  12).  H. 
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single  exception  of  the  consciousness  of  sin  and  the 
knowledge  of  good  and  evil. 

Till  a  recent  period  it  has  been  generally  believed 
that  the  Scriptural  narrative  supposes  the  whole 
hiuuan  race  to  have  sprung  fix)m  one  pair.  It  is 
maintained  that  the  0.  T.  assumes  it  in  the  reason 
assigned  for  the  name  which  Adam  gave  his  wife 
after  the  Fall,  namely,  Eve,  or  Chavvah,  i.  e.  a  liv- 
iny  woman,  "  because  she  was  the  mother  of  all 
living;  "  and  that  St.  Paul  assumes  it  in  his  sermon 
at  Athens  when  he  declares  that  God  hath  made 
of  one  blood  all  nations  of  men ;  and  in  the  Epistle 
to  the  Romans,  and  first  Epistle  to  the  Corinthians, 
when  he  opposes  Christ  as  the  representative  of  re- 
deemed humanity,  to  Adam  as  the  representative 
of  natural,  fallen,  and  sinful  humanity.  But  the 
full  consideration  of  this  important  subject  wiU 
come  more  appropriately  under  the  article  Man. 

In  the  middle  ages  discussions  were  raised  aa  to 
the  period  which  Adam  remained  in  Paradise  in  a 
sinless  state.  To  these  6ante  refers  in  the  Paradise, 
xxvi.  139-142:  — 

"  Nel  monte,  che  si  leva  piii  dall'  onda, 
Fu'  io,  con  vita  pura  e  disonesta, 
Dalla  prim'  era  a  quella  ch'  e  seconda. 
Come  il  Sol  muta  quadra,  all'  ora  sesta." 

Dante  therefore  did  not  suppose  Adam  to  have 
been  more  than  seven  hours  in  the  earthly  paradise. 
Adam  is  stated  to  have  lived  930  years :  so  it  would 
seem  that  the  death  which  resulted  from  his  sin 
was  the  spiritual  death  of  alienation  from  God. 
"In  the  day  that  thou  eatest  thereof  thou  shalt 
surely  die:"  and  accordingly  we  find  that  this 
spiritual  death  began  to  work  immediately.  The 
sons  of  Adam  mentioned  in  Scripture  are  Cain, 
Abel  and  Seth.  It  is  implied,  however,  that  he 
had  others.  S.  L. 

AD'AM  (niS=e«r<A:«  [Comp.  Aid.  'A5- 

ttjUi':]  Adorn,),  a  city  on  the  Jordan  "beside  (ISQ) 
'  Zarthan,'  "  in  the  tinae  of  Joshua  (Josh.  iii.  16). 
It  is  not  elsewhere  mentioned,  nor  is  there  any  ref- 
erence to  it  in  Josephus.  The  LXX.  (both  MSS.) 
[both  in  the  Rom.  ed.  and  the  Alex.  MS.]  has  eus 
fifpovs  Kapiadiaplfi  [Vat.  KaBtaipeiv],  a  curious 
variation,  in  which  it  has  been  suggested  (Stanley, 
S.  (f.  P.  App.  §  80,  note)  that  a  trace  of  Adam 
appears  in  apifx,  D  being  changed  to  R  according 
to  the  frequent  custom  of  the  LXX. 

Note.  —  The  A.  V.  here  follows  the  Keri,  which, 

for  i-"TW2:="by  Adam,"  the  reading  in  the  He- 
brew text  or  Chetib,  has  2^Sp  =  "  from  Adam," 
an  alteration  which  is  a  questionable  improvement 
(Keil,  p.  51).  The  accurate  rendering  of  the  text 
is  "  rose  up  upon  a  heap,  very  far  off,  by  Adam, 
the  city  that  is  beside  Zarthan  "  (Stanley,  S.  4'  P- 
p.  304,  note).  G. 

AD'AM  AH  (npiH  [earth]:  'Ap/Ml0; 
[Alex.  Comp.  Aid.  'ASa/xl']  JEdemn),  one  of  the 
"fenced  cities"  of  Naphtali,  named  between  Chin- 
nereth  and  ha-Ramah  (Josh.  xix.  36).  It  was 
probably  situated  to  the  N.  W.  of  the  Sea  of  Gali- 
lee, but  no  trace  of  it  has  yet  been  discovered. 

ADAMANT  ("1''Q^,  shdmir :  aBafxivTivos- 


«  Can  the  place  have  derived  its  nsime  from  the 
" '  &t '  ground  "  (HD^SH)  which  was  in  this  very 
neighborhood  —  "  between  Succoth  and  Zarthan  " 
(1  K.  Tii.  46)? 
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adamas^).  The  word  Shamir  occurs  as  a  common 
noun  eleven  times  in  the  O.  T.  In  eight  of  these 
passages  it  evidently  stands  for  some  prickly  plant, 
and  accordingly  it  is  rendered  "  briers  "<^  by  the 
A.  V.  In  the  three  remaining  passages  (Jer.  xvii. 
1;  Ez.  iii.  9;  Zech.  vii.  12)  it  is  the  representative 
of  some  stone  of  excessive  hardness,  and  is  ased 
in  each  of  these  last  instances  metaphorically.  In 
Jer.  xvii.  1,  S^dmi/- ="  diamond  "  in  the  text  of 
the  A.  V.  "The  sin  of  Judah  is  written  with  a 
pen  of  iron  and  with  the  point  of  a  diamond," 
i.  e.  the  people's  idolatry  is  indelibly  fixed  in  their 
affections,  engraved  as  it  were  on  the  tablets  of 
their  hearts.  In  Ez.  iii.  9,  SA dwir  =  "  adamant." 
"  As  an  adamant  harder  than  flint  have  I  made 
thy  forehead,  fear  them  not."  Here  the  word  is 
intended  to  signify  that  firmness  of  purpose  with 
which  the  prophet  should  resist  the  sin  of  the  re- 
bellious house  of  Israel.  In  Zech.  vii.  12,  the 
Hebrew  word  ^  "  adamant-stone  "  —  "  Yea,  they 
made  their  hearts  as  an  adamant-stone,  lest  they 
should  hear  the  law,"  — and  is  used  to  express  the 
hardness  of  the  hearts  of  the  Jews  in  resisting 
truth. 

The  LXX.  afford  us  but  little  clue  whereby  to 
identify  the  mineral  here  spoken  of,  for  in  Ez.  iii.  9 
and  in  Zech.  vii.  12  they  have  not  rendered  the 
Hebrew  word  at  dl,  while  the  whole  passage  in 
Jer.  xvii.  1-5  is  altogether  omitted  in  the  Vatican 
MS. ;  the  Alexandrine  MS.,  however  has  the  pas- 
sage, and  reads,  with  the  versions  of  Aquila,  Theo- 
dotion,  and  Symmachus,  "  with  a  nail  of  ada- 
mant." ''  "  Adamant"  occurs  in  the  Apocrj'pha, 
in  Ecclus.  xvi.  16. 

Our  English  "  Adamant "  is  derived  from  the 
Greek,''  and  signifies  "  the  unconquerable,"  in 
allusion,  perhaps,  to  the  hard  nature  of  the  sul>- 
stance,  or,  according  to  Pliny  (xxxvii.  15),  because 
it  was  supposed  to  be  indestructible  by  fire-^  The 
Greek  writers  s  generally  apply  the  word  to  some 
very  hard  metal,  perhaps  steel,  though  they  do  also 
use  it  for  a  mineral.  Pliny,  in  the  chapter  referred 
to  above,  enumerates  six  varieties  of  Ad((mris. 
Dana  {Sysl.  Mineral,  art.  Diamond)  says  that  the 
word  "  Adamas  was  appUed  by  the  ancients  to  sev- 
eral minerals  differing  much  in  their  physical 
properties.  A  few  of  these  are  quartz,  specular 
iron  ore,  emery,  and  other  substances  of  rather 
high  d^rees  of  hardness,  which  cannot  now  be 
identified."  Nor  does  the  English  language  attach 
any  one  definite  meaning  to  Adamant ;  sometimes 
indeed  we  understand  the  diamond '^  by  it,  but  it  is 
often  used  vaguely  to  express  any  substance  of  im- 


0»^        9(5^  O'O* 

6  Arab,   jj^L*,  et  \y4Ju,  '•  7-  (jajL+JI,    'x'"- 

mas.     The  Chaldeo  S~l^ptt\ 

c  The  word  is  then  firequently  associated  with 
rr^tt^  "thorns." 

<^  iv  oit;x'  aSa/naiTtvo),  LXX.  Alex. ;  "  in  ungue 
adamantine,"  Vulg. 

^  a,  ScLfjLaoj. 

f  It  is  incorrect  to  suppose  that  even  the  diamond, 
which  is  only  pure  carbon  crystallized,  is  "  invincible  " 
by  fire.  It  will  bum,  and  at  a  temperature  of  14° 
Wedgewood  will  be  wholly  consumed,  producing  car- 
bonic acid  gas. 

(/  Comp.  also  Senec.  Hercul.  Fur.  807 :  "  Adamante 
texto  vincire." 

h  Our  English  diamond  is  merely  a  corruption  of 
adamant.     Comp.  the  French  diamante. 
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penetrable  hardness.  Chaucer,  Bacon,  Shakes- 
peare, use  it  in  some  instances  for  the  lodestone." 
In  modem  mineralogy  the  simple  term  Adanuint 
has  no  technical  signification,  but  Adamantine  Spar 
is  a  mineral  well  known,  and  is  closely  allied  to  that 
which  we  have  good  reason  for  identijfying  with  the 
Shamir  or  Adamant  of  the  Hible. 

That  some  hard  cutting  stone  is  intended  can 
be  shown  from  the  passage  in  Jeremiah  quoted 
above.  Moreover  the  Hebrew  root*  {Shamar, '■'■  to 
cut,"  "  to  pierce  " ),  from  which  the  word  is  derived, 
reveals  the  nature  of  the  stone,  the  sharpness  of 
which,  moreover,  is  proved  by  the  identity  of  the 
original  word  with  a  biitr  or  ihot-n.  Now  since, 
in  the  opinion  of  those  who  have  given  much  at- 
tention to  the  subject,  the  Hebrews  appear  to  have 
lieen  unacquainteti  with  the  true  diamond,^  it  is 
very  probable,  from  the  expression  in  l-iz.  iii.  9,  of 
"adamant  harder  th<m  Jiint,"  ''  that  by  Shamir  is 
intended  some  variety  of  Corundum,  a  mineral 
inferior  only  to  the  diamond  in  hardness.  Of  this 
mineral  there  are  two  principal  groups ;  one  is  crys- 
talline, the  other  granular  ;  to  the  crystalline  va- 
rieties belong  the  indigo-blue  sapphire,  the  red 
oriental  ruby,  the  yellow  oriental  topaz,  the  green 
oriental  emerald,  the  violet  oriental  amethyst,  the 
brown  adamantine  spar.  But  it  is  to  the  granular 
or  massive  variety  that  the  Shamir  may  with  most 
probability  be  assigned.  This  is  the  modem  Emery, 
extensively  used  in  the  arts  for  poUshing  and  cutting 
gems  and  other  hard  substances;  it  is  found  in 
Saxony,  Italy,  Asia  Minor,  the  East  Indies,  Sx., 
and  "  occurs  in  lioulders  or  nodules  in  mica  slate,  in 
talcose  rock,  or  in  granular  limestone,  associated 
with  oxide  of  iron;  the  color  is  smoke-gray  or 
bluish-gray;  fracture  imperfect.  The  best  kinds 
are  those  which  have  a  blue  tint;  but  many  sub- 
stances now  sold  under  the  name  of  emery  contain 
no  corundum."  e  The  Greek  name  for  the  emery 
is   Smyris   or   Sniiris,f  and    the    Hebrew  lexico- 


a  Chaucer,  Romaunt  of  the  Rose,  1182;  Shakes- 
peare, Mid.  Nigkt  Dr.  Act  ii.  so.  2,  and  DroU.  and 
Oess.  Act  iii.  sc.  2 ;  Bacon's  Essay  on  Travel. 

6  Fiirsfg  Concordanliee,  HQ^^j  incidere,  impingere. 
But  Gesenius,    Tkes.   sub   voc.  lOlT,  •'•  ?.  1QD, 

^  ^*  ' 

*nj2K7,  horruit,  riguU.    Whence  Arab.  ^^_ku,  Samur, 

"  an  Egyptian  thom  "  (see  Forskal,  Fl.  JEg.  Ar.  cxxiii. 
S    >     , 

176),  and  «ajoLw<,  adamas.     SeeFreytag,  Lex.  Arab. 

1.  T. 

c  Dann  says  that  the  method  of  polishing  diamonds 
was  first  discovered  iu  1466  by  Louis  Bergnen,  a  cit- 
izen of  Bruges,  previous  to  which  time  the  diamond 
was  only  known  in  its  native  uncut  state.  It  is  quite 
clear  that  S4<imir  cannot  mean  diamond,  for  if  it  did 
the  word  would  l>e  mentioned  with  precious  stones ; 
but  this  is  not  the  case. 

<*  "ikp  pTn.  That  ~1V^  though  it  may  some- 
times be  applied  to  "  rock  "  generally,  yet  sometimes 
=_/7m<,  or  some  other  variety  of  qiiarlz,  seems  clear 
from  Ex.  iv.  25  :  — ''  Then  Zipporah  took  a  sharp  stone  " 

(T'),  3>5r.  That  tlint  knives  were  in  common  use 
amongst  Eastern  naUons  is  well  known.  Compare 
that  very  intaresting  verse  of  the  LX.X.,  Josh.  xxiv. 
81. 

e  Aneted's  Mineralogy,  §  894. 

.^  (Tftvptt,  or  (Tfttptf,  vfiiptt  est  o^iftov  tlSot 
(Hesychius) ;  vfiCpn  \i9oi  i<rri  (Dioacor.  t.  165).    Both 
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graphers  derive  this  word  from  the  Hebrew  Shamir: 
There  seems  to  be  no  doubt  whatever  that  the  two 
words  are  identical,  and  that  by  Adamant  we  are 
to  understand  the  emery-stone,^  or  the  uncrystal- 
line  variety  of  the  Corundum.  ^ 

The  word  Shamir  occurs  in  the  0.  T.  three 
times  as  a  proper  name  —  once  as  the  name  of  a 
man''  (1  Chr.  xxiv.  24),  and  twice  as  the  name  of 
a  town.  The  name  of  the  town  may  have  reference 
to  the  rocky  natm-e  of  the  situation,  or  to  briers 
and  thorns  abundant  in  the  neighborhood.' 

W.  H. 

AD'AMI  O^^W  ["  humanus,"  human,  or 
Adamite:]  'Apfit;  [Alex.  Aid. 'Ap^/;  Comp. 'A5- 
ffifjii'-]  Adanu),  a  place  on  the  border  of  Naphtali, 
named  after  AUon  bezaanannim  (Josh.  xix.  33). 
By  some  it  is  taken  in  connection  with  the  next 
name,  han-Nekeb,  but  see  Reland,  p.  545.  In  the 
post-biblical  times  Adami  bore  the  name  of  Damin. 

ATJAR  (accurately  Addar,  ~1"^S  [height]: 
2(£pa5a;  [Alex.  Aid.  Comp.  'ASSapd:]  Addar),  a 
place  on  the  south  boundary  of  Palestine  and  of 
Judah  (Josh.  xv.  3)  which  in  the  parallel  list  is 
called  Hazak-ai)D.\h. 

A'DAR.     [iMosTHS.] 

AD'ASA  ("ASao-a,  LXX.;  ret  'ASoo-i,  Jos.: 
Adarsa,  Adazer),  a  place  in  Judasa,  a  day's  jour- 
ney from  Gazera,  and  30  stadia  from  Bethlioron 
(Jos.  Ant.  xii.  10,  §  5).  Here  Judas  Maccaba?u3 
encamped  before  the  battle  in  which  Nicanor  was 
killed,  Nicanor  hanng  pitched  at  Bethhoron  (1 
Mace.  vii.  40,  45).  In  the  Onomasticon  it  is  men- 
tioned as  near  Guphna  [the  Roman  Gophna  and 
present  Jufna^  2^  miles  north-west  of  Betiiel.  See 
Ophni.] 

AD'BEEL  (^SaiS :  Na)85r(j\;  [in  1  Chr., 
Vat.  tia^SairjX:  Comp.  'A)35jj^\;  Aid.  Ai-|85i^\:] 
Adbeel ;  'AfiSerjXos,  Joseph.;  "perhaps  ^miracle 

o/  God,'  from  ijjvt,  mirack,"  Gesen.  s.  v.)  a 

son  of  Ishmael  (Gen.  xxv.  13;  1  Chr.  i.  29),  and 
probably  the  progenitor  of  an  Arab  tribe.  No  sat- 
isfactory identification  of  this  name  with  that  of 
any  people  or  place  mentioned  by  the  Greek  geog- 
raphers, or  by  the  Arabs  themselves,  has  yet  tieen 
discovered.  The  latter  have  lost  most  of  the  names 
of  Ishmael's  descendants  between  that  ixitriaroh 
and  'Adniin  (who  is  said  to  be  of  the  21st  genera- 
tion before  Mohammed),  ajid  this  could  scarcely 
have  been  the  case  if  tribes,  or  places  named  after 
them,  existed  in  the  times  of  Arabian  historians  or 
relaters  of  traditions:  it  is  therefore  unlikely  that 

statements  are  correct ;  the  one  refers  to  the  powder, 
the  other  to  the  stone.  The  Gorman  Smirgel,  or 
ScJunirgel,  is  evidently  allied  to  the  Hebrew  or  Greek 
words.  Bohlen  considers  the  Hebrew  word  to  be  of 
Indian  origin,  comparing  asniira,  a  stone  whicli  eats 
away  iron.  Doubtless  all  these  words  have  a  common 
origin. 

9  This  is  probably  the  same  stone  which  Herodotus 
(vii.  69)  »y8  the  .Ethiopians  in  the  army  of  Xerxes 
used  instead  of  iron  to  point  their  arrows  with,  and 
by  means  of  which  they  engraved  seals. 

A  In  the  Ken.     The  Chethib  has  "TUCt*',   Shamttr. 

>'  It  will  be  enough  merely  to  allude  to  the  Ilabbiiii- 
cal  fiible  about  Solomon,  the  Hoopoe,  and  thf>  worm 
Shamir.  See  Bochart's  Hierotoicon,  vol.  iii.  n.  84'2. 
ed.  BoeenmUUer,  and  Buztorf,  Lex.  Tiilmud.  coif  IfiSo- 
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Jiese  names  are  to  be  recov^ed  from  the  wMfa  of 
native  authors.  But  some  they  have  taken,  and 
apparently  corrupted,  from  the  Bibk;  and  among 
these  is  Adbeel,  writtoi  (in  the  Afir-dt  ez-Zemdm) 

juy.  E-S.P. 

ADD  AN  (1^  [strong]:  'mJw,  LXX.; 
AaXap  [Vat,  AAAcu),  Alex.  AAop],  Apocr,  1  Esdr. : 
Ji'.fon,  Vulg.),  one  of  the  places  firom  which  some  of 
the  captivity  returned  with  Zerubbabel  to  Judaea 
who  could  not  show  their  pedigree  as  Isradites 
(Ezr.  ii.  59).  In  the  parallel  lists  of  Nehemiah  (™. 
61)  and  Esdras  the  name  is  Addox  and  A.\i^vk. 

G. 

*  Perhaps  the  name  Aalar  in  1  Esdr.  v.  -36  cor- 
responds to  Immek  in  Ezra  and  Nehemiah.  It 
appears  in  Esdras  as  the  name  of  a  man.  See 
Char.vathai_\r.  A. 

ADTJAR  v"!^:  ASip;  ^at.  AA«;  Akx. 
ApeS:  Comp.  'A5of>:]  Addar),  son  of  Bda  (1  Cbr. 
\m.  3),  called  Akd  in  Num.  xrvi.  4<J. 

ADDER.  This  word  in  the  test  of  the  A.  V. 
is  the  representative  of  four  distinct  Hebrew  names, 
mentioned  below.  It  occurs  in  (Jen.  xlix.  17  (mar- 
gin, arrotcsnal-e);  Ps.  Iviii.  4  (margin,  rt^J);  xci. 
1.3  (margin,  asp);  Prov.  xxiii.  32  (margin,  cocta- 
trict):  and  in  Is.  xi.  8,  xiv.  29,  lix.  5,  the  margin 
Lis  wider,  where  the  text  has  cockatrice.  Our 
En£:lish  word  adder  is  used  for  any  poisonous  snake, 
and  is  applied  in  this  general  sense  by  the  transla- 
tors of  the  A.  V."  Tiey  use  in  a  similar  way  the 
synonymous  term  asp. 

L  Acskub  (2^275?  :  aunris-  aspis)  b  found 
only  in  Ps.  csl.  3:  "They  have  sharpened  their 
tongues  like  a  serpent,  adder's  poison  is  undo-  their 
lips."  The  hitta  half  of  this  verse  is  quoted  by 
St.  Paul  from  the  LXX.  in  Rom.  iii.  13.  Thie 
poison  of  venomous  sapents  is  often  employed  by 
the  sacred  writers  in  a  figiu^tive  sense  to  express 
the  e^"il  tempers  of  ungodly  men  —  that  malignity 
which,  as  Bishop  Home  says,  is  ••  the  venom  and 
poison  of  the  intellectual  world "  (comp.  Deut. : 
xxxii.  33:  Job  xx.  14,  16). 

It  is  not  possible  to  say  with  any  d^ree  of  cer- 
tainty what  particular  species  of  serpent  is  intended  ; 
by  the  Hebrew  word :  the  ancient  versions  do  not  I 
hdp  us  at  all,  although  nearly  all  agree  in  some ! 
kind  of  serpent,  with  the  exception  of  the  Chaldee  j 
paraphrase,  which  imderstands  a  spider  by  Acshub, 
interpreting  this  Hebrew  word  by  one  of  somewhat 
simi^  form.*  The  etvmolosv  of  the  term  is  not 
ascertained  with  sufficient  precision  to  enable  us  to 
refer  the  animal  to  any  determinate  species.  (Jese- ' 
nius  deri^-es  it  from  two  Hebrew  roots,<^  the  com- ' 
bined  meaning  of  which  is  •>  rolled  in  a  spire  and 
Iving  in  ambush;  "  a  description  which  would  ap- 1 
ply  to  almost  any  kind  of  serpent. 

The  number  of  poisonous  serpents  with  which ! 
the  Jews  were  acquainted  was  in  all  probability 
limited  to  some  five  or  six  species  [Serpext],  and 
as  there  are  reasonable  grounds  for  identifying . 
Ptthen  and  ShephlphoH  with  two  well  known  spe- 
cies, \iz.  the  Egyptian  Cobra  and  the  Homed  Viper, 
it  is  not  improbable  that  the  Acshub  may  be  repre- ; 
sented  by  the  Tcaricoa  of  E^ypt  and  North  Africa,  i 

n  Adder,  in  systematic  soologr,  is  geueially  applied  : 
to  those  genera  which  form  the  fiunily  yiptridce ;  —  A^i  1 
50  the  Yiptra  Aspis  of  the  Alps. 

>>W''D2V,Aetabuk.  I 
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At  any  rate  it  is  unlikely  that  the  Jews  were  nnae- 
quainted  with  this  kind,  which  is  common  in 
Egypt  and  probably  in  Syria:  the  Echis  artnicola, 
therefore,  for  such  b  this  adder's  scientific  name, 
may  be  identical  in  name  and  reality  with  the  ani- 
mal signifwH  by  the  Hebrew  AcshOb. 


Toxicoa,  of  Egypt- 


^'-^Jkf, 


Colonel  Hamilton  Smith  suggests  that  the  Ac- 
shub niav  be  the  puff  or  spoocb-addo'  ot  the  Dutch 
colonists  .at  the  Cape  of  tiood  Hope,  or  that  of 
Westan  Africa;  but  it  has  never  been  shown  that 
the  Cape  species  ( Clotho  arieians)  or  the  W.  Afri- 
can species  ( Clotho  laterisiriffa),  the  only  two  hith- 
erto known,  are  either  of  them  inhabitants  of  a  dis- 
trict so  &r  north  and  east  as  Egypt. 

2.  Peihen  (^H^).     [Asp.] 

3.  Tsepka,  or  TrnphdiU  (3??^,  "'a'ly^S: 
?K7ow  iurrtBttr,  Kfpdffnts-  rtpuius)  occurs' five 
times  in  the  Hebrew  Bible.  In  Prov.  xxiii.  32  it 
b  translated  adiler.  and  in  the  three  passages  of 
Isaiah  quoted  above,  as  well  as  in  Jer.  viii.  17,  it  b 
rendaed  cockairict.  The  dm^-ation  of  the  word 
from  a  root  which  means  •'  to  hiss  "  does  not  help 
us  at  all  to  identify  the  animal.  From  Jeremiah 
we  leam  that  it  was  of  a  hostile  nature,  and  from 
the  parallelbm  of  Is.  xi.  8,  it  appears  that  the  Tsi- 
phmi  was  considered  eren  more  dreadfiil  than  the 
Pethen.  Bochart,  in  hb  Hienmiiam  (iii.  182,  ed. 
Roeenmiiller),  has  endeavtwed  to  prove  that  the  Tsi- 
phoni  b  the  Basilisk  of  the  Greeks  (whence  Jaome 
in  Yulg.  reads  Reguim),  which  was  then  supposed 
to  destroy  lifie,  bum  up  grass,  and  break  stones  by 
the  pernicious  influence  of  its  breath  (comp.  Plin. 
H.  X.  \m.  c  33) ;  but  thb  b  expkuning  an  •'  igno- 
tmn  per  ignotius." 

The  whole  story  of  the  BasiUsk  b  involved  in 
&ble,  and  it  b  in  vain  to  attempt  to  discover  the 
animal  to  which  the  ancients  attributed  such  terri- 
ble powCT.  It  b  curioiLs  to  ohser>-e.  howe\-er,  that 
Forskil  {Descr.  Animal,  p.  15)  speaks  of  a  kind  of 
serpmt  (Cobtber  HoUeik  b  the  name  he  gives  it) 
which  he  says  produces  irritation  on  the  spot 
touched  by  its  breath ;  he  b  quoting,  no  doubt,  the 

c  Vus.  sub  TOc. :  —  IP557,  reiimiMm  w/eant,  and 

^"^P  insidiatMS  est.  AM  Arab.  katMitt  (impetom 
fteere),  rel  etiam  gashab  (Tenenmn)  ecMifcrant 
(Tunt.) 
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opinion  of  the  Arabs.  Is  this  a  relic  of  the  Basi- 
liskan  fable  ?  This  creature  was  so  called  from  a 
mark  on  its  head,  supposed  to  resemble  a  kingly 
crown.  Several  serpents,  however,  have  peculiar 
markings  on  the  head  —  the  varieties  of  the  Spec- 
tacle-Cobras of  India,  for  example  —  so  that  iden- 
tification is  impossible.  As  the  LXX.  make  use 
of  the  word  Basilisk  (Ps.  xc.  13;  xci.  13,  A.  V.) 
it  was  thought  desirable  to  say  this  much  on  the 
subject." 

It  is  possible  that  the  Tsiphmi  may  be  repre- 
sented by  the  Algerine  adder  ( Clotho  mauritnnica) 
but  it  must  be  confessed  that  this  is  mere  conject- 
ure. Dr.  Harris,  in  his  Natural  History  of  the 
Bible,  erroneously  supposes  it  to  be  identical  with 
the  Ry'dh  zephen  of  Forskal,  which,  however,  is  a 
fish  {Trigon  zephen,  Cuv.),  and  not  a  serpent. 


Algerine  Adder.     (British  Museum.) 

4.  Shephiphdn  (^S"'pU7 :  iyKaO^/xtvos'  ceras- 
tes) occurs  only  in  Gen.  xlix.  17,  where  it  is  used 
to  characterize  the  tribe  of  1  )an :  "  Uan  shall  be  a 
serpent  by  the  way,  an  adder  in  the  path,  that 
biteth  the  horse's  heels,  so  that  his  rider  shall  fall 
backward."  Various  are  the  rewlings  of  the  old 
versions  in  this  passage :  the  Samaritan  interprets 
ShepMphon  by  "  lying  in  wait ;"  the  Targums  of 
Jonathan,  of  Onkelos,  and  of  Jerusalem,  with  the 
Syriac,  "a  basilisk."''  The  Arabic  interpreters 
Erpenius   \i.  e.  the  anonymous  version  edited  by 


"  The  Basilisk  of  naturalists  is  a  most  forbidding- 
looking  yet  harmless  lizard  of  the  family  Iguanidcn, 
order  Sauna.  In  using  the  term,  therefore,  care 
must  be  taken  not  to  confound  the  mythical  serpent 
with  the  veritable  Saurian. 

b  'iiy^'yry  (Herman),  pemkiosus,  from  tS^r^,  "  to 

Jestroy."  "  Ita  R.  Salom.  Chald»um  expUcat,  Onke- 
los autem  reddlt,  Sicut  serpens  Hurman,  quod  est  tin- 
men serpentis  cujusdam,  cujus  morsus  est  insanabilis  ; 

is  autem.  est  basUiscus  "^ilS??!?.  (Orit.  Sacri,  1. 
1114.) 

°  ^0«J)   y -f*-        [This  Is  not  the  rendering  of 
^  Q     to  ^ 

the  versions  referred  to,  which  have      « .  yW-^     ■^•1 

<*From  ^Dtt7,  pungere,  mordere,  according  to 
Fiirst  and  A.  Schultens ;  but  Qesenius  denies  this 
meaning,  and  compares  the  Syr.  >^,l»,  "  to  glide," 
"  to  creep." 
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Erpenius]  and  Saadias  have  "  the  homed  snake;"  «^ 
and  so  the  Vulg.  Cerastes.  The  LXX.,  like  the 
Samaritan,  must  have  connected  the  Hebrew  term 
with  a  word  which  expresses  the  idea  of  "  sitting 
in  ambush."  ITie  original  word  comes  from. a 
root  which  signifies  "  to  prick,"  "  pierce,"  or 
"  bite." '' 

The  habit  of  the  ShephiphSn,  alluded  to  in  Ja- 
cob's prophecy,  namely,  that  of  lurking  in  the  sand 
and  biting  at  the  horse's  heels,«  suits  the  character 
of  a  well-known  species  of  venomous  snake,  the  cel- 
ebrated honied  viper,  the  asp  of  Cleopatra  ( Ceras- 
tes Hasselqtiistii),  which  is  found  abundantly  in  the 
sandy  deserts  of  Egypt,  Syria,  and  Arabia.  The 
Hebrew  word  Shephiphon  is  no  doubt  identical  with 
the  Arabic  Siffon.  If  the  translation  of  this  Ara- 
bic word  by  GoUus  be  compared  with  the  descrip- 
tion of  the  Cerastes  in  the  British  Museum,  there 
will  appear  good  reason  for  identifying  the  Shephi- 
phon of  Genesis  with  the  Cerastes  of  naturalists. 
"  Siffon,  serpentis  genus  leve,  punctis  macuUsque 
distinctum "  —  "a  small  kind  of  serpent  marked 
with  dots  and  spots"  (Golius,  Arab.  Lex.  a.  v.). 
"  The  Cerastes  ( Cerastes  Ilasselquistii),  brownish 
white  with  pale  brown  irregular  unequal  spots" 
(Cat.  of  Snakes  in  Brit.  M.  pt.  i.  29).  It  is  not 
pretended  that  the  mere  fact  of  these  two  animals 
being  spotted  affords  sufficient  ground,  when  taken 
alone,  for  asserting  that  they  are  identical,  for  many 
serpents  have  this  character  in  common ;  but,  when 
taken  in  connection  with  what  has  been  adduced 
above,  coupled  with  the  fact  that  this  spotted  char- 
acter belongs  only  to  a  very  few  kuids  common  in 
the  localities  in  question,  it  does  at  least  form  strong 
presumptive  evidence  in  favor  of  the  identity  of  the 
Shephiphon  with  the  Cerastes.  The  name  of  Ce- 
rastes Is  derived  from  a  curious  hornlike  process 
above  each  eye  in  the  male,/  which  gives  it  a  for- 
midable appearance.  Bruce,  in  his  Travels  in 
Abyssinia,  has  given  a  very  accurate  and  detailed 
account  of  these  animals.  He  observes  that  he 
found  them  in  greatest  numbers  in  those  psirts 
which  were  frequented  by  the  jerboa,  and  that  in 
the  stomach  of  a  Cerastes  he  discovered  the  remains 
of  a  jerboa.  He  kept  two  of  these  snakes  in  a 
glass  vessel  for  two  years  without  any  food.  An- 
other circumstance  mentioned  by  Bruce  throws 
some  light  on  the  assertions  of  ancient  authors  as 
to  the  movement  of  this  snake.     .^Elian,ff  Isidorus, 


'  iv  fi*  afid9oi<Tiv 

'H  KOI  o^taTpox'n*'''  foTa  (rripov  ivSvKh  avei. 

Nicander,  Theriac.  263. 

/The  female,  however,  is  supposed  sometimes  to 
possess  these  lioms.  Hasselquist  (Itiner.  pp.  241, 
366)  has  thus  described  them  :  —  "  Tentacula  duo, 
utrinque  unum  ad  latera  verticis,  in  margiue  superiori 
orbitse  oculi,  erecta,  parte  aversa  parum  arcuata, 
eademque  parte  parum  canaliculata,  sub-dura,  mem- 
brana  tenaci  vestita,  basi  squamis  minimis,  una  serie 
erectis,  cincta,  brevia,  orbitiB  oculorum  dimidia  longi- 
tudine." 

With  this  description  that  of  Geoffroy  St.  Hilaire 
may  be  compared :  —  "  Au  dessus  des  yeux  nait  de 
chaque  cot^  une  petite  (Eminence,  ou  comme  on  a  cou- 
tume  de  la  dire  une  petite  come,  longue  de  deux  ou 
trois  lignes,  pri^sentant  dans  le  sens  de  sa  longueur  des 
sillons  et  dirigt^  en  haut  et  un  peu  en  arriere,  d'oii  le 
nom  de  d-rasle.  La  nature  des  comes  du  Ceraste  est 
txha  peu  connue,  et  leurs  usages,  si  toutcfois  elle« 
peuvent  etre  de  quelque  utilit*;  pour  I'animal,  sont 
enti^rement  Ignores." 

0  Aofbi/  Se  oXixov  npotia-iv  (MWau,  De  Anim.  XT 
13) 
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Actius,  have  all  recorded  of  the  Cerastes  that, 
whereas  other  serpents  ci-eep  along  in  a  straight 
direction,  this  one  and  the  HiBimrrhom  (^  (no 
doubt  the  same  animal  imder  another  name)  move 
sideways,  stumbling  as  it  were  on  either  side  (and 
comp.  Bochart).*  Let  this  be  compared  with  what 
Bruce  says :  "  The  Cerastes  moves  with  great  ra- 
pidity and  in  all  directions,  fonvards,  backwards, 
gideways ;  when  he  inclines  to  surprise  any  one  who 
is  too  far  from  him,  he  creeps  with  Ms  side  towards 
Vie  pei-son,''  Ac,  &c.  The  words  of  Ibn  Sina,  or 
Avicenna,  are  to  the  same  effect.  It  is  right,  how- 
ever, to  state  that  nothing  unusual  has  been  ob- 
ser\ed  in  the  mode  of  progression  of  the  Cerastes 
now  in  the  gardens  of  the  Zoological  Society ;  but 
of  course  negative  evidence  in  the  instance  of  a 
specimen  not  in  a  state  of  nature  does  not  inval- 
idate the  statement  of  so  accurate  an  observer  as 
Bruce. 
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The  Horned  Cerastes.     (From  specimen  in  British 
Museum.) 

The  Cerastes  is  extremely  venomous;  Bruce 
compelled  one  to  scratch  eighteen  pigeons  upon  the 
thigh  as  quickly  as  possible,  and  they  all  died 
nearly  in  the  same  interval  of  time.  It  averages  12 
to  15  inches  in  length,  but  is  occasionally  found 
larger.  It  belongs  to  the  family  llpei-ida,  order 
Ophidi^is     [Serpent.] 

From  the  root  Shaphapk  are  possibly  derived 
the  proper  names  of  Shupham,  whence  the  family 
of  the  Shuphamites,  Shephuphan,  and  Shup- 
piM.  W.  H. 

ADTDI  ('A55i  [Tisch.  Treg.  'A85«C)-  1-  §<>" 
of  Cosam,  and  father  of  Melchi,  in  our  Lord's 
genealogy  (Luke  iii.  28);  the  third  above  Salathiel. 
The  etymology  and  Hebrew  form  of  the  name  are 
doubtftil,  as  it  does  not  occur  in  the  LXX.,  but  it 

probably  represents  the  Hebrew  ^"^V,  an  (ymament, 
and  is  a  short  form  of  Adid,  or  Adaiah.  The  lat- 
ter name  in  1  Chr.  vi.  41  (26  in  Heb.  Bib.)  is  ren- 
dered in  the  [Roman  edition  of  the]  Septuagint 
'A5ot,  which  is  very  close  to  Addi.        A.  C.  H. 

2.  ('ASSi';  [Vat.  ASSeij/:]  Addin.)  This  name 
occurs  in  a  very  corrupt  verse  (1  Esdr.  is..  31),  ap- 
parently for  Adna  (Ezra  x.  30).         W.  A.  W. 

AD'DO  ('A55c6;  [Vat.  ESSeiif.]  Addin). 
Iddo,  the  grandfather  of  the  prophet  Zechariah  (1 
Esdr.  vi.  1).  W.  A.  W. 


"  Aoxii^a.  S*  iiritTKa^iov  oXiyov  SifJMi,   ola  Ktftaxmfi 
CNicander,  Theriac.  294). 

6  Bochart  {Hieroz.  iii.  209,  Rosenm.)  says  that  the 


Elabbins  derive 


ib^ap 


from 


P)St27,    elaudicare, 

wherefore  FlIDtt?  is  claudus. 

c  The  celebrated  John  Ellis  seems  to  have  been  the 
flrst  Englishman  who  gave  an  accurate  description  of 
the  Ceraates  (see  Philosoph.  Transact.  1766). 


ADTDON.     [Addan.] 

*  This  varied  orthography,  says  Fiirst  ( [latidwb. 
p.  17)  is  owing  to  a  dialectic  difference  which  pro- 
nounced -^  as  0.  H. 

AD'DUS  i'ASSovs:  Addus).  1.  The  sons  of 
Addus  are  enumerated  among  the  children  of  Solo- 
mon's servants  who  returned  with  Zorobabel  (1 
Esdr.  v.  34);  but  the  name  does  not  occur  in  the 
parallel  lists  of  Ezra  or  Xehemiah. 

2.  ('Io55ou;  [Vat.  laSSous;]  Alex.  loSSovs; 
[Aid.  ' A55ous  :]  Addin. )  A  priest  whose  descend- 
ants, according  to  1  Esdr.,  were  unable  to  establish 
their  genealogy  in  the  time  of  Ezra,  and  were  re 
moved  from  their  priesthood  (1  Esdr.  v.  38).  He 
is  said  to  have  married  Augia,  the  daughter  of 
Berzelus  or  Barzillai.  In  Ezra  and  Nehemiah  he 
is  called  by  his  adopted  name  Barzillai,  and  it  is 
not  clear  whether  Addus  represents  his  original 
name  or  is  a  mere  corruption.  W.  A.  W. 

ADER  ("11??  [in  pause  "ll^)  «  focl^]  • 
'ESep;  [Vat.  fl5ij5;]  Alex.  "aSep:  Heder).  A 
Benjamite,  son  of  Beriah,  chief  of  the  inhabitants 
of  Aijalon  (1  Chr.  viii.  15).  The  name  is,  more 
correctly,  Edek.  W.  A.  W. 

ADIDA  ('ASiSa;  [Sin.  ASeiSo,  ASetva  or 
-voi;]  Joseph.  "ASStSa-  Addus,  Adiada),  a,  tovni 
1)11  an  eminence  (Ant.  xiii.  6,  §  4)  overlooking  the 
low  country  of  Judah  ('A.  iv  r-p  2€<f>'<)A.fli)j  forti- 
rted  by  Simon  Maccabseus  in  his  wars  with  Try- 
phon  (1  Mace.  xii.  38,  xiii.  13).  Alexander  was 
here  defeated  by  Aretas  (Ant.  xiii.  15,  §  2);  and 
Vespasian  used  it  as  one  of  his  outposts  in  the 
siege  of  Jerusalem  {B.  J.  iv.  9,  §  1).  Probably 
identical  with  Hadid  and  Adithaim  (which  see). 

G. 

ATJIEL  (^S'^ll?  [ornament  of  God] :  'leSt- 
■{jK;  [Vat.  corrupt;]  Alex.  ESjt/A.;  [Comp.  'A5t^\:] 
Adiel).  1.  A  prince  of  the  tribe  of  Simeon,  de- 
scended fh)m  the  prosperous  family  of  Shimei  (1 
Chr.  iv.  36).  He  took  part  in  the  murderous  raid 
made  by  his  tribe  upon  the  peaceable  Hamite  shep- 
herds in  the  valley  of  Gedor,  in  the  reign  of  Heze- 
kiah. 

2.  ('AS«^\.)  A  priest,  ancestor  of  Maasiai  (1 
Chr.  ix.  12). 

3.  CoMa;  [Vat- Co™P-]  Alex. 'nSi^A.)  An- 
cestor of  Azmaveth,  David's  treasurer  (1  Chr. 
xxvii.  25).  W.  A.  W. 

A'DIN  ()"'"ry  [delicaU] :  'ASStV,  'AStV  [Vat. 
ASiv,  ASetv]  in  Ezr.,  [' AStcoiJ,  AZiv  in  1  Esdr. ;] 
'H5tV  [Vat.  HSew]  in  Neh. :  Adin,  Adan  in  Ezr. 
viii.  6).  Ancestor  of  a  family  who  returned  with 
Zerubbabel  to  the  number  of  454  (Ezr.  ii.  15  [1 
Esdr.  v.  12] ),  or  655,  according  to  the  parallel  list 
in  Neh.  vii.  20.  Fifty-one  more  [251  according  to 
1  Esdr.  viii.  32]  accompanied  Ezra  in  the  second 
caravan  from  Babylon  (Ezr.  viii.  6).  They  joined 
with  Nehemiah  in  a  covenant  to  separate  themselves 
from  the  heathen  (Neh.  x.  16).  W.  A.  W. 

AD'INA  (S3n3?  [pliant]:  'AStj/tf;  [Comp. 
Vat.  FA.  'ASeivc^O  Adina).  The  son  of  Shiza, 
one  of  David's  captains  beyond  the  Jordan,  and 
chief  of  the  Reubenites  (1  Chr.  xi.  42).  According 
to  the  A.  V.  and  the  Syriac,  he  had  the  command 
of  thirty  men ;  but  the  passage  should  be  rendered 
"  and  over  him  were  thirty,"  that  is,  the  thirty  be- 
fore enumerated  were  his  superiors,  just  as  Benaiah 
was  "  above  the  thirty  "  (1  Chr.  xxvii.  6). 

W.  A.  W. 
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AD'INO,  THE  EZNITE,  2  Sam.  xxviii.  8. 
See  Jashobeam. 

AD'INUS  ('laSiycJj;  [Vat.  laSuvos;  Aid. 
'ASiySs'-]  Jaddimms).  Jamin  the  Levite  (1  Esdr. 
ix.  48;  comp.  Neh.  viii.  7).  W.  A.  W. 

ADITHA'IM  (with  the  article,  Q^'rT'irn 
[the  double  booty]:  C!omp.  ^Ayededtfj.;  Aid.  'A8- 
tayeOdalfi:  Adkhaiin]),  a,  town  belonging  to  Ju- 
dah,  lying  in  the  low  country  (Shefelah),  and 
named,  between  Sharaira  and  Gederah  (with  the 
su-ticle),  in  Josh.  xv.  36  only.  It  is  entirely  omit- 
ted by  the  [Vat.  and  Ales.  MSS.  of  the]  LXX. 
At  a  later  time  the  name  appears  to  have  been 
changed  to  Hadid  «  (Chadid)  and  Adida.  For  the 
dual  termination,  comp.  the  two  names  occurring 
in  the  same  verse;  also  Eglaim,  Horonaim,  etc. 

G. 

ADJURATION.     [Exorcism.] 

AD'LAI  [dissyl.]  C^IV  l=r\':^l'^,  jus- 
tice of  Jah]:  'AS\l;  [Vat.]  Alex.  A5o«;  [Comp. 
'A8Aof :]  Adli).  .  Ancestor  of  Shaphat,  the  overseer 
of  David's  herds  that  fed  in  the  broad  valleys  (1 
Chr.  xxvu.  29).  W.  A.  W. 

AD'MAH  (np"TW  [fortress,  Furst]:  'A5- 
afid-  Adama),  one  of  the  "cities  of  the  plain," 
always  coupled  with  Zeboim  (Gen.  x.  19,  xiv.  2. 
8;  Deut.  xxix.  23;  Hos.  xi.  8).  It  had  a  king  of 
its  own. 

AD'MATHA  (WTimH:  [Ma\i(7tdp;  Vat. 
Alex.  FA.  Ma\r]aeap;  Comp.  ^Adfiadd'-]  Adnid- 
t/ia),  one  of  the  seven  princes  of  Persia  (Esth.  i. 
14). 

AD'NA  (W3iy  [pleasure]:  'ESut;  [Vat.  H. 
ESajce,  Mai  AtSatvt:]  Edna).  1.  One  of  the 
family  of  Pahath-Moab  who  returned  with  Ezra, 
and  married  a  foreign  wife  (I'^r.  x.  30). 

2.  (Mawds;  [Vat.  Alex,  om.;  Comp.  ^ESvds.]) 
A  priest,  descendant  of  Harim,  in  the  days  of  Joi- 
akim,  the  son  of  Jeshua  (Neh.  xii.  15). 

AV.  A.  W. 

AD'NAH  (™727  [pleasure']:  'ESvd:  Ed- 
nas). 1.  A  Manassite  who  deserted  from  Saul  and 
joined  the  fortunes  of  David  on  his  road  to  Ziklag 
from  the  camp  of  the  Philistines  (1  Chr.  xii.  20). 

2.  {"ESvas;  [Vat.]  Alex.  ESyaas-)  The  com- 
mander-in-chief of  300,000  men  of  Judah,  who 
were  in  Jehoshaphat's  army  (2  Chr.  xvii.  14). 

W.  A.  W. 

ADO'NI-BE'ZEK  (pJ5"''3'TSI,  lord  of  Be- 
zek:  'ASwytPf^fK:  Adonibesec),  king  of  Bezek,  a 
city  of  the  Canaanites.  [Bezek.]  This  chieftain 
was  vanquished  by  the  tribe  of  Judah  (.Jiidg.  i.  3- 
7),  who  cut  off  his  thumbs  and  great  toes,  and 
brought  him  prisoner  to  Jerusalem,  where  he  died. 
He  confessed  that  he  had  inflicted  the  same  cruelty 
upon  70  petty  kings  whom  he  had  conquered. 

K.  W.  B. 

*  Cassel  in  his  note  on  Judg.  i.  6  (Richter  u. 
Ruth,  p.  6),  mentions  some  parallels  to  this  l)arbar- 
ity,  which  show  that  it  was  not  uncommon  in  an- 
cient times.  The  form  of  the  mutilation  was  not 
arbitrary,  but  chosen  in  order  to  render  those  who 
suffered  it  unfit  for  warlike  service:  henceforth  they 
could  neither  wield  the  bow,  nor  stand  firm  in  bat- 
tle, or  escape  by  flight.     When  the  inhabitants  of 


o  If  80,  it  is  an  iiutaace  of  Ain  changing  to  Oteth 
(aee  Oer  p  436). 
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.lEgina  were  conquered  b.  c.  456,  the  Athenians 
ordered  their  right  thimibs  to  be  cut  oft"  so  that 
they  might  not  be  able  to  handle  the  spear,  though 
as  slaves  they  might  pull  the  oar  (Julian,  Var. 
Hist.  ii.  9).  The  confession  of  the  savage  chief 
(Judg.  i.  7)  testifies  to  the  natural  sentiment  that 
the  wicked  deserve  to'  experience  the  sufterings 
which  they  themselves  have  inflicted  on  others 
(comp.  Ps.  vii.  15,  16).  Adoni-bezek  had  humili- 
ated as  well  as  maimed  his  victims:  "they  had 
gathered  their  meat  under  his  table"  (Judg.  i.'7, 
and  comp.  Matt.  xv.  27).  It  is  said  of  some  of  the 
Parthian  kings  that  at  table  they  threw  food  to 
their  famished  vassals,  who  would  catch  it  up  Uke 
dogs,  and  like  dogs  were  beaten  till  blood  flowed 
from  them  (Athen.  Deipn.  lib.  iv.  p.  152  d). 
Adoni-bezek  is  obviously  not  so  much  a  proper 
name  as  a  title.  H. 

*ADONTCAM,  ADONTCAN.  [Adox- 
ikam.] 

ADONI'JAH  (n*3^S,  ^^n^^lS,  viy  Lord 
is  Jehovah:  'ASwvlas'  Adonias).  1.  The  fourth 
son  of  David  by  Haggith,  born  at  Hebron,  while 
his  father  was  king  of  Judah  (2  Sam.  iii.  4). 
After  the  death  of  his  three  brothers,  Anmon,  Chi- 
leab,  and  Absalom,  he  became  eldest  son;  and, 
whon  his  father's  strength  was  visibly  declining, 
put  forward  his  pretensions  to  the  crown,  by  equip- 
ping himself  in  royal  state,  with  chariots  and  horse- 
men, and  fifty  men  to  run  before  him,  in  imitation 
of  Absalom  (2  Sam.  xv.  1)  whom  he  also  resembled 
in  personal  beauty,  and  apparently  also  in  charac- 
ter, as  indeed  Josephus  says  {Ant.  vii.  14,  §  4). 
For  this  reason  he  was  plainly  unfit  to  be  king, 
and  David  promised  Bathsheba  that  her  son  Solo- 
mon should  biherit  the  crown  (1  K.  i.  30),  for  there 
was  no  absolute  claim  of  primogeniture  in  these 
Eastern  monarchies.  Solomon's  cause  was  espoused 
by  the  best  of  David's  counsellors,  the  illustrious 
prophet  Nathan ;  Zadok,  the  descendant  of  Eleazar, 
and  representative  of  the  elder  line  of  priesthood ; 
Benaiah,  the  captain  of  the  king's  body-guard ;  to- 
gether with  Shimei  and  Kei,  whom  Ewald  (Ges- 
chichie,  iii.  206)  conjectures  to  be  David's  two  sur- 
viving brothers,  comparing  1  Chr.  ii.  13,  and  iden- 
tifying "'yOtt^  with  nyXSti?  {Shimmah  in  our 

version),  and  ''V"!  with  "'"l"!  (our  Raddai).  From 
1  K.  ii.  8,  it  is  unlikely  that  the  Shimei  of  2  Sam. 
xvi.  5  could  have  actively  espoused  Solomon's  cause. 
On  the  side  of  Adonijah,  who  when  he  made  his 
attempt  on  the  kingdom  was  about  35  years  old  (2 
Sam.  v.  5),  were  Abiathar,  the  representative  of 
Eli's,  i.  e.  the  junior  line  of  the  priesthood  (de- 
scended from  Ithamar,  Aaron's  fourth  son),  and 
Joab,  the  famous  commander  of  David's  army ;  the 
latter  of  whom,  alwaj's  audacious  and  self-willed, 
probably  expected  to  find  more  congenial  elements 
in  Adonijah's  court  than  in  Solomon's.  His  name 
and  influence  secured  a  large  number  of  followers 
among  the  captains  of  the  royal  army  belonging  to 
the  trilie  of  Judah  (comp.  1  K.  i.  9  and  25);  and 
these,  together  with  all  the  princes  except  Solomon, 
were  entertained  by  Adonijah  at  a  great  sacrificial 
feast  held  "  by  the  stone  Zohkleth,  which  is  by 
Enrogel."  The  meaning  of  the  stone  Zoheleth  is 
very  doubtful,  Ijeing  translated  rock  of  the  watch- 
tower  in  the  Chaldee ;  great  rock,  Syr.  and  Arab. ; 
and  explained  "  rock  of  the  stream  of  water  "  by 
R.  Kimchi.  pji-roge!  is  mentioned  in  Josh.  xv.  7, 
as  a  spring  on  the  border  of  Judah  and  Bei\jamin, 
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S.  of  Jerusalem,  and  may  be  the  same  as  that 
afterwards  called  the  Well  of  Job  or  Joab  {Ain 
Ai/ub).  It  is  explained  spring  of  the  fuller  by  the 
Chaldee  Paraphrast,  perhaps  because  he  treads  his 

clothes  with  his  feet  W^^.,  see  Gesen.  s.  v.);  but 
comp.  Deut.  xi.  10,  where  "watering  with  the 
feet "  refers  to  machines  trodden  with  the  foot,  and 
auch  possibly  the  spring  of  Rogel  supplied.  [En- 
iMXiEL.]  A  meeting  for  a  religious  purpose  would 
be  held  near  a  spring,  just  as  in  later  times  sites 
for  vpoa-evxai  were  chosen  by  the  waterside  (Acts 
xvi.  13). 

Nathan  and  Bathsheba,  now  thoroughly  alarmed, 
apprised  David  of  these  proceedings,  who  immedi- 
ately gave  orders  that  Solomon  should  be  conducted 
on  the  royal  mule  in  solemn  procession  to  Gihon, 
a  spring  on  the  west  of  Jerusalem  (2  Chr.  xxxii. 
30).  [Gihon.]  Here  he  was  anointed  and  pro- 
claimed king  by  Zadok,  and  joyfully  recognized  by 
the  people.  This  decisive  measure  struck  terror 
into  the  opposite  party,  and  Adonijah  fled  to  the 
sanctuary,  but  was  pardoned  by  Solomon  on  con- 
dition that  he  should  "shew  himself  a  worthy 
man,"  with  the  threat  that  "  if  wickedness  were 
found  in  him  he  should  die  "  (i.  52). 

The  death  of  David  quickly  followed  on  these 
events;  and  Adonijah  b^ged  Bathsheba,  who  as 
"king's  mother"  would  now  have  special  dignity 
and  influence  [As.\],  to  procure  Solomon's  consent 
to  his  marriage  with  Abishag,  who  had  been  the 
wife  of  David  in  his  old  age  (1  K.  i.  3).  This  was 
regarded  as  equivalent  to  a  fresh  attempt  on  the 
throne  [Absalom;  Abner];  and  therefore  Solo- 
mon ordered  him  to  be  put  to  death  by  Benaiah,  in 
accordance  with  the  terms  of  his  previous  pardon. 
Far  from  looking  upon  this  as  "  the  most  flagrant 
act  of  desjwtism  since  Doeg  massacred  the  priests 
at  Saul's  command  "  (Newman,  Hebrew  Monarchy, 
eh.  iv.),  we  must  consider  that  the  clemency  of 
Solomon  in  sparing  Adonyah  till  he  thus  again  re- 
vealed a  treasonable  purpose,  stands  in  remarkable 
contrast  with  the  almost  universal  practice  of 
Eastern  sovereigns.  Any  one  of  these,  situated 
like  Solomon,  would  probably  have  secured  his 
throne  by  putting  all  his  brothers  to  death,  whereas 
we  have  no  reason  to  think  that  any  of  David's 
sons  suffered  except  the  open  pretender  Adonijah, 
though  all  seem  to  have  opposed  Solomon's  claims; 
and  if  his  execution  be  thought  an  act  of  severity, 
we  must  remember  that  we  cannot  expect  to  find 
the  principles  of  the  Gospel  acted  upon  a  thousand 
years  before  Christ  came,  and  that  it  is  hard  for 
us,  in  this  nineteenth  century,  altogether  to  realize 
the  position  of  an  Oriental  king  in  that  remote 
age. 

2.  [Aid.  Vat.  Alex.  'AScovlav]  A  Levite  in 
the  reign  of  Jehoshaphat  (2  Chr.  xvii.  8). 

3.  I'ASavla;  Alex.  Aovoo;  Vat.  FA.  ESavia; 
Aid.  'Aavla;  Comp.  'ASovias-  Aclonia.]  One  of 
the  Jewish  chiefs  m  the  time  of  Nehemiah  (x.  16). 

He  is  called  Adonikam  (Dp"'3~TS:  ' AScovncdfj.- 
Adonicnm)  in  Ezr.  ii.  13.  Comp.  Ezr.  viii.  13; 
Neh.  vu.  18.  G.  E.  L.  C. 

ADON'IKAM  (Dt^'^3^W  [lord  of  the  enemy, 
Ges. ;  or  lord  who  assists,  Fiirst] :  ^ASwviKd/j.  [or 
'Kiiu;  Vat.  varies  in  each  place] :  Adonicam).  The 
sons  of  Adonikam,  666  in  number,  were  among 
those  who  returned  from  Babylon  with  Zerubbabel 
(Ezr.  ii.  13;  Neh.  vii.  18;  1  Esdr.  v.  14).  In  the 
ast  two  passages  the  number  ia  667.  The  remain- 
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der  of  the  family  returned  with  Ezra  (Ezr.  viii.  13 ; 
1  Esdr.  viii.  39).  The  name  is  given  as  Adoni- 
jah in  Neh.  x.  16.  [In  1  Esdr.  v.  14,  A.  V.  ed. 
1611,  etc.  reads  Adonican,  and  viii.  39,  Adonicam. 
—  A.]  W:  A.  W. 

ADONI'RAM  (D'^"'3*"TSI  [lord  of  exalta. 
tion'],  1  K.  iv.  6;  by  an  unusual  contraction  Ado- 
RA3I,  nn'TSI,  2  Sam.  xx.  24,  and  1  K.  xii.  18; 
also  Hadoram,  □1171,  2  Chr.  x.  18 :  'ASwytpifi- 

[Vat. -j/€j-,  in  1  K.  xii.  Apa/x:]  Adoniram,  Adu- 
ram).  Chief  receiver  of  the  tribute  during  the 
reigns  of  David  (2  Sam.  xx.  24),  Solomon  (1  K. 
iv.  6)  and  Rehoboam  (1  K.  xii.  18).  This  last 
monarch  sent  him  to  collect  the  tribute  from  the 
rebellious  Israelites,  by  whom  he  was  stoned  to 
death.     [See  also  1  K.  v.  14.]  R.  W.  B. 

ADO'NI-ZE'DEC  (pn^""'?^^,  ii»-d  ofjtis- 

tice:  'ASaivififC^K-,  [Comp.  'ASwyia-eSfK'-]  Adon- 
isedec),  the  Amorite  king  of  Jerusalem  who  organ- 
ized a  league  with  four  other  Amorite  princes 
against  Joshua.  The  confederate  kings  having  laid 
siege  to  Gibeon,  Joshua  marched  to  the  relief  of 
his  new  allies  and  put  the  besiegers  to  flight.  The 
five  kings  took  refuge  in  a  cave  at  Makkedah, 
whence  they  were  taken  and  slain,  their  bodies 
hung  on  trees  and  then  buried  in  the  place  of  their 
concealment  (Josh.  x.  1-27).     [Joshua.] 

R.  W.  B. 

*  Adoni-zedek  (note  the  meaning)  was  no  doubt 
the  official  name  of  the  Jebusite  kings  at  Jerusalem, 
as  Pharaoh  was  that  of  the  Egj^tian  kings,  Agag 
that  of  the  Amalekites,  Jabin  that  of  the  Hazor- 
ites,  and  the  like.  See  Hengstenberg's  Beitriige^ 
iii.  306,  and  Keil's  Buch  Josua,  p.  171.  II. 

ADOPTION  (vlodecria),  an  expression  meta- 
phorically used  by  St.  Paul  in  reference  to  the  pre- 
sent and  prospective  privileges  of  Christians  (Rom. 
viii.  15,  23;  Gal.  iv.  5;  Eph.  i.  5).  He  probably 
alludes  to  the  Roman  custom  of  adoption,  by  which 
a  person  not  having  children  of  his  own  might 
adopt  as  his  son  one  bom  of  other  parents.  It  was 
a  formal  act,  effected  either  by  the  process  named 
adroffatlo,  when  the  person  to  be  adopted  was  in- 
dependent of  his  parent,  or  by  adoptio,  specifically 
so  called,  when  in  the  power  of  his  parent.  (See 
Diet,  of  Gr.  and  Rom.  Ant.  art.  Ai>optio.)  The 
eff"ect  of  it  was  that  the  adopted  child  was  entitled 
to  the  name  and  sacra  privata  of  his  new  father, 
and  ranked  as  his  heir-at-law ;  while  the  father  on 
his  part  was  entitled  to  the  property  of  the  son, 
and  exercised  towards  him  all  the  rights  and  priv- 
ileges of  a  father.  In  short  the  relationship  was  to 
all  intents  and  purposes  the  same  as  existed  between 
a  natural  father  and  son.  The  selection  of  a  per- 
son to  be  adopted  implied  a  decided  preference  and 
love  on  the  part  of  the  adopter;  and  St.  Paul  aptly 
transfers  the  well-known  feelings  and  customs  con- 
nected with  the  act  to  illustrate  the  position  of  the 
Christianized  Jew  or  Gentile.  The  Jews  them- 
selves were  imacquainted  with  the  process  of  adop- 
tion :  indeed  it  would  have  been  inconsistent  with 
the  regulations  of  the  Mosaic  law  aff"ecting  the 
inheritance  of  property.  The  instances  occcasion- 
ally  adduced  as  referring  to  the  custom  (Gen.  xv. 
3,  xvi.  2,  XXX.  5-9)  axe  evidently  not  cases  of 
adoption  proper.  W.  L.  £k 

ADO'RA  or  AOJOR.     [Adoraim.] 

ADORA'IM  (D11'''n^? :  'ASwpal ;  [Alex.  'Ah- 
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tepaiiLi''\  Aduram),  a  fortified  city  built  by  Rehobo- 
ain  (2  Chr.  xi.  9),  in  Judah"  (,Jos.  Ant.  viii.  10, 
§  1),  apparently  in  or  near  the  Shefelah,  since,  al- 
though omitted  from  the  lists  in  Josh.  xv.  it  is  by 
Josephus  (Ant.  xiii.  9,  §  1,  15,  §  4;  B.  J.  i.  2,  §  6, 
i.  8,  §  4)  almost  uniformly  coupled  with  Mareshah, 
which  was  certainly  situated  there.  For  the  dual 
termination  compare  Adithaim,  Gederothaim,  etc. 
By  Josephus  it  is  given  as  ''ASoipo,  'ASwptos ;  and 
in  Ant.  xiii.  6,  §  5,  he  calls  it  a  "  city  of  Idunisea," 
under  which  name  were  included,  in  the  later  times 
of  Jewish  history,  the  southern  parts  of  Judaea  it- 
self (Reland,  p.  48;  Robinson,  ii.  69).  Adoraim  is 
probably  the  same  place  with  "'ASoepa  (1  Mace.  xiii. 
20),  unless  that  he  Dor,  on  the  sea-coast  below  Car- 
mel.  Robinson  identifies  it  with  Dura,  a  "  large  vil- 
lage "  on  a  rising  ground  west  of  Hebron  (ii.  215). 

G. 
*  Dura  "  is  one  of  the  largest  villages  in  the  dis- 
trict of  Hebron,  and  is  properly  the  chief  place  " 

(Rob.  ii.  214).  The  name  (from  "TlW,  to  be  great) 
intimates  that  Adoraim  had  a  similar  importance; 
and  the  dual  (Fiirst,  i.  22)  implies  that  there  was  an 
upper  and  lower  town,  as  there  might  so  easily  be, 
since  the  top  of  the  hill  overlooks  the  present  JDura 
on  its  slope.  H. 

ADO'RAM.     [Adoniram.] 

ADORATION.  The  acts  and  postures  by 
which  the  Hebrews  expressed  adoration  bear  a  great 
similarity  to  those  still  in  use  among  Oriental  na- 
tions. To  rise  up  and  suddenly  prostrate  the  body, 
was  the  most  simple  method;  but  generally  speak- 
ing, the  prostration  was  conducted  in  a  more  formal 
manner,  the  person  falling  upon  the  knee  and  then 
gradually  inclining  the  body  until  the  forehead 
touched  the  ground.     The  various  expressions  in 


Adoration.  Modem  Egyptian.  (Lane.) 
Hebrew  referring  to  this  custom  appear  to  have 
their  specific  meaning:  thus  ^23  (irlirru,  LXX.) 
describes  the  sudden  fall;  V^"^  iKdfxvTU),  LXX.) 
bending  the  knee;  TTp  (/cutttoi,  LXX.)  the  in- 
clination of  the  head  and  body;  and  lastly  HPtt" 
{vpoffKvvftv,  LXX.)  complete  prostration.  The 
term  ^^^  (Is.  xliv.  15,  17,  19,  xlvi.  6)  was  intro- 
duced at  a  late  period  as  appropriate  to  the  worship 
paid  to  idols  by  the  Babylonians  and  other  eastern 
nations  (I'an.  iii.  5,  6).  Such  prostration  was 
usual  in  tl:e  worship  of  Jehovah  (Gen.  xvii.  3;  Ps. 

"  Even  without  this  statement  of  Josephus,  it  is 
plain  that  "  Judah  and  Benjamin,"  in  2  Chr.  xi.  10, 
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xcv.  6);  but  it  was  by  no  means  exclusively  used 
for  that  purpose;  it  was  the  formal  mode  of  re- 
ceiving visitors  (Gen.  xviii.  2),  of  doing  obeisance 
to  one  of  superior  station  (2  Sam.  xiv.  4),  and  of 
showing  respect  to  equals  (1  K.  ii.  19).  Occa- 
sionally it  was  repeated  three  times  (1  Sam.  xx. 
41),  and  even  seven  times  (Gen.  xxxiii.  3).  It  was 
accompanied  by  such  acts  as  a  kiss  (Ex.  xviii.  J), 
laying  hold  of  the  knees  or  feet  of  the  person  to 
whom  the  adoration  was  paid  (Matt,  xxviii.  9),  and 
kissing  the  ground  on  which  he  stood  (Ps.  Ixxii.  9 ; 
Mic.  vii.  17).  Similar  adoration  was  paid  to  idols 
(1  K.  xix.  18 ;  sometimes,  however,  prostration  was 
omitted,  and  the  act  consisted  simply  in  kissing  the 
hand  to  the  object  of  reverence  (Job  xxxi.  27)  in 
the  maimer  practiced  by  the  Romans  (Pliny  xxviii. 
5 :  see  Diet,  of  Ant.  art.  Adokatio),  in  kissing 
the  statue  itself  (Hos.  xiii.  2).  The  same  cus- 
toms prevailed  at  the  time  of  our  Saviour's  min- 
istry, as  appears  not  only  from  the  nmnerous 
occasions  on  which  they  were  put  in  practice  to- 
wards Himself,  but  also  from  the  parable  of  the 
unmerciful  servant  (Matt,  xviii.  26),  and  from  Cor- 
nelius's reverence  to  St.  Peter  (Acts  x.  25),  in 
which  case  it  was  olyected  to  by  the  Apostle,  as 
implying  a  higher  degree  of  stiperiority  than  he  was 
entitled  to,  especially  as  coming  from  a  Roman  to 
whom  prostration  was  not  usual.  W.  L.  B. 

ADRAM'MELECH    [IM.   Adrammelech] 

Cn^^'^7^'  *A5p«Mf^*'x'  [Alex.  ASpa^eAtK:] 
Adramelech'].  1.  The  name  of  an  idol  worshipped 
by  the  colonists  introduced  into  Samaria  from  Se- 
pharvaim  (2  K.  xvii.  31).  He  was  worshipped  with 
rites  resembling  those  of  Molech,  children  being 
burned  in  his  honor.  In  Gesenius  {sub  voce)  the 
word  is  explained  to  mean  splendor  of  the  kinff,  being 

a  contraction  of  "TJv^n  "^!7^'  But  Winer,  quot- 
ing Reland,  De  vet.  linyud  Pers.  ix.  interprets  the 
first  part  of  the  word  to  mean  fire,  and  so  regards 
this  deity  as  the  Sun-god,  in  accordance  with  the 
astronomical  character  of  the  Chaldaean  and  I'er- 
sian  worship.  Sir  H.  Rawluison  also  regards 
Adrammelech  as  the  male  jwwer  of  the  sun,  and 
Anammelech,  who  is  mentioned  with  Adramme- 
lech, as  a  companion-god,  as  the  female  power  of  the 
sun.     (Rawlinson's  Herodotus,  i.  611.) 

2.  [Alex,  in  2  K.  ASpe/teAex-]  Son  of  the 
Assyrian  king  Sennacherib,  whom  he  murdered  in 
conjunction  with  his  brother  Sharezer  i»  the  temple 
of  Nisroch  at  Nineveh,  after  the  failure  of  the  As- 
syrian attack  upon  Jerusalem.  The  parricides 
escajjed  into  Armenia  (2  K.  xix.  37 ;  2  Chr.  xxxii. 
21;  Is.  xxxvii.  38).  The  date  of  this  event  was 
Ii.  c.  680.  G.  E.  L.  C. 

ADRAMYTTIUM  (occasionally  Atkamyt- 
TIUM :  and  some  cursive  MSS.  have  'Arpa^ivrriv^, 
instead  of  'ASpafivrrriyqi  in  Acts  xxvii.  2),  a  sea- 
port in  the  province  of  Asia  [Asia],  situated  in  the 
district  anciently  called  jEolis,  and  also  Mysia  (see 
Acts  xvi.  7).  Adramyttium  gave,  and  still  gives 
its  name  to  a  deep  gulf  on  this  coast,  opjwsite  to 
the  opening  of  which  is  the  island  of  Ixsl)os  [Mi- 
tylknk].  St.  Paul  was  never  at  Adramyttium, 
except,  perhaps,  during  his  second  missionary  jour- 
ney, on  his  way  from  Galatia  to  Troas  (Acts  xvi.), 
and  it  has  no  Biblical  interest,  except  as  illustrat- 
ing his  voyage  from  Cajsarea  in  a  ship  belonging  to 


is  a  form  of  expression  for  the  new  kingdom,  and  that 
none  of  the  towns  named  are  necessarily  In  the  limit* 
of  Benjamin  proper. 
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this  pkce  (Acts  xxvii.  2).  The  reason  is  given  in 
what  follows,  namely,  that  the  centurion  and  his 
prisoners  would  thus  be  brought  to  the  coasts  of 
Asia,  and  therefore  some  distance  on  their  way 
towards  Rome,  to  places  where  some  other  ship 
bound  for  the  west  would  probably  be  found. 
Ships  of  Adramj'ttium  must  have  been  frequent 
on  this  coast,  for  it  was  a  place  of  considerable 
traffic.  It  lay  on  the  great  Roman  road  between 
Assos,  Troas,  and  the  Hellespont  on  one  side,  and 
Pergamus,  Ephesus,  and  Miletus  on  the  other,  and 
was  connected  by  similar  roads  with  the  interior  of 
the  country.  According  to  tradition,  Adramyttium 
was  a  settlement  of  the  Lydians  in  the  time  of 
Croesus.  It  was  afterwards  an  Athenian  colony. 
Under  the  kingdom  of  Pergamus  it  became  a  sea- 
port of  some  consequence ;  and  in  the  time  of  St. 
Paul  Pliny  mentions  it  as  a  Roman  assize-town. 
The  modem  Adramyti  is  a  poor  village,  but  it  is 
still  a  place  of  some  trade  and  shipbuilding.  It  is 
described  in  the  travels  of  Pococke,  Turner,  and 
Fellows.  It  is  hardly  worth  while  to  notice  the 
mistaken  opinion  of  Grotius,  Hammond,  and  others, 
that  Hadrumetum  on  the  coast  of  Africa  is  meant 
in  this  passage  of  the  Acts.  J.  S.  H. 

ATDRIA,  more  properly  A'DRIAS  (6  'ASpia?'- 
[Adria] ).  It  is  important  to  fix  the  meaning  of 
this  word  as  used  in  Acts  xxvii.  27.  The  word 
seems  to  have  been  derived  from  the  town  of  Adria, 
near  the  Po ;  and  at  first  it  denoted  that  part  of 
the  gulf  of  Venice  which  is  in  that  neighborhood. 
Afterwards  the  signification  of  the  name  was  ex- 
tended so  as  to  embrace  the  whole  of  that  gulf. 
Subsequently  it  obtained  a  much  wider  extension, 
and  in  the  apostolic  age  denoted  that  natural  divi- 
sion of  the  Mediterranean,  which  Humboldt  names 
the  Syrtic  basin  (see  Acts  xxvii.  17),  and  which 
had  the  coasts  of  Sicily,  Italy,  Greece,  and  Africa 
for  its  boundaries.  This  definition  is  explicitly 
given  by  almost  a  contemporary  of  St.  Paul,  the 
geographer  Ptolemy,  who  also  says  that  Crete  is 
bounded  on  the  west  by  Adrias.  Later  writers 
state  that  Malta  divides  the  Adriatic  sea  from  the 
Tyrrhenian  sea,  and  the  isthmus  of  Corinth  the 
.^gean  from  the  Adriatic.  Thus  the  ship  in  which 
Josephus  started  for  Italy  about  the  time  of  St. 
Paul's  voyage,  foundered  in  Adrias  {Life,  3),  and 
there  he  was  picked  up  by  a  ship  from  Gyrene  and 
taken  to  Puteoli  (see  Acts  xxviii.  13).  It  is  through 
ignorance  of  these  facts,  or  through  the  want  of 
attending  to  them,  that  writers  have  drawn  an  ar- 
gument from  this  geographical  term  in  favor  of  the 
false  view  which  places  the  Apostle's  shipwreck  in 
the  Gulf  of  Venice.  [Melita.]  (Smith's  Voy. 
and  Shipwreck  of  St.  Paul.  Diss,  on  the  Island 
MeUta.)  J.  S.  H. 

A'DRIEL  (bW'^"]'T^  [flock  of  God]:  [Com^.] 
'ASpj'iJA.;  [Rom.  'EtrSpi^A,  Vat.  ^epfi  (om.  in  1 
Sam.);  Alex.  ItrpoijX,  E(r8pt;  Aid.  'EaSpi^K,  'Eff- 
Spi:]  Hadriel),  a  son  of  Barzillai  the  Meholathite, 
to  whom  Saul  gave  his  daughter  Merab,  although 
he  had  previously  promised  her  to  David  (1  Sam. 
sviii.  19).  His  five  sons  were  amongst  the  seven 
descendants  of  Saul  whom  David  surrendered  to  the 
Gibeonites  (2  Sam.  xxi.  8,  9)  in  satisfaction  for  the 
endeavors  of  Saul  to  extirpate  the  latter,  although 
ihe  Israelites  had  originally  made  a  league  with 
them  (Josh.  ix.  15).  In  2  Sam.  xxi.  they  are  called 
the  sons  of  ^Michal  [the  daughter  of  Saul  and  wife 
of  David] ;  but  as  Michal  had  no  children  (2  Sam. 
vi.  23),  the  A.  V.,  in  order  to  surmount  the  diflS- 
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culty,  erroneously  translates  "^7  •  t  "  '"^<^"g''*  "Pi" 
instead  of  "  bare."  This  accords  with  the  opinion 
of  the  Targum  and  Jewish  authorities.  The  mar- 
gin also  gives  "Michal's  sister"  for  "Michal." 
Probably  the  error  is  due  to  some  early  transcri- 
ber." 

ADU'EL  i'ASoviiK  [Alex.  FA.  Now?], 
i.  e.  bS"*!?!,  1  Chr.  iv.  36  ('I«5»^A);  ix.  12 
('ASiTJA.),  the  ornament  of  God).  A  Naphtalite, 
ancestor  of  Tobit  (Tob.  i.  1). 

B.  F.  W.  and  W.  A.  W. 

ADUL'LAM  (Apocr.  Odollam,  'dvi'V, 
[justice  of  the  people,  Ges. ;  but  according  to  Si- 
monis  from  "HI'S  and  3^^,  hence  hiding-place] : 
'OSoWoju :  [  Odollam,  Odullam,  Adullam] ),  a  city 
of  Judah  in  the  lowland  of  the  Shefelah,  Josh.  xv. 
35  (comp.  Gen.  xxxviii.  1,  "Judah  went  doimi,'' 
and  Micah  i.  15,  where  it  is  named  with  Mareshah 
and  Achzib);  the  seat  of  a  Canaanite  king  (Josh, 
xii.  15),  and  evidently  a  place  of  great  antiquity 
(Gen.  xxxviii.  1,  12,  20).  Fortified  by  Rehoboam 
(2  Chr.  xi.  7),  one  of  the  towns  reoccupied  by  the 
Jews  after  their  return  from  Babylon  (Neh.  xi.  30), 
and  still  a  city  ('O.  ir6\is)  in  the  tunes  of  the  Mac- 
cabees (2  Mace.  xii.  38). 

The  site  of  Adullam  has  not  yet  bean  identified, 
but  from  the  mention  of  it  in  the  passages  quoted 
above  in  proximity  with  other  known  towns  of  the 
Shefelah,  it  is  likely  that  it  was  near  Deir  Dubban, 
5  or  6  miles  N.  of  Eleutheropolis.  (By  Eusebius 
and  Jerome,  and  apparently  by  the  LXX.  it  is  con- 
founded with  Eglon:  see  that  name.)  The  lime- 
stone cliffs  of  the  whole  of  that  locality  are  pierced 
with  extensive  excavations  (Robinson,  ii.  23, 51-63), 
some  one  of  which  is  iwssibly  the  "  cave  of  Adul- 
lam," the  refuge  of  David  (1  Sam.  xxii.  1;  2  Sam. 
xxiu.  13:  1  Chr.  xi.  15;  Stanley,  S.  cf  P.  p.  259). 
Monastic  tradition  places  the  cave  at  KhUreitun,  at 
the  south  end  of  the  Wady  Urtas,  between  Beth- 
lehem and  the  Dead  Sea  (Robinson,  i.  481).     G. 

*  No  one  who  has  seen  the  cave  at  Kh&reitun 
can  have  any  doubt  of  its  fitness  to  be  such  a  place 
of  refuge  as  the  cave  of  Adullam  evidently  was  to 
David  and  his  follower.  For  a  description  of  this 
cavern  see  Tekoa.  Dr.  Thomson  {Land  and  Book, 
ii.  424  f.)  pleads  still  for  the  correctness  of  the 
popular  opinion.  David,  who  lived  in  the  neigh- 
boring Bethlehem  and  had  often  driven  his  flocks 
over  those  hiUs,  must  have  known  of  the  existence 
of  the  cave  and  been  familiar  with  the  entrances  to 
it.  It  was  in  a  desert  remote  from  the  haunts  of 
Saul,  or  if  approached  by  him  was  incapable  of  any 
effectual  assault.  It  was  in  the  direction  of  Moab, 
whither  David,  shortly  before  betaking  himself  to 
this  retreat,  had  sent  his  parents  and  the  women  of 
his  train.  Stanley  decides  {S.  &  P.  p.  254,  note) 
that  the  cave  must'hsive  been  in  the  Shefelah,  be- 
cause the  family  of  David  "  went  dovro  "  to  him 
there  from  Bethlehem  (1  Sam.  xxii.  1);  but  the 
expression  may  be  used  also  of  Khureitun,  which  Ls 
nearly  2  hours  S.  E.  of  Bethlehem  and  over  a  path 
which  descends  rapidly  almost  the  entire  distance. 
That  the  town  and  the  cave  of  Adullam  are  not 
near  each  other  would  be  only  an  instance  of  the 
fact  that  the  same  name  is  often  applied  to  different 
localities. 

a  *  So  also  Thenius  {Die  Buclier  Satjmels,  p.  230), 
accounts  for  the  inconsistency.  See  further  under 
Merab.  ^ 
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David  was  certainly  in  the  cave  of  Adullam 
when  the  "three  chiefs"  brought  water  to  hiin 
from  Bethlehem ;  and  as  it  is  said  that  the  Philis- 
tines, through  whom  they  forced  their  way  for  that 
purpose,  were  encamped  at  the  time  near  Beth- 
lehem (2  Sam.  xxiii.  13,  14),  we  must  infer  that 
the  cave  itself  was  near  I3ethlehem,  and  not  so  far 
off  as  the  border  of  the  plain  of  Philistia."     H. 

ADULXAMITE  C'lrV'75?  [*^  ^^^'^ 
lam]  :  'OSoWafiirris ;  Alex.  OSoWa/xfiTTOS  '■ 
Odollamites).  A  native  of  Adullam:  applied  to 
Hirah,  the  friend   (or  "shepherd"  as  the  Vulgate 

has  it,  readhig  ^TTS^t  for  ^H^'H)  of  Judah  (Gen. 
xxxriu.  1,  12,  20).  W.  A.  W. 

ADULTERY.  The  parties  to  this  crime  were 
a  married  woman  and  a  man  who  was  not  her  hus- 
band. The  toleration  of  polygamy,  indeed,  renders 
it  nearly  impossible  to  make  criminal  a  similar 
offence  committed  by  a  married  man  with  a  woman 
not  his  wife.  In  the  patriarchal  period  the  sanc- 
tity of  marriage  is  noticeable  from  the  history  of 
Abraham,  who  fears,  not  that  his  wife  will  be  se- 
duced from  him,  but  that  he  may  be  killed  for  her 
sake,  and  especially  from  the  scruples  ascribed  to 
PJiaraoh  and  Abimelech  (Gen.  xii.,  xx.).  The 
woman's  punishment  was,  as  commonly  amongst 
eastern  nations,  no  doubt  capital,  and  probably,  as 
in  the  case  of  Tamar's  unchastity,  death  by  fire 
(xxxviii.  24).  The  Mosaic  penalty  was  that  both 
the  guilty  parties  should  be  stoned,  and  it  appUed 
as  well  to  the  betrothed  as  to  the  married  woman, 
prorided  she  were  free  (Ueut.  xxii.  22-24).  A 
bondwoman  so  offending  was  to  be  scourged,  and 
the  man  was  to  make  a  trespass  offering  (l^v.  xix. 
20-22). 

The  system  of  inheritances,  on  which  the  polity 
of  Moses  was  based,  was  threatened  with  confusion 
by  the  doubtful  offipring  caused  by  this  crime,  and 
this  secured  popular  sympathy  on  the  side  of  moral- 
ity until  a  far  advanced  stage  of  corruption  was 
reached.  Yet  from  stoning  being  made  the  penalty 
we  may  suppose  that  the  exclusion  of  private  re- 
venge was  intended.  It  is  probable  that,  when 
diat  territorial  basis  of  polity  passed  away  —  as  it 
did,  after  the  captivity  —  and  when,  owing  to  Gen- 
tile example,  the  marriage  tie  became  a  looser  bond 
of  imion,  public  feeling  in  regard  to  adultery 
changed,  and  the  penalty  of  death  was  seldom  or 
never  inflicted.  Thus  in  the  case  of  the  woman 
brought  under  our  Lord's  notice  (John  viii.),  it 
is  likely  that  no  one  then  thought  of  stoning 
her  in  fact,  but  there  remained  the  written  law 
ready  for  the  purpose  of  the  caviller.  It  is  Ukely, 
also,  that  a  divorce  in  which  the  adulteress  lost  her 
dower  and  rights  of  maintenance,  &c.  {Gtmava 
Chethubolih,  cap.  vii.  6),  was  the  usual  remedy 
suggested  by  a  wish  to  avoid  scandal  and  the  ex- 
citement of  commis^ation  for  crime.  The  word 
irapo5ej7;itoTi<r«  [SfiyiMriffai  Lachm.,  Tisch., 
Treg.]  (Matt.  i.  19),  probably  means  to  bring  the 
case  before  the  local  Sanhedrim,  which  was  the 
usual  course,  but  which  Joseph  did  not  propose  to 
take,  preferring  repudiation  (Buxtorf,  de  Spans,  et 
IHvort.  iii.  1-4),  because  that  could  be  managed 
privately  (Kiidpa)- 

Concerning  the  famous  trial  by  the  waters  of 
jealousy  (Num.  v.  11-29),  it  has  been  questioned 
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whether  a  husband  was,  in  case  of  certain  fects, 
lx)imd  to  adopt  it.  The  more  likely  view  is,  that 
it  was  meant  as  a  relief  to  the  vehemence  of  impla- 
cable jealousy  to  which  Orientals  appear  prone,  but 
which  was  not  consistent  with  the  laxity  of  the 
nuptial  tie  prevalent  in  the  period  of  the  New  Tes- 
tament. The  ancient  strictness  of  that  tie  gave 
room  for  a  more  intense  feeling,  and  in  that  inten- 
sity probably  arose  this  strange  custom,  which  no 
doubt  Moses  found  prevailing  and  deeply  seated ; 
and  which  is  said  to  be  paralleled  by  a  form  of 
ordeal  called  the  "red  water"  in  Western  Africa 
(Kitto,  Cyclop.  8.  v.).  The  forms  of  Hebrew  jus- 
tice all  tended  to  limit  the  application  of  this  test. 
1.  By  prescribing  certain  facts  presumptive  of 
guilt,  to  be  estabUshed  on  oath  by  two  witnesses, 
or  a  preponderating  but  not  conclusive  testimony 
to  the  fact  of  the  woman's  adultery.  2.  By  tech- 
nical rules  of  evidence  which  made  proof  of  those 
presumptive  facts  difficult  (Sotali,  vi.  2-5).  3.  By 
exempting  certain  large  classes  of  women  (all  in- 
deed, except  a  pure  Israelitess  married  to  a  pure 
Israelite,  and  some  even  of  them)  from  the  liability. 
4.  By  providing  that  the  trial  could  only  be  before 
the  great  Sanhedrim  {Solah,  i.  4).  5.  By  invest- 
ing it  with  a  ceremonial  at  once  humiliating  and 
intimidating,  yet  which  still  harmonized  with  the 
spirit  of  the  whole  ordeal  as  recorded  in  Num.  v. ; 
but  6.  Above  aU,  by  the  conventional  and  even 
mercenary  light  in  which  the  nuptial  contract  was 
latterly  regarded. 

When  adultery  ceased  to  be  capital,  as  no  doubt 
it  did,  and  divorce  became  a  matter  of  mere  conve- 
nience, it  would  be  absurd  to  suppose  that  this  trial 
was  continued.  And  when  adultery  became  com- 
mon, as  the  Jews  themselves  confess,  it  would  have 
been  impious  to  expect  the  miracle  which  it  sup- 
posed. If  ever  the  Sanhedrim  were  driven  by 
force  of  circumstances  to  adopt  this  trial,  no  doubt 
every  effort  was  used,  nay,  was  prescribed  (Sotak, 
i.  5,  6)  to  overawe  the  culprit  and  induce  confes- 
sion. Nay,  even  if  she  submitted  to  the  trial  and 
was  really  guilty,  some  rabbis  held  that  the  effect 
on  her  might  be  suspended  for  years  through  the 
merit  of  some  good  deed  (Sotah,  iii.  4-6).  Be- 
sides, however,  the  intimidation  of  the  woman,  the 
man  was  likely  to  feel  the  public  exposure  of  his 
suspicions  odious  and  repulsive.  Divorce  was  a 
ready  and  quiet  remedy;  and  the  only  question 
was,  whether  the  divorce  should  carry  the  dowry, 
and  the  property  which  she  had  brought;  which 
was  decided  by  the  slight  or  grave  character  of  the  , 
suspicions  against  her  (Sotah,  vi.  1;  Gemara  Che- 
thuboth,  vii.  6;  Ugol.  Uxor  Jleb.  c.  vii.).  If  the 
husband  were  incapable  through  derangement,  im- 
prisonment, &c.,  of  acting  on  his  own  behalf  in  the 
matter,  the  Sanhedrim  proceeded  in  his  name  a.s 
concerned  the  dowry,  but  not  as  concerned  the  trial 
by  the  water  of  jealousy  (Sotah,  iv.  6).      H.  H. 

ADUM'MIM,  "  THE  GOING  UP  TO  "  or  "  OF  " 
(C^^IK  nb^C:  ■n-p6(rfia(ns  'ASa/xniv,  [avo- 
fiaffis  Aldafiiy;  Alex,  irpoaava^aais  ASofifii, 
avafi.  E8«/U4j':]  ascemio  or  (iscensus  Adumrnim)  r= 
the  "  pass  of  the  red; "  one  of  the  landmarks  of 
the  boundary  of  Benjamin,  a  rising  groHnd  or  pass 
"over  against  Gilgal,"  and  "on  the  south  side 
of  the  'torrent'  "  (Josh.  xv.  7,  xviii.  17),  which  is 


a  *  since  writing  the  above  note,  we  find  that  Dr. 
Stanley  is  either  not  consistent  with  himself  or  has 
f hanged  his  opinion.     In  his  article  on  David  In  this 


Dictionary  (§  ii.  8),  and  in  his  Lectures  on  the  Jewish 
Church  (ii.  69),  he  speaks  without  hesibition  of  th« 
care  near  Khureittin  as  David's  cave  of  Adullam.    11 
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the  position  still  occupied  by  the  road  leading  up 
from  Jericho  and  the  Jordan  valley  to  Jerusalem 
(Rob.  i.  558  «),  on  the  south  face  of  the  gorge  of 
the  Wndy  Kelt.  Jerome  {Onom.  Adommin)  as- 
cribes the  name  to  the  blood  shed  there  by  the  rob- 
bers who  infested  the  jiass  in  his  day,  as  they  still 
(Stanley,  pp.  314,  424;  Martineau,  p.  481;  Stewart) 
continue  to  infest  it,  as  they  did  in  the  middle 
ages,  when  the  order  of  Knights  Templars  arose 
out  of  an  association  for  the  guarding  of  this  road, 
and  as  they  did  in  the  days  of  our  Lord,  of  whose 
parable  of  the  Good  Samaritan  this  is  the  scene. 
But  the  name  is  doubtless  of  a  date  and  significance 
far  more  remote,  and  is  probably  derived  from  some 
tribe  of  "  red  men  "  of  the  earUest  inhabitants  of 
the  country  (Stanley,  p.  424,  note).  The  sugges- 
tion of  KeU  that  it  refers  to  the  "  rothlichen  I'arbe 
des  Felsen,"  is  the  coryecture  of  a  man  who  has 
never  been  on  the  spot,  the  whole  pass  being  of  the 
whitest  limestone.  [Fiirst  derives  the  name  in 
the  first  instance  from  the  color  {red-brown)  of  the 
earth  in  the  hills.]  G. 

AfiDI'AS  CAiSioy;  [Vat.  ATjSejoy;  Aid.  Alex. 
'A7/5/as:]  HeUas),  1  Esdr.  ix.  27.  Probably  a 
corruption  of  Eliah. 

^'GYPT.     [Egypt.] 

^'NEAS  [so,  correctly,  A.  V.  ed.  1611,  etc. ; 
Eneas,  later  eds.]  (Alfeas-  yEneas),  a  paralytic  at 
Lydda,  healed  by  St.  Peter  (Acts  ix.  33,  34). 

*  The  name  shows  that  he  was  either  a  Greek  or 
a  Hellenistic  Jew.  It  is  uncertain  whether  he  was 
a  believer  or  not  {&v0pwir6v  rtva) ;  but  it  was  usual 
to  require  faith  of  those  who  received  such  benefits. 

H. 

.^'NON  (AjVc^^:  -^nnon),  a  place  "near  to 
Salim,"  at  which  John  baptized  (John  iii.  23).  It 
was  evidently  west  of  the  Jordan  (comp.  iii.  22 
with  26,  and  with  i.  28),  and  abounded  in  water. 
This  is  indicated  by  the  name,  which  is  merely  a 

Greek  version  of  the  Chaldee  ]1'3^]y  =  "  springs." 
iEnon  is  given  in  the  Onomasticon  as  8  miles  south 
of  Scythopolis,  "juxta  SaJem  et  Jordanem."  Dr. 
Robinson's  most  careful  search,  on  his  second  visit, 
however,  failed  to  discover  any  trace  of  either  name 
or  remains  in  that  locality  (iii.  333).  But  a  Scdim 
has  been  found  by  him  to  the  east  of  and  close  to 
Ndbulus,  where  there  are  two  very  copious  springs 
(ii.  279;  iii.  298).  This  position  agrees  with  the 
requirements  of  Gen.  xxxiii.  18.  [Salem.]  In 
favor  of  its  distance  from  the  Jordan  is  the  consid- 
eration that,  if  close  by  the  river,  the  Evangelist 
would  hardly  have  drawn  attention  to  the  "  much 
water"  there. 

The  latest  writer  on  Jerusalem,  Dr.  Barclay 
(1858),  reports  the  discovery  of  iEnon  at  Wacly 
Farah,  a  secluded  valley  about  5  miles  to  the  N.  E. 
of  Jerusalem,  running  into  the  great  W<uly  Foicar 
immediately  above  Jericho.  The  grounds  of  this 
novel  identification  are  the  very  copious  springs  and 
pools  in  which  W.  Farah  abounds,  and  also  the 
presence  of  the  name  Selam  or  Seleim,  the  appel- 
lation of  another  Wady  close  by.  But  it  requires 
more  examination  than  it  has  yet  received.  (Bar- 
clay, City  of  the  Great  King,  pp.  558-570.)  See 
the  curious  speculations  of  Lightfoot  ( Chorog.  In- 
qtiiry,  ch.  iii.  §§  1,  2,  3,  4).  G. 
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«  Robinson's  words,  "  On  the  south  side 

ibove,"  are  the  more  remarlcable,  because  the  identity 
of  the  place  with  the  Maaleh-Adummim  does  not  seem 
)o  have  occurred  to  him. 


*  The  later  observations  tend  to  narrow  the 
limits  of  the  question :  they  indicate  at  least  the 
region  if  they  do  not  fix  the  site  of  JEnon.  Je- 
rome's testimony  (Reland's  Palastina,  p.  480)  that 
it  was  8  miles  south  of  ScythopoUs  (still  shown 
there  in  his  day,  "  ostenditur  usque  nimc  ")  agrees 
with  the  ascertained  condition  of  that  neighbor- 
hood. Dr.  Thomson  (Land  and  Book,  ii.  176), 
who  visited  Beisan  (Scythopolis)  and  the  neighbor- 
hood, represents  the  valley  there  as  alx)unding  in 
fountains  and  brooks,  which  make  it  one  of  the 
most  fertile  places  in  Palestine.  Though  find- 
ing no  traces  of  the  names  still  current,  he  says 
that  ^non  and  Salim  wei-e  no  doubt  in  this 
Ghor  Beisan.  Dr.  Robinson's  Salim  lies  too  far 
inward  to  agree  with  the  "juxta  Jordanem"  of 
Eusebius  and  Jerome ;  indeed,  he  gives  up  that  po- 
sition and  fixes  on  a  different  one.  The  name 
merely  of  Salim  would  not  be  decisive,  as  it  seems 
to  have  been,  and  is  stUl,  not  uncommon  in  Pales- 
tine. [Salim.]  We  have  the  more  reason  for 
adhering  to  the  traditionary  site,  that  Mr.  Van  de 
Velde  reports  his  finding  a  Mussulman  oratory 
( Wely)  called  Sheykh  Salim  near  a  heap  of  nuns, 
about  six  English  miles  south  of  Beisan,  and  two 
west  of  the  Jordan  {Syr.  and  Pal.  ii.  340).  Bleek 
{Brief  an  die  Hehr.  vol.  ii.  pt.  2.  p.  285  ff. )  main- 
tains that  this  Salim  was  not  only  the  one  where 
John  baptized,  but  of  which  Melchizedek  was  king 
(Gen.  xiv.  18).  As  to  Jinon,  which  is  descriptive 
rather  than  local,  the  existence  itself  of  fountains, 
"  deep  waters  "  (uSara  iroWd),  is  all  the  identifi- 
cation that  the  term  requires.  H. 

-^RA.     [Chronology.] 

.^THIO'PIA.     [Ethioplv.] 

*^THIOPIC  VERSION.  [Versions, 
Ancient.] 

AFFIISriTY.     [Marriage.] 

AG'ABA  ('A/c/ca/Sti  ;  [Vat.  marg.  ^.yya^; 
Alex.  ra/3o;  Aid.  "Aya/Sci:]  Aggab),  1  Esdr.  v. 
30.     [Hagab.] 

AG'ABUS''  ("Aya/Sos:  Agabus),  a.  Christian 
prophet  in  the  apostolic  age,  mentioned  in  Acts  xi. 
28  and  xxi.  10.  The  same  person  must  be  meant  in 
both  places ;  for  not  only  the  name,  but  the  office 
{irpo<pi\Tr\s)  and  residence  (dirj)  'IfpoffoKv/iuu,  airh 
rrjs  'lovSalas),  are  the  same  in  both  instances. 
He  predicted  (Acts  xi.  28)  that  a  famine  would 
take  place  in  the  reign  of  Claudius  "  throughout  all 
the  world  "  (t^'  o\nv  r^v  olKovfi4vy)v).  This  ex 
pression  may  take  a  narrower  or  a  wider  sense, 
either  of  which  confirms  the  prediction.  As  Greek 
and  Roman  writers  used  ^  oiKovfiftnri  of  the  Greek 
and  the  Roman  world,  so  a  Jewish  writer  could  use 
it  naturally  of  the  Jewish  world  or  Palestine.  Jo- 
sephus  certainly  so  uses  it  {Ant.  viii.  13,  §  4)  when 
speaking  of  the  efforts  of  Ahab  to  discover  the 
prophet  Elijah,  he  says  that  the  king  sought  him 
KOTCt  iraffav  r^v  olKovfietnjv,  i-  e.  throughout 
Palestine  and  its  borders.  (See  Auger,  De  Tempo- 
rum  in  Actis  App.  ratione,  p.  42.)  Ancient  writers 
give  no  account  of  any  universal  famine  in  the 
reign  of  Claudius,  but  they  speak  of  several  local 
famines  which  were  severe  in  particular  countries. 
Josephus  (^n<.  xx.  2,  §  6;  ib.  5,  §  2)  mentions  one 
which  prevailed  at  that  time  in  Judaea,  and  swept 
away  many  of  the  inhabitants.  Helena,  queen  of 
Adiabene,  a  Jewish  proselyte  who  was  then  at  Je- 

6  *  This  article  (not  accredited  in  the  English  edt 
tion)  has  been  re-written  here  by  the  author.        H. 
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pusalem,  imported  provisions  from  Egypt  and  Cy- 
prus, which  she  distributed  among  the  people  to 
gave  them  from  starvation.  This,  in  all  probability, 
is  the  famine  to  which  Agabus  refers  in  Acts  xi. 
28.  The  chronology  admits  of  this  supposition. 
According  to  Josephus,  the  famine  which  he  de- 
scribes took  place  when  Cuspius  Fadus  and  Tiberius 
^-Uexander  were  procurators:  /.  e.  as  Lardner  com- 
putes the  time  {Credibility.  V.  I.  b.  i.  ch.  xi.),  it 
may  have  begun  about  the  close  of  A.  d.  44,  and 
lasted  three  or  four  years.  Fadus  was  sent  into 
■Judaea  on  the  death  of  Agrippa,  which  occuiTed 
in  August  of  the  year  a.d.  44 ;  and  it  was  about  the 
time  of  the  death  of  Agrippa  (Acts  xii.  1)  that  Paul 
and  Haniabas  carried  the  alms  of  the  Christians  at 
Antioch  to  Jerusalem.  K  we  attach  the  wider 
sense  to  olKovfj.fV7]v,  the  prediction  may  import 
that  a  famine  should  take  place  throughout  the 
Roman  empire  duriug  the  reign  of  Claudius  (the 
year  is  not  specified),  and  not  that  it  should  prevail 
in  all  parts  at  the  same  time.  We  find  mention 
of  three  other  famines  during  the  reign  of  Claud- 
ius: one  in  Greece  (Euseb.  Chron.  i.  79),  and  two 
in  Rome  (Dion  Cass.  Ix.  11;  Tac.  Ann.  xii.  43). 
For  the  facts  concerning  these  famines,  see  Walch, 
De  Agnbo  vale  {Dissertt.  ad  Acta  Apost.  ii.  1-31  ff.). 
At  Ceesarea,  Agabus  forettild  to  Paul,  who  was 
then  going  up  to  Jerusalem  for  the  last  time,  that 
the  Jews  there  would  cast  him  into  prison  and  bind 
him  hand  and  foot.  The  prophet  accompanied  this 
prediction  with  a  symbolic  act  (that  of  buiding  his 
own  hands  and  feet  with  Paul's  girdle),  which 
served  to  place  the  event  foretold  more  vividly  be- 
fore them.  The  scene,  being  thus  acted  out  before 
their  eyes,  was  rendered  present,  real,  Ijeyond  what 
any  mere  verbal  declaration  could  possibly  have 
made  it. 

"  Segnius  irritant  uiimos  demissa  per  aurem 
Quam  qusB  sunt  oculis  subjecta  fidelibus,  et  qute 
Ipse  sibi  tradit  spectator." 

Instances  of  such  symbolism,  though  rare  in  the 
N.  T.,  are  frequent  in  the  Old.  See  1  K.  xxii.  11; 
Is.  XX.  1  ff. ;  Jer.  xiii.  1  ff. ;  Ezek.  iv.  1  ff.,  etc. 

The  name  Agabus  is  variously  derived :  by  Dru- 

sius,  from  22n,   a  locust ;  by  Grotius,  Witsius, 

'  T  t'  '        J  T  I 

and  Wolf,  from  ^V,  he  Urved.  See  Wolf's  Curas 
PhilohgiccE,  ii.  1167.  Walch  {ttt  supra)  adopts 
the  latter  derivation,  and  compares  the  name  with 
the  Greek  Agape,  Agapetus,  Agapius,  and  the  like. 
Walch,  in  his  Diisertatio.,  treats  («)  of  the  name 
of  Agabus;  (6)  of  his  office  as  prophet;  (c)  of  his 
prophecies;  and  {d)  of  their  fulfillment.  He 
illustrates  these  topics  fully,  but  adds  nothing 
important  to  the  results  stated  in  this  article.  The 
incidents  in  which  Agabus  appears  are  noticed  at 
length  in  Baumgarten's  Apostelyeschichte,  i.  270 
ff.  and  ii.  113  ff.  H.  B.  H. 

A'GAG  (22M,  from  an  Arabic  root  "  to  bum," 
Gesen. :  '  AYcfy  and  T<i)y  '■  Ayag),  possibly  the  title 
of  the  kings  of  Amalek,  like  Pharaoh  of  Egypt. 
One  king  of  this  name  is  mentioned  in  Num.  xxiv. 
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7,  and  another  in  1  Sam.  xv.  8,  9,  20,  32.  The 
latter  was  the  king  of  the  Amalekites,  whom  Saul 
spared  together  with  the  best  of  the  spoil,  although 
it  was  the  well-known  will  of  Jehovah  that  the 
Amalekites  should  be  extirpated  (Ex.  xvii.  14; 
Deut.  XXV.  17).  For  this  act  of  disobedience  Sam- 
uel was  commissioned  to  declare  to  Saul  his  rejec- 
tion, and  he  himself  sent  for  Agag  and  cut  him  in 
pieces.     [Samuel.] 

Haman  is  called  the  Agagite  in  Esther  (Bou- 
•yotos,  iii.  1,  10,  viii.  3,  5,  {Uajcthiiv,  ix.  24] ). 
The  Jews  consider  Haman  a  descendant  of  Agag, 
the  Amalekite,  and  hence  account  for  the  hatred 
with  which  he  pursued  their  race  (Joseph.  Ant.  xi. 
6,  §  5;  Targ.  Esth.).  R.  W.  B. 

A'GAGITE.     [Agag.] 

A'GAR.     [Hagar.] 

AGARE'NES  {viol  "Ayap:  fiUi  Agar),  Bar. 
iii.  23.     [Hagakenes.] 

AGATE  Onir,  shebo;  1313,  cadcM: 
OYctrijs:  achates)  is  mentioned  four  times  in  the 
text  of  the  A.  V.;  viz.  in  Ex.  xxviii.  19,  xxxix. 
12;  Is.  liv.  12;  I^.  xxvii.  16.  In  the  two  former 
passages,  where  it  is  represented  by  the  Hebrew 
word  shebo,  it  is  spoken  of  as  forming  the  second 
stone  in  the  third  row  of  the  high-priest's  breast- 
plate ;  in  each  of  the  two  latter  places  the  original 
word  is  cadcod,  by  which  no  doubt  is  intended  a 
different  stone.  [Ruby.]  In  Ez.  xxvii.  16,  where 
the  text  has  agate,  the  margin  has  chrysoprase, 
whereas  in  the  very  next  chapter,  Ez.  xxviii.  13, 
chrysoprase  occurs  in  the  margin  instead  of  em- 
erald,  which  is  in  the  text,  as  the  translation  of  an 
entirely  different  Hebrew  word,  mphec ; «  this  will 
show  how  much  our  translators  were  perplexed  as 
to  the  meanings  of  the  minerals  and  precious  stones 
mentioned  in  the  sacred  volmne;''  and  this  uncer- 
tainty which  belongs  to  the  mineralogy  of  the  Bi- 
ble, and  indeed  in  numerous  instances  to  its  botany 
and  zoology,  is  by  no  means  a  matter  of  surprise 
when  we  consider  how  often  there  is  no  collateral 
evidence  of  any  kind  that  might  possibly  help  us, 
and  that  the  derivations  of  the  Hebrew  words  have 
generally  and  necessarily  a  very  extensive  significa- 
tion; identification,  therefore,  in  many  cases  be- 
comes a  difficult  and  uncertain  matter. 

Various  definitions  of  the  Hebrew  word  shebo 
have  been  given  by  the  learned,  but  nothing  defi- 
nite can  be  deduced  from  any  one  of  them.  Gese- 
nius  places  the  word  imder  the  root  shdbdh,"  "  to 
take  prisoner,"  but  allows  that  nothing  at  all  can 
be  leanied  from  such  an  etymology.  Fiirst  <'  with 
more  probability  assigns  to  the  name  an  Arabic 
origin,  shaba,  "  to  glitter." 

Again,  we  find  curiously  enough  an  interpreta- 
tion which  derives  it  from  another  Arabic  root, 
which  has  precisely  the  opposite  meaning,  viz.  "  to 
be  dull  and  obscure."  «  Another  derivation  traces 
the  word  to  the  proper  name  Sheba,  whence  pre- 
cious stones  were  exported  for  the  TjTian  mer- 
chants. Of  these  derivations,  it  is  difficult  to  see 
any  meaning  at  all  in  the  first,/  while  a  contrary 


b  See  "  Translators'  Preface  to  the  Reader,"  which 
(t  is  to  be  regretted  is  never  now  printed  in  editions 
»f  the  Bible. 

"  TT3,W,  captivum  fecit,  Gesen.  JTiexiur.  s.  t. 


tl  Comp.  Golius,  Arab.  Lex. 
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corg.  of  SJuiu),  obscura,  ambigtia  fuit  res  aliaii- 

f  "  Sed  haec  nihil  feclunt  ad  detegendam  ejus  natw 
ram."  —  Braun.  V.  S.  11.  xt.  i. 


AGE,   OLD 

one  to  what  we  should  expect  is  given  to  the  third, 
for  a  dull-looking  stone  is  surely  out  of  place 
amongst  the  glittering  gems  which  adorned  the  sa- 
cerdotal breastplate.  The  derivation  adopted  by 
Fiirst  is  perhaps  the  most  probable,  jet  there  is 
nothing  even  in  it  which  will  indicate  the  stone  in- 
tended. That  shebo,  however,  does  stand  for  some 
variety  of  agate  seems  generally  agreed  upon  by 
commentators,  for,  as  Kosenmiiller «  has  observed 
(Schol.  in  Exod.  xxxviii.  19),  there  is  a  wonderful 
agreement  amongst  interpreters,  who  all  under- 
stand an  agate  by  the  term. 

Our  English  agate,  or  achat,  derives  its  name 
fix)m  the  Achates,  the  modern  Dirillo,  in  the  Val 
di  Noto,  in  Sicily,  on  the  banks  of  which,  accord- 
ing to  Theophrastus  and  Pliny,  it  was  first  found ;  * 
but  as  agates  are  met  with  in  almost  every  coun- 
try, this  stone  was  doubtless  from  the  earliest  times 
known  to  the  Orientals.  It  is  a  silicious  stone  of 
the  quartz  family,  and  is  met  with  generally  in 
rounded  nodules,  or  in  veins  in  trap-rocks;  speci- 
mens are  often  foimd  on  the  sea-shore,  and  in  the 
beds  of  streams,  the  rocks  in  which  they  had  been 
imbedded  having  been  decomposed  by  the  elements, 
when  the  agates  have  dropped  out.  Some  of  the 
principal  varieties  are  called  chalcedony,  firom  Chal- 
cedon  in  Asia  Minor,  where  it  is  found,  carnelian, 
chrysoprase,  an  apple-green  variety  colored  by  ox- 
ide of  nickel,  3Iocha-stones,  or  moss  agate,  which 
owe  their  dendritic  or  tree-like  markings  to  the 
imperfect  crystallization  of  the  coloring  salts  of 
manganese  or  iron,  onyx-stones,  blood-stones,  &c., 
&c.  Beautiful  specimens  of  the  art  of  engraving  on 
cnakedony  are  still  found  among  the  tombs  of 
Egypt,  Assyria,  Etruria,  &c.<'  W.  H. 

AGE,  OLD.  In  early  stages  of  civilization, 
when  experience  is  the  only  source  of  practical 
knowledge,  old  age  has  its  special  value,  and  con- 
sequently its  special  honors.  The  Spartans,  the 
Athenians,  and  the  Romans  were  particular  in 
showing  respect  to  the  aged,  and  the  Egyptians 
had  a  regulation  which  has  its  exact  parallel  in  the 
Bible  (Herod,  ii.  80;  Lev.  xix.  32).  Under  a  pa- 
triarchal form  of  government  such  a  feeling  was 
still  more  deeply  implanted.  A  further  motive  was 
superadded  in  the  case  of  the  Jew,  who  was  taught 
to  consider  old  age  as  a  reward  for  piety,  and  a  sig- 
nal token  of  God's  favor.  For  these  reasons  the 
^ed  occupied  a  prominent  place  in  the  social  and 
political  system  of  the  Jews.  In  private  life  they 
were  looked  up  to  as  the  depositaries  of  knowledge 
(Job  XV.  10);  the  young  were  ordered  to  rise  up  in 
their  presence  (Lev.  xix.  32);  they  allowed  them  to 
give  their  opinion  first  (Job  xxxii.  4);  they  were 
taught  to  regard  grey  hairs  as  a  "  crown  of  glory  " 
and  as  the  "  beauty  of  old  men  "  (Frov.  xvi.  31, 
XX.  29).  The  attainment  of  old  age  was  regarded 
as  a  special  blessing  (Job  v.  26),  not  only  on  ac- 
count of  the  prolonged  eryoyment  of  life  to  the  in- 
dividual, but  also  because  it  indicated  peaceful  and 
prosperous  times  (Zech.  viii.  4 ;  1  Mace.  xiv.  9 ;  Is. 
Ixv.  20).     In  public  affairs  age  carried  weight  with 
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it,  especially  in  the  infancy  of  the  state:  ii  formed 
under  Moses  the  main  qualification  of  those  who 
acted  as  the  representatives  of  the  people  in  all 
matters  of  difficulty  and  deUberation.  The  old 
men  or  Elders  thus  became  a  class,  and  the  title 
gradually  ceased  to  convey  the  notion  of  age,  and 
was  used  in  an  official  sense,  Uke  Patres,  Senatores, 
and  other  similar  terms.  [Elueks.]  Still  it 
would  be  but  natural  that  such  an  office  was  gen- 
erally held  by  men  of  advanced  age  (1  K.  xii.  8). 

W.  L.  B. 
*  The  distinction  between  irpeafiinris  and  wpea- 
fivTepos  should  be  remarked.  Though  the  for- 
mer refers  always  to  age,  the  latter  refers  occa- 
sionally to  age  (Acts  ii.  17;  1  Tim.  v.  1;  1  Pet. 
v.  5),  but  Usually  to  rank  or  office.  The  point  is 
of  some  interest  as  regards  the  age  of  Paul  at  the 
time  of  his  Roman  captivity.  In  Philem.  ver.  9. 
the  apostle  alludes  to  himself  "  as  an  old  man " 
(i>s  irpffffivTTjs)  for  the  purpose  of  giving  effect  by 
that  reminiscence  to  his  entreaty  in  behalf  of  Ones- 
imus.  Paul  is  supposed  to  have  been,  at  the  time  of 
writing  to  Philemon  (converted  about  36  a.  d.,  at 
the  age  of  30,  and  at  Rome  62-4  a.  d.),  about  60 
yeai-s  old.  According  to  Hippocrates,  a  man  was 
called  Trpeafivrris  from  49  to  56,  and  after  that  was 
called  yfpwv.  But  there  was  another  estimate 
among  the  Greeks  which  fixed  the  later  period 
iyrjpas)  at  69.  Coray  treats  of  this  question  in 
his  Suj/s'kStjjuos  'UpariKis,  p.  167  (Paris,  ISSl).** 
Our  most  impressive  image  of  old  age  in  the  N. 
T.,  as  represented  by  its  appropriate  word,  is  that, 
which  occurs  in  the  Saviour's  touching  description 
of  what  was  to  befall  the  energetic  Peter  in  his  last 
days  (orav  ytipda-ris)-  See  John  xxi.  18.  The 
term  applied  to  Zacharias  (Luke  i.  18)  is  irpeff- 
fiiirris-  The  patriarch  Jacob's  characterization  of 
a  long  life,  as  he  looked  back  upon  it  from  the  verge 
of  the  grave,  has  hardly  its  parallel  for  truthfulness 
and  pathos  in  all  extant  literature.  See  Gren.  xlvii. 
8,  9.  H. 

A'GEE  [dissyl.]  (K2S  [fugitive]:  "Affu; 
Alex.  Ayoa;  [Comp.  'A7c(:]  Age).  A  Hararite, 
father  of  Shammah,  one  of  David's  three  mightiest 
heroes  (2  Sam.  xxiii.  11).  In  the  Peshito-Syriac 
he  is  called  "  Ago  of  the  king's  mountain." 

AGGE'US  CAyyaios-  Aggceus),  [1  Esdr.  vi.  1, 
vii.  3;  2  Esdr.  i.  40.]     [Haggai.] 

AGRICULTURE.  This,  though  prominent 
in  the  Scriptural  narrative  concerning  Adam,  Cain, 
and  Noah,  was  little  cared  for  by  the  patriarchs; 
more  so,  however,  by  Isaac  and  Jacob  than  by 
Abraham  (Gen.  xxvi.  12,  xxxvii.  7),  in  whose  time, 
probably,  if  we  except  the  lower  Jordan  valley  (xiii. 
10),  there  was  little  regular  culture  in  Canaan. 
Thus  Gerar  and  Shechem  seem  to  have  been  cities 
where  pastoral  wealth  predominated.  The  herds- 
men strove  with  Isaac  about  his  wells;  about  his 
crop  there  was  no  contention  (xx.  14,  xxxiv.  28). 
In  Joshua's  time,  as  shown  by  the  story  of  the 
"  Eshcol "  (Num.  xiii.  23-4),  Canaan  was  found  in 


1^tt7  "  esse  achatem,  satis  probabile  est,  quum 
minis  in  hoc  lapide  interpretum  sit  consensus."  Vid. 
Braun.  'ie  Vest.  Sacerd.  Hebraor.  II.  c.  xv.  iil. 

^  KoAbs  S«  \i6<K  KoX  6  a^aTTf?  o  otto  tou  'AxaTOv 
roTOfiOu  ToO  iv  XiKekia,  KaX  niaKelrai,  Ti'iuios.  —  Tlieoph. 
Fr.  ii.  31,  ed.  Schneider,  and  Plin.  xxxvii.  54  ;  Lithog- 
ttphie  Sicilienne,  Naples,  1777,  p.  16. 

'•  Compare  with  this  Ex.  xxxviii.  23  :  "  And  with 
him  was  Aholiab,  son  of  Ahisamach,  of  the  tribe  of  Dan, 


an  engraver  and  a  cunning  workman ;  "  and  eh.  xxxix. 
8 :  "  And  he  made  the  breastplate  of  cunning  work." 

*  Occasional  specimens  of  agate  occur  along  the 
coast  north  of  Tortosa,  and  it  is  very  abundant  near 
Antioch  {Antakia),  Rob.  Phys.  Geogr.  p.  376.        H. 

d  ♦  On  the  single  word  "  aged  "  in  Philem.  ver.  9, 
the  celebrated  Lavater  preached  two  of  his  39  sermons 
on  the  Epistle  to  Philemon  (Predigten  iiber  d.  Brief 
an  d.  Philemon,  St.  Gallen,  17So-6).  H. 
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a  much  more  advanced  agricultural  state  than 
Jacob  had  left  it  in  (Deut.  viii.  8),  resulting  prob- 
ably from  the  severe  experience  of  famines,  and  the 
example  of  Egypt,  to  which  its  people  were  thus 
led.  The  pastoral  life  was  the  means  of  keeping 
the  sacred  race,  whilst  yet  a  family,  distinct  from 
mixture  and  locally  unattached,  especially  whilst 
in  Egypt.  When,  grown  into  a  nation,  they  con- 
quered their  future  seats,  agriculture  supplied  a 
similar  check  on  the  foreign  intercourse  and  speedy 
demoralization,  especially  as  regards  idolatry,  which 
commerce  would  have  caused.  Thus  agriculture 
became  the  basis  of  the  Mosaic  commonwealth 
(Michaelis,  xxxvii.-xli.).  It  tended  to  check  also 
the  freebooting  and  nomad  life,  and  made  a  numer- 
ous offspring  profitable,  as  it  was  already  honorable 
by  natural  sentiment  and  by  law.  Thus,  too,  it 
indirectly  discouraged  slavery,  or,  where  it  existed, 
made  the  slave  somewhat  like  a  son,  though  it 
made  the  son  also  somewhat  of  a  slave.  Taken  in 
connection  with  the  inalienable  character  of  inher- 
itances, it  gave  each  man  and  each  family  a  stake 
in  the  soil  and  nurtured  a  hardy  patriotism. 
"  The  land  is  Mine  "  (Lev.  xxv.  23)  was  a  dictum 
which  made  agriculture  likewise  the  basis  of  the 
theocratic  relation.  Thus  every  family  felt  its  own 
hfe  with  intense  keenness,  and  had  its  divine  ten- 
ure which  it  was  to  guard  from  aUenation.  The 
prohibition  of  culture  in  the  sabbatical  year  formed, 
under  this  aspect,  a  kind  of  rent  reserved  by  the 
Divine  Owner.  Landmarks  were  deemed  sacred 
(Deut.  xix.  14),  and  the  inalienability  of  the  heri- 
tage was  ensured  by  its  reversion  to  the  owner  in 
the  year  of  jubilee;  so  that  only  so  many  years  of 
occupancy  could  be  sold  (IjCv.  xxv.  8-16,  23-35). 
The  prophet  Isaiah  (v.  8)  denounces  the  contempt 
of  such  restrictions  by  wealthy  grandees  who  sought 
to  "add  field  to  field,"  erasing  families  and  depop- 
ulating districts. 

A  change  in  the  climate  of  Palestine,  caused  by 
increase  of  population  and  the  clearance  of  trees, 
must  have  taken  place  before  the  period  of  the  N. 
T.  A  further  change  caused  by  the  decrease  of 
skilled  agricultural  labor,  e.  jr.,  in  irrigation  and 
terrace-making,  has  since  ensued.  Not  only  this, 
but  the  great  variety  of  elevation  and  local  charac- 
ter in  so  small  a  compass  of  country  necessitates  a 
partial  and  guarded  appUcation  of  general  remarks 
(Robinson,  i.  507,  553,  554,  iii.  595;  Stanley,  S. 
4"  P-  pp.  119,  124-0).  Yet  wherever  industry  is 
secure,  the  soil  still  asserts  its  old  fertility.  The 
Hauran  (Pereea)  is  as  fertile  as  Damascus,  and  its 
bread  enjoys  the  highest  reputation.  The  black 
and  fat,  but  light,  soil  about  Gaza  is  said  to  hold 
80  much  moisture  as  to  be  very  fertile  with  little 
rain.  Here,  as  in  the  neighborhood  of  Beyrut,  is 
a  vast  olive-ground,  and  the  very  sand  of  the  shore 
is  said  to  be  fertile  if  water«I.  'ITie  Israelites 
probably  found  in  Canaan  a  fair  proportion  of 
woodland,  which  their  necessities,  owing  to  the  dis- 
couragement of  commerce,  must  have  led  them  to 
reduce  (Josh.  xvii.  18).  But  even  in  early  times 
timber  seems  to  have  been  far  less  used  for  building 
material  than  among  western  nations  ;  the  Israel- 
ites were  not  skillful  hewers,  and  imported  both 
the  timber  and  the  workmen  (1  K.  v.  6,  8).  No 
store  of  wood-fuel  seems  to  have  been  kept ;  ovens 
were  heated  with  such  things  as  dung  and  hay  (lijs. 
'v.  12,  15;  Mai.  iv.  1);  and,  in  any  case  of  sacrifice 
on  an  emergency,  some,  as  we  should  think,  unu- 
sual source  of  supply  is  constantly  mentioned  for 
the  wood  (1  Sam.  vi.  14;  2  Sam.  xxiv.  22;  IK. 
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xix.  21;  comp.  Gen.  xxii.  3,  6,  7).     All  this  indi- 
cates a  non-abundance  of  timber. 

Its  plenty  of  water  from  natural  sources  made 
Canaan  a  contrast  to  rainless  Egypt  (Deut.  viii.  7, 
xi.  8-12).  Nor  was  the  peculiar  Egyptian  method 
alluded  to  in  Deut.  xi.  10  unknown,  though  less 
prevalent  in  Palestine.  That  peculiarity  seems  to 
have  consisted  in  making  in  the  fields  square  shal- 
low beds,  Uke  our  salt-pans,  surrounded  by  a  raised 
border  of  earth  to  keep  in  the  water,  which  was 
then  turned  from  one  square  to  another  by  pushing 
aside  the  mud  to  open  one  and  close  the  next  with 
the  foot.  A  very  similar  method  is  apparently  de- 
scribed by  Robinson  as  used,  especially  for  garden 
vegetables,  in  Palestine.  There  irrigation  (includ- 
ing under  the  term  all  appliances  for  making  the 
water  available)  was  as  essential  as  drainage  in  our 
region ;  and  for  this  the  large  extent  of  rocky  sur- 
face, easily  excavated  for  cisterns  and  ducts,  was 
most  useful.  Even  the  plain  of  Jericho  is  watered 
not  by  canals  from  the  Jordan,  since  the  river  lies 
below  the  land,  but  by  rills  converging  from  the 
mountains.  In  these  features  of  the  country  lay 
its  expansive  resources  to  meet  the  wants  of  a  mul- 
tiplying population.  The  lightness  of  agricultural 
labor  in  the  plains  set  free  an  abundance  of  hands 
for  the  task  of  terracing  and  watering ;  and  the 
result  gave  the  highest  stimulus  to  industry. 

The  cereal  crops  of  constant  mention  are  wheat 
and  barley,  and  more  rarely  r3-e  and  millet  (?). 
Of  the  two  former,  together  with  the  vine,  olive, 
and  fig,  the  use  of  irrigation,  the  plough  and  the 
harrow,  mention  is  found  in  the  book  of  Job  (xxxi. 
40,  XV.  33,  xxiv.  6,  xxix.  9,  xxxix.  10).  Two 
kinds  of  cummin  (the  black  variety  called  "  fitches," 
Is.  xxviii.  27),  and  such  podded  plants  as  beans 
and  lentiles,  may  be  named  among  the  staple  prod- 
uce. To  these  later  writers  add  a  great  variety 
of  garden  plants,  e.  g.,  kidney-beans,  peas,  lettuce, 
endive,  leek,  garlic,  onion,  melon,  cucumber,  cab- 
bage, &c.  (Mishna,  Celaim,  1.  1,  2).  The  produce 
which  formed  Jacob's  present  was  of  such  kinds  as 
would  keep,  and  had  kept  during  the  famine  (Gen. 
xliii.  11). 

The  Jewish  calendar,  as  fixed  by  the  three  great 
festivals,  turned  on  the  seasons  of  green,  ripe,  and 
fully-gathered  produce.  Hence,  if  the  season  waa 
backward,  or,  owing  to  the  imperfections  of  a  non- 
astronomical  reckoning,  seemed  to  !«  so,  a  month 
was  intercalated.  This  rude  system  was  fondly  re- 
tained long  after  mental  progress  and  foreign  inter- 
course placed  a  correct  calendar  within  their  power; 
80  that  notice  of  a  Veadar,  i.  e.,  second  or  inter- 
calated Adar,  on  account  of  the  lambs  being  not 
yet  of  paschal  size,  and  the  barley  not  forward 
enough  for  the  Al/ib  (green  sheaf),  was  sent  to  the 
Jews  of  Babylon  and  Egypt  (Ugol.  de  Re  Jiust.  v. 
22)  early  in  the  season. 

The  year  ordinarily  consisting  of  12  months  was 
divided  into  6  agricultural  periods  as  follows  ( To- 
saphia  Taanilh,  ch.  1):  — 


Tisri,  latter  half 


I.  SowDiO  Tuns. 
beginning  about 
autumnal 
equinox 


t^  Early  raic  due. 


Marchesvan I 

Kasleu,  former  half      .     .     .     .    j 

II.  Umripi  Tna. 
Ka8leu,  latter  half. 
Tebeth. 
Shebath,  former  half. 
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III.  Cold  Seasos. 

Bhebath,  latter  half      ....     "1 

^^^ I  Latter  rain  due. 

[Veadar] [ 

Nisan,  former  half J 

IV.  Harvest  Time. 

(  Beginning   about 

vernal  equinox. 
Nisan,  latter  half j  ^^^^^  ^^^ 

I  Passover. 

Jjar 

^.         ,  ._  ,,  (  ^\Tieat  ripe. 

Sivan,  former  half   ...     .         (  pg^^cogt. 

V.  Summer. 

Sivan,  latter  half. 

Tamuz. 

Ab,  former  half. 

VI.  ScLTRT  Season. 
Ab,  latter  half. 
£lul. 
Tisri,  former  half Ingathering  of  fruits. 

Thus  the  6  months  from  mid  Tisri  to  mid  Nisan 
were  mainly  occupied  with  the  process  of  cultiva- 
tion, and  the  rest  with  the  gathering  of  the  fruits. 
Rain  was  commonly  expected  soon  after  the  autum- 
nal equinox  or  mid  Ti-sri;  and  if  by  the  first  of 
Kasleu  none  had  fallen,  a  fast  was  proclaimed 
(Mishna,  Taanith,  ch.  i.).  The  common  scriptu- 
ral expressions  of  the  "early"  and  the  "latter 
ram"  (Deut.  xi.  14;  Jer.  v.  24;  Hos.  vi.  3;  Zech. 
X.  1;  Jam.  v.  7)  are  scarcely  confirmed  by  modern 
experience,  the  season  of  rains  being  unbroken 
(Robinson,  i.  41,  429,  iii.  96),  though  perhaps  the 
fall  is  more  strongly  marked  at  the  beginning  and 
the  end  of  it.  The  consternation  caused  by  the  fail- 
ure of  the  former  raui  is  depicted  in  Joel  i.,  ii. ;  and 
that  prophet  seems  to  promise  that  and  the  latter 
rain  together  "  in  the  first  month,"  i.  e.  Nisan  (ii. 
23).  The  ancient  Hebrews  had  little  notion  of 
green  or  root-crops  grown  for  fodder,  nor  was  the 
long  summer  drought  suitable  for  them.  Barley 
supplied  food  both  to  man  and  beast,  and  the  plant, 

called  m  Ez.  iv.  9,  "Millet,"  ^Tl"^,  holcus  dochna, 
Linn.  (Gesenius),  was  grazed  while  green,  and  its 
ripe  grain  made  into  bread.     In  the  later  period 

of  more  advanced  irrigation  the  )n7n,  "Fenu- 
greek," occurs,  also  the  rint27,  a  clover,  appa- 
rently, given  cut  (Peak,  v.  5).  Mowing  (^2,  Am. 
vii.  1;  Ps.  Ixxii.  6)  and  haymaking  were  familiar 
processes,    but   the  latter   had  no   express  word, 

"l^^n  standing  both  for  grass  and  hay,  a  token 
of  a  hot  climate,  where  the  grass  may  become  hay 
as  it  stands. 
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The  produce  of  the  land  besides  fruit  from  trees, 
was  technically  distinguished  as  nSIDH,  includ- 
ing apparently  all  cereal  plants,  nV3tOp  (quicquid 
in  siliquis  nascitur,  Buxt.  Lex.),  nearly  equivalent 
to  the  Latin  legumen,  and    D''31V"1T  or    "^^lUIT 

n3''2,  semina  hortenda,  (since  the  former  word 
alone  was  used  also  genericaUy  for  all  seed,  includ- 
mg  all  else  which  was  liable  to  tithe,  for  which 
purpose  the  distinction  seems  to  have  existed.  The 
plough  probably  was  like  the  Egyptian,  and  the 
process  of  ploughing  mostly  very  hght,  like  that 
called  scarificatio  by  the  Romans  ("  Syria  tenui 
sulco  arat,"  Plin.  xviii.  47),  one  yoke  of  oxen 
mostly  sufficing  to  draw  it.  Such  is  still  used  in 
Asia  Minor,  and  its  parts  are  shown  in  the  accom- 
panying drawing :  a  is  the  pole  to  which  the  cross 
beam  with  yokes,  b,  is  attached ;  c,  the  share ;  d,  the 
handle;  e  represents  three  modes  of  arming  the 
share,  andy  is  a  goad  with  a  scraper  at  the  other 


f^ 


Fig.  1. 


-Plough,  &c.,  as  still  used  in  Asia  Minor. 
(From  Fellows's  Asia  Minor.) 


end,  probably  for  cleansing  the  share.  Mountains 
and  steep  places  were  hoed  (Is.  vii.  25 ;  Maimon.  nd 
Mishn.  vi.  2;  Robinson,  iii.  595,  602-3).  The 
breaking  up  of  new  land  was  performed  as  with 
the  Romans  vere  novo.  Such  new  ground  and  fal- 
lows, the  use  of  which  latter  was  famiUar  to  the 
Jews  (Jer.  iv.  3;  Hos.  x.  12),  were  cleared  of  stones 
and  of  thorns  (Is.  v.  2;  Gemara  Hierosol.  ad  loc.) 
early  in  the  year,  sowing  or  gathering  from  "  among 
thorns"  being  a  proverb  for  slovenly  husbandry 
(Job  V.  5;  Prov.  xxiv.  30,  31;  Robinson,  ii.  127). 
Virgin  land  was  ploughed  a  second  time.     The 

proper  words  are  nHQ,  proscindere,  and  Tl'J', 
offringere,  i.  e.,  iterare  ut  frangantur  gleha  (by 
cross  ploughing),  Varr.  de  R.  R.  i.  32;  both 
are  distinctively  used  Is.  xxviii.  24.  I^nd  already 
tilled  was  ploughed  before  the  rains,  that  the  moist- 
ure might  the  better  penetrate  (Maunon.  ap.  Ugol. 
de  Re  Rust.  v.  11).  Rain,  however,  or  irrigatioK 
(Is.  xxxii.  20)  prepared  the  soil  for  the  sowing,  a.* 
may  be  inferred  fix)m  the  prohibition  to  irrigate  till 


Fig.  2.  —  Egyptian  ploughing  and  sowing.  —  (MTlldnson,  Tombs  of  the  Kings.  —  Thebes.) 

the  gleaning  was  over,  lest  the  poor  should  suffer  |  able  of  the  sower,  being  scattered  broadcast,  an& 
(Peak,  V.  3);  and  such  sowing  often  took  place  i  ploughed  in  aftei-wards,  the  roots  of  the  late  cn.>p 
without  previous  ploughing,  the  seed,  as  in  the  par-  >  being  so  far  decayed  as  to  serve  fo'  manure  (Fel- 
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^Ul 


Fig.  3. 


-  Ooats  treading  in  the  grain,  when  sown  in  the  field,  after  the  water  has  subsided.  - 
Tombs,  near  the  Pyramids.) 


-(Wilkinson, 


lows,  Asia  Minor,  p.  72).  The  soil  was  then 
bruslied  over  with  a  light  harrow,  often  of  thorn 
bushes.  In  highly  irrigated  sjwts  the  seed  was 
trampled  in  by  cattle  (Is.  xxxii.  20),  as  in  Egypt  by 
goats  (Wilkinson,  i.  39,  2d  Ser.).  Sometimes, 
however,  the  sowing  was  by  patches  only  hi  well 

manured  spots,  a  process  called  "1X33!2,  der.  1D3, 
pardus,  fix)m  its  spotted  appearance,  as  represented 
in  the  accfimpanying  drawing  by  Surenhusius  to 
illustrate  the  Mishna.     Where  the  soil  was  heavier. 


Fig.  4.  —  Com  growing  in  patches.  —  (Surenhusius.) 

the  ploughing  was  best  done  dry  ("  dum  sicca  tel- 
lure  licet,"  Virg.  Georg.  i.  21-1);  and  there,  though 

not  generally,  the  sarritio  ("^1137,  der.  1^27,  to 
cleanse),  and  even  the  liratio  of  Roman  husbandry, 
performed  with  tahuUe  affixed  to  the  sides  of  the 
share,  might  be  useful.  But  the  more  formal  rou- 
tine of  heavy  western  soils  must  not  be  made  the 
standard  of  such  a  naturally  fine  tilth  as  that  of 
Palestine  generally.  "  Sunt  enim  regionum  propria 
munera,  sicut  yEgypti  et  Africaa,  in  quibus  agricola 
post  sementem  ante  messem  segetem  non  attingit 
.  .  .  .  in  iis  autem  locis  ubi  f/tsirfera^w  sfwvtVfo," 
&c.,  Columella,  ii.  12.  During  the  rains,  if  not 
too  heavy,  or  between  their  two  periods,  would  be 
the  best  time  for  these  operations ;  thus  70  days  ht- 
fore  the  passover  was  the  time  prescrilnxl  for  sowing 
for  the  "wave-sheaf,"  and,  probably,  therefore,  for 
tliat  of  barley  generally.  The  oxen  were  urged  on 
by  a  goad  like  a  spear  (Judg.  iii.  31).  The  custom 
of  watching  ripening  crops  and  threshing  Hoors 
against  theft  or  damage  (Robinson,  i.  490,  ii.  18, 
83,  99)  is  probal)ly  ancient.  Thus  lioaz  slept  on 
the  floor  (Ruth  iii.  4.  7.)"  Barley  ripened  a  week 
or  two  before  wheat,  and  as  fine  harvest  weather 
was  certain  (Prov.  xxvi.  1;  1  Sam.  xii.  17;  Am.  iv. 
7),  the  crop  chiefly  varied  with  the  quantity  of 
timely  rain.  The  period  of  harvest  must  always 
have  differed  acconling  to  elevation,  aspect,  &c. 
(Robinson,  i.  430,  551.)     The  proportion  of  hanest 


a  *  This  praftice  continues  to  the  present  day. 
Speaking  of  a  night  spent  near  Hebron,  Robinson  (ii. 
446,  ed.  1841)  says  :  "The  owners  of  the  crops  came 
2Tery  night  and  slept  upon  thcl::  threshing  tloors  to 


gathered  to  seed  sown  was  often  vast;  a  hundred- 
fold is  mentioned,  but  in  such  a  way  as  to  signify 
that  it  was  a  limit  rarely  attained  (Gen.  xxvi.  12 , 
Matt.  xiii.  8). 

The  rotation  of  crops,  familiar  to  the  Egyptians 


Fig.  0.  —  Sowing.  —  (Surenhusius.) 


Fig.  7.  —  Sowing.  —  (Surenhusius.) 


guard  them ;  and  this  we  had  found  to  be  universal  in 
all  the  region  of  Gaza."  Thomson  {Land  and  Book, 
ii.  648)  refers  to  the  same  custom.  See  Ruth,  Book 
OP.  H. 
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(^\'ilkinson,  ii.  p.  4),  can  hardly  have  been  un- 
knowii  to  the  Hebrews.  Sowing  a  field  with  divers 
seeds  was  forbidden  (Deut.  xxii.  9),  and  minute 
directions  are  given  by  the  rabbis  for  arranging  a 
seeded  surface  with  great  variety,  yet  avoiding  jux- 
taposition of  liefeio(/enea  Such  arrangements  are 
shown  in  the  annexed  drawings.     Three  fuiTows' 
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in  Jer.  and  Joel),  either  the  ears  merely  in  the 
"  Picenian  "  method  (Varr.  de  lie  Rust.  i.  50),  or 
stalk  and  all,  or  it  was  pulled  by  the  roots  (Peak,  v. 
10).  It  was  bound  in  sheaves  —  a  process  prom- 
inent in   Scripture,  and  described  by  a  peculiar 

word,     "lar  — or  heaped,     m372"1p7,    in  the 


form  of  a  hehnet,  mSDDI^  of  a  turban  (of 
which,  however,  see  another  explanation,  Buxt.  Lex. 
s.  v.    n'lDa^S),  or  n~nnb  of  a  cake.      Tim 


i'ig.  12.  —  lieaping.  —  (Surenhusius.) 

Fig.  8.  — Sowmg.  — (Surenhusius.)  j  sheaves  or  heaps  were  carted   (Am.  ii.  13)  to  tlu; 

floor  —  a  circular  spot  of  hard  ground,  probablv, 
internal  was  the  prescribed  margin  (Celaim,  ii.  6).  1  as  now,  from  50  to  80  or  100  feet  in  diameter. 
I'he  blank  spaces  in  fig.  5,  a  and  b,  represent  such  I  guch  floors  were  probably  permanent,  and  became 


margins,  tapering  to  save  ground.     In  a  vineyard 
wide  spaces  were  often  left  between  the  vines,  for 


Fig.  9.  —  Com-field  with  Olives.  —  (Surenhusius.) 

whose  roots  a  radius  of  4  cubits  was  allowed,  and 
the  rest  of  the  space  cropped:  so  herb-gardens 
stood  in  the  midst  of  vineyards  {Peak,  v.  5.) 
Fig.  9  shows  a  com-field  with  olives  about  and 
amidst  it. 


well  known  spots  (Gen.  1.  10, 11 ;  2  Sam.  xxiv.  IG, 
18).  On  these  the  oxen,  Ac,  forbidden  to  be  muz- 
zled (Deut.  XXV.  4),  trampled  out  the  grain,  as  we 


Fig.  13.  —  Threshing-floor.  The  oxen  driven  round 
the  heap  ;  contrary  to  the  usual  custom.  —  (Wilkin- 
son, Ihebes.) 

find  represented  in  the  Egyptian  monuments.  At 
a  later  time  the  Jews  used  a  threshing  sledge  caDed 
Mora;/  (Is.  xli.  15;  2  Sam.  xxiv.  22;  1  Chr.  xxi. 
23),  probably  resembling  the  mreg,  still  employed 


Fig.  10  — Iteaping  wheat.  —  ('Vilkin.son,  Tomb;  of ! hi 
Kings—  Tlifbex.) 

The  wheat,  &c.,  was  reaped  by  the  sickle  (tLi 

word  for  which  is  27X2~in  in  Deut..  and  ^27!: 


Fig.  11.  —  Pulling  up  the  doora  by  the  roots.  —  (V\'il- 
kinson,  tu  supra.) 


Fig.  14.  —  The  Noreg,  a  machine  used  by  the  modero 
Egyptians  for  threshing  corn. 


44 


AGRICULTURE 


in  Egj-pt  (Wilkinson,  ii.  190)  — a  stage  with  three 
rollers  ridged  with  iron,  which,  aided  by  the  driver's 
weight,  crushed  out,  often  iiyuring,  the  grain,  as 


Fig.  15.  —  Threshing  instrument.  — (From  Fellows's 
Asia  Minor.) 

well  as  cut  or  tore  the  straw,  which  thus  became 
fit  for  fodder.  It  appears  to  have  been  similar  to 
the  Roman  trilndum  and  the  plostellum  Pcenicum 
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(Varr.  dc  R.  R.  i.  52).  Lighter  grains  were  beat«n 
out  with  a  stick  (Is.  xxviii.  27).  Barley  was  some- 
times soaked  and  then  parched  before  treading  out, 
which  got  riu  of  the  pellicle  of  the  grain.  See 
further  the  Antiquitates  Tntura,  Ugolini,  vol.  29. 
The  use  of  animal  manure  is  proved  frequent  by 
such  recurring  expressions  as  "  dung  on  the  face 
of  the  earth,  field,"  &c.  (Ps.  Ixxsiii.  10;  2  K.  ix. 
37;  Jer.  viii.  2,  &c.).  A  rabbi  limits  the  quantity 
to  three  heaps  of  ten  half-cors,  or  about  380  gal- 
lons, to  each  HSD  (=j  of  ephah  of  grain, 
Gesen.),  and  wishes  the  quantity  in  each  heap, 
rather  than  their  number,  to  be  increased  if  the 
field  be  large  {Sheviith,  cap.  iii.  2).  Nor  was  the 
great  usefulness  of  sheep  to  the  soil  unrecognized 
(ibid.  4),  though,  owuig  to  the  general  distinctness 
of  the  pastoral  life,  there  was  less  scope  for  it. 
Vegetable  ashes,  burnt  stubble,  &c.  were  also  used. 


Fig.  16. 


-Treading  out  the  grain  by  oxen,  and  winnowing.     1.  Raking  up  the  ears  to  the  centre. 

driver.     3.  Winnowing,  with  wooden  shovels.  —  (Wilkinson,  Thebes.) 


2.  The 


The  "  shovel "  and  "  fan  "  (HrP  and  H^T^, 
Is.  XXX.  24,  but  their  precise  difference  is  very 
doubtful)  indicate  the  process  of  winnowing  —  a 
conspicuous  part  of  ancient  husbandry  (Ps.  xxxv. 
5;  Job.  xxi.  18;  Is.  xvii.  13),  and  important  owing 
to  the  slovenly  threshuig.  Evening  was  the  fa- 
vorite time  (Ruth  iii.  2)  when  there  was  mostly  a 

breeze.  The  HHTO  (mT,  to  scatter  =  irTvo;'? 
(Matt.  iii.  12;  Horn.  Iliad,  xiii.  588),  was  j)erhaps 
a  broad  shovel  which  threw  the  grain  up  against 

the  wind;  while  the  HrP  (akin  to  TO"!?)  may 
have  been  a  fork  (still  used  in  Palestine  for  the 
same  purpose),  or  a  broad  basket  in  which  it  was 
tossed.  The  heap  of  produce  rendered  in  rent  was 
sometimes   customarily  go  large  as  to  cover  the 

nnn  (Bava  Metzia,  ix.  2).  lliis  favors  the  lat- 
ter view.  So  the  irriiov  was  a  corn-measure  in 
(  jprus,  and  the  h'nrrvov^^  a  fifSifivos  (iJddell 
and  Scott,  Lex.  s.  v.  -ktvov)-    The  List  process  was 

the  shaking  in  a  sieve,  rPl^S,  ci-ibi-um,  to  sep- 
arate dirt  and  refuse  (Am.  ix.  9).  [See  Luke  xxii. 
31.] 

Heldg  and  floors  were  not  commonly  enclosed ; 
uneyards  mostly  were,  with  a  tower  and  other 
Imildings  (Num.  xxii.  24;  Ps.  Ixxx.  13;  Is.  v.  5; 
Matt.  xxi.  33;  comp.  Judg.  vi.  11).  Banks  of  mud 
from  ditches  were  jdso  used. 

With  regard  to  occupancy  a  tenant  might  pay 


a  fixed  moneyed  rent  (Cant.  viii.  11)  —  in  which 
case  he  was  called  ID'ltJ?,  and  was  compellable  to 
keep  the  ground  in  good  order  for  a  stipulated  share 
of  the  fruits  (2  Sam.  ix.  10;  JIatt.  xxi.  34),  often 
a  half  or  a  third ;  but  local  custom  was  the  only 

rule:  in  this  case  he  was  called  ^3pfi,  and  was 
more  protected,  the  owner  sharing  the  loss  of  a 
short  or  spoilt  crop ;  so,  in  case  of  locusts,  blight. 
A'c,  the  year's  rent  was  to  be  abated ;  or  he  might 
receive  such  share  as  a  salary  —  an  inferior  position 

—  when  the  term  which  described  him  was  "'DIH. 
It  was  forbidden  to  sow  flax  during  a  short  occu- 
pancy (hence  leases  for  terms  of  years  would  seem 

I  to  have  been  common),  lest  the  soil  should  be  un- 
duly exhausted  (comp.  Gtorg.  i.  77).  A  pas.ser-by 
might  eat  any  quantity  of  com  or  grapes,  but  not 
reap  or  carry  off  fruit  (Deut.  xxiii.  24-5;  Matt. 

I  xii.  1). 

The  rights  of  the  corner  to  be  left,  and  of  glean- 
ing [Corxkh;  Glkaning],  formed  the  poor  man's 
claim  on  the  soil  for  support.  For  his  benefit,  too, 
a  sheaf  forgotten  in  carrying  to  the  floor  was  to  be 
left ;  so  also  with  regard  to  the  vineyard  and  the 
olive-grove   (l.ev.    xix.  9,   10;    Deut.  xxiv.   19)." 


a  *  The  beautiful  custom  has  Rurvived  to  the  present 
time  (Thomson's  Land  and  Book,  ii.  323,  511).  On 
several  topics  in  this  article  (aa  climate,  seasons,  fertil- 
ity, productions)  further  information  will  be  found 
under  PALESXiME.  U. 
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Besides  there  seems  a  probability  that  every  third 
year  a  second  tithe,  besides  the  priests',  was  paid 
for  the  poor  (Deut.  xiv.  28,  xxvi.  12;  Am.  iv.  4; 
Tob.  i.  7;  Joseph.  Ant.  iv.  8).      On  this  doubtful 

point  of  the  poor  man's  tithe  (^337  "^tt^J^C)  see  a 
learned  note  by  Surenhusius,  ad  Peak,  viii.  2. 
These  rights,  in  case  two  poor  men  were  partners 
in  occupancy,  might  be  conveyed  by  each  to  the 
other  for  half  the  field,  and  thus  retained  between 
them  (Mairaon.  ad  Peak,  v.  5).  Sometimes  a  cliar- 
itable  owner  declared  his  ground  common,  when 
its  fruits,  as  those  of  the  sabbatical  year,  went  to 
the  poor.  For  three  years  the  fruit  of  newly- 
planted  trees  was  deemed  uncircumcised  and  for- 
bidden; in  the  4th  it  was  holy,  as  first-fruits;  in 
the  5th  it  might  be  ordinarily  eaten  (Mishna,  Or- 
lah,  passim).  For  the  various  classical  analogies, 
see  Diet,  of  Gr.  and  Rom.  Antiq.  s.  v.  H.  H. 
AGRIP'PA.     [Herod.] 

A'GUR  ("I^JW  \collector\ :  Cmffregans).  The 
son  of  Jakeh,  an  unknown  Hebrew  sage,  who  ut- 
tered or  collected  the  sayings  of  wisdom  recorded 
in  Prov.  sxx.  Ewald  attributes  to  him  the  author- 
ship of  Prov.  XXX.  1-xxxi.  9,  in  consequence  of  the 
similarity  of  style  exhibited  in  the  three  sections 
therein  contained ;  and  assigns  as  his  date  a  period 
not  earlier  than  the  end  of  the  7th  or  beginning  of 
the  6th  cent.  b.  c.  The  Rabbins,  according  to 
Rashi,  and  Jerome  after  them,  interpreted  the  name 
symboUcally  of  Solomon,  who  "collected  under- 
standing "  (fix)m  *n2S  agar,  he  gathered),  and  is 
elsewhere  called  "  Koheleth."  Bunsen  {BibelwerJc,  i. 
p.  cLxxviii.)  contends  that  Agur  was  an  inhabitant 
of  Massa,  and  probably- a  descendant  of  one  of  the 
500  Simeonites,  who,  in  the  reign  of  Hezekiah, 
drove  out  the  Amalekites  from  Mount  Seir.  Hit- 
zig  goes  further,  and  makes  him  the  son  of  the 
queen  of  Massa  and  brother  of  Lemuel  (Die  Sjn-Uche 
Sal.  p.  311,  ed.  1858).     [Massa.]     In  Castell's 

Lex.  Heptag.  we  find  the  Syriac  word  ^'^'^^', 

dguiv,  defined  as  signifying  '<  one  who  applies  him- 
self to  the  studies  of  wisdom."  There  is  no  au- 
thority given  for  this  but  the  Lexicon  of  Bar  Bahlul, 
and  it  may  have  been  derived  fl-om  some  tradi- 
tional interpretation  of  the  proper  name  Agur. 

W.  A.  W. 

A'HAB  (3SnS  [father's  brother]:  'Axad^; 

Achab),  son  of  Omri,  seventh  king  of  the  separate 
kingdom  of  Israel,  and  second  of  his  dynasty.  The 
great  lesson  which  we  learn  from  his  life  is  the  depth 
of  wickedness  into  which  a  weak  man  may  fall, 
even  though  not  devoid  of  good  feelings  and  amiable 
impulses,  when  he  abandons  himself  to  the  guidance 
of  another  person,  resolute,  unscrupulous  and  de- 
praved. The  cause  of  his  ruin  was  his  marriage 
with  Jezebel,  daughter  of  Ethbaal,  or  Eithobal,  king 
of  TjTe,  who  had  been  priest  of  Astarte,  but  had 
usurped  the  throne  of  his  brother  Phalles  (compare 
Joseph.  Ant.  viii.  1.3,  2,  with  c.  Apion.  i.  18).  If 
she  resembles  the  Lady  Macbeth  of  our  great 
dramatist,  Ahab  has  hardly  Macbeth's  energy  and 
determination,  though  he  was  probably  by  nature  a 
better  man.  "We  have  a  comparatively  fuU  account 
of  Ahab's  reign,  because  it  was  distinguished  by 
the  ministry  of  the  great  prophet  Elijah,  who  was 
brought  into  direct  colhsion  with  Jezebel,  when  she 
ventured  to  introduce  into  Israel  the  impure  wor- 
«hip  of  Baal  and  her  father's  goddess  Astarte.     In 
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obedience  to  her  wishes,  Ahab  caused  a  temple  to  i 
be  built  to  Baal  in  Samaria  itself,  and  an  oracular 
grove  to  be  consecrated  to  Astarte.  With  a  fixed 
determination  to  extirpate  the  true  religion,  Jezebel 
hunted  do^vn  and  put  to  death  God's  prophets, 
some  of  whom  were  concealed  in  caves  by  Obadiah, 
the  governor  of  Ahab's  house;  while  the  Phoenician 
rites  were  carried  on  with  such  splendor  that  we 
read  of  450  prophets  of  Baal,  and  400  of  Asherah. 
(See  1  K.  xviii.  19,  where  our  version  follows  the 
LXX.  in  eiToneously  substituting  "  the  groves " 
for  the  proper  name  Asherah,  as  again  in  2  K. 
xxi.  7,  xxiii.  6.)  [Asherah.]  How  the  worship 
of  God  was  restored,  and  the  idolatrous  priests  slain, 
in  consequence  of  "a  sore  famine  in  Samaria,"  will 
be  more  properly  related  under  the  article  Elijah.  ' 
But  heathenism  and  persecution  were  not  the  only 
crimes  into  which  Jezebel  led  her  yielding  husband. 
One  of  his  chief  tastes  was  for  splendid  architect- 
ure, which  he  showed  by  building  an  ivory  house 
and  several  cities,  and  also  by  ordering  the  restora- 
tion and  fortification  of  Jericho,  which  seems  to 
have  belonged  to  Israel,  and  not  to  Judah,  as  it  is 
said  to  have  been  rebuilt  in  the  days  of  Ahab, 
rather  than  in  those  of  the  contemporary  king  of 
Judah,  Jehoshaphat  (1  K.  xvi.  34).  But  the  place 
in  which  he  chiefly  indulged  this  passion  was  the  ' 
beautiful  city  of  Jezreel  (now  Zerin),  in  the  plain 
of  Esdraelon,  which  he  adorned  with  a  palace  and 
park  for  his  own  residence,  though  Samaria  re- 
mained the  capital  of  his  kingdom,  Jezreel  standing 
in  the  same  relation  to  it  as  the  Versailles  of  the 
old  French  monarchy  to  Paris  (Stanley,  S.  ^  P. 
p.  244).  Desiring  to  add  to  his  pleasure-grounds 
there  the  vineyard  of  his  neighbor  Naboth,  he  pro- 
posed to  buy  it  or  give  land  in  exchange  for  it ;  and 
when  this  was  refused  by  Naboth,  in  accordance 
with  the  Mosaic  law,  on  the  ground  that  the  vine- 
yard was  "the  inheritance  of  his  fathers"  (Lev. 
XXV.  23),  a  false  accusation  of  blasphemy  was  i 
brought  against  him,  and  not  only  was  he  himself 
stoned  to  death,  but  his  sons  also,  as  we  learn  from 
2  K.  ix.  26.  Ehjah,  already  the  great  vindicator 
of  religion,  now  appeared  as  the  assertor  of  morality, 
and  declared  that  the  entire  extirpation  of  Ahab's 
house  was  the  penalty  appointed  for  his  long  course 
of  wickedness,  now  crowned  by  this  atrocious 
crime.  The  execution,  however,  of  this  sentence 
was  delayed  in  consequence  of  Ahab's  deep  repent- 
ance. The  remaining  part  of  the  first  book  of 
Kings  is  occupied  by  an  account  of  the  Syrian 
wars,  which  originally  seems  to  have  been  contained 
in  the  last  two  chapters.  It  is  much  more  natural 
to  place  the  20th  chapter  after  the  21st,  and  so 
bring  the  whole  history  of  these  wars  together,  than 
to  interrupt  the  narrative  by  interposing  the  story 
of  Naboth  between  the  20th  and  22d,  especially  as 
the  beginning  of  the  22d  seems  to  follow  naturally 
from  the  end  of  the  20th.  And  this  arrangement 
is  actually  found  in  the  LXX.  and  confirmed  by 
the  narrative  of  Josephus.  We  read  of  three  cam-  i 
paigns  which  Ahab  undertook  against  Benhadad  | 
II.  king  of  Damascus,  two  defensive  and  one  offen- 
sive. In  the  first,  Benhadad  laid  siege  to  Sama- 
ria, and  Ahab,  encouraged  by  the  patriotic  coimseb 
of  God's  prophets,  who,  next  to  the  true  religion, 
valued  most  deeply  the  independence  of  His  chosen 
people,  made  a  sudden  attack  on  him  whilst  in  the 
plentitude  of  arrogant  confidence  he  was  banquet- 
ing in  his  tent  with  his  32  vassal  kings.  The 
Syrians  were  totally  routed,  and  fled  to  Damas- 
cus. 
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Next  year  Benhadad,  believing  that  his  failure 
was  owing  to  some  peculiar  power  which  the  God 
of  Israel  exercised  over  the  hills,  invaded  Israel  by 
way  of  Aphek,  on  the  E.  of  Jordan  (Stanley,  S. 
(f  P.  App.  §  6).  Yet  Ahab's  victory  was  so  com- 
plete that  Benhadad  himself  fell  into  his  hands; 
but  was  released  (contrary  to  the  will  of  God  as 
announced  by  a  prophet)  on  condition  of  restoring 
till  the  cities  of  Israel  which  he  held,  and  making 
"streets  "  for  Ahab  in  Damascus;  that  is,  admit- 
ting into  his  capital  permanent  Hebrew  commis- 
sioners, in  an  independent  position,  with  special 
dwellings  for  themselves  and  their  retinues,  to  watch 
over  the  commercial  and  political  interests  of  Ahab 
and  his  subjects.  This  was  apparently  in  retali- 
ation for  a  similar  privilege  exacted  by  Benhadad's 
predecessor  from  Omri  in  respect  to  Samaria. 
After  this  great  success  Ahab  enjoyed  peace  for 
three  years,  and  it  is  difficult  to  account  exactly  for 
the  third  outbreak  of  hostilities,  which  in  Kings  is 
briefly  attributed  to  an  attack  made  by  Ahab  on 
Eamoth  in  Gilead  on  the  east  of  Jordan,  in  con- 
junction with  Jehoshaphat  king  of  Judah,  which 
town  he  claimed  as  belonging  to  Israel.  But  if 
Ramoth  was  one  of  the  cities  which  Benhadad 
agreed  to  restore,  why  did  Ahab  wait  for  three  years 
to  enforce  the  fulfillment  of  the  treaty?  From 
this  difficulty,  and  the  extreme  bitterness  shown  by 
Benhadad  against  Ahab  personally  (1  K.  xxii.  31), 
it  seems  probable  that  this  was  not  the  case  (or  at 
all  events  that  the  Syrians  did  not  so  understand  the 
treaty),  but  that  Ahab,  now  strengthened  by  Jehosh- 
aphat, who  must  have  felt  keenly  the  paramount 
importance  of  crippling  the  power  of  Syria,  origin- 
ated the  war  by  assaulting  Ramoth  without  any  im- 
mediate provocation.  In  any  case,  God's  blessing 
did  not  rest  on  the  expedition,  and  Ahab  was  told  by 
the  prophet  Micaiah  that  it  would  fail,  and  that  the 
prophets  who  advised  it  were  hurrying  him  to  his 
ruin.  For  giving  this  warning  Micaiah  was  im- 
prisoned ;  but  Ahab  was  so  far  roused  by  it  as  to 
take  the  precaution  of  disguising  himself,  so  as  not 
to  offer  a  conspicuous  mark  to  the  archers  of  Ben- 
hadad. But  he  was  slain  by  a  "certain  man  who 
drew  a  bow  at  a  venture;"  and  though  staid  up 
in  his  chariot  for  a  time,  yet  he  died  towards  even- 
ing, and  his  army  dispersed.  When  he  was  brought 
to  be  buried  in  Samaria,  the  dogs  licked  up  his  blood 
as  a  sen'ant  was  washing  his  chariot ;  a  partial  ful- 
fillment of  FJijah's  prediction  (1  K.  xxi.  19),  which 
was  more  literally  accomplished  in  the  case  of  his 
son  (2  K.  ix.  26).  Josephus,  however,  substitutes 
Jezreel  for  Samaria  in  the  former  passage  {Ant. 
viii.  15,  6).  The  date  of  Ahab's  accession  is  919 
B.  c. ;  of  his  death,  b.  c.  897. 

2.  ['Ax«<fl3:  Heb.  in  Jer.  xxix.  22,  nPl^].  A 
lying  prophet,  who  deceived  the  captive  Israelites 
in  Babylon,  and  was  burned  to  death  by  Nebuchad- 
nezzar, Jer.  xxix.  21,  22.  G.  E.  L.  C. 

AHAR'AH  (rnnW  [n/Her  the  hi-other,  but 
uncertain]:  'Aoptf;  [Vat.  Io4)aijA.:]  Ahara). 
The  third  son  of  Beiyamin  (1  Chr.  viii.  1).  See 
Ahek,  Ahiram.  W.  a.  W. 

AHAR'HEL  (bn~inW  [as above]:  iZ(\<phs 
'P»JX«i/3;  [Comp.  iJ.  'P7JX<iA.:]  Aharehel).  A 
name  occurring  in  an  obscure  fragment  of  the 
genealogies  of  Judah.  "  Tlie  families  of  Aharhel " 
ipparently  traced  their  descent  through  Coz  to 
Ashur,  the  posthumous  son  of  Hezron.  The  Tar- 
gum  of  K.  Joseph  on  Chronicles  identifies  him  with 
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"Hur  the  firstborn  of  Miriam"  (1  Chr.  iv.  8). 
The  LXX.  appear  to  have  read  2m  ''nS, 
"  brother  of  Rechab,"  or  according  to  the  Complu- 
tensian  edition  vm  "^HM,  "  brother  of  Rachel." 

W.  A.  W. 
AHA'SAI  [3  syl.]  ("'tCIW  [=Ahaziah]  :  om. 
in  LXX.  [but  Comp.  2aKxia,s]  :  Ahad).    A  priest, 
ancestor  of  Maasiai  or  Amashai    (Neh.  xi.  13). 
He  is  called  Jahzerah  in  1  Chr.  ix.  12. 

W.  A.  W. 

AHAS'BAI  [3  syl.]  C^3Pn^? :  6  'Aafiirns 
[Vat. -/3e»-]  >  Alex.  0  AiTOue;  [Comp. 'Ax«w;8at:] 
Aa^ai).  The  father  of  Eliphelet,  one  of  David's 
thirty-seven  captains  (2  Sam.  xxiii.  34).  In  the 
corrupt  list  in  1  Chr.  xi.  35,  Eliphelet  appears  as 
"  Eliphal  the  son  of  Ur."  The  LXX.  regarded  the 
name  Ahasbai  as  denoting  not  the  father  but  the 
family  of  Eliphelet.  [According  to  Gesenius  the 
name  signifies  /  have  taken  refuge  in  Jehovah.'] 

W.  A.  W. 

*  AHASHVE'ROSH.  Noted  in  Ezra  iv.  6 
in  the  margin  of  the  A.  V.  as  the  Hebrew  form  of 
Ahasuekus.  a. 

AHASUE'RUS"  (ttJ'l"11t?7nH :  'Aaaoivpos, 
[Vat.  AffOTipos,]  LXX.  [in  Ezra  iv.  6] ;  but  'Acvr)- 
pos,  [Alex.  Aaovripos,  Comp.  Aid.  'Aircovr/pos,] 
Tob.  xiv.  15:  Assuems,  A.  V.  [in  Tob.],  Vulg.), 
the  name  of  one  Median  and  two  Persian  kings 
mentioned  in  the  Old  Testament.  It  may  be  de- 
sirable to  prefix  to  this  article  a  chronological  table 
of  the  Medo-Persian  kings  from  Cyaxares  to  Ar- 
taxerxes  Longimanus,  according  to  their  ordinary 
classical  names.  The  Scriptmiil  names  conjectured 
to  correspond  to  them  in  this  article  and  Akta- 
XERXES  are  added  in  italics. 

1.  Cyaxares,  king  of  Media,  son  of  Phraortes, 
grandson  of  Deioces  and  conqueror  of  Nineveh, 
began  to  reign  b.  c.  634.     Ahasuems. 

2.  Astyages  his  son,  last  king  of  Media,  b.  c. 
594.     Dm-iiis  the  Mede. 

3.  Cyrus,  son  of  his  daughter  Mandane  and 
Cambyses,  a  Persian  noble,  first  king  of  Persia,  559. 
Cyi-us. 

4.  Cambyses  his  son,  529.     Ahasuems. 

5.  A  Magian  usurper,  who  personates  Snierdis, 
the  younger  son  of  Cyrus,  521.     Artaxtrxes. 

6.  Darius  Hystaspis,  raised  to  the  throne  on  the 
overthrow  of  the  Magi,  521.     Dmivs. 

7.  Xerxes,  his  son,  485.     Ahasuems. 

8.  Artaxerxes  Longimanus  (Macrocheir),  his  son, 
465-495.     Artaxerxes. 

The  name  Ahasuems  or  Achashverosh  is  the 
same  as  the  Sanscrit  kshatra,  a  king,  which  appears 
as  kshershe  in  the  arrow-headed  inscriptions  of  Per- 

sepolis,  and  to  this  in  its  Hebrew  form  N  prosthetic 

is  prefixed  (see  Gibbs's  Gesenius,  S).  This  name 
in  one  of  its  Greek  forms  is  Xerxes,  explained  by 
Herod,  (vi.  98)  to  mean  dp^ioy,  a  signification  suf- 
ficiently near  that  of  king. 

1.  In  Dan.  ix.  1,  Ahasuems  [LXX.  Xtpfrji, 
Theodot.  'Acovripos]  is  said  to  be  the  father  of 
Darius  the  Mede.  Now  it  is  almost  certain  that 
Cyaxares  is  a  form  of  Ahasuems,  grecized  u»to 


a  •  This  form  In  A.  V.  ed.  1611  may  have  been  in- 
tended to  be  read  Ahasrerus,  u  being  used  for  v,  as 
elsewhere.  A. 
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Aiares  with  the  prefix  Cy-  or  Kai-,  common  to  the 
Kaianiau  d}'naaty  of  kings  (Malcohn's  Persia,  eh. 
iii. ),  with  which  may  be  compared  Kai  Khosroo,  the 
Persian  name  of  Cyrus.  The  son  of  this  Cyaxares 
was  Astyages,  and  it  is  no  improbable  conjecture 
that  Darius  the  Mede  was  Astyages,  set  over  Baby- 
lon as  viceroy  by  his  grandson  Cyrus,  and  allowed 
to  live  there  in  royal  state.  (See  Rawlinson's 
Herodotus,  vol.  1.  Essay  iii.  §  11.)  [Darius.] 
This  first  Ahasuerus,  then,  is  Cyaxares,  the  con- 
queror of  Nineveh.  And  in  accordance  with  this 
view,  we  read  in  Tobit,  xiv.  15,  that  Nineveh  was 
taken  by  Nabuchodonosor  and  Assuerus,  i.  e.  Cy- 
axares. 

2.  In  Ezra  iv.  6,  the  enemies  of  the  Jews,  after 
the  death  of  Cyrus,  desirous  to  frustrate  the  build- 
ing of  Jerusalem,  send  accusations  against  them  to 
Ahasuerus,  king  of  Persia.  This  must  be  Cam- 
byses.  For  we  read  (v.  5)  that  their  opposition 
continued  from  the  time  of  Cyrus  to  that  of  Darius, 
and  Ahasuerus  and  Artaxerxes,  i.  e.  Cambyses  and 
the  Pseudo-Smerdis,  are  mentioned  as  reigning  be- 
tween them.  [Artaxerxks.]  Xenophon  (Cyr. 
viii.)  calls  the  brother  of  Cambyses,  Tanyoxares, 
t.  e.  the  younger  Oxares,  whence  we  infer  that  the 
elder  Oxares  or  Axares,  or  Ahasuerus,  was  Cam- 
byses. His  constant  wars  probably  prevented  him 
from  interfering  in  the  concerns  of  the  Jews.  He 
was  plainly  called  after  his  grandfather,  who  was 
not  of  royal  race,  and  therefore  it  is  very  likely  that 
he  also  assumed  the  kingly  name  or  title  of  Axares 
or  Cyaxares  which  had  been  borne  by  his  most  illus- 
trious ancestor. 

3.  The  third  is  the  Ahasuerus  of  the  book  of 
Esther.  It  is  needless  to  give  more  than  the  heads 
of  the  well-known  story.  Having  divorced  his 
queen  Vashti  for  refusing  to  appear  in  public  at  a 
banquet,  he  married  four  years  afterward  the  Jewess 
Esther,  cousin  and  ward  of  Mordecai.  Five  years 
after  this,  Haman,  one  of  his  counsellors,  having 
been  slighted  by  Mordecai,  prevailed  upon  him  to 
order  the  destruction  of  all  the  Jews  in  the  empire. 
But  before  the  day  appointed  for  the  massacre, 
Esther  and  Mordecai  overthrew  the  influence  which 
Haman  had  exercised,  and  so  completely  changed 
his  feelings  in  the  matter,  that  they  induced  him  to 
put  Haman  to  death,  and  to  give  the  Jews  the  right 
of  self-defense.  This  they  used  so  vigorously  that 
they  killed  several  thousands  of  their  opponents. 
Now  from  the  extent  assigned  to  the  Persian  em- 
pire (Esth.  i.  1),  "  from  India  even  unto  Ethiopia," 
it  is  proved  that  Darius  Hystaspis  is  the  earliest 
possible  king  to  whom  this  history  can  apply,  and  it 
is  hardly  worth  while  to  consider  the  claims  of  any 
after  Artaxerxes  Longimanus.  But  Ahasuerus 
cannot  be  identical  with  Darius,  whose  wives  were 
the  daughters  of  Cyrus  and  Otanes,  and  who  in 
name  and  character  equally  differs  from  that  foolish 
tyrant.  Neither  can  he  be  Artaxerxes  Longimanus, 
although  as  Artaxerxes  is  a  compound  of  Xerxes, 
there  is  less  difficulty  here  as  to  the  name.  But  in 
the  first  place  the  character  of  Artaxerxes,  as  given 
by  Plutarch  and  by  Diodorus  (xi.  71),  is  also  very 
unlike  that  of  Ahasuerus.  Besides  this,  in  Ezra 
vii.  1-7,  11-26,  Artaxerxes,  in  the  seventh  year  of 
his  reign,  issues  a  decree  very  favorable  to  the  Jews, 
and  it  is  unlikely,  therefore,  that  in  the  twelfth 
(Esth.  iii.  7)  Haman  could  speak  to  him  of  them 
as  if  he  knew  nothing  about  them,  and  persuade 
him  to  sentence  them  to  an  indiscriminate  mas- 
jacre.  We  are  therefore  reduced  to  the  belief  that 
4hasueru8  is  Xerxes  (the  names  being,  as  we  have 
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seen,  identical) ;  and  this  conclusion  is  fortified  by 
the  resemblance  of  character,  and  by  certain  chron- 
ological indications.  As  Xerxes  scourged  the  sea, 
and  put  to  death  the  engineers  of  his  bridge  be- 
cause their  work  was  injured  by  a  storm,  so  Ahas- 
uerus repudiated  his  queen  Vashti  because  she 
would  not  violate  the  decorum  of  her  sex,  and 
ordered  the  massacre  of  the  whole  Jewish  people  to 
gratify  the  malice  of  Haman.  In  the  third  year 
of  the  reign  of  Xerxes  was  held  an  assembly  to  ar- 
range the  Grecian  war  (Herod,  vii.  7  fF.).  In  the 
third  year  of  Ahasuerus  was  held  a  great  feast  and 
assembly  in  Shushan  the  palace  (listh.  i.  3).  In 
the  seventh  year  of  his  reign  Xerxes  returned  de- 
feated from  Greece,  and  consoled  himself  by  the 
pleasures  of  the  harem  (Herod,  ix.  108).  In  the 
seventh  year  of  his  reign  "  fair  young  virgins  were 
sought"  for  Ahasuerus,  and  he  replaced  Vashti  by 
marrying  Father.  The  tribute  he  "  laid  upon  the 
land  and  upon  the  isles  of  the  sea  (Esth.  x.  1)  may 
well  have  been  the  result  of  the  expenditure  and 
ruin  of  the  Grecian  exj)edition.  Throughout  the 
book  of  Esther  in  the  LXX.  'Apra^tp^rjs  is  writ- 
ten for  Ahasuerus,  but  on  this  no  argument  of  any 
weight  can  be  founded.  G.  E.  L.  C. 

AHA'VA  (Win^  [water,  Ges.]:  6  Ehl 
[Vat.  Evdfi,  Alex.  Evet],  [in  Ezr.  viii.  21,  31]  i 
'Aovf  [Vat.  0OV6,  Aove]  '■  Ahava),  a  place  (Ezr.  viii. 

15),  or  a  river  ("^HD)  (viii.  21,  31),  on  the  banks 
of  which  Ezra  collected  the  second  expedition  which 
returned  with  him  from  Babylon  to  Jerusalem. 
Various  have  been  the  conjectures  as  to  its  locality; 
e.  <j.  Adiaba  (Le  Clerc  and  Mannert) ;  Abeh  or 
Aveh  (Hiivemick,  see  Winer);  the  Great  Zab 
(Rosenmiiller,  Bib.  Geogr.).  But  the  latest  re- 
searches are  in  favor  of  its  being  the  modem  Hit, 
on  the  Euphrates,  due  east  of  Damascus,  the  name 
of  which  is  known  to  have  been  in  the  post-biblical 

times  Ihi,  or  Ihi  da-kuii  (Tahn.  SI'^pT  STI">), 
"  the  spring  of  bitumen."  See  Rawlinson's  Herod- 
otus, i.  316,  note. 

In  the  apocryphal  Esdras  [1  Esdr.  viii.  41,  61] 
the  name  is  given  ©epi^.  Josephus  {Ant.  xi.  5,  § 
2)  merely  says  els  rb  letpav  rov  Ev<f>poirov.    G. 

A'HAZ   (^nS,    possessor:    "AxaC'^     Joseph. 

'AxdCv^'  Achaz).  1.  Ahaz,  eleventh  [twelfth?] 
king  of  Judah,  son  of  Jotham,  ascended  the  throne 
in  the  20th  year  of  his  age,  according  to  2  K.  xvi.  2. 
But  this  must  be  a  transcriber's  error  for  the  25th, 
which  number  is  found  in  one  Hebrew  MS.,  the 
LXX.,  the  Peshito,  and  Arabic  version  of  2  Chr. 
xxviii.  1 ;  for  otherwise,  his  son  Hezekiah  was  bom 
when  he  was  eleven  years  old  (so  CUnton,  Fasti 
Hell.,  vol.  i.  p.  318).  At  the  time  of  his  accession, 
Rezin  king  of  Damascus  and  Pekah  king  of  Israel 
had  recently  formed  a  league  against  Judah,  and 
they  proceeded  to  lay  siege  to  Jerusalem,  intending 
to  place  on  the  throne  Ben  Tabeal,  who  was  not  a 
prince  of  the  royal  family  of  Judah,  but  probably 
a  Syrian  noble.  Upon  this  the  great  prophet 
Isaiah,  full  of  zeal  for  God  and  patriotic  loyalty  to 
the  house  of  David,  hastened  to  give  advice  and 
encouragement  to  Ahaz,  and  it  was  probably  owing 
to  the  spirit  of  energy  and  religious  devotion  which 
he  poured  into  his  counsels,  that  the  allies  failed 
in  their  attack  on  Jerusalem.  Thus  much,  together 
with  anticipations  of  danger  from  the  Ass}Tians, 
and  a  general  pictmre  of  weakness  and  unfaithful- 
ness both  in  the  king  and  the  people,  we  find  in 
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the  femous  prophecies  of  the  7th,  8th,  and  9th 
chapters  of  Isaiah,  in  which  he  seeks  to  animate 
and  support  them  by  the  promise  of  the  Messiah. 
From  2  K.  x.vi.  and  2  Chr.  xxviii.  we  learn  that 
the  allies  took  a  vast  number  of  captives,  who, 
however,  were  restored  in  virtue  of  the  remon- 
strances of  the  prophet  Oded ;  and  that  they  also 
inflicted  a  most  severe  iiyury  on  Judah  by  the 
capture  of  Elath,  a  flourishing  port  on  the  Red  Sea, 
Id  which,  after  expelling  the  Jews,  they  reestab- 
lished the  Edomites  (according  to  the  true  reading 

of  2  K.  xvi.  6,  n^-DIl^?  for  D'^D'TIS),  who 
attacked  and  wasted  the  E.  part  of  Judah,  while 
the  Philistines  invaded  the  W.  and  S.  The  weak- 
minded  and  helpless  Ahaz  sought  deUverance  from 
these  numerous  troubles  by  appealing  to  Tiglath- 
pileser  king  of  Assyria,  who  freed  him  from  his 
most  formidable  enemies  by  invading  Syria,  taking 
Damascus,  killing  Kezin,  and  depriving  Israel  of  its 
Northern  and  Transjordanic  districts.  But  Ahaz 
had  to  purchase  this  help  at  a  costly  price.  He 
became  tributary  to  Tiglath-pileser,  sent  him  all  the 
treasures  of  the  Temple  and  his  own  palace,  and 
even  appeared  before  him  in  Damascus  as  a  vassal. 
He  also  ventured  to  seek  for  safety  in  heathen  cere- 
monies; making  his  son  pass  through  the  fire  to 
Moloch,  consulting  wizards  and  necromancers  (Is. 
viii.  19),  sacrificing  to  the  Syrian  gods,  introducing 
a  foreign  altar  from  Damascus,  and  probably  the 
worship  of  the  heavenly  bodies  from  Assyria  and 
Babylon,  as  he  would  seem  to  have  set  up  the 
horses  of  the  sun  mentioned  in  2  K.  xxiii.  11  (cf. 
Tac.  Ann.  xii.  13);  and  "  the  altars  on  the  top  (or 
roof )  of  the  upper  chamber  of  Ahaz  "  (2  K.  xxiii. 
12)  were  connected  with  the  adoration  of  the  stars. 
We  see  another  and  blameless  result  of  this  inter- 
coiu'se  with  an  astronomical  people  in  the  "  sundial 
of  Ahaz,"  Is.  xxxviii.  8.«  He  died  after  a  reign  of 
16  years,  lasting  B.  c.  740-724.         G.  E.  L.  C. 

2.  (Ahaz.)  A  son  of  Micah,  the  grandson  of 
Jonathan  through  Meribbaal  or  Mephibosheth  (1 
Chr.  viii.  35,  36,  ix.  42).  W.  A.  W. 

AHAZI'AH  (n^tnS,  ^innnS,  wh(m  Je- 
hovah sustains:  'OxoC^as  fVat. -^ti-] :  Ochozias.) 
1.  Son  of  Ahab  and  Jezebel,  and  eighth  king  of 
Israel.  After  the  battle  of  Ramoth  in  Gilead 
[Ahab]  the  Syrians  had  the  command  cf  the  coun- 
try along  the  east  of  Jordan,  and  they  cut  off  all 
communication  between  the  Israelites  and  Moab- 
ites,  so  that  the  vassal  king  of  Moab  refused  his 
yearly  tribute  of  100,000  lambs  and  100,000  rams 
with  their  wool  (comp.  Is.  xvi.  1).  Before  Ahaziah 
could  take  measures  for  enforcing  his  claim,  he  was 
seriously  injured  by  a  fall  through  a  lattice  in  his 
palace  at  Samaria.  In  his  health  he  had  worshipped 
his  mother's  gods,  and  now  he  sent  to  inquire  of  the 
oracle  of  Baalzebub  in  the  Philistine  city  of  Ekron 
whether  he  should  recover  his  health.  13ut  Elyah, 
who  now  for  the  last  time  exercised  the  prophetic 
office,  rebuked  him  for  this  impiety,  and  announced 
to  him  his  approaching  death.  He  reigned  two 
years  (b.  c.  896,  895).  The  only  other  recorded 
transaction  of  his  reign,  his  endeavor  to  join  the 
king  of  Judah  in  trading  to  Ophir,  is  more  fitly  re- 
lated under  Jehoshaphat  (1  K.  xxii.  50  ff. ;  2  K. 
i.;  2  Chr.  xx.  35  ff.). 

2.  Fifth  [sixth]  king  of  Judah,  son  of  Jehoram 
and  Athaliah,  daughter  of  Ahab,  and  therefore 
nephew  of  the  preceding  Ahaziah.     He  is  called 


o  •  For  the  "  lun  dial "  of  Ahaz,  see  Dial.    H. 
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Azariah,  2  Chr.  xxii.  6,  probably  by  a  copyist's  error, 
and  Jehoahaz,  2  Chr.  xxi.  17.  Ewald  (Geschickte 
det  Volkes  Israel,  iii.  525)  thinks  that  his  name 
was  changed  to  Ahaziah  on  his  accession,  but  the 
LXX.  read  'O^o^las  for  Jehoahaz,  and  with  this 
agree  the  Peshito,  Chald.,  and  Arab.  So  too,  while 
in  2  K.  viii.  26  we  read  that  he  was  22  years  old 
at  his  accession,  we  find  in  2  Chr.  xxii.  2,  that  his 
age  at  that  time  was  42.  The  former  number  is 
certainly  right,  as  in  2  Chr.  xxi.  5,  20,  we  see  that 
his  father  Jehoram  was  40  when  he  died,  which 
would  make  him  younger  than  his  own  son,  so  that 

a  transcriber  must  have  confounded  "DD  (22)  and 

3?2  (42).     Ahaziah  was  an  idolater,  "  walking  in 

all  the  ways  of  the  house  of  Ahab,"  and  he  allied 
himself  with  his  uncle  Jehoram  king  of  Israel, 
brother  and  successor  of  the  preceding  Ahaziah, 
against  Hazael,  the  new  king  of  Syria.  The  two 
kings  were,  however,  defeated  at  Ramoth,  where 
Jehoram  was  so  severely  wounded  that  he  retired  to 
his  mother's  palace  at  Jezreel  to  be  healed.  The 
union  between  the  uncle  and  nephew  was  so  close 
that  there  was  great  danger  lest  heathenism  should 
entirely  overspread  both  the  Hebrew  kingdoms,  but 
this  was  prevented  by  the  great  revolution  carried 
out  in  Israel  by  Jehu  under  the  guidance  of  Elisha, 
which  involved  the  house  of  David  in  calamities 
only  less  severe  than  those  which  exterminated  the 
house  of  Omri.  It  broke  out  while  Ahaziah  was 
visiting  his  uncle  at  Jezreel.  As  Jehu  approached 
the  town,  Jehoram  and  Ahaziah  went  out  to  meet 
him,  either  from  not  suspecting  his  designs,  or  to 
prevent  them.  The  former  was  shot  through  the 
heart  by  Jehu ;  Ahaziali  was  pursued  as  far  as  the 
pass  of  Gur,  near  the  city  of  Ibleam,  and  there 
mortally  wounded.  He  died  when  he  reached  Me- 
giddo.  But  in  2  Chr.  xxii.  9,  it  is  said  that  Aha- 
ziah was  found  hidden  in  Samaria  after  the  death  of 
Jehoram,  brought  to  Jehu,  and  killed  by  his  orders. 
Attempts  to  reconcile  these  accounts  may  be  found 
in  Pole's  Syrwpsis,  in  Lightfoot's  Harm,  of  Old 
Test,  (in  loc),  and  in  Davidson's  Teast  of  the  Old 
Testament,  part  ii.  book  ii.  ch.  xiv.  Ahaziah 
reigned  one  year,  b.  c.  884,  called  the  12th  of  Je- 
horam, king  of  Israel,  2  K.  viii.  25,  the  11th,  2  K. 
ix.  29.  His  father  therefore  must  have  died  before 
the  11th  [year]  of  Jehoram  was  concluded  (Clinton, 
Fasti  Hell  i.  324).  G.  E.  L.  C. 

*  It  being  possible  that  the  two  accounts,  taken 
singly,  are  fragmentary,  they  may  supplement  each 
other.  Ahaziah  escaping  "by  the  way  of  the 
garden  house,"  Jehu  ordered  his  men  to  pursue  and 
slay  him  in  his  chariot  (2  K.  ix.  27);  but  being  too 
swift  for  his  pursuers,  he  reached  Samaria  ajid  there 
concealed  himself  for  a  time,  till  Jeliu,  "  executing 
judgment  upon  the  house  of  Ahab,"  sought  him 
out,  and  had  him  put  to  death  (2  Chr.  xxii.  8,  9). 
For  the  fuller  circumstances  of  the  death  we  turn 
again  to  2  K.  ix.  27.  Jehu  ordered  his  captive  to 
be  taken  (perhaps  under  some  pretense  of  a  friendly 
object)  to  "the  going  up  (ascent)  to  tiur  near 
Ibleam,"  and  there  he  was  slain  in  his  chariot  (t.  e. 
received  tlie  deadly  blow  there,  though  he  escaped 
and  actually  died  at  Megiddo).  According  to  an- 
other slightly  varied  combination,  Ahaziah  may 
have  managed,  after  being  brought  before  Jehu  from 
his  place  of  concealment,  to  escape  again,  and  in- 
stead of  being  decoyed  to  Gur  for  execution,  may 
have  been  overtaken  there  as  he  fled  in  his  chariot, 
and  put  to  death  as  before  stated.     It  is  worth 
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noticing  (see  the  Hebrew  text  and  the  italics  in  the 
A.  v.:  "And  they  did  so")  that  the  slaying  of 
Ahaziah  at  Gur  (2  K.  ix.  27)  stands  loosely  related 
to  what  precedes,  as  if  his  being  slain  there  was  the 
JitmI  execution  of  Jehu's  order  after  various  delays 
had  intervened.  See  Kell,  Conun.  iib.  die  Biicher 
der  Koidije,  p.  402;  and  Zeller's  Bibl.  Warterb. 
p.  42.     [AzARiAH  12.]  H. 

AH'BAN  (12ns  [brother  of  the  wise,  or 
brotherly]:  'Axafidp-,  Alex.  'oCd;  [Aid.  'O0a; 
Comp.  'A^dv'-l  Ahobban).  Son  of  Abishur,  by 
his  wife  Abihail  (1  Chr.  ii.  29).  He  was  of  the 
tribe  of  Judah.  W.  A.  W. 

A'HER("inSl  [another]:  'K6p;  [Vat.  M. 
Aep,  H.  A€p;  Comp.  Axe'pO  Aher).  Ancestor 
of  Hushiin,  or  rather  "  the  Hushim,"  as  the  plural 
form  seems  to  indicate  a  family  rather  than  an  in- 
dividual. The  name  occurs  in  an  obscure  passage 
in  the  genealogy  of  Benjamin  (1  Chr.  vii.  12). 
Some  translators  consider  it  as  not  a  proper  name 
at  aU,  and  render  it  literally  "another,"  because, 
as  l{ashi  says,  lilzra,  who  compiled  the  genealogy, 
was  uncertain  whether  the  families  belonged  to  the 
tribe  of  Benjamin  or  not.  It  is  not  improbable 
that  Aher  and  Ahiram  (Num.  xxvi.  38)  are  the 
same;  unless  the  former  belonged  to  the  tribe  of 
Dan,  whose  genealogy  is  omitted  in  1  Clur.  vii.; 
Hushim  being  a  Danite  as  well  as  a  Benjamite 
name.  W.  A.  W. 

A'HI  (^n^>  brother:  a5f\(pov:  fratres).  1. 
A  Gadite,  chief  of  a  family  who  lived  in  Gilead  in 
Bashan  (1  Chr.  v.  15),  in  the  days  of  Jotham,  king 
of  Judah.  By  the  LXX.  and  Vulgate  the  word 
was  not  considered  a  proper  name.  [But  for  Bou^ 
aZt\<pov  of  the  Roman  edition,  Vat.  M.  has  Zo- 
liovxa/J-  (H.  Zafiov\aiJi),  and  Alex,  with  7  other 
MSS.  Axt^ovC  —  A.] 

2.  (Ax»;  [Vat.  M.  Axiovia,  H.  AxiowA.:]  Ahi.) 
A  descendant  of  Shamer,  of  the  tribe  of  Asher  (1 
Chr.  vii.  34).  The  name,  according  to  Gesenius, 
ia  a  contraction  of  Ahijah. 

AHI'AH.     [Ahijah.] 

AHI'AM  (a«"^nS,  for  nS^'HW  [faUier's 
brother],  Gesen.:  [in  2  S.]  'Kfjivdv,  [Aid.  'Axidv; 
Comp.  Axia/x;  in  1  Chr.  'Ax'M!  ^^^t-  AxetM! 
Comp.  Alex.  Ax»c(/x:]  Ahiam),  son  of  Sharar  the 
Hararite  (or  of  Sacar,  1  Chr.  xi.  35),  one  of  David's 
30  mighty  men  (2  Sam.  xxiii.  33). 

AHI'AN  (];nW:  Af/x;  [Vat.  ia«/x;  Alex. 
A««v:]  Ahin).  A  Manassite  of  the  family  of  She- 
mida  (1  Chr.  vii.  19).  W.  A.  W. 

AHIE'ZER  ("'T5?''nN:  [brother  of  help,  or 

God  is  help] :  '  Ax««C«P  ■"  ^hiezer).  1.  Son  of  Am- 
mishaddai,  hereditary  chieftain  of  the  tribe  of  Dan 
under  the  administration  of  Moses  (Num.  i.  12,  ii. 
25,  vii.  66,  [71,  x.  25]). 

2.  The  Benjamite  chief  of  a  body  of  archers  at 
the  time  of  David  (1  Chr.  xii.  3).         R.  W.  B. 

AHI'HUD  (l^in'^nS  [brother  =.  Mend,  of 
the  Jews,  or  of  renown] :  'Axt^p'i  [Alex.  Ax««)30 
Ahiwl.)  1.  The  son  of  Shelomi,  and  prince  of 
the  tribe  of  Asher,  selected  to  assist  Joshua  and 
Eleazar  in  the  division  of  the  Promised  Land  (Num. 
xxxiv.  27). 

2.  (irr^nS  [brother  =  friend,  of  union] :  'la- 
X'X<^;  ITat.  iaxfix<^\;  Alex.  Iox«x«5»  Comp. 
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AxiouSO  Ahiud),  chieftain  of  the  tribe  of  Benja- 
min (1  Chr.  viii.  7).  R.  VV.  B. 

AHI'JAH,     or    AHI'AH     (n*nH    and 

^•^tPS  [fi-iend  of  Jehovah] :  Ax«<i  [Vat.  -xei-] : 
Achias).  1.  Son  of  Ahitub,  Ichabod's  brother,  the 
son  of  Phinehas,  the  son  of  Eli  (1  Sam.  xiv.  3,  18). 
He  is  described  as  being  the  Lord's  priest  in  Shi- 
loh,  wearing  an  ephod.  And  it  appears  that  the 
ark  of  God  was  under  his  care,  and  that  he  inquired 
of  the  Lord  by  means  of  it  and  the  ephod  (comp. 
1  Chr.  xiii.  3).  There  is,  however,  great  difficulty 
in  reconcilmg  the  statement  in  1  Sam.  xiv.  18,  con- 
cerning the  ark  being  used  for  inquiring  by  Ahijah 
at  Saul's  bidding,  and  the  statement  that  they  in 
quired  not  at  the  ark  in  the  days  of  Saul,  if  we  un- 
derstand the  latter  expression  in  the  strictest  sense. 
This  difficulty  seems  to  have  led  to  the  reading 
in  the  Vatican  copy  of  tlie  LXX.,  of  rb  i<l>ovS,  in 
1  Sam.  xiv.  18,  instead  of  tV  ki^utSv,  or  rather 

perhaps  of  T^-M,  instead  of  ^T^N,  in  the  He- 
brew codex  from  which  that  version  was  made. 
Others  avoid  the  difficulty  by  interpreting  ITIM 
to  mean  a  chest  for  carrying  about  the  ephod  in. 
But  all  difficulty  will  disappear  if  we  apply  the  ex- 
pression only  to  aU  the  latter  years  of  the  reign  of 
Saul,  when  we  know  that  the  priestly  establishment 
was  at  Nob,  and  not  at  Kiijath-jearim,  or  Baale  of 
Judah,  where  the  ark  was.  But  the  narrative  in  1 
Sam.  xiv.  is  entirely  favorable  to  the  mention  of  the 
ark.  For  it  appears  that  Saul  was  at  the  time  in 
Gibeah  of  Benjamin,  and  Gibeah  of  Benjamin 
seems  to  have  been  the  place  where  the  house  of 
Abinadab  was  situated  (2  Sam.  vi.  3),  being  prob- 
ably the  Benjamite  quarter  of  Kirjath-jearim, 
which  lay  on  the  very  borders  of  Judah  and  Ben- 
jamin. (See  Josh,  xviii.  14,  28.)  Whether  it 
was  the  encroachments  of  the  Philistines,  or  an  in- 
cipient schism  between  the  tribes  of  Benjamin  and 
Judah,  or  any  other  cause,  which  led  to  the  disuse 
of  the  ark  during  the  latter  years  of  Saul's  reign, 
is  difficult  to  say.  But  probably  the  last  time  that 
Ahijah  inquired  of  the  Lord  before  the  ark  was  on 
the  occasion  related  1  Sam.  xiv.  36,  when  Saul 
marred  his  victory  over  the  Philistines  by  his  rash 
oath,  which  nearly  cost  Jonathan  his  life.  For  we 
there  read  that  when  Saul  proposed  a  night-pursuit 
of  the  Philistines,  the  priest,  Ahyah,  said,  "  Let  us 
draw  near  hither  unto  God,"  for  the  purpose, 
namely,  of  asking  counsel  of  God.  But  God  re- 
turned no  answer,  in  consequence,  as  it  seems,  of 
Saul's  rash  curse.  K,  as  is  conunonly  thought,  and 
as  seems  most  likely,  Ahijah  is  the  same  person  as 
Ahimelech  the  son  of  Ahitub,  this  faUure  to  obtain 
an  answer  from  the  priest,  followed  as  it  was  by  a 
rising  of  the  people  to  save  Jonathan  out  of  Saul's 
hands,  may  have  led  to  an  estrangement  between 
the  king  and  the  high-priest,  and  pi-edisposed  him 
to  suspect  Ahimelech's  loyalty,  and  to  take  that 
terrible  revenge  upon  him  for  his  favor  to  David. 
Such  changes  of  name  as  Ahi-melech  and  Ahi-jah 
are  not  uncommon.  (See  Genealogies,  p.  115- 
118.)  "  However,  it  is  not  impossible  that,  as  Ge- 
senius supposes,  Ahimelech  may  have  been  brother 
to  Ahijah. 

2.   [Achia.]      Son   of  Bela    (1   Chr.   rai.   7) 
[Probably  the  same  as  Ahoah,  1  Chr.  viii.  4.  — ^A.] 


«  Where  we  have  the  fiirther  error  of  Abimdedi  foi 

Ahimelech. 
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3.  [LXX.  iSf\>phs  ainov:  Achia.']  Son  of  Je- 
rahmeel  (1  Chr.  ii.  25). 

4.  lAkia."]  One  of  David's  mighty  men,  a  Pe- 
lonite  (1  Chr.  xi.  36). 

6.  [LXX.  iS(\(pol  avrwv'  Ahiat.]  A  Levite 
in  David's  reign,  who  was  over  the  treasures  of  the 
bouse  of  God,  and  over  the  treasures  of  the  dedi- 
cated things  (1  Chr.  xxvi.  20). 

6.  [AMaJ]  One  of  Solomon's  princes,  brother 
of  E^oreph,  and  son  of  Shisha  (1  K.  iv.  3). 

7.  [Ahi<is.]  A  prophet  of  Shiloh  (1  K.  xiv.  2), 
hence  called  the  Shilonite  (xi.  29)  in  the  days  of 
Solomon  and  of  Jeroboam  king  of  Israel,  of  whom 
we  have  two  remarkable  prophecies  extant :  the  one 
in  1  K.  xi.  31-39,  addressed  to  Jeroboam,  announ- 
cing the  rending  of  the  ten  tribes  from  Solomon,  in 
punishment  of  his  idolatries,  and  the  transfer  of  the 
kingdom  to  Jeroboam:  a  prophecy  which,  though 
delivered  privately,  became  known  to  Solomon,  and 
excited  his  wrath  against  Jeroboam,  who  fled  for  his 
life  into  Egypt,  to  Shishak,  and  remained  there  till 
Solomon's  death.  The  other  prophecy,  in  1  K. 
xiv.  6-16,  was  delivered  in  the  prophet's  extreme 
old  age  to  Jeroboam's  wife,  in  which  he  foretold 
the  death  of  Abijah,  the  king's  son,  who  was  sick, 
and  to  inquire  concerning  whom  the  queen  was 
come  in  disguise,  and  then  went  on  to  denounce 
the  destruction  of  Jeroboam's  house  on  account  of 
the  images  which  he  had  set  up,  and  to  foretell  the 
captivity  of  Israel  "  beyond  the  river  "  Euphrates. 
These  prophecies  give  us  a  high  idea  of  the  faith- 
fulness and  boldness  of  Ahyah,  and  of  the  eminent 
rank  which  he  attained  as  a  prophet.  Jeroboam's 
speech  concerning  him  (1  K.  xiv.  2,  3)  shows  the 
estimation  in  which  he  held  his  truth  and  prophetic 
powers.  In  2  Chr.  ix.  29  reference  is  made  to  a 
record  of  the  events  of  Solomon's  reign  contained 
in  the  "prophecy  of  Ahyah  the  Shilonite."  If 
there  were  a  larger  work  of  Ahijah's,  the  passage 
in  1  K.  xi.  is  doubtless  an  extract  from  it. 

8.  lAhias.]  Father  of  Baasha,  king  of  Israel, 
the  contemporary  of  Asa,  king  of  Judah.  He  was 
of  the  tribe  of  Issachar  (1  K.  xv.  27,  33).  [Occurs 
al8.j  1  K.  xxi.  22;  2  K.  ix.  9.]  A.  C.  H. 

0.  i'Aia;  [Vat.  Apa:]  Echma.)  One  of  the 
heads  of  the  people  who  sealed  the  covenant  with 
Nehemiah  (Neh.  x.  26).  W.  A.  W. 

AHI'KAM  (tap^nN  [brother  of  the  enemy]: 

'Axitc^M  [Vat.  -x««-]  :  Ahicam),  a  son  of  Shaphan 
the  scribe,  an  influential  ofiicer  at  the  court  of  Jo- 
giah  (2  K.  xxii.  12),  and  of  Jehoiakim  his  son  (Jer. 
xxvi.  2-t).  When  Shaphan  brought  the  book  of  the 
law  to  Josiah,  which  Hilkiah  the  high  priest  had 
found  in  the  temple,  Ahikam  was  sent  by  the  king, 
together  with  four  other  delegates,  to  consult  Hul- 
dah  the  prophetess  on  the  subject.  In  the  reign  of 
Jehoiakim,  when  the  priests  and  prophets  arraigned 
Jeremiah  before  the  princes  of  Judah  on  account  of 
his  bold  denunciations  of  the  national  sins,  Ahikam 
successfully  used  his  influence  to  protect  the  prophet. 
His  son  Gedaliah  was  made  governor  of  Judah  by 
Nebuchadnezzar,  the  Chaldtean  king,  and  to  his 
charge  Jeremiah  was  entrusted  when  released  from 
prison  (Jer.  xxxix.  14,  xl.  5).  R.  W.  B. 

AHI'LUD  ("Plb"»nS  [brother  of  one  bom, 
Ges. ;  or  Ach,  i.  e.  God,  who  originates,  Fiirst: 
Rom.]  'A Y«\ou8 ;  ' Ax«Aot}«  [Vat.  -x««-]  in  2  Sam. 
XX.  24;  [Vat.  Avfia  in  2  Sam.  viii.  16  and  1  Chr. ; 
In  1  K.  iv.  3,  Vat.  M.  Ax««A««8,  H.  AxfiAaS;] 
Alex.   Ax«/*«A.«x  2  Sam.  viii.  16,  Ax«M«  ^  K-  i^- 
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3:  Ahilud).  1.  Father  of  Jehoshaphat,  the  re- 
corder  or  chronicler  of  the  kingdom  in  the  reigni 
of  David  and  Solomon  (2  Sam.  viii.  16,  xx.  24 ;  1 
K.  iv.  3;  1  Chr.  xviii.  15). 

2.  ('Ax«Aou«;  [Vat.  Ax«M«x!]  ^^^^-  E\o()8.) 
The  father  of  Baana,  one  of  Solomon's  twelve  com- 
missariat officers  (1  K.  iv.  12).  It  is  uncertain 
whether  he  is  the  same  as  the  foregoing. 

W.  A.  W. 

AHIM'AAZ  [Heb.  Ahima'az]  (VVP'^nSI 
[brother  of  anger,  i.  e.  irascible']:  'Ax«M«'«*i 
[ Vat.  Axe«»'a«j :]  Achimaas).  1.  Father  of  Saul's 
wife,  Ahinoam  (1  Sam.  xiv.  50). 

2.  [Vat.  AxttficMs,  etc.]  Son  of  Zadok,  the 
priest  in  David's  reign.  VVhen  David  fled  from 
Jerusalem  on  account  of  Absalom's  rebellion,  Za- 
dok and  Abiathar,  accompanied  by  their  sons  Ahim- 
aaz  and  Jonathan,  and  the  Levites,  carried  the  ark 
of  God  forth,  intending  to  accompany  the  king. 
But  at  his  bidding  they  returned  to  the  city,  as 
did  likewise  Hushai  the  Archite.  It  was  then  ar- 
ranged that  Hushai  should  feign  himself  to  be  a 
friend  of  Absalom,  and  should  tell  Zadok  and  Abi- 
athar whatever  intefligence  he  could  obtain  in  the 
palace.  They,  on  their  parts,  were  to  forward  tho 
intelligence  through  Ahimaaz  and  Jonathan.  Ac- 
cordingly Jonathan  and  Ahimaaz  stayed  outside 
the  walls  of  the  city  at  En-Kogel,  on  the  road 
towards  the  plain.  A  message  soon  came  to  them 
from  Zadok  and  Abiathar  through  the  maid-servant, 
to  say  that  Ahithophel  had  counselled  an  immediate 
attack  against  David  and  his  followers,  and  that, 
consequently,  the  king  must  cross  the  Jordan  with- 
out the  least  delay.  They  started  at  once  on  their 
errand,  but  not  without  being  suspected,  for  a  lad 
seeing  the  wench  speak  to  them,  and  seeing  them 
immediately  run  off  quickly  —  and  Ahimaaz,  we 
know,  was  a  practiced  runner  —  went  and  told  Ab- 
salom, who  ordered  a  hot  pursuit.  In  the  mean 
time,  however,  they  had  got  as  far  as  Bahurim,  the 
very  place  where  Shimei  cursed  David  (2  Sam.  xvi. 
5),  to  the  house  of  a  steadfast  partizan  of  David's. 
Here  the  woman  of  the  house  effectually  hid  them 
in  a  well  in  the  court- yard,  and  covered  the  well's 
mouth  with  ground  or  bruised  com.  Absalom's 
servants  coming  up  searched  for  them  in  vain ;  and 
as  soon  as  they  were  gone,  and  returned  on  the  road 
to  Jerusalem,  Ahimaaz  and  Jonathan  hasted  on  to 
David,  and  told  him  Ahithophel's  counsel,  and 
David  with  his  whole  company  crossed  the  Jordan 
that  very  night.  Ahithophel  was  so  mortified  at 
seeing  the  failure  of  his  scheme,  through  the  im- 
wise  delay  in  executing  it,  that  he  went  home  and 
hanged  himself.  This  signal  service  rendered  to 
David,  at  the  hazard  of  his  life,  by  Ahimjiaz,  must 
have  tended  to  ingratiate  him  with  the  king.  AVc 
have  a  proof  how  highly  he  was  esteemed  by  him, 
as  well  as  an  honorable  testimony  to  his  character, 
in  the  saying  of  David  recorded  2  Sam.  xviii.  27. 
For  when  the  watchman  announced  the  approach 
of  a  messenger,  and  added,  that  his  running  was 
Uke  the  running  of  Ahimaaz,  the  son  of  Zadok, 
the  king  said,  "He  is  a  good  man,  and  cometh 
with  good  tidings." 

The  same  transaction  gives  us  a  very  curioug 
specimen  of  the  manners  of  the  times,  and  a  singu- 
lar instance  of  oriental  or  Jewish  craft  in  Ahimaaz. 
For  we  learn,  first,  that  Ahimaaz  was  a  professed 
runner  —  and  a  very  swift  one  too  —  which  one 
would  hardly  have  expected  in  the  son  of  the  high- 
priest.     It  belongs,  however,  to  a  simple  state  of 
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jociety  that  bodily  powers  of  any  kind  should  be 
highly  valued,  and  exercised  by  the  possessor  of 
them  in  the  most  natural  way.  Ahimaaz  was 
probably  naturally  swift,  and  so  became  iamous  for 
his  running  (2  Sam.  xviii.  27).  So  we  are  told  of 
Asahel,  Joab's  brother,  that  "  he  was  as  light  of 
foot  as  a  wild  roe"  (2  Sam.  ii.  18).  And  that 
quick  running  was  not  deemed  inconsistent  with 
the  utmost  dignity  and  gravity  of  character  appears 
from  what  we  read  of  EUjah  the  Tishbite,  that  "  he 
girded  up  his  loins  and  ran  before  Ahab  (who  was 
in  his  chariot)  to  the  entrance  of  Jezreel"  (1  K. 
xviii.  46).  The  kings  of  Israel  had  running  foot- 
men to  precede  them  when  they  went  in  their  char- 
iots (2  Sam.  XV.  1 ;  1  K.  i.  5),  and  their  guards 

were  called  D^^"',  runners.     It  appears  by  2  Chr. 

ixx.  6,  10,  that  in  Hezekiah's  reign  there  was  an 
establishment  of  running   messengers,  who   were 

also  called  D"^^*^.     The  same  name  is  given  to  the 

Persian  posts  in  Esth.  iii.  13,  15,  viii.  14;  though 
it  appears  from  the  latter  passage  that  in  the  time 
of  Xerxes  the  service  was  performed  with  mules  and 
camels.  The  Greek  name,  borrowed  from  the  Per- 
sian, was  Hyyapot-  As  r^ards  Ahimaaz's  crafti- 
ness we  read  that  when  Absalom  was  killed  by  Joab 
and  his  armor-bearers  Ahimaaz  was  very  urgent 
with  Joab  to  be  employed  as  the  messenger  to  run 
and  carry  the  tidings  to  David.  The  politic  Joab, 
well  knowing  the  king's  fond  partiality  for  Absalom, 
and  that  the  news  of  his  death  would  be  anything 
but  good  news  to  him,  and,  apparently,  having  a 
friendly  feeling  towards  Ahimaaz,  would  not  allow 
him  to  be  the  bearer  of  such  tidings,  but  em- 
ployed Cushi  instead.  But  after  Cushi  had  started, 
Ahimaaz  was  so  urgent  with  Joab  to  be  allowed  to 
run  too  that  at  length  he  extorted  his  consent. 
Taking  a  shorter  or  an  easier  way  by  the  plain  he 
managed  to  outrun  Cushi  before  he  got  in  sight  of 
the  watch-tower,  and,  arriving  first,  he  reported  to 
the  king  the  good  news  of  the  victory,  suppressing 
his  knowledge  of  Absalom's  death,  and  leaving  to 
Cushi  the  task  of  announcing  it.  He  had  thus  the 
merit  of  bringing  good  tidings  without  the  alloy  of 
the  disaster  of  the  death  of  the  king's  son.  This 
is  the  last  we  hear  of  Ahimaaz,  for  the  Ahimaaz 
of  1  K.  iv.  15,  who  was  Solomon's  captain  in 
Naphtali,  was  certainly  a  different  person.  There 
is  no  evidence,  beyond  the  assertion  of  Josephus, 
that  he  ever  filled  the  oflSce  of  high-priest;  and  Jo- 
sephus may  have  concluded  that  he  did,  merely  be- 
cause, in  the  genealogy  of  the  high-priests  (1  Chr. 
vi.  8,  9),  he  intervenes  between  Zadok  and  Azariah. 
Judging  only  fix)m  1  K.  iv.  2,  compared  with  1 
Chr.  vi.  10,  we  should  conclude  that  Ahimaaz  died 
before  his  father  Zadok,  and  that  Zadok  was  suc- 
ceeded by  his  grandson  Azariah.  Josephus' s  state- 
ment that  Zadok  was  the  first  high-priest  of  Solo- 
mon's temple,  seeing  the  temple  was  not  finished 
till  the  eleventh  year  of  his  reign,  is  a  highly  im- 
probable one  in  itself.  The  statement  of  the  Seder 
Olam,  which  makes  Ahimaaz  high-priest  in  Reho- 
boam's  reign,  is  still  more  so.  It  is  safer,  there- 
fore, to  follow  the  indications  of  the  Scripture  nar- 
rative, though  somewhat  obscured  by  the  appa- 
rently corrupted  pass^es,  1  K.  iv.  4,  and  1  Chr. 
vi.  9,  10,  and  conclude  that  Ahimaaz  died  before 
he  attained  the  high-priesthood,  leaving  as  his  heir 
his  son  Azarias. 

3.  Solomon's  officer  in  Naphtali,  charged  with 
providing  victuals  for  the  king  and  his  household 
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for  one  mouth  in  the  year.  He  was  probably  of 
the  tribe  of  Naphtali,  and  was  the  king's  son-in- 
law,  having  married  liis  daughter  Basmath  (1  K. 
iv.  7,  15).  A.  C.  H. 

AHI'MAN  (in'^nif  IhrotherofaffiAGes.]: 

Ax'foaV,  Alex.  Axuca/j.,  Ax'Moa/t:]  Achiman, 
\^Ahiinan\).  1.  One  of  the  three  giant  Anakim 
who  inhabited  Mount  Hebron  (Num.  xiii.  22,  33; 
[Josh.  XV.  14] ),  seen  by  Caleb  and  the  spies.  The 
whole  race  were  cut  off  by  Joshua  (Josh.  xi.  21), 
and  the  three  brothers  were  slain  by  the  tribe  of 
Judah  (Judg.  i.  10).  R.  W.  B. 

2.  (Ajju«i«';  [Vat.  M.  AifiUfi,  H.  At/uaju;  Aid.] 
Alex.  AlfJMv,  [Comp.  'Ax«M«»'=J  Ahimam.)  One 
of  the  porters  or  gatekeepers,  who  had  charge  of 
the  king's  gate  for  the  "  camps  "  of  the  sons  of  Levi 
(1  Chr.  ix.  17).  W.  A.  W. 

AHIM'ELECH  {Heb.  -melech]  ('n^'2''nw 
[brother  of  the  king]:  'Ax«M«^<X  *°*^  'A$ifieKex'i 
[Vat.  "xei-  and  -fiet-;  Alex.  A/tt/*-,  Aj3«ju-,  Ax'M" 
*A.6X'  Ax'M*^*''"]  -Achimelech,  \Ahimelech]).  1. 
Son  of  Ahitub  (1  Sam.  xxii.  11),  and  high-priest  at 
Nob  in  the  days  of  Saul.  He  gave  David  the  show- 
bread  to  eat,  and  the  sword  of  Goliath ;  and  for  so 
doing  was,  upon  the  accusation  of  Do^  the  Edom- 
ite,  put  to  death  \vith  his  whole  house  by  Saul's 
order.  Eighty-five  priests  wearing  an  ephod  were 
thus  cruelly  slaughtered;  Abiathar  alone  escaped. 
[Abiathar.]  The  LXX.  read  th7-ee  hundrea 
and  Jive  men,  thus  affording  another  instance  of 
the  frequent  clerical  errors  in  transcribing  numbers, 
of  which  Ezr.  ii.  compared  with  Neh.  vii.  is  a  re- 
markable example.  The  interchange  of  Q'*2Q27, 
or  npbtt?,  with  U^Whw  and  27^27,  is   very 

common.  For  the  question  of  Ahimelech's  iden- 
tity with  Ahijah,  see  Ahijah.  For  the  singular 
confusion  [or  apparent  confusion]  between  Ahimt- 
lech  and  Abiathar  in  the  1st  Book  of  Chronicles, 
see  Abiathar.  [The  name  occurs  1  Sam.  xxi.  1, 
2,  8,  xxu.  9,  11.  14,  16,  20,  xxiii.  6,  xxx.  7;  2 
Sam.  viii.  17;  1  Chr.  xxiv.  3,  6,  31;  Ps.  Iii.  title.] 
2.  [_'Afiifit\(x'^  ^"^^^-^  A$eifjie\fXj  2.  m. 
Axfif^f^fX'  Achimekch.']  One  of  E^vid's  com- 
panions while  he  was  persecuted  by  Saul,  a  Hittite ; 
called  in  the  LXX.  Abimelech ;  which  is  perhaps 
the  right  reading,  after  the  analogy  of  Abimelech, 
king  of  Gerar  (1  Sam.  xxv-i.  6).    In  the  title  of  Ps. 

xxxiv.  '?|7Q"'3S  [Abimelech,  Achish]  seems 

to  be  a  corrupt  reading  for  n5  "TjiPP  IT^SS, 
See  1  Sam.  xxi.  13  (12,  in  A.  V.).        A.  C  H. 
AHI'MOTH  (niD'TlS  [brother  of  death]: 

'AxifiiiO;  [Vat.  A\eifjiu0:]  Achimoth),  a  Levite 
of  the  house  of  the  Korhites,  of  the  family  of  the 
Kohathites,  apparently  in  the  time  of  David  (1 
Chr.  vi.  25).     In  ver.  35,  for  Ahimoth  we  find  Mor- 

hath  [nnti),  yiaiQ,  as  in  Luke  iii.  26.  For  a 
correction  of  these  genealogies,  see  Genealogies  of 
our  Lord  and  Saviour  Jesus  Christ,  p.  214,  note. 

A.  C.  H. 

AHIN'ADAB    (2'T3"'nS    [noble  bi-other]: 

'Axivaddfi;  [Vat.  Axfivaa^;  Alex.  AiVo8aj8:] 
Ahinadab),  son  of  Iddo,  one  of  Solomon's  twelve 
commissaries  who  supplied  provisions  for  the  royal 
household.      The  district  entrusted  to  Ahinadab 
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was  that  of  Mahanaim,  situated  on  the  east  of  the 
Jordan  (1  K.  iv.  14).  K.  W.  B. 

AHIN'OAM  [Heb.  -no'am]  (CyDTIS 
\broihei-  of  grace  or  beauty ;  according  to  Fiirsf  s 
theorj',  Ach,  i.  e.  God,  is  grace] :  'AyivocJju;  Alex. 
Axfii'oo/*;  [Comp.  'Axtvadfi-]  Achirwam).  1. 
Daughter  of  Ahimaaz  and  wife  of  Saul  (1  Sam.  xiv. 
50.)  W.  A.  W. 

2.  ['Ax4vc£a/t,  ^Axty^ofj.;  Vat.  Axfiyoofi,  etc.] 
A  woman  of  Jezreel,  whose  masculine  name  may 
be  compared  with  that  of  Abigail,  father  of  joy. 
It  was  not  uncommon  to  give  women  names  com- 
pounded with  2N  (fathei-)  and  HS  (brother). 
Ahinoam  was  married  to  David  during  his  wander- 
ing life  (1  Sam.  xxv.  43),  lived  with  him  and  his 
other  wife  Abigail  at  the  court  of  Achiah  (xxvii.  3), 
was  taken  prisoner  with  her  hy  the  Amalekites 
when  they  plundered  Ziklag  (xxx.  5),  but  was  res- 
cued by  David  (18).  She  is  again  mentioned  as 
living  with  him  when  he  was  king  of  Judah  in 
Hebron  (2  Sam.  ii.  2);  and  was  the  mother  of  his 
ddest  son  Amnon  (iii.  2  [also  1  Chr.  iii.  1]). 

G.  E  L.  C. 

AHI'O  (TTIM  [brotherly]:  ot  aSt\<po\  av- 
ToD:  Ahio,  2  Sam.  vi.  3,  4:  f rater  ejus,  1  Chr. 
xiii.  7).  1.  Son  of  Abinadab  who  accompanied 
the  ark  when  it  was  brought  out  of  his  father's 
house  (2  Sam.  vi.  3,  4;  1  Chr.  xiii.  7). 

2.  (l^nS  \brotherhJ] :  a5f\(phs  alnov ;  Alex. 
01  aSe\<poi  avTov'-  Ahio.)  A  Benjamite,  one  of 
the  sons  of  Beriah,  who  drove  out  the  inhabitants 
of  Gath  (1  Chr.  viii.  14).     According  to  the  Vat. 

MS.  the  LXX.  must  have  read  VHS,  according 

to  the  Alex.  MS.  VflS. 

3.  A  Beiyamite,  son  of  Jehiel,  father  or  founder 
of  Gibeon  (1  Chr.  viii.  31,  ix.  37).  In  the  last 
quoted  passage  the  Vatican  MS.  [as  also  Sin.]  has 
kdeK(p6s  and  the  Alex.  d5«A<f)ot.         W.  A.  W. 

AHI'RA  (»*!!''nif  [brother  of  eriZ] :  'Ax^pf 
[Vat.  generally  -xei-]'  Mira),  chief  of  the  tribe 
of  Naphtali  when  Moses  took  the  census  in  the  year 
after  the  Exodus  (Num.  i.  15,  ii.  29,  vii.  78,  83,  x. 
27).  R.  W.  B. 

AHI'RAM  (n'^'^nW  [brother  exahed]:  'lax- 
ipiv  [Vat.  -xe»-]i  [Alex.  Axipa«'=]  Ahiram),  son 
of  Benjamin  (Num.  xxvi.  38),  called  Ehi  in  Gen. 
xlvi.  21,  [and  perhaps  the  same  as  Ahek,  which 
see.] 

ahi'RAMITES,     the      ("'?2n"'nb«!n  : 

d  'laxtpO'Vi  i  [Vat.  o  laxfipayft  0  Alex,  o  Ax'pai ! 
[Aid.  6  'Ax«'pa«"'0  Ahirnmihe).  One  of  the 
branches  of  the  tribe  of  Benjamin,  descendants  of 
.\liiram  (Num.  xxvi.  38).  W.  A.  W. 

AHIS'AMACH  [Heb.  -sa'maeh]  'JT»D"'nhf 
[brother  of  support]:  'Axica/xix-  ■Achisamech). 
A  Danite,  father  of  AhoUab,  one  of  the  architects 
of  the  tabernacle  (Ex.  xxxi.  G,  xxxv.  34,  xxxviii. 
23).  -  W.  A.  W. 

AHISH'AHAR  [Heb.  -shaTiar]  ("intT^n^? 
[brother  of  the  daum]:  'Ax'^tK^p!  [Vat.  Axe'C- 
o5op:]  Ahisahar).  One  of  the  sons  of  Bilhan,  the 
erandson  of  Benjamin  (1  Chr.  vii.  10). 

W.AW. 

AHI'SHAR  ("ltt7"«nW  [brother  of  the  singer 
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OT  upright]:  'Ax'tropi  [Vat.  Ax<'0  Ahimr),  iht 
controller  of  Solomon's  household  (1  K.  iv.  6). 

AHITH'OPHEL  [Hebrew  Ahitho'phel] 
(7pn^nS  [brother  of  foolishness] :  'Ax«t<5^«A 
[Vat.  -x««-]>  Joseph.  ' Axi'r6<pt\os :  Achitophel), 
a  native  of  Giloh,  in  the  hill  country  of  Judah 
(Josh.  XV.  51),  and  privy  councillor  of  David, 
whose  wisdom  was  so  highly  esteemed,  that  his 
advice  had  the  authority  of  a  divine  oracle,  though 
his  name  had  an  exactly  opposite  signification  (2 
Sam.  xvi.  23).  He  was  the  grandfather  of  Bath- 
sheba  (comp.  2  Sam.  xi.  3  with  xxiii.  34).  She  is 
called  daughter  of  Ammiel  in  1  Chr.  iii.  5;  but 

7N^^27  is  only  the  anagram  of  DV^/S.  Absa- 
lom immediately  [as  soon  as]  he  had  revolted  sent 
for  him,  and  when  David  heard  that  Ahithophel 
had  joined  the  conspiracy,  he  prayed  Jehovah  to 
turn  his  counsel  to  foolishness  (xv.  31),  alluding 
possibly  to  the  signification  of  his  name.  David's 
grief  at  the  treachery  of  his  confidential  friend 
found  expression  in  the  Messianic  prophecies  (Ps. 
xli.  9,  Iv,  12-14). 

In  order  to  show  to  the  people  that  the  breach 
between  Absalom  and  his  father  was  irreparable, 
Ahithophel  persuaded  him  to  take  possession  of  the 
royal  harem  (2  Sam.  xvi.  21).  David,  in  order  to 
counteract  his  counsel,  sent  Hushai  to  Absalom. 
Ahithophel  had  recommended  an  immediate  pur- 
suit of  David ;  but  Hushai  advised  delay,  his  object 
being  to  send  intelligence  to  David,  and  give  to 
him  time  to  collect  his  forces  for  a  decisive  engage- 
ment. When  Ahithophel  saw  that  Hushai's  advice 
prevailed,  he  despaired  of  success,  and  returning 
to  his  own  home  "  put  his  household  in  order  and 
hung  himself"  (xvii.  1-23).  (See  Joseph.  Ant. 
vii.  9,  §  8;  Niemeyer,  Charakt.  iv.  454;  Ewald, 
Geschich.  ii.  652.)  R.  W.B. 

*  Ahithophel  is  certainly  a  very  singular  name 
for  a  man  who  had  such  a  reputation  for  sagacity ; 
and  it  is  very  possible  it  was  derisively  applied  to 
him  after  his  death  in  memory  of  his  infiimous  ad- 
vice to  Absalom,  which  the  result  showed  to  be  so 
foolish,  while  it  was  utterly  disastrous  to  himself. 
For  other  coiyectures  on  this  point  see  Wilkinson's 
Persmud  Names  of  the  Bible,  p.  384  (London, 
1865).  This  case  of  Ahithophel  is  the  only  instance 
of  suicide  mentioned  in  the  Old  Testament  (except 
in  war)  as  that  of  Judas  is  the  only  one  in  the  New 
Testament.  H. 

AHI'TUB  (S^ia'^PM  [brother  of  goodness ; 
or,  God  is  good,  Fiirst] :  ' Ax'Tti/S :  Achitob).  1. 
Father  of  Ahimelech,  or  Ahyah,  the  son  of  Phin- 
ehas,  and  the  elder  brother  of  Ichabod  (1  Sam.  xiv. 
3,  xxii.  9, 11),  and  therefore  of  the  house  of  Eli  and 
the  family  of  Ithamar.  There  is  no  record  of  his 
high-priesthood,  which,  if  he  ever  was  high-priest, 
must  have  coincided  with  the  early  days  of  Samuel's 
judgeship. 

2.  [Vat.  Axftra>$;  in  Neh.  xi.  11,  Rom.  AJ- 
T(ie,  Vat.  AvuPaiXy  ^-^-  Airo)8wx.  ^^^-  ^l^''- 
AlrdP,  Comp.  'Ax«TCtfj8.]  Son  of  Amariah  and 
father  of  Zadok  the  high-priest  (1  Chr.  vi.  7,  8,  52, 
xviii.  16;  2  Sam.  viii.  17),  of  the  house  of  Kleazar. 
From  1  Chr.  ix.  11,  where  the  genealogy  of  Azsiriali, 
the  head  of  one  of  the  priestly  families  that  returned 
from  Babylon  with  7.erubbal)el,  is  traced,  through 
Zadok,  to  "  Ahitub,  the  ruler  of  the  house  of  God," 
it  appears  tolerably  certain  that  Ahitub  was  high- 
priest.  And  80  the  LXX.  version  unequivocally 
renders  it  viov  'Axfrii>$  riyovyiivou  oXkov  rod  Stov- 
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The  expression  WH  0,  T'DS  is  applied  to  Azariah 
the  high-priest  in  Ilezekiah's  reign  in  2  Chr.  xxxi. 
13.     The  passage  is  re|)eated  in  Neh.  xi.  11,  but 

the  LXX.  have  spoilt  the  sense  by  rendering  "^"^23 

airfvayrh  ^  if  i*  w®*"®  '^■■?"^'  ^  ^^^  ^^^  '^  ''^^' 
rectly  given  in  these  two  passages,  Ahitub  was  not 
the  father,  but  the  grandfather  of  Zadok,  his  father 
being  Meraioth.  But  in  1  Chr.  vi.  8,  and  in  Ezr. 
vii.  2,  Ahitub  is  represented  as  Zadok's  father. 
This  uncertainty  makes  it  difficult  to  determine  the 
exact  time  of  Ahitub's  high-priesthood.  If  he  was 
father  to  Zadok  he  must  have  been  high-priest  with 
Ahimelech.  But  if  he  was  grandfather,  his  age 
would  have  coincided  exactly  with  the  other  Ahi- 
tub, the  son  of  Phinehas.  Certainly  a  smgular  co- 
incidence. 

3.  [Vat.  Axe'TO)^.]  The  genealogy  of  the 
high-priests  in  1  Chr.  vi.  11, 12,  introduces  another 
Ahitub,  son  of  another  Amariah,  and  father  of 
another  Zadok.  At  p.  287  of  the  Geneahgies  will 
be  found  reasons  for  believing  that  the  second 
Ahitub  and  Zadok  are  spurious.  A.  C.  H. 

AH'LAB      (3^n^      [fertilUy]:     Aa\d<p; 

[Comp.  'AxA.!i3:]  Achalab),  a  city  of  Asher  from 
which  the  Canaanites  were  not  driven  out  (Judg.  i. 
31).  Its  omission  from  the  list  of  the  towns  of 
Asher,  in  Josh,  xix.,  has  led  to  the  suggestion  (Ber- 
theau  on  Judg.)  that  the  name  is  but  a  corruption 
of  Achshaph ;  but  this  appears  extravagant.  It  is 
more  provable  that  Achlab  reappears  in  later  his- 
tory as  Gush  Chaleb,  27n  D13,  or  Giscala,  (Re- 
land,  pp.  813,  817),  a  place  lately  identified  by  Rob- 
inson under  the  abbreviated  name  of  elfish,  near 
Safed,  in  the  hilly  country  to  the  N.  W.  of  the 
Sea  of  Galilee  (Rob.  ii.  446,  iii.  73).  Gush  Chaleb 
was  in  Rabbinical  times  famous  for  its  oil  (see  the 
citations  in  Reland,  p.  817),  and  the  old  olive-trees 
still  remain  in  the  neighborhood  (Rob.  iii.  72). 
From  it  came  the  famous  John,  son  of  I>evi,  the 
leader  in  the  siege  of  Jerusalem  (Jos.  Vit.  §  10; 
B.  J.  ii.  21,  §  1),  and  it  had  a  legendary  celebrity 
as  the  birthplace  of  the  parents  of  no  less  a  person 
than  the  Apostle  Paul  (Jerome,  quoted  by  Reland, 
p.  813).  G. 

AH'LAI  [2  syl.]  C^br^  [0  that,  a  wish]: 
AoSoi  [Vat.  Axo«]>  'Axai(£;  Alex.  Ao8oj,  0A.(; 
[Comp.  OuKat,  'A\at;  Aid.  AaSal,  'Oo\'f]  Oholai, 
OhoU).  Daughter  of  Sheshan,  whom  he  gave  in 
marriage  to  his  Egyptian  slave  Jarha  (1  Chr.  ii.  31, 
35).  In  consequence  of  the  failure  of  male  issue, 
Ahlai  became  the  foundress  of  an  important  branch 
of  the  family  of  the  Jerahmeelites,  and  from  her 
were  descended  Zabad,  one  dt  David's  mighty  men 
(1  Chr.  xi.  41),  and  Azariah,  one  of  the  captains 
of  hundreds  in  the  reign  of  Joash  (2  Chr.  xxiii.  1 ; 
comp.  1  Chr.  ii.  38).  W.  A.  W. 

AHO'AH  (n'inS,  probably  another  form  of 

TT^nSl  [friend  of  Jehovah]:  'Ax«ai  [Comp. 
'AtSSO  Ahoe),  son  of  Bela,  the  son  of  Benjamin  (1 
Chr.  viii.  4).  The  patronymic  Ahohite  (TTPS) 
is  found  in  2  Sam.  xxiii.  9,  28;  1  Chr.  xi.  12,  29, 
ixvii.  4).     [Ehi.] 

AHO'HITE.     [Ahoah.] 

AHO'LAH  (J^l^n^  t*^''  ^"^V-  'OoKd; 
[Vat.  Oo\Aa,  OoAa;  Alex.  OWo:]  OoUa),  a  har- 


AHOLIBAMAH 


53 


lot,  used  by  Ezekiel  aa  the  symbol  of  Samaria  (E*. 
xxiii.  4,  5,  36,  44). 

AHO'LIAB  (^S'^bnS  [tent  of  his  father] : 

'E\td$'  Ooliab),  a  Danite  of  great  skill  as  a 
weaver  and  embroiderer,  whom  Moses  appointed 
with  Bezaleel  to  erect  the  tabernacle  (Ex.  xxxv. 
30-35   [xxxi.  6,  xxxvi.  1,  2,  xxxviii.  2]). 

AHOL'IBAH  (nn^briS  [my  tabernacle  m 

her]:  'OoXifid;  [Alex.  OA.j/3a:]  Co^ifia),  a  harlot, 
used  by  Ezekiel  as  the  symbol  of  Judah  (Ez.  xxiii. 
4,  11,  22,  36,  44). 

AHOLIBA'MAH  (ni22''brT«  [tent  of  the 

height  or  hfty  tent]:  'OKi^fftA  [etc.;  Alex.  EAj- 
)BEjua,  etc. :]  OoUbama),  one  (probably  the  second) 
of  the  three  wives  of  Jlsau.  She  was  the  daughter 
of  AxAH,  a  descendant  of  Seir  the  Horite  (Gen. 
xxxvi.  2,  25).  It  is  doubtless  through  this  con- 
nection of  Esau  with  the  original  inhabitants  of 
Mount  Seir  that  we  are  to  trace  the  subsequent 
occupation  of  that  territory  by  him  and  his  de- 
scendants, and  it  is  remarkable  that  each  of  his 
three  sons  by  this  wife  is  himself  the  head  of  a 
tribe,  whilst  all  the  tribes  of  the  Edomites  sprung 
from  his  other  two  wives  are  founded  by  his  grand- 
sons (Gen.  xxxvi.  15-19).  In  the  earlier  narrative 
(Gen.  xxvi.  34)  Aholibamah  is  called  Judith, 
daughter  of  Beeri,  the  Hittite.  The  explanation 
of  the  change  in  the  name  of  the  woman  seems  to 
he  that  her  proper  personal  name  was  Judith,  and 
that  Aholibamah  was  the  name  which  she  received 
as  the  wife  of  Esau  and  foundress  of  three  tribes  of 
his  descendants;  she  is  therefore  in  the  narrative 
called  by  the  first  name,  whilst  in  the  genealogical 
table  of  the  Edomites  she  appears  under  the  second. 
This  explanation  is  confirmed  by  the  recurrence  of 
the  name  Aholibamah  in  the  concluding  list  of  the 
genealogical  table  (Gen.  xxxvi.  40-43  [comp.  1 
Chr.  i.  52])  which,  with  Hengstenberg  {Die  Au- 
thentie  d.  Pent.  ii.  279,  Eng.  transl.  ii.  228),  Tuch 
{Komm.  iib.  d.  Gen.  p.  493),  Knobel  (Genes,  p.  258), 
and  others,  we  must  regard  as  a  list  of  names  of 
places  and  not  of  persons,  as  indeetl  is  expressly 
said  at  the  close  of  it :  "  These  are  the  chiefs  (heads 
of  tribes)  of  Esau,  according  to  their  settlements 
in  the  land  of  their  possession."  The  district 
which  received  the  name  of  P^u's  wife,  or  perhaps 
rather  from  which  she  received  her  married  name, 
was  no  doubt  (as  the  name  itself  indicates )  situated 
in  the  heights  of  the  mountains  of  Edom,  probably 
therefore  in  the  neighborhood  of  Mount  Hor  and 
Petra,  though  Knobel  places  it  south  of  Petra, 
having  been  misled  by  Burckhardt's  name  Hesma, 
which,  however,  according  to  Robinson  (ii.  155),  is 

"  a  sandy  tract  with  mountains  around  it 

but  not  itself  a  mountain,  as  reported  by  Burck- 
hardt."  It  seems  not  unlikely  that  the  three  tribes 
descended  firom  Aholibamah,  or  at  least  two  of 
them,  possessed  this  district,  since  there  are  enumer- 
ated only  eleven  districts,  whereas  the  number  of 
tribes  is  thirteen,  exclusive  of  that  of  Korah,  whose 
name  occurs  t%vice,  and  which  we  may  further  con- 
jecture emigrated  (in  part  at  least)  from  the  dis- 
trict of  Aholibamah,  and  became  associated  with 
the  tribes  descended  from  Eliphaz,  Esau's  first-bom 
son. 

It  is  to  be  obsen-ed  that  each  of  the  vfives  of  Esau 
is  mentioned  by  a  diflTerent  name  in  the  genealogi- 
cal table  from  that  which  occurs  in  the  history. 
This  is  noticed  under  Bashemath.    With  respect 
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to  the  name  and  race  of  the  father  of  Aholibamah, 
see  Anah  and  Beeri.  F.  W.  G. 

AHUTMAI  [Ssyl.]  ("fi^nt? :  'Ax«Mttt;  [Vat. 
Axc(M^>  •]  -Ahumai).  Son  of  Jahath,  a  descendant 
of  Judah,  and  head  of  one  of  the  families  of  the 
Zorathites  (1  Chr.  iv.  2).  W.  A.  W. 

AHU'ZAM  (WnS  [their poisessiori] :  'Hxaia; 

Alex.  nxaC«M!  l^^-  '^X^C'i  Comp-  '0(dfi:] 
Oozam).  Properly  Ahuzzam,  son  of  Ashur,  the 
father  or  fonncter  of  Tekoa,  by  his  wife  Naarah  (1 
Chr.  iv.  6).  W.  A.  W. 

AHUZ'ZATH  (n-rnW  [jpossessim:]  'Oxo- 
(dd:  Ochozath),  one  of  the  friends  of  the  Phihstine 
king  Abimelech  who  accompanied  him  at  his  inter- 
Tiew  with  Isaac  (Gen.  xxvi.  26).  In  LXX.  he  is 
called  &  vvfjupayaiybs  ainov  =pronvbus,  or  brides- 
man, and  his  name  is  inserted  in  xxi.  22,  23.  St. 
Jerome  renders  the  word  "  a  company  of  friends," 
as  does  also  the  Targum. 

For  the  termination  "-ath  "  to  Philistine  names 
comp.  Gath,  Goliath,  Timnath.  E.  W.  B. 

AI  [monosyl.]  (^'^  =^hmp  of  ruins,  Ges.).     1. 

(Always  with  the  def.  article,  "'yn  (see  Gen.  xii. 
8,  in  A.  v.),  Tai,  v  rai,  'Aid,  'At;  Jos.  "Avva; 
Hai),  a  royal  city  (comp.  Josh.  viii.  23,  29,  x.  1, 
xii.  9)  of  Canaan,  already  existing  in  the  time  of 
Abraham  (Gen.  xii.  8)  [Hai],  and  lying  east  of 
Bethel  (comp.  Josh.  xii.  9),  and  "  beside  Bethaven  " 
(Josh.  vii.  2,  viii.  9).  It  was  the  second  city  taken 
by  Israel  after  their  passage  of  the  Jordan,  and 
was  "utterly  desttoycd  "  (Josh.  vii.  3,  4,  5;  viii. 
1,  2,  3, 10,  11,  12,  14,  16,  17,  18,  20,  21,  23,  24, 
25,  26,  28,  29;  ix.  3;  x.  1,  2;  xii.  9).  (See  Stan- 
ley, S.  #  P.  p.  202.)  However,  if  Aiath  be  Al- 
and from  its  mention  with  Migron  and  Michmash 
it  is  at  least  probable  that  it  was  so  —  the  name 
was  still  attached  to  the  locality  at  the  time  of 
Sennacherib's  march  on  Jerusalem  (Is.  x.  28). 
[Aiath.]  At  any  rate,  the  "  men  of  Bethel  and 
Ai,"  to  the  number  of  two  hundred  and  twenty- 
three,  retunied  from  the  captivity  with  Zerubbabel 
(Ezr.  ii.  28;  Neh.  vii.  32,  "on-e  hundred  and 
twenty-three"  only);  and  when  the  Benjaminites 
again  took  possession  of  their  towns,  "  Michmash, 
Aija  and  Bethel,  with  their  'daughters,'"  are 
among  the  places  named  (Neh.  xi.  31).     [Aija.] 

Eusebius  remarks  (Ononi.  'Ayyai)  that  though 
Bethel  remained,  Ai  was  a  tcJttos  ^p-rj/xos,  avrbs 
fiovov  SfiKvvrai  '■  but  even  that  cannot  now  be  said, 
and  no  attempt  has  yet  succeeded  in  fixing  the  site 
of  the  city  which  Joshua  doomed  to  be  a  "  heap 
and  a  desolation  forever."  Stanley  (S.  ^  P.  p. 
202)  places  it  at  the  head  of  the  Wady  Harith  ; 
Williams  and  Van  de  Velde  (S.  ^-  P.  p.  204, 
note)  apparently  at  the  game  spot  as  Robinson  (i. 
443,  57-5;  and  Kiepert's  map,  1856),  north  of 
Mukhmas,  and  between  it  and  Dcir  Lhncdn.  For 
Kraffl's  identification  with  Kirhet  eUHaiyeh,  see 
Rob.  iii.  288.     It  is  the  opinion  of  some  that  the 

words  Avim  (C^y)  in  Josh,  xviii.  23,  and  Gaza 


o  The  part  of  the  country  in  which  Agalon  was  sit- 
uated —  the  western  slopes  of  the  main  central  table- 
land leading  down  to  the  plain  of  Sharon  —  must,  if 
the  deriTatioD  of  the  names  of  it8  towns  is  to  be 
trusted,  have  abounded  in  animals.  Besides  A\jalon 
(deer),  here  lay  Shaalbim  (foxes  or  jackals),  and  not 
&r  off  the  valley  of  Zeboim  (hyaenas).  See  Stanley, 
p.  162,  no^. 
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(n^5)  in  1  Chr.  vii.  28,  are  comiptiong  6t  AI 
[A VIM;  AzzAH.] 

2.  C^y  :  rof  and  [Alex.  FA.]  Koi  [Vat.  omits  ij 
Hai),  a  city  of  the  Ammonites,  apparently  attached 
to  Heshbon  (Jer.  xlix.  3).  G. 

A'lAH  [2  syl.]  (n*S  [cry,  clamm-]:  'At0A 
Alex.  Aia;  [in  Gen.  *Ar^:]  Aia).  1.  Son  of 
Zibeon,  a  descendant  of  Seir,  and  ancestor  of  one 
of  the  wives  of  Esau  (1  Chr.  i.  40),  called  in  Gen. 
xxxvi.  24  Ajah.  He  probably  died  before  his 
father,  as  the  succession  fell  to  his  brother  Anah. 

2.  ([In  2  Sam.  iii.,]  'i«6a,  [Vat.  M.  lo8,  Alex.8 
loA,  Comp.  'Aia;  in  2  Sam.  xxi.,]  'Aio.)  Fatha 
of  Rizpah,  the  concubine  of  Saul  (2  Sam.  iii.  7, 
xxi.  8,  10,  11).  W.  A.  W. 

A'lATH  [2  syl.]  (n»V  [fem.  of  ""V,  Ai] :  «,', 
ri/y  Tr6\iv  'Ayval'-  Aiath),  a  place  named  by 
Isaiah  (x.  28)  in  connection  with  Migron  and 
Michmash.  Probably  the  same  as  Ai.  [Ai; 
Aija.] 

AI'JA  [2  syl.]  (S»r :  [om.  Aid.  Rom.  Alex. 
FA.;  Comp.  -y*  i.  e.  Tf  for  To/;  FA.V  Aue:] 
Hai),  like  Aiath,  probably  a  variation  of  the  name 
ki.  The  name  is  mentioned  with  Michmash  and 
Bethel  (Neh.  xi.  31).     [Ai.] 

AI'JALON  [3  syl.]  (l'"lb»SI,  place  of  deer" 
or  gazelles,  Gesen.  p.  46,  Stanley,  p.  208,  Twte; 
AiaXwv  [?  Al\<iv],  and  Al\d)n,  [et«.:]  Ajahn). 
1.  A  city  of  the  Kohathites  (Josh.  xxi.  24;  1  Chr. 
vi.  69),  originally  allotted  to  the  tribe  of  Dan 
(Josh.  xix.  42;  A.  V.  "Ajalon"),  which  tribe, 
however,  was  unable  to  dispossess  the  Amorites  of 
the  place  (Judg.  i.  35).  Aijalon  was  one  of  the 
towns  fortified  by  Rehoboam  (2  Chr.  xi.  10)  dur- 
ing his  conflicts  with  the  new  kingdom  of  Ephraim 
(1  K.  xiv.  30),  and  the  last  we  hear  of  it  is  as  being 
in  the  hands  of  the  Philistines  (2  Chr.  xxviii.  18, 
A.  V.  "Ajalon"). 

Being  on  the  very  frontier  of  the  two  kingdoms, 
we  can  understand  how  Aijalon  should  be  spoken 
of  sometimes  (1  Chr.  vi.  69,  comp.  with  66)  as  in 
Ephraim,^  and  sometimes  (2  Chr.  xi.  10;  1  Sam. 
xiv.  31)  as  in  Judah  and  Benjamin. 

The  name  is  most  familiar  to  us  from  its  men- 
tion in  the  celebrated  speech  of  Joshua  during  his 
pursuit  of  the  Canaanites   (Josh.  x.  12,  "  valley 

(pC?)  of  Ayalon; "  see  Stanley,  p.  210).  There 
is  no  doubt  that  the  town  has  been  discovered  by 
Dr.  Robinson  in  the  modem  Jafo,*^  a  little  to  the 
N.  of  the  Jaffa  road,  about  14  miles  out  of  Jerusa- 
lem. It  stands  on  the  side  of  a  long  hill  which 
forms  the  southern  boundary  of  a  fine  valley  of 
corn-fields,  which  valley  now  bears  the  name  of  the 
Merj  Ibn  Omeir,  but  which  there  seems  no  rea- 
son for  doubting  was  the  valley  of  Ajalon  which 
witnessed  the  defeat  of  the  Canaanites  (Rob.  ii. 
263,  iii.  145). 

2.  [a2a«/u;  Aid.  Alex.  AiAff/u.]  A  place  in 
Zebulun,  mentioned  as  the  burial-place  of  £loa 

(I'lb^S),'*  one  of  the  Judges  (Judg.  xii.  12).    G. 


6  Perhaps  this  may  suggest  an  explanation  of  tba 
allusion  to  the  "  house  of  Joseph  "  in  the  difficult 
passage,  Judg.  i.  S4,  35. 

<^  'loAiu,  in  Epiphanius ;  tee  Reland,  p.  56S. 

d  It  will  be  observed  that  the  two  words  differ  only 
in  their  vowel-points. 
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*  It  may  have  been  also  his  birth-place,  and  pos- 
sibly took  its  name  from  him.  [Elon.]  Van  de 
Velde  {Mem.  p.  283)  reports  his  finding  aJalun,  a 
place  of  ruins,  in  northern  Galilee,  inland  from 
Akka,  which  (if  this  be  reliable)  might  answer  well 
enough  to  the  Aijalon  in  Zebulun. 

'ITie  Aijalon  mentioned  as  lying  in  the  tribe  of 
Benjamin  (2  Ch'r.  xi.  10),  one  of  "the  fenced  cities" 
fortified  by  Kehoboam,  some  regard  as  a  third  town 
of  this  name.  But  it  was  probably  the  Danite 
Ayalon  (Josh.  xix.  42),  which,  after  the  Danites 
had  extended  their  territory  further  north  (Judg. 
x\iii.  1  ff.),  was  assigned  to  Benjamin,  and  hence  at 
diiierent  times  was  held  by  different  tribes.  See 
Bertheau's  note  on  2  Chr.  xi.  10  {Exeg.  HancUmch, 
XV.  308).  H. 

AIJELETH    [3   syl.]    SHA'HAR,   more 

correctly    Ayeleth     Has-shachar       (nv*K 

^nt^rr,  the  Mnd  of  the  morning  daum),  found 

once  only  in  the  Bible,  in  connection  with  Ps.  xxii., 
of  which  it  forms  part  of  the  introductory  verse  or 
title.  This  term  has  been  variously  interpreted. 
Rashi,  Kimchi  and  Aben-Ezra  attest  that  it  was 
taken  for  the  name  of  a  musical  instrument. 
Many  of  the  modem  versions  have  adopted  this 
interpretation ;  and  it  also  seems  to  have  been  that 
of  the  translators  from  whom  we  have  the  Author- 
ized Version,  although  they  have  left  the  term  it- 
self untranslated.  Some  critics  speak  of  this 
instrument  as  a  "flute;"  and  J.  D.  Michaelis, 
Mendelssohn,  Knapp,  and  others,  render  the  He- 
brew words  by  "  morning  flute."  Michaelis  admits 
the  difficulty  of  describing  the  instrument  thus 
named,  but  he  conjectures  that  it  might  mean  a 
"  flute  "  to  be  playeid  on  at  the  time  of  the  "  morn- 
ing "  sacrifice.  No  account  is  rendered,  however, 
by  Michaelis,  or  by  those  critics  who  adopt  his 
view,  of  the  etymological  voucher  for  this  transla- 
tion. Mendelssohn  quotes  from  the  Shilte  Hag- 
geborim  a  very  fanciful  description  of  the  "  Ayeleth 
Hasshachar"  (see  Prolegomena  to  Mendelssohn's 
Psalms);  but  he  does  not  approve  it:  he  rather 
seeks  to  justify  his  own  translation  by  connecting 

the  name  of  the  "flute"  with  Q^SHS  nb*S, 

Ayeleth  Ahabim  (Prov.  v.  19),  and  by  endeavoring 
to  make  it  appear  that  the  instrument  derived  its 
appellation  from  the  sweetness  of  its  tones. 

The  Chaldee  Paraphrast,  a  very  ancient  author- 
ity, renders  '^TIXST}  nb>S  » the  power  of  the 
continual  morning  sacrifice,"  implying  that  this 
term  conveyed  to  the  chief  musician  a  direction 
respecting  the  time  when  the  22d  psalm  was  to  be 

chanted.  In  adopting  such  a  translation,  n^*S 
must   be   received   as   synonymous  with  n^7*b>l 

{strength,  force)  m  the  20th  ver.  (A.  V.  19th  ver.) 
of  the  same  psalm. 

According  to  a  third  opinion,  the  "  hind  of  the 
morning  "  expresses  allegorically  the  argument  of 
the  22d  psalm.  That  this  was  by  no  means  an 
uncommon  view  is  evident  from  the  commentaries 
of  Rashi  and  Kimchi;  for  the  latter  regards  the 
"Hind  of  the  Morning  "  as  an  allegoricaJ  appella- 
tion of  the  house  of  Judah,  whose  captivity  in  Baby- 
lon is,  agreeably  to  his  ex^esis,  the  general  burden 
)f  the  psalm.  Tholuck,  who  imagines  the  22d 
psalm  to  treat  primarily  of  David,  and  of  the  Mes- 
siah secondarily,  makes  David  idlude  to  himself 
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under  the  figure  of  "the  hind  of  the  morning." 
He  speaks  of  himself  as  of  a  hind  pursued  even 
from  the  first  dawn  of  the  morning  (Tholuck  on 
the  Ps.  in  loco). 

The  weight  of  authority  predominates,  however, 
in   favor   of  the  interpretation  which  assigns  to 

nnt^n  n7_*S  the  sole  purpose  of  describing  to 
the  musician  the  melody  to  which  the  psalm  was 
to  be  played,  and  which  does  not  in  any  way  con- 
nect "  Ayeleth  Hasshachar  "  with  the  arguments  of 
the  psalim  itself.  To  Aben-Ezra  this  interpreta- 
tion evidently  owes  its  origin,  and  his  view  has 
been  received  by  the  majority  of  grammarians  and 
lexicographers,  as  well  as  by  those  commentators 
whose  object  has  been  to  arrive  at  a  grammatical 
exposition  of  the  text.  Amongst  the  number, 
Buxtorf,  Bochart,  Gesenius,  Kosenmiiller,  and  M. 
Sachs  (in  Zunz's  Bible),  deserve  especial  mention. 
According  to  the  opinion,  then,  of  this  trustworthy 

band  of  scholars,  "^nt^n  n7*N  described  a  lyr- 
ical composition  no  longer  extant ;  but  in  the  age 
of  David,  and  during  the  existence  of  the  Temple 
of  Solomon,  when  the  Psalms  were  chanted  for 
public  and  private  ser/ice,  it  was  so  well  known  as 
to  convey  readily  to  the  director  of  the  sacred 
music  what  it  was  needful  for  him  to  know.  That 
this  was  not  an  unusual  method  of  describing  a 
melody  may  be  satisfactorily  proved  from  a  variety 
of  analogous  instances.  Ample  evidence  is  found 
in  the  Talmud  {Jerushal.  Berach.)  that  the  ex- 
pression "hind  of  the  morning"  was  used  figura- 
tively for  "the  rising  sun;  "  and  a  similar  use  of 
the  Arabic  "  Gezalath  "  may  be  adduced.  (See 
Rosenmiiller's  Scholia,  in  loco,  and  Fiirst's  Con- 
cordance.)  Aben-Ezra  is  censured  by  Bochart 
{Hierozoicon,  book  iii.  ch.  17)  for  describing  the 

poem    *^nQ?n    n]5*M    as    an    amorous    song 

(-121  -pi  \v  nmv^  ravs  nbnn,  «in 

D"^3n«  nb^N  "laa  pWn),  a  term  considered 
too  profene  to  be  employed  in  reference  to  a  compo- 
sition used  for  public  worship.  But  if  for  the  ob- 
noxious epithet  "amorous"  the  word  "elegiac" 
be  substituted  (and  the  expression  used  by  the  rabbi 
will  readily  admit  of  this  change  in  the  translation), 
the  objection  is  removed. 

Calmet  understands  "inO^n  H  vfN  to  mean 
a  "  band  of  music  " ;  and  he  accordingly  translates 
the  introductory  verse,  "A  Psalm  of  David,  ad- 
dressed to  the  music  master  who  presides  over  the 
Band  called  the  Morning  Hind."         D.  W.  M. 

A'lN  (]^V))  "^f*  eye,"  and  also,  in  the  simple 
but  vivid  imagery  of  the  East,  a  spring  or  nat- 
ural burst  of  living  water,  always  contradistin- 
guished from  the  well  or  tank  of  artificial  formation, 
which    latter   is   designated    by   the   words   Beer 

(~IS2),  Bor  (-|'S3  and  l'l2).    Ain  still  retains 

its  ancient  and  double  meaning  in  Arabic,  i^vXC« 

Such  living  springs  abound  in  Palestine  even  more 
than  in  other  mountainous  districts,  and  apart  from 
their  natural  value  in  a  hot  climate,  form  one  of  the 
most  remarkable  features  of  the  country.  Professor 
Stanley  {S.  #  P.  pp.  147,  509)  has  called  atten- 
tion to  the  accurate  and  persistent  use  of  the  word 
in  the  original  text  of  the  Bible,  and  has  well  ex- 
pressed the  inconvenience  arising  from  the  confusion 
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in  the  A.  V.  of  words  and  things  so  radically  distinct 
as  Ain  and  Beer.  "  The  importance  of  distin- 
guishing between  the  two  is  illustrated  by  Ex.  xv. 
27,  in  which  the  word  Ainoth  (translated  '  wells ' ) 
is  used  for  the  springs  of  fresh  water  at  lihm,  al- 
though the  rocky  soil  of  that  place  excludes  the 
supposition  of  dug  wells."     [Fountain.] 

Ain  oftenest  occurs  in  combination  with  other 
words,  forming  the  names  of  definite  localities. 
These  wiU  be  found  under  En,  as  En-gedi,  En-gan- 
nim,  &c.     It  occurs  alone  in  two  cases :  — 

1.  (With  the  def.  article ,  r?"?-)  One  of  the 
landmarks  on  the  eastern  boundary  of  Palestine  as 
described  by  Moses  (Num.  xxxiv.  11),  and  appar- 
ently mentioned,  if  the  rendering  of  the  A.  V.  is 
accurate,  to  define  the  position  of  Kiblah,  namely, 
"on  the  east  side  of  'the  spring'"  (LXX.  M 
intyis)-  By  Jerome,  in  the  Vulgat«,  it  is  rendered 
contra  fontem  Daphnin,  meaning  the  spring  which 
rose  in  the  celebrated  grove  of  Daphne  dedicated  to 
Apollo  and  Diana  at  Antioch."  But  Riblah  hav- 
ing been  lately,  with  much  probability,  identified 
(Rob.  iii.  542-6;  Port«r,  ii.  335)  with  a  place  of 
the  same  name  on  the  N.  E.  slopes  of  the  Hermon 
range,  "  the  spring "  of  the  text  must  in  the 
present  state  of  our  knowledge  be  taken  to  be  Mm 
ePAzy,  the  main  source  of  the  Orontes,  a  spring 
remarkable,  even  among  the  springs  of  Palestine, 
for  its  force  and  magnitude.  The  objections  to  this 
identification  are  the  distance  from  Ribleh  —  about 
9  miles :  and  the  direction  —  nearer  N.  E.  than  E. 
(see  Kob.  iii.  534;  Porter,  ii.  335-6,  358).  [Rib- 
lah; Hamath.] 

2.  ['A(rt{,  etc.;  Alex.  KXv,  etc.:  Aen,  Ain.'] 
One  of  the  southernmost  cities  of  Judah  (Josh.  xv. 
32),  afterwards  allotted  to  Simeon  (Josh.  xix.  7; 
1  Chr.  iv.  32*)  and  given  to  the  priests  (Josh.  xxi. 
16).     In  the  list  of  priests'  cities  in  1  Chr.  vi. 

Ashan  (^tt^^)  takes  the  place  of  Ain.  [Ashan.] 
In  Neh.  xi.  29,  Ain  is  joined  to  the  name  which 
in  the  other  passages  usually  follows  it,  and  appears 
as  En-rimnion.  So  the  LXX.,  in  the  two  earliest 
of  the  passages  in  Joshua,  give  the  name  as  "Epu- 
fuid  and  'Eptfi/jL^y.  [En-bimmon.]  (See  llob. 
ii.  204.)  G. 

*  The  reader  should  not  overlook,  under  this 
head,  Dr.  Robinson's  admirable  account  of  the  Ayins 
or  Fountains  of  Palestine  in  his  Physical  Geoy- 
raphy  (pp.  238-204).  He  enumerates  and  de- 
scribes the  principal  of  them  under  the  classes  of 
{a),  those  of  the  western  plain  along  the  Mediter- 
ranean; (b)  those  of  the  hill-country  west  of  the 
Jordan;  (c)  those  in  the  Gh&r  or  valley  of  the 
Jordan;  (d)  those  of  the  hill-country  east  of  the 
Jordan;  and  (e)  the  warm  and  mineral  fountains. 
In  the  comparative  frequency  of  such  living  springs 
of  water,  he  finds  the  characteristic  difference  be- 
tween Palestine  and  Egj-pt,  and  a  perfect  justifica- 
tion of  the  language  of  Moses  in  his  description  of 
the  Promised  Land  to  the  children  of  Israel :  "  For 


a  That  this,  and  not  the  spring  lately  identified  at 
Difneh,  near  the  source  of  the  Jordan  at  Tel  el-Kady 
(Rob. .  iii.  898 ;  Hitter,  Jordan,  p.  216),  Is  the  Daphne 
referred  to  in  the  Vulgate,  is  clear  from  the  quota- 
tions from  Jerome  given  in  Keland  (Pod.,  cap.  ixv. 
p.  120).  In  the  Targums  of  Jonathan  and  Jerusalem, 
Riblah  is  rendered  by  Dophne,  and  Ain  by  'Invatha 

v'Wmi3''r)  [or  'Ayenutha,  Mm3"'I',  Jerus.]. 
Schwara  (29)  would  place  Ai/i  at  « Ein-ol-Malcha " 
(doubtleM  Am-Mdlahah) ;  to  be  con«ist«nt  with  which 
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the  Lord  thy  God  bringeth  thee  into  a  good  land,  a 
land  of  brooks  of  water,  of  fountains  and  depths 
that  sprmg  out  of  valleys  and  hills  "  (Deut.  viii.  7). 
The  Enghsh  explorer,  Mr.  Tristram,  in  his  Land 
of  Israel,  has  given  special  attention  to  this  im- 
portant branch  of  sacred  geography ;  and  Dr.  Sepp 
has  done  the  same  in  his  two  volumes  {Jeru*alem 
u.  das  Heilige  Land,  1863).  The  subject  reciirs 
again  under  Fountains.  H. 

*AIR  (in  the  N.  T.  o^p,  also  ovpav6s)-  The 
Greeks  generally  used  the  word  hi\p  to  denote  the 
lower  portion  of  the  atmosphere,  the  region  of 
vapors,  clouds  and  mist,  in  opposition  to  al9-fip,  the 
pure  upper  air  or  ether,  though  the  former  term 
also  included  the  whole  space  between  the  earth 
and  the  nearest  of  the  heavenly  bodies.  The 
Romans  borrowed  the  words  and  adopted  the  con- 
ceptions connected  with  them.  It  appears  to  have 
been  a  common  opinion,  both  among  the  Jews  and 
heathens,  that  the  air  was  filled  with  spiritual  be- 
ings, good  and  evil,  the  region  nearest  the  earth 
being  regarded  as,  in  particular,  the  abode  of  the 
latter  class.  Thus  Pythagoras  taught,  according 
to  Diogenes  Laertius  (viii.  32),  "  that  the  whole 
air  was  full  of  souls,"  namely,  diemons  and  heroes; 
Plutarch  says  that  "  the  air  beneath  the  ether  and 
the  heaven,  rhu  vTraiOpop  atpa  /col  rhv  inrovpaviov, 
is  full  of  gods  and  daemons  "  (  Qiuest.  Rom.  c.  40, 
p.  274  b);  and  he  ascribes  to  Xenocrates  the  doc- 
trine "  that  there  are  beings  in  the  region  surround- 
ing us,  great  and  powerful  indeed,  but  evil-disjwsed 
and  malignant"  {De  Is.  et  Osir.  c.  26,  p.  361 
b).  Varro,  in  a  curious  passage  preserved  by 
Augustine  (De  Civ.  Dei,  vii.  6),  represents  the 
space  between  the  moon  and  the  lower  part  of  our 
atmosphere  as  full  of  "  heroes,  lares,  and  genii," 
aeiitB  aninuB,  that  is,  souls  inhabiting  the  aer  in 
distinction  from  the  cether.  Philo  says  that  "  an- 
gels, which  the  philosophers  call  daemons,  are  souls 
flying  about  in  the  air,"  ^u;^a2  Kara  rhv  htpa.  irercf- 
p.evai  {De  Giyanl.  c.  2.  0pp.  i.  263  ed.  Mang.); 
and  similar  passages  repeatedly  occur  in  his  writ- 
ings (De  Plant.  Noe,  c.  4,  p.  3.31 ;  De  Conf.  Ling. 
c.  34,  p.  431;  De  Smnn.  i.  22,  p.  641).  In  a 
Rabbinical  commentary  on  Pirke  Avoth,  fol.  83,  2, 
it  is  said  that  "  from  the  earth  upward  the  whole 
space  is  filled  with  beings  divided  into  bands  with 
rulers ;  and  that  telow  \i.  e.  in  the  lower  region  of 
the  air]  there  are  many  creatures  employed  in  in- 
juring and  accusing."  (See  Drusius  on  Eph.  vi. 
12,  or  Koppe  on  Eph.  ii.  2.)  The  Test.  XIL 
Patriarch.,  Benj.  c.  3,  speaks  of  Beliar  or  Belial 
as  htpiov  Tryfvfia,  a  "  spirit  of  the  air."  (Fabric. 
Cod.  pseudep.  V.  T.  p.  729.)  ITiese  passages  may 
serve  to  illustrate  Eph.  ii.  2,  where  Satan  is  desig- 
nated as  S  &px<>>i'  T^s  i^ovfflas  rov  kipos,  *.  «• 
"  the  ruler  of  the  powers  of  the  air,"  i^ovaia  hmig 
used  in  a  collective  sense  for  i^ouaiai  (comp.  Eph. 
vi.  12,  Col.  ii.  15),  as  we  say  "force"  for  "forces," 
and  denoting  the  evil  spirits  which  make  the  air 


he  is  driven  to  a«8ume  that  the  Daphne  near  Pania* 
had  also  the  name  of  Riblah. 

t>  There  is  a  curious  expression  In  this  verse  which 
has  not  yet  been  explained.     After  enumerating  the 

"  cities  "  (''"IS?)  of  Simeon,  the  text  proceeds,  "  and 

their  villages  ("^"IVC)   *•"*  Etam,  Ain Bre 

cities"  (^ni?).  Considering  the  strict  distinction  bo 
generally  observed  in  the  use  of  these  tv?o  words,  tb« 
above  is  at  least  worthy  of  Dot«.     [Uazob.] 
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their  habitation.  So,  substantially,  Robinson, 
Bretschneider,  and  Grimm  in  their  Lexicons,  with 
De  Wette,  Meyer,  lileek,  Alford,  Ellicott,  and 
other  eminent .  commentators.  For  further  quota- 
tions illustrating  the  opinion  referred  to,  see  Dru- 
sius  (in  the  Cril.  Sacri),  Grotius,  Wetstein,  and 
Meyer  in  loc. ;  Eisner,  Obss.  Sacr.  ii.  205-7,  and 
Windet,  De,  Vita  functorum  Statu,  sect.  xiii.  pp. 
261-266,  3d  ed.,  Lond.  1677.  The  elaborate  note 
of  Harless  also  deserves  to  be  compared. 

Prof.  Stuart,  in  his  Sketches  of  Angehlogy 
{BUjI.  Sacra  for  1843,  p.  139),  translates  the  ex- 
pression in  Eph.  ii.  2,  "  prince  of  the  aerial  host," 
and  remarks  that  "no  other  exegesis  which  has 
been  given  of  this  text  seems  capable  of  abiding 
the  test  of  philological  examination."  But  he 
understands  the  language  used  here  and  elsewhere 
in  reference  to  the  locality  of  evU  spirits  as  sytn- 
bolical.  "  Their  airy  nature  (to  speak  as  the  an- 
cients did),  their  invisibility,  their  quick  and  easy 
access  to  men,  are  all  shadowed  forth  in  assigning 
them  an  aerial  abode  "  (p.  144). 

The  Greek  ovpav6s,  "heaven,"  is  the  word 
rendered  "air"  in  the  expression  "the  birds"  or 
"fowls  of  the  air,"  Matt.  vi.  26,  viii.  20,  etc.,  and 
"sky"  in  Matt.  xvi.  2,  3,  "the  sky  is  red  and 
lowering,"  and  not  unfrequently  denotes  the  lower 
heaven,  the  region  of  clouds  and  storms.  (See 
the  N.  T.  Lexicons.)  In  accordance  with  this  use 
of  the  primitive  word,  ra  ivovpavia  in  Eph.  vi.  12 
may  he  understood  as  essentially  synonymous  with 
6  a-fip  in  Eph.  ii.  2,  or  at  least  as  including  it. 
The  expression  ra  irvevfMmKa  t^s  irovt)pias  iv 
TOJs  iirovpaviois  in  the  passage  referred  to  (A.  V. 
"spiritual  wickedness  in  high  places,"  but  see  the 
margin)  is  accordingly  translated  by  Stuart  "evil 
spirits  in  the  aerial  regions"  {Bibl.  Sacra,  1843, 
pp.  123,  139),  and  by  Ellicott  "the  spiritual  hosts 
of  wickedness  in  the  heavenly  regions."  Substan- 
tially the  same  view  is  taken  of  the  pas.sage  by  the 
best  commentators,  as  De  Wette,  Meyer,  Bleek, 
Alford.  In  illustration  of  the  use  of  iirovpavios, 
see  the  account  of  the  seven  heavens  in  the  Test. 
XII.  Patriarch.,  Levi,  c.  3,  and  the  Ascension  of 
Isaiah,  vii.  9-13,  and  x.  29,  cited  by  Stuart,  ut 
supra,  p.  139.  So,  where  the  so-called  Epistle  of 
Ignatius  to  the  Ephesians  in  the  shorter  form  (c.  13) 
reads  iv  p  (sc.  dp^yr])  iras  ir6\tixos  KarapyuTM 
iirovpaviasv  Ka\  iTriyeiwv,  the  longer  recen- 
sion has  aepiwi/  Kal  iiriyduv  Wfvftdratv. 

The  superstitious  notion,  widely  prevalent  in 
later  times,  that  evil  spirits  have  the  power  of 
raising  storms  and  tempests,  appears  to  have  been 
connected  with  this  conception  of  their  place  of 
abode.  The  sorcerer  Ismeno  is  represented  by 
Tasso  as  thus  invoking  the  daemons,  "roving  in- 
habitants of  the  air  " :  — 

"  Voi  che  le  tempeste  e  le  procelle 
Movete,  abitator  deW  aria  erranti.'^ 

Gems.  Lib.  xiii.  7. 
^  The  proverbial  phrases  tU  aepa  XaXuv,  1  Cor. 
xiv.  9,  "to  talk  to  the  winds"  (ventis  verba  j)ro- 
fuwlere,  Lucret.  iv.  929),  and  atpa.  Stpeiv,  1  Cor. 
Ix.  26,  "  to  beat  the  air  "  (verberare  ictibiis  auras, 
Virg.  ^n.  V.  377),  hardly  need  illustration.  A. 
AFRUS  i'latpos;  [Vat.  loeipoy;  Aid.  'Atpoj:] 


«  The  Alex.  MS.  in  this  place  reads  "lovSat^  for 
ISoviiaCtf,  and  Ewald  (Gesch.  iv.  91,  358)  endeavors  to 
?how  therefrom  that  the  Acrabattine  there  mentioned 
was  that  between  Samaria  and  Jud«ea,  in  support  of 
his  opinion  that  a  large  part  of  Southern  Palestine 
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An).  One  of  the  "  servants  of  the  Temple,"  or 
Nethinim,  whose  descendants  returned  with  Zoro- 
babel  (1  Esdr.  v.  31).     Perhaps  the  same  as  Re- 

AIAH.  W.  A.  W. 

A'JAH,  Gen.  xxxvi.  24.  [Aiah.] 
AJ'ALON  (Josh.  X.  12,  xix.  42;  2  Chr.  xxviii. 
18).  The  same  place  as  Aijaix>n  (1)  which  see. 
The  Hebrew  being  the  same  in  both,  there  is  no 
reason  for  the  inconsistency  in  the  spelling  of  the 
name  in  the  A.  V.  G. 

A'KAN  (1P3?    [perh.   sharp-dghted,   Fiirst] 
'lovKafx;  [Alex.  iwuKOft;  Aid.  '\ovk6,V^  Acan), 
descendant  of  Esau  (G«n.  xxxvi.  27,  called  Jaka> 
in  1  Chr.  i.  42.     [Bene-Jaakan.] 

AK'KUB  (3!lpV  [insidiousy.  'AKoifi;  [Vat. 
loKovvO  Alex.  AKKovfi:  Accub).  1.  A  descend- 
ant of  Zerubbabel,  and  one  of  the  seven  sons  of 
Elioenai  (1  Chr.  iii.  24). 

2.  i'AKovfji  in  1  Chr.,  'Akov^;  Alex.  Akou/3  in 
1  Chr.,  AKoufi  in  Ezr.  and  Neh.;  [Vat.  AKovfi  in 
1  Chr.  and  Ezr.,  Akov  in  Neh.  vii.])  One  of  the 
porters  or  doorkeepers  at  the  east  gate  of  the  Temple. 
His  descendants  succeeded  to  his  office,  and  appear 
among  those  who  returned  from  Babylon  (1  Chr. 
ix.  17;  Ezr.  ii.  42;  Neh.  vii.  45,  xi.  19,  xii.  25). 
Also  called  Dacobi  (1  Esdr.  v.  28). 

3.  CAKovfi;  [Vat.  A«o/8ft>0.])  One  of  the 
Nethinim,  whose  family  returned  with  Zerubbabel 
(Ezr.  ii.  45).  The  name  is  omitted  in  Neh.  vii., 
but  occurs  in  the  form  Acub  in  1  Esdr.  v.  31. 

*It  rather  corresponds  to  AcuA  ('AkovS)  in 
1  Esdr.  v.  30.  Acub  in  1  Esdr.  v.  31  answers  to 
Bakbuk,  Ezr.  ii.  51.  A. 

4.  (om.  in  LXX.  [but  Comp.  'Akov$].)  A 
I>evite  who  assisted  Ezra  in  expounding  the  Law  to 
the  people  (Neh.  viii.  7).  Called  Jacubus  in  1 
F^dr.  Lx.  48.  W.  A.  W. 

AKRAB'BIM  [scorpions],  "the  ascent 
OF,"  and  "THE  GOING  UP  to";  also  "Maaleh- 

acrabbim"  (n'^2'nr?V  i^^^P  =  the  scor- 
pion-pass ;  avdfiaffis  '  'AKpa$iv  [Alex.  -$fiy] : 
Ascensus  scorpi&num).  A  pass  between  the  south 
end  of  the  Dead  Sea  and  Zin,  forming  one  of  the 
landmarks  on  the  south  boundary  at  once  of  Judah 
(.Josh.  XV.  3)  and  of  the  Holy  Land  (Num.  xxxiv. 
4).  Also  the  north  ( ?  )  boundary  of  the  Amorites 
(Judg.  i.  36). 

Judas  Maccabseus  had  here  a  great  victory  over 
the  Edomites  (1  Maec.  v.  3,«  "  Arabattine,"  which 
see;  Jos.  Ant.  xii.  8,  §  1). 

De  Saulcy  (i.  77)  would  identify  it  with  the  long 
and  steep  pass  of  the  Wady  es-Zuweirah.  Scor- 
pions he  certainly  found  there  in  plenty,  but  this 
wady  is  too  much  to  the  north  to  have  been  Akrab- 
bim,  as  the  boundary  went  from  thence  to  Zin  and 
Kadesh-barnea,  which,  wherever  situated,  were  cer 
tainly  many  miles  further  south.  Robinson's  con- 
jecture is,  that  it  is  the  line  of  cliffs  which  cross 
the  Ghor  at  right  angles,  11  miles  south  of  the 
Dead  Sea,  and  form  the  ascent  of  separation  between 
the  Ghor  and  the  Arabah  (ii.  120).  But  this  would 
be  a  descent  and  not  an  ascent  to  those  who  were 
entering  the  Holy  Land  from  the  south.*  Perhaps 
the  most  feasible  supposition  is  that  Akrabbim  is 


yna  then  ia  possession  of  the  Edomites.  But  this 
reading  does  not  agree  with  the  context,  and  it  is  at 
least  certain  that  Josephus  had  the  text  as  it  now 
stands. 

6  *  In  his  Phys.  Geogr.  p.  53,  Dr.  Robinson  says  that 
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the  steep  pass  es-Sufah,  by  which  the  final  step  is 
made  from  the  desert  to  the  level  of  the  actual  land 
of  Palestine.  As  to  the  name,  scorpions  abound 
in  the  whole  of  this  district. 

This  place  must  not  be  confounded  with  Acra- 
battene,  north  of  Jerusalem.    [ARBArns.]    G. 

ALABASTER  (aXdficuTTpos--  alabasti-um) 
occurs  in  the  N.  T.  only,  in  the  notice  of  the 
alabaster  box  of  ointment  which  a  woman  brought 
to  our  Lord  when  He  sat  at  meat  in  the  house  of 
Simon  the  leper  at  Bethany,  the  contents  of  which 
she  poured  on  the  head  of  the  Saviour.  (See  Matt, 
xxvi.  7;  Mark  xiv.  3;  Luke  vii.  37.)  By  the 
English  word  alabaster  is  to  be  understood  both 
that  kind  which  is  also  known  by  the  name  of 
gypsum,  and  the  oiietUal  alabaster  which  is  so 
much  valued  on  account  of  its  translueency,  and 
for  its  variety  of  colored  streakings,  red,  yellow, 
graj',  &c.,  which  it  owes  for  the  most  part  to  the 
admixture  of  oxides  of  iron.  The  latter  is  a  fibrous 
carbonate  of  Ume,  of  which  there  are  many  varieties, 
satin  spar  being  one  of  the  most  common.  The 
former  is  a  hydrous  sulphate  of  lime,  and  forms 
when  calcined  and  ground  the  well-known  substance 
called  plaster  of  Paris.  Both  these  kinds  of  ala- 
baster, but  especially  the  latter,  are  and  have  been 
long  used  for  various  ornamental  purposes,  such  as 
the  fabrication  of  vases,  boxes,  &c.  The  ancients 
considered  alabaster  (carbonate  of  lime)  to  be  the 
best  material  in  which  to  preserve  their  ointments 
(Pliny,  //.  N.  xiii.  3).  Herodotus  (iii.  20)  men- 
tions an  alabaster  vessel  of  ointment  which  Cam- 
byses  sent,  amongst  other  things,  as  a  present  to 
the  .(Ethiopians.  Hammond  (Annotat.  ad  Matt. 
xxvi.  7)  quotes  Plutarch,  Julius  Pollux,  and  Athen- 
aeus,  to  show  that  alabaster  was  the  material  in 
which  ointments  were  wont  to  be  kept. 

In  2  K.  xxi.  13,  "  I  will  wipe  Jerusalem  aa  a 
man  wipeth  a  dish"  (Heb.  tsallachath),  the  Vat. 
and  Alex,  versions  of  the  LXX.  use  alabnstron  in 
the  rendering  of  the  Hebrew  words."  The  reading 
of  the  LXX.  in  this  passage  is  thus  literally  trans- 
lated by  Harmer  ( Observatums,  iv.  473) :  —  "I  will 
unanoint  Jerusalem  as  an  alabaster  uuanointed  box 
is  unanointed,  and  is  turned  down  on  its  face." 
Pliny  *  tells  us  that  the  usual  form  of  these  alabas- 
ter vessels  was  long  and  slender  at  the  top,  and 
round  and  full  at  the  bottom.  He  likens  them  to 
the  long  pearls,  called  elenchi,  which  the  Boman 
ladies  suspended  from  their  fingers  or  dangled  from 
their  ears.  He  compares  also  the  green  pointed 
cone  of  a  rose-bud  to  the  form  of  an  alabaster  oint- 
ment-vessel (//.  TV.  xxi.  4).  The  onyx —  (cf.  Hor. 
Od.  iv.  12,  17),  "Nardi  parvus  onyx" — which 
Pliny  says  is  another  name  for  alabastrites,  must 
not  be  confounded  with  the  precious  stone  of  that 
name,  which  is  a  sub-species  of  the  quartz  family 
of  minerals,  being  a  variety  of  agate.  Perhaps  the 
name  of  onyx  was  given  to  the  pink-colored  variety 
of  the  calcareous  alabaster,  in  allusion  to  its  resem- 
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bling  the  finger-nail  {myx)  in  color,  or  else  because 
the  calcareous  alabaster  bears  some  resemblance  to 
the  agate-onyx  in  the  characteristic  lunar-shaped 
mark  of  the  last-named  stone,  which  mark  reminded 
the  ancients  of  the  whitish  semicircular  spot  at  the 
base  of  the  finger-nail. 


this  line  of  cliffs  crosses  the  GhCir  6  or  8  miles  south  of 
the  Dead  Sea.    The  Akrabbim  {scorpion  cliffs)  would  be 

an  "  ascent  "  (n^y?2)  justly  so  called,  without  any 
reference  to  the  direction  in  which  the  traveller  might 
approach  them  in  a  given  instance.  We  need  not 
iiippo.se  them  to  have  received  their  name  trom  the 
tact  that  the  Hebrews  crossed  them  from  the  south  in 
coming  out  of  Egypt.  H. 

"  airoAct'i^w  Ti)f  'I«pov(TaAi)ft  KoJUoi  airoAft^rat  6 
lAa^otrTpof  airaA(t<^^(>>ot,  xal  Kara<rrpe'^(Tat  Ctrl 
rpotrwirov  avroO,  LXX.     The  Tomplutensian  version 


Alabaster  Vessels.  From  the  British  Museum.  The 
inscription  on  the  centre  vessel  denotes  the  qxiantity 
it  holds. 

The  term  alabnsfra,  however,  was  by  no  means 
exclusively  applied  to  vessels  made  from  this  ma- 
terial. Theocritus'^  speaks  of  golden  alabasters. 
That  the  passage  in  Theocritus  implies  that  the 
alabasters  were  made  of  gold,  and  not  simply  gilt, 
as  some  have  understood  it,  seems  clear  from  the 
words  of  Plutarch  (in  Alexandra,  p.  676),  cited  by 
Kypke  on  Mark  xiv.  3,  where  he  speaks  of  alabas- 
ters "  all  skillfully  lerought  of  gold."  '^  Alabasters, 
then,  may  have  been  made  of  any  material  suitable 
for  keeping  ointment  in,  glass,  silver,  gold,  «S:c. 
Precisely  similar  is  the  use  of  the  English  word 
box ;  and  perhaps  the  Greek  iru|oi  and  the  I.Atin 
buxus  are  additional  illustrations.  Box  is  doubt- 
less derived  from  the  name  of  the  shrub,  the  wood 
of  which  is  so  well  adapted  for  turning  boxes  and 
such  like  objects.  The  term,  which  originally  was 
limited  to  boxes  made  of  the  box-wood,  eventually 
extended  to  boxes  generally;  as  we  say,  an  iron 
box,  a  gold  box,  &c. 

In  Mark  xiv.  3,  the  woman  who  brought  "the 
alabaster  box  of  ointment  of  spikenard  "  is  said  to 
break  the  box  before  pouring  out  the  ointment 
This  passage  has  been  variously  understood;  but 
Harmer's  interpretation  is  probably  correct,  that 
breaking  the  box  implies  merely  breaking  the  seal 
which  kept  the  essence  of  the  perfume  from  evap- 
orating. 

The  town  of  Alabastron  in  Middle  Egypt  received 
its  name  from  the  alabaster  quarries  of  the  a<^acent 
hill,  the  modem  Mount  St.  Anthony.    In  this  town 


and  the  Vulgate  understand  the  passage  in  a  very  dif- 
ferent way. 

A  "  Et  procerioribus  sua  gratia  est :  elenchos  appel- 
lant fitstigata  longitudine,  alabastrorum  iigura  in  pleni- 
orem  orbcm  desinentes  "  (H.  N.  ix.  56). 

<^  Svpi'u  hi  fivpw  xpvKni  aXafiiurrpa  (I'l-  xv.  114). 
"  Mvpov  xpvveta  aAa^aorpa  non  sunt  vasa  unguentaria 
ex  alabastrite  lapide  eaque  auro  omata,  sed  simpli- 
citer  rasa  unguentaria  ex  auro  dcta.  Cf.  Schleusn. 
Lex.  N.  T.  8.  T.  oAdpatrrftov."  (KiessUog,  ad  Theoar. 
I.  «•)  _ 

•^  XP^^^  ri<rKriii.iva  irtpirriot. 
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was  a  manufactory  of  vases  and  vessels  for  holding 
perfumes,  &c.  W.  H. 

*  Layard  found  vases  of  white  alabaster  among 
the  ruins  at  Nineveh,  which  were  used  for  holding 
ointments  or  cosmetics  {Babylon  and  Nineveh,  p. 
197).  The  alabasters  often  had  a  long,  narrow 
neck,  and  it  not  only  accords  best  with  the  Greek 
(ffwrplfpaura)  to  suppose  that  the  woman  broke 
this  in  two,  but  makes  the  act  more  expressive. 
She  would  reserve  nothing  for  herself,  but  devote 
the  whole  to  her  Lord.  See  Meyer  and  Lange  on 
Mark  xiv.  3.  H. 

ALA'METH  (H^b^  [wvering] ;  'EXrje- 
HfQ;  [Vat.  r«ju««fl;  Aid.]  Alex.  *EA/t«e«V 
[Comp.  'AAo/t«dO  Almath).  Properly  Ale- 
METH ;  one  of  the  sons  of  Becher,  the  son  of  Ben- 
jamin (1  Chr.  vii.  8).  W.  A.  W. 

ALAM'MELECH    {Hebrew  Alammelech] 

(^^^l''^  =  ^'»^'»  o«*;  'EA.i/teA.€x;  ITat.  -\ei-\ 
Aid.  'AX(^e\€xO  Elmelech),  a  place  within  the 
limits  of  Asher,  named  between  Achshaph  and 
Amad  (Josh.  xix.  26,  only).  It  has  not  yet  been 
identified;  but  Schwarz  (191)  suggests  a  connec- 
tion with  the  Nahr  el-Melik,  which  falls  into  the 
Kishon  near  Haifa.  G. 

AL'AMOTH  {n^'dhv  :  Ps.  xlvi.,  title;  1 
Chr.  XV.  20),  a  word  of  exceedingly  doubtful  mean- 
ing, and  with  respect  to  which  various  conjectures 
prevaU.  Some  critics  are  of  opinion  that  it  is  a 
kind  of  lute  brought  originally  from  Elam  (Per- 
sia) ;   others  regard  it  as  an  instrument  on  which 

young  girls  (mD72?)  used  to  play  (comp.  the 
old  English  instrument  "the  Virginal"):  whilst 
some  again  consider  the  word  to  denote  a  species 
of  IjTe,  with  a  sourdine  (mute)  attached  to  it  for 
the  purpose  of  subduing  or  deadening  the  sound, 

and  that  on  this  account  it  was  called  m!3^!ff, 

from  D^3?,  to  conceal.  Lafage  speaks  of  mD^^? 
as  "  chant  sup^rieur  ou  chant  a  1' octave."  Some 
German  commentators,  having  discovered  that  the 
lays  of  the  mediaeval  minstrels  were  chanted  to  a 
mdody  called  "  die  Jungfrauenweise,"  have  trans- 
ferred that  notion  to  the  Psalms ;  and  Tholuck,  for 

instance,  translates  mO^P  by  the  above  German 

term.  According  to  this  notion  mS  V^  would 
not  be  a  musical  instrument,  but  a  melody.  (See 
Mendelssohn's  Introduction  to  his  Vergion  of  the 
Psalms ;  Forkel,  Geschichte  der  3fmik ;  ikfage. 
Hist.  Gen.   de   la    Musique ;    and    Gesenius    on 

na^r.)  D.  W.  M. 

AL'CIMUS  CAKKtfios,  valiant,  a  Greek  name, 
assumed,  according  to  the  prevailing  fashion,  as 

representing  C^p^bS,  'EKtaKeifi,  God  hath  set 
up),  called  also  Jaceimus  (6  xol  'IcCkcijuos  all. 
'Iwebcei/ioy,  Joseph.  Ant.  xii.  9,  5,  »'.  e.  D^p^,  cf. 
Jud.  iv.  6,  varr.  lectt.),  a  Jewish  priest  (1  Mace.  vii. 
12)  who  was  attached  to  the  Hellenizing  party  (2 
Mace.  xiv.  3)."  On  the  death  of  Menelaus  he  was 
appointed  to  the  high-priesthood  by  the  influence  of 
Lysias,  though  not  of  the  pontifical  family  (Joseph. 
I.  c. ;  XX.  9;  1  Mace.  vii.  14),  to  the  exclusion  of 
])nias,  the  nephew  of  Menelaus.    When  Demetrius 


"  According  to  a  Jewish  tradition  (Bereshith  R.  66), 
b«  waa  "  Bister's  son  of  Jose  ben  Joeser,"  chief  of  the 
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Soter  obtained  the  kingdom  of  Syria  he  paid  court 
to  that  monarch,  who  confirmed  him  in  his  ofiice, 
and  through  his  general  Bacchides  [Bacchides] 
established  him  at  Jerusalem.  His  cruelty,  how- 
ever, was  so  great  that,  in  spite  of  the  force  left  in 
his  command,  he  was  unable  to  withstand  the  op- 
position which  he  provoked,  and  he  again  fled  to 
Demetrius,  who  immediately  took  measures  for  his 
restoration.  The  first  expedition  under  Nicanor 
proved  unsuccessful;  but  upon  this  Bacchides 
marched  a  second  time  against  Jerusalem  with  a 
large  army,  routed  Judas,  who  fell  in  the  battle 
(161  B.  c),  and  reinstated  Alcimus.  After  his  res- 
toration, Alcimus  seems  to  have  attempted  to  mod- 
ify the  ancient  worship,  and  as  he  was  engaged  in 
pulling  down  "  the  wall  of  the  inner  court  of  the 
sanctuary  "  {i.  e.,  which  separated  the  court  of  the 
Gentiles  from  it;  yet  see  Grimm,  1  Mace.  ix.  54)  he 
was  "plagued"  (by  paralysis),  and  "died  at  that 
time,"  160  b.  c.  (Joseph.  Ant.  xii.  9,  5,  xii.  10;  1 
Mace,  vii.,  ix. ;  cf.  2  Mace,  xiv.,  xv.  Ewald,  Gesch. 
des  Volkes  Isr.  iv.  365  ff.)  B.  F.  W. 

AL'EMA  i4v 'A\f fjiois;  [Alex.  «|/  AAo^o«:] 
in  Alimis),  a  large  and  strong  city  in  GUead  in  the 
time  of  the  Maccabees  (1  Mace.  v.  26).  Its  name 
does  not  occur  again,  nor  have  we  yet  any  means 
of  identifying  it.  [Grimm  (in  loc.)  conjectures 
that  it  mav  represent  Beer-elim  (Is.  xv.  8,  comp. 
Num.  xxi.  16).  — A.]  G. 

ALETWETH  (H^by  [covering]-.  2aA«- 
fide,  ra\ffj.fe;  Alex.  roA«|xofl,  [-fifO;  Aid.  Ta\f- 
fxfd,  'A\((p;  Comp.  'AA€/u«e:]  Alamath).  A 
Benjamite,  son  of  Jehoadah,  or  Jarah,  and  de- 
scended from  Jonathan  the  son  of  Saul  (1  Chr. 
viii.  36,  ix.  42).  The  form  of  the  name  in  Hebrew 
is  different  from  that  of  the  town  Alemeth  with 
which  it  has  been  compared.  W.  A.  W. 

ALETWETH  (accurately,  Allemeth;  ndh'S: 
ra\i/xdd;  [Alex.  roArj/iefl:]  Almath),  the  form 
under  which  Almon,  the  name  of  a  city  of  the 
priests  in  Benjamin,  appears  in  1  Chr.  vi.  60  [45]. 
Under  the  very  similar  form  of  'Almit  or  Almuth, 
it  has  been  apparently  identified  in  the  present  day 
at  about  a  mile  N.  E.  of  Anata,  the  site  of  Ana- 
thoth;  first  by  Schwarz  (128)  and  then  by  Mr. 
Finn  (Rob.  iii.  287).  Among  the  genealogies  of 
Benjamin  the  name  occurs  in  connection  with  Az- 
maveth,  also  the  name  of  a  town  of  that  tribe  (1  Chr. 
viii.  36,  ix.  42;  compared  with  Ezr.  ii.  24).  [Al- 
mon.] In  the  Targum  of  Jonathan  on  2  Sam. 
xvi.  5,  Bahurim  is  rendered  Alemath.  G. 

ALEXANTDER  III.,  king  of  Macedon,  sur- 
named  The  Geeat  ('AA<|ai'5poj,  the  helper  of 
men:  Alexander:  Arab,  the  two-homed,  GoUi  Lex. 
Arab.  1896),  "the  son  of  Philip"  (1  Mace.  vi.  2) 
and  Olympias,  was  born  at  Pella  b.  c.  356.  On 
his  mother's  side  he  claimed  descent  from  Achilles; 
and  the  Homeric  l^ends  were  not  without  influence 
upon  his  life.  At  an  early  age  he  was  placed  under 
the  care  of  Aristotle;  and  while  still  a  youth  he 
turned  the  fortune  of  the  day  at  Chaeroneia  (338 
B.  c).  On  the  murder  of  Philip  (b.  c.  336)  Alex- 
ander put  down  with  resolute  energy  the  disaflfec- 
tion  and  hostility  by  which  his  throne  was  men- 
aced ;  and  in  two  years  he  crossed  the  Hellespont 
(b.  c.  334)  to  carry  out  the  plans  of  his  father,  and 
execute  the  mission  of  Greece  to  the  civilized  world. 


Sanhedrim,  whom  he  afterwards  put  to  death. 
aU,  ast.  of  Jews,  i.  245,  308. 
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The  battle  of  the  Granicus  was  followed  by  the  sub- 
jugation of  western  Asia ;  and  in  the  following  year 
the  fate  of  the  I'^t  was  decided  at  Issus  (b.  c. 
333).  Tyre  and  Gaza  were  the  only  cities  in 
Western  Syria  which  offered  Alexander  any  resist- 
ance, and  these  were  reduced  and  treated  with  un- 
usual severity  (h.  c.  332).  Egypt  next  submitted 
to  him;  and  in  b.  c.  331  he  founded  Alexandria, 
which  remains  to  the  present  day  the  most  charac- 
teristic monument  of  his  life  and  work.  In  the 
eanie  year  he  finally  defeated  Darius  at  Gaugamela ; 
and  in  b.  c.  330  his  unhappy  rival  was  murdered 
by  Bessus,  satrap  of  liactria.  The  next  two  years 
were  occupied  by  Alexander  in  the  consolidation  of 
his  Persian  conquests,  and  the  reduction  of  Bactria. 
In  B.  c.  327  he  crossed  the  Indus,  penetrated  to 
the  Hydaspes,  and  was  there  forced  by  the  discon- 
tent of  his  army  to  turn  westward.  He  reached 
Susa  B.  c.  325,  and  proceeded  to  Babylon  b.  c. 
324:,  which  he  chose  as  tlie  capital  of  his  empire. 
In  the  next  year  he  died  there  (b.  c.  323)  in  the 
midst  of  his  gigantic  plans ;  and  those  who  inherited 
his  conquests  left  his  designs  unachieved  and  imat- 
tempted  (cf.  Dan.  vii.  6,  viii.  5,  xi.  3). 

The  famous  tradition  of  the  visit  of  Alexander  to 
Jerusalem  during  his  Phoenician  campaign  (Joseph. 
Ant.  xi.  8,  1  fF.)  has  been  a  fruitful  source  of  con- 
troversy. The  Jews,  it  is  said,  had  provoked  his 
anger  by  refusing  to  transfer  their  allegiance  to 
him  when  summoned  to  do  so  during  the  siege  of 
Tyre,  and  after  the  reduction  of  Tyre  and  Gaza 
(Joseph.  1.  c.)  he  turned  towards  Jerusalem.  Jad- 
dua  (Jaddus)  the  high-priest  (Neli.  xii.  11,  22), 
who  had  been  warned  in  a  dream  how  to  avert  the 
king's  anger,  calmly  awaited  his  approach;   and 

when  he  drew  near  went  out  to  Sapha  (HS^,  he 

watched),  within  sight  of  the  city  and  temple,  clad 
In  his  robes  of  hyacinth  and  gold,  and  accompanied 
by  a  train  of  priests  and  citizens  arrayed  in  white. 
Alexander  was  so  moved  by  the  solemn  spectacle 
that  he  did  reverence  to  the  holy  name  inscribed 
upon  the  tiara  of  the  high-priest ;  and  when  Par- 
menio  expressed  surprise,  he  replied  that  "  he  had 
seen  the  god  whom  Jaddua  represented  in  a  dream 
at  Dium,  encouraging  him  to  cross  over  into  Asia, 
and  promising  him  success."  After  this,  it  is  said 
that  he  visited  Jerusalem,  offered  sacrifice  there, 
heard  the  prophecies  of  E^niel  which  foretold  his 
victory,  and  conferred  important  privileges  upon  the 
Jews,  not  only  in  Judsea  but  in  liabylonia  and  Me- 
dia, which  they  enjoyed  during  the  supremacy  of 
his  successors.  The  narrative  is  repeated  in  the 
Talmud  (Joma  f.  69;  ap.  Otho,  Lex.  R(thb.  s.  v. 
Alexander ;  the  high-priest  is  there  said  to  have 
been  Simon  the  Just),  in  later  Jewish  writers 
( Vajikra  R.  13 ;  Joseph  ben  Gorion,  ap.  Ste.  Croix, 
p.  553),  and  in  the  chronicles  of  Abulfeda  (Ste. 
Croix,  p.  555).  The  event  was  adapted  by  the  Sa- 
maritans to  suit  their  own  history,  with  a  corre- 
sponding change  of  places  and  persons,  and  various 
embellishments  (Aboullfatah,  quoted  by  Ste.  Croix, 
pp.  209-12);  and  in  due  time  Alexander  was  en- 
joUed  among  the  proselytes  of  Judaism.  On  tlie 
( ther  hand  no  mention  of  the  event  occurs  in  Ar- 
lian,  Plutarch,  Difxlorus,  or  Curtius;  and  the  con- 
nection in  which  it  is  placed  by  Josephus  is  alike 
inconsistent  with  .Jewish  history  (Ewald,  Gesch.  d. 
Vdket  Isr.  iv.  124  ff.)  and  with  the  narrative  of 
Arrian  (iii.  1  ifiSi/ir)  fififpa  iiirh  rrji  Ta^Tjs  i\ait- 
'UV  1\Ktv  is  riTjA.oiJfftoi'). 
But  admitting  the  incorrectness  of  the  details  of 
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the  tradition  as  given  by  Josephus,  there  are  several 
points  which  confirm  the  truth  of  the  main  feet. 
Justin  says  that  "  many  kings  of  the  East  came  to 
meet  Alexander  wearing  fillets  "  (lib.  xi.  10);  and 
after  the  capture  of  Tyre  "  Alexander  himself  visited 
some  of  the  cities  which  still  refused  to  submit  to 
him  "  (Curt.  iv.  5,  13).  Even  at  a  later  time,  ac- 
cording to  Curtius,  he  executed  vengeance  person- 
ally on  the  Samaritans  for  the  murder  of  his  gov- 
ernor Androiiiachus  (Curt.  iv.  8, 10).  Besides  this, 
Jewish  soldiers  were  enlisted  in  his  army  (Hecat. 
ap.  Joseph,  c.  Apwn.  i.  22);  and  Jews  formed  an 
important  element  in  the  population  of  the  city 
which  he  founded  shortly  after  the  supposed  visit. 
Above  all,  the  privileges  which  he  is  said  to  have 
conferred  upon  the  Jews,  including  the  remission 
of  tribute  every  sabbatical  year,  existed  in  later 
times,  and  imply  some  such  relation  between  the 
Jews  and  the  great  conqueror  as  Josephus  describes. 
Internal  evidence  is  decidedly  in  favor  of  the  story, 
even  in  its  picturesque  fullness.  From  policy  or 
conviction  iUexander  delighted  to  represent  him- 
self as  chosen  by  destiny  for  the  great  act  wliich  he 
achieved.  The  siege  of  Tyre  arose  professedly  from 
a  religious  motive.  The  battle  of  Issus  was  pre- 
ceded by  the  visit  to  Gordium ;  the  invasion  of  Per- 
sia by  the  pilgrimage  to  the  temple  of  Amnion. 
And  if  it  be  impossible  to  determine  the  exact  cir- 
cumstances of  the  meeting  of  Alexander  and  the 
Jewish  envoys,  the  silence  of  the  classical  historians, 
who  notoriously  disregarded  (e.  g.  the  Maccabees) 
and  misrepresented  (Tac.  Hist.  v.  8)  the  fortunes 
of  the  Jews,  cannot  be  held  to  be  conclusive  against 
the  occurrence  of  an  event  which  must  have  ap- 
peared to  them  trivial  or  unintelligible  (Jahn,  Ar- 
chcBol.  iii.  300  ff. ;  Ste.  Croix,  Examen  critique,  &c., 
Paris,  1810;  Thirlwall,  Hist,  of  Greece,  vi.  206  f.; 
and  on  the  other  side  Ant.  van  Dale,  Dissert,  super 
Aristed,  Amstel.  1705,  pp.  69  ff.) 

The  tradition,  whether  true  or  false,  presents  an 
aspect  of  Alexander's  character  which  has  been  fre- 
quently lost  sight  of  by  his  recent  biographers. 
He  was  not  simply  a  Greek,  nor  must  he  l)e  judged 
by  a  Greek  standard.  The  Orientalism,  which 
was  a  scandal  to  his  followers,  was  a  necessary  de- 
duction from  his  principles,  and  not  the  result  of 
caprice  or  vanity  (comp.  Arr.  vii.  29).  He  ap- 
proached the  idea  of  a  universal  monarchy  from  the 
side  of  Greece,  but  his  final  object  was  to  establish 
something  higher  than  the  paramount  supremacy 
of  one  people.  His  purpose  was  to  combine  and 
equalize,  not  to  annihilate:  to  wed  the  East  and 
VV^est  in  a  just  union  —  not  to  enslave  Asia  to 
Greece  (Plut.  de  Alex.  Or.  1,  §  6).  The  time  in- 
deed, was  not  3'et  come  when  this  was  possible,  but 
if  he  could  not  accomplish  the  great  issue,  he  pre- 
pared the  way  for  its  accomplishment. 

The  first  and  most  direct  consequence  of  the 
policy  of  Alexander  was  the  weakening  of  nation- 
alities, the  first  condition  necessary  for  the  dissolu- 
tion of  the  old  religions.  The  swift  course  of  his 
victories,  the  constant  incoriwration  of  foreign 
elements  in  his  armies,  the  fierce  wars  and  chang- 
ing fortunes  of  his  successors,  broke  down  the  bar- 
riers by  which  kingdom  had  been  separated  from 
kingdom,  and  opened  the  road  for  larger  concep- 
tions of  life  and  faith  than  had  hitherto  been  pos- 
sible (cf.  Polyb.  iii.  59 ).  The  contact  of  the  East 
and  West  brought  out  into  practical  forms,  thoughts 
and  feelings  which  had  been  confined  to  the  schools. 
Paganism  was  deprived  of  life  as  soon  as  it  was 
transplanted  beyond  the  narrow  limits  in  which  it 
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took  its  shape.  The  spread  of  commerce  followed 
the  progress  of  arms;  and  the  Greek  language  and 
literature  vindicated  their  claim  to  be  considered 
the  most  perfect  expression  of  human  thought  by 
becomins  practically  universal. 

The  ,lews  were  at  once  most  exposed  to  the  pow- 
erful influences  thus  brought  to  bear  upon  the 
East,  and  most  able  to  support  them.  In  the  ar- 
rangement of  the  Greek  conquests  which  followed 
the  battle  of  Ipsus,  B.  C.  301,  Judaea  was  made 
the  frontier  land  of  the  rival  empires  of  Syria  and 
ligypt,  and  though  it  was  necessarily  sulgected  to 
the  constant  vicissitudes  of  war,  it  was  able  to  make 
advantageous  terms  with  the  state  to  which  it  owed 
allegiance,  from  the  important  advantages  which  it 
offered  for  attack  or  defense  [Antiochus,  ii.-vii.]. 
Internally  also  the  people  were  prepared  to  with- 
stand the  effects  of  the  revolution  which  the  Greek 
dominion  effected.  The  constitution  of  Ezra  had 
obtained  its  full  development.  A  powerful  hierar- 
chy had  succeeded  in  substituting  the  idea  of  a 
church  for  that  of  a  state ;  and  the  Jew  was  now 
able  to  wander  over  the  world  and  yet  remain 
faithful  to  the  God  of  his  fathers  [The  Dispek- 
sion].  The  same  constitutional  change  had 
strengthened  the  intellectual  and  religious  position 
of  the  people.  A  rigid  "  fence  "  of  ritualism  pro- 
tected the  course  of  common  life  from  the  license 
of  Greek  manners ;  and  the  great  doctrine  of  the 
unity  of  God,  which  was  now  seen  to  be  the  divine 
centre  of  their  system,  counteracted  the  attractions 
of  a  philosophic  pantheism  [Simon  the  Just]. 
Through  a  long  course  of  discipline  in  which  they 
had  been  left  unguided  by  prophetic  teaching,  the 
Jews  had  realized  the  nature  of  their  mission  to  the 
world,  and  were  waiting  for  the  means  of  fulfilling 
it.  The  conquest  of  Alexander  furnished  them 
with  the  occasion  and  the  power.  But  at  the  same 
time  the  example  of  Greece  fostered  personal  as 
well    as    popular    independence.       Judaism    was 
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Tetradrachm  (Attic  talent)  of  Lysimachus,  King  of 
Thrace. 
Obv.  Head  of  Alexander  the  Great,  as  a  young  Jupiter 
Ammon,  to  right.    Rev.  BA2IAEn2  AY2IMAXOY. 
In  field,   monogram  and  2,   Pallas  seated  to  left, 
holding  a  Victory. 

speedily  divided  into  sects,  analogous  to  the  typical 
forms  of  Greek  philosopliy.  But  even  the  rude 
analysis  of  the  old  faith  was  productive  of  good. 
The  freedom  of  Greece  was  no  less  instrumental  in 
forming  the  Jews  for  their  final  work  than  the  con- 
templative spirit  of  Persia,  or  the  civil  organization 
of  lionie ;  for  if  the  career  of  Alexander  was  rapid, 
its  effects  were  lasting.  The  city  which  he  chose 
to  bear  his  name  perpetuated  in  after  ages  the  office 
which  he  providentially  discharged  for  Judaism 
and  mankind;  and  the  historian  of  Christianity 


«  The  attempt  of  Bertholdt  to  apply  the  description 
of  the  third  monarchy  to  that  of  Alexander  has  little 
to  recommend  it  [Daniel]. 


must  confirm  the  judgment  of  Arrian,  that  Alexan- 
der, "  who  was  like  no  other  man,  could  not  have 
been  given  to  the  world  without  the  special  design 
of  Providence "  (^|co  rod  dfiov,  Arr.  vii.  30). 
And  Alexander  himself  appreciated  this  design  bet- 
ter even  than  his  great  teacher ;  for  it  is  said  (Plut. 
de  Alex.  Or.  1,  §  6)  that  when  Aristotle  urged 
him  to  treat  the  Greeks  as  freemen  and  the  Orien- 
tals as  slaves,  he  found  the  true  answer  to  this 
counsel  in  the  recognition  of  his  "  divine  mission 
to  unite  and  reconcile  the  world"  (Koivhs  ^Keip 
0e6dfv  apfio(TTi)s  Kol  SiaWcutr^s  rHv  iXtav  vofjL- 

In  the  prophetic  visions  of  Daniel  the  influence 
of  Alexander  is  necessarily  combined  with  that  of 
his  successors."  They  represented  with  partial  ex- 
aggeration the  several  phases  of  his  character;  and 
to  the  Jews  nationally  the  policy  of  the  Syrian 
kings  was  of  greater  importance  than  the  original 
conquest  of  Asia.  But  some  traits  of  "  the  first 
mighty  king"  (Dan.  viii.  21,  xi.  3)  are  given  with 
vigorous  distinctness.     The  emblem  by  which  he 

is  typified  ("1^22,  a  he-goat,  fr.  "122  he  leapt, 
Ges.  Tkes.  a.  v.)  suggests  the  notions  of  strength 
and  speed ;  *>  and  the  universal  extent  (Dan.  viii.  5, 
.  .  .  from  the  west  on  the  face  of  the  whole  earth), 
and  marvellous  rapidity  of  his  conquests  (Dan.  1.  c. 
he  touched  not  the  ground)  are  brought  forward  as 
the  characteristics  of  his  power,  which  was  directed 
by  the  strongest  personal  impetuosity  (Dan.  viii.  6, 
in  the  fury  of  his  power).  He  ruled  with  great 
dominion,  and  did  according  to  his  will  (xi.  3); 
"  and  there  was  none  that  could  deliver  .  .  .  out 
of  his  hand  (viii.  7)."  B.  F.  W. 

ALEXAN'DER  BA'LAS  (Joseph.  Ant.  xui. 

4,  §  8,  ' A\f ^avSpos  6  BaKai  \cy6fxevos;  Strab. 

xiv.  p.  751,  rbv  BaKay  'AXe^avSpoV,  Just.  xxxv. 

1,    Subomant   pro   eo   Balam   quendam  .  .  .  et 

.  .  .  nomen  ei  Alexandri  inditur.     Balas  possibly 

represents  the  Aram.  S73?5i  lord:  he  likewise 
assumed  the  titles  iirKpavi^s  and  fuepyer-fis,  1 
Mace.  X.  1).  He  was,  according  to  some,  a  (natu- 
ral) son  of  Antiochus  IV.  Epiphanes  (Strab.  xiii. 
Joseph.  Ant.  xiii.  2,  1),  but  he  was  more  generally 
regarded  as  an  impostor  who  falsely  assumed  the 
connection  (App.  Syr.  67;  Justin  1.  c.  cf.  Polyb. 
xxxiii.  16).  He  claimed  the  throne  of  Syria  in 
152  B.  c.  in  opposition  to  Demetrius  Soter,  who 
hiid  provoked  the  hostility  of  the  neighboring  kings 
and  alienated  the  affections  of  his  subjects  (.Joseph. 
1.  c).  His  pretensions  were  put  forward  by  Herac- 
hdes,  formerly  treasurer  of  Antiochus  Epiphanes, 
who  obtained  the  recognition  of  his  title  at  Rome 
by  scandalous  intrigues  (Polyb.  xxxiii.  14,  16). 
After  landing  at  Ptolemais  (1  Mace.  x.  1)  Alexan- 
der gained  the  warm  support  of  Jonathan,  who  was 
now  the  leader  of  the  Jews  (1  Mace.  ix.  73) ;  and 
though  his  first  efforts  were  imsuccessful  (Just. 
xxxv.  1,  10),  in  160  b.  c.  he  completely  routed  the 
forces  of  Demetrius,  who  himself  fell  in  the  retreat 
(1  Mace.  X.  48-50;  Joseph.  Ant.  xiii.  2,  4;  Str. 
xvi.  p.  751).  After  this  Alexander  married  Cleo- 
patra, the  daughter  of  Ptolemaeus  VI.  Philometor; 
and  in  the  arrangement  of  his  kingdom  appointed 
Jonathan  governor  {fifpiSdoxV^'y  1  Mace.  x.  65) 
of  a  province  (Judaea:  cf.  1  Mace.  xi.  57).     But  his 


6  There  may  be  also  some  allusion  in  the  word  to 
the  legend  of  Caranvis,  the  founder  of  the  Argive 
dynasty  in  Macedonia,  who  was  guided  to  victory  by 
"  a  flock  of  goats  "  (Justin,  i.  7}. 
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triumph  was  of  short  duration.  After  obtaining 
power  he  gave  himself  up  to  a  life  of  indulgence 
(Liv.  Ep.  50;  cf.  Athen.  v.  211);  and  when  Deme- 
trius Nicator,  the  son  of  Demetrius  Soter,  landed 
in  SjTia  in  147  B.  c,  the  new  pretender  found 
powerful  support  (1  Mace.  x.  67  ff.).  At  first  Jon- 
athan defeated  and  slew  Apollonius  the  governor 
of  Ccele-Syria,  who  had  joined  the  party  of  Deme- 
trius, for  which  exploit  he  received  fresh  favors 
ftom  Alexander  (1  Mace.  x.  69-89);  but  shortly 
afterwards  (b.  c.  146)  Ptolemy  entered  Syria  with 
a  large  force,  and  after  he  had  placed  garrisons  in 
the  chief  cities  on  the  coast,  which  received  him 
according  to  the  commands  of  Alexander,  suddenly 
pronounced  himself  in  favor  of  Demetrius  (1  Mace. 
xi.  1-11;  Joseph.  Am.  xiii.  4,  5  fF.),  alleging,  prob- 
ably with  truth,  the  existence  of  a  conspiracy 
against  his  Ufe  (Joseph.  1.  c.  cf.  Diod.  ap.  Muller. 
Fragm.  ii.  16).  Alexander,  who  had  been  forced 
to  leave  Antioch  (Joseph.  1.  c),  was  in  Cilicia  when 
he  heard  of  Ptolemy's  defection  (1  Mace.  xi.  14). 
He  hastened  to  meet  him,  but  was  defeated  (1 
Mace.  xi.  15;  Just.  xxxv.  2),  and  fled  to  Abae  in 
Arabia  (Diod.  1.  c.),  where  he  was  murdered  b.  c. 
146  (Diod.  1.  c. ;  1  Mace.  xi.  17  differs  as  to  the 
manner;  and  Euseb.  Chron.  Arm.  i.  349  represents 
him  to  have  been  slain  in  the  battle).  The  narra- 
tive in  1  Mace,  and  Josephus  shows  clearly  the 
partiality  which  the  Jews  entertained  for  Alexan- 
der "  as  the  first  that  entreated  of  true  peace  with 
them  "  (1  Mace.  x.  47);  and  the  same  feeling  was 
exhibited  afterwards  in  the  jkoI  with  which  they 
supported  the  claims  of  his  son  Antiochus.  [An- 
TiocHUS  VI.]  B.  F.  W. 


Tetradrachm  (Ptolemaic  talent)  of  Alexander  Balas. 

ObT.  Bust  of  King  to  right.  Kev.  BASIAEOS  AA- 
EHANAPOY.  Eagle,  upon  rudder,  to  left,  and 
palm-branch.  In  field,  the  monogram  and  symbol 
of  Tyre ;  date  TEP  (163  Mi.  Seleucid),  &c. 

ALEXAN'DER  (' hxiiavZpos),  in  N.  T.  1. 
Son  of  Simon  the  Cyrenian,  who  was  compelled  to 
bear  the  cross  for  our  Lord  (Mark  xv.  21).  From 
the  manner  in  which  he  is  there  mentioned,  to- 
gether with  his  brother  Rufus,  they  were  probably 
persons  well  known  in  the  early  Christian  church. 
[Comp.  Kom.  xvi.  13.] 

2.  One  of  the  kindred  of  Annas  the  high-priest 
(Acts  iv.  6),  apparently  in  some  high  office,  as  he 
is  among  three  who  are  mentioned  by  name.  Some 
suppose  him  identical  with  Alexander  the  Alabarch 
at  Alexandria,  the  brother  of  Philo  Judieus,  men- 
tioned by  Josephus  {Ant.  xviii.  8,  §  1,  xix.  5,  §  1) 
in  the  latter  passage  as  a  <pl\os  apxatos  of  the 
Emperor  Claudius:  so  that  the  time  is  not  incon- 
sistent with  such  an  idea. 
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3.  A  Jew  at  Ephesus,  whom  his  countrymen  put 
forward  during  the  tumult  raised  by  Demetrius  the 
silversmith  (Acts  xix.  33),  to  plead  their  cause  with 
the  mob,  as  being  unconnected  with  the  attempt  to 
overthrow  the  worship  of  Artemis.  Or  he  ipay 
have  been,  as  imagined  by  Calvin  and  others,  a 
Jewish  convert  to  Christianity,  whom  the  Jews 
were  willing  to  expose  as  a  victim  to  the  frenzy  of 
the  mob. 

4.  An  Ephesian  Christian,  reprobated  by  St. 
Paul  in  1  Tim.  i.  20,  as  having,  together  with  one 
Hymenseus,  put  from  him  faith  and  a  good  con- 
science, and  so  made'  shipwreck  conceniing  the 
faith.     This  may  be  the  same  with 

5.  Alexander  the  coppersmith  ('AA.  d  x«^" 
Kfvs),  mentioned  by  the  same  apostle,  2  Tim.  iv. 
14,  as  having  done  him  many  mischiefs.  It  is 
quite  uncertain  where  this  person  resided ;  but  from 
the  caution  to  Timotheus  to  beware  of  him,  prob- 
ably at  Ephesus.  H.  A. 

ALEXANTDRIA  [Cr.  -dri'a]  {i,  'A\(^iv- 
Speia,  3  Mace.  iii.  1;  Mod.,  El-hkendereeyeh ; 
Ethn.,  'AA<{av5pfi5s,  3  Mace.  ii.  30,  iii.  21;  Acts 
xviii.  24,  vi.  9),  the  Hellenic  Roman  and  Christian 
capital  of  Egypt,  was  founded  by  Alexander  the 
Great  b.  c.  332,  who  traced  himself  the  ground- 
plan  of  the  city  which  he  designed  to  make  the 
metropolis  of  his  western  empire  (Plut.  Alex.  26). 
The  work  thus  begun  was  continued  after  the  death 
of  Alexander  by  the  Ptolemies;  and  the  Ijeauty 
(Athen.  i.  p.  3)  of  Alexandria  became  proverbial. 
Every  natural  advantage  contributed  to  its  prosper- 
ity. The  climate  and  site  were  singularly  healthy 
(Strab.  p.  793).  The  harbors  fOTmed  by  the  island 
of  Pharos  and  the  headland  Lochias,  were  safe  and 
commodious,  alike  for  commerce  and  for  war;  and 
the  lake  Mareotis  was  an  inland  haven  for  the  mer- 
chandise of  Egypt  and  India  (Strab.  p.  798).  Un- 
der the  despotism  of  the  later  Ptolemies  the  trade 
of  Alexandria  declined,  but  its  population  (300,000 
freemen,  Diod.  xvii.  52 :  the  free  population  of  At- 
tica was  about  130,000)  and  wealth  (Strab.  p.  798) 
were  enormous.  After  the  victory  of  Augustus  it 
suffered  for  its  attachment  to  the  cause  of  Antony 
(Strab.  p.  792);  but  its  importance  as  one  of  the 
chief  corn-ports  of  Rome  «  secured  for  it  the  gen- 
eral favor  of  the  first  emperors.  In  later  times  the 
seditious  tumults  for  which  the  Alexandrians  had 
always  been  notorious,  desolated  the  city  (A.  d. 
260  ff.  Gibbon,  Decline  and  Fall,  c.  x.),  and  relig- 
ious feuds  aggravated  the  popular  distress  (Dionys. 
Alex.  Ep.  iii.,  xii. ;  Euseb.  H.  E.,  vi.  41  ff. ;  \u. 
22).  Yet  even  thus,  though  Alexandria  suffered 
greatly  from  constant  dissensions  and  the  weakness 
of  the  Byzantine  court,  the  splendor  of  "  the  great 
city  of  the  West "  amazed  Amrou,  its  Arab  con- 
queror (A.  D.  640;  Gibbon,  c.  U.);  and  after  cen- 
turies of  Mohammedan  misrule  it  promises  once 
again  to  justify  the  wisdom  of  its  founder  (Strab. 
xvii.  pp.  791-9;  Frag.  ap.  Joseph.  Ant.  xiv.  7,  2; 
Plut.  Alex.  26;  Arr.  iii.  1;  Joseph.  B.  J.  iv.  5. 
Comp.  Alexander  the  Great.) 

The  population  of  Alexandria  was  mixed  from 
the  ffrst  (comp.  Curt.  iv.  8,  5) ;  and  this  fact  formed 
the  groundwork  of  the  Alexandrine  character. 
The  three  regions  into  which  the  city  was  divided 
{Regio  Jtukeorum,    Bruchdum,  Rhacotis)  corre- 


a  The  AlezAndrine  com-Tessels  (Acts  xxrii.  6, 
xxrili.  11)  were  Urge  (Acts  xxvii.  87)  and  handsome 
(Luc.  Navig.  p.  868,  ed.  Bcned.) ;  and  even  Vespasian 
made  a  voyage  in  one  (Joseph.  B.  J.  vU.  2).  They 
generally  sailed  direct  to  Puteoli  {Dieawrehia,  Strab. 


p.  793) ;  Senec.  Ep.  77,  1 ;  cf.  Suet.  Aug.  98,  Acts 
xxvili.  18) ;  but,  from  stress  of  weather,  often  sailed 
under  the  Asiatic  coast  (Acts  xxvii. ;  cf.  Luc.  1.  c.  p. 
670  f. ;  Smith,  Voyage  of  St.  Paul,  pp.  70  ff.). 


ALEXANDRIA 

(ponded  to  the  three  chief  classes  of  its  inhabitants, 
Jews,  Greeks,  Egyptians; «  but  in  addition  to  these 
principal  races,  representatives  of  almost  every  na- 
tion were  found  there  (Dion  Chrys.  Oral,  xxxii.)- 
According  to  Josephus,  Alexander  himself  assigned 
to  the  Jews  a  place  in  his  new  city;  "  and  they  ob- 
tained," he  adds,  "  equal  privil^es  with  the  Mace- 
donians "  (c.  Ap.  ii.  4)  in  consideration  "  of  their 
services  against  the  Egyptians  "  {B.  J.  ii.  18,  7). 
Ptolemy  I.  imitated  the  policy  of  Alexander,  and, 
after  the  capture  of  Jerusalem,  he  removed  a  con- 
siderable number  of  its  citizens  to  Alexandria. 
Many  others  followed  of  their  own  accord ;  and  all 
received  the  full  Macedonian  franchise  (Joseph.  Ant. 
xii.  1;  cf.  c.  Ap.  i.  22),  as  men  of  known  and 
tried  fidelity  (Joseph,  c.  Ap.  ii.  4).  Already  on  a 
former  occasion  the  Jews  had  sought  a  home  in  the 
land  of  their  bondage.  More  than  two  centuries 
and  a  half  before  the  foundation  of  Alexandria  a 
large  body  of  them  had  taken  refuge  in  Egypt, 
after  the  murder  of  Gedaliah;  but  these,  after  a 
general  apostasy,  were  carried  captive  to  Babylon 
by  Nebuchadnezzar  (2  K.  xxv.  26;  Jer.  xliv. ;  Jo- 
seph. Ant.  X.  9,  7). 

The  fate  of  the  later  colony  was  far  different. 
The  numbers  and  importance  of  the  ligyptian  Jews 
were  rapidly  increased  under  the  Ptolemies  by  fresh 
immigrations  and  untiring  industry.  Philo  esti- 
mates them  in  his  time  at  little  less  than  1,000,000 
{In  Flacc.  §  6,  p.  971);  and  adds  that  two  of  the 
five  districts  of  Alexandria  were  called  "  Jewish  dis- 
tricts; "  and  that  many  Jews  lived  scattered  in  the 
remaining  three  {Id.  §  8,  p.  973).  Julius  Caesar 
(Joseph.  Ant.  xiv.  10,  §  1)  and  Augustus  confirmed 
to  them  the  privileges  which  they  had  eiyoyed  before, 
and  they  retained  them  with  various  interruptions, 
of  which  the  most  important,  a.  d.  39,  is  described 
by  Philo  (/.  c),  during  the  tumults  and  persecu- 
tions of  later  reigns  (Joseph,  c.  Ap.  ii.  4;  B.  J. 
xii.  3,  2).  They  were  represented,  at  least  for 
some  time  (fixim  the  time  of  Cleopatra  to  the 
reign  of  Claudius;  Jost,  Gesch.  d.  Judenth.  i.  353) 
by  their  own  officer  {iOvipxV^t  Strab.  ap.  Joseph. 
Ant.  xiv.  7,  2;  oAa/Scipx''?**  Joseph.  Ant.  xviii.  7, 
3;  9,  1;,  xix.  5,  1;  cf.  Rup.  ad  Juv.  Sat.  i.  130; 
yivi.pxi\s,  Philo,  In  Flacc.  §  10,  p.  975),  and  Au- 
gustus appointed  a  council  {yepovtria^  i-  e.  Sanhe- 
drin:  Philo  I.  c.)  "to  superintend  the  affairs  of  the 
Jews,"  according  to  their  own  laws.  The  estab- 
lishment of  Christianity  altered  the  civil  position 
of  the  Jews,  but  they  maintained  their  relative 
prosperity;  and  when  Alexandria  was  taken  by 
Amrou  40,000  tributary  Jews  were  reckoned  among 
the  marvels  of  the  city  (Gibbon,  cli. ). 

For  some  time  the  Jewish  Church  in  Alexandria 
was  in  close  dependence  on  that  of  Jerusalem. 
Both  were  subject  to  the  civil  power  of  the  first 
Ptolemies,  and  both  acknowledged  the  high-priest 
as  their  religious  head.  The  persecution  of  Ptol- 
emy Phibpator  (217  b.  c.)  occasioned  the  first 
political  separation  between  the  two  bodies.  From 
that  time  the  Jews  of  Palestine  attached  themselves 
to  the  fortunes  of  Syria  [Antiochus  the  Great] ; 
and  the  same  policy  which  alienated  the  Palestin- 
ian party  gave  unity  and  decision  to  the  Jews  of 
Alexandria.  The  Septuagint  translation  which 
itrengthened  the  barrier  of  language  between  Pal- 
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a  Polybius  (xxxiv.  14 ;  ap.  Strab.  p.  797)  speaks  of 
the  population  as  consisting  of  "  three  races  (rpi'a  yc'ioj), 
the  native  Egyptian  .  .  .  the  mercenary  .  .  .  and  the 
Uexandrine  ...  of  Oreek  descent."     The  Jews  might 


estine  and  Egypt,  and  the  temple  at  Leontopolis 
(161  B.  c.)  which  subjected  the  Egyptian  Jews  to 
the  charge  of  schism,  widened  the  breach  which 
was  thus  opened.  But  the  division,  though  marked, 
was  not  complete.  At  the  beginning  of  the  Chris- 
tian era  the  Egyptian  Jews  still  paid  the  contribu- 
tions to  the  temple-service  (Raphall,  Hist,  of  Jews, 
ii.  72).  Jerusalem,  though  its  name  was  fashioned 
to  a  Greek  shape,  was  still  the  Holy  City,  the  me- 
tropolis not  of  a  country  but  of  a  people  ('lepAiro- 
\is,  Philo,  In  Flacc.  §  7;  Leg.  ad  Cai.  §  36),  and 
the  Alexandrians  had  a  synagogue  there  (Acts  vi. 
9).  The  internal  administration  of  the  Alexan- 
drine Church  was  independent  of  the  Sanhedrim  at 
Jerusalem ;  but  respect  survived  submission. 

There  were,  however,  other  causes  which  tended 
to  produce  at  Alexandria  a  distinct  form  of  the 
Jewish  chai-acter  and  faith.  The  religion  and  phi- 
losophy of  that  restless  city  produced  an  effect  upon 
the  people  more  powerful  than  the  influence  of  pol- 
itics or  commerce.  Alexander  himself  symbolized 
the  spirit  with  which  he  wished  to  animate  his  new 
capital  by  founding  a  temple  of  Isis  side  by  side 
with  the  temples  of  the  Grecian  gods  (Arr.  iii.  1). 
The  creeds  of  the  East  and  West  were  to  coexist  in 
friendly  union ;  and  in  after-times  the  mixed  wor- 
ship of  Serapis  (comp.  Gibbon,  c.  xxviii. ;  Diet,  of 
Geogr.  i.  p.  98)  was  characteristic  of  the  Greek 
kingdom  of  I^ypt  (August.  De  Civ.  Dei,  xviii.  5 ; 
S.  maximus  ^Jgyptiorum  Dens).  This  catholicity 
of  worship  was  further  combined  with  the  spread  of 
universal  learning.  The  same  monarchs  who  fa- 
vored the  worship  of  Serapis  (Clem.  Al.  Protr.  iv. 
§  48)  founded  and  embellished  the  Museum  and 
Library;  and  part  of  the  Library  was  deposited  in 
the  Serapeum.  The  new  faith  and  the  new  litera- 
ture led  to  a  common  issue;  and  the  Egyptian  Jews 
necessarily  imbibed  the  spirit  which  prevailed 
around  them. 

The  Jews  were,  indeed,  peculiarly  susceptible  of 
the  influences  to  which  they  were  exposed.  They 
presented  from  the  first  a  capacity  for  Eastern  or 
Western  development.  To  the  faith  and  conserva- 
tism of  the  Oriental  they  united  the  activity  and 
energy  of  the  Greek.  The  mere  presence  of  Hel- 
lenic culture  could  not  fail  to  call  into  play  their 
powers  of  speculation,  which  were  hardly  repressed 
by  the  traditional  legalism  of  Palestine  (comp. 
Jost,  Gesch.  d.  Judenth.  i.  293  ff. );  and  the  un- 
changing element  of  divine  revelation  which  they 
always  retained,  enabled  them  to  harmonize  new 
thought  with  old  belief.  But  while  the  intercourse 
of  the  Jew  and  Greek  would  have  produced  the 
same  general  consequences  in  any  case,  Alexandria 
was  peculiarly  adapted  to  insure  their  full  effect. 
The  result  of  the  contact  of  Judaism  with  the 
many  creeds  which  were  current  there  must  have 
been  speedy  and  powerful.  The  earliest  Greek 
fragment  of  Jewish  writing  which  has  been  pre- 
served (about  160  B.  c.)  [Aristobulus]  contains 
large  Orphic  quotations,  which  had  been  already 
moulded  into  a  Jewish  form  (comp.  Jost,  Gesch.  d. 
Judenth.  i.  370);  and  the  attempt  thus  made  to 
connect  the  most  ancient  Hellenic  traditions  with 
the  Iaw,  was  often  repeated  afterwards.  Nor  was 
this  done  in  the  spirit  of  bold  forgery.  Orpheus, 
Musaeus,  and  the  Sibyls  appeared  to  stand,  in  some 

receive  the  title  of  "mercenaries,"  from  the  service 
which  they  originally  rendered  to  Alexander  (Joseph. 
B.  J.  ii.  18,  7)  and  the  first  Ptolemies  (Joseph,  e.  Ap 
U.4). 
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remote  period  anterior  to  the  corruptions  of  poly- 
theism, as  the  witnesses  of  a  primeval  revelation 
and  of  the  teaching  of  nature,  and  thus  it  seemed 
excusable  to  attribute  to  them  a  knowledge  of  the 
Mosaic  doctrines.  'ITie  third  book  of  the  Sibyllines 
(c.  B.  c.  150)  is  the  most  valuable  relic  of  this 
pseudo-Hellenic  literature,  and  shows  how  far  the 
conception  of  Judaism  was  enlarged  to  meet  the 
wider  view  of  the  religious  condition  of  heathen- 
dom which  was  opened  by  a  more  intimate  knowl- 
edge of  Greek  thought ;  though  the  later  Apoca- 
lypse of  Ezra  [Esdras  ii.]  exhibits  a  marked 
reaction  towards  the  extreme  exclusiveness  of  former 
times. 

But  the  indirect  Influence  of  Greek  literature  and 
philosophy  produced  still  greater  effects  upon  the 
Alexandrine  Jews  than  the  open  conHict  and  com- 
bination of  religious  dogmas.  The  literary  school 
of  Alexandria  was  essentially  critical  and  not  cre- 
ative. For  the  first  time  men  labored  to  collect, 
revise,  and  cLissify  all  the  records  of  the  past. 
Poets  trusted  to  their  learning  rather  than  to  their 
imagination.  Language  became  a  study ;  and  the 
legends  of  early  mythology  are  transformed  into 
philosophic  mysteries.  The  Jews  took  a  vigorous 
share  in  these  new  studies.  The  caution  against 
writing,  which  became  a  settled  law  in  Palestine, 
found  no  favor  in  Egypt.  Numerous  authors 
adapted  the  history  of  the  Patriarchs,  of  Moses, 
and  of  the  Kings,  to  classical  models  (Euseb.  Pr<ep. 
Ev.  ix.  17-39)  [as]  Eupolemus,  Artapanus  ( ? ),  De- 
metrius, Aristaius,  Cleodemus  or  Malchas,  "a 
prophet."  A  poem  which  bears  the  name  of 
Phocylides,  gives  in  verse  various  precepts  of  I^- 
viticus  {Daniel  sec.  LXX.  Apohg.  p.  512  f.  Komee, 
1772) ;  and  several  large  fragments  of  a  "  tragedy  " 
in  which  Ezekiel  (c.  b.  c.  110)  dramatized  tlie  Ex- 
odus, have  been  preserved  by  Eusebius  {I.  c),  who 
also  quotes  numerous  passages  in  heroic  verse  from 
the  elder  Philo  and  Theodotus.  This  classicalism 
of  style  was  a  symptom  and  a  cause  of  classicalism 
of  thought.  The  same  Aristobulus  who  gave  cur- 
rency to  the  Juda?o-Orphic  verses,  endeavored  to 
show  that  the  Pentateuch  was  the  real  source  of 
Greek  philosophy  (Euseb.  Prtep.  Ev.  xiii.  12;  Clem. 
Al.  Strom,  vi.  98). 

The  proposition  thus  enunciated  was  thoroughly 
congenial  to  the  Alexandrine  character;  and  hence- 
forth it  was  the  chief  object  of  Jewish  speculation 
to  trace  out  the  subtle  analogies  which  were  sup- 
pased  to  exist  between  the  writings  of  Moses  and 
the  teaching  of  the  schools.  The  circumstances 
under  which  philosophical  studies  first  gained  a 
footing  at  Alexandria  favored  the  attempt.  For 
some  time  the  practical  sciences  reigned  supreme; 
and  the  issue  of  these  was  skepticism  (Matter,  Hist, 
de  I'Ecole  vtAlex.  iii.  162  ft.).  Then  at  length 
the  clear  analysis  and  practical  morality  of  the 
Peripatetics  found  ready  followers;  and  in  the 
strength  of  the  reaction  men  eagerly  trusted  to 
those  splendid  ventures  with  which  Plato  taught 
them  to  be  content  till  they  could  gain  a  surer 
knowledge  (Pined,  p.  85).  To  the  Jew  this  surer 
knowledge  seemed  to  be  already  given ;  and  the  lie- 
lief  in  the  existence  of  a  spiritual  meaning  under- 
lying the  letter  of  Scripture  was  the  great  principle 
an  which  all  his  investigations  rested.  The  facts 
were  supposed  to  be  essentially  symbolic :  the  lan- 
guage the  veil  (or  sometimes  the  mask)  which 
partly  disguised  from  common  sight  the  truths 
which  it  enwrapped.  In  this  way  a  twofold  object 
waa  gained.     It  became  possible  to  withdraw  the 
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Supreme  Being  (rh  uv,  d  &v)  from  immediate  con- 
tact with  the  material  world ;  and  to  apply  the  nar- 
ratives of  the  Bible  to  the  phenomena  of  the  soul. 
It  is  impossible  to  determine  the  process  by  which 
these  results  were  embodied;  but,  as  in  parallel 
cases,  they  seem  to  have  been  shaped  gradually  in 
the  minds  of  the  mass,  and  not  fashioned  at  once 
by  one  great  teacher.  Even  in  the  LXX.  there 
are  traces  of  an  endeavor  to  interpret  the  anthn>- 
pomorphic  imagery  of  the  Hebrew  text  [Septua- 
gint]  ;  and  there  can  be  no  doubt  that  the  Com- 
mentaries of  Aristobulus  gave  some  form  and 
consistency  to  the  allegoric  system.  In  the  time 
of  Philo  (b.  c.  20  —  A.  D.  50)  the  theological  and 
interpretative  systems  were  evidently  fixed,  even  in 
many  of  their  details,  and  he  appears  in  both  cases 
only  to  have  collected  and  expressed  the  popular 
opinions  of  his  countrymen. 

In  each  of  these  great  forms  of  speculation  —  the 
theological  and  the  exegetical  — Alexandrianism  has 
an  important  bearing  upon  the  Apostolic  writings. 
But  the  doctrines  which  are  characteristic  of  the 
Alexandrine  school  were  by  no  means  pecuUar  to 
it.  The  same  causes  which  led  to  the  formation  of 
wider  views  of  Judaism  in  Egypt,  acting  under 
greater  restraint,  produced  corresponding  results  in 
Palestine.  A  doctrine  of  the  Word  (Memra),  and 
a  system  of  mystical  interpretation  grew  up  within 
the  Kabbiiiic  schools,  which  bear  a  closer  analogy 
to  the  language  of  St.  John  and  to  the  "allegories" 
of  St.  Paul  than  the  speculations  of  Philo. 

But  while  the  importance  of  this  Kabbinic  ele- 
ment in  connection  with  the  expression  of  ApostoUc 
truth  is  often  overlooked,  there  can  be  no  doubt 
that  the  Alexandrine  teaching  was  more  powerful 
in  furthering  its  receptUm.  Yet  even  when  the 
function  of  Alexandrianism  with  r^ard  to  Chris- 
tianity is  thus  limited,  it  is  needful  to  avoid  exag- 
geration. The  preparation  which  it  made  was  indi- 
rect and  not  immediate.  I'hilo's  doctrine  of  the 
Word  (Logos)  led  men  to  accept  the  teaching  of 
St.  John,  but  not  to  anticipate  it;  just  as  his 
method  of  allegorizing  fitted  them  to  enter  into  the 
argimients  of  the  Epistle  to  the  Hebrews,  though 
they  coidd  not  have  foreseen  their  application. 

The  first  thing,  indeed,  which  must  strike  the 
reader  of  Philo  in  relation  to  St.  John,  is  the  sim- 
ilarity of  phrase  without  a  similarity  of  idea.  His 
treatment  of  the  Ix)gos  is  vague  and  inconsistent. 
He  argues  about  the  tenn  and  not  about  the  real- 
ity, and  seems  to  delight  hi  the  ambiguity  which  it 
involves.  At  one  time  he  represents  the  Logos  as 
the  reason  of  God  in  which  the  archetypal  ideas  of 
things  exist  {\&yos  ivhi6jdtTos),  at  another  time  as 
the  Word  of  God  by  which  he  makes  himself  known 
to  the  outward  world  (\iyos  ■irpo<\>opiK6s)'i  but  he 
nowhere  realizes  the  notion  of  One  who  is  at  onc6 
Kevealer  and  the  lievelation,  which  is  the  essence 
of  St.  John's  teaching.  The  idea  of  the  active 
Lt^os  Ls  suggested  to  liim  by  the  necessity  of  with- 
drawing the  Infinite  from  the  finite,  God_/>am  man, 
and  not  by  the  desire  to  bring  God  to  man.  Not 
only  is  it  impossible  to  conceive  that  Philo  could 
have  written  as  St.  John  writes,  but  even  to  sup- 
pose that  he  could  have  atlmitted  the  possibility  of 
the  Incarnation  of  the  lx)g08,  or  of  the  personal 
unity  of  the  Ix)gos  and  the  Messiah.  But  while 
it  is  right  to  state  in  its  full  breadth  the  opposition 
between  the  teaching  of  Philo  and  St.  John,"  it  is 
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o  The  closest  analogy  to  the  teaching  of  Philo  on 
the  Logos  occurs  Id  the  Epistle  to  the  Hebrews,  which 
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impoasible  not  to  feel  the  important  office  which 
the  mystic  theosophy,  of  which  Philo  is  the  repre- 
sentative, fulfilled  in  preparing  for  the  apprehension 
of  the  highest  Christian  truth.  Without  any  dis- 
tinct conception  of  the  personaUty  of  the  Logos,  the 
tendency  of  Philo's  writings  was  to  lead  men  to 
r^ard  the  Logos,  at  least  in  some  of  the  senses  of 
the  term,  as  a  person;  and  whUe  he  maintained 
with  devout  earnestness  the  indivisibility  of  the  di- 
vine nature,  he  described  the  Logos  as  divine.  In 
this  manner,  however  imconsciously,  he  prepared 
the  way  for  the  recognition  of  a  twofold  personality 
in  the  Godhead,  and  performed  a  work  without 
which  it  may  well  appear  that  the  language  of 
Christianity  would  have  been  uninteUigible  (comp. 
Domer,  Die  Lehre  von  der  Person  Christi,  i.  23 
ff.). 

The  allegoric  method  stands  in  the  same  relation 
to  the  spiritual  interpretation  of  Scripture  as  the 
mystic  doctrine  of  the  Word  to  the  teaching  of  St. 
John.  It  was  a  preparation  and  not  an  anticipation 
of  it.  Unless  men  had  been  familiarized  in  some 
such  way  with  the  existence  of  an  inner  meaning  in 
the  Law  and  the  Prophets,  it  is  difficult  to  under- 
stand how  an  Apollos  "  mighty  in  the  Scriptures  " 
(Acts  xviii.  24-28)  could  have  convinced  many,  or 
how  the  infant  Church  could  have  seen  almost  un- 
moved the  ritual  of  the  Old  Covenant  swept  away, 
strong  in  the  conscious  possession  of  its  spiritual 
antitypes.  But  that  which  is  found  in  Philo  in 
isolated  fragments  combines  in  the  New  Testament 
to  form  one  great  whole.  In  the  former  the  truth 
is  affirmed  in  casual  details,  in  the  latter  it  is  laid 
down  Ln  its  broad  principles  which  admit  of  infinite 
application;  and  a  comparison  of  patristic  inter- 
pretations with  those  of  Philo  will  show  how  pow- 
erful an  influence  the  Apostolic  example  exercised 
in  curbing  the  imagination  of  later  writers.  Nor 
is  this  aU.  While  Philo  regarded  that  which  was 
positive  in  Judaism  as  the  mere  symbol  of  abstract 
truths,  in  the  Epistle  to  the  Hebrews  it  appears  as 
the  shadow  of  blessings  realized  (Hebr.  ix.  11,  ytvo- 
fi.(V(t>v  [so  Lachm.] )  in  the  presence  of  a  personal 
Saviour.  History  in  the  one  case  is  the  enunciation 
of  a  riddle;  in  the  other  it  is  the  record  of  a  Ufe. 

The  speculative  doctrines  which  thus  worked  for 
the  general  reception  of  Christian  doctrine  were  also 
embodied  in  a  form  of  society  which  was  afterwards 
transferred  to  the  Christian  Church.  Numerous 
bodies  of  ascetics  ( Theraj)etU(B),  especially  on  the 
borders  of  Lake  Mareotis,  devoted  themselves  to  a 
life  of  ceaseless  discipline  and  study.  Unlike  the 
Essenes,  who  present  the  corresponding  phase  in 
Palestinian  life,  they  abjured  society  and  labor,  and 
often  forgot,  as  it  is  said,  the  simplest  wants  of  na- 
ture in  the  contemplation  of  the  hidden  wisdom  of 
the  Scriptures  (Philo,  De  Vit.  Contempl.  through- 
out). The  description  which  Philo  gives  of  their 
occupation  and  character  seemed  to  Eusebius  to 
present  so  clear  an  image  of  Christian  virtues  that 
he  claimed  them  as  Christians;  and  there  can  be 
no  doubt  that  some  of  the  forms  of  monasticism 
were  shajjed  upon  the  model  of  the  Therapeutee 
(Euseb.  //.  E.  ii.  16). 

According  to  the  common  l^end  (Euseb.  I.  c.) 
St.  Mark  first  "  preached  the  Gospel  in  E^ypt,  and 
founded  the  first  Church  in  Alexandria."  At  the 
beginning  of  the  second  century  the  number  of 


is  throughout  Hellenistic  rather  than  Rabbinic.  Com- 
paie  Heb.  iv.  12  with  Philo,  Quis  rerum  div.  hteres, 
126. 
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Christians  at  Alexandria  must  have  been  very  large, 
and  the  great  leaders  of  Gnosticism  who  arose  there 
(Basihdes,  Valentinus)  exhibit  an  exaggeration  of 
the  tendency  of  the  Church.  But  the  later  forms 
of  Alexandrine  speculation,  the  strange  varieties  of 
Gnosticism,  the  progress  of  the  catechetical  school, 
the  development  of  Neo-Platonism,  the  various 
phases  of  the  Arian  controversy,  belong  to  the 
history  of  the  Church  and  to  the  history  of  philos- 
ophy. To  the  last  Alexandria  fulfilled  its  mis- 
sion; and  we  still  owe  much  to  the  spirit  of  its 
great  teachers,  which  in  later  ages  struggled,  not 
without  success,  against  the  sterner  systems  of  the 
West. 

The  following  works  embody  what  is  valuable  in 
the  earlier  literature  on  the  subject,  with  copious 
references  to  it:  Matter,  Histoire  de  tEcole  d" 
Alexandrie,  2d  ed.,  Paris,  1840.  Dahne,  A.  F.. 
Geschichtliche  Darstellung  der  judisch-alexandrin 
ischen  ReliffwnsphUosophie,  H^e,  1834.  Gfrorer, 
A.  F.,  Philo,  und  die  jiidisch-akxandnnische  The- 
osophie,  Stuttgart,  1835.  To  these  may  be  added, 
Ewald,  H.,  Gesch.  des  Volkes  Israel,  Gottingen, 
1852,  iv.  250  ff.,  393  ff.  Jost,  J.  M.,  Gesch.  de« 
Judenthums,  Leipzig,  1857,  i.  344  ff.,  388  ff.  Ne- 
ander,  A.,  History  of  Christian  Church,  i.  66  ff., 
Eng.  Tr.  1847  [i.  49  ff.,  Amer.  ed.].  Prof.  Jowett, 
Philo  and  St.  Paid.  St.  Pauts  EpisUes  to  the  Thes- 
saUmians,  cfc,  London,  1855,  i.  363  ff.  [Vacherot 
Hist.  crit.  de  VEcole  d  Alexandrie,  3  vol.,  Paris 
1846-51.]  And  for  the  later  Christian  kistory; 
Guerike,  H.  F.,  De  Schda  Alexandrind  Catechet- 
icd,  Halis,  1824-25.«  B.  F.  W. 

ALEXAN'DRIANS,  THE  {oi  'AXt^ay 
Spels).  1.  The  Greek  inhabitants  of  Alexandria 
(3  Mace.  ii.  30,  iii.  21). 

2.  (Alexatidrini.)  The  Jewish  colonists  of  that 
city,  who  were  admitted  to  the  privil^es  of  citizen 
ship,  and  had  a  synagogue  at  Jerusalem  (Acts  vi.  9). 
[Alexandria,  p.  63  a.]  W.  A.  W. 

ALGUM  or  ALMUG  TREES  (D'^lSia^W, 

algummim;  CSOvSI,  almuggim:  |i5\a  oireXe- 
latra,  Alex.,  t.  trfXf icnri.  Vat.,  in  1  K.  x.  11, 12; 
{.  irfvKiva'.  ligna  thyinn,  ligna  pinea).  There 
can  be  no  question  that  these  words  are  identical, 
although,  according  to  Celsius  (Hierob.  i.  173), 
some  doubted  it.  The  same  author  enumerates  no 
fewer  than  fifteen  different  trees,  each  one  of  which 
has  been  supposed  to  have  a  claim  to  represent  th» 
algum  or  alinug-tree  of  Scripture.  Mention  of  the 
almug  is  made  in  1  K.  x.  11,  12,  2  Chr.  ix.  10, 11, 
as  having  been  brought  in  great  plenty  from  Ophir, 
together  with  gold  and  precious  stones,  by  the  fleet 
of  Hiram,  for  Solomon's  Temple  and  house,  and  for 
the  construction  of  musical  instruments.  "The 
king  made  of  the  almug-trees  pillars  for  the  house 
of  the  Lord,  and  for  the  king's  house,  harps  also 
and  psalteries  for  singers;  there  came  no  such 
almug-trees,  nor  were  seen  unto  this  day."  In  2 
Chr.  ii.  8,  Solomon  is  represented  as  desiring  Hiram 
to  send  him  "  cedar-trees,  fir-trees,  and  algmn-trees 
(marg.  almuggim)  out  of  Lebanon."  From  the 
passage  in  Kings,  it  seems  clear  almug-trees  came 
from  Ophir;  and  as  it  is  improbable  that  Lebanon 
should  also  have  been  a  locality  for  them,  the  pas- 
sage which  appears  to  ascribe  the  growth  of  the 


a  Alexandria  occurs  in  the  Vulgate  by  an  error  for 
No-Ammon  [No-AMUoif],  Jer.  xlvi.  25;  Ez.  xxx.  14. 
15,16;  Nah.  iii.  8. 
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almug-tr«5e  to  the  mountains  of  Lebanon  must  be 
considered  to  be  either  an  interpolation  of  some  tran- 
scriber, or  eke  it  must  bear  a  different  interpreta- 
tion. The  former  view  is  the  one  taken  by  Rosen- 
miiller  (Bibl.  Bot.  p.  245,  Morren's  translation), 
who  suggests  that  the  wood  had  been  brought  from 
Ophir  to  Tyre,  and  that  Solomon's  instructions  to 
Hiram  were  to  send  on  to  Jerusalem  {via  Joppa, 
perhaps)  the  timber  imported  from  Ophir  that  was 
lying  at  the  port  of  Tyre,  with  the  cedars  which 
had  been  cut  in  Mount  Lebanon  (see  Lee's  Heb. 
Lex.  s.  V.  "Almuggim").  No  information  can 
be  deduced  from  the  readings  of  the  LXX.,  who 
explain  the  Hebrew  word  by  "  hewn  wood  "  (1  K. 
X.  11,  Vat.),  "unhewn  wood"  (ibid.  Alex.),  and 
"pine-wood"  (2  Chr.  ii.  8,  and  ix.  10,  11).  The 
Vulg.  in  the  passages  of  Kings  and  2  Chr.  ix.  reads 
Ugna  ihyina  ;  but  in  2  Chr.  ii.  8  follows  the  LXX., 
and  has  Ugna  pinea.  Interpreters  are  greatly  per- 
plexed as  to  what  kind  of  tree  is  denoted  by  the 
words  algummim  and  almuggim.  The  Arabic  and 
the  Chaldee  interpretations,  with  Munster,  A.  Mon- 
tanus,  Deodatus,  Noldius,  Tigurinus,  retain  the 
original  word,  as  does  the  A.  V.  in  all  the  three 
passages.  The  attempts  at  identification  made  by 
modem  writers  have  not  been  happy.  (1.)  Some 
maintain  that  the  thyina"  wood  ( Thuya  articulata) 
is  signified  by  algum.  This  wood,  as  is  well  known, 
was  highly  priz«l  by  the  Romans,  who  used  it  for 
doors  of  temples,  tables,  and  a  variety  of  purposes; 
for  the  citron-wood  of  the  ancients  appears  to  be 
identical  with  the  thuya.  (The  word  occurs  in 
Eev.  xviii.  12.)  Its  value  to  the  Romans  accounts 
for  the  reading  of  the  Vulgate  in  the  passages 
quoted  above.  But  the  Thuya  articulata  is  indig- 
enous to  the  north  of  Africa,  and  is  not  found  in 
Asia ;  and  few  geographers  will  be  found  to  identify 
the  ancient  Ophir  with  any  port  on  the  N.  African 
coast.  [Ophir.]  (2.)  Not  more  happy  is  the 
opinion  of  Dr.  Kitto,  that  the  deodar  is  the  tree 
probably  designated  by  the  term  almug  (Pict.  Bibl., 
note  on  2  Chr.).  On  this  subject  Dr.  Hooker,  in 
a  letter  to  the  writer,  says,  "  The  deodar  is  out  of 
the  question.  It  is  no  better  than  cedar,  and  never 
could  have  been  exported  from  Himalaya."  (3.) 
The  late  Dr.  Royle,  with  more  reason,  is  inclined 
to  decide  on  the  white  sandal-wood  (Santalum  al- 
bum; see  Cycl.  Bib.  Lit.  art.  "Algum.")  This 
tree  is  a  native  of  India,  and  the  mountainous  parts 
of  the  coast  of  Malabar,  and  deUciously  fragrant  in 
the  parts  near  to  the  root.  It  is  much  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  work-boxes,  cabinets,  and  other  or- 
naments. (4.)  The  rabbins*  understand  a  wood 
commonly  called  brasil,  in  Arabic  albaccam,  of  a 
deep  red  color,  used  in  dyeing.^  This  appears  to 
be  the  bukkum  ( C<malpinia  sappan),  a  tree  allied  to 
the  Brazil-wood  of  modem  commerce,  and  found 
in  India ;  and  many  of  the  Jewish  doctors  under- 
stand coral  (i.  e.  coral-wood)  by  the  word  almug, 
the  name  no  doubt  having  reference  to  the  color  of 

"  Thuja  appears  to  be  a  corruption  of  Thya,  fix)m 
Bvu,  "I  sacrifice,"  the  wood  having  been  used  in  sac- 
rifices. Thuja  occidentalii  is  the  well-known  evergreen, 
"arbor  vitae." 

6  R.  Salomon  Ben  Melok,  1  K.  x.  11,  and  R.  Dav. 
Kimchi,  2  Chr.  ii.  8.  "  Algummim  est  quod  almyggim, 
arbor  rubris  coloris  dicta.  Arabum  lingua  albaccam, 
vulgo  brasUia.'"  See  Celsius,  who  wonders  that  the 
term  "  Brazil-wood  "  (Lignum  brasiliense)  should  be 
named  by  one  who  lived  800  years  before  the  discov- 
ery of  America ;  but  the  word  brasil  also  =  red  color. 
Cf.  Roaenm.  Bot.  of  Bibl.  p.  243,  Morren's  note. 
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the  wood.  (5.)  If  any  reliance  is  to  be  placed  on 
these  rabbinical  interpretations,  the  most  probable 
of  all  the  attempts  to  identify  the  almug  is  that 
first  proposed  by  Celsius  {Hierob.  i.  172),  namely, 
that  the  red  sandal-wood  {Pterocarpus  santaanui) 
may  be  the  kind  denoted  by  the  Hebrew  word. 
But  this,  after  all,  is  mere  conjecture.  "  I  have 
often,"  says  Dr.  Hooker,  "  heard  the  subject  of  the 
almug-tree  discussed,  but  never  to  any  purpose. 
The  Pterocarpus  santalinvs  has  occurred  to  me; 
but  it  is  not  found  in  large  pieces,  nor  is  it,  I  be- 
Ueve,  now  used  for  musical  purposes." 

This  tree,  which  belongs  to  the  natural  order 
Leguminosce,  and  sub-order  Papilionacea,  is  a  na- 
tive of  India  and  Ceylon.  The  wood  is  very  heavy, 
hard,  and  fine-grained,  and  of  a  beautiful  garnet 
color,  as  any  one  may  see  who  has  observed  the 
medicinal  preparation,  the  compound  tincture  of 
lavender,  which  is  colored  by  the  wood  of  the  red 
sandal-tree.  Dr.  Lee  (Lex.  Heb.  a.  v.  "  Algum- 
mim") identifying  Ophir  with  some  seaport  of 
Ceylon,  following  Bochart  (Chanaan,  i.  46)  herein, 
thinks  that  there  can  be  no  doubt  that  the  wood  in 
question  must  be  either  the  Kalanji  ud  of  Ceylon 
or  the  sandal-wood  {Pterocarpus  sunt,  f )  of  India. 
The  Kalanji  ud,  which  apparently  is  some  species 
of  Pterocaipus,  was  particularly  esteemed  and 
sought  afler  for  the  manufacture  of  lyres  and  mu- 
sical instruments,  as  Dr.  Lee  has  proved  by  quotas 
tions  from  Arabic  and  Persian  works.  In  fact  he 
says  that  the  Eastern  lyre  is  temied  the  Ud,  perhaps 
because  made  of  this  sort  of  wood.  As  to  the  de- 
rivation of  the  word  nothing  certain  can  be  learnt. 
Hiller  {Hierophyt.  p.  i.  106)  derives  it  from  two 
words  meaning  "drops  of  gum,"**  as  if  some  res- 
inous wood  was  intended.  There  is  no  objection 
to  this  derivation.  The  various  kinds  of  pines  are 
for  the  most  part  trees  of  a  resinous  nature;  but 
the  value  of  the  timber  for  building  is  great.  Nor 
would  this  derivation  be  unsuitable  to  the  Ptero- 
carpidm  generally,  several  species  of  which  emit 
resins  when  the  stem  is  wounded.  Josephus  {Ant. 
viii.  7,  §  1)  makes  special  mention  of  a  tree  not  un- 
like pine,  but  which  he  is  careful  to  warn  us  not  to 
confuse  with  the  pine-trees  known  to  the  merchants 
of  his  time.  "  Those  we  are  speaking  of,"  he  says, 
"  were  in  appearance  Uke  the  wood  of  the  fig-tree, 
but  were  whiter  and  more  shining."  This  descrip- 
tion is  too  vague  to  allow  us  even  to  conjecture  what 
he  means.  And  it  is  quite  impossible  to  arrive  at 
any  certain  conclusion  in  the  attempt  to  identify 
the  algum  or  almug-tree.  The  arguments,  how- 
ever, are  more  in  favor  of  the  red  sandal-wood  than 
of  any  other  tree.  W.  H. 

ALI'AH.     [Alvah.] 

ALI'AN.     [Alvan.] 


I 


e  iVAJ,  lignum  arboris  magnn,  foliia  amygdalinis, 

ci^us  decocto  tlngitur  color  rubicundus  seu  pseudo- 
purpureus  — liglium  bresillum  —  eliam,  color  egus  tinc- 
turam  referens  (Golius,  Arab.  Lex.  s.  v.  baklcam). 

d  For  the  various  etymologies  that  have  been  given 
to  the  Hebrew  word  see  Celsius,  Hierob.  i.  172,  sq. ; 
Salmasius,  Hyl.  latr.  p.  120,  B. ;  Castell.  i>z.  Hept. 

s.  T.  C-^S  vH.  I*e  says  "  the  word  is  apparently  for- 
eign." Gesenius  gives  no  derivation.  Fiirst  refers  the 
words  to  VK,  fluere,  manare.  It  is,  he  says,  the 
red  sandalwood.  He  compares  the  Sanskrit  mocha, 
mochita^ 


ALIEN 

•  ALIEN.     [Stranger.] 

*  ALL  TO.    On  the  expression  (Judg.  ix.  53) 
■«  all  to  brake  his  scull,"  see  note  to  the  art.  Abim- 

ELECH.  A. 

ALLEGORY,  a  figure  of  speech,  which  has 
been  defined  by  Bishop  Marsh,  in  accordance  with 
its  etymology,  as  "a  representation  of  one  thing 
which  is  intended  to  excite  the  representation  of 
another  thing;  "  the  first  representation  being  con- 
sistent with  itself,  but  requiring,  or  being  capable 
of  admitting,  a  moral  and  spiritual  interpretation 
over  and  above  its  hteral  sense.  An  allegory  has 
been  incorrectly  considered  by  some  as  a  lengthened 
or  sustained  metaphor,  or  a  continuation  of  meta- 
phors, as  by  Cicero,  thus  standing  in  the  same  rela- 
tion to  metaphor  as  parable  to  simile.  But  the 
two  figures  are  quite  distinct;  no  sustained  meta- 
phor, or  succession  of  metaphors,  can  constitute  an 
allegory,  and  the  interpretation  of  allegory  differs 
from  that  of  metaphor,  in  having  to  do  not  with 
words  but  things.  In  every  allegory  there  is  a 
twofold  sense;  the  immediate  or  historic,  which  is 
understood  from  the  words,  and  the  ultimate,  which 
is  concerned  with  the  things  signified  by  the  words. 
The  allegorical  interpretation  is  not  of,  the  words 
but  of  the  things  signified  by  them ;  and  not  only 
may,  but  actually  does,  coexist  with  the  Ut«ral  in- 
terpretation in  every  allegory,  whether  the  narrative 
in  which  it  is  conveyed  be  of  things  possible  or 
real.  An  illustration  of  this  may  be  seen  in  Gal. 
iv.  24,  where  the  apostle  gives  an  allegorical  inter- 
pretation to  the  historical  narrative  of  Hagar  and 
Sarah ;  not  treating  that  narrative  as  an  allegory 
in  itself,  as  our  A.  V.  would  lead  us  to  suppose,  but 
drawing  from  it  a  deeper  sense  than  is  conveyed  by 
the  immediate  representation. 

In  pure  allegory  no  direct  reference  is  made  to 
the  principal  object.  Of  this  kind  the  parable  of 
the  prodigal  son  is  an  example  (Luke  xv.  11-32). 
In  inixed  all^ory  the  all^orical  narrative  either 
contains  some  hint  of  its  application,  as  Ps.  Ixxx., 
or  the  allegory  and  its  interpretation  are  combined, 
as  in  John  xv.  1-8 ;  but  this  last  passage  is,  strictly 
speaking,  an  example  of  a  metaphor. 

The  distinction  between  the  parable  and  the 
allegory  is  laid  down  by  Dean  Trench  (On  the 
Parabks,  chap,  i.)  as  one  of  form  rather  than  of 
essence.  "  In  the  all^ory,"  he  says,  "  there  is  an 
interpretation  of  the  thing  signifying  and  the  thing 
signified,  the  qualities  and  properties  of  the  first 
being  attributed  to  the  last,  and  the  two  thus 
blended  together,  instead  of  being  kept  quite  dis- 
tinct and  placed  side  by  side,  as  is  the  case  in  the 
parable."  According  to  this,  there  is  no  such 
thing  as  pure  allegory  as  above  defined. 

W.  A.  W. 
ALLELU'IA     i'AWn\oma:    Alleluia),    so 
written  in  Rev.  xix.  1  ff.   [and  Tob.  xiii.  18],  or 

more  properly  Hallelujah  (n**  ^b/Jl),  "praise 
ye  Jehovah,"  as  it  is  found  in  the  margin  of  Ps.  civ. 
35,  cv.  45,  cvi.  1,  cxi.  1,  cxii.  1,  cxiii.  1  (comp.  Ps. 
cxiii.  9,  cxv.  18,  cxvi.  19,  cxvii.  2).  The  Psahns 
from  cxiii.  to  cxviii.  were  called  by  the  Jews  the 
Hallel,  and  were  sung  on  the  first  of  the  month,  at 
the  feast  of  Dedication,  and  the  feast  of  Taber- 
nacles, the  feast  of  Weeks,  and  the  feast  of  the 
Passover.  [Hosajjna.]  On  the  last  occasion, 
Pss.  cxiii.  and  cxiv.,  according  to  the  school  of 
Hillel  (the  former  only  according  to  the  school  of 
Shammai),  were  sung  before  the  feast,  and  the  re- 
nainder  at  its  termination,  after  drinking  the  last 
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cup.  The  hymn  (Matt.  xxvi.  30),  sung  by  Christ 
and  his  disciples  after  the  last  supper,  is  supposed 
to  have  been  the  great  Hallel,  which  seems  to  have 
varied  according  to  the  feast.  The  literal  meaning 
of  "  Hallelujah  "  sufficiently  indicates  the  character 
of  the  Psalms  in  which  it  occurs,  as  hymns  of 
praise  and  thanksgiving.  They  are  all  found  in  the 
last  book  of  the  collection,  and  bear  marks  of  be- 
ing intended  for  use  in  the  temple-service;  the 
words  "  praise  ye  Jehovah  "  being  taken  up  by  the 
full  chorus  of  Levites.  In  the  great  hymn  of  tri- 
umph in  heaven  over  the  destruction  of  Babylon, 
the  apostle  in  vision  heard  the  multitude  in  chorus 
like  the  voice  of  mighty  thunderings  burst  forth, 
"Alleluia,  for  the  Lord  God  omnipotent  reigneth," 
responding  to  the  voice  which  came  out  of  the 
throne  saying  "  Praise  our  God,  all  ye  his  servants, 
and  ye  that  fear  him,  both  small  and  great "  (Rev 
xix.  1-6).  In  this,  as  in  the  offermg  of  incense 
(Rev.  viii.),  there  is  evident  allusion  to  the  service 
of  the  temple,  as  the  apostle  had  often  witnessed  it 
in  its  feding  grandeur.  W.  A.  W. 

ALLIANCES.  On  the  first  estabUshment  of 
the  Jews  in  Palestine,  no  connections  were  formed 
between  them  and  the  surrounding  nations.  The 
geographical  position  of  their  country,  the  pecu- 
liarity of  their  institutions,  and  the  prohibitions 
against  intercourse  with  the  Canaanites  and  other 
heathen  nations,  aUke  tended  to  promote  an  exclu- 
sive and  isolated  state.  But  with  the  extension  of 
their  power  under  the  kings,  the  Jews  were  brought 
more  into  contact  with  foreigners,  and  aUiances 
became  essential  to  the  security  of  their  commerce. 
Solomon  concluded  two  important  treaties  exclu- 
sively for  commercial  purposes:  the  first  with 
Hiram,  king  of  TjTe,  originally  with  the  view  of 
obtaining  materials  and  workmen  for  the  erection 
of  the  Temple,  and  afterwards  for  the  supply  of 
ship-builders  and  sailors  (1  K.  v.  2-12,  ix.  27);  the 
second  with  a  Pharaoh,  king  of  Egypt,  which  was 
cemented  by  his  marriage  with  a  princess  of  the 
royal  family;  by  this  he  secured  a  monopoly  of  the 
trade  in  horses  and  other  products  of  that  country 
(1  K.  X.  28,  29).  After  the  division  of  the  king- 
dom, the  alliances  were  of  an  offensive  and  defen- 
sive natiu-e.  They  had  their  origin  partly  in  the 
internal  disputes  of  the  kingdoms  of  Judah  and 
Israel,  and  partly  in  the  position  which  these 
countries  held  relatively  to  Egypt  on  the  one  side, 
and  the  great  eastern  monarchies  of  Assyria  and 
Babylonia  on  the  other.  The  scantiness  of  the 
historical  records  at  our  command  makes  it  prob- 
able that  the  key  to  many  of  the  events  that  oc- 
curred is  to  be  found  in  the  alliances  and  counter- 
alliances  formed  between  these  peoples,  of  which  no 
mention  is  made.  Thus  the  invasion  of  Shishak  in 
Rehoboam's  reign  was  not  improbably  the  result 
of  an  alliance  made  with  Jeroboam,  who  had  pre- 
viously found  an  asylum  in  Egypt  (1  K.  xii.  2,  xiv. 
25).  Each  of  these  monarchs  sought  a  connection 
with  the  neighboring  kingdom  of  Syria,  on  wfich 
side  Israel  was  particularly  assailable  (1  K.  xv.  19); 
but  Asa  ultimately  succeeded  in  securing  the  active 
cooperation  of  Benhadad  against  Baasha  (1  K.  xv. 
16-20).  Another  policy,  induced  probably  by  the 
encroaching  spirit  of  Syria,  led  to  the  formation  of 
an  alliance  between  the  two  kingdoms  under  Ahab 
and  Jehoshaphat,  which  was  maintained  until  the 
end  of  Ahab's  djuasty.  It  occasionally  extended 
to  commercial  operations  (2  Chr.  xx.  36).  The 
alliance  ceased  in  Jehu's  reign:    war  broke  oat 
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shortly  after  between  Amazlah  and  Jeroboam  II. : 
each  nation  looked  for  foreign  aid,  and  a,  coalition 
was  formed  between  Rezin,  king  of  Syria,  and  Pe- 
kah  on  the  one  side,  and  Ahaz  and  Tiglath-Pileser, 
king  of  A8S}'Tia,  on  the  other  (2  K.  xvi.  5-9). 
By  this  means  an  opening  was  afforded  to  the  ad- 
vances of  the  Assyrian  power;  and  the  kingdoms 
of  Israel  and  Judah,  as  they  were  successively  at- 
tacked, sought  the  alliance  of  the  Egyptians,  who 
were  strongly  interested  in  maintaining  the  inde- 
pendence of  the  Jews  as  a  barrier  against  the 
encroachments  of  the  AssjTian  power.  Thus 
Hoshea  made  a  treaty  with  So  (Sabaco  or  Se- 
vechus),  and  rebelled  against  Shalmaneser  (2  K. 
xvii.  4) :  Hezekiah  adopted  the  same  pohcy  in  op- 
position to  Sennacherib  (Is.  xxx.  2).  In  neither 
case  was  the  alliance  productive  of  much  good :  the 
Israelites  were  abandoned  by  So.  It  appears 
probable  that  his  successor  Sethos,  who  had  of- 
fended the  military  caste,  was  unable  to  render 
Hezekiah  any  assistance;  and  it  was  only  when  the 
independence  of  Egypt  itself  was  threatened,  that 
the  Assyrians  were  defeated  by  the  joint  forces  of 
Sethos  and  Tirhakah,  and  a  temporary  relief  af- 
forded thereby  to  Judah  (2  K.  xix.  9,  36 ;  Herod, 
ii.  141).  The  weak  condition  of  Egypt  at  the  be- 
ginning of  the  26th  djnnasty  left  Judah  entirely  at 
the  mercy  of  the  Assyrians,  who  imder  Esarhaddon 
subdued  the  country,  and  by  a  conciliatory  pohcy 
secured  the  adhesion  of  Manasseh  and  his  succes- 
sors to  his  side  against  Egypt  (2  Chr.  xxxiii.  11- 
13).  It  was  apparently  as  an  ally  of  the  Assyrians 
that  Josiah  resisted  the  advance  of  Necho  (2  Chr. 
XXXV.  20).  His  defeat,  however,  and  the  downfall 
of  the  Assyrian  empire  again  changed  the  policy 
of  the  Jews,  and  made  them  the  subjects  of  Egyjrt. 
Nebuchadnezzar's  first  expedition  against  Jerusalem 
was  contemporaneous  with  and  probably  in  conse- 
quence of  the  expedition  of  Necho  against  the 
Babylonians  (2  K.  xxiv.  1;  Jer.  xlvi.  2);  and  lastly, 
Zedekiah's  rebellion  was  accompanied  with  a  re- 
newal of  the  alliance  with  Egypt  (Ez.  xvii.  15). 
A  temporary  relief  appears  to  have  been  afforded 
by  the  advance  of  Hophrah  (Jer.  xxxvii.  11),  but  it 
was  of  no  avail  to  prevent  the  extinction  of  Jewish 
independence. 

On  the  restoration  of  independence,  Judas  Mac- 
cabseus  sought  an  alliance  with  the  Romans,  who 
were  then  gaining  an  ascendency  in  the  East,  as  a 
counterpoise  to  the  neighboring  state  of  SjTia  (1 
Mace,  viii.;  Joseph.  Ant.  xii.  10,  §  6).  This  alli- 
ance was  renewed  by  Jonathan  (1  Mace.  xii.  1 ;  Ant. 
xiii.  5,  §  8),  and  by  Simon  (1  Mace.  xv.  17;  Ant. 
xiii.  7,  §  3).  On  the  last  occasion  the  indepen- 
dence of  the  Jews  was  recognized  and  formally 
notified  to  the  neighboring  nations  b.  c.  140  (1 
Mace.  XV.  22,  23).  Treaties  of  a  friendly  nature 
were  at  the  same  period  concluded  with  the  Lace- 
daemonians under  an  impression  that  they  came  of 
a  common  stock  (1  Mace.  xii.  2,  xiv.  20 ;  Ant.  xii. 
4,  §  10,  xiii.  5,  §  8).  The  Roman  alliance  was 
again  renewed  by  Hyrcanus,  b.  c.  128  (Ant.  xiii. 
9,  §  2),  after  his  defeat  by  Antiochus  Sidetes,  and 


a  *  Though  thU  usage  happens  to  be  mentioned 
only  in  the  transactioa  between  Jacob  and  lAban  (Gen. 
xxxi.  52),  it  was  evidently  not  uncommon  among  tlie 
eMtcrn  races.  Sir  Henry  C.  Rawlinson  mentions  the 
interesting  and  illustrative  fact  that  he  has  found  in 
tlie  Assyrian  InscriptionB  frequent  examples  of  this 
nme  practice  of  raising  a  tumulus  for  the  purpose  of 
nommemorating  and  ratifying  a  compact.  See  Ath- 
maum,  April  19,  1862.     The  erection  of  a  stone  as  a 
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the  losses  he  had  sustained  were  repaired.  This 
alliance,  however,  ultimately  proved  fatal  to  the 
independence  of  the  Jews.  ITie  rival  claims  of 
Hyrcanus  and  Aristobulus  having  been  referred  to 
Pompey,  b.  c.  63,  he  availed  himself  of  the  opportu- 
nity of  placing  the  country  under  tribute  (Ant.  xiv. 
4,  §  4).  Finally,  Herod  was  raised  to  the  sov- 
ereignty by  the  Roman  Senate,  acting  under  the 
advice  of  M.  Antony  (Ant.  xiv.  14,  §  5). 

The  formation  of  an  alliance  was  attended  with 
various  religious  rites.  A  victim  was  slain  and 
divided  into  two  parts,  between  which  the  contract- 
ing parties  passed,  involving  imprecations  of  a  sim- 
ilar destruction  upon  him  who  should  break  the 
terms  of  the  alliance  (Gen.  xv.  10 ;  cf.  Liv.  i.  24) ; 

hence  the  expression  H''"!?  H^S  i  =  SpKia 
refiyeiv,  fiedus  icere)  to  make  (lit.  to  cut)  a 
treaty;  hence  also  the  use  of  the  term  H^S  (lit. 
impi-ecatum)  for  a  covenant.  That  this  custom 
was  maintained  to  a  late  period  appears  from  Jer. 
xxxiv.  18-20.  Generally  speaking,  the  oath  alone 
is  mentioned  in  the  contracting  of  alliances,  either 
between  nations  (Josh.  ix.  15)  or  individuals  (Gen. 
xxvi.  28,  xxxi.  53;  1  Sam.  xv.  17;  2  K.  xi.  4). 
The  event  was  celebrated  by  a  feast  (Gen.  I.  c. ; 
Ex.  xxiv.  11;  2  Sam.  iii.  12,  20).  Salt,  as  sym- 
bolical of  fidelity,  was  used  on  these  occasions ;  it 
was  applied  to  the  sacrifices  (Lev.  ii.  13),  and  prob- 
ably used,  as  among  the  Arabs,  at  hospitable  enter- 
tainments; hence  the  expression  "covenant  of  salt" 
(Num.  xviii.  19;  2  Chr.  xiii.  5).  Occasionally  a 
pillar  or  a  heap  of  stones  was  set  up  as  a  memorial 
of  the  alliance  (Gen.  xxxi.  52)."  Presents  were 
also  sent  by  the  party  soliciting  the  alliance  (IK. 
XV.  18;  Is.  XXX.  6;  1  Mace.  xv.  18).  The  fidelity 
of  the  Jews  to  their  engagements  was  conspicuous 
at  all  periods  of  their  history  (Josh.  ix.  18),  and 
any  breach  of  covenant  was  visited  with  very  se- 
vere punishment  (2  Sam.  xxi.  1;  Ez.  xvii.  16). 

W.  L.  B. 

AL'LOM  ('A\x<iyu;  [Vat.  M.  AA.Xwi';]  Alex. 
ABKwv'  Malmon).  The  same  as  Ami  or  Amon 
(1  Esdr.  v.  34;  comp.  Ezr.  ii.  57;  Neh.  vii.  59). 

W.  A.  W. 

AL'LON  (VibSor  fl^W),  a  large  strong  tree 
of  some  description,  probably  an  oak  (see  Ges.  Thes. 
51,  103;  Stanley,  App.  §  76).  The  word  is  found 
in  two  names  in  the  topography  of  Palestine. 

1.     Allon,    more  accurately   Elon     (7"1vS 

(nS235?25):  Ma.Ai;  [Alex.  MtjAwv:]  Ehn),  a 
place  named  among  the  cities  of  Naphtali  (Josh, 
xix.  33).  Probably  the  more  correct  construction 
is  to  take  it  with  the  following  word,  t.  e.  "  the  oak 
by  Zaanannim,"  or  "the  oak  of  the  loading  of 
tents "  ["  tents  of  the  wanderers,"  according  to 
Fiirst],  as  if  deriving  its  name  firom  some  nomad 
trilje  frequenting  the  spot.  Such  a  tribe  were  the 
Kenites,  and  in  connection  with  them  the  place  is 
again  named  in  Judg.  iv.  11,=  with  the  additional 


religious  memorial  or  as  the  sign  of  a  covenant  between 
Ood  and  man  («.  g.  by  Jacob  at  Bethel,  Gen.  xxviii. 
18)  was  a  similar  proceeding,  but  not  altogether  anal- 
ogous. H. 

6  VlVW,  AUon,  U  the  reading  of  V.  d.  Hooght,  and 
of  Walton's  Polyglott ;  but  most  M8S.  have  as  above 
(Davidson's  Hebr.  Text,  p.  46). 

c  It  muat  be  remariied  that  the  Targum  Jonathan 


ALMODAD 

definition  of  "  by  Kedesh  (Naphtali)."  Here,  how- 
ever, the  A.  v.,  following  the  Vulgate,  renders  the 
words  "  the  plain  of  Zaanaim."  [Elos.]  (See 
Stanley,  p.  340,  note.) 

2.  Al'lon-ba'chuth  (ni3^  ^TvM  <>  =  oak 
of  weeping;  and  so  fid\ayos  irtvdovS'  quercus 
Jlelus),  the  tree  under  which  Rebekah's  nurse,  Deb- 
orah, was  buried  (Gen.  xxxv.  8).  Ewald  {Gesch. 
iii.  29)  believes  the  "oak  of  Tabor"  (1  Sam.  x.  3, 
A.  V.  "plain  of  T.")  to  be  the  same  as,  or  the 
successor  of,  this  tree,  "Tabor"  being  possibly  a 
merely  dialectical  change  from  "  Deborah,"  and  he 
would  further  identify  it  with  the  "  palm-tree  of 
Deborah"  (Judg.  iv.  5).  See  also  Stanley,  pp. 
143,  220.!'  G- 

3.  Al'lon  (VIv'M  [an  oak]:  'AXiiv,  [Vat.  M. 
\HMV,  H.  A/ufitoi';]  Alex.  PiKKuv'  Allon).  A 
Simeonite,  ancestor  of  Zirza,  a  prince  of  his  tribe  in 
thereignofHezekiah  (lChr.lv.  37).    W.  A.  W. 

ALMODAD  ("TThDbM  [possibly =<Aei)ro- 

yenitor,  Fiirst]:  'EKfJMSdS  •■  Elnwdad),  the  first, 
in  order,  of  the  descendants  of  Joktan  (Gen.  x.  26 ; 
1  Chr.  i.  20),  and  the  progenitor  of  an  Arab  tribe. 
His  settlements  must  be  looked  for,  in  common  with 
those  of  the  other  descendants  of  Joktan,  in  the 
Arabian  peninsula;  and  his  name  appears  to  be 
preserved  in  that  of  Mudad  (or  El-Mudad,  the 
word  being  one  of  those  proper  names  that  admits 
of  the  article  being  prefixed),  a  femous  personage 
in  Arabian  history,  the  reputed  father  of  Ishmael's 
Arab  wife  {Mir-dt  ez-Zeindn,  &c.),  and  the  chief 
of  the  Joktanite  tribe  Jurhum  (not  to  be  confounded 
with  the  older,  or  first,  Jurhum),  that,  coming  from 
the  Yemen,  settled  in  the  neighborhood  of  Mek- 
keh,  and  intermarried  with  the  Ishmaelites.  The 
name  of  Mudad  was  peculiar  to  Jurhum,  and 
borne  by  several  of  its  chiefs  (Caussin  de  Perceval, 
Essai  sur  tHkt.  des  Arabes  avant  f  Jslamisme,  <fc., 
i.  33  ff.,  168,  and  194  ff.).  Gesenius  {Lex.  ed. 
Tregelles,  in  he.)  says,  "  If  there  were  an  ancient 

error  in  reading  (for  "T^lt^^S),  we  might  com- 
pare Morad,  i^\uB  or  t>t>jO^Jb,  the  name  of  a 

tribe  living  in  a  mountainous  region  of  Arabia 
Felix,  near  Zabid."  (For  this  tribe  see  Abulfedae 
Hist.  Anteislarmca,  ed.  Fleischer,  p.  190.)     Others 

have  suggested    wOjO,  but  the  well-known  tribes 

of  this  stock  are  of  Ishmaelite  descent.  Bochart 
{Phnleg,  ii.  16)  thinks  that  Almodad  may  be  traced 
in  the  name  of  the  'AAAou/Lwwwraj  of  Ptolemy  (vi. 
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renders  this  passage  by  words  meaning  "  the  plain  of 
the  swamp  "  (see  Schwarz,  p.  181).  This  is  Ewald's  ex- 
planation also  ( Gesck.  ii.  492,  note).  For  other  inter- 
pretations see  Fiirst  {Handwb.  p.  91). 

«  The   Sam.  Version,  according  to  its  customary 

rendering  of  Allon,  has  here  nrT'DIl  "IIU^S,  "  the 
plain  of  Bakith."  See  this  subject  more  fully  ex- 
amined under  £lon. 

b  *  The  place  of  the  first  Deborah's  "  oak  "  and  that 
of  the  second  Deborah's  "  palm-tree,"  may  possibly 
have  been  the  same ;  but  in  order  to  identify  the  one 
tree  with  the  other,  Ewald  has  to  assume  that  the  text 
has  miscalled  the  tree  intended  in  one  of  the  passages 
( Gesch.  iii.  29,  note).  In  (Jen.  xxxv.  8,  we  are  to  read 
■'  under  the  oak,'  i.  e.  the  original  one  or  its  representa- 
^Te  as  still  well  known,  and  not  "  an  oak  "  (A.  V. ).  H. 

e  D"*"T|^tt7!5,   Pual  part,  pi.,  from  denom.  verb 


7,  §  24),  a  people  of  the  interior  of  Arabia  Felix, 
near  the  soiu^jes  of  the  river  Lar  [Arabia]. 

E.  S.  P. 

AL'MON  Cj'i'Sbl?  [hidden]:  T<iiJM\a;  [Alex. 

A\fui>v;  C!omp.  'E\fu!>v;  Aid.  'A\fj.u>:]  Almon),  a 
city  within  the  tribe  of  Benjamin,  with  "  suburbs" 
given  to  the  priests  (Josh.  xxi.  18).  Its  name  does 
not  occur  in  the  list  of  the  towns  of  Beiyamin  in 
Josh,  xviii.  In  the  parallel  list  in  1  Chr.  vi.  it  is 
found  as  Alemeth  —  probably  a  later  fonn,  and  that 
by  which  it  would  appear  to  have  descended  to  us. 
[Alemeth.]  G. 

AL'MON-DIBLATHA'IM  (accurately  Dib- 
lathamah,  np^nbn'T"';bb5 '  re\ni,ii/  A€i3- 
\a6alfi:  Helnum-diblathaim),  one  of  the  latest 
stations  of  the  IsraeUtes,  between  Dibon-gad  and 
the  mountains  of  Abarim  (Num.  xxxiii.  46,  47). 
Dibon-gad  is  doubtless  the  present  Dhibdn,  just  to 
the  north  of  the  Amon ;  and  there  is  thus  every 
probability  that  Almon-diblathaim  was  identical 
with  Beth-diblathaim,  a  Moabite  city  mentioned  by 
Jeremiah  (xlviii.  22)  in  company  with  both  Dibon 
and  Nebo,  and  that  its  traces  will  be  discovered  on 
further  exploration.     [For  the  etymology  see  Dib- 

LATHAIM.]  G. 

ALMOND  Crp.t^,  shdked  (vh) :  ifiiySot- 
\ov,  Kopvov,  KopvCvos,  KopuctfTci:  amygdalus, 
amygdala,  in  nucis  modum,  instar  nticis,  virga 
I'iffilans).  This  word  is  foimd  in  Gen.  xliii.  11; 
Ex.  XXV.  33,  34,  xxxvii.  19,  20;  Num.  xvii.  8; 
Eccles.  xii.  5 ;  Jer.  i.  11,  in  the  t«xt  of  the  A.  V. 
It  is  invariably  represented  by  the  same  Hebrew 
word  (shaked),  which  sometimes  stands  for  the 
whole  tree,  sometimes  for  the  ftxiit  or  nut ;  for  in- 
stance, in  Gen.  xliii.  11,  Jacob  commands  his  sons 
to  take  as  a  present  to  Joseph  "a  Uttle  honey, 
spices  and  mjTrh,  nuts  and  almonds;"  here  the 
fruit  is  clearly  meant.  In  the  passages  out  of  the 
book  of  Exodus  the  "bowls  made  like  unto  al- 
monds,"" which  were  to  adorn  the  golden  candle- 
stick, seem  to  allude  to  the  nut  also.''  Aaron's  rod, 
that  so  miraculously  budded,  yielded  almond  nuts. 
In  the  two  passages  from  Ecclesiastes  and  Jere- 
miah, shaked  is  translated  almond  tree,  which  from 
the  context  it  certainly  represents.  It  is  clearly 
then  a  mistake  to  suppose,  with  some  writers,  that 
shaked  stands  exclusively  for  "  almond-nuts,"  and 
that  Mz  signifies  the  "tree."*  Rosenmiiller  con- 
jectures that  the  latter  word  designates  the  wild, 
the  former  the  cvMvated  tree.  This  may  be  so, 
but  it  appears  more  probable  that  this  tree,  con- 
spicuous as  it  was  for  its  early  flowering  and  useful 
fruit,  was  known  by  these   two  different   names. 


7PB?,  always  used  in  Heb.  text  in  reference  to  the 
golden  candlestick:  LXX.  iKXtruirafxivoi  Kafivt(TKOv%, 
al.  (capvMTKOts ;  Aquila,  efij/auySaAwfieVrji'. 

d  Iptt?,  "  est  amygdalus  et  amygdalum,  arbor  et 
fructus  •  hie  autem  fructus  potius  quam  arboris  forma 
designari  videtur "  (BosenmiilL  Sehol.  in  Exod.  xxv. 
33).  That  shaked  =  tree  and  fruit,  see  also  Fiirst, 
Concord.  1\W,  "  amygdala  et  amygdalum,  de  a-rhom 

et  fruetu ;  "  and  Buxtorf,  Lex.  Chald.,  ^'ytP,  "  Jig 
nificat  arborem  et  fructum."  Michaelis  (Suppl.  s.  T. 
3?^22)  understands  the  almond-shaped  bo  vis  to  refer 
to  the  blossom,  i.  e.  the  caiyx  and  the  corolla. 

e  Harris,  Nat.  Hist,  of  the  BiMe,  art.  "Almond,"  and 
Dr.  Royle  in  Kitto,  art.  "  Shaked." 
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The  etymology  of  the  Hebrew  luz  is  uncertain ;  and 
although  the  word  occurs  only  in  Gen.  xxx.  37, 
where  it  is  translated  hazel  in  the  text  of  the  A. 
v.,  yet  there  can  be  little  or  no  doubt  that  it  is  an- 
other word  for  the  almond,  for  in  the  Arabic  this 
identical  word,  luz,  denotes  the  almond.  [Hazel.] 
The  early  appearance  of  the  blossoms  on  the  almond- 
tree  {Amy (/dolus  communis)  was  no  doubt  regarded 
by  the  Jews  of  old  as  a  welcome  harbinger  of 
spring,  reminding  them  that  the  winter  was  pass- 
ing away  —  that  the  flowers  would  soon  appear  on 
the  earth  —  and  that  the  time  of  the  singing  of 
birds  and  the  voice  of  the  turtle  would  soon  be 
heard  in  the  land  (Song  of  Sol.  ii.  11,  12).  The 
word  sJidked,  therefore,  or  the  tree  which  hastened 
to  put  forth  its  blossoms,  was  a  very  beautiful  and 
fitting  synonym  for  the  lAz,  or  almond-tree,  in  the 
language  of  a  people  so  fond  of  imagery  and  poetry 
as  were  the  Jews.  We  have  in  our  own  language 
instances  of  plants  being  named  from  the  season  of 
the  year  when  they  are  flowering  —  may  for  hatp- 
thom ;  pasque  flower  for  anemone  ;  lent  lUy  for 
daffodil;  winter  cress  for  hedge  mustard.  But 
perhaps  the  best  and  most  exact  illustration  of 
the  Hebrew  shaked  is  to  be  found  in  the  English 
word  apricot,  or  apricock,  as  it  was  formerly  and 
more  correctly  called,  which  is  derived  from  the  Latin 
prcecoqua,  prcecocia ;  this  tree  was  so  called  by  the 
Romans,  who  considered  it  a  kind  of  peach  which 
ripened  earlier  than  the  common  one ;  hence  its 
name,  the  precocious  <»'ee  (comp.  Plin.  xv.  11 ;  Mar- 
tial, xiii.  46).  Shaked,  therefore,  was  in  all  prob- 
ability only  another  name  with  the  Jews  for  luz. 

Shaked  is  derived  from  a  root  which  signifies 
"to  be  wakeful,"  "to  hasten,""  for  the  almond- 
tree  blossoms  very  early  in  the  season,  the  flowers 
appearing  before  the  leaves.  Two  species  of  Amyg- 
dalus  —  A.  persica,  the  peach-tree,  and  A.  com- 
munis, the  shaked — appear  to  he  common  in  Pal- 
estine. They  are  both,  according  to  Dr.  Kitto 
{Phys.  Hist.  Palest,  p.  211),  in  blossom  in  every 
part  of  Palestine  in  January.  The  almond-tree 
has  been  noticed  in  flower  as  early  as  the  9th  of 
that  month :  the  19th,  23d,  and  25th  are  also  re- 
corded dates.  The  knowledge  of  this  interesting 
fact  will  explain  that  otherwise  unintelligible  pas- 
sage in  Jeremiah  (i.  11,  12),  "  The  word  of  the 
Lord  came  unto  me,  saying,  Jeremiah,  what  seest 
thou  ?  And  I  said,  I  see  the  rod  of  an  almond- 
tree  (shaked).  Then  said  the  Lord  unto  me,  Thou 
hast  well  seen,  for  I  will  hasten  (shoked)  my  word 
to  perform  it." 

In  that  well-known  poetical  representation  of  old 
age  in  Eccles.  xii.  it  is  said,  "  the  almond-tree  shall 
flourish."  This  expression  is  generally  understood 
as  emblematic  of  the  hoary  locks  of  old  age  thinly 
scattered  on  the  bald  head,  just  as  the  white  blos- 


a  ^pg7  (1)  decubmt,  (2)  vigilamt'=  Arab.  i^JlXit- 


iXAmi:  ituonmis.  The  Chaldee  is  ^''"T^Qf ,  ^''T^'P  ' 

1327?  SlStt?;  a  and  p  being  interchanged.    The 
dyrtec  word  is  similar. 

6  The  general  color  of  the  almond  blossom  Is  pink, 
but  the  flowers  do  yary  from  deep  pink  to  nearly 
while. 

c  "Tpljy    VW^,        Oeieniug     makes     the    verb 
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soms  appear  on  the  yet  leafless  boughs  of  this  tree 
Gesenius,  however,  does  not  allow  such  an  inter- 
pretation, for  he  says,  with  some  truth,*  that  the 
almond  flowers  are  pink  or  rose-colored,  not  white. 
This  passage,  therefore,  is  rendered  by  him  —  "  the 
almond  is  rejected."'^  Though  a  delicious  fruit, 
yet  the  old  man,  having  no  teeth,  would  be  obliged 
to  refuse  it.**  If,  however,  the  reading  of  the  J^. 
V.  is  retained,  then  the  allusion  to  the  almond-tree 
is  intended  to  refer  to  the  hastening  of  old  age  in 
the  case  of  him  who  remembereth  not  "  his  Creator 
in  the  days  of  his  youth."  As  the  almond-tree 
ushers  in  spring,  so  do  the  signs  mentioned  in  the 
context  foretell  the  approach  of  old  age  and  death. 
It  has  always  been  regarded  by  the  Jews  with  rev- 
erence, and  even  to  this  day  the  EngUsh  Jews  on 
their  great  feast-days  carry  a  bough  of  flowering 
almond  to  the  synagogue,  just  as  in  old  time  they 
used  to  present  palm-branches  in  the  Temple,  to 
remind  them  perhaps,  as  Lady  Callcott  has  observed 
(Sci-ipt.  Herb.  p.  10),  that  in  the  great  famine  in 
the  time  of  Joseph  the  almond  did  not  fail  them, 
and  that,  as  it  "  failed  not  to  their  patriarchs  in  the 
days  of  dearth,  it  cometh  to  their  hand  in  this  day 
of  worse  and  more  bitter  privation,  as  a  token  that 
God  forgetteth  not  his  people  in  their  distress,  nor 
the  children  of  Israel,  though  scattered  in  a  foreign 
land,  though  their  home  is  the  prey  of  the  spoiler, 
and  their  temple  is  become  an  high  place  for  the 
heathen." 

A  modem  traveller  in  Palestine  records  that,  at 
the  passover,  the  Jews  prepare  a  compound  of 
almonds  and  apples  in  the  form  of  a  brick,  and 
having  the  appearance  of  lime  or  mortar  to  remind 
the  people  of  their  hard  service  in  the  land  of 
Egypt  and  house  of  bondage  (Anderson's  Wander- 
ings in  the  Land  of  Israel,  p.  250). 

The  ahnond-tree,  whose  scientific  name  is  Amyg- 
dalus  communis,  belongs  to  the  natural  order  Jiosa- 
cece,  and  sub-order  Amygdalce.  This  order  is  a 
large  and  important  one,  for  it  contains  more  than 
1000  species,  many  of  which  produce  excellent 
fruit.  Apricots,  peaches,  nectarines,  plums,  cher- 
ries, apples,  pears,  strawberries,  &c.,  Ac.,  are  all  in- 
cluded under  this  order.  It  should  be  remembered, 
however,  that  the  seeds,  flowers,  bark,  and  leaves, 
of  many  plants  in  the  order  Rosacece  contain  a 
deadly  poison,  namely,  prussic  or  hydrocyanic  acid. 
The  alniond-tree  is  a  native  of  Asia  and  North 
Africa,  but  it  is  cultivated  in  the  milder  parts  of 
Europe.  In  England  it  is  grown  simply  on  ac- 
count of  its  beautiful  vernal  flowers,  for  the  fruit 
scarcely  ever  comes  to  maturity.  The  height  of 
the  tree  is  about  12  or  14  feet;  the  flowers  are 
pink,  and  arranged  for  the  most  part  in  pairs ;  the 
leaves  are  long,  ovate,  with  a  serrated  margin,  and 
an  acute  point.    The  covering  of  the  fruit  is  downy 


^^SS"^  to  be  Hiphil  future,  tnm  ^W,  to  deride,  to 
despise  ;  VW"*  would  then  be  after  the  Syriac  form, 

instead  of  ^S3\  But  all  the  old  versions  agree  with 
the  translation  of  the  A.  V.,  the  verb  being  formed  reg- 
ularly from  the  root  ^^13,  florere. 

d  "  When  the  grinders  cease  because  they  are  few  " 
(Eccles.  xii.  8).  For  some  other  curious  interpreta- 
tions of  this  passage,  see  that  of  R.  Salomon,  quoted 

by  Santes  Pagninus  in  his  Thesaurus,  sub  voce  V12, 
and  Vatablus,  AnnotcUa  ad  EccUsiaslen,  xii.  6  (Orit. 
Sac.  ill.  236). 
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aud  succulent,  enclosing  the  hard  shell  which  con- 
tains the  kernel.     The  bitter  almond  is  only  a 


Almond-tree  and  blossom. 

variety  of  this  species.  The  English  Almond, 
Spanish  Alnuwlra,  the  Provenc^al  Amindoln,  the 
French  Amande,  are  all  apparently  derived  from 
the  Greek  a;uiry5a\Tj,  I^tin  Amygdala.  It  is 
curious  to  observe,  in  connection  with  the  almond- 
bowls  of  the  golden  candlestick,  that  pieces  of  rock- 
crystal  used  in  adorning  branch-candlesticks  are 
still  denominated  by  the  lapidaries  "  Almonds." 

W.  H. 

ALMS  (Chald.  NP"Tt^)5  beneficence  towards 
the  poor,  from  ^Vnglo-Sas.  celmesse,  probably,  as 
well  as  Germ,  alnwsen,  from  i\ei)ixoff\)in\ ;  eleemo- 
synn,  Vulg.  (but  see  Bosworth,  A.  S.  Diet.).  The 
word  "alms"  is  not  found  in  our  version  of  the 
canonical  books  of  0.  T.,  but  it  occurs  repeatedly 
in  N.  T.,  and  in  the  Apocryphal  books  of  Tobit 

and  Ecclesiasticus.  The  Heb.  PTplVj  righteous- 
ness, the  usual  equivalent  for  alms  in  0.  T.,  is  ren- 
dered by  LXX.  in  Deut.  xxiv.  13,  Dan.  iv.  24,  and 
elsewhere,  iKerjfioauyT},  whilst  some  MSS.,  with 
Vulg.  and  Rhem.  Test.,  read  in  Matt.  vi.  1,  3i- 
Kcuo<rvvT).  [This  reading  is  adopted  by  Griesb., 
Lachm.,  Tisch.,  Tregelles,  and  Alford.  —  A.] 

The  duty  of  almsgiving,  especially  in  kind,  con- 
sisting chiefly  in  portions  to  be  left  designedly  from 
produce  of  the  field,  the  vineyard,  and  the  olive- 
yard  (I^v.  xix.  9,  10,  xsiii.  22;  Deut.  xv.  11,  xxiv. 
19,  xxvi.  2-13;  Ruth  ii.  2),  is  strictly  eiyoined  by 
the  Law.  After  his  entrance  into  the  land  of 
promise,  the  Israelite  was  ordered  to  present  yearly 
the  first-fruits  of  the  land  before  the  Lord,  in  a 
manner  significant  of  his  own  previously  destitute 
condition.  Every  third  year  also  (Deut.  xiv.  28) 
each  proprietor  was  directed  to  share  the  tithes  of 
his  produce  with  "  the  Levite,  the  stranger,  the 
fatherless,  and  the  widow."  The  theological  esti- 
mate of  almsgiving  among  the  Jews  is  indicated  by 
the  following  passages  :  —  Job  xxxi.  17 ;  Prov.  x.  2, 
xi.  4;  Esth.  ix.  22;  Ps.  cxii.  9;  Acts  ix.  36,  the 
case  of  Dorcas ;  x.  2,  of  Cornelius :  to  which  may  be 
added,  Tob.  iv.  10,  11,  xiv.  10,  11 ;  and  Ecclus.  iii. 
30,  xl.  24.  And  the  Talmudists  went  so  far  as  to 
interpret  righteousness  by  almsgiving  in  such  pas- 
sages as  Gen.  x«ii.  19:  Is.  liv.  14;  Ps.  xni.  15. 

In  the  women's  court  of  the  Temple  there  were 
13  receptacles  for  voluntary  offerings  (Mark  xii. 
41 ),  one  of  which  was  devoted  to  alms  for  education 
jf  poor  children  of  good  femily.     Before  the  Cap- 
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tiiity  there  is  no  trace  of  permission  of  mendi»xincy» 
but  it  was  evidently  allowed  in  later  times  (Matt. 
XX.  30;  Mark  x.  46;  Acts  iii.  2). 

After  the  Captivity,  but  at  what  time  it  cannot 
be  known  certainly,  a  definite  system  of  almsgiving 
was  introduced,  and  even  enforced  under  penalties. 
In  every  city  there  were  three  collectors.  The  col- 
lections were  of  two  kinds:  (1.)  Of  money  for  the 
poor  of  the  city  only,  made  by  two  collectors,  re- 
ceived in  a  chest  or  box  (riDIp)  in  the  synagogue 
on  the  Sabbath,  and  distributed  by  the  three  in  the 
evening ;  (2. )  For  the  poor  in  general,  of  food  and 
money,  collected  every  day  from  house  to  house,  re- 
ceived in  a  dish  (^IHttn),  and  distributed  by 
the  three  collectors.  The  two  collections  obtained 
the  names  respectively  of  "  alms  of  the  chest,"  and 
"  alms  of  the  dish."  Special  collections  and  dis- 
tributions were  also  made  on  fast-days. 

The  Pharisees  were  zealous  in  almsgiving,  but 
too  ostentatious  in  their  mode  of  performance,  for 
which  our  Lord  finds  fault  with  them  (Matt.  vi.  2). 
But  there  is  no  ground  for  supposing  that  the  ex- 
pression fi^  eroXiri'o-jjs  is  more  than  a  mode  of 
denouncing  their  display,  by  a  figure  drawn  from 
the  frequent  and  well-known  use  of  trumpets  in  re- 
ligious and  other  celebrations,  Jewish  as  well  as 
heathen.  Winer,  s.  v.  Carpzov.  Eleem.  Jud.  32. 
Vitringa,  De  SifU.  Vet.  iii.  1, 13.  Elsley,  On  Gos- 
pels. Maimonides,  De  Jure  Pauperis,  vii.  10; 
ix.  1,  6;  X.  (Prideaux.)  Jahn,  Arch.  Bibl.  iv. 
371.  (Upham.)  Lightfoot,  Horce  Hebr.,  on  Matt, 
vi.  2,  and  Descr.  Templi,  p.  19.  Diet,  of  Antiq. 
s.  v.  "  Tuba."  [See  Offerings;  Poor;  Tithes; 
Temple.] 

The  duty  of  relieving  the  poor  was  not  neglected 
by  the  Christians  (Matt.  vi.  1-4;  Luke  xiv.  13; 
Acts  XX.  35;  Gal.  ii.  10.)  Every  Christian  was 
exhorted  to  lay  by  on  the  Sunday  in  each  week 
some  portion  of  his  profits,  to  be  applied  to  the 
wants  of  the  needy  (Acts  xi.  30 ;  Rom.  xv.  25-27 ; 
1  Cor.  xvi.  1-4).  It  was  also  considered  a  duty 
specially  incumbent  on  widows  to  devote  them- 
selves to  such  ministrations  (1  Tim.  v.  10). 

H.  W.  P. 

ALMUG-TREE.     [Algum.] 

AL'NATHAN  {'AKvaOdu;  [Vat.  Evaarav;] 
Alex.  EA.i'ofloi':  Enaathan).  Elnathan  2  (1 
Esdr.  viii.  44:  comp.  Ezr.  viii.  16).     W.  A.  W. 

ALOES,  LIGN  ALOES  (D''^nb^,  Ahalim, 
n")vnS:  Ahaloth:   tncr]pal   (in  Num.  xxiv.  6), 

ffroKT-fi  (in  Ps.  xiv.  8);  iXtie,  Aquila  and  Aid. 
aXaiii;  Comp.  a\6e;  Sym.  Ovfiiaixa  (in  Cant.  iv. 
14) :  tabemacida,  gutta,  aloe :  in  N.  T.  a\6ri,  aloe), 
the  name  of  some  costly  and  sweet-smelling  wood 
mentioned  in  Num.  xxiv.  6,  where  Balaam  com- 
pares the  condition  of  the  Israelites  to  "  trees  of 
lign-aloes  which  the  Lord  hath  planted;"  in  Ps. 
xiv.  8,  "All  thy  garments  smell  of  myrrh,  and 
aloes,  and  cassia; "  in  Prov.  vii.  17,  "  I  have  per- 
fumed my  bed  with  mj-rrh,  aloes,  and  cinnamon." 
In  Cant.  iv.  14,  Solomon  speaks  of  "myrrh  and 
aloes,  with  all  the  chief  spices."  The  word  occurs 
once  in  the  N.  T.  (John  xix.  39),  where  mention 
is  made  of  Nicodemus  bringing  "a  mixture  of 
m^Trh  and  aloes,  about  an  hundred  pound  weight," 
for  the  purpose  of  anointing  the  body  of  our  liord. 
Writers  generally,  following  Celsius  {Hieroh.  i. 
135),  who  devotes  thirty-five  pages  to  this  subject, 
suppose  that  the  AquHaria  agaUochum  is  the  tree 
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in  question.  The  trees  which  belong  to  the  natu- 
ral order  Aquilariacea,  apetalous  dicotyledonous 
flowering  plants,  are  for  the  most  part  natives  of 
tropical  Asia.  The  species  Aq.  agallochum,  which 
supplies  the  aloes-wood  of  commerce,  is  much  valued 
in  India  on  account  of  its  aromatic  qualities  for 
fumigations  and  incense.  It  was  well  known  to 
the  Arabic  physicians.  Ibn  Sina  «  (Avicenna),  in 
the  Latin  translation,  speaks  of  this  wood  under  the 
names  of  Agallochum,  Xylahe,  or  Liffnum-Aloes. 
In  the  Arabic  original  a  description  is  given  of  it 
under  the  names  of  Aghltijoon,  Aghalookhi,  Oodf> 
(Dr.  Royle,  in  Cyc.  Bib.  Lit.  a.  v.  "  Ahalim  ").  Dr. 
Royle  {lUtisl.  of  Himmalayan  Botany,  p.  171)  men- 
tions three  varieties  of  this  wood  as  being  obtained 
in  the  bazaars  of  Northern  India. 

The  AquHaria  secundaria  of  China  has  the  char- 
acter of  being  the  most  highly  scented.  But  it  is 
a  singular  fact  that  this  fragrancy  doee  not  exist  in 
any  of  this  family  of  trees  when  in  a  healthy  and 
growing  condition ;  it  is  only  when  the  tree  is  dis- 
eased that  it  has  this  aromatic  property.  On  this 
account  the  timber  is  often  buried  for  a  short  time 
in  the  ground,  which  accelerates  the  decay,  when 
the  utter  or  fragrant  oil,  is  secreted.  The  best 
aloe-wood  is  called  calambac,  and  is  the  produce 
of  Aquilaria  agallochum,  a  native  of  Silhet,  in 
Northern  India.  This  is  a  magnificent  tree,  and 
grows  to  the  height  of  120  feet,  being  12  feet  in 
girth :  "  The  bark  of  the  tnmk  is  smooUi  and  ash- 


Aquilaria  Agallochum. 

colored;  that  of  the  branches  gray  and   lightly 
striped  with  brown.     The  wood  is  white,  and  very 


a  Abdallah  ibn  Slna,  a  celebrated  Arabian  physi- 
tian  and   natural   philosopher,  bom  a.  d.  980.     The 
lews  abbreviated  the  name  into  Abensina,  whence  the 
Christians  call  it  Avicenna. 
i  "  % 

*>     ««^- (I  f>|    a.fiXkaxov ,  AijyaUma  ovata,  Spren- 

gel.  Hut.  Ret  Herb.  1.  p.  261  ff. ;  Aricenna,  1.  ii.  p.  182 ; 
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light  and  soft.  It  is  totally  without  smell;  ard  the 
leaves,  bark,  and  flowers  are  equally  inodorous " 
(Script.  Herb.  p.  238).  The  Exccecaria  agallo- 
chum, with  which  some  writers  have  confus«i  the 
Aq.  agall.,  is  an  entirely  different  plant,  being  "a 
small  crooked  tree,  containing  an  acrid  milky  poi- 
son, in  common  with  the  rest  of  the  Euphorbiaceas. 
Persons  have  lost  their  sight  from  this  juice  getting 
into  their  eyes,  whence  the  plant's  generic  name, 
Exccecaria.  It  is  difficult  to  account  for  the  spe- 
cific name  of  this  plant,  for  the  agallochum  is  cer- 
tainly not  the  produce  of  it. 

It  must  be  confessed,  however,  that,  notwith- 
standing all  that  has  been  written  to  prove  the 
identity  of  the  Ahdlvnr-iTees  with  the  ahes-wood  of 
commerce,  and  notwithstanding  the  apparent  con- 
nection of  the  Hebrew  word  with  the  Arabic  AghUv- 
joon  and  the  Greek  Agalhchon,  the  opinion  is  not 
clear  of  difiiculties.  In  the  first  place  the  passage 
in  Num.  xxiv.  6,  "  as  the  Ahalim  which  Jeho- 
vah hath  planted,  is  an  argument  against  the 
identification  with  the  Aquilaria  agallochum.  The 
LXX.  read  crKTjval  (tents);  and  they  are  followed 
by  the  Vulg.,  the  Syriac,  the  Arabic,  and  some 
other  versions.  If  Ohalim  (tents)  is  not  the  true 
reading  —  and  the  context  is  against  it  —  then  if 
Ahalim  =  Aq.  agallochum,  we  must  suppose  that 
Balaam  is  speaking  of  trees  concerning  which  in 
their  growing  state  he  could  have  knovm  nothing 
at  all.  Rosenmiiller  (Schol.  in  V.  T.  ad  Niun. 
xxiv.  6)  allows  that  this  tree  is  not  found  in  Ara- 
bia, but  thinks  that  Balaam  might  have  become 
acquainted  with  it  from  the  merchants.  Perhaps 
the  prophet  might  have  seen  the  wood.  But  the 
passage  in  Numbers  manifestly  implies  that  he  had 
seen  the  Ahalim  groieing,  and  that  in  all  prol>abil- 
ity  they  were  some  kind  of  tree  sufficiently  known 
to  the  Israelites  to  enable  them  to  understand  the 
allusion  in  its  full  force.  But  if  the  Ahalim  =  the 
Agallochum,  then  much  of  the  illustration  would 
have  been  lost  to  the  people  who  were  the  subject 
of  the  prophecy;  for  the  Aq.  agallochum  is  found 
neither  on  the  banks  of  the  Euphrates,  where  Ba- 
laam lived,  nor  in  Moab,  where  the  blessing  was 
enimciated. 

Michaelis  (Supp.  pp.  34,  35)  believes  the  LXX. 
reading  to  be  the  correct  one,  though  he  sees  no 
difficulty,  but  rather  a  beauty,  in  supposing  that 
Balaam  was  drawing  a  similitude  from  a  tree  of  for- 
eign growth.  He  confesses  that  the  parallelism  of 
the  verse  is  more  in  favor  of  the  tree  than  the  tent ; 
but  he  objects  that  the  lign-aloes  should  be  men- 
tioned before  the  cedars,  the  parallelism  requiring, 
he  thinks,  the  inverse  order.  But  this  is  hardly  a 
valid  objection ;  for  what  tree  was  held  in  greater 
estimation  than  the  cedar?  And  even  if  Ahalim 
:=  Aq.  agall.,  yet  the  latter  clause  of  the  verse 
does  no  violence  to  the  law  of  parallelism,  for  of  the 
two  trees  the  cedar  "  major  est  et  augustior.'" 
Again,  the  passage  in  Ps.  xlv.  8  would  perhaps  be 
more  correctly  translated  thus :  "  The  myrrh,  aloes, 
and  cassia,  perfuming  all  thy  garmente,  brought 
from  the  ivory  palaces  of  the  Minni,  shall  make 
thee  glad."  '     The  Minni,  or  Minsei,  were  inhab- 


,    Lex.   «.    T.).     ^ 


'^' 


Lignum  Alo'fs,  Kam.  Dj.  Avic.  Can.  1.  il.  p.  231 ;  conf. 
Sprengel,  HiM.  Hei  Herb.  t.  i.  p.  271  (Freytag,  Lex. 
t.  v.). 

c  See  BofenmUUer's  note  on  this  passage  (ScM.  «n 
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jtaiits  of  spicy  Arabia,  and  carried  on  a  great  trade 
in  the  exportation  of  spices  and  perfumes  (Plin.  xii. 
14,  16;  Bochart,  Phcdeg,  ii.  22,  135.  As  the 
myrrh  and  cassia  are  mentioned  as  coming  fix)m 
the  Minni,  and  were  doubtless  natural  productions 
of  their  country,  the  inference  is  that  aloes,  being 
named  with  them,  was  also  a  production  of  the 
game  country. 

The  Scriptural  use  of  the  Hebrew  word  applies 
both  to  the  tree  and  to  its  produce ;  and  although 
some  weight  must  be  allowed  to  the  opinion  which 
identifies  the  Ahdliin  with  the  Agalbchum,  sup- 
ported as  it  is  by  the  authority  of  so  eminent  a 
botanist  as  the  late  Dr.  Koyle,  yet  it  must  be  con- 
ceded that  the  matter  is  by  no  means  proved. 
Hiller  (Hierqpliyt.  i.  394)  derives  the  word  from  a 
root  which  signifies  "to  shine,"  "to  be  splendid," 
and  believes  the  tree  to  be  some  species  of  ceclar ; 
probably,  he  says,  the  Cedrzis  magn.i,  or  Cedrelate. 
What  the  C.  magna  may  be,  modem  botanical  sci- 
ence would  be  at  a  loss  to  conjecture,  but  it  is  quite 
possible  that  some  kind  of  odoriferous  cedar  may 
be  the  tree  denoted  by  the  term  Ahdlim  or  Ahdloth. 

W.  H. 

A'LOTH  (ryhV  :  BooXcifl;  [Alex.  MooA- 
UT-]  Bahth),  a  place  or  district,  forming  with 
Asher  the  jurisdiction  of  the  ninth  of  Solomon's 
conunissarlat  officers  (1  K.  iv.  16).  It  is  read  by 
the  LXX.  and  later  scholars  as  Bealoth,  though  the 

A.  V.  treats  the  2  as  a  prefix."  In  the  former 
case  see  Bealoth.  Josephus  has  r^v  vepi  'Ap- 
kV  vapaXlav,  'ApK-fj  being  the  name  which  he 
elsewhere  gives  to  Ecdippa  (Achzib)  on  the  sea- 
coast  in  Asher.  G. 

AL'PHA,  the  first  letter  of  the  Greek  alphabet, 
as  Omega  is  the  last.  Its  significance  is  plainly 
indicated  in  the  context,  "  I  am  Alpha  and  Omega, 
the  beginning  and  the  end,  the  first  and  the  last " 
(Rev.  xxii.  13;  comp.  i.  8,  11  [rec.  text],  xxi.  6), 
which  may  be  compared  with  Is.  xli.  4,  xliv.  6,  "  I 
am  the  first  and  I  am  the  last,  and  beside  me 
there  is  no  God."  So  Prudentius  (Cathemer. 
hymn.  ix.  11)  explains  it: 

"Alpha  et  0  cognominatur  :  ipse  fens  et  clausula 
Omnium  quae  sunt,  fuerunt,  quseque  post  futura  sunt." 

The  expression  "I  am  Alpha  and  Omega"  is 
illustrated  by  the  usage  in  Rabbinical  writers  of 
Aleph  and  Tau,  the  first  and  last  letters  of  the  He- 
brew alphabet.  Schoettgen  (Hor.  Hebr.  i.  1086) 
quotes  from  Jalkut  Evbeni,  fol.   17,   4,   "  Adam 

transgressed  the  whole  law  from  S  to  i*l,"  that  is, 
from  the  beginning  to  the  end.  It  is  not  neces- 
sary to  inquire  whether  in  the  latter  usi^e  the 
meaning  is  so  full  as  in  the  Revelation :  that  must 
be  determined  by  separate  considerations.  As  an 
illustration  merely,  the  reference  is  valuable.  Both 
Greeks  and  Hebrews  employed  the  letters  of  the 
alphabet  as  numerals.  In  the  early  times  of  the 
Christian  Church  the  letters  A  and  fi  were  com- 
bined with  the  cross  or  with  the  monogram  of 
Christ  (Maitland,  Church  in  the  Catacombs,  pp. 
166-8).  One  of  the  oldest  monuments  on  which 
this  occius  is  a  marble  tablet  found  in  the  cata- 
combs at  Melos,  which  belongs,  if  not  to  the  first 
lentury,  to  the  first  half  of  the  second.     [Cross.] 

W.  A.  W. 


r.    T.  ad  Ps.  xlv.  9),  and  Lee's  Heb.   Lex.  (s.  v. 
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*  The  declaration  "  I  am  Alpha  and  Omega,  the 
beginning  and  the  end,"  taken  in  its  most  general 
sense,  appears  to  represent  God  as  the  being  yjw» 
whom  all  things  proceed  and  to  whom  they  tend, 
—  the  creator  and  ruler  of  the  universe,  directing 
all  events  to  the  accomplishment  of  his  purposes. 
In  special  reference  to  the  subject  of  the  Apocalypse, 
it  gives  assurance  that  he  will  carry  on  to  its  con- 
summation tlie  work  which  he  has  b^un;  "the 
kingdoms  of  this  world  shall  become  the  kingdom 
of  our  Lord  and  of  his  Christ"  (Rev.  xi.  15).  As 
Hengstenberg  remarks  (on  Rev.  i.  8),  "  in  this  dec- 
laration the  Omega  is  to  be  r^arded  as  emphatic. 
It  is  equivalent  to  saying.  As  I  am  the  Alpha,  so 
am  I  also  the  Omega.  The  beginning  is  surety 
for  the  end."  See  also  Bengel's  note.  Comp.  2 
Esdr.  vi.  6;  Rom.  xi.  36.  Joseph,  c.  Apion.  ii. 
22,  6  Qehs  .  .  .  avrhs  eavr^  Kol  vaffiv  auriip- 
KT)s,  apxh  "oi  fiftra  Kcd  t(\os  trivToiv.  Ant. 
viii.  11,  §  2,  apxh  k^olI  rtKos  rwv  aTravTOiv. 
Plato,  De  Legg.  iv.  7,  p.  715  e,  6  0t6s,  wairfp  koI 
6  ira\aths  \6yos,  apx^f  T€  koI  TeAei/rV  « *i  M*'" 
era  Twv  aTrdvTwv  Ix*"  "•  '''•  ^-  Pr^edicatio  Petri 
ap.  Clem.  Alex.  Strom,  vi.  5,  eh  OeSs  iariv,  hs 
apx^jv  irivrwv  4iroir)iTet',  Kal  rtKovs  i^ovirlay 
tX*".  ^'^^  other  examples  and  illustrations  of 
this  phraseology,  see  Lobeck's  Aglaoph.  pp.  529- 
531.  A. 

ALPHABET.     [Writing.] 
ALPH^'US  [or  Alphe'us,  A.  V.  1611,  and 

most  eds.]  (^AKtpaios'  "*?7D  [perh.  exchange]), 
the  father  of  the  lesser  St.  James  the  Apostle  (Matt. 
X.  3;  Mark  iii.  18;  Luke  vi.  15;  Acts  i.  13),  and 
husband  of  that  Mary  (called  in  Mark  xv.  40, 
mother  of  James  the  less  and  of  Joses)  who,  with 
the  mother  of  Jesus  and  others,  was  standing  by 
the  cross  during  the  crucifixion  (John  xix.  25). 
[Mary.]  In  this  latter  place  he  is  called  Clopas 
(not,  as  in  the  A.  V.,  Cleophas) ;  a  variation  aris- 
ing from  the  double  pronunciation  of  the  letter  H : 
and  found  also  in  the  LXX.  rendering  of  Hebrew 
names.  Winer  compares  ^770*0$  from  ''SH, 
'E/taO   from  H^n,  ipacrtK   ft«m  nOB  (2  Chr. 

XXX.  1),  TafifK  fiwm  HDP  (Gen.  xxii.  24),  and 
says  that  although  no  reliable  example  appears  in 

the  LXX.  of  the  hardening  of  H  at  the  beginning 
of  a  word,  yet  such  are  found,  as  in  KjXjkio  from 
11  vH.  Whether  the  fact  of  this  variety  existing 
gives  us  a  further  right  to  identify  Alphaius  with 
the  Cleopas  of  Luke  xxiv.  18,  can  never  be  satisfac- 
torily determined.  If,  as  commonly,  the  ellipsis  in 
'louSas  'loKtijSou  in  Luke  vi.  15,  .\cts  i.  13,  is  to 
be  filled  up  by  inserting  aS(\>p6s,  then  the  apostle 
St.  Jude  was  another  son  of  Alphseus.  And  in 
Mark  ii.  14,  Levi  (or  Matthew)  is  also  said  to  have 
been  the  son  of  Alphseus.  Nor  can  any  satisiac- 
tory  reason  be  given  why  we  should  suppose  this  to 
have  been  a  different  person,  as  is  usually  done. 
For  further  particulars,  see  James  the  Less,  and 
Brethren  of  Jesus.  H.  A. 

*  The  Alphseus  who  was  the  father  of  Levi  or 
Matthew  (Mark  ii.  14),  and  the  Alphseus  who  was 
the  father  of  James  the  Less  (Matt.  x.  3),  in  all 
probability,  were  different  persons.       In  the  lists 


a*  It  does  so  in  1  K.  ir.  16,  but  not  in  Josh.  xr. 
24.  H. 


74 


ALTANEUS 


of  the  apostles  (Matt.  x.  3 ;  Mark  iii.  18 ;  Luke  vi. 
15;  Acts  i.  13),  those  of  them  known  to  be  related 
to  each  other  are  usually  mentioned  in  pairs,  whereas 
Matthew  (or  lievi)  and  James  the  younger  are 
never  placed  thus  together.  Alphaeus  was  a  com- 
mon name  among  the  Jews  (see  Lightfoot  on  Acts 
i.  13),  and  need  not  be  appropriated  to  one  person. 
Fritzsche,  Winer,  De  Wette,  Olshausen,  Meyer, 
Lange,  and  most  of  the  leading  critics,  recognize 
two  men  of  this  name  in  the  Gospels.  Bleek  re- 
marks (Symypt.  Evangelien,  i.  386)  that  it  is  only 
on  the  supposition  that  Levi  and  Matthew  were  dif- 
ferent persons,  and  that  I^vi  was  a  disciple  only  and 
not  an  apostle,  that  he  could  be  the  son  of  the  Al- 
phaeus who  was  the  father  of  the  younger  James. 

H. 
ALTANE'US   ('AXtovoIos  ;    [Vat.  ^aXrav- 
vaios\]    Alex.     A\Ta>'>'OJos :     Cat-ianttis).      The 
same  as  Mattenai  (Ezr.  x.  33),  one  of  the  sons  of 
Hashum  (1  Esdr.  ix.  33).  W.  A.  W. 

ALTAR  (nay^:  OvcruurTiipiov,  fia>fi6s:  al- 
tare).  (A.)  The  first  altar  of  which  we  have  any 
account  is  that  built  by  Noah  when  he  left  the  ark 
(Gen.  viii.  20).  The  Targumists  indeed  assert 
that  Adam  built  an  altar  after  he  was  driven  out 
of  the  garden  of  Eden,  and  that  on  this  Cain  and 
Abel,  and  afterwards  Noah  and  Abraham,  offered 
sacrifice  (Pseudo-Jonath.  Gen.  viii.  20,  xxii.  9). 
According  to  the  tradition  the  First  Man  was  made 
upon  an  altar  which  God  himself  had  prepared  for 
the  purpose,  and  on  the  site  of  this  altar  were 
reared  both  those  of  the  Patriarchs  and  that  in  the 
Temple  of  Solomon.  This  tradition,  if  no  other 
way  valuable,  at  least  shows  the  great  importance 
which  the  Jews  attached  to  the  altar  as  the  central 
point  of  their  religious  worship  (Biihr,  Sytnbol.  ii. 
350). 

In  the  early  times  altars  were  usually  built  in 
certain  spots  hallowed  by  religious  associations, 
e.  </.  where  God  appeared  (Gen.  xii.  7,  xiii.  18, 
xxvi.  25,  XXXV.  1).  Generally  of  course  they  were 
erected  for  the  offering  of  sacrifice ;  but  in  some  in- 
stances they  appear  to  have  been  only  memorial. 
Such  was  the  altar  built  by  Moses  and  called  Jeho- 
vah Nissi,  as  a  sign  that  the  Lord  would  have  war 
with  Amalek  from  generation  to  generation  (Ex. 
xvii.  15,  16).  Such  too  was  the  altar  which  was 
built  by  the  Reubenites,  Gadites,  and  half-tribe  of 
Manasseh,  "  in  the  borders  of  Jordan,"  and  which 
was  erected  "  not  for  burnt-ofTering  nor  for  sacri- 
fice," but  that  it  might  be  "a  witness"  between 
them  and  the  rest  of  the  tribes  (Josh.  xxii.  10-29). 
Altars  were  most  probably  originally  made  of  earth. 
The  Law  of  Moses  allowed  them  to  be  made  either 
of  earth  or  unhewn  stones  (Ex.  xx.  26):  any  iron 
tool  would  have  profaned  the  altar  —  but  this  could 
only  refer  to  the  body  of  the  altar  and  that  part  on 
which  the  victim  was  laid,  as  directions  were  given 
to  make  a  caging  of  shittim-wood  overbid  with 
brass  for  the  altar  of  burnt-offering.     (See  below). 

In  later  times  they  were  frequently  built  on  high 
places,  especiaUy  in  idolatrous  worship  (Deut.  xii. 
2;  for  the  pagan  notions  on  this  subject,  see  Tac. 
Ann.  xiii.  57).  The  altars  so  erected  were  them- 
selves sometimes  called  "  high  places  "  (mD!^, 
2  K.  xxiii.  8;  2  Chr.  xiv.  3,  &c.).  By  the  Uw  of 
Moses  all  altars  were  forbidden  except  those  first 

a  Knobel  (m  toe)  is  of  opinion  that  the  object  of 
the  net-work  waa  to  protect  the  altar  from  being  in- 
jured by  the  feet  and  knees  of  the  officiating  priests, 
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in  the  Tabernacle  and  afterwards  in  the  Temple 
(Lev.  xvii.  8,  9;  Deut.  xii.  13,  &c.).  This  prohi- 
bition, however,  was  not  strictly  observed,  at  least 
till  after  the  building  of  the  Temple,  even  by  pious 
Israelites.  Thus  Gideon  built  an  altar  (Judg.  vi. 
24).  So  likewise  did  Samuel  (1  Sam.  vii.  9,  10), 
David  (2  Sam.  xxiv.  25),  and  Solomon  (1  K.  iii. 

4)- 

The  sanctity  attaching  to  the  altar  led  to  its  be- 
ing regarded  as  a  place  of  refuge  or  asylum  (Ex. 
xxi.  14;  1  K.  i.  50). 

(B.)  The  Law  of  Moses  directed  that  two  altars 
should  be  made,  the  one  the  Altar  of  Burnt  -offer- 
ing (called  also  the  Altar  kut  f^ox^v,  see  Hiiver- 
nick  in  Ez.  xliii.  13  ff.)  and  the  other  the  Altar  of 
Incense. 

I.  The  Altar  of  Burnt  -  offering  (nSTQ 
nbhrn),  caUed  in  Mai.  i.  7,  12,  "the  table  of 

T  T  ■"  '  ' 

the  Lord,"  perhaps  also  in  Ez.  xliv.  16.  This  dif- 
fered in  construction  at  different  times.  (1.)  In 
the  Tabernacle  (Ex.  xxvii.  1  ff.,  xxxviii.  1  ff.)  it 
was  comparatively  small  and  portable.  In  shape  it 
was  square.  It  was  five  cubits  in  length,  the  same 
in  breadth,  and  three  cubits  high.  It  was  made 
of  planks  of  shittim  (or  acacia)  wood  overlaid  with 
brass.     (Josephus  says  gold  instead  of  brass,  Ant. 

iii.  6,  §  8.)  The  interior  was  hoUow  (nhb  2123, 
Ex.  xxvii.  8).  But  as  nothing  is  said  about  a  cov- 
ering to  the  altar  on  which  the  victims  might  be 
placed,  Jarchi  is  probably  correct  in  supposing  that 
whenever  the  tabernacle  for  a  time  became  station- 
ary, the  hollow  case  of  the  altar  was  filled  up  with 
earth.  In  support  of  this  view  he  refers  to  Ex.  xx. 
24,  where  the  command  is  given,  "  make  me  an 
altar  of  earth,"  &c.,  and  observes:  "  Altare  terreum 
est  hoc  ipsum  seneum  altare  cujus  concavum  terra 
implebatur,  cum  castra  metarentur." 

At  the  four  corners  were  four  projections  called 
horns,  made,  like  the  altar  itself,  of  shittim-wood 
overlaid  with  brass.     It  is  not  quite  certain  how 

the  words  in  Ex.  xxvii.  2, 1\nb~l|:  ^1^'J^^^  ^3^73, 
should  be  explained.  According  to  Mendelssohn 
they  mean  that  these  horns  were  of  one  piece  with 
the  altar.  So  also  Knobel  (Comm.  in  loc).  And 
this  is  probably  right.  By  others  they  are  under- 
stood to  describe  only  the  projection  of  the  horns 
from  the  altar.  These  probably  projected  upwards; 
and  to  them  the  victim  was  bound  when  about  to 
be  sacrificed  (Ps.  cxviii.  27).  On  the  occasion  of 
the  consecration  of  the  priests  (Ex.  xxix.  12)  and 
the  offering  of  the  sin-ofleruig  (Lev.  iv.  7  ff.)  the 
blood  of  the  victim  was  sprinkled  on  the  horns  of 
the  altar.  (See  the  symbolism  explained  by  Baum- 
garten,  Cominentar  zum  Pentattuch,  ii.  63.) 
Hound  the  altar  midway  between  the  top  and  bot- 
tom (or,  as  others  suppose,  at  the  top)  ran  a  pro- 
jecting ledge  (33~l3,  A.  V.  "Compass")  on 
which  perhaps  the  priests  stood  when  they  officiated. 
To  the  outer  edge  of  this,  again,  a  grating  or  net- 
work of  brass  (nprn?  n?^n  ntrya  "i2?p) 

was  affixed,  and  reached  to  the  bottom  of  the  altar, 
which  thus  presented  the  appearance  of  being  larger 
l)elow  than  above."  Others  have  supposed  this 
grating  to  adhere  closely  to  the  boards  of  which 


The  22"n3,  he  thinks,  was  merely  an  ornament  by 
way  of  finish  at  the  top  of  this. 
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uhe  altar  was  composed,  or  even  to  have  been  sub- 
rtituted  for  them  half-way  up  fix)m  the  bottom. 

At  any  rate  there  can  be  little  doubt  that  the 
grating  was  perpendicular,  not  horizontal  as  Jona- 
than supposes  (Targum  on  Ex.  xxvii.  5).  Accord- 
hi<r  to  him  it  was  intended  to  cat«h  portions  of  the 
sacrifice  or  coals  which  fell  from  the  altar,  and 
which  might  thus  be  easily  replaced.  But  it  seems 
improbable  that  a  net  work  or  grating  should  have 
been  constructed  for  such  a  purpose  (cf.  Joseph. 
Ant.  iii.  6,  §  8).  At  the  four  comers  of  the  net- 
work were  four  brazen  rings  into  which  were  in- 
serted the  staves  by  which  the  altar  was  carried. 
These  staves  were  of  the  same  materials  as  the  altar 
itself.  As  the  priests  were  forbidden  to  ascend  the 
altar  by  steps  (Ex.  xx.  26),  it  has  been  conjectured 
that  a  slope  of  earth  led  gradually  up  to  the 
3'3"n3,  or  ledge  from  which  they  officiated.  This 
must  have  been  either  on  the  north  or  south  side; 
for  on  the  east  was  "  the  place  of  the  ashes  "  (Lev. 
i.  16),  and  on  the  west  at  no  great  distance  stood 
the  laver  of  brass.  According  to  the  Jewish  tra- 
dition it  was  on  the  south  side.  The  place  of  the 
altar  was  at  "  the  door  of  the  tabernacle  of  the  tent 
of  the  congregation"  (Ex.  xl.  29).  The  various 
utensils  for  the  service  of  the  altar  (Ex.  xxvii.  3) 
were:   (a)    mi^O,  pans  to  clear  away  the  fat 

("liBT^/)  and  ashes  with:  elsewhere  the  word  is 
used  of  the  pots  in  which  the  flesh  of  the  sacrifices 
was  put  to  seethe  (cf.  Zech.  xiv.  20,  21,  and  2  Chr. 

XXXV.  13,  with  1  Sam.  ii.  14).  (b)  D''37^,  shovels, 
Vulg.  fordpes,  Gesen.  pala  cineiH  removendo. 
(c)  nhpnta,  basons,  LXX.  <pia\ai,  vessels  in 
which  the  blood  of  the  victims  was  received,  and 
from   which   it   was   sprinkled   (r.     p'T^).        (d) 

nSvTtS,  flesh-hooks,  LXX.  Kpedypat,  by  means 
of  which  the  flesh  was  removed  from  the  caldron  or 
pot.  (See  1  Sam.  ii.  13,  14,  where  they  are  de- 
scribed as  having  three  prongs.)  (e)  nnnO, 
fire-pans,  or  perhaps  censers.  These  might  either 
be  used  for  taking  coals  from  the  fire  on  the  altar 
(Lev.  xvi.  12),  or  for  burning  incense  (Num.  xvi. 
6,  7).  There  is  no  reason  to  give  the  word  a  dif- 
ferent meaning  in  Ex.  xxv.  38,  where  our  version, 
following  the  Vulgate,  translates  it  "  snuff"-dishes." 
All  these  utensils  were  of  brass. 

(2.)  In  Solomon's  Temple  the  altar  was  consider- 
ably larger  in  its  dimensions,  as  might  have  been 
expected  from  the  much  greater  size  of  the  building 
in  which  it  was  placed.  Like  the  former  it  was 
square;  but  the  length  and  breadth  were  now 
twenty  cubits,  and  the  height  ten  (2  Chr.  iv.  1). 
It  differed,  too,  in  the  material  of  which  it  was 
made,  being  entirely  of  brass  (1  K.  viii.  64;  2 
Chr.  vii.  7 ).  It  had  no  grating ;  and  instead  of  a 
single  gradual  slope,  the  ascent  to  it  was  probably 
made  by  three  successive  platforms,  to  each  of  which 
it  has  been  supposed  that  steps  led  (Surenhus. 
Mishna,  vol.  ii.  p.  201,  as  in  the  figure  annexed). 
Agauist  this  may  be  urged  the  fact  that  the  Law 
of  Moses  positively  forbade  the  use  of  steps  (Ex.  xx. 
26)  and  the  assertion  of  Josephus  that  in  Herod's 
temple  the  ascent  was  by  an  inclined  plane.  On 
the  other  hand  steps  are  introduced  in  the  ideal,  or 
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broken  ascent.     But  the  bibUcal  account  is  so  brief 
that  we  are  necessarily  imable  to  determine  the 
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question.  Asa,  we  read,  renewed  (CTlTn^T)  this 
altar  (2  Chr.  xv.  8).  This  may  either  mean  that 
he  repaired  it,  or  more  probably  perhaps  that  he 
reconsecrated  it,  after  it  had  been  polluted  by  idol- 
worship  iiixKalviffe,  LXX.).  Subsequently  Ahaz 
had  it  removed  from  its  place  to  the  north  side  of 
the  new  altar  which  Uryah  the  priest  had  made  in 
accordance  with  his  direction  (2  K.  xvi.  14). 
It    was    "cleansed"    by   command   of   Hezekiah 

(^3"ini2,  2  Chr.  xxix.  18),  and  Manasseh,  after 
renouncing  his  idolatry,  either  repaired  (Chetib, 
P""!)  or  rebuilt  it  (Keri,  p"*"!).  It  may  finaUy 
have  been  broken  up  and  the  brass  carried  to  Baby- 
lon, but  this  is  not  mentioned  (Jer.  Iii.  17  ff.). 
According  to  the  Rabbinical  tradition,  this  altar 
stood  on  the  very  spot  on  which  man  was  originally 
created. 

(3.)  The  Altar  of  Burnt-offering  in  the  second 
(Zerubbabel's)  temple.  Of  this  no  description  is 
given  m  the  Bible.  We  are  only  told  (Ezr.  iii.  2) 
that  it  was  built  before  the  foundations  of  the  Tem- 
ple were  laid.  According  to  Josephus  {Ant.  xi.  4, 
§  1)  it  was  placed  on  the  same  spot  on  which  that 
of  Solomon  had  originally  stood.  It  was  con- 
structed, as  we  may  infer  from  1  Mace.  iv.  47,  of 
unhewn  stones  (\idovs  d\oK\iipovs)-  Antiochus 
Epiphanes  desecrated  it  {(pKoSifjijjffav  fiS(\vyfjM 
ipTjfidiTftiJs  iirl  rh  Ouffiairrfiptov,  1  Mace.  i.  54): 
and  according  to  Josephus  (Ant.  xii.  5,  §  4)  re- 
moved it  altogether.  In  the  restoration  by  Judas 
Maccabaeus  a  new  altar  was  built  of  unhewn  stone 
in  conformity  with  the  Mosaic  Law  (1  Mace.  iv. 
47). 

(4.)  The  altar  erected  by  Herod  which  is  thus 
described  by  Josephus  (B.  J.  v.  5,  §  6):  "  In  front 
of  the  Temple  stood  the  altar,  15  cubits  in  height, 
and  in  breadth  and  length  of  equal  dimensions,  viz. 
50  cubits:  it  was  built  foursquare,  with  horn-like 
comers  projecting  from  it :  and  on  the  south  side  a 
gentle  acclivity  led  up  to  it.  Moreover  it  was  made 
wthout  any  iron  tool,  neither  did  iron  ever  touch 
it  at  any  time."  Rufin.  has  40  cubits  square  in- 
stead of  50.  The  dimensions  given  in  the  Mishna 
ai«  different.  It  is  there  said  {Middoth,  3, 1)  that 
the  altar  was  at  the  base  32  cubits  square;  at  the 
height  of  a  cubit  from  the  ground  30  cubits  square; 


symbolical,  temple  of  Ezekiel   (xliii.  17),  and  the  ,  v     •      •*    ^>^'^S»-\N 

prohibition  in  Ex.  xx.  has  been  interpreted  as  ap-   at  5  cubits  higher  (where  was  the  circmt,  M3^13; 
plying  to  a  cmOinuout  flight  of  stairs  and  not  to  a  it  was  reduced  to  28  cubits  square,  and  at  the 
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boms  still  ftirther  to  26.  A  space  of  a  cubit  each 
way  was  here  allowed  for  the  officiating  priests  to 
walk,  so  that  24  cubits  square  were  left  for  the  fire 

on  the  altar  (ni3"13?1Sn).  This  description  is 
not  very  clear.  But  the  Rabbinical  and  other  in- 
terpreters consider   the  altar  fh)m  the    S25'^D 

upwards  to  have  been  28  cubits  square,  allowing  at 
tlic  top,  however,  a  cubit  each  way  for  the  horns, 
and  another  cubit  for  the  passage  of  the  priests. 
t)thers,  however  (as  L'Enipereur  in  foe),  suppose 
tlie  ledge  on  which  the  priests  walked  to  have  been 
2  cubits  lower  than  the  surface  of  the  altar  on 
which  the  fire  was  placed. 

The  Mishna  further  states,  in  accordance  with 
Josephus  (see  above),  and  with  reference  to  the  law 
ah-eady  mentioned  (Ex.  xx.  25),  that  the  stones  of 
which  the  altar  was  made  were  unhewn ;  and  that 
twice  in  the  year,  viz.  at  the  Feast  of  the  Passover 
and  the  Feast  of  Tabernacles  they  were  whitewashed 

afi«sh.     The  way  up  (Ct'32)  was  on  the  south 

side,  32  cubits  long  and  16  broad,  constructed  also 
of  unhewn  stones.  In  connection  with  the  horn  on 
the  south-west  was  a  pipe  intended  to  receive  the 
blood  of  the  victims  which  was  sprinkled  on  the 
left  side  of  the  altar:  the  blood  was  afterwards  car- 
ried by  means  of  a  subterranean  passage  into  the 
brook  Kidron.  Under  the  altar  was  a  cavity  into 
which  the  drink-offerings  passed.  It  was  covered 
over  with  a  slab  of  marble,  and  emptied  from  time 
to  time.  On  the  north  side  of  the  altar  were  a 
number  of  brazen  rings,  to  secure  the  animals 
which  were  brought  for  sacrifice.     Lastly,  round 

the  middle  of  the  altar  ran  a  scarlet  thread  (tO^n 
Kn2''3  vK?)  to  mark  where  the  blood  was  to  be 
sprinlded,  whether  above  or  below  it. 

According  to  I^v.  vi.  12, 13,  a  perpetual  fire  was 
to  be  kept  burning  on  the  altar.  This,  as  Biihr 
(Symbol,  ii.  350)  remarks,  was  the  symbol  and  to- 
ken of  the  perpetual  worship  of  Jehovah.  For  in- 
asmuch as  the  whole  religion  of  Israel  was  concen- 
trated in  the  sacrifices  which  were  offered,  the  ex- 
tinguishing of  the  fire  would  have  looked  like  the 
extinguishing  of  the  religion  itself.  It  was  there- 
fore, as  he  observes,  essentially  different  from  the 
perpetual  fire  of  the  Persians  (Curt.  iii.  3;  Amm. 
Marc,  xxiii.  C;  Hyde,  Ret.  Vet.  Pers.  viii.  148),  or 
the  fire  of  Vesta  to  which  it  has  been  compared. 
These  were  not  sacrificial  fires  at  all,  but  were  sym- 
bols of  the  Deity,  or  were  connected  with  the  belief 
which  regarded  fire  as  one  of  the  primal  elements 
of  the  world.  This  fire,  according  to  the  Jews, 
was  the  same  as  that  which  came  down  from 
heaven  {irvp  ovpavoirtris)  "  and  consumed  upon 
the  altar  the  burnt-offering  and  the  fat "  (IjCV.  ix. 
24).  It  couched  upon  the  altar,  they  say,  like  a 
lion ;  it  was  bright  as  the  sun ;  the  flame  thereof 
was  solid  and  pure;  it  consumed  things  wet  and 
dry  alike;  and  finally,  it  emitted  no  smoke.  This 
was  one  of  the  five  things  existing  in  the  first  tem- 
ple which  tradition  declares  to  have  been  wanting 
in  the  second  ( Tract.  Joma,  c.  i.  sub  fin.  fol.  21, 
tol.  b. ).  The  fire  which  consumed  the  sacrifices 
was  kindled  from  this :  and  besides  these  there  wag 
the  fire  from  which  the  coals  were  taken  to  bum 
incense  with.  (See  Carpzov.  Apparat.  Higt.  Crit. 
AnnM.  p.  286.) 

n.  The  Altax  of  Incense  (n^bpn  n^tia  and 
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'Til^n  "'^P^j  Ex.  XXX.  1;  evffiaariipioi'  evfif 
d/iuTos,  LXX.),  called  also  the  golden  altar 
(Sn^n  nayO,  Ex.  xxxix.  38;  Num.  iv.  11)  to 
distinguish  it  from  the  Altar  of  Burnt-offering; 
which  was  called  the  b7-azen  altar  (Ex.  xxxnii.  30). 
Probably  this  is  meant  by  the  "  altar  of  wood  " 
spoken  of  fezek.  xli.  22,  which  is  further  described 
as  the  "table  that  is  it/ore  the  Lord,"  precisely 
the  expression  used  of  the  altar  of  incense.  (See 
DeUtzsch,  Brief  an  die  Ilebr.  p.  678.)     The  name 

n2Ttt,  "altar,"  was  not  strictly  appropriate,  as 
no  sacrifices  were  oflfered  upon  it;  but  once  in  the 
year  on  the  great  day  of  atonement,  the  high-priest 
sprinkled  upon  the  horns  of  it  the  blood  of  the  sin- 
offering  (Ex.  XXX.  10). 

(a.)  That  in  the  Tabernacle  was  made  of  acacia- 
wood,  overlaid  with  pure  gold.  In  shape  it  was 
square,  being  a  cubit  m  length  and  breadth,  and  2 
cubits  in  height.  Like  the  Altar  of  Burnt-offering 
it  had  horns  at  the  four  corners,  which  were  of  one 
piece  with  the  rest  of  the  altar.  So  Rabb.  Levi 
ben  Gerson:  "Discimus  inde  quod  non  conveniat 
facere  cornua  separatim,  et  altari  deinde  apponere, 
sed  quod  cornua  debeant  esse  ex  corpore  altaris." 
( Comment,  in  Ley.  fol.  109,  col.  4). 

It  had  also  a  ttyi  or  roof  (22  :  iff^dpa,  LXX.), 
on  which  the  incense  was  laid  and  lighted.  Many, 
following  the  interpretation  of  the  Vulgate  cratic- 
lUam  ejus,  have  supposed  a  kind  of  grating  to  be 
meant ;  but  for  this  there  is  no  authority.     Round 

the  altar  was  a  border  or  wreath  (HT  :  ffrpcirr^v 
aT«pd.v7)v  xpva^v,  LXX.).  Josephus  says:  iinjv 
iffxiipa  x/""''*<*  vTrepav«rru(Ta,  ix^"^"-  f^Tck 
yaiviav  (Kaxrrrtv  ffri<pavov  {Ant.  iii.  6,  §  8 ).  "  Erat 
itaque  cinctorium,  ex  solido  conflatum  auro,  quod 
tecto  ita  adharebat,  ut  in  extremitate  illud  cingeret, 
et  prohit)eret,  ne  quid  facile  ab  altari  in  terram  de- 
volveretur."  (Carpzov.  Appar.  Hist.  Crit.  Annot. 
p.  273.)  Below  this  were  two  golden  rings  which 
were  to  be  "for  places  for  the  staves  to  bear  it 
withal."  The  staves  were  of  acacia-wood  overlaid 
with  gold.  Its  appearance  may  be  illustrated  by 
the  following  figure :  — 


Snppoaed  fbrm  of  the  Altar  of  Incense. 

This  altar  stood  in  the  Holy  Place,  "  before  the 
vail  that  is  by  the  ark  of  the  testimony  "  (Ex.  xxx. 
6,  xl.  6).     Philo  too  speaks  of  it  as  fffu  rod  irport- 
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Dov  KaraxerdfffMTOS,  and  as  standing  between  the 
eandlestick  and  the  table  of  shew  bread.  In  ap- 
parent contradiction  to  this,  the  author  of  the 
Epistle  to  the  Hebrews  enumerates  it  among  the 
objects  which  were  within  the  second  vail  (fxerh  rh 
hfinfpov  KaTOiTfTouT/jM),  i-  e.  in  the  Holy  of  Holies. 
It  is  true  that  by  dv/xiar'fipwy  in  this  'passage  may 
be  meant  "  a  censer,"  in  accordance  with  the  usage 
of  the  LXX.,  but  it  is  better  understood  of  the 
Altar  of  incense  which  by  Philo  and  other  Hel- 
lenists is  called  Ovfjuariipioy.  It  is  remarkable  also 
that  in  1  K.  vi.  21,  22,  this  same  altar  is  said  to 

belong  to  "the  oracle"  ("l'*n"^b  "IK^N  naTSn) 
or  most  Holy  Place.  This  may  perhaps  be  ac- 
counted for  by  the  great  typical  and  symbolical 
importance  attached  to  this  altar,  so  that  it  might 
be  considered  to  belong  to  the  Sevrepa  (TKt)vi]. 
(See  Bleek  on  Heb.  ix.  4,  and  Delitzsch  in  he.) 

(b.)  The  Altar  in  Solomon's  Temple  was  similar 
(1  K.  vii.  48;  1  Chr.  xxviii.  18),  but  was  made 
of  cedar  overlaid  with  gold.  The  altar  mentioned 
in  Is.  vi.  6,  is  clearly  the  Altar  of  Incense,  not  the 
Altar  of  Burnt-offering.      From   this   passage  it 

would  seem  that  heated  stones  (n9^"1)  were  laid 
upon  the  altar,  by  means  of  which  the  incense  was 
kindled.  Although  it  is  the  heavenly  altar  which 
is  there  described,  we  may  presume  that  the  earthly 
corresponded  to  it. 

(c.)  The  Altar  of  Incense  is  mentioned  as  having 
been  removed  from  the  Temple  of  Zerubbabel  by 
Antiochus  Epiphanes  (1  Mace.  i.  21).  Judas 
Maccabajus  restored  it,  together  with  the  holy 
vessels,  &c.  (1  Mace.  iv.  49).  On  the  arch  of  Titus 
no  Altar  of  Incense  appears.  But  that  it  existed 
in  the  last  Temple,  and  was  richly  overlaid,  we  learn 
from  the  Mishna  {Chagiga,  iii.  8).  From  the  cir- 
cimistance  that  the  sweet  incense  was  burnt  upon 
it  every  day,  morning  and  evening  (Ex.  xxx.  7,  8), 
as  well  as  that  the  blood  of  atonement  was  sprinkled 
upon  it  (v.  10),  this  altar  had  a  special  importance 
attached  to  it.  It  is  the  only  altar  which  appears 
in  the  Heavenly  Temple  (Is.  vi.  6 ;  Rev.  viii.  3, 
4). 

(C.)  Other  Altars.  (1.)  Altars  of  brick.  There 
seems  to  be  an  allusion  to  such  in  Is.  Ixv.  3.     The 

words  are:  D''3Ily'^  ^5  E'^'llSptt,  "oflPeringin- 
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Various  Altars. 

1,  2.  Egyptian,  from  bas-relie6.     (Rosellini.) 

3.  Assyrian,  found  at  Khorsabad.     (Layard.) 

4.  Babylonian,  BibliotMque  Nationale.     (Layard.) 
6.  Assyrian,  from  Khorsabad.     (Layard.) 

cense  rnithe  bricks,''  generally  explained  as  referring 
to  altars  made  of  this  material,  and  probably  sit- 


uated in  the  "gardens"  mentioned  just  before. 
Rosenmiiller  suggests,  however,  that  the  allusion  is 
to  some  Babylonish  custom  of  burning  incense  on 
bricks  covered  over  with  magic  formulae  or  cunei- 
form inscriptions.  This  is  also  the  view  of  Gesen- 
ius  and  Maurer. 

(2.)  An  Altar  to  an  Unknown  God  {' Ay viixrrci) 
©«(?,  Acts  xvii.  23).  What  altar  this  was  has  been 
the  subject  of  much  discussion.  St.  Paul  merely 
mentions  in  his  speech  on  the  Areopagus  that  he 
had  himself  seen  such  an  altar  in  Athens.  His  as 
sertion,  as  it  happens,  is  confirmed  by  other  writers, 
Pausanias  says  (i.  §  4),  imavOa  koI  $a>nol  dewv 
re  ovofM^oixivaiv  ayvdixTriDv  Koi  Tjpduv  Kal  irai- 
Scov  ruv  Qriaews  Kal  *aA^pou.  And  Philostratua 
( lit.  Apollon.  vi.  3),  auxppovia-Tfpov  rh  irepl 
irivroiv  Qewv  eS  Xryeiv,  /col  ravra  'M-l)V7jaiv, 
oZ  Koi.  ayvdxTroiv  Saiix6v(t)v  ^aifioi  'iSpvyrai.  ^fhis, 
as  Winer  observes,  need  not  be  interpreted  as  if 
the  several  altars  were  dedicated  to  a  number  of 
iyviacrroi  Otoi,  but  rather  that  each  altar  had  the 
inscription  'Ayydarcp  &e^.  It  is  not  at  all  prob- 
able that  such  inscription  referred  to  the  God 
of  the  Jews,  as  One  whose  Name  it  was  unlawful 
to  utter  (as  Wolf  and  others  have  supposed).  As 
to  the  origin  of  these  altars,  Eichhom  suggests  that 
they  may  have  been  built  before  the  art  of  writing 
was  known  (fia/wl  avcivvfwi),  and  subsequently 
inscribed  ayj/.  deqi.  Neander's  view,  however,  is 
probably  more  correct.  He  quotes  Diog.  Laertius, 
who,  in  his  Life  of  Epimenides,  says  that  in  the 
time  of  a  plague,  when  they  knew  not  what  God  to 
propitiate  in  order  to  avert  it,  he  caused  black  and 
white  sheep  to  be  let  loose  from  the  Areopagus, 
and  wherever  they  lay  down  to  be  offered  to  the 
respective  divinities  (rip  irpo<Ti\Kovri  de^).  "Odtv, 
adds  Diogenes,  eri  Kcd  vvv  iffriv  fvptlv  Kara,  robs 
Sil/juivs  ruv  'Ad.  ficofwhs  ivauvfiovs.  On  which 
Neander  remarks  that  on  this  or  similar  occasions 
altars  might  be  dedicated  to  an  Unknown  God, 
since  they  knew  not  what  God  was  offended  and 
required  to  be  propitiated.  J.  J.  S.  P. 

*  If  the  import  of  the  inscription  on  the  Athen- 
ian altar  (ayt><i(rr<i)  de^)  was  simply  that  the  wor- 
shippers knew  not  any  longer  to  what  particular 
heathen  god  the  altars  were  originally  dedicated,  it 
is  not  easy  to  see  what  proper  pwint  of  connection 
the  apostle  could  have  found  for  his  remark  (Acts 
xvii.  23)  with  such  a  reUc  of  sheer  idolatry.  In 
that  case  their  ignorance  related  merely  to  the 
identity  of  the  god  whom  they  should  conciliate, 
and  impUed  no  recognition  of  any  power  additional 
to  that  of  their  heathen  deities.  A  more  satisfac- 
tory riew  would  seem  to  be  that  these  altars  had 
their  origin  in  the  feeling  of  uncertainty,  which  was 
inherent  after  all  in  the  minds  of  the  heathen, 
whether  their  acknowledgment  of  the  superior  powers 
was  sufficiently  fuU  and  comprehensive;  in  their 
distinct  consciousness  of  the  Umitation  and  imper- 
fection of  their  reUgious  views,  and  their  consequent 
desire  to  avoid  the  anger  of  any  still  unacknowl- 
edged god  who  might  be  unknown  to  them.  That 
no  deity  might  punish  them  for  neglecting  his  wor- 
ship, or  remain  uninvoked  in  asking  for  blessings, 
they  not  only  erected  altars  to  all  the  gods  named 
or  known  among  them,  but  distrustful  still  lest 
they  might  not  comprehend  fully  the  extent  of  thdr 
subjection  and  dependence,  they  erected  them  also  to 
any  other  god  or  power  that  might  exist,  although 
as  yet  unrevealed  to  them.  It  is  not  to  be  objected 
that  this  explanation  ascribes  too  much  discernment 
to  the  heathen.     (See  Psalm  xix.  1-4,  and  Bom. 
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i.  18-21.)  Not  to  insist  on  other  proo&  ftimislied 
by  confession  of  the  heathen  themselves,  such  ex- 
pressions as  the  comprehensive  address,  —  At  o  de- 
orum  quicquid  in  ccdo  retjit  (Herat.  Epod.  v.  1); 
the  oft-used  formula  in  the  prayers  of  the  Greeks 
and  Romans,  Si  deo,  si  dew ;  and  the  superstitious 
dread,  which  they  manifested  in  so  many  ways,  of 
omitting  any  deity  in  their  invocations,  prove  the 
existence  of  the  feeling  to  which  reference  has  been 
made.  For  ample  proof  of  this  more  enhghtened 
consciousness  among  the  heathen,  see  especially 
Pfanner,  Systema  Theobgice  Gentilis  Purioiis  (Cap. 
ii.  and  viii.).  Out  of  this  feeling,  therefore,  these 
altars  may  have  sprung,  because  the  supposition  is 
so  entirely  consistent  with  the  genius  of  polytheistic 
heathenism;  because  the  many-sided  reUgiousness 
of  the  Athenians  would  be  so  apt  to  exhibit  itself 
in  some  such  demonstration;  and  especially  be- 
cause Paul  could  then  appeal  with  so  much  effect 
to  such  an  avowal  of  the  insufficiency  of  heathen- 
ism, and  to  such  a  testimony  so  borne,  indirect, 
yet  significant,  to  the  existence  of  the  one  true 
God.  Under  these  circumstances  an  allusion  to 
one  of  these  altars  by  the  apostle  would  be  equiv- 
alent to  his  sajing  to  the  Athenians  thus: —  "  You 
are  correct  in  acknowledging  a  divine  existence  be- 
yond any  which  the  ordinary  rites  of  your  worship 
recognize;  there  is  such  an  existence.  You  are 
correct  in  confessing  that  this  Being  is  unknown  to 
you;  you  have  no  just  conceptions  of  his  nature 
and  perfections."  He  could  add  then  with  truth, 
'Ov  oiv  ....  Karayyf\K<i)  vfjiiv.  Whom,  there- 
fore, not  ktwmng  (where  aryvoovvT^^  points  back 
evidently  to  irfvdxrrtfi),  ye  worship,  this  one  I  an- 
nounce to  you. 

The  modem  Greeks  point  out  some  niches  in  the 
rocks  at  Phaleron  as  remains  of  the  sanctuary  and 
altar  of  the  "  Unknown  God  " ;  but  these,  though 
ancient,  cannot  be  shown  to  have  any  claim  to  this 
distinction.  It  may  be  added  that  if  the  so-called 
firj/jM  at  Athens,  which  is  in  sight  from  the  Are- 
opagus, be  in  fact  not  the  famous  platform  from 
which  the  orators  spoke,  but  a  fiwfj,6s,  an  altar  of 
sacrifice,  as  many  archaeologists  now  maintain,"  it 
then  was  unquestionably  one  of  the  objects  of  re- 
ligious veneration  (ret  fff^ifffiora)  which  Paul  so 
carefully  scrutinized  {avaOeiofjiiv)  as  he  wandered 
through  the  city.  H. 

AL-TAS'CHITH  (nn?7jn  bS,  Al  Tash- 
cheth),  found  in  the  introductory  verse  to  the  four 
following  Psalms :  —  Ivii.,  Iviii.,  lix.,  kxv.  later- 
ally rendered,  the  import  of  the  words  is  "  destroy 
not";  and  hence  some  Jewish  commentators,  in- 
cluding Rashi  (^  W  "1)  and  Kimchi  (p  1  "1),  have 
regarded   niHTpI^   7M  as  a  compendium  of  the 

argument  treated  in  the  above-mentioned  Psalms. 
Modem  expositors,  however,  have  generally  adopted 
the  view  of  Aben-Ezra  {Commenl.  on  Psalm  Ivii.), 
agreeably  to  which  "  Al  Tashcheth  "  is  the  begin- 
ning of  some  song  or  poem  to  the  tune  of  which 
those  psalms  were  to  be  chanted.  D.  W.  M. 


o  *  The  question  la  argued  with  that  result  by  E. 
Curtlua  In  hi»  Attische  Studien  (Oiittingen,  1862).  He 
had  excavationg  made,  under  his  personal  gupervision, 
•.round  the  ""  bema  of  the  Pnyx,"  as  it  has  been 
thought  to  be,  and  concludes  that  it  must  have  been 
not  the  bema  "  but  an  altar  sacred  to  Jupiter,  and,  as 
indicated  by  the  style  of  the  work,  dating  from  the 
euUeet  Athenian  antiquity."     It  would  be  premature 


AMALEKITES 
AXUSH   (tr>b«  [perh.  wild  place,  Fiiist 

or  turba  hominum,  Ges.],  Sam.  127**  vM :  AlKoii 
[Vat.  AiKfifi:]  Alus),  one  of  the  stations  of  the  I» 
raelites  on  their  joumey  to  Sinai,  the  last  before 
Rephidim  (Num.  xxxiii.  13,  14).  No  trace  of  it 
has  yet  been  found.  In  the  Seder  01am  (Kitto, 
Cyc.  8.  v.)  it  is  stated  to  have  been  8  miles  fronj 
Rephidim.  G. 

AL'VAH  (nibV  [wickedness,  Hos.  x.  9] : 
rw\d :  Alva),  a  duke  of  Edom  (Gen.  xxxvi.  40), 
written  Aliah  ('"f^??  [Rom.  r<i>\<i5d;  Vat.  Alex. 
TuiXa;  Comp.  Aid.  'A\ovd:])  in  1  Chr.  i.  51. 

*  The  "  duke "  in  this  and  other  passages  is 
from  the  Vulg.  "dux  " ;  in  the  Sept.  riyfuiiy.  Al- 
vah  is  the  name  of  a  place  as  well  as  of  a  chief,  like 
the  other  associated  names  in  the  above  passage. 
See  Tuch,  Ueber  die  Genesis,  p.  492.  H. 

AL'VAN  O^bV  [tall,  thick,  Ges.]:  r«A.<£/i: 
[Alex.  TuKuvi]  Alvan),  a  Horite,  son  of  Shobal 
(Gen.  xxxvi.  23),  written  Allan  (]"'7V  VAKt&v', 
Vat.  SoiAa/ii;  Alex.  luAa/x;  Comp.  'AXovdv: 
^^tan])  in  1  Chr.  i.  40. 

A'MAD  ("T^PP  [^rh. post, station] -.'AiJiffiK; 
[Aid.  Alex.  ' A/ids ;  Comp.  'AfiadS:]  Amaad),  an 
unknown  place  in  Asher  between  Alanmielech  and 
Misheal  (Josh.  xix.  26  only).* 

AMADA'THA  (Esth.  xvi.  10,  17);  and 
AMADA'THUS  (Esth.  xii.  6).      [Hammed- 

ATHA.] 

A'MAL  (vD^  [labor,  sm-row]:  'A/idK; 
[Vat.  M.  A/ioo,  H.  AjuAa:]  Amal),  name  of  a 
man  (1  Chr.  vii.  35)  [who  is  unknown  except  as 
one  of  the  descendants  of  Ashur,  the  son  of  Jacob, 
and  as  one  of  the  heads  of  his  tribe.] 

AM'ALEK  (P^^^ :  'A/xoA^k  :  Amakch, 
[Amalec] ),  son  of  Eliphaz  by  his  concubine  Tim- 
nah,  grandson  of  Esau,  and  one  of  the  chieftains 
("dukes"  A.  V.)  of  Edom  (Gen.  xxxvi.  12,  16;  1 
Chr.  i.  36).  His  mother  came  of  the  Horite  race, 
whose  territory  the  descendants  of  Esau  had  seized ; 
and,  although  Amalek  himself  is  represented  as  of 
equal  rank  with  the  other  sons  of  Eliphaz,  yet  his 
posterity  appear  to  have  shared  the  fate  of  the  Horite 
population,  a  "  remnant "  only  being  mentioned  as 
existing  in  Edom  in  the  time  of  Hezekiah,  when 
they  were  dispersed  by  a  band  of  the  tribe  of 
Simeon  (1  Chr.  iv.  43).  W.  L.  B. 

AM'ALEKITES  (D^pb^^:  ' A/xoATj/crTa. ; 
[Vat.  -Kei--]  Amalecitoe),  a  nomadic  tribe,  which 
occupied  the  peninsula  of  Sinai  and  the  wildemess 
intervening  between  the  southem  hill-ranges  of  Pal- 
estine and  the  border  of  Egypt  (Num.  xiii.  29 ;  1 
Sam.  XV.  7,  xxvii.  8).  Arabian  historians  represent 
them  as  originally  dwelling  ou  the  shores  of  the 
Persian  Gulf,  whence  they  were  pressed  westward  by 
the  growth  of  the  Assyrian  empire,  and  spread  over 
a  portion  of  Arabia  at  a  period  antecedent  to  its 


to  adopt  this  conclusion  at  present.  Such  Greek  ar- 
chaeologists at  Athens  as  Kangabes  and  such  Hellenists 
as  Finlay  (as  the  writer  has  learned  by  correspondence) 
still  adhere  to  the  old  opinion.  H. 

f>  *  Knobel  {Josua,  p.  463)  thinks  that  Haifa,  the 
claimant  for  so  many  biblical  places  (see  Achshapb) 
may  be  the  present  site.  Keil  (Josua,  p.  146)  refute* 
that  opinion.  H. 
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occupation  by  the  descendants  of  Joktan.  This 
account  of  their  origin  harmonizes  with  Gen.  xiv.  7, 
where  the  "  country  "  ("  princes  "'  according  to  the 
reading  adopted  by  the  LXX.)  of  the  Amalekites 
is  mentioned  several  generations  before  the  birth 
of  the  Fxlomite  Amalek:  it  throws  light  on  the 
traces  of  a  permanent  occupation  of  central  Pales- 
tine in  their  passage  westward,  as  indicated  by  the 
names  Amalek  and  Mount  of  the  Amalekites  (Judg. 
V.  14,  xii-  15)  ■•  and  it  accounts  for  the  silence  of 
Scripture  as  to  any  relationship  between  the  Am- 
alekites on  the  one  hand,  and  the  Edomites  or  the 
Israelites  on  the  other.  That  a  mixture  of  the  two 
former  races  occurred  at  a  later  period,  would  in 
this  case  be  the  only  inference  from  Gen.  xxxvi. 
16,  though  many  writers  have  considered  that  pas- 
gage  to  refer  to  the  origin  of  the  whole  nation,  ex- 
plaining Gen.  xiv.  7  as  a  case  of  prolepsis.  The 
physical  chai-acter  of  the  district  which  the  Amal- 
ekites occupied  [Arabia],  necessitated  a  nomadic 
life,  which  they  adopted  to  its  fullest  extent,  taking 
their  families  with  them,  even  on  their  military 
expeditions  (Judg.  vi.  5).  Their  wealth  consisted 
in  flocks  and  herds.  Mention  is  made  of  a  "  town  " 
(1  Sam.  XV.  5),  and  Josephus  gives  an  exaggerated 
account  of  the  capture  of  several  towns  by  Saul 
{Ant.  vi.  7,  §  2);  but  the  towns  could  have  been 
Uttle  more  than  stations  or  nomadic  enclosures. 
The  kings  or  chieftains  were  perhaps  distinguished 
by  the  hereditary  title  Agag  (Num.  xxiv.  7;  1 
Sam.  XV.  8).  Two  important  routes  led  through 
the  Amalekite  district,  namely,  from  Palestine  to 
Egypt  by  the  Isthmus  of  Suez,  and  to  southern 
Asia  and  Africa  by  the  ^Elanitic  arm  of  the  Red 
Sea.  It  has  been  conjectured  that  the  expedition 
of  the  four  kings  (Gen.  xiv.)  had  for  its  object  the 
opening  of  the  latter  route ;  and  it  is  in  connection 
with  the  former  that  the  Amalekites  first  came  in 
contact  with  the  Israelites,  whose  progress  they  at- 
tempted to  stop,  adopting  a  guerilla  style  of  war- 
fare (Deut.  XXV.  18),  but  were  signally  defeated  at 
Rephidim  (Ex.  xvii.).  In  union  with  the  Ca- 
naanites  they  again  attacked  the  Israelites  on  the 
borders  of  Palestine,  and  defeated  them  near  Hor- 
mah  (Num.  xiv.  45).  Thenceforward  we  hear  of 
them  only  as  a  secondary  power,  at  one  time  in 
league  with  the  Moabites  (Judg.  iii.  13),  when  they 
were  defeated  by  Ehud  near  Jericho;  at  another 
time  in  league  with  the  Midianites  (Judg.  vi.  3) 
when  they  penetrated  into  the  plain  of  Esdraelon, 
and  were  defeated  by  Gideon.  Saul  undertook  an 
expedition  against  them,  overrunning  their  whole 
district  "  from  Havilah  to  Shur,"  and  inflicting  an 
immense  loss  upon  them  (1  Sam.  xv.).  Their 
power  was  thenceforth  broken,  and  they  degenerated 
into  a  horde  of  banditti,  whose  style  of  warfare 

is    well    expressed    in    the    Hebrew    term    Tn|l 

(Gesen.  Lex.)  frequently  applied  to  them  in  the 
description  of  their  contests  with  David  in  the 
neighborhood  of  Ziklag,  when  their  destruction 
was  completed  (1  Sam.  xxvii.,  xxx. ;  comp.  Num. 
xxiv.  20).  W.  L.  B. 

A'MAM  (DT3M  \ga(hering^place] :  %4\Vi  [Aid. 

Comp.  'A)ti<{ju:]  Amam),  a  city  in  the  south  of 
Judai,  named  with  Shema  and  Moladah  (el-Milh) 
in  Josh.  XV.  26  only.  In  the  Alex.  LXX.  the  name 
is  joined  to  the  preceding  —  affa/pa/idfi.  Nothing 
is  known  of  it.  G. 

ATklAN  {'A-ixdy;   [in  Tobit,  Vat.  A5ofi;  Sin. 
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NaSa0:J  Aman).     Haman  (Tob.  xiv.  10;  Esth. 
X.  7,  xu.  6,  xiii.  3,  12,  x  v.  17,  xvi.  10,  17). 

AM' ANA  (napSt  Iperenniai]),  apparently 
a  mountain  in  or  near  Lebanon,  —  "  from  the  head 
of  Amana  "  (Cant.  iv.  8).  It  is  commonly  assumed 
that  this  is  the  mountain  in  which  the  river  Abana 
(2  K.  V.  12;  Keri,  Targum  Jonathan,  and  mai^in 
of  A.  V.  "Amana")  has  its  source,  but  in  the 
absence  of  further  research  in  the  Lebanon  this  is 
mere  assumption.  The  LXX.  translate  airh  apxri^ 
trlcrreoos.  "• 

*  If  Amana  and  Abana  be  the  same  (Abana), 
and  consequently  the  name  of  a  river,  the  moun- 
tain so  called,  as  the  etymology  shows  (see  above), 
must  have  taken  its  name  from  the  stream;  and 
further,  if  this  river  be  the  Barada,  which  has  its 
sources  in  a  part  of  Anti-Lebanon  near  Hermon, 
that  part  of  Anti-Lebanon  near  Hermon  must  be 
the  part  that  was  anciently  called  Amana.  See 
Bibl.  Sacra,  vi.  371 ;  and  Ilandb.  for  Syria,  ii. 
558.  There  is  no  proof  that  Amana  still  exists  as 
the  mme  of  any  part  of  this  range."  If,  as  above 
suggested,  the  name  of  the  mountain  was  derived 
fit)m  the  river,  and  not  the  reverse,  it  is  less  sur- 
prising that  the  name  of  the  region  should  fade 
away  as  in  the  lapse  of  time  Amana,  the  river-name, 
gave  place  to  Barada.  H. 

AMARI'AH  (nnnh?  and  ^nnOS. :  'A;u- 
opi'aand  [Alex.]  'Afiaplas'-  Amarias;  whom  God 
promised,  Sim.,  Gesen.,  i.  q.  Qt6<ppa(rros)- 
Father  of  Ahitub,  according  to  1  Chr.  vi.  7,  52, 
and  son  of  Meraioth,  in  the  line  of  the  high-priests. 
In  Josephus's  Hist.  {AtU.  viii.  1,  §  3)  he  is  trans- 
formed into  'Apo(pa7os. 

2.  The  high-priest  in  the  reign  of  Jehoshaphat 
(2  Chr.  xix.  11).  He  was  the  son  of  Azariah,  and 
the  fifth  high-priest  who  succeeded  Zadok  (1  Chr. 
vi.  11).  Nothing  is  known  of  him  beyond  his 
name,  but  from  the  way  in  which  Jehoshaphat 
mentions  him  he  seems  to  have  seconded  that  pious 
king  in  his  endeavors  to  work  a  reformation  in  Is- 
rael and  Judah  (see  2  Chr.  xvii.  xix.).  Josephus, 
who  calls  him  ^Afxeurlav  rhu  ieofa,  "  Amaziah  the 
priest,"  unaccountably  says  of  him  that  he  was  of 
the  tribe  of  Judah,  as  well  as  Zebadiah,  as  the 
text  now  stands.  But  if  tKartpovs  is  struck  out, 
this  absurd  statement  will  disappear  {Ant.  ix.  1, 
§  1).  It  is  not  easy  to  recognize  him  in  the  won- 
derfully corrupt  list  of  high-priests  given  in  the 
Anl.  X.  8,  §  6.  But  he  seems  to  be  concealed  un- 
der the  strange  form  AHIflPAMOS,  Axioramus. 
The  syllable  AH  is  corrupted  from  A2,  the  termi- 
nation of  the  preceding  name,  Azarias,  which  has 
accidentally  adhered  to  the  beginning  of  Amariah, 
as  the  final  2  has  to  the  very  same  name  in  the 
text  of  Nicephorus  (ap.  Seld.  de  Success,  p.  103), 
producing  the  form  ^c^xaplas.  The  remaining 
'IdpafjiOi  is  not  far  removed  from  'A/xaptos.  The 
successor  of  Amariah  in  the  high-priesthood  must 
have  been  Jehoiada.  In  Josephus  ^tStas,  which  is 
a  corruption  of  'IwSeas,  follows  Axioramus.  There 
is  not  the  slightest  support  in  the  sacred  history 
for  the  names  Ahitub  and  Zatlok,  who  are  made  to 
follow  Amariah  in  the  genealogy,  1  Chr.  vi.  11, 12. 

3.  [In  1  Chr.  xxiv.  23,  Rom.  Aid.  'A/iaS/a-] 
The  head  of  a  Levitical  house  of  the  Kohathites  in 
the  time  of  David  (1  Chr.  xxiii.  19,  xxiv.  23). 

4.  ['Afxaplas,  -la;  in  2  Chr.,  Vat.  Alex.  Mapuis- 


a  •  Dr.  Robinson's  remark  (iii.  447)  is  understood  to 
be  an  inference  firom  Cant,  iv,  8.  H. 
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Amaricu,  -ia.]  The  head  of  one  of  the  tweuty-foiu 
courses  of  priests,  which  was  named  after  him,  in 
the  time  of  David,  of  Hezekiah,  and  of  Nehemiah 
(1  Chr.  xxiv.  14;  2  Chr.  xxxi.  15;  Neh.  x.  3,  xii. 
2,  13).     In  the  first  passage  the  name  is  written 

"1)2S,  Itiimer,  but  it  seems  to  be  the  same  name. 

Another  form  of  the  name  is  "'"^^M,  Imri  (1 
Chr.  ix.  4),  a  man  of  Judah,  of  the  sons  of  Bani. 
Of  the  same  family  we  find, 

5.  [In  Neh.,  2a/topia,  Vat.  -pei-;  in  Ezr.,  Eom. 
'A/xopeia,  Vat.  Mopia;  Alex.  FA.  Comp.  Aid. 
'A/uap/os:  A7naria.]  Amariah  in  the  time  of  Ezra 
(Ezr.  X.  42;  Neh.  xi.  4). 

6.  ['Afioplas,  Alex.  -€Joy;  Aid.  'Afiapias.} 
An  ancestor  of  Zephaniah  the  prophet  (Zeph.  i.  1). 

A.  C.  H. 
V.   i'Sa/xapla   fVat.  -pei-].)     A  descendant  of 
Pharez,  the  son  of  Judah  (Neh.  xi.  4).     Probably 
the  same  as  Imki  in  1  Chr.  ix.  4.       W.  A.  W. 

AMARI'AS  ('A/iop/ay;  [Vat.  AfjMpefias:] 
Ameri,  Amelias).  Amakiah  1  (1  Esdr.  viii.  2;  2 
Esdr.  i.  2).  W.  A.  W. 

AM'ASA  (Str^S:,  a  burden:  'Afifco-at, 
[etc. ;  Vat.  Alex.  Anfaaatt,  etc. :]  Amasa).  1.  Son 
of  Ithra  or  Jether,  by  Abigail,  David's  sister  (2  Sam. 
xvii.  25).  He  joined  Absalom  in  his  rebellion,  and 
was  by  him  appointed  commander-in-chief  in  the 
place  of  Joab,  by  whom  he  was  totally  defeated  in 
the  forest  of  Ephraim  (2  Sam.  xviii.  6).  When 
Joab  incurred  the  displeasure  of  David  for  killing 
Absalom,  David  forgave  the  treason  of  Amasa,  rec- 
ognized him  as  his  nephew,  and  appointed  him  Joab's 
successor  (xix.  13).  Joab  after^vards,  when  they 
were  both  in  pursuit  of  the  rebel  Sheba,  pretended 
to  salute  Amasa,  and  stabbed  him  with  his  sword 
(xx.  10),  which  he  held  concealed  in  his  left  hand. 

Whether  Amasa  be  identical  with  ''tt^l?  who  is 
mentioned  among  David's  commanders  (1  Chr.  xii. 
18),  is  uncertain  (Ewald,  Gesch.  Israel,  ii.  544). 

2.  ['A/xaarias;  Vat.  A/iCwrejoj.]  A  prince  of 
Ephraim,  son  of  Hadlai,  in  the  reign  of  Ahaz  (2 
Chr.  xxviii.  12).  E.  W.  B. 

AMA'SAI  [3  syl.]  C'ba3?,  in  pause  ''W^V 
[Imi-densome]:  'A/i€<r<r(,  'AfiaOi;  [Vat.  Afif (rati, 
A/ua^tas;]  Alex.  A/uox  in  1  Chr.  vi.  25:  Amasa'i). 
1.  A  Kohathite,  father  of  Mahath  and  ancestor  of 
Samuel  and  Ethan  the  singer  (1  Chr.  vi.  25,  35). 

2.  C Accural;  FA.  Ayuaire-)  Chief  of  the  cap- 
tains (LXX.  "thirty")  of  Judah  and  Benjamin, 
who  deserted  to  Darid  while  an  outlaw  at  Ziklag 
(1  Chr.  xii.  18).  Whether  he  was  the  same  as 
Amasa,  David's  nephew,  is  uncertain. 

3.  ('Ancurat;  FA.  Ayttaac)  One  of  the  priests 
who  blew  trumpets  before  the  Ark,  when  David 
brought  it  from  the  house  of  Obed^edom  (1  Chr. 
XV.  24). 

4.  CAfiatri;  [Vat.  Momti.])  Another  Kohath- 
ite, father  of  another  Mahath,  in  the  reign  of  Heze- 
kiah (2  Chr.  xxix.  12),  unless  the  name  is  that  of  a 
family.  W.  A.  W. 

AMA'SHAI  [3  syl.]  0P??O3? :  'A;u«r/a; 
[Vat.  -<j-«/a;]  Alex.  An«TaJ  •  Amassai).  Son  of 
Azareel,  a  priest  in  the  time  of  Nehemiah  (Neh.  xi. 
13);  apparently  the  same  as  Maasiai  (1  Chr.  ix. 
12).     The  name  is  properly  "  Amashsai." 

W.  A.  W. 

AM  ASI'AH  (n^pn?  \wh(m  Jehcvah  bean] : 


AMAZIAH 

A/juxalas;  [Vat.  Mouratas;]  Alex.  Mcuraiias'  Ama. 
sias).  Son  of  Zichri,  and  captain  of  200,000  war- 
riors of  Judah,  in  the  reign  of  Jehoshaphat  (2  Chr. 
^vu.  16).  W.  A.  W. 

A'MATH.     [Hamath.] 

AM'ATHEIS  [3  syl.]  CA,melas;  [Vat.  Ejua^ 
dis;  Aid.  Alex.  'E/iaOels;  Wechel  'Afxadfii'.] 
Emeug),  1  Esdr.  ix.  29.     [Athlai.] 

AM'ATHIS  (in  some  copies  Amathas), 
"THE  LAND  OF  "  (^  'A/xaeiris  x«^po);  a  district 
to  the  north  of  Palestine,  in  which  Jonathan  Macca- 
bseus  met  the  forces  of  Demetrius  (1  Mace.  xii.  25). 
From  the  context  it  is  evidently  Hamath.      G. 

AMAZI'AH  (n;?»hJt  or  5in:;^*ttS,  strength 
of  Jehovah:   'Aixttrcrias  [Vat.  -aei-'],  'A/xaalas- 
Amasias),  son  of  Joash,  and  eighth  king  of  Judah, 
succeeded  to  the  throne  at  the  age  of  25,  on  the  mur- 
der of  his  father,  and  punished  the  murderers ;  spar- 
ing, however,  their  children,  in  accordance  with 
Deut.  xxiv.  16,  as  the  2d  book  of  Kings  (xiv.  6) 
expressly  informs  us,  thereby  implying  that  the  pre- 
cept had  not  been  generally  obsen-ed.     In  order  to 
restore  his  kingdom  to  the  greatness  of  Jehosha- 
phat's  days,  he  made  war  on  the  Edomites,  defeated 
them  in  the  valley  of  Salt,  south  of  the  Dead  Sea 
(the  scene  of  a  great  victory  in  David's  time,  2  Sam. 
viii.  13;  1  Chr.  xviii.  12;  Ps.  Ix.  title),  and  took 
their  capital,  Selah  or  Petra,  to  which  he  gave  the 
name  of  Jokteel,  i.  e.  prcemium  Dei  (Gesenius  in 
voce),  which  was  also  borne  by  one  of  his  own  Jew- 
ish cities  (Josh.  xv.  38).     We  read  in  2  Chr.  xxv. 
12-14,    that    the   victorious   Jews   threw   10,000 
Edomites  from  the  cliffs,  and  that  Amaziah  per- 
formed religious  ceremonies  in  honor  of  the  gods 
of  the  country ;  an  exception  to  the  general  charac- 
ter of  his  reign  (cf.  2  K.  xiv.  3,  with  2  Chr.  xxv. 
2).     In  consequence  of  this  he  was  overtaken  by 
misfortune.     Having  already  offended  the  Hebrews 
of  the  northern  kingdom  by  sending  back,  in  obedi- 
ence  to   a   prophet's   direction,    some    mercenary 
troops  whom  he  had  hired  ftom  it,  he  had  the  fool- 
ish arrogance  to  challenge  Joash  king  of  Israel  to 
battle,  despising  probably  a  sovereign  whose  strength 
had  been  exliausted  by  Syrian  wars,  and  who  had 
not  yet  made  himself  respected  by  the  great  suc- 
cesses recorded  in  2  K.  xiii.  25.     But  Judah  was 
completely  defeated,   and    Amaziah    himself  waa 
taken  prisoner,  and  convej-ed  by  Joash  to  Jerusa- 
lem, which,  according  to  Josephus  (Ant.  ix.  9,  3), 
opened  its  gates  to  the  conqueror  under  a  threat 
that  otherwise  he  would  put  Amaziali  to  death. 
We  do  not  know  the  historian's  authority  for  this 
statement,  but  it  explains  the  fact  that  the  city 
was  taken  apparently  without  resistance  (2  K.  xiv. 
13).     A  portion  of  the  wall  of  Jerusalem  on  the 
side  towards  the  Israelitish   frontier   was  broken 
down,  and  treasures  and  hostages  were  carried  off 
to   Samaria.     Amaziah   lived   15   years  after   the 
death  of  Joash;  and  in  the  29th  year  of  his  reign 
was  murdered  by  conspirators  at  Lachish,  whither 
he  had  retired  for  safety  from  Jerusalem.       The 
chronicler  seems  to  regard  this  as  a  punishment  for 
his  idolatry  in  Edom,  though  his  language  is  not 
very  clear  on  the  point  (2  ('hr.  xxv.  27);  and  doubt- 
less it  is  very  probable  that  the  conspiracy  was  a 
consequence  of  the  low  state  to  which  Judah  must 
have  been  reduced  in  the  latter  part  of  his  reign, 
after  the  lulomitish  war  and  humiliation  inflicted 
by  Joash  king  of  Israel.     His  reign  lasted  firom  b. 
c.  837  to  809.     (Clinton,  Fasti  UeUenid,  i.  325.) 
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2  ['A/icurias.]  Priest  of  the  golden  calf  at 
Iiethel,  who  endeavored  to  drive  the  prophet  Amos 
from  Israel  into  Judah,  and  complained  of  him  to 
kbg  Jeroboam  II.  (Am.  vii.  10). 

3.  ['Aficuria,  Vat.  -fffia.]  A  descendant  of 
Simeon  (1  Chr.  iv.  34). 

4.  [' A/xtcrffia,  Vat.  -<rfia  ;  Ale^.  Maffftria  ; 
Comp.  Aid.  Auaffitt.]     A  Levite  (1  Chr.  vi.  45). 

G.  E.  L.  C. 

AMBASSADOR.      Sometimes    T*?     and 

sometimes  TjSvp  is  thus  rendered,  and  the  oc- 
currence of  both  terms  in  the  parallel  clauses  of 
Frov.  xiii.  17  seems  to  show  that  they  approximate 
to  synonyms.  The  otRce,  like  its  designation,  was 
not  definite  nor  permanent,  but  pro  re  natd  merely. 
The  precept  given  Deut.  xx.  10,  seems  to  imply 
some  such  agency ;  rather,  however,  that  of  a  mere 
nuncio,  often  bearing  a  letter  (2  K.  v.  5,  xix.  14) 
than  of  a  legate  empowered  to  treat.  The  inviola- 
bility of  such  an  officer's  person  may  perhaps  be  in- 
ferred from  the  only  recorded  infraction  of  it  being 
followed  with  unusual  severities  towards  the  van- 
quished, probably  designed  as  a  condign  chastise- 
ment of  that  offense  (2  Sam.  x.  2-5;  cf.  xii.  26- 
31).  The  earliest  examples  of  ambassadors  em- 
ployed occur  in  the  cases  of  Edom,  Moab,  and  the 
Amorites  (Num.  xx.  14,  xxi.  21;  Judg.  xi.  17-19), 
aflenvards  in  that  of  the  fraudulent  Gibeonites 
(Josh.  ix.  4,  &c.),  and  in  the  instances  of  civil  strife 
mentioned  Judg.  xi.  12,  and  xx.  12.  (See  Cunse- 
us  de  Rqi.  Hebr.  ii.  20,  with  notes  by  J.  Nico- 
laus.  Ugol.  iii.  771-4.)  They  are  mentioned 
more  frequently  dm-ing  and  after  the  contact  of  the 
great  adjacent  monarchies  "of  Syria,  Babylon,  &c., 
with  those  of  Judah  and  Israel,  e.  g.  in  the  inva- 
sion of  Sennacherib.  They  were  usually  men  of 
high  rank ;  as  in  that  case  the  chief  captain,  the 
chief  cupbearer,  and  chief  of  the  eunuchs  were 
deputed,  and  were  met  by  delegates  of  similar  dig- 
nity from  Hezekiah  (2  K.  xviii.  17,  18;  see  also 
Is.  XXX.  4).  Ambassadors  are  found  to  have  been 
employed,  not  only  on  occasions  of  hostile  challenge 
or  insolent  menace  (2  K.  xiv.  8;  1  K.  xx.  2,  6), 
but  of  friendly  compliment,  of  request  for  alliance 
or  other  aid,  of  submissive  deprecation,  and  of  curi- 
ous inquiry  (2  K.  xiv.  8,  xvi.  7,  xviii.  14;  2  Chr. 
xxxii.  31).  The  dispatch  of  ambassadors  with  ur- 
gent haste  is  introduced  as  a  token  of  national  gran- 
deur in  the  obscure  prophecy  Is.  xviii.  2.    H.  H. 

AMBER  (bpOJn,  chashmal;  rhjlVOT}, 
chashimldh  :  ijXeKrpoy'  electrum)  occurs  only  in 
Ez.  i.  4,  27,  viii.  2.  In  the  first  passage  the 
prophet  compares  it  with  the  brightness  in  which 
he  beheld  the  heavenly  apparition  who  gave  him 
the  divine  commands.  In  the  second,  "  the  glory 
of  the  God  of  Israel"  is  represented  as  having, 
"  from  the  appearance  of  his  loins  even  downward, 
fire;  and  from  his  loins  even  upward  as  the  appear- 
ance of  brightness,  as  the  color  of  amber."  It  is 
by  no  means  a  matter  of  certainty,  notwithstand- 
ing Bochart's  dissertation  and  the  conclusion  he 
comes  to  (Hieroz.  iii.  876,  ed.  Rosenmiill.),  that 
the  Hebrew  word  chashmal  denotes  a  metal,  and 
not  the  fossil  resin  called  amber,  although  perhaps 
the  probabilities  are  more  in  favor  of  the  metal. 
Dr.  Harris  {yat.  Hist.  Bib.  art.  "  Amber  ")  asserts 
that  the  translators  of  the  A.  V.  could  not  mean 
amber,  "  for  that  being  a  bituminous  substance, 
becomes  dim  as  soon  as  it  feels  the  fire,  and  soon 
dissolves  and  consumes."  But  this  is  founded  on 
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a  misconstruction  of  the  words  of  the  prophet,  who 
does  not  say  that  what  he  saw  was  amber,  but  of 
the  color  of  amber  {Pict.  Bib.  note  on  Ez.  viii.  2). 
The  context  of  the  passages  referred  to  above  is 
clearly  as  much  in  favor  of  amber  as  of  metal. 
Neither  do  the  LXX.  and  Vulg.  afford  any  certain 
clew  to  identification,  for  the  word  electron  was 
used  by  the  Greeks  to  express  both  amber  and  a 
certain  metnl,  composed  of  gold  and  silver,  and  held 
in  very  high  estimation  by  the  ancients  (Plin.  H. 
N.  xxxiii.  4).  It  is  a  curious  fact,  that  in  the  con- 
text of  all  the  passages  where  mention  of  electron 
is  made  in  the  works  of  Greek  authors  (Hom.  see 
below;  Hes.  Sc.  Here.  142;  Soph.  Antig.  1038; 
Aristoph.  Eq.  532;  &c.),  no  evidence  is  afforded  to 
help  us  to  determine  what  the  electron  was.  In 
the  Odyssey  (iv.  73)  it  is  mentioned  as  enriching 
Menelaus's  palace,  together  with  copper,  gold,  sil- 
ver, and  ivory.  In  Od.  xv.  460,  xviii.  296,  a  neck- 
lace of  gold  is  said  to  be  fitted  with  electron. 
Plmy,  in  the  chapter  quoted  above,  understands 
the  electron  in  Menelaus's  palace  to  be  the  metal. 
But  with  respect  to  the  golden  necklace,  it  is  worthy 
of  note  that  amber  necldaces  have  been  long  used, 
as  they  were  deemed  an  amulet  against  throat  dis- 
eases. Beads  of  amber  are  frequently  found  in 
British  barrows  with  entire  necklaces  (Fosbr.  An- 
tiq.  i.  289).  Theophrastus  (ix.  18,  §  2;  and  Fr. 
ii.  29,  ed.  Schneider),  it  is  certain,  uses  the  term 
electron  to  denote  amber,  for  he  speaks  of  its  at- 
tracting properties.  On  the  other  hand,  that  elec- 
tron was  understood  by  tJie  Greeks  to  denote  a 
metal  composed  of  one  part  of  silver  to  every  four 
of  gold,  we  have  the  t^timony  of  Pliny  to  show; 
but  whether  the  early  Greeks  intended  the  metal  or 
the  amber,  or  sometimes  one  and  sometimes  the 
other,  it  is  impossible  to  determine  with  certainty. 
Passow  believes  that  the  metal  was  always  denoted 
by  electron  in  the  writings  of  Homer  and  Hesiod, 
and  that  amber  was  not  known  till  its  introduction 
by  the  Phoenicians;  to  which  circumstance,  as  he 
thinks,  Herodotus  (iii.  115,  who  seems  to  speak  of 
the  resin,  and  not  the  metal)  refers.  Others  again, 
with  Buttmann  {Afythol.  ii.  337),  maintain  that  the 
electron  denoted  amber,  and  they  very  reasonably 
refer  to  the  ancient  myth  of  the  origin  of  amber. 
Pliny  (H.  N.  xxx\ii.  cap.  2)  ridicules  the  Greek 
writers  for  their  credulity  in  the  fabulous  origin  of 
this  substance;  and  especially  finds  fault  with 
Sophocles,  who,  in  some  lost  play,  appears  to  have 
believed  in  it. 

From  these  considerations  it  will  be  seen  that  it 
is  not  possible  to  identify  the  chashmal  by  the  help 
of  the  LXX.,  or  to  say  whether  we  are  to  under- 
stand the  metal  or  the  fossil  resin  by  the  word. 
There  is,  however,  one  reason  to  be  adduced  in 
favor  of  the  chashmal  denoting  the  metal  rather 
than  the  resin,  and  this  is  to  be  sought  in  the  ety- 
mology of  the  Hebrew  name,  which,  according  to 
Gesenius,  seems  to  be  compounded  of  two  words 
which  together  =  polished  coffer.  Bochart  {Hie- 
roz. iii.  885)  conjectures  that  chashmal  is  com- 
pounded of  two  Chaldee  words  meaning  copper  — 
gold-ore,  to  which  he  refers  the  aurichalcum.  But 
aurichalcum  is  in  all  probability  only  the  Latin 
form  of  the  Greek  orichalcon  (mountain  copper). 
(See  Smith's  Lat.-Engl.  Diet.  s.v.  "  Orichalcum." ) 
Isidorus,  however  (Orig.  xvi.  19),  sanctions  the 
etymology  which  Bochart  adopts.  But  the  electron, 
according  to  Pliny,  Pausanias  (v.  12,  §  6),  and  the 
numerous  authorities  quoted  by  Bochart,  was  com- 
posed of  gold  and  silver,  not  of  gold  and  copper 
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The  Hebrew  word  may  denote  either  the  metal 
electron  or  amber ;  but  it  must  still  be  left  as  a 
question  which  of  the  two  substances  is  really  in- 
tended. W.  H. 

*  AMEDA'THA,  Esth.  iii.  1,  A.  V.  ed.  1611, 
for  Hammedatha.  A. 

ATklEN  (7CS),  literally,  "firm,  true;"  and, 
used  as  a  substantive,  "  that  which  is  true," 
"truth"  (Is.  Ixv.  16);  a  word  used  in  strong  as- 
severations, fixing  as  it  were  the  stamp  of  truth 
upon  the  assertion  which  it  accompanied,  and  mak- 
ing it  binding  as  an  oath  (comp.  Num.  v.  22). 
In  the  LXX.  of  1  Chr.  xvi.  36,  Neh.  v.  13,  viii.  6, 
the  word  appears  in  the  form  'A;*Vjj',  which  is  used 
throughout  the  N.  T.  In  other  passages  the  Heb. 
is  rendered  by  ytvoiro,  except  in  Is.  Ixv.  16.  The 
Vulgate  adopts  the  Hebrew  word  in  all  cases  ex- 
cept in  the  Psalms,  where  it  is  translated  _/««<.  In 
Deut.  xxvii.  15-26,  the  people  were  to  say  "  Amen," 
as  the  Invites  pronounced  each  of  the  curses  upon 
Mount  Ebal,  signifying  by  this  their  assent  to  the 
conditions  under  which  the  curses  would  be  in- 
flicted. In  accordance  with  this  usage  we  find 
that,  among  the  Rabbins,  "  Amen  "  involves  the 
ideas  of  swearing,  acceptance,  and  truthfulness. 
The  first  two  are  illustrated  by  the  pa.ssages  already 
quoted ;  the  last  by  1  K.  i.  36 ;  John  iii.  3,  5,  11 
(A.  v.  "  verily  "),  in  which  the  assertions  are  made 
with  the  solemnity  of  an  oath,  and  then  strength- 
ened by  the  repetition  of  "Amen."  "Amen" 
was  the  proper  response  of  the  person  to  whom  an 
oath  was  administered  (Neh.  v.  13,  viii.  6;  1  Chr. 
xvi.  36;  Jer.  xi.  5,  marg.);  and  the  Deity,  to  whom 
appeal  is  made  on  such  occasions,  is  called  "the 
God  of  Amen"  (Is.  Ixv.  16),  as  being  a  witness  to 
the  sincerity  of  the  implied  compact.  With  a  sim- 
ilar significance  Christ  is  called  "  the  Amen,  the 
faithful  and  true  witness"  (Kev.  iii.  14;  comp. 
John  i.  14,  xiv.  6;  2  Cor.  i.  20).  It  is  matter  of 
tradition  that  in  the  Temple  the  "  Amen  "  was 
not  uttered  by  the  people,  but  that,  instead,  at  the 
conclusion  of  the  priest's  prayers,  they  responded, 
"  Blessed  be  the  name  of  the  glory  of  his  kingdom 
for  ever  and  ever."  Of  this  a  trace  is  supposed  to 
remain  in  the  concluding  sentence  of  the  lord's 
Prayer  (comp.  Kom.  xi.  36).  But  in  the  syna- 
gogues and  private  houses  it  was  customary  for  the 
people  or  members  of  the  family  who  were  present 
to  gay  "  Amen  "  to  the  prayers  which  were  offered 
by  the  minister  or  the  master  of  the  house,  and 
the  custom  remained  in  the  early  Christian  church 
(Matt.  vi.  13;  1  Cor.  xiv.  16).  And  not  only  pub- 
lic prayers,  but  those  offered  in  private,  and  doxol- 
ogies,  were  appropriately  concluded  with  "  Amen  " 
(Kom.  ix.  5,  xi.  36,  xv.  33,  xvi.  27 ;  2  Cor.  xiii.  14 
(13),  Ac.).  W.  A.  W. 

*  The  'Afiiiv  of  the  received  text  at  the  end  of 
most  of  the  Iwoks  of  the  N.  T.,  is  probably  genuine 
only  in  Kom.,  Gal.,  Heb.  (V),  2  Pet.  (V),  and 
Jude.  A. 

AMETHYST  (npbnW,    achlamah:   i^i- 

BvffTos-  amethygtus).  Mention  is  made  of  this 
precious  stone,  which  formed  the  third  in  the  third 
row  of  the  high-priest's  breastplate,  in  Ex.  tacviii. 
19,  xxxix.  12,  "  And  the  third  row  a  ligure,  an 
agate,  and  an  amethyst."  It  occurs  also  in  the  N. 
T.  (Kev.  xxi.  20)  as  the  twelfth  stone  which  gar- 
nished the  foundations  of  the  wall  of  the  heavenly 
Jerusalem.  Commentators  generally  are  agreed 
that  tbe  amethyst  is  the  stone  indicated  by  the 
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Hebrew  word,  an  opinion  which  is  abundantly  sup- 
ported by  the  ancient  versions.  The  Targum  of 
Jerusalem  indeed  reads  smaragdin  (smaraydus); 
those  of  Jonathan  and  Onkelos  have  two  words 
which  signify  "  calf 's-eye  "  (oculus  viluli),  whifth 
Braunius  (de  Vestit.  Sacerd.  Heb.  ii.  711)  conject- 
ures may  be  identical  with  the  Beli  oculm  of  the 
AssjTJans  (Plin.  H.  N.  xxxvii.  10),  the  Cat's  eye 
Chalcedony,  according  to  Ajasson  and  Desfontaines ; 
but  as  Braunius  has  observed,  the  word  achlamah 
according  to  the  best  and  most  ancient  authorities 
signifies  amethyst. 

Modem  mineralogists  by  the  term  amethyst  usu- 
ally understand  the  amethystine  variety  of  quartz, 
which  is  crystalline  and  highly  transparent:  it  is 
sometimes  called  Rose  quartz,  and  contains  alumina 
and  oxide  of  manganese.  There  is,  however,  an- 
other mineral  to  which  the  name  of  Omental  ame- 
thyst is  usually  applied,  and  which  is  far  more  val- 
uable than  the  quartz  kind.  This  is  a  crystalline 
variety  of  Corundum,  being  found  more  especially 
in  the  E.  and  W.  Indies.  It  is  extremely  hard  and 
bright,  and  generally  of  a  purple  color,  which,  how- 
ever, it  may  readily  be  made  to  lose  by  subjecting 
it  to  fire.  In  all  probability  the  common  Amethys- 
tine quartz  is  the  mineral  denoted  by  achkhndh; 
for  Pliny  speaks  of  the  amethyst  being  easily  cut 
(scalpturU  facilis,  H.  N.  xxxvii.  9),  whereas  the 
Oriental  amethyst  is  inferior  only  to  the  diamond  in 
hardness,  and  is  moreover  a  comparatively  rare  gem. 

The  Greek  word  amethustos,  the  origin  of  the 
English  amethyst,  is  usually  derived  from  i,  "  not," 
and  fxfdiu,  "  to  be  intoxicated,"  this  stone  having 
been  believed  to  have  the  power  of  dispelling  drunk- 
enness in  those  who  wore  it.  (Dionys.  Perieg. 
1122;  Anthol.  Palat.  9,  752;  Martini,  Fxcurs.  158.) 
Pliny,  however  (//.  N.  xxxvii.  9),  says,  "  The  name 
which  these  stones  have  is  to  be  traced  to  their  pe- 
culiar tint,  which,  after  approximating  to  the  color 
of  wine  shades  off  into  a  violet."  Theophrastus 
also  alludes  to  its  wine-like  color."  W.  H. 

A'MI  (^PK  [architect,  FUrst] :  'Hju*t :  Ami), 
name  of  one  of  "Solomon's  senants"  (Ezr.  ii.  57); 
caUed  Amon  (]*1tt«  ['H^ifi;  Vat.  Alex.  FA. 
Hfififi;  Comp.  'A/ic^v:  Amtm])  in  Neh.  vii.  59. 
Ami  is  probably  a  corrupted  form  of  Amon. 

AMI'S' AD AB  CAnivaSifi--  Aminadab).  Am- 
MiNADAB  1  (Matt.  i.  4;  Luke  iii.  33). 

W.  A.  W. 

AMITTAI  [Ssyl.]  OFIttS  [ti-ue,  faithful]: 
'AftaBl;  [Vat.  Sin.  -fle«:]  Amathi),  father  of  the 
prophet  Jonah  (2  K.  xiv.  25;  Jon.  i.  1). 

*  AMIZ'ABAD,  1  Chr.  xxvii.  6.  So  the  A. 
V.  ed.  1611,  etc.  following  the  Vulgate,  the  Gene- 
van version,  and  the  Bishops'  Bible,  for  the  correct 
form  Ammizabad.  A. 

AM'MAH.thehillof  (H^^W  ny23  [mother, 

cubit ;  but  here,  according  to  Fiirst,  aqueducts,  after 
an  Aramwan  and  Talmudic  usage]  :  i  fiovvhs  'Au- 
fuiv;  [Alex.  Comp.  'A/tfic£;  Aid.  'Efifiir ■]  collis 
aqua  ductus),  a  hill  "  facing  "  Giah  by  the  way  of 
the  wilderness  of  Gibeon,  named  as  the  point  to 
which  Joab's  pursuit  of  Abner  after  the  death  of 
Asahel  extended  (2  Sam.  ii.  24).  Josephus  {Ant. 
vii.  1,  §  3)  rdiros  t«j,  %v  'Aixixdrav  KoKovffi  (comp. 
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Targ.  Jon.  SH^S).  Both  Symmachus  (i/cdnj), 
and  Theodotion  (vSpayaiyis),  agree  with  the  Vul- 
gate in  an  allusion  to  some  watercourse  here.  Can 
5ii8  point  to  the  "  excavated  fountain,"  "  under  the 
high  rock,"  described  as  near  Gibeon  (^El-Jib)  by 
Robinson  (i.  465)?  G. 

♦AMMEDATHA,  Esth.  iii.  10,  A.  V.  ed. 
1611,  for  Hammedatha.  A. 

AM'MI  C'S^:  \a6s  fiov:  pqntlus  mens),  l  e., 
as  explained  in  the  margin  of  the  A.  V.,  "my 
people  " ;  a  figurative  name  applied  to  the  kingdom 
of  Israel  in  token  of  God's  reconciliation  with  them, 
and  their  position  as  "  sons  of  the  living  God,"  in 
contrast  with  the  equally  significant  name  Lo-am- 
mi,  given  by  the  prophet  Hosea  to  his  second  son 
by  Gomer,  the  daughter  of  Diblaim  (Hos.  ii.  1). 
In  the  same  manner  Kuhamah  contrasts  with  Lo- 
Euhamah.  W.  A.  W. 

AM'MIDOI,  in  some  copies  [e.  g.  ed.  1611] 
Ammid'ioi  {"AfifiiSoi  or  'Afi/iiSiot),  named  in  1 
Esdr.  V.  20  among  those  who  came  up  from  Baby- 
lon with  Zorobabel.  The  three  names  Pira,  Cha- 
dias,  and  A.  are  inserted  between  Beeroth  and 
Ramah,  without  any  corresponding  words  in  the 
parallel  lists  of  E^ra  or  Nehemiah. 

*  Fritzsche  (in  loc. )  identifies  'Afi/iiSwi  with  the 
inhabitants  of  Humtah,  Josh.  xv.  54.  There  ap- 
pears to  be  no  authority  for  the  form  ''Afifj.iSoi, 

A. 

AM'MIEL  {^\V>T2V  [people  of  God]: 
'AfiffiK;  [Vat.  Aft€j?jA.:]  Ammiel).  1.  The  spy 
selected  by  Moses  from  the  tribe  of  Dan  (Num. 
xiii.  12). 

2.  (Alex.  Afurjp,  Vulg.  Ammihel  in  2  Sam. 
xvii.  27;  [Vat.  m  2  Sam.  ix.,  Afiarip,  A/ifjrjA].) 
The  father  of  Machir  of  Lodebar  (2  Sam.  ix.  4,  5, 
xvii.  27). 

3.  The  father  of  Bathshua,  or  Bathsheba,  the 
wife  of  David  (1  Chr.  iii.  5),  called  Eliam  in  2 
Sam.  xi.  3 :  the  Hebrew  letters,  which  are  the  same 
in  the  two  names,  being  transposed.  He  was  the 
Bon  of  Ahithophel,  David's  prime  minister. 

4.  [Vat.  A;u««»jX.]  The  sixth  son  of  Obed-edom 
(1  Chr.  xxvi.  5),  and  one  of  the  doorkeepers  of  the 
Temple.  W.  A.  W. 

AMMI'HUD  (*T5^n"'fflV  [people  of  Judahy. 
'E^JouS  in  Num.,  'AjuwuS  [Vat.  Aynovfii]  in  1 
Chr.:  Ammiud).  1.  An  Ephraimite,  father  of 
Elishama,  the  chief  of  the  tribe  at  the  time  of  the 
Exodus  (Num.  i.  10,  ii.  18,  vii.  48,  53,  x.  22),  and 
through  him  ancestor  of  Joshua  (1  Chr.  vii.  26). 

2.  (2«ju»ou5;  Alex.  E^<oi;5.)  A  Simeonite, 
father  of  Shemuel,  chief  of  the  tribe  at  the  time  of 
the  division  of  Canaan  (Num.  xxxiv.  20). 

3.  ('Io/iioiJ8;  [Vat  Berja/uejooS ;]  Alex.  A/ii- 
ovS.)  The  father  of  Pedahel,  chief  of  the  tribe 
of  Naphtali  at  the  same  time  (Num.  xxxiv.  28). 

4.  (n^n'^ar,  Keri  Tn^l^'^^:  'Efjiioii.) 
Ammihud,  or  "  Ammichur,"  as  the  written  text 
has  it,  was  the  father  of  Talmai,  king  of  Geshur 
(2  Sam.  xiii.  37). 

5.  (2a|U(ouS;  [Vat.  'Safifiiov  or  -as;]  Alex. 
\fiiou5.)  A  descendant  of  Pharez,  son  of  Judah 
(1  Chr.  ix.  4).  W.  A.  W. 

AMMIN'ADAB  (niy^lSlV :  'A^ivaSi$ 
[Vat.  -fidv-] :  Aminadab ;  one  of  the  people,  i.  e. 
&mily,  of  the  prince  (famulus  principis),  Gresen. ; 


man  of  generosity,  Fiirst,  who  ascribes  to  D3^ 
the  sense  of  "  homo ' '  as  its  primitive  meauing. 
The  passages,  Ps.  ex.  3,  Cant.  vi.  12,  margin,  seem 
however  rather  to  suggest  the  sense  my  people  is 
willing).  1.  Son  of  Ram  or  Aram,  and  father  of 
Nahshon,  or  Naasson  (as  it  is  written,  Matt.  i.  4; 
Luke  iii.  33),  who  was  the  prince  of  the  tribe  of 
Judah,  at  the  first  numbering  of  Israel  in  the  second 
year  of  the  Exodus  (Num.  i.  7,  ii.  3 ;  Ruth  iv.  19, 
20;  1  Chr.  ii.  10).  We  gather  hence  that  Am- 
minadab  died  in  Egypt  before  the  Exodus,  which  ac- 
cords with  the  mention  of  him  in  Ex.  vi.  23,  where 
we  read  that  "  Aaron  took  him  Ehsheba  daughter 
of  Amminadab,  sister  of  Nahshon,  to  wife,  and  she 
bare  him  Nadab  and  Abihu,  Eleazar  and  Ithamar." 
This  ako  indicates  that  Amminadab  must  have 
lived  in  the  time  of  the  most  grievous  oppression 
of  the  Israelites  in  Egypt.  He  is  the  fourth  gen- 
eration after  Judah  the  patriarch  of  his  tribe,  and 
one  of  the  ancestors  of  Jesus  Christ.  Nothing 
more  is  recorded  of  him;  but  the  marriage  of  his 
daughter  to  Aaron  may  be  marked  as  the  earhest 
instance  of  alliance  between  the  royal  line  of  Judah 
and  the  priestly  line  of  Aaron.  And  the  name  of 
his  grandson  Nadab  may  be  noted  as  probably  given 
in  honor  of  Ammi-nadab  his  grandfather. 

2.  The  chief  of  the  112  sons  of  Uzziel,  a  junior 
Levitical  house  of  the  family  of  the  Kohathites 
(Ex.  vi.  18),  in  the  days  of  David,  whom  that  king 
sent  for,  together  with  Uriel,  Asaiah,  Joel,  Shem- 
aiah,  and  Eliel,  other  chief  fathers  of  Levitical 
houses,  and  Zadok  and  Abiathar  the  priests,  to 
bring  the  ark  of  God  to  Jerusalem  (1  Chr.  xv.  10- 
12),  to  the  tent  which  he  had  pitched  for  it.  The 
passage  last  quoted  is  instructive  as  to  the  mode  of 
naming  the  houses;  for  besides  the  sons  of  Kohath, 
120,  at  V.  5,  we  have  the  sons  of  Elizaphan,  200, 
at  v.  8,  of  Hebron,  80,  at  v.  9,  and  of  Uzziel,  112, 
at  V.  10,  all  of  them  Kohathites  (Num.  iii.  27,  30). 

3.  [Alex.  IffffcMp.]  At  1  Chr.  vi.  22  (7,  Heb. 
B.)  Izhar,  the  son  of  Kohath,  and  fether  of  Korah, 
is  called  Amminadab,  and  the  A-^atican  LXX.  has 
the  same  reading.  (The  Alexandrine  has  Izhar.) 
But  it  is  probably  only  a  clerical  error. 

4.  In  Cant.  vi.  12  it  is  uncertain  whether  we 

ought  to  read  I3"'72'^^37,  Amminadib,  with  the 
A.  v.,  or  2'^"73  ''^V*   ^y  mlling  people,  as  in 

the  margin.  If  Amminadib  is  a  proper  name,  it 
is  thought  to  be  either  the  name  of  some  one  famous 

for  his  swift  chariots,  71123^^,  or  that  there  is 
an  allusion  to  Abinadab,  and  to  the  new  cart  on 
which  they  made  to  ride  (^2"'3'1^)  the  ark  of 
God  (2  Sam.  vi.  3).  But  this  last,  though  per- 
haps intended  by  the  LXX.  version  of  Cant.,  which 
has  'AjUtcoSojS,  is  scarcely  probable.     In  vii.  2  (1 

A.  V.)  the  LXX.  also  render  2"'73"nn,  "oh! 
prince's  daughter,"  by  dvyarep  UaSdfi,  and  in  the 
Cod.  Alex,  dvyarep  'AfiivaSd^.  A.  C.  H. 

AMMIN'ADIB  (Cant.  vi.  12).  [Ammina- 
dab 4.] 

AMMISHADTDAI  [4  syl.]  (''1^'^lpV 
[people  of  the  Alm,ighty] :  'AfiiffttSai;  [Vat. 
-fift-f  exc.  in  Num.  x.  25;]  Alex.  AfiiiraSai,  exc. 
Num.  ii.  25,  2o;u«<ro5ai,  and  Num  x.  25,  MuraStu'. 
Amisaddai,  Ammisaddni).  The  father  of  Ahiezer, 
chief  of  the  tribe  of  Dan  at  the  time  of  the  Exodus 
(Num.  i.  12,  ii.  25,  vii.  66,  71,  x.  25).     His  name 
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is  one  of  the  few  which  we  find  at  this  period  com- 
pounded with  the  ancient  name  of  Gk>d,  Shaddai ; 
Zuri^haddai,  and  possibly  Shedeur,  are  the  only 
other  instances,  and  both  belong  to  this  earlv  time. 

W.  A."  W. 

AMMIZ'ABAD  (^2r?S?  [people  of  the 
Giver,  i.  e.  God:  Rom.  Aid.]  Za/3ci5;  [Vat. 
Aai^aiad;  Alex.  A/jiipa^ad;  Comp.  'A/xeiCa^dK--] 
Amizabad).  The  son  of  Benaiah,  who  apparently 
iicted  as  his  father's  lieutenant,  and  commanded 
the  third  division  of  David's  army,  which  was  on 
duty  for  the  third  month  (1  Chr.  xxvii.  6).  [Am- 
izabad.] W.  A.  W. 

AM'MON,  AMMONITES,  CHIL- 
DREN  OF    AMMON  «    y\TSrS  (only   twice), 

>2h!2r,  D>3"iay:  11^2?  ^y^-  'A^M"",  'Am- 
fuunrai,  LXX.  in  Pent. ;  elsewhere  'Afindv,  viol 
^Aixfxdiv;  Joseph.  ' AjuftarlTai :  Ammcm  [Ammon- 
itce],  Vulg.),  a  people  descended  fi-om  Ben-Ammi, 
the  son  of  Lot  by  his  younger  daughter  (Gen.  xix. 
.38;  comp.  Ps.  Ixxxiii.  7,  8),  as  Moab  was  by  the 
elder;  and  dating  from  the  destruction  of  Sodom. 

The  near  relation  between  the  two  peoples  indi- 
cated in  the  story  of  their  origin  continued  through- 
out their  existence:  from  their  earliest  mention 
(tteut.  ii.)  to  thefr  disappearance  from  the  biblical 
history  (Jud.  v.  2),  the  brother-tribes  are  named 
together  (comp.  Judg.  x.  10 ;  2  Chr.  xx.  1 ;  Zeph. 
ii.  8,  &c.).  Indeed,  so  close  was  their  union,  and 
so  near  their  identity,  that  each  would  appear  to  be 
occasionally  spoken  of  under  the  name  of  the  other. 
Tims  the  "  land  of  the  children  of  Amnion  "  is  said 
to  have  been  given  to  the  '■  children  of  Lot,"  i.  e. 
to  both  Ammon  and  5Ioab  (Ueut.  ii.  19).  They 
are  both  said  to  have  hired  Balaam  to  curse  Israel 
(Deut.  xxiii.  4),  whereas  the  detailed  narrative  of 
tliat  event  omits  all  mention  of  Ammon  (Num. 
xxii.,  xxiii.).  In  the  answer  of  Jephthah  to  the 
king  of  Ammon  the  allusions  are  continually  to 
Moab  (.Judg.  xi.  15,  18,  25),  while  Chemosh,  the 
peculiar  deity  of  Moab  (Num.  xxi.  29),  is  called 
"  thy  god  "  (24).  The  land  from  Amon  to  Jab- 
bok,  which  the  king  of  Ammon  calls  "  my  land  " 
(13),  is  elsewhere  distinctly  stated  to  have  once  be- 
longed to  a  "  king  of  Moab  "  (Num.  xxi.  26). 

Unlike  Moab  the  precise  position  of  the  territory 
of  the  Ammonites  is  not  ascertainable.  In  the  ear- 
liest mention  of  them  (Deut.  ii.  20)  they  are  said 
to  have  destroyed  those  Rephaim,  whom  they  called 
the  Zamzummim,  and  to  have  dwelt  in  their  place, 
Jabbok  being  their  border  *  (Num.  xxi.  24 ;  Deut. 
iii.  16,  ii.  37).  "I^nd"  or  "country"  is,  how- 
ever, but  rarely  ascribed  to  them,  nor  is  there  any 
reference  to  those  hal)its  and  circumstances  of  civ- 
ilization—  the  "plentiful  fields,"  the  "hay,"  the 
■'  sunmier-fruits,"  the  "  vineyards,"  the  "  presses," 
iuid  the  "  songs  of  the  grape- treaders  "  —  which  so 
constantly  recur  in  the  allusions  to  Moab  (Is.  xv., 
xri.;  Jer.  xlviii.);  but  on  the  contrary  we  find 
everywhere  traces  of  the  fierce  habits  of  marauders 
in  their  incursions  —  thrustiiig  out  the  right  ej"es 
of  whole  cities  (1  Sam.  xi.  2),  ripping  up  the 
women  with  child  (Am.  i.  13),  and  displaying  a 
very  high  degree  of  crafty  cruelty  (Jer.  xli.  6,  7; 


«  The  expression  most  commonly  employed  for  this 
nation  is  "  Bene-Ammon  "  :  next  in  frequency  comes 
"  Anunoni "  or  "Ammonim'';  and  least  often  "Am- 
mon." The  translators  of  the  Auth.  Version  have,  as 
usual,  neglected  these  minute  differences,  and  have 
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Jud.  vii.  11,  12)  to  their  enemies,  as  well  as  a  sus- 
picious discourtesy  to  their  alUes,  which  on  one 
occasion  (2  Sam.  x.  1-5)  brought  all  but  extermi- 
nation on  the  tribe  (xii.  31).  Nor  is  the  contrast 
less  observable  between  the  one  city  of  Ammon,  the 
fortified  hold  of  Rabbah  (2  Sam.  xi.  1;  Ez.  xxv.  5; 
Am.  i.  13),  and  the  "  streets,"  the  "  house-tops," 
and  the  "high-places,"  of  the  numerous  and  busy 
towns  of  the  rich  plains  of  Moab  (Jer.  xlviii.; Is. 
XV.,  xvi.).  Taking  the  above  into  account  it  is 
hard  to  avoid  the  conclusion  that,  whUe  Moab  was 
the  settled  and  civilized  half  of  the  nation  of  Lot, 
the  Bene-Ammon  formed  its  predatory  and  Bedouin 
section.  A  remarkable  confirmation  of  this  opin- 
ion occurs  m  the  fact  that  the  special  deity  of  the 
tribe  was  worshipped,  not  in  a  house  or  on  a  high 
place,  but  in  a  booth  or  tent  designated  by  the  very 
word  which  most  keenly  expressed  to  the  Israelites 
the  contrast  between  a  nomadic  and  a  settled  life 
(Am.  V.  26;  Acts  vii.  43)  [Succoth].  (See  Stan- 
ley, App.  §  89.) 

On  the  west  of  Jordan  they  never  obtained  a 
footing.  Among  the  confusions  of  the  times  of  the 
Judges  we  find  them  twice  passing  over ;  once  with 
Moab  and  Amalek  seizing  Jericho,  the  "  city  of 
palm-trees  "  (Judg.  iii.  13),  and  a  second  time  "  to 
fight  against  Judah  and  Benjamin,  and  the  house 
of  Ephraim;"  but  they  quickly  returned  to  the 
freer  pastures  of  Gilead,  leaving  but  one  trace  of 
their  presence  in  the  name  of  Chephar  ha-Ammo- 
nai,  "  The  hamlet  of  the  Ammonites  "  (Josh,  xviii. 
24),  situated  in  the  portion  of  Benjamin  somewhere 
at  the  head  of  the  passes  which  lead  up  from  the 
Jordan-valley,  and  form  the  natural  access  to  the 
table-land  of  the  west  country. 

The  hatred  in  which  the  Ammonites  were  held 
by  Israel,  and  which  possibly  was  connected  with 
the  story  of  their  incestuous  origin,  is  stated  to 
have  arisen  partly  from  their  opposition,  or,  rather, 
their  want  of  assistance  (Deut.  xxiii.  4),  to  the  Is- 
raeUtes  on  their  approach  to  Canaan.  But  it  evi- 
dently sprang  mainly  from  their  share  in  the  affair 
of  Balaam  (Deut.  xxiii.  4;  Neh.  xiii.  1).  At  the 
period  of  Israel's  first  approach  to  the  south  of  Pal- 
estine the  feeUng  towards  Ammon  is  one  of  r^ard. 
The  command  is  then  "  distress  not  the  Moabites 

distress  not  the  children  of  Ammon,  nor 

meddle  with  them"  (Deut.  ii.  9,  19 ;  and  comp 
37);  and  it  is  only  from  the  subsequent  transaction 
that  we  can  account  for  the  fact  that  Edom,  who 
had  also  refused  passage  through  his  land  but  had 
taken  no  part  with  Balaam,  is  punished  with  the 
ban  of  exclusion  from  the  congregation  for  three 
generations,  while  Moab  and  Ammon  is  to  be  kept 
out  for  ten  generations  (Deut.  xxiii.  3),  a  sentence 
which  acquires  peculiar  significance  from  its  being 
the  same  pronounced  on  "  bastards  "  in  the  preced- 
ing verse,  from  its  collocation  amongst  those  pro- 
nounced in  reference  to  the  most  loathsome  physi- 
cal deformities,  and  also  from  the  emphatic  recapit- 
ulation (ver.  6),  "  thou  shalt  not  seek  their  peace  or 
their  prosperity  all  thy  days  forever." 

But  whatever  its  origin  it  is  certain  that  the  an- 
imosity continued  in  force  to  the  latest  date.  Sub- 
dued by  Jephthah  (Judg.  xi.  33)  and  scatteretl 
with  great  slaughter  by  Saul  (1  Sam.  xi.  11)  — 
and  that  not  once  only,  for  he  "vexed"  them 


employed  the  three  terms.  Children  of  Ammon,  Am- 
monites, Ammon,  indiscriminately. 

b  Joeephus  says  in  two  places  (Ant.  I.  11,  §  5,  and 
zl.  6,  §  8),  that  Moab  and  Ammon  were  in  Goele-Syria. 
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'whithersoever  he  turned"  (xiv.  47)  — they  en- 
joyed under  his  successor  a  short  respite,  probably 
the  result  of  the  connection  of  Moab  with  David 
(1  Sam.  xxii.  3)  and  David's  town,  Bethlehem  — 
where  the  memory  of  Ruth  must  have  been  still 
fresh.  But  this  was  soon  brought  to  a  close  by  the 
shameful  treatment  to  which  their  king  subjected 
the  friendly  messengers  of  David  (2  Sam.  x.  1;  1 
Chr.  xix.  1),  and  for  which  he  destroyed  their  city 
and  mflicted  on  them  the  severest  blows  (2  Sam. 
xii.;  1  Chr.  XX.).     [Rabbah.] 

In  the  days  of  Jehoshaphat  they  made  an  incur- 
sion into  Judah  with  the  Moabites  and  the  Maon- 
ites,«  but  were  signally  repulsed,  and  so  many  killed 
that  three  days  were  occupied  in  spoiling  the 
bodies  (2  Chr.  xx.  1-25).  In  Uzziah's  reign  they 
made  incursions  and  committed  atrocities  in  Gilead 
(Am.  i.  13);  Jotham  had  wars  with  them,  and  ex- 
acted from  them  a  heavy  tribute  of  "  silver  (comp. 
"jewels,"  2  Chr.  xx.  25),  wheat,  and  barley"  (2 
Chr.  xxvii.  5).  In  the  time  of  Jeremiah  we  find 
them  in  possession  of  the  cities  of  Gad  from  which 
the  Jews  had  been  removed  by  Tiglath-Pileser  (Jer. 
xlix.  1-6);  and  other  incursions  are  elsewhere  al- 
luded to  (Zeph.  ii.  8,  9-).  At  the  time  of  the  cap- 
tivity many  Jews  took  refuge  among  the  Ammon- 
ites from  the  Assyrians  (Jer.  xl.  11),  but  no  better 
feeling  appears  to  have  arisen,  and  on  the  return 
from  Babylon,  Tobiah  the  Ammonite  and  Sanbal- 
lat  a  Moabite  (of  Choronaim,  Jer.  xhx.),  were 
foremost  among  the  opponents  of  Nehemiah's  I 
restoration. 

Amongst  the  wives  of  Solomon's  harem  are  in- 
cluded Ammonite  women  (1  K.  xi.  1),  one  of 
whom,  Naamah,  was  the  mother  of  Rehoboam  (1 
K.  xiv.  31;  2  Chr.  xii.  13),  and  henceforward  traces 
of  the  presence  of  Ammonite  women  in  Judah  are 
not  wanting  (2  Chr.  xxiv.  26 ;  Neh.  xiii.  23 ;  Ezr. 
ix.  1;  see  Geiger,  Urschrift,  &c.,  pp.  47,  49,  299). 

The  last  appearances  of  the  Ammonites  in  the 
biblical  narrative  are  m  the  books  of  Judith  (v.,  vi., 
vii.)  and  of  the  Maccabees  (1  Mace.  v.  6,  30-43), 
and  it  has  been  already  remarked  that  their  chief 
characteristics  —  close  alliance  with  Moab,  hatred 
of  Israel  and  cunning  cruelty  —  are  maintained  to 
the  end.  By  Justin  Martyr  {Dial.  c.  Tryph. )  they 
are  spoken  of  as  still  numerous  {vvv  iroA.i;  irXrf 
Boi)'i  but,  notwithstanding  this  they  do  not  appear 
again. 

The  tribe  was  governed  by  a  king  (Judg.  xi.  12, 
Sx.\  1  Sam.  xii.  12;  2  Sam.  x.  1;  Jer.  xl.  14)  and 

by  "princes,"  '^'^W  (2  Sam.  x.  3;  1  Chr.  xix.  3). 
It  has  been  conjectured  that  Nahash  (1  Sam.  xi.  1 ; 
2  Sam.  X.  2)  was  the  official  title  of  the  king,  as 
Pharaoh  was  of  the  Egyptian  monarchs;  but  this 
is  without  any  clear  foundation. 

The  divinity  of  the  tribe  was  Molech,  generaUy 
named  in  the  0.  T.  under  the  altered  form  of  Mil- 
com  —  "the  abomination  of  the  children  of  Am- 
mon;"  and  occasionally  as  Malcham.  In  more 
than  one  passage  under  the  word  rendered  "  their 
king  "  in  the  A.  V.,  an  allusion  is  intended  to  this 
idol.     [Molech.] 

The  Ammonite  names  preserved  in  the  sacred 
text  are  as  follow.      It  is  open  to  inquiry  whether 
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they  have  been  altered  in  transference  to  the  He- 
brew records. 

Achior,  'Ax«<tfp,  lii^si  IIS  TIM,  brother  of 
light,  Jud.  V.  6,  &c. 

Baalis,  D"^b3?2,  joyful,  Jer.  xl.  14. 

Hanim,  ]"13n,  pitiable,  2  Sam.  x.  1,  &c. 

Molech,  ^  ViQ,  king. 

Naamah,  nD573,  pleasant,  1  K.  xiv.  21,  Ac. 

Nachash,  ^03,  serpent,  1  Sam.  xi.  1,  &c. 

Shobi,  "*Iltt7,  return,  2  Sam.  xvii.  27. 
Timotheus,  Tifji6dfos,  1  Mace.  v.  6,  &c. 
Tobyah,  H^Il'lti,  gowl,  Xeh.  ii.  10,  &c. 

Zelek,  p7.^,  scar,t>  2  Sam.  xxiii.  37. 

The  name  Zamzumniim,  applied  by  the  Ammon- 
ites to  the  Rephaim  whom  they  dispossessed,  should 
not  be  omitted.  G. 

AM'MONITESS  (n^^bVH:  ^'Xfx^aivlrn 
in  1  K.,  r)  Afifiaviris,  2  Chr.  xii.  13,  6  Afifiav- 
Irris,  2  Chr.  xxiv.  26;  Alex.  AfMviTis  in  1  K.; 
[Vat.  7j  A/xfrnufiTis,  o  Annavftrrts'-]  Ammanitis). 
A  woman  of  Ammonite  race.  Such  were  Naamah, 
the  mother  of  Rehoboam,  one  of  Solomon's  foreign 
wives  (1  K.  xiv.  21,  31:  2  Chr.  xii.  13),  and  Shi- 
meath,  whose  son  Zabad  or  Jozachar  was  one  of 
the  murderers  of  king  Joash  (2  Chr.  xxiv.  26). 
For  allusions  to  these  mixed  marriages  see  1  K.  xi. 
1,  and  Neh.  xiii.  25.  In  the  Hebrew  the  word  has 
always   the   definite   article,  and   therefore  in  all 


cases  should  be  rendered 


•  the  Ammonitess." 

W.  A.  W. 


AJM'NON  (Vl3aS,  once  P3''r:h<  [faithfuT]: 
'AfjLVtLv,  [Alex,  sometimes  Aju/uav:]  Am^wn).  1. 
Eldest  son  of  David  by  Ahinoam  the  Jezreelitess, 
born  in  Hebron  while  his  father's  royalty  was  only 
acknowledged  in  Judah.  He  dishonored  his  half- 
sister  Tamar,  and  was  in  consequence  murdered  by 
her  brother  (2  Sam.  xiii.  1-29).  [Absalom.] 
[See  also  2  Sam.  iii.  2,  xiii.  32,  33,  39;  1  Chr.  iii. 

1-] 

2.  Son  of  Shimon  (1  Chr.  iv.  20).   G.  E.  L.  C 

AltfOK  (p^Q^  [deep  or  incomprehensible}: 
'AficK;  [Vat.  om.;  Comp.  'A/xoi5»c:]  Amoc).  A 
priest,  whose  family  returned  with  Zerubbabel,  and 
were  represented  by  Eber  in  the  days  of  Joiakim 
(Neh.  xii.  7,  20).  W.  A.  W. 

*  AMOMUM  i&naifjioV.  armmum).  In  the 
description  of  the  merchandise  of  Babylon  (Rome) 
in  Rev.  xviii.  13,  the  best  critical  editions  read 
Ktvvd.iJ.wixov  Kot  &fiufi.ov,  "cinnamon  and 
amomum,''^  for  the  Kivd/juofioy  of  the  received  text. 
Under  the  name  &fj.oiixov  or  amomum  Dioscorides 
and  Pliny  describe  an  aromatic  plant  growing  m 
India,  Armenia,  Media,  and  Pontus,  which  modem 
botanists  have  found  it  difficult  to  identify  with  any 
known  species.  (See  Dioscor.  i.  14;  Plin.  //.  N. 
xii.  13,  xiii.  1,  2,  xvi.  32;  Theophr.  Hist.  Plant. 
ix.  7;  Fr.  iv.  32.)  F^  {Flore  de  Virgile,  pp.  16, 
17)  supposes  it  to  be  the  Amomum  racemosum, 
these  words  have  reached  us  in  their  original  form  I  Lam.,  Am.  cardamomum,  Lin.;  Billerbeck  {Flora 


(certainly  those  in  Greek  have  not),  or  whether 

«  There  can  be  no  doubt  that  instead  of  "  Anunon- 
itee  "  in  2  Chr.  xx.  1,  and  xxvi.  8,  we  should  read, 
with  the  LXX.,  "Maonites"  or  "Mehunim."  The 
reasons  for  this  will  be  given  under  Mehunim. 


Classica,  p.  2)  makes  it  the  Amomum  grana  Par- 
adisi;  Sprengel  {Hist.  Rei  Herb.  i.  140  ff.,  247 
f.),  Fraas,  and  others  identify  it  with  the  Cissus 


6  Compare  the  sobriquet  of  "  Le  Balafr<5." 
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vitiginea  of  Linnaeus.  See  ako  Salmasitw,  Homon. 
Hyl.  lair.  c.  91 ;  Plin.  Exerc.  i.  284  flf.  From 
the  fruit  of  the  amomum  a  precious  oil  or  balsam 
was  obtained,  which  was  used  in  funeral  rites  (Pers. 
iii.  104;  Ovid.  Pmt.  i.  9,  51;  see  also  Trist.  iii. 
3,  69,  where  we  have  amomi  pulvis),  ar.d  especially 
as  a  perfume  for  the  hair  (Ovid.  Htr.  rxi.  166; 
Lucan,  x.  164  ff.;  Mart.  v.  64,  3,  viii.  77,  3;  Sil. 
Ital.  xi.  403).  See  Wetstein's  note  on  Rev.  xviii. 
13.  A. 

A'MON(PDK:  'A^jujiv;  [Sin.l  in  Nah., 
kpixtav])-  !•  An  Egyptian  divinity,  whose  name 
occurs  in  that  of  ]1CS  bi3  (Nah.  iii.  8),  or  Thebes, 

also  called  N3  [No].  It  has  been  supposed  that 
Amon  is  mentioned  in  Jer.  xlvi.  25,  but  the  A.  V. 
is  most  probably  correct  in  rendering  S3D  T^^^ 
"the  multitude  of  No,"  as  in  the  parallel  passage, 

Ej!.  xm.  15,  where  the  equivalent  I'ltt'^  ^^  **"" 
ployed.  Comp.  also  Ez.  xxx.  4,  10,  for  the  use  of 
the  latter  word  with  reference  to  Egypt.  These 
cases,  or  at  least  the  two  former,  seem  therefore  to 
be  instances  of  paronomasia  (comp.  Is.  xxx.  7,  Ixv. 
11,  12).  The  Greeks  called  this  divinity  "Afifiuv, 
whence  the  I^tin  Amnion  and  Hammon ;  but  their 
writers  give  the  Egyptian  pronunciation  as  'A/i- 
fiovv  (Herod,  ii.  42),  'Afiovv  (Plut.  de  hid.  et  Osir. 
9),  or  'A/iwc  (Iambi,  de  Myst.  viii.  3).  The  an- 
cient Egyptian  name  is  Amen,  which  must  signify 
"  the  hidden,"  from  the  verb  amen,  "  to  enwrap, 
conceal"  (Champollion,  Dictionnaire  £gyptien,  p. 

197),  Copt.  ^JULOnS.  This  interpretation 
agrees  with  that  given  by  Plutarch,  on  the  authority 
of  a  supposition  of  Manetho.  {ViavfOois  fiiv  6 
ifPfvyvT-ns  rh  KfKpvfj.fi(vov  ottrai  koI  Ti)v  Kf)<u\ptv 
virh  Tainris  Srj\ovff6ai  ttjs  tpaivrjs,  de  Jsid.  el 
Osir.  I.  c.)  Amen  was  one  of  the  eight  gods  of 
the  first  order,  and  chief  of  the  triad  of  Thebes. 
He  was  worshipped  at  that  city  as  Amen-Ra,  or 
"  Amen  the  sun,"  represented  aa  a  man  wearing  a 


The  god  Amon.    (Wilkinson.) 

cap  with  two  high  plumes,  and  Amen-Ra  ka  mut-ef, 
"  Amen-Ra,  who  is  both  male  and  female,"  repre- 
wnted  as  the  generative  principle.  In  the  latter 
form  he  is  accompanied  by  the  figures  of  trees  or 
«ther  vegetable  products,  like  the  "groves"  men- 
tioned in  the  Bible  [Egyit],  and  is  thus  connected 
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with  Baal.  In  the  Great  Oasis,  and  the  famous  one 
named  after  him,  he  was  worshipped  in  the  form  of 
the  ram-headed  god  Num,  and  called  either  Amen, 
Amen-Ra,  or  Amen-Num,  and  thus  the  Greeks 
came  to  suppose  him  to  be  always  ram-headed, 
whereas  this  was  the  proper  characteristic  of  Num 
(Wilkinson,  Modern  Egypt  and  Thebes,  vol.  ii. 
pp.  367,  375).  The  worship  of  Amen  spread  from 
the  Oases  along  the  north  coast  of  Africa,  and  even 
penetrated  into  Greece.  The  Greeks  identified 
Amen  with  Zeus,  and  he  was  therefore  called  Zeus 
Ammon  and  Jupiter  Ammon.  R.  S.  P. 

A'MON  (]1J2S     [muhitvde,    or    architect] : 

'A/i<5y,  Kings  [Jer.,  and  so  I.Achm.,  Tisch.,  Treg., 
in  Matt.] ;  'Afidiv,  Chr.,  [Zeph.,  where  Sin.  resSs 
Afifiuy;  Vat.i  in  1  Chr.  Afivuv,  Vat.  in  2  Chr. 
A/ua»j;  Alex.  Aft.ft.oiv  in  1  K.,  elsewhere  A/xoij:] 
Joseph. 'Afictftro J :  Amon).  1.  King  of  Judai,  son 
and  successor  of  Manasseh.     The  name  may  mean 

skillful  in  his  art,  or  child  (verbal  from  ]QS,  to 
nurse).  Yet  it  sounds  Egyptian,  as  if  connected 
with  the  Theban  god,  and  possibly  may  have  been 
given  by  Manasseh  to  his  son  in  an  idolatrous  spirit. 
Following  his  father's  example,  Amon  devoted  him- 
self wholly  to  the  service  of  false  gods,  but  was  killed 
in  a  conspiracy  after  a  reign  of  two  years.  Prob- 
ably by  insolence  or  tyranny  he  had  alienated  his 
own  servants,  and  fell  a  victim  to  their  hostility,  for 
the  people  avenged  him  by  putting  all  the  conspir- 
ators to  death,  and  secured  the  succession  to  his  son 
Josiah.  To  Amon's  reign  we  must  refer  the  terrible 
picture  which  the  prophet  Zephaniah  gives  of  the 
moral  and  religious  state  of  Jerusalem:  idolatry 
supported  by  priests  and  prophets  (i.  4,  iii.  4),  the 
poor  ruthlessly  oppressed  (iii.  3),  and  shameless  in- 
difference to  evil  (iii.  11).  According  to  Clinton 
(F.  H.  i.  328),  the  date  of  his  accession  is  n.  c. 
642;  of  his  death,  is.  c.  640  (2  K.  xxi.  19;  2  Chr. 
xxxiii.  20).  [Occurs  2  K.  xxi.  18-25;  1  Chr.  iU. 
14;  2  Chr.  xxxiii.  20-25;  Jer.  i.  2,  xxv.  3;  Zeph. 
i.  1;  Matt.  i.  10.]  G.  E.  L.  C. 

2.  (VCS,  ]"lttS:    ^(/x^p,   'Efi^ip;   Alex.   Aft- 

fjMV,  Iffifirtp;  [Aid.  ^A/ifidv,  'Eyu^^p;  Comp. 
'A/LUtfv,  AfifKiif-]  Aman).  Prince  or  governor  of 
Samaria  in  the  reign  of  Ahab  (1  K.  xxii.  26;  2 
Chr.  xviii.  25).  What  was  the  precise  nature  of 
his  office  is  not  known.  Perhaps  the  prophet  Mi- 
caiah  was  intrusted  to  his  care  as  captain  of  the 
citadel.  The  Vat.  MS.  of  the  LXX.  has  rhv 
0€uri\fa  rrji  trSKtus  in  1  K.,  but  ipxom-a  in  2 
Chr.  Josephus  {Ant.  viii.  15,  §  4)  calls  him  'Ay- 
dfLo^y.  W.  A.  W. 

3.  See  Ami. 

AMORITE,  THE  AM'ORITES  C^b^, 

^"^CSn  (always  in  the  singular),  accurately  "  the 

Emorite  "  —  the  dwellers  on  the  summits  —  moun- 
taineers: ' Afxo^ltaiot'  ^OTwrAoM'),  one  of  the  chief 
nations  who  possessed  the  land  of  Canaan  before  its 
conquest  by  the  Israelites. 

In  the  genealogical  table  of  Gen.  x.  "  the  Amo 
rite"  is  given  as  the  fourth  son  of  Canaan,  with 
"Zidon,  Heth  [Hittite],  the  Jebusite,"  Ac.  The 
interpretation  of  the  name  as  "  mountaineers  "  or 
"  highlanders  "  —  due  to  Simonis  (see  his  Ommias- 
ticon),  though  commonly  ascribed  to  Ewald  —  is 
quite  in  accordance  with  the  notices  of  the  text, 
which,  except  in  a  few  instances,  speak  of  the  Am- 
orites  as  dwelling  on  the  elevated  portions  of  the 
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country.  In  this  respect  they  are  contrasted  with  I 
the  Canaanites,  who  were  the  dwellers  in  the  low- 
lands; and  the  two  thus  formed  the  main  broad 
divisions  of  the  Holy  Land.  "  The  Hittite,  and 
the  Jebusite,  and  the  Amorite,  dwell  in  the  moun- 
t^n  [of  Judah  and  Ephraim],  and  the  Canaanite 
dwells  by  the  sea  [the  lowlands  of  Philistia  and 
Sharon]  and  by  the  'side'  of  Jordan "  [in  the 
valley  of  the  Arabah],  —  was  the  report  of  the 
first  Israehtes  who  entered  the  country  (Num.  xiii. 
2!);  and  see  Josh.  v.  1,  x.  6,  xi.  3;  Deut.  i.  7,  20; 
"Mountain  of  the  A.,"  ver.  44).  This  we  shall  find 
borne  out  by  other  notices.  In  the  very  earliest 
times  (Gen.  xiv.  7)  they  are  occupying  the  barren 
heights  west  of  the  Dead  Sea,  at  the  place  which 
afterwards  bore  the  name  of  En-gedi;  hills  in  whose 
festnesses,  the  "rocks  of  the  wild  goats,"  David 
afterwards  took  refuge  from  the  pursuit  of  Saul  (1 
Sam.  xxiii.  29;  xxiv.  2).  [Hazezon-Tamar]. 
From  this  p^int  they  stretched  west  to  Hebron, 
where  Abram  was  then  dwelling  under  the  "  oak- 
grove"  of  the  three  brothers,  Aner,  Eshcol,  and 
Slamre  (Gen.  xiv.  1.3;  comp.  xiii.  18).  From  this, 
their  ancient  seat,  they  may  have  crossed  the  valley 
of  the  Jordan,  tempted  by  the  high  table-lands  on 
the  east,  for  there  we  next  meet  them  at  the  date 
of  the  invasion  of  the  country.  Sihon,  their  then 
king,  had  taken  the  rich  pasture-land  south  of  the 
Jabbok,  and  had  driven  the  Moabites,  its  former 
possessors,  across  the  wide  chasm  of  the  Amon 
(Num.  xxi.  26;  13),  which  thenceforward  formed 
the  boundary  between  the  two  hostile  peoples 
(Num.  xxi.  13).  The  Israelites  apparently  ap- 
proached from  the  south-east,  keeping  "on  the 
other  side  "  (that  is,  on  the  east)  of  the  upper  part 
of  the  Arnon,  which  there  bends  southwards,  so  as 
to  form  the  eastern  boundary  of  the  country  of 
Moab.  Their  request  to  pass  through  his  land  to 
the  fords  of  Jordan  was  refused  by  Sihon  (Num. 
xxi.  21;  Deut.  ii.  26);  he  "went  out"  against 
them  (xxi.  23;  ii.  32),  was  killed  with  his  sons  and 
his  people  (ii.  33),  and  his  land,  cattle,  and  cities 
taken  possession  of  by  Israel  (xxi.  24,  25,  31,  ii. 
34-6).  This  rich  tract,  bounded  by  the  Jabbok  on 
the  north,  the  Arnon  on  the  south,  Jordan  on  the 
west,  and  "  the  wilderness  "  on  the  east  (Judg.  xi. 
21,  22)  —  in  the  words  of  Josephus  "  a  land  lying 
between  three  rivers  after  the  manner  of  an  island  " 
{Ant.  iv.  5,  §  2)  —  was,  perhaps,  in  the  most  special 
sense  the  "land  of  the  Amorites"  (Num.  xxi.  31; 
Josh.  xii.  2,  3,  xiii.  9;  Judg.  xi.  21,  22);  but  theu- 
possessions  are  distinctly  stated  to  have  extended 
to  the  very  feet  of  Hermon  (Deut.  iii.  8,  iv.  48), 
embracing  "all  Gilead  and  all  Bashan  "  (iii.  10), 
with  the  Jordan  valley  on  the  east  of  the  river  (iv. 
49),  and  forming  together  the  land  of  the  "  two 
kings  of  the  Amorites,"  Sihon  and  Og  (Deut.  xxxi. 
4;  Josh.  ii.  10,  ix.  10,  xxiv.  12). 

After  the  passage  of  the  Jordan  we  again  meet 
with  Amorit«s  disputing  with  Joshua  the  conquest 
of  the  west  country.  But  although  the  name 
generally  denotes  the  mountain  tribes  of  the  centre 
of  the  country,  yet  this  definition  is  not  always 
strictly  maintiined,  varying  probably  with  the  au- 
thor of  the  particular  part  of  the  history,  and  the 
time  at  which  it  was  written.  Nor  ought  we  to  ex- 
pect that  the  Israelites  could  have  possessed  very  ac- 
curate knowledge  of  a  set  of  small  tribes  whom  they 
were  called  upon  to  exterminate  —  with  whom  they 
were  forbidden  to  hold  any  intercourse — and,  more- 
over, of  whose  general  similarity  to  each  other  we 
Lave  convincing  proof  in  the  confusion  in  question. 
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Some  of  these  differences  are  as  follows :  —  He- 
bron is  "  Amorite "  in  Gen.  xiii.  18,  xiv.  13, 
though  "  Hittite  "  in  xxiii.  and  "  Canaanite  "  in 
Judg.  i.  10.  The  "  Hivit«s  "  of  Gen.  xxxiv.  2,  are 
"Amorites"  in  xlviii.  22;  and  so  also  in  Josh.  ix. 
7,  xi.  19,  as  compared  with  2  Sam.  xxi.  2.  Jeru- 
salem is  "Amorite"  in  Josh.  x.  5,  6,"  but  in  xv. 
63,  xviii.  28;  Judg.  i.  21,  xix.  11;  2  Sam.  v.  6, 
&c.,  it  is  "Jebusite."  The  "Canaanites"  of  Num. 
xiv.  45  (comp.  Judg.  i.  17),  are  "Amorites"  in 
Deut.  i.  44.  Jarmuth,  Lachish,  and  Eglon,  were 
in  the  low  country  of  the  Shefelah  (Josh.  xv.  35, 
39),  but  in  Josh.  x.  5,  6,  they  are  "Amorites  that 
dwell  in  the  mountains;  "  and  it  would  appear  as 
if  the  "  Amorites  "  who  forced  the  Danites  into  the 
mountain  (Judg.  i.  34,  35)  must  have  themselves 
remained  on  the  plam. 

Notwithstanding  these  few  differences,  however, 
from  a  comparison  of  the  passages  previously  quoted 
it  appears  plain  that  "  Amorite  "  was  a  local  term,  i 
and  not  the  name  of  a  distinct  tribe.  This  is  con- 
firmed by  the  following  facts.  (1.)  The  wide  area 
over  which  the  name  was  spread.  (2.)  The  want 
of  connection  between  those  on  the  east  and  those 
on  the  west  of  Jordan  —  which  is  only  once  hinted 
at  (Josh.  ii.  10).  (3.)  The  existence  of  kings  Uke 
Sihon  and  Og,  whose  territories  were  separate  and 
independent,  but  who  are  yet  called  "  the  two  kings 
of  the  Amorites,"  a  state  of  things  quite  at  vari- 
ance with  the  habits  of  Semitic  tribes.  (4.)  Be- 
yond the  three  confederates  of  Abram,  and  these 
two  kings,  no  individual  Amorites  appear  in  the 
history  (unless  Araunah  or  Oman  the  Jebusite  be 
one).  (5.)  There  are  no  traces  of  any  peculiar  gov- 
ernment, worship,  or  customs,  different  from  those 
of  the  other  "  nations  of  Canaan." 

One  word  of  the  "  Amorite  "  language  has  sur- 
vived —  the  name  Senir  (not  "  Shenir  ")  for  Mount 
Hermon  (Deut-  iii.  9);  but  may  not  this  be  the 
Canaanite  name  as  opposed  to  the  Phcenician 
(Sirion)  on  the  one  side  and  the  Hebrew  on  the 
other? 

All  mountaineers  are  warlike;  and,  from  the  , 
three  confederate  brothers  who  at  a  moment's  no- 
tice accompanied  "  Abram  the  Hebrew "  in  his 
pursuit  of  the  five  kings,  down  to  those  who,  not 
depressed  by  the  slaughter  inflicted  by  Joshua  and 
the  terror  of  the  name  of  Israel,  persisted  in  driv- 
ing the  children  of  Dan  into  the  mountain,  the 
Amorites  fully  maintained  this  character. 

After  the  conquest  of  Canaan  nothing  is  heard 
in  the  Bible  of  the  Amorites,  except  the  occasional 
mention  of  their  name  in  the  usual  formula  for 
designating  the  early  inhabitants  of  the  country. 

G. 

A'TVIOS  (3*1^7'  *  burden:  'Aficis'  Amos), 
a  native  of  Tekoah  in  Judah,  about  six  miles  S. 
of  Bethlehem,  originally  a  shepherd  and  dresser  of 
sycamore-trees,  was  called  by  God's  Spirit  to  be  a 
prophet,  although  not  trained  in  any  of  the  regular 
prophetic  schools  (i.  1,  vii.  14,  15).  He  travelled 
from  Judah  into  the  northern  kingdom  of  Israel  or 
Ephraim,  and  there  exercised  his  ministry,  appar- 
ently not  for  any  long  time.  His  date  cannot  be 
later  than  the  15th  year  of  Uzziah's  reign  (b.  c. 
808,  according  to  Clinton,  F.  II.  i.  325);  for  he 
tells  us  that  he  prophesied  "  in  the  reigns  of  Uzziah 
king  of  Judah,  and  Jeroboam  the  son  of  Joash 
king  of  Israel,  two  years  before  the  earthquake." 


a  The  LXX.  has  here  rStv  'lefSovj-aiwi'. 
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This  earthquake  (also  mentioned  Zech.  xiv.  5)  can- 
not have  occurred  after  the  17th  year  of  Uzziali, 
since  Jeroboam  II.  died  in  the  15th  of  that  king's 
reign,  which  therefore  is  the  latest  year  fulfilling 
the  three  chronological  indications  furnished  by 
the  prophet  himself.  But  his  ministry  probably 
took  place  at  an  earlier  period  of  Jeroboani's  reign, 
perhaps  about  the  middle  of  it ;  for  on  the  one  hand 
Amos  speaks  of  the  conquests  of  this  warUke  king 
as  completed  (vi.  13,  cf.  2  K.  xiv.  25),  on  the 
other  the  Assyrians,  who  towards  the  end  of  his 
reign  were  approaching  Palestine  (llos.  x.  6,  xi. 
5),  do  not  seem  as  yet  to  have  caused  any  alarm  in 
the  country.  Amos  predicts  indeed  that  Israel  and 
other  neighlwring  nations  will  be  punished  by  cer- 
tain wild  conquerors  from  the  North  (i.  5,  v.  27, 
vi.  14),  but  does  not  name  them,  as  if  they  were 
still  unknown  or  unheeded.  In  this  prophet's  time 
Israel  was  at  the  height  of  power,  wealth,  and 
security,  but  infected  by  the  crimes  to  which  such 
a  state  is  liable.  The  poor  were  oppressed  (viii.  4), 
the  ordinances  of  religion  thought  burdensome 
(viii.  5),  and  idleness,  luxury,  and  extravagance 
were  general  (iii.  15).  The  source  of  these  evils 
was  idolatry,  of  course  that  of  the  golden  calves, 
not  of  Baal,  since  Jehu's  dynasty  occupied  the 
throne,  though  it  seems  probable  from  2  K.  xiii.  6, 
which  passage  must  ■  refer  to  Jeroboam's  reign 
[Benhadad  III.],  that  the  rites  even  of  Astarte 
were  tolerated  in  Samaria,  though  not  encouraged. 
Calf-worship  was  specially  practiced  at  Bethel,  where 
was  a  principal  temple  and  summer  palace  for  the 
king  (vii.  13;  cf.  iii.  15),  also  at  Gilgal,  Dan,  and 
Beersheba  in  Judah  (iv.  4,  v.  5,  viii.  14),  and  was 
offensively  united  with  the  true  worship  of  the  Lord 
(v.  14,  21-23;  cf.  2  K.  xvii.  33).  Amos  went  to 
rebuke  this  at  Bethel  itself,  but  was  compelled  to 
return  to  Judah  by  the  high-priest  Amaziah,  who 
procured  from  Jeroboam  an  order  for  his  expulsion 
from  the  northern  kingdom." 

The  book  of  the  prophecies  of  Amos  seems  di- 
vided into  four  principal  portions  closely  connected 
together.  (1)  From  i.  1  to  ii.  3  he  denounces  the 
sins  of  the  nations  bordering  on  Israel  and  Judah, 
as  a  preparation  for  (2),  in  which,  from  ii.  4  to  vi. 
14,  he  describes  the  state  of  those  two  kingdoms, 
especially  the  former.  This  is  followed  by  (3),  vii. 
1-ix.  10,  in  which,  after  reflecting  on  the  previous 
prophecy,  he  relates  his  visit  to  Bethel,  and  sketches 
the  impending  punishment  of  Israel  which  he  pre- 
dicted to  Amaziah.  After  this,  in  (4),  he  rises  to 
a  loftier  and  more  evangelical  strain,  looking  for- 
ward to  the  time  when  the  hope  of  the  Messiah's 
kingdom  will  be  fulfilled,  and  His  people  forgiven 
and  estiiblished  in  the  eiyoyment  of  God's  blessings 
to  all  eternity.  The  chief  peculiarity  of  the  style 
consists  in  the  number  of  allusions  to  natural  ob- 
jects and  agricultural  occupations,  as  might  be 
expected  from  the  early  life  of  the  author.  See  i. 
3,  u.  13,  iii.  4,  5,  iv.  2,  7,  9,  v.  8, 19,  vi.  12,  vii.  1,  ix. 
3,  9,  13,  14.  The  book  presupposes  a  popular  ac- 
quaintance with  the  Pentateuch  (see  Hengstenberg, 
Beitrage  zur  Kirdekung  ins  AUe  Testament,  i. 
83-125),  and  implies  that  the  ceremonies  of  religion, 
except  where  corrupted  by  Jerolwam  I.,  were  in 
accordance  with  the  law  of  Moses.  The  references 
to  it  in  the  New  Testament  are  two :  v.  25,  26,  27 
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is  quoted  by  St.  Stephen  in  Acts  vii.  42,  and  ix.  11 
by  St.  James  in  Acts  xv.  16.  As  the  book  is  evi- 
dently not  a  series  of  detached  prophecies,  but  log- 
ically and  artistically  comiected  in  its  several  parts, 
it  was  probably  written  by  Amos  as  we  now  have 
it  after  his  return  to  Tekoah  from  his  mission  to 
Bethel.  (See  Ewald,  Prophettn  des  Allen  Bundes, 
i.  84  ff.)  G.  E.  L.  C.  . 

*  Among  the  later  commentators  on  Amos  may 
be  mentioned  J.  A.  Theiner,  Klein.  Propheten, 
1828 ;  Hitzig,  Klein.  Proph.  erkldrt,  1838,  3e  Aufl. 
1863;  Maurer,  Com.  Gram.  Hist.  Crit.  in  Proph. 
Mimyres,  1840;  Ewald,  Proph.  d.  Allen  Bundes, 
1840;  Umbreit,  Prakt.  Com.  iiber  die  Proph.  IV. 
i.,  1844;  Henderson,  Minor  Prophets,  Lond.  1845, 
Amer.  ed.  1860;  Baur,  Der  Proph.  Amos  erkldrt, 
1847;  and  Pusey,  Minor  Prophets,  1861.  There 
is  a  rapid  but  graphic  sketch  of  the  contents  of  the 
prophecy,  as  well  as  of  the  career  of  the  prophet, 
by  Stanley  {.Jewish  Church,  ii.  396  ff.  Amer.  ed.). 
For  a  list  of  the  older  writers  and  their  character- 
istics, the  reader  is  referred  to  Baur's  Einleitung 
to  his  commentary  named  above  (pp.  149-162). 

H. 
2.  {'A/ids'.  Amos.)     Son  of  Naum,  in  the  gen- 
ealogy of  Jesus  Christ  (Luke  iii.  25).    W.  A.  \V. 

A'MOZ  (V'^J^'^:  'Afitis-  ^»w«),  father  of  the 
prophet  Isaiah  (2  K.  xix.  2,  20,  xx.  1 ;  2  Chr.  xxvi. 
22,  xxxii.  20,  32;  Is.  i.  1,  ii.  1,  xiii.  1,  xx.  2, 
[xxxvii.  2,  21,  xxxviii.  1.] 

AMPHIP'OLIS  {'Aix<plvo\is:  Amphipolis),  & 
city  of  Macedonia,  through  which  Paul  and  Silaa 
passed  in  their  way  from  Philippi  to  Thessalonica 
(Acts  xvii.  1).  It  was  distant  33  Roman  miles  from 
Philippi  (Jtin.  Anton,  p.  320).  It  was  called  Am- 
phipolis,  because  the  river  Strymon  flowed  almost 
round  the  town  (Thuc.  iv.  102).  It  stood  upon  an 
eminence  on  the  left  or  eastern  bank  of  this  river, 
just  below  its  egress  from  the  lake  Cercinitis,  and 
at  the  distance  of  about  three  miles  from  the  sea. 
It  was  a  colony  of  the  Athenians,  and  was  memor- 
able in  the  Peloponnesian  war  for  the  l)attle  fought 
under  its  walls,  in  which  both  Brasidas  and  Cleon 
were  killed  (Thuc.  v.  6-11).  Its  site  is  now  occu- 
pied by  a  village  called  Neokhdrio,  in  Turkish  Jeni- 
Keui.  or  "  New-Town." 

*  The  reader  will  notice  from  the  wood-cut  (taken 
from  Cousint'ry)  the  singular  position  of  this  apos- 
tolic place.  Neokhdrio  is  the  modem  Greek  ti4o- 
X<ipiov.  Though  the  name  is  changed,  the  identi- 
fication is  undoubted,  since  the  position  answers  so 
perfectly  to  the  ancient  name  and  to  the  notices 
of  ancient  writers  {4ir'  afi(p6Tfpa  -irtptp^fovros  toD 
'S,rpvfjL6voi,  Thuc.  iv.  102).  Cousmory  inserts  a 
plan   of  the  ruins  still  found  on  the   s{)ot  in  his 

Voyage  (kins  Macedoine  (i.  134),  among  which  aie 
parts  of  the  city  wall,  symbolic  figures,  inscriptions, 
tumuli.  Sua.  See  also  l^eake's  Northei-n  Greece,  iii. 
181  fl".  At  the  point  here  where  Paul  crossed  the 
StryniOn  on  his  mission  of  philanthropy  (t;  4>iXav- 
Bpwiria  rov  ffCDTrjpos  rifiuv  0fov,  Tit.  iii.  4),  Xerxes, 
on  his  invasion  of  Greece,  "  off'ered  a  sacrifice  of 
white  horses  to  the  river,  and  buried  alive  nine 
youths  and  maidens."  See  Herod,  vii.  113,  114, 
and  liawhnson's  note  there.  It  was  not  till  after 
the  great  sacrifice  on  Golgotha  that  human  sacri- 


'«  •  There  was  a  later  Jewish  tradition,  says  Stanley, 
"  that  he  was  beaten  and  wounded  by  the  indignant 
hierarchy  of  Bethel  and  carried  back  half  dead  to  his 
native  place— the  late  which  such  a  rough,  plain-spoken 


preacher  would  natunlly  invite ;  and  It  would  almost 
8eeni  as  if  faint  allurions  to  it  transpire  in  more  than 
one  place  in  the  N.  T."  (comp.  Heb.  xi.  86 ;  Matt.  xxi. 
36).     See  Jetvish  Giurch,  U.  400,  Amer.  ed.  H. 
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Amphipolis. 


Bees  ceased  generally,  even  among  the  Greeks  and 
Komans.  See  Lasaulx's  interesting  monograpli  en- 
titled Siihnopfer  der  Gnecken  u.  Edmer  u.  ihr 
Verhciltniss  zii  dem  Einem  auf  Golgotha  {it.  in  the 
Bibl.  Sacra,  i.  368-408).  For  the  classical  interest 
of  Amphipolis,  the  reader  is  referred  to  Grote's 
History  of  Greece,  vi.  625  ff.,  and  Arnold's  Thu- 
cydides,  ii.  (at  the  end).     [Apollonia.]        H. 

AMTLIAS  i'AixirXlas,  [Lachm.  marg.  Sin. 
AFG,  'AfiirKiaros'  Ampliatus]),  a  Christian  at 
Rome  [whom  Paul  salutes  and  terms  his  "  beloved 
in  the  Lord"]  (Rom.  xvi.  8). 

AM'RAM  (n~)!2V  [people  of  the  exalted,  i. 
e.  God]:  A^i5pc£/x,  ['Afipi/x;  Vat.  in  Ex.  vi.  20, 
Afifipav-]  Amram).  1.  A  Invite,  father  of  Moses, 
Aaron,  and  Miriam  (Ex.  vi.  18,  29;  Num.  iii.  19, 
Fxxvi.  58,  59 ;  1  Chr.  vi.  2,  3,  18,  xxiii.  12,  13, 
rxiv.  20]).  R.  W.  B. 

2.  (n^n:  'Eufpdv;  Alex.  A^itaSa ;  [Aid. 
'A/ia5<{)Lt;  Comp. 'AfiaSaj/:]  Hamram.)  Properly 
Hamran  or  Chamran ;  son  of  Dishon  and  descend- 
ant of  Levi  (1  Chr.  i.  41).  In  Gen.  xxxvi.  26  he 
is  called  Hesidan,  and  this  is  the  reading  in  1 
Chr.  in  many  of  Kennicott's  MSS. 

3.  (Q^'P?':  'Afipdfj.;  [Vat.  Afjiopfi;]  Alex. 
Aju3paju:  Amram.)  One  of  the  sons  of  Bani,  in 
the  time  of  Ezra,  who  had  married  a  foreign  wife 
(Ezr.  X.  34).     Called  Omaekls  in  1  Esdr.  ix.  34. 

AM'RAMITES,  THE  C'Q'^PV :  6  A^- 
pifi,  6  ^A/i^pd/x;  Alex,  o  A^/3paa/x,  o  Anpafxi- 
Amrnmitte).  A  branch  of  the  great  Kohathite 
family  of  the  tribe  of  Levi  (Num.  iii.  27;  1  Chr. 
xxvi.  23);  descended  fixjm  Amram,  the  father  of 
Moses.  W.  A.  W. 

AM'RAPHEL  (bp^^lS  :  'Afxap<pd\:  Am- 
raphel),  perhaps  a  Hamite  king  of  Shinar  or  Baby- 
lonia, who  joined  the  victorious  incursion  of  the 
Elamite  Chedorlaomer  gainst  the  kings  of  Sodom 
»nd  Gomorrah  and  the  cities  of  the  plain  (Gen. 
tiv.  1,  9).    The  meaning  of  the  name  is  uncertain; 


some  have  connected  it  with  the  Sanskrit  amarn- 
pdla,  "the  guardian  of  the  immortals."  (Comp. 
Rawlinson's  Herodotus,  i.  446.)  S.  L. 

AMULETS  were  ornaments,  gems,  scrolls, 
&c.,  worn  as  preservatives  against  the  power  of  en- 
chantments, and  generally  inscribed  with  m3'stic 
forms  or  characters.      The  "ear-rings"  in  Gen. 

XXXV.  4  (Q"'pT3 :  ii/drta.  inanres)  were  obvi- 
ously connected  with  idolatrous  worship,  and  were 
probably  amulets  taken  from  the  bodies  of  the  slain 
Shechemites.  They  are  subsequently  mentioned 
among  the  spoils  of  Midian  (Judg.  viii.  24),  and 
perhaps  their  objectionable  character  was  the  reason 
why  Gideon  asked  for  them.  Again,  in  Hos.  ii. 
13,  "decking  herself  with  ear-rings"  is  mentioned 
as  one  of  the   signs   of  the   "days   of  Baalim." 

Hence  in  Chaldee  mi  ear-ring  is  called  Stt?'''7'2- 

But  amulets  were  more  often  worn  round  the 
neck,  like  the  golden  bulla  or  leather  lorum  of  the 
Roman  boys.  Sometimes  they  were  precious  stones, 
supposed  to  be  endowed  with  peculiar  virtues.  In 
the  "  Mirror  of  stones  "  the  strangest  properties  are 
attributed  to  the  amethyst,  Kinocetus,  Alectoria, 
Ceraunium,  &c. ;  and  Pliny,  talking  of  succina,  says 
"  Infantibus  alligari  amuleti  ratione  prodest " 
(xxxvii.  12,  s.  37).  They  were  generally  suspended 
as  the  centre-piece  of  a  necklace,  and  among  the 
Egytians  often  consisted  of  the  emblems  of  va- 
rious deities,  or  the  symbol  of  truth  and  justice 
("  Thmei ").  A  gem  of  this  kind,  formed  of  sap- 
phires, was  worn  by  the  chief  judge  of  Egypt  (Diod. 
i.  48,  75),  and  a  similar  one  is  represented  as  worn 
by  the  youthful  deity  Harpocrates  (Wilkinson,  An. 
Egypt,  iii.  364).  The  Arabs  hang  round  their 
children's  necks  the  figure  of  an  open  hand ;  a  cus- 
tom which,  according  to  Shaw,  arises  from  the  wir. 
luckiness  of  the  number  5.  This  principle  is  often 
found  in  the  use  of  amulets.  Thus  the  basilisk  is 
constantly  engraved  on  the  talismanic  scarabaei  of 
Egypt,  and  according  to  Jahn  {Arch.  Bibl.  §  131, 

Engl,  tr.),  the  C'E^nb  of  Is.  iii.  21,  were  "fig- 
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ures  of  serpents  carried  in  the  hand  "  (more  prob- 
ably worn  in  the  ears)  "  by  Hebrew  women."    The 

word  is  derived  fkini  K^Hv,  sibilavit,  and  means 
both  "enchantments"  (cf.  Is.  iii.  3),  and  the  mag- 
ical gems  and  fonnularies  used  to  avert  them  (Gesen. 
«.  r.).  It  is  doubtful  whether  the  LXX.  intends 
nttpiZf^ia  as  a  translation  of  this  word ;  "  pro  voce 
irtpih.  nihil  est  in  textu  llebraico  "  (Schleusner's 
Tliesuunis).  For  a  like  reason  the  phallus  was 
among  the  sacred  emblems  of  the  Vestals  {Diet,  of 
Aiit.,  .art.  "  l''ascinum  " ). 

The  commonest  amulets  were  sacred  words  (the 
tetragi-animaton,  <fec. )  or  sentences,  written  in  a  pe- 
culiar mariner,  or  inscribed  in  some  cabalistic  figure 
like  the  shield  of  David,  called  also  Solomon's  Seal. 
Another  form  of  this  figure  is  the  pentangle  (or 
pentacle,  v.  Scott's  Antiquary),  which  "  consists  of 
three  triangles  intersected,  and  made  of  five  lines, 
which  may  be  so  set  forth  with  the  body  of  man  as 
to  touch  and  point  out  the  places  where  our  Saviour 
was  wounded  "  (Sir  Thos.  Brown's  Vulij.  Errors, 
i.  10).  Under  this  head  fall  the  'E<bfaia  ypififxara 
(.\cts  xix.  19),  and  in  later  times  tne  Abraxic  gems 
of  the  Basilidians ;  and  the  use  of  the  word  "  Ab- 
racadal)ra,"  recommended  by  the  physician  Serenus 
Samonicus  as  a  cure  of  the  hemitritseus.  The  same 
physician  prescribes  for  quartan  ague 

"  Maeonite  Iliados  quartum  suppone  timenti." 

Charms  "  consisting  of  words  written  on  folds 
of  papyrus  tightly  rolled  up  and  sewed  in  linen," 
have  been  found  at  Thebes  (Wilkinson,  I.  c),  and 
our  English  translators  possibly  intended  something 
of  the  kind  when  they  rendered  the  curious  phrase 

(in  Is.  iii.)  tPpSH  ^^12  by  "Ublets."  It  was 
the  danger  of  idolatrous  practices  arising  from  a 


Amulet.      Modem  Egyptian.      (From  Lane's  Modem 
Egyptians.) 

knowledge  of  this  custom  that  probably  induced 
the  sanction  of  the  use  of  phylacteries  (Dent.  vi. 

8;  xi.  18,  n*12^hf ).  The  modem  Arabs  use 
scraps  of  the  Koran  (which  they  call  "  telesmes  " 
or  "  alakakirs  ")  in  the  same  way. 

A  very  large  class  of  amulets  depended  for  their 
value  on  their  being  constructed  under  certain  as- 
tronomical conditions.  Their  most  general  use  was 
to  avert  ill-luck,  Ac.,  especially  to  nullify  the  effect 
of  the  6<p6a\n6s  ^(LffKowos,  a  belief  in  which  is 
found  among  all  nations.  The  Jews  were  j>artic- 
ularly  addicted  to  them,  and  the  only  restriction 
placed  by  the  Rabbis  on  their  use  was,  that  none 
but  (yy)roved  amulets  (i.  «.  such  as  were  knmtm  to 
have  cured  three  persons)  were  to  !«  worn  on  the 
Sabbath  (Ijghtfoot's  Hoi:  IJebr.  in  Matt.  xxiv.  24). 
It  was  thought  that  they  kept  off"  the  evil  spirits 
who  caused  disease.  Some  animal  substances  were 
considered  to  possess  such  properties,  as  we  see  from 
Tobit.  Pliny  (xxviii.  47)  mentions  a  fox's  tongue 
irom  on  an  amulet  as  a  charm  against  blear  eyes, 
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and  says  (xxs.  15)  "  Scarabaeorum  comua  alligata 
amuleti  naturam  obtinent;"  perhaps  an  Egyptian 
fancy.  In  the  same  way  one  of  the  Roman  em- 
perors wore  a  seal-skin  as  a  charm  against  thunder. 
Among  plants,  the  white  bryony  and  the  Hy|)ericonf 
or  Fuga  Da^monum,  are  mentioned  as  useful  (Sir 
T.  Brown,  Vuly.  Errors,  i.  10.  He  attributes  the 
whole  doctrine  of  amulets  to  the  devil,  but  still 
throws  out  a  hint  that  they  may  work  by  "  im- 
ponderous  and  invisible  emissions  "). 

Amulets  are  still  common.  On  the  Mod.  Egyp- 
tian "  Hegab  "  see  Lane,  Mod.  Egypt,  c.  11,  and 
on  the  African  "  pieces  of  medicine,"  a  belief  in 
which  constitutes  half  the  religion  of  the  Africans, 
see  Livingstone's  Travels,  p.  285,  et  passim. 
[Teraphim;  Talisman.]  F.  W.  F. 

AM'ZI  C?eS  [strong]:  'A^fcaia;  [Vat. 
-<r€i-]  Alex.  Kafffffia-  Amasa'i).  1.  A  Levite  of 
the  family  of  Merari,  and  ancestor  of  Ethan  the 
minstrel  (1  Chr.  vi.  46). 

2.  {'Aftairi  [Vat.  -a ft] :  Amsi.)  A  priest,  whose 
descendant  Adaiah  with  his  brethren  did  the  ser- 
vice for  the  Temple  in  the  time  of  Nehemiah  (Neh. 
xi.  12).  W.  A.  \V. 

A'NAB  (23y  [grape-toicn,  Gesen.]  :  ^AvafiiB, 
'Avdv;  Alex.  Avu^-  [Anah]),  a  town  in  the 
mountains  of  Judah  (Josh.  xv.  50),  named,  with 
Debir  and  Hebron,  as  once  belonging  to  the  Ana- 
kim  (Josh.  xi.  21).  It  has  retained  its  ancient 
name  ['^noi],  and  lies  among  the  hills  about  10 
miles  S.  S.  W.  of  Hebron,  close  to  Shoco  and 
Eshtemoa  (Rob.  i.  494).  The  conjecture  of  Eus. 
and  Jerome  ( Onom.  Anob,  Anab)  is  evidently  inad- 
missible. G. 

AN'AEL  i'AvaiiK).  The  brother  of  Tobit 
(Tob.  i.  21). 

A'NAH  (n337  [perh.  answering,  i.  e.  a  re- 
quest] ;  'Avd;  [Gen.  xxxvi.  24,  Alex.  Clvas;  1  Chr.  i. 
40,  41,  Rom.  :iuyiv,  Alex.  n»'OjU,  Avo:]  Ana),  the 
son  of  Zibeon,  the  son  of  Seir,  the  Horite  (Gen. 
xxxvi.  20.  24),  and  father  of  Aholibamah,  one  of  the 
wives  of  Esau  (Gen.  xxxvi.  2, 14 ).  We  are  no  doubt 
thus  to  understand  the  text  with  Winer,  Heng- 
stenberg,  Tuch,  Knobel,  and  many  others,  though 
the  Hebrew  reads  "  Aholibamah,  daughter  of  Anah, 

daughter  of  Zibeon  O'lraiJ-n?  TO^^-n?);" 
nor  is  there  any  necessity  to  correct  the  reading  in 
accordance  with  the  Sam.,  which  has  ^2  instead 
of  the  second  n2 ;  it  is  better  to  refer  the  second 

i12  to  Aholibamah  instead  of  to  its  immediate 
antecedent  Anah.  The  word  is  thus  used  in  the 
wider  sense  of  descendant  (here  granddaughter),  as 
it  is  apparently  again  in  this  chapter,  v.  39.  We 
may  farther  conclude  with  Hengstenberg  (Pent.  ii. 
280;  Eng.  transl.  ii.  229)  that  the  Anah  mentioned 
amongst  the  sons  of  Seir  in  v.  20  in  connection 
with  Zibeon,  is  the  same  person  as  is  here  referred 
to,  and  is  therefore  the  grandson  of  Seir.  The  in- 
tention of  the  genealogy  plainly  is  not  so  much  to 
give  the  lineal  descent  of  the  Seirites  as  to  enum- 
erate those  descendants  who,  being  hea<ls  of  tribes, 
came  into  connection  with  the  Momites.  It  would 
thus  appear  that  Anah,  from  whom  Esau's  wife 
sprang,  was  the  head  of  a  tril)e  independent  of  his 
father,  and  ranking  on  an  equality  with  that  tribe. 
Several  difficulties  occur  in  regard  to  the  race  and 
name  of  Anah.     By  his  descent  from  Seir  be  is  a 


ANAHARATH 

Horite  [which  see]  (Gren.  xxxvi.  20),  whilst  in  v.  2 
he  is  called  a  Hivite,  and  again  in  the  narrative 
(Gen.  xxvi.  34)  he  is  called  Been  the  Hittite. 
Hengstenbei^'s  explanation  of  the  first  of  these 
difSculties  is  far-fetched ;  and  it  is  more  probable 

that  the  word  Hivite  (^•)nn)  is  a  mistake  of  tran- 

gcribers  for  Horite  (^^Hn).  With  regard  to  the 
identification  of  Anah  the  Horite  with  Been  the 
Hittite,  see  Beeri.  F.  W.  G. 

*In  Gen.  xxxvi.  24  (A.  V.),  we  read:  "This 
was  that  Anah  that  found  the  mules  in  the  wilder- 
ness, as  he  fed  the  asses  of  Zibeon  his  father." 

The  word  Q^Q'^  is  here  rendered  mules,  according 
to  the  Jewish  explanation  (Targ.  of  Jonathan,  the 
Talmud,  Saadias,  Rabbinic  commentators),  followed 
in  Luther's  and  other  modem  versions.    With  this 

rendering  of  S"*^.^,  the  statement  is  altogether  in- 
significant, unless  M17Q  is  taken  (as  by  the  Tal- 
mudist)  in  the  sense  of  invent,  as  in  Luther's  ver- 
sion; meaning  that  Anah  found  out  the  way  of 
producing  mules,  by  coupling  animals  of  different 
species.  But  this  sense  the  Hebrew  word  will  not 
bear.  The  explanation  is  evidently  drawn  from  the 
connection  merely,  without  any  support  from  ety- 
mology. S/jually  baseless  is  the  interpretation  in 
the  Tai^.  of  Onkelos,  and  the  Samaritan  Codex, 

taking  D^P.^    in   the   sense   of  giants   (as  if  = 

D'^nSI,  Deut.  ii.  11). 

Another  and  probably  older  exegetical  tradition, 
transmitted  through  Jerome  and  the  Vulgate,  ren- 
ders 2"*^.^  by  warm  spiings  (Vulgate  aquas  cali- 
das).  This  has  the  support  of  etymology  (Gesenius, 
Th.es.,  DV),  as  well  as  of  the  ancient  tradition, 
and  is  corroborated  by  the  frequent  occurrence  of 
warm  sjwings  in  the  region  referred  to,  as  observed 
both  by  ancient  writers  and  by  modem  travellers." 

T.  J.  C. 

ANAHA'RATH  (n"in3S  [hollow  way  or 
pass,  Flirst]:  'Avaxfpfd'<  [Alex.  AppavfO:  Ana- 
harath]),  a  place  witnin  the  border  of  Issachar, 
named  with  Shichon  and  Rabbith  (Josh.  xix.  19). 
Nothing  is  yet  known  of  it.  G. 

*  Some  think  it  may  be  the  present  Ardneh,  near 
the  foot  of  Gilboa,  about  2  miles  east  of  Jenm  (Eji- 
gannim).  See  Zeller's  Bibl.  Worterb.  p.  60,  2te 
Aufl.  Robinson  mentions  the  place  twice  (ii.  316, 
319),  but  does  not  suggest  the  identification.    H. 

ANA'IAH  [3  8yL]  (H^aV  :  'Avavi'oy;  [Vat. 
M-  Ai'ai'ia:]  Ania).  1.  Probably  a  priest;  one 
of  those  who  stood  on  Ezra's  right  hand  as  he  read 
the  l^w  to  the  people  (Neh.  viii.  4).  He  is  called 
Ananias  in  1  Esdr.  ix.  43. 

2.  {'Ayaia'  [Vat.  Avavdia;  Aid.  'Avcwia'] 
Anaia.)  One  of  the  "heads"  fi  the  people,  who 
signed  the  covenant  with  Nehemiah  (Neh.  x.  22). 

W.  A.  W. 

A'NAK.     [Anakim.] 

AN'AKIM  (a^i?;^?  :  'Evcwf^-  ["^^t.  -«6,^, 
and  so  Alex,  in  Deut. :]  Enadm),  a  race  of  giants  (so 
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«  *  It  may  have  been  from  the  discovery  of  these 
springs,  as  Hengstenberg  suggests,  that  Anah  received 
the  other  name  which  he  bore,  namely,  Beeri,  "  of 
wells,"  t.  f.  a  man  concerned  with  them.  See  also 
Bamngarten  (Pentateuch,  i.  300).  H. 


called  either  from  their  stature  (kmgicollis,  Gesen.), 
or  their  strength  (Fiirst),  (the  root  pJ^  being 
identical  with  our  word  neck),  descendants  of  Arba 
(Josh.  XV.  13,  xxi.  11),  dwelling  in  the  southern  part 
of  Canaan,  and  particularly  at  Hebron,  which  from 

their  progenitor  received  the  nameof  1?2"1S  n^"1j7, 
city  of  Arba.  Besides  the  general  designation  An- 
akim, they  are  variously  called  p3y  ^32,  sons  of 
Anak  (Num.  xiii.  33),  P^^.J^  ^"!I^^N  descendants 
of  Anak  (Num.  xiii.  22),  and  D^pi!?  '^32,  sons 
of  Anakim  [LXX.  viol  yfydvruy]  (Deut.  i.  28). 
These  designations  serve  to  show  that  we  must  re- 
gard Anak  as  the  name  of  the  race  rather  than  that 
of  an  individual,  and  this  is  confirmed  by  what  b 
said  of  Arba,  their  progenitor,  that  he  "was  a 
great  man  among  the  Anakim  "  (Josh.  xiv.  15). 
The  race  appears  to  have  been  divided  into  three 
tribes  or  families,  bearing  the  names  Sheshai,  Ahi- 
man,  and  Tahnai.  Though  the  warlike  appearance 
of  the  Anakim  had  struck  the  Israelites  with  ter- 
ror in  the  time  of  Moses  (Num.  xiii.  28 ;  Deut.  ix. 
2),  they  were  nevertheless  dispossessed  by  Joshua, 
and  utterly  driven  from  the  land,  except  a  small 
remnant  that  found  refuge  in  the  Philistine  cities, 
Gaza,  Gath,  and  Ashdod  (Josh.  xi.  21).  Their 
chief  city,  Hebron,  became  the  possession  of  Caleb, 
who  is  said  to  have  driven  out  from  it  the  three 
sons  of  Anak  mentioned  above,  that  is,  the  three 
families  or  tribes  of  the  Anakim  (Josh.  xv.  14; 
Judg.  i.  20).  After  this  time  they  vanish  from 
history.*  F.  W.  G. 

AN'AMIM  (D''a33?  :  'E^«yner€.'ju;  [Alex,  in 
Gen.  Aivfuerieiiii,  in  1  Chr.  Avofueifji;  Comp.  in 
1  Chr.  Alvoixifi.;  7  MSS.  'Aro/if/x:]  Anamim),  a 
Mizraite  people  or  tribe,  respecting  the  settlements 
of  which  nothing  certain  is  known  (Gen.  x.  13;  1 
Chr.  i.  11).  Judging  from  the  position  of  the 
other  Mizraite  peoples,  as  far  as  it  has  been  deter- 
mined, this  one  probably  occupied  some  part  of 
Egj^t,  or  of  the  adjoining  r^ion  of  Africa,  or  pos- 
sibly of  the  south-west  of  Palestine.  No  name 
bearing  any  strong  resemblance  to  Anamim  has 
been  pointed  out  in  the  geographical  lists  of  the 
Egyptian  monuments,  or  in  classical  or  modem 
geography.  [The  name  may  be  Egj-ptian  and  refer 
to  the  region  of  the  tribe.   Ges.,  Fiirst.]  R.  S.  P. 

ANAMTVIELECH    {Hebrew  Anammelech] 

("H^???  :  'AvTtfieXfx'y  [Alex.  A/i7j/te\ex;  Aid. 
'AvtufXix'-]  Anamelech),  one  of  the  idols  wor- 
shipped by  the  colonists  introduced  into  Samaria 
from  Sepharvaim  (2  K.  xvii.  31).  He  was  wor- 
shipped with  rites  resembling  those  of  Molech, 
cliildren  being  bumt  in  his  honor,  and  is  the  com- 
panion-god to  Adrammelech.  As  Adrammelech 
is  the  male  power  of  the  sun,  so  Anammelech  is 
the  female  power  of  the  sun  (Rawlinson's  Herodo- 
tus, i.  611).  The  etymology  of  the  word  is  un- 
certain. Rawlinson  connects  it  with  the  name 
Anunit.  Gesenius  derives  the  name  from  words 
meaning  idol  and  hing,  but  Reland  (d«  vet.  ling. 
Per 9.  ix.)  deduces  the  first  part  of  it  from  the 
Persian  word  for  grief.  Winer  advocates  a  deriva- 
tion connecting  the  idol  with  the  constellation  Ce- 


6  *The  A.  v.  adds  s  to  this  name,  and  thus  makes 
it  (Anakims)  doubly  plural,  as  in  the  case  of  Emim, 
Cherubim,  and  similar  terms.  H. 
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pheus,  some  of  the  stars  in  which  are  called  by  the 
Arabs  "the  shepherd  and  the  sheep." 

G.  E.  L.  C. 

A'NAN  03^  [rt  cloudy.  'Hv<£/a;  Alex. 
[Comp.]  ^Hidv-  Annn).  1.  One  of  the  " heads " 
of  the  people,  who  signed  the  covenant  with  Nehe- 
miah  (Neh.  x.  20). 

2.  {'Avdu;  Alex.  AvvaV-  Anani.)  Hanan  4 
(1  Esdr.  V.  30;  comp.  Ezr.  ii.  46).      W.  A.  W. 

ANA'NI  C^^aV  [Jehovah  protects]:  'Apdv, 
[Vat.  t/lavfi;]  Alex.  Ayavi'-  Anani).  The  sev- 
enth son  of  Elioenai,  descended  through  Zerub- 
babel  from  the  line  royal  of  Judah  (1  Chr.  iii.  24). 

W.  A.  W. 

ANANI'AH  (np?3V  [whom  Jehovah  pro- 
tects] :  ''Avavia  '■  Ananias).  Probably  a  priest ; 
ancestor  of  Azariah,  who  assisted  in  rebuilding  the 
city  wall  after  the  return  from  Babylon  (Neh.  iii. 
23).  W.  A.  W. 

ANANI'AH  {'^^yy^.  [tt-AoTO  Jehovah  pro- 
tects] ),  a  place,  named  between  Nob  and  Hazor,  in 
which  the  Benjamites  lived  after  their  return  from 
captivity  (Neh.  xi.  32).  The  LXX.  [in  most  MSS.] 
omits  ail  mention  of  this  and  the  accompanying 
names  [but  Comp.  has  'Avia,  and  FA."*  Avavui]. 

G. 

ANANI'AS  (n^235?,  or  n^33n  [Jehovah 
k  gracious] :  'Avavia?).  1.  A  high-priest  in  Acts 
xxiii.  2  ff.  xxiv.  1,  [before  whom  Paul  attempted 
to  defend  himself,  in  the  Jewish  Council  at  Jerusa^ 
leni,  but  was  silenced  with  a  blow  on  the  mouth 
for  asserting  that  he  had  always  "  lived  in  all  good 
conscience  before  God."  See,  in  regard  to  that 
incident,  Paul].  He  was  the  son  of  Nebedseus 
(Joseph.  Ant.  xx.  5,  §  2),  succeeded  Joseph  son  of 
Camydus  (Ant.  xx.  1,  §  3,  5,  §  2),  and  preceded 
Ismael  son  of  Phabi  (Ant.  xx.  8,  §§  8,  11).  He 
was  nominated  to  the  office  by  Herod  king  of  Chal- 
cis,  in  a.  d.  48  (Ant.  xx.  5,  §  2);  and  in  a.  d.  52 
sent  to  Rome  by  the  prefect  Ummidius  Quadratus 
to  answer  before  the  Emperor  Claudius  a  charge  of 
oppression  brought  by  the  Samaritans  (Ant.  xx.  6, 
§  2).  He  appears,  however,  not  to  have  lost  his 
ofBcei'^'kut  to  have  resumed  it  on  his  return.  This 
has  been  doubted ;  but  Wieseler  ( Chronol.  d.  Apos- 
tvl.  Zeitalters,  p.  76,  note)  has  shown  that  it  was 
so  in  all  probability,  seeing  that  the  procurator  Cu- 
manus,  who  went  to  Rome  with  him  as  his  adver- 
sary, was  unsuccessful,  and  was  condemned  to  ban- 
ishment. He  was  deposed  from  his  office  shortly 
before  Felix  left  the  province  (Ant.  xx.  8,  §  8 ;  but 
still  had  great  power,  which  he  used  violently  and 
lawlessly  (Ant.  xx.  9,  §  2).  He  was  at  last  assas- 
sinated by  the  Sicarii  (B.  J.  ii.  17,  §  9)  at  the  be- 
ginning of  the  last  Jewish  war. 

2.  A  disciple  at  Jerusalem,  husband  of  Sapphira 
(Acts  V.  1  ff.).  Having  sold  his  goods  for  the 
benefit  of  the  church,  he  kept  back  a  jiart  of  the 
price,  bringing  to  the  apostles  the  remainder,  as  if 
it  were  the  whole,  his  wife  also  teing  privy  to  the 
scheme.  St.  Peter,  being  enabled  by  the  power  of 
the  Spirit  to  see  through  the  fraud,  denounced  him 
as  ha^^ng  lied  to  the  Holy  (jhost,  i.  e.  having  at- 
tempted to  pass  upon  the  Spirit  resident  in  the 
apostles  an  act  of  deliberate  deceit.  On  hearing 
this,  Ananias  fell  down  and  expired.  That  this 
incident  was  no  mere  physical  consequence  of  St. 
Peter's  severity  of  tone,  as  some  of  the  German 
writers  have  maintained,  distinctly  appears  by  the 
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direct  sentence  of  a  similar  death  pronounced  by 
the  same  apostle  upon  his  wife  Sapphira  a  few  hours 
^ter.  [Sapphira.]  It  is  of  course  possible  that 
Ananias's  death  may  have  been  an  act  of  divine 
justice  unlocked  for  by  the  apostle,  as  there  is  no  ' 
mention  of  such  an  intended  result  in  his  sjjeech ; 
but  in  the  case  of  the  wife,  such  an  idea  is  out  of 
the  question.  Niemeyer  ( Charakteristik  der  Bibel,  . 
i.  574)  has  well  stated  the  case  as  regards  the  blame 
which  some  have  endeavored  to  cast  on  St.  Peter 
in  this  matter,  when  he  says  that  not  man,  but 
God,  is  thus  animadverted  on.  The  apostle  is  but 
the  organ  and  announcer  of  the  divine  justice, 
which  was  pleased  by  this  act  of  deserved  severity 
to  protect  the  morality  of  the  infant  church,  and 
strengthen  its  power  for  good. 

3.  A  Jewish  disciple  at  Damascus  (Acts  ix.  10 
ffi),  of  high  repute,  "a  devout  man  according  to 
the  law,  having  a  good  report  of  all  the  Jews  which 
dwelt  there"  (Acts  xxii.  12).  Ifeing  ordered  by 
the  Lord  in  a  vision,  he  sought  out  Saul  during  the 
period  of  bhndness  and  dejection  which  followed  his 
conversion,  and  announced  to  him  his  future  com- 
mission as  a  preacher  of  the  Gospel,  conveying  to 
him  at  the  same  time,  by  the  laying  on  of  his 
hands,  the  restoration  of  sight,  and  commanding 
him  to  ai-ise,  and  be  baptized,  and  wash  away  his 
sins,  calling  on  the  name  of  the  Lord.  Tradition 
makes  him  to  have  been  afterwards  bishop  of 
Damascus,  and  to  have  died  by  martyrdom  (Men- 
ohg.  Grcecorum,  i.  79  f.).  H.  A. 

ANANI'AS  CAi-vrs;  [Vat.  Awe^;]  Alex.  Ai^ 
I'ior;]  Aid.  'Avavias'.]  Ananias).  1.  The  sons  of 
Ananias  to  the  number  of  101  (Vulg.  130)  enu- 
merated in  1  Esdr.  v.  16  as  having  returned  with 
Zorobabel.  No  such  name  exists  in  the  parallel 
lists  of  Ezra  and  Nehemiah. 

2.  CAvavlas:  om.  in  Vulg.)  Hanani  3  (1 
Esdr.  ix.  21;  comp.  Ezr.  x.  20). 

3.  (Amanias.)  Hananiah  9  (1  Esdr.  ix.  29; 
comp.  Ezr.  x.  28). 

4.  (Ananias.)  Anaiah  1  (1  Esdr.  ix.  43; 
comp.  Neh.  viii.  4). 

5.  ['Avavlus;  Vat.  A>';'«aj.]  Hanan  5  (1 
Esdr.  ix.  48;  comp.  Neh.  viii.  7). 

6.  Father  of  Aiarias,  whose  name  was  assumed 
by  the  angel  Raphael  (Tob.  v.  12,  13).  In  the 
LXX.  he  appears  to  be  the  eldest  brother  of  Tobit. 

7.  (Jamnor.)  Ancestor  of  Judith  (Jud.  viii.  1). 
The  Cod.  Sin.  [with  Alex.]  gives  Avavias,  though 
the  Vat.  MS.  omits  the  name. 

8.  ('Avavia?:  Ananias.)  Shadrach  (Song  of 
■t  Ch.  66;  1  Mace.  ii.  59).     [Hananiah  7.] 

W.  A.  W. 
ANANIEL  ('Avavii\K:  Ananiel),  forefather 
of  Tobias  (Tob.  i.  1). 

A'NATH  (»"^35  [answer,  i.  e.  to  prayer]: 
£nvdx,  'Avd6;  [Vat.  ^fivax,  AvadfV,  Alex.  AvaO, 
Kfvad:]  Anath),  father  of  Shamgar  (Judg.  iii.  31, 
v.  6). 

ANATH'EMA  (iivdetfia,  in  LXX.,  the  equiv- 
alent for  — Tir?)  J^  thing  or  person  devoted:  in  N. 
T.  generally  translated  accursed.  The  more  usual 
form  is  avddvfia  (itvariBrifit),  with  the  sense  of  an 
vffcriiKj  siispemled  in  a  temple  (Luke  xxi.  5;  2 
Mace.  ix.  10).  The  Alexandrine  writers  preferred 
the  short  penultimate  in  this  and  other  kindred 
words  (e.  <j.  ivldffta,  ffvvBf/xa);  but  occasionally 
both  fonns  occur  in  the  MSS.,  as  in  Jud.  xvi.  19; 
2  Mace.  xiii.  15 ;  Luke  xxi.  5 :  no  distinction  there- 
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fore  existed  originally  in  the  meanings  of  the  words, 
as  has  been  supposed  by  many  early  writers.     The 

Hebrew  3"}n  is  derived  from  a  verb  signifying 
primarily  to  shut  up,  and  hence  to  (1)  consecrate  or 
devote,  and  (2)  exterminate.  Any  object  so  de- 
voted to  the  rx)rd  was  irredeemable :  if  an  inanimate 
object,  it  was  to  be  given  to  the  priests  (Num. 
xviii.  14);  if  a  living  creature  or  even  a  man,  it 
was  to  be  slain  (Lev.  xxvii.  28,  29);  hence  the 
idea  of  extei-mination  as  connected  with  devoting. 
Generally  speaking,  a  vow  of  this  description  was 
taken  only  with  respect  to  the  idolatrous  nations 
who  were  marked  out  for  destruction  by  the  special 
decree  of  Jehovah,  as  in  Num.  xxi.  2 ;  Josh.  vi.  17 ; 
but  occasionally  the  vow  was  made  indefinitely,  and 
involved  the  death  of  the  innocent,  as  is  illustrated 
in  the  cases  of  Jephthah's  daughter  (Judg.  xi. 
31),  and  Jonathan  (1  Sam.  xiv.  24)  who  was  only 
saved  by  the  interposition  of  the  people.  The 
breach  of  such  a  vow  on  the  part  of  any  one  di- 
rectly or  indirectly  participating  in  it  was  pimished 
with  death  (Josh.  vii.  25).  In  addition  to  these 
cases  of  spontaneous  devotion  on  the  part  of  indi- 
viduals, the  word  W^H  is  frequently  applied  to  the 

extermitiation  of  idolatrous  nations :  in  such  cases 
the  idea  of  a  vow  appears  to  be  dropped,  and  the 
word  assumes  a  purely  secondary  sense  (i^oKoepeiu, 
LXX.):  or,  if  the  original  meaning  is  still  to  be 
retained,  it  may  be  in  the  sense  of  Jehovah  (Is. 
xxxiv.  2)  shutting  up,  i.  e.  placing  under  a  ban, 
and  so  necessitating  the  desti-uction  of  them,  in 
order  to  prevent  all  contact.  The  extermination 
being  the  result  of  a  positive  command  (Kx.  xxii. 
20),  the  idea  of  a  vow  is  excluded,  although  doubt- 
less the  instances  already  referred  to  (Num.  xxi.  2; 
Josh.  vi.  17)  show  how  a  vow  was  occasionally 
superadded  to  the  command.  It  may  be  further 
noticed  that  the  degree  to  which  the  work  of  de- 
struction was  carried  out,  varied.  Thus  it  applied 
to  the  destruction  of  (1)  men  alone  (Deut.  xx.  13); 
(2)  men,  women,  and  children  (Deut.  ii.  34);  (3) 
virgins  excepted  (Num.  xxxi.  17;  Judg.  xxi.  11); 
(4)  all  living  creatures  (Deut.  xx.  16;  1  Sam.  xv. 
3);  the  spoil  in  the  former  cases  was  reserved  for 
the  use  of  the  army  (Deut.  ii.  35,  xx.  14;  Josh, 
xxii.  8),  instead  of  being  given  over  to  the  priest- 
hood, as  was  the  case  in  the  recorded  vow  of  Joshua 
(Josh.  vi.  19.)  Occasionally  the  town  itself  was 
utterly  destroyed,  the  site  rendered  desolate  (Josh, 
vi.  26),  and  the  name  Hormah  {'Avadefux,  LXX.) 
applied  to  it  (Num.  xxi.  3). 

We  pass  on  to  the  Rabbinical  sense  of  D*in 
as  referring  to  excommunication,  premising  that  an 
approximation  to  that  sense  is  found  in  Ezr.  x.  8. 
where  forfeiture  of  goods  is  coupled  with  separation 
from  the  congregation.  Three  degrees  of  excom- 
munication are  enumerated  (1)  "'TTi,  involving  va- 
rious restrictions  in  civil  and  ecclesiastical  matters 
for  the  space  of  30  days:  to  this  it  is  supposed  that 
the  tenns  a.(popl((tv  (Luke  vi.  22)  and  iTroavvd- 
yteyos  (John  ix.  22)  refer.  (2)  W~}n,  a  more  pub- 
lic and  formal  sentence,  accompanied  with  curses, 
and  involving  severer  restrictions  for  an  indefinite 
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o  *  There  are  some  variations  in  the  orthography 
of  this  name,  both  in  Hebrew  and  the  A.  V.,  which 
must  be  noticed.  1.  Hebrew :  In  1  K.  ii.  26,  and  Jer. 
izxii.  9,  it  U  nnsp,  and  similarly  in  2  Sam.  xxiii. 


period.  (3)  SHDtt?,  rarely,  if  ever,  used  —  com- 
plete and  irrevocable  excommunication.  D'Hn 
was  occasionally  used  in  a  generic  sense  for  any  of 
the  three  (Carpzov.  Appar.  p.  557).  Some  expos- 
itors refer  the  terms  6vtiSl((iv  kuI  iKPdWeiv  (Luke 
vi.  22)  to  the  second  species,  but  a  comparison  of 
John  ix.  22  with  34  shows  that  (K^dWeiv  is  synon- 
ymous with  airoffvvdywyop  iroieiv,  and  there  ap- 
pears no  reason  for  supposing  the  latter  to  be  of  a 
severe  character. 

The  word  avddefjux  frequently  occurs  in  St.  Paul's 
writings  [five  times],  and  many  expositors  have  re- 
garded his  use  of  it  as  a  technical  term  for  judicial 
excommunication.  That  the  word  was  so  used  in 
the  early  Church,  there  can  be  no  doubt  (Bingham, 
Antiq.  xvi.  2,  §  16);  but  an  examination  of  the 
passages  in  which  it  occurs  shows  that,  like  the 
cognate  word  ava9enaTiCa>  (Matt.  xxvi.  74;  Mark 
xiv.  71 ;  Acts  xxiii.  12,  21),  it  had  acquired  a  more 
general  sense  as  expressive  either  of  strong  feeling 
(Rom.  ix.  3;  cf.  Ex.  xxxii.  32),  or  of  dislike  and 
condemnation  (1  Cor.  xii.  3,  xvi.  22;  Gal.  i.  8,  9). 

W.  L.  B. 

AN'ATHOTH  (HTl:!?  [see  behw]:  'Ak- 
aOiid;  Anathoth).  1.  Son  of  Becher,  a  son  of 
Benjamin  (1  Chr.  vii.  8),  probably  the  founder  of 
the  place  of  the  same  name. 

2.  One  of  the  heads  of  the  people,  who  signed 
the  covenant  in  the  time  of  Nehemiah  (Neh.  x.  19) ; 
unless,  as  is  not  unlikely,  the  name  stands  for  "the 
men  of  Anathoth  "  enumerated  in  Neh.  vii.  27. 

W.  A.  W. 

AN'ATHOTH  (ni-|327, «  possibly  = 
echoes  [or  inclinations,  declivity,  Dietr.] ;  plur.  of 
•~'5^)  by  which  name  the  place  is  called  in  the 
Talmud,  Joma,  p.  10;  'Avaddd:  Anathoth),  a  city 
of  Benjamin,  omitted  from  the  list  in  Josh,  xviii., 
but  a  priests'  city;  with  "  suburbs  "  (.losh.  xxi.  18; 
1  Chr.  vi.  60  (45)).  Hither,  to  his  "fields,"  Abi- 
athar  was  banished  by  Solomon  after  the  failure  of 
his  attempt  to  put  Adonijah  on  the  throne  (1  K. 
ii.  26).  Tliis  was  the  native  place  of  Abiezer,  one 
of  David's  30  captains  (2  Sam.  xxiii.  27;  1  Chr. 
xi.  28,  xxvii.  12),  and  of  Jehu,  another  of  the 
mighty  men  (1  Chr.  xii.  3);  and  here,  "of  the 
priests  that  were  in  Anathoth,"  Jeremiah  was  bom 
(Jer.  i.  1;  xi.  21,  23;  xxix.  27;  xxxii.  7,  8,  9). 

The  "  men  "  ("'tt73S  not  ""iDS,  as  in  most  of  the 
other  cases ;  comp.  however,  Netophah,  Michmash, 
&c.)  of  Anathoth  returned  from  the  captivity  with 
Zerubbabel  (Ezr.  ii.  23 ;  Neh.  vii.  27 ;  1  Esdr.  v. 
18.) 

Anathoth  lay  on  or  near  the  great  road  from  the 
north  to  Jerusalem  (Is.  x.  30);  by  Eusebius  it  is 
placed  at  three  miles  from  the  city  (C»oto.),  and 
by  Jerome  {turris  Anathoth)  at  the  same  distance 
contra  septentrionem  Jerusalem  {ad  Jer  em.  cap.  i.). 
The  traditional  site  at  Kuriet  eUEnab  does  not  ful- 
fill these  conditions,  being  10  miles  distant  from  the 
city,  and  nearer  W.  than  N.  But  the  real  position 
has  no  doubt  been  discovered  by  Robinson  at 
'Andta,  on  a  broad  ridge  1  hour  N.N.E.  from 
Jerusalem.     The  cultivation  of  the  priests  survives 


27,  "^nhaVn.  2.  EngUsh:  Anethothite,  2  Sam. 
xxiii.  27 ;  Anetothite,  1  Chr.  xxvii.  12 ;  Antothite,  1 
Chr.  xi.  28,  xii.  3.  "  Jeremiah  of  A.,"  Jar.  xxix.  27, 
should  be,  "J.  the  Anathothite." 
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in  tilled  fields  of  grain,  with  figs  and  olives.  There 
are  the  remains  of  walls  and  strong  foundations, 
and  the  quarries  still  supply  Jerusalem  with  build- 
ing stone  (Rob.  i.  437,  438).  G. 

*  The  present  Andln  is  a  little  hamlet  of  12  or 
15  houses,  where,  as  of  old  on  roofs  of  this  humble 
class,  the  grass  still  grows  on  the  house-tops ;  the 
striking  image  of  the  Hebrew  writers  (Ps.  cxxix. 
6,  7,  and  Is.  xxxvii.  27 )  of  man's  immaturity  and 
frailty.  The  100  Hamer  in  Besser's  Bibl.  Worth. 
p.  61,  should  certainly  be  100  inhabitants  (or  less), 
and  not  "  houses."  It  is  worth  remarking,  too,  that 
parts  of  the  Dead  Sea  and  its  dismal  scenery  are 
distinctly  visible  from  this  ancient  home  of  the 
pensive,  heart-burdened  Jeremiah.  Dr.  Wilson 
\Laruls  of  the  Bible,  i.  483)  represents  Amta  as 
within  sight  from  the  Mount  of  Olives.  H. 

ANCHOR.     [Ship.] 

AN'DREW,  St.  CAvSpeos:  Andreas;  the 
name  Andreas  occurs  in  Greek  writers ;  e.  g.  Athen. 
vii.  312,  and  xv.  675;  it  is  found  in  Dion  Cass. 
Lxviii.  32,  as  the  name  of  a  Cyrenian  Jew,  in  the 
reign  of  Trajan),  one  among  the  first  called  of  the 
Apostles  of  our  Lord  (John  i.  40,  41;  Matt.  iv. 
18);  brother  (whether  elder  or  younger  is  uncer- 
tain) of  Simon  Peter  (ibid.).  He  was  of  Beth- 
saida,  and  had  been  a  disciple  of  John  the  Baptist." 
On  hearing  Jesus  a  second  time  designated  by  him 
as  the  Lamb  of  God,  he  left  his  former  master,  and 
in  company  with  another  of  John's  disciples  at- 
tached himself  to  our  Lord.  By  his  means  his 
brother  Simon  was  brought  to  Jesus  (John  i.  41). 
The  apparent  discrepancy  in  Matt.  iv.  18  fF.  Mark 
iii.  16  ff.,  where  the  two  appear  to  have  been  called 
together,  is  no  real  one,  St.  John  relating  the  first 
introduction  of  the  brothers  to  Jesus,  the  other 
Evangelists  their  formal  call  to  follow  Him  in  his 
ministry.  In  the  catalogue  of  the  Apostles,  An- 
drew appears,  in  Matt.  x.  2,  Luke  vi.  14,  second, 
next  after  his  brother  Peter;  but  in  Mark  iii.  16, 
Acts  i.  13,  fourth,  next  after  the  three,  Peter, 
James,  and  John,  and  in  company  with  Philip. 
And  this  appears  to  have  been  his  real  place  of  dig- 
nity among  the  apostles ;  for  in  Mark  xiii.  3,  we 
find  Peter,  James,  John,  and  Andrew,  inquiring 
privately  of  our  Ijurd  alwut  His  coming;  and  in 
John  xii.  22,  when  certain  Greeks  wished  for  an 
interview  with  Jesus,  they  applied  through  Andrew, 
who  consulted  Philip,  and  in  company  with  him 
made  the  request  known  to  our  Lord.  This  last 
circumstance,  coi\joined  with  the  Greek  character 
of  both  their  names,  may  perhaps  point  to  some 
slight  shade  of  Hellenistic  connection  on  the  part 
of  the  two  apostles ;  though  it  is  extremely  improb- 
able that  any  of  the  Twelve  were  Hellenists  in  the 
proper  sense.  On  the  occasion  of  the  five  thousand 
in  the  wilderness  wanting  nourishment,  it  is  An- 
drew who  points  out  the  little  Lid  with  the  five 
barley  loaves  and  the  two  fishes.  Scripture  relates 
nothing  of  him  beyond  these  scattered  notices. 
Except  in  the  catalogue  (i.  13),  his  name  does  not 
occur  once  in  the  Acts.  The  traditions  about  him 
are  various.  Eusebius  (iii.  1)  makes  him  preach 
in  Scythia;  Jerome  (Ep.  148,  ad  Marc.)  and  The- 


o  •  It  Is  evident  from  Mark  1.  29  that  Andrew  as  well 
as  Peter  lived  at  Capernaum  at  the  time  of  Chrfet's 
healing  tlie  mother-in-law  of  the  latter.  At  that  time 
(according  to  the  best  scheme  of  harmony)  a  year  or 
Bore  had  elapsed  since  Jesus  had  called  the  brothers 
to  be  his  disciples  at  Bethany  beyond  the  Jordan  (John 
i.  28,  41  ff.).     It  is  to  be  inferred  that,  during  this  in- 
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odoret  (ad  Psalm,  cxvi.),  in  Achaia  (Greece);  Nl. 
cephorus  (ii.  39),  in  Asia  Minor  and  Thrace.  He  is 
said  to  have  been  crucified  at  Patrae  in  Achaia,  on 
a  crux  decussata  (X);  but  this  is  doubted  by  Lip- 
sius  (de  Cruce,  i.  7),  and  Sagittarius  (de  Cmciati- 
bus  Martyrum,  viii.  12).  Eusebius  (//.  E.  iii.  25) 
speaks  of  an  apocrj-phal  Acts  of  Andrew;  and 
Epiphanius  {Hcer.  xlvi.  1)  states  that  the  Encra- 
tites  accounted  it  among  their  principal  Scriptures; 
and  (Ixiii.  2)  he  says  the  same  of  the  Origeniani, 
(See  Fabric.  Cod.  Apocr.  i.  456  ff.  [Tischendorf, 
Acta  Apost.  Apoc.  p.  xl.  ff.,  105  ff.]  Merwhg.  Gr<»- 
cor.  i.  221  f.;  Perion.  Vit.  AposUd.  i.  82  ff.) 

H.  A. 
ANDRONI'CUS  {' kvif>6viKos  [man  of  vie 
fory] ).  1.  An  officer  left  as  viceroy  (SiaSfx6fjtfi'0i, 
2  Mace.  iv.  31)  in  Antioch  by  Antiochus  Epiphanes 
during  his  absence  (b.  c.  171).  Menelaus  availed 
himself  of  the  opportunity  to  secure  his  good  offices 
by  offering  him  some  golden  vessels  which  he  had 
taken  from  the  temple.  When  Onias  (Onias  III.) 
was  certainly  assured  that  the  sacril^e  had  been 
committed,  he  sharply  reproved  Menelaus  for  the 
crime,  having  previously  taken  refuge  in  the  sanc- 
tuary of  Apollo  and  Artemis  at  Daphne.  At  the 
instigation  of  Menelaus,  Andronicus  induced  Onias 
to  leave  the  sanctuary  and  immediately  put  him  to 
death  in  prison  (irapfKKfKrfv,  2  Mace.  iv.  34?). 
This  murder  excited  general  indignation;  and  on 
the  return  of  Antiochus,  Andronicus  was  publicly 
degraded  and  executed  (2  Mace.  iv.  30-38).  Jose- 
phus  places  the  death  of  Onias  before  the  high- 
priesthood  of  Jason  (Ant.  xii.  6,  1,)  and  omits  all 
mention  of  Andronicus ;  but  there  is  not  sufficient 
reason  to  doubt  the  truthfulness  of  the  narrative, 
as  Wemsdorf  has  done  (De  fide,  libr.  Mace. 
pp.  90  f.) 

2.  Another  oflScer  of  Antiochus  Epiphanes  who 
was  left  by  him  on  Garizim  {iv  Tap-  2  Mace.  v. 
23),  probably  in  occupation  of  the  temple  there. 
As  the  name  was  common,  it  seems  unreasonable  to 
identify  this  general  with  the  former  one,  and  so  to 
introduce  a  contradiction  into  the  history  (Wems- 
dorf, I.  c. ;  Ewald,  Gesch.  d.  Volkes  Isr.  iv.  335  n. ; 
comp.  Grimm,  2  Mace.  iv.  38).  B.  F.  W. 

ANDRONI'CUS  ('AySp6viK0i:  Andronicus), 
a  Christian  at  Rome,  saluted  by  St.  Paul  (Horn, 
xvi.  7),  together  with  Junias.  The  two  are  called 
by  him  his  relations  (ffvyytvus)  and  fellow-cap- 
tives, and  of  note  among  tne  apostles,  using  that 
term  probably  in  the  wider  sense;*  and  he  de- 
scribes them  as  having  been  converted  to  Christ 
before  himself.  According  to  Hippolytus  he  was 
bishop  of  Pannonia;  according  to  Dorotheus,  of 
Spain.  H.  A. 

*  Luke,  as  the  companion  of  Paul's  life  for  so 
many  years,  could  hardly  fail  to  have  met  with  An- 
dronicus and  Junias  (rather  than  Junia)  in  his 
travels,  and,  according  to  his  habit  (Luke  i.  1), 
could  have  learnt  much  from  them  as  personal  wit- 
nesses, concerning  the  earUer  events  of  Christianity, 
before  Paul  himself  had  been  brought  into  the 
ranks  of  Christ's  followers.     As  regards  the  means 


terral,  they  had  removed  to  the  neighboring  Capernaum 
from  Bethsaida,  their  original  home  (John  i.  44).    U. 

b  *  The  sense  may  be  (as  Meyer,  Philippi,  De  U'ette, 
Stuart,  prefer)  that  the  two  were  so  &mous  (iniayunoi.) 
as  to  have  become  well  known  among  the  apostles.  It 
is  uncertain  when  or  where  they  shared  Paul's  cap- 
tivity. H. 
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(thus  illustrated)  of  the  early  Christians  for  obtain- 
ing and  diffusing  such  knowledge  among  themselves, 
see  Tholuck's  striking  remarks  in  his  Gldvbwurdig- 
Iceit  des  evany.  Gesch.,  p.  149  if.  H. 

A'NEM  (2337  [iivo  fountains]:  rijy  Alvdf, 
Alex.  Ai/a/t:  [Anem]),  a  city  of  Issachar,  with 
"suburbs,"  belonging  to  the  Gershonites,  1  Clir. 
vi.  73  (Heb.  58).  It  is  omitted  in  the  lists  in  Josli. 
xix.  and  xxi.,  and  instead  of  it  we  find  £n-gannitii. 
Possibly  the  one  is  a  contraction  of  the  other,  as 
Kartan  of  Kirjathaim.  G. 

ATlfER  ("13^  [perh.  =  "iy3,  boy,  Ges.]:  i, 
'Avdp;  [Vat.  A/Mp;  Aid.  Alex.  'Evif>;  Comp. 
'Av^p']  Aner),  a  city  of  Manasseh  west  of  Jor- 
dan, with  "suburbs"  given  to  the  Kohathites  (1 
Chr.  vi.  70  (55)).  By  comparison  with  the  parallel 
list  in  Josh.  xxi.  25,  it  would  appear  to  be  a  cor- 
ruption of  Taanach  ("1337   for  13  m). 

*  Raumer  distinguishes  Aner  from  Taanach, 
r^arding  the  former  merely  as  omitted  in  Josh. 
xxi.  25  (Paldstina,  p.  120,  4te  Aufl.).  H. 

A'NER  (7?'^  [perh.  boy]  :  Avvdu;  [Comp.  in 
Gen.  xiv.  24,  'Avep'-]  Aner),  one  of  the  three  He- 
bronite  chiefs  who  aided  Abraham  in  the  pursuit 
afl«r  the  four  invading  kings  (Gen.  xiv.  13,  24). 

R.  W.  B. 

ANTETHOTHITE,  THE  (""nhsprf:    & 

'Avudirris  [Vat.  -dei-] ;  Alex,  o  Auadw0eiTr)s :  de 
Anathoth. )  An  inhabitant  of  Anathoth  of  the  tribe 
of  Beiyarain  (2  Sam.  xxiii.  27).  Called  also  An- 
ETOTHiTE  and  Antothite.  W.  a.  W. 

ANTETOTHITE,  THE  ("•n'^n^Vn  :  [Vat. 
cm.]  i  i^  'Avadwd'-  Anathoth ites).  An  inhab- 
itant of  Anathoth  (1  Chr.  xxvii.  12).  Called  also 
Anethothite  and  Antothite.      W.  A.  W. 

ANGAREU'O  CAyyc^fvu:  Angaria,  Vulg., 
Matt.  v.  41,  Mark  xv.  21),  simply  translated 
"  compel "  in  the  A.  V.,  is  a  word  of  Persian,  or 
rather  of  Tatar,  origin,  signifying  to  compel  to 
serve  as  an  Sryyapos  or  mounted  courier.  The 
words  ankarie  or  angharie,  in  Tatar,  mean  com- 
pulsory work  without  pay.  Herodotus  (viii.  98) 
describes  the  system  of  the  ayyapeioL-  He  says 
that  the  Persians,  in  order  to  make  all  haste  in 
canying  messages,  have  relays  of  men  and  horses 
stationed  at  intervals,  who  hand  the  despatch  from 
one  to  another  without  interruption  either  from 
weather  or  darkness,  in  the  same  way  as  the  Greeks 
in  their  \anTraSrf(popia-  This  horse-post  the  Per- 
sians called  ayyapii'iov-  In  order  to  effect  the 
object,  license  was  given  to  the  couriers  by  the  gov- 
ernment to  press  into  the  service  men,  horses,  and 
even  vessels.  Hence  the  word  came  to  signify 
"  press,"  and  aryyoLpeia  is  explained  by  Suidas 
^HHOffia  KoX  ayayKuia  SovKfia,  and  ayyapeveff- 
6ai,  fls  <popTT)yiay  ayeffOcu-  Persian  supremacy 
introduced  the  practice  and  the  name  into  Pales- 
tine; and  Lightfoot  says  the  Talmudists  used  to 

call  any  oppressive  service  W^723S.  Among  the 
proposals  made  by  Demetrius  Soter  to  Jonathan 
the  high-priest,  one  was  fi^  ayyaptviadai  rb.  ruv 
'louSafcoj'  uiro^yyia-  The  system  was  also  adopted 
by  the  Romans,  and  thus  the  word  "angario" 
came  into  use  in  later  Latin.  PUny  alludes  to  the 
practice,  "  festinationem  tabellarii  diplomate  ad- 
juvi."  Sir  J.  Chardin  and  other  travellers  make 
mention  of  it.     The  iyyapoi  were  also  called  cmt- 
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rivZai-  (Liddell  and  Scott,  and  Stephens;  and 
Scheller,  Lex.  s.  w. ;  Xen.  Cyi-op.  viii.  6,  §§  17, 
18;  Athen.  iU.  94,  122;  ^sch.  Ag.  282,  Pers. 
217  (Dind.);  Esth.  viii.  14;  Joseph.  A.  J.  xiii.  2, 
§  3;  PUny,  £p.  x.  14,  121,  122;  Lightfoot,  On 
Matt.  V.  41;  Chardin,  Travels,  p.  257;  Plut.  De 
Alex.  Mag.  p.  326.)  H.  W.  P. 

ANGELS  (□"*3SI^??  :  o!  &yy(\ot;  often  with 

the  addition  of  mrf%  or    D^nbS.     In  later 

books  the  word  D^l^^|7,  oi  &yioi,  is  used  as  an 

equivalent  term).  By  the  word  "angels"  (i.  e. 
"  messengers  "  of  God)  we  ordinarily  understand  a 
race  of  spiritual  beings,  of  a  nature  exalted  far 
above  that  of  man,  although  infinitely  removed 
from  that  of  God,  whose  office  is  "  to  do  Him  ser- 
vice in  heaven,  and  by  His  appointment  to  succor 
and  defend  men  on  earth."  The  object  of  the 
present  article  is  threefold:  1st,  to  refer  to  any 
other  Scriptural  uses  of  this  and  similar  words; 
2dly,  to  notice  the  revelations  of  the  nature  of 
these  spiritual  beings  given  in  Scripture ;  and  3rdly, 
to  derive  from  the  same  source  a  brief  description 
of  their  office  towards  man.  It  is  to  be  noticed 
that  its  scope  is  purely  Biblical,  and  that,  in  con- 
sequence, it  does  not  enter  into  any  extra-Scriptu- 
ral speculations  on  this  mysterious  subject. 

I.  In  the  first  place,  there  are  many  passages 
in  which  the  expression  the  " angel  of  Glod,"  "the 
angel  of  Jehovah,"  is  certainly  used  for  a  manifes- 
tation of  Grod  himself.  This  is  especially  the  case 
in  the  earher  books  of  the  Old  Testament,  and  may 
be  seen  at  once,  by  a  compwrison  of  Gen.  xxii.  11 
with  12,  and  of  Ex.  iii.  2  with  6,  and  14;  where 
He,  who  is  called  the  "  angel  of  God  "  in  one  verse, 
is  called  "  God,"  and  even  "  Jehovah  "  in  those  which 
follow,  and  accepts  the  worship  due  to  God  alone. 
(Contrast  Rev.  xix.  10,  xxi.  9.)  See  also  Gen.  xvi. 
7,  13,  xxxi.  11,  13,  xlviii.  15,  16;  Num.  xxii.  22, 
32,  35,  and  comp.  Is.  Ixiii.  9  with  Ex.  xxiii.  14, 
&c.,  &c.  The  same  expression  (it  seems)  is  used 
by  St.  Paul,  in  speaking  to  heathens.  See  Acts 
xxvii.  23  comp.  with  xxiii.  11. 

It  is  to  be  observed  also,  that,  side  by  side  with 
these  expressions,  we  read  of  God's  being  manifested 
in  the  form  of  man;  as  to  Abraham  at  Mamre 
(Gen.  xviii.  2,  22  oomp.  xix.  1),  to  Jacob  at  Penuel 
(Gen.  xxxii.  24,  30),  to  Joshua  at  Gilgal  (Josh,  v 
13, 15),  &c.  It  is  hardly  to  be  doubted,  that  both 
sets  of  passages  refer  to  the  same  kind  of  manifes- 
tation of  the  Divine  Presence. 

This  being  the  case,  since  we  know  that  "no 
man  hath  seen  God  "  (the  Father)  "at  any  time," 
and  that  "  the  only-begotten  Son,  which  is  in  the 
bosom  of  the  Father,  He  hath  revealed  Him" 
(John  i.  18),  the  inevitable  inference  is  that  by  the 
"  Angel  of  the  Lord  "  in  such  passages  is  meant 
He,  who  is  from  the  beginning  the  "  Word,"  i.  e. 
the  Manifester  or  Revealer  of  Grod.  These  appear- 
ances are  evidently  "  foreshadowings  of  the  Incar- 
nation." By  these  (that  is)  God  the  Son  mani- 
fested Himself  from  time  to  time  in  that  human 
nature,  which  He  united  to  the  Godhead  forever 
in  the  Virgin's  womb. 

This  conclusion  is  corroborated  by  the  fact,  that 
the  phrases  used  as  equivalent  to  the  word  "  Angels  " 
in  Scripture,  viz.  the  "sons  of  God,"  or  even  in 
poetry,  the  "  gods "  (Hohim),  the  "  holy  ones," 
&c.,  are  names,  which  in  their  full  and  proper  sense 
are  applicable  only  to  the  Lord  Jesus  Christ.  As 
He  is  "  the  Son  of  God,"  so  also  is  He  the  "  Angel," 
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or  "messenger"  of  the  Lord.  Accordingly  it  is 
U)  His  incarnation  that  all  angelic  ministration  is 
distinctly  referred,  as  to  a  central  truth,  by  which 
alone  its  nature  and  meaning  can  be  understood. 
(See  John  i.  51,  comparing  it  with  Gen.  xxviii.  11- 
17,  and  especially  with  v.  13.) 

Besides  this,  which  is  the  highest  application  of 
the  word  "  angel,"  we  find  the  phrase  used  of  any 
messengers  of  God,  such  as  the  prophets  (Is.  xlii. 
19;  Hag.  i.  13;  Mai.  iii.  1),  the  priests  (Mai.  ii. 
7),  and  the  rulers  of  the  Christian  churches  (Kev. 
i.  20);  much  as,  even  more  remarkably,  the  word 
"  Elohim  "  is  appUed,  in  Ps.  Ixxxii.  6.  to  those  who 
judge  in  God's  name. 

These  usages  of  the  word  are  not  only  interesting 
in  themselves,  but  will  serve  to  throw  light  on  the 
nature  and  the  method  of  the  ministration  of  those 
whom  we  more  especially  term  "  the  angels." 

II.  In  passing  on  to  consider  what  is  revealed 
in  Scripture  as  to  the  angelic  nature,  we  are  led  at 
once  to  notice,  that  the  Bible  deals  with  this  and 
with  kindred  subjects  exclusively  in  their  practical 
bearings,  only  so  far  (that  is)  as  they  conduce  to 
our  knowledge  of  God  and  of  ourselves,  and  more 
particularly  as  they  are  connected  with  the  one 
great  subject  of  all  Scripture,  the  Incarnation  of 
the  Son  of  God.  Little  therefore  is  said  of  the  na- 
ture of  angels  as  distinct  from  their  office. 

They  are  termed  "spirits"  (as  e.  ff.  in  Heb.  i. 
14),  although  this  word  is  appUed  more  commonly, 
not  so  much  to  themselves,  as  to  their  power  dwelling 
in  man  (e.  g.  1  Sam.  xviii.  10;  Matt.  viii.  16,  &c., 
&c.).  The  word  is  the  same  as  that  used  of  the 
soul  of  man,  when  separate  from  the  l)ody  (e.  (/. 
Matt.  xiv.  26;  Luke  xxiv.  37,  39;  1  Pet.  iii.  19); 
but,  since  it  properly  expresses  only  that  supersen- 
suous  and  rational  element  of  man's  nature,  which 
is  in  him  the  image  of  God  (see  John  iv.  24),  and 
by  which  he  has  communion  with  God  (Kom.  viii. 
16);  and  since  also  we  are  told  that  there  is  a 
"spiritual  body,"  as  well  as  a  "natural  (\pvxtK6i') 
body"  (1  Cor.  xv.  44),  it  does  not  assert  that  the 
angeUc  nature  is  mcorporeal.  The  contrary  seems 
expressly  implied  by  the  words  in  which  our  Ix)rd 
declares  that,  a/ter  the  Remrrection,  men  shall  be 
"like  the  angels  "  ((V({77t\oi)  (Luke  xx.  36);  be- 
cause (as  is  elsewhere  said,  Phil.  iii.  21)  their 
bodies,  as  well  as  their  spirits,  shall  have  been 
made  entirely  like  His.  It  may  also  be  noticed 
that  the  glorious  appearance  ascribed  to  the  angels 
in  Scripture  (as  in  Dan.  x.  6)  is  the  same  as  that 
which  shone  out  in  our  Lord's  transfiguration,  and 
in  which  St.  John  saw  Him  clothed  in  heaven  (Rev. 
i.  14-16);  and  moreover,  that,  whenever  angels 
have  been  made  manifest  to  man,  it  has  always 
been  in  human  form  (as  e.  g.  in  Gen.  xviii.,  xix. ; 
Luke  xxiv.  4;  Acts  i.  10,  Ac.,  Ac.).  The  very  faet 
that  the  titles  "  sons  of  God  "  (Job.  i.  6,  xxxviii.  7 ; 
Dan.  iii.  25  comp.  with  28"),  and  "gods"  (Ps. 
viii.  5;  xcvii.  7),  applied  to  them,  are  also  given  to 
men  (see  Luke  iii.  38 ;  Ps.  Lxxxii.  6,  and  comp.  our 
Lord's  application  of  this  last  passage  in  John  x. 
34-37 ),  points  in  the  same  way  to  a  difference  only 
of  degree,  and  an  identity  of  kind,  between  the 
human  and  the  angeUc  nature. 

The  angels  are  therefore  revealed  to  us  as  beings, 


n  Gen.  Ti.  2,  is  omitted  here  and  below,  as  being 
a  controverted  passage  ;  although  many  MSS.  of  the 
liXX.  have  ot  ayyeAot  inHtead  of  oi  vioi  here. 

6  The  inorJinate  gubjectlvity  of  German  philosophy 
on  this  lubject  (see,  e.  g.,  Winer's  Realw.),  of  course. 
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such  as  man  might  be  and  will  be  when  the  powei 
of  sin  and  death  is  removed,  partaking  in  theii 
measure  of  the  attributes  of  God,  —  Truth,  Purity, 
and  Love,  —  because  always  beholding  His  face 
(Matt,  xviii.  10),  and  therefore  being  "made  like 
Him  "  (1  John  iii.  2).  This,  of  course,  implies 
finiteness,  and  therefore  (in  the  strict  sense)  "  im- 
perfection "  of  nature,  and  constant  progress,  both 
moral  and  intellectual,  through  all  eternity.  Such' 
imperfection,  contrasted  with  the  infinity  of  God. 
is  expressly  ascribed  to  them  in  Job  iv.  18;  Matt, 
xxiv.  36 ;  1  Pet.  i.  12 ;  and  it  is  this  which  emphat- 
ically points  them  out  to  us  as  creatures,  fellow- 
servants  of  man,  and  therefore  incapable  of  usurp- 
ing the  place  of  gods. 

This  finiteness  of  nature  implies  capacity  of 
temptation  (see  Butler's  Anal,  part  i.  ch.  5);  and 
accordingly  we  hear  of  "fallen  angels."  Of  the 
nature  of  their  temptation  and  the  circumstances 
of  their  fall,  we  know  absolutely  nothing.  All 
that  is  certain  is,  that  they  "  left  their  first  estate  " 
(t^v  eavToiv  apx^lf)  i  and  that  they  are  now  "  an- 
gels of  the  devil"  (Matt.  xxv.  41;  Rev.  xii.  7,  9), 
partaking  therefore  of  the  falsehood,  uncleanness, 
and  hatred  which  are  his  pecuhar  characteristics 
(John  viii.  44).  All  that  can  be  conjectured  must 
be  based  on  the  analogy  of  man's  own  temptation 
and  fall. 

On  the  other  hand,  the  title  especially  assigned 
to  the  angels  of  God,  that  of  the  "holy  ones "  (see 
e.  ff.  Dan.  iv.  13,  23,  viii.  13;  Matt.  xxv.  31),  is 
precisely  the  one  which  is  given  to  those  men  who 
are  renewed  in  Christ's  image,  but  which  belongs 
to  them  in  actuality  and  in  perfection  only  here- 
after. (Comp.  Heb.  ii.  10,  v.  9,  xii.  23.)  Its  use 
evidently  implies  that  the  angelic  probation  is  over, 
and  their  crown  of  glory  won. 

Thus  much,  then,  is  revealed  of  the  angelic  na- 
ture as  may  make  it  to  us  an  ideal  of  human  good- 
ness (Matt.  vi.  10),  or  beacon  of  warning  as  to  the 
tendency  of  sin.  It  is  obvious  to  remark,  that  in 
such  revelation  is  found  a  partial  satisfection  of 
that  craving  for  the  knowledge  of  creatures,  higher 
than  ourselves  and  yet  fellow-servants  with  us  of 
God,  which  in  its  diseased  form  becomes  Poly- 
theism.* Its  full  satisfaction  is  to  be  sought  in 
the  Incarnation  alone,  and  it  is  to  be  noticed,  that 
after  the  Revelation  of  God  in  the  flesh,  the  angelic 
ministrations  recorded  are  indeed  fewer,  but  the 
references  to  the  angels  are  far  more  frequent  —  as 
though  the  danger  of  polytheistic  idolatry  had, 
comparatively  speaking,  passed  away. 

III.  The  most  imjwrtant  subject,  and  that  on 
which  we  have  the  fullest  revelation,  is  the  office 
of  the  angels. 

Of  their  office  in  heaven,  we  have,  of  course, 
only  vague  prophetic  glimpses  (as  in  1  K.  xxii.  19 ; 
Is.  vi.  1-3;  Dan.vii.  9,  10;  Kev.  v.  11,  Ac),  which 
show  us  nothing  but  a  never-ceasing  adoration, 
proceeding  from  the  vision  of  God,  through  the 
'  perfect  love,  which  casteth  out  fear." 

Their  office  towards  man  is  far  more  fully  de- 
scribed to  us.  They  are  represented  as  being,  in 
the  widest  sense,  agents  of  God's  Providence,  nat- 
ural and  supernatural,  to  the  lx>dy  and  to  the  soul. 
Thus  the  operations  of  nature  are  spoken  of  aa 


hastens  to  the  conclusion  that  the  belief  in  angels  b 
a  mere  consequence  of  this  craving,  never  (it  would 
seem)  so  entering  into  the  analogy  of  God's  provi- 
dence as  to  suppose  it  possible  that  this  inward  crav- 
ing should  correspond  to  some  outward  reality. 
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under  angelic  guidance  fulfilling  the  will  of  God. 
Not  only  is  this  the  case  in  poetical  passages,  such 
as  Ps.  civ.  4  (commented  upon  in  Heb.  i.  7),  where 
the  powers  of  air  and  fire  are  referred  to  them,  but 
in  the  simplest  prose  history,  as  where  the  pesti- 
lences which  slew  the  firstborn  (Ex.  xii.  23 ;  Heb. 
xi.  28),  the  disobedient  people  in  the  wilderness  (1 
Cor.  X.  10),  the  Israelites  in  the  days  of  David  (2 
Sam.  xxiv.  IG;  1  Chr.  xxi.  16),  and  the  army  of 
Sennacherib  (2  K.  xix.  35),  as  also  the  plague 
which  cut  off  Herod  (Acts  xii.  23)  are  plainly 
spoken  of  as  the  work  of  the  "  Angel  of  the  Lord." 
Nor  can  the  mysterious  declarations  of  the  Apoc- 
alypse, by  far  the  most  numerous  of  all,  be  resolved 
by  honest  interpretation  into  mere  poetical  imagery. 
(See  especially  Kev.  viii.  and  ix.)  It  is  evident 
that  angelic  agency,  like  that  of  man,  does  not  ex- 
clude the  action  of  secondary,  or  (what  are  called) 
"  natural "  causes,  or  interfere  with  the  directness 
and  universality  of  the  Providence  of  God.  The 
personifications  of  poetry  and  legends  of  my- 
tiiology  are  obscure  witnesses  of  its  truth,  which, 
however,  can  rest  only  on  the  revelations  of  Script- 
ure itself. 

More  particularly,  however,  angels  are  spoken  of 
as  ministers  of  what  is  commonly  called  the  "  su- 
pernatural," or  perhaps  more  correctly,  the  "spir- 
itual "  Providence  of  God;  as  agents  in  the  great 
scheme  of  the  spiritual  redemption  and  sanctifica- 
tion  of  man,  of  which  the  Bible  is  the  record.  The 
representations  of  them  are  different  in  different 
books  of  Scripture,  in  the  Old  Testament  and  in 
the  New ;  but  the  reasons  of  the  differences  are  to 
be  found  in  the  differences  of  scope  attributable  to 
the  books  themselves.  As  different  parts  of  God's 
Providence  are  brought  out,  so  also  arise  different 
views  of  His  angelic  ministers. 

In  the  Book  of  Job,  which  deals  with  "  Natural 
Religion,"  they  are  spoken  of  but  vaguely,  as  sur- 
rounding God's  throne  above,  and  rejoicing  in  the 
completion  of  His  creative  work  (Job  i.  6,  ii.  1, 
xxxviii.  7).  No  direct  and  visible  appearance  to 
man  is  even  hinted  at. 

In  the  book  of  Genesis,  there  is  no  notice  of  an- 
gelic appearance  till  after  the  call  of  Abraham. 
Then,  as  the  book  is  the  history  of  the  chosen  fam- 
ily, so  the  angels  mingle  with  and  watch  over  its 
fiimily  life,  entertained  by  Abraham  and  by  Lot 
(Gen.  xviii.,  xix.),  guiding  Abraham's  servant  to 
Padan-Aram  (xxiv.  7,  40),  seen  by  the  fugitive 
Jacob  at  Bethel  (xxvii.  12),  and  welcoming  his 
return  at  Mahanaim  (xxxii.  1).  Their  ministry 
hallows  domestic  life,  in  its  trials  and  its  blessings 
alike,  and  is  closer,  more  familiar,  and  less  awful 
than  in  after  times.  (Contrast  Gen.  xviii.  with 
Judg.  vi.  21,  22,  xiii.  16,  22.) 

In  the  subsequent  history,  that  of  a  chosen  Tui- 
tion, the  angels  are  represented  more  as  ministers 
of  wrath  and  mercy,  messengers  of  a  King,  rather 
than  common  children  of  the  One  Father.  It  is, 
moreover,  to  be  observed,  that  the  records  of  their 
appearance  belong  especially  to  two  periods,  that 
of  the  Judges  and  that  of  the  Captivity,  which  were 
transition  periods  in  Israelitish  history,  the  former 
one  destitute  of  direct  revelation  or  prophetic  guid- 
ance, the  latter  one  of  special  trial  and  unusual 
contact  with  heathenism.      During  the  lives  of 


«  The  notion  of  special  guardian  angels,  watching 

over  individuals,  is  consistent  with  this  passage,  but 

not   necessarily  deduced  from  it.      The  belief  of  it 

among  the  early  Christians  is  shown  by  Acta  xii.  15. 
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Moses  and  Joshua  there  is  no  record  of  the  appear- 
ance of  created  angels,  and  only  obscure  reference 
to  angels  at  all.  In  the  book  of  Judges  angels  ap- 
pear at  once  to  rebuke  idolatry  (ii.  1-4),  to  call 
Gideon  (vi.  11,  &c.),  and  consecrate  Samson  (xiii. 
3,  &c.)  to  the  work  of  deliverance. 

The  prophetic  office  begins  with  Samuel,  and 
immediately  angelic  guidance  is  withheld,  except 
when  needed  by  the  prophets  themselves  (1  K.  xix. 
5;  2  K.  vi.  17).  During  the  prophetic  and  kingly 
period,  angels  are  spoken  of  only  (as  noticed  above) 
as  ministers  of  God  in  the  operations  of  nature. 
But  in  the  captivity,  when  the  Jews  were  in  the 
presence  of  foreign  nations,  each  claiming  its  tute- 
lary deity,  then  to  the  prophets  Daniel  and  Zech- 
ariah  angels  are  revealed  in  a  fresh  light,  as  watch- 
ing, not  only  over  Jerusalem,  but  also  over  heathen 
kingdoms,  under  the  Providence,  and  to  work  out 
the  designs,  of  the  Lord.  (See  Zech.  passim,  and 
Dan.  iv.  13,  23,  x.  10,  13,  20,  21,  &c.)  In  the 
whole  period,  they,  as  truly  as  the  prophets  and 
kings  themselves,  are  seen  as  God's  ministers, 
watching  over  the  national  life  of  the  subjects  of 
the  Great  King. 

The  Incarnation  marks  a  new  epoch  of  angelic 
ministration.  "TAe  Angel  of  Jehovah,"  the  Lx)rd 
of  all  created  angels,  having  now  descended  from 
heaven  to  earth,  it  was  natural  that  His  servants 
should  continue  to  do  Him  service  fliere.  Whether 
to  predict  and  glorify  His  birth  itself  (Matt.  i.  20 ; 
Luke  i.  ii.)  to  minister  to  Him  after  His  tempta- 
tion and  agony  (Matt.  iv.  11;  Luke  xxii.  43),  or  to 
declare  His  resurrection  and  triumphant  ascension 
(Matt,  xxviii.  2;  John  xx.  12;  Acts  i.  10,  11)  — 
they  seem  now  to  be  indeed  "  ascending  and  de- 
scending on  the  Son  of  Man,"  almost  as  though 
transferring  to  earth  the  ministrations  of  heaven. 
It  is  clearly  seen,  that  whatever  was  done  by  them 
for  men  in  earlier  days,  was  but  typical  of  and 
flowing  from  their  service  to  Him.  (See  Ps.  xci. 
11,  comp.  Matt.  iv.  6.) 

The  New  Testament  is  the  history  of  the  Church 
of  Christ,  every  member  of  which  is  united  to 
Him.  Accordingly,  the  angels  are  revealed  now  as 
"  ministering  spirits  "  to  each  individual  member 
of  Christ  for  his  spiritual  guidance  and  aid  (Heb. 
i.  14).  The  records  of  their  visible  appearance  are 
but  unfrequent  (Acts  v.  19,  viii.  26,  x.  3,  xii.  7, 
xxvii.  23);  but  their  presence  and  their  aid  are  re- 
ferred to  familiarly,  almost  as  things  of  course,  ever 
after  the  Incarnation.  They  are  spoken  of  as  watch- 
ing over  Christ's  little  ones  (Matt,  xviii.  10),«  as 
rejoicing  over  a  penitent  sinner  (Luke  xv.  10),  as 
present  in  the  worship  of  Christians  (1  Cor.  xi 
10),*  and  (perhaps)  bringing  their  prayers  before 
God  (Rev.  viii.  3,  4),  and  as  bearing  the  souls  of 
the  redeemed  into  Paradise  (Luke  xvi.  22).  In  one 
word,  they  are  Christ's  mirdsters  of  grace  now,  as 
they  shall  be  of  judgment  hereafter  (Matt.  xiii.  39, 
41,  49,  xvi.  27,  xxiv.  31,  &c.).  By  what  method 
they  act  we  cannot  know  of  ourselves,  nor  are  we 
told,  perhaps  lest  we  should  worship  them,  instead 
of  Him,  whose  servants  they  are  (see  Col.  ii.  18; 
Rev.  xxii.  9);  but  of  course  their  agency,  like  that 
of  hmnan  ministers,  depends  for  its  efficacy  on  the 
aid  of  the  Holy  Spirit. 

Such  is  the  action  of  God's  angels  on  earth,  as 
disclosed  to  us  in  the  various  stages  of  Revelation ; 


ft  The  difficulty  of  the  passage  has  led  to  its  being 
questioned,  but  the  wording  of  the  original  and  the 
usage  of  the  N.  T.  seem  almost  decisive  on  the  point. 
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that  of  the  evil  angels  may  be  belter  spoken  of 
elsewhere  [Satan]  :  here  it  is  enough  to  say  that 
it  is  the  direct  opposite  of  their  true  original  office, 
but  permitted  under  God's  overruling  providence 
to  go  until  the  judgment  day. 

That  there  are  degrees  of  the  angelic  nature, 
fallen  and  unfallen,  and  special  titles  and  agencies 
belonging  to  each,  is  clearly  declared  by  St.  Paul 
(Eph.  i.  21;  Rom.  viii.  38),  but  what  their  general 
nature  is,  it  is  needless  for  us  to  know,  and  there- 
fore useless  to  speculate.  For  what  little  is  known 
of  this  special  nature  see  Cherubim,  Seraphim, 
Michael,  Gabriel.  A.  B. 

*  On  angels  the  most  exhaustive  work  is  Ode, 
Jac.,  Commentarius  de  Angelis,  Traj.  ad  Rhen. 
1739,  a  large  quarto  volume  of  more  than  1100 
pages.  See,  further,  Kritik  iiber  die  Lehre  von  den 
Engeln,  in  Henke's  Magazin,  1795,  iii.  300-355, 
and  1796,  vi.  152-177 ;  Beck,  C.  D.,  CommerUarii 
historici,  etc.  Lips.  1801,  pp.  302-342;  Schmidt, 
F.,  Hisloria  Dogm.  de  Angelis  tiUelaribus,  in  Ill- 
gen's  Denkschrift,  u.  s.  w.  No.  2,  Leipz.  1817, 
(valuable) ;  Gramberg,  Grundzdge  einer  Kngellehre 
des  AUen  Test.,  in  Winer's  Zeitschr.  f.  wiss.  Theol., 
1827,  ii.  157-210;  De  Wette,  Bibl.  Dogmatik,  3e 
Aufl.,  1831,  pp.  80  ff.,  143  ff.,  212  ff.,  235  fF.; 
Schulthess,  £ngelweU,  u.  s.  w.  Ziirich,  1833;  Von 
Ciilhi,  sm.  Theol,  1836,  i.  187  ff.,  410  ff.,  ii.  66 
ff.,  222  ff.;  Twesten,  Dogmatik,  1837,  ii.  305-383, 
trans,  in  Bibl  Sacra,  i.  768-793,  and  ii.  108-140 ; 
Bretschneider,  Dogmatik,  4e  Aufl.,  1838,  i.  727- 
794 ;  Mayer,  Lewis,  Scriptural  Idea  of  Angels,  in 
Amer.  Bibl.  Repos.  Oct.  1838,  xii.  356-388 ;  Stuart, 
Sketches  of  Angelology  in  the  Old  and  New  Test, 
in  Robinson's  Bibl.  Sacra,  1843,  pp.  88-154, 
abridged  in  his  Comm.  on  the  Apocalypse,  ii.  397- 
409 ;  Timpson,  The  Angels  of  God,  their  Nature, 
Character,  Ranks,  et«.,  2d  ed.,  Lond.  1847; 
Whately,  Scripture  Revehtions  concei-ning  Good 
and  Evil  Angels,  new  ed.,  Lond.  1851,  reprinted 
Pblla.  1856 ;  Rawson,  James,  Nature  and  Ministry 
of  the  Holy  Angels,  N.  Y.  1858;  Schmid,  C.  F., 
Bibl  Theol  des  N.  T.,  2e  Aufl.  1859,  pp.  41,  272, 
413,  576;  Hase,  Evang.-prot.  Dogmatik,  5e  Aufl., 
1860,  pp.  166-187,  and  Bohmer  in  Herzog's  Real- 
EncyU.  iv.  18-32. 

For  the  Jewish  notions,  see  Eisenmenger,  Ent- 
decktes  Judenlhum,  ii.  370-468;  Allen,  Modem 
Judaism,  2d  ed.,  l>ond.  1830,  pp.  149-172;  Gfro- 
rer,  Jahrh.  d.  Heils,  1838,  i.  352-424;  Nicolas, 
Doctrines  religieuses  des  Juifs,  etc.,  Paris,  1860, 
pp.  216-265,  and  Kohut,  Ueber  die  jiidische  An~ 
gelologie  u.  Dcimonologic  in  ihrer  Abhangigkeit 
vom  Parsismus,  Leipz.  1866,  in  the  AbhandU.  f. 
d.  Kunde  d.  Morgenl.  Bd.  iv.  Nr.  3. 

For  the  opinions  of  the  Christian  fathers,  see 
Suicer,  Thes.  art.  HyytKos;  Petavius,  Theol 
Dogm.,  Antv.  1700,  ibl.,  iii.  1-116;  Cudworth's 
Intel  System,  ch.  v.  sect.  iii.  (vol.  iii.  pp.  346-381 
of  Harrison's  ed.),  with  Mosheim's  notes;  and 
Keil,  Ojmscula,  ii.  531-618. 

On  their  representation  in  Christian  art,  see 
Piper,  Mythol  u.  Symbdik  der  Christl.  Kunst, 
1847-51;  Menzel,  Christl.  Symbolik,  1854,  art. 
Engel ;  and  Mrs.  Jameson,  Sacred  and  Legendary 
Art,  3d  ed.,  I>ond.  1857,  i.  41-131. 

On  the  "  Angel  of  Jehovah,"  see  J.  P.  Smith's 
Scripture  Testimony  to  the  Messiah,  5th  ed.,  Edin. 


a  From  a,  iu)t,  and  vucow,  to  conquer.  It  should  be 
noted  that  Dloscorides  use*  avUtfrxiv  for  diti,  and  not 
anise 
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1859,  i.  296  ff. ;  Hengstenberg's  Christology,  i.  165 
ff.  (Keith's  trans.);  Noyes,  G.  R.  in  the  Christ 
Examiner  for  May  aad  July  1836,  xx.  207-240, 
329-342  (in  opposition  to  Hengstenberg);  Kurtz, 
Der  Engel  des  Herm,  in  Tholuck's  Anzeiger,  1846, 
Nos.  11-14,  reproduced  essentially  in  his  Gesch. 
des  AUen  Burnles,  i.  144-159;  Trip,  C.  J.,  Die 
Theophanieen  in  den  Geschichtsb.  des  A.  T.,  Leiden, 
1858,  a  prize  essay. 

On  the  literature  of  the  whole  subject,  one  may 
consult  Bretschneider,  System.  Entwickelung,  u.  s. 
w.  4e  Aufl.,  1841,  §§  81,  82,  an^  Grasse's  Bibli. 
otheca  magica  et  pneumatica,  Leipz.  1843. 

A.  and  H. 

ANGLING.     [Fishing.] 

ANI'AM  (D^"'3S  [sighing  of  the  people] 
^kviiv,   [Vat.  A\«oX€4;u;]  Alex.  Avioju.:   Aniam). 
A  Manassite,  son  of  Shemidah  (1  Chr.  vii.  19). 

W.  A.  W. 

A'NIM  (D"Oy  [fountains]:  Alaafi;  [Alex. 
Aveiix;  Comp.  'Aviju:]  Anim),  a  city  in  the  moun- 
tains of  Judah.  named  with  Eshtemoh  {Es-Seinueh) 
and  Goshen  (Josh.  xv.  50).  Eusebius  and  Jerome 
(Onom.  ^Avff^fi,  Anim)  mention  a  place  of  this 
name  in  Daroma,  9  miles  south  of  Hebron  (comp. 
also  Anea,  a.  v.  Anab).  G. 

*  Anim  is  a  contraction  for  Cp'^y,  and  might 
be  the  plural  form  of  Ayin  (which  see);  but  the 
fact  that  Ayin  was  "  toward  the  coast  of  Edom 
southward"  (Josh.  xv.  31,  32)  while  Anim  was  in 
the  mountain  district  (Josh.  xv.  48,  50)  indicates 
that  they  were  different  places.  Dr.  Wilson  insists 
on  the  difference,  and  would  identify  Anim  with  the 
present  Ghuwein  (wl5l«h  though  singular  in  Arabic 
may  by  a  frequent  permutation  stand  for  a  Hebrew 
plural)  near  Anab  and  Semu^a,  and  therefore  in  the 
territory  of  Judah  (Wilson's  Lands  of  the  Bible, 
I.  354).  Dr.  Robinson  adopts  this  suggestion  in 
the  second  edition  of  his  Bibl  Res.  (ii.  204), 
though  he  had  previously  declared  himself  for  the 
other  view.  See  also  Raumer,  Palastina,  p.  171 
(4th  ed.).  H. 

ANISE  (ili/jjflo;':  anethum).  This  word  occurs 
only  in  Matt,  xxiii.  23,  "Woe  unto  you,  scribes  and 
Pharisees,  hypocrites !  for  ye  pay  tithe  of  mint  and 
anise  and  cummin."  It  is  by  no  means  a  matter 
of  certainty  whether  the  anise  (Pimpinella  ani- 
sum,  Lin.),  or  the  dill  (Anethum  graveolens)  is 
here  intended,  though  the  probability  is  certainly 
more  in  favor  of  the  latter  plant.  Both  the  dill 
and  the  anise  belong  to  the  natural  order  Umbel- 
UfercE,  and  are  much  alike  in  external  character ; 
the  seeds  of  both,  moreover,  are  and  have  been  long 
employed  in  medicine  and  cookery,  as  condiments 
and  canninatives.  Celsius  (Ilierob.  i.  494,  ff.) 
quotes  several  passages  from  ancient  writers  to  show 
that  the  dill  was  commonly  so  used.  Pliny  uses  the 
term  anisum,  to  express  the  Pimpinella  anisum,  and 
anethum  to  represent  the  common  dill  He  enu- 
merates as  many  as  sixty-one  remedies  [diseases  ?] 
that  the  anisum  is  able  to  cure,  and  says  that 
on  this  account  it  is  sometimes  called  anicetum." 
The  best  anise,  he  adds,  comes  from  Crete;  and 
next  to  it  that  of  Egypt  is  preferred  (Plin.  H.  N., 
XX.  17).  Forsk&l  (Descript.  Plant,  p.  154)  includes 
the  anise  ( YanisOn,  Arabic'')  in  the  Materia  Medica 
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of  Egypt.  Dr.  Royle  is  decidedly  in  favor  of  the 
dill"  being  the  proper  translation,  and  says  that 
the  anethum,  ^  is  more  especially  a  genus  of  Eastern 
cultivation  than  the  other  plant.  The  strongest 
argiunent  in  favor  of  the  dill,  is  the  fact  that  the 
Talmuds  (Tract.  Maaservth,  c.  iv.  §  5)  use  the  word 
shaMth  to  express  the  dill,  "  The  seeds,  the  leaves, 
and  the  st«m  of  dill  are,  according  to  Rabbi 
Eliezer,  subject  to  tithe;"  and  in  connection  with 
this  it  should  be  stated,  that  Forskal  several  times 
alludes  to  the  Anethum  grateolens  as  growing  both 
in  a  cultivated  and  a  wild  state  in  Egypt,  and  he 
uses  the  Arabic  name  for  this  plant,  which  is  iden- 
tical with  the  Hebrew  word,  namely,  Sjoebet,  or 
Schibt  (Bescr.  Plant.  65,  109). 
Celsius  remarks  upon  the  difference  of  opinion 
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amongst  the  old  authors  who  have  noticed  this 
plant,  some  maintaining  that  it  has  an  agreeable 
taste  and  odor,  others  quite  the  opposite;  the  so- 
lution of  the  difficulty  is  clearly  that  the  matter  is 
simply  one  of  opinion. 

There  is  another  plant  very  dissimilar  in  external 
character  to  the  two  named  above,  the  leaves  and 
capsules  of  which  are  powerfully  carminative.  This 
is  the  aniseed-tree  {llliciuin  anisatum),  which  be- 
longs to  the  natural  order  Magnoliacem.  In  China 
this  is  frequently  used  for  seasoning  dishes,  &c.; 
but  the  species  of  this  genus  are  not  natives  of  the 
Bible  lands,  and  must  not  be  confused  with  the 
umbelliferous  plants  noticed  in  this  article. 

W.  H. 


Pimpinella  Anisum. 

ANKLET  {v€pi(rK(Kl$ts,  irtSai  trepttr^iptoiy 
Clem.  Alex.).     This  word  only  occurs  in  Is.  ill.  18, 

Q^P23?  (and  as  a  proper  name.  Josh.  xiii.  16); 

unless  such  ornaments  are  included  in  m^SM, 

T  T   :  V ' 

isum.  xxxi.  50,  which  word  etymologically  would 
mean  rather  an  anklet  than  a  bracelet.  Indeed, 
the  same  word  is  used  in  Is.  iii.  20  (without  the 
Aleph  prosthetic)  for  the  "  stepping-chains  worn  by 
Oriental  women,  fastened  to  the  ankle-band  of  each 
1^,  so  that  they  were  forced  to  walk  elegantly  with 
short  steps"  (.Gesen.  s.  v.).  They  were  as  com- 
mon as  bracelets  and  armlets,  and  made  of  much 
the  same  materials ;  the  pleasant  jingling  and  tink- 
ling which  they  made  as  they  knocked  against  each 
other,  was  no  doubt  one  of  the  reasons  why  they 
were  admired  (Is.  iii.  16, 18,  "  the  bravery  of  their 


a  Dill,  so  called  from  the  old  Norse  word,  the 
nurse's  lullaby,  to  dill  =  to  soothe.  Hence  the  name 
3f  the  carminative  plant,  the  dUling  ot  soothing  kerb 
(see  Wedgw.  Diet.  Engl.  Etymol.). 


Common  Dill.     {Anetkum  graveolens.) 

tinkling  ornaments").  To  increase  this  pleasant 
sound  pebbles  were  sometimes  enclosed  in  them 
(Cahnet,  s.  v.  Periscelis  and  Bells).  The  Arabic 
name  "  khulkhal "  seems  to  be  onomatopoean,  and 
Lane  {Mod.  Egypt.  App.  A.)  quotes  from  a  song,  in 
allusion  to  the  pleasure  caused  by  their  sound,  » the 
rmging  of  thine  anklets  has  deprived  me  of  rea- 
son." Hence  Mohammed  forbade  them  m  public: 
"  let  them  not  make  a  noise  with  their-  feet,  that 
their  ornaments  which  they  hide  may  [thereby]  be 
discovered"  {Koran,  xxiv.  31,  quoted  by  Lane). 
Xo  doubt  Tertullian  discountenances  them  for  sim- 
ilar reasons :  "  Nescio  an  crus  de  periscelio  in  ner- 
vum  se  patiatur  arctari.  .  .  .  Pedes  domi  figite  et 
plus  quam  in  xaro  placebunt"  {De  aJt.femn.  n. 
13). 

They  were  sometimes  of  great  value.  Lane 
speaks  of  them  (although  they  are  getting  uncom- 
mon) as  "  made  of  solid  gold  or  silver  "    {Mod. 


"  avrfiov :  TTopa  to  avia  9eiv,  JioL  rrji'  kv  tol\h  acu^rfoif 
{Etym.  Mag.  ed.  Oaisford). 
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^g^)t.  I.  c);  but  he  says  that  the  poorer  village 
children  wear  them  of  iron.  For  their  use  among 
the  ancient  Egyptians  see  AVilkinson,  iii.  374,  and 
among  the  ancient  Greeks  and  Romans,  Diet,  of 
Aid.  art.  "  Periscelis."  They  do  not,  we  believe, 
occur  in  the  Nineveh  sculptures. 

Livingstone  writes  of  the  favorite  wife  of  an 
Afiican  chief,  "  she  wore  a  profusion  of  iron  rings 
on  her  ankles,  to  which  were  attached  little  pieces 
of  sheet  iron  to  enable  her  to  make  a  tinkling  as 
she  walked  in  her  mincing  African  style  "  (p.  273). 
On  the  weight  and  inconvenience  of  the  copper  rings 
worn  by  the  chiefs  themselves,  and  the  odd  walk  it 
causes  them  to  adopt,  see  id.  p.  276.     F.  W.  F. 

AN'NA  ij^^'n  [grace  or  prayer] :  "Avva : 
Amia).  The  name  occurs  in  Punic  aa  the  sister 
of  Dido.  1.  The  mother  of  Samuel  (1  Sam.  i.  2 
ff.).     [Hannah.] 

2.  The  wife  of  Tobit  (Tob.  i.  9  ff.). 

3.  The  wife  of  Raguel  (Tob.  vii.  2  ff.).« 

4.  A  "  prophetess  "  in  Jerusalem  at  the  time 
of  our  Lord's  birth  (Luke  ii.  36).         B.  F.  W. 

AN'NAAS  (Xavdas;  [Vat.  2o/xo ;  Aid. 
'Avads']  Anaas),  1  Esdr.  v.  23.     [Senaah.] 

AN'NAS  (■'Away,  in  Josephus  ''Ayayos),  a 
Jewish  high-priest.  He  was  son  of  one  Seth,  and 
was  appointed  high-priest  in  his  37th  year  (a.  d. 
7),  after  the  battle  of  Actium,  by  Quirinus,  the 
imperial  governor  of  Syria  (Joseph.  Ant.  xviii.  2,  § 
1);  but  was  obliged  to  give  way  to  Ismael,  son  of 
Phabi,  by  Valerius  Gratus,  procurator  of  Judsea, 
at  the  beginning  of  the  reign  of  Tiberius,  .\.  d. 
14  {ib.  xviii.  2,  §  2).  But  soon  Ismael  was  suc- 
ceeded by  Eleazar,  son  of  Annas;  then  followed, 
after  one  year,  Simon,  son  of  Camithus,  and  then, 
after  another  year  (about  a.  d.  25),  Joseph  Caia- 
phas,  son-in-law  of  Annas  (John  xviii.  13 ;  Joseph. 
/.  c).  He  remained  till  the  passover,  a.  d.  37,  and 
is  mentioned  in  Luke  iii.  2,  as  officiating  high-priest, 
but  after  Annas,  who  seems  to  have,  retained  the 
title,  and  somewhat  also  of  the  power  of  that  office. 
Our  Lord's  first  hearing  (John  xviii.  13)  was  before 
Aimas,  who  then  sent  him  bound  to  Caiaphas.  In 
Acts  iv.  6,  he  is  plainly  called  the  high-priest,  and 
( 'aiaphas  merely  named  with  others  of  his  family. 
It  is  no  easy  matter  to  give  an  account  of  the 
seemingly  capricious  applications  of  this  title.  Wi- 
ner supposes  that  Annas  retauied  it  from  his  former 
eiyoyment  of  the  office ;  but  to  this  idea  St.  Luke's 
expressions  seem  opposed,  in  which  he  clearly  ap- 
pears as  bearing  the  high-priest's  dignity  at  the 
time  then  present  in  each  case.  Wieseler,  in  his 
Clironohgy,  and  more  recently  in  an  article  in 
Herzog's  Real-Encyklopadie,  maintains  that  the 
two,  Annas  and  Caiaphas,  were  together  at  the 
head  of  the  Jewish  people,  the  latter  as  actual  high- 
priest,  the  former  as  president  of  the  Sanhedrim 

(S"'K73);  and  so  also  Selden,  De  Synedriis  et  prce- 
fecturis  juridicU  veterum  Ehrator^m,  ii.  655 :  ex- 
cept that  this  latter  supposes  Caiaphas  to  have  been 
the  second  prefect  of  the  Sanhedrim.     Some  again 

suppose  that  Annas  held  the  office  of  73D,  or  sub- 
stitute of  the  high-priest,  mentioned  by  the  later 
Talmudists.  He  lived  to  old  age,  having  had  five 
vmi  high-priests  (Joseph.  Ant.  xx.  9,  §  1). 

H.  A. 
ANTifAS  {'Aviv,  [Aid.]  Alex.  "Awaj:  Nuat). 

»  •  Here  the  LXX.  has  'EJi'o,  and  the  A.  V.  Edna. 

A. 


ANOINT 

A  corruption  of  Harim  (1  Esdr.  ix.  32 ;  comp.  Ezr 
X-  31).  W.  A.  W. 

ANNU1JS  {'Avvovos  ;  Alex.  Avvowos 
Amin),  1  Esdr.  viii.  48.     Probably  a  corruption  of 

the  Hebrew  "inS  (A.  V.  "with  him")  of  Ezr 

viii.  19.     The  translator  may  have  read  13M. 

W.  A.  W. 
ANOINT  (nt??n:  y^pla,:  ungo).    Anointing 
m  Holy  Scripture  is  either  (I.)  Material,  with  oil 
[Oil],  or  (II.)  Spiritual,  with  the  Holy  Ghost. 

1.  Material.  —  1.  Ordinary.  Anointing  the 
body  or  head  vrith  oil  was  a  common  practice  with 
the  Jews,  as  with  other  Oriental  nations  (Deut. 
xxviii.  40;  Ruth  iii.  3;  Mic.  vi.  15).  Abstinence 
from  it  was  a  sign  of  mourning  (2  Sam.  xiv.  2; 
Dan.  X.  3;  Matt.  vi.  17).  Anointing  the  head  with 
oil  or  ointment  seems  also  to  have  been  a  mark  of 
respect  sometimes  paid  by  a  host  to  his  guests 
(Luke  vii.  46  and  Ps.  xxiii.  5),  and  was  the  ancient 
Egyptian   custom   at   feasts.      Observe,   however, 

that  in  Ps.  xxiii.  the  Hebrew  is  n3t^"^,  "  thou 
hast  made  fat;"  LXX.,  4\lTravas'^  Vulg.,  im- 
pinguasti;  and  in  Luke  vii.  a\el<pee  is  used  as  it  is 
in  the  similar  passages  (John  xi.  2,  xii.  3).  The 
word  "  anoint "  {a\fi<l>u)  also  occurs  in  the  sense 
of  preparing  a  body  with  spices  and  unguents  for 
burial  (Mark  xvi.  1.  Also  xiv.  8,  /xvpl^u).  From 
the  custom  of  discontinuing  the  use  of  oil  in  times 
of  sorrow  or  disaster,  to  be  anointed  with  oil  comes 
to  signify  metaphorically,  to  be  in  the  enjoyment 
of  success  or  prosperity  (Ps.  xcii.  10;  comp.  Eccl. 
ix.  8). 

2.  Official.  Anointing  with  oil  was  a  rite  of 
inauguration  into  each  of  the  three  typical  offices 
of  the  Jewish  commonwealth,  whose  tenants,  as 

anointed,  were  types  of  the  Anointed  One  (FflPtt, 
Xpi(rT6s).  (a.)  Prophets  were  occasionally  anointed 
to  their  office  (1  K.  xix.  16),  and  are  called  mes- 
siahs,  or  anointed  (1  Chr.  xvi.  22;  Ps.  cv.  15). 
(6.)  Priests,  at  the  first  institution  of  the  I^^vitical 
priesthood,  were  all  anointed  to  their  offices,  the 
sons  of  Aaron  as  well  as  Aaron  himself  (Ex.  xl. 
15;  Num.  iii.  3);  but  afterwards  anointing  seems 
not  to  have  been  repeated  at  the  consecration  of 
ordinary  priests,  but  to  have  been  especially  resen-ed 
for  the  high-priest  (Ex.  xxix.  29;  Lev.  xvi.  32);  so 
that  "the  priest  that  is  anointed"  (Lev.  iv.  3)  is 
generally  thought  to  mean  the  high-priest,  and  is 
rendered  by  the  LXX.  6  apxtfpevs  6  Ktxp'iri^fvos 
(n'^ipan  ^nisn).  see  also  w.  5,  le,  and  c. 
vi.  22  (vi.  15,  Heb.).  (c.)  Kings.  The  Jews  were 
familiar  with  the  idea  of  making  a  king  by  anoint- 
ing, before  the  establishment  of  their  own  mon- 
archy (Judg.  ix.  8,  15).  Anointing  was  the 
principal  and  divinely-appointed  ceremony  in  the 
inaugmration  of  their  own  kings  (1  Sam.  ix.  16,  x. 
1;  1  K.  i.  34,  39);  indeed,  so  preeminently  did 
it  belong  to  the  kingly  office,  that  "the  Ixird's 
anointed  "  was  a  common  designation  of  the  theo- 
cratic king  (1  Sam.  xii.  3,  5;  2  Sam.  i.  14,  16). 
The  rite  was  sometimes  performed  more  than  once 
David  was  thrice  anointed  to  be  king:  first,  pri- 
vately by  Samuel,  before  the  death  of  Saul,  by  way 
of  conferring  on  him  a  right  to  the  throne  (1  Sani. 
xvi.  1,  13);  again  over  Judah  at  Hebron  (2  Sam 
ii.  4),  and  finally  over  the  whole  nation  (2  Sam 
3).  After  the  separation  into  two  kingdoms, 
the  kings  both  of  Judah  and  of  Israel  seem  still 
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to  have  been  anointed  (2  K.  ix.  3,  xi.  12).  So 
late  as  the  time  of  the  Captivity  the  king  is  called 
"the  anointed  of  the  Lord"  (Ps.  Ixxxix.  38,  51; 
Lam.  iv.  20).  Some  persons,  however,  think  that, 
after  David,  subsequent  kings  were  not  anointed 
except  when,  as  in  the  cases  of  Solomon,  Joash, 
and  Jehu,  the  right  of  succession  was  disputed  or 
transferred  (Jahu,  Arcluwl.  Bibl.  §  223).  Beside 
Jewish  kings,  we  read  that  Hazael  was  to  be 
anointed  king  over  Syria  (1  K.  xix.  15).  Cyrus 
also  is  called  the  Lord's  anointed,  as  having  been 
raised  by  God  to  the  throne  for  the  special  purpose 
of  delivering  the  Jews  out  of  captivity  (Is.  xlv.  1). 
id)  Laanimate  objects  also  were  anointed  with  oil  in 
token  of  their  being  set  apart  for  religious  service. 
Thus  Jacob  anointed  a  pillar  at  Bethel  (Gen.  xxxi. 
13);  and  at  the  introduction  of  the  Mosaic  econ- 
omy, the  tabernacle  and  all  its  furniture  were  con- 
secrated by  anointing  (Ex.  xxx.  26-28).  The 
expression  "  anoint  the  shield "  (Is.  xxi.  5) 
{troifjiaffaTf  duptovs,  LXX. ;  arripite  cl^jpeum, 
Vulg.)  refers  to  the  custom  of  rubbing  oil  into  the 
hide,  which,  stretched  upon  a  frame,  formed  the 
shield,  in  order  to  make  it  supple  and  fit  for  use. 

3.  Ecclesiastical.  Anointing  with  oil  in  the 
name  of  the  Lord  is  prescribed  by  St.  James  to  be 
used  together  with  prayer,  by  the  elders  of  the 
church,  for  the  recovery  of  the  sick  oKfiipavrfs 
(James  v.  14).  Analogous  to  this  is  the  anointing 
with  oil  practiced  by  the  twelve  (Mark  ix.  13),  and 
our  I^ord's  anointing  the  eyes  of  a  blind  man  with 
elay  made  from  saliva,  in  restoring  him  miracu- 
lously to  sight  (^Trexpitre,  John  ix.  6,  11). 

II.  Spiritual.  —  1.  In  the  0.  T.  a  Deliverer  is 
promised  under  the  title  of  Messiah,  or  Anointed 
(Ps.  ii.  2 ;  Dan.  ix.  25,  26 ) ;  and  the  nature  of  his 
anointing  is  described  to  be  spiritual,  with  the  Holy 
Ghost  (Is.  Ixi.  1;  see  Luke  iv.  18).  As  anointii^ 
with  oil  betokened  prosperity,  and  produced  a  cheer- 
ful aspect  (Ps.  civ.  15),  so  this  spiritual  unction  is 
figuratively  described  as  anointing  "  with  the  oU  of 
gladness"  (Ps.  xlv.  7;  Heb.  i.  9).  In  the  N.  T. 
Jesus  of  Nazareth  is  shown  to  be  the  Messiah,  or 
Christ,  or  Anointed  of  the  Old  Testament  (John 
i.  41;  Acts  ix.  22,  xvii.  2,  3,  xviii.  5,  28);  and 
the  historical  fact  of  his  being  anointed  with  the 
Holy  Ghost  is  recorded  and  asserted  (John  i.  32, 
33;  Acts  iv.  27,  x.  38).  2.  Spiritual  anointing 
with  the  Holy  Ghost  is  conferred  also  upon  Chris- 
tians by  God  (2  Cor.  i.  21),  and  they  are  described 
as  having  an  unction  (-x^piff/xa)  from  the  Holy  One, 
by  which  they  know  all  things  (1  John  ii.  20,  27). 
To  anoint  the  eyes  with  eye-salve  is  used  figuratively 
to  denote  the  process  of  obtaining  spiritual  percep- 
tion (Rev.  iii.  18).  T.  T.  P. 

A'NOS  ("Ai/wy:  Jonas),  1  Esdr.  ix.  34. 
[Vaniah.] 


a  From     /ly^,   abscissus   (Simon.    Lex.    Heb.   ed. 
Winer).    The  derivation  of  the  word  is  uncertain.    Qe- 

%niu8  is  inclined  to  derive  it  firom  tlie  Arabic  /K4J, 
"  conscendit,  pec.  proreptando,  arborem."  Vid.  Gol. 
Arab.  Lex.  s.  r.  V.  conj.  "  moti  inter  sese  permistique 
Bunt  forTnicarum  reptantium  more."    Furst  says,  "  For- 

ritan  potlus  diminutlvum  est  n.    33,  unde    VT3D,  f. 

n7tt2,  sicut  n*J33,  ad  bestiolam  pusillam  signifl- 
•andam  6«tumesse  potest."  Cf.  Michaelis,  Sup.  Lex. 
Heb.  ii.  1644,  and  Rosenmiill.  not.  ad  Bochart,  iii.  480. 

Is  it  not  probable  that  the  name  nemalah  (from  vQD. 

-  t' 
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!      ANT  (nbl23,  memdldh:  fiipnv^  ■  foiinica). 

This  insect  is  mentioned  twice  in  the  O.  T. ;  in 
Prov.  vi.  6,  "  Go  to  the  ant,  thou  sluggard  con- 
sider her  ways  and  be  wise;"  in  Prov.  xxx.  25. 
"  The  ants  are  a  people  not  strong,  yet  they  pre- 
pare their  meat  in  the  summer."  In  the  former 
of  these  passages  the  diUgmce  of  this  insect  is  in- 
stanced by  the  wise  man  as  an  example  worthy  of 
imitation;  in  the  second  passage  the  ant's  wisdom 
is  especially  alluded  to,  for  these  insects,  "  though 
they  be  Uttle  on  the  earth,  are  exceeding  wise." 
It  is  well  knovm  that  the  ancient  Greeks  and  Ro- 
mans believed  that  the  ant  stored  up  food,  which  it 
collected  in  the  summer,  ready  for  the  winter's  con- 
sumption. Bochart  (Hieroz.  iii.  478)  has  cited 
numerous  passages  from  Greek  and  Latin  writers, 
as  well  as  from  Arabian  naturalists  and  Jewish 
rabbis,  in  support  of  this  opinion.  Such  wisdom 
was  this  little  insect  believed  to  possess,  that,  in 
order  to  prevent  the  com  which  it  had  stored  from 
genmnating,  it  took  care  to  bite  off  the  head  of 
each  grain;  accordingly  some  have  sought  for  the 
derivation  of  the  Hebrew  word  for  ant,  nemdldh," 
in  this  supposed  fact.  Nor  is  the  belief  in  the 
ant's  biting  off  the  head  of  the  grains  unsupported 
by  some  modem  writers.  Addison,  in  the  Giiar- 
dian  (No.  156, 157),  inserts  the  following  letter  "of 
undoubted  credit  and  authority,"  which  was  first 
published  by  the  French  Academy:  "The  com 
which  is  laid  up  by  ants  would  shoot  under 
ground  if  these  insects  did  not  take  care  to  prevent 
it.  They  therefore  bite  off  all  the  germs  before 
they  lay  it  up,  and  therefore  the  com  that  has  lain 
in  their  cells  will  produce  nothing.  Any  one  may 
make  the  experiment,  and  even  see  that  there  is  no 
germ  in  their  corn."  N.  Pluche,  too  {Nature 
Displ.  i.  128),  says  of  these  insects,  "  Their  next 
passion  is  to  amass  a  store  of  com  or  other  grain 
that  will  keep,  and  lest  the  humidity  of  the  cells 
should  make  the  corn  shoot  up,  we  are  told  for  a 
certainty  that  they  gnaw  off  the  buds  which  grow 
at  the  point  of  the  grain." 

It  is  difficult  to  see  how  this  opinion  originated, 
for  it  is  entirely  without  foundation.  Equally  er- 
roneous appears  to  be  the  notion  that  a-scribes  to 
the  ant  provident  foresight  in  laying  up  a  store  of 
com  for  the  winter's  use;*  though  it  is  an  easy 
matter  to  trace  it  to  its  source.  No  recorded  species 
of  ant  is  known  to  store  up  food  of  any  kind  for 
provision  in  the  cold  seasons,  and  certainly  not 
grains  of  corn,  which  ants  do  not  use  for  food. 
The  European  species  of  ants  are  all  dormant  in 
the  winter,  and  consequently  require  no  food ;  and 
although  it  is  well  still  to  bear  in  mind  the  careftel 
language  of  the  authors  of  Introduction  to  EtUo- 
mology  (ii.  46),  who  say,  "  till  the  manners  of  exotic 


"to  cut ")  waa given  to  the  ant  ftosa  its  extreme  ten- 
uity at  the  junction  of  the  thorax  and  abdomen  ?  If 
the  term  insect  is  applicable  to  any  one  Uving  creature 
more  than  to  another,  it  certainly  is  to  the  ant.  Nem&- 
lah  is  the  exact  eqmvalent  to  insect.  [Since  the  above 
was  written  it  has  been  found  that  Parkhurst  —  s.  v. 

VJ2  (iv.)  —  pves  a  similar  derivation.] 

6  "  Parvnla  (nam  example  est)  magni  formica  laboris 
Ore  trahit  quodcunque  potest,  atQue  addit  acervo 
Quern  struit,  baud  ignara  ac  non  incauta  fu- 
turi."  Hor,  Sat.  i.  1,  33. 

Cf.  also  Ovid,  Met.  vii.  624 ;  Virg.  Gear.  i.  186,  Xn. 
iv.  402 ;  PUn.  xi.  30 ;  ^Uan,  H.  A.  U.  25,  vi.  43,  &c. 


102  ANT 

ants  are  more  accurately  explored,  it  would  be  rash 
to  affirm  that  no  ants  have  magazines  of  provis- 
ions; for  although  during  the  cold  of  our  winters 
in  this  country  they  remain  in  a  state  of  torpidity, 
and  have  no  need  of  food,  yet  in  warmer  regions 
during  the  rainy  seasons,  when  they  are  probably 
confined  to  their  nests,  a  store  of  provisions  may  be 
necessary  for  them,"  —  yet  the  observations  of 
modern  naturaUsts  who  have  paid  considerable  at- 
tention to  this  disputed  point,  seem  almost  con- 
clusive that  ants  do  not  lay  up  food  for  future  con- 
sumption. It  is  true  that  Col.  Sykes  has  a  pajjer, 
vol.  ii.  of  Transactions  of  Entomol.  Soc.  p.  103,  on  a 
species  of  Indian  ant  which  he  calls  Atta  providens, 
so  called  from  the  fact  of  his  having  found  a  large 
store  of  grass-seeds  in  its  nest ;  but  the  amount  of 
that  gentleman's  observations  merely  goes  to  show 
that  this  ant  carries  seeds  underground,  and  brings 
them  again  to  the  surface  after  they  have  got  wet 
during  the  monsoons,  apparently  to  dry."  '•  There 
is  not,"  writes  Mr.  F.  Snuth,  the  author  of  the 
Catalogue  of  the  Formiddce  in  the  British  Museum, 
in  a  letter  to  the  author  of  this  article,  "  any  evi- 
dence of  the  seeds  ha\ing  been  stored  for  food ; " 
he  observes,  Catalogue  of  FonnicidcB  (1858),  p.  180, 
that  the  processionary  ant  of  Brazil  {(Ecochma 
cephalotes)  carries  immense  quantities  of  portions 
of  leaves  into  its  underground  nests,  and  that  it 
was  supposed  that  these  leaves  were  for  food ;  but 
that  Mr.  Bates  quite  satisfied  himself  that  the  leaves 
were  for  the  purpose  of  hniug  the  channels  of  the 
nest,  and  not  for  food.  Ants  are  carnivorous  in 
their  habits  of  living,  and  although  they  are  fond 
of  saccharine  matter,  there  is  no  evidence  at  all  to 
prove  that  any  portion  of  plants  ever  forms  an  article 
of  their  diet.  The  fact  is,  that  ants  seem  to  de- 
light in  running  away  with  almost  any  thing  they 
find,  —  small  portions  of  sticks,  leaves,  Uttle  stones, 
—  as  any  one  can  testify  who  has  cared  to  watch 
the  habits  of  this  insect.  This  will  explain  the 
erroneous  opinion  which  the  ancients  held  with 
respect  to  that  part  of  the  economy  of  the  ant  now 
imder  consideration ;  nor  is  it,  we  think,  necessary 
to  conclude  that  the  error  originated  in  observers 
mistaking  the  cocoons  for  grains  of  com,  to  which 
they  bear  much  resemblance.  It  is  scarcely  cred- 
ible that  Aristotle,  Virgil,  Horace,  Ac,  who  aU 
speak  of  this  insect  storing  up  f/rains  ofcoi-n,  should 
have  been  so  far  misle<l,  or  have  been  such  bad 
observers,  as  to  have  taken  the  cocoons  for  grains. 
Ants  do  carry  off  grains  of  com,  just  as  tliey  carry 
off  other  things  —  not,  however,  as  was  stated,  for 
food,  but  for  their  nests.  "They  are  great  rob- 
bers," says  Dr.  Thomson  (Land  and  Book,  p.  337), 
"  and  plunder  by  night  as  well  as  by  day,  and  the 
farmer  must  keep  a  sharp  eye  to  his  floor,  or  they 
will  abstract  a  large  quaniity  of  grain  m  a  single 
night." 

It  is  right  to  state  that  a  well-known  entomol- 
ogist, the  Kev.  F.  W.  Hofie.  in  a  paper  "  On  some 
doubts  respecting  the  economy  of  Ants  "  ( Trniis. 
Entmu  Soc.  ii.  211),  is  of  opinion  that  Col.  Sykes's 
observations  do  tend  to  show  that  there  are  species 
of  exotic  ants  which  store  up  food  for  winter  con- 
sumption; but  it  must  be  remembered  that  Mr. 
Bates's  investigations  are  subsequent  to  the  publi- 
cation of  that  paper. 

A  further  point  in  the  examination  of  this  sub- 
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ject  remains  to  be  considered,  which  is  tnis :  Does 
Scripture  assert  that  any  species  of  ant  stores  up 
food  for  future  use  ?  It  cannot,  we  think,  be  main- 
tained that  the  words  of  Solomon,  in  the  only  two 
passages  where  mention  of  this  insect  is  made,  nee-  ' 
essarily  teach  this  doctrine;  but  at  the  same  time 
it  must  be  allowed,  that  the  language  used,  and 
more  especially  the  context  of  the  passage  in  Prov.  . 
XXX.  25,  do  seem  to  imply  that  such  an  opinion  was 
held  with  respect  to  the  economy  of  this  insect. 
"  There  are  four  things  which  are  little  upon  the 
earth,  but  they  are  exceeding  wise;  the  ants  are  a 
people  not  strong,  yet  they  prepare  their  meat  in 
the  summer."  In  what  particular,  it  may  be 
asked,  are  these  insects  so  especially  noted  for  their 
wisdom,  unless  some  allusion  is  made  to  their  sup- 
posed provident  foresight  in  "  preparing  their  meat 
in  the  summer."  If  the  expression  here  used 
merely  has  reference  to  the  fact  that  ants  are  able 
to  provide  themselves  with  food,  how  is  their  wis- 
dom herein  more  excellent  than  the  countless  host 
of  other  minute  insects  whose  natui-al  instinct 
prompts  them  to  do  the  same  ?  If  this  question 
is  fairly  weighed  in  connection  vrith  the  acknowl- 
edged fact,  that  from  very  early  times  the  ancients 
attributed  storing  habits  to  the  ant,  it  will  appear 
at  least  probable  that  the  language  of  Solomon  im- 
plies a  similar  beUef;  and  if  such  was  the  general 
opinion,  is  it  a  matter  of  surprise  that  the  wise 
man  should  select  the  ant  as  an  instance  whereon 
he  might  ground  a  lesson  of  prudence  and  fore- 
thought ? 

The  teaching  of  the  Bible  is  accommodated  to 
the  knowledge  and  opinions  of  those  to  whom  its 
language  is  addressed,  and  the  observations  of  nat- 
uralists, which,  as  far  as  they  go,  do  certainly  tend 
to  disprove  the  assertion  that  ants  store  up  food  for 
future  use,  are  no  more  an  argument  against  the 
trath  of  the  Word  of  God  than  are  the  ascertained 
laws  of  astronomical  science,  or  the  facts  in  the 
mysteries  of  life  which  the  anatomist  or  physiolo- 
gist has  revealed. 

The  Arabians  held  the  wisdom  of  the  ant  in  such 
estimation,  that  they  used  to  place  one  of  these  in- 
sects in  the  hands  of  a  newly-bom  infant,  rejjeat- 
ing  these  words,  "  May  the  boy  turn  out  clever  and 
skillful."  Hence  in  Arabic,  with  the  noun  nem- 
leh,  "an  ant,"  is  connected  the  adjective  nemil, 
"quick,"  "clever"  (Bochart,  Ilieroz.  lii.  494). 
The  Talmudists,  too,  attributed  great  wisdom  to 
this  insect.  It  was,  say  they,  from  beholding  the 
wonderful  ways  of  the  ant  that  the  following  ex- 
pression originated :  "  Thy  justice,  O  God,  reaches 
to  the  heavens  "  ( Chulin,  63).*  Ants  live  together 
in  societies,  having  "  no  guide,  overseer,  or  ruler." 
See  Latreille's  Histmre  Naiurdle  des  Eminnis, 
Paris,  1802;  Huber's  Traite  des  Mveurs  des  F. 
Indig.;  Encycl.  Biit.  8th  ed.  art.  "Ant;"  Kirby 
and  Spence,  Introd.  to  Entom.  Ants  belong  to  the 
family  Formicidte,  and  order  Hymenoptera.  There 
is  not  in  the  British  Museum  a  single  specimen  of 
an  ant  from  Palestine.  W.  H. 

ANTICHRIST  {&  kvrlxPiffros).  The  word 
Antichrist  is  used  by  St.  Jonn  in  his  first  and 
second  Epistles,  and  by  him  alone.  Elsewhere  it 
does  not  occur  m  Scripture.     Nevertheless,  by  an 


a  This  fact  corroborates  what  the  ancients  have 
written  on  this  particular  point,  who  have  recorded 
that  the  ant  brings  up  to  dry  in  the  sun  the  corn, 


&c.,  which  had  become  wet.    See  instances  in  Bo- 
chart, iU.  490. 

b  Our  English  word  ant  appears  to  be  an  abbreTl- 
ation  of  the  form  emmet  (Sax.  ctmmet). 
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almost  universal  consent,  the  term  has  been  applied 
to  the  Man  of  Sin  of  whom  St.  Paul  speaks  in  the 
Second  Epistle  to  the  Thessalonians,  to  the  Little 
Horn  and  to  the  fierce-countenanced  King  of  whom 
Daniel  prophesies,  and  to  the  two  Beasts  of  the 
Apocalypse,  as  well  as  to  the  false  Christs  whose 
appearance  our  Lord  predicts  in  his  prophetic  dis- 
course on  the  Mount  of  Olives.  Before  we  can 
arrive  at  any  clear  and  intelligent  view  of  what 
Scripture  teaches  us  on  the  subject  of  Antichrist, 
we  must  decide  whether  this  extension  of  the  term 
is  properly  made;  whether  the  characteristics  of 
the  Antichrist  are  those  alone  with  which  St.  John 
makes  us  acquainted  in  his  Epistles,  or  whether  it 
is  his  portrait  which  is  drawn,  darker,  fuller,  and 
lai^er,  in  some  or  all  of  the  other  passages  to  which 
we  have  referred. 

(A. )  The  following  are  the  passages  in  Scripture 
which  ought  to  be  carefully  compared  for  the  elu- 
cidation of  our  subject : —  L  Matt.  xxiv.  3-31.  IL 
1  John  ii.  18-23;  iv.  1-3;  2  John  5,  7.  IIL  2 
Thess.  ii.  1-12;  1  Tim.  iv.  1-3;  2  Tim.  iii.  1-5. 
IV.  Dan.  viii.  8-25;  xl.  36-39.  V.  Dan.  vii.  7- 
27.  VI.  Rev.  xiii.  1-8;  xvii.  1-18.  VII.  Rev. 
xiii.  11-18;  xix.  11-21.  The  first  contains  the 
account  of  the  false  Christs  and  false  prophets  pre- 
dicted by  our  Lord ;  the  second,  of  the  Antichrist 
as  depicted  by  St.  John;  the  third,  of  the  Adver- 
sary of  God  as  portrayed  by  St.  Paul ;  the  fourth 
and  fifth,  of  the  fierce-countenanced  King  and  of 
the  Little  Horn  foretold  by  Daniel;  the  sixth  and 
the  seventh,  of  the  Beast  and  the  False  Prophet  of 
the  Revelation. 

I.  The  False  ChrisU  and  False  Prophets  of 
Matt.  xxiv.  —  The  purpose  of  our  Lord  in  his  pro- 
phetic discourse  on  the  Mount  of  Olives  was  at 
once  to  predict  to  his  disciples  the  events  which 
would  take  place  before  the  capture  of  Jerusalem, 
and  those  which  would  precede  the  final  destruction 
of  the  world,  of  which  the  fall  of  Jerusalem  was 
the  type  and  symbol.  Accordingly,  his  teaching 
on  the  point  before  us  amounts  to  this,  that  (1)  in 
the  latter  days  of  Jerusalem  there  should  be  sore 
distress,  and  that  in  the  midst  of  it  there  should 
arise  impostors  who  would  claim  to  be  the  promised 
Messiah,  and  would  lead  away  many  of  their  coun- 
trymen after  them;  and  that  (2)  in  the  last  days 
of  the  world  there  should  be  a  great  tribulation 
and  persecution  of  the  saints,  and  that  there  should 
arise  at  the  same  time  false  Christs  and  false  proph- 
ets, with  an  unparalleled  power  of  leading  astray. 
In  type,  therefore,  our  IjotA  predicted  the  rise  of 
the  several  impostors  who  excited  the  fanaticism  of 
the  Jews  before  their  fall.  In  antitype  He  predicted 
the  future  rise  of  impostors  in  the  last  days,  who 
should  beguile  all  but  the  elect  into  the  belief  of 
their  being  God's  prophets  or  even  his  Christs. 
We  find  no  direct  reference  here  to  the  Antichrist. 
Our  \jotA  is  not  speaking  of  any  one  individual 
(or  polity),  but  rather  of  those  forerunners  of  the 
Antichrist  who  are  his  servants  and  actuated  by  his 
spirit.  They  are  \\i(vi6xpiCToi,  and  can  deceive 
almost  the  elect,  but  they  are  not  b  aurixpicrTos ; 
they  are  \pfvSoirpo<prJTai,  and  can  show  great  signs 
and  wonders,  but  they  are  not  d  \l/fvSoTrpo<p^rjs 
(Rev.  xvi.  13).  However  valuable,  therefore,  the 
prophecy  on  Mount  OUvet  is,  as  helping  us  to  pict- 
ure to  ourselves  the  events  of  the  last  days,  it  does 
not  elucidate  for  us  the  characteristics  of  the  Anti- 
christ, and  must  not  be  allowed  to  mislead  us  as 
though  it  gave  information  which  it  does  not  pro- 
I'ess  to  give. 
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II.  The  Antichrist  of  St.  John's  Epistles.  — 
The  first  teaching  with  regard  to  the  Antichrist 
and  to  the  antagonist  of  God  (whether  these  aro 
the  same  or  different  we  leave  as  yet  uncertain) 
was  oral.  "  Ye  have  heard  that  the  Antichrist 
Cometh,"  says  St.  John  (1  Ep.  ii.  18);  and  again, 
"  This  is  that  spirit  of  Antichrist  whereof  ye  have 
heard  that  it  should  come"  (1  Ep.  iv.  3).  Simi- 
larly St.  Paul,  "  Remember  ye  not,  that  when  I 
was  yet  with  you  I  told  you  these  things"  (2  Thess. 
ii.  5)  ?  We  must  not  therefore  look  for  a  full  state- 
ment of  the  "doctrine  of  the  Antichrist"  in  the 
Apostolic  Epistles,  but  rather  for  allusions  to  some- 
thing already  known.  The  whole  of  the  teaching 
of  St.  John's  Epistle  with  regard  to  the  Antichrist 
himself  seems  to  be  confined  to  the  words  twice  re- 
peated, "  Ye  have  heard  that  the  Antichrist  shall 
come."  The  verb  fpxfrat  here  employed  has  a 
special  reference,  as  used  in  Scripture,  to  the  first 
and  second  advents  of  our  Lord.  Those  whom  St. 
John  was  addressing  had  been  taught  that,  as 
Christ  was  to  come  {^pxfTat),  so  the  Antichrist  was 
to  come  likewise.  The  rest  of  the  passage  in  St. 
John  appears  to  be  rather  a  practical  application  of 
the  doctrine  of  the  Antichrist  than  a  formal  state- 
ment of  it.  He  warns  his  readers  that  the  spirit 
of  the  Antichrist  could  exist  even  then,  though  the 
coming  of  the  Antichrist  himself  was  future,  and 
that  all  who  denied  the  Messiahship  and  Sonship 
of  Jesus  were  Antichrists,  as  being  types  of  the 
final  Antichrist  who  was  to  come.  The  teaching 
of  St.  John's  Epistles  therefore  amounts  to  this, 
that  in  type,  Cerinthus,  Basilides,  Simon  Magus, 
and  those  Gnostics  who  denied  Christ's  Sonship, 
and  all  subsequent  heretics  who  should  deny  it, 
were  Antichrists,  as  being  wanting  in  that  divine 
principle  of  love  which  with  him  is  the  essence  of 
Christianity ;  and  he  points  on  to  the  final  appear- 
ance of  the  Antichrist  that  was  "  to  come  "  in  the 
last  times,  according  as  they  had  been  orally  taught, 
who  would  be  the  antitype  of  these  his  forerunners 
and  servants. 

III.  The  Adversary  of  God  of  St.  Pauts  Epis- 
tles. —  St.  Paul  does  not  employ  the  term  Anti- 
christ, but  there  can  be  no  hesitation  in  identifying 
his  Adversary  (6  avTiK(lfxfvos)  of  God  with  the 
Antichrist  who  was  "to  come."  Like  St.  John, 
he  refers  to  his  oral  teaching  on  the  subject,  but  as 
the  Thessalonians  appeared  to  have  forgotten  it, 
and  to  have  been  misled  by  some  passages  in  his 
previous  Epistle  to  them,  he  recapitulates  what  he 
had  taught  them.  Like  St.  John,  he  tells  them 
that  the  spirit  of  Antichrist  or  Antichristianism, 
called  by  him  "  the  mystery  of  iniquity,"  was 
already  working ;  but  Antichrist  himself  he  char- 
acterizes as  "  the  Man  of  Sin,"  "  the  Son  of  Per- 
dition," "  the  Adversary  to  all  that  is  called  God," 
"  the  one  who  lifts  himself  above  all  objects  of  wor- 
ship; "  and  assures  them  that  he  should  not  be 
revealed  in  person  until  some  present  obstacle  to 
his  appearance  should  have  been  taken  away,  and 
until  the  predicted  airoffroffia  should  have  oc- 
curred. 

From  St.  John  and  St.  Paul  together  we  learn 
(1)  that  the  Antichrist  should  come;  (2)  that  he 
should  not  come  until  a  certain  obstacle  to  his 
coming  was  removed;  (3)  nor  till  the  time  of,  or 
rather  till  after  the  time  of  the  air offr atria;  (4) 
that  his  characteristics  would  be  (o)  open  oppo- 
sition to  God  and  religion,  (j8)  a  claim  to  the  in- 
communicable attributes  of  God,  (-y)  iniquity,  sin, 
and  lawlessness,  (5)  a  power  of  working  lying  mil  ■ 
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acles,  (()  marvellous  capacity  of  beguiling  souls; 
(5)  that  he  would  be  actuated  by  Satan;  (6)  that 
his  spirit  was  already  at  work  manifesting  itself 
partially,  incompletely,  and  typically,  in  the  teach- 
ers of  infidelity  and  immorality  already  abounding 
in  the  Church. 

IV.  Tlit  Jierce-ccmnienanced  King  of  Daniel.  — 
This  passajie  is  universally  acknowledged  to  be  pri- 
marily applicable  to  Antiochus  Epiphanes.  Anti- 
ochus  Epiphanes  is  recognized  as  the  chief  proto- 
type of  the  Antichrist.  The  prophecy  may  there- 
fore be  regarded  as  descriptive  of  the  Antichrist. 
The  point  is  fairly  argued  by  St.  Jerome:  — 
"Down  to  this  point  (Dan.  xi.  21)  the  historical 
order  is  preserved,  and  there  is  no  difterence  be- 
tween Porphyry  and  our  own  interpreters.  But 
all  that  follows  down  to  the  end  of  the  book  he 
applies  personally  to  Antiochus  Epiphanes,  brother 
of  Seleucus,  and  son  of  Antiochus  the  Great;  for, 
after  Seleucus,  he  reigned  eleven  years  in  SjTia, 
and  possessed  Judaea;  and  in  his  reign  there  oc- 
curr«l  the  persecution  about  the  Law  of  God,  and 
the  wars  of  the  Maccabees.  But  our  people  con- 
sider all  these  things  to  be  spoken  of  Antichrist, 

who  is  to  come  in  the  last  time It  is  the 

custom  of  Holy  Scripture  to  anticipate  in  types 
the  reality  of  things  to  come.  For  in  the  same 
way  our  Lord  and  Saviour  is  spoken  of  in  the  7  2d 
Psalm,  which  is  entitled  a  Psalm  of  Solomon,  and 
yet  all  that  is  there  said  cannot  be  apphed  to  Sol- 
omon. But  in  part,  and  as  in  a  shadow  and  image 
of  the  truth,  these  things  are  foretold  of  Solomon, 
to  be  more  perfectly  fulfilled  in  our  Lord  and  Sa- 
viour. As,  then,  in  Solomon  and  other  saints  the 
Saviour  has  types  of  His  coming,  so  Antichrist  is 
rightly  believed  to  have  for  his  type  that  wicked 
king  Antiochus,  who  persecuted  the  saints  and  de- 
filed the  Temple."  (S.  Hieron.  Op.  torn.  i.  p.  523, 
Col.  Agr.  1616;  tom.  iii.  p.  1127,  Paris,  1704). 

V.  The  Little  Horn  of  Daniel.  —  Hitherto  we 
have  been  dealing  with  a  person,  not  a  kingdom  or 
a  polity.  This  is  evident  from  St.  John's  words, 
and  still  more  evident  from  the  Epistle  to  the  Thes- 
salonians.  The  words  used  by  St.  Paul  could  not 
well  have  been  more  emphatic,  had  he  studiously 
made  use  of  them  in  order  to  exclude  the  idea  of  a 
polity.  "  The  Man  of  Sin,"  "  the  Son  of  Perdi- 
tion," "  the  one  who  opposeth  himself  to  God,"  "  the 
one  who  exalteth  himself  above  God,"  "  the  one 
who  represents  himself  as  God,"  "  the  wicked  one 
who  was  to  come  with  Satanic  power  and  lying 
wonders : "  if  words  have  a  meaning,  these  words 
designate  an  individual.  But  when  we  come  to 
Daniel's  prophecy  of  the  Little  Horn  this  is  all 
changed.  We  there  read  of  four  beasts,  which 
are  explained  as  four  kings,  by  which  expression  is 
meant  four  kingdoms  or  empires.  These  kingdoms 
represented  by  the  four  beasts  are  undoubtedly  the 
Assyrian  empire,  the  Persian  empire,  the  Grecian 
empire,  and  the  Roman  empire.  The  Koman  Em- 
pire is  described  as  breaking  up  into  ten  kingdoms, 
amongst  which  there  grows  up  another  kingdom 
which  gets  the  mastery  over  nearly  a  third  of  them 
(three  out  of  ten).  This  kingdom,  or  polity,  is 
the  little  horn  of  the  fourth  beast,  before  which 
three  of  the  first  ten  horns  are  plucked  up.  If  the 
four  "kings"  (vii.  17)  represented  by  the  four 
beasts  are  really  empires,  if  the  ten  "kings"  (vii. 
24)  are  monarchies  or  nationalities,  then  the  other 
"  king  "  who  rises  after  them  is,  in  like  manner, 
lot  an  individual  but  a  polity.  It  follows  that  the 
"Little  Horn  "  of  Daniel  cannot  be  identified  with 
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the  Antichrist  of  St.  Jonn  and  St.  Paul.  The 
former  is  a  poUty,  the  latter  is  an  individual. 

VI.  The  Apocalyptic  Beast  of  St,  John.  — A 
further  consequence  follows.  For  the  Beast  <  f  the 
Apocalypse  is  clearly  identical  with  the  little  Horn 
of  Daniel.  The  Beast  whose  power  is  absorbed 
into  the  Little  Horn  has  ten  horns  (Dan.  vii.  7) 
and  rises  from  the  sea  (Dan.  vii.  3):  the  Apoca-. 
Ijrptic  Beast  has  ten  horns  (Rev.  xiii.  1)  and  rises 
from  the  sea  (ibid.).  The  Little  Horn  has  a  mouth 
speaking  great  things  (Dan.  vii.  8,  11,  20);  the 
Apocalyptic  Beast  has  a  mouth  speaking  great 
things  (Rev.  xiii.  5).  The  Little  Horn  makes  war 
with  the  saints,  and  prevails  (Dan.  vii.  21):  the 
Apocalyptic  Beast  makes  war  with  the  saints,  and 
overcomes  them  (Rev.  xiii.  7).  The  Little  Horn 
speaks  great  words  against  the  Most  High  (Dan. 
vii.  25):  the  Apocalyptic  Beast  opens  his  mouth 
in  blasphemy  against  God  (Rev.  xiii.  6).  The 
Little  Horn  wears  out  the  saints  of  the  Most  High 
(Dan.  vii.  25):  the  woman  who  rides  on,  t.  e.  di- 
rects, the  Apocalyptic  Beast,  is  drunken  with  the 
blckxi  of  saints  (Rev.  xvii.  6).  The  persecution  of 
the  Little  Horn  is  to  last  a  time  and  times  and  a 
dividing  of  times,  t.  e.  three  and  a  half  times 
(Dan.  vii.  25):  power  is  given  to  the  Apocalyptic 
Beast  for  forty-two  months,  t.  e.  three  and  a  half 
times  (Rev  xiii.  5).  These  and  other  paralleUsms 
cannot  be  accidental.  Whatever  was  meant  by 
Daniel's  Little  Horn  must  be  also  meant  by  St. 
John's  Beast.  Therefore  St.  John's  Beast  is  not 
the  Antichrist.  It  is  not  an  individual  like  the 
Antichrist  of  St.  John's  and  St.  Paul's  Epistles, 
but  a  polity  like  the  Little  Horn  of  Daniel. 

But,  though  not  identical,  it  is  quite  evident, 
and  it  has  been  always  recognized,  that  the  Anti- 
christ of  the  Epistles  and  the  Beast  of  the  Apoca,- 
lypse  have  some  relation  to  each  other.  What  is 
this  relation?  and  in  what  relation  to  both  does 
the  second  Apocalyptic  Beast  or  False  Prophet 
stand  ?  To  answer  this  question  we  must  examine 
the  imagery  of  the  Apocalypse.  Shortly  stated, 
it  is,  so  far  as  concerns  our  present  purpose,  as 
foUows.  The  church  is  represented  (Rev.  xii.)  as 
a  woman  bringing  forth  children  to  Christ,  perse- 
cuted  by  Satan,  and  compelled  to  fly  from  him  into 
the  wilderness,  where  she  remains  for  1260  days, 
or  three  and  a  half  times.  Satan,  being  unable  to 
destroy  the  woman,  sets  himself  to  make  war  with 
her  seed  (xii.  17 ).  At  this  time  the  Iteast  arises 
from  the  sea,  and  Satan  gives  to  him  his  power, 
and  his  seat,  and  great  authority.  The  length  of 
time  during  which  the  lieast  prevails  is  three  and 
a  half  times,  the  same  period  as  that  during  which 
the  sufferings  of  the  woman  last.  During  a  cer- 
tain part  of  this  three  and  a  half  times  the  Beast 
takes  upon  its  back,  as  its  guide  and  rider,  a  har- 
lot, by  whom,  as  it  is  explained,  is  figured  "  that 
great  city  which  reigneth  over  the  kings  of  the 
earth"  (Rev.  xvii.  18)  from  her  seven  hills  (xvii. 
9).  After  a  time  Babylon  the  harlot-rider  falls 
(ch.  xviii. ),  but  the  Beast  on  whom  she  had  ridden 
still  survives,  and  is  finally  destroyed  at  the  gtori- 
ous  coming  of  Christ  (xix.  20). 

Can  we  harmonize  this  jjicture  with  the  predic- 
tion of  St.  I'aul,  always  recollecting  that  his  Man 
of  Sin  is  an  individual,  and  that  the  Apocalyptic 
Beast  is  a  polity  ? 

As  we  have  here  reached  that  which  constitutes 
the  great  difficulty  in  mastering  the  conception  of 
the  Antichrist  as  revealed  by  the  inspired  writers, 
we  shall  now  turn  ftt)m  the  text  of  Scripture  to 
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the  comments  of  amiotators  and  essayists  to  see 
what  assistance  we  can  derive  from  them.  We 
shall  then  resume  the  consideration  of  the  Script- 
ural passages  at  the  point  at  which  we  now  leave 
them.  We  shall  classify  the  opinions  which  have 
been  held  on  the  Antichrist  according  as  he  is  re- 
garded as  an  individual,  or  as  a  poUty,  or  as  a 
principle.  The  mdividualists,  again,  must  be  sub- 
divided, according  as  they  represent  him  as  one  to 
come  or  as  one  already  come.  We  have,  therefore, 
four  classes  of  writers  on  the  Antichrist: — (1) 
those  who  regard  him  as  an  individual  yet  future; 

(2)  those  who  regard  him  as  a  polity  now  present; 

(3)  those  who  regard  him  as  an  individual  already 
past  away;  (4)  those  who  consider  that  nothing  is 
meant  beyond  antichristian  and  lawless  principle, 
not  embodied  either  in  an  individual  or  in  a  special 
polity. 

1.  The  first  opinion  held  in  the  Church  was 
that  the  Antichrist  was  a  real  person  who  would 
appear  in  the  world  when  the  time  of  his  appear- 
ance was  come.  The  only  point  on  which  any 
question  arose  was,  whether  he  shoidd  be  a  man 
armed  with  satanic  powers  or  Satan  himself.  That 
he  would  be  a  man  armed  with  satanic  powers  is 
the  opinion  of  Justin  Martyr,  a.  d.  103  {Dial. 
371,  20,  21,  Thiribii,  1722);  of  Irenaeus,  a,  d. 
140  (Op.  V.  25,  437,  Grabii,  1702);  of  Tertul- 
lian,  A.  D.  150  (De  lies.  Cam.  c.  24;  Apol.  c. 
32);  of  Origen,  A.  d.  184  (Op.  i.  667,  Delarue, 
1733);  of  his  contemporary,  Hippolytus  (De  Anti- 
christo,  57,  Fabricii,  Hamburgi,  1716);  of  Cyprian, 
A.  D.  250  (Ep.  58;  Op.  120,  Oxon.  1682);  of 
Victorinus,  A.  d.  270  (Bibl.  Patr.  Magna,  iii.  p. 
136,  Col.  Agrip.  1618);  of  Lactantius,  a.  d.  300 
(Div.  Inst.  vii.  17)  of  Cyril  of  Jerusalem,  a.  d. 
315  (Catech.  xv.  4);  of  Jerome,  A.  d.  330  (Op.  iv. 
pars  i.  209,  Parisiis,  1693);  of  Chrysostom,  A.  d. 
347  (Comni.  in  II.  Thess.);  of  Hilary  of  Poictiers 
A.  D.  350  ( Comm.  in  Matt. ) ;  of  Augustine,  A.  d. 
354  (De  Civit.  Dei,  xx.  19);  of  Ambrose,  a.  d. 
380  ( Comm.  in  Luc.).<^  The  authors  of  the  Sibyl- 
line Oracles,  a.  d.  150,  and  of  the  Apostolical  Con- 
stitutions, Celsus  (see  Orig.  c.  Cels.  lib.  vi.),  Eph- 
rem  Syrus,  a.  d.  370,  Theodoret,  A.  d.  430,  and  a 
few  other  writers  seem  to  have  regarded  the  Anti- 
christ as  the  Devil  himself  rather  than  as  his  min- 
ister or  an  emanation  from  him.  But  they  may, 
perhaps,  have  meant  no  more  than  to  express  the 
identity  of  his  character  and  his  power  with  that 
of  Satan.  Each  of  the  writers  to  whom  we  have 
referred  gives  his  own  judgment  with  respect  to 
some  particulars  which  may  be  expected  in  the  An- 
tichrist, whilst  they  all  agree  in  representing  him 
as  a  person  about  to  come  shortly  before  the  glori- 
ous and  final  appearance  of  Christ,  and  to  be  de- 
stroyed by  His  presence.  Justin  Martyr  speaks  of 
him  as  the  man  of  the  apostasy,  and  dwells  chiefly 
on  the  persecutions  which  he  would  cause.  Irenaeus 
describes  him  as  summing  up  the  apostasy  in  him- 
self; as  having  his  seat  at  Jerusalem ;  as  identical 
with  the  Apocalyptic  Beast  (c.  28);  as  foreshad- 
owed by  the  unjust  judge;  as  being  the  man  who 
"  should  come  in  his  own  name;  "  and  as  belonging 
to  the  tribe  of  Dan  (c.  30).  Tertullian  identifies 
him  with  the  Beast,  and  supposes  him  to  be  about 
to  arise  on  the  fall  of  the  Roman  Empire  (De  Res. 
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a  *The  dates  here  given  in  connection  with  tiie 
names  of  many  of  tlie  Chriatian  fathers  are  likely  to 
mislead  the  reader.  In  the  cage  of  Justin  Martyr, 
Irenaeus,  Tertullian,  Origen,  Cyril  of  Jerusalem,  Je- 


Cam.  c.  25).  Origen  describes  him  in  Eastern 
phrase  as  the  child  of  the  Devil  and  the  counterpart 
of  Christ.  Hippolytus  understands  the  Roman  em- 
pire to  be  represented  by  the  Apocalyptic  Beast 
and  the  Antichrist  by  the  False  Prophet  who  would 
restore  the  wounded  Beast  by  his  craft  and  by  the 
wisdom  of  his  laws.  Cyprian  sees  him  typified  in 
Antiochus  Epiphanes  (IJxhort.  ad  Mart.  c.  11). 
Victorinus,  with  several  others  —  misunderstanding 
St.  Paul's  expression  that  the  mystery  of  iniquity 
was  in  his  day  working  —  supposes  that  the  Anti- 
christ will  be  a  revivified  hero;  Lactantius  that  he 
will  be  a  king  of  Syria,  bom  of  an  evil  spirit ;  CyrU 
that  he  will  be  a  magician,  who  by  his  Mts  will  get 
the  mastery  of  the  Roman  empire.  Jerome  de- 
scribes him  as  the  son  of  the  Devil  sitting  in  the 
Church  as  though  he  were  the  Son  of  God ;  Chrys- 
ostom as  iu>Tide6s  ris  sitting  in  the  Temple  of 
God,  that  is,  in  all  the  churches,  not  merely  in  the 
Temple  at  Jerusalem ;  St.  Augustine  as  the  adver- 
sary holding  power  for  three  and  a  half  years  — 
the  Beast,  perhaps,  representing  Satan's  empire. 
The  primitive  belief  may  be  summed  up  in  the 
words  of  St.  Jerome.  In  his  Commentary  on 
Daniel  he  writes  —  "  Let  us  say  that  which  all 
ecclesiastical  writers  have  handed  down,  viz.,  that 
at  the  end  of  the  world,  when  the  Roman  empire 
is  to  be  destroyed,  there  will  be  ten  kings  who  wUl 
divide  the  Roman  world  amongst  them;  and  there 
will  arise  an  eleventh  little  king,  who  will  subdue 
three  of  the  ten  kings,  that  is,  the  king  of  Egypt, 
of  Africa,  and  of  Ethiopia,  as  we  shall  hereafter 
show.  And  on  these  having  been  slain,  the  seven 
other  kings  will  also  submit.  'And  behold,'  he 
says,  '  in  the  ram  were  the  eyes  of  a  man.'  This 
is  that  we  may  not  suppose  him  to  be  a  devil  or  a 
demon,  as  some  have  thought,  but  a  man  in  whom 
Satan  will  dwell  utterly  and  bodily.  '  And  a  mouth 
speaking  great  things,'  for  he  is  '  the  man  of  sin, 
the  son  of  perdition,  who  sitteth  in  the  temple, 
of  God,  making  himself  as  God '  "  (Op.  vol.  iv.  p. 
511,  Col.  Agrip.  1616).  In  his  Comment,  on  Dan. 
xi.,  and  in  his  reply  to  Algasia's  eleventh  question, 
he  works  out  the  same  view  in  greater  detail.  The 
same  line  of  interpretation  continued.  Andreas  of 
Ceesarea,  a.  d.  550,  explains  him  to  be  a  king  act- 
uated by  Satan,  who  will  reunite  the  old  Roman 
empire  and  reign  at  Jerusalem  (In  Apoc.  c.  xiii.); 
Aretas,  A.  d.  650,  as  a  king  of  the  Romans  who 
will  reign  over  the  Saracens  in  Bagdad  (In  Apoc. 
c.  xiii.);  John  Damascene,  A.  D.  800  [fl.  730], 
repeats  the  primitive  belief  ( Orth.  Fid.  1.  iv.  c.  26); 
Adso,  A.  D.  950  [980],  says  that  a  Frank  king  will 
reunite  the  Roman  empiie,  and  that  he  will  abdicate 
on  Mount  Olivet,  and  that,  on  the  dissolution  of  his 
kingdom,  the  Antichrist  will  be  revealed.  The 
same  writer  supposes  that  he  will  be  bom  in  Baby- 
lon, that  he  will  be  educated  at  Bethsaida  and  Cho- 
razin,  and  that  he  will  proclaim  himself  the  Son 
of  God  at  Jerusalem  ( Tract,  in  Antichr.  apud  Au- 
gust. Opera,  torn.  ix.  p.  454,  Paris,  1637).  The- 
ophylact,  A.  D.  1070,  speaks  of  him  as  a  man  who 
will  carry  Satan  about  with  him.  Albert  the  Great, 
Cardinal  Hugo,  and  Alexander  de  Hales  repeat  the 
received  tradition  in  the  thirteenth  century.  So 
also  Thomas  Aquinas,  A.  D.  1260,  who  recurs  to 
the  tradition  with  r^ard  to  the  birth  of  Antichrist 


rome,  Chrysostom,  and  Augustine,  they  denote  the 
supposed  time  of  their  birth ;  in  the  case  of  the  others 
mentioned  above  and  below,  they  represent  the  time 
when  they  Jiourished.  A. 
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at  Babylon,  saying  that  he  will  be  instructed  in 
the  Magian  philosophy,  and  that  his  doctrine  and 
miracles  will  be  a  parody  of  those  of  the  Lamb. 
The  received  opinion  of  the  twelfth  century  is 
brought  before  us  in  a  striking  and  dramatic  man- 
ner at  the  interview  between  King  Richard  I.  and 
the  Abbot  Joachim  at  Messina,  as  the  king  was  on 
his  way  to  the  Holy  Land.  "  I  thought,"  said  the 
king,  "  that  Antichrist  would  be  born  in  Antioch 
or  in  Babylon,  and  of  the  tribe  of  Dan ;  and  would 
reign  in  the  temple  of  the  Lord  in  Jerusalem ;  and 
would  walk  in  that  land  in  which  Christ  walked ; 
and  would  reign  in  it  for  three  years  and  a  half; 
and  would  dispute  against  Elijah  and  Enoch,  and 
would  kill  them;  and  would  afterwards  die;  and 
that  after  his  death  Grod  would  give  sixty  days  of 
repentance,  in  which  those  might  repent  which 
should  have  erred  from  the  way  of  truth,  and  have 
been  seduced  by  the  preaching  of  Antichrist  and 
his  false  prophets."  This  seems  to  have  been  the 
view  defended  by  the  archbishops  of  Rouen  and 
Auxerre  and  by  the  bishop  of  Bayonne,  who  were 
present  at  the  interview ;  but  it  was  not  Joachim's 
opinion.  He  maintained  the  seven  heads  of  the 
Beast  to  be  Herod,  Nero,  Constantius,  Mohammed, 
Melsemut,  who  were  past;  Saladin,  who  was  then 
living;  and  Antichrist,  who  was  shortly  to  come, 
being  already  bom  in  the  city  of  Rome,  and  about 
to  be  elevated  to  the  Apostolic  See  (Roger  de  Hove- 
den  in  Richard  /.,  anno  1190).»  In  his  own  work 
on  the  Apocalypse  Joachim  speaks  of  the  second 
Apocalyptic  beast  as  being  governed  by  "some 
great  prelate  who  will  be  like  Simon  Magus,  and  as 
it  were  universal  pontiff  throughout  the  world,  and 
be  that  very  Antichrist  of  whom  St.  Paul  speaks." 
These  are  very  noticeable  words.  Gregory  I.  had 
long  since  (a.  d.  5'JO)  declared  that  any  man  who 
held  even  the  shadow  of  the  power  which  the  popes 
of  Rome  soon  after  his  time  arrogated  te  themselves, 
would  be  the  precursor  of  Antichrist.  Arnulphus 
bishop  of  Orleans  (or  perhaps  Gerbert),  in  an  invec- 
tive against  John  XV.  at  the  Council  of  Rheims,  a. 
D.  991,  had  declared  that  if  the  Roman  pontiff  was 
destitute  of  charity  and  pufled  up  with  knowledge, 
he  was  Antichrist  —  if  destitute  both  of  charity  and 
of  knowledge,  that  he  was  a  lifeless  stone  (Mansi, 
tom.  ix.  p.  132,  Ven.  1774);  but  Joachim  is  the 
first  to  suggest,  not  that  such  and  such  a  pontiiF 
was  Antichrist,  but  that  the  Antichrist  would  be  a 
Universalis  Pontifex,  and  that  he  would  occupy 
the  Apostolic  See.  Still,  however,  we  have  no  hint 
of  an  order  or  succession  of  men  being  the  Anti- 
christ. It  is  an  actual,  living,  individual  man  that 
Joachim  contemplates. 

The  master  had  said  that  a  Pope  would  be  the 
Antichrist;  his  followers  began  to  whisper  that  it 
was  the  Pope.  Amalric,  professor  of  logic  and 
theology  at  Paris  at  the  end  of  the  12th  century, 
apj)ears  to  have  been  the  first  to  have  put  forth  the 
idea.  It  was  taken  up  by  three  different  classes; 
by  the  moralists,  who  were  scandalized  at  the  laxity 
of  the  Papal  Court;  by  the  Imperialists,  in  their 
♦  temfwral  struggle  with  the  Papacy;  and,  perhaps 
independently,  by  the  Waldenses  and  their  followers 
in  their  spiritual  struggle.     Of  the  first  class  we 


«  The  BoUandlsta  reject  the  story  of  this  Interview 
as  an  invention.  It  has  also  been  suggested  (see 
M.  Stuart)  that  Joachim's  works  have  l>een  inter- 
polattHl, 

f>  "  K  esser  mot  avisa,  cant  venre  1'  Antexrist, 
Que  no8  non  ciean,  ui  a  son  fiiit,  ni  a  son  dlt : 
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may  find  examples  in  the  Franciscan  enthusiasts 
Peter  John  of  Olivi,  Telesphorus,  Ubertinus,  and 
John  of  Paris,  who  saw  a  mystic  Antichrist  at 
Rome,  and  looked  forward  to  a  real  Antichrist  in 
the  future;  and  again  in  such  men  as  Grostete; 
whom  we  find  asking,  as  in  despair,  whether  the 
name  of  Antichrist  has  not  been  earned  by  the 
Pope  (Matt.  Par.  in  An.  1253,  p.  875,  1640).  Of 
the  second  class  we  may  take  Eberhard  archbishop 
of  Salzburg  as  a  specimen,  who  denounces  HUde- 
brand  as  "having,  in  the  name  of  religion,  laid 
the  foundation  of  the  kingdom  of  Antichrist  170 
years  before  his  time."  He  can  even  name  the 
ten  horns.  They  are  the  "  Turks,  Greeks,  Egj-p- 
tians,  Africans,  Spaniards,  French,  English,  Ger- 
mans, Sicilians,  and  Italians,  who  now  occupy  the 
provinces  of  Rome;  and  a  little  horn  has  grown 
up  with  eyes  and  mouth,  speaking  great  things, 
which  is  reducing  three  of  tiese  kingdoms  —  i.  e. 
Sicily,  Italy,  and  Germany  —  to  subserviency,  is 
persecuting  the  people  of  Christ  and  the  saints  of 
God  with  intolerable  opposition,  is  confounding 
things  human  and  divine,  and  attempting  things 
unutterable,  execrable"  (Aventinus,  Annul.  Boi- 
orum,  p.  651,  Lips.  1710).  The  Waldenses  eagerly 
grasped  at  the  same  notion,  and  from  that  time  it 
has  never  been  lost  sight  of.  Thus  we  slide  from  j 
the  individualist  view,  which  was  held  unanimously  ■ 
in  the  Church  for  upwards  of  a  thousand  years,  to 
the  notion  of  a  polity,  or  a  succession  of  rulers  of 
a  polity,  that  polity  being  the  Church  of  Rome. 
The  hitherto  received  opinion  now  vanishes,  and 
does  not  appear  again  until  the  excesses  and  ex- 
travagances of  the  new  opinion  produced  a  reaction 
against  itself. 

2.  The  Waldenses  also  at  first  regarded  the 
Antichrist  as  an  individual.  The  "  Noble  Lesson," 
written  in  the  12th  century,  teaches  the  expecta- 
tion of  a  future  and  personal  Antichrist ;  *  but  the 
Waldensian  treatise  of  Antichrist  in  the  14th  cent- 
ury identifies  Antichrist,  Babylon,  the  Fourth 
B«ist,  the  Harlot,  and  the  Man  of  Sin,  with  the 
system  of  Popery.  Wickliffites  and  Hussites  held 
the  same  language.  Lord  C'obham  declared  at  his 
trial  that  the  Pope  was  Antichrist's  head  (Bede's 
Wm-ks,  p.  38,  Cambridge,  1849).  Walter  Brute, 
brought  before  the  Bishop's  Court  at  Hereford  at 
the  end  of  the  14th  century,  pronounced  the  Anti- 
christ to  be  "  the  high  Bishop  of  Rome  calling  him- 
self God's  servant  and  Christ's  chief  vicar  in  this 
world"  (Foxe,  iii.  131,  Lond.  1844).  Thus  we 
reach  the  Reformation.  Walter  Brute  (a.  d. 
1393),  Bullinger  (1504),  Chjiraeus  (1571),  Aretius 
(1573),  Foxe  (1586),  Napier  (1593),  Mede  (1632), 
jurieu  (1685),  Bp.  Newton  (1750),  Cunninghame 
(1813),  Faber,  (1814),  Woodhouse  (1828),  Ha- 
bershon  (1843).  identify  the  False  Prophet,  or 
Second  Apocalyptic  Beast,  with  Antichrist  and  with 
the  Papacy;  Marlorat  (a.  d.  1674),  King  James  I. 
(1603),  Daubuz  (1720),  Galloway  (1802),  the 
First  Apocalyptic  Beast;  Brightman  (a.  n.  16(X)), 
Pareus  (1615),  Vitringa  (1705),  Gill  (1776), 
Bachmair  (1778),  Eraser  (1795),  Croly  (1828), 
Fysh  (1837),  Elliott  (1844),  both  the  Beasts. 
That  the  Pope  and  his  system  are  Antichrist,  was 


Car,  segont  I'escriptura,  son  ara  &it  moti  Antexrist ; 
Car  Antexrist  son  tuit  aquilh  que  contrastan  a  Xrist." 

La  Nnbia  Leyezon,  1.  467.     See  Raynouard's  Choii 

des  Poosies  Ori^nales  drs  Troubatlours,  ii.  100 ;  App. 
ili.  to  vol.  iii.  of  Elliott's  HoT<r.  Apocalyplictr,  \mvA 
1840 1  Hallam's  Lit.  Europe,  I.  28  (note),  Lond.  1855. 
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taught  by  Luther,  Calvin,  Zwingli,  Melancthon, 
Bucer,  Beza,  Calixtus,  Bengel,  Michaelis,  and  by 
almost  all  Protestant  WTiters  on  the  Continent. 
Nor  was  there  any  hesitation  on  the  part  of  Eng- 
lish theologians  to  seize  the  same  weapon  of  offense. 
Bp.  Bale  (a.  d.  1491),  like  Luther,  Bucer,  and 
Melancthon,  pronounces  the  Pope  in  Europe  and 
Mohammed  in  Africa  to  be  Antichrist.  Th^  Pope 
is  Antichrist,  say  Cranmer  ( Works,  vol.  ii.  p.  46, 
Camb.  1844),  Latimer  {Works,  vol.  i.  p.  149, 
Camb.  1844),  Kidley  {Works,  p.  53,  Camb.  1841), 
Hooper  {Works,  vol.  ii.  p.  44,  Camb.  1852), 
Hutchinson  {Works,  p.  304,  Camb.  1842),  Tyn- 
dale  (  Wor-ks,  vol.  i.  p.  147,  Camb.  1848),  Sandys 
{Works,  p.  11,  Camb.  1841),  Philpot  {Works,  p. 
152,  Camb.  1842),  Jewell  ( Works,  vol.  i.  p.  109, 
Camb.  1845),  Rogers  (  Works,  p.  182,  Camb.  1854), 
Fulke  ( Woi-ks,  vol.  ii.  p.  269,  Camb.  1848),  Brad- 
ford {Works,  p.  435,  Camb.  1848).  Nor  is  the 
opinion  confined  to  these  16th  century  divines, 
who  may  be  supposed  to  have  been  specially  in- 
censed against  Popery.  King  James  held  it  {Apol. 
pro  Juram.  Fidel.  London,  1609),  as  strongly  as 
Queen  Elizabeth  (see  Jewell,  Letter  to  Bulling.  May 
22,  1559,  Zurich  Letters,  First.  Series,  p.  33, 
Camb.  1842);  and  the  theologians  of  the  17th 
century  did  not  repudiate  it,  though  they  less  and 
less  dwelt  upon  it  as  their  struggle  came  to  be  with 
Puritanism  in  place  of  Popery.  Bp.  Andrewes 
maintains  it  as  a  probable  conclusion  from  the 
Epistle  to  the  Thessalonians  {Resp.  ad  Bellarm.  p. 
304,  Oxoa.  1851);  but  he  carefully  explains  that 
King  James,  whom  he  was  defending,  had  expressed 
his  private  opinion,  not  the  belief  of  the  Church, 
on  the  subject  {ibid.  p.  23).  BramhaU  introduces 
limitations  and  distinctions  ( Works,  iii.  520,  Oxf. 
1845);  significantly  suggests  that  there  are  marks 
of  Antichrist  which  apply  to  the  General  Assembly 
of  the  Kirk  of  Scotland  as  much  as  to  the  Pope  or 
to  the  Turk  {ih.  iii.  287);  and  declines  to  make  the 
Church  of  England  responsible  for  what  individual 
preachers  or  writers  had  said  on  the  subject  in 
moments  of  exasperation  {ib.  ii.  582).  From  this 
time  forward  the  Papal- Antichrist  theory  is  not  to 
be  found  in  any  theologians  of  name  in  the  Eng- 
lish Church,  nor  Indeed  in  the  sixteenth  century 
does  it  seem  to  have  taken  root  in  FJigland.  Hard 
names  were  bandied  about,  and  the  hardest  of  all 
being  Antichrist,  it  was  not  neglected.  But  the 
idea  of  the  Pope  being  the  Antichrist  was  not  the 
idea  of  the  English  Keformation,  nor  was  it  ever 
applied  to  the  Pope  in  his  Patriarchal  or  Archi- 
episcopal,  but  solely  in  his  distinctively  Papal  char- 
acter. But  the  more  that  the  sober  and  learned 
divines  of  the  seventeenth  century  gave  up  this 
application  of  the  term,  the  more  violently  it  was 
insisted  upon  by  men  of  Uttle  charity  and  con- 
tracted views.  A  string  of  writers  followed  each 
other  in  succession,  who  added  nothing  to  the  inter- 
pretation of  prophecy,  but  found  each  the  creation 
of  his  own  brain  in  the  sacred  book  of  the  Eev- 
elation,  grouping  history  in  any  arbitrary  manner 
that  they  chose  aroimd  the  central  figure  of  the 
Papal  Antichrist. 

3.  A.  reaction  followed.  Some  returned  to  the 
ancient  Idea  of  a  future  individual  Antichrist,  as 
Lacunza  or  Benezra  (a.  d.  1810),  Bur^h,  Samuel 
Maitland,  Newman  {Tracts  for  the  Times,  No. 
33),  Charles  Maitland  {Prophetic  Interpretation). 
Others  preferred  looking  upon  hun  as  long  past, 
and  fixed  upon  one  or  another  persecutor  or  heresl- 
arch  as  the  man  In  whom  the  predictions  as  to 


ANTICHRIST  107 

Antichrist  found  their  fulfillment.  There  seems  to 
be  no  trace  of  this  idea  for  more  than  1600  years 
In  the  Church.  But  It  has  been  taken  up  by  two 
opposite  classes  of  expounders,  by  Romanists  who 
were  anxious  to  avert  the  application  of  the  Apoc- 
alyptic prophecies  from  the  Papacy,  and  by  others, 
who  were  disposed,  not  indeed  to  deny  the  pro- 
phetic import  of  the  Apocalypse,  but  to  confine  the 
seer's  ken  within  the  closest  and  narrowest  hmits 
that  were  possible.  Alcasar,  a  Spanish  Jesuit, 
taking  a  hint  from  Vlctorlnus,  seems  to  have  been 
the  first  (a.  d.  1604)  to  have  suggested  that  the 
Apocalj-ptic  prophecies  did  not  extend  further  than 
to  the  overthrow  of  Paganism  by  Constantine. 
This  view,  with  variations  by  Grotlus,  Is  taken  up 
and  expounded  by  Bossuet,  Cahnet,  Ue  Sacy,  Eich- 
hom,  Hug,  Herder,  Ewald,  Moses  Stuart,  David- 
son. The  general  view  of  the  school  Is  that  the 
Apocalypse  describes  the  triumph  of  Christianity 
over  Judaism  In  the  first,  and  over  Heathenism  In 
the  third  century.  Mariana  sees  Antichrist  la 
Nero;  Bossuet  in  Diocletian  and  in  Julian;  Gro- 
tlus in  Caligula ;  Wetsteln  In  Titus ;  Hammond  In 
Simon  Magus  (  Works,  vol.  III.  p.  620,  Lond.  1631); 
Whitby  In  the  Jews  ( Comm.  vol.  II.  p.  431,  Lond. 
1760);  Le  Clerc  In  Simon,  son  of  Glora,  a  leader 
of  the  rebel  Jews;  Schottgen  in  the  Pharisees; 
Nosselt  and  Krause  In  the  Jewish  zealots ;  Harduln 
In  the  High  Priest  Ananias;  F.  D.  Maurice  In 
Vitelllus  ( On  the  Apocalt/pse,  Camb.  1860). 

4.  The  same  spirit  that  refuses  to  regard  Satan 
as  an  Individual,  naturally  looks  upon  the  Anti- 
christ as  an  evil  principle  not  embodied  either  in  a 
person  or  In  a  poUty.  Thus  Koppe,  Storr,  Nltzsch, 
Pelt.     (See  Alford,  Gk.  Test.  Iii.  69.) 

We  do  not  gain  much  by  a  re\iew  of  the  opin- 
ions of  the  commentators.  In  the  case  of  prophecy, 
partially  at  least  unfulfilled,  little  Is  to  be  expected. 
Of  the  four  opinions  which  we  have  exhibited,  the 
last  Is  in  accordance  neither  with  St.  Paul  nor  St. 
John,  for  St.  Paul  describes  the  Adversary  as  being 
distinctly  a  man;  St.  John  speaks  of  the  coming 
of  Antichrist  in  terms  similar  to  those  used  for  the 
coming  of  Christ,  and  describes  Antichrlstlanlsm 
as  rh  rov  amixpicrov,  thereby  showing  that  Antl- 
christlanlsm  Is  Antichrlstlanlsm  because  It  Is  the 
spirit  of  the  concrete  Antichrist.  The  third  opin- 
ion is  plainly  refuted  by  the  fact  that  the  persons 
fixed  upon  as  the  Antichrist  have  severally  passed 
away,  but  Christ's  glorious  presence,  which  is  im- 
mediately to  succeed  the  Antichrist,  has  not  yet 
been  vouchsafed.  The  majority  of  those  who 
maintain  the  second  opinion  are  shown  to  be  in 
the  wrong  because  they  represent  as  a  poUty  what 
St.  Paul  distinctly  describes  as  a  man.  The  ma- 
jority of  those  who  hold  the  first  opinion  are  in 
like  manner  shown  to  be  In  the  wrong,  because  they 
represent  as  an  Individual  what  the  Apocalypse  de- 
monstrably pictures  as  a  polity.  We  are  unable 
to  follow  any  one  Interpreter  or  any  one  school  of 
interpreters.  The  opinions  of  the  two  last  schools, 
we  are  able  to  see,  are  wholly  false.  The  two  first 
appear  to  contain  the  truth  between  them,  but  so 
divided  as  to  be  untrue  In  the  mouth  of  almost  any 
individual  expositor  who  has  entered  into  details. 
We  return  to  Scripture. 

St.  Paul  says  that  there  are  two  things  which 
are  to  precede  the  Day  of  Chnst,  the  airoffraaia 
and  the  revelation  of  the  Adversary ;  but  he  does 
not  say  that  these  two  things  are  contemporary. 
On  the  contrary,  though  he  does  not  directly  ex- 
press It,  he  implies  that  there  was  to  be  a  succession 
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of  events.  First,  it  would  seem,  an  unnamed  and 
to  us  unknown  obstacle  has  to  be  removed:  then 
was  to  follow  the  "  Apostasy;  "  after  this,  the  Ad- 
versary was  to  arise,  and  then  was  to  come  his  de- 
struction. We  need  hardly  say  that  the  word 
"apostasy,"  as  ordinarily  used,  does  not  give  the 
exact  meaning  of  i)  curoffTOffla.  The  A.  V.  has 
most  correctly  rendered  the  original  by  "  falling 
\way,"  having  only  failed  of  entire  exactness  by 
omitting  to  give  the  value  of  the  article."  An 
open  and  unblushing  denial  and  rejection  of  all  be- 
lief, which  is  implied  in  our  "  apostasy,"  is  not  im- 
phed  in  airoaTcuria.  It  means  one  of  two  things : 
(1)  Pohtical  defection  (Gen.  xiv.  4;  2  Chr.  xiii.  6; 
Acts  V.  37);  (2)  Keligious  defection  (Acts  xxi.  21; 
1  Tim.  iv.  1;  Heb.  iii.  12).  The  first  is  the  com- 
mon classical  use  of  the  word.  The  second  is  more 
usual  in  the  N.  T.  Cyril  of  Jerusalem  seems  to 
understand  the  word  rightly  when  he  says  in  ref- 
erence to  this  passage :  Nvv  Se  iarXv  rj  avoaraaia  • 
aw((Tri)(ruv  yb.p  oi  iydpceiroi  r^s  opBrjs  wlaTtus 
.  .  .  air (ffrrja'av  yap  ol  &v6puyiroi  anh  ttjs  aXtf- 
Oflas  .  .  ,  Avrv  roii'vy  iarTlf  Ti  awo<rra<ria'  Kal 
fjifWfi  irpo<rSoKaadai  6  ^x^P"^  (^*-  Cyril.  Catech. 
XV.  9,  Op.  p.  228,  Paris,  1720).  And  St.  Am- 
brose, "  A  vera  religione  plerique  lapsi  errore  descis- 
cent"  (Comm.  in  Luc.  xx.  20).  This  "falling 
away  "  implies  persons  who  fall  away,  the  kiroaTa- 
ffia  consists  of  kirSaTUTai.  Supposing  the  exist- 
ence of  an  organized  rehgious  body,  some  of  whom 
should  fall  away  from  the  true  faith,  the  persons  so 
falling  away  would  be  aTrSararai,  though  still 
formally  unsevered  from  the  rehgious  body  to  which 
they  belonged,  and  the  religious  body  itself,  while 
from  one  side  and  in  respect  to  its  faithful  members 
it  would  retain  its  character  and  name  as  a  relig- 
ous  body,  might  yet  from  another  side  and  in 
respect  to  its  other  members  be  designated  an 
airo(TTcuria.  It  is  such  a  corrupted  religious  body 
as  this  that  St.  Paul  seems  to  mean  by  the  avotr- 
raaria  which  he  foretells  in  the  Epistle  to  the  Thes- 
salonians.  In  the  Epistles  to  Timothy  he  describes 
this  religious  defection  by  some  of  its  peculiar 
characteristics.  These  are,  seducing  spirits,  doc- 
trines of  demons,  hypocritical  lying,  a  seared  con- 
science, a  forbidding  of  marriage  and  of  meats,  a 
form  of  godliness  without  the  power  thereof  (1 
Tim.  iv.  1;  2  Tim.  iii.  5).  It  has  been  usual,  as 
we  have  seen,  to  identify  the  Beast  of  the  Apoc- 
alypse with  St.  Paul's  Man  of  Sin.  It  is  impos- 
sible, as  we  have  said,  to  do  so.  But  it  is  possible, 
and  more  than  possible,  to  identify  the  Jieast  and 
the  airoffratria.  Can  we  find  any  thing  which 
will  serve  as  the  antitype  of  both  ?  In  order  to  be 
the  antitype  of  St.  John's  Beast  it  must  be  a 
polity,  arising,  not  immediately,  but  shortly,  after 
the  dissolution  of  the  Roman  Empire,  gaining 
great  influence  in  the  world,  and  getting  the  mas- 
tery over  a  certain  number  of  those  nationaUties 
which  like  itself  grew  out  of  that  empire  (Dan.  vii. 
24).  It  must  last  three  and  a  half  times,  i.  e. 
nearly  twice  as  long  as  the  empire  of  Assyria,  or 
Persia,  or  Grecia,  to  which  only  two  times  seem  to 


a  For  the  force  of  the  article,  see  Bp.  Mlddleton  in 
loc.  ( Gk.  Art.  p.  382,  Camb.  1833). 

6  The  word  "  blasphemy  "  has  come  to  bear  a  sec- 
ondary meaning,  which  it  does  not  bear  in  Scripture. 
Bchleugner  (in  voc.)  rightly  explains  it,  IHcere  et  facere 
quibus  majfstas  Dei  violatur.  The  Jews  accused  our 
U)rd  of  blasphemy  because  He  claimed  divine  power 
and  the  divine  attributes  (Matt.  ix.  2,  xxvi.  61 ;  John 


X.  83).  There  was  nothing  in  our  Ix>rd's  words  which 
the  most  bitter  malignity  could  have  called  blasphe- 
mous in  the  later  sense  which  the  word  has  come  to 
bear.  It  is  of  course  in  the  Scriptural,  not  in  the 
modem,  sense  that  St.  John  attributes  blasphemy  to 
the  Beast.  (See  Wordsworth,  On  the  Apocalypse,  p. 
628.) 
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be  allotted  (Dan.  vii.  12).  It  must  blaspheme 
against  God,  i.  e.  it  must  arrogate  to  itself  or  claim 
for  creatures  the  honor  due  to  God  alone.*  It 
must  be  an  object  of  wonder  and  worship  to  the 
world  (Rev.  xiii.  6).  It  must  put  forward  unblusb> 
ing  claims  in  behalf  of  itself,  and  be  full  of  its  J 
own  perfections  (Rev.  xiii.  5).  At  a  certain  period  m 
in  its  history  it  must  put  itself  under  the  gui^- 
ance  of  Rome  (Rev.  xviii.  3),  and  remain  ridden 
by  her  imtil  the  destruction  of  the  latter  (Rev. 
xviii.  2);  its  own  existence  being  still  prolonged 
until  the  coming  of  Christ  in  glory  (Rev.  xix.  20). 
To  satisfy  the  requirements  of  St.  Paul's  descrip- 
tion, its  essential  features  must  be  a  falling  away 
from  the  true  faith  (2  Thess.  ii.  3;  1  Tim.  iv.  1), 
and  it  must  be  further  characterized  by  the  specific 
qualities  already  transcribed  ft'om  the  Epistles  to 
Timothy. 

The  antitype  may  be  found  in  the  corrupted 
Church  of  Christ,  in  so  far  as  it  was  corrupted. 
The  same  body,  in  so  far  as  it  maintained  the  faith 
and  love,  was  the  bride  and  the  spouse,  and,  in  so 
far  as  it  "  fell  away  "  from  God,  was  the  inroff- 
rcurla,  just  as  Jerusalem  of  old  was  at  once  Sion 
the  beloved  city  and  Sodom  the  bloody  city  —  the 
Church  of  God  and  the  Synagogue  of  Satan.  Ac- 
cording to  this  view,  the  three  and  a  half  times  of 
the  Beast's  continuance  (Rev.  xiii.  5),  and  of  the 
Bride's  suffering  in  the  wUdemess  (Rev.  xii.  6), 
would  necessarily  be  conterminous,  for  the  perse- 
cuted and  the  persecutors  would  be  the  faithful  and 
the  unfaithful  members  of  the  same  body.  These 
times  would  have  commenced  when  the  Church 
lapsed  from  her  purity  and  from  her  first  love  into 
unfaithfulness  to  God,  exhibited  especially  in  idol- 
atry and  creature-worship.  It  is  of  the  nature  of 
a  religious  defection  to  grow  up  by  d^^ees.  We 
should  not  therefore  be  able  to  lay  the  finger  on 
any  special  moment  at  which  it  commenced.  St. 
Cyril  of  Jerusalem  considered  that  it  was  already 
existing  in  his  time.  "JVcw,"  he  says,  "is  the 
oiroo-TOffi'o,  for  men  have  fallen  away  {ktrtfTr-tjffocif) 
from  the  right  faith.  l"his  then  is  the  oLiroarraffia, 
and  we  must  begin  to  look  out  for  the  enemy ;  already 
he  has  begun  to  send  his  forerunners,  that  the  prey 
may  be  ready  for  him  at  his  coming  "  ( Catech.  xv. 
9).  It  was  at  the  Second  Council  of  Nice  that  the 
Church  formally  committed  itself  for  the  first  time 
(a.  d.  787)  by  the  voice  of  a  General  Council  to 
false  doctrine  and  idolatrous  practice.  The  after 
acquiescence  in  the  Hildebrandine  theory  of  the 
Papal  supremacy  would  be  typified  by  the  Beast 
taking  the  woman  who  represents  the  seven-hilled 
city  on  its  back  as  its  guide  and  director.  From 
the  twelfth  to  the  sixteenth  century,  and  partially 
to  the  present  day,  this  Hildebrandine  idea  haa 
reigned  over  and  has  been  the  governing  spirit  of 
the  Corrupted  Church.  The  fall  of  Babylon,  t.  e. 
of  Rome,  would  be  as  yet  future,  as  well  as  the  still 
subsequent  destruction  of  the  Corrupted  Church, 
on  the  day  of  tlie  coming  of  Christ.  The  jieriod  of 
the  three  and  a  half  times  would  continue  down  to 
the  final  moment  that  this  destruction  takes  place. 
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Vn.  The  Apocalyptic  False  Prophet.  —  There 
is  a  second  Apocalyptic  Beast :  the  Beast  from  the 
Earth  (Rev.  xiii.  11),  or  the  False  Prophet  (Rev. 
six.  20).  Can  we  identify  this  Beast  either  with 
the  individual  Antichrist  of  the  Epistles  or  with 
the  corrupt  polity  of  the  Apocalypse  ?  We  were 
compelled  to  r^ard  the  First  Beast  as  a  polity  by 
its  being  identical  with  that  which  clearly  is  a  pol- 
ity, the  Little  Horn  of  Daniel.  There  is  no  such 
necessity  here,  and  there  is  no  reason  for  regarding 
the  Second  Beast  as  a  polity,  beyond  the  fact  of  its 
being  described  under  a  similar  figure  to  that  by 
which  a  polity  had  been  just  previously  described. 
This  presumption  is  more  than  counterbalanced  by 
the  individualizing  title  of  the  False  Prophet  which 
he  bears  (Rev.  xvi.  13,  xix.  20).  His  character- 
istics are — (1)  "doing  great  wonders,  so  that  he 
maketh  fire  to  come  down  from  heaven  on  the 
earth  m  the  sight  of  men  "  (Rev.  xiii.  13).  This 
power  of  miracle-working,  we  should  note,  is  not 
attributed  by  St.  John  to  the  First  Beast ;  but  it  is 
one  of  the  chief  signs  of  St.  Paul's  Adversary, 
"whose  coming  is  with  all  power  and  signs  and 
lying  wonders"  (2  Thess.  ii.  9).  (2)  "He  de- 
ceiveth  them  that  dwell  on  the  earth  by  the  means 
of  those  miracles  which  he  had  power  to  do  in  the 
sight  of  the  Beast "  (Rev.  xiii.  14).  "  He  wrought 
miracles  with  which  he  deceived  them  that  received 
the  mark  of  the  Beast  and  worshipped  the  image 
of  the  Beast"  (Rev.  xix.  20).  In  like  manner,  no 
special  power  of  beguiling  is  attributed  to  the  First 
Beast ;  but  the  Adversary  is  possessed  of  "  all  de- 
ceivableness  of  unrighteousness  in  them  that  perish 
because  they  received  not  the  love  of  the  truth  that 
they  might  be  saved"  (2  Thess.  ii.  10).  (3)  He 
has  horns  like  a  lamb,  i.  e.  he  bears  an  outward 
resemblance  to  the  Messiah  (Rev.  xiii.  11);  and  the 
Adversary  sits  in  the  temple  of  God  showing  him- 
self that  he  is  God  (2  Thess.  ii.  4).  (4)  His  title 
is  The  False  Prophet,  6  ^r€vSoirpo<p-{in)s  (Rev.  xvi. 
13,  xix.  20);  and  our  Lord,  whom  Antichrist 
counterfeits,  is  emphatically  6  Upixp'tirrfs.  The 
^(vSoTrpo<t>TJTai  of  Matt.  xxiv.  24  are  the  forerun- 
ners of'  6  'i^fv5oTrpo<lyf]TT)s,  as  John  the  Baptist  of 
the  True  Prophet.  On  the  whole,  it  would  seem 
that  if  the  Antichrist  appears  at  all  in  the  Book  of 
the  Revelation  it  is  by  this  Second  Beast  or  the 
False  Prophet  that  he  is  represented.  If  this  be 
so,  it  follows  that  he  is  an  individual  person  who 
will  at  some  future  tune  arise,  who  will  ally  himself 
with  the  Corrupted  Chiu-ch,  represent  himself  as 
her  minister  and  vindicator  (Rev.  xiii.  12),  compel 
men  by  violence  to  pay  reverence  to  her  (xiii.  14), 
breathe  a  new  life  into  her  decaying  frame  by  his 
use  of  the  secular  arm  in  her  behalf  (xiii.  15),  for- 
bidding civil  rights  to  those  who  renounce  her  au- 
thority and  reject  her  symbols  (xiii.  17),  and  putting 
them  to  death  by  the  sword  (xiii.  15),  while  per- 
sonally he  is  an  atheistical  blasphemer  (1  John  ii. 
22)  and  sums  up  in  himself  the  evil  spirit  of  un- 
belief which  has  been  working  in  the  world  from 
St.  Paul's  days  to  his  (2  Thess.  ii.  7).  That  it  is 
possible  for  a  professed  unbeliever  and  atheist  to 
make  himself  the  champion  of  a  corrupt  system  of 
religion,  and  to  become  on  political  grounds  as 
violent  a  persecutor  in  its  behalf  as  the  most 
fanatical  bigot  could  be,  has  been  proved  by  events 
which  have  already  occurred,  and  which  might 
again  occur  on  a  more  gigantic  and  terrible  scale. 
The  Antichrist  would  thus  combine  the  forces,  gen- 
erally and  happily  antagonistic,  of  infidelity  and 
supentition.      In  this  would  consist  the  special 


ANTICHRIST 


109 


horror  of  the  reign  of  the  Antichrist.  Hence  also 
the  special  sufferings  of  the  faithful  believers  until 
Christ  himself  once  again  appeared  to  vindicate  the 
cause  of  truth  and  liberty  and  religion. 

The  sum  of  Scripture  teaching  with  r^ard  to 
the  Antichrist,  then,  appears  to  be  as  follows.  Al- 
ready in  the  times  of  the  Apostles  there  was  the 
mystery  of  iniquity,  the  spirit  of  Antichrist,  at 
work.  It  embodied  itself  in  various  shapes  —  in  the 
Gnostic  heretics  of  St.  John's  days,  in  the  Jewish 
impostors  who  preceded  the  fall  of  Jerusalem,  in 
all  heresiarchs  and  unbeUevers,  especially  those 
whose  heresies  had  a  tendency  to  deny  the  incar- 
nation of  Christ,  and  in  the  great  persecutors  who 
from  time  to  time  aflBicted  the  Church.  But  this 
Antichristian  spirit  was  then,  and  is  still,  diffused. 
It  had  not,  and  it  has  not  yet,  gathered  itself  into 
the  one  person  in  whom  it  will  be  one  day  com- 
pletely and  fully  manifested.  There  was  something 
which  prevented  the  open  manifestation  of  the 
Antichrist  in  the  Apostles'  days  which  they  spoke 
of  by  word  of  mouth,  but  were  unwilling  to  name 
in  letters.  What  this  obstacle  was,  or  is,  we  can- 
not now  know.  The  general  opinion  of  the  early 
writ<!rs  and  fathers  is  that  it  was  the  power  of 
secular  law  existing  in  the  Roman  Empire.  The 
Roman  Empire  fell,  and  upon  its  fall,  and  in  con- 
sequence of  its  fall,  there  arose  a  secularization  and 
corruption  of  the  Church,  which  would  not  have 
been  so  secularized  and  corrupted  had  it  been  kept 
in  check  by  the  jealousy  of  the  imperial  power. 
The  secularization  and  corruption  increasing,  the 
Church,  which  from  one  point  of  view  and  in  re- 
spect to  some  of  its  members  was  considered  as  the 
Church  of  Christ,  from  another  point  of  view  and 
in  respect  to  others  of  its  members,  came  to  be 
regarded  as  no  better  than  an  air oct curia.  Time 
passing  on,  the  corrupt  element,  getting  still  more 
the  mastery,  took  the  Papacy  on  its  back  and  gave 
itself  up  to  be  directed  from  Rome.  So  far  we 
speak  of  the  past.  It  would  appear  further  that 
there  is  to  be  evolved  from  the  womb  of  the  Cor- 
rupt Church,  whether  after  or  before  the  fall  of 
Rome  does  not  appear,  an  individual  Antichrist, 
who,  being  himself  a  scoffer  and  contemner  of  all 
reUgion,  wiU  yet  act  as  the  patron  and  defender  of 
the  Corrupt  Church,  and  compel  men  to  submit  to 
her  sway  by  the  force  of  the  secular  arm  and  by 
means  of  bloody  persecutions.  He  will  unite  the 
old  foes  superstition  and  imbelief  in  a  combined 
attack  on  liberty  and  religion.  He  will  have, 
finally,  a  power  of  performing  lying  miracles  and 
beguUing  souls,  being  the  embodiment  of  satanic 
as  distinct  from  brutal  wickedness.  How  long  his 
power  will  last  we  are  wholly  ignorant,  as  the  three 
and  a  half  times  do  not  rder  to  his  reign  (as  is 
usually  imagined),  but  to  the  continuance  of  the 
a.TTO(TTaaia.  We  only  know  that  his  continuance 
will  be  short.  At  last  he  will  be  destroyed  to- 
gether with  the  Corrupt  Church,  in  so  far  as  it  is 
corrupt,  at  the  glorious  appearance  of  Christ,  which 
will  usher  in  the  millennial  triumph  of  the  faithful 
and  hitherto  persecuted  members  of  the  Church. 

(B.)  There  are  points  which  require  further  elu- 
cidation :  — 

1.  The  meaning  of  the  name  Antichrist.  Mr. 
Greswell  argues  at  some  length  that  the  only  cor- 
rect reading  of  the  word  is  Counterfeit-Christ  or 
Pro-  Ckristo,  and  denies  that  the  idea  of  Adversary 
to  Christ  is  involved  in  the  word.  Mr.  Greswell' a 
authority  is  great ;  but  he  has  been  in  this  case  too 
hasty  in  drawing  his  conclusion  from  the  inst'ancea 
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which  he  has  cited.  It  is  true  that  "  iyri  is  not 
Bynonymous  with  koto,"  but  it  is  impossible  tc  re- 
sist the  evidence  wUch  any  Greek  Lexicon  supplies 
that  the  word  ayrl,  both  in  composition  and  by 
itself,  will  bear  the  sense  of  "  opponent  to."  It  is 
probable  that  both  senses  are  combined  in  the  word 
Antichrist,  as  in  the  word  Antipope,  which  is  very 
exact  in  its  resemblance,  but  the  primary  notion 
which  it  conveys  would  seem  rather  to  be  that  of 
antagonism  than  rivah-y.  See  Greswell,  Exposition 
of  the  Parahles,  vol.  i.  p.  372  ff. ;  Wordsworth, 
On  the  Apocalypse,  p.  512. 

2.  The  meaning  of  T-h  Karixov.  What  is  that 
thing  which  withholdeth  (2  Thess.  ii.  6)?  and 
why  is  it  apparently  described  in  the  following  verse 
as  a  person  (6  Kar4x'»y)  ?  There  is  a  remarkable 
unanimity  among  the  early  Christian  writers  on 
this  point.  They  explain  the  obstacle,  known  to 
the  Thessalonians  but  unknown  to  us,  to  be  the 
Roman  Empire.  Thus  Tertullian,  Z)e  ^f««r.  Cam., 
c.  24,  and  Apol,  c.  32;  St.  Chrysostom  and  The- 
ophj'lact  on  2  Thess.  ii. ;  Hippolytus,  De  Antichristo, 
c.  49;  St.  Jerome  on  Dan.  vii. ;  St.  Augustine, 
Be  Civ.  Dei,  xx.  19;  St.  Cyril  of  Jerusalem, 
Catech.  xv.  6  (see  Dr.  H.  More's  Works,  bk.  ii.  c. 
19,  p.  690;  Mede,  bk.  iii.  ch.  xiii.  p.  656;  Alford, 
Gk.  Test.  iii.  57 ;  Wordsworth,  On  the  Apocalypse, 
p.  520).  Theodoret  and  Theodore  of  Mopsuestia 
hold  it  to  be  the  determination  of  God.  Theo- 
doret's  view  is  embraced  by  Pelt;  the  Patristic  in- 
terpretation is  accepted  by  Wordsworth.  E^cott 
and  Alford  so  far  modify  the  Patristic  interpreta- 
tion as  to  explain  the  obstacle  to  be  the  restraining 
power  of  human  law  (rh  Karfxov)  wielded  by  the 
Empire  of  Bome  {S  Korex""')  when  TertuUian 
wrote,  bnt  now  by  the  several  governments  of  the 
civilized  world.  The  explanation  of  Theodoret  is 
untenable  on  account  of  St.  Paul's  further  words, 
"until  he  be  taken  out  of  the  way,"  which  are 
applied  by  him  to  the  obstacle.  The  modification 
of  Ellicott  and  Alford  is  necessary  if  we  suppose 
the  aTroffTOurla  to  be  an  injidel  apostasy  still  future, 
for  the  Roman  Empire  is  gone,  and  this  apostasy  is 
not  come,  nor  is  the  Wicked  One  revealed.  There 
is  much  to  be  said  for  the  Patristic  interpretation 
in  its  plainest  acceptation.  How  should  the  idea 
of  the  Roman  Empire  being  the  obstacle  to  the 
revelation  of  Antichrist  have  originated?  There 
was  nothing  to  lead  the  early  Christian  writers  to 
such  a  belief.  They  regarded  the  Roman  Empire 
as  idolatrous  and  abominable,  and  would  have  been 
more  disposed  to  consider  it  as  the  precursor  than 
as  the  obstacle  to  the  Wicked  One.  Whatever  the 
obstacle  was,  St.  Paul  says  that  he  told  the  Thessa^ 
lonians  what  it  was.  Those  to  whom  he  had 
preached  knew,  and  every  time  that  his  Epistle  was 
publicly  read  (1  Thess.  v.  27 ),  questions  would  have 
been  asked  by  those  who  did  not  know,  and  thus 
the  recollection  must  have  been  kept  up.  It  is  very 
difficult  to  see  whence  the  tradition  could  have 
arisen  except  from  St.  Paul's  own  teaching.  It 
may  be  asked.  Why  then  did  he  not  express  it  in 
writing  as  well  as  by  word  of  mouth?  St.  Je- 
rome's answer  is  sufficient:  "  If  he  had  openly  and 
unreservedly  said,  '  Antichrist  will  not  come  unless 
the  Roman  Empire  be  first  destroyed,'  the  infant 
Church  would  have  been  exposed  in  consequence 
to  persecution  "  {ad  Algas.  Qu.  xi.  vol.  iv.  p.  209, 
Paris,  1706).  Remigius  gives  the  same  reason, 
"  He  spoke  obscurely  for  fear  a  Roman  should  per- 
haps read  the  Epistle,  and  raise  a  persecution 
against  hira  and  the  other  Christians,  for  they  held 
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that  they  were  to  rule  forever  in  the  world  "  {Bib 
Patr.  Max.  viii.  1018;  see  Wordsworth,  On  tht 
Apocalypse,  p.  343).     It  would  appear  then  that      « 
the  obstacle  was  probably  the  Roman  Empire,  and     m 
on  its  being  taken  out  of  the  way  there  did  occar     "' 
the  "falling  away."     Zion  the  beloved  city  became 
Sodom  the  bloody  city  —  still  Zion  though  Sodom, 
still  Sodom  though  Zion.     According  to  the  view 
given  above,  this  would  be  the  description  of  the 
Church  in  her  present  estate,  and  this  wUl  con- 
tinue to  be  our  estate,  until  the  time,  times  and     m 
half  time,  during  which  the  evil  element  is  allowed     w 
to  remain  within  her,  shall  have  come  to  their  end. 

3.  What  is  the  Apocalyptic  Babylon  f  There 
is  not  a,  doubt  that  by  Babylon  is  figured  Rome. 
The  "seven  mountains  on  which  the  woman  sit- 
teth"  (Rev.  xvii.  9),  and  the  plain  declaration, 
"  the  woman  which  thou  sawest  is  that  great  city 
which  reigneth  "  (t.  e.  in  St.  John's  days)  "  over 
the  kings  of  the  earth"  (Rev.  xvii.  18),  are  too  « 
strong  evidence  to  be  gainsaid.  There  is  no  com-  ■ 
mentator  of  note,  ancient  or  modem,  Romanist  or  J 
Protestant,  who  does  not  acknowledge  so  much. 
But  lohat  Rome  is  it  that  is  thus  figured  ?  There 
are  four  chief  opinions:  (1)  Rome  Pagan;  (2) 
Rome  Papal;  (3)  Rome  having  hereafter  become 
infidel;  (4)  Rome  as  a  type  of  the  world.  That 
it  is  old  Pagan  Rome  is  the  view  ably  contended 
for  by  Bossuet  and  held  in  general  by  the  prceterist 
school  of  interpreters.  That  it  is  Rome  Papal  was 
held  by  the  Protestants  of  the  sixteenth  century, 
and  by  those  who  preceded  and  have  followed  them 
in  their  line  of  interpretation.  That  it  is  Rome 
having  lapsed  into  infidelity  is  the  view  of  many  of 
the  futurists.  That  it  is  Rome  as  the  type  of  the 
world  is  suggested  or  maintained  by  Tichonius,  Pri- 
masius,  Aretas,  Albert  the  Great,  and  in  our  own 
days  by  Dr.  Arnold  {On  (he  Interpretation  of 
Prophecy)  and  Dr.  Newman  ( Tracts  for  the  Timet, 
No.  83).  That  the  harlot-woman  must  be  an  un- 
faithful Church  is  argued  convincingly  by  Words- 
worth {On  the  Apocalypse,  p.  376),  and  no  less 
decisively  by  Isaac  Williams  ( The  Apocalypse,  p. 
335).  A  close  consideration  of  the  language  and 
import  of  St.  John's  prophecy  appears,  as  Mr. 
Williams  says,  to  leave  no  room  for  doubt  on  this 
point.  If  this  be  so,  the  conclusion  seems  almost 
necessarily  to  follow  that  the  unfaithful  Church 
spoken  of  is,  as  Dr.  Wordsworth  argues,  the  Church 
of  Rome.  And  this  appears  to  be  the  case.  The 
Babylon  of  the  Apocalypse  is  probably  the  Church 
of  Rome  which  gradually  raised  and  seated  herself 
on  the  back  of  the  Corrupted  Church  —  the  Har- 
lot-rider on  the  Beast.  A  very  noticeable  conclu- 
sion follows  from  hence,  which  has  been  little 
marked  by  many  who  have  been  most  anxious  to 
identify  Babylon  and  Rome.  It  is,  that  it  is  im- 
possible that  the  Pope  or  the  Papal  system  can  be 
Antichrist,  for  the  Harlot  who  rides  on  the  Beast 
and  the  iintichrist  are  wholly  distinct.  After 
Babylon  is  fallen  and  destroyed  (Rev.  xviii.)  the 
Antichrist  is  still  found  (Rev.  xix.).  Indeed  there 
is  hardly  a  feature  in  the  Papal  system  which  is 
similar  in  its  lineaments  to  the  portrait  of  Anti- 
christ as  drawn  by  St.  John,  however  closely  it  may 
resemble  Babylon. 

4.  What  are  we  to  understand  by  the  tteo  Wit- 
nesses? The  usual  interpretation  given  in  the 
early  Church  is  that  they  are  Enoch  and  Elyah, 
who  are  to  appear  in  the  days  of  Antichrist,  and 
by  him  to  be  killed.  Victorinus  substitutes  Jere- 
miah for  Enoch.     Joachim  would  suggest  Moses 
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ind  Elyah  taken  figuratively  for  some  persons,  or 
perhaps  orders,  actuated  by  their  spirit.  Bullin- 
ger,  Bale,  Chytrseus,  Parens,  Mede,  Vitringa  un- 
derstand by  them  the  line  of  Antipapal  remon- 
strants. Foxe  takes  them  to  be  Huss  and  Jerome 
of  Prague;  Bossuet,  the  early  Christian  martyrs; 
Herder  and  Eichhom,  the  chief  priest  Ananus  and 
Jesus  slain  by  the  Zealots ;  Moses  Stuart,  the  sick 
and  old  who  did  not  fly  from  Jerusalem  on  its  cap- 
ture by  the  Romans;  Maurice,  the  priest  Jeshua 
and  the  judge  Zerubbabel  as  representing  Law  and 
Sacrifice;  Lee  understands  by  them  the  Law  and 
the  Gospel;  Tichonius  and  Bede,  the  two  Testa- 
ments; others  the  two  Sacraments.  All  that  we 
are  able  to  say  is  this :  The  time  of  their  witness- 
ing is  1260  days,  or  a  time,  times,  and  half  a  time. 
This  is  the  same  period  as  that  during  which  the 
hrocrraaia  and  the  power  of  the  Beast  continue. 
They  would  seem  therefore  to  represent  all  those 
who  in  the  midst  of  the  faithless  are  found  faithful 
throughout  this  time.  Their  being  described  as 
"  candlesticks  "  would  lead  us  to  regard  them  per- 
haps as  Churches.  The  place  of  their  temporary 
death,  "  the  great  city,  which  spiritually  is  called 
Sodom  and  Egypt,  where  also  our  Lord  was  cru- 
cified," would  appear  to  be  Jerusalem,  as  typifying 
the  Corrupted  Church.  The  Beast  that  kills  them 
is  not  Antichrist,  but  the  faithless  Church. 

5.  The  Number  of  the  Beast.  Nothing  what- 
ever is  known  about  it.  No  conjecture  that  has 
been  made  is  worth  mentioning  on  the  ground  of 
its  being  likely  in  any  the  least  degree  to  approx- 
imate to  the  truth.  The  usual  method  of  seeking 
the  solution  of  the  difficulty  is  to  select  the  name 
of  an  individual  and  to  count  the  numerical  values 
of  its  constituent  letters.  The  extravagant  con- 
clusions which  have  been  made  to  result  from  this 
sj-stem  have  naturally  brought  it  into  disrepute, 
but  it  is  certain  that  it  was  much  more  usual, 
at  the  time  that  St.  John  wrote,  to  make  calcula- 
tions in  this  manner  than  most  persons  are  now 
aware.  On  this  principle  Mercury  or  Ilnuth  was 
invoked  under  the  name  of  1218,  Jupiter  under 
that  of  717,  the  Sun  of  608  or  XH.  Mr.  ElUott 
quotes  an  enigma  from  the  Sibylline  verses  in  some 
way  expressing  the  name  of  God,  strikingly  illus- 
trative of  the  challenge  put  forth  by  St.  John,  and 
perhaps  formed  in  part  on  its  model: 

"Evvia  ypififiaT  ex<"  '  TeTpo<rv\Aaj3(k  eifit  •  voet  /JLt. 
Ai  Tpfis  ai  npitTCLL  Svo  ypofifj-aT  exovo'ti'  «a(mj, 
H  Aoiinj  6e  rd  AotTra  •  Koi  €l(Tiv  a<j>iova  Ta  irfvre. 
ToC  ffaiTos  5'  apiBfiov  eKaTOvrdSei  €t<rt  5U  oktco 
Kai  Tpeti  TpiaifKaSei,  <rvv  y'  inrd  •  yvovi  6«  ti's  eifti, 
OvK  d^V7)T0$  lorp  flet'ijs  irap'  e/ttot  yt  (TO^Lt\i. 

Sibyll.  Orac.  p.  171,  Paris,  1599. 

supposed  by  Mr.  Clarke  to  be  ©eiy  «ra>T^p.  The 
only  conjecture  with  respect  to  the  number  of  the 
Beast,  made  on  this  principle,  which  is  worthy  of 
mention  is  one  which  dates  as  early  as  the  time  of 
Irenseus,  and  has  held  its  ground  down  to  the  time 
of  Dean  Alford  and  Canon  Wordsworth.  Irenaeus 
suggests,  though  he  does  not  adopt,  the  word 
A  a  T  e  J  V  o  s.  Dr.  Wordsworth  (1860)  thinks  it 
possible,  and  Dean  Alford  (1861)  has  "the  strong- 
est persuasion  that  no  other  can  be  found  approach- 
ing so  near  to  a  complete  solution."  Of  other 
names  the    chief  favorites    have    been   Teixav 
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n  *  Dr.  David  Thom,  of  Liverpool,  is  the  author  of  a 
ffork  entitled  "  The  Number  and  Names  of  the  Apoca- 
lyptic Beasts,  Part  I."  (Lond.  1848,  Svo,  pp.  xxxix.. 
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(Irenseus),  kpvovfie  (Hippolytus),  Aoftire- 
Tty,  Avrf/jLos  (Tichonius),  revffrff.tKOi 
(Rupertus),  Kukos  'OSrjyos,  'AKr^O-ni 
B\a0  epos,  naAa<  Batr  Kai>09,  'Afifos 
aS  iKos  (Arethas),  Ov\ir  los  (Grotius ),  M  a 
ofxeTiS,  'Air offT arris ,  Dioci.Ks  .\l"».i;.sti;3 
(Bossuet):  Ewald  constructs  "the  Roman  Catsar" 
in  Hebrew,  and  Benary  "  the  CajsiU'  Nero  "  in  the 
same  language.  Any  one  who  wishes  to  know  the 
many  attempts  that  have  been  made  to  solve  the 
difficulty  —  attempts  seldom  even  relieved  by  in- 
genuity—  may  consult  Wolfius,  Calniet,  Clarke, 
Wrangham,  Thoni  [Thom?].«  Probably  the  prin- 
ciple on  which  the  explanation  goes  Ls  false.  Men 
have  looked  for  Antichrist  among  their  foes,  and 
have  tortured  the  name  of  the  person  fixe<l  upon 
into  being  of  the  value  of  666.  Hence  I^Uinus 
under  the  Roman  Emperors,  Mohammed  at  the  time 
of  the  Saracenic  successes,  Luther  at  the  Reforma- 
tion, Bonaparte  at  the  French  Revolution.  The 
name  to  be  found  is  not  that  of  Antichrist,  but  the 
name  of  the  Beast,  which,  as  we  have  argued,  is 
not  the  same  as  Antichrist.  It  is  probable  that  a 
sounder  method  of  interpretation  is  adopted  by  Mr. 
Isaac  Williams,  Dr.  Wordsworth,  and  Mr.  Maurice. 
There  is  clearly  a  symbolical  meaning  in  the  num- 
bers used  in  the  Apocalypse ;  and  they  would  ex- 
plain the  three  sixes  as  a  threefold  declension  from 
the  holiness  and  perfection  sjTnbolized  by  the  num- 
ber seven.  We  will  add  an  ingenious  suggestion 
by  an  anonymous  writer,  and  will  leave  the  subject 
in  the  same  darkness  in  which  it  is  probably  des- 
tined to  remain:  "At  his  first  api)earance,"  he 
writes,  "  he  will  be  hailed  with  acclamations  and 
hosannahs  as  the  redeemer  of  Israel,  another  Judas 
Maccabseus:  and  either  from  the  initials  of  his 
name,  or  from  the  initial  letter  of  some  scriptural 
motto  adopted  by  him,  an  artificial  name  will  be 
formed,  a  cipher  of  his  real  name.  And  that  ab- 
breviated name  or  cipher  will  be  ostentatiously  dis- 
played as  their  badge,  their  watchword,  their  shib- 
boleth, their  '  Maccabi,'  by  all  his  adherents. 
This  artificial  name,  this  mark  or  symbol  of  the 
real  name,  will  be  equal  by  Gematria  to  666 " 
{Jewish  Missionary,  p.  52,  1848). 

(C.)   Jewish  and  Mohammedan  traditions  re- 
specting Antichrist.     The  name  given  by  the  Jews 

to  Antichrist  is  (D!l7"^P"1S)  Armillus.  There  are 
several  Rabbinical  books  in  which  a  circumstantial 
account  is  given  of  him,  such  as  the  "  Book  of 
Zerubbabel,"  and  others  printed  at  Constantinople. 
Buxtorf  gives  an  abridgment  of  their  contents  in 
his  Lexicon,  under  the  head  "Armillus,"  and  in 
the  fiftieth  chapter  of  his  Synagoga  Judaica 
(p.  717).  The  name  is  derived  fix)m  Isaiah  xi.  4, 
where  the  Targum  gives  "  By  the  word  of  his 
mouth  the  wicked  Armillus  shall  die,"  for  "with 
the  breath  of  his  Ups  shall  he  slay  the  wicked." 
There  will,  say  the  Jews,  be  twelve  [ten]  signs  of 
the  coming  of  the  Messiah :  —  1.  The  appearance 
of  three  apostate  kings  who  have  fallen  away  from 
the  faith,  but  in  the  sight  of  men  appear  to  be 
worshippers  of  the  true  God.  2.  A  terrible  heat  of 
the  sun.  3.  A  dew  of  blood  (Joel  ii.  30).  4.  A 
healing  dew  for  the  pious.  5.  A  darkness  will  be 
cast  upon  the  sun  (Joel  ii.  31)  for  thirty  days  (Is. 
xxiv.  22).     6.  God  will  give  universal  power  U 
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the  Romans  for  nine  months,  during  which  time 
the  Roman  chieftain  will  aflUct  the  Israelites ;  at 
the  end  of  the  nine  months  God  will  raise  up  the 
Messiah  Ben-Joseph,  that  is,  the  Messiah  of  the 
tribe  of  Joseph,  named  Nehemiah,  who  will  defeat 
the  Roman  chieftain  and  slay  him.  7.  Then  there 
will  arise  Armillus,  whom  the  Gentiles  or  Chris- 
tians call  Antichrist.  He  will  be  bom  of  a  marble 
statue  in  one  of  the  churches  in  Rome.  He  will 
go  to  the  Romans  and  will  profess  himself  to  lie 
their  Messiah  and  their  God.  At  once  the  Romans 
will  believe  in  him  and  accept  him  for  their  king, 
and  will  love  him  and  cling  to  him.  Having  made 
the  whole  world  subject  to  him,  he  will  say  to  the 
Idumseans  (i.  e.  Christians),  "  Bring  me  the  law 
which  I  have  given  you."  They  will  bring  it  with 
their  book  of  prayers ;  and  he  will  accept  it  us  his 
own,  and  will  exhort  them  to  persevere  in  their 
belief  of  him.  Then  he  will  send  to  Nehemiah,  and 
command  the  Jewish  Law  to  be  brought  him,  and 
proof  to  be  given  from  it  that  he  is  God.  Nehe- 
miah will  go  before  him,  guarded  by  30,000  war- 
riors of  the  tribe  of  Ephraim,  and  will  read,  "  I  am 
the  Lord  thy  Grod :  thou  shalt  have  none  other  gods 
but  me."  Armillus  will  say  that  there  are  no  such 
words  in  the  Law,  and  will  command  the  Jews  to 
confess  him  to  be  God  as  the  other  nations  had  con- 
fessed him.  But  Nehemiah  will  give  orders  to  his 
followers  to  seize  and  bind  him.  Then  Armillus 
in  rage  and  fury  will  gather  all  his  people  in  a  deep 
valley  to  fight  with  Israel,  and  in  that  battle  the 
Messiah  Ben-Joseph  will  fall,  and  the  angels  will 
bear  away  his  body  and  carry  him  to  the  resting- 
place  of  the  Patriarchs.  Then  the  Jews  will  be 
cast  out  by  all  nations,  and  suffer  aflBictions  such 
as  have  not  been  from  the  beginning  of  the  world, 
and  the  residue  of  them  will  fly  into  the  desert,  and 
will  remain  there  forty  and  five  days,  during  which 
time  all  the  Israelite  who  are  not  worthy  to  see 
the  Redemption  shall  die.  8.  Then  the  great  angel 
Michael  will  rise  and  blow  three  mighty  blasts  of  a 
trumpet.  At  the  first  blast  there  shall  appear  the 
true  Messiah  Ben-David  and  the  prophet  Elyah, 
and  they  will  manifest  themselves  to  the  Jews  in 
the  desert,  and  all  the  Jews  throughout  the  world 
shall  hear  the  sound  of  the  trump,  and  those  that 
have  been  carried  captive  into  Assyria  shall  be 
gathered  together;  and  with  great  gladness  they 
shall  come  to  Jerusalem.  Then  Armillus  will  raise 
a  great  army  of  Christians  and  lead  them  to  Jeru- 
salem to  conquer  the  new  king.  But  God  shall  say 
to  Messiah,  "  Sit  thou  on  my  right  hand,"  and  to 
the  Israelites,  "  Stand  still  and  see  what  God  will 
work  for  you  to-day."  Then  God  will  pour  down 
sulphur  and  fire  from  heaven  (Ez.  xxxviii.  22),  and 
the  impious  Armillus  shall  die,  and  the  impious 
Idumffians  (i.  e.  Christians),  who  have  destroyed  the 
house  of  our  God  and  have  led  us  away  into  cap- 
tivity, shall  perish  in  misery,  and  the  Jews  shall 
avenge  themselves  upon  them,  as  it  is  written: 
"  The  house  of  Jacob  shall  be  a  fire,  and  the  house 
of  Joseph  a  flame,  and  the  house  of  Esau  (i.  e.  the 
Christians)  for  stubble,  and  they  shall  kindle  in 
them  and  devour  them:  there  shall  not  be  any  re- 
maining of  the  house  of  Esau,  for  the  Ix)rd  hath 
spoken  it"  (Obad.  18.)    9.  On  the  second  blast  of 

•he  trumpet  the  tombs  shall  be  opened,  and  Messiah 
Ben-David  shall  raise  Messiah  Ben-Joseph  from  the 
dead.  10.  The  ten  tribes  shall  be  led  to  Paradise, 
and  shall  celebrate  the  wedding-feast  of  the  Messiah. 

And  the  Messiah  shall  choose  a  bride  amongst  the 
Purest  of  the  daughters  of  Israel,  and  children  and 
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children's  children  shall  be  boni  to  him,  and  thcp 
he  shall  die  like  other  men,  and  his  sons  shall  reign 
over  Israel  after  him,  as  it  is  written,  "  He  shall 
prolong  his  days"  (Is.  liii.  10),  which  Rambam 
explains  to  mean  "  He  shall  live  long,  but  he  too 
shall  die  in  great  glory,  and  his  son  shall  reign  in 
his  stead,  and  his  son's  sons  in  succession  "  (Bux- 
torfii  Synagoga  Judaica,  p.  717,  Basil.  1661  [and 
Eisenmenger,  Entdecktes  Judenthum,  ii.  698-717])/ 

The  Mohammedan  traditions  are  an  adaptation 
of  Christian  prophecy  and  Jewish  legend  without 
any  originality  or  any  beauty  of  their  own.  They 
too  have  their  signs  which  are  to  precede  the  final 
consummation.  They  are  divided  into  the  greater 
and  lesser  signs.  Of  the  greater  signs  the  first  is 
the  rising  of  the  sun  from  the  west  (cf.  Matt.  xxiv. 
29).  The  next  is  the  appearance  of  a  Beast  from 
the  earth,  sixty  cubits  high,  bearing  the  «tafF  of 
Moses,  and  the  seal  of  Solomon,  with  whieh  he  wii 
inscribe  the  word  "Believer"  on  the  face  of  the 
faithful,  and  "  Unbeliever  "  on  all  who  have  not 
accepted  Islamism  (comp.  Rev.  xiii.).  The  third 
sign  is  the  capture  of  Constantinople,  while  the 
spoil  of  which  is  being  divided,  news  will  come  of 
the  appearance  of  Antichrist  {Al  Dnjjal),  and  every 
man  will  return  to  his  own  home.  Antichrist  will 
be  blind  of  one  eye  and  deaf  of  one  ear,  and  wUl 
have  the  name  of  Unbeliever  written  on  his  forehead 
(Rev.  xiii.).  It  is  he  that  the  Jews  call  Messiah 
lien-David,  and  say  that  he  wiD  come  in  the  last 
times  and  reign  over  sea  and  land,  and  restore  to 
them  the  kingdom.  He  will  continue  forty  days, 
one  of  these  days  being  equal  to  a  year,  another  to 
a  month,  another  to  a  week,  the  rest  being  days  of 
ordinary  length.  He  will  devastate  all  other  places, 
but  will  not  be  allowed  to  enter  Mecca  and  Medina, 
which  will  be  guarded  by  angels.  Lastly,  he  will 
be  killed  by  Jesus  at  the  gate  of  Lud.  For  when 
news  is  received  of  the  appearance  of  Antichrist, 
Jesus  will  come  down  to  earth,  alighting  on  the 
white  tower  at  the  east  of  Damascus,  and  will  slay 
him :  Jesus  will  then  embrace  the  Mohammedan  re- 
ligion, marry  a  wife,  and  leave  children  after  him, 
having  reigned  in  perfect  peace  and  security,  after 
the  death  of  Antichrist,  for  forty  years.  (See  Po- 
cocke.  Porta  Mom,  p.  258,  Oxon.  1655 ;  and  Sale, 
Koran,  Preliminary  Discourse.) 

Literature.  —  On  the  subject  of  the  Antichrist 
and  of  the  Apocalj-ptic  visions  the  following  is  a 
condensed  list  of  the  writers  most  deserving  of  at- 
tention :  —  S.  Cyril  of  Jerusalem,  Catech.  xv.  220, 
Paris,  1720.  S.  Jerome,  Exjylan.  in  Daniel,  v.  617, 
Veron.  1734.  These  two  writers  are  expounders 
of  the  Patristic  view.  Andreas,  Comm.  in  Aj)oc. 
Bibl.  Patr.  Max.  v.  590.  Aretas,  Comm.  in  Ajwc. 
Bibl.  Patr.  Max.  ix.  741.  Abbas  Joachim  (founder 
of  the  Antipapal  school),  Exp.  Ajx>c.  Venet.  1519. 
Ribeira  (founder  of  the  later  school  of  Futurists), 
Comm.  in  Ajx)c.  Salam.  1591.  Alcasar  (founder 
of  the  Pra^terist  school),  Vestigatio  Arcani  Sensus 
in  Apoc.  Antv.  1614.  Parens,  Comm.  in  Apoc. 
Heidelb.  1618.  Cornelius  a  Lapide,  Comm.  in 
Apoc.  Antv.  1627.  Mede,  Clavis  Apocalypt.  Can- 
tab. 1632.  Bossuet,  L'Apocaltg)se,  avec  une  ExplL 
cation,  (Euvres,  vol.  xxiii.  Vitringa,  Anacrisis 
Apocalyps.  Amst.  1719.  Daubuz,  Comm.  on  Rev. 
Ivond.  1720.  Hug,  Einleitung  in  die  Schri/ten  de* 
Neuen  Test.  Stuttg.  1821.  Bengel,  Erklarte  Off- 
enbarung  Johannis,  Stuttg.  1834.  Herder,  Johan- 
nis  Offenbarung,  Werke,  xii.  Stuttg.  1827.  Eich- 
hom,  Comm.  in  Apoc.  Gotting.  1791.  Ewald, 
Comm.  in  Apoc.  Lips.  1828.     Liicke,  VollsUindige 
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Eirdeitung  in  die  Offenbainmg  und  die  ajMcalypt. 
Literatur,  Comm.  iv.,  Bonn,  1832,  [2e  Aufl.  1852.] 
Tracts  for  the  Times,  v.  No.  83,  Lond.  1839. 
Greswell,  Exposition  of  the  Parables,  vol.  i.  Oxf. 
183-4.  Moses  Stuart,  Comm,  on  the  Apoc.  [Ando- 
ver,  1845,  repr.]  Edinb.  1847.  Wordsworth,  On 
the  Apocalypse-  Lond.  184?;  and  Gk.  Test.  Load. 
1860.  Elliott  HorcB  Apocalypticce,  Lond.  1851. 
Clissold.  Apocalyptical  Interpretation  (Swedenbor- 
gian),  Lond.  1845.  C.  Maitland,  Prophetic  Inter- 
pretation, Ix)nd.  1849.  Williams,  The  Apocalypse, 
Lond.  1852.  ^Uford,  Gk.  Test.  (Prole//,  in  Thess. 
et  in  Apoc),  Lond.  1856  and  1861.  Ellicott, 
Comm.  in  Thess.  Lond.  1858.  F.  M. 

*  On  this  important  topic  the  reader  may  con- 
sult also  the  following  writers:  Corrodi,  Krit.Gesch. 
des  Chiliasmus,  ii.  400-444,  Frankf.  u.  Leipz.  1781; 
Neander,  Pfianzung,  u.  s.  w.  i.  340,  ii.  630,  640, 
4te  Aufl.  Hamb.  1847,  or  pp.  200,  306,  372  of  E. 
G.  Robinson's  revised  ed.  of  Ryland's  trans.,  N.  Y. 
1805 ;  also  his  Der  erste  Brief  Johannis,  on  ch.  ii.  18, 
22,  23,  iv.  1-3,  trans,  by  Mrs.  Conant,  N.  Y.  1852; 
Diisterdieck,  Johan.  Brief  e,  i.  308-332,  Gott.  1852; 
Maurice,  Unity  of  the  N.  T.,  Camb.  1854,  pp. 
609-014 ;  Lange  in  Herzog's  ReaLEncyklopadie,  i. 
371 ;  Lechler,  Das  ajMst.  u.  d.  nachapost.  Zeitalter, 
2e  Aufl.  Stuttg.  1857,  pp.  132  ff.,  227  S.,  207; 
Ewald,  Sendschreiben  des  Apostels  Paulus,  pp.  25- 
31,  Gott.  1857;  Liinemann  on  2  Thess.  ii.  1-12, 
and  Huther  on  1  John  ii.  18,  in  Meyer's  Komm. 
iiber  das  N.  T. ;  Jowett,  Excursus  on  "  The  Man 
of  Sin,"  in  his  Epistles  of  St.  Paul,  i.  178-194, 
2d  ed.,  Lond.  1859;  Boehmer,  Ed.,  Zur  Lehre  vom 
Antichrist,  nach  Schneckenburger,  in  Jahrb.  f. 
deulsche  TheoL,  1859,  iv.  40.3-407;  Noyes,  G.  R., 
The  Apocalypse  analyzed  and  explained,  in  the 
Christian  Examiner  for  May,  1860,  Ixviii.  325-357 ; 
Bleek,  Einl.  in  das  N.  T.,  pp.  015-018,  and  Vor- 
lesungen  uber  die  Apokalypse,  Berl.  1862 ;  Ewald, 
Die  johan.  Schriften  iibersezt  u.  erkldrt,  Bd.  ii., 
Gott.  1802;  Volkmar,  Comm.  zur  Offenbarung 
Johannes,  Zlirich,  1802.  H.  and  A. 

AN'TIOCH  {'AvTioxfia).   1.  In  Syria.  The 

capital  of  the  Greek  kings  of  Syria,  and  afterwards 
the  residence  of  the  Roman  governors  of  the  prov- 
ince which  bore  the  same  name.  This  metropolis 
was  situated  where  the  chain  of  Lebanon,  running 
northwards,  and  the  chain  of  Taurus,  running  east- 
wards, are  brought  to  an  abrupt  meeting.  Here 
the  Orontes  breaks  through  the  mountains;  and 
Antioch  was  placed  at  a  bend  of  the  river,  partly 
on  an  island,  partly  on  the  level  which  forms  the 
left  bank,  and  partly  on  the  steep  and  craggy  as- 
cent of  Mount  Silpius,  which  rose  abruptly  on  the 
south.  In  the  immediate  neighborhood  was  Daphne, 
the  celebrated  sanctuary  of  Apollo  (2  Mace.  iv.  33); 
whence  the  city  was  sometimes  called  Axtioch  by 
Daphkk,  to  distinguish  it  from  other  cities  of  the 
same  name. 

No  city,  after  Jerusalem,  is  so  intimately  con- 
nected with  the  history  of  the  apostoUc  church. 
Certain  points  of  close  association  between  these 
two  cities,  as  regards  the  progress  of  Christianity, 
may  be  noticed  in  the  first  place.  One  of  the  seven 
deacons,  or  almoners  appointed  at  Jerusalem,  was 
Nicolas,  a  proselyte  of  Antioch  (Acts  vi.  5).  The 
Christians,  who  were  dispersed  from  Jerusalem  at 
the  death  of  Stephen,  preached  the  gospel  at  An- 
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a  *lt  illustrates  signally  the  contrasts  of  history, 
that  the  Antioch  of  the  N.  T.  from  which   the  first 
missionaries  to  the  heathen  were  sent  forth,  is  itself 
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tioch  (ibid.  xi.  19).  It  was  from  Jerusalem  that 
Agabus  and  the  other  prophets,  who  foretold  the 
famine,  came  to  Antioch  (ibid.  xi.  27,  28);  and 
Bamaljas  and  Saul  were  consequently  sent  on  a 
mission  of  charity  from  the  latter  city  to  the  former 
(ibid.  xi.  30,  xii.  25).  It  was  from  Jerusalem  again 
that  the  Judaizers  came,  who  disturbed  the  church 
at  Antioch  (ibid.  xv.  1);  and  it  was  at  Antioch 
that  St.  Paul  rebuked  St.  Peter  for  conduct  into 
which  he  had  been  betrayed  through  the  influence 
of  emissaries  from  Jerusalem  (Gal.  ii.  11,  12). 

The  chief  interest  of  Antioch,  however,  is  con- 
nected with  the  progress  of  Christianity  among  the 
heathen.  Here  the  first  Gentile  church  was- 
founded  (Acts  xi.  20,  21);  here  the  disciples  of 
Jesus  Christ  were  first  called  Christians  (xi.  20); 
here  St.  Paul  exercised  (so  far  as  is  distinctly  re- 
corded) his  first  systematic  ministerial  work  (xi. 
22-20;  see  xiv.  20-28;  also  xv.  35  and  xviii.  23); 
hence  he  started  at  the  beginning  of  his  first  mis- 
sionary journey  (xiii.  1-3),  and  hither  he  returned 
(xiv.  26).  So  again  after  the  apostolic  council  (the 
decrees  of  which  were  specially  addressed  to  the 
Gentile  converts  at  Antioch,  xv.  23),  he  began  and 
ended  his  second  missionary  jouniey  at  this  place 
(xv.  30,  xviii.  22).  ThLs  too  was  the  starting-point 
of  the  third  missionary  journey  (xviii.  23),  which 
was  brought  to  a  termination  by  the  imprisonment 
at  Jerusalem  and  Caesarea."  Though  St.  Paul  was 
never  again,  so  far  as  we  know,  at  Antioch,  it  did 
not  cease  to  be  an  important  centre  for  Christian 
progress ;  but  it  does  not  belong  to  this  place  to 
trace  its  history  as  a  patriarchate,  and  its  connec- 
tion with  Ignatius,  Chrysostom,  and  other  eminent 
names. 

Antioch  was  founded  in  the  year  300  b.  c,  by 
Seleucus  Nicator,  with  circumstances  of  consider- 
able display,  which  were  afterwards  embellished  by 
fable.  The  situation  was  well  chosen,  both  for  mil- 
itary and  commercial  purposes.  Jews  were  settled 
there  from  the  first  in  large  numbers,  were  governed 
by  their  own  ethnarch,  and  allowed  to  have  the 
same  political  privileges  with  the  Greeks  (Joseph. 
Ant.  xii.  3,  §  1;  c.  Ap.  ii.  4).  Antioch  grew  imder 
the  successive  Seleucid  kings,  till  it  became  a  city 
of  great  extent  and  of  remarkable  beauty.  Some 
of  the  most  magnificent  buildings  were  on  the 
island.  One  feature,  which  seems  to  have  been 
characteristic  of  the  great  Syrian  cities  —  a  vast 
street  with  colonnades,  intersecting  the  whole  from 
end  to  end  —  was  added  by  Antiochus  Epiphanes. 
Some  lively  notices  of  the  Antioch  of  this  period, 
and  of  its  relation  to  Jewish  history,  are  supplied 
by  the  books  of  Maccabees.  (See  especially  1  Mace, 
iii.  37,  xi.  13;  2  Mace.  iv.  7-9,  v.  21,  xi.  36.) 

It  is  the  Antioch  of  the  Roman  period  with 
which  we  are  concerned  in  the  N.  T.  .  By  Pompey 
it  had  been  made  a  free  city,  and  such  it  continued 
till  the  time  of  Antoninus  Pius.  Tlie  early  Emper- 
ors raised  there  some  large  and  important  struct- 
ures, such  as  aqueducts,  amphitheatres,  and  baths. 
Herod  the  Great  contributed  a  road  and  a  colon- 
nade (Joseph.  Ant.  xvi.  5,  §  3;  B.  J.,  i.  21,  §  11). 
Here  should  be  mentioned  that  the  citizens  of  An- 
tioch under  the  Empire  were  noted  for  scurrilous 
wit  and  the  invention  of  nicknames.  This  perhaps 
was  the  origin  of  the  name  by  which  the  disciples 
of  Jesus  Christ  are  designated,  and  which  was 


now  one  of  the  foreign  fields  to  which  missionaries  are 
sent  hy  the  churches  of  America.  H 
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probably  given  by  Eoinans  to  the  despised  sect, 
and  not  by  Christians  to  themselves. 

The  great  authority  for  all  that  is  known  of 
ancient  Antioch  is  C.  O.  Miiller's  Antiquitates 
Antiochence  (Gtitt.  1839).  Modern  Aniakia  is  a 
shrunken  and  niiserable  place.  Some  of  the  walls, 
shattered  by  earthquakes,  have  a  striking  apjjear- 
ance  on  the  crags  of  Mount  Silpius.  They  are  de- 
scribexi  in  Chesney's  account  of  the  Euphrates  Ex- 
pedilion,  where  also  Ls  given  a  view  of  a  gateway 
which  still  bears  the  name  of  St.  Paul.  One  error, 
however,  should  l)e  pointed  out,  which  has  found 
its  way  into  these  volumes  from  Cahuet,  namely, 
Jerome's  erroneous  identification  of  Antioch  with 
the  Riblah  of  the  Old  Testament. 


Gate  of  St.  Paul,  Antioch. 


2.  Antioch  in  PisiniA  (Acts  xiii.  14,  xiv.  19, 
21;  2  Tim.  iii.  11).     The  position  of  this  town  is 


clearly  pointed  out  by  Strabo  in  the  following 
words  (xii.  577):  —  "In  the  district  of  Phrygia 
called  Paroreia,  there  is  a  certain  mountain-ridge, 
stretching  from  E.  to  W.  On  each  side  there  is  a 
large  plain  below  this  ridge;  and  it  has  two  cities 
in  its  neighborhood:  Philomelium  on  the  north, 
and  on  the  other  side  Antioch,  called  Antioch  near 
Pisidia.  The  former  lies  entirely  in  the  plain ;  the 
latter  (which  has  a  Roman  colony)  is  on  a  height." 
The  relations  of  distance  also  between  Antioch  and 
other  towns  are  known  by  the  Peutingerian  table. 
Its  site,  however,  has  only  recently  been  ascertained. 
It  was  formerly  supposed  to  be  Aksher,  which  is 
now  known  to  be  Philomelium  on  the  north  side  of 
the  ridge.  Even  Winer  (1847)  gives  this  view, 
the  difficulties  of  which  were  seen  by  Leake,  and 
previously  by  Mannert.  Mr.  Arundell,  the  British 
chaplain  at  SmjTna,  undertook  a  journey  in  1833 
for  the  express  purpose  of  identifying  the  Pisidian 
Antioch,  and  he  was  perfectly  successful  (Arundell's 
Asia  Mirun;  ch.  xii.,  xiii.,  xiv.).  The  ruins  are 
very  considerable.  This  discovery  was  fully  con- 
firmed by  Mr  Hamilton  (Res.  in  Asia  Afinor,  vol. 
i.  ch.  27).  Antioch  corresponds  to  Yahbatch, 
which  is  distant  from  Ak-sher  six  hours  over  the 
mountains. 

This  city,  like  the  Sjrian  Antioch,  was  founded 
by  Seleucus  Nicator.  Under  the  Romans  it  became 
a  culonia,  and  was  also  called  Ca^sarea,  as  we  learn 
fk)m  Pliny  (v.  24).  The  former  fact  is  confirmed 
by  the  I^atin  inscriptions  and  other  features  of  the 
coins  of  the  place;  the  latter  by  inscriptions  dis- 
covered on  the  spot  by  Mr.  Hamilton. 

The  occasion  on  which  St.  Paul  visited  the  city 
for  the  first  time  (Acts  xiii.  14)  was  very  interest- 
ing and  impf)rtant.  His  preaching  in  the  8)118- 
gogue  led  to  the  reception  of  the  gosjiel  by  a  great 
number  of  the  Gentiles:  and  this  resulted  in  a 
violent  persecution  on  the  part  of  the  Jews,  who 
first,  using  the  influence  of  some  of  the  wealthy 
female  residents,  drove  him  from  Antioch  to  Ico- 
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nium  {ib.  50,  51),  and  subsequently  followed  him 
even  to  Lystra  (Acts  xiv.  19).  St.  Paul,  on  his 
return  from  Lystra,  revisited  Antioch  for  the  pur- 
pose of  strengthening  the  minds  of  the  disciples 
(i'i.  21).  These  events  happened  when  he  was  on 
his  first  missionary  journey,  in  company  with  Bar- 
nabas, lie  probably  visited  Antioch  again  at  the 
beginning  of  his  second  journey,  when  Silas  was 
his  associate,  and  Timotheus,  who  was  a  native  of 
this  neighborhood,  had  just  been  added  to  the 
{xirty.  The  allusion  in  2  Tim.  iii.  11  shows  that 
Timotheus  was  well  acquainted  with  the  suflferings 
whicli  the  apostle  had  undergone  during  his  first 
visit  to  the  Tisidian  Antioch.  [Phkygia;  Pi- 
SIDIA.]  J.  S.  H. 

ANTIOCHI'A  CAvTiSxfia;  [FA.]  Alex. 
AvTtox^O'  fi''*^-  "1  ^  Mace.  iv.  3.3:  Antiochia). 
Antioch  1  (1  Mace.  iv.  3.5,  vi.  63;  2  Mace.  iv. 
33,  V.  21).  W.  A.  W. 

ANTIO'CHIANS  {'Ayrioxus:  Antiocheni). 
Partisans  of  Antiochus  Epiphanes,  including  Jason 
and  the  Hellenizing  faction  (2  Mace.  iv.  9, 19).  In 
the  latter  passages  the  Vulgate  has  vivos  peccatores. 

W.  A.  W. 

ANTI'OCHIS  ('AvTt'oxis:  Aniiochis).  The 
concubine  of  Antiochus  Epiphanes  (2  Mace.  iv.  30). 

W.  A.  W. 

AXTI'OCHUS  ('AfT(oxos;  Alex.  Ai/rijua- 
Xps  in  1  ilacc.  xii.  16 :  Antiochus).  Father  of 
Numenius,  one  of  the  ambassadors  from  Jonathan 
to  the  Romans  (1  Mace.  xii.  16,  xiv.  22). 

W.  A.  W. 
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ANTI'OCHUS  II.      OAyrioxos,  the  ii-ifh- 
standtv),  king  of  Spia,  surnained  the  God  (©ecJy), 
•'  in  the  first  instance  by  the  ^Milesians,  because  he 
overthrew  their   tjTant  Timarchus"    (App.    Syr, 
65),  succeeded  his  father  Antiochus  {'S.wriip,  the 
Savior)  in  b.  c.  261.     During  the  earlier  part  of 
his  reign  he  was  engaged  in  a  fierce  war  with  Ptol- 
emaeus  Philadelphus,  king  of  Egypt  {tolis  viribus 
dinucavit,  Hieron.  ad  Dan.  xi.  G),  in  the  course  of 
which  Parthia  and  Bactria  revolted  and  became  in- 
dependent kingdoms.    At  length  (b.  C.  250)  peace 
was  made,  and  the  two  monarchs  "joined  them- 
selves together"  (Dan.  xi.  6),  and  Ptolemy  ("the 
king  of  the  south  ")  gave  his  daughter  Berenice  in 
marriage  to  Antiochus  ("the  king  of  the  north") 
who  set  aside  his  former  wife,  Laodice,  to  receive 
her.     After  some  time,  on  the  death  of  Ptolemy 
(n.  c.  247),  Antiochus  recalled  I^aodice  and  her 
children  Seleucus  and  Antiochus  to  court.     Thus 
Berenice  was  "not  able  to  retain  her  power;  "  and 
Laodice,  in  jealous  fear  lest  she  might  a  second  time 
lose  her  ascendency,  poisoned  Antiochus  (him  "  that 
supported  her,"  i.  e.  Berenice),  and  caased  Berenice 
and  her  infant  son  to  be  put  to  death,  b.  c.  246 
(Dan.  xi.  6;  Hieron.  ad  Dan.  1.  c. ;  App.  Syr.  65). 
.■yier  the  death  of  Antiochus,  Ptolemaeus  Ever- 
getes,  the  brother  of  Berenice  ("  out  of  a  branch  of 
her  root"),  who  succeeded  his  father  Ptol.  Phila- 
delphus, exacted  vengeance  for  his  sister's  death  by 
an  invasion  of  Syria,  in  which  I..aodice  was  killed, 
her  son  Seleucus  CaUinicus  driven  for  a  time  from 
the  throne,  and  the  whole  country  plundered  (Dan. 
si.  7-9;  Hieron.  I.  c. ;  hence  his  surname  "  the  ben- 
efactor ").    The  hostilities  thus  renewed  continued 
for  many  years;   and  on  the  death  of   Seleucus 
B.  c.  226,  after  his  "return  into  his  o^vn  land" 
(Dan.  xi.  9),  his  sons  Alexander  (Seleucus)  Kerau- 
nos  and  Antiochus  "  assembled  a  great  multitude 


of  forces  "  against  Ptol.  Philopator  the  sen  of  Ever- 
getes,  and  "one  of  them"  (Antiochus)  threatened 
to  overthrow  the  power  of  Egypt  (Dan.  xi.  9,  10; 
Hieron.  I.  c).  B.  F.  W. 

ANTI'OCHUS   III.,   surnamed    the    Great 
(/ifyas),  succeeded  his  brother  Seleucus  Keraunos, 
who  was  assassinated  after  a  short  reign  in  b.  C. 
223.     He  prosecuted  the  war  against  Ptol.  Philo- 
pator with  vigor,  and  at  first  with  success.     In 
b.  c.  218  he  drove  the  Egyptian  forces  to  Sidon, 
conquered  Samaria  and  (iilead,  and  wintered  at 
Ptolemais,  but  was  defeated  next  year  at  Kaphia, 
near  Gaza  (b.  c.  217),  with  immense  loss,  and  in 
consequence  made  a  peace  with  Ptolemy,  in  which 
he  ceded  to  him  the  disputed  provinces  of  Coele- 
SjTia,  Phoenicia  and  Palestine  (Dan.  xi.  11,  12; 
Polyb.  V.  40  ff.,  53  ff.).     During  the  next  thirteen 
years  Antiochus  was  engaged  in  strengthening  his 
position  in  Asia  Minor,  and  on  the  frontiers  of 
Parthia,  and  by  his  successes  gained  his  surname  of 
the  Great.     At  the  end  of  this  time,  b.  c.  205, 
Ptolemaeus  Philopator  died,  and  left  his  kingdom 
to  his  son  Ptol.  Epiphanes,  who  wa.s  only  five  years 
old.     Antiochus  availed  himself  of  the  opportunity 
which  was  offered  by  the  weakness  of  a  minority 
and  the  unpopidarity  of  the  regent,  to  unite  with 
Phihp  III.  of  Macedon  for  the  puqjose  of  conquer- 
ing and  dividing  the  Egyptian  dominions.     The 
Jews,  who  had  been  exasperated  by  the  conduct  of 
Ptol.    Philopator   both   in   Palestine   and   Egypt, 
openly  espoused  his  cause,  under  the  influence  of 
a  short-sighted  poUcy  ("the  factions  among  thy 
people  shall  rise,"  i.  e.  against  Ptolemy :  Dan.  xi.  14.) 
Antiochus  succeeded  in  occupying  the  three  dis- 
puted pro\-inces,  but  was  recalled  to  Asia  by  a  war 
which  broke  out  with  Attalus,  king  of  Pergamos: 
and  his  ally  Philip  was  himself  embroiled  with  the 
Romans.     In  consequence  of  this  divei-sion  Ptol- 
emy, by  the  aid  of  Scopas,  again  made  himself 
master  "of  Jerusalem  (Joseph.  Ant.  xii.  3,  3)  and 
recovered  the  territory  which  he  had  lost  (Hieron. 
ad  Dan.  xi.  14).     In  b.  c.  198  Antiochus  reap- 
peared in  the  field  and  gained  a  decisive  nctory 
"  near  the  sources  of  the  Jordan  "  (Joseph.  Ant. 
xii.  3,  3;  Hieron.  I.  c.  ubi  Paneas  nunc  condita 
est) ;  and  afterwards  captured  Scopas  and  the  rem- 
nant of  his  forces  who  had  taken  refuge  in  Sidon 
(Dan.  xi.  15).     The  Jews,  who  had  sufTered  se- 
verely during  the  struggle  (Joseph.  I.  c),  welcomed 
Antiochus  as  their  deliverer,  and  "  he  stood  in  the 
glorious  land  which  by  his  hand  was  to  be  con- 
sumed "  (Dan.  xi.  16).    His  further  designs  against 
Eg.>-pt  were  ftiistrated  by  the  intervention  of  the 
Romans;    and    his    daughter   Cleopatra    (Polyb. 
xx\iii.   17),  whom  he  gave  in  marriage  to  Ptol. 
Epiphanes,  With  the  Phoenician  provinces  for  her 
dower  (.Joseph.  Ant.  xii.  4,  1),  favored  the  interests 
of  her  husband  rather  than  those  of  her  fathCT 
(Dan.  xi.  17;  Hieron.  /.  c).     From  Egypt  Anti- 
ochus turned  again  to  Asia  Minor,  and  after  vari- 
ous successes  in  the  ^gfean  crossed  over  to  Greece, 
and  by  the  advice  of  Hannibal  entered  on  a  war 
with  Rome.     His  victorious  course  was  checked 
at  Thermopylae  (n.  c.  191),  and  after  subsequent 
reverses  he  "was  finally  defeated  at  :Magnesia  in 
Lydia,  b.  c.  190."     By  the  peace  which  was  con- 
cluded shortly  afterwards  (b.  c.  188)  he  was  forced 
to  cede  all  his  possessions  "  on  the  Roman  side  of 


a  The  statement  in  1  Mace.  viii.  6,  that  Antiochus 
was  taken  prisoner  by  the  Romans,  is  not  supportud 
by  any  other  testimony. 
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Mt.  Taurus,"  and  to  pay  in  successivo  installments 
an  enormous  sum  of  money  to  defray  the  expenses 
of  the  war  (15,000  Euboic  talents:  App.  Syr.  38). 
This  last  condition  led  to  his  ignominious  death. 
In  B.  c.  187  he  attacked  a  rich  temple  of  Belus  in 
Elymais,  and  was  slain  by  the  people  who  rose  in  its 
defense  (Strab.  xvi.  744;  Just,  xxxii.  2).  Thus 
"  he  stumbled  and  fell,  and  was  not  found  "  (Dan. 
xi.  19). 

The  policy  of  Antiochus  towards  the  Jews  was 
liberal  and  conciliatory.     He  not  only  assured  to 

them  perfect  freedom  and  protection  in  the  exercise  '  led  him  still  further,  and  he  undertook  four  cam. 
of  their  worship,  but  according  to  Josephus  (Ant.  ;  paigns  against  Egypt,  B.  c.  171,  170,  1G9,  1G8, 
xii.  3,  3),  in  consideration  of  ttieir  great  sufferings  j  with  greater  success  than  had  attended  his  prcde- 
and  services  in  his  behalf,  he  made  splendid  contri-  cessor,  and  the  complete  conquest  of  the  country 
butions  towards  the  support  of  the  temple  ritual,  j  was  prevented  only  by  the  interference  of  the  Ko- 
and  gave  various  immimities  to  the  priests  and  j  mans  (Dan.  xi.  24;  1  Mace.  i.  16  ff. ;  2  JIacc.  v. 
other  inhabitants  of  Jerusalem.  At  the  same  time  11  ff.).  The  course  of  Antiochus  was  everywhere 
imitating  the  example  of  Alexander  and  Seleucus,   marked  by  the  same  wild  prodigality  a-s  had  sig 


ANTIOCHUS  IV. 

carry  to  Antiochus  the  price  of  his  office,  sup. 
planted  Jason  by  offering  the  king  a  larger  brite, 
and  was  himself  appointed  high  priest,  while  Jason 
was  obliged  to  take  refuge  among  the  Ammonites 
(2  Mace.  iv.  2.3-26).  From  these  circumstances, 
and  from  the  marked  honor  with  which  Antiochus 
was  received  at  Jerusalem  very  early  in  his  reign 
(c.  B.  c.  173;  2  Mace.  iv.  22),  it  appears  that  he_ 
found  no  difficulty  in  regaining  the  border  prov- 
inces which  had  been  given  as  the  dower  of  his  sis- 
ter Cleopatra  to  Ptol.  Epiphanes.    But  his  ambition 


and  appreciating  the  influence  of  their  fidelity  and 
unity,  he  transported  two  thousand  families  of  Jews 
from  Mesopotamia  to  Lydia  and  Phrygia,  to  repress 
the  tendency  to  revolt  which  was  manifested  in 
those  provinces  (Joseph.  Ant.  1.  c). 

Two  sons  of  Antiochus  occupied  the  throne  after 
him,  Seleucus  Philopator,  his  innnediate  successor, 
and  Antiochus  IV.,  who  gained  the  kingdom  upon 
the  assassination  of  his  brother.  B.  F.  W. 


Tetrodrachm  (Attic  talent)  of  Antiochus  III. 


nalized  his  occupation  of  the  throne  (Dan.  I.  c). 
The  consequent  exhaustion  of  his  treasury,  and  the 
armed  conflicts  of  the  rival  high  priests  whom  he 
had  appointed,  furnished  the  occasion  for  an  assault 
upon  Jerusalem   on  his   return   from   his  second 
l^yptian  campaign  (b.  c.  170),  which  he  had  prob 
ably  planned  in  conjunction  with  Ptol.  Philonietot, 
who  was  at  that  time  in  his  power  (Dan.  xi.  26). 
The  temple  was  plundered,  a  terrible  massacre  took 
place,  and  a  Phrygian  governor  was  left  with 
Menelaus  in  charge  of  the  city  (2  ^lacc.  v. 
1-22;  1  Mace.  i.  20-28).    Two  years  after- 
wards, at  the  close  of  the  fourth  Egyptian 
expedition  (Polyb.  xxix.  1,  11;  App.  Sy?: 
66 ;  cf.  Dan.  xi.  29,  30),  Antiochus  detached 
a  force  under  ApoUonius  to  occupy  Jerusa- 
lem and  fortify  it,  and  at  this  time  he  availed 
himself  of  the  assistance  of  the  ancestral  en- 
emies of  the  Jews  (1  Mace.  iv.  61,  v.  3  ff. ; 
Dan.  xi.  41).     The  decrees  then  followed 
which  have  rendered  his  name   infamous. 
The  Temple  was  desecrated,  and  the  obser- 

nv.       M     1    rv       1.     ■  V.I     t>         T. .  -cr .  T-^v.  .  ^imr  v  v/-  vancc  of  thc  law  was  forbidden.     "  On  the 
Obv. :  Head  of  Kmg,  to  right.    Rev.:   BASIAEfiS  ANTIoXoY.  £„,        ,,     ,         i.  />.  ,       r^i     c     .       t      i. 
In  field,  tvvo  monograms.     Apollo,  naked,  seated  on  cortinu,  fifteenth  day  of  (  isleu  [the  Syrians]  set  up 
to  ]g{t  the  abomination  of  desolation  (t.  e.  an  idol 

altar:  v.  59)  on  the  altar"  (1  Mace.  i.  54). 
Ten  days  aftenvards  an  offering  was  made  upon  it 
to  Jupiter  Olympius.  At  Jerusalem  all  opposition 
ajt]"ears  to  have  ceased;  but  Mattathias  and  his 
sons  organized  a  resistance  ("  holj)en  with  a  little 
help,"  Dan.  xi.  34),  which  preserved  inviolate  the 
name  and  faith  of  Israel.  INIeanwhile  Antiochus 
turned  his  arms  to  the  I^t,  towards  Parthia  (Tac. 
Mst.  V.  8)  and  Armenia  (App.  Syr.  45;  Diod.  ap. 
Muller,  Frngm.  ii.  p.  10;  Dan.  xi.  40).  Hearing 
not  long  afterwards  of  the  riches  of  a  temple  of 
Nanaea  ("the  desire  of  women,"  Dan.  xi.  37)  in 
EljTTiais,  hung  with  the  gifls  of  Alexander,  he  re- 
solved to  plunder  it.  The  attempt  was  defeatetl ; 
and  though  he  did  not  fall  like  his  father  in  the  act 
of  sacrilege,  the  event  hastene<l  his  death.  He  re- 
tired to  Babylon,  and  thence  to  Taba>  in  Persia, 
where  he  died  b.  c.  164,  the  victim  of  superstition, 
terror,  and  remorse  (Polyb.  xxxi.  2;  Joseph.  Ant. 
xii.  8,  1  ff.),  having  first  heard  of  the  successes  of 
the  Maccabees  in  restoring  the  temple-worship  at 


ANTFOCHUS  IV.  EPIPH'ANES  ('Eiri- 
(patrfis,  the  Illustrious,  also  called  @(6s,  and  in 
mockery  ^irijj.av^s,  the  frantic:  Athcn.  x.  438; 
Polyb.  xxvi.  10)  was  the  youngest  son  of  Antiochus 
the  Great.  He  was  given  as  a  hostage  to  the  Ko- 
nians  (b.  c.  188)  after  his  father's  defeat  at  Mag- 
nesia. In  B.  c.  175  he  was  released  by  the  inter- 
vention of  his  brother  Seleucus,  who  substituted 
his  own  son  Demetrius  in  his  place.  Antiochus 
was  at  Athens  when  Seleucus  was  assassinated  by 
Heliodorus.  He  took  advantage  of  his  position, 
and,  by  the  assistance  of  Eumenes  and  Attains, 
easily  expelled  Heliodorus  who  had  usurped  the 
crown,  and  himself  "  obtainetl  the  kingdom  by  flat- 
teries "  (Dan.  xi.  21;  cf.  Liv.  xii.  20),  to  the  ex- 
clusion of  his  nephew  Demetrius  (Dan.  viii.  7). 

The  accession  of  Antiochus  was  immediately  fol- 
lowed by  desperate  efforts  of  the  Hellenizing  party 
at  Jerusalem  to  a.ssert  their  supremacy.  Jason 
(.Tesus:  Jos.  Ant.  xii.  5,  1,  see  Jasox),  the  brother 

of  Onias  III.,  the  high  priest,  persuaded  the  king  :  Jerusalem  (1  Maec.  vi.  1-16 ;  cf.  2  Mace.  i.  7-17  ?). 
to  transfer  the  high  priesthood  to  him,  and  at  the  "  He  came  to  his  end  and  there  was  none  to  help 
same  time  bought  permission  (2  Mace.  iv.  9)  to  him"  (Dan.  xi.  45).  Cf.  App.  Syr.  45;  Liv.  xii. 
jarry  out  his  design  of  habituating  the  Jews  to  24-5,  xlii.  6,  xliv.  19,  xlv.  11-13 ;  Joseph.  Ant.  xii. 
Greek  customs  (2  Mace.  iv.  7,  20).     Three  years   5,  8. 

afterwards  Menelaus,  of  the  trilie  of  Benjamin  The  reign  of  Antiochus,  thus  shortly  traced,  was 
[Simon],  who   was    commissioned   by  Jason    to  I  the  Last  great  crisis  in  the  history  of  the  Jews  be- 
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Tetradrachm  (Attic  talent)  of  Antiochus  IV.  Epii^hanes. 


fore  the  coming  of  our  Lord.      The  prominence 
which  is  given  to  it  in  the  book  of  Daniel  fitly 
accords  with  its  typical  and  representative  character 
(Dan.  vii.  8,  25,  viii.    11  if.).     The  conquest  of 
Alexander   had    introduced    the   forces    of   Greek 
thought    and    life   into    the    Jewish   nation, 
which  was  already  prepared  for  their  operation 
[Alexander].     For   more   than  a  century 
and  a  half  these  forces  had  acted  powerfully 
both  upon  the  faith  and  upon  the  habits  of 
the  people;  and  the  time  was  come  when  an 
outward  struggle  alone  could  decide  whether 
Judaism  was  to  be  merged  in  a  rationahzed 
Paganism,  or  to  rise  not  only  victorious  from 
the  conflict,  but  more  vigorous  and  more  pure. 
There  were  many  symptoms  which  betokened 
the  approaching  struggle.    The  position  which 
Judasa  occupied  on  the  borders  of  the  conflict- 
ing  empires   of   Syria   and   Egypt,    exposed  ^'''\:  }}''^t  f,  ^llfj,  IZ'^^^*' 
equally  to  the  open  miseries  of  war  and  the 
treacherous  favors  of  rival  sovereigns,  rendered 
its   national  condition    precarious   from   the  first, 
though  these  very  circumstances  were  favorable  to 
the  growth  of  freedom.      The  terrible  crimes   by 
which  the  wars  of  "the  North  and  South"  were 
stained,  must  have   alienated  the  mind  of  every 
faithful  Jew  from  his  Grecian  lords,  even  if  perse- 
cution had  not  been  superadded  from  Egypt  first 
and  then  from  Syria.     Politically  nothing  was  left 
for  the  people  in  the  reign  of  Antiochus  but  inde- 
pendence, or  the  abandonment  of  every  prophetic 
hope.     Nor  was  their  social  position  less  perilous. 
The  influence  of  Greek  literature,  of  foreign  travel, 
of  extended  commerce,  had  made  itself  felt  in  daily 
life.      At  Jerusalem  the  mass  of  the  inhabitants 
seem  to  have  desired  to  imitate  the  exercises  of  the 
Greeks;  and  a  Jewish  embassy  attended  the  games 
of   Hercules  at  Tyre   (2  Mace.  iv.  9-20).     Even 
their  religious  feelings  were  yielding;    and  before 
the  rising  of  the  Maccabees  no  opposition  was  of- 
fered to  the  execution  of  the  king's  decrees.     Upon 
the  first  attempt  of  Jason  the  "  priests  had  no  cour- 
age to  serve  at  the  altar "  (2  Mace.  iv.  14 ;  cf.  1 
Mace.  i.  43);  and  this  not  so  much  from  willful 
apostasy,  as  from  a  disregard  to  the  vital  principles 
involved  in  the  conflict.    Thus  it  was  necessary  that 
the  final  issues  of  a  false  Hellenism  should  be  oi)enly 
seen,  that  it  might  be  discarded  forever  by  those 
who  cherished  the  ancient  faith  of  Israel. 

The  conduct  of  Antiochus  was  in  every  way 
suited  to  accomplish  this  end ;  and  yet  it  seems  to 
have  been  the  result  of  passionate  impulse  rather 
than  of  any  deep-laid  scheme  to  extirpate  a  strange 
creed.  At  first  he  imitated  the  liberal  policy  of 
his  predecessors;  and  the  occasion  for  his  attacks 
was  furnished  by  the  Jews  themselves.  Even  the 
motives  by  which  he  was  finally  actuated  were  per- 
sonal, or  at  most  only  political.  Able,  energetic, 
(Polyb.  xxvii.  17)  and  liberal  to  profusion,  Anti- 
ochus was  reckless  and  unscrupulous  in  the  execu- 
tion of  his  plans.  He  had  learnt  at  Rome  to  court 
power  and  to  dread  it.  He  gained  an  empire,  and 
he  remembered  that  he  had  been  a  hostage.  Re- 
gardless himself  of  the  gods  of  his  fathers  (Dan. 
xi.  37),  he  was  incapable  of  appreciating  the  power 
of  religion  in  others ;  and  like  Nero  in  later  times 
he  became  a  type  of  the  enemy  of  God,  not  as  the 
Roman  emperor  by  the  perpetration  of  unnatural 
trimes,  but  by  the  disregard  of  every  higher  feel- 
ins.     "  He  magnified  himself  above  all."    The  real 
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xi.  38  fF. ;  Ewald,  Gesch.  des  Volkes  hr.  iv.  340). 
Confronted  with  such  a  persecutor  the  Jew  realized 
the  spiritual  power  of  his  faith.  The  evils  of  hea- 
thendom were  seen  concentrated  in  a  personal 
shape.     The  outward  forms  of  worship  became  in- 


■ 


deity  whom  he  recognized  was  the  Roman  war-god, 
id  fortresses  were  his*  most  sacred  temples  (Dan. 


Rev.  :  BASIAEnS  ANTI- 
oXoY  0EoY  EniftANoYS  NIKH*oPoV.  Jupiter  seated 
to  left,  holding  a  Victory.     In  field  monogram. 

vested  with  something  of  a  sacramental  dignity. 
Common  life  was  purified  and  ennobled  by  heroic 
devotion.  An  independent  nation  asserted  the 
integrity  of  its  hopes  in  the  face  of  Egypt,  Syxia, 
and  Rome.  B.  F.  W. 

ANTFOCHUS  V.  l^U'PATOR  {Ebnd- 
Toip,  of  iwble  descent},  succeeded  his  father  Anti- 
ochus IV.  B.  c.  1G4,  while  still  a  child,  under  the 
guardianship  of  Lysias  (App.  Syr.  46;  1  Mace, 
iii.  32  f.,  vi.  17),  though  Antiochus  had  assigned 
this  office  to  Philip  his  own  foster-brother  on  his 
death-bed  (1  Mace.  vi.  14  f.,  55;  2  Mace.  ix.  29). 
Shortly  after  his  accession  he  marched  against 
Jerusalem  with  a  large  army,  accompanied  by  Ly- 
sias, to  relieve  the  SjTlan  garrison,  which  was  hard 
pressed  by  Judas  Maccabaeus  (1  Mace.  vi.  19  ff.). 
He  repulsed  Judas  at  Bethzacharia,  and  took  Beth- 
sura  (Bethzur)  after  a  vigorous  resistance  (1  Mace. 
vi.  31-50).  But  when  the  Jewish  force  in  the  tem- 
ple was  on  the  point  of  yielding,  Lysias  persuaded 
the  king  to  conclude  a  hasty  peace  that  he  might 
advance  to  meet  Philip,  who  had  returned  from 
Persia  and  made  himself  master  of  Antioch  (1  Mace, 
vi.  51  ff". ;  Joseph.  Ant.  xii.  9,  5  f.).  Philip  was 
speedily  overpowered  (Joseph.  I.  c.) ;  but  in  the  next 
year  (b.  c.  162)  Antiochus  and  Lysias  fell  into  the 
hands  of  Demetrius  Soter,  the  son  of  Seleucus 
Philopator,  who  caused  them  to  be  put  to  death  in 
revenge  for  the  wrongs  which  he  had  himself  suf- 
fered from  Antiochus  Epiphanes  (1  Mace.  vii.  2-4 ; 
2  Mace.  xiv.  1,  2;  Joseph.  Ant.  xii.  10,  1;  Polyb. 
xxxi.  19).  B.  F.  ^y. 

ANTFOCHUS  VI.  {'AKe^wSpos  AXe^dv- 
Spov  rod  u6dov,  App.  Syr.  68;  surnamed  @f6s, 
Joseph.  Ant.  xiii.  7,  1;  and  i-n-Kpapifs  AiSyvffos 
on  coins),  was  the  son  of  Alexander  Balas  and  Cle- 
opatra (App.  Syr.  1.  c).  After  his  father's  death 
(146  B.  c.)  he  remained  in  Arabia;  but  though 
still  a  child  (TraiSiov,  App.  I.  c,  iraiSapioi/  pecire- 
pou,  1  Mace.  xi.  54),  he  was  soon  afterwaitls  brought 
forward  (c.  145  b.  c.)  as  a  claimant  to  the  throne 
of  Syria  against  Demetrius  Nicator  by  Tryphon  or 
Diodotus  (1  Mace.  xi.  39;  App.  Syr.  68;  Strab. 
xiv.  p.  668;  xvi.  p.  752),  who  had  been  an  officer 
of  his  father.  Tryphon  succeeded  in  gainmg  An- 
tioch (1  JIacc.  xi.  56);  and  afterwards  the  greater 
part  of  SjTia  submitted  to  the  young  Antiochus. 
Jonathan,  who  was  confirmed  by  him  in  the  high 
priesthood  (1  Maec.  xi.  57)  and  invested  with  the 
government  of  Judsea,  contributed  greatly  to  hia 
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ANTIPATRIS 

defeated  by  Phraortea  II.  (Arsaces  \"II.), 
and  fell  in  the  battle  c.  b.  c.  127-C  (Jo- 
seph. I.  c;  Just,  xxxvi.,  xxxviii.  10;  App. 
Syr.  G8,  (Krfivtv  favT6v.  For  the  year 
of  his  death  cf.  Niebuhr,  Kl.  SchriJ't.  i. 
251  f.;  Clinton,  F.  II.  ii.  332  ff.). 

B.  F.  W. 


ANTIPAS  ('AvTiiraf  :  Antlpas). , 
A  mart}T  at  Pergamos,  and,  according  to 
tradition,  bishop  of  that  place  (Kev.  ii. 
13).  He  is  said  to  have  suffered  martyr- 
dom in  the  reign  of  Uomitian  by  being 
cast  into  a  buniing  brazen  bull  {Menol. 
Tetradrachm  (Attic  talent)  of  Antiochus  VI.  ^''-  "'•  51)-     His  day  in  the  Greek  cal- 

Dbv. :  Head  of  King,  radiate,  to  right.     R*,v. :  BA2IAEfi2  AN-  ^^^^^  '*  "^P"^  ^^-  ^^'-  ^-  ^^• 

TIoXoY   En[I*ANo]Y2    AIoNY2oY.      In  field,   TPY*   (Try-       AN'TIPAS.      [HerOD.] 
phon/,  aud  date  03P  (169  JEr.  Seleucid.). 


success  [Alexander  Balas],  occupying  Ascalon 
and  Gaza,  and  reducing  the  country  as  far  as  Da- 
mascus (1  Mace.  xi.  60-2).  He  afterwards  defeated 
the  troops  of  Demetrius  at  Hazor  (1  Mace.  xi.  67) 
near  Cadesh  (v.  73);  and  repulsed  a  second  attempt 
which  he  made  to  regain  Palestine  (1  Mace.  xii. 
24  ff.).  Tryphon  having  now  gained  the  supreme 
power  in  the  name  of  Antiochus,  no  longer  con- 
cealed his  design  of  usurping  the  crown.  As  a 
first  step  he  took  Jonathan  by  treachery  and  put 
him  to  death,  b.  c.  143  (1  Mace.  xii.  40  ff. ) ;  and 
afterwards  murdered  the  young  king,  and  ascended 
the  throne  (1  ;Macc.  xiii.  31;  Jtseph.  Ant.  xiii.  5, 
6;  App.  Syi:  68.  Livy  (Fjnt.  55)  says  incorrectly 
decern  aniws  admodum  haiiens  ....  Diod.  ap. 
Miiller,  Fragm.  ii.  19.     Just,  xxxvi.  1). 

B.  F.  W- 
ANTFOCHUS  VII.  SIDE'TES  (2i5^T7js, 
of  Side,  in  Pamphylia:  not  from  "i*"'\  a  hunter: 
Plut.  Ajx>phth.  p.  34;  called  also  Elxrefi'fis,  the 
pirns,  Joseph.  Ant.  xiii.  8,  2;  P'.useb.  Chrm.  Arm. 
i.  349),  king  of  Syria,  was  the  second  son  of  De- 
metrius I.  When  his  brother,  Demetrius  Nicator, 
was  taken  prisoner  (c.  141  b.  c.  )  by  Mithridates  I. 
(Arsaces  VI.,  1  Mace.  xiv.  1)  king  of  Parthia,  he 
married  his  wife  Cleopatra  (App.  Sp:  68;  Just. 
xxxvi.  1),  and  obtained  possession  of  the  throne 
(137  B.  c),  having  exi)elled  the  usurper  Trj-phon 
(1  Mace.  XV.  1  ff.;  Strab.  xiv.  p.  668).  At  first 
he  made  a  very  advantageous  treaty  with  Simon, 
who  was  now  "high-priest  and  prince  of  the  Jews," 
1  ut  when  he  grew  independent  of  his  help,  he  with- 
drew the  concessions  which  he  liad  made  and  de- 
manded the  surrender  of  the  fortresses  which  the 
Jews  held,  or  an  equivalent  in  money  (1  Mace.  xv. 
26  ff.;  Joseph.  Ant.  xiii.  7,  3).  As  Simon  was 
unwilling  to  yield  to  his  demands,  he  sent  a  force 
under  Cendebwus  against  him,  who  occupied  a  for- 
tified position  at  Cedron  (VI  Slacc.  xv.  41),  near 
Azotus,  and  harassed  the  surrounding  country. 
After  the  defeat  of  Cendebseus  by  the  sons  of  Si- 
mon and  the  destruction  of  his  works  (1  Mace.  xvi. 
1-10),  Antiochus,  who  had  returned  from  the  pur- 
suit of  Tryphon,  undertook  an  expedition  against 
Judaea  in  person.  He  laid  siege  to  Jerusalem,  but 
according  to  Josephus  granted  honorable  terms  to 
John  Hyrcanus  (b.  c.  133),  who  had  made  a  vig- 
orous resistance  (Joseph.  Ant.  xiii.  8;  yet  comp 


ANTIP'ATER  CAvTiirarpos  :  An- 
tipater),  son  of  Jason,  ambassador  from  the  Jews 
to  the  Lacedsemonians  (1  Mace.  xii.  16,  xiv.  22). 

ANTIP'ATRIS  CAvTiwaTpii).  Our  means 
of  identifying  this  town  are  due,  partly  to  the  for- 
tunate circumstance  that  the  old  Semitic  name  of 
the  place  has  lingered  among  the  present  Arabic 
population,  and  partly  to  a  jouniey  specially  under- 
taken by  Dr.  Eli  Smith,  for  the  purpose  of  illus- 
trating the  night  march  of  the  soldiers  who  con- 
veyed St.  Paul  from  Jerusalem  to  Caesarea  (Acts 
xxiii.  31).  Dr.  Kobinson  was  of  opinion,  when 
he  published  his  first  edition,  that  the  road  which 
the  soldiers  took  on  this  occasion  led  from  Jerusa- 
lem to  Caesarea  by  the  pass  of  Beth-IIoron,  and  by 
Lydda,  or  Diospolis.  iliis  is  the  route  which  was 
followed  by  Cestius  GaJlus,  as  mentioned  by  Jo- 
sephus (B.  J.  ii.  19,  §  1);  and  it  appears  to  be 
identical  with  that  given  in  the  Jerusalem  Itiner- 
ary, according  to  which  Antipatris  is  42  miles  from 
Jerusalem,  and  26  from  Caesarea.  Even  on  this 
supposition  it  would  have  been  quite  possible  for 
troops  leaving  Jerusalem  on  the  evening  of  one 
day,  to  reach  Caesarea  on  the  next,  and  to  start 
thence  after  a  rest,  to  return  to  (it  is  not  said  that 
they  arrived  at)  their  quarters  at  Jerusalem  before 
nightfall.  But  the  difficulty  is  entirely  removed  by 
Dr.  Smith's  discovery  of  a  much  shorter  road,  lead- 
ing by  Gophna  direct  to  Antipatris.  On  this  route 
he  met  the  Roman  pavement  again  and  again,  and 
indeed  says  "  he  does  not  remember  observing  any- 
where tefore  so  extensive  remains  of  a  Koman  road." 
(See  Bibl.  Sacra,  vol.  i.  pp.  478-498 ;  Life  ami 
Fpistles  of  St.  Paul,  vol.  ii.  pp.  330-334,  2d  ed.) 

It  may  be  difficult  to  fix  the  precise  spot  where 
the  ancient  city  stood,  but  the  Arabic  name,  Kefr- 
Saba,  determines  the  general  situation.  Josephus 
tells  us  that  the  old  name  was  Capharsaba  {Ka<pap- 
ffd^a  or  XaPap^^dffa),  and  that  Herod,  when  he  re- 
built the  city,  changed  it  to  Antipatris,  in  honor 
of  his  father  Antipater  {A7it.  xiii.  15,  §  1,  xvi.  5, 
§2;  B.J.i.  21,  §  9).  The  position  of  Kefr-Saba 
is  in  suflScient  harmony  with  what  the  Jewish  his- 
torian says  of  the  position  of  Antipatris,  which  he 
describes  as  a  well-watered  and  well-wooded  plain, 
near  a  hilly  ridge,  and  with  his  notices  of  a  trench 
dug  from  thence  for  military  purposes  to  the  sea 
near  Joppa,  by  one  of  the  Asraonean  princes  (Ant. 
xiii.  15,  §  1;  B.  J.  i.  4,  §  7).      At  a  later  period 


Porph)T.  ap.  Euseb.  Chron.  Arm.  i.  349,  muros  '  he  mentions  the  place  again  in  connection  with  a 
urbis  fkmolitur  aUjue  electissimm  eomm  trucidnt).  I  military  movement  of  Vespasian  from  Caesarea  to- 
Antiochus  next  turned  his  arms  apainst  the  Par-  wards  Jerusalem  (B.  J.  ix.  8,  §  1).  No  remains 
thiang,  and  Hyrcanus  accompanied  him  in  the  cam-  I  of  ancient  Antipatris  have  been  found ;  but  the 
paign.     But,  after  some  successes,  he  was  entirely  \  ground  has  not  been  fully  explored.         J.  S.  II. 


ANTONIA 

ANTO'NIA,  a  fortress  built  by  Herod  on  the 
site  of  the  more  ancient  Baris,  on  the  N.  W.  of  the 
Temple,  and  so  named  by  him  after  his  friend  An- 
tonius.  [Jerusalem.]  The  word  nowhere  occurs 
in  the  Bible.  [The  fortress  is  referred  to,  however, 
in  Acts  xxi.  31  ff.] 

ANTOTHI'JAH    (n*nh3r  {answers  of 

Jehovah']:  ' AvaOaiO  Kol 'laBiv,  [Vat.  Avwdatd  Kai 
laBeiV-]  Alex.  Avadoodia'-  Anathothia).  A  Ben- 
jamite,  one  of  the  sons  of  Shashak  (1  Chr.  viii.  24). 

W.  A.  W. 

AX'TOTHITE,  THE  (\nri?rn :  &  Ava- 

eujQi  [Vat.  -Qei\  Comp.  {,  ' KvaQu>dir7]s'-]  Ana- 
thothites,  Anathotites).  A  native  of  Anathoth 
(1  Chr.  xi.  28,  xu.  3).  W.  A.  W. 

A'NUB  (2^3 :y  [bound  together] :  'Evd^ ; 
[Vat.  Evvwv;]  Alex.  Eyvaifi:,  [Comp.  'Avcofi'-] 
Anob).  Son  of  Coz,  and  descendant  of  Judah, 
through  Ashur  the  father  of  Tekoa  (1  Chr.  iv.  8). 

W.  A.  W. 

A'NUS  CAvviovd;  [Alex.  Avvovs;  Aid. 
'Avovs'-]  Bamfus),  a  Levite  (1  Esdr.  ix.  48). 
[Bani.] 

APA'ME  (Atto/utj:  ^i^eme),  concubine  of  Da- 
rius [and  daughter  of  Bartacus]  (1  Esdr.  iv.  29). 

APELXES  (AireWTjs),  a  Christian  saluted 
by  St.  Paul  in  Rom.  xvi.  10,  and  honored  by  the 
designation  S6kijios  iv  Xpiffr^-  Origen  (in  loc.) 
suggests  that  he  may  have  been  identical  with 
Apollos ;  but  there  seems  no  ground  for  supposing 
it,  and  we  learn  from  Horace  {Sat.  i.  5,  100)  that 
Apella  was  a  common  name  among  the  Jews.  Tra- 
dition makes  him  bishop  of  SmjTna,  or  Heraclea 
(Fabric.  Lux  Evangel,  p.  116).  H.  A. 

APES  (Cp'lp,  KdpMm:  iridriteoi-  simice) 
occur  in  1  K.  x.  22,  "  once  in  three  years  came  the 
navy  of  Tharshish,  bringing  gold,  and  silver,  ivory, 
and  apes,  and  peacocks,"  and  in  the  parallel  pas- 
sage of  2  Chr.  ix.  21.  The  Vat.  version  [edition]  of 
the  LXX.  in  the  first-mentioned  passage  omits  the 
words  "ivory,  and  apes,  and  peacocks,"  while  the 
Alex,  version  [edition]  has  them;  but  both  these 
versions  have  the  words  in  the  passage  of  the  book 
of  Chronicles. 

For  some  attempts  to  identify  the  various  kinds 
of  Quadrumana  which  were  known  to  the  ancients, 
see  A.  A.  H.  Lichtenstein's  work,  entitled  Commen- 
tatio  jMloloffica  de  Shniarum  quotquot  vetenl/us 
innotuerunt  formis  (Harab.  1791);  and  Ed.  Tyson's 
Homo  sylvesiris,  or  the  Anatomy  of  a  Pigmie 
(Lond.  1699),  to  which  he  has  added  a  Philosoph- 
ical Essay  concerning  the  Cynocephali,  the  Satyrs, 
and  Sphinges  of  the  ancients.  Aristotle  (De  Anim. 
Hist.  ii.  5,  ed.  Schneider)  appears  to  divide  the 
Quadrumana  order  of  Mammalia  into  three  tribes, 
which  he  characterizes  by  the  names,  irlBriKoi, 
KTJ^oi,  and  KwoKe(pa\oi.  The  last-named  family 
are  no  doubt  identical  with  the  animals  that  form 
the  African  genus  Cynocephalus  of  modern  zoiil- 
ogists.  The  Kri0oi  Aristotle  distinguishes  from  the 
irtSrjKot,  by  the  fact  of  the  former  possessing  a  tail. 
This  name,  perhaps,  may  stand  for  the  whole  trifee 
of  tailed  monkeys,  excluding  the  Cynocephali  and 
the  Lemuridce,  which  latter,  since  they  belong  to 
the  island  of  Madagascar,  were  probably  wholly 
unknown  to  the  ancients. 

The  Tri6r}Kot,  therefore,  would  stand  as  the  rep- 
:ntative  of  the  tailless  apes,  such  as  the  Chim- 
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panzee,  &c.  Although,  however,  Aristotle  perhaps 
used  these  terms  respectively  in  a  definite  sense,  it 
by  no  means  follows  that  they  are  so  employetl  by 
other  ■writers.  The  name  Tri07)Koi,  for  instance, 
seems  to  have  been  sometimes  used  to  denote  some 
species  of  Cynocephalus  (see  a  Fragment  of  Simon- 
ides  in  Schneider's  Annot.  ad  Arist.  Hist.  Anim. 
iii.  76).  The  LXX.  use  of  the  word  was  in  all 
probability  used  in  an  extended  sense  as  the  repre- 
sentative of  the  Hebrew  word  Koph,  to  denote  any 
species  of  Quadrumanous  Mammalia;  Lichtenstein 
conjectures  that  the  Hebrew  word  represents  some 
kind  of  Diana  monkeys,  perhaps,  Cercopithecus 
Diana;  but  as  this  species  is  an  inhabitant  of 
Guinea,  and  unknown  in  Eastern  Africa,  it  is  not 
at  aU  probable  that  this  is  the  animal  denoted. 

In  the  engraving  which  represents  the  Litho- 
strotum  Praenestinum  (that  curious  mosaic  pave- 
ment found  at  Praineste),  in  Shaw's  Travels  (ii. 
294,  8vo  ed.),  is  to  be  seen  the  figure  of  some 
animal  in  a  tree,  with  the  word  KHIIIEN  over  it. 
Of  this  animal  Dr.  Shaw  says  (312),  "It  is  a 
beautiful  little  creature,  with  a  shaggy  neck  like  the 
Callithrix,  and  shajjed  exactly  like  those  monkeys 
that  are  commonly  called  Marmosets.  The  KHIIIEN 
may  therefore  be  the  Ethiopian  monkey,  called  by 
the  Hebrews  Kouph,  and  by  the  Greeks  KHIIOS, 
KH4>02,    or   KEIIIOS,  from  whence   the    Latin 
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Monkey  from  the  Prsenestine  Mosaic. 

name  Cephus.^'  This  description  will  be  found  to 
apply  better  to  the  figure  in  the  4to  ed.  of  Dr. 
Shaw's  Travels  than  to  that  in  the  8vo  ed.  Per- 
haps, as  Col.  Hamilton  Smith  has  suggested,  the 
Keipen  of  the  Prsenestine  mosaic  may  be  the  Cerco- 
pithecus griseo-viridis,  Desmar.,  which  is  a  native 
of  Nubia,  the  comitry  represented  in  that  part  of 
the  mosaic  where  the  figure  of  the  keipen  occurs. 
It  cannot  represent  any  species  of  marmoset,  since 
the  members  of  that  group  of  Quadnunana  are  pe- 
culiar to  America.  In  all  probability,  as  has  been 
stated  above,  the  fco/)A  of  the  Bible  is  not  intended 
to  refer  to  any  one  particular  species  of  ape." 

Solomon  was  a  naturalist,  and  collected  every- 
thing that  was  curious  and  beautiful;  and  if,  as 
Sir  E.  Tennent  has  very  plausibly  argued,  the 
ancient  Tarshish  is  identical  with  Pt.  de  Galle,  or 
some  seaport  of  Ceylon,  it  is  not  improbable  that 
the  kophim  which  the  fleet  brought  to  Solomon 
were  some  of  the  monkeys  fi^m  that  country,  which, 
according  to  Sir  E.  Tennent,  are  comprised,  with 
the  exception  of  the  graceful  rilawa  (Macacus  pi- 
leatus),  under  the  "Wanderer  group  of  Quadrumana. 
There  can  be  little  doubt  but  that  the  kophim  were 
brought  from  the  same  country  which  supplied 
ivory  and  peacocks;  both  of  which  are  common  in 


a  The  use  of  the  word  ape  is  generally  now  under- 
stood in  a  restricted  sense  to  apply  to  the  tailless 
Quadrumana. 
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Ceylon;  and  Sir  E.  Tennent  has  drawn  attention 
to  the  fact  that  the  Tamil  names  for  ajies,  ivory, 
and  peacocks  are  identical  with  the  Hebrew." 

Dr.  Krapf  (Trav.  in  E.  Afiica,  p.  518),  be- 
lieving Ophir  to  be  on  the  E.  African  coast,  thinks 
Solomon  wished  to  obtain  specimens  of  the  Guresa 
( Colobus). 

It  is  very  probable  that  some  species  of  baboons 
are  signified  by  the  term  Satyis,  which  occurs  in 
the  A.  V.  in  the  prophet  Isaiali.  [Satyr.]  The 
English  versions  of  1550  and  1574  [Bishops'  Bible] 
read  (Is.  xiii.  21),  where  the  A.  V.  has  "satyrs  shall 
dance  there,"  —  "  apes  shall  daunce  there."  The 
ancients  were  no  doubt  acquainted  with  many  kinds 
of  Quadrumana,  both  of  the  tailed  and  tailless  kinds 
(see  Plin.  viii.  c.  19,  xi.  44;  ^Elian.  Xat.  An.  xvii. 
25,  39;  Strab.  xvii.  p.  827;  Bochart,  Hieroz.  ii. 
398);  of.  Mart.  Ejyig.  iv.  12:  — 

"  Si  mihi  cauda  foret  cercopithecus  ere." 

W.  H. 

APHARSATHCHITES,  APHAR'SI- 
TES,    APHAR'SACHITES  (S^5i7l?"]?^f, 

ffoioi,  'A<papaaxa~oi;  [Vat.  in  Ezr.  iv.,  ^apecr- 
daxaioi,  K<ppaffaioi;  Ezr.  v.,  A^opcroK:]  Aphar- 
sathachcei,  lArpluuscei,]  Arphasackxi,  [Aj)har- 
sachwl]),  the  names  of  certain  tribes,  colonies  from 
which  had  settled  in  Samaria  under  the  Assyrian 
leader  Asnappar  (Ezr.  iv.  9,  v.  6,  [vi.  6] ).  The  first 
and  last  are  regarded  as  the  same.  Whence  these 
tribes  came  is  entirely  a  matter  of  conjecture :  the 

initial  S  is  regarded  as  prosthetic:  if  this  be  re- 
jected, the  remaining  portion  of  the  first  two  names 
bears  some  resemblance  (a  very  distant  one,  it  must 
be  allowed)  to  Paraetacse,  or  Paraetaceni,  significant 
of  numntnineers,  applied  principally  to  a  tribe  liv- 
ing on  the  borders  of  iledia  and  Persia;  while  the 
second  has  been  referred  to  the  Parrhasii,  and  by 
Gesenius  to  the  Persae,  to  which  it  certainly  bears 
a  much  greater  aflfinity,  especially  in  the  prolonged 
fonn  of  the  latter   name   found   m  Dan.  vi.  28 

(S^D'72).  The  presence  of  the  proper  name  of 
the  Persians  in  I'^r.  i.  1,  iv.  3,  must  throw  some 
doubt  upon  Gesenius's  conjecture;  but  it  is  very 
possible  that  the  hcul  name  of  the  tribe  may  have 
undergone  alteration,  while  the  official  and  general 
name  was  correctly  given.  W.  L.  B. 

A'PHEK  (p2W,  from  a  root  signifying  te- 
nacity or  firmness,  Ges. ;  'A(piK-  [Aphec]),  the 
name  of  several  places  in  Palestine. 

1.  [Rom.  'OipfK'i  Vat.  om.]  A  royal  city  of 
the  Canaanites,  the  king  of  which  was  killed  by 
Joshua  (Josh.  xii.  18).  As  this  is  named  with 
Tappuah  and  other  places  in  the  mountains  of 
Judah,  it  is  very  probably  the  same  as  the  Aphekah 
of  Josh.  XV.  53. 

2.  [In  Josh,  xiii..  Vat.  To(J>€k;  Aid.  Alex.  '\<p- 
(Kd;  Comp.  'A<l>fKKi--  Apheca]  A  city,  appar- 
ently in  the  extreme  north  of  Asher  (Josh.  xix.  30), 
from  which  the  Canaanites  were  not  ejected  (Judg. 

i.  31 ;  though  here  it  is  Aphik,  p''2M).  This  is 
probably  the  same  place  as  the  Aphek  (.Tosh.  xiii. 
4),  on  the  extreme  north  "  border  of  the  .\morites," 


o  ?^*ip  appears  to  be  a  word  of  foreign  origin,  allied 
*o  the  Sanskrit  and  Malabar  kapi,  which  perhaps  = 
iwift,  nimble,  whence  the  German  affe  and  the  Eng- 
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and  apparently  beyond  Sidon,  and  which  is  identi- 
fied by  Gesenius  ( Thes.  140  a)  with  the  Aphaca  of 
classical  times,  famous  for  its  temple  of  Venus,  and 
now  Afka  (Rob.  iii.  006 ;  Porter,  ii.  295-6).  Afka, 
however,  lies  beyond  the  ridge  of  Lebanon,  on  the 
north-western  slopes  of  the  mountain,  and  conse- 
quently much  further  up  than  the  other  towns  of 
Asher  which  have  been  identified.  On  the  other 
hand  it  is  hardly  more  to  the  north  of  the  known  ' 
Uniits  of  the  tribe,  than  Kadesh  and  other  places 
named  as  in  Judah  were  to  the  south ;  and  Aphek 
may,  Uke  many  other  sanctuaiies,  have  had  a  rep- 
utation at  a  very  early  date,  sufficient  in  the  days 
of  Joshua  to  cause  its  mention  in  company  with 
the  other  northern  sanctuary  of  Baal-gad. 

3.  (With  the  article,  PpSH),  a  place  at  which 
the  PhiUstines  encamped,  while  the  Israelites  pitched 
in  Eben-ezer,  before  the  fatal  battle  in  which  the 
sons  of  EU  were  killed  and  the  ark  taken  (1  Sam. 
iv.  1).  This  would  be  somewhere  to  the  N.  W.  of, 
and  at  no  great  distance  from,  Jerusalem. 

4.  The  scene  of  another  encampment  of  the 
Philistines,  before  an  encounter  not  less  disastrous 
than  that  just  named,  —  the  defeat  and  death  of 
Saul  (1  Sam.  xxix.  1).  By  comparison  with  ver. 
11,  it  seems  as  if  this  Aphek  were  not  necessarily 
near  Shunem,  though  on  the  road  thither  from  the 
Philistine  district.  It  is  possible  that  it  may  be 
the  same  place  as  the  preceding;  and  if  so,  the 
Philistines  were  marching  to  Jezreel  by  the  present 
road  along  the  "  backbone  "  of  the  country. 

5.  [In  1  K.  'A(|)eKa.]  A  city  on  the  military 
road  from  Syria  to  Israel  (1  K.  xx.  20).  It  was 
walled  (30),  and  was  apparently  a  common  spot  for 
engagements  with  Syria  (2  K.  xiii.  17;  with  the 

article).  The  use  'of  the  word  ~11tt7''an  (A.  V. 
"the  plain")  in  1  K.  xx.  25,  fixes  the  situation  of 
A.  to  have  been  in  the  level  down-country  east  of 
the  Jordan  [AIishor]  ;  and  there,  accordingly,  it 
is  now  found  in  Fik,  at  the  head  of  the  Wndy  Fik, 
6  miles  east  of  the  Sea  of  Galilee,  the  great  road 
between  Damascus,  Ndbulus,  and  Jerusalem,  still 
passing  (Kiepert's  map,  1857),  with  all  the  perma- 
nence of  the  P^t,  through  the  village,  which  is 
remarkalile  for  the  number  of  inns  that  it  contains 
(Burckh.  p.  280).  By  Josephus  (viii.  14,  §  4)  the 
name  is  given  as  'A(|)e/co.  Eusebius  {Oiwm. 
^A(pfK<i)  says  that  in  his  time  there  was,  beyond 
Jordan,  a  K<ifir)  fHfydXri  (Jer.  castellura  grande) 
called  Apheca  by  (irepi)  Hippes  (Jer.  Hippus);  but 
he  apparently  confounds  it  with  1.  Hippos  was 
one  of  the  towns  which  formed  the  Decapolis. 
Fik,  or  Feik,  has  been  visited  by  Burckliardt,  Seet- 
zen,  and  others  (Kitter,  P(d.  pp.  348-353),  and  is 
the  only  one  of  tlie  places  bearing  this  name  that 
has  been  identified  with  certainty.  G. 

APHE'KAH  (ni72S*:  ^uKovd;  [Alex.  Aid. 
Comp.  'A(paKd'-]  Apheca),  a  city  of  Judah,  in  the 
mountains  (Josh.  xv.  53),  probably  the  same  aa 
Aphek  1. 

APHER'EMA  {'A<paipffm;  [Alex.  Acpfpt- 
Ha;]  'A<ptpei/xd,  Jos.),  one  of  the  three  "gov^- 
raents"  (j/<jyuous)  added  to  Judaja  from  Samaria 
(and  Galilee,  x.  30)  by  Demetrius  Soter,  and  con- 
firmed by  Nicanor  (1  Mace.  xi.  34)  (see  Jos.  Ant. 
xiii.  4,  §  9,  and  Reland,  p.  178).     The  word  is 

lish  ape,  the  initial  lupirate  being  dropped.  Gesenius 
illustrates  this  derivation  by  comparing  the  Latin 
atnare  flrom  Sanskr.  knm. 
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}initted  in  the  Vulgate.  It  is  probably  the  same 
as  Ephraun  (Ophrah,  Tuitfibeh). 

APHER'RA  {'A<pfppd.--  Eura),  one  of  the 
[sons  of  the]  "  servants  of  Solomon  "  [who  returned 
with  Zerubbabel]  (1  Esdr.  v.  3-1).  [His  name  is 
not  found  in  the  parallel  lists  of  Ezra  and  Nehe- 
miah.] 

APHI'AH  (^*'2^«l  irefreshed}  :  'K<\>U ; 
[Alex.  h(pix'^  Ajihia),  name  of  one  of  the  fore- 
fathers of  King  Saul  (1  Sam.  ix.  1). 

A'PHIK  ("">?«.:  [Nat;  Vat.  Nae«;  Alex. 
No(^€k;  Aid.  Comp.  'A</)eK:]  Aphec),  a  city  of 
xVsher  from  which  the  Canaanites  were  not  driven 
out  (Judg.  i.  31).  Probably  the  same  place  as 
Aphek  2. 

APH'RAH,  the  house  of  (n^p^b  rV2l) 
[the  fuini]^  a  place  mentioned  in  Mic.  i.  10,  and 
supjwsed  by  some  (Winer,  172)  to  be  identical  with 
Ophrah.  But  this  can  hardly  be,  inasmuch  as  all 
the  towns  named  in  the  context  are  in  the  low 
country  to  the  west  of  Judah,  while  Ophrah  would 
appear  to  he  E.  of  Bethel  [Opiuiah].  The  LXX. 
translate  the  word  i^  oXkov  Karh  ytKura,  [Vulg. 
in  domo pulveris].  G. 

*  According  to  the  analogy  of  other  similar  com- 
pound names  the  translators  of  the  A.  V.  might 
have  wTitten  Beth  Leaphrah  for  Aphrah.  The  S 
here  is  sign  of  the  genitive.  If  the  name  be  the 
same  as  Ophrah  (it  may  be  different  as  there  is 
some  evidence  of  an  Aphrah  near  Jerusalem)  it  is 

written  Tl'^'DV  in  Mic.  i.  10,  instead  of  m?^, 
T  :  -  '  T  :  T  ' 

so  as  more  readily  to  suggest  "1257,  dust,  in  con- 
formity with  the  expression  which  follows :  "  In 
•Vslie"  (as  we  should  say  in  English)  "roll  thyself  in 
ashes."     See  Pusey's  Minor  Prophets,  iii.  300. 

APH'SES  (V???n  \thedisi)ersion'\:  'Acpea-f)-, 
[Aid.  Alex.  ' A<l>e<rffrj '■]  Aphses),  chief  of  the  18th 
of  the  24  courses  in  the  service  of  the  Temple  (1 
Chr.  xxiv.  15). 

APOCALYPSE.     [Revelation.] 

APOCRYPHA  (Bjj8A./a  ' ATr6Kpv(t>a).  The 
collection  of  Books  to  which  this  term  is  jjopularly 
applied  includes  the  following.  The  order  given 
is  that  in  which  they  stand  in  the  English  version. 

I.  1  Esdras. 

II.  2  Esdras. 

III.  Tobit. 

IV.  Judith. 

V.  The  rest  of  the  chapters  of  the  Book  of 
Esther,  which  are  found  neither  in  the  Hebrew  nor 
in  the  C'haldee. 

VI.  The  Wisdom  of  Solomon. 

VII.  The  Wisdom  of  Jesus  the  Son  of  Sirach, 
or  Ecclesiasticus. 

VIII.  Baruch. 

IX.  The  Song  of  the  Three  Holy  Children. 

X.  The  History  of  Susanna. 

XI.  The  History  of  the  destruction  of  Bel  and 
the  Dragon. 

XII.  The  Prayer  of  Manasseh,  king  of  Judah. 

XIII.  1  Maccabees. 

XIV.  2  Maccabees. 

The  separate  books  of  this  collection  are  treated 
of  in  distinct  articles.  Their  relation  to  the  canon- 
ical books  of  the  Old  Testament  is  discussed  under 
Oaxon      In  the  present  article  it  is  proposed  to 
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consider:  —  I.  The  meaning  and  history  of  the 
word.  II.  The  history  and  character  of  the  collec- 
tion as  a  whole  in  its  relation  to  Jewish  Uterature. 
I.  The  prhnary  meaning  of  a.Tr6Kpv(pos,  "  hidden, 
secret  "  (in  which  sense  it  is  used  in  Hellenistic  as 
well  as  classical  Greek,  cf.  Ecclus.  xxiii.  19 ;  Luke 
viii.  17;  Col.  ii.  3),  seems,  towards  the  close  of  the 
2d  century,  to  have  been  associated  with  the  sig- 
nification •'  spurious,"  and  ultimately  to  have  settled 
down  into  the  latter.  TertuUian  (de  Anitn.  c.  2) 
and  Clement  of  Alexandria  {Strom,  i.  19,  G9,  iii. 
4,  29)  apply  it  to  the  forged  or  spurious  books 
which  the  heretics  of  their  time  circulated  as  au- 
thoritative. The  first  passage  referred  to  from  the 
Stromata,  however,  may  be  taken  as  an  instance  of 
the  transition  stage  of  the  word.  The  followers  of 
Prodicus,  a  Gnostic  teacher,  are  said  there  to  boast 
that  they  have  fii^Kovs  airoKpv<t)ovs  of  Zoroaster. 
In  Athanasius  (Ep.  Fest.  vol.  ii.  p.  38;  Synop- 
sis Sac.  Script,  vol.  ii.  p.  154,  ed.  Colon.  1686), 
Augustine  (c.  Faust,  xi.  2,  de  Civ.  Dei,  xv.  23), 
Jerome  (Ep.  ad  Lcetam,  and  Prol.  Gal.)  the  word 
is  used  uniformly  with  the  bad  meaning  which  had 
become  attached  to  it.  The  writers  of  that  period, 
however,  do  not  seem  to  have  seen  clearly  how  the 
word  had  acquired  this  secondary  sense;  and  hence 
we  find  conjectural  explanations  of  its  etymology. 
The  remark  of  Athanasius  {Symps.  S.  Script.  1.  c.) 
that  such  books  are  a.TroKpv<prjs  fiaWou  fi  avayvdr- 
ffecas  &^ia  is  probably  meant  rather  as  a  play  upon 
the  word  than  as  giving  its  derivation.  Augustine 
is  more  explicit :  "  Apocryphse  nuncupantur  eo  quod 
earum  occulta  origo  non  claruit  patribus  "  (de  Civ. 
Dei,  1.  c).  "  Apocryphi  non  quod  habendi  sunt  in 
aliqua  auctoritate  secreta  sed  quia  nulla  testifica- 
tionis  luce  declarati,  de  nescio  quo  secreto,  nescio 
quorum  prsesumtione  prolati  sunt  "  (c.  Faust.  1.  c). 
Later  conjectures  are  (1),  that  given  by  the  trans- 
lation of  the  EngUsh  Bible  (ed.  1539,  Pref.  to 
Apocr. ),  "  because  they  were  wont  to  be  read  not 
openly  and  in  common,  but  as  it  were  in  secret 
and  apart;  "  (2)  one,  resting  on  a  misapprehension 
of  the  meaning  of  a  passage  in  Epiphanius  (de 
Mens,  ac  Pond.  c.  4)  that  the  books  in  question 
were  so  called  because,  not  being  in  the  Jewish 
canon,  they  were  excluded  airh  TTjy  /cpim-rrjs  from 
the  ark  in  which  the  true  Scriptures  were  pre- 
served; (3)  that  the  word  air6Kpv(pa  answers  to 

the  Heb.   D''T'132,  libri  ahsconditi,  by  which  the 

later  Jews  designated  those  books  which,  as  of 
doubtful  authority  or  not  tending  to  edification, 
were  not  read  publicly  in  the  synagogues;  (4)  that 
it  originates  in  the  KpvnTd  or  secret  books  of  the 
Greek  mysteries.  Of  these  it  may  be  enough  to 
say,  that  (1)  is,  as  regards  some  of  the  books  now 
bearing  the  name,  at  variance  with  fact;  that  (2), 
as  has  been  said,  rests  on  a  mistake;  that  (3) 
wants  the  support  of  direct  evidence  of  the  use  of 
air6Kpv({>a  as  the  translation  for  the  Hebrew  word, 
and  that  (4),  though  it  approximates  to  what  is 
probably  the  true  history  of  the  word,  is  so  far  only 
a  conjecture.  The  data  for  explaining  the  transi- 
tion from  the  neutral  to  the  bad  meaning,  are  to  be 
found,  it  is  believed,  in  the  quotations  already  given, 
and  in  the  facts  connected  with  the  books  to  which 
the  epithet  was  in  the  first  instance  apphed.  The 
language  of  Clement  implies  that  it  was  not  alto- 
getlier  disclaimed  by  those  of  whose  books  he  uses 
it.  That  of  Athanasius  is  in  the  tone  of  a  man 
who  is  convicting  his  opponents  out  of  their  own 
mouth.      Augustine  impUcitly  admits  that  a  "  se- 
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treta  auctoritas  "  had  been  claimed  for  the  ■HTitings 
to  which  he  ascribes  merely  an  "  occulta  origo." 
AU  these  facts  harmonize  with  the  belief  that  the 
use  of  the  word  as  applied  to  special  books  origi- 
nated in  the  claim  common  to  nearly  all  the  sects 
that  participated  in  the  Gnostic  character,  to  a 
secret  esoteric  knowledge  deposited  in  books  which 
were  made  known  only  to  the  initiated.  It  seems 
not  milikely  that  there  is  a  reference  in  Col.  ii.  3 
to  the  pretensions  of  such  teachers.  The  books  of 
our  own  Apocr)-pha  bear  witness  both  to  the  feel- 
ing and  the  way  in  which  it  worked.  The  inspi- 
ration of  the  I'seudo-Esdras  (2  Esdr.  xiv.  40-47) 
leads  him  to  dictate  204  books,  of  which  the  70 
last  are  to  be  "  deUvered  only  to  such  as  are  wise 
among  the  people."  Assuming  the  var.  lect.  of 
94  in  the  Arabic  and  Ethiopian  versions  to  be  the 
true  reading,  this  indicates  the  way  in  which  the 
secret  books,  in  which  was  the  "  spring  of  under- 
standing, the  fountain  of  wisdom,  and  the  stream 
of  knowledge,'  were  set  up  as  of  higher  value  than 
the  twenty-four  books  acknowledged  by  the  Jewish 
canon,  which  were  for  "  the  worthy  and  unworthy 
alike."  It  was  almost  a  matter  of  course  that  these 
secret  books  should  be  pseudonymous,  ascribed  to 
the  great  names  in  Jewish  or  heathen  history  that 
had  become  associated  with  the  reputation  of  a 
mysterious  wisdom.  So  books  in  the  existing  Apoc- 
rypha bear  the  names  of  Solomon,  Daniel,  Jeremiah, 
Ezra.  Beyond  its  limits  the  creation  of  spurious 
documents  took  a  yet  bolder  range,  and  the  list 
given  by  Athanasius  «  (Synops.  S.  Script.)  shoyra  at 
once  the  variety  and  extent  of  the  mythical  litera- 
ture which  was  palmed  oif  upon  the  unwary  as  at 
once  secret  and  sacred. 

Those  whose  faith  rested  on  the  teaching  of  the 
Christian  Church,  and  who  looked  to  the  O.  T. 
Scriptures  either  in  the  Hebrew  or  the  LXX.  col- 
lection, were  not  slow  to  perceive  that  these  produc- 
tions were  destitute  of  all  authority.  They  applied 
in  scorn  what  had  been  used  as  a  title  of  honor. 
The  secret  book  (libri  secreiiores,  Qriff.  Comm.  in 
Matt.  ed.  Lomm.  iv.  p.  237)  was  rejected  as  sp!/- 
rious.  The  word  Apocryphal  was  degraded  to  the 
position  from  which  it  has  never  since  risen.  So 
far  as  books  like  the  Testaments  of  the  Twelve 
Patriarchs  and  the  Assumption  of  Moses  were  con- 
cerned, the  task  of  discrimination  was  comparatively 
easy,  but  it  became  more  difficult  when  the  question 
affected  the  books  which  were  found  in  the  LXX. 
translation  of  the  Old  Testament  and  recognized 
by  the  Hellenistic  Jews,  but  were  not  in  the  He- 
brew text  or  in  the  Canon  acknowledged  by  the 
Jews  of  Palestine.  The  history  of  this  difficulty, 
and  of  the  manner  in  which  it  affected  the  recep- 
tion of  particular  books,  belongs  rather  to  the  sub- 
ject of  Canon  than  to  that  of  the  present  article, 
but  the  following  facts  may  be  stated  as  bearing  on 
the  application  of  the  word.  (1.)  The  teachers  of 
the  Greek  and  I^tin  Churches,  accustomed  to  the 
use  of  the  Septuagint  or  versions  resting  on  the 
same  basis,  were  naturally  led  to  quote  freely  and 
reverently  from  all  the  books  which  were  incorpo- 
rated in  it.  In  Clement  of  Alexandria,  Origen, 
Athanasius,  e.  g.,  we  find  citations  from  the  books 
of  the  present  Apocrj^jha,  as  "  Scripture,"  "  divine 
Scripture,"  "prophecy."     They  are  very  far  from 


a  The  books  enumerated  by  Atlianasius,  besides 
writings  fiilsely  ascribed  to  authors  of  canonical  books, 
u  Zephaniah,  Habakkuk,  Kzekiel,  and  Daniel,  included 
»tberg  vhich  have  the  names  of  Knoch,  of  the  Patri- 
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applying  the  term  a.ir6Kpv<pos  to  these  writings.  If 
they  are  conscious  of  the  difference  between  them 
and  the  other  books  of  the  O.  T.,  it  is  only  so  far 
as  to  lead  them  (cf.  Athan.  Synops.  8.  Script.  1.  c.) 
to  place  the  former  in  the  list  of  ov  Kavoyi(6ij.€ya,  ■ 
iifTiKeydfieva,  books  which  were  of  more  use  for 
the  ethical  instraction  of  catechumens  than  for  the 
edification  of  mature  Christians.  Augustine,  in  like 
manner,  apphes  the  word  "Apocrypha"  only  to' 
the  spurious  books  with  false  titles  which  were  in 
circulation  among  heretics,  admitting  the  others, 
though  with  some  qualifications,  under  the  title  of 
Canonical  (de  doctr.  Chr.  ii.  8).  (2.)  Wherever, 
on  the  other  hand,  any  teacher  came  in  contact  with 
the  feelings  that  prevailed  among  the  Christians  of 
Palestine,  there  the  influence  of  the  rigorous  limi- 
tation of  the  old  Hebrew  canon  is  at  once  conspic- 
uous. This  is  seen  in  its  bearing  on  the  history 
of  the  Canon  in  the  list  given  by  Melito,  bishop  of 
Sardis  (Euseb.  H.  E.  iv.  26),  and  obtained  by  him 
from  Palestine.  Of  its  effects  on  the  appUcation 
of  the  word,  the  writings  of  Cjril  of  Jenisalem  and 
Jerome  give  abundant  instances.  The  former 
{Catech.  iv.  33)  gives  the  canonical  list  of  the 
22  books  of  the  O.  T.  Scriptures,  and  rejects  the 
introduction  of  all  "  apocryphal  "  writings.  The 
latter  in  his  Epistle  to  Laeta  warns  the  Christian 
mother  in  educating  her  daughter  against  "  omnia 
apocrypha."  The  Proloyus  Galeatus  shows  that 
he  did  not  shrink  from  including  under  that  title 
the  books  which  formed  part  of  the  Septuagint,  and 
were  held  in  honor  in  the  Alexandrian  and  Latin 
Churches.  In  dealing  with  the  several  books  he 
discusses  each  on  its  own  merits,  admiring  some, 
speaking  unhesitatingly  of  the  " dreams,"  "fables  " 
of  others.  (3.)  The  teaching  of  Jerome  influenced, 
though  not  decidedly,  the  language  of  the  Western 
Church.  The  old  spurious  heretical  writings,  the 
"Apocrypha  "  of  TertuUian  and  Clement,  fell  more 
and  more  into  the  background,  and  were  almost 
utterly  foi^otten.  The  doubtful  books  of  the  Old 
Testament  were  used  publicly  in  the  service  of  the 
Church,  quoted  frequently  with  reverence  as  Scripts 
ure,  sometimes  however  with  doubts  or  limitations 
as  to  the  authority  of  individual  books  according 
to  the  knowledge  or  critical  discernment  of  this  or 
that  writer  (cf.  Bp.  Cosin's  Scholastic  Ilistoi'y  oj' 
the  Canon).  During  this  period  the  term  by  which 
they  were  commonly  described  was  not  "  apocry- 
phal" but  "ecclesiastical."  So  they  had  been  de- 
scribed by  Rufinus  (Exj^s.  in  Symb.  Apost.  p.  26), 
who  practically  recognized  the  distinction  drawn  by 
Jerome,  though  he  would  not  use  the  more  oppro- 
brious epithet  of  books  which  were  held  in  honor : 
"  libri  qui  non  canonici  sed  Eeelesiastici  a  majoribus 
appellati  sunt  "...."  qua;  omnia  (the  contents 
of  these  books)  legi  quidem  in  Ecclesiis  voluerunt 
non  tamen  proferri  ad  auctoritatem  ex  his  fidei  con- 
firmandam.  Cseteras  vero  scripturas  apocrj-phas 
nominarunt  quas  in  Ecclesiis  legi  noluenmt :  "  and 
this  offered  a  mezzo  termine  l)etween  the  language 
of  Jerome  and  that  of  Augustine,  and  as  such  found 
favor.  (4.)  It  was  resened  for  the  age  of  the 
Heformation  to  stamp  the  word  Apocrypha  with  its 
present  signification.  The  two  views  which  had 
hitherto  existed  together,  side  by  side,  concerning 
which  the  Church  had  pronounced  no  authoritative 


archs,  of  Zechariah  the  father  of  the  Baptist,  the 
Prayer  of  Joseph,  the  Testament  (JioS^kj))  and  As- 
sumption of  Moses,  Abraham,  Eldad  and  Modad,  and 
Elijah. 
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decision,  stood  out  in  sliarper  contrast.  The  Coun- 
cil of  Trent  closed  the  question  which  had  been  left 
open,  and  deprived  its  theologians  of  the  liberty 
they  had  hitherto  enjoyed  —  extending  the  Canon 
of  Scripture  so  as  to  include  all  the  hitherto  doubt- 
ful or  deutero-canonical  books,  with  the  exception  of 
the  two  books  of  Esdras  and  the  Prayer  of  Manas- 
seh,  the  evidence  against  which  seemed  too  strong 
to  be  resisted  (Sess.  IV.  de  Can.  Script).  In  ac- 
cordance with  this  decree,  the  editions  of  the  Vul- 
gate published  by  authority  contained  the  books 
which  the  Council  had  pronounced  canonical,  as 
standing  on  the  same  footing  as  those  which  had 
never  been  questioned,  while  the  three  which  had 
been  rejected  were  printed  commonly  in  smaller  type 
and  stood  after  the  New  Testament.  The  Reform- 
ers of  Germany  and  England  on  the  other  hand, 
influenced  in  part  by  the  revival  of  the  study  of 
Hebrew  and  the  consequent  recognition  of  the  au- 
thority of  the  Hebrew  Canon,  and  subsequently  by 
the  reaction  against  this  stretch  of  authority,  main- 
tained the  opinion  of  Jerome  and  pushed  it  to  its 
legitimate  results.  The  principle  which  had  been 
asserted  by  Carlstadt  dogmatically  in  his  "  De  Ca- 
nonicis  Scripturis  libellus  "  (1520)  was  acted  on  by 
Luther.  He  spoke  of  individual  books  among  those 
in  question  with  a  freedom  as  great  as  that  of  Je- 
rome, judging  each  on  its  own  merits,  praising  Tobit 
as  a  "  pleasant  comedy"  and  the  Prayer  of  Manas- 
seh  as  a  "good  model  for  penitents,"  and  rejecting 
the  two  Iwoks  of  Esdras  as  containing  worthless 
fables.  The  example  of  collecting  the  doubtful 
books  in  a  separate  group  had  been  set  in  the  Stras- 
burg  edition  of  the  Septuagint,  1526.  In  Luther's 
complete  edition  of  the  German  Bible  accordingly 
(1534)  the  books  (Judith,  Wisdom,  Tobias,  Sirach, 
1  and  2  Maccabees,  Additions  to  Esther  and  Daniel, 
and  the  Prayer  of  Manasseh)  were  grouped  together 
under  the  general  title  of  "Apocrypha,  i.  e.  Books 
which  are  not  of  like  worth  with  Holy  Scripture, 
yet  are  good  and  useful  to  be  read."  In  the  his- 
tory of  the  English  Church,  Wicliffe  showed  him- 
self in  this  as  in  other  points  the  forerunner  of  the 
Reformation,  and  applied  the  term  Apocrypha  to 
all  but  the  ^^twenty-Jive''  Canonical  Books  of  the 
Old  Testament.  The  judgment  of  Jerome  was 
formally  asserted  in  the  sixth  Article.  The  dis- 
puted books  were  collected  and  described  in  the 
same  way  in  the  printed  Enghsh  Bible  of  1539 
(Cranmer's),  and  since  then  there  has  been  no  fluc- 
tuation as  to  the  appUcation  of  the  word.  The 
books  to  which  the  term  is  ascribed  are  in  popular 
speech  not  merely  apocryphal,  but  the  Apocrypha. 
II.  Whatever  questions  may  be  at  issue  as  to  the 
authority  of  these  books,  they  have  in  any  case  an 
interest  of  which  no  controversy  can  deprive  them 
as  connected  with  the  literature,  and  therefore  with 
the  history,  of  the  Jews.  They  represent  the  period 
of  transition  and  decay  which  followed  on  the  re- 
turn from  Babylon,  when  the  prophets  who  were 
then  the  teachers  of  the  people  had  passed  away 
and  the  age  of  scribes  succeeded.  Uncertain  as 
may  be  the  dates  of  individual  books,  few,  if  any, 
can  be  thrown  further  back  than  the  commence- 
ment of  the  3d  century  b.  c.  The  latest,  the  2d 
Book  of  Esdras,  is  probably  not  later  than  30  b. 
C,  2  Esdr.  vii.  28  being  a  subsequent  interpolation. 
The  alterations  of  the  Jewish  character,  the  differ- 
ent phases  which  Judaism  presented  in  Palestine 
and  Alexandria,  the  good  and  the  evil  which  were 
tailed  forth  by  contact  with  idolatry  in  Egypt  and 
by  the  struggle  against  it  in  Syria,  all  these  present 
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themselves  to  the  reader  of  the  Apocrypha  with 
greater  or  less  distinctness.  In  the  midst  of  the 
diversities  which  we  might  naturally  expect  to  find 
in  books  WTitten  by  diflerent  authors,  in  difterent 
countries,  and  at  considerable  intervals  of  time,  it 
is  possible  to  discern  some  characteristics  which  be- 
long to  the  collection  as  a  whole,  and  these  may  be 
noticed  in  the  following  order. 

(1.)  The  absence  of  the  prophetic  element. 
From  first  to  last  the  books  bear  testimony  to  the 
assertion  of  Josephus  (c.  Ap.  i.  8),  that  the  aKpt0j]s 
SiaSox'h  of  prophets  had  been  broken  after  the  close 
of  the  0.  T.  canon.  No  one  sjieaks  because  the 
word  of  the  Lord  had  come  to  him.  Sometimes 
there  is  a  direct  confession  that  the  gift  of  prophecy 
had  departed  (1  Mace.  ix.  27),  or  the  utterance  of 
a  hope  that  it  might  one  day  return  {ibid.  iv.  46 
xiv.  41).  Sometimes  a  teacher  asserts  in  words 
the  perpetuity  of  the  gift  (Wisd.  vii.  27),  and  shows 
in  the  act  of  asserting  it  how  different  the  illumina- 
tion which  he  had  received  was  from  that  bestowed 
on  the  prophets  of  the  Canonical  Books.  When  a 
writer  simulates  the  prophetic  character,  he  repeats 
with  slight  modifications  the  language  of  the  older 
prophets,  as  in  Baruch,  or  makes  a  mere  prediction 
the  text  of  a  dissertation,  as  in  the  Epistle  of  Jer- 
emy, or  plays  arbitrarily  with  combinations  of 
dreams  and  symbols,  as  in  2  Esdras.  Strange  and 
jjerplexing  as  the  last-named  book  is,  whatever  there 
is  in  it  of  genuine  feeling  indicates  a  mind  not  at 
ease  with  itself,  distracted  with  its  own  suffferings 
and  with  the  problems  of  the  universe,  and  it  is 
accordingly  very  far  removed  from  the  utterance  of 
a  man  who  speaks  as  a  messenger  from  God. 

(2. )  Connected  with  this  is  the  almost  total  dis- 
appearance of  the  power  which  had  sho\vn  itself  in 
the  poetry  of  the  Old  Testament.  The  Song  of 
the  Three  Children  lays  claim  to  the  character  of  a 
Psalm,  and  is  probably  a  translation  from  some 
liturgical  hjnnn ;  but  mth  this  exception  the  form 
of  poetry  is  altogether  absent.  So  far  as  the  writers 
have  come  under  the  influence  of  Greek  cultivation 
they  catch  the  taste  for  rhetorical  ornament  which 
characterized  the  literature  of  Alexandria.  Fic- 
titious speeches  become  almost  indispensable  addi- 
tions to  the  narrative  of  a  historian,  and  the  story 
of  a  martyr  is  not  complete  unless  (as  in  the  later 
Acta  Martyrum  of  Christian  traditions)  the  sufferer 
declaims  in  set  terms  against  the  persecutors. 
(Song  of  the  Three  ChUd.,  3-22;  2  Mace.  vi.  vii.) 

(3.)  The  appearance,  as  part  of  the  current  Ut- 
erature  of  the  time,  of  works  of  fiction,  resting  or 
purporting  to  rest  on  a  historical  foundation.  It 
is  possible  that  this  development  of  the  national 
genius  may  have  been  in  part  the  result  of  the 
Captivity.  The  Jewish  exiles  brought  with  them 
the  reputation  of  excelling  in  minstrelsy,  and  were 
called  on  to  sing  the  "  songs  of  Zion"  (Ps.  cxxxvii.). 
The  trial  of  skill  between  the  three  young  men  in 
1  Esdr.  iii.  iv.  implies  a  traditional  beUef  that  those 
who  were  promoted  to  places  of  honor  under  the 
Persian  kings  were  conspicuous  for  gifts  of  a  some- 
what similar  character.  The  transition  from  this 
to  the  practice  of  story  telling  was  with  the  Jews, 
as  afterwards  with  the  Arabs,  easy  and  natural 
enough.  The  period  of  the  Captivity  with  its 
strange  adventures,  and  the  remoteness  of  the 
scenes  connected  with  it,  offered  a  wide  and  attrac- 
tive field  to  the  imagination  of  such  narrators. 
Sometimes,  as  in  Bel  and  the  Dragon,  the  motive 
of  such  stories  would  be  the  love  of  the  marvellous 
mingling  itself  with  the  feeling  of  scorn  with  which 
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the  Jew  looked  on  the  idolater.  In  other  cases,  a? 
in  Tobit  and  Susanna,  the  story  would  gain  pop- 
ularity from  its  ethical  tendencies.  Tlie  singular 
variations  in  the  text  of  the  former  book  indicate 
at  once  the  extent  of  its  circulation  and  the  liberties 
taken  by  successive  editors.  In  the  narrative  of 
Judith,  again,  there  is  probably  something  more 
than  the  uiterest  attaching  to  the  history  of  the 
past.  There  is  indeed  too  little  evidence  of  the 
truth  of  the  naiTative  for  us  to  look  on  it  as  his- 
tory at  all,  and  it  takes  its  place  in  the  region  of 
historical  romance,  WTitten  with  a  political  motive. 
Under  the  guise  of  the  old  Assyrian  enemies  of 
Israel,  the  writer  is  covertly  attacking  the  Syrian 
invaders  against  whom  his  countrymen  were  con- 
tending, stin'ing  them  up  by  a  story  of  imagined  or 
traditional  heroism  to  follow  the  example  of  Judith 
as  she  had  followed  that  of  Jael  (Ewald,  Gesch.  Is- 
raels, vol.  iv.  p.  541).  The  development  of  this  form 
of  literature  is  of  course  compatible  with  a  high  de- 
gree of  excellence,  but  it  is  true  of  it  at  all  times,  and 
was  esijecially  true  of  the  literature  of  the  ancient 
world,  that  it  belongs  rather  to  its  later  and  feebler 
period.  It  is  a  special  sign  of  decay  in  honesty 
and  discernment  when  such  writings  are  passed  off 
and  accepted  as  belonging  to  actual  history. 

(4.)  The  free  exercise  of  the  imagination  within 
the  domain  of  history  led  to  the  growth  of  a  purely 
legendary  literature.  The  fuU  development  of  this 
was  indeed  reserved  for  a  yet  later  period.  The 
books  of  the  Apocrypha  occupy  a  middle  place  be- 
tween those  of  the  Old  Testament  in  their  simplic- 
ity and  truthfuhiess  and  the  wild  extravagances  of 
the  Talmud.  As  it  is,  however,  we  find  in  them 
the  germs  of  some  of  the  fabulous  traditions  which 
were  influencing  the  minds  of  the  Jews  at  the  time 
of  our  Ix)rd's  ministry,  and  have  since  in  some  in- 
stances incorporated  themselves  more  or  less  with 
the  popular  belief  of  Christendom.  So  in  2  Maec. 
i.  ii.  we  meet  with  the  statements  that  at  the  time 
of  the  Captivity  the  priests  had  concealed  the  sacred 
fire,  and  that  it  was  miraculously  renewed  —  that 
Jeremiah  had  gone,  accompanied  by  the  tabernacle 
and  the  ark,  "  to  the  mountain  where  Moses  climbed 
up  to  see  the  heritage  of  God,"  and  had  there  con- 
cealed them  in  a  cave  together  with  the  altar  of  in- 
cense. The  apparition  of  the  prophet  at  the  close 
of  the  same  book  (xv.  15),  as  giving  to  Judas  Mac- 
cabseus  the  sword  with  which,  as  a  "  gift  from 
God,"  he  was  to  "wound  the  adversaries,"  shows 
how  prominent  a  place  was  occupied  by  Jeremiah 
in  the  traditions  and  hopes  of  the  people,  and  pre- 
pares us  to  understand  the  rumors  which  followed 
on  our  lord's  teaching  and  working  that  "  Jeremias 
or  one  of  the  prophets  "  had  apjjeared  again  (Matt, 
xvi.  14).  So  again  in  2  l<'sdr.  xiii.  40-47  we  find 
the  legend  of  the  entire  disappearance  of  the  Ten 
Tribes  which,  in  spite  of  direct  and  indirect  testi- 
mony on  the  other  side,  has  given  occasion  even  in 
our  ovm  time  to  so  many  wild  conjectures.  In  ch. 
xiv.  of  the  same  book  we  recognize  (as  has  been 
pointed  out  already)  the  tendency  to  set  a  higher 
value  on  books  of  an  esoteric  knowledge  than  on 
those  in  the  Hebrew  Canon ;  but  it  deserves  notice 
that  this  is  also  another  form  of  the  tradition  that 
Ezra  dictated  from  a  sui)ematurally  inspired  mem- 
ory the  Sacred  Books  which,  according  to  that  tra- 
dition, had  been  lost,  and  that  both  fables  are  exag- 
gerations of  the  part  actually  taken  by  him  and  by 
"  the  men  of  the  Great  Synagogue "  in  the  work 
of  collecting  and  arranging  them.  So  also  the 
rhetorical  narrative  of  the  Ivxodus  in  '\^'i^^d.  xvi.-xix. 
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indicates  the  existence  of  a  traditional,  half-legend- 
ary history  side  by  side  with  the  canonical.  It 
would  seem,  indeed,  as  if  the  life  of  ]\Ioses  had  ap- 
peared with  many  different  embellishments.  The 
form  in  which  that  life  appears  in  Josephus,  the 
facts  mentioned  in  St.  Stephen's  speech  and  not 
found  in  the  Pentateuch,  the  allusions  to  Jannes 
and  Jambres  (2  Tim.  iii.  8),  to  the  disputes  between 
Michael  and  the  Devil  (Jude  9),  to  the  "rock  that 
followed  "  the  IsraeUtes  (1  Cor.  x.  4),  all  bear  tes- 
timony to  the  wide-spread  popularity  of  this  semi- 
apocryphal  history. 

(6.)  As  the  most  marked  characteristic  of  the 
collection  as  a  whole  and  of  the  period  to  which  it 
belongs,  there  is  the  tendency  to  pass  off  supposi- 
titious books  under  the  cover  of  illustrious  names. 
The  books  of  Esdras,  the  additions  to  Daniel,  the 
letters  of  Baruch  and  Jeremiah,  and  the  ^Visdom 
of  Solomon,  are  obviously  of  this  character.  It  is 
difficult  perhaps  for  us  to  measure  in  each  instance 
the  degree  in  which  the  writers  of  such  books  were 
guilty  of  actual  frauds.  In  a  book  like  the  Wisdom 
of  Solomon,  for  example,  the  form  may  have  been 
adopted  as  a  means  of  gaining  attention  by  which 
no  one  was  hkely  to  be  deceived,  and,  as  such,  it 
does  not  go  beyond  the  Umits  of  legitimate  person- 
ation. The  fiction  in  this  case  need  not  diminish 
our  admiration  and  reverence  for  the  book  any  more 
than  it  would  destroy  the  authority  of  Ecclesiastes 
were  we  to  come  to  the  conclusion  from  internal  or 
other  evidence  that  it  belonged  to  a  later  age  than 
that  of  Solomon.  The  habit,  however,  of  writing 
books  under  fictitious  names,  is,  as  the  later  Jewish 
history  shows,  a  very  dangerous  one.  The  practice 
becomes  almost  a  trade.  Each  such  work  creates  a 
new  demand,  to  be  met  in  its  turn  by  a  fresh  sup- 
ply, and  thus  the  prevalence  of  an  apocryphal  liter- 
ature becomes  a  sure  sign  of  want  of  truthfulness 
on  one  side,  and  want  of  discernment  on  the  other. 

(6.)  The  absence  of  honesty  and  of  the  power  to 
distinguish  truth  from  falsehood,  shows  itself  in  a 
yet  more  serious  form  in  the  insertion  of  formal 
documents  purporting  to  be  authentic,  but  in  real- 
ity faiUng  altogether  to  establish  any  claim  to  that 
title.  This  is  obviously  the  case  with  the  decree 
of  Artaxerxes  in  Esth.  xvi.  The  letters  with  which 
2  Mace,  opens,  from  the  Jews  at  Jerusalem,  betray 
their  true  character  by  their  historical  inaccuracy. 
We  can  hardly  accept  as  genuine  the  letter  in  which 
the  king  of  the  I^ceda;monians  (1  Mace.  xii.  20, 
21)  writes  to  Onias  that  "the  I^cedajmonians  and 
Jews  are  brethren,  and  that  they  .are  of  the  stock 
of  Abraham."  The  lettera  in  2  Mace.  ix.  and  xi., 
on  the  other  hand,  might  be  authentic  so  far  as 
their  contents  go,  but  the  recklessness  with  which 
such  documents  are  inserted  as  embelUshments  and 
make-weights  throws  doubt  in  a  greater  or  less  de- 
gree on  all  of  them. 

(7.)  The  loss  of  the  simplicity  and  accuracy 
which  characterize  the  history  of  the  O.  T.  is  shown 
also  in  the  errors  and  anachronisms  in  wliich  these 
books  abound.  'Thus,  to  take  a  few  of  the  most 
striking  instances,  Haman  is  made  a  ISIacedonian, 
and  the  purpose  of  his  plot  is  to  transfer  the  king- 
dom from  the  Persians  to  the  iSIureiioniaiis  (Esth. 
xvi.  10);  two  contradictory  statements  are  given  in 
the  same  book  of  the  death  of  Antiochus  Epiplianes 
(2  Mace.  i.  15-17,  ix.  5-29);  Nabuchodonosor  is 
made  to  dwell  at  Nineve  as  the  king  of  the  Assjt- 
ians  (Judith  i.  1). 

(8.)  In  their  relation  to  the  religious  and  ethical 
development  of  Judaism  during  the  period  which 
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these  books  embrace,  we  find  (a.)  The  influences 
of  the  struggle  against  idolatry  under  Antiochus,  as 
shown  partly  in  the  revival  of  the  old  heroic  spirit, 
and  in  the  record  of  the  deeds  which  it  called  forth, 
as  in  Jlaccabees,  partly  again  in  the  tendency  of  a 
narrative  hke  Judith,  and  the  protests  against  idol- 
worship  in  Baruch  and  Wisdom,  (h.)  The  grow- 
ing hostility  of  the  Jews  towiu-ds  the  Samaritans  is 
shown  by  the  Confession  of  the  Son  of  Sinich 
(Ecclus.  1.  25,  20).  (c.)  The  teachuig  of  Tobit 
illustrates  the  prominence  then  and  afterwards  as- 
signed to  almsgiving  among  the  duties  of  a  holy 
life  (Tob.  iv.  7-11,  xii.  9).  The  classification  of 
the  three  elements  of  such  a  Ufe  —  prayer,  fasting, 
alms  —  in  xii.  8,  illustrates  the  traditional  ethical 
teaching  of  the  Scribes,  which  was  at  once  recog- 
nized and  purified  from  the  errors  that  had  been 
connected  with  it  in  the  Sermon  on  the  Mount 
(Malt.  vi.  1-18).  ((/.)  The  same  book  indicates 
also  the  growing  belief  in  the  individual  guardian- 
ship of  angels  and  the  germs  of  a  grotesque  de- 
monolegy,  resting  in  part  on  the  more  mysterious 
phenomena  of  man's  spiritual  nature,  Hke  the 
cases  of  demoniac  possession  in  the  Gospels,  but 
associating  itself  only  too  easily  with  all  the  frauds 
and  superstitions  of  vagabond  exorcists,  (e.)  The 
great  Alexandrian  book  of  the  collection,  the  Wis- 
dom of  Solomon,  breathes,  as  we  might  expect,  a 
strain  of  higher  mood ;  and  though  there  is  abso-" 
lutely  no  ground  for  the  patristic  tradition  that  it 
was  written  by  Philo,  the  conjecture  that  it  might 
have  been  was  not  without  a  pLausibility  which 
might  well  commend  itself  to  men  like  Basil  and 
Jerome.  The  personification  of  Wisdom  as  "  the 
unspotted  mirror  of  the  power  of  God  and  the  im- 
age of  his  goodness"  (vii.  26)  as  the  universal 
teacher  of  all  "  holy  souls  "  in  "  all  ages  "  (vii.  27), 
as  guiding  and  ruling  God's  people,  approaches  the 
teaching  of  Philo  and  foreshadows  that  of  St.  John 
as  to  the  manifestation  of  the  Unseen  God  through 
the  medium  of  the  Logos  and  the  office  of  that 
divine  Word  as  the  light  that  lighteth  every  man. 
In  relation  again  to  the  symbolic  character  of  the 
Temple  as  "  a  resemblance  of  the  holy  tabernacle  " 
which  God  "  has  prepared  from  the  beginning  "  (ix. 
8),  the  language  of  this  book  connects  itself  at  once 
with  that  of  Philo  and  with  the  teaching  of  St. 
Paul  or  Apollos  in  the  Epistle  to  the  Hebrews. 
But  that  which  is  the  great  characteristic  of  the 
book,  as  of  the  school  from  which  it  emanated,  is 
the  writer's  apprehension  of  God's  kingdom  and 
the  blessings  connected  with  it  as  eternal,  and  so, 
as  mdependent  of  men's  conceptions  of  time. 
Thus  chs.  i.  ii.  contain  the  strong  protest  of  a 
righteous  mau  agamst  the  materialism  which  then 
in  the  form  of  a  sensual  selfishness,  as  afterwards 
in  the  developed  sj'stem  of  the  Sadducees,  was  cor- 
rupting the  old  faith  of  Israel.  Against  this  he 
asserts  that  the  "  souls  of  the  righteous  are  in  the 
hands  of  God"  (iii.  1);  that  the  blessings  which 
the  popidar  belief  connected  with  length  of  days 
were  not  to  be  measured  by  the  duration  of  years, 
seeing  that  "  wisdom  is  the  gray  hair  unto  men, 
and  an  unspotted  life  is  old  age."  {/.)  In  regard 
to  another  truth  also,  this  book  was  in  advance  of 
the  popular  belief  of  the  Jews  of  Palestine.  In 
the  midst  of  its  strong  protests  against  idolatry, 
there  is  the  fullest  recognition  of  God's  imiversal 
love  (xi.  23-26),  of  the  truth  that  His  power  is 
but  tlie  instrument  of  His  righteousness  (xii.  16), 
of  the  difference  between  those  who  are  the  "  less 
to  be  blamed"  as  "seeking  God  and  desirous  to 
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find  Him"  (xiii.  6),  and  the  victims  of  a  darker 
and  more  debasing  idolatry.  Here  also  the  un- 
known writer  of  the  Wisdom  of  Solomon  seems  to 
prepare  the  way  for  the  higher  and  wider  teaching 
of  the  New  Testament. 

It  does  not  fall  within  the  scope  of  the  present 
article  to  speak  of  the  controversies  which  have 
arisen  within  the  Church  of  England,  or  in  Luth- 
eran or  Reformed  communities  abroad,  in  connec- 
tion with  the  authority  and  use  of  these  Books. 
Those  disputes  raise  questions  of  a  very  grave  in- 
terest to  the  student  of  Ecclesiastical  History. 
What  has  been  aimed  at  here  is  to  supply  the  Bib- 
lical student  with  data  which  will  prepare  him  to 
judge  fairly  and  impartially.  E.  H.  P. 

*0n  the  Apocrypha  in  general  see  Rainolds, 
John,  Censura  Librorum  V.  T.  adv.  Pontijicios, 
2  vol.  Oppenh.  1611,  4to,  learned,  but  prohx  and 
discursive;  Eichhorn,  Einl.  in  die  apokr.  Scltri/ten 
des  A.  T.,  Leipz.  1795 ;  the  Einleitungen  of  Ber- 
tholdt,  De  Wette,  Scholz  (Cath.),  and  Keil;  Weltti 
(Cath.),  Einl.  in  d.  detUerokanon.  Biicher  des  A. 
T.,  Freib.  1844  (Bd.  iv.  of  Herbst's  Einl.);  Pal- 
frey, Led.  on  ike  .fewish  Scriptures,  Bost.  1838- 
52,  vol.  iv. ;  Dandson,  Introd.  to  .the  Old  Test. 
Lend.  1863,  iii.  346-467;  and  Yolkmar,  Handb.  d. 
Einl.  in  die  Ajx>kryphen,  Theil  i.  Abth.  i.  JtuJith, 
1860 ;  Abth.  ii.  Bas  vierte  Buck  Esra,  1863.  See 
also  on  the  separate  books  the  valuable  articles  of 
Ginsburg,  in  the  3d  ed.  of  Kitto's  Cycbp.  of  Bibl. 
Literature. 

The  relation  of  the  Apoc.  Books  to  the  Canon, 
and  their  title  to  a  secondary  place  in  the  Bible, 
have  been  warmly  discussed  of  late  in  Germany. 
On  what  has  been  called  the  Purist  side,  see  es- 
pecially Keerl,  Die  Apokryphen  des  A.  T".,  1852,  a 
prize  essay,  and  Die  Apokryphenfrage  aufs  Neue 
beleuchtet,  1855.  See  also  Stowe,  C.  E.,  The  Apoc. 
Books  of  the  0.  T.,  and  the  Reasons  for  their  Ex- 
clusion from  the  Canon,  in  the  Bibl.  Sacra  for 
April,  1854,  xi.  278-305,  and  Home's  Introd.  10th 
ed.  1856,  i.  469-511.  On  the  other  side,  see  Stier, 
Die  Apokryphen,  1853;  Letstes  Woi-t  iiber  die 
Apokryphen,  1855,  and  especially  Bleek,  Ueber  die 
Stellung  der  Apoc.  des  A.  T.  im  christl.  Kanon, 
in  the  Theol.  Stud.  u.  KriU  1853,  pp.  267-354. 

The  most  recent  separate  ed.  of  the  Greek  text, 
with  a  selection  of  various  readings,  is  by  H.  A. 
Apel,  Libri  V.  T.  Apoc.  Greece,  Lips.  1837.  Tliis 
includes  3d  and  4th  Maccabees,  and  is  the  basis  of 
Wahl's  excellent  Clavis  Librorum  V.  T.  Apoc. 
philologica.  Lips.  1853. 

By  far  the  most  important  exegetical  help  to  the 
study  of  the  Apocrypha  is  the  Kxirzgefasstes  exeget. 
Handb.  zu  den  Apokr.  des  A.  T.  by  O.  F.  Fritzsche 
and  C.  L.  W.  Grimm,  6  Lieferungen,  Leipz.  1851- 
60,  which  also  contains  full  critical  introductions  to 
the  several  books.  The  German  translation  and 
notes  of  Hezel,  2  TheUe,  1800-02,  are  not  highly 
esteemed.  There  is  a  more  recent  Grerman  trans- 
lation, with  notes,  by  a  Jewish  Rabbi,  M.  Gutmann, 
Die  Apokryphen  des  A.  T.,  u.  s.  w.  Altona,  1841. 
The  principal  commentary  in  English  is  by  Richard 
Amald,  Lond-  1744-52,  fol.,  2d  ed.  1760,  new  ed. 
by  Pitman,  Lond.  1822,  4to.  It  was  published  as 
a  continuation  of  Patrick  and  Lowth's  Comm.  on 
the  Old  Test.,  which  it  usually  accompanies,  as  in 
the  Philadelphia  ed.  of  1846.  There  is  a  separate 
ed.  of  the  common  English  version  by  Charles 
Wilson,  The  Books  of  the  Apocrypha,  with  Crit. 
and  Hist.  Observations  prefixed,  Edui.  1891.  A 
good  English  translation  of  the  Apocrypha,  with 
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suitable  introductions  and  notes,  is  a  desideratum. ' 
The  annotations  of  Grotius,  Drusius,  and  otliers  of 
the  older  commentators  will  be  found  in  the  Critici 
Saci-i,  vol.  V.    Calmet  has  also  illustrat«d  the  Apoc- 
rj-phal  Books  in  his  gi-eat  Commentaire  litteral. 

On  the  theology  and  morality  of  the  Apocrypha, 
see  Bretschneider,  Stjsi.  Darstellung  d.  Dogmatik 
M.  Moral  d.  apocv.  Schriften  des  A.  T.  Theil  i. 
Dogmatik,  Leipz.  1805 ;  Cramer,  Syst.  Darstellung 
d.  Moral  d.  Apohr.  des  A.  T.,  Leipz.  1815;  De 
Wette,  BU)l.  Dogmatik ;  Von  CiJlln,  £ibl.  Theoh- 
gie,  Bd.  i. ;  Nicolas,  M.,  Doctrines  relig.  des  Jnifs 
pendant  les  deux  siecles  anterieurs  a  Vere  chreti- 
enne,  Paris,  1860.  See  also  Frisch,  Vergleichung 
zmschen  den  Jdeen,  welche  in  den  Apokr.  des  A.  T. 
und  d.  Schriften  des  N.  T.  iiber  Unsterblichkeit, 
Auferstehung,  Gericht  u.  Vergeltung  herrschen,  in 
Eichhom's  Allgem.  Bibl.  17U2,  iv.  653-718,  and 
Bottcher,  De  Inferis,  Dresd.  1840,  pp.  248-263. 

Hencke  (1711),  Jenichen  (1780),  Kuiiioel  (1794), 
and  Beckhaus  (1808),  have  collected  illustrations 
of  the  phraseology  of  the  N.  T.  from  the  Apocry- 
pha, A. 

APOLLO'NIA  ('Airo\\a!i/i'a:  [.4;)oZ/owm] ),  a 
city  of  Macedonia,  through  which  Paul  and  Silas 
passed  in  their  way  from  Philippi  and  Amphipolis 
to  Thessalonica  (Acts  xvii.  1).  It  was  in  the  dis- 
trict of  Mygdonia  (Plin.  iv.  10.  s.  17),  and  accord- 
ing to  the  Antonine  Itinerary  was  distant  30  Roman 
miles  from  Amphipolis  and  37  Koman  miles  from 
Thessalonica.  This  city  must  not  be  confounded 
with  the  more  celebrated  ApoUonia  in  lUyria. 

♦The  distances  in  the  Itinerarium  Antonini 
Augusti  (ed.  Parth.  et  Pind.)  are:  "  From  Philippi 
to  Amphipolis  32  miles ;  from  Amphipolis  to  Apol- 
lonia  32  mUes;  from  Apollonia  to  Thessalonica  3G 
miles."  Luke's  record  of  Paul's  journey  through 
these  places  (Acts  xvii.  1)  almost  reminds  us  of  a 
leaf  from  a  traveller's  note-book.  Paul  spent  a 
night  probably  at  Apollonia  as  well  as  at  Amphip- 
ohs;  for  he  was  hastening  to  Thessalonica,  and 
could  make  the  journey  between  the  places  in  a 
single  day.  Pliny  mentions  Apollonia  {Hist.  Nat. 
iv.  10):  "regio  Mygdonife  subjacens,  in  qua  re- 
cedentes  a  mari  Apollonia,  Arethusa."  At  the 
present  day  the  site  has  not  been  ascertained  with 
certainty.  There  is  known  to  be  a  little  village, 
Pollona,  with  ruins,  just  south  of  Lake  Bechik 
iBSxfii],  JEsch.  Pers.  490)  which  possibly  perpet- 
uates the  ancient  name.  Both  Cousinery  (  Voyage 
dans  la  Macedoine,  p.  115)  and  Leake  {Nwthern 
Greece,  i.  308)  saw  the  village  at  a  distance,  and 
incline  to  place  Apollonia  there.  Tafel  would  place 
it  further  to  the  northwest  (see  his  De  Via  Mll- 
itan  liom/inornm  Egnatia),  at  Klisali,  a  post- 
station  7  hours  from  Saloniki,  on  the  road  to  Con- 
stantinople (Murray's  Handbook  of  Greece,  p.  432). 
The  position  may  be  correct  enough  in  either  case, 
as  there  is  some  uncertainty  resjiecting  the  line  of 
the  F>gnatian  Way  in  parts  of  its  course.  See  Am- 
phipolis. H. 

APOLLO'NIUS  CAiroWcivios :  [Aj)ollo- 
nius]),  the  son  of  Thrasoeus  governor  of  Cwle- 
Syria  and  Phrenice,  under  Selkucus  IV.  Piiiix)- 
PATOK,  B.  c.  187  ff.,  a  bitter  enemy  of  the  Jews 
(2  Mace.  iv.  4),  who  urged  the  king,  at  the  insti- 
gation of  Simon  the  commander  {ffTpar7]y6s)  of 
the  temple,  to  plunder  the  temple  at  Jerusalem  (2 
Mace.  iii.  5  ff.).  The  writer  of  the  Declamation 
on  the  Maccabees,  printed  among  the  works  of  Jo- 
•ephug,   relates   of   Apollonius    the   circumstances 
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which  are  commonly  referred  to  his  emissary  Heli* 
odorus  (De  Mace.  4;  cf.  2  Mace.  iii.  7  ff.). 

2.  An  officer  of  Antiochus  Epiphanes,  governor 
of  Samaria  (Joseph.  Ant.  xii.  5,  §  5;  7,  §  1),  who  led 
out  a  large  force  against  Judas  Maccaba-us,  but  was 
defeated  and  slain  b.  c.  166  (1  Slacc.  iii.  10-12; 
Joseph.  Ant.  xii.  71).  He  is  probably  the  same 
jjerson  who  was  chief  commissioner  of  the  revenue 
of  Juda;a  (&p^a>v  <popo\oyias,  1  Mace.  i.  29;  cf. 
2  Mace.  V.  24),  who  spoiled  Jerusalem,  taking  ad- 
vantage of  the  Sabbath  (2  Mace.  v.  24—20),  and 
occupied  a  fortified  position  there  (b.  c.  168)  (1 
Mace.  i.  30  ff.). 

3.  The  son  of  Menestheus  (possibly  identical 
with  the  former),  an  envoy  commissioned  (b.  c. 
173)  by  Antiochus  Epiphanes  to  congratulate  Ptol- 
emaeus  Philometor  on  his  lieing  enthroned  (2  Mace, 
iv.  21).  An  ambassador  of  the  same  name  was  at 
the  head  of  the  embassy  which  Antiochus  sent  to 
Rome  (Liv.  xlii.  6). 

4.  The  son  of  Gennseus  (6  rov  revvaiov,  it 
seems  impossible  that  this  can  be  des  edlev,  Apoll. 
Sohn,  Luth.),  a  Syrian  general  under  Antiochus  V. 
Eupator  c.  b.  c.  163  (2  Mace.  xii.  2). 

5.  The  Daian  (Ados,  Joseph.  Ant.  xiii.  4,  §  3, 
i.  e.  one  of  the  IJaha;  or  1  )ai,  a  people  of  Sogdiana), 
a  governor  of  Coele-Syria  (rhv  ovra  (tt\  k.  2.  1 
Mace.  X.  09)  under  Alexander  Balas,  who  embraced 

.the  cause  of  his  rival  Demetrius  Nicator,  and  was 
appointed  by  him  to  a  chief  command  (1  Mace. 
I.  c.  Kar((TTi]<Te,  Vulg.  constituit  ducem).  If  he 
were  the  same  as  the  Apollonius  whom  Polybius 
mentions  as  foster-brother  and  confidant  of  Deme- 
trius I.  (probably  a  son  of  (3)  Zvolv  vTrapx6vToiv 
kt(\<po1v,  M.fKe6.ypov  (cal  Vltv  iff  d  i  ui  s,  Polyb. 
xxxi.  21,  §  2),  his  conduct  is  easily  intelligible. 
Apollonius  raised  a  large  force  and  attacked  Jona- 
than, the  ally  of  Alexander,  but  was  entirely  de- 
feated by  him  (b.  c.  147)  near  Azotus  (1  Mace.  x. 
70  ff.).  Josephus  {Ant.  xiii.  4,  §  3  f.)  represents 
Apollonius  as  the  general  of  Alexander  at  the  time 
of  his  defeat;  but  this  statement,  though  it  has 
found  advocates  (Wernsdorf,  defide  lihr.  Mace.  p. 
135,  yet  doubtfully),  appears  to  be  untenable  on 
internal  groimds.     Cf.  Grimm,  1  Mace.  x.  69. 

B.  F.  W. 

APOLLOPH'ANES  ('AiroAAo<^d»'ijj:  Apol- 
loplianes),  a  Syrian,  killed  by  Judas  Maccabseus 
(2  Mace.  X.  37). 

APOL'LOS  ('AiroAAcis,  '•  e.  'Ki^oWivios 
\bekmging  to  AjX)llo],  as  the  Codex  Beza?  actually 
gives  it,  or  perhaps  ' AiroX\6Sa)pos  [gift  of  Ajwllo]), 
a  Jew  from  Alexandria,  eloquent  {\6ytos,  which 
may  also  mean  learned),  and  mighty  in  the  Script- 
ures: one  instructed  in  the  way  of  the  Lord 
(Christ)  according  to  the  imperfect  view  of  the 
disciples  of  John  the  Baptist  (Acts  xviii.  25),  but 
on  his  coming  to  Ephesus  during  a  temporary  ab- 
sence of  St.  Paul,  A.  I).  54,  more  perfectly  taught 
by  Aquila  and  Priscilla.  After  this  he  became  a 
preacher  of  the  gosjiel,  first  in  Achaia,  and  then  in 
Corinth  (Acts  xviii.  27,  xix.  1),  where  he  watered 
that  which  Paid  had  planted  (1  Cor.  iii.  6).  A\"hen 
the  apostle  WTote  his  first  Epistle  to  the  Corinthians, 
Apollos  was  with  or  near  him  (1  Cor.  xvi.  12), 
probably  at  Ephesus  in  a.  d.  57.  A\'c  hear  of  him 
then  that  he  was  unwilling  at  that  time  to  journey 
to  Corinth,  but  would  do  so  when  he  should  have 
convenient  time.  lie  is  mentioned  but  once  more 
in  the  N.  T.,  in  Tit.  iii.  13,  where  Titus  is  desired 
to  "  bring  Zenas  the  lawyer  and  Apollos  on  their 
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(r»y  diligently,  that  nothing  may  be  wanting  to 
them."  After  this  nothing  is  kivown  of  him. 
Tradition  makes  him  bishop  of  Csesarea  {Merwhg. 
O'riBC.  ii.  b.  17).  The  exact  part  which  ApoUos 
took  in  the  missionary  work  of  the  apostolic  age 
ean  never  be  ascertained ;  and  much  fruitless  con- 
jecture has  been  spent  on  the  subject.  After  the 
entire  amity  between  St.  Paul  and  him  which 
appears  in  the  first  Epistle  to  the  Corinthians,  it  is 
hardly  possible  to  imagine  any  important  difference 
in  the  doctrines  which  they  taught.  Certainly  we 
cannot  accede  to  the  hj'pothesis  that  the  (rocpia 
ftgainst  which  the  apostle  so  often  warns  the  Cor- 
inthians, was  a  characteristic  of  the  teaching  of 
ApoUos.  Thus  much  may  safely  be  granted,  that 
there  may  have  been  difference  enough  in  the  out- 
ward character  and  expression  of  the  two  to  attract 
the  lover  of  eloquence  and  philosophy  rather  to 
ApoUos,  somewhat,  perhaps,  to  the  disparagement 
of  St.  Paul. 

Much  ingenuity  has  been  spent  in  Germany  in 
defining  the  four  parties  in  the  church  at  Corinth, 
supposed  to  be  indicated  1  Cor.  i.  12;  and  the 
ApoUos  party  has  been  variously  characterized.  See 
Neander,  Pjianz.  u.  Leitung,  p.  378  ff.  4th  ed. ; 
Conybeare  and  Howson,  Life  and  Epistles  of  St. 
Paul,  vol.  i.  p.  5-26,  vol.  u.  pp.  6-11,  2d  ed.; 
Winer  refers  to  Pfizer,  Diss,  ck  ApoUone  doctore 
apostoL,  Altorf,  1718;  Hopf,  Comm.  de  ApoUone 
pseudo-doctore,  Hag.  1782;  and  especially  to  Hey- 
mann,  in  the  Saxon  Exegetische  Studien,  ii.  213 
ff.  H.  A. 

*  The  conjecture  of  Luther,  that  ApoUos  was  the 
author  of  the  Epistle  to  the  Hebrews,  has  been  fa- 
vored by  many  eminent  scholars,  among  whom  may 
be  named  Osiander,  Beausobre,  Ije  Clerc,  Heu- 
mann,  Ziegler,  Semler,  Dindorf,  Bertholdt,  Schott, 
Bleek.  Norton,  Feilmoser  (Cath.),  Credner,  Lutter- 
beck  (Cath.),  De  Wette  (without  confidence),  Tho- 
luek,  Keuss,  Bunsen,  Liinemann,  and  Alford.  See 
Bleek,  Brief  an  die  Hebr.  i.  423-430;  Norton  in 
the  Christian  Examiner  for  July  1829,  vi.  338- 
343 ;  and  Alford's  Prolegomena  to  the  Epistle,  ch. 
i.  sect.  i.  §§  180-191.  [Hebrew^s,  Epistle  to 
THE.]  A. 

APOLL'YON  CAitoWvwv:  ApoUyon),  or,  as 
it  is  literaUy  in  the  margin  of  the  A.  V.  of  Rev. 
ix.  11,  "  a  destroyer,"  is  the  rendering  of  the  He- 
brew word  Abaddon,  "  the  angel  of  the  bottom- 
less pit."  The  Vulgate  adds,  "  I>atine  habens 
nomen  Exterminans."  The  Hebrew  term  is  reaUy 
abstract,  and  signifies  "destruction,"  in  which 
sense  it  occurs  in  Job  xxvi.  6,  xxviii.  22;  Prov.  xv. 
11;  and  other  passages.  The  angel  ApoUyon  is 
further  described  as  the  king  of  the  locusts  which 
rose  from  the  smoke  of  the  bottomless  pit  at  the 
sounding  of  the  fifth  trumpet.  From  the  occur- 
rence of  the  word  in  Ps.  kxxviii.  11,  the  Rabbins 
have  made  Abaddon  the  nethermost  of  the  two 
regions  into  which  they  divided  the  under  world. 
But  that  in  Rev.  ix.  11  Abaddon  is  the  angel,  and 
not  the  abyss,  is  perfectly  evident  in  the  Greek. 
There  is  no  authority  for  connecting  it  with  the 
destroyer  aUuded  to  in  1  Cor.  x.  10 ;  and  the  ex- 
planation, quoted  by  Bengel,  that  the  name  is  given 
in  Hebrew  and  Greek,  to  show  that  the  locusts 
would  be  destructive  alike  to  Jew  and  Gentile,  is 
fer-fetched  and   unnecessary.     The  etymology  of 
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a  *  For  a  good  discussion  of  this  topic,  see  a  dlsser- 
tatiou  on   the  "  Name  and  Office  of  an  Apostle,"   hy 


Asmodeus,  the  king  of  the  demons  in  Jewish 
mythology,  seems  to  point  to  a  connection  with 
ApoUyon,  in  his  character  as  "  the  destroyer,"  or 
the  destroying  angel.  See  also  Wisd.  xviii.  22,  25. 
[Asmodeus.]  W.  A.  W. 

APOSTLE  {a.Tr6aTo\os,  one  sent  forth),  the 
official  name,  in  the  N.  T.,  originally  of  those 
Twelve  of  the  disciples  whom  Jesus  chose,  to  send 
forth  first  to  preach  the  gospel,  and  to  be  with  Him 
during  the  course  of  his  ministry  on  earth.  After- 
wards it  was  extended  to  others  who,  though  not 
of  the  number  of  the  Twelve,  yet  were  equal  with 
them  in  office  and  dignity.  The  word  also  appears 
to  have  been  used  in  a  non-official  sense  to  desig- 
nate a  much  wider  circle  of  Christian  messengers 
and  teachers  (see  2  Cor.  viii.  23;  Phil.  ii.  25). 
It  is  only  of  those  who  were  officially  designated 
Apostles  that  we  treat  in  this  article." 

The  original  qualification  of  an  apostle,  as  stated 
by  St.  Peter,  on  occasion  of  electing  a  successor  to 
the  traitor  Judas,  was,  that  he  should  have  been 
personally  acquainted  with  the  whole  ministerial 
course  of  our  Lord,  from  the  baptism  of  John  tiU 
the  day  when  He  was  ta,ken  up  into  heaven.  He 
himself  describes  them  as  "  they  that  had  continued 
with  Him  in  his  temptations  "  (F^ike  xxii.  28).  By 
this  close  personal  intercourse  with  Him  they  were 
peculiarly  fitted  to  give  testimony  to  the  facts  of 
redemption ;  and  we  gather,  from  his  own  words  in 
John  xiv.  28,  xv.  26,  27,  xvi.  13,  that  an  especial 
bestowal  of  the  Spirit's  influence  was  granted 
them,  by  which  their  memories  were  quickened, 
and  their  power  of  reproducing  that  which  they 
had  heard  from  Him  increased  above  the  ordinary 
measure  of  man.  The  Apostles  were  from  the 
lower  ranks  of  life,  simple  and  uneducated;  some 
of  them  were  related  to  Jesus  according  in  the 
flesh;  some  had  previously  been  disciples  of  John 
the  Baptist.  Our  Lord  chose  them  early  in  his 
public  career,  though  it  is  uncertain  precisely  at 
what  time.  Some  of  them  had  certainly  partly 
attached  themselves  to  Him  before;  but  after  their 
caU  as  apostles,  they  appear  to  have  been  continu- 
ously with  Him,  or  in  his  service.  They  seem  to 
have  been  aU  on  an  equality,  both  during  and  after 
the  ministry  of  Christ  on  earth.  We  find  one 
indeed,  St.  Peter,  from  fervor  of  personal  charac- 
ter, usuaUy  prominent  among  them,  and  distin- 
guished by  having  the  first  place  assigned  him  in 
founding  the  Jewish  and  Gentile  churches  [Petek]  ; 
but  we  never  find  the  slightest  trace  in  Scripture 
of  any  superiority  or  primacy  being  in  consequence 
accorded  to  him.  We  also  find  that  he  and  two 
others,  James  and  John,  the  sons  of  Zebedee,  are 
admitted  to  the  inner  privacy  of  our  Lord's  acts 
and  sufferings  on  several  occasions  (Mark  v.  37: 
Matt.  xvii.  1  ff.,  xxvi.  37);  but  this  is  no  proof 
of  superiority  in  rank  or  office.  Early  in  our 
Ix)rd's  ministry,  He  sent  them  out  two  and  two  to 
preach  repentance,  and  perform  miracles  in  his 
name  (Matt.  x. ;  Luke  ix.).  This  their  mission 
was  of  the  nature  of  a  solemn  call  to  the  children 
of  Israel,  to  whom  it  was  confined  (Matt.  x.  5,  6). 
There  is,  however,  in  his  charge  to  the  Apostles  on 
this  occasion,  not  a  word  of  their  proclaiming  his 
own  mission  as  the  Messiah  of  the  Jewish  people. 
Their  preaching  was  at  this  time  strictly  of  a  pre- 
paratory kind,  resembling  that  of  John  the  Baptist, 
the  Lord's  forerunner. 

Prof.  Lightfoot,  St.  PaiWs  Ep.  to  the  Gatatiana,  pp. 
89-97.  H. 
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The  Apostles  were  early  warned  by  their  Master 
of  the  solemn  nature  and  the  danger  of  their  call- 
ing (Matt.  X.  17),  but  were  not  intrusted  with  any 
esoteric  doctrines,  of  which  indeed  his  teaching, 
being  eminently  and  entirely  practical,  did  not  ad- 
mit. They  accompanied  Him  in  his  journeys  of 
teaching  and  to  the  Jewish  feasts,  saw  his  wonder- 
ful works,  heard  his  discourses  addressed  to  the 
people  (Matt.  v.  1  ff.,  xxiii.  1  ff.;  Luke  iv.  13  ff.) 
or  those  which  He  held  with  learned  Jews  (Matt, 
xis.  13  ff. ;  Luke  x.  25  ff. ),  made  inquiries  of  Him 
on  religious  matters,  sometimes  concerning  his 
own  sayings,  sometimes  of  a  general  nature  (Matt. 
xiii.  10  ff.,  XV.  15  ff.,  xviii.  1  ff. ;  Luke  viii.  9  ff;, 
xii.  41,  xvii.  5;  John  ix.  2  ff.,  xiv.  5,  22  al.):  some- 
times they  worked  miracles  (^tark  vi.  13 ;  Luke  ix. 
6),  sometimes  attempted  to  do  so  without  success 
(Matt.  xvii.  16).  They  recognized  their  Master  as 
the  Christ  of  God  (Matt.  xvi.  16;  Luke  ix.  20), 
and  ascribed  to  Him  supernatural  power  (Luke 
ix.  54),  but  in  the  recognition  of  the  spiritual 
teaching  and  mission  of  Christ,  they  made  very 
slow  progress,  held  back  as  they  were  by  weakness 
of  apprehension  and  by  natural  prejudices  (Matt. 
XV.  16,  xvi.  22,  xvii.  20  f. ;  Luke  ix.  54,  xxiv.  25 ; 
John  xvi.  12).  They  were  compelled  to  ask  of  Him 
the  explanation  of  even  his  simplest  parables  (Mark 
viii.  14  ff. ;  Luke  xii.  41  ff.),  and  openly  confessed 
their  weakness  of  faith  (Luke  xvii.  5).  Even  at  the 
removal  of  our  Ix)rd  from  the  earth  they  were  yet 
weak  in  their  knowledge  (Luke  xxiv.  21 ;  John  xvi. 
12),  though  He  had  for  so  long  been  carefully  pre- 
paring and  instructing  them.  And  when  that  hap- 
pened of  which  He  had  so  often  forewarned  them, 
—  his  apprehension  by  the  chief  priests  and  Phari- 
sees, —  they  aU  forsook  Him  and  fled  (Matt.  xxvi. 
56,  &c.).  They  left  his  burial  to  one  who  was  not 
of  their  number  and  to  the  women,  and  were  only 
convinced  of  his  resurrection  on  the  very  plainest 
proofs  furnished  by  Himself.  It  was  first  when 
this  fact  became  undeniable  that  light  seems  to  have 
entered  their  minds,  and  not  even  then  without  his 
own  special  aid,  opening  their  understandings  that 
they  might  understand  the  Scriptures.  Even  after 
that,  many  of  them  returned  to  their  common  oc- 
cupations (John  xxi.  3  ff.),  and  it  required  a  new 
direction  from  the  I>ord  to  recall  them  to  their  mis- 
sion and  reunite  them  in  Jerusalem  (Acts  i.  4). 
Before  the  descent  of  the  Holy  Spirit  on  the  Church, 
Peter,  at  least,  seems  to  have  been  specially  inspired 
by  Him  to  declare  the  prophetic  sense  of  Scripture 
respecting  the  traitor  Judas,  and  direct  his  place  to 
be  filled  up.  On  the  Feast  of  Pentecost,  ten  days 
after  our  Ivord's  ascension,  the  Holy  Spirit  came 
down  on  the  assembled  church  (Acts  ii.  Iff.);  and 
from  that  time  the  Apostles  became  altogether  dif- 
ferent men,  giving  witness  with  power  of  the  life 
and  death  and  resurrection  of  Jesus  as  he  had  de- 
clared they  should  (Luke  xxiv.  48;  Acts  i.  8,  22, 
ii.  32,  iii.  15,  v.  32,  xiii.  31).  First  of  all  the 
mother-church  at  Jerusalem  grew  up  under  their 
hands  (Acts  iii.-vii.),  and  their  superior  dignity  and 
power  were  universally  acknowledged  by  the  rulers 
and  the  people  (Acts  v.  12  ff.).  Even  the  j^ersecu- 
tion  which  arose  about  Stephen,  and  put  the  first 
check  on  the  spread  of  the  Gospel  in  Judcea,  does 
not  seem  to  have  brought  peril  to  the  Apostles  (Acts 
viii.  1).  Their  first  mission  out  of  Jerusalem  was 
to  Samaria  (Acts  viii.  5  ff.  14),  where  the  I>ord 
himself  had,  during  his  ministry,  sown  the  seed 
of  the  Gospel.  Here  ends,  properly  speaking  (or 
rather  perhaps  with  the  general  visitation  hinted  at 
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in  Acts  ix.  32),  the  first  period  of  the  Apostles' 
agency,  during  which  its  centre  is  Jenisalem,  and 
the  prominent  figure  is  that  of  St.  Peter.  Agree- 
ably to  the  promise  of  our  Lord  to  him  (Matt.  xvi. 
18),  which  we  conceive  it  impossible  to  understand' 
otherwise  than  in  a  personal  sense,  he  among  the 
twelve  foundations  (Rev.  xxi.  14)  was  the  stone  on 
whom  the  Church  was  first  built;  and  it  was  his 
privilege  first  to  open  the  doors  of  the  kingdom  of 
heaven  to  Jews  (Acts  ii.  14,  42)  and  to  Gentiles 
(Acts  X.  11).  The  centre  of  the  second  period  of 
the  apostolic  agency  is  Antioch,  where  a  church 
soon  was  built  up,  consisting  of  Jews  and  Gentiles ; 
and  the  central  figiwe  of  this  and  of  the  subsequent 
period  is  St.  Paul,  a  convert  not  originally  belong- 
ing to  the  nimiber  of  the  Twelve,  but  wonderfully 
prepared  and  miraculously  won  for  the  high  office 
[Paul].  This  period,  whose  history  (all  that  we 
know  of  it)  is  related  in  Acts  xi.  19-30,  xiii.  1-5, 
was  marked  by  the  united  working  of  Paul  and  the 
other  apostles,  in  the  cooperation  and  intercourse 
of  the  two  churches  of  Antioch  and  Jerusalem. 
From  this  time  the  third  apostolic  period  opens, 
marked  by  the  almost  entire  disappearance  of  the 
Twelve  from  the  sacred  narrative,  and  the  exclusive 
agency  of  St.  Paul,  the  great  apostle  of  the  Gen- 
tiles. The  whole  of  the  remaining  narrative  of  the 
Acts  is  occupied  with  his  missionary  journeys; 
and  when  we  leave  him  at  Rome,  all  the  Gentile 
churches  from  Jerusalem  round  about  unto  Illyricum 
owe  to  him  their  foundation,  and  look  to  him  for 
supervision.  Of  the  missionary  agency  of  the  rest 
of  the  Twelve,  we  know  absolutely  nothing  from 
the  sacred  narrative.  Some  notices  we  have  of 
their  personal  history,  which  wiU  be  found  under 
their  respective  names,  together  with  the  principal 
legends,  trustworthy  or  untrustworthy,  which  have 
come  down  to  us  respecting  them.  See  Petef, 
Ja»ies,  John  esjiecially.  As  regards  the  ajwstoUc 
office,  it  seems  to  have  been  preeminently  that  of 
founding  the  churches,  and  upholding  them  by 
supernatural  power  specially  bestowed  for  that  pur- 
pose. It  ceased,  as  a  matter  of  course,  with  its 
first  holders  —  all  continuation  of  it,  from  the  very 
conditions  of  its  existence  (cf.  1  Cor.  ix.  1),  being 
impossible.  The  inicrKOTros  of  the  ancient  churches 
coexisted  with,  and  did  not  in  any  sense  succeed, 
the  Apostles;  and  when  it  is  claimed  for  bishops  or 
any  church  officers  that  they  are  their  successors, 
it  can  be  understood  only  chronologically,  and  not 
officially. 

The  work  which  contains  the  fullest  account  of 
the  agency  of  the  Apostles  within  the  limits  of  the 
N.  T.  history  is  Neander's  treatise,  Gesch.  der 
PJlanzung  und  Leitnng  der  chriatUchen  Kirche 
durch  die  Apostel,  4th  edition,  Hamburg,  1847. 
More  ample,  but  far  less  interesting,  notices  may 
be  found  in  Cave's  Antiq.  A]X>st.,  or  History  of 
the  Apostles,  Lond.  1677.  H.  A. 

*  The  older  works  of  Benson,  Ilist.  of  the  First 
Planting  of  the  Chrisdnn  Religion,  2d  ed.,  3  vol., 
Ix)nd.  1750,  4to,  and  Ijirdner,  Hist,  of  the  Ajms- 
tles  and  Evangelists,  deserve  mention  here.  See 
also  Stanley,  Sermons  and  Essays  on  the  Apostolic 
Age,  2d  ed.,  Oxford,  1852,  Renan,  Les  Apotres, 
Paris,  1866,  and  the  literature  referred  to  under 
the  art.  Acts  of  the  Apostles.  A. 

•APOTHECARIES  occurs  in  Neh.  iii.  8 
(A.  V.)  for  D'^ni^'^,  supposed  to  mean  "perfum 
ers "  or  "  makers  of  ointments "  (in  the  Sept. 
strangely  'Pw^effi,  ^  a  proper  name).     In  ttua 
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craft  belonged  (72)  Haiianiah,  one  of  the  buiLlers 
of  the  wall  of  Jerusalem  (Neh.  iii.  8),  where  the 
A.  v.,  with  a  misapprehension  of  the  idiom,  ren- 
ders "a  son  of  one  of  the  aiwthecaries."         H. 

APPA'IM  (C^3S  [the  nostrils]:  'Aircpalv, 
[Vat.  E<ppaifi:]  Alex.  Atptpaifi'-  Apphalm).  Son 
of  Nadab,  and  descended  from  Jerahmeel,  the 
founder  of  an  important  ftimily  of  the  tribe  of  Ju- 
dah  (1  Chr.  ii.  30,  31).  The  succession  fell  to  him, 
fis  his  elder  brother  died  without  issue. 

W.  A.  W. 

APPEAL.  The  principle  of  appeal  was  recog- 
nized by  the  Mosaic  law  in  the  esUibhshment  of  a 
central  court  under  the  presidency  of  the  judge  or 
ruler  for  the  tune  being,  before  which  all  cases  too 
difficult  for  the  local  courts  were  to  be  tried  (Deut. 
xvii.  8-9).  Winer,  indeed,  infers  from  Josephus 
{Ant.  iv.  8,  §  14,  avaTrifiireroKrav,  so.  ol  SiKcur- 
ToO  that  this  was  not  a  proper  court  of  appeal,  the 
local  judges  and  not  the  litigants  being,  according 
to  the  above  language,  the  appellants:  but  these 
words,  taken  in  connection  with  a  former  passage  in 
the  same  chapter  (ej  ris  ■  ■  •  riv^  alriav  ■trpo<pf- 
poi)  may  be  regarded  simply  in  the  light  of  a  gen- 
eral direction.  According  to  the  above  regulation, 
the  apijeal  lay  in  the  time  of  the  Judges  to  the  judge 
(Judg.  iv.  5),  and  under  the  monarchy  to  the  king, 
who  appears  to  have  deputed  certain  persons  to 
inquire  into  the  facts  of  the  case,  and  record  his 
decision  thereon  (2  Sam.  xv.  3).  Jehoshaphat  dele- 
gated his  judicial  authority  to  a  court  permanently 
established  for  the  purpose  (2  Chr.  xix.  8).  These 
courts  were  reestablished  by  Ezra  (Ezr.  -vii.  25) 
After  the  institution  of  the  Sanhedrim  the  final 
appeal  lay  to  them,  and  the  various  stages  through 
which  a  case  might  pass  are  thus  described  by  the 
Talmudists :  from  the  local  consistory  before  which 
the  cause  was  first  tried,  to  the  consistory  that  sat 
in  the  neighboring  town ;  thence  to  the  courts  at 
Jerusalem,  commencing  in  the  court  of  the  23  that 
sat  in  the  gate  of  Shushan,  proceeding  to  the  court 
that  sat  in  the  gate  of  Xicanor,  and  concluding 
with  the  great  council  of  the  Sanhedrim  that  sat  in 
the  room  Gazith  (Carpzov.  Appar.  p.  571). 

A  Roman  citizen  under  the  repubUc  had  the 
right  of  appealing  in  criminal  cases  from  the  de- 
cision of  a  magistrate  to  the  people;  and  as  the 
emperor  succeeded  to  the  power  of  the  people,  there 
was  an  appeal  to  him  in  the  last  resort.  (See  Diet, 
of  Ant.  art.  Ai'PELlatio). 

St.  Paul,  as  a  Roman  citizen,  exercised  a  right 
of  appeal  from  the  jurisdiction  of  the  local  court  at 
Jerusalem  to  the  emperor  (Acts  xxv.  11).  But 
as  no  decision  had  been  given,  there  could  be  no 
appeal,  properly  speaking,  in  his  case:  the  lan- 
guage used  (Acts  xxv.  9 )  implies  the  right  on  the 
part  of  the  accused  of  electing  either  to  be  tried  by 
the  provincial  magistrate  or  by  the  emperor.  Since 
the  procedure  in  the  Jewish  courts  at  that  period 
vras  of  a  mixed  and  undefined  character,  the  Roman 
and  the  Jewish  authorities  coexisting  and  carrying 
on  the  course  of  justice  between  them,  Paul  availed 
himself  of  his  undoubted  privilege  to  be  tried  by 
the  pure  Roman  law.  W.  L.  B. 

*  The  appeal  of  Paul  to  Csesar  (Acts  xxv.  11)  was 
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a  *  This  is  not  strictly,  correct.  'An-jria  does  not 
occur  in  Acts  xxviii.  15,  or  elsewhere  in  the  N.  T.  In 
the  passage  referred  to  by  Alford  we  have  'Amri'ov  (see 
Appn  Forum).  A. 
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peculiar  as  laying  claim  not  to  the  revision  of  a 
sentence,  but  to  a  hearing  at  Rome  before  judg- 
ment had  been  rendered  elsewhere.  The  point  is 
not  without  its  difficulty,  and  deserves  a  more  spe- 
cial notice. 

Appeal  in  Roman  law  under  the  emperors  (for 
this  alone  concerns  us)  proceeded  on  the  principle 
that  the  emperor  was  the  supreme  judge,  and  all 
other  judges,  the  provincial  magistrates,  for  in- 
stance, his  delegates.  Such  appeal  from  a  decision 
in  a  province,  when  allowed,  was  authenticated  by 
apostoli  or  literce  diniissorice,  which  contained  a 
notice  of  the  appeal  to  the  higher  court,  and  were 
accompanied  by  the  necessary  documents,  evidence, 
etc.  The  appeal  did  not  necessarily  come  before 
the  emperor  in  the  first  instance,  but  he  delegated 
the  matter  to  subordinate  persons,  as  to  consular 
men,  to  the  praefect  of  the  city,  and  particularly 
to  the  praefect  of  the  praetorium.  Appeal  was  al- 
lowed in  all  sorts  of  cases,  when  a  decision  valid 
in  form  had  been  given  by  the  inferior  court. 
Where  the  judgment  was  formally  invalid,  a  ^e- 
rela  nullitatis  was  necessary. 

The  apostle  Paul,  a  Roman  citizen,  was  brought 
to  trial  before  the  procurator  of  Judaea  on  the  charge 
of  having  profaned  the  temple  and  of  having  been 
"  a  mover  of  sedition  among  all  the  Jews  through- 
out the  world;"  and  to  these  offenses  it  was 
sought  to  attach  political  inijxjrtance  (Acts  xxv. 
8).  If  he  had  consented,  a  trial  might  have  been 
held  at  Jerusalem  before  the  procurator  Festus. 
But  Paul,  fearing  that  he  would  be  sacrificed  to 
the  malice  of  his  enemies,  if  such  a  trial  were  held, 
made  an  appeal  to  the  emperor,  and  Festus,  after 
consulting  with  his  consilium  or  assessores,  allowed 
the  appeal  to  take  effect,  glad,  doubtless,  to  be  freed 
from  the  responsibility  of  either  irritating  the  Jew- 
ish leaders  by  acquitting  Paul,  or  of  pronouncing 
an  innocent  man  guilty. 

The  pecuharity  of  this  case  consisted  in  this: 
that  an  appeal  was  taken  before  any  condemnatcnry 
decision  had  been  made,  whereas  an  appeal  implied 
a  verdict.  It  is  not  easy  to  explain  this  aspect  of 
Paul's  trial,  or  to  illustrate  it  by  analogous  in- 
stances. The  emperors,  however,  "  were  wont,  and 
sometimes  from  the  best  motives,  to  prevent  the 
initiation  or  the  continuance  of  a  judicial  proceed- 
ing "  (Geib,  Gesch.  d.  rom.  Criminalprocess,  p. 
424).  And  Walter  in  his  Gesch.  d.  rom.  liechts, 
ii.  347,  says  that  a  case  was  "sometimes  sent  to 
the  emperor  by  the  proconsul  for  his  settlement  of 
it  without  a  previous  verdict,"  in  support  of  which 
he  cites  Fronto,  £pist.  ad  Marcum,  ii.  15,  but  there 
is  a  mistake  in  the  citation.  The  emperors'  tribuni- 
cian  power  could  easily  involve  suet  a  kind  of  appeal, 
which  would  be  no  stranger  than  w  quash  proceed- 
ings before  a  verdict  (see  Geib,  as  above).  For 
appeal  see  the  two  writers  referred  to,  and  Rein  in 
Pauly's  Real-Encycl.  s.  v.  Apjiellatio. 

T.  D.  W. 

APTHIA  {'Anfia,  a  Greek  form  of  the  Lathi 
Appia,  written  'Airiria,  Acts  xxviii.  15«),  a  Christian 
woman  addressed  jointly  with  Philemon  and  Ar- 
chippus  in  Philem.  2,  apparently  a  member  of  the 
former's  household,  seemg  that  the  letter  is  on  a 
family  matter,  and  that  the  church  that  is  in  her 
house  is  mentioned  next  to  these  two,  and  not  im- 
probably his  wife  (Chrys.,  Theodoret).  Nothing 
more  is  said  or  known  of  her.''  H.  A. 


b  *  See,  more  fully,  on  Philem.  ver.  2,  in  Schaffs  edi^ 
tjon  of  Lange's  Commentary  (N.  Y.  1867).  H. 
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APTHUS  CAttc^oCj;  [Alex.  %acj><povs,  Sin. 
^TTpovs']  Apphus),  surname  of  Jonathan  Macca- 
bfEus  (1  Mace.  ii.  5). 

AP'PII  FO'RUM  ('Air7r(oi;  <p6pov,  Acts 
xxviii.  15)  was  a  very  well  known  station  (as  we 
learn  from  Her.  Sat.  i.  5,  and  Cic.  ad  Att.  ii.  10) 
on  the  Appian  Way,  the  great  road  which  led  from 
Rome  to  the  neighborhood  of  the  Bay  of  Naples. 
St.  Paul,  having  landed  at  Puteoli  (ver.  13)  on  his 
arrival  from  Malta,  proceeded  under  the  charge  of 
the  centurion  along  the  Appian  Way  towards  Kome, 
and  found  at  Appii  Forum  a  group  of  Christians, 
who  had  gone  to  meet  him.  The  position  of  this 
place  is  fixed  by  the  ancient  Itineraries  at  43  miles 
from  Kome  (Itin.  Ant.  p.  107;  Itin.  Hier.  p.  611). 
The  Jerusalem  Itinerary  calls  it  a  mutatio.  Horace 
describes  it  as  full  of  taverns  and  boatmen.  This 
arose  from  the  circumstance  that  it  was  at  the 
northern  end  of  a  canal  which  ran  parallel  with  the 
road,  through  a  considerable  part  of  the  Pomptine 
Mai'shes.  There  is  no  difficulty  in  identifying  the 
site  with  some  ruins  near  Treponti ;  and  in  fact 
the  43d  milestone  is  preserved  there.  The  name 
is  probably  due  to  Appius  Claudius,  who  first  con- 
structed this  part  of  the  road ;  and  from  a  passage 
in  Suetonius,  it  would  appear  that  it  was  connected 
in  some  way  with  his  family,  even  in  the  time  of 
St.  Paul.     [Three  Tavekns.]  J.  S.  H. 

APPLE-TREE,  APPLE  (n^ien,"  tap- 
puach:  /iftKov;  fir)\(a,  Sjin.  in  Cant.  viii.  5: 
malum,  malits).  Mention  of  the  apple-tree  occurs 
in  the  A.  V.,  in  the  following  passages.  Cant.  ii. 
3 :  "As  the  apple-tree  among  the  trees  of  the  wood, 
so  is  my  beloved  among  the  sons.  I  sat  down  un- 
der his  sliadow  with  great  delight,  and  his  fruit  was 
sweet  to  my  taste."  Cant.  viii.  5 :  "  I  raised  thee 
up  under  the  apple-tree :  there  thy  mother  brought 
thee  forth."  Joel  i.  12,  where  the  apple-tree  is 
named  with  the  vine,  the  fig,  the  pomegranate,  and 
the  palm-trees,  as  withering  under  the  desolating 
effects  of  the  locust,  palmer-worm,  &e.  The  fruit 
of  this  tree  is  alluded  to  in  Prov.  xxv.  11:  "A  word 
fitly  spoken  is  like  apples  of  gold  in  pictures  of  sil- 
ver." In  Cant.  ii.  5:  "Comfort  me  with  apples, 
for  I  am  sick  of  love; "  vii.  8,  "  The  smell  of  thy 
nose  [shall  be]  like  apples." 

It  is  a  difficult  matter  to  say  with  any  degree  of 
certainty  what  is  the  specific  tree  denoted  by  the 
Hebrew  word  trippuach.  The  LXX.  and  Vulg. 
afford  no  clue,  as  the  terms  fx,ri\ov,  malum,  have  a 
wide  signification,  being  used  by  the  Greeks  and 
Komans  to  represent  almost  any  kind  of  tree-fruit ; 
at  any  rate,  the  use  of  the  word  is  certainly  gen- 
eric;—  but  Celsius  {Hiei-ob.  i.  255)  asserts  that  the 
quince-tree  (PyMs  cydonia)  was  very  often  called 
by  the  Greek  and  Koman  writers  mains,  as  being, 
from  the  esteem  in  which  it  was  held  ("  primaria 
malorum  species  ")  the  mains,  or  fxr/Kov  Kar  i^o- 
xh"-  Some  therefore,  with  Celsius,  have  endeav- 
ored to  show  that  the  tappuach  denotes  the  quince ; 
and  certainly  this  opinion  has  some  plausible  argu- 
ments in  ita  favor.  The  fragrance  of  the  quince 
was  held  in  high  esteem  by  the  ancients;  and  the 
fruit  "  was  placed  on  the  heads  of  those  images  in 
the  sleeping  apartments  which  were  reckoned  among 
the  household  gods  "  (Rosenmiiller,  Botany  of  Bible, 
Bib.  Cab.  p.  314;  Voss,  On  M,rfjil.  Echg.  ii.  51). 
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The  Arabians  make  (!si)ceial  allusion  to  the  restora- 
tive properties  of  this  fruit;  and  Celsius  (p.  261) 
quotes  Abu'l  Fadli  in  illustration  of  Cant.  ii.  5, 
"  Comfort  me  with  apples,  for  I  am  sick  of  love." 
"  Its  scent,"  says  the  Arabic  author,  "  cheers  my 
soul,  renews  my  strength,  and  restores  my  breath." 
Phylarchus  (Histor.  lib.  vi.),  Rabbi  Salomon  (in 
Cant.  ii.  3),  Pliny  (//.  iV.  xv.  11),  who  uses  the 
words  odoi-is  prceUantissimi,  bear  similar  testimony 
to  the  delicious  fragrance  of  the  quince.  It  is  well 
known  that  among  the  ancients  the  quince  was  sa- 
cred to  the  goddess  of  love ;  whence  statues  of  Venus 
sometimes  represent  her  with  the  fruit  of  this  tree 
in  her  hand,  the  quince  being  the  ill-fated  "  apple 
of  discord  "  which  Paris  appropriately  enough  pre- 
sented to  that  deity.* 

Other  writers,  amongst  whom  may  be  mentioned 
Dr.  Royle,  demur  to  the  opinion  that  the  quince  is 
the  fruit  here  intended,  and  believe  that  the  citron 
( Citi-ns  medica)  has  a  far  better  claim  to  be  the 
tappuach  of  Scripture.  The  citron  belongs  to  the 
orange  family  of  plants  (Aurantiticete),  the  fruit  of 
which  tree,  together  with  the  lemon  ( C.  Ihnonium) 
and  the  lime  ( C.  limetta),  is  distinguished  from  the 
orange  by  its  oblong  form  and  a  protuberance  at 
the  apex.  The  citron,  as  its  name  imports,  is  a  na^ 
tive  of  Sledia  (Theophrast.  Plant.  Hist.  iv.  4,  §  2); 
and  according  to  Josephus  (Ant.  xiii.  13,  §  5), 
branches  of  the  citron-tree  were  ordered  by  law  to 
be  carried  by  those  persons  who  attended  the  Feast 
of  Tabernacles,  and  to  this  day  the  Jews  offer  cit- 
rons at  this  feast ;  they  must  be  "  without  blemish, 
and  the  stalk  must  still  adhere  to  them"  (Sci-ipf. 
Herb.  p.  109).  "The  boughs  of  goodly  trees" 
(l>ev.  xxiii.  40)  are  by  several  of  the  Jewish  rabbis 
understood  to  be  those  of  this  tree  (Celsius,  Hierob. 
i.  251);  and  the  citron-tree  is  occasionally  repre- 
sented on  old  Samaritan  coins.  "  The  rich  color, 
fragrant  odor,  and  handsome  appearance  of  the  tree, 
whether  in  flower  or  in  fruit,  are,"  Dr.  Royle  asserts, 
"particularly  suited  to  the  passages  of  Scripture 
mentioned  above."  Dr.  Thomson  (Land  and  Book, 
p.  545),  on  the  other  hand,  is  in  favor  of  the  trans- 
lation of  the  A.  v.,  and  has  little  doubt  that  apjiks 
is  the  correct  rendering  of  the  Hebrew  word.  He 
says,  "  The  whole  area  (about  Askelon)  is  especially 
celebrated  for  its  apples,  which  are  the  largest  and 
best  I  have  ever  seen  in  this  country.  When  I  was 
here  in  June,  quite  a  caravan  started  for  Jerusalem 
loaded  with  them,  and  they  would  not  have  dis- 
graced even  an  American  orchard.  .  .  .  The  Arabic 
word  for  apple  is  almost  the  same  as  the  Hebrew, 
and  it  is  as  perfectly  definite,  to  say  the  least,  as 
our  English  word  —  as  nmch  as  the  word  for  grajjc, 
and  just  as  well  understood ;  and  so  is  that  for  cit- 
ron :  but  this  is  a  comparatively  rare  fruit.  Citrons 
are  also  very  large,  weighing  several  pounds  each, 
and  are  so  hard  and  indigestible,  that  they  cannot 
be  used  except  when  made  into  preserves.  The  tree 
is  small,  slender,  and  must  be  propj)ed  up,  or  the 
fruit  will  bend  it  down  to  the  ground.  Nobody 
ever  thinks  of  sitting  under  its  shadow,  for  it  is  too 
small  and  straggling  to  make  a  shatle.  I  cannot 
believe,  therefore,  that  it  is  spoken  of  in  the  Canti- 
cles. It  can  scarcely  be  called  a  tree  at  all,  much 
less  would  it  be  singlecl  out  as  among  the  choice 
trees  of  the  wood.  As  to  the  smell  and  color,  all 
the  demands  of  the  Biblical  allusions  are  fully  met 


o  rr^Sln,  »  ▼■   n23,  spiravlt,  In  allusion  to  the 
perfume  of  the  fruit. 

t>  Uence  the  act  expressed  by  the  term  firiXofioktlv 


(Sclwl.  ad  Aristoph.  Nub.  p.  180 ;  Thcocr.  Id.  iii.  10, 
T.  88,  &c. ;  Virg.  Ed.  Hi.  64)  was  a  token  of  love.  For 
numerous  testimonies  see  Celsius,  Hierob.  i.  265. 
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by  these  apples  of  Askelon;  and  no  doubt,  in  an- 
cient times  and  in  royal  gardens,  their  cultivation 
was  far  superior  to  what  it  is  now,  and  the  fruit 
larger  and  more  fragrant.  Let  tnppuach  therefore 
stand  for  apple,  as  our  translation  has  it." 

Neither  the  quince  nor  the  citron  nor  the  apple, 
however,  appears  fully  to  answer  to  all  the  script- 
ural allusions.  The  tappuacli  must  denote  some 
tree  which  is  sweet  to  the  taste,  and  which  pos- 
sesses some  fragrant  and  restorative  projierties,  in 
order  to  meet  all  the  demands  of  the  Biblical  allu- 
sions. Both  the  quince  and  the  citron  may  satisfy 
the  last-named  requirement;  but  it  can  hardly  be 
said  that  either  of  these  fruits  are  sweet  to  the  taste. 
Dr.  Thomson,  in  the  passage  quoted  above,  says 
that  the  citron  is  "  too  straggling  to  make  a  shade ;  " 
but  in  Cant.  ii.  3  the  tappuach  appears  to  be  asso- 
ciated with  other  trees  of  the  wood,  and  it  would 
do  no  violence  to  the  passage  to  suppose  that  this 
tree  was  selected  from  amongst  the  rest  under 
which  to  recline,  not  on  account  of  any  extensive 
shade  it  afforded,  but  for  the  fragrance  of  its  fruit. 
The  expression  "  under  the  shade  "  by  no  means 
necessarily  implies  any  thhig  more  than  "  under  its 
branches."  But  Dr.  Thomson's  trees  were  no  doubt 
small  specimens.  The  citron-tree  is  very  variable 
as  regards  its  size.  Dr.  Kitto  {Pict.  Bib.  on  Cant, 
ii.  3)  says  that  it  "grows  to  a  fine  large  size,  and 
affords  a  pleasant  shade;  "  and  Risso,  in  his  Hlstoire 
Nnturelle  des  Orant/es,  speaks  of  the  citron-tree  as 
having  a  magnificent  aspect. 

The  passage  in  Cant.  ii.  3  seems  to  demand  that 
the  fruit  of  the  tappuach  in  its  unprepared  state 
was  sweet  to  the  taste,  whereas  the  rind  only  of  the 
citron  is  used  as  a  sweetmeat,  and  the  pulp,  though 
it  is  less  acid  than  the  lemon,  is  certainly  far  from 
sweet.  The  same  objection  would  apply  to  the  fruit 
of  the  quince,  which  is  also  far  fh)m  being  sweet 
to  the  taste  in  its  uncooked  state.  The  orange 
would  answer  all  the  demands  of  the  Scriptural 
passages,  and  orange-trees  are  found  in  Palestine; 
but  there  does  not  appear  sufficient  evidence  to 
show  that  this  tree  was  known  in  the  earlier  times 
to  the  inhabitants  of  P:destine,  the  tree  havmg  been 
in  all  probability  introduced  at  a  later  period.  As 
to  the  apple-tree  being  the  tapjmach,  most  travel- 
lers assert  that  this  fruit  is  generally  of  a  very  in- 
ferior quality,  and  Dr.  Thomson  does  not  say  that 
he  tasted  the  apples  of  Askelon."  Moreover  the 
apple  woiUd  hardly  merit  the  character  for  excellent 
fragrance  which  the  tappuach  is  said  to  have  pos- 
sessed. The  question  of  identification,  therefore, 
must  stiU  be  left  an  open  one.  The  citron  appears 
to  have  the  best  claim  to  represent  the  tappuach, 
but  there  is  no  conclusive  evidence  to  establish  the 
opinion.  As  to  the  Apples  of  Sodom,  see  Vine 
OF  Sodom. 

The  expression  "  apple  of  the  eye "  occurs  in 
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a  Since  the  above  was  written  Dr.  Hooker  has  re- 
turned from  a  tour  in  Palestine,  and  remarks  in  a  letter 
to  the  author  of  this  article  —  "I  procured  a  great 
many  plants,  but  very  little  information  of  service  to 
you,  though  I  made  every  inquiry  about  the  subject 
of  your  notes.  You  would  hardly  believe  the  diffi- 
eulty  in  getting  reliable  information  about  the  simplest 
(Subjects  ;  e.  g.  three,  to  all  appearance  unexceptionable 
English  resident  authorities,  including  a  consul  and  a 
medical  gentleman,  assured  me  that  the  finest  apples 
in  Syria  grew  at  .Toppa  and  Askelon.  The  fact  ap- 
peared so  improbable  that,  though  one  authority  had 
saten  them,  I  could  not  resist  prosecuting  the  inquiry, 
and  at  last  found  a  gentleman  who  had  property  there. 


Deut.  xxxii.  10;  Ps.  xvii.  8;  Prov.  vii.  2;  Lam.  ii. 
18;  Zech.  ii.  8.  The  word  is  the  representative 
of  an  entirely  diflTerent  name  from  that  considered 
above:  the  Hebrew  word  being  ishm*>  "  Uttle  man  " 
—  the  exact  equivalent  to  the  English  2»|pil^  the 
Latin  papilla,  the  Greek  K6pi)-  It  is  curious  to 
observe  how  common  the  image  ("  pupil  of  the 
eye")  is  in  the  languages  of  different  nations. 
Gesenius  (Thes.  p.  86)  quotes  from  the  Arabic,  the 
Syriac,  the  Ethiopic,  the  Coptic,  the  Persian,  in 
all  of  which  tongues  an  expression  similar  to  the 
English  "  pupil  of  the  eye  "  is  found.  It  is  a  pity 
that  the  same  figure  is  not  preserved  in  the  A.  V., 
which  invariably  uses  the  expression  "  apple  of  the 
eye  "  (in  allusion  to  its  shape),  instead  of  gi\ing 
the  literal  translation  from  the  Hebrew.    W.  H. 

*  APPREHEND  (as  used  in  Phil.  iii.  12,  13, 
of  the  A.  V.)  meant  formerly  "  to  take  in  the  hand, 
or  by  the  hand,"  (a  Latin  sense  of  the  word). 
Thus  Jeremy  Taylor  {ffoly  Lidiifj,  ii.  6)  says: 
"  There  is  nothing  but  hath  a  double  handle,  or  at 
least  we  have  two  hands  to  apprehend  it."  Hence 
a  more  correct  rendering  now  would  be :  "  If  that  I 
may  lay  hold  {KaTaAafiai)  on  that  (i.  e.  the  \ictor's 
crown,  ver.  14)  for  which  also  I  was  laid  hold 
upon  "  iKaTe\-fi<pOrii/)-  "  Brethren,  I  count  not 
myself  to  have  laid  hold,"  &c.  The  language  is 
evidently  figurative,  derived  from  the  contests  of 
runners  in  the  stadium.     See  Gasies.  H. 

AQIJILA  i'AKvKas--  Wolf,  Cm-(B,  on  Acts 
xviii.  2,  beUeves  it  to  have  been  Grecised  from  the 
Latin  Aquila,  not  to  have  any  Hebrew  origin,  and 
to  have  been  adopted  as  a  Latin  name,  as  Paulus 
by  Saul),  a  Jew  whom  St.  Paul  found  at  Corinth 
on  his  arrival  from  Athens  (Acts  xviii.  2).  He  is 
there  described  as  TlovriKhs  r^  ytvei,  from  the 
connection  of  which  description  with  the  fact  that 
we  find  more  than  one  Pontius  Aquila  in  the  Pon- 
tian  gens  at  Rome  in  the  days  of  the  Republic  (see 
Cic.  afZFa»t.  x.  33;  Suet.  fees.  78 ;  Diet,  of  Biogr. 
art.  Aquila  and  Pontius),  it  has  been  imagined 
that  he  may  have  been  a  freedman  of  a  Pontius 
Aquila,  and  that  his  being  a  Pontian  by  birth  may 
have  been  merely  an  inference  from  his  name.  But 
besides  that  this  is  a  point  on  which  St.  Luke  could 
hardly  be  ignorant,  Aquila,  the  translator  of  the 
0.  T.  into  Greek,  was  also  a  native  of  Pontus.  At 
the  time  when  St.  Paul  met  w^ith  Aquila  at  Corinth, 
he  had  fled,  with  his  wife  Priscilla,  from  Rome,  in 
consequence  of  an  order  of  Claudius  commanding 
all  Jews  to  leave  Rome  (Suet.  Claxtd.  25  —  "  Judaeos 
impulsore  Chresto  assidue  tumultuantes  Roma  ex- 
puUt:"  see  Claudius).  He  became  acquainted 
with  St.  Paul,  and  they  abode  together,  and  wrought 
at  their  common  trade  of  making  the  Cilician  tent 
or  hair-cloth  [Paul].  On  the  departure  of  the 
apostle  from  Corinth,  a  year  and  six  months  after, 


and  knew  a  little  of  horticulture,  who  assured  me  they 
were  all  Quinces,  the  apples  being  abominable." 

*  In  like  panner  Mr.  Tristram  says  {Land  of  Israel, 
p.  604)  that  he  scarcely  ever  saw  the  apple-tree  in  the 
Holy  Land  except  on  a  few  high  situations  in  Lebanon 
and  in  the  region  of  Damascus.  The  question  does 
not  affect  at  all  the  acciuacy  of  Scripture,  but  the 

meaning  of  H^SF!  which  the  A.  V.  renders  "  apple." 
Mr.  Tristram  concludes  that  it  cannot  be  "the  ap- 
ple "  that  is  intended,  but  is  "  the  apricot."  H. 

b  'l^^'^'^'i  homuiKulus,  I^^JH  "I'^^'^'^i  homun 
cuius  oculi,  t.  e.  pupilla,  in  qua  tanquam  in  speculo 
hominis  imagunculam  conspicimus  (Ges.  Thes.  s.  v.). 
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Priscilla  and  Aquila  accompanied  him  to  Ephesus 
on  liis  way  to  SjTia.  Tliere  tliey  remained ;  and 
when  Apolios  came  to  Ephesus,  knowing  only  the 
baptism  of  John,  they  took  him  and  taught  him 
the  way  of  the  I>ord  more  perfectly.  At  what 
time  they  became  Christians  is  uncertain:  had 
Aquila  been  converted  before  his  first  meeting  with 
St.  I'aul,  the  word  fxaOr)TT)s  would  hardly  have 
been  omitted  (see  against  this  view  Neander,  Pfl. 
u.  Leit.  p.  333  f.,  and  for  it  Herzog,  Encyki.  s.  v.). 
At  the  time  of  \(Titing  1  Cor.,  Aquila  and  his  wiie 
were  still  in  Ephesus  (1  Cor.  xvi.  19);  but  in  Rom. 
xvi.  3  ff.,  we  find  them  again  at  Rome,  and  their 
house  a  place  of  assembly  for  the  Christians.  They 
are  there  described  as  having  endangered  their  lives 
for  that  of  the  apostle.  In  2  Tim.  iv.  19,  they 
are  saluted  as  being  with  Timotheus,  probably  at 
Ephesus.  In  both  these  latter  places  the  form 
Prisca  and  not  Priscilla  is  used. 

Nothing  further  is  known  of  either  of  them. 
The  Menohg.  Grcecorum  gives  only  a  vague  tradi- 
tion that  they  were  beheaded ;  and  the  Mariyrol. 
Mom.  celebrates  both  on  July  8.  H.  A. 

*  "We  must  advert  here  to  the  question  whether 
Luke  mentions  the  Nazarite  vow  (Acts  xviii.  18) 
of  Aquila  or  the  apostle  Paid.  The  passage,  gram- 
matically viewed,  no  doubt  should  be  understood 
of  Aquila;  and  so  much  the  more,  it  is  urged,  be- 
cause Luke  places  Priscilla's  name  before  Aquila's 
as  if  for  the  very  purpose  of  showing  that  Keipd/j.- 
evos  belongs  to  'A/cuAay,  and  not  Uavkos-  So 
Grotius,  Kuinoel,  Wieseler,  Mejer,  and  others. 
On  the  contrary,  Neander,  Olshausen,  Hemsen,  De 
Wette,  Winer,  Wordsworth,  Lechler  (Lange's 
Bibelwerh,  p.  261),  with  others,  refer  the  vow  to 
the  apostle,  and  not  Aquila.  TlavXos  is  the  leading 
subject,  and  the  reader  connects  the  remark  spon- 
taneously with  him.  It  is  only  as  an  act  of  re- 
flection, on  perceiving  that  'AKv\as  stands  nearer, 
that  the  other  connection  occurs  to  the  mind  as  a 
possible  one.  The  intervening  words  (/caJ  ffvv 
aiiT^  ....  'A/cuAas)  may  separate  Kftpdfievos 
and  riaDAos  from  each  other,  because  the  clause  is 
so  evidently  parenthetic,'  and  because  ^|eVA€i  has 
a  tendency  to  draw  its  several  subjects  towards  itself 
That  no  stress  can  be  laid  upon  Luke's  namin" 
Priscilla  before  Aquila,  is  clear  from  Rom.  xvi.  3 
and  2  Tim.  iv.  19,  where  the  names  follow  each 
other  in  the  same  manner.  Some  principle  of  as- 
sociation, as  possibly  that  of  the  relative  superiority 
of  Priscilla,  seems  to  have  made  it  customary  to 
speak  of  them  in  that  order.  Dr.  Howson  (Life 
and  Epistles  of  St.  Paul,  i.  498)  maintains  that 
Aquila  assumed  the  vow ;  but  in  his  Ilulsean  Lect- 
ures (p.  16,  note)  recedes  from  that  opinion  and 
ascribes  the  act  to  Paul.  H. 

AR  (1^)  and  AR  OF  MOAB  (SSID  ly," 

Sam.  Vers.  nti7"lM  :  [Num.  xxi.  1.5]  "Hp;  [Deut. 
ii.  9,  18,  Rom.  Alex.  'Apo^p,  Vat.  2»;€ip;  29, 
Rom.  Vat. ' Apo^p,  Alex.  A.poTi\,  Comp.  "Ap :]  Ar), 
one  of  the  chief  places  of  Jloab  (Is.  iv.  1 ;  Num. 
xxi.  28).*     From  the  Onomasticon  {Moab\  and 


«  According  to  Oesenius  (Jesaia,  p.  516),  an  old, 
probably  Moabite,  form  of  the  word  "1^37,  a  "city." 

b  Samaritan  Codex  and  Version,  "  as  far  as  Moab," 
reading  137  for  "ir ;  and  so  also  LXX.  e<os  M. 

c  We  have  Jerome's  testimony  that  Areopolls  was 
believed  to  be  quasi  *Apto?  n-oAis,  "  the  city  of  Ares  " 
(Man).    This  is  a  good  instance  of  the  tendency  which 
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from  Jerome's  Com.  on  Is.  xv.  1,  it  appears  that  m 
that  day  the  place  was  known  as  Areopolis  <^  and 
p{abbath-Moab,  "ic/  est,  grandis  Moab"  (Reland, 
p.  577;  Rob.  ii.  166,  note).''  The  site  is  still 
called  Rahba ;  it  lies  about  half-way  between  Kereh 
and  the  Wady  Mojeb,  10  or  11  miles  from  each, 
the  Roman  road  passing  through  it.  The  remains 
are  not  so  important  as  might  be  imagined  (Irby^ 
p.  140;  Burckh.  p.  377;  De  Saulcy,  ii.  44-46,  and 
map  8). 

In  the  books  of  Moses  Ar  appears  to  be  used  as  a 
representative  name  for  the  whole  nation  of  Moab ; 
see  Deut.  ii.  9,  18,  29;  and  also  Num.  xxi.  15, 
where  it  is  coupled  with  a  word  rarely  if  ever  used 

in  the  same  manner,  HStt?,  "  the  dwelling  of  Ar." 

In  Num.  xxii.  36  the  almost  identical  words  T^27 

I 

D  are  rendered  "  a  city  of  Moab,"  following  the 

Sam.  Vers.,  the  LXX.,  and  Vulgate.  G. 

*  Ritter's  view  (referred  to  in  the  note  d)  that  Ai 
was  not  the  present  Rabbn,  but  was  situated  near 
Aroer  on  the  Amon,  is  held  also  by  Hengstenberg 
{Gesch.  Bileams,  p.  234  AT.),  Keil  {Pentateuch, 
iii.  146),  and  Kurtz  (Gesch.  des  A.  Bumles,  ii. 
448).  Among  the  reasons  on  which  they  rely  for 
this  opinion,  are  that  Ar  formed  the  northern 
boundary  of  Moab  (Num.  xxii.  36,  comp.  xxi.  15), 
whereas  Rabba  is  3  or  4  hours  further  south  in  the 
interior  of  Moab,  and  that  Ar  was  in  the  Wady  of 
the  Amon  (Deut.  ii.  36;  Josh.  xiii.  9)  whereas 
Raliba  is  not  in  that  valley,  but  10  miles  or  more 
distant  from  it.  Burckhardt  (Syi-ia,  ii.  636)  found 
"  a  fine  green  pasture-land  in  which  is  a  hill  with 
important  ruins,"  near  the  confluence  of  AA'ady 
Lejum  and  Wady  M(yib  (the  Amon)  which  may 
well  be  supjwsed  to  be  the  site  of  the  ancient  Ar. 
It  is  true,  the  name  Areojwlis,  which  was  the  Greek 
name  of  Ar,  was  applied  also  to  Rabba ;  but  there 
is  no  proof  that  this  was  done  till  after  the  destruc- 
tion of  Ar  by  an  earthquake  in  the  4th  centuiy 
(Jer.  ad  Jes.  xv.  1),  and  hence  the  name  may  have 
designated  different  places  at  different  times.  It  is 
possible,  as  Ritter  argues,  that  after  the  overthrow 
of  Ar,  the  capital  of  the  region,  the  name  was 
transferred  to  Rabba,  which  was  the  next  in  rank 
and  became  then  the  seat  of  the  episcopate,  which 
had  previously  been  at  Ar.  Dr.  Robinson  identifies 
Ar  with  Rabba,  but  without  specially  noticing  the 
objections  to  that  view.  The  argument  against 
that  identification,  and  for  supposing  Ar  to  have 
been  on  the  Anion,  is  well  stated  in  Zeller's  Jiibl. 
\V(h-ib.  p.  95.  Raumer  held  at  first  a  different 
opinion,  but  changetl  it  in  view  of  Ilengstenberg's 
arguments  {Paldstina,  p.  271,  4te  Aiifl.).  Diet- 
rich also  agrees  with  Ritter,  and  distinguishes  Ar 
from  the  present  Rabba  in  Moab  {Hebr.  u.  Chald. 
Ilandw.  p.  680).  H. 

A'RA(W"7bf  [perh.  lim  =  '^'^i^:  'Apd:  Ara). 
One  of  the  sons  of  Jether,  the  head  of  a  family  of 
Asherites  (1  Chr.  vii.  38).  W.  A.  W. 

A'RAB    (3'^S    [ambtish]:    Alpf/i;    [Comp. 


is  noticed  by  Trench  (English  Past  and  Present,  pp. 
218,  220)  as  existing  in  language,  to  tamper  witli  tlie 
derivations  of  words.  lie  gives  another  example  of  it 
in  " Hierosolyma,"  r/iiasi  ifpd?,  "holy." 

d  Ritter  (si/rifn,  p.  1212,  13)  tries  hard  to  malce 
out  that  Areopolis  and  Ar-Moab  were  not  identical, 
and  that  the  latter  was  the  "  city  in  the  midst  of  the 
wady  "  [Aroek]  ;  but  he  &Us  to  establish  his  p<Ant. 
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Aid.]  Alex.  Ep6/3 :  Arab),  a  city  of  Judah  in  the 
mountainous  district,  probablj-  in  the  neighborhood 
of  Hebron.  It  is  mentioned  only  in  Josh.  xv.  52, 
and  has  not  yet  been  identified.   [Akbite.] 

AR'ABAH  (n2n?[ :  "Apafia;  [BaMpa^a 
in  Josh,  xviii.  18;  see  also  note  a;]  camjyesirin, 
planities),  Josh,  xviii.  18.  Although  this  word 
appears  in  the  Auth.  Vers,  in  its  original  shape 
only  in  the  verse  above  quoted,  yet  in  the  Hebrew 
text  it  is  of  frequent  occurrence. 

1.  If  the  derivation  of  Gesenius  (Thes.  p.  106G) 
is  to  be  accepted,  the  fundamental  meaning  of  the 
term  is  "burnt  up"  or  "waste,"  and  thence 
"  sterile,"  and  in  accordance  with  this  idea  it  is 
employed  in  various  poetical  parts  of  Scripture  to 
designate  generally  a  barren,  uninhabitable  district, 
—  "a  desolation,  a  dry  land,  and  a  desert,  a  land 
wherein  no  man  dwelleth,  neither  doth  any  son  of 
man  pass  thereby  "  (Jer.  li.  43:  see  a  striking  re- 
mark in  Martineau,  p.  395;  and  amongst  other 
passages,  Job  xxiv.  5,  xxxix.  6 ;  Is.  xxxiii.  9,  xxxv. 

1). 

2.  But  within  this  general  signification  it  is  plain, 
from  even  a  casual  examination  of  the  topographical 
records  in  the  earlier  books  of  the  Bible,  that  the 
word  has  also  a  more  special  and  local  force.  In 
these  cases   it  is  found  with  the  definite  article 

(i"lZ2"lV.n)  ha-Arabah).  "the  Arabah,"  and  is  also 
so  mentioned  as  clearly  to  refer  to  some  spot  or  dis- 
trict familiar  to  the  then  inhabitants  of  Palestine. 
This  district  —  although  nowhere  expressly  so  de- 
fined in  the  Bible,  and  although  the  pecuhar  force 
of  the  word  "Arabah"  appears  to  have  been  dis- 
regarded by  even  the  earliest  commentators  and 
interpreters  of  the  Sacred  Books  "  —  has  within  our 
own  times  been  identified  with  the  deep-sunken 
valley  or  trench  which  forms  the  most  striking 
among  the  many  striking  natural  features  of  Pal- 
estuie,  and  which  extends  veith  great  uniformity  of 
formation  from  the  slopes  of  Hermon  to  the  Elan- 
itic  Gulf  of  the  Red  Sea;  the  most  remarkable  de- 
pression known  to  exist  on  the  surface  of  the  globe 
(Humboldt,  Cosmos,  i.  150,  ed.  Bohn;  see  also  301). 
Through  the  northern  portion  of  this  extraordinary 
fissure  the  Jordan  rushes  through  the  lakes  of 
Huleh  and  Gennesareth  down  its  tortuous  course  to 
the  deep  chasm  of  the  Dead  Sea.     This  portion. 
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«  The  early  commentators  and  translators  seem  to 
have  overlooked  or  neglected  the  fact,  that  the  Jordan 
valley  and  its  continuation  south  of  the  Dead  Sea  had 
a  special  name  attached  to  them,  am/  to  them  only. 
By  Josephus  the  Jordan  valley  is  always  called  the 
fie'ya  weSCov ;  but  he  applies  the  same  name  to  the  plain 
of  Esdraelon.  Jerome,  in  the  Onomaslicon,  states 
'he  name  by  which  it  was  then  known  was  Anion, 
kvKmv  (t.  e.  channel) ;  but  he  preserves  no  such  distinc- 
tion in  the  Vulgate,  and  renders  Arabah  by  planities, 
sotitiido,  campestria,  deserlum,  by  one  or  all  of  which 
he  translates  indiscriminately  Mishor,  Bekaa,  Midbar, 
Shefela,  Jeshimon,  equally  unmindful  of  the  special 
force  attaching  to  several  of  these  words.  Even  the 
accurate  Aquila  has  failed  in  this,  and  uses  his  fevorite 
ri  oyiaKri  indiscriminately.  The  Talmud,  if  we  may 
trust  the  single  reference  given  by  Reland  (p.  365), 
mentions  the  Jordan  valley  under  the  name  Bekaah, 
a  word  at  that  time  of  no  special  import.  The  Samar- 
itan Version  and  the  Targums  apparently  confound  all 
words  for  valley,  plain,  or  low  country,  under  the  one 
erm  Mishor,  which  was  originally  confined  strictly  to 
the  high  smooth  downs  east  of  Jordan  on  the  upper 
Sevel  [MisHOH]. 

In  the  LXX    we  frequeuth  find  the  words  'Apa/3a 


about  150  miles  in  length,  is  known  amongst  the 
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Arabs  by  the  name  of  el-Ghor  y  ^•xJljj  an  ap- 
pellation which  it  has  borne  certainly  since  the  days 
of  Abulfeda.''  The  southern  boundary  of  the  Ghor 
has  been  fixed  by  Robinson  to  be  the  wall  of  clifis 
whicli  crosses  the  valley  about  10  miles  south  of  the 
Dead  Sea.  Down  to  the  foot  of  these  cliffs  the 
Ghor  extends;  from  their  summits,  southward  to 
the  Gulf  of  Akabah,  the  valley  changes  its  name, 
or,  it  would  be  more  accurate  to  say,  retains  its  old 

name  of  Wady  el-Arabah  (  Xj»JlJ|   i^tJu  j. 

Looking  to  the  indications  of  the  Sacred  Text 
there  can  be  no  doubt  that  in  the  times  of  the  con- 
quest and  the  monarchy  the  name  "  Arabali  "  was 
appUed  to  the  valley  in  the  entire  length  of  both  its 
southern  and  northern  portions.     Thus  in  Deut.  i. 

1,  probably,  and  in  Deut.  ii.  8,  certainly  (A.  V. 
"  plain  "  in  both  cases),  the  allusion  is  to  the  south- 
em  portion,  while  the  other  passages  in  which  the 
name  occurs,  point  with  certainty  —  now  that  the 
identification  has  been  suggested  —  to  the  northern 
portion.     In  Deut.  iii.  17,  iv.  49;  Josh.  iii.  16,  xi. 

2,  xii.  3 ;  and  2  K.  xiv.  25,  both  the  Dead  Sea  and 
the  Sea  of  Cinneroth  (Gennesareth)  are  named  in 
close  connection  with  the  Arabah.  The  allusions 
in  Deut.  xi.  30 ;  Josh.  viii.  14,  xii.  1,  xviii.  18 ;  2 
Sam.  ii.  29,  iv.  7 ;  2  K.  xxv.  4 ;  Jer.  xxxix.  4,  Iii. 
7,  become  at  once  inteUigible  when  the  meaning  of 
the  Arabah  is  known,  however  puzzling  they  may 
have  been  to  former  commentators.''  In  Josh.  xi. 
16  and  xii.  8  the  Arabah  takes  its  place  with  "  the 
moimtain,"  "  the  lowland  "  plains  of  Philistia  and 
Esdraelon,  "  the  south  "  and  "  the  plain  "  of  Coele- 
Syria,  as  one  of  the  great  natural  divisions  of  the 
conquered  country. 

3.  But  further  the  word  is  found  in  the  plural 

and  without  the  article  (ni3~lV,  Arboth),  always 
in  connection  with  either  Jericho  or  Moab,  and 
therefore  doubtless  denoting  the  portion  of  the  Ara- 
bah near  Jericho ;  in  the  former  case  on  the  west, 
and  in  the  latter  on  the  east  side  of  the  Jordan ; 
the  Arboth-Moab  being  always  distinguished  from 
the  Sede-Moab  —  the  bare  and  bumt-up  soil  of  the 
sunken  valley,  from  the  cultivated  pastwe  or  corn- 
fields of  the  downs  on  the  upper  level  —  with  all 


and  'ApajSoie ;  but  it  is  difficult  to  say  whether  this 
has  been  done  intelligently,  or  whether  it  is  an  in- 
stance of  the  favorite  habit  of  these  translators  of 
transferring  a  Hebrew  word  literally  into  Greek  when 
they  were  unable  to  comprehend  its  force.  (See  some 
cvurious  examples  of  this  —  to  take  one  book  only  —  in 
2  K.  ii.  14,  a.<li(t>u> ;  iii.  4,  vuyxnS ;  iv.  39,  apiM ;  v.  19 
(comp.  Gen.  xxxv.  16),  SePpadd  ;  vi.  8,  iXiiiovi ;  ix.  1.3, 
yape'fi,  &c.  &c.)  In  the  latter  case  it  is  evidence  of 
an  equal  ignorance  to  that  which  has  rendered  the 
word  by  Svarfj-aC,  koO'  i<nripav,  and  'ApajSt'a. 

6  By  Abulfeda  and  Ibn  Haukal  the  word  el-  Ghor  is 
used  to  denote  the  valley  from  the  Lake  of  Gennesareth 
to  the  Dead  Sea  (Ritter,  Sinai,  pp.  1059,  1060).  Thus 
each  word  was  originally  applied  to  the  whole  extent, 
and  each  has  been  since  restricted  to  a  portion  only 
(see  Stanley,  App.  p.  487).  The  word  Gkor  is  inter- 
preted by  Freytag  to  mean  "locus  depressior  Inter 
montes." 

c  See  the  mistakes  of  Michaelis,  Marius,  and  others, 
who  identified  the  Arabah  with  the  Bekaa  {i.  e.  the 
plain  of  Coele-Syria,  the  modem  el-Biikaa),  or  with 
the  Mishor,  the  level  down  country  on  the  east  of 
Jordan  (KeU,  pp.  205,  226). 
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the  precision  which  would  naturally  follow  from  the 
essential  difference  of  the  two  sjx>ts.  (See  Num. 
xxii.  1,  xxvi.  3,  03,  xxxi.  12,  xxxiii.  48,  49,  60, 
XXXV.  1,  xxxvi.  13;  Deut.  xxxiv.  1,  8;  Josh.  iv. 
13,  V.  10,  xiii.  32;  2  Sam.  xv.  28,  xvii.  16;  2  K. 
XXV.  5;  Jer.  xxxix.  .5,  lii.  8.) 

The  word  Ar.ibah  does  not  appear  in  the  Bible 
until  the  book  of  Numbers.  In  the  allusions  to  the 
valley  of  the  Jordan  in  Gen.  xiii.  10,  &c.  the  curious 
term  Cicca7-  is  employed.  This  word  and  the  other 
words  used  in  reference  to  the  Jordan  valley,  as 
well  as  the  peculiarities  and  topography  of  that 
region  —  in  fact  of  the  whole  of  the  Ghor  —  will 
be  more  appropriately  considered  under  the  word 
Jordan.  At  present  our  attention  may  be  con- 
fined to  the  southern  division,  to  that  portion  of 
this  singular  valley  which  has  from  the  most  remote 
date  borne,  as  it  still  continues  to  bear,  the  name 
of  "Arabah." 

A  deep  interest  will  always  attach  to  this  re- 
markable district,  from  the  fact  that  it  must  have 
been  the  scene  of  a  large  portion  of  the  wanderings 
of  the  children  of  Israel  after  their  repulse  from  the 
south  of  the  Promised  I^nd.  Wherever  Kadesh 
and  Hormah  may  hereafter  be  found  to  lie,  we 
know  with  certainty,  even  in  our  present  state  of 
ignorance,  that  they  must  have  been  at  the  north 
of  the  Arabah ;  and  therefore  "  the  way  of  the  Bed 
Sea,"  by  which  they  journeyed  "  from  Mount  Hor 
to  compass  the  land  of  Edom,"  after  the  refusal  of 
the  king  of  Edom  to  allow  them  a  passage  through 
his  country,  must  have  been  southwards,  down  the 
Arabah  towards  the  head  of  the  Gulf,  till,  as  is 
nearly  certain,  they  turned  up  one  of  the  wadies  on 
the  left,  and  so  made  their  way  by  the  back  of  the 
mountain  of  Seir  to  the  land  of  Moab  on  the  east 
of  the  Dead  Sea. 

More  accurate  information  will  no  doubt  be  ob- 
tained before  long  of  the  whole  of  this  interesting 
country,  but  in  the  mean  time  as  short  a  summary 
as  possible  is  due  of  what  can  be  collected  from 
the  reports  of  the  principal  travellers  who  have 
visited  it. 

Tlie  direction  of  the  Ghor  is  nearly  due  north 
and  south.  The  Arabah,  however,  slightly  changes 
its  direction  to  about  N.  N.  E.  by  S.  S.  W.  (Rob. 
i.  162,  3).  But  it  preserves  the  straightness  of  its 
course,  and  the  general  character  of  the  region  is 
not  dissimilar  from  that  of  the  Ghor  (Hitter,  Sinai, 
p.  1132;  Irby,  p.  134)  except  that  the  soil  is  more 
sandy,  and  that  from  the  absence  of  the  central 
river  and  the  absolutely  desert  character  of  the 
highland  on  its  western  side  (owing  to  which  the 
wadies  bring  down  no  fertilizing  streams  in  sum- 
mer, and  nothing  l)ut  raging  torrents  in  winter), 
there  are  very  few  of  those  lines  and  "  circles  "  of 
verdure  which  form  so  great  a  relief  to  the  torrid 
climate  of  the  Ghor. 

The  whole  length  of  the  Arabah  proper,  from  the 
cliffs  south  of  the  Dead  Sea  to  the  head  of  the  Gulf 
of  Akabah,  appears  to  be  rather  more  than  100 
miles  (Kiepert's  5Iap,  Kob.  i.).  In  breadth  it  va- 
ries. North  of  Petra,  thiit  is,  about  70  miles  from 
the  Gulf  of  Akabah,  it  is  at  its  widest,  being  per- 
haps from  14  to  16  miles  across;  but  it  contracts 
gradually  to  the  south  till  at  the  gulf  the  opening 
to  the  sea  is  but  4,  or,  according  to  some  travellers, 
2  miles  wide  (Rob.  i.  162;  Martineau,  p.  302).   , 

The  mountains  which  form  the  walls  of  this  vast 
valley  or  trench  are  the  legitimate  successors  of 
those  which  shut  in  the  (}hor,  only  in  every  way 
grander  and  more  desert-like.    On  the  west  are  the 
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long  horizontal  lilies  of  the  limestone  ranges  of  the 
Tih,  "  always  faithful  to  their  tabular  outline  and 
bknched  desolation  "  (Stanley,  pp.  7,  84;  also  MS. 
Journal;  and  see  I^borde,  p.  262),  mounting  up 
from  the  valley  by  huge  steps  with  level  barren- 
tracts  on  the  top  of  each  (Rob.  ii.  125),  and  crowned 
by  the  vast  plateau  of  the  "  Wilderness  of  the 
AVanderings."  This  western  wall  ranges  in  height 
from  1500  to  1800  feet  above  the  floor  of  the  Ara-' 
bah  (Rob.  i.  162),  and  through  it  break  in  the 
wadies  and  passes  from  the  desert  above  —  unimpor- 
tant towards  the  south,  but  further  north  larger  and 
of  more  permanent  character.  The  chief  of  these 
wadies  is  the  W.  el-./erafeh,  which  emerges  about 
00  miles  from  Akabah,  and  leads  its  waters,  when 
any  are  flowing,  into  the  W.  eUJtib  (Rob.  ii.  120, 
125),  and  through  it  to  the  marshy  gromid  under 
the  cUfTs  south  of  the  Dead  Sea. 

Two  principal  passes  occur  in  this  range.  First, 
the  very  steep  and  difficult  ascent  close  to  the  Aka- 
bah, by  which  the  road  of  the  Mecca  pilgrims  be- 
tween the  Akabah  and  Suez  mounts  from  the  valley 
to  the  level  of  the  plateau  of  the  Tih.  It  bears 
apparently  no  other  name  than  en-Nukb,  "the 
Pass"  (Rob.  i.  175).  The  second  —  es-Sufah  — 
has  a  more  direct  connection  with  the  Bible  history, 
being  probably  that  at  which  the  Israelites  were 
repulsed  by  the  Canaanites  (Deut.  i.  44 ;  Num.  xiv. 
43-45).  It  is  on  the  road  from  Petra  to  Hebron, 
above  Ain  eU  Weibeh,  and  is  not  like  the  former,  from 
the  Arabah  to  the  plateau,  but  from  the  plateau 
itself  to  a  higher  level  1000  feet  above  it.  See  the 
descriptions  of  Robinson  (ii.  178),  Lindsay  (ii.  46), 
Stanley  (p.  85). 

The  eastern  wall  is  formed  by  the  granite  and 
basaltic  (Schubert  in  Ritter,  Sinai,  p.  1013)  moun- 
tains of  Edom,  which  are  in  every  resfject  a  contrast 
to  the  range  opiwsite  to  them.  "  At  the  base  are 
low  hills  of  limestone  and  argillaceous  rock  like 
promontories  jutting  into  the  sea  ....  in  some 
places  thickly  strewed  with  blocks  of  porphjry; 
then  the  lofty  masses  of  dark  porphyry  constituting 
the  body  of  the  mountain ;  alx)ve  these,  sandstone 
broken  into  irregular  ridges  and  grotesque  groups 
or  cliffs,  and  further  back  and  higher  than  all,  long 
elevated  ridges  of  limestone  without  precipices " 
(Rob.  ii.  123,  154;  Laborde,  pp.  209,  210,  262; 
Lord  Lindsay,  ii.  43),  rising  to  a  height  of  2000  to 
2300  feet,  and  in  Mount  Hor  reaching  an  elevation 
of  not  less  than  5000  feet  (Ritter,  Sinai,  pp.  1139, 
40).  Unlike  the  sterile  and  desolate  ranges  of  the 
Tih,  these  mountains  are  covered  with  vegetation, 
in  many  parts  extensively  cultivated  and  yielding 
good  crops ;  abounding  in  "  the  fatness  of  the 
earth  "  and  the  "plenty  of  corn  and  wine"  which 
were  promised  to  the  forefather  of  the  Arab  race  as 
a  compensation  for  the  loss  of  his  birthright  (Rob. 
ii.  154;  I^borde,  pp.  203,  263).  In  these  niomi- 
tiiins  there  is  a  plateau  of  great  elevation,  from 
which  again  rise  the  mountains  —  or  rather  the 
downs  (Stanley,  p.  87)  —  of  Sherilh.  Though  this 
district  is  now  deserted,  yet  the  niins  of  towns  and 
villages  with  which  it  abounds  show  that  at  one 
time  it  must  have  been  densely  inhabited  (Burckh. 
pp.  435,  436). 

The  numerous  wadies  which  at  once  drain  and 
give  access  to  the  interior  of  these  mountains  are  in 
strong  contntst  with  those  on  the  west,  partaking 
of  the  fertile  character  of  the  mountains  from  which 
they  descend.  In  almost  all  cases  they  contain 
streams  which,  although  in  the  heat  of  summer 
small  and  losing  themselves  in  their  own  beds,  or 
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m  tli€  sand  of  the  Arabah,  "in  a  few  paces"  after 
they  forsake  the  shadow  of  their  native  ravines 
(I^borde,  141),  are  yet  sufficient  to  keep  alive  a 
certain  amount  of  vegetation,  rushes,  tamarisks, 
palms,  and  even  oleanders,  liUes,  and  anemones, 
while  they  form  the  resort  of  the  numerous  tribes 
of  the  children  of  Esau,  who  still  "  dwell  (Stanley, 
p.  87,  also  MS.  Journal;  Laborde,  p.  141;  Mart, 
p.  31)6)  in  Mount  Seir,  which  is  Edom "  (Gen. 
xxxvi.  8).  The  most  important  of  these  wadies  are 
the  Wady  Ithm  {Jetoum  of  Laborde),  and  the 
W(uly  AIu  Kusheibeh.  The  former  enters  the 
mountains  close  above  the  Akabah  and  leads  by  the 
back  of  the  range  to  Petra,  and  thence  by  Shobek 
and  Tufileh  to  the  country  east  of  the  Dead  Sea. 
Traces  of  a  Roman  road  exist  along  this  route  (La- 
borde, p.  203;  Kob.  ii.  161);  by  it  Laborde  returned 
from  I'etra,  and  there  can  be  little  doubt  that  it 
was  the  route  by  which  the  Israelites  took  their 
leave  of  the  Arabah  when  they  went  to  "  compass 
the  land  of  Edom"  (Num.  xxi.  4).  The  second, 
the  W.  Abu  Kusheibeh^  is  the  most  direct  access 
Irom  the  Arabah  to  Petra,  and  is  that  up  which 
Laborde"  and  Stanley  appear  to  have  gone  to  the 
city.  Itesides  these  are  Wady  Tubal,  in  which  the 
traveller  from  the  south  gains  his  first  glimpse  of 
the  red  sandstone  of  Edom,  and  W.  GMruiidel, 
not  to  be  confounded  with  those  of  the  same  name 
north  of  Petra  and  west  of  Sinai.* 

To  Dr.  Kobinson  is  due  the  credit  of  having  first 
ascertained  the  spot  which  forms  at  once  the  south- 
ern limit  of  the  Ghor  and  the  northern  limit  of  the 
Arabah.  This  boundary  is  the  line  of  chalk  cliffs 
which  sweep  across  the  valley  at  about  6  miles  be- 
low the  S.  W.  corner  of  the  Dead  Sea.  They  are 
from  50  to  150  feet  in  height;  the  Ghor  ends  with 
the  marshy  ground  at  their  feet,  and  level  with  their 
tops  the  Arabah  begins  (Rob.  ii.  116,  118,  120). 
Thus  the  cliffs  act  as  a  retaining  wall  or  buttress 
supporting  the  higher  level  of  the  Arabah,  and  the 
whole  forms  what  in  geological  language  might  be 
called  a  "  fault "  in  the  floor  of  the  great  valley. 

Through  this  wall  breaks  in  the  embouchure  of 
the  great  main  drain  of  the  Arabah  —  the  Wady 
el-Jeib  —  in  itself  a  very  large  and  deep  water-course 
which  collects  and  transmits  to  their  outlet  at  this 
point  the  torrents  which  the  numerous  wadies  from 
both  sides  of  the  Arabah  pour  along  it  in  the  win- 
ter season  (Rob.  ii.  118,  120,  125).  The  furthest 
point  south  to  which  this  drainage  is  known  to 
reach  is  the  Wady  Ghwundel  (Rob.  ii.  125),  which 
debouches  from  the  eastern  mountains  about  40 
miles  from  the  Akabah  and  60  from  the  cliffs  just 
spoken  of.  The  Wady  el-Jeib  also  forms  the  most 
direct  road  for  penetrating  into  the  valley  from  the 
north.  On  its  west  bank,  and  crossed  by  the  road 
from    Wady   Musa   (Petra)  to   Hebron,  are   the 
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»  Hardly  recognizable,  though  doubtless  jto  be  re- 
eognized,  under  the  Pabouchere  of  Laborde  (p.  144),  or 
the  Abou  Ghshebe  of  Lindsay. 

b  The  various  springs  occurring  both  on  the  east 
»nd  west  sides  of  the  Arabah  are  enumerated  by  Rob- 
inson (iii.  184). 

c  Tlie  wind  in  the  Elanitic  arm  of  the  Red  Sea  is 
very  violent,  constantly  blowing  down  the  Arabah 
iom  the  North.  The  navigation  of  these  waters  is 
on  that  account  almost  proverbially  dangerous  and 
difficult.  (See  the  notice  of  this  in  the  Edin.  Rev. 
vol.  ciii.  p.  248). 

d  The  bees  whose  hiun  so  charmed  him  (p.  1017) 
must  fttjm  his  description  have  been  in  a  side  wady, 
not  in  the  Arabah  itself. 
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springs  of  Ain  el-  Weibeh,  maintained  by  Robinson 
to  be  Kadesh  (Rob.  ii.  175;  but  see  Stanley,  pp. 
93,  95). 

Of  the  substnicture  of  the  floor  of  the  Arabah 
very  httle  is  known.  In  his  progress  southward 
along  the  Wady  eUJeib,  which  is  during  part  of 
its  course  over  100  feet  in  depth.  Dr.  Robinson 
(ii.  119)  notes  that  the  sides  are  "  of  chalky  earth 
or  marl,"  but  beyond  this  there  is  no  information. 

The  surface  is  dreary  and  desolate  in  the  extreme. 
"A  more  frightful  desert,"  says  Dr.  Robinson  (ii. 
121)  "  it  had  hardly  been  our  lot  to  behold  .  .  . 
loose  gravel  and  stones  everywhere  furrowed  with 
the  beds  of  torrents  .  .  .  blocks  of  porphyry 
brought  down  by  the  torrents  among  which  the 
camels  picked  their  way  with  great  difficulty  .  .  . 
a  lone  shrub  of  the  ghudah,  almost  the  only  trace 
of  vegetation."  This  was  at  the  ascent  from  the 
Wady  el-Jeib  to  the  floor  of  the  great  valley  itself. 
Further  south,  near  Ain  el-Weibeh,  it  is  a  rolling 
gravelly  desert  with  round  naked  hills  of  consid- 
erable elevation  (ii.  173).  At  Wady  Ghurundel 
it  is  "  an  expanse  of  shifting  sands,  broken  by  in- 
numerable undulations  and  low  hUls "  (Burekh. 
p.  442),  and  "  count«rsected  by  a  hundred  water- 
courses "  (Stanley,  p.  87).  The  southern  portion 
has  a  considerable  general  slope  from  east  to  west 
quite  apart  from  the  undulations  of  the  surface 
(Stanley,  p.  85),  a  slope  which  extends  as  far  north 
as  Petra  (Schubert,  p.  1097).  Nor  is  the  heat  less 
terrible  than  the  desolation,  and  all  travellers,  almost 
without  exception,  bear  testimony  to  the  difficulties 
of  journeying  in  a  region  where  the  sirocco  appears  to 
blow  almost  without  intermission  (Schub.  p.  1016; 
Burekh.  p.  444;  Mart.  p.  394;  Rob.  ii.  123).<; 

However,  in  spite  of  this  heat  and  desolation, 
there  is  a  certain  amount  of  vegetation,  even  in 
the  open  Arabah,  in  the  driest  parts  of  the  year. 
Schubert  in  March  found  the  Arta  (Calligonum 
com.),  the  Anthia  variegata,  and  the  Coloquinta 
(Ritter,  p.  1014),  also  tamarisk-bushes  (tavfa)  lying 
thick  in  a  torrent-bed  '^  (p.  1016) ;  and  on  Stanley's 
road  "  the  shrubs  at  times  had  almost  the  appear- 
ance of  a  jungle,"  though  it  is  true  that  they  were 
so  thin  as  to  disappear  when  the  "  waste  of  sand  " 
was  overlooked  from  an  elevation  (85,  and  see  Rob. 
i.  163,  175). 

It  is  not  surprising  that  after  the  discovery  by 
Burckhardt  in  1812 «  of  the  prolongation  of  the 
Jordan  valley  in  the  Arabah,  it  should  have  been 
assumed  that  this  had  in  former  times  formed  the 
outlet  for  the  Jordan  to  the  Red  Sea./  Lately, 
however,  the  levels  of  the  Jordan  and  the  Dead  Sea 
have  been  taken,  imperfectly,  but  still  with  suffi- 
cient accuracy  9  to  disprove  the  possibUity  of  such 
a  theory;  and  in  addition  there  is  the  imiversal 
testimony  of  the  Arabs  that  at  least  half  of  the  dis- 


e  See  Burckhardt,  pp.  441,  442.  The  sagacity  of 
Ritter  had  led  him  earlier  than  this  to  infer  its  exist- 
ence from  the  remarks  of  the  ancient  Mohammedan 
historians  (Rob.  ii.  187). 

/  This  theory  appears  to  have  been  first  announced 
by  Col.  Leake  in  the  preface  to  Burckhardt's  Travel? 
(see  p.  vi.).  It  was  afterwards  espoused  and  dilated 
on,  amongst  others,  by  Lord  Lindsay  (ii.  23),  Dean 
Milman  {Hist,  of  Jews,  Allen,  p.  241),  and  Stephens 
{Incidents  of  Trav.  ii.  41). 

ff  These  observations  will  be  stated  in  detail  in  the 
account  of  the  Jordan.  Those  of  Lynch  seem  on  the 
whole  the  most  reliable :  they  give  as  the  levels  of 
the  Sea  of  Galilee  and  the  Dead  Sea  below  the  Medi- 
terranean respectively  652  and  1316-7  feet. 
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trict  drains  northward  to  the  Dead  Sea  —  a  testi- 
mony fully  confirmed  by  all  the  recorded  observa- 
tions of  the  conformation  of  the  ground.  A  series 
of  accurate  levels  from  the  Akabali  to  the  Dead  Sea, 
up  the  Arabali,  are  necessary  before  the  question 
can  be  set  at  rest,  but  in  the  mean  time  the  follow- 
ing may  be  taken  as  an  approximation  to  the  real 
state  of  the  case. 

1.  The  waters  of  the  Red  Sea  and  of  the  Medi- 
terranean are  very  nearly  at  one  level." 

2.  The  depression  of  the  surface  of  the  Sea  of 
Galilee  is  652  feet,  and  of  the  Dead  Sea  1316  feet, 
below  the  level  of  the  Mediterranean,  and  therefore 
of  the  Ked  Sea.  Therefore  the  waters  of  the  Jor- 
dan can  never  in  historical  times  have  flowed  into 
the  Gulf  of  Akabah,  even  if  the  formation  of  the 
ground  between  the  Dead  Sea  and  the  Gulf  would 
admit  of  it.     But, 

3.  All  testimony  goes  to  show  that  the  drainage 
of  the  northern  portion  of  the  Arabah  is  towards 
the  Dead  Sea,  and  therefore  that  the  land  rises 
southward  from  the  latter.  Also  that  the  south 
portion  drains  to  the  gulf,  and  therefore  that  the 
land  rises  northward  from  the  gulf  to  some  point 
between  it  and  the  Dead  Sea.*  The  watershed  is 
said  by  the  Arabs  to  be  a  long  ridge  of  hills  run- 
ning across  the  valley  at  2J  days,  or  say  40  miles, 
from  the  Akabah  (Stanley,  p.  85),  and  it  is  probable 
that  this  is  not  far  wrong.  By  M.  de  Bertou  it  is 
fixed  as  opposite  the  entrance  to  the  Wady  Talk, 
apparently  the  same  spot.  G. 

ARABATTI'NE  (^  ' KKpa^arrivn--,  [Alex. 
Sin.l  AKpa^aTTTjvri :]  Acrabattane),  in  Idumaea  (1 
Mace.  V.  3).  [AcRABiiiJi;  and  see  the  note  to 
that  article.]  G. 

ARA'BIA  {'Apa&ia,  Gal.  i.  17,  iv.  25),  a  coun- 
try known  in  the  O.  T.  under  two  designations :  — 

1.  D^i?.  VT?^j  ^««  «o*^  country  (Gen.  xxv.  6);  or 

perhaps  D^p.  (Gen.  x.  30 ;  Num.  xxiii.  7 ;  Is.  ii. 

6);  and  Dip.  "^32  V"1S  (Gen.  xxix.  l);gent.  n. 

D'jr7."*35,  sons  of  the  East  (Judg.  vi.  3  ff.; 
1  k.'iv.  30;  Job  i.  3;  Is.  xi.  14;  Jer.  xlix.  28; 
Ez.  xxv.  4).  (Translated  by  the  LXX.  and  in 
Vulg.,  and  sometimes  transcribed  (KeSf'/x)  ^y  ^^^ 
former.)      From   these  passages  it   appears   that 

Dip  \^^H  and  Dip  ''35  indicate,  primarily, 
the  country  east  of  Palestine,  and  the  tribes  de- 
scended from  Ishmael  and  from  Keturah ;  and  that 
this  original  signification  may  have  become  gradu- 
ally extended  to  Araltia  and  its  inliabitants  gener- 
ally, though  without  any  strict  hmitation.  The 
third  and  fourth  passages  alwve  referred  to,  as  Ge- 
(enius  remarks  (Lex.  ed.  Tregelles,  in  vac),  relate 
to  Mesopotamia  and  Babylonia  (comp.  j)  avaroX-l], 
Matt.  ii.  1  ff.).  Winer  considers  Kedem,  &c., 
to  signify  Arabia  and  the  Arabians  generally  (ReaL 
wurterbuch,  in  voc);  but  a  comparison  of  the  pas- 
lages  on  which  his  opinion  is  founded  has  led  us 
to  consider  it  doubtful.      [Bene-Kedem.]      2. 

n"55  (2  Chr.  ix.  14)  and  2^3?  (Is.  xxi.  13;  Jer. 


o  See  the  Report  of  Mr.  Robert  Stephenson,  and  of 
U.  Bourdaloue,  quoted  in  Allen's  Dead  Sea. 

6  Schubert's  barometrical  observations  are  not  very 
intelligible,  but  they  at  least  show  this  :  at  the  end 
of  the  2d  day  his  halting-plaoe  was  496  ft.  above  the 
water  of  the  Gulf;  3d  day,  1017  ft.  :  4th  day.  2180 
ft.     Then,  after  leaving  Petra,  his  halting-place  ( ?  in 
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xxv.  24;  Ez.  xxvii.  21);  gent.  n.  "r:"^?  (Is.  xiii 

20;   Jer.  iii.  2);   and   '':p:V  (Neh.  u.   19);   pi. 

Cai^  (2  Chr.  xxi.  16,  xxii.  1),  and  CN^"*.?-;!; 
(2  Chr.  xvii.  11,  xxvi.  7).  (LXX.  'Apa/si'a,  Ac.': 
Vulg.  Arabia,  &c.)  These  seem  to  have  the  same 
geographical  reference  as  the  former  names  to  the 
country  and  tribes  east  of  the'Jordan,  and  chiefly  ' 
north  of  the  Arabian  peninsula.  In  the  N.  T. 
'Apa$ia  cannot  be  held  to  have  a  more  extended 
signification  than  the  Hebrew  equivalents  in  the 

0.  T.";   n'^V    (Ex.   xii.   38;    Neh.  xiii.   3)  and 

DT^V  (1  K.  X.  15;  Jer.  xxv.  20, 1.  37;  Ez.  xxx. 
5),  rendered  in  the  A.  V.  "  a  mixed  multitude  " 
(Ex.  xii.  38,  here  followed  by  3'2),  "  the  mixed 
multitude,"  kings  of  "Arabia"  (so  in  Yulg.,  and 
in  Ileb.  in  corresponding  passage  in  2  Chr.  ix.  14), 
and  (in  the  last  two  instances)  "  the  mingled  peo- 
ple," have  been  thought  to  signify  the  Arabs. 
The  people  thus  named  dwelt  in  the  deserts  of 

Petra.  By  the  Arabs  the  country  is  called  O^kj 
^^Ju\  (Biliid  El-'Arab),    "<Ae  country  of  the 

Arabs,'"  and  (w>v*JI  S)T?y>  {Jezeeret El-'Arab), 
"  t]ie  peninsula  of  the  Arabs,"  and  the  people 
i«_>wC  ('Arab);  "Bedawee"  in  modern  Arabic, 

and  Aardb  (v_jfwftt  j  in  the  old  language,  being 

appUed  to  people  of  the  desert,  as  distinguished 
from  townspeople.  They  give  no  satisfactory  deri- 
vation of  the  name  '^Vrab,  that  from  Yaarub  being 
puerUe.  The  Hebrew  designation,  'Ereb,  has  been 
thought  to  be  from  'Arabah,  "  a  desert,"  &c.,  which, 
with  the  article,  is  the  name  of  an  extensive  district 
in  Arabia  Petrsea. 

Geographical  Divisions.  —  Arabia  was  divided, 
by  the  Greeks,  into  Arabia  Felix  (^  (vSai/awv 
'Apa$ia),  Arabia  Deserta  (^  ipi)ixos  'Apo/8ia), 
(Strab.  xvi.  p.  767;  Plin.  vi.  28,  §  32;  Dial.  Sic.  ii. 
48  ft'.),  and  Arabia  Petrcea  (^  teerpala  'Apa^la, 
Pt.  V.  17,  §  1).  The  first  two  divisions  were  those 
of  the  earlier  writers ;  the  third  being  introduced  by 
Ptolemy.  According  to  this  geographer's  arrange- 
ment, they  included,  within  doubtful  limits,  1,  the 
whole  peninsula;  2,  the  Arabian  dasert  north  of 
the  former;  and,  3,  the  desert  of  Petra,  and  (he 
peninsula  of  Sinai.  It  will  be  more  convenient  in 
this  article  to  divide  the  country,  agreeably  to  the 
natural  divisions  and  the  native  nomenclature,  into 
Arabia  Proper,  or  Jezeeret  El-'Arab,  containing 
the  whole  peninsuhi  a.s  far  as  the  Umits  of  the  north- 
em  deserts;  Northern  Arabia,  or  El-H;'idiyeh, 
bounded  by  the  (xsninsula,  the  Euplirates,  Syria, 
and  the  desert  of  Petra,  constituting  properly  Ara- 
bia Deserta,  or  the  great  desert  of  Arabia;  and 
Western  Arabia,  the  desert  of  IMra  and  the  |)en- 
insula  of  Sinai,  or  the  country  that  has  been  called 
Arabia  Petropa,  bounded  by  Egypt,  Palestine, 
Northern  Arabia,  and  the  Ked  S«*. 


the  Arabah)  was  97  ft.  below  the  water  of  the  Oulf 
(Schubert ;  Rittcr.  Sinni,  p.  1097). 

c  •  S*8  in  Paul  respecting  his  journey  to  Arabia 
Oal.  i.  17).  H. 
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Arabia  Proj)cr,  or  the  Arabian  peninsula,  con- 
lists  of  higli  table-land,  declining  towards  tlie 
north ;  its  most  elevated  portions  being  the  chain 
of  mountains  running  nearly  parallel  to  the  Ked 
Sea,  and  the  territory  east  of  the  southern  part  of 
this  chain.  The  high  land  is  encircled  from  the 
'Akabah  to  the  head  of  the  Persian  Gulf  by  a  belt 
of  low  Uttoral  country ;  on  the  west  and  southwest 
the  mountains  fall  abruptly  to  this  low  region;  on 
the  opposite  side  of  the  peninsula  the  fall  is  gener- 
ally gradual.  So  far  as  the  interior  has  been  ex- 
plored, it  consists  of  mountainous  and  desert  tracts, 
relieved  by  large  districts  under  cultivation,  weU- 
peopled,  watered  by  wells  and  streams,  and  enjoy- 
ing periodical  rains.  The  water-shed,  as  the  con- 
formation of  the  country  indicates,  stretches  from 
the  high  land  of  the  Yemen  to  the  Persian  Gulf. 
From  this  descend  the  torrents  that  irrigate  the 
western  provinces,  while  several  considerable  streams 
—  there  are  no  navigable  rivei's  —  reach  the  sea  in 
the  opposite  direction :  two  of  these  traverse  'Oman ; 
and  another,  the  principal  river  of  the  peninsula, 
enters  the  Persian  Gulf  on  the  coast  of  El-Bahreyn, 
and  is  known  to  traverse  the  inland  province  called 
Yemiimeh.  The  geological  formation  is  in  part  vol- 
canic ;  and  the  mountains  are  basalt,  schist,  granite, 
as  well  as  limestone,  <fec. ;  the  volcanic  action  being 
especially  observable  about  El-Medeeneh  on  the 
northwest,  and  in  the  districts  bordering  the  In- 
dian Ocean.  The  most  fertile  tracts  are  those  on 
the  southwest  and  south.  The  modern  Yemen  is 
especially  productive,  and  at  the  same  time,  from 
its  mountainous  character,  picturesque.  The  set- 
tled regions  of  the  interior  also  appear  to  be  more 
fertile  than  is  generally  believed  to  be  the  case; 
and  the  deserts  afford  pasturage  after  the  rains. 
The  principal  products  of  the  soil  are  date-palms, 
tamarind-trees,  vines,  fig-trees,  tamarisks,  acacias, 
the  banana,  &c.,  and  a  great  variety  of  thorny 
shrubs,  —  which,  with  others,  afford  pasture  for  the 
camels,  —  the  chief  kinds  of  puke  and  cereals  (ex- 
cept oats),  coffee,  spices,  drugs,  gums  and  resins, 
cotton  and  sugar.  Among  the  metallic  and  mineral 
products  are  lead,  iron,  silver  (in  small  quantities), 
sulphur,  the  emerald,  onyx,  &c.  The  products 
mentioned  in  tlie  Bible  as  coming  from  Arabia  will 
be  found  described  under  their  respective  heads. 
They  seem  to  refer,  in  many  instances,  to  mer- 
cliandise  of  Ethiopia  and  India,  carried  to  Palestine 
by  Arab  and  other  traders.  Gold,  however,  was 
perhaps  found  in  small  quantities  in  the  beds  of 
torrents  (comp.  Diod.  Sic.  ii.  9-3,  ill.  45,  47);  and 
the  spices,  incense,  and  precious  stones,  brought 
from  Arabia  (1  K.  x.  2,  10,  15;  2  Chr.  ix.  1,  9, 
14;  Is.  k.  6;  Jer.  vi.  20;  Ez.  xxvii.  22),  probably 
were  the  products  of  the  southern  provinces,  still 
celebrated  for  spices,  frankincense,  ambergris,  &c., 
as  well  as  for  the  onyx  and  other  precious  stones. 
Among  the  more  remarkable  of  the  wild  animals 
of  Arabia,  besides  the  usual  domestic  kinds,  and  of 
course  the  camel  and  the  horse,  for  both  of  which 
it  is  famous,  are  the  wild  ass,  the  musk-deer,  wild 
goat,  wild  sheep,  several  varieties  of  the  antelope, 
the  hare,  monkeys  (in  the  south,  and  especially  in 
the  Yemen);  the  Vjear,  leopard,  wolf,  jackal,  hyena, 
fox;  the  eagle,  vulture,  several  kinds  of  hawk,  the 
pheasant,  red-legged  partridge  (in  the  peninsula  of 
Sinai),  sand-grouse  (throughout  the  country),  the 
ostrich  (abundantly  in  Central  Arabia,  where  it  is 
hunted  by  Arab  tribes);  the  tortoise,  serpents,  lo- 
custs, &c.  Lions  were  formerly  numerous,  as  the 
names  of  places  testify.     The  sperm-whale  is  found 
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off  the  coasts  bordering  the  Indian  Ocean.  GreA 
and  lioman  writers  (Herod.,  Agatharch.  ap.  MuUer. 
Strab.,  Diod.  Sic,  Q.  Curt.,  Dion.  Periey.,  Heliod. 
u£thioj}.,  and  PUn.)  mention  most  of  the  Biblical 
and  modern  products,  and  the  animals,  above  enu- 
merated, with  some  others.  (See  the  Dicliumiry 
of  Gaogrnphy.) 

Arabia  Proper  may  be  subdivided  into  five  prin  - 
cipal  provinces :  the  Yemen ;  the  districts  of  Hadra- 
miiwt,  Mahreh,  and  'Ommi,  on  the  Indian  Ocean 
and  the  entrance  of  the  Persian  Gulf;  El-Bahreyn, 
towards  the  head  of  the  Gulf  just  named ;  the  great 
central  country  of  Nejd  and  Yenii'uueh;  and  the 
Hijiiz  and  Tihameh  on  the  Ked  Sea.  The  Arabs 
also  have  five  divisions,  according  to  the  opinion 
most  worthy  of  credit  (Mardsicl,  ed.  Juynboll,  in 
voc.  Hijiiz;  comp.  Strabo),  Tihameh,  the  Hijiiz, 
Nejd,  El-'Arood  (the  provinces  lying  towards  the 
head  of  the  Persian  Gulf,  including  Yemameh), 
and  the  Yemen  (including  'Oman  and  the  inter- 
vening tracts).  They  have,  however,  never  agreed 
either  as  to  the  limits  or  the  number  of  the  divis- 
ions. It  wiU  be  necessary  to  state  in  some  detail 
the  positions  of  these  provinces,  in  order  to  the 
right  understanding  of  the  identifications  of  Bib- 
lical with  Arab  names  of  places  and  tribes. 

The  Yemen  embraced  originally  the  most  fertile 
districts  of  Arabia,  and  the  frankincense  and  spice 
country.  Its  name,  signifying  "the  right  hand  " 
(and  therefore  "  south,"  comp.  Matt.  xii.  42),  is  sup- 
posed to  have  given  rise  to  the  appellation  fhdaljxwv 
(FeUx),  which  the  Greeks  applied  to  a  much  more 
extensive  region.  At  present,  it  is  bounded  by  the 
Hijiiz  on  the  north,  and  Hadramiiwt  on  the  east, 
with  the  sea-board  of  the  Red  Sea  and  the  Indian 
Ocean;  but  formerly,  as  Fresnel  remarks  {comp. 
Sale,  Prelim.  Disc),  it  appears  to  have  extended  at 
least  so  as  to  include  Hadramiiwt  and  Mahreh 
(Ibn-F^l-Wardee  MS.;  Yakoot's  Mushtardk,  ed. 
Wiistenfield,  and  Mardsid,  passim).  In  this  wider 
acceptation,  it  embraced  the  region  of  the  first  set- 
tlements of  the  Joktanites.  Its  modem  limits 
include,  on  the  north,  the  district  of  KhiiwLm  (not, 
as  Niebuhr  supposes,  two  distinct  districts),  named 
after  Khiiwlun  (Kdnwos),  the  Joktanite  {Mardsid, 
in  voc,  and  CaussLn  de  Perceval,  IJssai  sur  fIJist. 
des  Arabes  avani  t Islamisme,  i.  113);  and  that  of 
Nejran,  with  the  city  of  that  name  founded  by 
Nejn'm  the  Joktanite  (Caussin,  i.  60,  and  113 
ff.),  which  is,  according  to  the  soundest  opinion, 
the  Negra  of  ^Elius  Gallus  (Strab.  xvi.  782;  see 
Jomard,  Etudes  geogr.  et  hist,  sur  l^ Arable,  ap- 
pended to  Mengin,  Hist,  de  VEgypte,  Ac,  ill. 
385-6). 

Hadramawt,  on  the  coast  east  of  the  Yemen,  is 
a  cultivated  tract  contiguous  to  the  sandy  deserts 
called  El-Ahkaf,  which  are  said  to  be  the  original 
seats  of  the  tribe  of  'A'd  (Ibn-El-Wardee,  and  oth 
ers).  It  was  celebrated  for  its  frankincense,  which 
it  still  exports  (El-Idi-eesee,  ed.  Jaubert,  i.  54),  and 
formerly  it  carried  on  a  considerable  trade,  its  prin- 
cipal port  being  Zafari,  between  Mirbat  and  Ras 
Siijir,  which  is  now  composed  of  a  series  of  villages 
(Fresnel,  4«  Leltre,  Journ.  Asiat.  iiie  S^rie,  v.  521). 
To  the  east  of  Hadramawt  are  the  districts  of 
Shihr,  which  exported  ambergris  {Afardsi'f,  in  voc), 
and  ilahreh  (so  called  after  a  tribe  of  Kudii'ah 
(Id.  in  voc),  and  therefore  Joktanite),  extending 
from  Seyhoot  to  Karwiin  (Fresnel,  4e  Lettre, 
p.  510).  'Oman  forms  the  easternmost  comer 
of  the  south  coast,  lying  at  the  entrance  of  the 
Persian  gulf.    It  presents  the  same  natural  charac- 
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temtics  as  the  preceding  districts,  being  partly 
desert  with  large  fertile  tracts.  It  also  contains 
some  considernble  lead-mines. 

The  highest  provmce  on  the  Persian  Gulf  is  El- 
Bahrejx,  between  'Omiin  and  the  head  of  the  Gulf, 
of  which  the  chief  town  is  Hejer  (according  to  some, 
the  name  of  the  province  also)  {Kdnwos,  Marddd, 
in  voce.)  It  contains  the  towns  (and  districts)  of 
Kateef  and  El-Ahsii  (El-Idreesee,  i.  371;  Mardsid, 
in  voce. ;  Mushtarak,  in  voc.  El-Ahsii),  the  latter 
not  being  a  province,  as  has  been  erroneously  sup- 
posed. The  inhabitants  of  El-Balirej-n  dwelluig  on 
the  coast  are  principally  fishermen  and  pearl-divers. 
The  district  of  El-Ahsii  abounds  in  wells,  and  pos- 
sesses excellent  pastures,  which  are  frequented  by 
tribes  of  other  parts. 

The  great  centi-al  province  of  Nejd,  and  that  of 
Yemameh,  which  bounds  it  on  the  south,  are  little 
known  from  the  accounts  of  travellers.  Nejd  sig- 
nifies "  high  land,"  and  hence  its  limits  are  very 
doubtfully  laid  down  by  the  Arabs  themselves.  It 
consists  of  cultivated  table-land,  with  numerous 
wells,  and  is  celebrated  for  its  pastures;  but  it  is 
intersected  by  extensive  deserts.  Yemameh  api)ears 
to  be  generally  very  similar  to  Nejd.  On  the  south 
lies  the  great  desert  called  Er-Ruba  el-KhiUee,  unin- 
habitable in  the  summer,  but  yielduig  pasturage  in 
the  winter  after  the  rains.  The  camels  of  the 
tribes  inhabiting  Nejd  are  highly  esteemed  in  Ara- 
bia, and  the  I)reed  of  horses  is  the  most  famous  in 
the  world.  In  this  province  are  said  to  be  remains 
of  very  ancient  structures,  similar  to  those  east  of 
the  Jordan. 

The  Ilijaz,  and  Tihameh  (or  El-Ghor,  the  "  low 
land  "),  are  bounded  by  Nejd,  the  Yemen,  the  Ked 
Sea,  and  the  desert  of  Petra,  the  northern  limit  of 
the  Hijiiz  being  Eyleh  (El-Makreezee's  Khital,  in 
voc.  Eyleh).  The  Hyiiz  is  the  holy  land  of  Ara- 
bia, its  chief  cities  being  Mekkeh  and  H-Medeeneh ; 
and  it  was  also  the  first  seat  of  the  IshmaeUtes  in 
the  peninsula.  The  northern  portion  is  in  general 
sterile  and  rocky ;  towards  the  south  it  gradually 
merges  into  the  Yemen,  or  the  district  called  El- 
'Aseer,  which  is  but  little  noticed  by  either  ea.st- 
em  or  western  geographers  (see.Jomard,  p.  245  flf".). 
The  province  of  Tihiimeh  extends  between  the 
mountain-chain  of  the  Hyiiz,  and  the  shore  of  the 
Red  Sea;  and  is  sometimes  divided  into  Tihameh 
of  the  Hijaz,  and  Tihameh  of  the  Yemen.  It  is  a 
parched,  sandy  tract,  with  little  rain,  and  fewer 
pasturages  and  cultivated  portions  than  the  moun- 
tainous country. 

Norihei-n    Arabia,    or     the    Arabian     Desert 

(Sj4>Lju|)    is  divided  by  the  Arabs  (who  do 

not  consider  it  as  strictly  belonging  to  their  coun- 
try) into  Badiyet  Esh-Sluim,  "  the  Desert  of  Syria," 
Badiyet  El-Jezeereh,  "  the  Desert  of  Mesopotamia  " 

(not  " of  Arabia,"  as  Winer  supposes),  and 

Badiyet  El-'Iriik,  "the  Desert  of  El'Inik."  It  is, 
go  far  as  it  is  known  to  us,  a  high,  undulating, 
parched  plain,  of  which  the  Euphrates  forms  the 
natural  toundary  from  the  Persian  Gulf  to  the 
frontier  of  Sjria,  whence  it  is  bounded  by  the 
latter  country  and  the  desert  of  Petra  on  the  north- 
west and  west,  the  peninsula  of  Arabia  forming  its 
■outhem  limit.  It  has  few  oases,  the  water  of  the 
wells  is  generally  either  brackish  or  unpotable,  and 
it  is  visited  by  the  sand-wind  called  Snvioom,  of 
which  however  the  terrors  have  l)een  much  exaj;- 
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gerated.  The  Arabs  find  pasture  for  their  flocks 
and  herds  after  the  rains,  and  in  the  more  depressed 
plains;  and  the  desert  generally  produces  prickly 
shrubs,  &c.,  on  which  the  camels  feed.  The  hi- 
habitants  were  known  to  the  ancients  as  (t/ctjvitoj, 
"  dwellers  in  tents,"  or  perhaps  so  called  from  their 
town  at  IZKrivai  (Strab.  xvi.  747,  707 ;  Diod.  Sic. 
ii.  24;  Amm.  Marc,  xxiii.  6;  comp.  Is.  xiii.  20; 
Jer.  xlix.  31;  Ezek.  xxxviii.  11);  and  they  extended 
from  Babylonia  on  the  east  (comp.  Num.  xxiii.  7 ; 
2  (Jhr.  xxi.  16;  Is.  ii.  6,  xiii.  20),  to  the  borders 
of  Egypt  on  the  west  (Strab.  xvi.  748;  Plin.  v. 
12;  Amm.  Marc.  xiv.  4,  xxii.  15).  These  tribes, 
principally  descended  from  Ishmael  and  from  Ke- 
turah,  have  always  led  a  wandering  and  pastoral 
life.  Their  predatory  habits  are  several  times  men- 
tioned in  the  O.  T.  .(2  Chr.  xxi.  16  and  17,  xxvi. 
7;  Job  i.  15;  Jer.  iii.  2).  They  also  conducted  a 
considerable  trade  of  merchandise  of  Arabia  and 
India  from  the  shores  of  the  I'ersian  Gulf  (F^ek. 
xxvii.  20-24),  whence  a  chain  of  oases  still  forms 
caravan  stiitions  (Burckhardt,  Arabia,  Appendix 
vi.);  and  they  likewise  traded  from  the  western 
portions  of  the  peninsula.  The  latter  traffic  ap- 
pears to  be  frequently  mentioned  in  connection  with 
IshmaeUtes,  Keturahites,  and  other  Arabian  peoples 
(Gen.  xxxvii.  25,  28 ;  1  K.  x.  15,  25 ;  2  Chr.  ix. 
14,  24;  Is.  Ix.  6;  Jer.  vi.  20),  and  probably  con 
sisted  of  the  products  of  southern  Arabia  and  of  the 
opposite  shores  of  Ethiopia;  it  seems,  however,  to 
have  been  chiefly  in  the  hands  of  the  inhabitants 
of  Idumaea;  but  it  is  difficult  to  distinguish  be- 
tween the  references  to  the  latter  j)eople  and  to  the 
tribes  of  Northern  Arabia  in  the  passages  relating 
to  this  traffic.  That  certain  of  these  tribes  brought 
tribute  to  Jehoshaphat  appears  from  2  Chr.  xvii. 
11;  and  elsewhere  there  are  indications  of  such 
tribute  (comp.  passages  referred  to  above). 

Western  Arabia  includes  the  peninsula  of  Sinai 
[Sinai],  and  the  desert  of  Petra,  corresponding 
generally  with  the  limits  of  Arabia  Petraea.  The 
latter  name  is  probably  derived  from  that  of  its 
chief  city,  not  from  its  stony  character.  It  was 
in  the  earliest  times  inhabited  by  a  people  whose 
genealogy  is  not  mentioned  in  the  Bible,  the  Ho- 
rites  or  Horim  (Gen.  xiv.  6,  xxxvi.  20,  21;  Deut. 
ii.  12,  22,  xxxvi.  20-22).  [Hokites.]  Its  later 
inhabitants  were  in  part  the  same  as  those  of  the 
preceding  division  of  Arabia,  as  indeed  the  bound- 
ary of  the  two  comitries  is  arbitrary  and  unsettled ; 
but  it  was  mostly  peopled  by  descendants  of  Esau, 
and  was  generally  known  as  the  land  of  Edom,  or 
Idumiea  [Edom],  as  well  as  by  its  older  appella- 
tion, the  desert  of  Seir,  or  Mount  Seir  [Skir]. 
The  common  origin  of  the  Idumwans  from  Esau 
and  Ishmael  is  found  in  the  marriage  of  the  former 
with  a  daughter  of  the  latter  (Gen.  xxviii.  9,  xxxvi. 
3).  The  Nabathseans  succeeded  to  the  Idumuans, 
and  Iduma>a  is  mentioned  only  as  a  geographical 
designation  after  the  time  of  Josephus.  The  Na- 
bathseans have  always  been  identified  with  Nebai- 
oth,  son  of  Ishmael  (Gen.  xxv.  13;  Is.  Ix.  7),  until 
Quatremere  (Afemoire  sur  les  Nabathcem)  advanced 
the  theory  that  they  were  of  another  race,  and  a 
people  of  Mesopotamia.  [NEnAioTii.]  Petra  was 
in  the  great  route  of  the  western  caravan-traffic  of 
Arabia,  and  of  the  merchandise  brought  up  the 
Elanitic  Gulf.  See  preceding  section,  and  Edom, 
Elath,  Eziongebek,  &c. 

Jnhabitants.<*  —  The  Arabs,  like  every  other  an- 


a  In  this  section  is  included  the  history.    The  Arab 
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lient  nation  of  any  celebrity,  have  traditions  repre- 
senting their  country  as  originally  inhabited  by 
races  which  became  extinct  at  a  very  remote  period. 
These  were  the  tribes  of  'A'd,  Thamood,  Umeiyim, 
'Abeel,  Tasm,  Jedees,  'Emleek  (Amalek),  Jurhum 
(the  ^tirst  of  this  name),  and  Webari.  Some  omit 
the  fourth  and  the  last  two,  but  add  Ji'isim.  The 
majority  of  their  historians  derive  these  tribes  from 
Shem;  but  some,  from  Ham,  though  not  through 
Cush."  Their  eariiest  traditions  that  have  any  ob- 
vious relation  to  the  Bible  refer  the  origin  of  the 
existing  nation  in  the  first  instance  to  Kahtivn, 
whom  they  and  most  European  scholars  identify 
with  Joktan ;  and  secondly  to  Ishmael,  whom  they 
assert  to  have  married  a  descendant  of  Kahtan, 
though  they  only  carry  up  their  genealogies  to 
'Adnan  (said  to  be  of  the  21st  generation  before 
Mohammed).  They  are  silent  respecting  Cushite 
settlements  in  Arabia;  but  modern  research,  we 
think,  proves  that  Cushites  were  among  its  early 
inhabitants.  Although  Cush  in  the  Bible  usually 
corresponds  to  Ethiopia,  certain  passages  seem  to 
indicate  Cushit«  peoples  in  Arabia;  and  the  series 
of  the  sons  of  Cush  should,  according  to  recent 
discoveries,  be  sought  for  in  order  along  the  south- 
ern coast,  exclusive  of  Seba  (Meroe),  occupying 
one  extreme  of  their  settlements,  and  Nimrod  the 
other.  The  great  ruins  of  Ma-rib  or  Sebii,  and  of 
other  places  in  the  Yemen  and  Hadramiiwt,  are  not 
those  of  a  Semitic  people;  and  further  to  the  east, 
the  existing  language  of  Mahreh,  the  remnant  of 
that  of  the  inscriptions  found  on  the  ancient  re- 
mains just  mentioned,  is  in  so  great  a  degree  appar- 
ently African,  as  to  be  called  by  some  scholars 
Cushite ;  while  the  settlements  of  Kaamah  and 
those  of  his  sons  Sheba  and  Dedan  are  probably 
to  be  looked  for  towards  the  head  of  the  Persian 
(julf,  bordered  on  the  north  by  the  descendants  of 
Keturah,  bearing  the  same  names  as  the  two  latter. 
In  Babylonia  also  independent  proofs  of  this  im- 
migration of  Cushites  from  Ethiopia  have,  it  is 
thought,  been  lately  obtained.  The  ancient  cities 
and  buildings  of  southern  Arabia,  in  their  archi- 
tecture, the  inscriptions  they  contain,  and  the  na- 
tive traditions  respecting  them,  are  of  the  utmost 
value  in  aiding  a  student  of  this  portion  of  primeval 
history.  Indeed  they  are  the  only  important  archaic 
monuments  of  the  country  ;  and  they  illustrate 
both  its  earliest  people  and  its  greatest  kingdoms. 
Ma-rib,  or  Seba*  (the  Mai-iaba  of  the  Greek  geog- 
raphers), is  one  of  the  most  interesting  of  these 
sites.  See  MichaeUs's  Questions,  No.  94,  &c.  in 
Niebuhr's  Arabia.)  It  was  founded,  according  to 
the  general  agreement  of  tradition,  by  'Abd-esh- 
Shems  Seba,  grandson  of  Yaarub  the  Kahtiinite 
(Mushtarak,  in  foe;  Abu-1-Fida,  I/ist.  anteisl.  ed. 
Fleischer,  p.  11-4);  and  the  Dyke  of  El-'Arim, 
ivhich  was  situate  near  the  city,  and  the  rupture 
of  which  (a.  d.  150-170  according  to  De  Sacy; 
120  according  to  Caussin  de  Perceval)  formed  an 
era  in  Arabian  history,  is  generaUy  ascrilied  to  Luk- 
man  the  Greater,  the  'A'dite,  who  founded  the  dy- 
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aiaterials  for  the  latter  are  meagre,  and  almost  purely 
traditional.  The  chronology  is  founded  on  geneal- 
ogies, and  is  too  intricate  and  unsettled  for  discussion 
hi  this  article ;  but  it  is  necessary  to  observe  that 
"  son  "  should  often  be  read  "  descendant,"  and  that 
the  Arabs  ascribe  great  length  of  life  to  the  ancient 
people. 

«  This  enumeration  is  from  a  comparison  of  Arab 
authors.  Caussin  de  Perceval  has  entered  into  some 
ietail  on  the  subject  {Essai,  i.  11-35),  but  without  sat- 


nasty  of  the  2d  A'd  (Ibn-El-Wardee  MS. ;  Hamza 
.  Ispalianensis,  ap.  Schultens,  pp.  24-5 ;  El-Mes- 
'oodee,  cited  by  De  Sacy,  Mem.  de  tAcacL,  xlviii. 
p.  484  ff. ;  and  Ibn  Khaldoon  in  Caussin's  £s- 
sfflj,  i.  16).  A'dites  (in  conjunction  with  Cushites) 
were  probably  the  founders  of  this  and  simikr 
structures,  and  were  succeeded  by  a  predominantly 
Joktanite  people,  the  Biblical  Sheba,  whose  name  is 
preserved  in  the  Arabian  Seba,  and  in  the  Siifxei  of 
the  Greeks.  It  has  been  argued  (Caussin,  £ssai,  i. 
42  fF. ;  Kenan,  Langues  Semitiques,  i.  300)  that 
the  'A'dites  were  the  Cushite  Seba;  but  this  hy- 
pothesis, which  involves  the  question  of  the  settle- 
ments of  the  eldest  son  of  Cush,  and  that  of  the 
descent  of  the  'A'dites,  rests  solely  on  the  existence 
of  Cushite  settlements  in  southern  Arabia,  and  of 

the  name  of  Seba  (  Lu*/ )  in  the  Yemen  (by  these 

writers  inferentially  identified  with  W2p;  by  the 
Arabs,  unanimously,  with  Seba  the  Kahtanite,  or 
S3tt' ;  the  Hebrew  shin  being,  in  by  far  the  greater 
number  of  instances,  sin  in  Arabic);  and  it  neces- 
sitates the  existence  of  the  two  BibUcal  kingdoms 
of  Seba  and  Sheba  in  a  circumscribed  province  of 
southern  Arabia,  a  result  which  we  think  is  irrecon- 
cilable with  a  careful  comparison  of  the  passages 
in  the  Bible  bearing  on  this  subject.  [Cush,  Skua, 
Sheba.]  Neither  is  there  evidence  to  uidicate 
the  identity  of  'A'd  and  the  other  extinct  tribes 
with  any  Semitic  or  Hamitic  people.  They  must, 
in  the  present  state  of  knowledge,  be  classed  with 
the  Kephaim  and  other  peoples  whose  genealogies 
are  not  known  to  us.  The  only  one  that  can  jwssibly 
be  identified  with  a  Scriptural  name  is  Amalek, 
whose  supposed  descent  from  the  grandson  of  Esau 
seems  inconsistent  with  Gen.  xiv.  7  and  Num.  xxiv. 
20.     [Amalek.] 

The  several  nations  that  have  inhabited  the 
country  are  divided,  by  the  Arabs,  into  extinct  and 
existing  tribes ;  and  these  are  again  distinguished  as 

1.  El- Arab  el-'A'ribeh  (or el-Arba,  or 

el-Aribeh),  the  Pure  or  Genuine  Arabs;  2.  El- 
'Arab  el-Muta'arribeh,  and  3.  El- Arab  el-^Iustaa- 
ribeh,  the  Insititious,  or  Naturalized,  Arabs.  Of 
many  conflicting  opinions  respecting  these  races, 
two  only  are  worthy  of  note.  According  to  the 
first  of  these.  El- Arab  el-'A'ribeh  denotes  the  ex- 
tinct tribes,  with  whom  some  conjoin  Kahtan ;  whUe 
the  other  two,  as  synonymous  appellations,  belong 
to  the  descendants  of  Ishmael."  According  to  the 
second,  El-'Arab  el-'A'ribeh  denotes  the  extinct 
triljes ;  El-'Arab  el-Muta'arribeh,  the  unmixed  de- 
scendants of  Kahtan ;  and  El-'Arab  el-Mustaaribeh 
the  descendants  of  Ishmael,  by  the  daughter  of 
Mudiid  the  Joktanite.  That  the  descendants  of 
Joktan  occupied  the  principal  portions  of  the  south 
and  southwest  of  the  peninsula,  with  colonies  in 
the  interior,  is  attested  by  the  Arabs  and  fully  con- 
firmed by  historical  and  philological  researches.  It 
is  also  asserted  that  they  have  been  gradually  ab- 


isfactorily  reconciling  contradictory  opinions ;  and  his 
identifications  of  these  with  other  tribes  are  purely 
hypothetical. 

6  Seba  was  the  city  of  Ma-rib  {Mushtarak,  in  voc), 
or  the  country  in  the  Yemen  of  which  the  city  was 
Ma-rib  (Mardsid,  in  voc).     See  also  Sheba. 

c  El-'Arab  el-'A'ribeh  is  conventionally  appUed  by 
the  lexicographers  to  all  who  bpoke  pure  Arabic  before 
its  corruption  began. 
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sorbed  into  the  Ishmaelite  immigrants,  though  not 
without  leaving  strong  trace*  of  their  former  ex- 
istence. Fresnei,  however  (1*  LtUre,  p  24),  says 
that  they  were  quite  distinct,  at  least  in  Moham- 
med's time,  and  it  is  not  unlikely  thai  the  Ish- 
maelite element  has  been  exaggerated  by  Moham- 
medan iniluence. 

Respecting  the  Joktanite  settlers  we  have  some 
certain  evidence.  In  Genesis  (x.  30)  it  is  said, 
"  and  their  dwelluig  was  from  Mesha,  as  thou 
goest  unto  Sephar,  a  mount  of  the  east  [Kedem]." 
The  position  of  Jlesha  is  very  uncertain ;  it  is  most 
reasonably  supposed  to  be  the  western  limit  of  the 
first  settlers  [Mesha].  Sephar  is  undoubtedly 
Dhafiiri,  or  Zafiiri,  of  the  Arabs  (probably  pro- 
nounced, in  ancient  times,  without  the  final  vowel, 
as  it  is  at  the  present  day),  a  name  not  uncommon 
in  the  peninsula,  but  especially  that  of  two  cele- 
brated towns  —  one  being  the  seaport  on  the  south 
coast,  near  Mirbat;  the  other,  now  in  ruins,  near 
San'a,  and  said  to  be  the  ancient  residence  of  the 
Himyerite  kings  (Es-Siighanee,  MS. ;  Mtislitarak, 
ill  voc. ;  Mardsid,  ib. ;  El-Idreesee,  i.  148).  Fres- 
nel  (4e  Lettre,  p.  516  ff.)  prefers  the  seaport,  as 
the  Himyerite  capital,  and  is  followed  by  Jomard 
{Etudes,  p.  367).  He  informs  us  that  the  inhab- 
itants call  this  town  "  Isfor."  Considering  the 
position  of  the  Joktanite  races,  this  is  probably 
Sephar.  It  is  situate  near  a  thuriferous  mountain 
(Mardsid,  in  voc.),  and  exports  the  best  frankin- 
cense (Niebuhr,  p.  148).  Zafiiri,  in  the  Yemen, 
however,  is  also  among  mountains  [Sephak].  In 
the  district  indicated  above  are  distinct  and  un- 
doubted traces  of  the  names  of  the  sons  of  Joktan 
mentioned  in  Genesis,  such  as  Hadramiiwt  for 
Hazarmaveth,  Azal  for  Uzal,  Seba  for  Sheba,  &c. 
Their  remains  are  found  in  the  existing  inhabitants 
of  (at  least)  its  eastern  portion,  and  their  records 
in  the  numerous  Himyerite  ruins  and  inscriptions. 

The  principal  Joktanite  kingdom,  and  the  chief 
state  of  ancient  Arabia,  was  that  of  the  Yemen, 
founded  (accordhig  to  the  Arabs)  by  Yaarub,  the 
son  (or  descendant)  of  Kahtan  (Joktan).  Its  most 
ancient  capital  was  probably  San'a,  formerly  called 

Azal  ((Jf'y;  or  Jrv.l  in  the  Mardsid,  in  voc. 

San'a),  after  AziU,  son  of  Joktan  (Yakoot). 
[Uzal.]  The  other  capitals  were  Ma^rib,  or 
Sebii,  and  Zafi'iri.  This  was  the  IJibhcal  kingdom 
of  Sheba.  Its  rulers,  and  most  of  its  people,  were 
descendants  of  Sebii  (=  Shelw),  whence  the  classical 
Salmi  (Uiod.  Sic.  iii.  38,  46).  Among  its  rulers 
was  probably  the  Queen  of  Sheba  who  came  to 
hear  the  wisdom  of  Solomon  (1  K.  x.  2).  The 
Arabs  call  her  Bilkees,  a  queen  of  the  later  Him- 
yerites,  and  their  traditions  respecting  her  are 
otherwise  not  worthy  of  credit.  [Sheba.]  The 
dominant  family  was  apparently  that  of  Himyer, 
son  (or  descendant)  of  Sebii.  A  member  of  this 
family  founded  the  more  modem  kingdom  of  the 
Himyerites.  ITie  testimony  of  the  Bible,  and  of 
the  classical  writers,  as  well  as  native  tradition, 
seems  to  prove  that  the  latter  appellation  super- 
seded the  former  only  shortly  before  the  Christian 
era:  t.  e.  after  the  foundation  of  the  later  king- 
dom. "Himyerite,"  however,  is  now  very  \a};ucly 
used.       Himyer,   it  may  be  observed,  is  perhaps 

"red"  (i  '  t-^;  from  !!«.(.>,  or  ^^.^t),  and 

■ereral  places  in  Arabia  whose  soil  is  reddish  derive 
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their    names    from   Aafar 


(>l), " 


reddish." 


This  may  identify  Himyer  (the  red  man  f)  with 
Ophir,  respecting  whose  settlements,  and  tlie  posi- 
tion of  the  country  called  Ophir,  the  opinion  of 
the  learned  is  widely  divide<l  [Oi'Hiit].  The  sim- 
ilarity of  signification  with  <^o^«'t|  and  ipvdpSs 
lends  weight  to  the  tradition  that  the  rhoenicians 
came  from  the  Erythraean  Sea  (Herod,  vii.  89). 
The  maritime  nations  of  the  ^Mediterranean  who 
had  an  affinity  with  the  Egyptians,  —  such  as  the 
Philistines,  and  probably  the  primitive  Cretans  and 
Carians,  —  appear  to  have  been  an  offshoot  of  an 
early  immigration  from  southern  Arabia,  which 
moved  northwards,  partly  through  Egypt  [Cai'H- 
tok].  It  is  noticeable  that  the  Shepherd  invaders 
of  Egypt  are  said  to  have  been  I'hoenicians ;  but 
Manetho,  who  seems  to  have  held  this  opinion,  also 
tells  us  that  some  said  they  were  Arabs  (Manetho, 
aj>.  Cory,  Ana.  Fragintnts,  2d  ed.,  p.  171),  and  the 
hieroglyphic  name  has  been  supposed  to  correspond 
to  the  common  appellation  of  the  Arabs,  Shasu,  the 
"  camel-riding  Shasu  "  {Select  Papyri,  pi.  liii.),  an 
identification  entirely  in  accordance  with  the  Egj-pt- 
ian  historian's  account  of  their  invasion  and  polity. 
In  the  opposite  direction,  an  early  Arab  domination 
of  Chald«a  is  mentioned  by  Berosus  (Cory,  p.  60), 
as  preceding  the  AssjTian  dynasty.  AU  these  indi- 
cations, slight  as  they  are,  must  be  borne  in  mind 
in  attempting  a  reconstruction  of  the  history  of 
southern  Arabia.  The  early  kings  of  the  Yemen 
wore  at  continual  feud  with  the  descendants  of 
Kahlan  (brother  of  Himyer)  until  the  fifteenth  in 
descent  (according  to  the  majority  of  native  his- 
torians) from  Himyer  united  the  kingdom.  This 
king  was  the  first  Tubbaa,  a  title  also  distinctive  of 
his  successors,  whose  dynasty  represents  the  proper 
kingdom  of  Himyer,  whence  the  Homeritve  (Ftol. 
vi.  7;  Plin.  vi.  28).  Their  nile  probably  ex- 
tended over  the  modem  Yemen,  Hadramiiwt,  and 
Mahreh.  The  fifth  Tubbaa,  Dhu-l-Adhiir,  or  Zu-1- 
Aziir,  is  supposed  (Caussin,  i.  73)  to  be  the  Ila- 
sarus  of  ^Elius  Gallus  (b.  C.  24).  The  kingdom 
of  Himyer  lasted  until  A.  D.  525,  when  it  fell 
before  an  Abyssinian  invasion.  Already,  about  the 
middle  of  the  4th  century,  the  kings  of  Axum 
appear  to  have  become  masters* of  part  of  the 
Yemen  (Caussin,  Essai,  i.  114;  Zeitschr.  der 
Deutschen  Moi-genldml.  Geselhchaft,  vii.  17  flf"., 
xi.  338  flf.),  adding  to  their  titles  the  names  of 
places  in  Arabia  belonging  to  Himyer.  After  four 
reigns  they  were  succeeded  by  Himyerite  princes, 
\assals  of  Persia,  the  la.st  of  whom  submitted  to 
Mohammed.  Kings  of  Hadramiiwt  (the  people  of 
Hadramiiwt  are  the  classical  Chairnmotitte,  Plin. 
vi.  28;  comp.  Adramitce)  are  also  enumerated  by 
the  Arabs  (Ibn-Khaldoon,  ap.  Caussin,  i.  135  ff.) 
and  distinguished  from  the  descendants  of  Yaarub, 
an  indication,  as  is  remarked  by  Caussin  {I.  c),  of 
their  separate  descent  from  Hazarmaveth  [Hazar- 
siA\'KTii].  The  Greek  geographers  mention  a 
fourth  jjeople  in  conjunction  with  the  Sabwi,  Ho- 
meritae,  and  Chatramotitae,  —  the  Alincei  (Strab. 
xvi.  768;  Ptol.  v.  7,  §  23;  Plin.  \i.  32;  Diod. 
Sic.  iii.  42)  who  have  not  been  identified  with  any 
Biblical  or  modern  name.  Some  place  them  as 
high  as  Mekkeh,  and  derive  their  name  from  Minii 
(the  sacred  valley  N.  E.  of  that  city),  or  from  the 
goddess  Maniih,  worshipped  in  the  district  between 
Mekkeh  and  I*U-Medeeneh.  Fresnel,  however,  places 
them  in  the  Wiidu  Do'i'm  in  Hadramiiwt,  arguing 
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that  the  Temen  anciently  inchided  this  tract,  that 
the  Minffii  were  probably  the  same  as  the  Khaban- 
ita3  01  KhamanitiB  (Ptol.  vi.  7,  §  24;  Strabo,  xvi. 
p.  782),  and  that  'Po/ioj'iTwi' was  a  copyist's  error 
for  'leixaviTUV. 

The  other  chief  Joktanite  kingdom  was  that  of 
the  Hijaz,  fomided  by  Jurhum,  the  brother  of 
Yaarub,  who  left  the  Yemen  and  settled  in  the 
neighborhood  of  Mekkeh.  Tlie  Arab  lists  of  its 
kings  are  inextricably  confused ;  but  the  name  of 
their  leader  and  that  of  two  of  his  siiccessors  was 
jNIudiid  (or  El-Mudad),  who  probably  represents  Al- 
modad  [Almodad].  Ishmael,  according  to  the 
Arabs,  married  a  daughter  of  the  first  Mudiid, 
whence  sprang  'Adnan  the  ancestor  of  Mohammed. 
This  kingdom,  situate  in  a  less  fertile  district  than 
the  Yemen,  and  engaged  in  conflict  with  aboriginal 
tribes,  never  attained  the  importance  of  that  of 
the  south.  It  merged,  by  intermarriage  and  con- 
quest, mto  the  tribes  of  Ishmael.  (Kutb-ed-Deen, 
ed.  Wiistenfeld,  pp.  35  and  39  if.;  comp.  authori- 
ties quoted  by  Caussin.)  Fresnel  cites  an  Arab 
author  who  identifies  Jurhum  with  Hadoram  [Had- 
oram]. 

Although  these  were  the  principal  Joktanite  king- 
doms, others  were  founded  beyond  the  limits  of  the 
peninsula.  The  most  celebrated  of  these  were  that 
of  El-Heereh  in  El-Irak,  and  that  of  Ghass;'m  on 
the  confines  of  Syria ;  both  originated  by  emigrants 
after  the  Flood  of  El-'Arim.  El-Heereh  soon  be- 
came Ishmaelitic;  Ghassan  long  maintained  its 
original  stock.  Among  its  rulers  were  many  named 
El-Harith.  Respecting  the  presumed  identity  of 
some  of  these  with  kings  called  by  the  Greeks  and 
Romans  ^Vretas,  and  with  the  Aretas  mentioned  by 
St.  Paul  (2  Cor.  xi.  32),  see  Aretas. 

The  Ishraaelites  appear  to  have  entered  the 
peninsula  from  the  northwest.  That  they  have 
spread  over  the  whole  of  it  (with  the  exception  of 
one  or  two  districts  on  tlie  south  coast  which  are 
said  to  be  still  inhabited  by  unmixed  Joktanite 
peoples),  and  that  the  modern  nation  is  predom- 
inantly IshmaeUte,  is  asserted  by  the  Arabs.  They 
do  not,  however,  carry  up  their  genealogies  higher 
than  'Adnan  (as  we  have  already  said),  and  they 
have  lost  the  names  of  most  of  Ishmael's  immediate 
and  near  descendants.  Such  as  have  been  identified 
with  existing  names  will  be  found  under  the  sev- 
eral articles  bearing  their  names.  [See  also  Ha- 
GAREXES.]  They  extended  northwards  from  the 
Hijaz  into  the  Arabian  desert,  where  they  mixed 
with  Keturahites  and  other  Abrahamic  peoples ;  and 
westwards  to  Idumaea,  where  they  mixed  with 
Edomites,  &c.  The  tribes  sprung  from  Ishmael 
have  always  been  governed  by  petty  chiefs  or  heads 
of  families  (sheykhs  and  emeers);  they  have  gen- 
erally followed  a  patriarchal  life),  and  have  not 
originated  kingdoms,  though  they  have  in  some 
instances  succeeded  to  those  of  Joktanites,  the 
principal  one  of  these  being  that  of  El-Heereh. 
With  reference  to  the  Ishmaelites  generally,  we 
may  observe,  in  continuation  of  a  former  remark, 
that  although  their  first  settlements  in  the  Hijaz, 
and  their  spreading  over  a  great  part  of  the  northern 
portions  of  the  peninsula,  are  sufficiently  proved, 
there  is  doubi  as  to  the  wide  extension  given  to 
i.hem  by  Arab  tradition.  Mohammed  derived  from 
the  Jews  whatever  tradition  he  pleased,  and  silenced 
any  contrary,  by  the  Kur-an  or  his  own  dicta.  This 
religious  element,  which  does  not  directly  affect  the 
tribes  of  Joktan  (whose  settlements  are  otherwise 
unquestionably  identified),  has  a  great   mfiuence 
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over  those  of  Ishmael.  They  therefore  cannot  be 
certainly  proved  to  have  spread  over  the  peninsula, 
notwithstanding  the  almost  universal  adoption  of 
their  language  (which  is  generally  acknowledged  to 
have  been  the  Arabic  commonly  so  called),  and  the 
concurrent  t&stimony  of  the  Arabs ;  but  from  these 
and  other  considerations  it  becomes  at  the  same 
time  highly  probable  that  they  now  form  the  pre- 
dominant element  of  the  Arab  nation. 

Of  the  descendants  of  Keturah  the  Arabs  say 
little.  They  appear  to  have  settled  chiefly  north 
of  the  peninsula  in  Desert  Arabia,  from  Palestine 
to  the  Persian  Gulf;  and  the  passages  in  the  Bible 
in  which  mention  is  made  of  Dedan  (except  those 
relating  to  the  Cushite  Dedan,  Gen.  x.  7)  refer 
apparently  to  the  tribe  sprung  from  this  race  (Is. 
xxi.  13;  Jer.  xxv.  23;  Ez.  xxvii.  20),  perhaps  with 
an  admixture  of  the  Cushite  Dedan,  who  seems  to 
have  passed  up  the  western  shores  of  the  Persian 
Gulf.  Some  traces  of  Keturahites,  indeed,  are  as- 
serted to  exist  in  the  south  of  the  peninsula,  where 
a  king  of  Himyer  is  said  to  have  been  a  Midianite 
(El-Mes'oodee,  ap.  Schultens,  pp.  158-9);  and 
where  one  dialect  is  said  to  be  of  Midian,  and  an- 
other of  Jokshan  son  of  Keturah  {Moajam)\  but 
these  traditions  must  be  ascribed  to  the  Rabbinical 
influence  in  Arab  history.  Native  writers  are  al- 
most wholly  silent  on  this  subject ;  and  the  dialects 
mentioned  above  are  not,  so  far  as  they  are  knovm 
to  us,  of  the  tribes  of  Keturah.     [Keturah,  &c.] 

In  Northern  and  Western  Arabia  are  other 
peoples  which,  from  their  geographical  position  and 
mode  of  life,  are  sometimes  classed  with  the 
Arabs.  Of  these  are  Amalek,  the  descendants 
of  Esau,  &c. 

Religion.  —  The  most  ancient  idolatry  of  the 
Arabs  we  must  conclude  to  have  been  fetichism, 
of  which  there  are  striking  proofs  in  the  sacred 
trees  and  stones  of  historical  times,  and  in  the 
worship  of  the  heavenly  bodies,  or  Sabaeism.  With 
the  latter  were  perhaps  connected  the  temples  (or 
palace-temples)  of  which  there  are  either  remains 
or  traditions  in  the  Himyerite  kingdom;  such  as 
Beyt  Ghumdan  in  San' a,  and  those  of  Reydiin, 
Beynooneh,  Ru'eyn,  'Eyneyn,  and  Riam.  To  the 
worship  of  the  heavenly  bodies  we  find  allusions  in 
Job  (xxxi.  26-28)  and  to  the  belief  in  the  influence 
of  the  stars  to  give  rain  (xxxviii.  31),  where  the 
Pleiades  give  rain,  and  Orion  withholds  it;  and 
again  in  Judges  (v.  20,  21)  where  the  stars  fight 
against  the  host  of  Sisera.  The  names  of  the  ob- 
jects of  the  earUer  fetichism,  the  stone-worship, 
tree-worship,  &c.,  of  various  tribes,  are  too  num- 
erous to  mention.  One,  that  of  JIanah,  the  god- 
dess worshipped  between  Mekkeh  and  El-Medeeneh 
has  been  compared  with  Meni  (Is.  kv.  11),  which 
is  rendered  in  the  A.  V.  "number"  [Mexi]. 
Magianism,  an  importation  from  Chaldsea  and 
Persia,  must  be  reckoned  among  the  religions  of 
the  pagan  Arabs ;  but  it  never  had  very  numerous 
followers.  Christianity  was  introduced  in  southern 
Arabia  towards  the  close  of  the  2d  century,  and 
about  a  century  later  it  had  made  great  progress. 
It  flourished  chiefly  in  the  Yemen,  where  many 
churches  were  built  (see  Philostorg.  Hist.  Eccles. 
iii. ;  Sozomen,  vi. ;  Evagr.  vi.).  It  also  rapidly 
advanced  in  other  portions  of  Arabia,  through  the 
kingdom  of  Heereh  and  the  contiguous  countries, 
Ghasstin,  and  other  parts.  The  persecutions  of  the 
Christians,  and  more  particularly  of  those  of  Nejnin 
by  the  Tubbaa  Zu-n-Nuwas,  brought  about  the  fall 
of  the  Himyerite  dynasty  by  the  invasion  of  the 
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Christian  ru)»«"  of  Abyssinia.  Judaisir  was  propa- 
gated in  Arabia,  principally  by  Karaites,  at  the 
captivity,  but  it  was  introduced  before  that  time. 
It  became  very  prevalent  in  the  Yemen,  and  in  the 
Hijiiz,  &speci;il]y  at  Kheybar  and  El-Medeeneh, 
where  there  are  said  to  be  stiU  tribes  of  Jewish  ex- 
traction. In  the  period  immediately  preceding  the 
birth  of  Mohammed  another  class  had  sprung  up, 
who,  disbelieving  the  idolatry  of  the  greater  num- 
ber of  their  countrymen,  and  not  yet  believers  in 
Judaism,  or  in  the  corrupt  Christianity  with  which 
alone  they  were  acquainted,  looked  to  a  revival  of 
what  they  called  the  "religion  of  Abraham"  (see 
Sprenger's  Lift  of  Mohammvd,  i.,  Calcutta,  1856). 
The  jiromulgation  of  the  Slohammedan  imposture 
overthrew  paganism,  but  crushed  while  it  assumed 
to  lead  the  movement  which  had  been  one  of  the 
causes  of  its  success,  and  almost  wholly  superseded 
the  religions  of  the  Bible  in  Arabia. 

Language.  —  Arabic,  the  language  of  Arabia,  is 
the  most  developed  and  the  richest  of  the  Semitic 
languages,  and  the  only  one  of  which  we  have  an 
extensive  literature:  it  is,  therefore,  of  great  im- 
portajice  to  the  study  of  Hebrew.  Of  its  early 
phases  we  know  nothing;  while  we  have  archaic 
monuments  of  the  Himyeritic  (the  ancient  language 
of  southern  Arabia),  though  we  cannot  fix  their 
precise  ages.  Of  the  existence  of  Hebrew  and 
Chaldee  (or  Aramaic)  in  the  time  of  Jacob  there  is 
evidence  in  Gen.  (xxxi.  47);  and  probably  Jacob 
and  Laban  understood  each  other,  the  one  speaking 
Hebrew  and  the  other  Chaldee.  It  seems  also 
(Judg.  vii.  9-15)  that  Gideon,  or  Phurah,  or  both, 
understood  the  conversation  of  the  "  Midianites, 
iind  the  Amalekites,  and  all  the  children  of  the 

east "  (D^i7.  ^3^).     It  is  probable,  therefore,  that 

in  the  14th  or  13th  century  b.  c.  the  Semitic  lan- 
guages differed  much  less  than  in  after  times.  But 
it  appears  from  2  K.  xviii.  26,  that  in  the  8th 
century  b.  c.  only  the  educated  classes  among  the 
Jews  understood  Aramaic.  With  these  evidences 
before  us,  and  making  a  due  distinction  between 
the  archaic  and  the  known  phases  of  the  Aramaic 
and  the  Arabic,  we  think  that  the  Himyeritic  is  to 
be  regarded  as  a  sister  of  the  Hebrew,  and  the 
Arabic  (commonly  so  called)  as  a  sister  of  the  He- 
brew and  the  Aramaic,  or,  in  its  classical  phasis, 
as  a  descendant  of  a  sister  of  these  two,  but  that 
the  Himyeritic  is  mixed  with  an  African  language, 
and  that  the  other  dialects  of  Arabia  are  in  like 
manner,  though  in  a  much  less  degree,  mixed  with 
an  African  language.  The  inferred  differences  be- 
tween the  older  and  later  phases  of  the  Aramaic, 
and  the  presumed  difference  between  those  of  the 
Arabic,  are  amply  confirmed  by  comparative  phi- 


o  By  this  term  is  to  be  understood  the  ancient  lan- 
guage of  Bouthem  Arabia  generally,  not  that  of  the 
Himyeritcs  only. 

6  *  On  the  pretended  dlscoTery  of  a  key  for  reading 
the  Himyeritic  inscriptions  by  the  Englisli  writer.  Rev. 
Charles  Forster,  Professor  Saltsbury  has  a  decisive  ar- 
ticle in  the  BIbl.  Sacra,  il.  237-260.  II. 

e  *  In  1863  the  Trustees  of  the  British  Museum  pub- 
lished a  volume  entitled  "  Inscriptions  in  the  Ilimyar- 
itic  character,  discovered  chicHy  in  Southern  Arabia, 
and  now  in  the  British  Museum,"  with  18  lithographic 
plates  containing  forty-two  inscriptions.  A  description 
of  the  monuments  precedes  the  plates,  but  no  com- 
mentary is  given,  the  preparation  of  that  part  of  the 
work  having  been  assigned  to  Dr.  Krnst  Osiander.  of 
Ooppingen,  whose  essay  on  the  Ilimyaritic  Antiquities, 
Zur  hitnjari.ichen  Alterthiimskiindf,  published  iu  1866 
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lology.  The  division  of  the  Ishmaelite  language 
into  many  dialects  is  to  Itc  attributed  chiefly  to  the 
separation  of  tribes  by  uninhabitable  tracts  of 
desert,  and  the  subsequent  amalgamation  of  those 
dialects  to  the  pilgrimage  and  the  annual  meetings 
of  'Okiiz,  a  fair  in  which  literary  contests  took 
place,  and  where  it  was  of  the  first  importance  that 
the  contending  poets  should  deUver  themselves  in  a 
language  perfectly  intelligible  to  the  mass  of  the 
people  congregated,  in  order  that  it  might  be  oit- 
ically  judged  by  them ;  for  many  of  the  meanest  of 
the  Arabs,  utterly  ignorant  of  reading  and  writing, 
were  of  the  highest  of  the  authorities  consulted  by 
the  lexicologists  when  the  corruption  of  the  language 
had  commenced,  i.  e.  when  the  Arabs,  as  Moham- 
medans, had  begun  to  spread  among  foreigners. 

Kespecting  the  Himyeritic,"  until  lately  little  was 
known ;  but  monuments  bearing  inscriptions  in  this 
language  have  been  discovered  in  the  southern  parts 
of  the  peninsula,  principally  in  Hadramawt  and 
the  Yemen,  and  some  of  the  inscriptions  have  been 
published  by  Fresnel,  Arnaud,  Wellsted,  and  Crut- 
tenden;*  while  Fresnel  has  found  a  dialect  still 
spoken  in  the  district  of  JIahreh  and  westwards  as 
far  as  Kisheem,  that  of  the  neighborhood  of  Za- 
fiiri  and  Mirbat  being  the  purest,  and  called  "  Ek- 
hili;"  and  this  is  supposed  with  reason  to  be  the 
modern  phasis  of  the  old  Himyeritic  (4*^  Lettre). 
Fresnel's  alphabet  has  been  accepted  by  the  leanied. 
The  dates  found  in  the  inscriptions  range  from  30 
(on  the  dyke  of  Ma-rib)  to  604  at  Hisn  Ghonib, 
but  what  era  these  represent  is  uncertain.  Ewald 
( Ueber  die  Himyarische  Sprache,  in  Hoefer's  Ztit- 
schrift,  i.  295  ff.)  thinks  that  they  are  years  of 
the  Rupture  of  the  Dyke,  while  acknowledging  their 
apparent  high  antiquity ;  but  the  difficulty  of  sup- 
posing such  inscriptions  on  a  ruined  dyke,  and  the 
fact  that  some  of  them  would  thus  be  brought  later 
than  the  time  of  Mohammed,  make  it  probable  that 
they  belong  rather  to  an  earher  era,  perhaps  that 
of  the  Himyerite  empire,  though  what  point  marks 
its  commencement  is  not  determined.  The  Him- 
yeritic in  its  earlier  phasis  probably  represents  the 
first  Semitic  language  sijoken  in  Arabia.'^ 

The  manners  and  customs  of  the  Arabs''  are  of 
great  value  in  illustrating  the  Bible;  but  supposed 
parallels  between  the  patriarchal  life  of  the  Script- 
ures and  the  state  of  the  modern  Arabs  must  not 
be  hastily  drawn.  It  should  be  remembered  that 
this  people  are  in  a  degraded  condition ;  that  they 
have  been  influenced  by  Jewish  contact,  especially 
by  the  adoption,  by  Mohammed,  of  parts  of  the 
ceremonial  law,  and  of  rabbinical  observances ;  and 
that  they  are  not  of  the  race  of  Israel.  They  must 
be  regarded,  1st,  as  Bedawees,  or  people  of  the 
desert,  and  2dly,  as  settled  tribes  or  townspeople. 


in  the  Ztitschr.  der  Deutschen  Morgenh  Geselhchaft  (x. 
17-73)  had  given  evidence  of  his  peculiar  qualifica- 
tions for  the  task.  The  result  of  Dr.  Osiander's  labors 
has  lately  appeared  as  a  posthumous  publication  in 
the  Zeitsrhr.  il.  D.  M.  Grsellschaft  for  1866  and  1866, 
xix.  159-293  (with  35  plates),  and  xx.  205-287,  with 
the  title,  Zur  himjarischen  Spruch-  unit  AJtertfiiinis- 
kunde  von,  Dr.  Ernst  Osiander,  aus  seinem  Nachlasse 
herausg.  von  Prof.  Dr.  M.  A.  Levy.  This  is  probably 
the  most  important  work  at  present  existing  on  the 
subject.  A. 

''  The  Arabs  have  Impressed  their  national  charac- 
teristics on  every  people  whom  they  have  conquered, 
except  the  Tartar  races.  "  Arab  life "  is  therefore 
generally  understood  in  a  very  wide  sense.  The  mod- 
em Egyptians  are  essentially  an  Arab  people. 
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The  Bedawees  acknowledge  that  their  ancient 
BxcelleJice  has  greatly  dechned  since  the  time  of 
Mohammed,  and  there  cannot  be  a  doubt  that  this 
decline  had  commenced  much  earlier.  Though 
each  tribe  boasts  of  its  unadulterated  blood,  and 
pure  Language,  their  learned  men  candidly  admit 
tlie  depreciation  of  national  character.  Scriptural 
customs  still  found  among  them  must  therefore  be 
generally  regarded  rather  as  indications  of  former 
practices,  than  as  being  identical  with  them.  Fur- 
thermore, the  Bible  always  draws  a  strong  contrast 
between  the  character  of  the  Israelites  and  that  of 
the  descendants  of  Ishmael,  whom  the  Bedawees 
mostly  represent.  Yet  they  are,  by  comparison 
with  other  nations,  an  essentially  unchangeable 
[people,  retaining  a  primitive,  pastoral  hfe,  and  many 
customs  strikingly  illustrating  the  Bible.  They 
are  not  as  much  affected  by  their  religion  as  might 
be  supfwsed.  Many  tribes  disregard  religious  ob- 
servances, and  even  retain  some  pagan  rites.  The 
Wahhabees,  or  modem  Arab  reformers,  found  great 
difficulty  in  suppressing  by  persuasion,  and  even 
by  force  of  arms,  such  rites;  and  where  they  suc- 
ceeded, the  suppression  was,  in  most  cases,  only 
temporary.  Incest,  sacrifices  to  sacred  objects,  &c., 
were  among  these  relics  of  paganism.  (See  Burck- 
IvMcdVs  Notes  on  the  Bedouins  and  Wahabys.)  The 
less  changed  a  tribe,  however,  the  more  difficulty  is 
there  in  obtaining  information  respecting  it.  Such 
a  one  is  very  jealous  of  intercourse  with  strangers 
even  of  its  own  nation.  In  southern  Arabia,  for 
instance,  is  a  tribe  which  will  not  allow  a  guest  to 
stay  within  its  encampments  beyond  the  three  days 
demanded  by  the  laws  of  hospitaUty.  This  exclusion 
undoubtedly  tends  to  preserve  the  language  from 
corruption,  and  the  people  from  foreign  influence; 
but  it  probably  does  not  improve  the  national  char- 
acter. 

To  the  settled  Arabs,  these  remarks  apply  with 
the  difference  that  the  primitive  mode  of  life  is  in 
a  great  degree  lost,  and  the  Jewish  practices  are 
much  more  observable;  while  intermixture  with 
foreigners,  especially  with  Abyssinian  and  Negro 
concubines  in  the  Yemen  and  the  Hyaz,  has  tended 
to  destroy  their  purity  of  blood.  A  Bedawee  will 
scarcely  marry  out  of  his  tribe,  and  is  not  addicted 
to  concubinage ;  he  considers  himself,  and  is,  quite 
distinct  from  a  townsman  in  habits,  in  mode  of 
thought,  and  in  national  feeUng.  Again,  a  distinc- 
tion should  be  made  between  the  people  of  northern 
and  those  of  southern  Arabia;  the  former  being 
chiefly  of  Ishmaelite,  the  latter  of  Joktanite,  de- 
scent, and  in  other  respects  than  settlement  and 
intermarriage  with  foreigners,  further  removed  from 
the  patriarchal  character. 

Regarded  in  the  light  we  have  indicated,  Arab 
manners  and  customs,  whether  those  of  the  Bed- 
awees or  of  the  townspeople,  afford  valuable  help 
to  the  student  of  the  Bible,  and  testimony  to  the 
truth  and  vigor  of  the  Scriptural  narrative.  No 
one  can  mis  with  this  people  without  being  con- 
stantly and  forcibly  reminded  either  of  the  early 
patriarchs  or  of  the  settled  Israelites.  We  may 
instance  their  pastoral  fife,  their  hospitality  (that 
most  remarkable  of  desert  virtues)  [Hospitality], 
their  universal  respect  for  age  (comp.  Lev.  xix.  32), 
their  familiar  deference  (comp.  2  K.  v.  13),  their 
superstitious  r^ard  for  the  beard.  On  the  signet- 
ring,  which  is  worn  on  the  Uttle  finger  of  the  right 
hand,  is  usually  inscribed  a  sentence  expressive  of 
lubmission  to  God,  or  of  his  perfection,  &c.,  ex- 
olainlng  Elx.  rxxix.  30,  "  the  engraving  of  a  signet, 


ARABIA 


143 


Holiness  to  the  Lord,"  and  the  saying  of  our  Lord 
(.John  iii.  33),  "  He  .  .  .  hath  set  to  his  seal  that 
God  is  true."  As  a  mark  of  trust,  this  ring  is 
given  to  another  person  (as  in  Gen.  xli.  42).  The 
inkhom  worn  m  the  girdle  is  also  very  ancient  (Ez. 
ix.  2,  3,  11),  as  well  as  the  veil.  (For  these  and 
many  other  illustrations,  see  I^ane's  Mwlei-n  Egypt- 
ians^ index.)  A  man  has  a  right  to  claim  his 
cousin  in  marriage,  and  he  relinquishes  this  right 
by  taking  off  his  shoe,  as  the  kinsman  of  Ruth  did 
to  Boaz  (Ruth  iv.  7,  8;  see  Burckhardt's  Notes  on 
the  Bedouins  and  Wahabys,  i.  113). 

References  in  the  Bible  to  the  Arabs  themselves 
are  still  more  clearly  illustrated  by  the  manners  of 
the  modem  people  in  their  predatory  expeditions, 
their  mode  of  warfare,  their  caravan  journeys,  &c. 
To  the  interpretation  of  the  book  of  Job,  an  inti- 
mate knowledge  of  this  people,  and  their  language 
and  Hterature,  is  essential ;  for  many  of  the  most 
obscure  passages  can  only  be  explained  by  that 
knowledge. 

The  commerce  of  Arabia  especially  connected 
with  the  Bible  has  been  referred  to  in  the  sections 
on  western  and  northern  Arabia,  and  incidentally 
in  mentioning  the  products  of  the  peninsula.  Direct 
mention  of  the  commerce  of  the  south  does  not 
appear  to  be  made  in  the  Bible,  but  it  seems  to 
have  passed  to  Palestine  principally  through  the 
northern  tribes.  Passages  relating  to  the  fleets  of 
Solomon  and  to  the  maritime  trade,  however,  bear 
on  this  subject,  which  is  a  curious  study  for  the  his- 
torical inquirer.  The  Joktanite  people  of  southern 
Arabia  have  always  been,  in  contradistinction  to 
the  Ishmaelite  tribes,  addicted  to  a  seafaring  life. 
The  latter  were  caravan-merchants;  the  former, 
the  chief  traders  of  the  Red  Sea,  carrying  their 
commerce  to  the  shores  of  India,  as  well  as  to  the 
nearer  coasts  of  Africa.  Their  own  writers  describe 
these  voyages  —  since  the  Christian  era  especially, 
as  we  might  expect  from  the  modem  character  of 
their  literature.  (See  the  curious  Accounts  of  India 
and  China  by  Two  Mohammedan  Travellers  of  the 
9ih  cent.,  trans,  by  Renaudot,  and  amply  iUustrated 
in  Mr.  Lane's  notes  to  his  translation  of  the' 
Thousand  and  One  Nights.)  The  chissical  writers 
also  make  frequent  mention  of  the  commerce  of 
southern  Arabia.  (See  the  Diet,  of  Gr.  ami  Rom. 
Geography.)  It  was  evidently  carried  to  Palestine 
by  the  two  great  caravan  routes  from  the  head  of 
the  Red  Sea  and  from  that  of  the  Persian  Gulf; 
the  fonner  especially  taking  with  it  African  pro- 
duce; the  latter,  Indian.  It  should  be  observed 
that  the  wandering  propensities  of  the  Arabs,  of 
whatever  descent,  do  not  date  from  the  promulga^ 
tion  of  El-Islam.  All  testimony  goes  to  show  that 
from  the  earUest  ages  the  peoples  of  Arabia  formed 
colonies  in  distant  lands,  and  have  not  been  actuated 
only  by  either  the  desire  of  conquest  or  by  religious 
impulse  in  their  foreign  expeditions ;  but  rather  by 
restlessness  and  commercial  activity. 

The  principal  Eim)pean  authorities  for  the  his- 
tory of  Arabia  are,  Schultens'  Hist.  Imp.  Vetus. 
Joctanidarum,  Hard.  Gel.  1786,  containmg  ex- 
tracts from  various  Arab  authors;  and  his  Monu- 
menta  Vetustiora  Arabics,  Lug.  Bat.  1740 ;  Eich- 
hom's  Monumenta  Antiquiss.  Hist.  Arabum,  chiefly 
extracted  from  Ibn-Kuteybeh,  with  his  notes,  Goth. 
1775 ;  Fresnel,  Lettres  sur  Fllist.  des  Arabes  avant 
V  Islamisme,  published  in  the  Journal  Asiatique, 
1838-53;  Quatrem^re,  Memoire  sur  les  Naba- 
theens;  Caussin  [de  Perceval],  Essai  sur  f  Hist, 
des  Arabes  avant  t  Islamisme,  Paris,  1847-6'  for 
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the  geography,  Niebuhr's  Description  de  t Arable, 
A.mst.  1774,  [a  trans,  of  his  Besckreibung  von 
Arabien,  Kopenh.  1772 ;  see  also  his  Reisebe- 
tchreib.  nach  Arabien,  2  vol.  ibid.  1774-78;] 
Burckhardt's  Travels  in  Arabia,  Lond.  1829; 
Wellsted,  Narrative  of  a  Journey  to  the  ruins 
of  Nakeb-al-Hajar,  in  Journ.  of  JR.  G.  S.,  vii. 
20;  his  copy  of  Inscription,  in  Jouifi.  of  Asiat. 
Soc.  of  Bengal,  iii.  18-34 ;  and  his  Journal,  Lon- 
don, 1838;  Cruttenden,  Narrative  of  a  Journey 
from  Mpkhd  to  San'd ;  Jomard,  Etudes  geogr.  et 
hist,  appended  to  Mengin,  Hist,  de  VEgypte,  vol. 
iii.  Paris,  1839 ;  [Burton,  R.  ¥.,  Pilgrimage  to  El- 
Medinah  and  Meccah,  3  vol.,  Lond.  1855-56; 
Palgrave,  W.  G.,  Journey  through  Central  and 
Eastern  Arabia,  2d  ed.,  2  vol.,  Lond.  1865 ;]  and 
for  Arabia  Petrsea  and  Sinai,  Itobinson's  Biblical 
Researches;  Stanley's  Sinai  and  Palestine;  Tuch's 
Essay  on  the  Sinaitic  Inscriptions,  in  the  Journal 
of  the  German  Oriental  Soc.  xiv.  129  ff.  Strabo, 
Ptolemy,  Diodorus  Siculus,  Pliny,  and  the  minor 
geographers,  should  also  be  consulted.  For  the 
manners  and  customs  of  the  Arabs,  Burckhardt's 
Notes  on  the  Bedouins  and  Wahabys,  8vo,  1831; 
and  for  Arab  life  in  its  widest  sense,  Mr.  Lane's 
Notes  on  the  Thous'ind  and  One  Nights,  ed.  1838; 
and  his  Modern  Egyptians,  ed.  1842  [new  ed. 
I860]. 

The  most  important  native  works  are,  with  two 
exceptions,  still  untranslated,  and  but  few  of  them 
are  edited.  Abu-1-Fida's  Hist.  Anteislamica  has 
been  edited  and  translated  by  Fleischer,  Lips.  1831 ; 
and  El-Idreesee's  Geography  translated  by  Jaubert, 
and  published  in  the  Recueil  de  Voyages  et  de  Me- 
moires,  by  the  Geogr.  Soc.  of  Paris,  1836 ;  of  those 
which  have  been,  or  are  in  course  of  being  edited, 
are  Yakoot's  Homonymous  Geographical  Diction- 
ary, entitled  El-Mushtaralc  Wad^an,  waA-Muf- 
tarak  Sak^nn,  ed.  Wiistenfeld,  Got.  1845;  the 
Mai-dsid  eUIttildn,  probably  an  abridgment  by 
an  unknown  hand  of  his  larger  geogr.  diet,  called 
the  Moajam,  ed.  JuynboU,  Lug.  liat.  1852-4;  the 
Histories  of  Mekkeh,  ed.  Wiistenfeld,  and  now 
•publishing  by  the  German  Oriental  Society;  and 
Ibn-Khaldoon's  Prolegomena,  ed.  Quatrem^re,  i. 
[-iii.]  Paris,  1858  [in  the  Notices  et  Extraits  des 
Manuscrits,  xvi.  pt.  1,  xvii.  pt.  1,  xviii.  pt.  1; 
trans,  into  French,  with  notes,  by  Slane,  Parts  1, 
2,  Paris,  1863-65.]  Of  those  in  MS.,  besides  the 
indispensable  works  of  the  Arab  lexicographers,  we 
would  esiiecially  mention  Ibn-Khaldoon's  History 
of  the  Arahs ;  the  Khareedet  el-Aj'dib  of  Ibn-El- 
Wardee;  the  Mir-dt  ez-Zemdn  of  Ibn-El-Jczee ; 
the  Murooj  edh-Dhahab  of  El-JIes'oodee ;  Yakoot's 
Mofjjam  el-BuMdn ;  the  Kitdb-el-Aghdnee  of  El- 
Isfahiinee ;  and  the  '  Ikd  of  El-Kurtubee. 

E.  S.  P. 

ARA-BIAN,  THE  C'^'lVn,  Neh.  ii.  19, 

vi.  1:  i  'Apa/3(  [Vat.  -;3«] :  Arabs:  "'i^^P,  Is. 
xiii.  20;  Jer.  iii.  2:  "Apo/Sty:  ArcAes);  Arabians, 

The  (n''W''n"!V'7,  2  ^hr.  xvii.  11;  D''2"lVn, 
2  Chr.  xxi.  16,  xxii.  1,  xxvi.  7  {Keri);  Neh.  iv.  7): 
ofApa^ej:  Andjes).  The  nomadic  tribes  inhab- 
iting the  country  to  the  east  and  south  of  Palestine, 
who  in  the  early  times  of  Hebrew  history  were 
known  as  Ishmaelites  and  descendants  of  Keturah. 
Their  roving  pastoral  life  in  the  desert  is  alluded  to 
in  Is.  xiii.  20;  Jer.  iii.  2;  2  Mace.  xii.  11;  their 
country  is  associated  with  the  country  of  the  De- 
danim,  the  travelling  mercliants  (Is.  xxi.  13)  with 
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Dedan,  Tema,  and  Buz  (Jer.  xxv.  24),  and  with 
Dedan  and  Kedar  (liz.  xxvii.  21),  all  of  which  are 
supposed  to  have  occupied  the  northern  part  of  the 
peninsula  later  known  as  Arabia.  During  the  pros- 
perous reign  of  Jehoshaphat,  the  Arabians,  in  con- 
junction with  the  PhiUstines,  were  tributary  to 
.Judah  (2  Chr.  xvii.  11),  but  in  the  reign  of  his 
successor  they  revolted,  ravaged  the  country,  phm-  , 
dered  the  royal  paLace,  slew  all  the  king's  sons  with 
the  exception  of  the  youngest,  and  carried  off  the 
royal  harem  (2  Chr.  xxi.  16,  xxii.  1).  The  Ara- 
bians of  Gur-baal  were  again  suljdued  by  Uzziah 
(2  Chr.  xxvi.  7).  During  the  Captivity  they  appear 
to  have  spread  over  the  country  of  Palestine,  for  on 
the  return  from  Babylon  they  were  among  the  fore- 
most in  hindering  Nehemiah  in  his  work  of  resto- 
ration, and  plotted  with  the  Ammonites  and  others 
for  J;hat  end  (Neh.  iv.  7).  Geshem,  or  Gashmu, 
one  of  the  leaders  of  the  opposition,  was  of  this 
race  (Neh.  il.  19,  vli.  1).  In  later  tunes  the  Ara- 
bians served  under  Timotheus  in  his  struggle  with 
Judas  Maccabieus,  but  were  defeated  (1  Mace.  v. 
39;  2  Mace.  xii.  10).  The  Zabada^ans,  an  Arab 
tribe,  were  routed  by  Jonathan,  the  brother  and 
successor  of  Judas  (1  Slacc.  xii.  31).  The  chieftain 
or  king  of  the  Arabians  bore  the  name  of  Aretas 
as  far  back  as  the  time  of  Antiochus  Eplphanes 
and  Jason  the  high-priest  (2  Mace.  v.  8;  comp.  2 
Cor.  xi.  32).  Zabdiel,  the  assassin  of  Alexander 
Balas  (1  Mace.  xi.  17),  and  Slmalcue,  who  brought 
up  Antiochus,  the  young  son  of  Alexander  (1  Msicc. 
xl.  39),  afterwards  Antiochus  VI.,  were  both  Ara- 
bians. In  the  time  of  the  N.  T.  the  term  appears 
to  have  been  used  in  the  same  manner  (Acts  ii.  11). 
[Akaiua.]  W.  a.  W. 

*  ARABIC  LANGUAGE.  Besides  the 
remarks  under  Arabia,  p.  142,  see  Shemitic 
Languages,  §§  20-24. 

*  ARABIC  VERSIONS.  [Versions, 
Ancient.] 

A'RAD  (1^3?  [idMass]:'api\Z\  Alex.  Apco5; 
[Vat.  npijp;  Comp.  Aid.  'ApciS:]  Arod).  A  Ben- 
jamite,  son  of  Beriah,  who  drove  out  the  inhab- 
itants of  Gath  (1  Chr.  viii.  15).  W.  A.  W. 

A'RAD  (T"!?  [place  of  fugitives,  Fiirst] : 
'Apd5-  [Arad;  exc.  in  Josh.,  where  we  find]  'ASsp; 
[vat.  Aipad  fiacTiKfa  Apad;  Comp.  'Ape5:  Heder]), 
a  royal  city  of  the  Canaanites,  named  with  Horman 
and  Libnah  (Josh.  xii.  14).  The  wilderness  of 
Judah  was  to  "tlie  south  of  Arad  "  (Judg.  i.  16). 
It  is  also  undoubtedly  named  in  Num.  xxi.  1  (comp. 
Hormah  in  ver.  3),  and  xxxiii.  40,  "the  Canaaiiite 
king  of  Arad,"  instead  of  the  reading  of  the  A.  V., 
"  king  Arad  the  Canaanite."  (See  the  translations 
of  Zunz,  De  Wette,  &c.)  It  is  mentioned  in  the 
Onomasticon  (a.  v.  "Apafxa,  Arad,  'AStp,  Asason 
Thamar)  as  a  city  of  the  Amorites,  near  the  desert 
of  Kaddes,  4  miles  from  Malatha  (Moladah),  and 
20  from  Hebron.  This  agrees  with  the  conjecture 
of  Kobinson,  who  identifies  it  with  a  hill,  Tell 
'Arad,  an  hour  and  a  half  N.  E.  by  E.  from  Milh 
(Moladah),  and  8  hours  firom  Hebron  (Kob.  ii.  101, 
201,  202).  G. 

AR'ADUS  CApaSos--  Arados),  included  in 
the  list  of  places  to  which  the  decree  of  Lucius  the 
consul,  protecting  the  Jews  under  Simon  the  high- 
priest,  was  addrMsed  (1  Mace.  xv.  23).  The  same 
place  as  Arvau.  G. 

A'RAH    (rr^M    [wayfarer]  :    'Apd :     Ara 


ARAM 

[racner,  'Ope'x  '•  Aree] ).     1. 
sons  of  UUa  (1  Chr.  vii.  39). 
2.  ([Ezr.]  "Apes,    [Vat. 
'Hpct:  Arta.)     The  sons  of 
Zerubbabel,  in  number  775, 
5,  but  652  according  to  Neh. 
descendants,  Shechaniah,  was 
Tobiah  the  Ammonite  (Neh". 
is  written  Aees  in  1  Esdr.  v. 
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An  Asherite,  of  the 

Hpa;  Neh.]  'Hpae, 
Arab  returned  with 
according  to  Plzr.  ii. 
vii.  10.  One  of  his 
the  father-in-law  of 
vi.  18).  The  name 
10.       W.  A.  W. 


A'RAM  (2"1S,  occasionally  with  the  definite 

article  Q"1SrT,  and  once  ST';  probably  from  a 
root  signifying  height,  and  which  is  also  the  base 
of  "Ramah"  (Gesenius,  p.  151;  Stanley,  p.  129), 
the  name  by  which  the  Hebrews  designated,  gen- 
erally, the  country  lying  to  the  northeast  of  Pal- 
estine;" th»?  great  mass  of  that  high  table-land 
which,  rising  with  sudden  abruptness  from  the  J«r- 
dan  and  the  very  margin  of  the  lake  of  Gennesareth, 
stretches,  at  an  elevation  of  no  less  than  2000  feet 
above  the  level  of  the  sea,  to  the  banks  of  the 
Euphrates  itself,  contrasting  strongly  with  the  low 
land  bordering  on  the  Mediterranean,  the  "  land  of 
Canaan,"  or  the  low  country  (Gen.  xxxi.  18,  xxxiii. 
18,  &c.).  Throughout  the  A.  V.  the  word  is,  with 
only  a  very  few  exceptions  [Num.  xxiii.  7,  Judg. 
iii.  10,  raarg.],  rendered  as  in  the  Vulgate  and 
LXX.  —  Syria  [or  Syrians]  ;  a  name  which,  it 
must  be  remembered,  includes  far  more  to  our  ears 
than  did  Aram  to  the  Jews.     [Syria.] 

Its  earliest  occurrence  in  the  book  of  Genesis  is 
in  the  fonn  of  Aram-naharaim,  i.  e.  the  "  highland 
of  or  between  the  two  rivers"  (Gren.  xxiv.  10, 
A.  V.  "Mesopotamia"),  but  in  several  succeeding 
chapters,  and  in  other  parts  of  the  Pentateuch,  the 
word  is  used  without  any  addition,  to  designate  a 
dweller  hi  Aram-naharaim  —  Laban  or  Betliuel  — 
"  the  Aramite  "  (see  Gen.  xxv.  20,  xxviii.  2,  5,  xxxi. 
20,  24 ;  also  Judg.  iii.  10,  compared  with  8 ;  Deut. 
xxvi.  5,  compared  with  xxiii.  4,  and  Ps.  Ix.  title). 

Padan,  or  accurately  Paddan,  Aram  (M  ^"^9 
"cultivated  highland,"  from  paddah,  to  plough, 
Ges.  p.  1092;  Stanley,  p.  129,  note)  was  another 
designation  for  the  same  region  (Gen.  xxv.  20, 
xxviii.  2;  comp.  Hos.  xii.  12,  where  the  word  Sa<lth, 

n"TtZ7,  is,  perhaps,  equivalent  to  Paddan).  [Sa- 
DEH  ;  Padan  aram.]  A  tribe  of  Hittites 
{Khatte)  bearing  the  name  of  Patena  is  reported 
to  have  been  met  with  in  the  inscriptions  of  Shal- 
maneser,  b.  c.  900-860.  They  then  occupied  the 
valley  of  the  Orontes,  and  the  country  eastward  as 
far  as  the  water-shed  between  that  river  and  the 
Euphrates.  The  latest  explorers  do  not  hesitate  to 
identify  this  name  with  Padan-axvua  and  BataruBa 
or  Bashan  (Rawlinson's  Herodotus,  i.  46-3);  but  if 
this  be  correct,  the  conclusion  of  the  identity  of 
Padan-aram  and  Mesopotamia  arrived  at  above  from 
a  comparison  of  the  statements  of  Scripture,  must 
be  modified. 

Later  in  the  history  we  meet  with  a  number  of 
small  nations  or  kingdoms  forming  parts  of  the 
general  land  of  Aram :  —  1.  Aram-Zobah  (2  Sam. 

X.  6,  8),  or  simply  Zobah,  nn'"1!J  (1  Sam.  xiv.  47; 
2  Sam.  viii.  3;  1  Chr.  xviii.,  xix.)     [Zobah.]     2. 

Aram  Beth-rehob  (2  Sam.  x.  6),  or  Eehob,  ^irn 
(x.   8).     [Rehob.]     3.    Aram-maachah    (1    Chr. 


xix.  6),  or  Maachah  only,  HDl?^  (2  Sam.  x.  tJ). 
[Maachah.]  4.  Geshur,  "in  Aram"  (2  Sam. 
XV.  8),  usually  named  in  connection  with  Maachah 
(Deut.  iii.  14;  Josh.  xiii.  11, 13,  &c.).  [Geshur.] 
5.  Aram-Dammesek  (Damascus)  (2  Sam.  viii.  5, 
6;  1  Chr.  xviii.  5.  6).  Tlie  whole  of  these  petty 
states  are  spoken  of  collectively  under  the  name  of 
"Aram"  (2  Sam.  x.  13),  but  as  Damascus  m- 
creased  in  importance  it  gradually  absorbed  the 
smaller  powers  (1  K.  xx.  1),  and  the  name  of  Aram 
was  at  last  applied  to  it  alone  (Is.  vii.  8 ;  also  1  K. 
xi.  25,  XV.  18,  &c.). 

It  is  difficult  to  believe,  from  the  narrative,  that 
at  the  time  of  David's  struggles  these  "  kingdoms  " 
were  anything  more  than  petty  tribes  located  round 
the  skirts  of  the  jx)s<essions  of  Gad  and  Manasseh. 
Some  writers,  howe  .  (Rosenmiiller  and  Michaelis 
amongst  others),  have  attempted  to  show  that  their 
territory  extended  as  far  as  the  Euphrates  on  the 
one  hand  and  the  Mediterranean  (at  Berytus)  on 
the  other,  in  which  case  it  would  have  been  con- 
siderably larger  than  Palestine  itself.  This,  how- 
ever, will  be  best  examined  under  the  separate 
heads,  including,  in  addition  to  those  already  no- 
ticed, IsH-TOB  and  Hasiath. 

According  to  the  genealogical  table  in  Gen.  x., 
Aram  was  a  son  of  Shem,  and  his  brethren  were 
Ekm,  Asshur,  and  Arphaxad.  It  will  be  observed 
that  these  names  occur  in  regular  order  from  the 
east,  Aram  closing  the  list  on  the  borders  of  the 
"western  sea." 

In  three  passages  Aram  would  seem  to  denote 
Assyria  (2  K.  xviii.  26 ;  Is.  xxxvi.  11 ;  Jer.  xxxv. 
11). 

In  2  K.  xvi.  6,  the  Syrians  are  said  to  have 
come  to  Elath  (on  the  Red  Sea).  The  word  ren- 
dered Syrians  is  CQT^S,  Aromim,  which  in  the 
Keri  is  corrected  to  Adomim,  Edomites. 

In  2  Chr.  xxii.  5,  the  name  is  presented  in  a 

shortened   form   as   Ram,   D"^^*nn;    comp.    Job 
xxxii.  2. 

2.  I'Zvpoi :  Syri.}  Another  Aram  is  named  in 
Gen.  xxii.  21,  as  a  son  of  Kemuel,  and  descendant 
of  Nahor.  From  its  mention  with  Uz  and  Buz  it 
is  probably  identical  with  the  tribe  of  Ram,  to  the 
"  kindred  "  of  which  belonged  "  Elihu,  the  son  of 
Barachel  the  Buzite,"  who  was  visiting  Job  in  the 
knd  of  Uz  (Job  xxxii.  2).  It  is  also  worthy  of 
notice  that  among  the  other  descendants  of  Nahor 
are  named  Tebach  (comp.  Tibhath,  1  Chr.  xix.  18), 
and  Maacah ;  so  that  the  tribe  was  possibly  one  of 
the  smaller  divisjpns  of  Aram  described  above. 

G. 

3.  CApdn;  [Vat.  M.  n^oKaKapaV-]  Aram). 
An  Asherite,  one  of  the  sons  of  Shamer  (1  Chr. 
vii.  34). 

4.  The  son  of  Esrom,  or  Hezron;  elsewhere 
called  Ram  (Matt.  i.  3,  4;  Luke  iu.  33). 

W.  A.  W. 
*  In  Luke,  Tisch.  with  Sm.  BZXr  reads  (in- 
stead of  'Apd/i)  'AS^elr,  Tov  'Apvfi.  A. 

A'RAMITESS  (H^rS^^  [2"pa  =  Syra]): 
i.  e.  a  female  inhabitant  of  Aram  (1  Chr.  vii.  14). 
In  other  passages  of  the  A.  V.  the  ethnic  of  Aram 
is  rendered  SjTian. 

ARAM-NAHARAIM     (CnH?     Q*]W 


o  The  name  Aram  probably  appears  also  in  the  Ho- 
meric names  'Api'/not  (.11.  ii.  783)  and  'Epc|u./3oi  (Oci.  iv. 
10 


84).    Comp.  Strab.  xvi.  785 ;  Grote,  History  of  Greece, 
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[Aravi  of  the  tioo  rivers]  :  ^  Mfo-oTrora/tta  Swpioy: 
Mesopotamia  Syria).     (Ps.  k.  title.)     [Aram  1.] 

W.  A.  W. 

A'RAM-ZO'BAH  (n^hS  D^W.:  ^  Supi'a 
So^ciA:    Sobal).     (Ps.  Ix.  title.)     [AiuM  1  and 

ZOBAH.]  W.  A.  W. 

A'RANCI^S  [mUlffont]:  Sam.  pS:  'Apav; 
[Alex.  Apafx;  in  1  Clir.  Appay  (and  so  Vat.):] 
.4/'««,  ^rnni),  name  of  a  Horite  (Gen.  xxx\i.  28; 
1  Chr.  i.  42). 

AR'ARAT  (t^'^'^S :  'Apapar:    Ararat),    a 

mountainous  district  of  Asia  mentioned  in  the 
Bible  in  connection  with  the  following  events :  — 
(1.)  As  the  resting-place  of  the  ark  after  the  Deluge 
(Gen.  viii.  4,  "  upon  the  mountains  of  Ararat,"  A. 
v.;  syper  monies  Armenue,  Vulg.):  (2.)  As  the 
Bsylum  of  the  sons  of  Sennacherib  (2  K.  xix.  37; 
Is.  xxxvii.  38 ;  the  LXX.  have  els  Apfitviav  in  the 
latter,  and  the  Vulg.  in  teiTam  Armenioruni  in  the 
former  passage;  A.  V.  has  in  both  "the  land  of 
Armenia"):  (3.)  As  the  ally,  and  probably  the 
neighbor,  of  Minni  and   Ashclienaz  (.Ter.  li.  27). 


ARARAT 

[Armkxia.]  In  Gen.  xi.  2  we  have  apparently 
an  indication  of  its  position  as  eastward  of  ^lesopo- 

tamia  (C|7i^.^,  "from  the  east,"  A.  V.),  whence 

Bohlen  (Introd.  to  Gen.  ii.  139)  identifies  Ararat 
with  Aryavarta,  [a  Sanskrit  name  ==]  the  "  holy 
land  "  in  the  north  of  Hindostan;  but  the  Hebrew 
is  more  correctly  translated  in  the  margin,  as 
also  in  Gen.  xiii.  11,  eastward  (Gesen.  Thes.  p: 
805),  the  writer,  as  it  would  seem,  describing  the 
position  of  Mesopotamia  in  reference  to  his  own 
country,  rather  than  to  Ararat. 

The  name  Ararat  was  unknown  to  the  geog- 
raphers of  Greece  and  Rome,  as  it  still  is  to  the 
Armenians  of  the  present  day ;  but  that  it  was  an 
indigenous  and  an  ancient  name  for  a  portion  of 
Armenia,  appears  from  the  statement  of  ^Moses  of 
Gborene,  who  gives  Araratia  as  the  designation 
of  the  central  province,  and  connects  the  name  with 
an  historical  event  reputed  to  have  occurred  b.  c. 
1750  {Histor.  Armen.  Whiston,  p.  301).  Jerome 
identified  it  with  the  plain  of  the  Araxes.  It 
would,  however,  be  more  correct  to  consider  the 
name  in  its  Biblical  sense  as  descriptive  generally 


Ararat. 


of  the  Armenian  highlands  —  the  lofty  plateau 
which  overlooks  the  plain  of  the  Araxes  on  the  N., 
and  of  Mesopotamia  on  the  S.  We  shall  pres- 
ently notice  the  characteristics  of  this  remarkable 
region,  which  adapted  it  to  become  the  cradle  of 
the  human  race  and  the  central  spot  whence,  after 
the  Deluge,  the  nations  were  to  radiate  to  different 
quarters  of  the  world.  It  is,  however,  first  neces- 
sary to  notice  briefly  the  opinions  put  forth  as  to 
the  spot  where  the  ark  rested,  as  described  in  Gen. 
viii.  4,  although  all  such  s])cculation8,  from  the  in- 
definiteness  of  the  account,  cannot  lead  to  any  cer- 
tain result.  Berosus  the  Ch.alda'an,  contemporary 
with  Alexander  the  (Jreat,  fixes  the  spot  on  the 
mountains  of  Kurdistan  (irphs  rep  upfi  raiv  Kop- 
Svaiwv,  .Toscph.  Ant.  i.  3,  §  6),  which  form  the 
southern  frontier  of  Armenia.  His  opinion  is  fol- 
lowed by  the  Syriac  and  Chaldee  versions,  which 

give  ^T?i2  as  the  equivalent  for  Ararat  in  Gen. 
viii.  4,  and  in  a  later  age  by  the  Koran.  Tradition 
itill  points  to  the  Jebel  Judi  as  the  scene  of  the 


event,  and  maintains  the  belief,  as  stated  by  Berosus, 
that  fragments  of  the  ark  exist  on  its  summit.  The 
selection  of  this  range  was  natural  to  an  inhabitant 
of  the  Mesopotamian  plain;  for  it  presents  an  ap- 
parently insurmountable  barrier  on  that  side,  hem- 
ming in  the  valley  of  the  Tigris  with  abrupt  de- 
clivities so  closely  that  only  during  the  summer 
months  is  any  pass.age  afforded  between  the  moun- 
tain and  river  (Ainsworth's  Travels  in  the  Track 
of  the  Ten  Thousand,  p.  154).  Josephus  also 
quotes  Nicolaus  Damascenus  to  the  effect  that  a 
mountain  named  Baris,  beyond  Minyas,  was  the 
spot.  This  has  l)een  identified  with  Varaz,  a 
mountain  mentioned  by  St.  Martin  {}fem.  mr 
tAnnenie,  i.  265)  as  rising  to  the  N.  of  Lake  Van; 
but  the  only  important  mountain  in  the  position 
indicated  is  descril)ed  by  recent  travellers  under  the 
name  Seib^n  Tar/h,  and  we  are  therefore  inclined 
to  accept  the  emendation  of  Schrocder,  who  pra 
poses  to  read  Micrts,  the  indigenous  name  of  MmuU 
Ararat,  for  B<ipir.  That  the  scene  of  an  ivent  so 
deeply  interestmg  to  mankind  had  even  at  that 
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early  age  been  transferred,  as  was  natural,  to  the 
loftiest  and  most  imposing  mountain  in  the  district, 
•appears  from  the  statement  of  Josephus  (Ant.  i.  3, 
§  5),  that  the  spot  where  Noah  left  the  ark  had 
received  a  name  descriptive  of  that  event,  which  he 
renders  'AiroParripLoy,  and  which  seems  identical 
with  NachcIJevan,  on  the  banks  of  the  Ai-axes.  To 
this  neighborhood  all  the  associations  connected 
with  Noah  are  now  assigned  by  the  native  Armen- 
ians, and  their  opinion  has  been  so  far  indorsed  by 
Europeans  that  they  have  given  the  name  Ararat 
exclusively  to  the  mountain  which  is  called  31assis 
by  the  Armenians,  Ayri-Digh,  i.  e.  Steep  Mountain^ 
by  the  Turks,  and  Kuh-i-Nuh,  i.  e.  Noah's  Moun- 
tain, by  the  I'ersians.  It  rises  immediately  out  of 
the  plain  of  the  Araxes,  and  terminates  in  two 
conical  peaks,  named  the  Great  and  I>ess  Ararat, 
about  seven  miles  distant  from  each  other,  the 
former  of  which  attains  an  elevation  of  17,200  feet 
above  the  level  of  the  sea  and  about  14,000  above 
the  plain  of  the  Araxes,  while  the  latter  is  lower 
by  4000  feet.  The  summit  of  the  higher  is  covered 
with  eternal  snow  for  about  3000  feet  of  perpen- 
dicular height.  That  it  is  of  volcanic  origin,  is 
evidenced  by  the  immense  masses  of  lava,  cinders, 
and  porphyry  with  which  the  middle  region  is 
covered.  A  deep  cleft  on  its  northern  side  has  been 
regarded  as  the  site  of  its  crater,  and  this  cleft  was 
the  scene  of  a  terrible  catastrophe  which  occurred 
July  2,  1840,  when  the  village  of  Arguri  and  the 
jNIonastery  of  St.  James  were  buried  beneath  the 
ikbris  brought  down  from  the  upper  heights  by  a 
violent  earthquake.  Clouds  of  reddish  smoke  and 
a  strong  smell  of  sulphur,  which  pervaded  the 
neighborhood  after  the  earthquake,  seem  to  indi- 
cate that  the  volcanic  powers  of  the  mountain  are 
not  altogether  dormant.  The  summit  of  Ararat 
was  long  deemed  inaccessible,  and  the  Armenians 
still  cling  to  this  belief.  It  was  first  ascended  in 
1829  by  Parrot,  who  approached  it  from  the  N.  W. 
He  describes  a  secondary  summit  about  400  yards 
distant  from  the  highest  point,  and  on  the  gentle 
depression  which  connects  the  two  eminences  he 
surmises  that  the  ark  rested  {Journey  to  Ararat, 
p.  179).  The  region  immediately  below  the  limits 
of  perpetual  snow  is  barren  and  unvisited  by  beast 
or  bird.  AVagner  (Reise,  p.  185)  describes  the  si- 
lence and  solitude  that  reign  there  as  quite  over- 
powering. Arguri,  the  only  village  known  to  have 
been  built  on  its  sloi)es,  was  the  spot  where,  accord- 
ing to  tradition,  Noah  planted  his  vineyard.  I^wer 
down,  in  the  plain  of  Araxes,  is  Naclidjtvnn,  where 
the  patriarch  is  reputed  to  have  been  buried. 

Returning  to  the  broader  signification  we  have 
assigned  to  the  term  "the  mountains  of  Ararat," 
as  coextensive  with  the  Armenian  plateau  from  the 
base  of  Ararat  in  the  N.  to  the  range  of  Kurdistan 
in  the  S.,  we  notice  the  following  characteristics  of 
that  region  as  illustrating  the  Bible  narrative :  — 
(1.)  Its  elevition.  It  rises  as  a  rocky  island  out 
of  a  sea  of  plain  to  a  height  of  from  6000  to  7000 
feet  above  the  level  of  the  sea,  presenting  a  surface 
of  extensive  plains,  whence,  a.s  from  a  iresh  base, 
spring  important  and  lofty  mountain-ranges,  having 
a  generally  parallel  direction  from  E.  to  W.,  and 
connected  with  each  other  by  transverse  ridges  of 
moderate  height.  (2.)  Its  geographical  ]x>sition. 
The  Armenian  plateau  stands  equidistant  from  the 
Euxine  and  the  Caspian  seas  on  the  N.,  and  be- 
tween the  Persian  Gulf  and  the  ^lediterranean  on 
the  S.  With  the  first  it  is  connected  by  the 
Acampsis,  with  the  second  by  the  Ai~axes,  with  the 
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thii-d  by  the  Tigris  and  Euphrates,  the  latter  of 
which  also  serves  as  an  outlet  towards  the  comitries 
on  the  Mediterranean  coast.  These  seas  were  the 
high  roads  of  primitive  colonization,  and  the  plains 
watered  by  these  rivers  were  the  seats  of  the  most 
powerfid  nations  of  antiquity,  the  Assyrians,  the 
Babylonians,  the  Medes,  and  the  Colchians.  Viewed 
with  reference  to  the  dispersion  of  the  nations, 
Armenia  is  the  true  6fji<pa\6s  of  the  world;  and 
it  is  a  significant  fact  that  at  the  present  day  Ararat 
is  the  great  boundary-stone  between  the  empires 
of  Russia,  Turkey,  and  Persia.  (3.)  Jts  physical 
farni'ithn.  The  Armenian  plateau  is  the  result  of 
volcanic  agencies :  the  plains  as  well  as  the  moun- 
tiiins  supply  evidence  of  this.  Armenia,  however, 
differs  materially  from  other  regions  of  similar 
geological  formation,  as,  for  instance,  th<i  neighbor- 
ing range  of  Caucasus,  inasmuch  as  it  does  not  rise 
to  a  sharp,  well-defined  central  crest,  but  expands 
into  plains  or  steppes,  separated  by  a  graduated 
series  of  subordinate  ranges.  Wagner  (Eeise,  p. 
203)  attributes  this  peculiarity  to  the  longer  period 
during  which  the  volcanic  powei's  were  at  work, 
and  the  room  afforded  for  the  expansion  of  the 
molten  masses  into  the  surrounding  districts.  The 
result  of  this  expansion  is  that  Armenia  is  far  more 
accessible,  both  from  without  and  within  its  own 
Umits,  than  other  districts  of  similar  elevation. 
The  passes,  though  high,  are  comparatively  easy, 
and  there  is  no  district  which  is  shut  out  from 
communication  with  its  neighbors.  The  fall  of 
the  ground  in  the  centre  of  the  plateau  is  not  de- 
cided in  any  direction,  as  is  demonstrated  by  the 
early  courses  of  the  rivers  —  the  Araxes,  which 
flows  into  the  Caspian,  rising  westward  of  eitlier 
branch  of  the  Euphrates,  and  taking  at  first  a 
northerly  direction  —  the  Euphrates,  which  flows  to 
the  S.,  rising  northward  of  the  Araxes,  and  taking 
a  westerly  direction.  (4.)  The  climate  is  severe. 
Winter  lasts  from  October  to  May,  and  is  suc- 
ceeded by  a  brief  spring  and  a  summer  of  intense 
heat.  The  contrast  between  the  plateau  and  the 
adjiicent  countries  is  striking.  In  April,  when  the 
Mesopotamian  plains  are  scorched  with  heat,  and 
on  the  Euxine  shore  the  azalea  and  rhododendron 
are  in  bloom,  the  Armenian  plains  are  still  covered 
with  snow ;  and  in  the  early  part  of  September  it 
freezes  keenly  at  night.  (5.)  The  vegetation  is 
more  varied  and  productive  than  the  climate  would 
lead  us  to  expect.  Trees  are  not  found  on  the 
plateau  itself,  but  grass  grows  luxuriantly,  and 
furnishes  abundant  pasture  during  the  summer 
months  to  the  flocks  of  the  nomad  Kurds.  Wheat 
and  barley  ripen  at  far  higher  altitudes  than  on  the 
Alps  and  the  Pyrenees :  the  volcanic  nature  of  the 
soil,  the  abundance  of  water,  and  the  extreme  heat 
of  the  short  summer  bring  the  harvest  to  maturity 
with  wonderful  speed.  At  Erz-rum,  more  than 
6000  feet  above  the  sea,  the  crops  appear  above 
ground  in  the  middle  of  June,  and  are  ready  for 
the  sickle  before  the  end  of  August  (Wagner,  p. 
2.55).  The  vine  ripens  at  about  5000  feet,  while  in 
Europe  its  limit,  even  south  of  the  Alps,  is  about 
2050  feet. 

The  general  result  of  these  observations  as  bear- 
ing upon  the  Biblical  narrative  would  be  to  show 
that,  while  the  elevation  of  the  Armenian  plateau 
constituted  it  the  natural  resting-place  of  the  ark 
after  the  Deluge,  its  geographical  position  and  its 
physical  character  secured  an  impartial  distribution 
of  the  families  of  mankind  to  the  various  quarters 
of  the  world.     The  climate  furnished  a  powerful 
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inducement  to  seek  the  more  tempting  regions  on 
all  sides  of  it.  At  the  same  time  the  character  of 
the  vegetation  was  remarkably  adapted  to  the  no- 
mad state  in  which  we  may  conceive  the  early 
g;enerations  of  Noah's  descendants  to  have  lived. 

W.  L.  B. 

AR'ARATH  CApapiO;  Alex.  [FA.]  Apapar). 
Ararat  (Tob.  i.  21;  comp.  2  K.  xix.  37). 

W.  A.  W. 

ARAU'NAH  (na^l'nS^  'Opvd:  Areuna),  a 
Jebusite  who  sold  his  threshing-floor  on  Mount 
Moriah  to  David  as  a  site  for  an  altar  to  Jehovah, 
together  with  his  oxen,  for  50  shekels  of  silver  (2 
Sam.  xxiv.  18-24),  or  (according  to  1  Chr.  xxi.  25) 
for  600  shekels  of  gold  by  weight.  From  the 
expression  (2  Sam.  xxiv.  23)  "these  thinsrs  did 
Araunah,  the  king,  give  unto  the  king,"  it  L;  been 
infeiTcd  that  he  was  one  of  the  royal  race  of  the 
Jebusites.    His  name  is  variously  written  in  va.rious 

places:    nDtlSn   (2   Sam.   xxiv.   16);    H^^pTb' 

(xxiv.  18);  13"lS  (1  Chr.  xxi.  15  ff.;  2  Chr.  iii. 
1).     [Ornan.]  ''^  R.  W.  B. 

AR'BA  (372"1W,  hero  of  Baal,  so  Furst,  for 

brS-lW,likeb«"'-lH:  ['Apy6fi,]  'Ap&6k;  [Alex. 
Ap/So,  Ap^fK ;  Comp.  'Ap0al  ;  Aid.  'Ap^6, 
'ApiSe':]  Arbe),  the  progenitor  of  the  Anaki.m,  or 
sons  of  Anak,  from  whom  their  chief  city  Hebron 
received  its  name  of  Kirjath  Arba  (Josh.  xiv.  15, 
XV.  13,  xxi.  11).    [See  also  Arbah.]    F.  W.  G. 

AR'BAH  (2?2~IS  [four] :  rhirfSioy-  Arbee). 
"  The  city  of  Arbah  "  is  alwaj's  rendered  elsewhere 
Hebron,  or  Kirjath-Arba  (Gen.  xxxv.  27).    The 

LXX.  appear  to  have  read  n3"12?  ^ardbdh. 

W.  A.  W. 
•  *  In  Josh.  xxi.  11  the  A.  V.,  ed.  1611,  reads 
"the  citie  of  Arba^,"  marg.  "  Kiriath-arbah  " 
(Kopza9apj8<{(c;  Vat.  Ka^adap^oK:  Cai-iathai-be). 
In  Josh.  XV.  13  the  A.  \ .  translates  "  the  city  of 
Arb'^!,"  marg.  "  Kiriath-arba."  A. 

AR'BATHITE,  THE  Onn"1^n:  [in  1 
Chr.]  b  Tapafiaidi;  [Vat.  -Sd;  Alex.'Sapo/SeSeet; 
FA.  Yapa^eO--,  Comp.  'Apa^ael;  Aid.  'Apu.Btdi; 
in  2  Sam.  all  different:]  Arbatliites),  i.  e.  a  native 
of  the  Arabah  or  Ghoi-.  Abialbon  the  A.  was  one 
of  David's  30  mighty  men  (2  Sam.  xxiii.  31;  1 
Chr.  xi.  32). 

ARBAT'TIS  iiu  'Ap^dTTOLs;  [Sin.  Ap/3a- 
vois ;]  Alex.  Ap^cucTois  [and  so  Sin.ea] :  Arbatis), 
a  district  of  Palestine  named  in  1  Mace.  v.  23  only. 
Ewald's  conjecture  (Gescliichte,  iv.  359,  note) 
grounded  on  the  reading  of  the  Peshito   Syriac 

( «-jJ^>>j,  Ard  Bol)  is  that  the  district  N.  of 
the  sea  of  Galilee,  part  of  which  is  still  called  Ard 
eUBatihah,  is  here  intended.     But  it  seems  at  least 


a  The  Arbcla  of  Alexander  the  Great  is  called  Mil 
by  the  Arabic  historians  (Kob.  ii.  399).  The  change 
or  /  to  rf  is  not  unfrequent.  Moreover,  the  present 
Jrbid  is  undoubtedly  mentioned  in  the  Talmud  as 
Arbel  (see  Schwarz,  p.  189  ;  Reland,  p.  358 ;  Rob.  ui. 
343,  note). 

f>  So  Irby  (p.  91).  Robinson,  on  the  contrary,  says 
that  the  ruins  are  on  the  brow  overloolcing  the  chasm 
of  the  wady.  [Thomson  (Land  and  Book,  ii.  114) 
iays  the  same.  —  H.] 

e  First  suggested  in  the  MUnchener  Gel.  Anzeigen, 
Not.  1836,  and  eagerly  laiil  hold  of  by  Robinson. 
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equally  probable  that  the  word  is  merely  a  corrup- 
tion of  'A/cpojSaTi'j'Tj,  the  province  or  toparcby 
which  lay  between  Neapolis  and  Jericho  (Keland, 
p.  192;  Joseph.  B.  J.  ui.  3,  §§  4,  5,  &c.).       G. 

ARBE'LA  (it'  'Ap^riKois-  in  Arbellis),  men- 
tioned in  the  Bible  only  in  1  Mace.  ix.  2,  and 
there  only  as  defining  the  situation  of  Masaloth,  a 
place  besieged  and  taken  by  Bacchides  and  Alci-  • 
mus  at  the  opening  of  the  camiiaign  in  which  Ju- 
das Maccabffius  was  killed.  According  to  Josephus 
(Ant.  xii.  11,  §  1)  this  was  at  Arbela  of  Galilee, 
iv  'Ap)3V}Aotj  Tr6Kfi  rrjs  ra\i\alas,  a  place  which 
he  elsewhere  states  to  be  near  Sepphoris,  on  the 
lake  of  Gennesareth,  and  remarkable  for  certain 
impregnable  caves,  the  resort  of  robbers  and  insur- 
gents, and  the  scene  of  more  than  one  desperate  en- 
counter (comp.  Ant.  xiv.  15,  §§  4.  5;  B.  J.  i.  16, 
§§  2,  3;  ii.  20,  §  6;  \'ita,  §  37).  These  topograph- 
ical requirements  are  fully  met  by  the  existing  V?'- 
bid,''  a  site  with  a  few  ruins,  west  of  Medjel,  on 
the  southeast  side  of  the  W(uly  Hamam,  in  a 
small  plain  at  the  foot*  of  the  hiU  of  Kurun  Ilat- 
tin.  The  caverns  are  in  the  opposite  face  of  the 
ravine,  and  bear  the  name  of  Kula'at  Ibn  Madn 
(Rob.  ii.  398;  Burckh.  p.  331;  Irby,  p.  91). 

There  seems  no  reason  to  doubt  the  soundness 
of  this  identification.*  The  army  of  Bacchides  was 
on  its  road  from  Antioch  to  the  land  of  Judsea 
{yriv  'loiySo),  which  they  were  approaching  '-by 
the  way  that  leadeth  to  Galgala  "  (Gilgal),''  that  is 
by  the  valley  of  the  Jordan  in  the  direct  line  to 
which  Ifbid  lies.«  Ewald,  however  {Geschichte,  iv. 
370,  note),  insists,  in  opposition  to  Josephus,  that 
the  engagements  of  this  campaign  were  confined  to 
Judaea  proper,  a  theory  which  drives  him  to  con- 
sider "Galgala"  as  the  Jiljilia  north  of  Gophna. 
[Gilgal.]  But  he  admits  that  no  trac?  of  an 
Arbela  in  that  direction  has  yet  come  to  light. 

Arbela  may  be  the  Beth-arbel  of  Hoa.  x.  14, 
but  there  is  nothing  to  ensure  it.  G. 

ARBI'TE,  THE  C'SllSn  :  de  Arbi).  P»- 
arai  the  Arbite,  was  one  of  David's  guard  (2  Sam. 
xxiii.  35).  The  word,  according  to  Gesenius  ( Thes. 
p.  145)  [and  Fiirst,  i.  133],  signifies  a  native  of 
Arab.  In  the  parallel  list  of  Chronicles,  it  is 
given  as  Ben-15zbai,  by  a  change  in  letters  not  im- 
frequently  occurring.  [Ezbai.]  Tl)e  LXX.  ver- 
sion, Oi/paiotpxi,  is  very  corrupt.  [Comp.,  how- 
ever, reads  6  'Ap^l;  Alex,  o  Apaxftfts-  —  A.] 
(See  Kennicott,  Bissei-t.  on  2  Sam.  xxiii.  p.  210.) 

G. 

ARBCNAI  I'Afipicvis;  Sm.XfPpwV,  Comp. 
'Ap/Sotj'at;  Aid.  'Apfiovat-  Mambrt],  Jud.  ii.  24. 

*  It  is  called  there  a  "river"  (A.  V.),  on  the 
banks  of  which  were  "high  cities"  destroyed  by 
IIoLOFERXES  in  his  desolating  march  toward  the 
country  of  the  Jews.     [Abronas.] 

Volkmar  {Ilandb.  d.  Einl.  in  die  Ajtocr.  i. 
190,  195)  adopts  with  some  modification  the  con- 


<l  Some  MSS.  and  the  important  version  of  the  Sy- 
riac Peshito  read  "  Gilcad ;"  in  wiiich  case  the  Arbela 
beyond  Jordan  must  be  thought  of.  But  it  is  liardly 
likely  that  Josephus  would  be  inaccurate  in  liis  topog- 
raphy of  ft  part  of  the  country  which  he  knew  so 
thoroughly. 

e  The  importance  of  the  Wady  Ham&m  In  a  mili- 
tary point  of  view,  as  commanding  the  great  north 
road,  the  Sea  of  Galilee,  and  the  important  springs  in 
the  plain  of  Gennesareth,  is  not  lost  sight  of  by  Wllaon 
(Lands  of  the  Bible,  in  Ritter,  Jordan,  p.  828). 
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[Vat.  Apxovai-]  Erchuoei,  Vulg.)  perhaps  the  in- 
habitants of  Ebech,  some  of  whom  had  been  placed 
as  colonists  in  Samaria  (Ezr.  iv.  9).      W.  L.  B. 

AR'CHI    OSl^rt:    Archi),   Josh.   xvi.   2. 

[AUCHITE.] 

ARCHIPTUS  {"kppTT-Kos  [master  of  the 
horse']  :  Archipjnis),a,  Christian  teacher  in  Colossse, 
called  by  St.  Paul  his  <rvv(rrparia>Tr]s  (Philem.  2). 
As  the  epistle,  which  concerns  a  private  matter,  is 
addressed  to  him  jointly  with  Philemon  and  Ap- 
phia,  and  as  "the  church  in  their  house"  is  also 
addressed,  it  seems  necessary  to  infer  that  he  was  a 
member  of  Philemon's  family.  He  had  received 
(Col.  iv.  17)  a  SiaKovla  in  the  Lord,  and  was  ad- 
monished to  take  heed  to  it  that  he  fulfill  it.  Je- 
rome, Theodoret,  and  OEcumenius,  suppose  him  to 
have  been  overseer  of  the  church  at  Colossse. 
Others  believe  him  to  have  been  a  teacher  at  Lao- 
dicea  (Const.  Apostol.  vii.  46;  Theodoret  ad  Col. 
iv.  17;  and  recently  Wieseler,  Chronol.  des  apos- 
tvliichen  Zeitalters,  p.  452);  but  there  does  not 
seem  to  be  any  ground  for  the  view.  There  is  a 
legend  that  he  was  of  the  number  of  the  Seventy 
disciples,  and  suffered  martyrdom  at  Chonae,  near 
Laodicea  {Menohg.  Gi-wc.  i.  246).  There  is  a 
monograph  written  about  him  by  Dietehnair,  De 
Archippo,  Altorf,  1751,  4to.  H.  A. 

ARCHITDE,  THE  (""S^SH,  as  if  from  a 
plaee  named  Erech,  ?J~lS :  [2  Sam.  xv.,  xvi.,  d 
apxifTotpos  (for  6  'Apx^  fTa7pos  ?  so  Comp. ; 
o  Apaxi,  eraipos  or  erepoj,  29);  2  Sam.  xvii.,] 
6  'Apaxi  [Vat.  -x^t;  1  Chr.  S  (om.  Aid.  Alex.) 
TrpwTOs;  Comp.  d  opxuiiTepos  (for  6  apxifraipos 
or  rather  d  'Apx't,  eraipos,  as  above):]  Arachitts), 
the  usual  designation  of  David's  friend  Hushai  (2 
Sam.  XV.  32,  [xvi.  16,]  xvii.  5,  14;  1  Chr.  xxvii. 
33). 

The  word  also  appears  (somewhat  disguised,  it  is 
true,  in  the  A.  V.)  in  Josh.  xvi.  2,  where"  "the 
borders  of  Archi"  (t.  e.  "the  Archite")''  are 
named  as  on  the  boundary  of  the  "  children  of  Jo- 
seph," somewhere  in  the  neighborhood  of  Bethel. 

No  town  of  the  name  of  Tf^K  appears  in  Pales- 
tine ;  is  it  possible  that,  as  in  the  case  of  the  Gerizi, 
the  Zemarites,  and  the  Jebusites,  we  have  here  the 
last  faint  trace  of  one  of  the  original  tribes  of  the 
country  ?  G. 

ARCHITECTURE.  Although  there  are 
many  notices,  both  in  the  Canonical  Scriptures  and 
in  the  Apocryphal  wTitings,  bearing  reference  to 
the  architecture  of  other  nations  besides  the  Israel- 
ites, it  is  nevertheless  obvious  that  the  chief  busi- 
ness of  a  work  like  the  present,  under  the  article  of 
Architecture,  is  to  examine  the  modes  of  building 
in  use  among  the  Jews,  and  to  discover,  if  possible, 
how  far  they  were  influenced,  directly  or  indirectly, 
by  the  example  or  the  authority  of  foreigners. 
The  book  of  Genesis  (iv.  17,  20,  22)  appears  to 
divide  mankind  into  great  characteristic  sections, 
namely,  the  "  dwellers  in  tents  "  and  the  "  dwellers 
in  cities,"  when  it  tells  us  that  Cain  was  the 
founder  of  a  city ;  and  that  among  his  descendants 
one  Jabal  was  "  the  father  of  them  that  dwell  in 
tents,"  whilst  Tubal-cain  was  "  the  instructor  of 

o  The  death  of  Herod  took  place  in  the  same  jear  6  Compare  Josh,  xviii.  16,  where  "  Jebusi "  should 
with  the  birth  of  Christ ;  but  this  is  to  be  placed  four  1  be  translated  "  the  Jebusite,"  as  it  has  been  in  xr.  8. 
{-cars  before  the  date  in  general  use  as  the  Christian  I  See  also  Oerizim  ;  Zeuabaiu. 
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jecture  of  Movers  respecting  this  name.  He  sup- 
poses fir\  xet/Jidppov  'Afipwva  (the  best  supported 

reading)  to  represent  the  Hebrew  '^n3n""^'12^2, 
"on  the  other  side  of  the  river,"  namely,  the  Eu- 
phrates. The  final  "^  in  ''nSi?  being  written  long 
like  1  was  easily  converted  into  3,  as  in  Jud.  ii.  28 

^3^,  Accho,  is  represented  by  'O/ctVa.  The 
"high  cities"  referred  to  he  supposes  to  be  Baby- 
lon, Seleucia,  Ctesiphon,  and  others  in  their  neigh- 
borhood, citing  Eutropius  viii.  3,  and  Dion  Cassius 
kviii.  28,  in  accordance  with  his  theory  that  the 
passage  relates  to  the  conquests  of  Trajan  [Ju- 
dith]. A. 

ARCHELATJS  CApx^^aoa  [fukr  of  the 
2)eople]:  Archelaua:  in  the  Talmud,  Dw^p"lS, 
son  of  Herod  the  Great,  by  a  Samaritan  woman, 
Malthake  (Joseph.  Ant.  xvii.  1,  §  3 ;  B.  J.  i.  28, 
§  4),  and,  with  his  brother  Antipas,  brought  up  at 
Kome  {id.  B.  ./.  i.  31,  §  1).  At  the  death  of 
Herod  (b.  c.  4) "  his  kingdom  was  divided  between 
his  three  sons,  Herod  Antipas,  Archelaus,  and 
PhiUp.  Archelaus  received .  the  half,  containing 
Idumea,  .Judaea,  Samaria,  and  the  cities  on  the 
coast,  with  600  talents'  income  (Joseph.  Ant.  xvii. 
11,  §  4).  With  one  party  among  the  Jews  he  was 
popular:  another  complained  against  him,  but  in 
vain,  to  Augustus  (id.  Ant.  xvii.  11,  1).  He  never 
properly  had  the  title  of  king  {^aaiXfvs)  assigned 
to  him  (Matt.  ii.  22),  but  only  that  of  iBvdpxns 
(ibid.);  so  that  the  former  word  must  be  taken  as 
loosely  used.  In  the  10th  year  of  his  reign  (Jo- 
seph, xvii.  13,  §  2,  Vit.  1),  or  the  9th  (B.  J.  ii.  7, 
§  3),  according  to  Dion  Cass.  (xv.  27)  in  the  con- 
sulship of  M.  iEmH.  Lepidus  and  L.  Arruntius, 
/.  e.  A.  D.  6,  a  complaint  was  preferred  by  his 
brothers  and  his  subjects  against  him  on  the  ground 
of  his  tyranny,  in  consequence  of  which  he  was  de- 
posed and  banished  to  Vienne  in  Gaul  (Joseph. 
Ant.  xvii.  1-3,  §  2;  5.  J.  ii.  7,  §  3),  where  he  is 
generally  said  to  have  died.  But  Jerome  ( Onontast. 
s.  V.  Btthlehem)  relates  that  he  was  shown  the  sep- 
ulchre of  Archelaus  near  that  town.  If  so,  he  must 
have  returned  as  a  private  man  to  Judaea,  and  there 
have  died.  The  parents  of  our  Lord  turned  aside 
from  fear  of  him  on  their  way  back  from  Egypt, 
and  went  to  Nazareth  in  Galilee,  in  the  domain  of 
his  gentler  brother  Antipas.  He  seems  to  have 
been  guilty  of  great  cruelty  and  oppression.  Jo- 
sephus  relates  (Ant.  xvii.  9,  §  3;  B.  J.  ii.  1,  3) 
that  he  put  to  death  3000  .Jews  in  the  temple  not 
long  after  his  accession.  This  cruelty  was  exer- 
cised not  only  towards  Jews,  but  towards  Samari- 
tans also  (Joseph.  B.  J.  ii.  7,  §  3).  Archelaus 
wedded  illegally  (tov  iraTpiov  irapa^diriv  won\- 
cri/jifvos,  Ant.  xvii.  13,  §  2)  Glaphyra,  the  former 
wife  of  his  brother  Alexander,  who  had  had  chil- 
dren by  her.  (There  is  no  reason  for  sajdng  with 
Winer  that  Archelaus  had  children  by  her:  he  has 
apparently  mistaken  Josephus's  i^  ov  ical  reKva  ^v 
avTTJ,  where  ou  refers  to  Alexander,  not  to  Arche- 
laus.) H.  A. 

ARCHERY.     [Arms.] 
AR'CHEVITES     (S":53"lS :     'ApxvaToi; 
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every  artificer  in  brass  and  iron."  It  is  probable 
that  the  workers  in  metal  were  for  the  most  part 
dwellers  in  towns :  and  thus  the  arts  of  architecture 
and  metallurgy  became  from  the  earhest  times  lead- 
ing chai"acteristics  of  the  civilized  as  distinguished 
from  the  nomadic  tendencies  of  the  human  race. 

To  the  race  of  Shem  is  attributed  (Gen.  x.  11, 
12,  22,  xi.  2-9)  the  foundation  of  those  cities  ui 
the  plain  of  Shinar,  Babylon,  Nineveh,  and  others ; 
to  one  of  which,  Kesen,  the  epithet  "great"  suffi- 
ciently marks  its  importance  in  the  time  of  the 
writer,  a  period  at  least  as  early  as  the  13th  cent. 
B.  C,  if  not  very  much  earlier.  (Rawlinson,  Out- 
line of  A&i.  Hist.  p.  10;  Layard,  Nineveh^  ii.  221, 
2-35,  2-38.)  From  the  same  book  we  learn  the  ac- 
count of  the  earliest  recorded  building,  and  of  the 
materials  employed  in  its  construction  (Gen.  xi.  3, 
9 ) ;  and  though  a  doubt  rests  on  the  precise  site  of 
the  tower  of  Belus,  so  long  identified  with  the  Birs 
Nimroud  (Benjamin  of  Tudela,  p.  100,  Bohn ;  New- 
ton, On  Projih.  x.  pp.  155,  156;  Vaux,  Nin.  and 
Persep.  pp.  173,  178;  Keith,  On  Proph.  p.  289), 
yet  the  nature  of  the  soil,  and  the  bricks  found 
there  in  such  abundance,  though  bearing  mostly  the 
name  of  Nebuchadnezzar,  agree  perfectly  with  the 
supfjosition  of  a  city  previously  existing  on  the  same 
or  a  closely  neighboring  site.  (Layard,  ii.  249,  278, 
and  Nin.  and  Bab.  531;  Plin.  vii.  50;  Ez.  iv.  1.) 

In  the  book  of  Esther  (i.  2)  mention  is  made  of 
the  palace  at  Susa,  for  three  months  in  the  spring 
the  residence  of  the  kings  of  Persia  (Esth.  iii.  13 ; 
Xen.  Cyrop.  viii.  6,  §  22);  and  in  the  books  of  To- 
bit  and  Judith,  of  Ecbatana,  to  which  they  retired 
for  two  months  during  the  heat  of  summer.  (Tob. 
iii.  7,  xiv.  14;  Jud.  i.  14;  Herod,  i.  98.) 

A  branch  of  the  same  Syro-Arabian  race  as  the 
Assyrians,  Ijut  th^  children  of  Ham,  wa.s  the  na- 
tion, or  at  least  the  dominant  caste,  of  the  Egypt- 
ians, the  style  of  whose  architecture  agrees  so  re- 
markably with  the  Assyrian  (Layard,  ii.  206  ft".). 
It  is  in  connection  with  Egj-pt  that  the  Israelites 
appear  first  as  builders  of  cities,  compelled,  in  com- 
mon with  other  Egjptian  captives,  to  labor  at  the 
buildings  of  the  Egyptian  monarchs.  Pithom  and 
Raamses  are  said  to  have  been  built  by  them. 
(Ex.  i.  11;  Wilkinson,  ii.  195.) 

The  Israelites  were  by  occupation  shepherds,  and 
by  habit  dwellers  in  tents  (Gen.  xlvii.  3).  The 
"  house  "  built  by  Jacob  at  Succoth  is  probably  no 

exception  to  this  statement  (n"]2,  Gesen.).  They 
had  therefore  originally,  speaking  properly,  no  ar- 
chitecture. Even  Hebron,  a  city  of  higher  an- 
tiquity than  the  Egj-ptian  Zoan  (Tanis),  was  called 
originally  from  its  founder,  perhaps  a  Canaanite  of 
the  race  of  Anak,  Kirjath-Arba,  the  house  of  Arba 
(Num.  xiii.  22;  Jo.sh.  xiv.  15).  From  the  time  of 
the  occupation  of  Canaan  they  became  dwellers  in 
towns  and  in  houses  of  stone,  for  which  the  native 
limestone  of  Palestine  supplied  a  ready  material 
(Lev.  xiv.  34,  45;  1  K.  vii.  10;  Stanley,  S.  if-  P. 
pp.  140,  8);  but  the  towns  which  they  occupied 
were  not  all,  nor  indeed  in  most  cases,  built  from 
the  first  by  themselves  (Deut.  vi.  10;  Num.  xiii. 
19). 

The  peaceful  reign  and  vast  wealth  of  Solomon 
gave  great  impulse  to  architecture;  for  Ijesides  the 
Temple  and  his  other  great  works  at  and  near  Je- 
rusalem, he  binlt  fortresses  and  cities  in  various 
places,  among  which  the  names  and  sites  of  Baal- 
»th  and  Tadmor  are  in  all  probability  represented 
by  the  more  modern  superstructures  of  Baalbec  and 
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PalmjTa  (1  K.  ix.  15,  24).  Among  the  succeeding 
kings  of  Israel  and  of  Judah,  more  than  one  is  re- 
corded as  a  builder:  Asa  (1  K.  xv.  23),  Baasha 
(xvi.  17),  Omri  (xvi.  24),  Ahab  (xvi.  34,  xxii.  39), 
Hezekiah  (2  K.  xx.  20;  2  Chr.  xxxii.  27,  30),  Je-  ■ 
hoash,  and  Josiah  (2  K.  xii.  11,  12,  xxii.  6);  and, 
lastly,  Jehoiakim,  whose  winter  palace  is  mentioned 
(Jer.  xxii.  14,  xxxvi.  22;  see  also  Am.  iii.  15). 

On  the  return  from  captivity,  the  chief  care  of 
the  rulers  was  to  rebuild  the  Temple  and  the  walls 
of  Jerusalem  in  a  substantial  manner,  with  stone, 
and  with  timber  from  Lebanon  (I^r.  iii.  8,  v.  8 ; 
Neh.  ii.  8,  iii.  1,  32).  During  the  government  of 
Simon  jNIaccabaeus,  the  fortress  called  Baris,  and 
afterwards  Antonia,  was  erected  for  the  defense  of 
the  Temple  and  the  city.  But  the  reigns  of  Herod 
and  of  his  sons  and  successors  were  especially  re- 
markable for  the  great  architectural  works  in  which 
they  delighted.  Not  only  was  the  Temple  restored 
to  a  large  portion  if  not  to  the  full  degree  of  its  for- 
mer magnificence,  but  the  fortifications  and  other 
public  buildings  of  Jerusalem  were  enlarged  and 
embeUished  to  an  extent  previously  unknown  (Luke 
xxi.  5;  Benj.  of  Tudela,  p.  83,  Bohn).  [More  par- 
ticular descriptions  of  these  works  wiU  be  found 
under  Jekusalkm.]*  Besides  these  great  works, 
the  town  of  Csesarea  was  built  on  the  site  of  an  m- 
significant  building  called  Strato's  Tower;  Samaria 
was  enlarged,  and  received  the  name  of  Sebaste; 
the  town  of  Agrippium  was  built;  and  Herod  car- 
ried his  love  for  architecture  so  far  as  to  adorn  with 
buildings  cities  even  not  within  his  own  dominions, 
Berytus,  Damascus,  Tripolis,  and  many  other  places 
(Joseph.  B.  J.  i.  21,  1,  11).  His  son  Philip  the 
tetrarch  enlarged  the  old  Greek  colony  of  Paneas, 
giving  it  the  name  of  Ca;sarea  in  honor  of  Tiberius ; 
whilst  his  brother  x\ntipas  founded  the  city  of  Ti- 
berias, and  adorned  the  towns  of  Sepphoris  and 
Betharam[Jita,  giving  to  the  latter  the  name  Liv- 
ias,  in  honor  of  the  mother  of  Tiberius  (Keland,  p. 
497). 

Of  the  original  splendor  of  these  great  works  no 
doubt  can  be  entertained ;  but  of  their  style  and 
appearance  we  can  only  conjecture,  though  with, 
nearly  absolute  certainty,  that  they  were  formed  on 
Greek  and  Roman  models.  Of  the  style  of  the 
earUer  buildings  of  Palestine,  we  can  only  form  an 
idea  from  the  analogy  of  the  Egyptian,  Assjiian, 
and  Persian  monuments  now  existing,  and  from  the 
modes  of  building  still  adopted  in  l:^stern  countries. 
The  connection  of  Solomon  with  Egypt  and  with 
Tyre,  and  the  influence  of  the  Captivity,  may  have 
in  some  measure  successively  affected  the  style  both 
of  the  two  temples,  and  of  the  palatial  edifices  of 
Solomon.  The  enormous  stones  employe<l  in  the 
Assyrian,  Persepolitan,  and  Egyptian  buildings 
find  a  parallel  in  the  substructions  of  Baalbec,  more 
ancient  than  the  superstructure  (I>ayard,  ii.  317, 
318),  and  in  the  stones  of  so  vast  a  size  which  still 
remain  at  Jerusalem,  relics  of  the  building  either 
of  Solomon  or  of  Herod  (Williams,  pt.  ii.  1).  But 
as  it  has  been  observed  again  and  again,  scarcely 
any  connected  monuments  are  known  to  survive  in 
I'alestine  by  which  we  can  form  an  accurate  idea 
of  its  buildings,  beautiful  and  renowned  as  they 
were  throughout  the  I'^t  (Plin.  v.  14;  Staidey,  p. 
183),  and  even  of  those  which  do  remain  no  trust- 
wortliy  examination  has  yet  been  made.  It  is 
])rol)al)le,  however,  that  the  reservoirs  known  mider 
the  names  of  the  Pools  of  Solomon  and  Hezekiah 
contain  some  portions  at  least  of  the  origuial  fabrics 
(Stanley,  pp.  103,  165). 
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The  domestic  architecture  of  the  Jews,  so  far  as 
it  can  be  understood,  is  treated  under  House. 
Tools  and  instruments  of  building  are  mentioned 
by  the  sacred  writers ;  the  plumb-line,  Am.  vii.  7 ; 
the  measuring-reed,  Ez.  xl.  3 ;  the  saw,  1  K.  vii.  9. 

H.  W.  P. 

ARCTU'RUS.      The  Hebrew  words    tTlT, 

'Ash,  a.nd  tt'")37,  Myw^,  rendered  "Arcturus"  in 
the  A.  V.  of  Job  ix.  9,  xxsviii.  32,  in  conformity 
with  the  Vulg.  of  the  former  passage,  are  now  gen- 
erally beUeved  to  be  identical,  and  to  represent  the 
constellation  Ursa  Major,  known  commonly  as  the 
Great  Bear,  or  Charles's  Wain.  Niebuhr  (Besc. 
de  I' Arab.  p.  101)  relates  that  he  met  with  a  Jew 
at  Sana,  who  identified  the  Hebrew  'Ash  with  the 
constelLition  known  to  the  Arabs  by  the  name  Om 
en-Nfish,  or  Nash  simply,  as  a  Jew  of  Bagdad  in- 
fomied  him.  The  four  stars  in  the  body  of  the 
Bear  are  named  Enmish  in  the  tables  of  Ulugh 
Beigh,  those  in  the  tail  being  called  el  Bendi,  "  the 
daughters  "  (comp.  Job.  xxxviii.  32).  The  ancient 
versions  differ  greatly  in  their  renderings.  The 
LXX.  render  'Ash  by  the  "Pleiades"  in  Job  ix. 
9  (unless  the  text  which  they  had  before  them  had 
the  words  in  a  different  order),  and  'Apsh  by  "  Hes- 
perus," the  evening  star,  in  Job  xxxviii.  32.  In 
the  former  they  are  followed  or  supported  by  the 
Chaldee,  in  the  latter  by  the  Vulgate.  E.  David 
Kimchi  and  the  Tahnudists  understood  by  'Ash  the 
tail  of  the  Ram  or  the  head  of  the  Bull,  by  which 
they  are  supposed  to  indicate  the  bright  star  Alde- 
baran  in  the  Bull's  eye.  But  the  greatest  difficulty 
is  found  in  the  rendering  of  the  Syriac  translators, 
who  give  as  the  equivalent  of  both  'Ash  and  'Ai/ish 
the  word  '  hjiitho,  which  is  interpreted  to  signify 
tlie  bright  star  Capella  in  the  constellation  Auriga, 
and  is  so  rendered  in  the  Arabic  translation  of  Job. 
On  this  point,  however,  great  difference  of  opinion 
is  found.  Bar  Ali  conjectured  that  'Ixpitho  was 
either  Capella  or  the  constellation  Orion ;  while  Bar 
Bahlul  hesitated  between  Capella,  Aldebaran,  and 
a  cluster  of  three  stars  in  the  face  of  Orion.  Fol- 
lowing the  rendering  of  the  Arabic,  Hyde  was  in- 
duced to  consider  'Ash  and  'Ayish  distinct ;  the  for- 
mer being  the  Great  Bear,  and  the  latter  the  bright 
star  Capella,  or  a  of  the  constellation  Auriga. 

W.  A.  W. 

ARD  ("^"IS  \desceni\\  'ApdS:  Ared).    1.  Son 

of  Benjamin  [and  if  so,  the  youngest  of  his  sons! 
(Gen.  xlvi.  21). 

2.  'ASdp;  [Aid.  Alex.  'AStp:]  Hered,  Son  of 
Bela,  and  grandson  of  Benjamin  (Num.  xxvi.  40), 
written  Addar  in  1  Chr.  viii.  3.  His  descendants 
are  called  the  Ardites  ('''^")SrT),  Num.  xxvi. 
40.  [As  Ard  is  not  mentioned  among  the  sons  of 
Benjamin  in  Num.  xxvi.  38,  39,  "son"  may  stand 
for  grandson  in  Gen.  xlvi.  21,  and  thus  the  same 
person  be  meant  in  both  passages.] 

ARDATH  — "the  field  called  Ardath"  — 2 
Esdr.  ix.  26. 

*  Llicke  (EinL  in  d.  Offtnh.  d.  Joh.  i.  174)  and 
Volkmar  {Eird.  in  d.  Apokr.  ii.  131)  take  Ardath 
(iEth.  Ai-phad,  Ar.  Araat)  to  be  a  corruption  for 

Arbath,  meaning  "  desert "  (Heb.  Hn^?),  used 
as  an  appellative  rather  than  as  a  proper  name. 
Liicke  supposes  the  desert  of  Judah  to  be  intended; 
Volkmar,  the  Holy  I^nd  in  general,  which,  though 
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"a  field  of  flowers,"  was  then  to  the  Israelites  a 
desert  (comp.  2  Esdr.  x.  21,  22).  A. 

ARD'ITES,  THE.     [Akd.] 

AR'DON  (7in"lN  [fugitive]:  'ApUv,  [Vat. 
H.  Alex.  Opva]  Vat.'  M.  lopva:]  Ardon),  1  Chr. 
ii.  18.  [A  son  of  Caleb,  the  son  of  Hezron,  by  his 
wife  Azubah.] 

ARE'LI  (^V^l^,  Sam.  ^bl-^M  [sm  of  a 
hero]:  ' Api^K;  [in  Gen.  'Aptv^eis;  Alex.  Apor/- 
\eis  ■]  Areli),  a  son  of  Gad  (Gen.  xlvi.  16 ;  Num. 
xxvi.  17).  His  descendants  are  called  the  Ake'- 
LiTES  (Num.  xxvi.  17). 

AREOP'AGITE  {' Apeoirayirrts  [Tisch.  -ytl- 
rrjs] :  Areopagita).  A  member  of  the  Court  of 
Areopagus  (Acts  xvii.  34).     [See  Dionysius.] 

W.  A.  W. 

AREOP'AGUS  or  MARS'  HILL  (^'Apei- 
os  viyos,  i-  e.  the  hill  of  Ares  or  Mars;  Areopa- 
gus, Vulg.),  was  a  rocky  height  in  Athens,  opposite 
the  western  end  of  the  Acropolis,"  from  which  it  is 
separated  only  by  an  elevated  valley.  It  rises  grad- 
ually from  the  northern  end,  and  termmates  ab- 
ruptly on  the  south,  over  against  the  Acropolis,  at 
which  point  it  is  about  fifty  or  sixty  feet  above  the 
valley  already  mentioned.  Of  the  site  of  the  Are- 
opagus, there  can  be  no  doubt,  both  from  the  de- 
scription of  Pausanias,  and  from  the  narrative  of 
Herodotus,  who  relates  that  it  was  a  height  over 
against  the  AcropoUs,  from  which  the  Persians  as- 
sailed the  latter  rock  (Paus.  i.  28,  §  5 ;  Herod,  viii. 
52).  Accordmg  to  tradition  it  was  called  the  hill 
of  Mars  (Ares),  because  this  god  was  brought  to 
trial  here  before  the  assembled  gods  by  Neptune 
(Poseidon),  on  account  of  his  murdering  Halirrho- 
thius,  the  son  of  the  latter.  The  spot  is  memora- 
ble as  the  place  of  meeting  of  the  Council  of  Are- 
opagus (fi  iy  'Apfitfj  -irdycfi  fiovKri),  frequently  called 
the  Upper  Council  (^  &,va>  "SowA,^)  to  distinguish  it 
from  the  Council  of  Five  Hundred,  which  held  its 
sittings  in  the  valley  below  the  hill.  It  existed  as 
a  criminal  tribunal  before  the  time  of  Solon,  and 
was  the  most  ancient  and  venerable  of  all  the  Athe- 
nian courts.  It  consisted  of  all  persons  who  had 
held  the  office  of  Archon,  and  who  were  members 
of  it  for  life,  unless  expelled  for  misconduct.  It 
enjoyed  a  high  reputation,  not  only  in  Athens,  but 
throughout  Greece.  Before  the  time  of  Solon  the 
court  tried  only  cases  of  willftil  murder,  wounding, 
poison,  and  arson ;  but  he  gave  it  extensive  powers 
of  a  censorial  and  political  nature.  The  Council  is 
mentioned  by  Cicero  (ad  Earn.  xiii.  1 ;  ad  Att.  i. 
14,  V.  11),  and  continued  to  exist  even  under  the 
Roman  emperors.  Its  meetings  were  held  on  the 
so'jth-eastem  summit  of  the  rock.  There  are  still 
sixteen  stone  steps  cut  in  the  rock,  leading  up  to 
the  hill  from  the  valley  of  the  Agora  below;  and 
immediately  above  the  steps  is  a  bench  of  stones  ex- 
cavated in  the  rock,  forming  three  sides  of  a  quad- 
rangle, and  facing  the  south.  Here  the  Areopagites 
sat  as  judges  in  the  open  air  (uTraiOpiot  iSiKdCovro, 
Pollux,  viii.  118).  On  the  eastern  and  western  side 
is  a  raised  block.  These  blocks  are  probably  the 
two  rude  stones  which  Pausanias  saw  there,  and 
which  are  described  by  Euripides  as  assigned,  the 
one  to  the  accuser,  the  other  to  the  criminal,  in  the 
causes  which  were  tried  in  the  court  (Tph.  T.  961). 
The  Areopagus  possesses  peculiar  interest  to  the 


«  *  Dr.  Robinson  says,  iuadvev  tently,  t'Aat  it  "  beam 
about  north  "  from  the  Ajropojs  {B  bi.  Re.,  i.  7).   H. 
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Christian,  as  the  spot  from  which  St.  Paul  deliv- 
ered his  memorable  address  to  the  men  of  Athens 
(Acts  xvii.  22-31).  It  has  been  supposed  by  some 
commentators  that  St.  Paul  was  brought  before  the 
Council  of  Areopagus ;  but  there  is  no  trace  in  the 
narrative  of  any  judicial  proceedings.  St.  Paul 
"  disputed  daily  "  in  the  "  market  "  or  Agora  (xvii. 
17),  which  was  situated  south  of  the  Areopagus  in 
the  valley  lying  between  this  hill  and  those  of  the 
Acropolis,  the  I'nyx,  and  the  Museum.  Attracting 
more  and  more  attention,  "  certain  philosophers  of 
the  Epicureans  and  Stoics  "  brought  him  up  from 
the  valley,  probably  by  the  stone  steps  already  men- 
tioned, to  the  Areopagus  above,  that  they  might 
listen  to  him  more  conveniently.  Here  the  phi- 
losophers probably  took  their  seats  on  the  stone 
benches  usually  occupied  by  the  members  of  the 
Council,  while  the  multitude  stood  upon  the  steps 
and  in  the  valley  below.  (For  details,  see  Diet,  of 
Ant.  p.  126;  Diet,  of  Geogr.  i.  281.)  [See  Mars' 
Hill  for  Paul's  discourse  there.] 

A'RES  ("Apey:  Ares).  Ar.vh  2  (1  Esdr.  v. 
10). 

AR'ETAS  {'Aptras--  \_Aretas:]  Arab.  Chor- 
ash),  a  common  appellation  of  many  of  the  Arabian 
kings  or  chiefs.     Two  are  mentioned  in  the  Bible. 

1.  A  contemporary  of  Antiochus  Epiphanes 
(b.  c.  170)  and  Jason  (2  Mace.  v.  8).    B.  F.  W. 

2.  In  2  Cor.  xi.  32,  St.  Paul  writes,  iv  Aafioff- 
K^  6  iOfapxv^'A-pfTa  rod  ^aaiKfdis  i<ppovpii  t^v 
■k6\iv  Aafjia(TKir\vojv  iriaaal  /xt.  This  Aretas  was 
father-in-law  of  Herod  Antipas.  [Hekod.]  There 
is  a  somewhat  difficult  chronological  question  re- 
specting the  subordination  of  Damascus  to  this 
Aretas.  The  city  under  Augustus  and  Tiberius 
was  attached  to  the  province  of  Syria ;  and  we  have 
Damascene  coins  of  both  these  emperors,  and  again 
of  Nero  and  his  successors.  But  we  have  none  of 
Caligula  and  Claudius,  and  the  following  circum- 
stances make  it  probable  that  a  change  in  the  ruler- 
ship  of  Damascus  took  place  after  the  death  of  Ti- 
berius. There  had  been  war  for  some  time  between 
Aretas,  king  of  Arabia  Xabatfea,  whose  capital  was 
Petra,  and  Antipas,  on  account  of  the  divorce  by 
Antipas  of  Aretas's  daughter  at  the  instance  of 
Hei-odias,  and  also  on'  account  of  some  frontier  dis- 
putes. A  battle  was  fought,  and  the  army  of  An- 
tipas entirely  destroyed  (Joseph.  Ant.  xviii.  5,  §  1)." 
On  this,  being  a  favorite  with  Tiberius,  he  sent  to 
Rome  for  help;  and  Vit^llius,  governor  of  SjTia, 
was  commissioned  to  march  against  Aretas,  and  to 
take  him  dead  or  aUve.  While  he  was  on  his 
march  (Ant.  xviii.  5,  §  3)  he  heard  at  Jerusalem  of 
the  death  of  Tiberius  (March  IG,  A.  D.  37),  and, 
iri\(fxov  iK<pfpfiu  oi/Ked'  dfiolios  Svydfifvos  5ia  rh 
fis  rdiov  fierairewTCDKfvai  to  irpdyfiara,  aban- 
doned his  march,  and  sent  his  army  into  winter- 
quarters,  himself  remaining  at  Antioch.  By  this 
change  of  affairs  at  Rome,  a  complete  reversal  took 
place  in  the  situation  of  Antipas  and  his  enemy. 
The  former  was  ere  long  (a.  d.  39)  banished  to 


a  •  It  Is  with  reference  to  this  defeat  that  Joscphus 
makes  his  remarkable  statement,  that  the  Jews  looked 
upon  it  as  a  punishment  from  God  inflirted  on  Herod 
for  putting  to  death  John  the  Baptist,  whom  the  Jews 
held  in  such  veneration  for  his  teaching  and  holy 
life.  (Ant.  xviii.  5,  §  2.)  See  Lardner's  Jewish  Tfs- 
timonies,  Ch.  iv.  1.  H. 

fc  •  The  view  that  Aretas  seized  and  held  Damancus 
by  force  for  a  short  time  after  the  defeat  of  Herod  An- 
tipas \t  maintained  by  Neander  (Pjianzung^  i.  159); 


ARGOB 

Lyons,  and  his  kingdom  given  to  Agrippa,  his  foe 
(Ant.  xviii.  7),  who  had  been  Uving  in  habits  of 
intimacy  with  the  new  emperor  (Ant.  xviii.  6,  §  5). 
It  would  be  natural  that  Aretas,  wiio  had  been 
grossly  injured  by  Antipas,  should,  by  this  change 
of  aflairs,  be  received  into  favor;  and  the  more  so, 
as  Vitellius  had  an  old  grudge  against  Antipas,  of 
which  Josephus  says.  Ant.  xviii.  4,  §  5,  (Kpinrrtp 
opyfiu,  fifxpi  S^  Koi  /U«T7}\e€,  Taiov  tV  apxV 
Trapfi\ri(p6Tos.  Now  in  the  year  38  Caligula  made 
several  changes  in  the  East,  granting  Itursea  to 
Sooemus,  Lesser  Armenia  and  parts  of  Arabia  to 
Cotys,  the  territory  of  Cotys  to  Kha?metalces,  and 
to  Polemon,  son  of  Polemon,  his  father's  govern- 
ment. These  facts,  coupled  with  that  of  no  Da- 
mascene coins  of  Cahgula  or  Claudius  existing, 
make  it  probable  that  about  this  time  Damascus, 
which  belonged  to  the  predecessor  of  Aretas  (Ant. 
xiii.  5,  §  2),  was  granted  to  him  by  Caligula.  Thus 
the  difficulty  would  vanish.  The  other  h3-pothese8, 
that  the  ethnarch  was  only  visiting  the  city  (as  if 
he  could  then  have  guarded  the  walls  to  prevent 
escape),  —  that  Aretas  had  seized  Damascus  on  Yi- 
t«llius  giving  up  the  expedition  against  him  (as  if  a 
Roman  governor  of  a  province  would  allow  one  of 
its  chief  cities  to  be  taken  from  him,  merely  because 
he  was  in  uncertainty  about  the  policy  of  a  new 
emperor),  are  very  improbable.''  Wieseler,  Chron. 
des  apostolischen  Zeitalters^  p.  174,  and  again  in 
his  art.  in  Herzog's  Kncykhpadie,  refers  to  a  coin 
^a<n\iois  ^Apfra  (pt\f\Xriuos,  but  it  seems  to  be- 
long to  an  earlier  Aretas.  See  Conyb.  and  How- 
son,  Life  of  St.  Paul,  ed.  2,  vol.  i.  p.  132,  note. 
See  Wieseler,  pp.  142  ffi,  167  ff.,  whose  view  has 
been  adopted  in  this  article;  Anger,  de  Temporum 
in  Actis  Ap.  ratione,  p.  173  ff.,  and  Conyb.  and 
Howson,  vol.  i.  p.  99  ff.  end.  H.  A. 

ARE'US,  a  king  of  the  I^acedaemonians,  whose 
letter  to  the  high  priest  Onias  is  given  in  1  Mace, 
xii.  20  ff.  He  is  called  Areus  in  the  A.  V.  in 
ver.  20  and  in  the  margin  of  ver.  7 ;  but  in  the 
Greek  text  he  is  named  'Oyidpris  [Alex,  -yfi-']  in 
ver.  20,  and  Aapflos  in  ver.  7 :  there  can  be  httle 
doubt  however  that  these  are  corruptions  of  'Apeuy. 
In  Josephus  (Ant.  xii.  4,  §  10,  v.  §  8)  the  name  is 
written  'Apetos,  and  in  the  Vulgate  Aintis.  There 
were  two  Spartan  kings  of  the  name  of  Areus,  of 
whom  the  first  reigned  n.  c.  309-265,  and  the  sec- 
ond, the  grandson  of  the  former,  died  when  a  child 
of  eight  years  old  in  B.  c.  257.  There  were  three 
high  priests  of  the  name  of  Onias,  of  whom  the 
first  held  the  office  d.  c.  323-300.  This  is  the  one 
who  must  have  written  the  letter  to  Areus  I.,  prob- 
ably in  some  interval  between  309  and  300.  (Grimm, 
zu  Maec.  p.  185.)     [Onlas.] 

AR'GOB   (2b"lM,  once  with  the  def.  article 

2b~!Sn  =  "the  stony,"  from  22^,  Ges.  Thes. 
1260:  'Apy6p.  Argob),  a  tract  of  country  on  the 
east  of  the  Jordan,  in  Bashan,  in  the  kingdom  of 
Og,  containing  60  "great"  and  fortified  "cities" 


Hemsen  (Dtr  Apostel  Pauius,  pp.  19-22) ;  Winer  {Bihl. 
Realir.  1.  84)  ;  Meyer  (Aposlelgefchichte,  p.  15);  Ouer- 
ike  (Einl.  in  das  N.  T.  p.  886) ;  Bleek  (iVn/.  in  tJas  N. 
T.  p.  361),  and  others.  It  is  not  easy  to  believe  that 
the  Roman  government  would  so  suddenly,  of  its  own 
accord,  confer  so  important  a  city  on  a  vassal  who  had 
just  defeated  one  of  ita  most  faithful  allies,  and  who 
had  been  proscribed  as  an  enemy  who  was  to  be  taken 
at  all  hazards  dead  or  alive.  U. 


ARGOB 

(E**"!^).  Argob  was  in  the  portion  allotted  to  the 
half-tribe  of  Manasseh,  and  was  taken  possession  of 
by  Jair,  a  chief  man  in  that  tribe.  [Jair;  Ba- 
shan;  Havoth-Jair.]  It  afterwards  formed  one 
of  Solomon's  commissariat  districts,  under  the 
charge  of  an  officer  whose  residence  was  at  Ra- 
moth-Gilead  (Deut.  iii.  4,  13,  14;  IK.  iv.  13). 
In  later  times  Argob  was  called  Trachonitis,  appar- 
ently a  mere  translation  of  the  older  name.  [Trach- 
onitis.] In  the  Samaritan  version  it  is  ren- 
dered nSSID'^'n  (Eigobaah) ;  but  in  the  Targums 

of  Onkelos  and  Jonathan  it  is  S3131tD  (i.  e. 
Trachonitis).  Later  on  we  trace  it  in  the  Arabic 
version  of  Saadiah  as  \,^/j^^,  {Mujeb,  with  the 
same  meaning) ;  and  it  is  now  apparently  identified 

with  the  Lejah,  yl  *=^  i  ",  a  very  remarkable 
district  south  of  Damascus,  and  east  of  the  Sea  of 
Galilee,  which  has  been  visited  and  described  by 
Burckhardt  (pp.  111-119),  Seetzen,  and  Porter  (vol. 
ii.  specially  pp.  240-245).  This  extraordinary  re- 
gion —  about  22  miles  fix)m  N.  to  S.  by  14  &x>m 
W.  to  E.,  and  of  a  regular,  almost  oval,  shape  — 
has  been  described  as  an  ocean  of  basaltic  rocks  and 
boulders,  tossed  about  in  the  wildest  confusion,  and 
intermingled  with  fissures  and  crevices  in  every  di- 
rection. "It  is,"  says  Mr.  Porter,  "wholly  com- 
posed of  black  basalt,  which  appears  to  have  issued 
from  innumerable  pores  in  the  earth  in  a  liquid 
state,  and  to  have  flowed  out  on  every  side.  Before 
cooling,  its  surface  was  violently  agitated,  and  it 
was  afterwards  shattered  and  rent  by  internal  con- 
vulsions. The  cup-like  cavities  from  which  the 
Uquid  mass  was  extruded  are  stiU  seen,  and  likewise 
the  wavy  surface  that  a  thick  Uquid  assumes  which 
cools  while  flowing.  The  rock  is  filled  with  little  pits 
and  air-bubbles ;  it  is  as  hard  as  flint,  and  emits 
a  sharp  metallic  sound  when  struck"  (241). 
"  Strange  as  it  may  seem,  this  ungainly  and  for- 
bidding region  is  thickly  studded  with  deserted 
cities  and  vUlages,  in  all  of  which  the  dwellings  are 
soUdly  built  and  of  remote  antiquity  "  (238).  The 
number  of  these  towns  visited  by  one  traveller 
lately  returned  is  50,  and  there  were  many  others 
which  he  did  not  go  to.  A  Roman  road  runs 
through  the  district  from  S.  to  N.  probably  be- 
tween Bosra  and  Damascus.  On  the  outer  bound- 
ary of  the  Lejah  are  situated,  amongst  others,  the 
towns  known  in  Biblical  history  as  Kenath  and 
Edrei.  In  the  absence  of  more  conclusive  evidence 
on  the  point,  a  strong  presumption  in  favor  of  the 
identification  of  the  Lejah  with  Argob  arises  from 
the  pecidiar  Hebrew^  word  constantly  attached  to 
Argob,  and  in  this  definite  sense  apparently  to  Ar- 
gob only.  This  word  is  730  (Chebel),  literally 
"  a  rope"  ((rxo'i'to'yua,  inpifierpov,  funiculus),  and 
it  designates  with  charming  accuracy  the  remark- 
ably defined  boundary  line  of  the  district  of  the 
Lejah,  which  is  spoken  of  repeatedly  by  its  latest 
eacplorer  as  "  a^  rocky  shore ; "  "  sweeping  round  in  a 
circle  clearly  defined  as  a  rocky  shore-Une;  "  "re- 
sembling a  Cyclopean  wall  in  ruins  "  (Porter,  ii. 
19,  219,  239,  &c.).  The  extraordinary  featui-es  of 
this  region  are  rendered  still  more  extraordinary  by 
the  contrast  which  it  presents  to  the  surrounding 
plain  of  the  Hauran,  a  high  plateau  of  waving 
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downs  of  the  richest  agricultural  soil  stretching 
from  the  Sea  of  Galilee  to  the  Lejah,  and  beyond 
that  to  the  desert,  almost  literally  "without  a 
stone;  "  and  it  is  not  to  be  wondered  at  —  if  the 
identification  proposed  above  be  correct  —  that  this 
contrast  should  have  struck  the  Israelites,  and  that 
their  language,  so  scrupulous  of  minute  topograph- 
ical distinctions,  should  have  perpetuated  in  the 
words  Mishor,  Argob,  and  Chebel,  at  once  the 
level  downs  of  Bashan  [Mishor],  the  stony  laby- 
rinth which  so  suddenly  intrudes  itself  on  the  soil 
(Argob),  and  the  definite  fence  or  boundary  which 
encloses  it  [Chebel].  G. 

AR'GOB  (32~1H :  'ApySfit  Argob),  perhaps  a 
Gileadite  officer,  who  was  governor  of  Argob.  Ac- 
cording to  some  interpreters,  an  accomplice  of 
Pekah  in  the  murder  of  Pekahiah.  But  Sebastian 
Schmid  explained  that  both  Argob  and  Arieh  were 
two  princes  of  Pekahiah,  whose  influence  Pekah 
feared,  and  whom  he  therefore  slew  with  the  king. 
Rashi  understands  by  Argob  the  royal  palace,  near 
which  was  the  castle  in  which  the  murder  took 
place  (2  K.  xv.  25).  W.  A.  W. 

ARIARATHES  (properly  IMithridates,  Diod. 
xxxi.,  X.  25,  ed.  Bip.)  VI.,  Philopator  ('Apjo- 
pder)s,  [Comp.  Aid.  Alex.]  'Apad-ns  [Vulg.  Ari- 
arathes],  probably  signifying  ^^ great "  or  ^^honor- 
able Tnaster,"  from  the  roots  existing  in  aryas 
(Sanskrit),  "honorable,"  and  rata  (head),  "mas- 
ter;" Smith,  Diet.  Biagr.  s.  v.),  king  of  Cappa- 
docia  B.  c.  163-130.  He  was  educated  at  Rome 
(Liv.  xlii.  19);  and  his  whole  policy  was  directed 
according  to  the  wishes  of  the  Romans.  This  sub- 
servience cost  him  his  kingdom  b.  c.  158 ;  but  he 
was  shortly  afterwards  restored  by  the  Romans  to 
a  share  in  the  government  (App.  Syr.  47;  of. 
Polyb.  xxxii.  20,  23;  Polyb.  iii.  5);  and  on  the 
capture  of  his  rival  Olophemes  by  Demetrius  Soter, 
regained  the  supreme  power  (Just.  xxxv.  1).  He 
fell  in  B.  c.  130,  in  the  war  of  the  Romans  against 
Aristonicua,who  claimed  the  kingdom  of  Pergamus 
on  the  death  of  Attalus  III.  (Just,  xxxvii.  1,  2). 
Letters  were  addressed  to  him  from  Rome  in  favor 
of  the  Jews  (1  Mace.  xv.  22),  who  in  after-times 
seem  to  have  been  numerous  in  his  kingdom  (Acts 
ii.  9;  comp.  1  Pet.  i.  1).  B.  F.  W. 

ARI'DAI  [3  syl.]  OTll^  =  Ap<ra7os;  [FA. 
Apffeos;  Comp.  'ApiSai:]  Aridai),  ninth  son  of 
Haman  (Esth.  ix.  9). 

ARIDA'THA  (SHl'^'^i:^ :  2ap/3a/cc{;  [Vat. 
Alex.  FA.  2op;8ax«;  Comp.  'ApiSofla:]  Arida- 
tha),  sixth  son  of  Haman  (Esth.  ix.  8). 

ARI'EH       Iproperly     Arjeh     or     Aryeh] 

('T?."^^!^:  'Apia;  [Vat.  Ap«a;]  Alex.  [Comp.]' 
'ApU:  Arie).  "The  Lion,"  so  called  probably 
from  his  daring  as  a  warrior:  either  one  of  the 
accomplices  of  Pekah  in  his  conspiracy  against 
Pekahiah,  king  of  Israel,  or,  as  Sebastian  Schmid 
understands  the  passage,  one  of  the  princes  of 
Pekahiah,  who  was  put-  to  death  with  him  (2  K. 
XV.  25).  Rashi  explains  it  hterally  of  a  golden 
lion  which  stood  ii^  the  castle.  W.  A.  W. 

A-TIIEL  (bS"''7S,  lion,  i.  e.  hero,  of  God,  or, 
hearth  of  God:  'ApjrjA.:  Ariel). 

1.  As  the  proper  name  of  a  man  (where  the 
meaning  no  doubt  is  the  first  of  those  given  above) 
the  word  occurs  in  Ezr.  viii.  16.  This  Ariel  was 
one  of  the  "  chief  men  "  who  under  Ezra  directed 
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the  caravan  which  he  led  back  from  Babylon  to 
Jerusalem.  • 

The  word  occurs  also  in  reference  to  two  Moab- 
ites  slain  by  Benaiah,  one  of  David's  chief  captains 
(2  Sam.  x.xiii.  20;  1  Chr.  xi.  22).  Gesenius  and 
many  others  agree  with  our  A.  V.  in  regarding  the 
word  as  an  epithet,  "  two  lion-like  men  of  Jloab;  " 
but  it  seems  better  to  look  upon  it,  with  Thenius, 
Winer,  Fiirst,  and  others,  as  a  proper  name,  and 
translate   "  two    [sons]  of  Ariel,"   supplying   the 

word  "^33,  which  might  easily  have  fallen  out. 
A  similar  word  occurs  in  Num.  xxvi.  17,  Areli 

(^/^"!'y)T3^  the  name  of  a  Gadite,  and  head  of 
one  of  the  families  of  tliat  tribe.  Both  the  LXX. 
and  the  Vulg.  give  Ariel  for  this  word,  and  Winer 
without  remark  treats  it  as  the  same  name. 

2.  A  designation  given  by  Isaiah  to  the  city  of 
Jerusalem  (Is.  xxix.  1  (liis),  2  (bis),  7  [Alex,  la-pa- 
r)\])-  Its  meaning  is  obscure.  We  must  under- 
stand by  it  either  "  Lion  of  God  "  —  so  Gesenius, 
Ewald,  Hiivernick,  Fiirst,  and  many  others  —  or, 
with  Umbreit,  Knobel,  and  most  of  the  ancient 
Jewish  expositors,  "  Hearth  of  God,"  tracing  the 

first  component  of  the  word  to  the  Arabic  8\|,  a 

fire-place  or  hearth  (Gesen.  Thes. ;  Fiirst,  ffd>.  «. 
Chald.  Havdwort.  s.  v.).  This  latter  meaning  is 
suggested  by  the  use  of  the  word  in  Ez.  xliii.  15, 
16,  as  a  synonym  for  the  altar  of  burnt-offering, 
although  Hiivernick  {Commentar  ub.  Ezech.  p. 
699),  relying  on  the  passage  in  Isaiah,  insists  that 
even  here  we  must  understand  Lion  of  God.  The 
difficulty  is  increased  by  the  reading  of  the  text  in 
Ezekiel  being  itself  doubtful.  On  the  whole  it 
seems  most  probable  that  the  words  used  by  the 
two  prophets,  if  not  different  in  form,  are  at  least 
different  in  derivation  and  meaning,  and  that  as  a 
name  given  to  Jerusalem  Ariel  means  "Lion  of 
God,"  whilst  the  word  used  by  Ezekiel  means 
«  Hearth  of  God."  F.  W.  G. 

ARIMATH.^'A  [A.  V.  -the'a]  {' ApifiaOala, 
Matt,  xxrii.  57;  Luke  xxiii.  51;  John  xix.  38),  the 
birthplace,  or  at  least  the  residence  of  Joseph,  who 
obtained  leave  from  Pilate  to  bury  our  I>ord  in  his 
"new  tomb"  at  Jerusalem.  St.  Luke  calls  this 
place  "  a  city  of  Judea;  "  but  this  presents  no  ob- 
jection to  its  identification  with  the  prophet  Sam- 
uel's birthplace,  the  Kamah  of  1  Sam.  i.  1,  19, 
which  is  named  in  the  Septuagint  Armathaim 
C ApfmBai/ji),  and  by  Josephus,  Armatha  {'Apfxada, 
Joseph.  A7it.  v.  10,  §  2).  The  Kamathem  of  the 
Apocrypha  {"PanaBtfi,  1  Mace.  xi.  34)  is  probably 
the  same  place.     [Kamah.]  J.  S.  H. 

A'RIOCH  {'ii^'l^,  probably  from  "'"IS,  a 
lion,  "lion-like,"  comp.  "17"^^?  •  'ApuixV^t  LXX., 
[twice]  in  Dan.  only;  [elsewhere 'Apjc^x 0  'Api^x^ 
Theodot. :  ^nocA,  Vulg.). 

1.  "King  of  FUlasar"  (Gen.  xiv.  1,  9). 

2.  "  The  captain  of  the  guard  "  of  Nebuchad- 
nezzar (Dan.  ii.  14  ff.).  B.  F.  W. 

3.  (Elpidix'i  Alex.  [Vat.  Comp.  Aid.]  'Aptwx' 
Erioch).  Properly  [V]  "  Eirioch  "  or  "Enoch," 
mentioned  in  Jud.  i.  6  as  king  of  the  ElyniKans. 
Junius  and  Tremellius  identify  him  with  Deioces, 
king  of  part  of  Media.  W.  A.  W. 

ARI'SAI  [3syl.]  C'D'^'^y:  'Pow^roj;  [Alex. 


ARISTOBULUS 

Vov<pavos;  Comp.  'Apicraf:]  ^r/«as),  eighth  son  of 
Haman  (Esth.  ix.  9). 

ARISTAR'CHUS  {' Aplcrapxos  [most  ex- 
celknt  ruler] :  Ariskirckm),  a  Tliessalonian  (Acts 
XX.  4;  xxvii.  2),  who  accompanied  St.  Paul  on  his 
thml  missionary  journey  (Acts  xix.  29,  where  he 
is  mentioned  as  having  been  seized  in  the  tumult 
at  Ephesus  together  with  Gains,  both  (TvvfKS^ixovs 
riauAou).  We  hear  of  him  again  as  accompanying 
the  apostle  on  his  return  to  Asia,  Acts  xx.  4 ;  and 
again  xxvii.  2,  as  being  with  him  on  his  voyage  to 
Rome.  We  trace  him  afterwards  as  St.  Paul's 
(Tvvaixt'-a.KojTOs  in  Col.  iv.  10,  and  Philem.  2-t, 
both  these  notices  belonging  to  one  and  the  same 
time  of  Col.  iv.  7 ;  Philem.  12  ff.  After  this  we 
altogether  lose  sight  of  him.  Tradition,  says  Wi- 
ner, makes  him  bishop  of  Apamea.  H.  A. 

*  Though  Aristarchus  is  mentioned  so  often,  the 
A.  V.  very  strangely  speaks  of  him  as  "  one  Aris- 
tarchus "  in  Acts  xxvii.  2.  He  apjjears  from  that 
passage  to  have  gone  with  the  apostle  to  Rome  of 
his  own  accord.  We  do  not  "  trace  him  as  Paul's 
crwaiXfidKuTos  (fellow-prisoner)  in  Philem.  24;" 
but  since  he  is  reckoned  there  among  the  ffwepyol 
(fellow-laborers),  we  may  conclude  that  he  received 
the  other  appellation  in  Col.  iv.  10,  because  he  made 
himself  the  voluntary  sharer  of  Paul's  exile  and 
captivity.  To  remember  the  brethren  in  their 
bonds  was  accounted  the  same  thing  as  to  be 
boimd  with  them;  see  Heb.  xiii.  3  (awSfSffifvoi)- 
The  letters  to  the  Colossians  and  to  Philemon  were 
sent  away  at  the  same  time,  which  leaves  no  room 
for  supposing  that  Aristarchus  had  been  put  in 
prison  siter  the  letter  to  Philemon  was  vmtten. 

H. 

ARISTOBU'LUS  {' Apt<Tr6^ov\os  [most  ex- 
cellent counsellor] :  Anstokilus),  a  Jewish  priest 
(2  Mace.  i.  10),  who  resided  in  Egypt  in  the  reign 
of  Ptolemaeus  VI.  Philometor  (comp.  Grimm,  2 
Mace.  i.  9).  In  a  letter  of  Judas  Maccabaeus  he 
is  addressed  (165  b.  c.)  as  the  representative  of 
the  Egj-ptian  Jews  (' ApiiTTo$ov\cii  .  ■  ■  kuI  toj?  it> 
Aiy.  'Ioi»5.  2  Mace.  /.  c),  and  is  further  styled 
"the  teacher"  (StSotr/coAos,  i-  e.  counsellor?)  of 
the  king.  Josephus  makes  no  mention  of  him; 
but  there  can  be  httle  doubt  that  he  is  identical 
with  the  Peripatetic  philosopher  of  the  name  (Clem. 
Alex.  Str.  v.  §  98;  Euseb.  Prcep.  J-.'v.  viii.  9),  who 
dedicated  to  Ptol.  Philometor  his  allegoric  exposi- 
tion of  the  Pentateuch  {BifiKovs  i^vyviKas  rov 
Mwva-tws  v6fiov,  Euseb.  //.  E.  vii.  32).  Consid- 
erable fragments  of  this  work  have  been  preserved 
by  Clement  and  P^usebius  (Euseb.  Prcep.  Evang. 
ni.  13,  14,  viii.  (8)  9,  10,  xiii.  12;  in  which  the 
Clementine  fragments  recur) ;  but  the  authenticity 
of  the  quotations  has  been  \igorously  contested. 
It  was  denied  by  R.  Simon,  and  especially  by  Hody 
{De  bibl.  text,  oriff.,  pp.  50  ff.  Oxon.  1705), who  was 
answered  by  Valckenaer  (Diatribe  de  Aristobulo 
Jtulceo,  Lugd.  Bat.  1806);  and  Valckenaer's  ar- 
guments are  now  generally  considered  conclusive. 
(Gfriirer,  Philo  u.  s.  w.  ii.  71  ff.;  Daehne,  Jiid. 
Alex.  RtU(j.-Philos.  ii.  73  ff. ;  Ewald,  Gesch.  lies 
Volkes  Jsr.  iv.  294  n.)  The  object  of  Aristobulug 
was  to  prove  that  the  Peripatetic  doctrines  were 
based  (iiprfjaOat)  on  the  I  aw  and  the  Prophets; 
and  his  work  has  an  additional  inteirest  as  showing 
that  the  Jewish  doctrines  were  first  brought  into 
contact  with  the  AristoteUan  and  not  with  the  Pla- 
tonic philosophy  (comp.  Matter,  flist.  de  tjScole 
SAlex.  iii.  153  ff.).     The  fragments  which  remain 
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are  discussed  at  length  in  the  works  quoted  above, 
which  contain  also  a  satisfactory  explanation  of  the 
chronological  difficulties  of  the  different  accounts 
of  Aristobulus.  B.  F.  W. 

ARISTOBU'LUS  C ApiarSfiovKos),  a  resi- 
dent at  Rome,  some  of  whose  household  are  greeted 
in  Kom.  xvi.  10.  It  does  not  appear  whether  he 
was  a  Roman ;  or  whether  he  beUeved :  from  the 
fonn  of  expression,  probably  not.  Or  he  may  have 
been  dead  at  the  time.  The  Memlug.  Grtecorum, 
as  usual  (iii.  17  f.),  makes  him  to  have  been  one 
of  the  70  disciples,  and  reports  that  he  preached 
the  gospel  in  Britain.  H.  A. 

*  It  is  not  safe  to  infer  merely  from  the  expres- 
sion itelf  Hk  twv  '  ApiffTofiovKov)  either  that  Aris- 
tobulus was  not  a  Christian,  or  that  he  was  not 
living  when  the  epistle  to  the  Romans  was  written. 
(See  I'ritzsche,  Epktola  ad  Ronmnos,  iii.  307). 
Paul  speaks  twice  precisely  in  the  same  way  of  Ste- 
phanas (1  Cor.  i.  16,  and  xvi.  15);  but  we  happen 
to  learn  from  1  Cor.  xvi.  17,  that  Stephanas  just 
then  was  with  the  apostle  at  Ephesus  (xaipw  iirl 
TTJ  irapovcria  ^reipava),  and  consequently  separat- 
ed from  his'  family  at  Rome.  It  is  quite  possible 
that  Aristobulus  was  at  Corinth  when  Paul  wrote 
to  the  Romans,  though  his  proper  home  was  at 
Rome,  or  the  reverse :  he  himself  may  have  lived  at 
Corinth,  but  have  had  sons  or  other  members  of 
his  family  settled  at  Rome.  This  entire  class  of 
passages  (Nakcissus,  Osesiphorus,  Chu)K) 
involves  a  peculiarity  of  phraseology  which  has  not 
been  duly  recognized.  H. 

ARK,  NOAH'S.     [Noah.] 

ARK  OF   THE   COVENANT    i]')'^i^). 

This,  taken  generally  together  with  the  mercy-seat, 
was  the  one  piece  of  the  tabernacle's  furniture  espe- 
cially invested  with  sacredness  and  mystery,  and  is 
therefore  the  first  for  which  precise  directions  were 
delivered  (Ex.  xxv.).     The  word  signifies  a  mere 

chest  or  box,  and  is  (as  well  as  the  word  ni2tf*, 
"  ark  "  of  Noah)  rendered  by  the  LXX.  and  New 
Testament  writers  by  ki0(mit6s.  We  may  remark : 
(I.)  its  material  dimensions  and  fittings;  (II.)  its 
design  and  object,  under  which  will  be  included  its 
contents;  and  (III.)  its  history. 


Egyptian  Ark.     (Rosellini,  p.  99  ) 

I.  It  appears  to  have  been  an  oblong  chest  of 
shittim  (acacia)  wood,  2k  cubits  long,  by  IJ  broad 
and  deep.  Within  and  without  gold  was  overlaid 
on  the  wood,  and  on  the  upper  side  or  lid,  which 
was  edged  round  about  with  gold,  the  mercy-seat, 
mpporting  the  cherubim  one  at  each  end,  and  re- 
garded as  the  symbolical  thi-one  of  the  Divine  pres- 
!nce  [CuERunni  and  Mercy-seat],  was  placed. 
The  ark  was  fitted  with  rings,  one  at  each  of  the 
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four  corners,  and  therefore  two  on  each  side,  and 
through  these  were  passed  staves  of  the  same  wood 
similarly  overlaid.  By  these  staves,  wliich  always 
remaineid  in  the  rings,  the  Levites  of  the  house  of 
Kohath,  to  whose  office  this  especially  appertained, 
bore  it  in  its  progress.  Probably,  however,  when 
removed  from  within  the  veil,  in  the  most  holy 
place,  which  was  its  proper  position,  or  when  taken 
out  thence,  priests  were  its  bearers  (Num.  vii.  9,  x. 
21,  iv.  5,  19,  20;  IK.  viii.  3,  6).  The  ends  of 
the  staves  were  visible  without  the  veil  in  the  holy 
place  of  the  temple  of  Solomon,  the  staves  being 
drawn  to  the  ends,  apparently,  but  not  out  of  the 
rings.  The  ark,  when  transported,  was  enveloped 
in  the  "  veil  "  of  the  dismantled  tabernacle,  in  the 
curtain  of  badgers'  skins,  and  in  a  blue  cloth  over 
all,  and  was  therefore  not  seen. 

II.  Its  purpose  or  object  was  to  contain  invio- 
late the  Divine  autograph  of  the  two  tables,  that 
"covenant "  from  which  it  derived  its  title,  the  idea 
of  which  was  inseparable  from  it,  and  which  may 
be  regarded  as  the  depositum  of  the  .Jewish  dispen- 
sation. The  perpetual  safe  custody  of  the  material 
tables  no  doubt  suggested  the  moral  observance  of 
the  precepts  inscrii^ed.  It  was  also  probably  a  reli- 
quary for  the  pot  of  manna  and  the  rod  of  Aaron. 
We  read  in  1  K.  viii.  9,  that  "  there  was  nothing 
in  the  ark  save  the  two  tables  of  stone  which  Moses 
put  there  at  Horeb."  Yet  St.  Paul,  or  the  author 
of  Heb.  ix.  4,  asserts  that,  beside  the  two  tables  of 
stone,  the  "  pot  of  manna  "  and  "  Aaron's  rod  that 
budded  "  were  inside  the  ark,  which  were  directed 
to  be  "  laid  up  "  and  "kept  before  the  testimony,'^ 
i.  e.  before  the  tables  of  the  law  (Ex.  xl.  20);  and 
probably,  since  there  is  no  mention  of  any  other 
receptacle  for  them,  and  some  would  have  been  ne- 
cessary, the  statement  of  1  K.  viii.  9  implies  that 
by  Solomon's  time  these  relics  had  disappeared. 

The  expression  "jnS  1^12,  Deut.  xxxi.  26,  ob- 
scurely rendered  "  in  the  side  of  the  ark  "  (A.  V.), 
merely  means  "beside"  it.  The  words  of  the 
A.  V.  in  1  Chr.  xiii.  3,  seem  to  imply  an  use  of 
the  ark  for  the  purpose  of  an  oracle;  but  this  is 
probably  erroneous,  and  "  we  sought  it  not "  the 
meaning;  so  the  LXX.  renders  it:  see  Gesenius, 

Lex.  8.  V.  Wni. 

Occupying  the  most  holy  spot  of  the  whole  sanct- 
uary, it  tended  to  exclude  any  idol  from  the  centre 
of  worship.  And  Jeremiah  (iii.  16)  looks  forward 
to  the  time  when  even  the  ark  should  be  "  no  more 
remembered,"  as  the  climax  of  spiritualized  religion 
apparently  in  Messianic  times.  It  was  also  the 
supiwrt  of  the  mercy-seat,  materially  symbolizing, 
perhaps,  the  "covenant"  as  that  on  which  "mercy" 
rested.  It  also  furnished  a  legitimate  vent  to  that 
longing  after  a  material  object  for  reverential  feel- 
ing which  is  common  to  all  religions.  It  was, 
however,  never  seen,  save  by  the  high-priest,  and 
resembled  in  this  respect  the  Deity  whom  it  sym- 
bolized, whose  face  none  might  look  upon  and  live 
(Winer,  ad  he.  note).  That  this  reverential  feeling 
may  have  been  impaired  during  its  absence  among 
the  Philistines,  seems  probable  from  the  example 
of  Uzzah. 

III.  The  chief  facts  in  the  earlier  history  of  the 
ark  (see  Josh.  iii.  and  vi.)  need  not  be  recited. 
We  may  notice,  however,  a  fiction  of  the  Rabbis 
that  there  were  tioo  arks,  one  which  remained  in 
the  shrine,  and  another  which  preceded  the  camp 
on  its  march,  and  that  this  latter  contained  the 
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broken  tables  of  the  law,  as  the  former  the  whole 
ones.  In  the  decline  of  religion  in  a  later  period  a 
superstitious  security  was  attached  to  its  presence 
in  battle.  Yet,  though  this  was  rebuked  by  its  per- 
mitted capture,  when  captured  its  sanctity  was 
vindicated  by  miracles,  as  seen  in  its  avenging 
progress  through  the  FhiUstine  cities.  From  this 
period  tiU  David's  time  its  abode  was  frequently 
shifted.  It  sojourned  among  several,  probably  Le- 
vitical,  families  (1  Sam.  vii.  1;  2  Sam.  vi.  3,  11; 
1  Chr.  xiii.  13,  xv.  24,  25)  in  the  border  villages 
of  Eastern  Judah,  and  did  not  take  its  place  in 
the  tabernacle,  but  dwelt  in  curtains,  i.  e.  m  a  sep- 
arate tent  pitched  for  it  in  Jerusalem  by  David. 
Its  Ijringing  up  by  David  thither  was  a  national 
festival,  and  its  presence  there  seems  to  have  sug- 
gested to  his  piety  the  erection  of  a  house  to  receive 
it.  Subsequently  that  house,  when  completed,  re- 
ceived, in  the  installation  of  the  ark  in  its  shrine, 
the  signal  of  its  inauguration  by  the  effiilgeuee  of 
Divine  glory  instantly  manifested.  Several  of  the 
Psalms  contain  allusions  to  these  events  (e.  (/.  xxiv., 
xlvii.,  cxxxii.)  and  Ps.  cv.  appears  to  have  been 
composed  on  the  occasion  of  the  first  of  them. 

When  idolatry  became  more  shameless  in  the 
kingdom  of  Judah,  Manasseh  placed  a  "carved 
image  "  in  the  "  house  of  God,"  and  probably  re- 
moved the  ark  to  make  way  for  it.  This  may 
accoimt  for  the  subsequent  statement  that  it  was 
reinstated  by  Josiah  (2  Chr.  xxxiii.  7,  xxxv.  3). 
It  was  probably  teken  captive  or  destroyed  by  Neb- 
uchadnezzar (2  Esdr.  X.  22).  Prideaux's  argu- 
ment that  there  must  have  been  an  ark  m  the 
second  temple  is  of  no  weight  against  express  testi- 
mony, such  as  that  of  Josephus  {B.  J.  v.  5,  §  5) 
and  Tacitus  (Hist.  v.  9,  inania  arcana),  confirmed 
also  by  the  Eabbins,  who  state  that  a  sacred  stone 

called  by  them  Pf'nti?  ^3S,  "stone  of  drinking" 
[Stone],  stood  in  its  stead;  as  well  as  by  the 
marked  silence  of  those  apocryphal  books  which 
enumerate  the  rest  of  the  principal  furniture  of  the 
sanctuary  as  present,  besides  the  positive  statement 
of  2  Esdr.  as  above  quoted. 


f^ptian  Ark.     (WilkiriKon,  Anc.  Egypt.) 

Tlie  ritual  of  the  Etruscans,  Greeks,  Romans, 
and  other  ancient  nations,  included  the  use  of  what 
Clemens  Alexandrinus  calls  Klarat  fivcrriKai  (Pro- 
trept.  p.  12);  but  especially  that  of  the  Egyptians, 
in  whose  religious  processions,  as  represented  on 
monuments,  such  an  ark,  surmounted  by  a  pair  of 
winged  figures  like  the  cherubim,  constantly  ap- 
pears (Wilkinson,  An.  Egypt,  v.  271,  275).  The 
same  Clemens  (Strom,  v.  578)  also  contains  an 
allusion  of  a  proverbial  character  to  the  ark  and  its 
rites,  which  seems  to  show  that  they  were  popularly 
known,  where  he  says  that  "  only  the  master 
(8i5e£<7-(caXos)  may  uncover  the  ark"   (»cj)3ei>T<{s). 
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In  Ijitin  also,  the  word  arcanum,  connected  witli 
area  and  arceo,  is  the  recognized  term  for  a  sacred 
mystery.  Illustrations  of  the  same  subject  occiur 
also  Plut.  de  Is.  et  Osi.  c.  39;  Ov.  Ars  Avi.  ii. 
609,  &c. ;  Euseb.  Pi-ap.  Evang.  ii.  3 ;  Catull.  Ixiv. 
2G0-1;  Apul.  Mtt.  xi.  202.  H.  H. 

ARK'ITE,  .  THE     Orjl^n,    Sam.    Cod. 

"'('m^?  :  ^ApovKa7os :  Araccem),  one  of  the  families 
of  the  Canaanites  (Gen.  x.  17;  1  Chr.  i.  15),  and 
from  the  context  evidently  located  in  the  north  of 
Phoenicia.  Josephus  (Ant.  i.  G,  §  2)  gives  the 
name  as  'Apovfcatoj,  and  as  possessing  ""ApKriv 
T^«/  it/  rf  Ai^dvifi.  He  also  again  mentions  the 
place  CApKula,  B.  J.  vii.  5,  §  1)  in  defining  the 
position  of  the  Sabbatical  river.  The  name  is 
found  in  Pliny  (v.  16),  and  Ptolemy  (v.  15),  and 
from  yElius  I^mpridius  {Alex.  Sev.)  we  learn  that 
the  Urbs  Arcena  contained  a  t«mple  dedicated  to 
Alexander  the  Great.  It  was  the  birthplace  of 
Alexander  Severus,  and  was  thence  called  Csesarea 
Libani.  Area  was  well  known  to  the  Crusaders, 
who  under  Raimond  of  Toulouse  besieged  it  for  two 
months  in  1099  in  vain ;  it  was,  however,  afterwards 
taken  by  William  of  Sartanges.  In  1202  it  was 
totally  destroyed  by  an  earthquake.    The  site  which 

now  bears  the  name  of  'Ai-ka  (  Ls»X  j  lies  on  the 

coast,  2  to  2  J  hours  from  the  shore,  about  12  miles 
north  of  Tripoli,  and  5  south  of  the  Nahr  d-Khebir 
(Eleutherus).  The  great  coast  road  passes  half-way 
between  it  and  the  sea.  The  site  is  marked  by  a 
rocky  tell  rising  to  the  height  of  100  feet  close  alx)ve 
the  Nahr  Arka.  On  the  top  of  the  tell  is  an  area 
of  about  two  acres,  and  on  this  and  on  a  plateau  to 
the  north  the  ruins  of  the  former  town  are  scat- 
tered. Among  them  are  some  columns  of  granite 
and  syenite  (Rob.  iii.  579-81;  Ges.  1073;  Winer, 
s.  V. ;  Reland,  575 ;  Burckhardt,  162 ;  Diet,  of  Or. 
and  Rom.  Geogr.,  art.  Akca).  G. 

ARMAGEDTDON  {\; App.ayinUv;  Lachm. 
Tisch.]  'Ap/j.ayeSii)y'-  [ArmageJoii],  Rev.  xvi.  16). 
It  would  be  foreign  to  the  purpose  of  this  work  to 
enter  into  any  of  the  theological  controversies  con- 
nected with  this  word.  Whatever  its  full  syml)ol- 
ical  import  may  be,  the  image  rests  on  a  geograph- 
ical basis;  and  the  locality  implied  in  the  Hebrew 
term  here  employed  (rhv  r6irov  rhv  KaX6vix(vov 
'Efipa'iffrl  ' Ap/xayfSdv)  is  the  great  battlefield  of 
the  Old  Testament,  where  the  chief  conflicts  took 
place  tetween  the  Israelites  and  the  enemies  of 
God's  people.  The  passage  is  best  illustrated  by 
comparing  a  similar  one  in  the  book  of  Joel  (iii.  2, 
12),  where  the  scene  of  the  Divine  judgments  is 
spoken  of  in  the  prophetic  imagery  as  the  "  valley 
of  Jehoshaphiit,''  the  fact  underlying  the  image 
being  Jehoshaphat's  great  victory  (2  Chr.  xx.  26; 
see  Zech.  xiv.  2,  4).  So  here  the  scene  of  the 
struggle  of  good  and  evil  is  suggested  by  that  battle- 
field, the  plain  of  I'jsdraelon,  which  was  famous  for 
two  great  victories,  of  Barak  over  the  Canaanites 
(Judg.  iv.,  v.),  and  Gideon  over  the  Midianites 
(.ludg.  vii.);  and  for  two  great  disasters,  the  death 
of  Saul  in  the  invasion  of  the  Philistines  (1  Sam. 
xxxi.  8),  and  the  death  of  Josiah  in  the  invasion 
of  the  I'X>-pt'an«  (2  K.  xxiii.  29,  ,30;  2  Chr.  xxxv, 
22).  With  the  first  and  fourth  of  these  events, 
Megiddo  (y[ayeSS<i  in  the  LXX.  and  Josephus)  is 
especially  connected.  Hence  ^Ap-fMytSdi',  "  the 
hill  of  Megiddo."  (See  Biihr"s  Excursus  on 
Herod,  ii.  159.)     The  same  figurative  language  ii 
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used  by  one  of  the  Jewish  prophets  (Zech.  xii.  11). 
As  regards  the  Aixwalypse,  it  is  remarked  by  Stan- 
ley (S.  4'  P-  P-  330),  that  this  imagery  would  be 
peculiarly  natural  to  it  Galilajan,  to  whom  the  scene 
of  these  battles  was  familiar.     [Megiddo.] 

J.  S.  H. 

ARME'NIA  {'Apixfyia)  is  nowhere  mentioned 
under  that  name  in  the  original  Hebrew,  though 
it  occurs  in  the  English  version  (2  K.  xix.  37), 
where  our  translators  have  very  unnecessarily  sub- 
stituted it  for  Ararat  (comp.  marginal  reading). 
[Here  the  LXX.  read  'Apapdd  (Alex.   ApaSaS), 

;  Vulg.  ArmeniL]  The  absence  of  the  name,  how- 
ever, which  was  not  the  indigenous  name  of  the 
people,  by  no  means  implies  that  the  Hebrew  writers 
were  unacquainted  with  the  country.     They  un- 

;       doubtedly  describe  certuia  districts  of  it  under  the 

;■  names  Ararat,  Jlinni,  and  Togarmah.  Of  these 
three  the  latter  appears  to  have  the  widest  signif- 
ication. It  is  the  name  of  a  race  (Gen.  x.  3),  and 
not  of  a  locality,  and  is  used  by  Ezekiel  as  descrip- 
tive of  the  whole  country  (xxvii.  14,  xxx\iii.  6), 
while  the  two  former  are  mentioned  together,  and 
have  been  identified  with  separate  localities. 

Armenia  is  that  lofty  plateau  whence  the  rivers 
Euphrates,  Tigris,  Araxes,  and  Acampsis,  pour 
'down  their  waters  in  different  directions,  the  two 
first  to  the  Persian  Gulf,  the  last  two  respectively 
to  the  Caspian  and  Euxine  Seas.  It  may  be  termed 
the  nucleus  of  the  mountain  system  of  western 
Asia.  From  the  centre  of  the  plateau  rise  two 
lofty  chains  of  mountains,  which  run  from  E.  to 
W.,  converging  towards  the  Caspian  sea,  but  par- 
allel to  each  other  towards  the  W.,  the  most  north- 
erly named  by  ancient  geographers  Abus  Ms,  and 
culminating  in  !Mount  Ararat;  the  other  named 
Niphates  ^Is.  Westward  these  ranges  may  be 
traced  in  Anti-Taurus  and  Taurus,  while  in  the  op- 

!  '  posite  direction  they  are  continued  in  Caspius  Ms. 
The  climate  of  Armenia  is  severe,  the  degree  of 
severity  varying  with  the  altitude  of  different  local- 
ities, the  valleys  being  sufficiently  warm  to  ripen 
the  grape,  while  the  high  lands  are  bleak  and  only 
adapted  for  pasture.  The  latter  supported  vast 
numbers  of  mules  and  horses,  on  which  the  wealth 
of  the  country  chiefly  depended ;  and  hence  Strabo 
(xi.  529)  characterizes  the  country  as  (rcp65pa  jV- 
■ir6fioTos,  and  tells  us  that  the  horses  were  held  in 
as  high  estimation  as  the  celebrated  Nisasan  breed. 
The  inhabitants  were  keen  traders  in  ancient  as 
in  modern  times. 

The  sUght  acquaintance  which  the  Hebrew 
writers  had  of  this  country  was  probably  derived 
from  the  Phoenicians.  There  are  signs  of  their 
knowledge  having  been  progressive.  Isaiah,  in  his 
prophecies  regarding  Babylon,  speaks  of  the  hosts 
as  coming  from  "the  mountains"  (xiii.  4),  while 
Jeremiah,  in  connection  with  the  same  subject,  uses 
the  specific  names  Ararat  and  Minni  (li.  27). 
Ezekiel,  who  was  apparently  better  acquainted  with 
the  country,  uses  a  name  which  was  familiar  to  its 
own  inhabitants,  Togarmah.  \Yhether  the  use  of 
the  term  Ararat  in  Is.  xxxvii.  38  belongs  to  the 
period  in  which  the  prophet  himself  lived,  is  a 
question  which  cannot  be  here  discussed.  In  the 
prophetical  passages  to  which  we  shall  refer,  it  will 
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a  *  We  are  indebted  for  a  valuable  work  on  Armenia 
and  Persia  to  the  American  missionaries,  Messrs.  H.  G. 
0.  Dwight  and  Eli  Smith,  who  made  a  tour  of  observa- 
tion in  these  countries  in  1830.      We  have  a  still  later 


be  noticed  that  Armenia  is  spoken  of  rather  in 
reference  to  its  geographical  position  as  one  of  the 
extreme  northern  nations  with  which  the  Jews  were 
acquainted,  than  for  any  more  definite  purpose. 
(1.)  Ararat  is  noticed  as  the  place  whither  the 
sons  of  Sennacherib  fled  (Is.  xxxvii.  38).  In  the 
prophecies  of  Jeremiah  (li.  27)  it  is  summoned 
along  with  Minni  and  Ashkenaz  to  the  destruction  of 
Babylon,  —  the  LXX.  however  only  notice  the  last- 
It  was  the  central  district  surrounding  the  moun- 
tain of  that  name.  (2.)  Minni  C'lip)  is  only 
noticed  in  the  passage  just  referred  to.  It  is  prob- 
ably identical  with  the  district  Minyas,  in  the 
upper  valley  of  the  Murcul-su  branch  of  the  Eu- 
phrates (Joseph.  Ant.  i.  3,  §  6).  It  contains  the 
root  of  the  name  Armenia  according  to  the  gen- 
erally received  derivation,  Har-Minni,  "  the  moun- 
tains of  Minni.'  It  is  worthy  of  notice  that  the 
spot  where  Xenophon  ascertains  that  the  name  of 
the  country  through  which  he  was  passing  was  Ar- 
menia, coincides  with  the  position  here  assigned  to 
Minni   (Xen.   An.  iv.   5;    Ainsworth,    Track  of 

10,000,  p.  177).  (3.)  Togarmah  (nai^in  : 
©oyapfii,  and  Qopyofid)  is  noticed  in  two  passages 
of  Ezekiel,  both  of  which  support  the  idea  of  its 
identity  with  Armenia.  In  xxvii.  14  he  speaks  of 
its  commerce  with  the  Tyrians  in  "  horses,  horse- 
men, and  mules  "  (A.  V.),  or,  as  the  words  mean, 
"  carriage-horses,  riding-horses,  and  mules  "  (Hitzig, 
Comment),  which  we  have  already  noticed  as  the 
staple  productions  of  Armenia.  That  the  house 
of  Togarmah  "  traded  in  the  fairs  of  TjTe,"  as  the 
A.  V.  expresses  it,  is  more  than  the  Hebrew  text 
seems  to  warrant.  The  words  simply  signify  that 
the  Armenians  carried  on  commerce  with  the  Tyr- 
ians in  those  articles.  In  this  passage  Togarmah 
is  mentioned  in  connection  with  Meshech  and 
Tubal;  in  xxxviii.  6,  it  is  described  as  "of  the 
north  quarters  "  in  connection  with  Gomer.  Coup- 
ling with  these  particulars  the  relationship  between 
Togarmah,  Ashkenaz,  and  Riphat  (Gen.  x.  3),  the 
three  sons  of  Gomer,  and  the  nations  of  which 
these  patriarchs  were  the  progenitors,  we  cannot 
fail  in  coming  to  the  conclusion  that  Togarmah 
represents  Armenia.  We  will  only  add  that  the 
traditional  belief  of  the  Armenians  themselves,  that 
they  are  descended  from  Thorgomass  or  Tiorgar- 
mai,  strongly  confirms  this  view."        W.  L.  B. 

ARMLET  (n-T17V^,  Num.  xxxi.  50,  2 
Sam.  i.  10:  ;fX<5ciSj';  Aquila  [in  2  Sam.]  $paxi- 
dXiov  '•  Iperiscelis,  ]  armilla,  brachiale ;  prop- 
erly a  fetter,  fr«m  "T^'^j  a  step;  comp.    Is.  iii. 


Assyrian  Armlet.     From  Nineveh  Marbles,  British 
Museum. 

20,  and  Anklet),  an  ornament  universal  in  the 


work  from  Dr.  Dwight  (1850)  entitled  "  Christiaiiity 
revived  in  the  East,"  treating  especially  of  the  great 
moral  changes  which  are  taking  place  among  the  Ar- 
menians of  Turkey.  H. 
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Esiit,  esp^iaV  J  among  women;  used  by  princes  as 
one  of  the  insignia  of  royalty,  and  by  distinguished 
persons  in  general.  The  word  is  not  used  in  tlie 
A.  v.,  as  even  in  2  Sam.  i.  10,  they  render  it  "  by 
the  bracelet  on  his  arm."  Sometimes  only  one  was 
worn,  on  the  right  arm  (Ecclus.  xxi.  21).  From 
Cant.  viii.  6,  it  appears  that  the  signet  sometimes 
consisted  of  a  jewel  on  the  armlet. 

These  ornaments  were  worn  by  most  ancient 
princes.  They  are  frequent  on  the  sculptures  of 
Persepolis  and  Nineveh,  and  were  set  in  rich  and 
fantastic  shapes,  resembling  the  heads  of  animals 
(Layard,  Nineve/i,  ii.  298).  The  kings  of  Persia 
wore  them,  and  Astyages  presented  a  pair  among 
other  ornaments  to  Cyrus  (Xen.  Cyr.  i.  3).  The 
^Ethiopians,  to  whom  some  were  sent  by  Cam- 
byses,  scornfully  characterized  them  as  weak  fetters 
(Herod,  ii.  2.3).  Nor  were  they  confined  to  the 
kings,  since  Herodotus  (viii.  113)  calls  the  Persians 
generally  j,iKio<p6pQi.  In  the  Egyptian  monu- 
ments "kings  are  often  represented  with  armlets 
and  bracelets,  and  in  the  I^yden  Museum  is  one 
bearing  the  name  of  the  third  Thothmes."  [A 
gold  bracelet  figured  below.]     (Wilkinson's  Anc. 


Bferptian  Armlet.     From  the  Leyden  Mnseiun. 

Egypt,  iii.  375,  and  Plates  1,  2,  14).  They  were 
even  used  by  the  old  British  chiefs  (Turner,  Anyl. 
Sax.  i.  383).  The  story  of  Tarpeia  shows  that 
they  were  common  among  the  ancient  Sabines,  but 
the  Romans  considered  the  use  of  them  effeminate, 
although  they  were  sometimes  given  as  military  re- 
wards (Liv.  X.  44).  Finally,  they  are  still  worn 
among  the  most  splendid  regalia  of  modern  Oriental 
sovereigns,  and  it  is  even  said  that  those  of  the 
king  of  Persia  are  worth  a  million  sterling  (Kitto, 
Pict.  Hist,  of  Pal.  i.  499).  They  form  the  chief 
wealth  of  modern  Hindoo  ladies,  and  are  rarely 
taken  off.  They  are  made  of  every  sort  of  material 
from  the  finest  gold,  jewels,  ivory,  coral,  and  pearl, 
down  to  the  common  glass  rings  and  varnished  earth- 
enware bangles  of  the  women  of  the  Deccan.  Now, 
as  in  ancient  times,  they  are  sometimes  plain,  some- 
times enchased,  sometimes  with  the  ends  not  joined, 
and  sometimes  a  complete  circle,  llie  arms  are 
somotimes  quite  covered  with  them,  and  if  Oie 
wearer  be  poor,  it  matters  not  how  mean  they  are, 
provided  only  that  they  glitter.  It  is  thought  essen- 
tial to  lieauty  that  they  should  fit  close,  and  hence 
Ilarmer  calls  them  "  rather  manacles  than  brace- 
lets," and  Buchanan  says  "that  the  poor  girls 
rarely  get  them  on  without  drawing  blood,  and 
rubbing  part  of  the  skin  from  the  hand;  and  as 
they  wear  great  numV)er8,  which  often  break,  they 
suffer  much  from  their  love  of  admiration."  Their 
inonnous  weight  may  be  coiyectured  from  Gen. 
sxiv.  24.     [BuACELEi-.]  F.  W.  F. 

ARMO'NI   Cpb-IN    [Palatinm,  palace  t«- 
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mate]:  'Epfnuvoi;  [Vat.  Epfuci/ofi;  Alex,  -vm; 
Aid. 'Ep/jLWfft;  Comp. 'Apfiwyl:]  Avnioni)^  eon  of 
Saul  by  Kizpali  (2  Sam.  xxi.  8). 

*  ARMORY  (PJ?'5,  which  Luther  renders  Har- 
nischhaus  and  De  Wette  Zeuyham)  occurs  only  in 
Neh.  iii.  19  (A.  V.),  and  is  mentioned  there  as  being 
opposite  the  part  of  the  walls  of  Jerusalem  built  by 
E2K.\  (3)  after  the  captivity.     The  same  place,  no 

doubt,  is  meant  in  Is.  xxii.  8  (pE73),  whether  we 
render  there  "  armorer  "  (A.  V.)  or  "  annory  of  the 
house  of  the  forest,"  i.  e.  (as  more  fully  in  1  Kings 
vii.  2  ff.)  "of  the  forest  of  I>ebanon,"  and  so  called 
because  built  with  cedars  brought  from  I^banon. 
See  Knobel,  Exeget.  Handb.  v.  153 ;  and  Gesen- 
ius,  iiher  den  Jesaia,  ii.  690.  This  "annory," 
therefore,  was  an  apartment  in  this  "house"  or 
palace  of  Solomon,  in  which,  as  we  see  expressly 
from  1  Kings  x.  16,  17,  he  deposited  his  "  golden 
targets  and  shields  "  (Keil,  Biicher  der  Konige,  p. 
153).  It  appears  to  have  existed  still,  or  remains 
of  it,  in  the  time  of  Nehemiah.  Gesenius  iiifers 
from  Neh.  iii.  19  (though  the  local  indication  there 
is  very  indefinite)  that  it  was  situated  on  Ophp:l, 
the  southern  projection  of  Moriah  {Thesaw.  ii. 
612)?  but  a  different  view  is  presented  under 
Palace.  h. 

AJIMS,  ARMOR.  In  the  records  of  a 
people  hke  the  Children  of  Israel,  so  large  a  part 
of  whose  history  was  passed  in  warfare,  we  nat- 
urally look  for  much  information,  direct  or  indirect, 
on  the  arms  and  modes  of  fighting  of  the  nation 
itself  and  of  those  with  whom  it  came  into  con- 
tact. 

Unfortunately,  however,  the  notices  that  we  find 
in  the  Bible  on  these  points  are  extremely  few  and 
meagre,  while  even  those  few,  owing  to  the  uncer- 
tainty which  rests  on  the  true  meaning  and  force 
of  the  terms,  do  not  convey  to  us  nearly  all  the  in- 
fonnation  which  they  might.  This  is  the  more  to 
be  regretted  because  tlie  notices  of  the  history, 
scanty  as  they  are,  are  literally  everything  we  have 
to  depend  on,  inasmuch  as  they  are  not  yet  sup- 
plemented and  illustrated  either  by  remains  of  the 
arms  themselves,  or  by  those  commentaries  which 
the  sculptures,  vases,  bronzes,  mosaics,  and  paint- 
ings of  other  nations  furnish  to  the  notices  of 
manners  and  customs  contained  in  their  Uterature. 

In  remarkable  contrast  to  Greece,  Home,  Egypt, 
and  we  may  now  add  Assyria,  Palestine  has  not  yet 
yielded  one  vestige  of  the  implements  or  utensils 
of  life  or  warfare  of  its  ancient  inhabitants;  nor 
has  a  single  sculpture,  piece  of  pottery,  coin,  or 
jewel,  been  discovered  of  that  people  with  whose 
life,  as  depicted  in  their  literature,  we  are  more  fa- 
miliar than  with  that  of  our  own  ancestors.  Even 
the  relations  which  existed  between  the  customs  of 
Israel  and  those  of  Egypt  on  the  one  hand,  and 
Assyria  on  the  other,  have  still  to  be  investigafed, 
so  that  we  are  prevented  from  applying  to  tlie  his- 
tory of  the  Jews  the  immense  amount  of  informa- 
tion which  we  possess  on  the  warlike  customs  of 
these  two  nations,  the  former  especially.  Perhaps 
the  time  will  arrive  for  investigations  in  Palestine 
of  the  same  nature  as  those  which  have,  within  the 
last  ten  years,  given  us  so  much  insight  into  As- 
syrian manners;  but  in  the  meantime  all  that  can 
be  done  here  is  to  examine  the  various  terms  by 
which  in.struments  of  war  appear  to  l)e  designated 
in  the  Bible,  in  the  light  of  such  help  as  can  be 
got  from  the  comp.arison  of  parallel  passages,  from 
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the  derivation  of  the  words,  and  from  the  render- 
ings of  the  ancient  versions. 

The  subject  naturally  divides  itself  into  —  I. 
Offensive  weapons :  Arms.  II.  Defensive  weapons : 
Armor. 

I.  Offensive  weapons :  1.  Apparently  the  earliest 
known,  and   most  widely  usal,  was   the    Chereb 

(2'yn),  "Sword,"  from  a  root  signifying  to  lay 
waste. 

Its  first  mention  in  the  history  is  in  the  narra- 
tive of  the  massacre  at  Shechem,  when  "  Simeon 
and  I>evi  took  each  man  his  sword,  and  came  upon  | 
the  city  boldly  and  slew  all  the  males  "  (Gen.  xxxiv.  | 
25).  But  there  is  an  allusion  to  it  shortly  before  ; 
in  a  passage  undoubtedly  of  the  ear- 
liest date  (Ewald,  i.  446  nole):  the 
expostulation  of  Laban  with  Jacob 
(Gen.  xxxi.  26).  After  this,  during 
the  account  of  the  conquest  and 
of  the  monarchy,  the  mention  of 
the  sword  is  frequent,  but  very 
little  can  be  gathered  from  the  cas- 
ual notices  of  the  text  as  to  its 
shape,  size,  material,  or  mode  of 
use.  Perhaps  if  anything  is  to  be 
inferred  it  is  that  the  chereb  was 
not  either  a  heavy  or  a  long  weapon, 
rhat  of  EUiud  was  only  a  cubit,  i.  e. 
18  inches  long,  so  as  to  have  been 
concealed  under  his  garment,  and 
nothing  is  said  tO  lead  to  the  infer- 
ence that  it  was  shorter  than  usual, 
for  the  "dagger"  of  the  A.  V.  is 
without  any  ground,  unless  it  be  a 
rendering  of  the  /idxatpa  of  the 
LXX.  But  even  assuming  that 
Ehud's  sword  was  shorter  than  us- 
ual, yet  a  consideration  of  the  nar- 
ratives in  2  Sam.  ii.  16  and  xx.  8- 
10,  and  also  of  the  ease  with  which 
David  used  the  sword  of  a  man  so  much  larger 
than  himself  as  Goliath  (1  Sam.  xvii.  51,  xxi.  8, 
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K.  ii.  5.  A  ghastly  picture  is  there  given  us  of 
the  murdered  man  and  his  murderer.  The  unfor- 
tunate Amasa  actually  disembowelled  by  the  single 
stroke,  and  "  wallowing  "  in  his  blood  in  the  middle 
of  the  road  —  the  treacherous  Joab  standing  over 
him,  bespattered  from  his  "  girdle  "  to  his  "  shoes" 
with  the  blood  which  had  spwuted  from  his  victim ! 

The  chereb  was  carried  in  a  sheath  ("^Pj??,  1 
Sam.  xvii.  51;  2  Sam.  xx.  8,  only:  1"13,  1  Chr. 

xxi.  27,  only)  slung  by  a  girdle  (1  Sam.  xxv.  13) 
and  resting  upon  the  thigh  (Ps.  xlv.  3;  Judg.  ill. 
16),  or  upon  the  hips  (2  Sam.  xx.  8).  "Girding 
on  the  sword  "  was  a  symbolical  expression  for  com- 


I'ersian  Sword,  or  Acinaces. 


Egyptian  Sword. 

9),  goes  to  show  that  the  chereb  was  both  a  lighter 
and  a  shorter  weapon  than  the  modem  sword. 
What  frightful  wounds  one  blow  of  the  sword  of 
the  Hebrews  could  inflict,  if  given  even  with  the 
left  hand  of  a  practiced  swordsman,  may  be  gath- 
ered from  a  comparison  of  2  Sam.  xx.  8-12  with  1 


mencing  war,  the  more  forcible  because  in  times  of 
peace  even  the  king  in  state  did  not  wear  a  sword 
(1  K.  iii.  24);  and  a  similar  expression  occurs  to 
denote  those  able  to  serve  (Judg.  viii.  10;  1  Chr. 
xxi.  5).  Other  phrases,  derived  from  the  chereb 
are,  "  to  smite  with  the  edge  "  (literally  "  mouth," 
comp.  0-T({jua,  and  comp.  "devour,"  Is.  i.  20)  of 
the  "  sword  "  —  "  slain  with  the  sword  "  —  "  men 
that  drew  sword,"  &c. 

Swords  with  two  edges  are  occasionally  referred 
to  (Judg.  iii.  16;  Ps.  cxlix.  6),  and  allusions  are 
found  to  "whetting"  the  sword  (Deut.  xxxii.  41; 
Ps.  Ixiv.  3;  Ez.  xxi.  9).  There  is  no  reference 
to  the  material  of  which  it  was  composed  (unless 
it  be  Is.  ii.  4;  Joel  iii.  10);  doubtless  it  was  of 
metal  from  the  allusions  to  its  brightness  and  "  glit- 
tering "  (see  the  two  passages  quoted  above,  and 
others),  and  the  ordinary  word  for  blade,  namely, 

2n7,  "a  flame."     From  the  expression  (Josh.  v. 

2,  3)  "swords  of  rock,"  A.  V.  "sharp  knives,"  we 
may  perhaps  infer  that  in  early  times  the  material 
was  flint. 

2.  Next  to  the  sword  was  the  Spear;  and  of 
this  weapon  we  meet  with  at  least  three  distinct 
kinds. 

a.  The  Chanith  (rT'Sn),  a  "  Spear,"  and  that 
of  the  largest  kind,  as  appears  from  various  circum- 
stances attending  its  mention.  It  was  the  weapon 
of  Goliath  —  its  staff  Uke  a  weaver's  beam,  the  iron 
head  alone  weighmg  600  shekels,  about  25  lbs.  (1 
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Sam.  xvii.  7,  45;  2  Sam.  xxi.  19;  1  Chr.  xx.  5), 
and  also  of  other  giants  (2  Sam.  xxiii.  21;  1  Chr. 
xi.  23)  and  mighty  warriors  (2  Sam.  ii.  23,  xxiii. 
18;  1  Chr.  xi.  11,  20).  The  chaniih  was  the 
habitual  companion  of  King  Saul  —  a  fit  weapon 
for  one  of  his  gigantic  stature  —  planted  at  the  head 
of  his  sleeping-place  when  on  an  expedition  (1  Sam. 
xxvi.  7,  8,  11,  12,  16,  22),  or  held  in  his  hand 
when  mustering  his  forces  (xxii.  6);  and  on  it  the 
dying  king  is  leaning  when  we  catch  our  last 
glimpse  of  his  stately  figure  on  the  field  of  Gilboa 
(2  Sam.  i.  6).  His  fits  of  anger  or  madness  be- 
come even  more  terrible  to  us,  when  we  find  that  it 
was  this  heavy  weapon  and  not  the  lighter  "jave- 
lin "  (as  the  A..  V.  renders  it)  that  he  cast  at  David 
(1  Sam.  xviii.  10,  11,  xix.  9,  10)  and  at  .Jonathan 
(xx.  33).  A  striking  idea  of  the  weight  and  force 
of  this  ponderous  arm  may  be  gained  from  the  fact 
that  a  mere  back  thrust  from  the  hand  of  Abner 
was  enough  to  drive  its  butt  end  through  the  body 
of  Asahel  (2  Sam.  ii.  23).  The  chaniih  is  men- 
tioned also  in  1  Sam.  xiii.  19,  22,  xxi.  8;  2  K.  xi. 
10;  2  Chr.  xxiii.  9,  and  in  numerous  passages  of 
poetry. 

b.  Apparently  lighter  than  the  preceding,  and 
in  more  than  one  passage  distinguished  from  it,  was 

the  CuUin  {yW^'Z),  to  which  the  word  "Javelin" 
perhaps  best  answers  (Ewald,  Wurfspiess).  It 
would  be  the  appropriate  weapon  for  such  ma- 
neuvering as  that  described  in  Josh.  viii.  14-27,  and 
could  with  ease  be  held  outstretched  for  a  consid- 
erable time  (18,  26;  A.  V.  "spear").  When 
not  in  action  the  cidm  was  carried  on  the  back  of 


Persian  Spears. 

the  warrior,  between  the  shoulders  (1  Sam.  xvii.  6, 
"target,"  and  margin  "gorget").  Both  in  this 
passage  and  in  verse  4.5  of  the  same  chapter  the 
cidm,  is  distinguished  from  the  chanith.  In  Job 
xxxix.  23  ("spear")  the  allusion  seems  to  be  to 
the  quivering  of  a  javelin  when  poised  before  hurl- 
ing it. 

c.  Another    kind   of    spear   was  the  Rmnnch 

(niQ  i).  In  the  historical  books  it  occurs  in  Num. 
XXV.  7  ("javelin"),  and  1  K.  xviii.  28  ("lancets;" 
1611,  "lancers").  Also  frequently  in  the  later 
books,  especially  in  the  often  recurring  formula  for 
arms,  "  shield  and  spear."  1  Chr.  xii.  8  ("  buck- 
ler"), 24  ("spear"),  2  Chr.  xi.  12,  xiv.  8,  xxv.  5, 
and  Neh.  iv.  13,  16-21;  Ez.  xxxix.  9,  &c. 

d.  A  lighter  missile  or  "dart"  was  probably  the 

Shelach  (n/27).  Its  root  signifies  to  project  or 
send  out,  but  unfortunately  there  is  nothing  beyond 
tlie  derivation  to  guide  us  to  any  knowledge  of  its 
nature.  See  2  (^hr.  xxiii.  10,  xxxii.  5  ("darts  ")j^ 
Neh.  iv.  17,  23  (see  margin);  Job  xxxiii.  18,  xxxvi. 
12;  .Joelii.  8. 
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e.  The  word  Shebet  (^5??)5  the  ordinary  mean- 
ing of  which  is  a  rod  or  staff,  with  the  derived  force 
of  a  baton  or  sceptre,  is  used  once  only  with  a  mil- 
itary signification,  for  the  "darts"  with  which 
Joab  despatched  Absalom  (2  Sam.  xviii.  14). 

3.  Of  missile  weapons  of  ofiense  the  chief  was 
undoubtedly  the  Bow,  Kesheth  (ntt?[2);  it  is  met 
with  in  the  earliest  stages  of  the  history,  in  use 
both  for  the  chase  (Gen.  xxi.  20,  xxvii.  3)  and  war 
(xlviii.  22).  In  later  times  archers  accompanied  the 
armies  of  the  Philistines  (1  Sam.  xxxi.  3;  1  Chr. 
X.  3)  and  of  the  Syrians  (1  K.  xxii.  34).  Among 
the  Jews  its  use  was  not  confined  to  the  common 
soldiers,  but  captains  high  in  rank,  as  Jehu  (2  K. 
ix.  24),  and  even  kings'  sons  (1  Sam.  xviii.  4)  car- 
ried the  bow,  and  were  expert  and  sure  in  its  use 
(2  Sam.  i.  22).  The  tribe  of  Benjamin  seems  to 
have  been  especially  addicted  to  archery  (1  Chr. 
viii.  40,  xii.  2;  2  Chr.  xiv.  8,  xvii.  17);  but  there 
were  also  bowmen  among  Reuben,  Gad,  Manasseh 
(1  Chr.  V.  18),  and  Ephraim  (Ps.  Ixxviii.  9). 


Egyptian  Bows. 


Of  the  form  or  structure  of  the  bow  we  can 
gather  almost  nothing.  It  seems  to  hive  been  bent 
with  the  aid  of  the  foot,  as  now,  for  the  word  com- 
monly used  for  it  is  "il"^"^-  <"  tread  (1  Chr.  v.  18, 
viii.  40;  2  Chr.  xiv.  8;  Is.  v.  18;  Ps.  vii.  12,  &c.). 
Bows  of  steel  (or  perhaps  brass,  ~  y^n3)  are 
mentioned  as  if  specially  strong  (2  Sam.  xxii.  35; 
Ps.  xviii.  34).     The  string  is  occasionally  named, 

"^0^.  or  "irT'P.  It  was  probably  at  first  some 
bind-weed  or  natural  cord,'  sinc6  the  same  word  is 
used  in  Judg.  xvi.  7-9  for  "green  withs." 

In  the  allusion  to  bows  in  1  Chr.  xii.  2,  it  will 
be  observed  that  the  sentence  in  the  original  stands 
"could  use  both  tlie  right  hand  and  the  left  in 
stones  and  arrows  out  of  a  bow,"  the  words  "  hurl- 
ing" and  "shooting"  being  interpolated  by  the 
translators.  It  is  ])ossible  that  a  kind  of  bow  for 
shooting  bullets  or  stones  is  here  alluded  to,  like 
the  pellet-l)ow  of  India,  or  the  "stone-lww"  in  use 
in  the  middle  ages  —  to  which  allusion  is  made  by 
Shakespeare  (Twelfth  Night,  ii.  5),  and  which  in 
Wisd.  v.  22  is  employed  as  tlie  translation  of  ir«- 
rpo$6Kos.  This  latter  word  occurs  in  the  LXX. 
text  of  1  .Sam.  xiv.  14,  in  a  curious  variation  of  a 
passage  which  in  the  Hebrew  is  hardly  intelligible  — 
4v  0o\l(rt,  Kol  iv  irfTpofi6\ois,  Kal  iv  kSx^oIi 
Tov  irtS'iov  ■  "  with  things  tlirown,  and  with  stone- 
bows,  and  with  flints  of  the  field."     If  this  he 
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accepted  as  the  true  reading,  we  have  here  by  com- 
parison with  xiv.  27,  43,  an  interesting  confirma- 
tion of  the  statement  (xiii.  19-22)  of  the  degree  to 
wliich  the  Philistines  had  deprived  the  people  of 
arms ;  leaving  to  the  king  himself  nothing  but  his 
faithfid  spear,  and  to  his  son,  no  sword,  no  shield, 
and  nothing  but  a  stone-bow  and  a  staff  (A.  V. 
"rod"). 

The  Arrows,  Chitzim   (D^?Jn),  were  carried 

in  a  quiver,  Theli  i^^^,  Gen.  xxvii.  3,  only),  or 

Ashpnh  (n^tt-'S,  Ps.  xxii.  6,  xlix.  2,  cxxvii.  4). 
From  an  allusion  in  Job  vi.  4,  they  would  seem  to 
have  been  sometimes  poisoned;  and  the  "sharp 
arrows  of  the  mighty  with  coals  of  juniper,"  in  Ps. 
cxx.  4,  may  point  to  a  practice  of  using  arrows 
with  some  burning  material  attached  to  them. 

4.  The  Sling,  KeJxC  (V  vj7),  is  first  mentioned 
in  Judg.  XX.  16,  where  we  hear  of  the  300  Benja- 
mites  who  with  their  left  hand  could  "  sling  stones 
at  an  hairbreadth,  and  not  miss."  The  simple 
weapon  with  which  David  killed  the  giant  Philis- 
tine was  the  natural  attendant  of  a  shepherd,  whose 
duty  it  was  to  keep  at  a  distance  and  drive  off  any- 
thing attempting  to  molest  his  flocks.  The  sling 
would  be  familiar  to  all  shepherds  and  keepers  of 
sheep,  and  tlierefore  the  bold  metaphor  of  Abigail 
has  a  natural  propriety  in  the  mouth  of  the  wife  of 
a  man  whose  {X)ssessions  in  flocks  were  so  great  as 
those  of  Nabal  —  "as  for  the  souls  of  thine  ene- 
mies, them  shall  God  sling  out,  as  out  of  the 
middle  of  a  sling"  (1  Sam.  xxv.  29). 

Later  in  the  monarchy  slingers  formed  part  of 
the  regular  army  (2  K.  iii.  25),  though  it  would 
seem  that  the  slings  there  mentioned  must  have 
been  more  ponderous  than  in  earlier  times,  and 
that  those  which  could  break  down  the  fortifications 
of  so  strong  a  place  as  Kir-haraseth  must  have 
been  more  like  the  engines  which  king  Uzziah  con- 
trived to  "shoot  great  stones"  (2  Chr.  xxvi.  15). 
In  verse  14  of  the  same  chapter  we  find  an  allusion 
(concealed  in  the  A.  V.  by  two  interpolated  words) 
to  stones  specially  adapted  for  slings  —  "  Uzziah 
prepared  throughout  all  the  host  shields  and  spears 
.  .  .  bows  and  sling-stones." 

11.  Passing  from  weapons  to  Armor  —  from  of- 
fensive to  defensive  arms  —  we  find  several  ref- 
erences to  what  was  apparently  armor  for  the  body. 

1.  The  Shiryon   (IV^W;  or  in  its  contracted 

form  ]^~1K-',  and  once  n^"ltt');  according  to  the 
LXX.  edpa^,  Vulg.  lorica, — a  Breastpi.atp;. 
This  occurs  in  the  description  of  the  arms  of  Go- 
liath-2^  ffi'i^ti^l?  lV-}tr,  a  "coat  of  mail," 
literally  a  "breastplate  of  scales"  (1  Sam.  xvii.  5), 
and  further  (38),  where  shiryon  alone  is  rendered 
"  coat  of  mail."  It  may  be  noticed  in  passing  that 
this  passage  contains  the  most  complete  inventory 
of  the  furniture  of  a  warrior  to  be  found  in  the 
whole  of  the  sacred  history.  Goliath  was  a  Philis- 
tine, and  the  minuteness  of  the  description  of  his 
equipment  may  be  due  either  to  the  fact  that  the 
Philistines  were  usually  better  armed  than  the  He- 
brews, or  to  the  impression  produced  by  the  con- 
trast on  this  particular  occasion  between  this  fuUy 
armed  champion  and  the  wretchedly  appointed 
soldiers  of  the  Israelite  host,  stripped  as  they  had 
been  very  shortly  before,  both  of  arms  and  of  the 
means  of  supplying  them,  so  completely  that  no 
11 
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smith  could  be  found  in  the  country,  nor  any 
weapons  seen  among  the  people,  and  that  even  the 
ordinary  implements  of  husbandry  had  to  be  re- 
paired and  sharpened  at  the  forges  of  the  con- 
querors (1  Sam.  xiii.  19-22.  Shiryon  also  occurs 
in  1  K.  xxii.  34,  and  2  Chr.  xviii.  33).  The  last 
cited  passage  is  very  obscure ;  the  A.  V.  follows  the 
Syriac  translation,  but  the  real  meaning  is  prob- 
ably "between  the  joints  and  the  breastplate." 
Ewald  reads  "between  the  loins  and  the  chest;" 
LXX.  and  Vulgate,  "  between  the  lungs  and  the 
breastbone."  It  is  further  found  in  2  Chr.  xxvi. 
14,  and  Neh.  iv.  16  ("habergeons"),  also  in  Job 
xli.  26  and  Is.  lix.  17.  This  word  has  furnished 
one  of  the  names  of  Mount  Hermon  (see  Deut.  iii. 
9;  Stanley,  p.  403),  a  parallel  to  which  is  found  in 
the  name  Sdipa^  given  to  Mount  Sipylus  in  Lydia. 

It  is  possible  that  in  Deut.  iv.  48,  Sion  ("j'S'^ip) 
is  a  corruption  of  shiryon  [or  slryon,  cf.  Jer.  li.  3]. 

2.  Another  piece  of  defensive  armor  was   the 

Tachara  (W"inPOj  which  is  mentioned  but  twice, 
namely,  in  reference  to  the  Mt'il  or  gown  of  the 
priast,  which  is  said  to  have  had  a  hole  in  the 
middle  for  the  head,  with  a  hem  or  bmding  round 
the  hole  "  as  it  were  the  '  mouth '  of  an  habergeon  " 

(M"inn),  to  prevent  the  stuff  from  tearing  (Ex 
xxviii.  32).  The  English  "  habergeon,"  was  the 
diminutive  of  the  "hauberk"  and  was  a  quilted 
shirt  or  doublet  put  on  over  the  head. 

3.  The  Heljiet  is  but  seldom  mentioned.  The 
word  for  it  is  Coba'  (2?313,  or  twice  373^P),  from 
a  root  signifying  to  be  high  and  round.  Reference 
is  made  to  it  in  1  Sam.  xvii.  5 ;  2  Chr.  xxvi.  14 ; 
Ez.  xxvii.  10. 


Assyrian  Helmets. 

4.  Greaves,  or  defenses  for  the  feet  (not  "legs" 
as  in  the  A.  V.)  —  nn^D,  Mitzchah,  made  of 

brass,  HC^np  —  are  named  in   1    Sam.  xvii.  6, 
only. 

Of  the  defensive  arms  borne  by  the  warrior  the 
notices  are  hardly  less  scanty  than  those  just  ex- 
amined. 

5.  Two  kinds  of  Shield  are  distinguishable. 

a.  The  Tzinnah  (713^;  from  a  root  )3!?,  to 
protect).  This  was  the  large  shield,  encompassing 
(Ps.  V.  12)  and  forming  a  protection  for  the  whole 
person.  When  not  in  actual  conflict,  the  tzinnah 
was  carried  before  the  warrior  (1  Sam.  xvii.  7,  41). 
The  definite  article  in  the  former  passage  ("  the  " 
shield,  not  "  a  shield  "  as  in  the  A.  V.)  denotes  the 
importance  of  the  weapon.  The  word  is  used  with 
romach  (1  Chr.  xii.  8,  24:  2  Chr.  xi.  12,  &c.)  and 
chanith  (1  Chr.  xii.  34)  as  a  formula  for  weapons 
generally. 
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6.  Of  smaller  dimensions  was  the  Magen  (7.2^, 

from  ^33,  to  cover),  a  buckler  or  target,  probably 
for  use  in  hand  to  hand  fight.  The  difference  in 
size  between  this  and  the  tzinnah  is  evident  from 
1  K.  X.  16,  17;  2  Chr.  ix.  15,  16,  where  a  much 
larger  quantity  of  gold  is  named  as  being  used  for 
the  latter  than  for  the  former.  The  portability  of 
the  mngen  may  be  inferred  from  the  notice  in  2 
Chr.  xii.  9,  10;  and  perhaps  also  from  2  Sam.  i. 
21.     The  word  is  a  favorite  one  with  the  poets  of 


Assyrian  Shields.  Egyptian  Shield. 

the  Bible  (see  Job  xv.  2G;  Ps.  iii.  3,  xviii.  2,  &c.). 
Like  tzinnah,  it  occurs  in  the  formulistic  expres- 
sions for  weapons  of  war,  but  usually  coupled  with 
light  weapons  —  the  bow  (2  Chr.  xiv.  8,  xvii.  17), 

darts,    n^27  (2  Chr.  xxxii.  5). 

6.  What  kind  of  arm  was  the  Shelet  (t3^t£7) 
it  is  impossible  to  determine.  By  some  translators 
it  is  rendered  a  "quiver,"  by  some  "weapons" 
generally,  by  others  a  "shield."  AVhether  either 
or  none  of  these  are  correct,  it  is  clear  that  the 
word  had  a  very  individual  sense  at  the  time.  It 
denoted  certain  special  weapons  taken  by  David 
from  Hadadezer  king  of  Zobah  (2  Sam.  viii.  7;  1 
Chr.  xviii.  7),  and  dedicated  in  the  temple,  where 
they  did  service  on  the  memorable  occasion  of 
Joash's  proclamation  (2  K.  xi.  10;  2  Chr.  xxiii.  9), 
and  where  their  remembrance  long  lingered  (Cant. 
iv.  4).  From  the  fact  that  these  arms  were  of 
gold  it  would  seem  that  they  cannot  have  been  for 
offense. 

In  the  two  other  passages  of  its  occurrence  (Jer. 
li.  11;  Ez.  xxvii.  11)  the  word  has  the  force  of 
a.  foreign  arm.  G. 

ARMY.  I.  Jewish  Army.  —  The  military 
organization  of  the  Jews  commenced  with  their  de- 
parture from  the  land  of  l'4?J'pt,  and  was  adapted 
to  the  nature  of  the  expedition  on  which  they  then 
entered.  Every  man  above  20  years  of  age  was  a 
soldier  (Num.  i.  3):  each  tribe  formed  a  regiment, 
with  its  own  banner  and  its  own  leader  (Num.  ii. 
2,  X.  14):  their  positions  in  the  camp  or  on  the 
march  were  accurately  fixed  (Num.  ii.):  the  whole 
army  started  and  stopped  at  a  given  signal  (Num. 
X.  5,  6):  thus  they  came  up  out  of  Egypt  ready  for 
the  fight  (Ex.  xiii.  18).  That  the  Israelites  pre- 
■  served  the  same  exact  order  throughout  their  march, 
may  be  inferred  from  lialaam's  language  (Num. 
xxiv.  6).  On  the  approach  of  an  enemy,  a  con- 
scription was  made  from  the  general  body  under  the 
direction   of  a  muster-master    (originally   named 

"l^ic',  Deut.  XX.  5,  "officer,"  afterwards  ^S'lD, 
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2  K.  XXV.  19,  "  scribe  of  the  host,"  both  terms  oc- 
curring, however,  together  in  2  Chr.  xxvi.  11,  the 
meaning  of  each  being  primarily  a  mt-iter  or  sci-ibe ), 
by  whom  also  the  officers  were  appointed  (Deut.  xx. 
9).  From  the  number  so  selected,  some  might  be 
excused  serving  on  certain  specified  grounds  (Deut. 
XX.  5-8;  1  Ma€c.  iii.  56).  The  army  was  then  di- 
vided into  thousands  and  hundreds  under  their  re- 
spective captains  (c^^bsn  '^-w,  ry^^y^ri  nif, 

Num  xxxi.  14),  and  still  further  into  families 
(Num.  ii.  34;  2  (;hr.  xxv.  5,  xxvi.  12)  —  the  family 
being  regarded  as  the  unit  in  the  Jewish  pohty. 
From  the  time  the  Israelites  entered  the  land  of 
Canaan  until  the  estalJishment  of  the  kingdom, 
little  progress  was  made  in  mihtary  aflairs.  Their 
wars  resembled  border  forays,  and  the  tactics 
turned  upon  stratagem  rather  than  upon  the  dis- 
cipline and  disposition  of  the  forces.  Skillfully 
avaiUng  themselves  of  the  opportunities  which  the 
country  offered,  they  gained  the  victory  sometimes 
by  an  ambush  (Josh.  viii.  4);  sometimes  by  sur- 
prising the  enemy  (Josh.  x.  9,  xi.  7;  Judg.  vii.  21); 
and  sometimes  by  a  judicious  attack  at  the  time  of 
fording  a  river  (Judg.  iii.  28,  iv.  7,  vii.  24,  xii.  5). 
No  general  muster  was  made  at  this  period ;  but 
the  combatants  were  summoned  on  the  spur  of  the 
moment  either  by  trumpet-call  (Judg.  iii.  27),  by 
messengers  (Judg.  vi.  35),  by  some  significant  token 
(1  Sam.  xi.  7),  or,  as  in  later  times,  by  the  erection 

of  a  standard  (D_3,  Is.  xviii.  3;  Jer.  iv.  21,  U.  27), 
or  a  beacon-fire  on  an  eminence  (Jer.  vi.  1). 

With  the  kings  arose  the  custom  of  maintaining 
a  body-guard,  which  formed  the  nucleus  of  a  stand- 
ing army.  Thus  Saul  had  a  band  of  3000  select 
wan-iors  (1  Sam.  xiii.  2,  xiv.  52,  xxiv.  2),  and  Da- 
vid, before  his  accession  to  the  throne,  600  (1  Sam. 
xxiii.  13,  xxv.  13).  This  band  he  retained  after  he 
became  king,  and  added  the  Cheretiiites  and 
Pelethites  (2  Sam.  xv.  18,  xx.  7),  together  with 

another  class,  whose  name  ShalUhhn  (ff^tT'^^ir, 
rpiffTdrai,  LXX.)  has  been  variously  interpreted 
to  mean  (1)  a  corps  of  veteran  guards  =  Roman 
triarii  (Winer,  s.  v.,  Kriegsherr);  (2)  charioU 
warriors,  as  being  three  in  each  chariot  (Gesen. 
Thes.  p.  1429);  (3)  officers  of  the  guard,  thirty 
in  number  (Ewald,  Gesdi.  ii.  601).  The  fact  that 
the  Flgyptian  war-chariot,  with  which  the  Jews 
were  first  acquainted,  contained  but  two  warriors, 
forms  an  objection  to  the  second  of  these  opinions 
(Wilkinson,  Anc.  Egypt,  i.  335),  and  the  frequent 
use  of  the  term  in  the  singular  numter  (2  K.  vii. 
2,  ix.  25,  XV.  25)  to  the  third.  Whatever  be  the 
meaning  of  the  name,  it  is  evident  that  it  indicated 

officers  of  high  rank,  the  chief  of  whom  (K?"*yti'rT, 
"lord,"  2  K.  vii.  2,  or  D''ttJbtJ>n  tTb^n,  "  chief 

of  the  captains,"  1  Chr.  xii.  18)  was  immediately 
about  the  king's  person,  as  adjutant  or  secretary-at- 
war.  David  further  organized  a  national  militia, 
divided  into  twelve  regiments,  each  of  which  waa 
called  out  for  one  month  in  the  year  under  their 
respective  officers  (1  Chr.  xxvii.  1);  at  the  head 
of  the  army  when  in  active  service  he  appouited  a 

commander-in-chief  (S!3^'~1B7,  "captain  of  the 
host,"  1  Sam.  xiv.  50). 

Hitherto  the  army  had  consisted  entirely  of  in- 
fantry (^7?^,  1  Sam.  iv.  10,  xv.  4),  the  use  of 
horses  having  been  restrained  by  divine  command 
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(l)eut.  xvii.  16).  The  Jews  had,  however,  experi- 
enced the  great  advantage  to  be  obtained  by  char- 
iots, both  in  their  encounters  with  the  Canaanites 
(Josh.  xvii.  16;  Judg.  i.  19),  and  at  a  later  period 
with  the  Syrians  (2  Sam.  viii.  4,  x.  18).  The  ul- 
terior of  Palestine  was  indeed  generally  unsuited 
to  the  use  of  chariots.  The  Canaanites  had  era- 
ployed  them  only  in  the  plains  and  valleys,  such  as 
Jezreel  (Josh.  xvii.  16),  the  plain  of  I'hilistia  (Judg. 
i.  19;  1  Sam.  xiii.  5),  and  the  up[)er  valley  of  the 
Jordan  (Josh.  xi.  9;  Judg.  iv.  3).  But  the  border, 
both  on  the  side  of  Egypt  and  Syria,  was  admi- 
rably adapted  to  their  use ;  and  accordingly  we  fuid 
that  as  the  foreign  relations  of  the  kingdoms  ex- 
tended, much  importance  was  attached  to  them. 
Uavid  had  reserved  a  hundred  chariots  from  the 
spoil  of  the  Syrians  (2  Sam.  viii.  4).  These  prob- 
ably served  as  the  foundation  of  the  force  which 
Solomon  afterwards  enlarged  through  his  alliance 
with  Kgypt  (1  K.  x.  28,  29),  and  applied  to  the 
protection  of  his  border,  stations  or  barracks  being 
erected  for  them  in  different  localities  (1  K.  ix.  19). 
The  force  amounted  to  1400  chariots,  4000  horses, 
at  the  rate  (in  round  numbers)  of  three  horses  for 
each  chariot,  the  third  being  kept  as  a  reserve,  and 
12,000  horsemen  (1  K.  x.  20;  2  Chr.  i.  14).  At 
this  period  the  organization  of  the  army  was  com- 
plete ;  and  we  have,  in  1  K.  ix.  22,  apparently  a 
list  of  the  various  gradations  of  rank  m  the  ser- 
vice, as  follows:  — (I)  n*2nb?3n  U^-'^S,  "men 
of  war  "  =^prwates ;  (2)  □'^"T^}^,  "  servants,"  the 
lowest  rank  of  officers  =  lieutenants ;  (-3)  C^'jtt?, 

" princes "  =  c«/»<«»ts;  (4)  D'^B?^ /C?,  "captains," 
already    noticed,     perhaps  =  stojf"- oncers ;     (5) 

2."?T:7  V.^.  and  a'^tt^n^n  >nW,  "rulers  of 
his  chariots  and  his  horsemen  "  =  cavalry  officers. 

It  does  not  appear  that  the  system  established  by 
David  was  maintained  by  the  kings  of  Judah ;  but 
in  Israel  the  proximity  of  the  hostile  kingdom  of 
Syria  necessitated  the  maintenance  of  a  standing 
anny.  The  militia  was  occasionally  called  out  in 
time  of  peace,  as  by  Asa  (2  Chr.  xiv.  8),  by  Je- 
hoshaphat  (2  Chr.  xvii.  14),  by  Amaziah  (2  Chr. 
XXV.  5),  and  lastly  by  Uzziah  (2  Chr.  xxvi.  11); 
but  these  notices  prove  that  such  cases  were  ex- 
ceptional. On  the  other  hand  the  incidental  notices 
of  the  Ijody-guard  lead  to  the  conclusion  that  it 
was  regularly  kept  up  (1  K.  xiv.  28;  2  K.  xi.  4, 
11).  Occasional  reference  is  made  to  war-chariots 
(2  K.  viii.  21),  and  it  would  appear  that  this  branch 
of  the  service  was  maintained,  until  the  wars  with 
the  Syrians  weakened  the  resources  of  the  king- 
dom (2  K.  xiii.  7).  It  was  restored  by  Jotham 
(Is.  ii.  7),  but  in  Hezekiah's  reign  no  force  of  the 
kind  could  be  maintained,  and  the  .Jews  were 
obliged  to  seek  the  aid  of  Eg\-pt  for  horses  and 
chariots  (2  K.  xviii.  2-3,  24).  This  was  an  evident 
breach  of  the  injunction  in  Deut.  xvii.  16,  and  met 
with  strong  reprobation  on  the  part  of  the  prophet 
Isaiah  (xxxi.  1). 

With  regard  to  the  arrangement  and  maneu- 
vering of  the  army  in  the  field,  we  know  but  little. 
A  division  into  three  bodies  is  frequently  mentioned 
(.Judg.  vli.  16,  ix.  43;  1  Sam.  xi.  11;  2  Sam. 
xviii.  2).  Such  a  di\-ision  served  various  purposes. 
In  action  there  would  be  a  centre  and  two  wings ; 
in  camp,  relays  for  the  night-watches  (Judg.  vii. 
19);  and  by  the  combination  of  two  of  the  di- 
visions, there  would  be  a  main  body  and  a  resen-e. 


ARMY  163 

or  a  strong  advanced  guard  (1  Sam.  xiii.  2,  xxv. 
13).  Jehoshaphat  divided  his  army  into  five  bodies, 
corresponding,  according  to  Ewald  (Geschichte,  iii. 
192),  to  the  geographical  divisions  of  the  kingdom 
at  that  time.  May  not,  however,  the  threefold 
principle  of  division  be  noticed  here  also,  the  heavy- 
anned  troops  of  Judah  being  considered  as  the 
proper  army,  and  the  two  divisions  of  light-armed 
of  the  tribe  of  Benjamin  as  an  appendage  (2  Chr. 
xvii.  14-18)? 

The  maintenance  and  equipment  of  the  soldiers 
at  the  public  expense  dates  from  the  establishment 
of  a  standing  army,  before  which  each  soldier  armed 
himself,  and  obtained  his  food  either  by  voluntary 
offerings  (2  Sam.  xvii.  28,  29),  by  forced  exactions 
(1  Sam.  xxv.  13),  or  by  the  natural  resources  of 
the  country  (1  Sam.  xiv.  27).  On  one  occasion 
only  do  we  hear  of  any  systematic  arrangement  for 
provisioning  the  host  (Judg.  xx.  10).  It  is  doubt- 
ful whether  the  soldier  ever  received  pay  even  under 
the  kings  (the  only  instance  of  pay  being  mentioned 
applies  to  mercenaries,  2  Chr.  xxv.  6 ) ;  but  that  he 
was  maintained,  while  on  active  service,  and  pro- 
vided with  arms,  appears  from  1  K.  iv.  27,  x.  16, 
17 ;  2  Chr.  xxvi.  14.  Notices  occur  of  an  arsenal 
or  armory,  in  which  the  weapons  were  stored  (1  K. 
xiv.  28;  Neh.  iii.  19;  Cant.  iv.  4). 

The  numerical  strength  of  the  Jewish  army 
cannot  be  ascertained  with  any  degree  of  accuracy. 
The  numbers,  as  given  in  the  text,  are  manifestly 
incorrect,  and  the  discrepancies  in  the  various  state- 
ments irreconcilable.  At  the  Exodus  the  number 
of  the  warriors  was  600,000  (Ex.  xii.  37),  or  603,- 
350  (Ex.  xxxviii.  26;  Num.  i.  46);  at  the  entrance 
into  Canaan,  601,730  (Num.  xxvi.  51).  In  Da- 
vid's time  the  army  amounted,  according  to  one 
statement  (2  Sam.  xxiv.  9),  to  1,300,000,  namely, 
800,000  for  Israel  and  500,000  for  Judali;  but  ac- 
cording to  another  statement  (1  Chr.  xxi.  5,  6)  to 
1,470,000,  namely,  1,000,000  for  Israel  and  470,000 
for  Judah.  The  militia  at  the  same  period 
amountetl  to  24,000  X  12  =  288,000  (1  Chr.  xxvii. 
1  ff.).  At  a  later  iieriod  the  anny  of  Judah  under 
Abijah  is  statefl  at  400,000,  and  that  of  Israel 
under  Jeroljoam  at  300,000  (2  Chr.  xiii.  3).  Still 
later,  Asa's  army,  derived  from  tlie  tribes  of  Judah 
and  Benjamin  alone,  is  put  at  580,000  (2  Chr.  xiv 
8),  and  Jehoshaphat's  at  1,160,000  (2  Chr.  xvii. 
14  ff.). 

Little  need  be  said  on  this  sulyect  with  regard  to 
the  period  that  succeeded  the  return  from  the  Baby- 
lonish captivity  until  the  organization  of  military 
affairs  in  Judaea  under  the  Romans.  The  system 
adopted  by  Judas  ilaccabaeus  was  in  strict  con- 
formity with  the  Mosaic  law  (1  Mace.  iii.  55);  and 
though  he  maintained  a  standing  army,  varjing 
from  3000  to  6000  men  (1  Mace.  iv.  6;  2  Mace, 
viii.  16),  yet  the  custom  of  paying  the  soldiers  ap- 
pears to  have  been  still  unknown,  and  to  have 
originated  with  Simon  (1  Mace.  xiv.  32).  The  in- 
troduction of  mercenaries  commenced  with  John 
Hyrcanus,  who,  according  to  Josephus  (Ant.,  xiii. 
8,  §  4),  rifled  the  tombs  of  the  kings  in  order  to 
pay  them.  The  intestine  commotions  that  pre- 
vailed in  the  reign  of  ^Vlexander  Jannneus  obliged 
him  to  increase  the  number  to  6200  men  (.Joseph. 
Ant.  xiii.  13,  §  5,  14,  §  1);  and  the  same  policy 
was  followed  by  Alexandra  (Ant.  xiii.  16,  §  2)  and 
by  Herod  the  Great,  who  had  in  his  pay  Thracian, 
German,  and  Gallic  troops  (Ant.  xvii.  8,  §  3).  The 
discipline  and  arrangement  of  the  army  ^'as  grad- 
ually assimilated  to  that  of  the  Romans,  and  the 
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titles  of  the  officers  borrowed  from  it  (Joseph.  B. 
J.  ii.  20,  §  7). 

II.  KosiAN  Army.  —  The  Roman  army  was 
divided  into  legions,  the  number  of  which  vai'ied 
considerably,  each  under  six  ti-ihvni  (xt\lapxos, 
'•chief  captain,"  Acts  xxi.  -31),  who  commanded 
by  turns.  The  legion  \^as  subdivided  into  ten  co- 
horts (ffiTflpa,  "baud,"  Acts  x.  1),  the  cohort  into 
three  maniples,  and  the  maniple  into  two  centuries, 
containing  originally  100  men,  as  the  name  implies, 
but  subsequently  from  50  to  100  men,  according  to 
the  strength  of  the  legion.  There  were  thus  60 
centuries  in  a  legion,  each  under  the  command  of  a 
centurion  (iKaTovTdpxv^,  Acts  x.  1,  22;  eKaT6v- 
rapxos.  Matt.  viii.  5,  xxvii.  54).  In  addition  to 
the  legionary  cohorts,  independent  cohorts  of  vol- 
unteers served  under  the  Konian  standards;  and 
Biscoe  {History  of  Acts,  p.  220)  supposes  that  all 
the  lioman  forces  stationed  in  Judiva  were  of  this 
class.  Josephus  speaks  of  five  cohorts  as  stationed 
at  Cfesarea  at  the  time  of  Herod  Agrippa's  death" 
(Ant.  xix.  9,  §  2),  and  frequently  mentions  that 
the  inhabitants  of  Cfesarea  and  Sebaste  served  in 
the  ranks  (Ant.  xx.  8,  §  7).  One  of  these  cohorts 
was  named  the  Italian  (Acts  x.  1),  not  as  being  a 
portion  of  the  ItftUca  legio  (for  this  was  not  em- 
bodied until  Nero's  reign),  but  as  consisting  of 
volunteers  from  Italy  ("  Cohors  militum  voluntaria, 
quae  est  in  S3Tia,"  Gruter,  Inscr.  i.  4-34).  This 
cohort  probably  acted  as  the  body-guard  of  the  proc- 
urator. The  cohort  named  "Augustus's"  (aiTflpa 
Se^oo-T^,  Acts  xxvii.  1)  may  have  consisted  of  the 
volunteers  from  Sebaste  (B.  J.  ii.  12,  §  5;  Biscoe, 
p.  22-3).  Winer,  however,  thinks  that  it  was  a 
cohors  Auyusta,  similar  to  the  Ufjio  Augusta 
(Realw.  s.  v.  Riimev).  The  head-quarters  of  the 
Koman  forces  in  Judwa  were  at  Coesarea.  A  single 
cohort  was  probably  stationed  at  .lerusalem  as  the 
ordinary  guard.  At  the  time  of  the  great  feasts, 
however,  and  on  other  public  occasions,  a  larger 
force  was  sent  up,  for  the  sake  of  preserving  order 
(B.  J.  ii.  12,  §  1,  15,  §  3).  Frequent  disturbances 
arose  in  reference  to  the  images  and  other  emlilems 
carried  by  the  Roman  troops  among  their  military 
ensigns,  which  the  Jews  regarded  as  idolatrous: 
deference  was  paid  to  their  prejudices  by  a  removal 
of  the  objects  from  Jerusalem  (Ant.  xviii.  3,  §  1,  5, 
§  3).  The  ordinary  guard  consisted  of  four  sol- 
diers (rfrpa^iov,  "  quaternion  "),  of  which  there 
were  four,  corresixmding  to  the  four  watches  of  the 
night,  who  relieved  each  other  every  three  hours 
(Acts  xii.  4;  cf.  John  xix.  23;  Polyb.  vi.  33,  §  7). 
WTien  in  charge  of  a  prisoner,  two  watched  outside 
tlie  door  of  the  cell,  while  the  other  two  were  in- 
side (Acts  xii.  C).  The  officer  mentioned  in  Acts 
xxviii.  16  (erTpaT07re5{{pxi7s,  "captain  of  the 
guard")  was  perhaps  the  prwf'ectiis  jyrcetorio,  or 
commander  of  the  Praetorian  troops,  to  whose  care 
prisoners  from  the  provinces  were  usually  consigned 
(Plin.  Kp.  X.  65).  The  8«{i<{Ao/3ot  (Innceai-ii,  Vulg. ; 
"spearmen,"  A.  V.),  noticed  in  Acts  xxiii.  23,  ap- 
pear to  liave  Ijeen  light-anned,  irregular  troops. 
The  origin  of  the  name  is,  however,  quite  uncertain 
(Alford,  Comm.  in  I.  c).  W.  L.  B. 

AR'NA  (Ama),  one  of  the  forefathers  of  Ezra 
(2  E.sdr.  i.  2),  occupying  the  place  of  Zerahiah  or 
Zaraias  in  his  genealogy. 

AR'NAJSr   (13^S   [active]:   'Opvd;   [Comp. 
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'Apvdi/:]  Ai-nan).  In  the  received  Hebrew  text 
"the  sons  of  Aman  "  are  mentioned  in  the  geneal- 
ogy of  Zerubbabel  (1  Chr.  iii.  21).  But  according 
to  the  reading  of  the  LXX.,  Vulgate,  and  Syriac 
versions,  which  lioubigant  adopts;  Aman  was  the 
sou  of  Rephaiah.  W.  A.  W. 

AR'NON  (]13'jS:  derivable,  according  to 
Ges.,  T/ies.  p.  153,  from  roots  signifying  "  swift " 
or   "  noisy,"   either  suiting  the  character  of  the 

stream:  ^Apvwy'  Ai-non),  the  river  (  T^,  ac- 
curately "torrent")  which  fonned  the  boundary 
between  Moab  and  the  Amorites,  on  the  north  of 
Moab  (Num.  xxi.  13,  14,  24,  26;  Judg.  xi.  22), 
and  afterwards  between  Moab  and  Israel  (Reuben) 
(Deut.  ii.  24,  36,  iii.  8,  12,  16,  iv.  48;  Josh.  xii.  1. 
2,  xiii.  9,  16;  Judg.  xi.  13,  26).  From  Judg.  xi. 
18,  it  would  seem  to  have  been  also  the  east  border 
of  Moab.«  See  also  2  K.  x.  33 ;  Jer.  xlviii.  20. 
In  many  of  the  above  passages  it  occurs  in  the  for- 
mula for  the  site  of  Aroer,  "  which  is  by  the  brink 
of  the  river  Amon."  In  Numbers  it  is  simply 
"  Amon,"  but  in  Deut.  and  Joshua  generally  "  the 
river  A."  (A.  V.  sometimes  "river  of  A.").  Isaiali 
(xvi.  2)  mentions  its  fords;  and  in  Judg.  xi.  26  a 

word  of  rare  occurrence  {1^,  hand,  comp.  Num. 
xiii.  29)  is  used  for  the  sides  of  the  stream.  The 
"  high  places  of  A."  (HlttS,  a  word  which  gen- 
erally refers  to  worship)  are  mentioned  in  Num.  xxi. 
28.  By  Josephus  (Ant.  iv.  6,  §  1)  it  is  described 
as  rising  in  the  mountains  of  Arabia  and  flowing 
through  all  the  wilderness  (fprjfios)  till  it  falls  into 
the  Dead  Sea.  In  the  time  of  Jerome  it  was  still 
known  as  Amon ;  but  in  the  Samarito-Arabic  ver- 
sion of  the  Pentateuch  by  AbQ  Said  (10th  to  12th 
cent.)  it  is  given  as  d-Mqjeb.  There  can  be  no 
doubt  that  the  Wady  el-Myab  of  the  present  day 
is  the  Amon.  It  has  been  visited  and  described 
by  Burckhardt  (pp.  372-375);  Irby  (p.  142);  and 
Seetzen  (Beise,  1854,  ii.  347;  and  in  Ritter,  Syria, 
p.  1195).  I'he  ravine  through  which  it  flows  is 
still  the  "  locum  vallis  in  prwrupta  deniersae  satis 
horribilera  et  periculosum  "  which  it  was  in  the 
days  of  Jerome  ( Onom. ).  The  Roman  road  from 
liabba  to  Dhiban  crosses  it  at  about  two  hours'  dis- 
tance from  the  fonner.  On  the  south  edge  of  the 
ravine  are  some  ruins  called  Mehntet  el-I/aj,  and 
on  the  north  edge,  directly  opposite,  those  still  bear- 
ing the  name  of  ^Arcfir  [Akdkk].  The  width 
across  between  these  two  spots  seemed  to  Burck- 
hardt to  be  about  two  miles,  —  the  descent  on  the 
south  side  to  the  water  occupied  Irby  1 J  hours,  — 
"  extremely  steep  "  (Jerome,  per  abrupta  descen- 
dens),  and  almost  impassable  "with  rocks  and 
stones.''  On  each  face  of  the  ravine  traces  of  the 
paved  Roman  road  are  still  found,  with  mile-stones; 
and  one  arch  of  a  bridge,  31  feet  6  inches  in  span, 
is  standing.  The  stream  runs  through  a  level  strip 
of  gra.ss  some  40  yards  in  width,  with  a  few  olean- 
ders iind  willows  on  the  margin.  This  was  in  June 
and  Jidy,  but  the  water  must  often  be  niucli  more 
swollen,  many  water-worn  rocks  lying  far  above  its 
then  level. 

Where  it  bursts  into  the  Dead  Sea  this  stream 
is  82  ft.,  wide  and  4  ft.  deep,  flowing  through  a 
chasm  with  j)erj)endicular  sides  of  red,  brown,  and 
yellow  sandstone,  97  ft.  wide  (romantische  Felsen- 


<»  This  appears  to  have  been  the  branch  called  the    Kntrnne,  joinini;;  the  Waiiy  Mojeb,  two  or  three  miles 
Sell  tS'SaXdehf  which  flows  N.  W.  from   Kalaat  el-   eaot  from  ^Ar&Ur. 
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thor:  Seetzen).  It  then  runs  through  the  delta  in 
a  S.  W.  course,  narrowing  as  it  goes,  and  is  10  ft. 
deep  where  its  waters  meet  those  of  the  Dead  Sea. 
(Lynch,  RejMrt,  May  3,  1847,  p.  20.) 

According  to  the  information  given  to  Burck- 
hardt,  its  principal  source  is  near  K-itrane,  on  the 
Haj  route.  Hence,  under  the  name  of  Seil  es- 
Sakkh,  it  flows  N.  W.  to  its  junction  with  the  \V. 
Lejiim,  one  hour  E.  of  'Ai-d'ir,  and  then,  as  11''. 
M<>/cb,  more  directly  \V.  to  the  Dead  Sea.  The 
IV.  Mojtb  receives  on  the  north  the  streams  of 
the  ir.  Walt,  and  on  the  south  those  of  W.  She- 
klk  and   W.  Saliheh  (S). 

At  its  junction  with  the  Lejuin  is  a  piece  of 
pasture  ground,  in  the  midst  of  which  stands  a 
hill  with  ruins  on  it  (Burck.  p.  374).  May  not 
these  ruins  be  the  site  of  the  mysterious  "  city  that 
is  in  the  midst  of  the  river"  (.losh.  xiii.  9,  IC; 
Deut.  ii.  36),  so  often  coupled  with  Aroer?  From 
the  above  description  of  the  ravine  it  is  plain  that 
that  city  cannot  have  been  situated  immediately 
below  Aroer,  as  has  been  conjectured.  G. 

A'ROD  ("TT^S  \descendani,Y'\XTsi\:  ['ApooSi; 
Yat.i  ApoSet,  2.  m.  ApoaSei  ;  Comp.  'ApoaS:] 
Aiod),  a  son  of  Gad  (Num.  xxvi.  17),  called  Arodi 

(^"T"1~1S)  in  Gen.  xlvi.  16.  His  family  are  called 
THE  Arodites  (Num.  xxvi.  17). 

AR'ODI  C'l'lS.-  'ApoTjSets;  Alex.  AporjSis: 
Ai-odi).     Arod  the  son  of  Gad  (Gen.  xlvi.  16). 

A'RODITES,  THE  (^I^S^H :  ^  'ApoaSr 
[Vat.  -Set] :  Aroditce).  Descendants  of  Arod  the 
son  of  Gad  (Num.  xxvi.  17).  "W.  A.  W. 

AR'OER  ("I37'"iy,  occasionally  l^^'liy,  = 
rnins,  places  of  which  the  foundations  are  laid  bare, 
Gesenius:"  ^Aporip-  Aroei'),  tlie  name  of  several 
towns  of  Eastern  and  Western  Palestine. 

1.  [In  Josh.  xii.  2,  Kom.  and  Vat.  M.  ^ApvwV, 
in  .ler.  xlviii.  19,  Kom.  ^Ap-fjp.]  A  city  "  by  the 
brink,"  or  "on  the  bank  of"  (both  the  same  ex- 
pression —  "  on  the  Up  "  ^  or  "  by  "  the  torrent  Ar- 
non,  the  southern  point  of  the  territory  of  Sihon 
king  of  the  Amorites,''  and  afterwards  of  the  tribe 
of  lieuben  (Deut.  ii.  36,  iii.  12,  iv.  48;  Josh.  xii. 
2,  xiii.  9,  16;  Judg.  xi.  26; «  2  K.  x.  33;  1  Chr. 
v.  8),  but  later  again  in  possession  of  Moab  (.Ter. 
xlviii.  19).  It  is  described  in  the  Onomasticon 
(Aroer)  as  ^^  usque  kodie  in,  vertice  mantis,'''  ^^  su- 
per riiviiii  (■^(ixos)  torrentis  Anion,''  an  account 
agreeing  exactly  with  that  of  the  only  traveller  of 
modern  times  who  has  noticed  the  site,  namely, 
Burckhardt,  who  found  ruins  with  the  name  'Ard'ir 
on  the  old  Roman  road,  upon  the  very  edge  of  the 
precipitous  north  bank  of  the  Wady  Slojeb.  [Ak- 
Kf)X.]  Like  all  the  topography  east  of  the  Jordan, 
this  site  requires  further  examination.  Aroer  is 
often  mentioned  in  connection  with  the  city  that  is 
"  in,"  or  "  in  the  midst  of,"  "  the  river."  The  na- 
ture of  the  cleft  through  which  tlie  Anion  flows  is 
such  that  it  is  impossible  there  can  have  been  any 
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«  May  it  not  with  equal  probability  be  derived  from 
^17"^P,  juniper,  the  modern  Arabic  ''Arar  (see  Rob. 
ii.  124,  note)?  Comp.  Luz,  Rimmon,  Tappuach,  and 
other  places  deriving  their  names  from  trees. 

''  From  the  omission  of  the  name  in  the  remark- 
able fragment.  Num.  xxi.  27-30,  where  the  principal 
places  taken  by  the  Amorites  from  Moab  are  named, 
Aroer  would  appear  not  to  be  one  of  the  very  oldest 
ijties      Possibly  it  was  built  by  the  Amorites  after 


town  in  such  a  position  immediately  near  Aroer ;  but 
a  suggestion  has  been  made  above  [Arnon],  which 
on  investigation  of  the  spot  may  clear  up  this  point. 

2.  [In  Josh.  xiii.  25,  Rom.  and  Vat.  M.  'Ap- 

oj8a.]  Aroer  "that  is  'facing'  (\59"by)  Kab- 
bah" (Kabbah  of  Amnion),  a  town  "built"  by 
and  belonging  to  Gad  (Num.  xxxii.  34;  Josh.  xiii. 
25;  2  Sam.  xxiv.  5).  This  is  probably  the  place 
mentioned  in  Judg.  xi.  33,  which  was  shown  in 
Jerome's  time  ( Onom.  Aruir)  "  in  monte,  vigesimo 
ab  ^Elia  lapide  ad  septentrionem."  Kitter  (Syria, 
p.  1130)  suggests  an  identification  with  Ayra,  found 
by  Burckhardt  2i  hours  S.  W.  of  es-SalL  There 
is  considerable  difference  however  in  the  radical 
letters  of  the  two  words,  the  second  Ain  not  being 
present. 

3.  Aroer,  in  Is.  x\ii.  2,  if  a  place  at  all,''  must 
be  still  further  north  than  either  of  the  two  already 
named,  and  dependent  on  Damascus.  Gesenius, 
however,  takes  it  to  be  Aroer  of  Gad,  and  the  "  for- 
saken "  state  of  its  cities  to  be  the  result  of  the 
deportation  of  Galilee  and  Gilead  by  Tiglath-Pileser 
(2  K.  XV.  29).     See  Ges.  Jesaia,  p.  556. 

4.  A  town  in  Judah,  named  only  in  1  Sam.  xxx. 
28.  Robinson  (ii.  199)  believes  that  he  has  iden- 
tified its  site  in  Wady  ''Ar'drah,  on  the  road  from 
Petra  to  Gaza,  about  11  miles  W.  S.  W.  of  Bir 
es-Seba,  a  position  which  agrees  very  fairly  with 
the  slight  indications  of  the  text.  G. 

AR'OERITE  [''~!??*~l?  :  'Apapl,  Vat.  Alex. 
-pfL-  Aroi-ites].  Hothan  the  Aroerite  was  the 
father  of  two  of  David's  chief  captains  (1  Chr.  xi. 

44). 

A'ROM  (,'Ap6n;  [Aid.  'Apd/j.:]  Asonus).  The 
"sons  of  Arom,"  to  the  number  of  32,  are  enu- 
merated in  1  Esdr.  v.  16  among  those  who  returned 
with  Zorobabel.  Unless  it  is  a  mistake  for  Asom, 
and  represents  Hashum  in  Ezr.  ii.  19,  it  has  no 
parallel  in  the  lists  of  Ezra  and  Nehemiah. 

W.  A.  W. 

ARTAD  ("T9~IM  [support,  =  a.  strong  city]: 
^Ap(pd5'<  ['Ap(^a6,  Alex.  Ap</)OT,  etc. :]  Ar2)had),  a, 
city  or  district  in  Syria,  apparently  dependent  on 
Damascus  (Jer.  xlix.  23).  It  is  invariably  named 
with  Hamath  (now  Hamnh,  on  the  Orontes),  but 
no  trace  of  its  existence  has  yet  been  discovered, 
nor  has  any  mention  of  the  place  been  found  out 
of  the  Bible  (2  K.  xviii.  34,  xix.  13;  Is.  x.  9, 
xxxvi.  19,  xxxvii.  13.  In  the  two  last  passages  it 
is  rendered  in  the  A.  V.  Arphad).  Arpad  has  Ijeen 
identified,  but  without  any  ground  beyond  the  sim- 
ilarity in  the  names,  with  Anad,  the  island  on  the 
coast  of  Phoenicia  (Winer).  G. 

AR'PHAD.     [Arpad.] 

ARPHAX'AD  (1K?3S"-1S:  ' Ap<^a|a5 ;  Jos. 
'Ap(^a|a57js:  Arphaxad),  the  son  of  Slieni  and  the 
ancestor  of  Eber  (Gen.  x.  22,  24,  xi.  10),  and  said 
to  be  of  the  Chaldaeans  (.Joseph,  i.  6,  4).  Bochart 
(Phaleg,  ii.  4)  supposed  that  the  name  was  pre- 


their  conquest,  to  guard  the  important  boundary  of 
the  Arnon. 

c  In  this  place  the  letters  of  the  name  are  trans- 
posed, ^'lyiv. 

d  The  liXX.  have  KaTaAeAetju.fj.€'i^  eU  r'ov  aXiiva, 
apparentlj-  reading  T^  '^'ip  for  ~tV'l27  "^'^X' ;  nor 
do  any  of  the  ancient  versions  agree  with  the  Hebrew 
text. 


166 


ARROWS 


served  in  that  of  the  province  Arrapachitis  ('Ap- 
/JoTTox'Tis,  Ftol.  vi.  1,  §  2;  "Appaira)  m  northern 
Assjria  (comp.  Ewald,  Gesch.  cits  Volkes  Jsr.,  i. 
378).  Different  interpretations  of  the  name  liave 
been  given;  but  that  of  Ewald  (1.  c.)  apjiears  to 
be  the  best,  who  supposes  it  to  mean  the  stnm(Jwk1 
of  the  Chaldees  (Arab,  araph,  to  bind,  and  Kard, 
Kurd,  pi.  Akrad,  Chald.  Comp.  Niebuhr,  Gesch. 
Assur's,  p.  414,  n.). 

2.  Arphaxad,  a  king  "  who  reif^ned  over  the 
Medes  in  Ecbatana,  and  strengthened  the  city  by 
vast  fortifications"  (Jud.  i.  1-4).  In  a  war  witli 
"  Nabuchodonosor,  king  of  Assyria,"  he  was  en- 
tirely defe;it«d  "  in  the  great  plain  in  the  borders 
of  Kagau"  (V  Rages,  Raya,  Tobit  i.  14,  &c.),  and 
afterwards  taken  prisoner  and  put  to  death  (Jud.  i. 
1.3-15).  I'Yom  the  passage  in  Judith  (i.  2,  g5/co- 
Z6nr)<T(v  iir  '"E-K^aTCLvtev)  lie  has  been  frequently 
identified  with  Deioces  (ArtiEUS,  Ctes.),  the  founder 
of  Ecbatana  (Herod,  i.  98);  but  as  Deioces  died 
peaceably  (Herod,  i.  102),  it  seems  better  to  look 
for  the  original  of  Arphaxad  in  his  son  Phraortes 
(Artynes,  Ctes.),  who  greatly  extended  the  Median 
empire,  and  at  last  fell  in  a  battle  with  the  Assyr- 
ians, 63-3  B.  c.  (Herod,  i.  102,  avT6s  re  Sif<p6dpri 
,  .  .  Kal  6  (TTparhs  avrov  6  rroWds).  Niebuhr 
(Gesch.  Assures,  p.  32)  endeavors  to  identify  the 
Dame  with  Astyages  =  Ashdahak,  the  common 
title  of  the  Median  dynasty,  and  refers  the  events 
to  a  war  in  the  twelfth  year  of  Nebuchadnezzar, 
king  of  Babylon,  u.  c.  592  (ibid.  pp.  212,  285). 
[JuDi iH ;  Nebuchadnezzar.]  B.  ¥.  W. 

ARROWS.     [Arms.] 

AR'SACES  VI.,  a  king  of  Parthia,  who  as- 
sumed the  royal  title  Arsnces  (' KpaaKrjs,  Armen. 
Arschat/,  probably  containing  the  roots  both  of 
Aryn  and  Sncce)  in  addition  to  his  proper  name, 
MiTHUn)ATE.s  I.  (Phraates,  App.  Syr.  p.  67  from 
confusion  with  his  successor)  according  to  univers.il 
custom  (Strab.  xv.  p.  702),  in  honor  of  the  founder 
of  the  Parthian  monarchy  (Justin  xli.  5,  §  5).  He 
made  great  additions  to  the  empire  liy  successful 
wars;  and  when  Demetrius  Nicator  entered  his 
dominions  to  collect  forces  or  otherwise  strengthen 
his  position  against  the  usurper  Tryphon,  he  de- 
spatched an  officer  against  him  who  defeated  the 
great  army  after  a  campaign  of  varied  success 
(Justin,  xxxvi.  1),  and  t«ok  the  king  prisoner,  b.  c. 
138  (1  Mace.  xiv.  1-3;  Joseph.  Ant.  xiii.  5,  §  11: 
Justin,  xxxvi.  1,  xxxviii.  9).  Mithridates  treated 
his  prisoner  with  respect,  and  cave  him  his  d.aughter 
in-  marriage  (App.  Syr.  pp.  07,  08),  but  kept  liim 
in  confinement  till  his  own  death,  c.  is.  (;.  130. 
(App.  Syr.  p.  68;  Diod.  ap.  Miiller,  Fnii/m.  I  lift. 
ii.  19.)  !''•  !••  W. 

AR'SARETH,  a  region  beyond  luiphrates, 
apparently  of  great  extent  (2  F.8dr.  xiii.  45,  only). 

G. 

*  Volkmar  (Ilandb.  d.  Einl.  in  die  Apokr.   ii. 

193)  supposes  the  word  to  represent  HIS  V~'K, 
"I^nd  of  Arat"  or  "Ararat,"  in  northern  Ar- 
menia. ■^• 
ARTAXER'XES      (WJ^tf  trrT;?":S      or 

SriD2?nri";S,  Arlnchshashta  or  Artach- 
shngia:  ' KpOacTaaBii;  [Vat.  Aparap6a,  etc.:]  Ar- 
taxerxes),  the  name  proliably  of  tin)  different  kings 


ARTAXERXES 

arta,  great  or  honored  (of.  'ApToiot,  Herod,  vii. 
01,  the  old  national  n.ame  of  the  Persians,  also  Arii, 
and  the  Sanscrit  Aryn,  which  is  applied  to  the  fol- 
lowers of  the  Brahminical  law),  and  k.'ihatra  or 
kshershe,  a  king,  grecized  into  Xerxes.     [AuasI'e- 

KUS.] 

1.  The  first  Artaxerxes  is  mentioned  in  Ezr.  iv. 
7,  as  induced  by  "  the  adversaries  of  Judah  and 
Benjamin  "  to  obstruct  the  rebuilding  of  the  temple, 
and  apj)ears  identical  with  Smerdis,  the  Magian  im- 
postor, and  pretended  brother  of  Cambyses.  For 
there  is  no  doubt  that  the  Ahasuerus  of  Ezr.  iv.  6 
is  Cambyses,  and  that  the  Darius  of  iv.  24  is  Da- 
rius Hystaspis,  so  that  the  intermediate  king  must 
be  the  Pseudo-Smerdis  who  usurped  the  throne 
B.  c.  522,  and  reigned  eight  months  (Herod,  iii. 
61,  67  ff.).  We  need  not  wonder  at  this  variation 
in  his  name.  Artaxerxes  may  have  been  adopted 
or  conferred  on  him  as  a  title,  and  we  find  the  true 
Smerdis  called  'i'anyoxares  (the  younger  Oxares)  by 
Xenophon  (Cyrq).  v'm.  7)  and  Ctesias  (Perg.fr. 
8-13),  and  Oropastes  by  Justin  (Hist.  i.  9).  Ox- 
ares appears  to  be  the  same  name  as  Xerxes,  of 
which  Artaxerxes  is  a  conijwund. 

2.  In  Nell.  ii.  1,  we  have  another  Artaxerxes, 
who  permits  Nehemiah  to  spend  twelve  )ears  at 
Jerusalem,  in  order  to  settle  the  affairs  of  the  col- 
ony there,  which  had  fallen  into  great  confusion. 
We  may  safely  identify  him  with  Artaxerxes  Ma- 
crocheir  or  Longimanus,  the  son  of  Xerxes,  wl.o 
reigned  b.  c.  464-425.  And  we  believe  that  this 
is  the  same  king  who  had  previously  allowed  I'-zra 
to  go  to  Jerusalem  for  a  similar  purpose  (I"zr.  ^ii. 
1).  There  are  indeed  some  who  mahitain  that  as 
Darius  Hystaspis  is  the  king  in  the  sixth  chapter 
of  Ezra,  the  king  mentioned  next  after  him,  at  the 
beginning  of  the  seventh,  must  be  Xerxes,  and  thus 
they  distinguish  three  Persian  kings  called  Arta- 
xerxes in  the  Old  Testament,  (1)  Smerdis  in  I'^r. 
iv.,  (2)  Xerxes  in  Ezr.  vii.,  and  (3)  Artaxerxes  5Ia- 
crocheir  in  Nehemiah.  But  it  is  almost  demon- 
sti-able  that  Xerxes  is  the  Ahasuerus  of  the  book 
of  I'^ther  [Ahasueru.s],  and  it  is  hard  to  supiK>se 
that  in  addition  to  his  ordinary  name  he  would 
have  been  called  both  Ahasuerus  and  Artaxerxes 
in  the  O.  T.  It  seems,  too,  very  probable  that  the 
policy  of  Neh.  ii.  was  a  continuation  and  renewal 
of  that  of  I^zr.  vii.,  and  that  the  same  king  was 
the  author  of  both.  Now  it  is  not  jiossible  for 
Xerxes  to  lie  the  Artaxerxes  of  Nehemiah,  .as  Jo- 
sephus  asserts  (Ant.  xi.  5,  §  6),  for  Xerxes  only 
reigned  21  years,  whereas  Nehemiah  (xiii.  6 )  speaks 
of  the  32d  year  of  Artaxerxes.  Nor  is  it  neces- 
sary to  believe  that  the  Artaxerxes  of  l'"zr.  vii.  is 
necessarily  the  inmiediate  .succes.sor  of  tlic  Darius 
of  I^r.  vi.  The  book  of  I'^ra  is  not  a  oojitiniious 
history.  It  is  evident  from  the  first  words  of  ch. 
vii.  that  there  is  a  pause  at  the  end  of  ch.  vi.  In- 
deed, as  ch.  vi.  concludes  in  the  6th  year  of  1  arius, 
and  ch.  vii.  begins  with  the  7th  year  of  Artaxerxes, 
we  cannot  even  believe  the  latter  king  to  be  Xerxes, 
without  aasuming  an  interval  of  36  years  (b.  c. 
515-479)  Vietween  the  chapters,  and  it  is  not  more 
difficult  to  imagine  one  of  58,  which  will  carry  us 
to  B.  c.  457,  the  7th  year  of  Artaxerxes  Macro- 
cheir.  We  conclude  therefoi-e  that  this  is  the  king 
of  Persia  under  whom  both  I'jcra  and  Nehemiah 
carried  on  their  work;  that  in  b.  c.  457  he  sert 
Fjini  to  Jerus.alem ;  that  after  13  years  it  lieoanu- 


of  Persia  mentioned  in  the  Old  Testament.  The  evident  that  a  civil  as  well  as  an  ecclesiastical  liead 
word,  according  to  Herod,  vi.  98,  means  6  yiiyas  was  required  for  the  new  .settlement,  and  thereilre 
^lp^\^ioi   the  (/real  warrior,  and  is  compounded  of  I  that  in  444  he  allowed  Nehemiah  to  go  up  in  the 


ARTEMAS 

latter  capacity.  From  the  testimony  of  profane 
iiistorians  tliis  lung  appears  remarkable  among  Per- 
sian monarchs  for  wisdom  and  right  feeling,  and 
with  this  character  his  conduct  to  the  Jews  coin- 
cides (Diod.  xi.  71). 

It  remains  to  say  a  word  in  refutation  of  the  view 
that  the  Artaxerxes  of  Xehemiah  was  Artaxerxes 
Mnemon,  elder  brother  of  Cyrus  the  Younger,  WI19 
reigned  b.  c.  404-359.  As  l<lzra  and  Neheniiah 
were  contemporaries  (Xeh.  viii.  9),  this  theory 
transfers  the  whole  history  contained  in  Ezra  vii. 
ad  Jin.  and  Nehemiah  to  this  date,  and  it  is  hard 
to  believe  that  in  this  critical  period  of  Jewish  an- 
nals there  are  no  events  recorded  between  the  reigns 
of  Uarius  Hystaspis  (Ezr.  vi.)  and  Artaxerxes 
Mnemon.  Besides,  Eliashib,  who  was  high-priest 
when  Nehemiah  reached  Jerusalem  (Neh.  iii.  1), 
i.  e.  on  this  last  supposition,  e.  c.  397,  was  grand- 
son of  Jeshua  (Neh.  xii.  10),  high-priest  in  the 
time  of  Zerubbabel,  b.  c.  530.  We  cannot  think 
that  the  grandfather  and  grandson  were  separated 
by  an  interval  of  139  years.  G.  E.  L.  C. 

ARTEMAS  ('Afyrefias,  i.  e.  'Apre/utSajpoy), 
a  companion  of  St.  Paul  (Tit.  iii.  12).  According 
to  tradition  he  was  bishop  of  Lystra. 

*  Paul  was  about  to  send  Artemas  to  Crete  at 
the  time  of  his  writing  to  Titus  in  that  island,  and 
hence  Artemas  must  have  been  then  with  the 
apostle  at  Nicopolis  or  on  the  way  thither  (Tit. 
iii.  12).  The  name,  which  signifies  "gift  of  Ar- 
temis," was  a  common  one  among  the  Greeks. 
(See  Pape's  Griech.  Eigennamen,  p.  77.)        H. 

*  AR'TEMIS  {"ApTfixis,  Acts  xix.  24).  [Di- 
ana.] 

*  ARTILLERY  (no  longer  applied,  as  in 
the  older  English,  to  the  smaller  missive  weapons) 

is  the  translation  of  V^3  in  1  Sam.  xx.  40,  i.  e. 
his  anm,  namely,  the  bow  and  arrows  with  which 
Jonathan  had  been  shooting,  at  the  time  of  his 
memorable  interview  with  Da\id  at  the  stone  Ezel. 
The  A.  V.  has  "  his  instruments  "  in  the  margin, 
which  is  the  rendering  of  the  Bishops'  Bible. 

H. 

AR'UBOTH  (Arubboth,  H'lanS :  'Apo- 
)3co0:  Ariiboth),  the  third  of  Solomon's  commis- 
sariat districts  (1  K.  iv.  10).  It  included  Sochoh, 
and  was  therefore  probably  a  name  for  the  rich 
corn-growing  country  of  the  Shuftlah.  In  any 
case,  the  significance  of  the  word  is  entirely  lost  at 
present.     Josephus  omits  all  mention  of  it.     G. 

ARU'MAH  (np!|-lW  \heighq  :  'Apvf^d,  Vat. 
[not  Vat.,  but  Comp.  Aid.  ^Uex.]  'Apj;Uo:  in  Ruma), 
a  place  apparently  in  the  neighborhood  of  She- 
chem,  at  which  Abimelech  resided  (Judg.  Ix. 
41).     It  is  conjectured  that  the  word  in  verse  31, 

n^"in2,  rendered  "  privily,"  and  in  the  margin 
"at  Tormah,"  should  be  read  "at  Animah  "  by 
changing  the  P  to  an  S,  but  for  this  there  is  no 
support  beyond  the  apparent  probability  of  the 
change.  Arumah  is  possibly  the  same  place  as 
Ruma,  under  which  name  it  is  given  by  Eusebius 
and  Jerome  in  the  Onomasticon.  According  to 
them  it  was  then  called  Arimathaea  (see  also 
Akima).  But  this  is  not  consonant  with  its 
apparent  position  in  the  story.  G. 

*  Piaumer  (Palastinn,  p.  148,  4te  Aufl.)  thinks 
Arumah  was  probably  el-Armah,  of  the  ruins  of 
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which  Van  de  Velde  speaks  {Mem.  p.  288),  a  little 
S.  W.  of  NAblus. 

Bunsen  (Bibelwerk  on  Judg.  ix.  31)  and  Ber- 
theau  {Eichter,  p.  145)  make  Tormah,  referred  to 
above,  a  proper  name  =  Arumah.  Keil  and  De- 
litzsch  (on  Judges,  p.  368,  English  trans.)  are 
undecided.  But  critics  generally,  as  Gesenius, 
Dietrich,  De  Wette,  Cassel,  Eiirst,  retain  the  ad- 
verbial sense,  secretly  (iy  Kpv(j)rj,  in  Sept.  Cod. 
Vat.);  which  is  better,  both  as  agreeing  with  the 
text,  and  on  exegetical  grounds.  Zebul,  who  had 
command  in  the  city,  was  friendly  to  Abimelech ; 
but  in  order  to  advance  the  interest  of  the  latter 
without  betraying  himself  to  the  Shechemites,  he 
must  confer  with  him  secretly,  and  for  this  purpose 
sent  messengers  to  him  (ix.  31)  for  concerting  meas- 
ures against  Gaal,  the  conmion  enemy.  If  the  term 
suggests  the  idea  of  deceit  as  well  as  secrecy,  it  is 
none  the  less  appropriate,  since  acting  in  tliis  way 
Zebul  was  deceiving  Gaal  as  well  as  intriguing  with 
Abimelech.     [Toum.vh.]  H. 

AR'VAD  (TT^W,  from  a  root  signifying 
"wandering,"  Ges.  p.  1268),  a  place  in  Phoenicia,  the 
men  of  which  are  named  in  close  connection  with 
those  of  Zidon  as  the  navigators  and  defenders  of 
the  ship  of  Tyre  in  Ez.  xxvii.  8,  11.  In  agree- 
ment with  this  is  the  mention  of  "  the  Arvadite  " 

ClT-l^n)  in  Gen.  x.  18,  and  1  Chr.  i.  16,  as  a 
son  of  Canaan,  with  Zidon,  Hamath,  and  other 
northern  locaUties.  The  LXX.  have  in  each  of 
the  above  passages  'ApdSios,  and  in  Josephus  (Ant. 

1.  6,  §  2)  we  find  'ApovSa7os  "ApaSov  rijv  vr\(Tov 
(ffx^v.     There  is  thus  no  doubt  that  Arvad  is  the 

island  of  Ruad  ( 4>(«s  jj  which  lies   off  Tortosa 

( Tartus),  2  or  3  miles  from  the  Phoenician  coast, 
(not  at,  but)  some  distance  above,  the  mouth  of  the 
river  Eleutherus,  now  the  Nahr  el-Kebir  (Maund.  p. 
403;  Burckh.  p.  161),  and  at  the  northern  extrem- 
ity of  the  great  bay  which  stretches  above  Tripoli 
(Kiepert's  Map,  1856).  The  island  is  high  and 
rocky,  but  very  small,  hardly  a  mUe  In  cu-cum- 
ference  (see  Maund.  p.  399 ;  "  800  yards  in  extreme 
length,"  Allen,  ii.  178).    According  to  Strabo  (xvi. 

2,  §  13)  Arvad  was  founded  by  fugitives  from 
Sidon,  and  he  testifies  to  its  prosperity,  its  like- 
ness to  Tyre,  and  especially  to  the  well  known 
nautical  skill  of  the  inhabitants."  (See  the  notices 
by  Strabo,  Pliny,  and  others  in  Gesenius,  p.  1269, 
and  Winer,  Arvaditen.)  Opposite  Arvad,  on  the 
mainland,  was  the  city  Antaradus,  by  which  name 
the  Targum  Jems,  renders  the  name  Arvad  in 
Gen.  X.  18.  [Aradus.]  A  plan  of  the  island 
will  be  found  in  Allen's  Deid  Sea,  end  of  vol.  ii. ; 
also  in  the  Admiralty  Charts,  p.  2050,  "  Island  of 
Ruad."  G. 

*  Dean  Stanley  has  a  brief  notice  of  this  island, 
"  a  spot  rarely  seen,  but  full  of  interest  in  connec- 
tion both  with  Phoenicia  and  with  the  cedars  of 
Lebanon,"  in  his  Notices  of  Some  Localities,  Ac. 
p.  220  (1863):  "Just  where  Lebanon,  with  its 
white  line  of  snow,  ends,  and  melts  away  in  the 
north  into  a  range  of  low  green  hills,  Phoenicia  and 
the  last  remains  of  Phoenicia  also  end  in  the  north- 
ernmost of  the  Phoenician  cities,  Arvad,  Aruad, 
by  the  Greeks  called  Aradus,  and  now  Ruad."  Mr. 
Thomson,  author  of  The  Land  and  the  Book,  had 
already  visited  and  described  this  place  in  1845  (see 


a  These  nautical  propensities  i-emain  in  liiil  foroe 

(See  Alien's  Dead  Sea,  ii.  18.'.) 
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Bibl.  Sacra,  v.  251  fF.).  "  On  the  very  margin  of 
the  sea  there  are  the  remains  of  double  Phoenician 
walls  of  huge  beveled  stones,  which  remind  one  of 
the  outer  foundations  of  Baalbek.  In  one  part  the 
wall  is  still  30  or  40  feet  high,  and  was  originally 
15  or  20  feet  thick.  It  must  have  been  a  stronger 
place  than  T}Te,  for  its  distance  from  the  shore 
and  depth  of  channel  rendered  it  impossible  for 
even  an  Alexander  to  destroy  its  insular  character. 
The  harbor  was  on  the  northeast  side,  fonned  by 
carrying  out  into  the  sea  two  walls  of  great  stones, 
to  move  any  one  of  which  would  puzzle  our  best 
modern  engineers."  TjTe  drew  important  supplies 
of  military  and  naval  strength  from  this  httle 
island.  "  The  inhabitants  of  Arvad  were  thy  mar- 
iners: the  men  of  Arvad  with  thine  army  were 
upon  thy  walls  round  about"  (Ez.  xxvii.  8,  11). 
IMany  Greek  inscriptions  are  found  "graven  on 
columns  of  hard  black  basalt."  Mr.  Thomson 
copied  some  of  them,  which  are  inserted  in  the 
Bibl.  Sucra  as  above.  H. 

AR'VADITE,  THE  O'TT.'iKin :  6'Apt{5m: 

Aradius).  One  of  the  families  of  Canaan  (Gen. 
X.  18;  1  Chr.  i.  16).  [Akvad.]  Probably  the 
inhabitants  of  the  Utile  island  Aradus,  or  Kuad, 
opiwsite  Antiradus  on  the  N.  coast  of  Phoenicia. 

W.  A.  W. 

AR'ZA  (W^"1W  [earth]:  'ntrd;  Alex.  Ap<ra; 
[Comp.  'Xipcra:]  Ai-sa).  Prefect  of  the  palace  at 
Tirzah  to  Elah  king  of  Israel,  who  was  assassinated 
at  a  banquet  in  his  house  by  Zimri  (1  K.  xvi.  9). 
In  the  Targum  of  Jonathan  the  word  is  taken  as 
the  name  of  an  idol,  and  in  the  Arabic  version  in 
the  Ix)ndon  Polyglot  the  last  clause  is  rendered 
"  which  belongs  to  the  idol  of  Beth-Arza." 

W.  A.  W. 

A'SA  (i^DM,  curing,  physician:  ^Aad  ;  Jos. 
'Affavos-  Asa).  1.  Son  of  Abyah,  and  third  king 
of  Judah,  was  conspicuous  for  his  earnestness  in 
supporting  the  worship  of  God  and  rooting  out 
idolatry,  with  its  attendant  immoralities;  and  for 
the  vigor  and  wisdom  with  which  he  provided  for 
the  prosperity  of  his  kingdom.  In  his  zeal  against 
heathenism  he  did  not  spare  his  grandmother,  Maa- 
chah,  who  occupied  the  special  dignity  of  "  King's 
Mother,"  to  which  great  importance  wa.s  attached 
in  the  .Jewish  court,  as  afterwards  in  Persia,  and 
to  which  parallels  have  been  found  in  modern  East- 
em  countries,  as  in  the  position  of  the  Sultana 
Valide  in  Turkey  (see  1  K.  ii.  19  ;  2  K.  xxiv.  12; 
Jer.  xxix.  2  ;  also  Calmet,  Fragm.  xvi.  ;  and 
Bruce's  Travels,  vol.  ii.  p.  537,  and  iv.  244).  She 
had  set  up  some  impure  worship  in  a  grove  (the 
word  translated  idol,  1  K.  xv.  13,  is  in  Hebrew 
horror,  while  in  the  Vulgate  we  read,  ne  esset 
(Maacha)  princeps  in  sacris  Priajn)  ;  but  Asa 
burnt  the  symbol  of  her  religion,  and  threw  its 
ashes  into  the  brook  Kidron.  as  Moses  had  done  to 
the  golden  calf  (Ex.  xxxii.  20),  and  then  deposed 
Maachah  from  her  dignity.  He  also  placed  in  the 
temple  certiiin  gifts  which  his  father  had  dedicated, 
probably  in  the  earlier  and  better  period  of  his 
reign  [Ahi.tah],  and  which  the  heathen  priests 
must  have  used  for  their  own  worship,  and  renewed 
the  great  altar  which  they  apparently  had  dese- 
crated (2  ("hr.  XV.  8).  Besides  this,  he  fortified 
cities  on  his  frontiers,  and  raised  an  army,  amount- 
ing, according  to  2  Chr.  xiv.  8,  to  580,000  men, 
but  the  uncertainty  attaching  to  the  numliers  in 
our  present  text  of  Chronicles  has  been  pointed  out 
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by  Kennicott  [Abijau],  and  by  Davidson  (Intro- 
duction  to  the  0.  T.,  p.  (iSO),  who  considers  that 
the  copyists  were  led  into  error  by  the  different 
modes  of  marking  them,  and  by  confounding  the 
different  letters  which  denoted  them,  bearing  as 
they  do  a  great  resemblance  to  each  other.  Thus 
Asa's  reign  marks  the  return  of  Judah  to  a  con- 
sciousness of  the  high  destiny  to  which  God  had 
called  her,  and  to  the  belief  that  the  Divine  Power 
was  truly  at  work  within  her.  The  good  effects  of 
this  were  visible  in  the  enthusiastic  resistance 
offered  by  the  people  to  Zerali,  an  invader,  who  is 
called  a  Cushite  or  Ethiopian,  and  whom  several 
authors,  as  Ewald  (Gesch.  des  V.  1.,  iii.  470),  iden- 
tify with  Osorkon  I.,  the  second  king  of  the  22d 
dynasty  of  Egj'pt,  inheritor  therefore  of  the  quar- 
rel of  his  father  Shishak,  to  whom  Asa  had  proba- 
bly refused  to  pay  tribute.  [Zekah.]  At  the 
head  of  an  enormous  host  (a  million  of  men,  we 
read  in  2  Chr.  xiv.  9)  he  attacked  Mareshah  or 
Marissa  in  the  S.  W.  of  the  country,  near  the  later 
ILleutheropolis  (Robinson,  B.  Ii.,  ii.  67),  a  town 
afterwards  taken  by  Judas  Maccabaeus  (1  !Macc.  v. 
65),  and  finally  destroyed  by  the  Parthians  in  theii 
war  against  Herod  (Joseph.  Ant.  xiv.  13,  §  9). 
There  he  was  utterly  defeated,  and  driven  back 
with  immense  loss  to  Gerar.  As  Asa  retunied 
laden  with  spoil,  he  was  commendeti  and  encour- 
aged by  a  prophet,  and  on  his  arrival  at  Jerusalem 
convoked  an  assembly  of  his  own  people  and  of 
many  who  had  come  to  him  from  Israel,  and  with 
solemn  sacrifices  and  ceremonies  renewed  the  cov- 
enant by  which  the  nation  was  dedicated  to  God. 
The  peace  which  followed  this  victory  was  broken 
by  the  attempt  of  Baasha  of  Israel  to  fortify  Kamah 
as  a  kind  of  Deceleia,  "  that  he  might  not  suffer 
any  to  go  out  or  to  come  in  luito  Asa  king  of 
Judah."  To  stop  this  he  purchased  the  help  of 
Benhadad  I.,  king  of  Damascus,  by  a  large  payment 
of  treasure  left  in  the  temple  and  palace  from  the 
ligyptian  tribute  in  Reholwam's  time,  and  thus  he 
forced  Baasha  to  abandon  his  purpose,  and  destroyed 
the  works  which  he  had  begun  at  Kamah,  using  the 
materials  to  fortify  two  towns  in  Benjamin,  Geba  (the 
hill),  and  Mizpeh  (the  ivatch-tower),  as  checks  to 
any  future  invasion.  The  wells  which  he  sunk  at 
Mizpeh  were  famous  in  Jeremiah's  time  (xli.  9). 
The  means  by  which  he  obtained  this  success  were 
censured  by  the  prophet  Hanani,  who  seems  even 
to  have  excited  some  discontent  in  Jerusalem,  in 
consequence  of  which  he  was  imprisoned,  and  some 
other  punishments  inflicte<l  (2  Chr.  xvi.  9).  The 
prophet  threatened  Asa  with  war,  which  appears  to 
have  been  fulfilled  by  the  continuance  for  some 
time  of  that  with  Baasha,  as  we  infer  from  an  allu- 
sion, in  2  Chr.  xvii.  2,  to  the  cities  of  Ephraim 
which  he  took,  and  which  can  hardly  refer  to  any 
events  prior  to  the  destruction  of  liamah. 

In  his  old  age  Asa  suffered  from  the  gout,  and 
it  is  meiitioned  that  "  he  sought  not  to  the  Lord 
but  to  the  physicians."  If  any  bkme  l)e  intended, 
we  nuist  supjwse  tliat  he  acted  in  an  arrogant  and 
independent  spirit,  and  without  seeking  (iod's 
blessing  on  their  remedies.  He  died  greatly  loved 
and  honored  in  the  4l8t  j-ear  of  his  reign.  Thei» 
are  difficulties  connected  with  its  chronology,  aris 
ing  perhaps  from  the  reasons  already  mentioned  as 
to  the  nmnbers  in  Chronicles.  For  instance,  in  2 
Chr.  xn.  1,  we  read  that  l^tsha  fortified  Kamah 
in  the  36th  year  of  Asa's  reign.  In  1  K.  xv.  3.3, 
Baasha  is  said  to  have  diet!  in  the  26th.  If  the 
former  number  be  genuine,  it  is  supposed  by  th€ 
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note  in  the  margin  of  the  Jjiglish  Bible,  by  Clin- 
ton, and  with  some  little  hesitation  by  Ewald,  that 
the  chronicler  i^  referring  to  the  j'ears  not  of  Asa's 
reign,  but  of  the  separate  kingdom  of  Judah, 
which  would  coincide  with  the  16th  of  Asa  and  the 
13th  of  Baiisha,  and  leave  11  years  for  the  state- 
ment of  1  K.  XV.  l(i,  and  for  the  fulfillment  of  Ha- 
nani's  threat.  According  to  Clinton  {F.  IT.,  i. 
321)  the  date  of  Asa's  accession  was  b.  c.  'J5G. 
In  his  loth  year  (b.  C.  942)  was  the  great  festival 
after  the  defeat  of  Zerah.  In  b.  c.  1)41  was  the 
league  with  Beiihiulad,  and  in  b.  c.  910  Asa  died. 
The  statement  in  2  Chr.  xv.  19  must  be  explained 
of  the  3.5th  year  of  the  kingdom  of  Judah,  if  we 
adopt  that  view  of  the  date  in  xvi.  1.  Clinton, 
with  an  inconsistency  very  unusual  in  him,  does 
adopt  it  hi  the  latter  place,  but  imagines  a  fresh 
war  with  Ethiopia  in  s.  c.  922  to  account  for  the 
former.  G.  E.  L.  C. 

*  In  Matt.  i.  7,  8,  I^hm.,  Tisch.  (8th  ed.),  and 
Tregelles  read  'A(rd<p  for  ^Affd-  A. 

2.  ("Oo-tra;  Alex.  [Comp.  Aid.]  'Affd.)  An- 
cestor of  Berechiah,  a  Levite  who  resided  in  one  of 
the  villages  of  the  Netophathites  after  the  return 
from  Babylon  (1  Chr.  ix.  16).  W.  A.  W. 

ASADI'AS  CAiraSios;  Alex.  ^aSaia's-  Se- 
iltus).  Son  of  Chelcias,  or  Hilkiah,  and  one  of  the 
ancestors  of  Baruch  (Bar.  i.  1).  The  name  is 
probably  the  same  as  that  elsewhere  represented  by 
Hasadiah  (1  Chr.  iii.  20).  W.  A.  W. 

AS'AEL  CAffi-fiK;  Vulg-  omits),  of  the  tribe 
of  Naphtali,  and  forefather  of  Tobit  (Tob.  i.  1). 
[Jahzeel?] 

AS'AHEL  (bsnb^,  made  by  God:  'Ao- 
arjA. :  Agnd  \_Asahel} ). .  1.  Nephew  of  David,  being 
the  youngest  son  of  his  sister  Zeruiah.  lie  was 
celebrated  for  his  swiftness  of  foot,  a  gift  much  val- 
ued in  ancient  times,  as  we  see  by  the  instances  of 
Achilles,  Antilochus  (Hom.  //.  xv.  570),  Papirius 
Cursor  (l.iv.  ix.  16),  and  others.  When  fighting 
under  the  command  of  his  brother  Joab  against 
Ishboslieth's  army  at  Gibeon,  he  pursued  Abner, 
who,  after  vainly  warning  him  to  desist,  was  obhged 
to  kill  him  in  self-defense,  though  with  great  reluc- 
tance, probably  on  account  of  his  extreme  youth 
(2  Sam.  ii.  18  ff.  [iii.  27,  30,  xxiu.  24;  1  Chr.  xi. 
26,  xxvii.  7.]).     [Abxeu.]  G.  E.  L.  C. 

2.  ('Ao-t^A.;  Alex.  Ioo-jtjA,,  [Vat.  loireiTjA.: 
As'iSl\.)  One  of  the  Levites  in  the  reign  of  Je- 
hoshaphat,  who  went  throughout  the  cities  of  .Judah 
to  instruct  the  people  in  the  knovvlalge  of  the  l>aw, 
at  the  time  of  the  revival  of  the  true  worship  (2 
Chr.  xvii.  8). 

3.  ['AcrairjA.:  Amel.'\  A  Levite  in  the  reigii  of 
Hezekiah,  who  had  charge  of  the  tithes  and  dedi- 
cated things  in  the  Temple  under  Cononiah  and 
Shimei  (2  Chr.  xxxi.  13). 

4.  (['Ao-a^A.;  Vat.  Ao-tjA.:]  Azahel.)  A  priest, 
father  of  .Jonathan  in  the  time  of  Ezra  (lizr.  x. 
15).     He  is  called  Azael  in  1  Esdr.  ix.  14. 

W.  A.  W. 

ASAHI'AH,  or  ASA'IAH  (n^b?  [whom 
Jehovah  made]:  'Atraias;  [Alex.  2  K.  xxii.  14, 
loffai:]  Asaia),  a  sen-ant  of  king  Josiah,  sent  by 
him,  together  vrith  others,  to  seek  information  of 
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«  *  The  contents  of  the  Psahns  in  question  are  sup- 
posed to  require  a  later  author  than  the  Asaph  in 
David's  time.  But  the  title  wliich  ascribes  these 
Psalms  to  Asaph  is  not  necessarily-  incorrect ;  for  the 


Jehovah  resi^ecting  the  book  of  the  Law  which  Hil- 
kiah found  in  the  temple  (2  K.  xxii.  12,  14 ;  also 
called  Asaiah,  2  Chr.  xxxiv.  20).  K.  ^^^  B. 

ASA'IAH  [3  syl.]  {n'^bV  [Jehovah  made] : 
'Aa-ata;  [Vat.  A<na;  Aid.  'Ao-oias:]  Asain).  1. 
A  prince  of  one  of  the  families  of  the  Simeonites 
in  the  reign  of  Hezekiah,  yfho  drove  out  the  Ham- 
ite  sliepherds  from  Gedor  (1  Chr.  iv.  36). 

2.  ('Ao-otoj,  [Vat.  Ao-oj8a,]  Alex.  [Comp.] 
'Ao-oio  in  1  Chr.  vi. ;  'Aaata  [V^at.  Airat,  Acraia] ; 
Alex.  [Aid.]  'Ao-atos  in  1  Chr.  xv.)  A  Levite  in 
the  reign  of  David,  chief  of  the  family  of  Merari 
(1  Chr.  \i.  30).  With  120  of  his  brethren  he  took 
part  in  the  solemn  service  of  bringing  the  ark  from 
the  house  of  Obed-edom  to  the  city  of  David  (1 
Chr.  xv.  6,  11). 

3.  ('Ao-ttio;  Alex.  Aaa.)  The  firstborn  of 
"the  Shilonite,"  according  to  1  Chr.  ix.  5,  who 
with  his  family  dwelt  in  Jerusalem  after  the  return 
from  Babylon.  In  Neh.  xi.  5  he  is  called  Maa- 
sEiAii,  and  his  descent  is  there  traced  from  Sliiloni, 
which  is  explained  by  the  Targum  of  K.  Joseph 
on  1  Chr.  as  a  patronymic  from  Shelah  the  son  of 
Judah,  by  others  as  "  the  native  or  inhabitant  of 
Shiloh." 

4.  ([Vat.  I<roia:]  Asaas.)  2  Chr.  xxxiv.  20. 
[Asahiah.]  W.  a.  W. 

AS'ANA  CAa-a-aud;  [Aid.  Alex.  'Aaavd'-] 
Asana),  name  of  a  man  (1  Esdr.  v.  31).  [As- 
xah.] 

A'SAPH  (^DM  [collectoi-]:  'Aad^:  Asaph). 
1.  A  Levite,  son  of  Berechiah,  one  of  the  leaders 
of  David's  choir  (1  Chr.  vi.  39).  Psalms  1.  and 
Ixxiii.  to  Ixxxiii.  are  attributed  to  him,  but  proba- 
bly' all  these,  except  1.,  kxiii.,  and  Ixxvii.,  are  of 
later  origin «  (Vaihinger,   Vers,  of  Psalms) ;  and 

he  was  in  aftertimes  celebrated  as  a  seer  (n^H)  as 
well  as  a  musical  composer,  and  was  put  on  a  par 
with  David  (2  Chr.  xxix.  30;  Neh.  xii.  46).  The 
office  appears  to  have  remained  hereditary  in  his 
family,  imless  he  was  the  founder  of  a  school  of 
poets  and  musical  composers,  who  were  called  after 
him  "  the  sons  of  Asaph  "  (comp.  the  Ilomeridae) 
(1  Chr.  XXV.  1;  2  Chr.  xx.  14;  Ezr.  ii.  41). 

2.  (2a<^aT  [Vat.  2a<^a»']  in  2  K., ' Ao-ci</)  in  Is. ; 
Alex. .  [Comp.j  'A(rd(p  in  2  K.  xviii.  37-)  The 
father  or  ancestor  of  Joah,  who  was  recorder  or 
clironicler  to  the  kingdom  of  Judah  in  the  reign  of 
Hezekiah  (2  K.  xviii.  18,  37;  Is.  xxxvi.  3,  22).  It 
is  not  improbable  that  this  Asaph  is  the  same  as 
the  preceding,  and  that  Joali  was  one  of  his  nu- 
merous descendants  known  as  the  Bene-Asaph. 

3.  CAcrdcp.)  The  keeper  of  the  royal  forest  or 
"paradise"  of  Artaxerxes  (Neh.  ii.  8).  His  name 
would  seem  to  indicate  that  he  was  a  Jew,  who, 
like  Nehemiah,  was  at  high  oflSce  at  the  court  of 
Persia. 

4.  {'A(Ti<p  [Vat.  A(ra/3  in  Neh.].)  Ancestor 
of  Mattaniah,  the  conductor  of  the  temple-choir 
after  the  return  from  Babylon  (1  Chr.  ix.  15 ;  Neh. 
xi.  17).     3Iost  probably  the  same  as  1  and  2. 

W.  A.  W. 
*  ASAR'AEL.     [AzAKAEL.] 
ASA'RBEL    (bSltt^St   [whom    God  bound, 


Asaph  who  wrote  them  may  have  been  a  descendant 
of  the  founder  of  the  family,  which,  as  Kzr.  ii.  41 
shows,  existed  through  many  generations.  H. 
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BC.  by  a  vow,  Ges.] :  'Ecrep^X;  {yat.  Iffepa-qX;] 
Alex.  Eo-epoTjA;  [Comp.  AffopTjA.:]  Asmcl).  A 
son  of  Jehaleleel,  whose  name  is  abruptly  intro- 
duced into  the  genealogies  of  Judah  (1  Chr.  iv.  16). 

W.  A.  W. 

AS  ARE  X  AH  (nbW"-ltt?S  :  'Epa^A;  [Alex. 
I«(r«7jA.;  Comp.  'Ao-eipijAa;  Aid.  'AcfprjAa:]  Asa^ 
rela).  One  of  the  sons  of  Asaph,  set  apart  by 
David  to  "  prophesy  with  harps  and  with  psalteries 
and  with  cymbals  "  (1  Chr.  xxv.  2);  called  Je.sh- 
AHKLAH  in  ver.  14.  W.  A.  W. 

*  ASBAZ'ARETH.  So  A.  V.  ed.  1011  in 
1  Esdr.  X.  69  for  "  Asbazareth,"  the  less  correct 
reading  of  later  editions.     See  Azbazaketh. 

A. 

AS'CALON.     [AsHKELox.] 

ASE'AS  (jAaaias  ;  [Aid.  'Atre'oy:]  Aseas), 
name  of  a  man  (1  Esdr.  ix.  32).     [Ishijah.] 

ASEBEBI'A  ('Aa-fPrj^la:  Sebebias),  a  Levite 
(1  Esdr.  viii.  47).     [Shekebiah.] 

ASEBI'A  C Afff 0la;  [Aid.  'AfffjSeio:]  Asbin), 
1  Esdr.  viii.  48.     [Hashabiah  7.] 

AS'ENATH  (n3DS  :  'Aa-evf0;  Alex.  Aaev- 
yf0:  Aseneth),  daughter  of  Potipherah,  priest,  or 
possibly  prince,  of  On  [Potii'hehah],  wife  of 
Joseph  (Gen.  xli.  45),  and  mother  of  ilanasseh  and 
Ephraim  (xli.  50,  xlvi.  20).  Her  name  has  been 
considered  to  be  necessarily  Egyptian  (Lepsius, 
Chronokiyie  d.  ^Ei/ypter,  i.  382),  and  Egyptian 
etymologies  have  therefore  been  proposed.  Gese- 
nius  (Thes.  s.  v.)  suggests  ^C-Jt6JT  "  she 
who  is  of  Neith,"  the  Egyptian  Minerva;  but  this 
word  has  not  been  found  in  the  ancient  Egyptian 
or  Coptic ;  and  it  must  be  regarded  as  very  doubt- 
ful. If  we  are  guided  by  the  custom  of  the  He- 
brews, and  the  only  parallel  case,  that  of  Bithiah, 
whose  Hebrew  name,  "daughter,"  that  is,  "ser- 
vant, of  Jehovah,"  implying  conversion,  must  have 
been  given  htr  on  her  marriage  to  Mered,  at  a  time 
probably  not  long  distant  from  Joseph's  rule  [Bi- 
thiah], we  must  suppose  that  his  I^gyptian  wife 
received  a  Hebrew  name  from  Joseph,  esi^ecially  if 
her  native  name  implied  devotion  to  the  gods  of 
the  country.  Such  a  new  name  would  have  been 
preserved  in  preference  to  the  other  in  the  O.  T. 
If  Hebrew,  Asenatli  may  be  compared  to  the  male 

proper  name  Asnah,  HUpS  (Ezr.  ii.  50),  and  de- 
rived like  it  from  ^PS  or  CDS,  in  which  ca.se 
both  names  would  signify  stm'ehouse  ;  unless  both 
may  be  cognate  with  HSD,  and  mean  bramble,  a 
sense  not  repugnant  to  Semitic  usage  in  proper 
names.  The  former  derivation  is  perhaps  the  more 
probable,  in  connection  with  Joseph's  history  and 
the  name  of  Ephraim.  R.  S.  P. 

•ASER  ('Ao-^p;  FA.  Aaa-np'  Naasson),  oc- 
curs in  Tob.  i.  2  as  the  name  of  a  city  in  Galilee 
near  Thisbe,  which  see.  Hazor  is  probably  the 
place  intended.  A. 

A'SER,  Luke  ii.  36 ,  Rev.  vii.  6.     [Ashek.] 


o  .,  t-j\_j^j  pinus,  allis  ejus  nuces  (Gol.  L.  Arab.). 

Dr.  Wilson  (Lands  of  the  Bible,  ii.  392)  identifies  the 
common  "fir"  (Pinus  si/lvestri»)  viitXi  the  berosh  of 
Scripture,  and  states  that  it  is  "  frequently  seen  in  Leb- 
anon, where  it  is  known  by  the  name  of  snut,ar,  ~  but 


ASH 

ASE'RER  (l,epio;  [Aid.  'Affvpipi]  Saree), 
name  of  a  man  (1  Esdr.  v.  32).     [Sisera.] 

ASH  T?S,  oren:  irirv^:  pinus)  occurs  only 
in  Is.  xliv.  14,  as  one  of  the  trees  out  of  the  wood 
of  which  idols  were  carved :  "  He  heweth  him  down 
cedars,  and  taketh  the  cypress  and  the  oak,  which 
he  strengtheneth  for  himself  among  the  trees  of  the 
forest;  he  planteth  an  ash,  and  the  rain  doth  nour- 
ish it."  It  is  impossible  to  determine  what  is  the 
tree  denoted  by  the  Hebrew  word  wen ;  the  LXX. 
and  the  Vulg.  understand  some  species  of  pine-tree, 
and  this  rendering  is  supported  by  many  learned 
commentators,  amongst  whom  may  be  named  Jlun- 
ster,  Calvin,  and  Bochart ;  and  some  of  the  Jewish 
Rabbis,  according  to  Celsius  {HUrob.  i.  191),  believe 
that  the  onn  is  identical  with  the  Arabic  sanaubei; 
a  kind  of  pine,"  and  assert  that  the  ai-an  is  often 
coupled  with  the  arez  and  berosch,''  as  though  all 
the  three  trees  belonged  to  the  same  nature.  Lu- 
ther understands  the  cedar  by  oren.'^  Rosenmuller 
thinks  that  the  stone-pine  (Pinus junta,  Linn.)  i» 
the  tree  denoted.  Celsius  is  hiclined  to  think  that 
the  oren  is  identical  with  a  tree  of  Arabia  Petraea. 
of  which  Abul  Eadh  makes  mention,  called  aran 
Of  the  same  opinion  are  Michaelis  (Supp.  ad  Lex. 
Heb.  129),  Dr.  Royle  {Cyc.  Bib.  Lit.  art.  Oren), 
and  Dr.  Ixe  {Lex.  Heb.  s.  v.).  This  tree  is  de- 
scribed as  growing  chiefly  in  valleys  and  low  dis- 
tricts; it  is  a  thorny  tree,  bearing  grape-like  clus- 
ters of  berries,  which  are  noxious  and  bitter  when 
green,  but  l)ecome  rather  sweet  when  they  ripen, 
and  turn  black.  Gesenius  (Thes.  s.  v.)  is  in  favor 
of  some  species  of  pine  being  the  tree  intended. 

Nothing  is  known  of  the  tree  of  which  Abul 
Fadli  speaks.  Sprengel  (Jlisf.  liei  Herb.  i.  14) 
thinks  the  nran  is  the  caper-tree  ( Capparis  spi- 
nosa,  Linn.).  Dr.  Royle  says  the  tree  appears  to 
agree  in  some  resjiects  with  Stdvadora  persica. 
Other  attempts  at  identification  have  been  made  by 
Faber  in  his  iX)sthumous  MS.  notes  on  Biblical  Bot- 
any, and  Link  (Schrceder's  Botan.  Jmirn.  iv.  152\ 
but  they  are  mere  conjectures.  The  A.  V.  adopted 
the  translation  of  ash  in  all  probability  from  the 
similarity  of  the  Hebrew  oren  with  the  I^tin  ornus ; 
and  Dr.  Royle  states  that  the  Ornus  L'vrojxeiis  is 
found  in  Syria,  but  thinks  it  is  not  a  true  native. 

Until  future  investigation  acquaints  us  witli  the 
nature  of  the  tree  denotetl  by  the  aran  of  Abul 
Eadli,  it  will  be  far  better  to  adopt  the  interpreta- 
tion of  the  LXX.,  and  tmderstand  some  kind  of 
pine  to  be  the  oren  of  Scripture.  Pinus  halipensis 
or  P.  maritima  may  be  intended.  Celsius  (Ilieii.b. 
i.  193)  objects  to  any  pine  representing  the  oren, 
because  he  says  pines  are  dittioult  to  transplant, 
and  therefore  that  the  pine  would  ill  suit  the  words 
of  the  prophet,  "  he  planteth  an  oren."  This, 
however,  is  not  a  valid  objection :  the  larch,  for  in- 
stance, is  readily  transplanted,  and  grows  with  great 
rapidity,  but  it  is  not  a  native  of  SjTia.  The  He- 
brew wen  is  probably  derived  from  the  Arabic  verb 
aran,  "  to  be  agile,"  "  to  be  slender,"  or  "  grace- 
ful." W.  H. 


Dr.  Hooker  says  he  never  heard  of  P.  sylvestris  in 
Syria,  and  thinks  P.  halipensis  is  meant. 

6  T"1S  and  in^S,  cedar  and  cypress. 

c  Reading  T"1S  instead  of  ^"^K,  "quia  ^"^S  """ 
finali  minuscule,  in  multis  codicis  Ebrsei  edltionibui 
scribatur,  quod  t<|!  iSain  simillimum  est "  (Hierob.  i 
191). 


4SHAN 

A'SHAN  ClVJV  l^moke] :  ['Avdx,']  'A.adv, 
AiVap;  [Alex.  UcpOa,  Aaav,  Atffaf-]  Asnn),  a 
sity  in  the  low  country  of  Judah  named  in  Josh. 
XV.  42  with  Libnah  and  Ether.  In  Josh.  xLx.  7, 
and  1  Chr.  iv.  32,  it  is  mentioned  again  as  belonging 
to  Simeon,  but  in  company  with  Ain  and  Kimmon, 
which  (see  Josh.  xv.  31)  api^ear  to  have  been  much 
more  to  the  south.  In  1  Chr.  vi.  59,  it  is  given 
as  a  priests'  city,  occupying  the  same  place  as  the 

somewhat  similar  word  Ain  (V.?)  ^'^^  '^^  the  list 
of  Josh.  xxi.  16. 

In  1  Sam.  xxx.  30,  Chor-ashan  is  named  with 
Ilorman  and  other  cities  of  "  the  South."     [The 

compound  name  (]t^37  ~l!)3)  means  (Ges.)  sinok- 

iny  farnace,  or  (Fiirst)  smelting  Jurnuce.'\ 

Eusebius  and  Jerome  ( Onum. )  mention  a  village 
named  Bethasan  as  15  miles  west  of  Jerusalem; 
but  this,  though  agreeing  sufficiently  with  the  posi- 
tion of  the  place  in  Josh.  xv.  42,  is  not  far  enough 
south  for  the  indications  of  the  other  passages; 
and  indeed  Euseb.  and  Jer.  discriminate  Bethasan 
from  ''Xsan  of  the  tribe  of  Simeon."  It  has  not 
yet  been  identified,  unless  it  be  the  same  as  Ain :  in 
which  case  Robinson  found  it  at  Al  Ghuwtir.    G. 

*  The  identification  of  Ain  with  Ghuweir,  Dr. 
[{obinson  recalls  in  his  Bes.  ii.  204  (ed.   1858). 
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See  AxiM.  The  Ashan  of  Simeon,  situated  on  the 
northern  limit  of  Palestme,  may  be  a  different  one 
from  the  Ashan  of  Judah  (Jos.  xix.  7;  1  Chrou. 
iv.  32).    (Raumer,  Paldsiinu,  p.  173).    See  Cuok- 

ASHAN.  II. 

ASHBE'A  (5?.2tt;b*  \_I adjure,  Ges.] :  'Ecro.Sci; 
[Comp.  A(re)3ci:]  Juramentum).  Aprojjer  name, 
but  whether  of  a  person  or  place  is  uncertain  (1 
Chr.  iv.  21).  Houbigant  would  understand  it  of 
the  latter,  and  would  render  "  the  house  of  Ash- 
bea"  by  Beth-ashbea.  The  whole  clause  is  ob- 
scure. The  Targum  of  Ii.  Joseph  (ed.  Wilkiiw) 
paraphrases  it,  "and  the  family  of  the  house  of 
maimfacture  of  the  fine  linen  for  the  garments  of 
the  kings  and  priests,  which  was  handed  down  to 
the  house  of  Eshba."  W.  A.  W. 

ASH'BEL  (b2^:S  :  'Aafi-fiK,  'Aavfivp-  As- 
bel),  a  son  of  Benjamin  (Gen.  xlvi.  21 ;  Num.  xxvi. 
38;  1  Chr.  viii.  1).  Respecting  the  sous  of  Ben- 
jamin, see  Bechek. 

ASH'BELITES,    THE     O^^tt'Sn  :     6 

'A<Tv^r)pi;  [Vat.  -pei;  Comp.  ^A<rvfiri\i'-]  Asbe- 
like).  The  descendants  of  Ashbkl  the  son  of  Ben- 
jamin (Num.  xxvi.  38).  W.  A.  W. 

ASH'CHENAZ  (T33tt"S:  'Acrxa^c^C,  oi 
'Axava(foi  [Vat.  Acrx-] !   ^^^^^-  A.erxei'eC  ot  A<r- 


Xai'aCeoi  [-(aioi]:  Ascenez.)    Ashkenaz  (1  Chr. 
i.  6;  Jer.  li.  27).  W.  A.  W. 

ASH'DOD,orAZO'TUS  (I'l^^S  [strong- 
hold or  castle] :  "aCotos,  LXX.  [commonly]  and  N. 
T.),  one  of  the  five  confederate  cities  of  the  Philis- 
tines, situated  about  30  miles  from  the  southern 
frontier  of  Palestine,  3  from  the  Mediterranean  Sea, 
and  nearly  midway  between  Gaza  and  Joppa.  It 
stood  on  an  elevation  overlooking  the  plain,  and  the 
natural  advantages  of  its  position  were  improved 
by  fortifications  of  great  strength.     For  this  reason 


it  was  probably  selected  as  one  of  the  seats  of  the 
national  worship  of  Dagon  (1  Sam.  v.  5).  It  was 
assigned  to  the  tribe  of  Judah  (Josh.  xv.  47),  but 
was  never  subdued  by  the  Israelites :  it  appears  on 
the  contrary  to  have  been  the  point  for  conducting 
offensive  operations  against  them,  so  much  so,  that 
after  Uzziah  had  succeeded  in  breaking  down  the 
w^all  of  the  town,  he  secured  himself  against  future 
attacks  by  establishing  forts  on  the  adjacent  LiUs 
(2  Chr.  xxvi.  6):  even  do^vn  to  Nehemiah's  age  it 
preserved  its  distinctiveness  of  race  and  language 
(Neh.  xiii.  23).     But  its  chief  importance  arose 
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from  its  position  on  the  high  road  from  Palestine 
to  Egypt,  commanding  the  entrance  to  or  from  tlie 
latter  country :  it  was  on  this  account  besieged  by 
Taitan,  the  general  of  the  Assyrian  king,  Sargon, 
about  B.  c.  710.  apparently  to  frustrate  the  league 
formed  between  llezekiah  and  I^ypt  (Is.  xx.  1). 
Its  hniwrtance  as  well  as  strength  is  testified  by 
the  protracted  siege  which  it  afterwards  sustained 
under  Psammetichus,  about  b.  c.  630  (Herod,  ii. 
157),  the  effects  of  which  are  incidentally  referred 
to  by  Jer.  (xxv.  20).  That  it  recovered  from  this 
blow  appears  from  its  being  mentioned  as  an  inde- 
pendent power  in  alliance  with  the  Arabians  and 
others  against  Jerusalem  (Xeh.  iv.  7).  It  was  de- 
stroyed by  the  Maccabees  (1  Jlacc.  v.  08,  x.  84), 
and  lay  in  ruins  until  the  lionian  conquest  of  Ju- 
daea, when  it  was  restored  by  (jabuiius,  r.  c.  55 
(.loseph.  A/it.  xiv.  5,  §  3;  B.  J.  i.  7,  §  7),  and  was 
one  of  the  towns  assigned  to  Salome  after  Herod's 
death  (Joseph.  Aid.  xvii.  8,  §  1).  Ihe  only  notice 
of  Azotus  in  the  X.  T.  is  in  connection  with  Pliil- 
ip's  return  from  Gaza  (Acts  viii.  40).  It  is  now 
an ,  insignificant  vilkiio,  with  no  memorials  of  its 
ancient  importance,  but  is  still  called  Egdud. 

W.  L.  B. 
*  Yet  the  present  site  is  not  wholly  destitute  of 
vestiges  of  its  ancient  fame.  A  few  discoveries  stiU 
reward  the  traveller's  search.  The  high  mound 
which  probably  formed  the  acroiwlis  of  the  old  city 
cannot  be  mistaken,  covered  with  fragments  of  jit- 
tery, and  with  remains  of  cellars  or  cisterns  which 
excavations  recently  made  (1852)  have  laid  open. 
Here  must  have  been  the  citadel  which  for  29  years 
baffled  the  efforts  of  Psammetichus  for  its  capture, 
the  longest  siege  (says  Herodotus)  on  record  (see 
Pawlinson  on  Ihrod.  ii.  242).  From  the  top  of  this 
hill  may  be  seen  the  Jlediterranean,  and  here  doubt- 
less, stood  the  fish^od,  Dagon  (1  Sam.  v.  3  ff.), 
where  he  could  survey  the  domain  over  which  he 
was  supposed  to  preside.  Two  marble  columns  re- 
main, one  prostrate  in  the  court  of  tlie  neighboring 
khan,  and  the  other  wTought  into  a  drinking  trough 
not  far  from  it :  and  a  few  fragments  of  columns 
and  capitals  are  to  be  seen  built  into  a  Sakieh  or 
watering-machine,  or  into  the  walls  of  goat  and 
sheep  pens.  Some  traces  of  masonry  occur  near 
the  Jaffa  road,  which  may  have  belonged  to  the  city 
walls,  so  nearly  concealed  as  to  l)e  found  only  with 
special  pains.  There  is  also  a  large  caravanserai 
on  the  edge  of  an  adjacent  marsh  (see  wood-cut), 
now  entirely  deserted,  but  once  an  important  sta- 
tion, when  the  traffic  at  picsmt  transferred  to  the 
sea  passed  this  way  between  Syria  and  Egypt.   H. 

ASH'DODITES,  THE  (Qn"T^l??Si7 : 
om.  in  LXX.  [but  Comp.  and  9  MSS.  have  'aCw- 
T(o«]:  Azotii).  The  inliaintants  of  Asbdod.  or  Azo- 
tus (Xeh.  iv.  7);  called  A.shdotiiitks  in  Josh, 
xiii.  3.  W.  A.  AV.' 

ASH'DOTH  PIS'GAH  (TOpSH  ni^lpS, 

from  ItrS,  "to  pour  fcutli ;  "  'Acrr)5d>0  ^ao-ycJ, 
[once  T^ji'^oo-yo:]  rmlifi^f,  [montts]  Plinsffa,  [Am- 
dolh  Phfis(ja])j  a  curious  and  (since  it  occurs  in 
none  of  the  later  books)  probably  a  \ct\  aiuit  nt 
term,  found  only  in  Deut.  iii.  17;  Josh.  xii.  3,  xiii. 
20;  and  in  Deut.  iv.  49,  A.  V.  "  springs  of  Pisgah." 
In  (he  two  passages  from  Deuteronomy  the  words 
form  part  of  a  formula,  by  which  apparently  the 
mountains  wliich  enclose  the  Dead  Sea  on  tlie  east 
side  are  defined.  Thus  in  iii.  17,  we  read.  '•  the 
'Arabah'  also  (?.  e.  the  Jordan  valley  1  and   the 
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'border.'  fiom  Cinnereth  (Sea  of  Galilee)  unto  the 
sea  of  the  •  Arabah,'  the  Salt  Sea,  under  Aslidoth 
hap-Pisgah  eastward;  "  and  .so  also  in  iv.  49,  though 
here  our  translators  have  chosen  to  vary  the  for- 
mula for  Enghsh  readers.  The  same  intention  is 
evident  in  the  passages  quoted  from  Joshua;  and  in 
X.  40,  and  xii.  8  of  the  same  book,  Ashdoth  is  used 
alone  —  "  the  springs  "  —  to  denote  one  of  the  main 
natural  divisions  of  the  country.  The  only  other 
instance  of  the  use  of  the  word  is  in  the  highlv 
poetical  passage,  Xum.  xxi.  15,  "  the  '■pcurln;/ 
forth  '  of  the  '  torrents,'  which  extendeth  to  Slie- 
beth-Ar."  This  undoubtedly  refers  also  to  the  east 
of  tlie  Dead  Sea. 

"What  the  real  significance  of  the  term  may  be, 
it  is  impossible  in  our  present  ignorance  of  the 
country  east  of  the  Dead  Sea  to  determine.  Doubt- 
less, like  the  other  topographical  words  of  the  liible. 
it  has  a  precise  meaning  strictly  observed  in  its  use ; 
but  whether  it  be  the  springs  jwured  forth  at  the 
base  of  the  mountains  of  Moab,  or  the  roots  or 
spurs  of  those  mountains,  or  the  mountains  them- 
selves, it  is  useless  at  present  to  conjecture.      G. 

* 

ASHTDOTHITES,  THE  ('^I'l'^tt'Sn  :  s 
'A^wTios  [Vat.  -fws] :  Azotii).  The  inhabitants 
[strictly  "  inhabitant,"  but  collective]  of  Ashdod, 
or  Azotus  (Josh.  xiii.  3).  "VV.  A.  W. 

ASHER,  Apocr.  [oidy  Tobit  i.  2,  see  Asek] 

and  N.  T.  A'SER  (^tt'S:  'Ao-^p  [Kom.  'Ao- 
o-<7p  in  Vjl.  xlviii.] :  Aser),  the  8th  son  of  Jacob, 
Ijy  Zilpah,  I^eah's  handmaid  (Gen.  xxx.  13).  The 
name  is  intei-jireted  as  meaning  "happy,"  in  a  pas- 
sage full  of  tUe  paronomastic  turns  which  distin- 
guish these  very  ancient  records :  "  And  l>eah  said, 

'In  my  happiness  am  1  (^"ItTSS),  for  the  daugh- 
ters will  call  me  happy '  (^3^"1t^S),  and  she  called 

his  name  Aslier"  f*^**  ^').  i.  e.  "happy."  A  sim- 
ilar play  occurs  in  the  blessing  of  Moses  (Deut. 
xxxiii.  24).  Gad  was  Zilpah's  other  and  elder  son, 
but  the  fortunes  of  the  brothers  were  not  at  all 
connected.  Of  the  trilie  dcseoniled  fruni  Aslicr  no 
action  is  recorded  durinic  the  whole  course  of  the 
sacred  history.  Its  name  is  found  in  the  various 
lists  of  the  tribes  which  occur  throughout  the  ear- 
lier books,  as  Gen.  xxxv.,  xlvi.;  Ex.  i. ;  Xum.  i.,  ii., 
xiii.,  <tc.,  and  like  the  rest  Asher  sent  his  chief  as 
one  of  the  spies  from  Kadcsh-bamea  (Xum.  xiii.). 
During  the  march  through  the  desert  his  jJace  was 
l)etween  Dan  and  Xaphtali  on  the  north  si<le  of  tlie 
talieniade  (Xum.  ii.  27):  and  after  tlie  coii(|uest 
he  took  up  his  allotted  position  without  any  special 
mention. 

The  limits  of  the  territory  a.s.signed  to  Aslicr  :ire, 
like  those  of  all  the  tribes,  and  esi)cci;illy  ot  the 
northern  trites,  extremely  ditticult  to  tnice.  This 
is  partly  owing  to  our  ignorance  of  the  principle  on 
which  these  ancient  boundaries  were  dniwn  and  re- 
corded, and  partly  from  tlic  absence  of  identification 
of  the  majority  of  tlie  |iliices  named.  'I'lie  geiicriil 
jifisition  of  the  tribe  w;is  on  the  sea-shore  Croni  (  ar- 
iiiel  n<irtinv;ir.Is,  witli  Maiiasseli  on  tlie  south,  /eli- 
ulun  and  Issacliar  on  the  southeast,  and  Xaplitali 
on  the  northeast  (Jos.  Ant.  v.  1,  §  22).  Tlie 
lx)undaries  and  towns  are  L:i\eii  in  -bisli.  xix.  24- 
31,  xvii.  10.  I  Land  Judi,'.  i.  ;!l.  ■-Vl.  1  rom  a  com- 
parison of  tliese  passaixes  it  seems  plain  that  Dor 
(Tdiilurd)  niiisf  liave  been  within  tlie  limits  of  the 
tribe,   in   which    c:i>c  the   sMiitliern    buuiidarv   was 


ASHER 

probably  one  of  the  streams  which  enter  the  Med- 
iterranean south  of  that  place  —  either  Nalir  1.-I- 
Dt:Jheh  or  Nahr  Zurka.  l-'ollowing  the  beach 
round  tlie  promontory  of  Carinel,  the  tribe  then 
possessed  the  maritime  portion  of  the  rich  plain  of 
Ksdraelon,  probably  for  a  distance  of  eight  or  ten 
miles  from  the  shore.  The  boundary  would  then 
appear  to  have  run  northwards,  possibly  bending  to 
the  east  to  embrace  Ahlab,  and  reaching  Zidon  by 
Kauah  (a  name  still  attached  to  a  site  six  miles  in- 
land from  Said),  whence  it  turned  and  came  down 
by  Tyre  to  Achzib  (Ecdippa,  now  es-Zib).'* 

This  territory  contained  some  of  the  richest  soil  in 
all  Palestine  (Stanley,  p.  265 ;  Kenrick,  Pluen.  p.  35), 
and  in  its  productiveness  it  well  fulfilled  the  prom- 
ise iuvolved  in  the  name  "  Asher,"  and  in  the  bless- 
ings which  had  been  pronounced  on  him  by  Jacob 
and  by  Moses.  Here  was  the  oil  in  which  he  was 
to  "dip  his  foot,"  the  "bread"  which  was  to  be 
"fat,"  and  the  "royal  dainties"  in  which  he  was 
to  indulge ;  '^  and  here  in  the  metallic  manufactures 
of  the  Phoenicians  (Kenrick,  p.  38)  were  the  "  iron 
and  brass"  for  his  "shoes."  The  Phoenician  set- 
tlements were  even  at  that  early  period  in  full  vig- 
or ;  ■=  and  it  is  not  surprising  that  Asher  was  soon 
contented  to  partake  their  luxuries,  and  to  "  dwell 
among  them"  without  atteraptmg  the  conquest 
and  extermination  enjoined  in  regard  to  all  the 
Canaanites  (Judg.  i.  31,  32).  Accordingly  he  did 
not  drive  out  the  inhabitants  "of  Accho,  nor  Dor,'' 
nor  Zidon,  nor  Ahlab,  nor  Achzib,  nor  llelbah,  nor 
Aphik,  nor  Kehob  (Judg.  i.  31),  and  the  natural 
consequence  of  this  inert  acquiescence  is  immedi- 
ately visible.  While  Zebulun  and  NaphtaU  "jeop- 
arded their  lives  unto  the  death"  in  the  struggle 
agauist  Sisera,  Asher  was  content  to  forget  the  peril 
of  his  fellows  in  the  creeks  and  harbors  of  his  new 
allies  (Judg.  v.  17,  18).  At  the  numbering  of 
Israel  at  Sinai,  Asher  was  more  numerous  than 
either  Ephraim,  Manasseh,  or  Benjamin  (Xum.  i. 
■32-41),  but  in  the  reign  of  David  so  insignificant 
had  the  tribe  become,  that  its  name  is  altogether 
omitted  from  the  list  of  the  chief  rulers  (1  Chr. 
xxvii.  lG-22);  and  it  is  with  a  kind  of  astonish- 
ment that  it  is  related  that  "  divers  of  Asher  and 
-Manasseh  and  Zebulun  "  came  to  Jerusalem  to  the 
Passover  of  Hezekiah  (2  Chr.  xxx.  11).  With  the 
exception  of  Simeon,  Asher  is  the  only  tribe  west 
of  the  .lordan  which  furnished  no  hero  or  judge  to 
the  nation.'-'  "  One  name  alone  shines  out  of  the 
general  obscurity  —  the  aged  widow  '  Anna  the 
daughter  of  Phanuel  of  the  tribe  of  Aser,'  who  in 
tlie  very  close  of  the  history  departetl  not  from  the 
temple,  but  '  served  God  with  fastings  and  prayers 
night  and  day '  "  (Stanley,  p.  265).  G. 

ASH'ER  (~ia?«  Ifbi-tress,  Fiirst :  Comp.] 
Alex.  'Acriipi  Aser).  A  place  which  fonned  one 
boundary  of  the  tribe  of  Manasseh  on  the  south 
(Josh.  xvii.  7).  It  is  placed  l)y  Eusebius  on  the 
road  from  Shechem  to  Bethshan  or  Scythojwlis, 
about  15  miles  from  the  former.     Three  quarters 
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n  Achshaph  (LXX.  Ked(|)  or  Kaiayfia)  must  be  C/iai/a. 
Robinson's  identification  (iii.  55)  is  surely  too  fer  in- 
land. Alammelech  was  probably  ou  the  Nahr  d-Me- 
lech,  a  tributary  of  the  Kishon.  JiphtUah-el  may  be 
Jefdt  (Kob.  iii.  107).  Bethlehem  (Beit  Lahm)  is  10 
miles  iubnd  from  the  shore  of  the  bay  of  C/iaifa  (Uob. 
p.  113) ;  and  as  it  was  in  Zebulun,  it  fixes  the  distance 
of  Asher's  boundary  as  less  than  that  from  the  sea. 

f>  I'or  the  crops,  see  Rob.  iii.  102  ;  for  the  oil,  Ken- 
rick, p.  31 ;  Reland,  p.  817. 


of  an  hour  from  Tubas,  the  ancient  Thebez,  i.s  the 
hamlet  of  Ttydgir,  which  Mr.  Porter  suggests  may 
be  the  Asher  of  Manasseh  {Handb.  p.  318).  In 
the  Vat.  MS.  the  LXX.  of  this  passage  is  entirely 
corrupt.  W.  A.  W. 

ASHE-'RAH  (nntrS),  the  name  of  a  Phoe- 
nician goddess,  or  rather  of  the  idol  itself.  Our 
translators,  following  the  rendering  of  the  LXX. 
(aA.(ros)  and  of  the  Vulg.  (lucus),  translate  the 
word  by  "grove."  Almost  all  modern  interpreters 
however,  since  Selden  {De  Diis  Syriis,  p.  313), 
agree  that  an  idol  or  image  of  some  kind  must  be 
intended,  as  seems  sufficiently  proved  from  such 
passages  as  2  K.  xxi.  7,  xxiii.  6,  in  the  latter  of 
which  we  find  that  Josiah  "  brought  out  the  Ashe- 
rali  "  (or  as  OTir version  reads  "the  grove  ")  "from 
the  house  of  the  Lord."  TTiere  can,  moreover,  be 
no  doubt  that  Asherah  is  very  closely  connected 
with  AsHTORETH  and  her  worship,  indeed  the  two 
are  so  placed  in  connection  with  each  other,  and 
each  of  them  with  Baal  (e.  g.  Judg.  iii.  7,  comp. 
ii.  3;  Judg.  vi.  25;  1  K.  xviii.  19),  that  many 
critics  have  regarded  them  as  identical.  There  are 
other  passages,  however,  in  which  these  terms  seem 
to  be  distinguished  from  each  other,  as  2  K.  xxiii. 
13,  14, 15.  Movers  (Phon.  i.  561)  first  pointed  out 
and  established  the  difference  between  the  two 
names,  though  he  probably  goes  too  far  in  consid- 
ering them  as  names  of  distinct  deities.  The  view 
maintained  by  Bertheau  {Exeg.  Ilcuulb.,  Richt., 
p.  67)  appears  to  be  the  more  correct  one,  that 
Ashtoreth  is  the  proper  name  of  the  goddess,  whilst 
Asherah  is  the  name  of  the  image  or  symbol  of  the 
goddess.  This  symbol  seems  in  aU  cases  to  have 
been  of  wood  (see  e.  g.  Judg.  vi.  25-30;  2  K. 
xxiii.  14),  and  the  most  probable  etymology  of  the 

term  ("ItTM  =  "IE?"',  to  be  straight,  direct)  indi- 
cates that  it  was  formed  of  the  straight  stem  of  a 
tree,  whether  living  or  set  up  for  the  purpose,  and 
thus  points  us  to  the  phallic  rites  with  which  no 
doubt  the  worship  of  Astarte  was  connected. 
[AsHTOKETH.]     See  also  Egypt.       F.  W.  G. 

ASH'ERITES,  THE  Ol^JKH :  j  'Ao-^Jp; 
Alex.  AffTjp:  Vulg.  om.).  The  descendants  of 
Asher  and  members  of  his  tribe  (Judg.  i.  32). 

W.  A.  W. 

ASHES.  The  ashes  on  the  aJtar  of  burnt- 
offering  were  gathered  into  a  cavity  in  its  surface, 

on  a  heap  called  the  apple  (H^SFl),  from  its  round 
shape  (Cramer,  de  Ara  exttrion),  said  to  have 
sometimes  amounted  to  300  Cors ;  but  this  Maimon. 
and  others  say  is  spoken  hyperbolice.  On  the  days 
of  the  three  solemn  festivals  the  ashes  were  not  re- 
moved, and  the  accumulation  taken  away  aftenvards 
in  the  morning,  the  priests  casting  lots  for  the  of- 
fice {MisJina,  Tainid,  i.  2,  and  ii.  2).  The  Jishes 
of  a  red  heifer  burnt  entire,  according  to  regulations 
prescribed  in  Num.  xix.,  had  the  ceremonial  effi- 
cacy of  purifying  the  unclean  (Heb.  ix.  13),  but 
of   polluting   the   clean.       [Sachifice.]      Ashes 


c  Zidon  was  then  distinguished  by  the  name  Bab- 

bah  =  "  the  Strong,"  Josh.  xix.  28. 

'I  This  name  is  added  by  the  LXX.  Compare  Josh, 
xvii.  11. 

e  This  would  be  weU  compensated  for  if  the  ancient 
legend  could  be  proved  to  have  any  foundation,  that 
the  parents  of  St.  Paul  resided  at  Giscala  or  Gush 
Chaleb,  i.  e.  the  Ahlab  of  Asher  (Judg.  i.  31).  See 
Reland,  p.  813.     [But  see  Acts  xxii.  8-] 
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nbout  the  person,  especially  on  the  head,  were  used 
as  a  sign  of  sorrow.     [Mol'uxixg.]  H.  H. 

*  Jeremiah  (xxxi.  40)  speaks  of  "  a  valley  of 
ashes;"  and  from  his  mention  of  "the  hrook  of 
Kidron"  in  the  same  passage,  he  may  jwssibly 
refer  to  a  "valley"  which  bore  this  name,  near 
Jerusalem.  But  the  prophet's  representation  there 
being  symbolic,  it  is  not  easy  to  decide  how  far  we 
are  to  regard  the  scenery  under  which  he  couches 
the  allegory  as  literal  and  how  far  as  fictitious. 

At  a  little  distance  north  of  Jerusalem  are  several 
large  mounds  of  ashes  (one  of  them  40  feet  high), 
which  some  conjecture  may  be  as  old  as  the  age  of 
the  temple,  having  been  built  up  by  the  ashes  carried 
out  thither  from  the  altar  of  sacrifice  (Lev.  vi.  10, 
11).  So  much  curiosity  was  felt  rd^ecting  these 
ashes  that  two  small  specimens  of  them  were  sub- 
mitted to  I'rofessor  Liebig,  who  found  them  on 
analysis  to  consist  largely  of  animal  and  not  of  veg- 
etable elements.  But  the  general  opinion  is  that 
they  are  the  accumulations  of  ashes  deposited  there 
from  soap  manufactories  which  formerly  existed  at 
Jerusalem.  The  fact  that  similar  mounds  occur  in 
the  vicinity  of  Nabulm  (Shechem),  which  are 
known  to  be  formed  in  this  way,  would  seem  to  be 
decisive  on  this  question.  Travellers  have  observed 
them  also  near  Ghuzzeh  (Ga^a),  Lwkl  (Lydda), 
and  Ramleh,  where  the  Jews  never  offered  sacrifices. 
See  Dr.  Robinson's  Later  Res.  iii.  201.  The 
chemical  test,  as  he  suggests,  is  too  limited  for  de- 
termining the  character  of  the  entire  mass,  and  a 
few  particles  of  bones  might  easily  be  intermixed 
with  the  other  sediments.  Dr.  Sepp  takes  notice 
of  these  ash-heaps  (Jerusalem  u.  das  heil.  Land, 
i.  250),  and  expresses  the  same  opinion  of  their 
origin.  H. 

ASH'IMA  (Sa"'l?i^  :  'Aai/xde  [Vat.  -aei-] ; 
[C!omp.  'K(rifjLaT\  Asima),  a  god  worshipped  by  the 
people  of  Hamath.  The  worship  was  introduced 
into  Samaria  by  the  Ilamathite  colonists  whom 
Shalmanezer  settled  in  that  land  (2  K.  xvii.  30). 
The  name  occurs  only  in  this  single  instance.  The 
Talmudists  say  that  the  word  signifies  a  goat  with- 
out hair,  or  rather  with  short  hair  (Buxtorf,  Lex. 
Talm.),  and  from  this  circumstance  Ashima  has 
been  regarded  as  identical  with  the  Mendesian  god 
of  the  Egyptians  (considered  by  the  Greeks  to  be 
Pan),  to  whom  the  goat  was  sacred.  This  god  has 
also  by  some  been  identifii-d  with  the  Phoenician 
god  limun  (see  Winer,  Retdw.),  whose  name  is 
frequently  found  in  Phoenician  inscriptions  as  a 
component  of  the  names  of  persons,  and  who  is 
regarded  as  the  Phoenician  yEsculapius  (Gesen. 
Mon.  Phmn.  pp.  136,  347).  The  two  coryectures 
are  not  necessarily  discrepant,  since  to  the  Phceni- 
cian  Esmiin  belong  the  characteristics  both  of  Pan 
and  of  ^sculapius  (Movers,  Phunizier,  i.  532). 
There  are  many  other  coiyectures  of  Jewish  writers 
respecting  this  god,  but  they  are  of  no  authority 
whatever.  F.  \V.  G. 

ASH'KELON,  AS'KELON,  Apocr.  AS'- 
CALON  Cl'lbptTN"  [perh.  migration,  Ge- 
sen.; sUmy,  Dietri];  once  "the  Eshkalonite," 
"•a'lbntpll^n :  'KffKSXmv:  Saad.  ^j^kju-^ 
(note  the  change  from  Aleph  to  Ain):  Ascnkm), 


a  The  usual  form  would  be  VpKS,  Ashkal.     Rij- 
't  :   -' 
dlger  (in  Oesenius,  p.  1476)  suggegtg  that  the  uncom- 
mon termination  is  a  PhilistiDe  form. 
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one  of  the  fi\e  cities  of  the  lords  of  the  Philistines 
(Josh.  xiii.  3;  1  Sam.  vi.  17),  but  less  often  men- 
tione<l,  and  apparently  less  known  to  the  Jews  than 
the  other  four.  This  doubtless  arose  from  its  re- 
mote situation,  alone,  of  all  the  Philistine  towns,  . 
on  the  extreme  edge  of  the  shore  of  the  Mediter- 
ranean (Jer.  xlvii.  7),  and  also  well  down  to  the 
south.  Gaza,  indeed,  was  still  further  south,  but 
then  it  was  on  the  main  road  from  Egypt  to  the 
centre  and  north  of  Palestine,  while  Ashkelon  lay 
considerably  to  the  left.  The  site,  which  retains 
its  ancient  name,  fully  bears  out  the  above  infer- 
ence; but  some  indications  of  the  fact  may  be 
traced,  even  in  the  scanty  notices  of  Ashkelon  which 
occur  in  the  Bible.  Thus,  the  name  is  omitted 
from  the  list  in  Josh.  xv.  of  the  Philistine  towns 
falling  to  the  lot  of  Judah  (but  comp.  Joseph.  Ant. 
V.  1,  §  22,  where  it  is  specified),  although  Ekron, 
Ashdod,  and  Gaza  are  all  named ;  and  considerable 
uncertainty  rests  over  its  mention  in  Judg.  i.  18 
(see  Bertheau  in  Exeg.  Ilandb.).  Samson  went 
down  from  Timnath  to  Ashkelon  when  he  slew  the 
thirty  men  and  took  their  spoil,  as  if  to  a  remote 
place  whence  his  exploit  was  not  likely  to  be  heard 
of;  and  the  only  other  mention  of  it  in  the  histor- 
ical books  is  in  the  formulistic  passages.  Josh.  xiii. 
3,  and  1  Sam.  vi.  17,  and  in  the  casual  notices  of 
Jud.  ii.  28;  1  Mace.  x.  86,  xi.  60,  xii.  33.  The 
other  Philistine  cities  are  each  distinguished  by 
some  special  occurrence  or  fact  connected  with  it, 
but  except  the  one  exploit  of  Samson,  Ashkelon  is 
to  us  no  more  than  a  name.  In  the  poetical  books 
it  occurs  2  Sam.  i.  20;  Jer.  xxv.  20,  xlvii.  5,  7; 
Am.  i.  8;  Zeph.  ii.  4,  7;  Zeeh.  ix.  5. 

In  the  post-biblical  times  Ashkelon  rose  to  con- 
siderable importance.  Near  the  town  —  though  all 
traces  of  them  have  now  vanished  —  were  the  temple 
and  sacred  lake  of  Derceto,  the  Syrian  Venus;  and 
it  shared  with  Gaza  an  infamous  reputation  for  the 
steadfastness  of  its  heathenism  and  for  the  cruel- 
ties there  practiced  on  Christians  by  JuUan  (Pe- 
land,  pp.  588,  590).  "  The  soil  around  the  town 
was  remarkable  for  its  fertility ;  the  wine  of  Asca- 
lon  was  celebrated,  and  the  Al-henna  plant  flour- 
ished better  than  in  any  other  place  except  Can- 
opus  "  (Kenrick,  p.  28).  It  was  also  celebrated  for 
its  cypresses,  for  figs,  olives,  and  jtomciiranates,  and 
for  its  bees,  which  gave  their  name  to  a  valley  in 
the  neighborhood  (Kenrick,  p.  28;  Edrisi  and  Ibn 
Batuta  in  Bitter,  Pnliistina,  p.  88).  Its  name  is 
familiar  to  us  in  the  "  Eschalot "  or  "  Shallot,"  a 
kind  of  onion,  first  grown  there,  and  for  which  this 
place  was  widely  known.  "  'ilie  sacred  doves  of 
Venus  still  fill  with  their  cooings  the  luxuriant  gar- 
dens which  grow  in  the  sandy  hollow  within  the 
ruined  walls"  (Stanley,  p.  257).  Ashkelon  playetl 
a  memorable  part  in  the  struggles  of  the  Cnisades. 
"  In  it  was  intrenched  the  hero  of  the  last  gleam 
of  liistory  which  has  thrown  its  light  over  the 
plains  of  Phihstia,  and  within  the  walls  and  towers 
now  standing  Kichard  held  his  court "  (Stanley, 
ibid.).  By  the  Mohammedan  geographers  it  was 
called  "the  bride  of  Syria"  (Schultens,  Jndex 
Gengr.). 

"  The  position  of  the  town  is  naturally  very 
strong.  Tlie  walls  are  built  on  a  ridge  of  rock 
which  winds  in  a  seniicircuLor  cur\'e  around  the 
town  and  terminates  at  each  end  in  the  sea.  There 
is  no  bay  or  shelter  for  ships,  but  a  small  harbor 
towards  the  east  advanced  a  little  way  into  th& 
town,  and  anciently  bore,  like  that  of  (iaza.  the 
name  of  Jlsyumas"  (Kenrick,  p.  28). 
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lit  the  time  of  Origen  some  wells  of  remarkable 
shape  were  sho>vn  near  the  town,  which  were  be- 
lieved to  be  those  dug  by  Isaac,  or  at  any  rate,  to 
be  of  the  time  of  the  patriarchs.  In  connection 
with  this  tradition  may  be  mentioned  the  fact  that 
in  the  Samaritan  version  of  Gen.  xx.  1,   2,  and 

xxvi.  1,  Askelon  (1"lbpDy«)  is  put  for  the  »  Ge- 
rar  "  of  the  Hebrew  text.  G. 

*  A  word  should  be  said  of  the  present  site  of 
Ashkelon.  Gesenius  speaks  of  a  village  there  still, 
bearing  the  ancient  name;  but  in  fact  not  a  living 
soul  dwells  any  longer  within  the  proper  precincts 
of  the  old  city,  though  a  little  east  of  the  ruins  is 
!i  cluster  of  some  twenty  mud  hovels  surrounded 
by  a  few  palms  and  other  trees.  The  name  is  un- 
known on  the  spot  except  by  tradition.  The  tes- 
timony of  all  travellers  is  tlie  same :  it  is  difficult 
to  conceive  of  a  more  desolate  scene,  a  sadder  spec- 
tacle of  the  wasting  effects  of  time,  and  of  the  havoc 
of  war,  than  the  ruins  of  Ashkelon  present  to  us. 
"  A  lofty  and  abrupt  ridge  begins  near  the  shore, 
runs  up  eastward,  bends  round  to  the  south,  then 
to  the  west,  and  finally  northwest  to  the  sea  again, 
forming  an  irregular  amphitheatre.  On  the  top  of 
this  ridge  ran  the  wall,  which  was  defended  at  its 
salient  angles  by  strong  towers.  The  specimens 
which  still  exist  along  the  southeast  and  west  sides 
sliow  that  it  was  very  high  and  thick,  built,  how- 
ever, of  small  stones,  and  bound  together  by  broken 
columns  of  granite  and  marble.  .  .  .  These  extra- 
ordinary fragments,  tilted  up  in  strange  confusion 
along  the  sandy  ridge,  are  what  generally  appear 
in  the  pictures  of  Askelon,  and  impart  such  an  air 
of  desolation  to  the  view.  .  .  .  The  whole  area  is 
now  planted  over  with  orchards  of  the  various  kinds 
of  fruit  which  flourish  on  this  coast.  .  .  .  From  the 
top  of  these  tall  fragments  at  the  southeast  angle 
of  the  wall,  we  have  the  whole  scene  of  desolation 
before  us,  stretching,  terrace  after  terrace,  quite 
down  to  the  sea  on  the  northwest.  The  walls 
must  have  been  blown  to  pieces  by  powder,  for  not 
even  earthquakes  could  toss  these  gigantic  masses 
of  masonry  into  such  extraordinary  attitudes" 
(Thomson's  Land  and  Book,  ii.  328  ff. ).  "  Not  a 
solitary  column  stands  upright,  and  not  a  building 
can  be  traced  even  in  outline,  though  a  few  stones 
of  a  wall  are  here  and  there  seen  in  their  places. 
Deep  wells  are  frequently  met  with,  with  curb-stones 
of  marble  or  granite ;  columns,  mostly  of  granite, 
exist  everj-where  in  vast  numbers  —  scores  of  them 
may  be  seen  projecting  from  the  ruinous  wall  along 
the  cliff  over  the  sea,  and  some  lie  half  buried  in 
the  sands  below"  (Porter's  Hamlbooh,  i.  269). 
We  seem,  as  we  stand  there,  to  hear  echoing  throuo^h 
the  ruins  those  words  of  Zephaniah  (ii.  4),  spoken 
2-5  centuries  ago:  "Ashkelon  shall  be  a  desola- 
tion"; and  of  Zechariah  (ix.  5):  "Ashkelon  shall 
not  be  inhabited."  H. 

ASH'KENAZ  (n^^S:  'Kax'^vdC-  ^«ce- 
nez),  one  of  the  three  sons  of  Gomer,  son  of  Ja- 
phet  (Gen.  x.  3),  that  is,  one  of  the  peoples  or 
tribes  telongmg  to  the  great  Japhetic  division  of 
the  human  race,  and  springing  immediately  from 
that  part  of  it  which  bears  the  name  of  Gomer. 
The  original  seat  of  the  people  of  Ashkenaz  was 
undoubtedly  in  the  neighborhood  of  Armenia,  since 
they  are  mentioned  by  Jeremiah  (Ii.  27)  in  connec- 
tion with  the  kingdoms  of  Ararat  and  Minni.    We 
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«  Note  here,  as  in  the  Arabic,  the  substitution  of 
Ain  for  Alepk. 


are  not,  however,  on  this  account  to  conclude  that 
they,  any  more  than  the  Gomerites  in  general,  were 
confined  to  this  locality.  Assuming  here,  what 
will  be  more  properly  discussed  under  the  word  Ja- 
phet,  that  the  Japhetic  tribes  migrated  from  their 
original  seats  westward  and  northward,  thus  peo- 
pUng  Asia  Minor  and  Europe,  we  may  probably 
recognize  the  tribe  of  Ashkenaz  on  the  northern 
shore  of  Asia  jMinor,  in  the  name  of  I^ka  As- 
canius,  and  in  Europe  in  the  name  Scand-ia,  Scand- 
inavia.      Knobel  (  Volkeriaftl,  p.  35)  regards  the 

word  as  a  compound  (T33"ti7S),  the  latter  element 
being  equivalent  to  the  Gr.  yevos,  Lat.  gens,  genus, 
Eng.  kind,  kin;  the  meaning  therefore  being  the 
vis-race.  If  this  be  so,  it  would  seem  that  we  here 
find  the  origin  of  the  name  Asia,  which  has  sub- 
sequently been  extended  to  the  whole  eastern  part 
of  the  world.  Knobel  considers  that  Ashkenaz  is 
to  be  identified  with  the  German  race.  It  is  worthy 
of  notice,  though  possessing  Uttle  weight  as  ev- 
idence for  this  view,  that  the  rabbins,  even  to  the 

present  day,  call  Germany  T3327S.  The  opinion 
of  Gtirres  ( Volkertnfd,  p.  92)  that  Ashkenaz  is  to 
be  identified  with  the  Cv-mry  or  Gaelic  race  seems 
less  probable  than  that  of  Knobel.        F.  W.  G. 

*  In  1  Chr.  i.  6  and  Jer.  Ii.  27  the  word  is 
spelled  in  the  A.  V.,  as  in  the  Genevan  version, 

ASHCHENAZ.  A. 

ASH'IS'AH  (n3»'S  [ike  sirong,  Jirm]),  the 
name  of  two  cities  of  Judah,  both  in  the  Slie/elah 
or  Lowland;  (1)  named  between  Zorea  and  Zanoah, 
and  therefore  probably  N.  W.  of  Jerusalem  (Josh. 
XV.  33;  "Aa-a-a;  [Comp.  Aid.  Alex.  'Affyd:]  As- 
ena);  and  (2)  between  Jiphthah  and  Nezib,  and 
therefore  to  the  S.  W.  of  Jerusalem  (Josh.  xv.  43 ; 
[laua;  Aid.  Alex.  'Aerccj/a;  Comp.  'Aaavi/d:] 
Esna).  Each,  according  to  Robinson's  map  (1857), 
would  be  about  16  miles  from  Jerusalem,  and  there- 
fore corresponding  to  the  Bethasan  of  the  Ono- 
mast.  Eusebius  names  another  place,  ''AavA,  but 
with  no  indication  of  position.  G. 

ASH'PENAZ  (T3QirSI,  of  uncertain  origin, 
yet  see  Hitzig  on  Dan.  i.  3,  and  compare  the  form 

T25^S,  Gen.  x.  3:  LXX.,  'Aj3i€<r5pr  =  ''IT^  ''^W 
(?);  'Acr^ovE^,  Theodot. :  [Asphenez,  Vulg.], 
Asphaz,  Abiezer,  Syr.),  the  master  of  the  eunuchs 
of  Nebuchadnezzar  (Dan.  i.  3).  B.  F.  W. 

ASH'RIEL  (bS'^";tf'S  :  'Etrpt^A;  [Vat.  Ao- 
epeiTjK:]  Esriel).  Probably  Asriel,  the  son  of 
Manasseh  (1  Chr.  vii.  14).  W.  A.  W. 

ASHTERATHITE  ('n'^rirp3?n  :  6  'Ao- 
rapaiOi  [Vat.  -Oei] :  Astarothttes).  A  native  or 
inhabitant  of  Ashtaroth  (1  Chr.  xi.  44)  beyond 
Jordan.  Uzzia  the  Ashterathite  was  one  of  Da- 
vid's guard.  W.  A.  W. 

ASHTAROTH,  and  (once)  ASTAROTH 
(m~irntt?V  :  ^AcTap^d'  AstaroUi  [in  Josh.  xiii. 
31,  Alex.  A(r6apwfji;  in  1  Chr.  vi.  71,  'Acr-npddx 
Alex.2  Pa/xaid ;  Comp.  Aid.  'AarapdiO] ),  a  city  on 
the  E.  of  Jordan,  in  Bashan,  in  the  kingdom  of 
Og,  doubtless  so  called  from  being  a  seat  of  the 
worship  of  the  goddess  of  the  same  name.  [Ash- 
TORETH.]  it  is  generally  mentioned  as  a  descrip- 
tion or  definition  of  Og,  —  who  "  dwelt  in  Ashta- 
roth in  Edrei"  (Deut.  i.  4),  "at  Ashtaroth  and  at 
Edrei"  (Josh.  xii.  4,  xiii.  12),  or  "who  was  at 


176  ASHTAROTH 

Ashtaroth  "  (is.  10).  It  fell  into  possession  of  the 
half  tril>e  of  Manasseh  (Josh.  xiii.  31),  and  was 
given  with  its  suburbs  or  suiTounding  pasture-lands 

(ttHaa)  to  the  Gershonites  (1  Chr.  vi.  71  [56], 
the  other  Levitical  city  iii  this  tribe  being  Golan. 
In  the  list  in  Josh.  xxi.  27,  the  name  is  given  as 

Beeshterah  (quasi  V  ^"T^?  =  "house  of  A.;" 
Reland,  p.  621;  Gesenius,  Thes.  pp.  175  n,  196 
«M,  108-3).  Nothing  more  is  heard  of  Ashtaroth. 
It  is  not  named  in  any  of  the  lists,  such  as  those 
in  Chronicles,  or  of  Jeremiah,  in  which  so  many 
of  the  trans-Jordanic  places  are  enumerated.  Je- 
rome (Oiumi.  Astaroth)  states  that  in  his  time  it 
lay  six  miles  from  Adra,  which  again  was  25  from 
Bostra.  He  further  (Astaroth  C(irnaim)  and  Eu- 
sebius  speak  of  two  Koifxai,  or  castella,  which  lay 
nine  miles  apart,  "  inter  Adaram  et  Abilam  civita- 
tes."  One  of  these  was  possibly  that  first  named 
alx)ve,  and  the  other  may  have  been  Ashteroth- 
Kaniaim.  The  only  trace  of  the  name  yet  recov- 
ered in  these  interesting  districts  is  Tell-Ashterah 
or  Asherah  (Ritter,  Syria,  p.  819;  Porter,  ii.  212), 
and  of  this  nothing  more  than  the  name  is  known. 
Uzziah  the  Ashtei°athite  is  named  in  1  Chr.  xi.  44. 

G. 

♦ASHTAROTH  in')nr\^V :  Judg.  ii. 
13,  al  'AardpTai;  x.  6,  oi  ^Acrrapiid;  1  Sam.  vii. 
3,  xii.  10,  Tci  &\(rT];  vii.   t,  to.  JtAo-rj  'Aarapwd; 

xxad.  10,  with  ."T'S,  rh  'AffTapreTov,  Alex,  -tj-: 
Astaroth),  the  plural  of  Ashtoheth,  which  see. 

A. 

ASHTEROTH-KARNA'IM  (n'-^nif'l"' 

D^?"?!?  ^=  "  Ashtaroth  of  the  two  horns  or  peaks ;  " 

Sam.   Vers.    'nTV^'^Z'S  :    Saad.    (jwLUAoJt  : 

'AffTapii)0  Kol  (Alex,  omits  koI)  Kapvd'iV-  Astaroth 
Cn7tuiim),  a  place  of  very  great  antiquity,  the 
abode  of  the  Eephaim  at  the  time  of  the  incursion 
of  Chedorlaomer  (Gen.  xiv.  5),  while  the  cities  of 
the  plain  were  still  standing  in  their  oasis.  The 
name  reappears  but  once,  and  that  in  the  later  his- 
tory of  the  Jews,  as  Camaim,  or  Carnion  (1  ^lacc. 
V.  26,  43,  44;  2  Mace.  xii.  21,  26;  .Joseph.  Ant.  xii. 
8,  §  4),  "a  strong  and  great  city"  "hard  to  be- 
siege," wiih  a  "  temple  (rh  rtfievos)  of  Atargatis  " 
(rb  ^ ArapyaTfTou),  but  with  no  indication  of  its 
Iwality,  beyond  its  being  in  "  the  land  of  Gfalaad.' 
It  is  usually  assumed  to  be  the  same  place  as  the 
preceding  [Ashtahoth],  but  the  few  fivcts  that 
can  te  ascertained  are  all  agauist  such  an  identifi- 
cation. 1.  The  affix  "  Karnaim,"  which  certainly 
indicates  some  distinction,"  and  which  in  the  times 
of  the  Maccaliees,  as  quoted  alwve,  appears  to  have 
superseded  the  other  name.  2.  The  fact  that  Eu- 
sebins  and  Jerome  in  the  Onomasticon,  though  not 
very  clear  on  the  jwint,  yet  certainly  make  a  dis- 
tinction between  Ashtaroth  and  Astaroth-Camaim, 
desciibing  the  latter  as  a  Kw/xi]  ntyiCT^  rris  'Apo- 
/3ios,  vicus  grandis  in  angulo  Batana'a'.  3.  Some 
weight  is  due  to  the  renderings  of  the  Samaritan 
version,  and  of  the  Arabic  version  of  Saadiah,  which 
give  Ashtaroth  as  in  the  text,  but  Ashteroth-Kar- 
iiaim  by  entirely  difterent  names  (see  above).  The 
first  of  these,  Aphinith,  does  not  apj)car  to  have  been 


a  Thta  was  held  by  the  Jews  at  the  date  of  the  Tal- 
mud to  refer  to  its  situation  between  two  high  peaked 
hill*  (aee   Sukkali,  fol.  2),  though  it  more  probably 
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yet  recognized;  but  the  second,  es-Sanamein,  can 
hardly  be  other  than  the  still  important  place  which 
continues  to  bear  precisely  the  same  name,  on  the 
Haj  route,  about  25  miles  south  of  Damascus,  and 
to  the  N.  W.  of  the  Lejah  (Burckh.  p.  55;  Bitter, 
Syria,  p.  812).  Perhaps  it  is  some  confirmation 
of  this  view  that  while  the  name  Karnaim  refers  to 
some  double  character  in  the  deity  there  worshipi)e<l, 
es-Sanamein  is  also  dual,  meaning  "the  two  idols." 
There  accordingly  we  are  disposed  to  fix  the  site  of 
Ashteroth-Karnaim  in  the  absence  of  further  evi- 
dence. G. 

*  Mr.  Porter  is  very  confident  that  "  Karnaim  " 
refers  to  the  figure  of  Ashteroth.  At  Kimnwal 
(Kenath,  Num.  xxxii.  42)  in  Lejah,  the  ancient 
Argob,  he  found  "a  colossal  head  of  Ashteroth, 
sadly  broken,  in  front  of  a  little  temple,  of  whicli 
probably  it  was  once  the  chief  idol.  The  crescent 
moon  which  ga*e  the  goddess  the  name  '  ( 'arnaim ' 
(two-horned)  is  on  her  brow."  Elsewhere  also 
among  the  massive  ruins  of  the  deserted  cities  there 
he  saw  "  sculptured  images  of  Astarte,  with  the 
crescent  moon,"  sho-wing  how  prevalent  was  this 
form  of  worship,  and  what  its  characteristic  symbol 
wa.s  (AsHTORETH).  See  his  Giant  Cities  of 
Bashan,  pp.  12,  43.  H. 

ASH'TORETH  (H^h^l'V  :  'Affrdprr,:  As- 
tarthe  [AstarotW]),  the  principal  female  divinity  of 
the  Phoenicians,  as  Baal  was  the  principal  male  di- 
vinity. It  is  a  i)ecuUarity  of  both  names  that  they 
frequently  occur  in  the  plural,  and  are  associated 
together  in  this  form  (Judg.  x.  6;  1  Sam.  vii.  4, 
xii.  10).  Gesenius  {Thes.  s.  vv.)  maintained  that  by 
these  plurals  were  to  be  understood  statues  of 
Baal  and  Astarte ;  but  the  more  correct  view  seems 
to  be  that  of  Clovers  {Phon.  i.  175,  602),  that  the 
plurals  are  used  to  indicate  different  modifications 
of  the  divinities  themselves.  In  the  earlier  books 
of  the  0.  T.,  only  the  plural,  Asiitakoth,  occurs, 
and  it  is  not  till  the  time  of  Solomon,  who  intro- 
duced the  worship  of  the  Sidonian  Astarte,  and 
only  in  reference  to  that  particular  goddess,  Ashtc- 
reth  of  the  Sidonians,  that  the  singular  is  found  in 
the  0.  T.  (1  K.  xi.  5,  33;  2  K.  xxiii.  13).  The 
worship  of  Astarte  was  very  ancient  and  very 
widely  spread.  We  find  the  plural  Ashtaroth 
united  with  the  adjunct  Karnaim  as  the  name  of  a 
city  as  early  as  the  time  of  Abraham  ((Jen.  xiv.  5), 
and  we  read  of  a  temple  of  this  goddess,  appar- 
ently as  the  goddess  of  war,  amongst  the  Philis- 
tines in  the  time  of  Saul  (1  Sam.  xxxi.  10).  I'rom 
the  connection  of  this  goddess  with  Baai-  or  Bei,, 
we  should  moreover  naturally  conclude  that  she 
would  be  found  in  the  Assyrian  pantheon,  and  in 
fact  the  name  Ishtar  appears  to  lie  cleaj-ly  identified 
in  the  list  of  the  great  gods  of  Assyria  (Layanl, 
N.  and  B.,  pp.  352,  629 ;  Bawlinson,  Early  History 
of  Bahyhn,  Ix)nd.  1854,  p.  23;  HawHnson,  Herod- 
otus,  i.  634).  There  is  no  reason  to  doubt  that 
this  Assyrian  goddfess  is  the  Ashtoreth  of  the  ( )ld 
Testament  and  the  Astarte  of  the  Greeks  and  Uo- 
mans.  The  worship  of  Astarte  seems  to  have  ex- 
tended wherever  Pha-nician  colonies  were  founded. 
Thus  we  find  her  name  in  inscriptions  still  existing 
in  the  island  of  Cyprus  on  the  site  of  the  ancient 
Citiuni,  and  also  at  Carthage  ((Jesen.  J/(w.  Phmn. 
pp.  125,  449),  and  not  unfrequently  as  an  element 


alludes  to  the  worship  of  the  homed  goddeM,  the 
"mooned  Ashtaroth." 
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In  Phoeuician  proper  names,  as  ''AcTTOpros,  'A^So- 
ffrdpTos,  AfXeiaa-rdpTOs  (Joseph,  c.  Ap.  i.  18).  The 
name  occurs  moreover  written  in  Egyptian  hiero- 
glyphics, as  Astart  (Ges.  Thes.  s.  v.  For  evidence 
of  her  wide-spread  worship  see  also  Eckhel,  Doct. 
Num.  iii.  36S)  fE).  It  is  worthy  of  remark  that 
Rodiger,  in  his  recently  published  Addenda  to  Ge- 
senius's  Thesaurus  (p.  106),  notices  that  in  the 
inscription  on  the  sarcophagus  of  a  king  named 
lismunazar,  discovered  in  January,  1855  (see  Rob- 
inson, iii.  36,  note),  the  founding,  or  at  least  resto- 
ration, of  the  temple  of  this  goddess  at  Sidon,  is 
attributed  to  him  and  to  his  mother  Amashtoreth, 
who  is  further  styled  priestess  of  Ashtoreth. 

If  now  we  seek  to  ascertain  the  character  and 
attril)utes  of  tBis  goddess,  we  find  ourselves  in- 
volved in  considerable  perplexity.  There  can  be 
no  doubt  that  the  general  notion  symlx)lized  is 
that  of  productive  power,  as  Baal  symbolizes  that 
of  generative  power,  and  it  would  be  natural  to 
conclude  that  as  the  sun  is  the  great  symbol  of  the 
latter,  and  therefore  to  be  identified  with  Baal,  so 
the  moon  is  the  sjonbol  of  the  former  and  must  be 
identified  with  Astarte.  That  this  goddess  was  so 
typified  can  scarcely  be  doubted.  The  ancient 
name  of  the  city,  Ashtaroth-Karnaim,  already  re- 
ferred to,  seems  to  indicate  a  homed  Astart«,  that 
is,  an  image  with  a  crescent  moon  on  her  head  like 
the  Egyptian  Athor.  At  any  rate  it  is  certain  that 
she  was  by  some  ancient  writers  identified  with  the 
moon;  thus  Lucian  {De  Syria  JJta,  4)  says,  'Ac- 
T<ipTT)v  5"  €7611  SoK(u>  SeATjt'aiTji'  e/j./j.evai'  And 
again  Herodian,  v.  6,  10,  Ovpaviav  ^oii  iKfs  'Aa- 
rpodpxvv  ('1  grecized  form  of  Astarte)  ovofxdCova-i, 
(Te\rjvT]v  (Ivai  deKovres.  On  these  grounds 
^Movers,  Winer,  Keil,  and  others  maintain  that 
originally  Ashtoreth  was  the  moon-goddess.  On 
the  other  hand,  it  appears  to  be  now  ascertained 
that  the  Assyiian  Ishtar  was  not  the  moon-god- 
dess, but  the  planet  Venus  (Rawlinson,  Herod. 
1.  c. ),  and  it  is  certain  that  Astarte  was  by  many 
ancient  writers  identified  with  the  goddess  Venus 
(or  Aphrodite)  as  well  as  also  with  the  planet  of  that 
name.  The  name  itself  seems  to  be  identical  with 
our  word  Star,  a  word  very  widely  spread  (San- 
skrit,   tara  ;    Zend,  stardnm ;    Pehlevi,    setaran  ; 

Pers.  S\Uu*(f,  istarah;  Gr.  atrr^p  ;  Lat.  steUa. 

Though  this  derivation  is  regarded  as  doubtful  by 
Keil,  from  the  absence  of  the  initial  v'  in  all  the 
presumed  representatives  of  the  word  {Ki'mif/e,  i. 
168,  Eng.  tr.  i.  189),  it  is  admitted  by  Gesenius, 
Fiirst,  Movers,  and  most  Hebrew  critics  on  appar- 
ently good  grounds.  On  the  whole  it  seems  most 
likely  tiiat  both  the  moon  and  the  planet  were 
looked  upon  as  sjTnbols,  under  different  aspects 
and  perhaps  at  different  periods,  of  the  goddess, 
just  a.s  each  of  them  may  in  different  asjiects  of 
the  haivens  be  regardetl  as  the  "  queen  of  heaven." 
The  inquiry  as  to  the  worship  paid  to  the  god- 
dess is  not  less  perplexed  than  that  of  the  heavenly 
body  in  which  she  was  symbolized.  Movers  (Phon. 
607)  distuiguishes  two  Astartes,  one  Carthaginian- 
Sidonian,  a  virgin  goddess  symbolized  by  the  moon, 
the  other  Syro-Phoenieian  symbolized  by  the  planet 
Venus.  Wliether  this  be  so  or  not,  it  is  certain 
that  the  worship  of  Astarte  became  identified  with 
that  of  Venus:  thus  Cicero  (de  Nat.  Deor.  iii.  23) 
speaks  of  a  fourth  Venus,  '•  SjTia  Tyroque  concepta, 
qua;  Astarte  vocatur,"  and  that  this  worship  was 
conr.ected  with  the  most  impure  and  licentious 
12 
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rites  is  apparent  from  the  close  connection  of  this 
goddess  with  Asherah,  or,  as  our  translators  ren- 
dered the  word,  "  groves."  It  is  not  necessary 
that  we  should  here  enter  further  into  the  very  per- 
plexed and  revolting  subject  of  the  worship  of  this 
goddess.  The  reader  who  wishes  to  pursue  the 
inquiry  may  find  ample  details  in  Movers'  Phoni- 
zier,  already  referred  to,  and  in  Creuzer's  Symbollk. 

F.  W.  G. 

ASH'UR  Cl^n^^N  [black,  Ges.,^ssMj hero, 
Fiirst]  :  'Atrx  ^i  'Acrovp  [Vat.  'Sapa]  ;  [Alex.  Atr- 
Sa>S,  Acrxovp;  Comp.  'Affodp']  Ashur,  Assur), 
the  "father  of  Tekoa,"  1  Chr.  ii.  24,  iv.  5  [which 
probably  means  that  he  was  the  founder  or  prince 
of  that  village.     See  Tekoa]. 

ASH'URITES,  THE  (''"l-ia'Wn  :  &  ecuripl; 
[Vat.  0a<r««p€< ;]  Alex,  ©otroup ;  [Comp. 'Ao-ept':] 
Gessuri).  This  name  occurs  only  in  the  enumer- 
ation of  those  over  whom  Ishbosheth  was  made 
king  (2  Sam.  ii.  9).  By  some  of  the  old  inter- 
preters—  Arabic,  Syriac,  and  Vulgate  versions  — 
and  in  modern  times  by  Ewald  {Gesch.  iii.  145), 
the  name  is  taken  as  meaning  the  Geshurites,  the 
members  of  a  small  kingdom  to  the  S.  or  S.  E.  of 
Damascus,  one  of  the  petty  states  which  were  in- 
cluded under  the  general  title  of  Aram.  [Aram  • 
Geshur.]  The  difficulty  in  accepting  this  sub- 
stitution is  that  Geshur  had  a  king  of  its  own, 
Tahnai,  whose  daughter  moreover  was  married  to 
David  somewhere  about  tliis  very  time  (1  Chr.  iii. 
2,  compared  with  4),  a  circumstance  not  consistent 
with  his  being  the  ally  of  Ishbosheth,  or  with  the 
latter  being  made  king  over  the  people  of  Ge- 
shur. Talmai  was  still  king  many  years  after  this 
occurrence  (2  Sam.  xiii.  37).  In  atldition,  Geshur 
was  surely  too  remote  from  Mahanaim  and  from  the 
rest  of  Ishbosheth's  territory  to  be  intended  here. 

It  would  therefore  be  perhaps  safer  to  follow 
the  Targum  of  Jonathan,  which  has  Beth-Asher, 

"HHTN  n"*3,  "  the  house  of  Asher,"  a  reading  sup- 
ported by  several  JISS.  of  the  original  text,  which, 
omitting  the  Vau,  have  ''"liZ^Sn  (Davidson,  Ilehr. 
Text,  ad  loc.).  "  The  Asherites  "  will  then  denote 
the  whole  of  the  country  west  of  the  Jordan  above 
Jezreel  (the  district  of  the  plain  of  Esdraelon),  and 
the  enumeration  will  proceed  regularly  from  north 
to  south,  Asher  to  Benjamin.  The  form  "Ash- 
erite"  occurs  in  Judg.  i.  32. 

The  reading  of  the  LXX.  was  evidently  quite 
different ;  but  what  it  was  has  not  been  yet  recog- 
nized. 

There  is  clearly  no  reference  here  to  the  Asshurim 
of  Gen.  XXV.  3.  G. 

ASH'VATH  {rVXp'S:  'Ao-t'fl;  [Vat.]' Alex. 
AffeiQ;  [Comp.  'AaovdO;  Aid.  'AffodO:]  Asoth). 
One  of  the  sons  of  Japhlet,  of  the  tribe  of  Asher 
(1  Chr.  vii.  33).  W.  A.  W. 

A'SIA  (ri  'Atria:  [Asia]).  The  passages  in 
the  N.  T.  where  this  woixl  occurs  are  the  following: 
Acts  ii.  9,  \i.  9,  xvi.  6,  xix.  10,  22,  26,  27,  xx.  4, 
16,  18,  xxi.  27,  xxvii.  2;  Rom.  xvi.  5  (where  the 
true  reading  is  'Afflas);  1  Cor.  xvi.  19;  2  Cor.  i. 
8 ;  2  Tim.  i.  15 ;  1  Pet.  i.  1 ;  Rev.  i.  4, 11.  [Chief 
OF  Asia.  See  Asiarch.e.]  In  all  these  passages 
it  may  be  confidently  stated  that  the  word  is  used, 
not  for  "  the  continent  of  Asia,"  nor  for  what  we 
commonly  understand  by  "Asia  Elinor,"  but  for  a 
Roman  province  which  embraced  the  western  part 
of  the  peninsula  of  Asia  Minor,  and  of  which  Eph- 
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esus  was  the  capital.  This  province  originated  in 
the  bequest  of  Attalus,  king  of  Perganius,  or  Icing 
of  Asia,  who  left  by  will  to  the  Roman  Republic 
his  hereditary  dominions  in  the  west  of  the  penin- 
sula (b.  c.  133).  Some  rectifications  of  the  fron- 
tier were  made,  and  "  Asia "  was  constituted  a 
pro\ince.  Under  the  early  Emperors  it  was  rich 
and  flourishing,  though  it  had  been  severely  plun- 
dered under  the  Kepublic.  In  the  division  made 
by  Augustus  of  senatorial  and  imi>erial  provinces, 
it  was  placed  in  the  former  class,  .and  was  governed 
by  a  proconsul.  (Hence  avduTraroi,  Acts  xix.  38, 
and  on  corns.)  It  contained  many  important  cities, 
among  wliich  were  the  seven  churches  of  the  Apoc- 
alypse, and  it  was  di\ided  into  assize  districts  for 
judicial  business.  (Hence  ii,yopa7oi,  »"•  f-  rjfxfpai, 
Acts,  ibid.)  It  is  not  possible  absolutely  to  define 
the  inland  boundary  of  this  province  during  the 
life  of  St.  I'aul :  indeed  the  limits  of  the  provinces 
were  frequently  undergoing  change;  but  generally 
it  may  be  said  that  it  included  the  territory  an- 
ciently subdivided  into  ^I^olis,  Ionia,  and  Doris,  and 
aftei-wards  into  Mysia,  Lydia,  and  Caria.  [Mysia, 
Lycia,  Bithyxia,  Phhygia,  Galatia.] 

Jleyer's  comment  on  Acts  xvi.  6  is  curious,  and 
neither  necessary  nor  satisfactory.  He  supposes 
that  the  divine  intimation  given  to  St.  Paul  had 
reference  to  the  continent  of  Asia,  as  opposed  to 
Europe,  and  that  the  apostle  supposed  it  might 
have  reference  simply  to  Asia  cis  Taurum,  and 
therefore  attempted  to  penetrate  into  Bithynia." 
ITie  view  of  Meyer  and  l)e  Wette  on  Acts  xxvii.  2 
(and  of  the  former  on  Acts  xix.  10),  namely,  that 
the  peninsula  of  Asia  Jlinor  is  intended,  involves  a 
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bad  geographical  mistake ;  for  this  term  "  Asia 
Minor"  does  not  seem  to  have  been  so  applied  till 
gome  centuries  after  the  Christian  era.  Moreover 
the  mistlike  introduces  confusion  into  both  narra- 
tives. It  is  also  erroneous  to  speak  of  Asia  in  the 
N.  T.  as  A.  proconsularis ;  for  this  phrase  also ' 
was  of  later  date,  and  denoted  one  of  Constantine's 
subdivisions  of  the  province  of  which  we  are  speak- 
ing. 

In  the  books  of  Maccabees,  where  reference  is 
made  to  the  pre-provincial  period  of  this  district 
(b.  c.  200-150),  we  frequently  encounter  the  word 
Asia  in  its  earlier  sense.  Tlie  title  "  King  of  Asia  " 
was  used  by  the  Seleucid  monarchs  of  Antioch,  and 
was  claimed  by  them  even  after  it  more  properly 
belonged  to  the  immediate  predecessors  of  Attalus 
(see  1  Mace.  xi.  13 ;  Conybeare  and  Howson's  Life 
ami  Jipistks  of  St.  Paul,  ch.  xiv. ;  Marquardt's 
Rom.  Alterthumer,  iii.  130-14G).  J.  S.  H. 

ASIAR'CH^  (' Afftdpxai'  prindpes  Aslce, 
Vulg. :  chief  of  Asia,  A.  V. :  Acts  xix.  31),  ofticers 
chosen  annually  by  the  cities  of  that  jKirt  of  the 
province  of  Asia  of  which  Ephesus  was,  under  Ko- 
man  government,  the  metropolis.  They  had  charge 
of  the  public  games  and  religious  theatrical  spec- 
tacles, the  expenses  of  which  they  bore,  as  was  done 
by  the  holders  of  \tirovpyiai  at  Athens,  and  the 
8ediles  at  Kome  (Niebuhr,  iii.  35;  Gibbon,  xv.  ii. 
205,  ed.  Smith).  Their  office  was  thus,  in  great 
measure  at  least,  religious,  and  they  are  in  conse- 
quence sometimes  called  apxitptis,  and  their  office 
iepoxTvvT]  (Mart.  S.  Polycarp.  in  Patr.  Ap.  c.  21 
1  [cf.  c.  12] ).  Probably  it  represented  the  religious 
!  element  of  the  ancient  Panionian  league ;  to  the 


Greek  Imperial  Copper  Coin  ("medallion")  of  lAodicea  of  Phrygia;  Commodua ;  with  name  of  Asiarch. 

Obv. :  AYTKAIMAYP.  ANTONEINOCCE.     Bust  of  Emperor  to  right.     Rev.  :  EniAIAHirP  HTOCACIAP  . 
AAOAIKEfiN  NEOKOPfiN.     Figure  in  triumphal  quadriga  of  lions,  to  left. 


territorial  limits  of  which  also  the  circle  of  the 
ftmctions  of  the  Asiarchs  nearly  corresponded. 
(See  Herod,  i.  142.)  Officers  called  Aufcicipx**  *"* 
mentioned  by  Strabo  (xiv.  665),  who  exercised  ju- 
dicial and  civil  functions,  subject  to  the  Roman 
goverament;  but  there  is  no  evidence  to  show  that 
the  Asiarchs  exercised  any  but  the  religious  func- 
tions above-mentioned.  Modestinus  names  B«- 
evviapxitt  and  Kainro8oKapx«a  »«  religious  offices 
in  Bithynia  and  Cappadocia.  The  office  of  Asiarch 
was  annual,  and  subject  to  the  approval  of  the  pro- 
consul, but  might  be  renewed ;  and  the  title  appears 
to  have  been  contumed  to  those  who  had  at  any 


a  "Meyer  has  cancelled  this  remark  in  his  later  edi- 
tions.   He  now  limits  Asia  in  Acts  xvi.  6  to  the  western 


time  held  the  office.  From  its  costliness,  it  waa 
often  (oeO  conferred  on  a  citizen  of  the  wealthy 
city  of  Tralles  (Stralw,  xiv.  649).  Philip,  the 
Asiarch  at  the  time  of  St.  Polycarp's  martyrdom, 
was  a  Trallian.  Coins  or  inscriptions  bearing  the 
names  of  persons  who  had  served  the  office  of 
Asiarch  once  or  more  times,  are  tnown  as  belong- 
ing to  the  following  cities:  Aphrodisias,  C\^icus, 
Hjpwpa,  Lao<licea,  Pergamus,  Philadelphia,  Sardis, 
Smyrna,  Thyatira.  (Aristid.  Or.  xxvi.  518,  ed. 
Dind.;  Eckhel,  ii.  507,  iv.  207;  Btickh,  Inscr.  vol. 
ii. ;  Van  Dale,  Disstrt.  p.  274  ff. ;  Krause,  Civita~ 
tts  Ntocora,  p.  71 ;  Wetstein,  On  Acts  xix. ;  Aker- 


coast  of  the  Peninsular  Asia,  as  in  Acts  ii.  9  and  vl.  9. 
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man,  Numismatic  Tllustr.  p.  51;  Herod,  v.  38; 
Hammond,  On  N.  T.)  H.  W.  P. 

ASIBI'AS  ('A<re)3.'as  [Vat.  -;3ei-] ;  Alex.  Xffi- 
fitos;  [Aid. 'Atri/Sios:]  Jammebias).  One  of  the 
Bons  of  Phoros,  or  Parosh,  in  1  Esdr.  ix.  26,  whose 
name  occupies  the  place  of  Malchijah  in  Ezr.  x. 
25.  W.  A.  W. 

A'SIEL  (^^■'bV  [created  by  Gwl]:  'Ao-ii^A: 
Asiel).  1.  A  Simeonite  whose  descendant  Jehu 
lived  in  the  reign  of  Hezekiah  (1  Chr.  iv.  35). 

2.  One  of  the  five  swift  writers  whom  Esdras 
was  commanded  to  take  to  write  the  law  and  the 
history  of  the  world  (2  Esdr.  xiv.  24). 

W.  A.  W. 

ASI'PHA  ('Ao-K^a;  [Vat.  M.  ToweK^a:  Oas- 
pha),  1  Esdr.  v.  29.     [Hasupha.] 

AS'KELON,  Judg.  i.  18;  1  Sam.  vi.  17;  2 
Sam.  i.  20.     [Ashkelon.] 

*  ASMA'VETH.     [Azmaveth.] 

ASMODE'US  C'lPlf'W :  'A<r/xo5aror,  Tob. 

iii.  8),  the  same  as  ^T^3S,  which  in  Job  xxxi.  12, 
&c.,  means  "destruction,"  and  'AiroWvoiv,  Rev. 
ix.  11  [Apollyox],  where  he  is  called  "a  king, 
the  angel  of  the  tottomless  pit,"  and  6  'OKodpevwv, 
Wisd.  xviii.  25,  where  he  is  represented  as  the 
"Evil  angel"  (Ps.  lsx\-iii.  49)  of  the  plague. 
(Schleusner's  Tliesaur.  s.  v.)  From  the  fact  that 
the  Talmud  (cod.  Gittin,  Eccles.  i.  12)  calls  him 

^"T^tn  M^7D,rej;  dmnonum  (cf.  Lightfoot,  Hor. 
Ilebi:  et  Tnlm.  in  Luke  xi.  15),  some  assume  him 
to  lie  identical  with  Beelzebub,  and  others  with  Az- 

rael.     The  name  is  derived  either  from  T^f",  to 

-    T  ' 

destroy,  or,  according  to  Reland  (Winer,  s.  v.), 
fix)in  a  Persian  y^0TA  =  treipi^(iv.  In  the  book 
of  Tobit  this  evil  spirit  is  represented  as  loving 
Sara,  the  daughter  of  Eagnel,  and  causing  the 
death  of  seven  husbands,  who  married  her  in  suc- 
cession, on  the  bridal  night:  gaining  the  power  to 
do  so  (as  is  hinted)  through  their  incontinence. 
Tobias,  instructed  by  I-Japhael,  bums  on  "  the  ashes 
of  i)erfume"  the  heart  and  liver  of  the  fish  which 
he  caught  in  the  Tigris ;  "  the  which  smell  when  the 
evil  spirit  had  smelled,  he  fled  into  the  utmost  parts 
of  Egypt,  and  the  angel  bound  him  "  (Tob.  viii. 
3). 

It  is  obviously  a  vain  endeavor  to  attempt  to  ra- 
tionaUze  this  story  of 

.     .     .     "  Asmodeus  with  the  fishy  fume 

That  drove  him,  though  enamored,  from  the  spouse 

Of  Tobifs  son,  and  with  a  vengeance  sent 

From  Media  post  to  Egypt,  there  fast  bound," 

since  it  is  throughout  founded  on  Jewish  demon- 
ology,  and  "the  loves  of  the  angels,"  a  strange 
fancy  derived  from  Gen.  vi.  2.  Those,  however, 
who  attempt  this  task  make  Asmodeus  the  demon 
of  impurity,  and  suppose  merely  that  the  fumes 
deadened  the  passions  of  Tobias  and  his  wife.  The 
Rabbis  (among  other  odd  fables)  make  this  demon 
the  offspring  of  the  incest  of  Tubal-cain  with  his 
sister  Xoema,  and  say  (in  allusion  to  Solomon's 
many  wives)  that  Asmodeus  once  drove  him  from 
his  kingdom,  but  being  dispossessed  was  forced  to 


a  Asp  (the  Greek  itriri?,  the  Latin  aspis)  has  by 
gome  been  derived  from  the  Ileb.  PlDS,  "to  gtvther 
in  allusion  to  the  coiling  habits  of  the  snake  when 
but  this  etymology  is  very  improbable.     We 
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serve  in  building  the  temple,  which  he  did  noise- 
lessly, by  means  of  a  mysterious  stone  Shamir 
(('ahnet,  s.  v.  and  Frar/ments,  p.  271,  where  there 
is  a  great  deal  of  fanciful  and  groundless  si^ecula- 
tion).  F.  W.  F. 

AS'NAH  (n2DW  [thorn -bush]  :  'Aa-evd: 
Asena).  The  children  of  Asnah  were  among  the 
Nethinim  who  returned  with  Zerubbabel  (Ezr.  ii. 
50).  In  the  parallel  list  of  Neh.  vii.  52  the  name 
is  omitted,  and  in  1  Esdr.  v.  31  it  is  written  As- 
axa.     [See  also  Asenath.]  W.  A.  W. 

[ASXAPTAR  (so  correctly  A.  V.  ed.  1611 ; 
in  later  eds.)]  ASNAP'PER  ("l?3DS :  Syr. 
Espid:  'hfffffvaipAp ;  [Vat.  Aaevvacpap ;  Alex. 
Na<pap-]  Asenaphar),  mentioned  in  Ezr.  iv.  10, 
with  the  epithets  "great  and  noble,"  as  the  jierson 
who  settled  the  Cuthieans  in  the  cities  of  Samaria. 
He  has  been  variously  identified  with  Shalmaneser, 
Sennacherib,  and  Esar-haddon.  Of  the  three  the 
third  is  the  most  probable,  as  Gesenius  says,  since 
in  ver.  2  of  the  same  chapter  the  Cuthteans  at- 
tribute their  settlement  to  that  king.  But  on  the 
whole,  as  this  is  but  slight  evidence,  it  seems  better 
to  accept  Patrick's  view  ( Comm.  in  loco),  that 
Asnap[)er  was  "  some  great  commander,  who  was 
intrusted  by  one  of  these  kings  to  conduct  them, 
and  bring  them  over  the  river  Euphrates,  and  see 
them  settled  in  Samaria."  G.  E.  L.  C. 

A'SOM  CA(r6fjL:  Asom),  1  Esdr.  ix.  33.     [Ha- 

SHUM.] 

ASP  (^nSj  pethen:  a<Tiris,  Spdxwv,  ffaffi- 
\iarKos'  i^spis,  basiliscus.  The  Hebrew  word  oc- 
curs in  the  six  foUowing  passages :  Dent,  xsxii.  33 ; 
Ps.  Iviii.  4,  xci.  13 ;  Job  xx.  14,  16 ;  Is.  xi.  8.  It 
is  expressed  in  the  passages  from  the  Psalms  by 
(uhler  in  the  text  of  the  A.  V.,  and  by  asp  in  the 
margin.  Elsewhere  the  text  of  the  A.  V.  haa 
asp*^  as  the  representative  of  the  original  word 
pethen. 

That  some  kind  of  poisonous  serpent  is  denoted 
by  the  Hebrew  word  is  clear  from  the  passages 
quoted  above.  We  further  leani  from  Ps.  Iviii.  4, 
that  the  pethen  was  a  snake  upon  which  the  ser- 
pent-charmers practiced  their  art.  In  this  passage 
the  wicked  are  compared  to  "  the  deaf  adder  that 
stoppeth  her  ear,  which  will  not  hearken  to  the 
voice  of  charmers,  charming  never  so  wisely;  "  and 
from  Is.  xi.  8,  "  the  sucking  child  shall  play  on 
the  hole  of  the  asp,"  it  would  appear  that  the 
pethen  was  a  dweller  in  holes  of  walls,  &c.  The 
question  of  identity  is  one  which  is  by  no  means 
easy  to  determine.  Bochart  contributes  nothing  in 
aid  to  a  solution  when  he  attempts  to  prove  that 
the  pethen  is  the  asp  {Hieroz.  iii.  156),  for  this 
species  of  serpent,  if  a  species  be  signified  by  the 
term,  has  been  so  vaguely  described  by  authors, 
that  it  is  not  possible  to  say  what  known  kind  i« 
represented  by  it.  The  term  asp  in  modem  zoology 
is  generally  restricted  to  the  Vipera  aspis  of  La«- 
treille,  but  it  is  most  probable  that  the  name, 
amongst  the  ancients,  stood  for  different  kinds  of 
venomous  serpents.  Solinus  (c.  xxvii.)  says,  "plures 
diversseque  sunt  aspidum  species;  "  and  ^lian  (^V. 
Anim.  x.  31)  asserts  that  the  Egyptians  enumerate 


up 

it  rest 


think  that  the  words  are  onomatopoetic,  alluding  to 
the  hissing  sounds  serpents  make :  cf.  Lat.  asp-irnre- 
The  shield  (acnri's)  is  no  doubt  derived  from  the  form 
of  the  animal  at  rest. 
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eixteen  kinds  of  asp.  Bruce  tliouiiht  that  tbe  asp 
of  the  ancients  should  be  referral  to  the  cerastes, 
while  Cuvier  considered  it  to  be  the  Egyptian  cobi-a 
{A'aia  hnje).  Be  this,  however,  as  it  may,  there 
can  be  little  doubt  that  the  Hebrew  name  peihen 
Ls  specific,  as  it  is  mentioned  as  distinct  from  acshub, 
shephiphon,  Isiplimi,  &c.,  names  of  other  members 
of  the  Ophidia. 

Oedmann  (Vermisch.  Samml.  v.  81)  identifies 
the  pethen  with  the  Coluber  hbetinvs,  Linn.,  a 
species  described  by  Forskal  {Desc.  Anim.  p.  15). 
Kosenmiiller  {Nut.  ad  Flieroz.  iii.  15G),  Dr.  Lee 

{Heb.  Lex.  s.  V,  ^HQ),  Dr.  Harris  {Nat.  Hist,  of 
Bible,  art.  Asp),  Col.  H.  Smith  {Cyc.  Bib.  Lit. 
art.  Serpent),  believe  that  the  pethen  of  Scripture 
is  to  be  identified  with  the  Coluber  Ixelan  of  iors- 
kal.  Oedmann  has  no  hesitation  in  establishing  an 
identity  between  the  C.  lebetinus  and  the  C.  btelan  ; 
but  from  Forskal's  descriptions  it  is  most  probable 
that  the  two  species  are  distinct.  The  whole  ar- 
gument that  seeks  to  establish  the  identity  of  the 
Coluber  bcetan  with  the  pethen  of  Scripture  is  based 
entirely  upon  a  sijnilarity  of  sound.  Kosenmiiller 
thinks  that  the  Arabic  word  baton  ought  to  l>e 
written  jxBtan,  and  thinks  there  can  be  no  doubt 
that  this  sftecies  represents  the  peihen  of  Scripture. 
Oedmann's  argument  also  is  based  on  a  similarity  of 
sound  in  the  words,  though  he  adduces  an  addi- 
tional proof  in  the  fact  that,  according  to  the 
Swedish  naturalist  quoted  above,  the  common  people 
of  Cyprus  bestow  the  epithet  of  kovphe  (/coucp'^), 
'•deaf,"  upon  the  C.  lebetinus.  He  does  not,  how- 
ever, believe  that  this  species  is  absolutely  deaf,  for 
he  says  it  can  hear  well.  This  epithet  of  deafness 
attributed  to  the  C.  lebetinus  Oedmann  thinks  may 
throw  light  on  the  passage  in  Ps.  Iviii.  5,  about 
"  the  deaf  adder." 

As  regards  the  opinion  of  Rosenmiiller  and  others 
who  recognize  the  pethen  under  the  batan  of  Fors- 
kiil,  it  may  be  stated  that,  even  if  the  identity  is 
allowed,  we  are  as  much  in  the  dark  as  ever  on  the 
subject,  for  the  Coluber  bcetan  of  Forskal  has  never 
l)een  determined.  If  C.  bcetan  =  C.  lebetinus,  the 
species  denoted  may  be  the  Echis  arenicola  {tox- 
icoa)  of  I'^ypt  {Catalogue  of  Snakes  in  Brit.  M. 
i.  29).  Probably  all  that  naturalists  have  ever 
heard  of  the  C.  bcetnn  is  derived  from  two  or  three 
lines  of  description  given  by  Forskal.  "  The  whole 
body  is  spotted  with  black  and  white ;  it  is  a  foot 
in  length,  and  of  the  thickness  of  two  thumbs; 
oviparous;  its  bite  kills  in  an  instant,  aid  the 
wounded  body  swells."  The  evidence  afforded  by 
the  deaf  snake  of  Cyprus,  and  adduced  in  support 
of  his  argument  by  Oedmann,  is  of  no  value  what- 
ever ;  for  it  must  be  rememtered  that  the  audition 
in  all  the  ophidia  is  very  imperfect,  as  all  the  mem- 
bers of  this  order  are  destitute  of  a  tympanic 
cavity.  The  epithet  "deaf,"  therefore,  as  far  as 
rehtes  to  the  power  all  serpents  possess  of  hearing 
ordinary  sounds  may  rea.sonably  be  applied  to  any 
snake.  Vulgar  opinion  in  this  country  attributes 
"deafness"  to  the  adder;  but  it  would  be  very 
unreasonable  to  infer  from  thence  that  the  adder 
of  this  country  {Pelias  Bervs)  is  identical  with  the 
"deaf  adder"  of  the  58th  Psalm!  Vulgar  opin- 
ion in  Cyprus  is  of  no  more  value  in  the  matter  of 
identification  of  species  than  vulgar  opinion  in  l-^ng- 
land.  A  preliminary  proof,  moreover,  is  necessary 
for  the  argument,  the  snake  of  ( 'yprus  must  be 
demonstrated  to  occur  in  Egypt  or  the  Holy  I^ind  — 
i  foct  which  has  never  yet  been  proved,  though,  as 
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was  stated  above,  the  snake  of  Cypi-us  ( C.  lebetinus] 
may  be  the  same  as  the  Echis  arenicola  of  North 
Ainca. 

Very  absurd  are  some  of  the  explanations  which 
commentators  have  given  of  the  passage  concerning 
the  "deaf  adder  that  stoppeth  her  ears;"  the 
Rabbi  Solomon  (according  to  Bochart,  iii.  162) 
asserts  that  "  this  snake  becomes  deaf  when  old  in 
one  ear;  that  she  stops  the  other  with  dust,  lest 
she  should  hear  the  charmer's  voice."  Others 
maintain  that  "  she  appUes  one  ear  to  the  ground 
and  stops  the  other  with  her  tail."  That  such 
errors  should  have  prevailed  in  former  days,  when 
little  else  but  foolish  marvels  filled  the  pages  of 
natural  history,  is  not  to  be  wondered  at,  and  no 
allusion  to  them  would  have  been  made  here,  if  tliis 
absurd  error  of  "  the  adder  stopping  her  ears  with 
her  tail  "  had  not  been  perpetuated  in  our  own  day. 
In  Bythner's  Lyre  of  David,  p.  165  (Dee's  transla- 
tion, 1847  ! ),  the  following  explanation  of  the  word 
pethen,  without  note  or  comment,  occurs:  '■'■Asp, 
whose  deaftiess  marks  the  venom  of  his  malice,  as 
though  impenetrable  even  to  charms.  It  is  deaf  of 
one  ear,  and  stops  the  other  with  dust  or  its  tail, 
that  it  may  not  hear  incantations."  Dr.  Thomson 
also  {Land  ami  Book,  p.  155,  London,  1859  !)  seems 
to  give  credence  to  the  fable  when  he  writes: 
"  There  is  also  current  an  opinion  that  the  adder 
will  actually  stop  up  his  ear  with  his  tail  to  fortify 
himself  against  the  influence  of  music  and  other 
charms."  It  is  not,  then,  needless  to  obser\'e,  in 
confutation  of  the  above  error,  that  no  serpent  pos- 
sesses external  openings  to  the  ear. 

The  true  explanation  of  Ps.  Iviii.  4  is  simply  as 
follows:  There  are  some  serpents,  indinduals  of 
the  same  species  perhaps,  which  defy  all  the  at- 
tempts of  the  charmer:  in  the  language  of  Script- 
ure such  individuals  may  be  termed  deaf.  The 
point  of  the  rebuke  consists  in  the  fact  that  the  pe- 
then was  capable  of  hearing  the  charmer's  song,  but 
refused  to  do  so.  The  individual  case  in  question 
was  an  exception  to  the  rule.  If,  as  some  have  sup- 
posed, the  expression  "deaf  adder"  denoted  some 
sjiecies  that  was  incapable  of  hearing,  whence  it 
had  its  specific  name,  how  could  there  be  any  force 
in  the  comparison  which  the  psalmist  makes  with 
wicked  men  ? 


Egyptian  Cobra.     (iVViia  haje.) 

Serpents,  though  comparatively  speaking  deaf  to 
ordinary  sounds,  are  no  doubt  cajKible  of  hearing 
the  sharj),  shrill  sounds  which  the  charmer  pnxluces 
either  by  his  voice  or  by  an  instrument ;  and  this 
comparative  deafness  is,  it  appears  to  us,  the  rerj 
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reason  why  such  sounds  as  the  charmer  makes  pro- 
duce the  desired  effect  in  the  subject  under  treat- 
ment. [Sekpent-charming.]  As  the  Egyptian 
cobra  is  more  frequently  than  any  otlier  species  the 
subject  upon  which  the  serpent-charmers  of  the 
Bible  lands  practice  their  science,  as  it  is  fond  of 
concealing  itself  in  walls  and  in  holes  (Is.  xi.  8), 
and  as  it  is  not  improbable  that  the  derivation  of 
the  Hebrew  word  pethen  «  has  reference  to  the  ex- 
panding jx)wers  of  this  serpent's  neck  when  irri- 
tated, it  a])pears  to  us  to  have  a  decidedly  better 
claim  to  represent  the  pethen  than  the  very  doubt- 
ful species  of  Coluber  btetan,  which  on  such  slender 
grounds  has  been  so  positively  identified  with  it. 

W.  H. 

ASPAL'ATHUS  {acrirdKaBos  apuifiaToov ; 
Comp.  iraKados-  bahamum),  the  name  of  some 
sweet  i)erfume  mentioned  in  Ecclus.  xxiv.  15,  to 
whieli  Wisdom  compares  herself:  "  I  gave  a  sweet 
smell  like  cinnamon  and  aspalathus."  The  question 
as  to  what  kind  of  plant  represents  the  aspalathus 
of  the  ancients  has  long  been  a  puzzling  one.  From 
Theocritus  {Id.  iv.  57)  we  learn  that  the  aspalathus 
was  of  a  thorny  nature,  and  (from  Id.  xxiv.  87) 
that  the  dry  wood  was  used  for  burning.  Pliny 
(H.  X.  xii.  24)  says  that  aspalathus  grows  in 
Cyprus ;  that  it  is  a  white  thorny  shnib,  the  size 
of  a  moderate  tree;  that  another  name  for  this 
plant  was  erysceptrum  or  sceptinim,  "sceptre,"  or 
"red  sceptre,"  a  name  perhaps  which  it  owed  to 
the  fact  of  the  flowers  clustering  along  the  length 
of  the  branches;  but  in  another  place  (xxiv.  13) 
he  speaks  of  aspalathus  as  distinct  from  the  ery- 
sceptrum, as  growing  in  Spain,  and  commonly  em- 
ployed there  as  an  ingredient  in  perfumes  and  oint- 
ments. He  states  that  it  was  employed  also  in  the 
washing  of  wool.  Theophrastus  (Hist.  Plant,  ix. 
7,  §  3,  ed.  Schneider)  enumerates  aspalathus  with 
cinnamon,  cassia,  and  many  other  articles  which 
were  used  for  ointments,  and  appears  to  speak  of  it 
as  an  Eastern  production.  In  Fr.  iv.  33  he  says 
it  is  sweet-scented  and  an  astringent.  Dioscorides 
(i.  19)  says  that  the  aspalathus  was  used  for  the 
purpose  of  thickening  dlntment. 
,    It  appears  that  there  were  at  least  two  kinds  or 

parieties  of  plants  known  by  the  name  of  aspal- 
ithis;  for  all  the  authorities  cited  above  clearly 
nake  mention  of  two:  one  was  white,  inodorous, 
and  inferior;  the  other  had  red  wood  under  the 
bark,  and  was  highly  aromatic.  The  plant  was  of 
80  thorny  a  nature  that  Plato  {Rcpub.  p.  616  A, 
ed.  Bekker)  says  cruel  tyrants  were  punished  with 

|it  in  the  lower  world. 

Gerarde  [Herbal,  p.  1625)  mentions  two  kinds 
■  aspalathus:    aspal.   albicans  toruh  citreo,  and 
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"  ID?*  ]0->  ^-  conap-  inus.  distendere,  whence 
|i^2tt,  litnen,  utpote  ad  conculcandum  expansum. 

ie  Greek  irvBmv  seems  to  be  connected  wth  this  word. 

I  Fiirst,  Concord,  s.  v.  The  Arab,  bcetan  (  .wAj) 
planmn,  may  have  reference  to  e.rpansion. 

b  On  this  subject  Sir  W.  Hooker  in  a  letter  writes, 
"  We  must  not  go  to  Con  vol.  scopariiw:,  albeit  that  may 
possess  the  two  needful  qualifications.  It  is  peculiar 
to  the  Canary  Islands.  Many  plants  with  fragrant 
roots  are  called  Rose-roots.  Such  is  the  Liifnum  aloes, 
the  liga  aloes  of  Scripture ;  and  there  is  the  poiiopi'fa 
of  Dioscorides,  which  came  fr^m  Macedonia.  A  late 
learned  friend  of  mine  writes,  '  This  was  certainly  Lin- 
Dseus's  Wtodiola  rosea,  figured  as  such  by  Parkinson 
ta  his  Theatrum  Botanicum,  after  Ix)bel.     Soon  after 


aspal.  rubens.  "  The  latter,"  he  says,  "  is  the  better 
of  the  two :  its  smell  is  Uke  that  of  the  rose,  whence 
the  name  Lignum  Rhodium,  rather  than  from 
Rhodes,  the  place  where  it  is  said  to  grow."  The 
Lignum  Rhoiliamim  is  by  some  supposed  to  be  the 
substance  indicated  by  the  aspalathus ;  the  plant 
which  yields  it  is  the  Convolvulus  scoparius  of 
Linnaeus.''  Dr.  Koyle  (Cycl.  Bib.  Lit.  s.  v.)  is 
inclined  to  believe  that  the  bark  of  a  tree  of  the 
Himalayan  mountains,  the  Myrica  sajmla  of  Dr. 
Wallich,  is  the  article  indicated,  because  in  India 
the  tenu  Darshishan,  which  by  Avicenna  and 
Serapion  are  used  as  the  Arabic  synonyms  of 
aspalathus,  is  applied  to  the  bark  of  this  tree.  If 
the  aspalathus  of  the  Apocrypha  be  identical  with 
the  aspalathus  of  the  Greeks,  it  is  clear  that  the 
locality  for  the  plant  must  be  sought  nearer  home, 
for  Theocritus  evidently  mentions  the  aspalathtis  as 
if  it  were  familiar  to  the  Greek  colonists  of  Sicily 
or  the  south  of  Italy  in  its  growing  state.  For 
other  attempts  to  identify  the  aspalathus  see  Sal- 
masius,  Ilyl.  lat.  cap.  kxxiv. ;  Dr.  Royle,  in  pas- 
sage referred  to  above;  Sprengel,  Hist.  Rei  Herb. 
i.  45,  183 ;  but  in  all  probability  the  term  has  been 
applied  to  various  plants.  W.  H. 

AS'PATHA  (SnSpS  :  ^acryct;  [Alex.  FA. 
^aya;  Comp.  ' K(r<pada.:i  Esphatha),  third  son  of 
Haman  (Esth.  ix.  7). 

AS'PHAR,  THE  POOL  (KaKKos  'A.<T<pdp ;  [Alex. 
\-  Aff<l>a\:  lacus  Asphar]}  in  the  "wilderness  of 
Thecoe."  By  this  "pool"  Jonathan  and  Simon 
Maccabseus  encamped  at  the  beginning  of  their 
struggle  with  Bacchides  (1  Mace.  ix.  33;  Joseph. 
Ant.  xiii.  1,  §  2).  Is  it  possible  that  the  name  is  a 
corruption  of  XiIkkos  ' AcrtpaKrir-qs  ?  G. 

ASPHAR' ASUS  CA<r<papa.ffos.  Mechpsato- 
chor),  1  Esdr.  v.  8.     [Mispeketh.] 

AS'RIEL  (^S'^lipW  [vow  of  God] :  'EtrptTjA, 
'lefii^A  [Vat.  -^fi-]  ;  Alex.  EpjijA  in  Josh. :  Asriel, 
Esriel).  The  son  of  Gilead,  and  great-grandson 
of  Manasseh  (Num.  xxvi.  31;  Josh.  xvii.  2).  He 
was  the  founder  of  the  family  of  the  Askielites. 
The  name  is  erroneously  written  Ashriel  in  the 
A.  V.  of  1  Chr.  vii.  14.<^  According  to  the  render- 
ing of  the  latter  passage  by  the  LXX.,  Asriel  was 
the  son  of  Manasseh  by  his  Syrian  concubine. 

W.  A.  W. 

AS'RIELITES,  THE  ("^b^^ntCSn  :  (,  'Eer- 
pni)\i  [Vat.  -Ae(] :  Asrielita).  Num.  xxvi.  31. 
[Asriel.] 

ASS.  The  five  following  Hebrew  names  of  the 
geims  Asinus  occur  in  the  O.  T. :  Chanuh;  'Athon, 
^Ayir,  Pere,  and  ^Ar^id. 


the  discovery  of  the  Canary  Islands  this  name  wag 
transferred  to  Con  vol.  scoparius,  and  afterwards  to  sev- 
eral American  plants.  It  is  called  in  the  Canary 
Islands  Lena  Noel,  a,  corruption  of  Lignum  aloes,  und, 
though  now  in  little  request,  large  quantities  of  it 
were  formerly  exported,  and  the  plant  nearly  extir- 
pated. The  apothecaries  sold  it  both  as  Lignum  Rho- 
dium and  a.s  the  aspalathus  of  Dioscorides  ;  it  sooUj 
however,  took  the  latter  name,  which  was  handed  over 
to  a  wood  brought  from  India,  though  the  original 
plant  was  a  thorny  shrub  growing  on  the  shores  of 
the  Mediterranean,  probably  S/tartium  villosum,  ac- 
cording to  Sibthorpe  (Flor.  Grcpc.  vol.  vii.  p.  69).  '  " 

c  *  So  in  the  Genevan  version.  This  accords  with 
the  Hebrew  in  2  MSS.  and  one  edition  cited  by  Ml- 
chaelis.  A. 
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1.  Chamvr  ('mDn«:  6yos,  wro^vyiov,  yo/xdp 
in  1  Sam.  xvi.  20:  asiiuis,  "ass,"  "he-ass")  de- 
notes the  male  don>estic  ass,  though  the  word  was 
no  doubt  used  in  a  t;eneral  sense  to  express  any  ass 
wliether  male  or  female.  The  ass  is  frequently 
mentioned  in  the  Bible;  it  was  used  (a)  for  carry- 
ins;  burdens  (1  Sam.  xxv.  18;  (ien.  xlii.  20,  xlv. 
23;  2  Sam.  xvi.  1;  1  Chr.  xii.  40;  Neh.  xiii.  15: 
1  Sam.  xvi.  20):  (h)  for  riding  ((;en.  xxii.  3; 
Ex.  iv.  20;  Num.  xxii.  21;  1  K.  xiii.  2.3;  Josh. 
XV.  18:  Judg.  i.  14,  v.  10,  x.  4,  xii.  14;  1  Sam. 
xxv.  20:  2  Sam.  xvii.  23,  xix.  26;  Zech.  ix.  9: 
Matt.  xxi.  7)  :  (c)  for  ploughhig  (Is.  x.xx.  24, 
xxxii.  20;  Deut.  xxii.  10),  and  perhaps  for  treading 
out  corn,  though  there  is  no  clear  Scriptural  allu- 
sion to  the  fact.  In  Egypt  asses  were  so  employed 
(Wilkinson's  Anc.  Egypt,  iii.  34),  and  by  the  Jews, 
according  to  Josephus  ( Contr.  Apion.  ii.  §  7 ) :  ('/) 
for  grinding  at  the  mill  (Matt,  xviii.  0 ;  Luke  xvii. 
2)  —  this  does  not  appear  in  the  A.  V.,  but  the 
Greek  has /iuAos  ocj/cds  for  "millstone":  (e)  for 
(carrying  baggage  in)  wars  (2  K.  vii.  7,  10):  and, 
perhaps  from  the  time  of  David,  (/)  for  the  pro- 
creation of  mules  (Gen.  xxxvi.  24 ;  1  K.  iv.  28 : 
Esth.  viii.  10,  &c.). 

It  is  almost  needless  to  obsene  that  the  ass  in 
eastern  countries  is  a  very  different  animal  from 
what  he  is  in  western  Europe.  There  the  greatest 
care  is  taken  of  the  animal,  and  much  attention  is 
paid  t«  cultivate  the  breed  by  crossing  tthe  finest 
specimens;  the  riding  on  the  a.ss  therefore  conveys 
a  very  different  notion  from  the  one  which  attaches 
to  such  a  mode  of  conveyance  in  our  own  country. 
The  most  noble  and  honorable  amongst  the  Jews 
were  wont  to  te  mounted  on  asses;  and  in  this 
manner  our  Lord  himself  made  his  triumphant 
entry  into  Jerusalem.  He  came,  indeed,  "meek 
and  lowly,"  but  it  is  a  mistake  to  suppose,  as  many 
do,  that  the  fact  of  his  riding  on  the  ass  had,  ac- 
cording to  our  English  ideas,  aught  to  do  with  his 
meekness;  although  thereby,  doubtless,  he  meant 
to  show  the  peaceable  nature  of  his  kingdom,  as 
horses  were  used  only  for  war  purposes. 

In  illustration  of  the  passage  in  Judg.  v.  10, 
"  Speak  ye  that  ride  on  white  asses,"  it  may  he 
mentioned  that  liuckingham  (  7'/ym-.  p.  389)  tells 
us  that  one  of  the  peculiarities  of  Bagdad  is  its 
race  of  white  asses,  which  are  saddled  and  bridled 
for  the  conveyance  of  passengers  ....  that  they 
are  large  and  spirited,  and  have  an  easy  and  steady 
pace.  ISokhara  is  also  celebrated  for  its  breed  of 
white  asses,  which  are  sometimes  more  than  thir- 
teen hands  high ;  they  are  imported  into  Peshawar, 
and  fetch  from  80  to  100  rupees  each. 

In  Deut.  xxii.  10  "  plowing  with  an  ox  and  an 
a.ss  together"  was  forbidden  by  the  law  of  jNIoses. 
MichaeUs  {Comment,  on  the  Laws  of  .Uoses,  transl. 
vol.  ii.  p.  392)  believes  that  this  prohibition  is  to  te 
traced  to  the  economic  importjince  of  the  ox  in  the 
estimation  of  the  Jews;  that  thecouphng  together, 
therefore,  so  valued  an  animal  as  the  ox  with  the 
inferior  ass  was  a  dishonor  to  the  former  animal : 
others.  I>e  (Terc  for  instance,  tliink  that  this  law 
liad  merely  a  symbolicid  nieuuiiig,  and  that  by  it 
we  are  to  understand  improper  alliances  in  civil 


a  "I'iCP,  from  root  "^DP,  "  to  be  ri'd,"  from  the 
reddish  color  of  the  animal  In  southtTii  countrios. 
Gescnius  compares  the  Spaninh  hiirrn,  hiirrico.  In  2 
5am.  xix.  27,  the  word  is  used  aa  a  feminine 
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and  religious  Ufe  to  be  forbiddei. ;  he  compares  2 
Cor.  vi.  14,  "  Be  ye  not  unequally  yoked  with  un- 
believers." It  is  not  at  all  improbable  that  such 
a  lesson  was  intended  to  be  conveyed;  but  we 
think  that  the  main  reason  in  the  prohibition  is  a  . 
physical  one,  namely,  that  the  ox  and  the  ass  could 
not  pull  pleasantly  together  on  account  of  the  dif- 
ference in  size  and  strength ;  i^erhaps  also  this  pro- 
hiljition  may  have  some  reference  to  the  law  given 
in  Lev.  xix.  19. 

The  expression  used  in  Is.  xxx.  24,  "  The  young 
asses  that  env  the  ground,"  would  be  more  intel- 
Ugible  to  modem  undei-standings  were  it  translated 
the  asses  that  till  the  ground ;  the  word  ear  from 
aro  "I  till,"  "I  plough,"  being  now  obsolete 
(comp.  also  1  Sam.  viii.  12).     [ILvK,  E.muxg.] 

Although  the  flesh  of  the  wild  ass  w:«  deemed  a 
luxury  amongst  the  Persians  and  Tartars,  yet  it 
does  not  appear  that  any  of  the  nations  of  Canaan 
used  the  ass  for  food.  The  Mosaic  law  considered 
it  unclean,  as  "  not  dividing  the  hoof  and  chewing 
the  cud."  In  extreme  cases,  however,  as  in  the 
great  famine  of  Samaria,  when  "  an  ass's  head  was 
sold  for  eighty  pieces  of  silver"  (2  K.  vi.  2.5),  the 
flesh  of  the  ass  was  eaten.  Many  commentators 
on  this  passage,  following  the  LXX.,  have  under- 
stood a  measure  (a  rjiomer  of  bread)  by  the  He- 
brew word.  Dr.  Harris  says,  —  "  no  kmd  of  ex- 
tremity could  compel  the  Jews  to  eat  any  part  of 
this  animal  for  food;  "  Ijut  it  must  be  remembered 
that  in  cases  of  extreme  need  parents  ate  their  own 
offspring  (2  Iv.  vi.  29;  I'Iz.  v.  10).  This  argument 
therefore  falls  to  the  ground ;  nor  is  there  sufficient 
reason  for  alxandoning  the  common  acceptation  of 
these  passages  (1  Sam.  xvi.  20,  xxv.  18),  and  for 
understandhig  a  iiit(it:iire  and  not  the  animal.  Eor 
an  example  to  illustrate  2  K.  /.  c.  comp.  Plutarch, 
Artax.  i.  1023,  "  An  ass's  head  could  hardly  be 
bought  for  sixty  drachmas."  * 

The  Jews  were  accused  of  worshipping  the  head 
of  an  ass.  Josephus  {Contr.  Apion.  ii.  §  7)  very 
indignantly  blames  Apion  for  havhig  the  impudence 
to  pretend"  that  the  Jews  placed  an  ass's  heiid  of 
gold  in  their  holy  place,  which  the  grannnarian 
asserted  Antiochus  Epiphanes  discoveretl  when  he 
sijoiled  the  temple.  Plutarch  {f<ympog.  iv.  ch.  5) 
and  Tacitus  {Hist.  v.  §§  3  and  4)  seem  to  have 
believed  in  this  slander.  It  would  be  out  of  place 
here  to  enter  further  into  this  (piestion,  as  it  has 
no  Scriptural  bearing,  but  the  reader  may  find  much 
curious  matter  relating  to  this  subject  in  Boch.art 
{Hieroz.  iii.  199  ff.). 

2.  "Athon  (pPS^:  ^  uvus,  iivos,  ivos  0i]\fici, 
rifiiovos,  uvos  6r]\fia  vo/xas-  «'■'*"'".  asiniis,  "ass, 
"she-ass").  There  can  be  no  doubt  that  this 
name  represents  the  common  domestic  she-ass,  nor 
do  we  think  there  are  any  grounds  for  beliovini:  tliut 
the  'athon  indicates  some  particular  valuable  breed 
which  judges  and  great  men  only  possessed,  as  1  'r. 
Kitto  {Phys.  Hist.  Pal.  p.  383).  and  Dr.  Harris 
{sXat.  Hist,  of  Bible,  art.  -Iss)  li:i\e  supposed. 
'Athon  in  Gen.  xii.  l(i,  xlv.  23  is  diarly  .ontnistid 
with  chanm:  Balaam  rode  on  a  she-ass  (■((//'.■/( ). 
The  asses  of  Kish  which  Saul  sought  were  sli< -;issis. 
The  Shunammite  (2  K.  iv.  22,  24)  rode  on  one 

b  The  Talmudists  say  the  flesh  of  the  ass  causes 
avarice  in  those  who  eat  it ;  but  it  cures  the  avaricious 
of  the  complaint  (Zodl.  Jes  Tu'm.  §  1*56). 

c  A  word  of  uncertain  derivation,  usually  derived 
fh)m  an  unused  root,  "  to  be  slow,"  "  to  walk  with 
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when  she  went  to  seek  Elisha.  They  were  she- 
asses  which  formed  the  especial  care  of  one  of  Da- 
vid's officers  (1  Chr.  xxvii.  30).  While  on  the 
other  hand  Abraham  (Gen.  xxii.  3,  &c.),  Achsali 
(Josh.  XV.  18),  Abigail  (1  Sam.  xxv.  20),  the  dis- 
obedient prophet  (1  K.  xiii.  23),  rode  on  a  chamui: 

3.  ^Ayir  {^V  '.  irwXos,  irwKos  Vfos,  wos,  Povs 
(in  Is.  XXX.  24):  pullus  ashue,  pullus  onaffri,  ju- 
menttim, pullus  asini,  ^^ioaA"  "ass  colt,"  "young 
ass,"  "colt"),  the  name  of  a  young  ass,  which 
occurs  Gen.  xlix.  11,  xxxii.  15;  Judg.  x.  4,  xii.  14; 
Job  xi.  12;  Is.  xxx.  6,  24;  Zech.  ix.  9.  In  the 
passages  of  the  books  of  Judges  and  Zechariah  the 
'ayir  is  spoken  of  as  being  old  enough  for  riding 
upon;  in  Is.  xxx.  6,  for  carrying  burdens,  and  in 
ver.  24  for  tilling  the  ground.  Perhaps  the  word 
Uiyir  is  intended  to  denote  an  ass  rather  older  than 
the  age  we  now  understand  by  the  term  foal  or 
coll ;  the  derivation  "  to  be  spirited  "  or  "  impet- 

,  uous  "  would  then  be  peculiarly  appropriate." 

4.  Pere  (STJS :    ovos  &ypios,  ovos  iv  aypy, 

tjyaypos,  6vos  iprtfi'iTris,  &ypoiKos  &vBp(i>iros  '■ 
ftrui  homo,  Vulg. ;  "wild  man,"  A.  V.,  in  Gen. 
xvi.  12;  onager,  "wild  ass").  The  name  of  a 
species  of  wild  ass  mentioned  Gen.  xvi.  12;  I's. 
civ.  11;  Job  vi.  5,  xi.  12,  xxxix.  5,  xxiv.  5;  Hos. 
viii.  9 ;  Jer.  ii.  24 ;  Is.  xxxii.  14.  In  Gen.  xvi.  12, 
Pere  Adam,  a  "  wild-ass  man,"  is  apphed  to  Isli- 
mael  and  his  descendants,  a  character  that  is  well 
suited  to  the  Arabs  at  this  day.  Hosea  (viii.  9) 
compares  Israel  to  a  wild  ass  of  the  desert,  and 
Job  (xxxix.  5)  gives  an  animated  description  of  this 
animal,  and  one  which  is  amply  confirmed  by  both 
ancient  and  modern  writers. 

5.  'Arod  {i'DV,l>  omitted  by  the  LXX.  and 
Vulg.,  which  versions  probably  supposed  ^arod  and 
pere  to  be  synon}Tnous :  "wild  ass").  The  He- 
brew word  occurs  only  in  Job  xxxix.  5,  "  Who  hath 
sent  out  the  pere  free,  or  who  hath  loosed  the 
bands  of  the  \ir6df"     The  Chaldee  plural  Uu-M- 

ayah  (S^'T'ny)  occurs  in  Dan.  v.  21.  Nebuchad- 
nezzar's "  dwelling  was  with  the  wild  asses."  Bo- 
chart  {Hieroz.  ii.  218)  and  Rosenmiiller  {Sch.  in  V. 
T.\.  c),  Lee  (Comment,  on  Job  /.  c),  Gesenius 
{Thes.  s.  V.)  suppose  ^arod  and  pere  to  be  iden- 
tical in  meaning.  The  last-named  writer  says  that 
pere  is  the  Hebrew,  and  'amZ  the  Aramaean;  but 
it  is  not  improbable  that  the  two  names  stand  for 
different  animals. 

The  subject  which  relates  to  the  different  animals 

down  as  wild  asses  has  recently  received  very  val- 

able  elucidation  from  Mr.  Blythe  in  a  paper  con- 

ibuted  to  the  Journal  of  the  Asiatic  Society  of 

bengal  (1859),  a  reprint  of  which  appears  in  the 

ctober  No.  of  The  Annals  and  Magazine  of  Nat- 

Vral  History  (1860).    This  writer  enumerates  seven 

cies  of  the  division  Asinus.     In  all  probability 

'  the  species  known  to  the  ancient  Jews  are  Asinus 

hemippus,  which    inhabits   the   deserts  of    S}Tia, 

Mesopotamia,  and  the  northern  parts  of  Arabia; 

and   Asinus  vulgaris  of  N.  E.   Africa,   the  true 

onager  or  aboriginal  wild  ass,  whence  the  domes- 

"acated  breed  is  sprung;  probably  also  the  Asimis 

ortager,  the  Koulan  or  Ghorkhur,  which  is  found 

in  Western  Asia  from  48°  N.  latitude  southward 
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short  steps ;  "   but  Furst  (/fed.  Concord,  b.  t.)  demurs 
itrongly  to  this  etymology. 

«  From  "^^37,  Jfrvere. 


to  Persia,  Beluchistan,  and  Western  India,  was  not 
unknown  to  the  ancient  Hebrews,  though  in  all 
probability  they  confounded  these  sijecies.  The 
Asinus  hemionus  or  Dshiggetai,  which  was  separ- 
ated from  Asinus  hemippus  (with  which  it  had  long 


Syrian  Wild  Asa.     (Asinus  Hemippus.)     Specimen  in 
Zoological  Gardens 

been  confounded)  by  Is.  St.  Hilaire,  could  hardly 
have  been  known  to  the  Jews,  as  this  animal,  which 


Qhor-Kh«r  or  Koulan.     (Asinus  Onager.)     Specimen 
in  British  Museimi. 

is  perhaps  only  a  variety  of  Asinus  onager,  inhabits 
Thibet,  Mongolia,  and  Southern  Siberia,  countries 
with  which  the  Jews  were  not  familiar.  We  may 
therefore  safely  conclude  that  the  'athon  and  pere 
of  the  sacred  writings  stand  for  the  different  species 
now  discriminated  under  the  names  of  Asimis 
hemippus,  the  Assyrian  wild  ass,  Asinus  vulgaris, 
the  true  onager,  and  perhaps  Asinus  onager,  the 
Koulan  or  Ghorkhur  of  Persia  and  Western  India. 
The  following  quotation  from  Mr.  Blythe's  val- 
uable paper  is  given  as  illustrative  of  the  Scriptural 
allusions  to  wild  asses :  "  To  the  west  of  the  range 
of  the  Ghor-khur  lies  that  of  Asinus  hemippus,  or 
true  Hemionus  of  ancient  writers  —  the  particular 
species  apostrophized  in  the  book  of  Job,  and  again 
that  noticed  by  Xenophon.  There  is  a  recent  ac- 
count of  it  by  Mr.  I^yard  in  Nineveh  and  its  Re- 
mains (p.  324).  Returning  from  the  Sinher,  he 
was  riding  through  the  desert  to  Tel  Afer,  and  there 
he  mistook  a  troop  of  them  for  a  body  of  horse 
with  the  liedouin  riders  concealed !  '  The  reader 
will  rememter,'  he  adds,  '  that  Xenophon  men- 
tions these  beautiful  animals,  which  he  must  have 
seen  during  his  march  over  these  very  plains  .  .  . 
"  The  countrj',"  says  he,  "  was  a  plain  throughout, 

6    "T'III?.  from  root  1"117,  "to  flee,"  "to  be  un- 

T  "  -  T  ' 

tamed."     Bochart  thinks  the  word  is  onomatopoetic. 
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as  even  as  the  sea.  and  full  of  wormwood ;  if  any 
other  kind  of  shrubs  or  reeds  grew  there  they  had 
all  an  aromatic  smell,  but  no  trees  appeared  .  .  . 
The  asses,  when  they  were  pursued,  having  gained 
ground  on  the  horses,  stood  stiU  (for  they  exceeded 


Dziggetai  or  Kyang.     (Asinus  Hemionus.)     Specimen 
in  Zoological  Gardens. 

them  much  in  speed);  and  when  these  came  up 
with  them  they  did  the  same  thing  again  .  .  .  The 
flesh  of  those  that  were  taken  was  like  that  of  a 
red  deer,  but  more  tender"  {Anab.  i.  §  5).  'In 
fleetness,'  continues  Mr.  I^ayard,  '  they  equal  the 
gazelle,  and  to  overtake  them  is  a  feat  which  only 
one  or  two  of  the  most  celebrated  mares  have  been 
known  to  accomplish '  "  (Annals  and  May.  of' 
Nat.  Hist.  vol.  vi.  No.  34,  p.  243). 

The  sulyoined  wood-cut  represents  some  kind  of 
wild  ass  depicted  on  monuments  at  Perseiwlis. 

W.  H. 


On  monuments  of  Persepolis. 
son's  Ilcrodotus.) 


(Itiwlin- 


ASSABI'AS  i'A<Ta0'tas;  [Vat.  Alex.  Aid. 
2aj3/as:]  IlasaUas),  1  Ksdr.  i.  9.     [Hasiiaui.mi.] 

ASSAL'IMOTH  (SaXi/x^e;  [Vat.  SoAei^cufl; 
Alex.  Aid.  ' KffffaXifidiB-]  Salimoth  (39)),  1  Esdr. 
viii.  36.     [SiiEiX)MiTH.] 

ASSANI'AS  {laixiai-,  [Vat.  Aid.  'A,r(ra/x/aj ; 
Alex.  Ao-o/xiaj;  2  MSS.  'Affo/SraiO  Assannas),  1 
Esdr.  viii.  54.     [Hashabiah.] 

*  ASSARE'MOTH.  This  word  is  given  in 
the  margin  of  the  A.  V.  in  1  Mace.  iv.  15  as  the 
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Greek  correspondent  of  Gazera  in  the  text.  [Ga- 
ZEKA.]  The  Complutensian  and  Aldine  editions 
of  the  Sept.,  with  G  MSS.,  read  ' Acraaprifiiid  in 
the  passage  referred  to  for  FaQqpdv  of  the  Koman 
edition.  'Acraprt/Jicad  is  also  found  in  the  Sept.  in 
Jer.  xxxviii.  (Heb.  xxxi.)  40  as  the  representative  of 

the  Heb.  r\^?2')W^t.  a. 

ASSH'UR.     [AssYKiA.] 

ASSHU'RIM  (nn^ltl^S:  'Ao-o-ovpit.V;  Alex. 
Aaovpi/j.'  Assurim).  A  tribe  descended  from  De- 
dan,  the  grandson  of  Abraham  (Gen.  xxv.  3). 
They  have  not  been  identified  with  any  degree  of 
certainty.  Knobel  considers  them  the  same  with 
the  Asshur  of  Ez.  xxvii.  23,  and  connected  with 
southern  Arabia.  AV.  A.  W. 

ASSIDE'ANS  i'Aff iSa.7oi;  [in  1  Mace.  vii. 
Alex.    AcriStoi,    Sin.    Ao-€i5oioi:]    Assidad,   i.    e. 

"'^TPCj  thejnous,  "puritans;"  ot  ev(r($e7s,  oi 
Hffioi),  the  name  assumed  by  a  section  of  the  or- 
thodox Jews  (1  JIacc.  ii.  42  [so  Comp.  Aid.  Alex.], 
alii  [Kom.  Sin.]  'lovSaiwv,  probably  by  correction ; 
1  Mace.  vii.  13;  2  Mace.  xiv.  6),  as  distinguished 
from  "  the  impious  "  (oi  aat^us,  1  Maec.  iii.  8, 
vi.  21,  vii.  5,  &c.),  "the  lawless"  (ol  &vofxoi,  1 
Maec.  iii.  6,  ix.  23,  &c.),  "the  transgressors"  {oi 
irapdvofioi,  1  Maec.  i.  11,  &c.),  that  is,  the  Hel- 
lenizing  faction.  They  appear  to  have  existed  as  a 
party  before  the  Maccaba'an  rising,  and  were  prob- 
ably bound  by  some  peculiar  vow  to  the  external 
observance  of  the  Law  (1  Mace.  ii.  42,  (Kovfftd- 
Ce<T6ai  Ttf  v6fjufi)-  They  were  among  the  first  to 
join  Mattathias  (1  jMacc.  I.  c);  and  seem  after- 
wards to  hiive  been  merged  in  the  general  body  of 
the  faithful  (2  Mace.  x4v.  6,  ol  KeySfievot  ruv 
'lovSaiaiv  'AaiSaioi,  S>v  a.<prjyf7rat  'lovSos  6  MaK- 
Ka^dios  ■  ■  .)■  When  Bacchides  came  against 
Jerusalem  they  used  their  influence  (1  Mace.  vii. 
13,  irpwToi  ol  'AcjS.  ijcrav  iv  viols  '\(rpai\\)  to 
conclude  a  peace,  because  "  a  priest  of  the  seed  of 
Aaron  "  (Alcimus)  was  with  him,  and  sixty  of  them 
fell  by  his  treachery  [Alcisius].  The  name  Chas- 
idim  occurs  frequently  in  the  Psalms  (e.  g.  Vs 
Ixxix.  2  =  1  Mace.  vii.  17;  cxxxii.  9,  &c.)\  and  it 
has  been  adopted  in  recent  times  by  a  sect  of  Polish 
Jews,  who  take  as  the  basis  of  their  mystical  sys- 
tem the  doctruies  of  the  Cabalistic  book  Zohar 
(Beer,  Ersch  und  Grvber,  s.  v.  Chassidder). 

B.  F.  W. 

AS'SIR  ("1*'DW  [captive]:  'A<T<lp,  'Atrfip: 
Aser,  Asir).  1.  Son  of  Korah  (Ex.  vi.  24 ;  1  Chr. 
vi.  22). 

2.  Son  of  Kbiasaph,  and  a  forefather  of  Samuel 
(1  Chr.  vi.  23,  37). 

3.  Son   of  Jeconiah    (1    Chr.    iii.    17),    unless 

"IBS  n^33^  be  translated  "  Jeconiali  the  captive" 
(Uertheau  ad  loc.).  G. 

AS'SOS  or  AS'SUS  (''A<r<ros),  a  town  and  sea- 
port of  the  Koman  jirovince  of  Asia,  in  the  district 
anciently  called  Mysia.  It  was  situated  on  the 
northern  shore  of  the  gulf  of  Adhamyttium,  and 
was  only  about  seven  miles  from  the  opposite  coast 
of  Lesbos,  near  Methymna  (Strab.  xiii.  p.  618).  A 
good  Koman  road,  connecting  the  towns  of  the 
central  parts  of  tlie  province  with  Alexandria  Troas 
[Tkoas]  passed  through  Assos,  the  distance  he- 
tween  the  two  latter  places  being  about  20  miles 
(/tin.  Anton.).  These  geographical  points  illus- 
tra^  St.  Paul's  rapid  passage  through  the  town,  as 
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mentioned  in  Acts  xx.  13,  14.  The  ship  in  which 
de  was  to  accomphsh  his  voyage  from  Troas  to  Caes- 
area  [to  Ptolemais,  Acts  xxi.  7]  went  round  Cape 
Lectum,  while  he  took  the  much  shorter  journey 
by  land.  Thus  he  was  able  to  join  the  ship  with- 
out difficulty,  and  in  sufficient  time  for  her  to 
anchor  off  iVIitylene  at  the  close  of  the  day  on 
which  Troas  had  been  left. 

The  chief  characteristic  of  Assos  was  that  it  was 
singularly  Greek.  Fellows  found  there  "  no  trace  of 
theKomans."  I^ake  says  that  "  the  whole  gives 
perhaps  the  most  perfect  idea  of  a  Greek  city  that 
anywhere  exists."  The  remains  are  numerous  and 
remarkably  well  preserved,  partly  because  many  of 
the  buildings  were  of  granite.  The  citadel,  above 
the  theatre,  commands  a  glorious  view,  and  must 
itself  have  been  a  noble  object  iioni  the  sea.     The 
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Street  of  Tombs,  leading  to  the  Great  Gate,  is  one 
of  the  most  remarkable  features  of  Assos.  Illus- 
trations of  the  ancient  city  will  be  found  in  Texier, 
Clarac,  Fellows,  and  Choiseul-Gouffier,  It  is  now 
utterly  desolate.  Two  monographs  on  the  subject 
are  mentioned  by  Winer :  Quandt,  De  Asson.  Ke- 
giom.  1710;  Amnell,  I)e''Aar(r(i>,  Upsal.  1758. 

It  is  now  a  matter  of  curiosity  to  refer  to  the 
interpretation  which  used  to  be  given  to  the  words 
S,(r(rou  irap€\eyovTO,  in  Acts  xxvii.  13.  In  the 
Vulgate  they  were  rendered  "  cum  sustulissent  de 
Asson,"  and  they  were  supposed  to  point  to  a  city 
of  this  name  in  Crete.  Such  a  place  is  actually 
inserted  by  Padre  Georgi,  in  the  map  which  accom- 
panies his  Paulus  Naufraf/us  (Venet.  1730,  p. 
181).  The  true  sense  of  the  passage  was  first 
given  by  Beza.  J.  S.  H 


Assos.     The  Acropolis. 


ASSUE'RUS  {'A<xv7ipos  [Alex.  Acrovriposi 
Comp.  Aid.  ^ Affffovripos  '■  Assuerus] ),  Tob.  xiv.  15. 
[Ahasuerus.] 

AS'SUR  ("l^t^S:  'Affffovp:[Assur]).  1.  Ezr. 
iv.  2;  Ps.  Ixxxiii.  8;  2  Esdr.  ii.  8;  Jud.  ii.  14;  v. 
1;  vi.  1,  17;  vii.  20,  24;  xiii.  15;  xiv.  3;  xv.  6; 
xvi.  4.     [Asshur;  Assyria.] 

2.  {'AffovP;  [Aid.]  Alex.  Affovp-  Aziu.)  1  Esdr. 
V.  31.     [Hariiur.] 

ASSYR'IA,  ASSH'UR  ("Ult^S  :  'A(r<roip\ 
Jos.  'AcrcTvpia'-  Assur),  was  a  great  and  powerful 
country  lying  on  the  Tigris  (Gen.  ii.  14),  the  cap- 
ital of  which  was  Nineveh  (Gen.  x.  11,  &c.).  It 
derived  its  name  apparently  from  Asshur,  the  son 
of  Shem  (Gen.  x.  22  [1  Chr.  1.  17] ),  who  in  later 
times  was  worshipped  as  their  chief  god  by  the 
Assyrians.  [Asshur  occurs  also  Gen.  x.  11  (prob- 
ably); Num.  xxiv.  22,  24;  I'^.  xxvii.  23,  xxxii. 
22;  Hos.  xiv.  3,  as  the  name  of  the  country  or 
people.]  The  boundaries  of  Assyria  differed  greatly 
at  different  periods.  Probably  in  the  earliest  times 
it  was  confined  to  a  small  tract  of  low  country  be- 
tween the  Gebel  Makloub  and  the  Lesser  Zab,  or 
Zab  Asfal,  lying  chiefly  on  the  left  bank  of  the 


Tigris.  G^idually  its  limits  were  extended,  until 
it  came  to  be  regarded  as  comprising  the  whole 
region  between  the  Armenian  mountains  (lat.  37° 
30')  upon  the  north,  and  upon  the  south  the  coun- 
try about  Baghdad  (lat.  33°  30').  Eastward  its 
boundary  was  the  high  range  of  Zagros,  or  moun- 
tains of  Kurdistan ;  westward,  it  was,  according  to 
the  views  of  some,  bounded  by  the  Mesopotamian 
desert,  whUe,  according  to  others,  it  reached  the 
Euphrates.  Taking  the  greatest  of  these  dimen- 
sions, Assyria  may  be  said  to  have  extended  in  a 
direction  from  N.  E.  to  S.  W.  a  distance  of  nearly 
500  miles,  with  a  width  varying  from  350  to  100 
miles.  Its  area  would  thus  a  little  exceed  100,000 
square  miles,  or  about  equal  that  of  Italy. 

1.  General  character  of  the  country.  —  The 
country  within  these  limits  is  of  a  varied  character. 
On  the  north  and  east  the  high  mountain-chains 
of  Armenia  and  Kurdistan  are  succeeded  by  low 
ranges  of  limestone  hills  of  a  somewhat  arid  aspect, 
which  detach  themselves  from  the  principal  ridges, 
running  parallel  to  them,  and  occasionally  inclosing, 
between  their  northern  or  northeastern  flank  and 
the  main  mountain-line,  rich  plains  and  fertile  val- 
leys.    To  these  ridges  there  succeeds  at  first  an 
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andulating  sone  of  country,  well  watered  and  fairly 
productive,  which  finally  sinks  down  with  some  sud- 
denness upon  the  great  Mesopotamian  plain,  the 
modern  district  of  El-Jezireh.  This  vast  flat, 
which  extends  in  length  for  250  miles  from  the  lat- 
itude of  Mnnlia  (37°  20)  to  that  of  Ttkvit  {U° 
33),  and  wliich  is,  in  places,  of  nearly  equal  width, 
is  interrupted  only  by  a  single  limestone  range  — 
a  narrow  ridge  rising  abruptly  out  of  the  plain; 
which,  sjilitting  off  from  Zagros  in  lat.  33°  30', 
may  be  traced  under  the  names  of  Sarazur,  Ham- 
riti,  and  Si7y'ri);  from  fwnn  in  Luristan  nearly  to 
Rakkah  on  the  Euphrates.  "From  all  parts  of 
the  plain  the  Sinjar  is  a  l)eautiful  object.  Its  lime- 
stone rocks,  wooded  here  and  there  with  dwarf  oak, 
are  of  a  rich  golden  color;  and  the  numl)erless 
ravines  which  furrow  its  sides  form  ribs  of  deep 
purple  shadow"  (Layard,  Nineveh  and  Babylon, 
p.  265).  Above  and  below  this  barrier,  stretching 
southward  and  westward  further  than  the  eye  can 
reach,  and  extending  northward  and  eastward  70 
or  80  miles  to  the  hill-country  before  mentioned,  is 
an  immense  level  tract,  now  for  the  most  part  a 
wilderness,  scantly  watered  on  the  right  bank  of 
the  Tigris,  but  abundantly  supplied  on  the  left, 
which  liears  marks  of  having  been  in  early  times 
throughout  well  cultivated  and  thickly  peopled. 
This  plain  is  not  alluvial,  and  most  parts  of  it  are 
even  considerably  raised  alwve  the  level  of  the  riv- 
ers. It  is  covered  in  spring  time  with  the  richest 
vegetation,  presenting  to  the  eye  a  caqiet  of  flowers, 
varying  in  hue  from  day  to  day ;  but  as  the  sum- 
mer advances  it  is  parched  up,  and  gradually 
changes  to  an  arid  and  yellow  waste,  except  along 
the  courses  of  the  rivers.  All  over  this  vast  flat, 
on  both  sides  of  the  Tigris,  rise  "grass-covered 
heaps,  marking  the  site  of  ancient  habitations  " 
(I>ayard,  p.  245).  Mr.  I^^yard  counted  from  one 
spot  nearly  a  hundred  (Nintvelt  and  its  Remains, 
i.  315);  from  another,  aljove  200  of  these  lofty 
mounds  {Nin.  ami  Bab.  p.  245).  Those  which 
have  been  examined  have  lieen  uniformly  found  to 
present  appearances  distinctly  connecting  them  with 
the  remains  of  Nineveh.  [Xi.nevkh.]  It  may 
therefore  be  regarded  as  certain  that  they  belong  to 
the  time  of  Assyrian  greatness,  and  thus  they  wUl 
serve  to  mark  the  extent  of  the  real  Assyrian  do- 
minion. They  are  numerous  on  the  left  bank  of 
the  Tigris  from  Bavian  to  the  Diy(deh,  and  on  the 
right  they  thickly  stud  the  entu-e  country  both 
north  and  south  of  the  Sinjar  range,  extending 
eastward  beyond  the  Khahour  (Ijiyard,  chs.  xii.- 
xiv.),  northward  to  Mardin,  and  southward  to  the 
vicinity  of  Baghdad. 

2.  Prorinces  of  Assyria.  —  Assyria  in  Scripture 
Is  commoidy  spoken  of  in  its  entiretj-,  and  unless 

the  Iluzzab  (3Sn)  of  Nahum  (ii.  7)  is  an  equiv- 
alent for  the  Adiabene  of  the  geographers,  no  name 
of  a  district  can  be  said  to  be  mentioned.  The 
classical  geographers,  on  the  contrary,  divided  As- 
syria into  a  number  of  regions  —  Strabo  (xvi.  §  I 
and  §  4)  into  Aturia,  Arbelitis,  Ariacene,  Ajxdlo- 
niaiis,  Ch'ahnitis,  Dolomene,  Calachene,  Adiabene, 
Mesopotamia,  &c.;  Pt<jlemy  (vi.  1)  into  Arrnpa- 
chitis,  Adiabene,  the  Oaranumn  country,  Ajxillo- 
niatis,  Arbelitis,  the  country  of  the  Savibatce, 
Calacine,  and  Sitlacene.  These  regions  appear  to 
be  chiefly  named  from  cities,  as  Arbelitis  from  Ar- 
bela ;  Calacene  (or  C'alachine)  from  Calah  or  Halah 
(Gen.  X.  11;  2  K.  xvii.  6);  Apolloniatis  from  Apol- 
lonia;  Sittacene  from  Sittace,  &c.    Adiabene,  how- 
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ever,  the  richest  region  of  all,  derived  its  appella- 
tion from  the  Zab  (JHab)  rivers  on  which  it  lay, 
as  Ammianus  JIarcellinus  informs  us  (xxiii.  20). 
rtolemy  (v.  18)  made  Mesopotamia  (which  he  un- 
derstood liteiilly  as  the  whole  country  between  the 
Euphrates  ai.i  the  Tigris)  distinct  from  Assyria, 

just  as  the  sacred  writers  distinguish  DT'^ 
0"!"!'0.?  from  ~l^t£?S.  Strabo  (xvi.  §  1)  extended 
AssjTia  to  the  Euphrates,  and  even  across  it  into 
Arabia  and  Syria ! 

3.  Chief  cities.  —  The  chief  cities  of  Assyria  in 
the  time  of  its  greatness  appear  to  have  been  the 
following :  —  Nineveh,  which  is  marked  by  the 
mounds  opposite  Mosul  {Nebbi-  Yunus  and  Koyiin- 
jik);  Calah  or  Halah,  now  Nimi-vd;  Asshur,  now 
Kileh  Sherffhat;  Sargina  or  Dur-Sargina,  now 
Khorsabad;  Arbela,  still  Arbil;  Opis,  at  the  junc- 
tion of  the  Diyaleh  with  the  Tigris;  and  Sittace, 
a  little  further  down  the  latter  river,  if  this  place 
should  not  rather  be  reckoned  to  Babylonia. 

4.  Nations  bordering  on  Assyria.  —  Towards  the 
north,  Assyria  bordered  on  the  strong  and  moun- 
tainous region  of  Armenia,  which  may  have  been 
at  times  under  Assyrian  dominion,  but  was  never 
reckoned  an  actual  part  of  the  country.  (See  2  K. 
xix.  37.)  Towards  the  east  her  neighbors  were 
originally  a  multitude  of  independent  tribes,  scat- 
tered along  the  Zagros  chain,  who  have  their  fitting 
representatives  in  the  modern  Kurds  and  Lurs  — 
the  real  sovereigns  of  that  mountain-range.  Be- 
yond these  tribes  lay  Media,  which  ultimately  sub- 
jected the  mountaineers,  and  was  thereby  brought 
into  direct  contact  with  Assyria  in  this  quarter. 
On  the  south,  Elam  or  Susiana  was  the  border- 
state  east  of  the  Tigris,  while  Babylonia  occupial 
the  same  position  between  the  rivers.  West  of  the 
Euphrates  was  Arabia,  and  kigher  up  Syria,  and 
the  country  of  the  Hittites,  which  last  reached  from 
the  neighborhood  of  Damascus  to  Anti-Taurus  and 
Amanus. 

5.  History  of  Assytia  —  original  peopling.  —  On 
the  subject  of  the  original  peopling  and  early  con- 
dition of  Assyria  we  have  more  information  than  is 
generally  possessed  with  regard  to  the  first  begin- 
nings of  nations.  Scripture  informs  us  that  As- 
syria was  peopled  from  Babylon  (Gen.  x.  11),  and 
both  classical  tradition  and  the  monuments  of  the 
country  agree  in  this  representation.  In  Herodotus 
(i.  7),  Ninus,  the  mythic  founder  of  Nineveh,  is 
the  son  (descendant)  of  Belus,  the  mythic  founder 
of  Babylon  —  a  tradition  in  which  the  derivation 
of  Assyria  from  Babylon,  and  the  greater  antiquity 
and  superior  position  of  the  latter  in  early  times 
are  shadowed  forth  sufliciently.  That  Ctesias  (ap. 
Diod.  Sic.  ii.  7)  inverts  the  relation,  making  Semir- 
amis  (according  to  him,  the  wife  and  successor  of 
Ninus)  found  Babylon,  is  only  one  out  of  ten  thou- 
sand proofs  of  the  untrustworthy  character  of  his 
history.  The  researches  recently  carried  on  in  the 
two  countries  clearly  show,  not  merely  by  the  state- 
ments which  are  said  to  have  been  deciphered  on 
the  historical  monuments,  but  by  the  whole  char- 
acter of  the  remains  discovered,  that  Babylonian 
greatness  and  civilization  was  earlier  than  Assyrian, 
and  that  while  the  former  was  of  native  growth, 
the  latter  was  derived  from  the  neighboring  coun- 
try. The  cuneiform  writing,  for  instance,  which  is 
rapidly  punched  with  a  very  simple  instrument 
upon  moist  clay,  but  is  only  with  much  lalwr  and 
trouble  inscribed  by  the  chisel  upon  rock,  must 
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tiave  been  invented  in  a  country  where  men  "  had 
brick  for  stone"  (Gen.  xi.  3),  and  have  thence 
passed  to  one  where  the  material  was  unsuited  for 
it.  It  may  be  observed  also,  that  while  writing 
occurs  in  a  very  rude  form  in  the  earlier  Babylo- 
nian ruins  (Loftus's  Chnklceri,  p.  169),  and  grad- 
ually improves  in  the  later  ones,  it  is  in  Assjria 
uniformly  of  an  advanced  type,  having  apparently 
been  introduced  there  after  it  had  attained  to  per- 
fection. 

6.  Date  of  the  foutulation  of  the  kingdom.  — 
With  respect  to  the  exact  date  at  which  Assyria 
became  a  separate  and  independent  country,  there 
is  an  important  difference  between  classical  author- 
ities. Herodotus  and  Ctesias  were  widely  at  vari- 
ance on  this  point,  the  latter  placing  the  commence- 
ment of  the  empire  almost  a  thousand  j-ears  before 
the  former !  Scripture  does  but  little  to  determine 
the  controversy ;  that  little,  however,  is  in  favor  of 
the  earlier  author.  Geographically  —  as  a  country 
—  Assyria  was  evidently  known  to  Moses  (Gen.  ii. 
14,  XXV.  18;  Num.  xxiv.  22,  24);  but  it  does  not 
apjiear  in  Jewish  history  as  a  kingdom  till  the  reign 
of  Menahem  (ab.  b.  c.  770).  In  Abraham's  time 
(b.  c.  1900?)  it  is  almost  certain  that  there  can 
have  been  no  Assyrian  kingdom,  or  its  monarch 
would  have  been  found  among  those  who  invaded 
Palestine  with  Chedorlaomer  (Gen.  xiv.  1).  In 
the  time  of  the  early  Judges  (u.  c.  1400?)  As- 
syria, if  it  existed,  can  have  been  of  no  great 
strength ;  for  Chushan-Kishathaim,  the  first  of  the 
foreigners  who  oppressed  Israel  (Judg.  iii.  8),  is 
master  of  the  whole  couutry  between  the  rivers 
{Aram-Naharaim  =  "  Syria  between  the  two  riv- 
ers"). These  facts  militate  strongly  against  the 
views  of  Ctesias,  whose  numtjers  produce  for  the 
founding  of  the  empire  the  date  of  i$.  c.  2182 
(Clinton,  F.  II.  i.  263).  The  more  modest  ac- 
count of  HeitKiotus  is  at  once  more  probable  in 
itself,  more  agreeable  to  Scripture,  and  more  in 
accordance  with  the  native  writer  Berosus.  Herod- 
otus relates  that  the  Assyrians  were  "  lords  of 
Asia"  for  520  years,  when  their  empire  was  jar- 
tially  broken  up  by  a  revolt  of  the  sulyect-nations 
(i.  95).  After  a  period  of  anarchy,  the  length  of 
which  he  does  not  estimate,  the  Median  kingdom 
was  formed,  179  years  before  the  death  of  Cjtus, 
or  B.  c.  708.  He  would  thus,  it  appears,  have 
assigned  to  the  foundation  of  the  Assyrian  empire 
a  date  not  very  greatly  anterior  to  b.  c.  1228. 
Berosus,  who  made  the  empire  last  526  years  to 
the  reign  of  Pul  (ap.  Euseb.  Chron.  Can.  i.  4), 
must  have  agreed  nearly  with  this  view;  at  least 
he  would  certainly  have  placed  the  rise  of  the  king- 
dom witliin  the  13th  century.  This  is,  perhaps, 
the  utmost  that  can  be  determined  with  any  ap- 
proach to  certainty.  If,  for  convenience'  sake,  a 
more  exact  date  be  desired,  the  conjecture  of  Dr. 
Brandis  has  some  claim  to  be  adopted,  which  fixes 
the  year  b.  c.  1273  as  that  from  which  the  526 
years  of  Berosus  are  to  be  reckoned  {Rerum  Assyr- 
iarum  Tempora  Emendnta,  p.  17). 

7.  Early  kings,  from  the  foundation  of  the  king- 
dom to  Pul.  —  The  long  list  of  Assyrian  kings, 
which  has  come  down  to  us  in  two  or  three  forms, 
only  slightly  varied  (Clint.  F.  H.  i.  267),  and 
which  is  almost  certainly  derived  from  Ctesias, 
must  of  necessity  be  discarded,  together  with  his 
date  for  the  kingdom.  It  covers  a  space  of  above 
1200  years,  and  bears  marks  besides  of  audacious 
fraud,  being  composed  of  names  snatched  from  all 
quarters,  Arian,  Semitic,  and  Greek,  —  names  of 
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gods  names  of  tow  ns,  names  of  rivers,  —  and  in  its 
estimate  of  time  presenting  the  impossible  average 
of  34  or  35  years  to  a  reign,  and  the  verj-  improb- 
able phenomenon  of  reigns  in  half  the  instances 
amounting  exactly  to  a  decimal  number.  Unfor- 
tunately we  have  no  authentic  list  to  substitute  for 
the  forgery  of  Ctesias  Berosus  spoke  of  45  kings 
as  reigiung  during  his  period  of  526  years,  and 
mentioned  all  their  names  (Euseb.  1.  s.  c);  but 
they  have  unluckily  not  been  presen'ed  to  us.  The 
work  of  Herodotus  on  Ass}Tian  historj'  (Herod,  i. 
106  and  184)  has  likewise  entirely  perished ;  and 
neither  Greek  nor  Oriental  sources  are  available  to 
supply  the  loss,  which  has  hitherto  proved  irrei)a- 
rable.  Recently  the  researches  in  Mesopotamia  have 
done  something  towards  filUng  up  this  sad  gap  in 
our  knowledge;  but  the  reading  of  names  is  still 
so  doubtful  that  it  seems  best,  in  the  present  con- 
dition of  cuneiform  inquiry,  to  treat  the  early  pe- 
riod of  Assjxian  history  in  a  very  general  way,  only 
mentioning  kings  by  nam?  when,  through  the  sat- 
isfactory identification  of  a  cuneifonn  royal  desig- 
nation with  some  name  known  to  us  from  sacred  or 
profane  sources,  firm  ground  has  been  reached,  and 
serious  error  rendered  almost  impossible. 

The  Mesopotamian  researches  have  rendered  it 
apparent  that  the  original  seat  of  government  was 
not  at  Nineveh.  The  oldest  AssjTian  remains  have 
been  found  at  Kileh-Sherghat,  on  the  right  bank 
of  the  Tigris,  60  miles  south  of  the  later  capital, 
and  this  place  the  monuments  show  to  have  been 
the  residence  of  the  earUest  kings,  as  weU  as  of  the 
Babylonian  governors  who  preriously  exercised  au- 
thority over  the  country,  llie  ancient  name  of 
the  town  api)ears  to  have  been  identical  with  that  of 
the  country,  namely,  Asshur.  It  was  built  of  brick, 
and  has  j-ielded  but  a  very  small  number  of  sculpt- 
ures. The  kings  proved  to  have  reigned  there  are 
fourteen  in  number,  divisible  into  three  groups ;  and 
their  reigns  are  thought  to  have  covered  a  space  of 
nearly  350  years,  from  b.  c.  1273  to  b.  c.  930.  The 
most  remarkable  monarch  of  the  series  was  called 
Tiglath-Pileser.  He  appears  to  have  been  king 
towards  the  close  of  the  twelfth  century,  and  thus 
to  have  been  contemporary  with  Samuel.  He  over- 
ran the  whole  country  between  AssjTia  Proper  and 
the  Euphrates ;  swept  the  valley  of  the  Euphrates 
from  south  to  north,  from  the  borders  of  Babylon 
to  Mount  Taurus;  crossed  the  Euphrates,  and  con- 
tended in  northern  Syria  with  the  Hittites :  invaded 
Armenia  and  Cappadocia;  and  claims  to  have  sub- 
dued forty-lux)  countries  "  from  the  channel  of  the 
Lower  Zab  (Zab  Asfal)  to  the  Upper  Sea  of  the 
Setting  Sun."  All  this  he  accomplished  in  the  first 
five  years  of  his  reign.  At  a  later  date  he  ap{)ears 
to  have  suffered  defeat  at  the  hands  of  the  king  of 
Babylon,  who  had  invaded  his  territory  and  suc- 
ceeded in  carrying  off  to  Babylon  various  idols  from 
the  Assyrian  temples. 

The  other  monarchs  of  the  Kileh-Sherghat  se- 
ries, both  before  and  after  Tiglath-Pileser,  are  com- 
paratively insignificant.  The  later  kings  of  the 
series  are  only  known  to  us  as  the  ancestors  of  the 
two  great  monarchs,  Sardanapalus  the  first,  and  his 
son  Shalmaneser  or  Shalmanubar,  who  were  among 
the  most  warlike  of  the  Assj-rian  princes.  Sarda- 
napalus the  first,  who  appears  to  have  been  the 
warlike  Sardanapalus  of  the  Greeks  (Suidas,  s.  v.  ; 
comp.  Hellan.  Fr.  158),  transferred  the  seat  of  gov- 
ernment from  Kileh-Sherghat  to  JVimrud  (probably 
the  Scriptural  Calah),  where  he  built  the  first  of 
those  magnificent  palaces  which  have  recently  been 
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exhumed  by  our  countrymen.  A  great  portion  of 
the  AssjTiaii  sculptures  now  in  the  IJritisli  Museum 
are  derived  from  tliis  edifice.  A  description  of  the 
building  ha.s  been  given  by  Mr.  Layard  {Nin.  and 
its  Remains,  vol.  ii.  ch.  11).  By  an  inscription 
repeated  more  than  a  hundred  times  upon  its  sculpt- 
ures, we  learn  that  Sardanapalus  carried  his  arms 
fur  and  wide  through  Western  Asia,  warring  on 
the  one  hand  in  [x)wer  Babylonia  and  Chaldaea,  on 
the  other  in  Syria  and  upon  the  coa.st  of  the  Med- 
iterranean. His  son,  Shalmaneser  or  Shalmanubar, 
the  monarch  who  set  up  the  Black  Obelisk,  now  in 
the  British  JIuseum,  to  commenioi-ate  his  victories, 
•was  a  still  greater  conqueror.  He  appears  to  have 
overrun  Cai)padocia,  Armenia,  Azerbijan,  great  por- 
tions of  Media  Magna,  the  Kurdish  mountains, 
Babylonia,  Mesopotamia,  Syria,  and  Phoenicia; 
everywhere  making  the  kings  of  the  countries  trib- 
utary to  him.  If  we  may  trust  the  reading  of 
certain  names,  on  which  cimeiform  scholars  appear 
to  be  entirely  agreed,  he  came  in  contact  with  vari- 
ous Scriptural  personages,  being  opposed  in  his 
Sj'rian  wars  by  Benhadad  and  Hazael,  kings  of  Da- 
mascus, and  taking  tribute  from  Jehu,  king  of 
Israel.  His  son  and  grandson  followed  in  his  steps, 
but  scarcely  equalled  his  glory.  The  latter  is 
thought  to  be  identical  with  the  Biblical  Pul,  Phul, 
or  Phaloch  [Pul],  who  is  the  first  of  the  Assyrian 
kings  of  whom  we  have  mention  in  Scripture. 

8.  The  kings  from  Pul  to  Ksarhaddon.  —  The 
succession  of  the  Assyrian  kings  from  Pul  almost 
to  the  close  of  the  empire  is  rendered  tolerably  cer- 
tain, not  merely  by  the  inscriptions,  but  also  by  the 
•Jewish  records.  In  the  2d  book  of  Kings  we  find 
the  names  of  Pul,  Tiglath-Pileser,  Shalmaneser, 
Sennacherib,  and  Esarhaddon,  following  one  another 
in  rapid  succession  (2  K.  xv.  19  and  29,  xvii.  .3, 
xviii.  13,  xix.  37);  and  in  Isaiah  we  have  the  name 
of  "  Sargon,  king  of  Assyria"  (xx.  1),  who  is  a 
contemporary  of  the  prophet,  and  who  must  evi- 
dently therefore  belong  to  the  same  series.  The 
inscriptions,  by  showing  us  that  Sargon  was  the 
father  of  Sennacherib,  fix  his  place  in  the  list,  and 
give  us  for  the  monarchs  of  the  last  half  of  the 
8th  and  the  first  half  of  the  7th  century  b.  c.  the 
(probably)  complete  list  of  Tiglath-Pileser  IL,  Shal- 
maneser n.,  Sargon,  Sennacherib,  and  Esarhaddon. 
It  is  not  intended  in  this  place  to  enter  into  any 
detailed  account  of  the  actions  of  these  kings,  which 
will  be  more  properly  related  in  the  articles  specially 
devoted  to  them.  [Pul,  Sii.VLMANKfiKR,  Sar- 
Gox,  &c.]  A  few  remarks,  however,  will  be  made 
on  the  general  condition  of  the  empire  at  this 
period. 

9.  Establishment  of  the  Ij)wer  Dynasty.  —  It 
seems  to  be  certain  that  at,  or  near,  the  accession 
of  Pul,  a  great  change  of  some  kind  or  other  oc- 
curred in  Assyria.  lierosus  is  said  to  have  brought 
his  grand  dynasty  of  45  kings  in  526  years  to  a 
close  at  the  reign  of  Pul  (Polyhist.  ap.  Euseb. 
1.  8.  c),  and  to  have  made  him  the  first  king  of  a 
new  series.  By  the  synchronism  of  Menahem  (2 
K.  XV.  19),  the  date  of  Pul  may  be  determined  to 
about  B.  o.  770.  It  was  only  23  years  later,  as  we 
find  by  the  Canon  of  Ptolemy,  that  the  Bal)yloni- 
ans  considered  their  independence  to  have  com- 
menced (b.  C.  747).  Hero<lotus  probably  intended 
to  a-ssign  nearly  to  this  same  era  the  great  commo- 
tion which  (according  to  him)  broke  up  the  As- 
sjTian  empire  into  a  number  of  fragments,  out  of 
which  were  formed  the  Median  and  other  kingdoms. 
These  traditions  mav  none  of  them  be  altogether 
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trustworthy;  but  their  coincidence  is  at  least  re- 
markable, and  seems  to  show  that  about  the  middle 
of  the  eighth  century  b.  c.  there  must  have  been  a 
break  in  the  line  of  Assyrian  kings,  —  a  revolution, 
foreign  or  domestic,  —  and  a  consequent  weakening 
or  dissolution  of  the  bonds  which  united  the  con- 
quered nations  with  their  conquerors. 

It  was  related  by  Bion  and  Polyhistor  (Agathias, 
ii.  25),  that  the  original  dynasty  of  AssjTian  kings 
ended  with  a  certain  Belochus  or  Beleus,  who  was 
succeeded  by  a  usurper  (called  by  them  Beletaras 
or  Balatorus),  in  whose  family  the  crown  continued 
until  the  destruction  of  Nineveh.  The  general 
character  of  the  circumstances  narrated,  combined 
with  a  certain  degree  of  resemblance  in  the  names, 
—  for  Belochus  is  close  upon  Phaloch,  and  Beletaras 
may  represent  the  second  element  in  Tiglath-PZ/ese?" 
(who  in  the  inscriptions  is  called  "  li^ih-Palat- 
sira  "),  —  induce  a  suspicion  that  probably  the  Pul 
or  Phaloch  of  Scripture  was  really  the  last  king  of 
the  old  monarchy,  and  that  Tiglath-Pileser  II.,  his 
successor,  was  the  founder  of  what  has  been  called 
the  "  Ix)wer  Empire."  It  may  be  suspected  that 
Berosus  really  gave  this  accoimt,  and  that  Poly- 
histor, who  repeated  it,  has  been  misreported  by 
Eusebius.  The  s3'nchronism  between  the  revolution 
in  Assyria  and  the  era  of  Babylonian  independence 
is  thus  brought  almost  to  exactness,  for  Tiglath- 
Pileser  is  known  to  have  lieen  upon  the  throne 
about  B.  c.  740  (Clinton,  F.  II.  i.  278),  and  may 
well  have  ascended  it  in  b.  c.  747. 

10.  Supposed  loss  of  the  empire  nt  this  period.  — 
Many  writers  of  repute  —  among  them  Clinton  and 
Niebuhr  —  have  been  inclined  to  accept  the  state- 
ment of  Herodotus  with  respect  to  the  breaking  up 
of  the  whole  empire  at  this  period.  It  is  evident, 
however,  both  fi'om  Scripture  and  from  the  mon- 
uments, that  the  shock  sustained  through  the  do- 
mestic revolution  has  been  greatly  exaggerated. 
Niebuhr  himself  obser\'es  ( Vortrdt/e  iiber  alte  Ge- 
schichte,  i.  38)  that  after  the  revolution  Assyria 
soon  "  recovered  herself,  and  displayed  the  most 
extraordinary  energy."  It  is  plain,  from  Scripture, 
that  in  the  reigns  of  Tiglath-Pileser,  Shalmaneser, 
Sargon,  Sennacherib,  and  I^sarhaddon,  Assyria  was 
as  great  as  at  any  former  era.  These  kings  all 
warred  successfully  in  Palestine  and  its  neighbor- 
hood ;  some  attacked  Egypt  (Is.  xx.  4) ;  one  appears 
as  master  of  Media  (2  K.  xvii.  6);  while  another 
has  authority  over  Babylon,  Susiana,  and  Elymais 
(2  K.  xvii.  24;  Vjir.  iv.  9).  So  far  from  our  ob- 
serving symptoms  of  weakness  and  curtailed  domin- 
ion, it  is  clear  that  at  no  time  were  the  Assyrian 
arms  pushed  further,  or  their  efforts  more  sustained 
and  vigorous.  The  Assyrian  annals  for  the  period 
are  in  the  most  complete  accordance  with  these 
representations.  They  exhibit  to  us  the  alx)ve- 
mentioned  monarchs  as  extending  their  dominions 
further  than  any  of  their  pi-e<lecessors.  The  em- 
pire is  continually  rising  under  them,  and  reaches 
its  culminating  point  in  the  reign  of  ICsarhaddon. 
The  statements  of  the  inscriptions  on  these  subjects 
are  fully  borne  out  by  the  indications  of  greatness 
to  l>e  traced  in  the  architectural  monuments.  No 
palace  of  the  old  monarchy  equalled,  either  in  size 
or  splendor,  that  of  Sennacherili  at  Nineveh.  No 
series  of  kings  belonging  to  it  left  buildings  at  all 
to  lie  compared  with  those  which  were  erected  by 
Sargon,  his  son,  and  his  crandson.  The  magnifi- 
cent remains  at  Koipinjik  and  Khorsnbnd  belong 
entirely  to' these  later  kintts,  while  those  at  Ximnid 
are  about  equally  divided  between  them  and  their 
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predecessors.  It  is  further  noticeable  that  the  writ- 
ers who  may  be  presumed  to  liave  drawn  from 
Berosus,  aa  Folyhistor  and  Abydenus,  particularly 
expatiated  upon  the  glories  of  these  later  kings. 
Folyhistor  said  (ap.  Euseb.  i.  5)  that  Sennacherib 
conquered  Babylon,  defeated  a  Greek  army  in  Cili- 
cia,  and  built  there  Tarsus,  the  capital.  Abydenus 
related  the  same  facts,  except  that  he  substituted 
for  the  Greek  army  of  Folyhistor  a  Greek  fleet ;  and 
added,  that  Esarhaddon  (his  Axerdis)  conquered 
lower  Syria  and  Egypt  {ibid.  i.  9).  Similarly  Me- 
naiider,  the  Tyrian  historian,  assigned  to  Shalma- 
neser  an  expedition  to  Cyprus  (ap.  Joseph.  Ant. 
Jwl.  ix.  11),  and  Herodotus  himself  admitted  that 
Sennacherib  invaded  Egypt  (ii.  141).  On  every 
ground  it  seems  necessary  to  conclude  that  the 
second  Assyrian  kingdom  was  really  greater  and 
more  glorious  than  the  first ;  that  under  it  the  lim- 
its of  the  empire  reached  their  fullest  extent,  and 
the  internal  prosperity  was  at  the  highest. 

The  statement  of  Herodotus  is  not,  however, 
without  a  basis  of  truth.  It  is  certain  that  Baby- 
lon, about  the  time  of  Tiglath-Fileser's  accession, 
ventured  upon  a  revolt,  which  she  seems  afterwards 
to  have  reckoned  the  commencement  of  her  inde- 
pendence [Babylon].  The  knowledge  of  this  fact 
may  have  led  Herodotus  into  his  error,  for  he  would 
naturally  suppose  that  when  Babylon  became  free 
there  was  a  general  dissolution  of  the  empire.  It 
has  been  shown  that  this  is  far  from  the  truth; 
and  it  may  further  be  obsen-ed  that,  even  as  re- 
gards Babylon,  the  AssjTian  loss  was  not  perma- 
nent. Sargon,  Sennacherib,  and  Esarhaddon  all 
exercised  fuU  authority  over  that  country,  which 
appears  to  have  been  still  an  Assyrian  fief  at  the 
close  of  the  kingdom. 

11.  Successors  of  Esarhaddon.  —  By  the  end  of 
the  reign  of  Esarhaddon  the  triumph  of  the  Assyr- 
ian arms  had  been  so  complete  that  scarcely  an 
enemy  was  left  who  could  cause  her  serious  anxiety. 
The  kingdoms  of  Hamath,  of  Damascus,  and  of 
Samaria  had  been  successively  absorbed;  Fhcenicia 
had  been  conquered ;  Judaea  had  been  made  a  feud- 
atory; Fhilistia  and  Idumaea  had  been  subjected, 
Egypt  chastised,  Babylon  recovered,  cities  planted 
in  Jledia.  Unless  in  Armenia  and  Susiana  there 
was  no  foe  left  to  chastise,  and  the  consequence 
apjxars  to  have  been  that  a  time  of  profound  peace 
succeeded  to  the  long  and  bloody  wars  of  Sargon 
and  his  immediate  successors.  In  Scripture  it  is 
remarkable  that  we  hear  nothing  of  Assyria  after 
the  reign  of  Esarhaddon,  and  profane  history  is 
equally  silent  until  the  attacks  begin  which  brought 
alx)ut  her  downfall.  The  monuments  show  that 
the  son  of  Esarhaddon,  who  was  called  Sardanapa- 
lus  by  Abydenus  (ap.  Euseb.  i.  9),  made  scarcely 
any  military  expeditions,  but  occupied  almost  his 
whole  time  in  the  enjoyment  of  the  pleasures  of 
the  chase.  Instead  of  adorning  his  residence  —  as 
his  predecessors  had  been  accustomed  to  do  —  with 
a  record  and  representation  of  his  conquests,  Sarda- 
napalus  II.  covered  the  walls  of  his  palace  at  Nin- 
eveh with  sculptures  exhibiting  his  skill  and  prow- 
ess as  a  hunter.  No  doubt  the  military  spirit  rap- 
idly decayed  under  such  a  ruler,  and  the  advent 
of  fresh  enemies,  synchronizing  with  this  decline, 
produced  the  ruin  of  a  power  which  had  for  six 
centuries  been  dominant  in  Western  Asia. 

12.  Fall  of  Assyria.  —  The  fall  of  Assyria,  long 
previously  prophesied  by  Isaiah  (x.  5-19),  was  ef- 
fected (humanly  speaking)  by  the  growing  strength 
and  boldness  of  the  Medes.     K  we  may  trust  He- 
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rodotus,  the  first  Median  attack  on  Nineveh  took 
place  alwut  the  year  u.  c.  633.  By  what  circmn- 
stances  this  people,  who  had  so  long  been  engaged 
in  contests  with  the  Assyrians,  and  had  hitherto 
shown  themselves  so  utterly  unable  to  resist  them, 
became  suddenly  strong  enough  to  assiune  an  ag- 
gressive attitude,  and  to  force  the  Ninevites  to  sul)- 
mit  to  a  siege,  can  only  be  conjectured.  Whether 
mere  natm-al  increase,  or  whether  fresh  immigiu- 
tions  from  the  east,  had  raised  the  Median  nation 
at  this  time  so  far  above  its  former  condition,  it  is 
impossible  to  determine.  We  can  only  say  that, 
soon  after  the  middle  of  the  seventh  century  they 
began  to  press  upon  the  Assyrians,  and  that,  grad- 
ually increasing  in  strength,  they  proceeded,  about 
the  year  b.  c.  633,  to  attempt  the  conquest  of  the 
country.  For  some  time  their  efforts  were  imsuc- 
cessful;  but  after  a  while,  having  won  over  the 
Babylonians  to  their  side,  they  became  superior  to 
the  Assyrians  in  the  field,  and  about  b.  c.  625,  or 
a  little  earlier,  laid  final  siege  to  the  capital  [JIk- 
dia].  Saracus,  the  last  king,  —  probably  the  grand- 
son of  Esarhaddon,  —  made  a  stout  and  prolonged 
defense,  but  at  length,  finding  resistance  vain,  he 
collected  his  wives  and  his  treasures  in  his  palace, 
and  with  his  own  hand  setting  fire  to  the  building, 
perished  in  the  flames.  This  account  is  given  in 
brief  by  Abydenus,  who  probably  follows  Berosus ; 
and  its  outline  so  far  agrees  with  Ctesias  (ap.  Diod. 
ii.  27)  as  to  give  an  important  value  to  that  vtTiter's 
detaik  of  the  siege.  [Xinkvkh.]  In  the  general 
fact  that  AssjTia  was  overcome,  and  Nineveh  cap- 
tured and  destroyed,  by  a  combined  attack  of  Medes 
and  Babylonians,  Josephus  {Ant.  Jud.  x.  5)  and 
the  book  of  Tobit  (xiv.  15)  are  agreed.  Folyhistor 
also  implies  it  (ap.  Euseb.  i.  5);  and  these  authori- 
ties must  be  regarded  as  outweighing  the  sQence 
of  Herodotus,  who  mentions  only  the  Medes  in  con- 
nection with  the  capture  (i.  106),  and  says  nothing 
of  the  Babylonians. 

13.  Fuljillment  of  prophecy.  —  The  prophecies 
of  Nahum  and  Zephaniah  (ii.  13-15)  against  Assyria 
were  probably  dehvered  shortly  before  the  catas- 
trophe. The  date  of  Nalium  is  very  doubtful 
[Naiiuji],  but  it  is  not  unlikely  that  he  wrote 
about  B.  c.  645,  towards  the  close  of  the  reign 
of  Manasseh.  Zephaniah  is  even  later,  since  he 
prophesied  under  Josiah,  who  reigned  from  b.  c.  639 
to  608.  If  B.  c.  625  be  the  date  of  the  destruction 
of  Nineveh,  we  may  place  Zephaniah's  prophecy 
about  B.  c.  630.  Ezekiel,  writing  about  b.  c.  584, 
bears  witness  historically  to  the  complete  destruc- 
tion which  had  come  upon  the  Assyrians,  using  the 
example  as  a  warning  to  Pharaoh-Hophra  and  the 
Egyptians  (ch.  xxxi.). 

It  was  declared  by  Nahum  emphatically,  at  the 
close  of  his  prophecy,  that  there  should  be  "no 
healing  of  Assyria's  bruise"  (iii.  19).  In  accord- 
ance with  this  announcement  we  find  that  Assjxia 
never  rose  again  to  any  importance,  nor  even  suc- 
ceeded in  maintaining  a  distinct  nationality.  Once 
only  was  revolt  attempted,  and  then  in  conjunction 
with  Armenia  and  Media,  the  latter  heading  the 
rebellion.  This  attempt  took  place  about  a  century 
after  the  Median  conquest,  during  the  troubles 
which  followed  upon  the  accession  of  Darius  Hys- 
taspis.  It  failed  signally,  and  appears  never  to  have 
been  repeated,  the  Assyrians  remaining  thence- 
forth submissive  subjects  of  the  Fersian  empire. 
They  were  reckoned  in  the  same  satrapy  with  Baby- 
lon (Herod,  iii.  92;  comp.  i.  192),  and  paid  an 
annual  tribute  of  a  thousand  talents  of  silver.     In 
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the  Persian  armies,  whicli  were  drawn  in  great  part 
fi-oni  the  subject- luitions,  they  api^ear  i.ever  to  have 
been  held  of  much  account,  though  they  fought,  in 
common  with  the  other  levies,  at  Thcrmopjlae,  at 
Cuiiaxa,  at  Issus,  and  at  Arbela. 

14.  General  c/ifiracter  of  the  empire.  — In  con- 
sidering the  general  character  of  the  Assyrian  em- 
pire, it  is,  in  the  first  place,  to  be  noticed,  that  hke 
all  the  early  monarchies  which  attained  to  any 
great  extent,  it  was  composed  of  a  number  of  sepa- 
rate kingdoms.  In  the  East,  conquest  has  scarcely 
ever  been  followed  by  amalgamation,  and  in  the 
primitive  empires  there  was  not  even  any  attempt 
at  that  governmental  centralization  which  we  find 
at  a  later  period  in  the  satrapial  system  of  Persia. 
As  Solomon  "  reigned  over  all  the  kin(,doms  from 
the  river  (Euphrates)  unto  the  land  of  the  Philis- 
tines and  the  border  of  Egypt,"  so  the  AssjTian 
monarchs  bore  sway  over  a  number  of  petty  kings 
—  the  native  rulers  of  the  several  countries  — 
through  the  entire  extent  of  their  dominions.  These 
native  princes  —  the  sole  governors  of  their  own 
kingdoms  —  were  feudatories  of  the  Great  Monarch, 
of  whom  they  held  their  crown  by  the  double  tenure 
of  homage  and  triltute.  Menahem  (2  K.  xv.  19), 
Iloshea  (ibid.  xvii.  4),  Ahaz  (ibid.  xvi.  8),  Heze- 
kiah  (ibid.  xnii.  14),  and  Manasseh  (2  t'lir.  xxxiii. 
11-1-3),  were  certainly  in  this  position,  as  were  many 
native  kings  of  Babylon,  both  prior  and  subsequent 
to  Nabonassar;  and  this  system  (if  we  may  trust 
the  inscriptions)  was  universal  throughout  the  em- 
pire. It  naturally  involved  the  frequent  recurrence 
of  troubles.  Princes  circumstanced  as  were  the 
AssjTian  feudat<^)ries  would  be  always  looking  for 
an  occasion  when  they  might  revolt  and  reestablish 
their  uidependence.  The  offer  of  a  foreign  alliance 
would  be  a  bait  which  they  could  scarcely  resist, 
and  hence  the  continual  warnings  given  to  the 
.lews  to  beware  of  trusting  in  Egypt.  Apart  from 
this,  on  the  occurrence  of  any  imjierial  misfortune 
or  difficulty,  such  for  instance  as  a  disastrous  ex- 
pedition, a  formidable  attack,  or  a  sudden  death, 
natural  or  violent,  of  the  reigning  monarch,  there 
would  be  a  strong  temptation  to  throw  oflf'  the  yoke, 
which  would  leatl,  almost  of  necessity,  to  a  rebellion, 
'ilie  history  of  the  kings  of  Israel  and  Judah  suf- 
ficiently illustrates  the  tendency  in  question,  which 
required  to  be  met  by  checks  and  remedies  of  the 
severest  character.  The  dejxisition  of  the  rebel 
prince,  the  wasting  of  his  country,  the  plunder  of 
his  capital,  a  considerable  increase  in  the  amount 
of  the  tribute  thenceforth  required,  were  the  usual 
consequences  of  an  unsuccessful  revolt;  to  which 
were  added,  upon  occasion,  still  more  stringent 
measures,  as  the  wholesale  execution  of  those  chiefly 
concerned  in  the  attempt,  or  the  transj)lantation 
of  the  rebel  nation  to  a  distant  locality,  llie  cap- 
tivity of  Israel  is  only  an  instance  of  a  practice  long 
previously  known  to  the  Assyrians,  and  by  them 
handed  on  to  the  Babylonian  and  Persian  govern- 
ments. 

It  is  not  quite  certain  how  for  Assjria  required 
a  religious  conformity  fi-om  the  sulyect  people.  Her 
religion  was  a  gross  and  complex  jx)lytheism,  com- 
prising the  worship  of  thirteen  princijKil  and  numer- 
ous minor  divinities,  at  the  head  of  the  whole  of 
whom  stood  the  chief  god,  Asshur,  who  seems  to 
be  the  deified  patriarch  of  the  nation  ((jen.  x.  22). 
The  inscriptions  appear  to  state  that  in  all  coun- 
tries over  which  the  Assj-rians  established  their 
supremacy,  they  set  up  "  the  laws  of  Asshur,"  and 
"  altars  to  the  Great  Gods."     It  was  probably  in 
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connection  with  this  Assyrian  requirement  that 
Ahiiz,  on  his  return  from  Damascus,  where  he  had 
made  his  submission  to  Tiglath-Pileser,  incurred 
the  guilt  of  idolatry  (2  K.  xvi.  10-lG).  The  history 
of  liezekiah  would  seem,  however,  to  show  that  the 
rule,  if  resisted,  was  not  rigidly  enforced;  for  it 
cannot  be  supposed  that  he  would  have  consented 
to  reestablish  the  idolatry  which  he  had  removed, 
yet  he  certainly  came  to  terms  with  Sennacherib, 
and  resumed  his  position  of  tributary  (2  K.  xviii. 
14).  In  any  case  it  must  be  understood  that  the 
worship  which  the  conquerors  introduced  was  not 
intended  to  supersede  the  religion  of  the  conquered 
race,  but  was  only  required  to  be  superadded  as  a 
mark  and  badge  of  subjection. 

15.  Its  extent.  —  With  regard  to  the  extent  of 
the  empire  very  exaggerated  views  have  been  en- 
tertained by  many  writers.  Ctesias  took  Semira- 
mis  to  India,  and  made  the  enipii-e  of  AssjTia  at 
least  co-extensive  with  that  of  Persia  in  his  ovra 
day.  This  false  notion  has  long  been  exploded,  but 
even  Niebuhr  appears  to  have  believed  in  the  ex- 
tension of  AssjTian  influence  over  Asia  Minor,  in 
the  expedition  of  Memnon  —  whom  he  considered 
an  Assyrian  —  to  Troy,  and  in  the  derivation  of  the 
Lydian  Ileracleids  from  the  first  dynasty  of  Nine- 
vite  monarchs  (Alt.  Geschicht.  i.  28-9).  The  in- 
formation derived  from  the  native  monuments  tends 
to  contract  the  empire  within  more  reasonable 
l)ounds,  and  to  give  it  only  the  expansion  which  is 
indicated  for  it  in  Scripture.  On  the  west,  the 
Mediterranean  and  the  river  Ilalys  appear  to  have 
teen  the  boundaries;  on  the  north,  a  fluctuating 
line,  never  reaching  the  Euxine  nor  extending  be- 
yond the  northern  frontier  of  Armenia;  on  the  east, 
the  Caspian  Sea  and  the  Great  Salt  Desert;  on  the 
south,  the  I'ersian  Gulf  and  the  Desert  of  Arabia. 
The  countries  included  within  these  limits  are  the 
following :  —  Susiana,  Chalda-a,  Babylonia,  Media, 
Slatiene,  Armenia,  Assyria  Proper,  Mesopotamia, 
parts  of  Cappadocia  and  t'ilicia,  SjTia,  Phoenicia, 
Palestine,  and  Idumwa.  Cyprus  was  also  for  a 
while  a  dej)endeney  of  the  Assyrian  kings,  and  they 
may  jierhaps  have  held  at  one  time  certain  portions 
of  Ix)wer  Egypt.  Lydia,  however,  Phrygia,  Eycia, 
Pamphylia,  Pontus,  Iberia,  on  the  west  and  north, 
Bactria,  Sacia,  Parthia,  India, —  even  Camiania  and 
Persia  Proper,  —  ujwn  the  east,  were  altogether  be- 
yond the  limit  of  the  Assyrian  sway,  and  appear 
at  no  time  even  to  have  been  overrun  by  the  Assyr- 
ian armies. 

IG.  Cirilizntion  of  the  Asutfrians.  —  The  civiliza- 
tion of  the  Assyrians,  as  has  been  already  observed, 
was  derived  originally  from  the  Babylonians.  They 
were  a  Semitic  race,  originally  resident  in  Baby- 
lonia (which  at  that  time  was  Cushite),  and  thus 
acquainted  with  the  Babylonian  inventions  and  dis- 
coveries, who  ascended  the  valley  of  the  Tigris  and 
estabUshed  in  the  tract  immediately  Ix'low  the  Ar- 
menian mountains  a  separate  and  distinct  nation- 
ality. Their  modes  of  writing  and  building,  the 
form  and  size  of  their  bricks,  their  architectural 
ornamentation,  their  religion  and  worship,  in  a 
great  measure,  were  drawn  from  Babylon,  which 
they  always  regarded  as  a  sacred  land  —  the  orig- 
inal seat  of  their  nation,  and  the  true  home  of  all 
tlieir  gods,  with  the  one  exception  of  Asshur.  Still, 
as  their  civilization  developed,  it  liecame  in  many 
resiKJcts  peculiar.  Their  art  is  of  home  growth. 
The  alabaster  quarries  in  their  neighterhood  sup- 
plied them  with  a  material  unknown  to  their 
southern  neighbors,  on  which  they  could  represent, 
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&r  better  than  upon  enamelled  bricks,  the  scenes 
which  interested  them.  Their  artists,  faithful  and 
laborious,  acquired  a  considerable  power  of  render- 
ing the  human  and  animal  forms,  and  made  vivid 
and  striking  representations  of  the  principal  occu- 
pations of  human  life.  If  they  do  not  greatly  affect 
the  ideal,  and  do  not,  in  this  branch,  attain  to  any 
very  exalted  rank,  yet  even  here  their  emblematic 
figures  of  the  gods  have  a  dignity  and  grandeur 
which  is  worthy  of  remark,  and  which  implies  the 
possession  of  some  elevated  feelings.  But  their 
chief  glory  is  in  the  representation  of  the  actual. 
Their  pictures  of  war,  and  of  the  chase,  and  even 
sometimes  of  the  more  peaceful  incidents  of  human 
life,  have  a  fidelity,  a  spirit,  a  boldness,  and  an 
appearance  of  life,  which  place  them  high  among 
realistic  schools.  Their  art,  it  should  be  also  noted, 
is  progressive.  Unlike  that  of  the  Egyptians,  which 
continues  comparatively  stationary  from  the  earliest 
to  the  latest  times,  it  plainly  advances,  becoming 
continually  more  natural  and  less  uncouth,  more 
life-like  and  less  stiff,  more  varied  and  less  conven- 
tional. The  latest  sculptures,  which  are  those  in 
the  hunting-palace  of  the  son  of  Esarhaddon,  are 
decidedly  the  best.  Here  the  animal-forms  ap- 
proach perfection ;  and  in  the  striking  attitudes,  the 
new  groupings,  and  the  more  careful  and  exact 
drawing  of  the  whole,  we  see  the  beginnings  of  a 
taste  and  a  power  which  might  have  expanded  un- 
der fovorable  circumstances  into  the  finished  excel- 
lence of  tlie  Greeks. 

The  advanced  condition  of  the  Assyrians  in  vari- 
ous other  respects  is  abundantly  evidenced  alike  by 
the  representations  on  the  sculptures  and  by  the 
remains  discovered  among  their  buildings.  They 
are  found  to  have  understood  and  applied  the  arch ; 
to  have  made  tumiels,  aqueducts,  and  drains;  to 
have  used  the  lever  and  the  roller;  to  have  engraved 
gems  ;  to  have  understood  the  arts  of  inlaying, 
enamelling,  and  overlaying  with  metals;  to  have 
manufiictured  glass,  and  been  acquainted  with  the 
lens ;  to  have  possessed  vases,  jars,  bronze  and  ivory 
ornaments,  dishes,  bells,  ear-rings,  mostly  of  good 
workmanship  and  elegant  forms  —  in  a  word,  to 
have  attained  to  a  very  high  pitch  of  material  com- 
fort and  prosijerity.  They  were  still,  however,  in 
the  most  important  points  barbarians.  Their  gov- 
ernment was  rude  and  inartificial;  their  religion 
coarse  and  sensual;  their  conduct  of  war  cruel; 
even  their  art  materialistic,  and  so  debasing ;  they 
had  served  their  purjwse  when  they  had  prepared 
the  East  for  centralized  government,  and  been  God's 
scourge  to  punish  the  people  of  Israel  (Is.  x.  5-6); 
they  were,  therefore,  swept  away  to  allow  the  rise 
of  that  Arian  race  which,  with  less  appreciation  of 
art,  was  to  introduce  into  Western  Asia  a  more 
spiritual  form  of  religion,  a  better  treatment  of 
captives,  and  a  superior  governmental  organization. 

(See  for  the  geography  Capt.  Jones's  paper  in  the 
xivth  volume  of  the  Asiatic  Society's  Journal  (part 
2);  Col.  Chesney's  Euphrates  Expedition;  Mr. 
Layard's  AVorks;  Rich's  Kurdistan,  &c.  For  the 
historical  views,  RawUnson's  Herodotus,  vol.  i.; 
Brandis's  Rtrum  Assifriarum  Tempora  Emendata  ; 
Sir  H.  RawUnson's  Contributions  to  the  Asiat.  Soc. 
Journ.  and  the  Athemeum;  Bosanquet's  Sacred 
and  Profane  Chronohgy ;  M.  Oppert's  JiajJport 
t  son  Excellence  3f.  le  Ministre  de  P  Insti-uction  ; 
Dr.  Hincks's  CotUributions  to  the  DMin  University 
Mag. ;  Mr.  Vance  Smith's  Exjxisition  of  the  Proph- 
ecies relating  to  Nineveh  and  Assyria ;  and  comp. 
B.  G.  Niebuhr's  Vortrdge  iiber  alter  Geschichte,  I 
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vol.  i. ;  Clinton's  Fasti  Hell.,  vol.  i. ;  and  M.  Xie- 
buhr's  Geschichte  Assures  uiul  Babeft.)      G.  R. 

*  The  work  of  Mr.  Rawlinson,  the  writer  of  the 
preceding  article,  is  now  the  classical  work  on  this 
subject:  The  Five  Great  Monarchies  of  the  An- 
cient Eastern  World ;  or,  the  History,  Geography, 
and  Antiquities  of  ChaliJwa,  Assyria,  Babylon,  Me- 
dia, ami  Persia  (vols.  i.  to  iii.  London,  186-2-65). 
For  some  of  the  important  Biblical  connections.  Dr. 
Pusey's  Introduction  to  Jonah  (pp.  247-54)  may 
be  read  with  advantage.  There  is  a  good  account 
of  the  Assyrian  inscriptions,  and  of  the  progress 
made  in  raiding  them,  as  well  as  other  information, 
by  Spiegel,  in  Herzog's  Real-Encyk.,  art.  Ninive 
und  Assyrien,  vol.  x.  pp.  361-81,  and  supplementary 
article,  vol.  xx.  pp.  219-235.  See  also  the  elaborate 
article  on  Assyria  by  Brandis,  m  the  2d  ed.  (1866) 
of  the  first  vol.  of  Pauly's  lieal-Encyclopddie,  where 
will  be  found  a  very  full  account  of  the  literature 
of  the  sulyect.  H. 

ASSYR'IANS  ("l^lt^W:  'A«ro-.}pio<,'A<r<ro,}p, 
viol  'Affcovp'  Assur,  Assyni,  filii  Assyriorum). 
The  uihabitants  of  Ass)Tia.  The  name  in  Hebrew 
is  simply  Asshur,  the  same  as  that  of  the  country, 
and  there  appears  to  be  no  reason  in  most  cases  for 
translating  it  as  a  gentilic  (Is.  x.  5,  24,  xiv.  25, 
xxxi.  8;  I^m.  v.  6;  Ez.  xvi.  28;  Jud.  xli.  13,  Ac.). 

W.  A.  W. 

ASTAROTH  (n'lridr:  'Ao-raptiO:  Asta^ 
roth),  Deut.  i.  4.     [Ashtaroth.] 
ASTAR'TE.     [AsHTORETH.] 
ASTATH  ('AffToe:  Ezead),  1  Esdr.  viii.  38. 

[AZGAD.] 

*  ASTROLOGER.    [Divination;  Magi; 

STAR.J 

ASTRONOMY.  [Magi;  Star  of  thf 
Wise  Men.] 

ASTY'AGES  {'Kcrviyns;  Herod.  'Ao-rut- 
70s,  Ctes.  'Ao-TTctSos),  the  last  king  of  the  Medes, 
B.  c.  595-560,  or  b.  c.  592-558,  who  was  con- 
quered by  Cyrus  (Bel  and  Dragon,  1).  The  name 
is  identified  by  Rawlinson  and  Niebuhr  (Gesch. 
Assures,  p.  32)  with  Deioces  =  Ashdahak  (Aru.), 
Ajis  Dahaka  (Pers.),  '■'■the  biting  snake,'"  the  em- 
blem of  the  Median  power.  [Darius  the  Mede  ; 
Cyrus.]  B.  F.  W. 

ASUPTIM,  and  HOUSE  OF  (□"'SDS^n 

and  D'^QD^^n  n'*2  :  oTkos 'Eo-ts/JijU,  6  'Efftcplfi; 
[Vat.  E(re<p€tu,  -(pftfi;  Alex.  Affa/peiv,  £<re(^€j/t:] 
in  qua  parte  domus  erat  seniorum  concilium,  vbi 
erat  concilium),  1  Chr.  xxvi.  15,  17,  literally 
"house  of  the  gatherings."  Some  imderstand  it 
as  a  proper  name  of  chambers  on  the  south  side  of 
the  Temple.  Gesenius  and  Bertheau  explain  it  of 
certain  store-rooms,  and  Fiirst,  following  the  Vul 
gate,  of  the  council-chambers  in  the  outer  court  of 
the  Temple  in  which  the  elders  held  their  deUber- 
ations.  The  same  word  in  A.  V.  of  Neh.  xii.  25, 
is  rendered  " thresholds,"  and  is  translated  "lin- 
tels "  in  the  Targum  of  R.  Joseph.    W.  A.  W. 

ASYN'CRITUS  {'\avyKpiros  [incompara- 
ble, unlike] :  Asyncritus),  a  Christian  at  Rome, 
saluted  by  St.  Paul  (Rom.  xvi.  14). 

ATAD,  the  threshing-floor  of  (7^2 

^ISNn  =  tlie  floor  (or  trodden  spice)  of  the  thorn , 
Sam.  Vers.  HllSr  "IWTN :  Saad. 


^^f: 
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&\<iis  'Ato5:  «''.«ot  Atad),  a  spot  >•  beyond  Jordan," 
at  which  Joseph  and  his  brethren,  on  their  way 
from  Egypt  to  Hebron,  made  their  seven  days' 
"great  and  very  sore  mourning  "  over  the  body  of 
Jacob ;  in  consequence  of  which  we  are  told  it  ac- 
quired from  the  Canaanites  tlie  new  name  of  Abel- 
Mitzraini  (Gen.  1.  10,  11).  According  to  Jerome 
{Onom.  s.  V.  Areaatad)  it  was  in  his  day  called 
Bethgla  or  Bethacla  (lieth-IIogla),  a  name  which 
he  connects  with  the  gyratory  dances  or  races  of 
the  funeral  ceremony:  "locus  g)Ti;  eo  quod  ibi 
more  plangentium  circumierint."  Beth-Hoglah 
is  known  to  have  lain  between  the  Jordan  and  Jer- 
icho, therefore  on  the  west  side  of  Jordan  [Bkth- 
Hoglah]  ; "  and  with  this  agrees  the  fact  of  the 
mention  of  the  Canaanites,  "  the  inhabitants  of 
the  land,"  who  were  confined  to  the  west  side  of 
the  river  (see  amongst  others  verse  13  of  this  chap- 
ter), and  one  of  whose  special  haunts  was  the  sunken 
district  "  by  the  '  side  '  of  Jordan  "  (Num.  xiii.  29). 

[Cakaan.]  The  word  "^51?)  "beyond,"  although 
usually  signifying  the  east  of  Jordan,  is  yet  used 
for  either  east  or  west  according  to  the  position  of 
the  speaker.  [Ebkr.]  That  Jerome  should  have 
defined  the  situation  as  '■'■trans  Jordanem,"  at  the 
same  time  that  he  explains  it  as  between  the  river 
and  Jericho,  may  be  accounted  for  either  by  the 
words  being  a  mere  quotation  from  the  text,  or 
by  some  subsequent  corruption  of  copyists.  The 
passage  does  not  survive  in  Eusebius.  G. 

AT'ARAH  {TT^'^'V,  [«  ww™]  :  'Art^^a; 
[Alex.  Erepo:]  Atara),  a  wife  of  Jerahmeel,  and 
mother  of  Onam  (1  Chr.  ii.  26). 

ATAR'GATIS     {'hTapyins,     Strab.    xvi. 

p.  785,  'ATap-yar/ou  5e  t))v  ^AOdpay ol 

'EWrjyes  (Kakovv),  or  according  to  another  form 
of  the  word  Dekceto  (Aep/cerw,  Strab.  I.  c. ; 
Luc.  de  Syria  dea,  p.  884  ed.  Bened. ;  Plin.  //.  N. 
V.  I'J,  prodiffiosa  Alargatis  Grinds  Derceto ;  Ov. 
Met.  iv.  4.5,  Dercetis),  a  Syrian  goddess,  represented 
generally  with  the  body  of  a  woman  and  the  tail 
of  a  fish  (Luc.  I.  c. ;  Ovid.  /.  c.  comp.  Uagon). 
Her  most  famous  temples  were  at  Hierapolis  (Ma- 
bug)  and  Ascalon.  Herodotus  identified  her  with 
Ajihrodite  Urania  (i.  105,  compared  with  Diod. 
Sic.  ii.  4).  Lucian  compared  her  with  Here, 
though  he  allowed  that  she  comliined  traits  of 
other  deities  (Aphrodite,  Rhea,  Selene,  &c. ;  see 
AsHTOKETii).  Plutarch  {Crass.  17)  says  that 
some  regarded  her  as  "  Aphrodite,  others  as  Here, 
others  as  the  cause  and  natural  jxywer  which  pro- 
vides the  principles  and  seeds  for  all  things  from 
moisture "  (t^v  apx^s  Kol  airipixara  iraffiv  «| 
vypwv  irapaffxovffav  alTlav  /col  (pvfftv).  Tliis  last 
view  Ls  probably  an  accurate  description  of  the  at- 
tributes of  the  goddess,  and  explains  her  fish-like 
form  and  popular  identification  with  Aphrodite. 
Lucian  also  mentions  a  ceremony  in  her  worship 
at  Hierapolis  which  appears  to  be  connected  with 
the  same  Ijclief,  and  with  the  origin  u(  her  name. 
Twice  a  year  water  was  brought  from  distant  places 
and  poured  into  a  chasm  in  the  temple;  bec!»u.se, 
he  adds,  according  to  tradition,  the  waters  of  the 
Deluge  were  drained  away  through  that  ojiening 
[de  Syria  dea,  p.  883).  Compare  Burm.  ad  Ovid. 
^fe(.  iv.  45,  where  most  of  the  references  are  given 
at  length ;  Movers,  Phoniz.  i.  584  ff. 


•'  •  Sec  note  on  Abjx-Mizraim.    All  that  the  Script- 
nie  account  states  is  that  Atad  was   "beyond   the 
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There  was  a  temple  of  Atargatis  (' ATapyaTf7ot>, 
Alex.  Artpy.  —  2  Mace.  xii.  20)  at  Karnion  (Kar- 
naim,  1  Mace.  v.  43;  i.  e.  Ashtaroth-Karnaim) 
which  was  destroyed  by  Judas  Maccabseus  (1  Mace. 
V.  44). 

The  name  is  rightly  derived  by  Michaelis  {Lex. 
Syr.  pp.  975  f.)  from  Syr.  Tart/eto,  an  opening 
{tarag,  he  opened).  Comp.  Movers,  Phiiniz.  i. 
594  f.  Others  have  deduced  it,  with  little  prob- 
ability, from  "T3  'TIS,  greatness  of  J'wtune  (?), 
or  y^  "1"'^S,  gi-eat  Jish.     Gesenius  ( Thes.  s.  v. 

713^)  suggests  Syr.  dargeto  =  dagto,  a  fish.  It 
has  been  supposed  that  Atargatis  was  the  tutelary 
goddess  of  the  first  Assyrian  d)T)asty  {Derketadce, 
fr.  Derketo:  Niebuhr,  Gesch.  Assures,  pp.  131, 138), 
and  that  the  name  appears  in  Tiylath-  or  Tilgath- 
I'ileser  {id.  p.  37). 

An  interesting  coin  representing  Atargatis  is 
engraved  and  described  in  the  Philvsophical  Trans- 
actions, vol.  Ixi.  pp.  346  ff. 

AT'AROTH  (ri'll^y,  and  once  n'-!p5?  = 
croicns:  f)  'ATapdd:  Ataroth),  the  name  of  serieral 
places  in  Palestine  both  on  the  E.  and  W.  of  Jor- 
dan. 

1.  [Alex.  Arapaiv  in  Num.  xxxii.  3.]  One  of 
the  towns  in  the  "  land  of  Jazer  and  land  of  Gil- 
ead  "  (Num.  xxxii.  3),  taken  and  "built "  by  the 
tribe  of  Gad  (xxxii.  34).  From  its  mention  with 
places  which  have  been  identified  on  the  N.  E.  of 
the  Dead  Sea  near  the  mountain  of  Jebel  AttarHs 

yiyjmyXS'  ),  a  connection  has  been  assumed  be- 
tween Ataroth  and  that  mountain.  But  Jebel  Atia- 
rus  lies  considerably  to  the  S.  of  Heshbon  {/lesban), 
which  was  in  the  tribe  of  Eeuben,  and  which  is 
named  apparently  as  the  southernmost  limit  of  Gad 
(.Tosh.  xiii.  26),  so  that  some  other  identification  is 
necessary.  Atroth-Shophan  was  probably  in  the 
neighborhood  of  Ataroth ;  the  Shophan  serving  as 
a  distinction;  but  for  this  see  Atkoth. 

2.  [LXX.  corrupt  in  Josh.  xvi.  2.]  A  place  on 
the  (South?)  boundary  of  Ephraim  and  !Manasseh 
(Josh.  xvi.  2,  7).  The  whole  si)ecification  of  this 
Iwundary  is  exceedingly  obscure,  and  it  is  not 
possible  to  say  whether  Ataroth  is  or  is  not  the 
same  plaee  as, 

3.  [In  Josh,  xvi.,  'ArapwS  (Vat.  Aarapwd) 
Koi  'EpuK  (Vat.  M.  EpoK,  Comp.  Aid.  Alex.  'ASdp), 
in  Josh,  xviii.,  Maarapwfi  'Ope'x,  Vat.  yiaaTapaiO- 
opfK,  Alex.  Arapcue  A55ap,  Aid.  'ATapwB  'E5- 
Sdp  :    Ataroth    Addar.]        Atakotii-adak,    or 

-ADDAR  ("^^M"  V),  on  the  west  border  of  Benja- 
min, "  near  the  '  mountain  '  that  is  on  the  south 
side  of  the  nether  Ifeth-horon  "  (Josh,  xviii.  13). 
In  xvi.  5  it  is  accurately  rendered  Ataroth-addar. 

In  the  Onoma-sticon  mention  is  made  of  an 
Atharoth  in  Ephraim,  in  the  mountains,  4  miles 
N.  of  Sebaste :  as  well  as  of  two  places  of  the  name 
"  not  far  from  "  Jenisalem.  The  former  cannot  be 
that  seen  by  Robinson  (ii.  265),  now  Atdra.  Rob- 
inson discovered  another  about  6  miles  S.  of  Bethel 
(i.  575).  lliis  is  too  far  to  the  E.  of  Beth-horon 
to  be  Ataroth-addar,  and  too  far  S.  to  be  that  on 
the  boundary  of  Ephraim  (2). 


Jordan,"  the  point  of  reckoning  being  left  indeterml- 
uate.  U. 
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over  Judah.  At  length  Jehoiada  thought  it  time 
to  produce  the  lawful  king  to  the  people,  trusting 
to  their  zeal  for  the  worship  of  God,  and  loyalty  to 
the  house  of  David,  which  had  been  so  strenuously 
called  out  by  Asa  and  Jehoshaphat.  After  com- 
municating his  design  to  five  "  captains  of  hun- 
dreds," whose  names  are  given  in  2  Chr.  xxiii.  1, 
and  securing  the  cooperation  of  the  Invites  and 
chief  men  in  the  country -towns  in  case  of  neces- 
sity, he  brought  the  young  Joash  into  the  temple 
to  receive  the  allegiance  of  the  soldiers  of  the  guard. 
It  was  customary  on  the  Sabbath  for  a  third  part 
of  them  to  do  duty  at  the  palace,  while  two  thirds 
restrained  the  crowd  of  visitors  and  worshipi^ers 
who  thronged  the  temple  on  that  day,  by  occupying 

the  gate  of  Sur  ("5^D,  2  K.  xi.  6,  called  of  the, 

foundation,  "TID^,  2  Chr.  xxiii.  5,  which  Gerlach, 
in  loco,  considers  the  right  reading  in  Kings  also), 
and  the  gate  "behind  the  guard"  (porta  quae  est 
jMst  habitacukim  scutariorum,  Vulg.),  which  seem 
to  have  been  the  N.  and  S.  entrances  into  the  tem- 
ple, according  to  Ewald's  description  of  it  (Ge- 
schichte,  iii.  306-7).  On  the  day  fixed  for  the 
outbreak  there  was  to  be  no  change  in  the  arrange- 
ment at  the  palace,  lest  Athaliah,  who  did  not  wor- 
ship in  the  temple,  should  form  any  suspicions  from 
missing  her  usual  guard,  but  the  latter  two  thirds 
were  to  protect  the  king's  person  by  forming  a  long 
and  closely-serried  line  across  the  temple,  and  kill- 
ing any  one  who  should  approach  within  certain 
limits.  They  were  also  furnished  with  David's 
spears  and  shields,  that  the  work  of  restoring  his 
descendant  might  be  associated  with  his  own  sacred 
weapons.  When  the  guard  had  taken  up  their 
position,  the  young  prince  was  anointed,  crowned, 
and  present«il  with  the  Testimony  or  Law,  and 
Athaliah  was  first  roused  to  a  sense  of  her  danger 
by  the  shouts  and  music  which  accompanied  the 
inauguration  of  her  grandson.  She  hurried  into 
the  temple,  but  found  Joash  already  standing  "  by 
a  pillar,"  or  more  properly  on  it,  i.  e.  on  the  tri- 
bunal or  throne,  apparently  raised  on  a  massive  col-  ■ 
umn  or  cluster  of  columns,  which  the  king  occu- 
pied when  he  attended  the  service  on  solemn  occa- 
sions. The  phrase  in  the  original  is  ^•1J2^" /3?, 
rendered  M  rod  (ttvKov  by  the  LXX.  and  super 
tribunal  in  the  Vulgate,  whUe  Gesenius  gives  for 
the  substantive  a  stnge  or  pulpit.  (Comp.  2  K. 
xxiii.  3,  and  Ez.  xlvi.  2.)  She  arrived  however  too 
late,  and  was  immediately  put  to  death  by  Jehoida's 
commands,  without  the  temple.  The  only  other 
recorded  victim  of  this  happy  and  almost  bloodless 
revolution,  was  Mattan  the  priest  of  Baal.  For  the 
view  here  given  of  the  details  of  Jehoiada's  plan, 
see  Ewald,  Geschichte,  iii.  .574  ff.  The  latter  words 
of  2  K.  xi.  6  in  our  version,  "  that  it  be  not  broken 
dmm,^^  are  probably  wrong:  —  Ewald  translates, 
"  according  to  custom ;  "  Gesenius  gives  in  his  Lex- 
icon "  a  keejiing  off.'''  Clinton's  date  for  Athaliah's 
usurpation  is  b.  c.  883-877.  In  modern  times  the 
history  of  Athaliah  has  been  illustrated  by  the  mu- 
sic of  Handel  and  of  Mendelssohn,  and  the  stately 
declamation  of  Racine.  G.  E.  L.  C. 

2.  {ToOoXia  \  Alex.  ToQoKias  ■  Otholia.)  A 
Benjamite,  one  of  the  sons  of  Jeroham  who  dwelt 
at  Jerusalem  (1  Chr.  viii.  26). 

3.  ('AesAta  ;     [Vat.    Afle\e»  ;]    Alex.    Afl\m: 

n  The  marginal  note  to  this  name  in  the  Bibles  of        6  *  Rendered  in  the  margin  of  the  A.  V.  "  Crowns 
the  present  day,  namely,  "  Asarites  or  crowns,"  &c.,    of  the  house  of  Joab."  H. 

is  a  corruption  of  Azarites  in  the  edition  of  1611. 
13 
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4.  "  Atarotii,"  the  house  of  Joab  "  (/.  e. 
Ataroth-beth-Joab),  a  place  (?)  occurring  in  ihs 
list  of  the  descendants  of  Judah  (1  Chr.  ii.  54; 
'kTapii>e  oXkov  'ludfi  [Alex,  lufiafi]--  Coromedo- 
mus  Jo'.d)).^  G. 

A'TER  ("^tSS,  bound  [perh.  dumb}:  'Ariip; 
Alex.  Atttjp  in  Ezr. :  Ater).  1.  The  children  of 
Ater  were  among  the  porters  or  gate-keepers  of  the 
Temple  who  returned  with  Zerubbabel  (Ezr.  ii.  42; 
Neh.  vii.  45).  They  are  called  in  1  Esdr.  v.  28, 
"the  sons  of  J.s.tal." 

2.  The  children  of  Ater  of  Hezekiah,  to  the 
number  of  ninety-eight,  returned  with  Zerubbabel 
(Ezr.  ii.  16;  Neh.  vii.  21),  and  were  among  the 
heads  of  the  people  who  signed  the  covenant  with 
Nehemiah  (Neh.  x.  17).  The  name  appears  in  1 
Esdr.  v.  15,  as  Aterezias.  W.  A.  W. 

ATEREZI'AS  ('At^  'eC«/ou;  [Vat.  aCij- 
pf^eKiov  ;  Wechel  'Arijpe^ou  :]  Aderectis).  A 
corruption  of  "  Ater  of  Hezekiah  "  (1  Esdr.  v.  15; 
comp.  Ezr.  u.  16).  W.  A.  W. 

A'THACH  ("nr?^  [lodging-place]:  No/t/Se; 
[Vat.  Noo;]  Alex.  ABay;  [Comp.  'AOdx']  Af/tach), 
One  of  the  places  in  the  tribe  of  Judah,  which  Da- 
vid and  his  men  frequented  during  the  time  of 
his  residence  at  Ziklag  (1  Sam.  xxx.  30).  As  the 
name  does  not  occur  elsewhere,  it  has  been  sug- 
gested that  it  is  an  error  of  the  transcriber  for 
Ether,  a  town  in  the  low  country  of  Judah  (.Tosh. 
XV.  42).  W.  A.  W. 

ATHA'IAH  [3  syl.]  (n\n}? :  'Aflata;  [Vat. 
Afleo;  FA.  AOes;]  Alex.  Ada'Cai-  Athains).  A 
descendant  of  Pharez,  the  son  of  Judah,  who  dwelt 
at  Jerusalem  after  the  return  from  Babylon  (Neh. 
xi.  4),  called  Uthai  in  1  Chr.  ix.  4.   W.  A.  W. 

ATHALI'AH  (n^^Hl?  [whom  Jehwah  af- 
flicts]: ToOoKia:  Athalia).  1.  Daughter  of  Ahab  and 
Jezebel,  married  Jehoram  the  son  of  Jehoshaphat, 
king  of  Judah,  and  introduced  into  the  S.  king- 
dom the  worship  of  Baal,  which  had  already  defiled 
and  overspread  the  N.  After  the  great  revolution 
by  which  Jehu  seated  himself  on  the  throne  of 
Samaria,  she  killed  aU  the  members  of  the  royal 
fiunily  of  Judah  who  had  escaped  his  sword  (2  K. 
X.  14),  availing  herself  probably  of  her  position  as 
King's  Mother  [Asa]  to  perpetrate  the  crime. 
Most  likely  she  exercised  the  regal  functions  during 
Ahaziah's  absence  at  Jezreel  (2  K.  ix.),  and  resolved 
to  retain  her  power,  especially  after  seeing  the  dan- 
ger to  which  she  was  exposed  by  the  overthrow  of 
the  house  of  Omri  and  of  Baal-worship  in  Sama- 
ria. It  was  not  unusual  in  those  days  for  women 
in  the  East  to  attain  a  prominent  position,  their 
present  degradation  being  the  result  of  Mohammed- 
anism. Miriam,  Deborah,  Abigail,  are  instances 
from  the  Bible,  and  Dido  was  not  far  removed  from 
Athaliah,  either  in  birthplace  or  date,  if  Carthage 
was  founded  n.  c.  861  (Joseph,  c.  Apion.  i.  18). 
From  the  slaughter  of  the  royal  house,  one  infant 
named  Joash,  the  youngest  son  of  Ahaziah,  was 
rescued  by  his  aunt  .Jehosheba,  daughter  of  Jeho- 
ram (probably  by  another  wife  than  Athaliah)  who 
had  married  Jehoiada  (2  Chr.  xxii.  11)  the  high- 
priest  (2  Chr.  xxiv.  6).  The  child  was  brought  up 
under  Jehoiada's  care,  and  concealed  in  the  temple 
for  six  years,  during  which  period  Athaliah  reigned 
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AthaUa.)  One  of  the  Bene-Elani,  whose  son 
Jeshaiali  with  seventy  males  returned  with  Ezra 
in  the  second  caravan  from  Babylon  (Ezr.  viii.  7.) 
W.  A.  W. 

ATHARFAS  ('Areaplas-  etAstharas),  a  cor- 
rupt rendering  of  Snti^nrin,  the  Tirshatha 
(1  Esdr.  V.  40). 

ATHENO'BIUS  CA.07)y6&tos--  [_Athenobius]), 
an  envoy  sent  by  Antiochus  VII.  Sidetes  to  Simon, 
the  Jewish  high-priest  (1  Mace.  xv.  28-36).  He 
is  not  mentioned  elsewhere.  B.  F.  W. 

ATHE'NIANS  CAOrivaloi  :  Atheniemes). 
Natives  of  Athens  (Acts  xvii.  21)  [and  22.  For 
the  character  which  Paul  ascribed  to  them,  see 
Athens], 


ATHENS 

ATHENS  CAerjvai:  Athenoe),  the  capital  of 
Attica,  and  the  chief  seat  of  Grecian  learning  and 
civilization  during  the  golden  period  of  the  history 
of  Greece.  This  city  is  fully  described  elsewhere 
{Did.  of  Gr.  ami  Rom.  Geoyr.  i.  255  fi'. ) ;  and  an 
account  of  it  would  be  out  of  place  in  the  present 
work.  St.  Paul  visited  it  in  his  journey  from 
Macedonia,  and  appears  to  have  remained  there 
some  time  (Acts  xvii.  14,  15  ff. ;  comp.  1  Thess. 
iii.  1).  During  his  residence  there  he  delivered  his 
memorable  discourse  on  the  Areopagus  to  the  "  men 
of  Athens"  (Acts  xvii.  22-31)  [Areopagus].  In 
order  to  understand  the  locahties  mentioned  in  the 
sacred  narrative,  it  may  be  observed  that  four  hills 
of  moderate  height  rise  within  the  walls  of  the  city. 
Of  these  one   to  the  northeast  is  the  celebrated 


Plan  of  Atueus,  showing  the  position  of  the  Agora. 


Acropolis,  or  citadel,  being  a  square  craggy  rock 
about  150  feet  high.  Immediately  to  the  west  of 
the  AcropoUs  is  a  second  hill  of  in-egular  form,  but 
inferior  height,  called  the  Areopagus.  To  the 
southwest  rises  a  third  hill,  the  Pnj-x,  on  which 
the  assembhes  of  the  citizens  were  held ;  and  to  the 
south  of  the  latter  is  a  fourth  hill,  known  as  the 
Museum.  The  Agora  or  "  market,"  where  St. 
Paul  disputed  daily,  was  situated  in  the  valley  be- 
tween the  Acropolis,  the  Areopagus,  the  Pnyx,  and 
the  Museum,  being  bounded  by  the  Acropolis  on 
the  N.  E.  and  E.,  by  the  Areopagus  on  the  N.,  by 
the  Pnyx  on  the  N.  W.  and  W.,  and  by  the  Mu- 
seum on  the  S.  The  annexed  plan  shows  the  posi- 
tion of  the  Agora.  Many  writers  have  maintained 
that  there  were  two  markets  at  Athens ;  and  that 
a  second  market,  usually  called  the  new  Agora, 
existed  to  the  north  of  the  Acropolis.  If  this  were 
true,  it  would  be  doubtful  in  which  of  the  two 
markets  St.  Paul  disputed ;  but  since  the  publica- 
tion of  Forchhammer's  treatise  on  the  Topography 
of  Athens,  it  is  generally  admittefl  that  there  was 
only  one  Agora  at  Athens,  namely,  the  one  situated 
iB  the  valley  already  described.     [The  sulyect  is 

a  *  This  rendering  is  the  more  unfortunate  as  it 
co1v^eal8  from  the  reader  a  remarkable  instance  of 
Paul's  conciliatory  habit  in  dealing  with  men  when 
DO  piinciple  was  at  stake.    The  Qreck  term  (Btici- 


discussed  at  length  in  the  Diet,  of  Geogr.  i.  293 
ff.]  The  remark  of  the  sacred  historian  respect- 
ing the  inquisitive  character  of  the  Athenians  (xvii. 
21)  is  attested  by  the  unanimous  voice  of  antiquity. 
The  great  Athenian  orator  rebukes  his  countrymen 
for  their  love  of  constantly  going  about  in  the 
market,  and  asking  one  another,  What  news  ? 
{irepi'C6vrts  ainSiv  irvvOavtaBai  Kara  rijv  ayopdv, 
\fyfTai  ri  KaivSv  ;  Dem.  Philipp.  i.  43,  ed. 
Reiske).  Their  natural  liveliness  was  partly  owing 
to  the  purity  and  clearness  of  the  atmosphere  of 
Attica,  which  also  allowed  them  to  pass  much 
of  their  time  in  the  open  air. 

The  remark  of  St.  Paul  upon  the  "  superstitious  '' 
[A.  v.]  "  character  of  the  Athenians  (xvii.  22)  is 
in  Uke  manner  confirmed  by  the  ancient  writers. 
Thus  Pausanias  s-ays  thiit  the  Athenians  surpassed 
all  other  states  in  the  attention  which  they  paid  to 
the  worship  of  the  gods  {^A9r\vaiois  vfpur<T6T(p6p 
Ti  i)  Tois  &\A.ois  ^s  TO  Ofld  iffTi  ffirovSrjs,  Paus. 
i.  24,  §  3) ;  and  hence  the  city  was  crowded  in  every 
direction  with  temples,  altars,  and  other  sacred 
buildings.  'l"he  altar  "  to  tlie  Unknown  God," 
which  St.  Paul  mentions  in  his  address,  has  been 
spoken  of  under  Altar. 


Baiiioveirripovi)  is  neutral,  and  means  "  very  religious  " 
or  "  devout."  In  the  same  paragraph  the  rendering 
should  be  (instead  of  the)  "  an  unknown  God."        H. 


ATHLAI 

Of  the  Christian  church  founded  by  St.  Paul  at 
Athens,  we  have  no  particulars  in  the  N.  T. ;  but 
according  to  ecclesiastical  tradition  (Euseb.  H:  E. 
iii.  4)  Dionysius  the  Areopagite,  who  was  con- 
verted by  the  preaching  of  the  apostle,  was  the 
first  bishop  of  the  church.     [Dionysius.] 

ATH'LAI  [2  syl.]  C^briP  [Jehovah  afflicts] : 
@aKi;  [Vat.  ZafiovdaKu;]  Alex.  OdoKf-  Athalai). 
One  of  the  sons  of  Bebai,  who  put  away  his  foreign 
wife  at  the  exhortation  of  Ezra  (Ezr.  x.  28).  He 
is  called  Amatheis  in  1  Esdr.  ix.  29. 

W.  A.  W. 

ATI'PHA  ('Kr«pi  ;  [Aid.  Alex.  'At«(^o  :] 
Aghti),  1  Esdr.  v.  32.     [Hatipha.] 

ATONEMENT,    THE    DAY    OF   (nV 


ATONEMENT 
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Q^nQSH:  rjfjifpa   e^i\a<TfjLOv'- 


expiationum^ 


and  dies  propitiationis  ;  in  the  Talmud,  Sttl"^,  i.  e. 
the  day ;  in  Philo,  vriffTeias  eopr^,  Lib.  de  Sept. 
vol.  v.  p.  47,  edit.  Tauchn. ;  in  Acts  xxvii.  9,  rj 
j/rjoTsio;  in  Heb.  vii.  27,  ^  riixtpa,  according  to 
Olshausen  and  others ;  but  see  Ebrard's  and  Ben- 
gel's  notes),  the  great  day  of  national  humiliation, 
and  the  only  one  commanded  in  the  Mosaic  law. 
[Fasts.]  The  mode  of  its  observance  is  described 
in  IjCV.  xvi.,  where  it  should  be  noticed  that  in  vv. 
3  to  10  an  outline  of  the  whole  ceremonial  is  given, 
while  in  the  rest  of  the  chapter  certain  points  are 
mentioned  with  more  details.  The  victims  which 
were  ottered  in  addition  to  those  strictly  belonging 
to  the  special  service  of  the  day,  and  to  those  of 
the  usual  daily  sacrifice,  are  enumerated  in  Num. 
xxix.  7-11;  and  the  conduct  of  the  people  is  em- 
phatically enjoined  in  Lev.  xxiii.  20-32. 

II.  It  was  kept  on  the  tenth  day  of  Tisri,  that 
is,  from  the  evening  of  the  ninth  to  the  evening  of 
the  tenth  of  that  month,  five  days  before  the  Feast 
of  Tabernacles.  [Festivals.]  Some  have  inferred 
from  I^v.  xvi.  1,  that  the  day  was  instituted  on 
account  of  the  sin  and  punishment  of  Nadab  and 
Abihu.  Mairaonides  (Afore  IVevochim,  xviii.)  re- 
gards it  as  a  commemoration  of  the  day  on  which 
Moses  came  down  from  the  mount  with  the  second 
tables  of  the  law,  and  proclaimed  to  the  people  the 
forgiveness  of  their  great  sin  in  worshipping  the 
golden  calf. 

III.  The  observances  of  the  day,  as  described  in 
the  law,  were  as  follows.  It  was  kept  by  tlie  people 
as  a  solemn  sabbath  ((rajS^aro  ffa^^aTon/,  LXX. ). 
They  were  commanded  to  set  aside  all  work  and 
"  to  afflict  their  souls,"  under  pain  of  being  "  cut 
off  from  among  the  people."  It  was  on  this  occa- 
sion only  that  the  high-priest  was  permitted  to 
enter  into  the  Holy  of  Holies.  Having  bathed  his 
person  and  dressed  himself  entirely  in  the  holy 


«  See  Lev.  xvi.  14.  The  EnglLsh  version,  "  upon 
the  mercy-seat,"  appears  to  be  opposed  to  every  Jewish 
authority.  (See  Drusius  iti  loc.  in  the  Oritici  Sacri.) 
It  has,  however,  the  support  of  Ewald's  authority. 
The  Vulgate  omits  the  clause  ;  the  LXX.  follows  the 
ambiguity  of  the  Hebrew.  The  word  eastivard  must 
mean  either  the  direction  in  which  the  drops  were 
thrown  by  the  priest,  or  else  on  the.  east  side  of  the 
ark,  i.  e.  the  side  towards  the  veil.  The  last  clause 
of  the  verse  may  be  taken  as  a  repetition  of  the  com- 
mand, for  the  sake  of  emphasis  on  the  number  of 
sprinklings  :  ''•  And  he  shall  take  of  the  blood  of  the 
DuUock  and  sprinkle  it  before  the  mercy-seat,  on  the 
east ;  and  seven  times  shall  he  sprinkle  the  blood  with 
lis  finger  before  the  mercy-seat. 

b  That  the  altar  of  incense  was  thus   purified   on 


white  linen  garments,  he  brought  forward  a  young 
bullock  for  a  sin-offering  and  a  ram  for  a  burnt- 
offering,  purchased  at  his  own  cost,  on  account  of 
himself  and  his  family,  and  two  young  goats  for  a 
sin-offering  with  a  ram  for  a  burnt-offering,  which 
were  paid  for  out  of  the  public  treasury,  on  account 
of  the  people.  He  then  presented  the  two  goats 
before  the  Lord  at  the  door  of  the  tabernacle  and 

cast  lots  upon  them.  On  one  lot  mrt^7  (i.  e. 
for   Jehovah)   was    inscribed,   and   on   the   other 

^.T^JV.  i  (*•  e.  for  Azazel).  He  next  sacrificed  the 
young  buUock  as  a  sin-oflfering  for  himself  and  his 
family.  Taking  with  him  some  of  the  blood  of  the 
bullock,  he  filled  a  censer  with  burning  coals  from 
the  brazen  altar,  took  a  handful  of  incense,  and 
entered  into  the  most  holy  place.  He  then  threw 
the  incense  upon  the  coals  and  enveloped  the  mercy- 
seat  in  a  cloud  of  smoke.  Then,  dipping  his  finger 
into  the  blood,  he  sprinkled  it  seven  times  before 
the  mercy-seat,  eastward." 

The  goat  upon  which  the  lot  "Jbr  Jehovah  " 
had  fallen  was  then  slain,  and  the  high-priest 
sprinkled  its  blood  before  the  mercy-seat  in  the 
same  manner  as  he  had  done  that  of  the  bullock. 
Going  out  from  the  Holy  of  Holies  he  purified  the 
holy  place,  sprinkling  some  of  the  blood  of  both  the 
victims  on  the  altar  of  incense.*  At  this  time  no 
one  besides  the  high-priest  was  suffered  to  be  pres- 
ent in  the  holy  place. 

The  purification  of  the  Holy  of  Holies  and  of 
the  holy  place  being  thus  completed,  the  high- 
priest  laid  his  hands  upon  the  head  of  the  goat  on 
which  the  lot  "./'w*  Azazel"  had  fallen,  and  con- 
fessed over  it  all  the  sins  of  the  people.  The  goat 
was  then  led,  by  a  man  chosen  for  the  purpose,  into 
the  wilderness,  into  "  a  land  not  inhabited,"  and 
was  there  let  loose. 

The  high-priest  after  this  returned  into  the  holy 
place,  bathed  himself  again,  put  on  his  usual  gar- 
ments of  office,  and  offered  the  two  rams  as  burnt- 
offerings,  one  for  himself  and  one  for  the  people. 
He  also  burnt  upon  the  altar  the  fat  of  the  two  sin- 
offerings,  while  their  flesh  was  carried  away  and 
burned  outside  the  camp.  They  who  took  away 
the  flesh  and  the  man  who  had  led  away  the  goat 
had  to  bathe  their  persons  and  wash  their  clothes 
as  soon  as  their  service  was  performed. 

The  accessory  burnt-offerings  mentioned  Num. 
xxix.  7-11,  were  a  young  bullock,  a  ram,  seven 
lambs,  and  a  young  goat.  It  would  seem  that  (at 
least  in  the  time  of  the  second  temple)  these  were 
offered  by  the  high-priest  along  with  the  evening 
sacrifice  (see  below,  V.  7). 

It  may  be  seen  (as  Winer  has  remarked)  that  in 
the  special  rites  of  the  Day  of  Atonement  there  is 

the  day  of  atonement  we  learn  expressly  from  Ex. 
XXX.  10.  Most  critics  consider  that  this  is  what  is 
spoken  of  in  Lev.  xvi.  18  and  20.  But  some  suppose 
that  it  is  the  altar  of  burnt-offerings  which  is  referred 
to  in  those  verses,  the  purification  of  the  altar  of  in- 
cense being  implied  in  that  of  the  holy  place  men- 
tioned in  ver.  16.  Abenezra  was  of  this  opinion  (see 
Drusius  in  loc).  That  the  expression,  "before  the 
Lord,"  does  not  necessarily  mean  within  the  taber- 
nacle, is  evident  from  Ex.  xxix.  11.  If  the  golden 
altar  is  here  referred  to,  it  seems  remarkable  that  no 
mention  is  made  in  the  ritual  of  the  cleansing  of  the 
brazen  altar.  But  perhaps  the  practice  spoken  of  by 
Joseph  us  and  in  the  Mishna  of  pouring  what  remained 
of  the  mixed  blood  at  the  foot  of  the  large  altar,  was 
an  ancient  one,  and  was  regarded  as  its  purification. 
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a  natural  gradation.  In  the  first  place  the  high- 
priest  and  his  family  are  cleansed ;  then  atonement 
is  made  by  the  purified  priest  for  the  sanctuary 
and  all  contained  in  it ;  then  (if  the  view  to  which 
reference  has  been  made  be  correct)  for  the  brazen 
altar  in  the  court,  and  lastly,  reconciliation  is  made 
for  the  people. 

IV.  In  the  short  account  of  the  ritual  of  the 
day  which  is  given  by  Josephus  (Ani.  iii.  10,  §  3) 
there  are  a  few  particulars  which  are  worthy  of 
notice.  His  words  of  course  apply  to  the  practice 
in  the  second  temple,  when  the  ark  of  the  covenant 
had  disappeared.  He  states  that  the  high-priest 
sprinkled  the  blood  with  his  finger  seven  times  on 
the  ceiling  and  seven  times  on  the  floor  of  the  most 
holy  place,  and  seven  times  towards  it  (as  it  would 
appear,  outside  the  veil),  and  round  the  golden  altar. 
Then  going  into  the  court  he  either  sprinkled  or 
poured  the  blood  round  the  great  altar.  He  also 
informs  us  that  along  with  the  fat,  the  kidneys,  the 
top  of  the  liver,  and  the  extremities  (at  ^|ox<"')  <>f 
the  victims  were  burned. 

V.  The  treatise  of  the  IMishna,  entitled  Yoma, 
professes  to  give  a  fuU  account  of  the  observances 
of  the  day  according  to  the  usage  in  the  second 
temple.  The  following  details  appear  either  to  be 
interesting  in  themselves  or  to  illustrate  the  lan- 
guage of  the  Pentateuch. 

1.  The  high-priest  himself,  dressed  in  his  colored 
ofiicial  gannents,  used,  on  the  Day  of  Atonement, 
to  perform  all  the  duties  of  the  ordinary  daily  serv- 
ice, such  as  lighting  the  lamps,  presenting  the 
daily  sacrifices,  and  offering  the  incense.  After 
■this  he  bathed  himself,  put  on  the  white  garments, 
and  commenced  the  special  rites  of  the  day.  There 
is  nothing  in  the  Old  Testament  to  render  it  im- 
probable that  this  was  the  original  practice. 

2.  The  high-priest  went  into  the  Holy  of  Holies 
■four  times  in  the  course  of  the  day :  first,  with  the 
censer  and  incense,  while  a  priest  continued  to  ag- 
itate the  blood  of  the  bullock  lest  it  should  coag- 
ulate; secondly,  with  the  blood  of  the  buUock; 
•thirdly,  with  the  blood  of  the  goat;  fourthly,  after 
having  offered  the  evening  sacrifice,  to  fetch  out 
the  censer  and  the  plate  which  had  contamed  the 
incense.  These  four  entrances,  forming,  as  they 
do,  parts  of  the  one  great  annual  rite,  are  not  op- 
posed to  a  rea.sonable  view  of  the  statement  in  Heb. 
ix.  7,  and  that  in  Josephus,  B.  J.  v.  6,  §  7. 
Three  of  the  entrances  seem  to  be  very  distinctly 
implied  in  I>ev.  xvi.  12,  14,  and  15. 

3.  It  is  said  that  the  blood  of  the  bullock  and 
that  of  the  goat  were  each  sprinkled  eii/ht  times, 
once  towards  the  ceiling,  and  seven  times  on  the 
floor.  This  does  not  agree  with  the  words  of  Jo- 
sephus (see  above,  IV.). 

4.  After  he  had  gone  into  the  most  holy  place 
the  third  time,  and  had  returned  into  the  holy 
place,  the  high-priest  sprinkled  the  blood  of  the 
bullock  eight  times  towards  the  veil,  and  did  the 
same  with  the  blood  of  the  goat.  Having  then 
mingled  the  blootl  of  the  two  victims  together  and 
sprinkled  the  altar  of  incense  with  the  mixture,  he 
came  into  the  court  and  jx)ured  out  what  remained 
at  the  foot  of  the  altar  of  burnt-offering. 

5.  Most  careful  directions  are  given  for  the  prep- 
aration of  the  high-priest  for  the  services  of  the 
day.     For  seven  days  previously  he  kept  away  from 


o  This,  accenting  to  the  Jcniflalem  Oemara  on  Yoma 
(quoted  by  Lightfoot),  was  inntituted  in  confnquence 
3f  aa  innoTation  of  the  SaUducean  party,  who  had 


ATONEMENT 

his  own  house  and  dwelt  in  a  chamber  appointed 
for  his  use.  This  was  to  avoid  the  accidental  causes 
of  pollution  which  he  might  meet  with  in  his  do- 
mestic life.  But  to  provide  for  the  possibility  of 
his  incurring  some  uncleanness  in  spite  of  this  pre-" 
caution,  a  deputy  was  chosen  who  might  act  for 
him  when  the  day  came.  In  the  treatise  of  the 
JVIishna  entitled  Ptrke  Avoih,  it  is  stated  that  no- 
such  mischance  ever  befell  the  high-priest.  But 
Josephus  {Ant.  xvii.  6,  §  4)  relates  an  instance  of 
the  high-priest  Matthias,  in  the  time  of  Herod  the 
Great,  when  his  relation  Joseph  took  his  place  in 
the  sacred  office.  During  the  whole  of  the  seven 
days  the  high-priest  had  to  perform  the  ordinary 
sacerdotal  duties  of  the  daily  senice  himself,  as  well 
as  on  the  Day  of  Atonement.  On  the  third  day 
and  on  the  seventh  he  was  sprinkled  with  the  ashes 
of  the  red  heifer  in  order  to  cleanse  him  in  the 
event  of  his  having  touched  a  dead  body  without 
knowing  it.  On  the  seventh  day  he  was  also  re- 
quired to  take  a  solemn  oath  before  the  elders  that 
he  would  alter  nothing  whatever  in  the  accustomed 
rites  of  the  Day  of  Atonement." 

6.  Several  curious  particulars  ore  stated  regard- 
ing the  scapegoat.  The  two  goats  of  the  sin-offer- 
ing were  to  be  of  similar  appearance,  size,  and 
value.  Tlie  lots  were  originally  of  boxwood,  but 
in  later  times  they  were  of  gold.  They  were  put 
into  a  little  box  or  urn,  into  which  the  high-priest 
put  both  his  hands  and  took  out  a  lot  in  each, 
while  the  two  goats  stood  before  him,  one  at  the 
right  side  and  the  other  on  the  left.  The  lot  in 
each  hand  belonged  to  the  goat  in  the  correspond- 
ing position,  and  when  the  lot  "./b;-  AzazeV  hap- 
pened to  be  in  the  right  hand,  it  was  regarded  as  a 
good  omen.  The  high-priest  then  tied  a  piece  of 
scarlet  cloth  on  the  scapegoat's  head,  called  "the 
scarlet  tongue,"  from  the  shape  in  which  it  was  cut. 
Maimonides  says  that  this  was  only  to  distinguish 
him,  in  order  that  he  might  be  known  when  the  time 
came  for  him  to  be  sent  away.  But  in  the  Gemara 
it  is  asserted  that  the  red  cloth  ought  to  turn  white, 
as  a  token  of  God's  acceptance  of  the  atonement 
of  the  day,  referring  to  Is.  i.  18.  A  particular  in- 
stance of  such  a  change,  when  also  the  lot  "  to 
Azrizd'"  was  in  the  priest's  right  hand,  is  related 
as  ha\'ing  occurred  in  the  time  of  Simon  the  Just. 
It  is  further  stated  that  no  such  change  took  place 
for  forty  years  before  the  destruction  of  Jerusalem. 
The  prayer  which  the  high-priest  uttered  over  the 
head  of  the  goat  was  as  follows :  "  0  Lord,  the 
house  of  Israel,  thy  people,  have  trespassed,  re- 
belled, and  sinned  before  thee.  I  beseech  thee,  O 
Lord,  forgive  now  their  trespasses,  rebellions  and 
sins  which  thy  people  have  committed,  as  it  is  writ- 
ten in  the  law  of  Moses,  thy  servant,  saying  that 
in  that  day  there  shall  be  '  an  atonement  for  you  to 
cleanse  you  that  ye  may  be  clean  from  all  your  sins 
before  the  Ix)rd '  "  (Gemara  on  Yoma,  quoted  by 
Frischmuth).  The  goat  was  then  goaded  and 
rudely  treated  by  the  people  till  it  was  led  away  by 
the  man  appointed.  As  soon  as  it  reached  a  cer- 
tain spot  which  seems  to  have  been  regarded  as  the 
commencement  of  the  wilderness,  a  signal  was  made 
by  some  sort  of  telegraphic  contrivance,  to  the 
high-priest,  who  waited  for  it.  The  man  who  led 
the  goat  is  said  to  have  taken  him  to  the  top  of  a 
high  precipice  and  thrown  him  down  backwards,  so 


directed  the  high-priest  to  throw  the  Incense  upon  the 
censer  outride  the  veil,  and  to  carry  it,  smoking,  into 
the  Uoly  of  Holies. 
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BS  to  dash  him  to  pieces.  If  this  was  not  a  mistake 
of  the  writer  of  Yvnvi,  it  must  have  been,  as  Spen- 
cer argues,  a  modem  iimovation.  It  cannot  be 
doubted  that  the  goat  was  originally  set  free.  Even 
if  there  be  any  uncertainty  in  the  words  of  the 
Hebrew,  the  rendering  of  the  LXX.  must  be  better 
authority  than  the  Talmud  —  koX  &  i^airoareKKoov 
Tov  x'V"''P'"'  "^^^  SieffToKfieyov  els  &<picnv  k.  t. 
\,  Lev.  xvi.  26. 

7.  The  high-priest,  as  soon  as  he  had  received 
the  signal  that  the  goat  had  reached  the  wilderness, 
read  some  lessons  from  the  law,  and  offered  up 
some  prayers.  He  then  batlied  himself,  resumed 
his  colored  garments,  and  offered  either  the  whole 
or  a  great  part  of  the  accessory  offering  (mentioned 
Num.  xxix.  7-11)  with  the  regukir  evening  sac- 
rifice. After  this  he  washed  again,  put  on  the 
wliite  garments,  and  entered  the  most  holy  place 
for  the  fourth  time,  to  fetch  out  the  censer  and  the 
incense-plate.  This  terminated  the  special  rites  of 
the  day. 

8.  The  Mishna  gives  very  strict  rules  for  the 
fasting  of  the  people.  In  the  law  itself  no  express 
mention  is  made  of  abstinence  from  food.  But  it 
is  most  likely  implied  in  the  command  that  the 
people  were  to  "afflict  their  souls."  According  to 
Yoma,  every  Jew  (except  invaUds  and  children 
under  13  years  of  age)  is  forbidden  to  eat  anything 
so  large  as  a  date,  to  drink,  or  to  wash  from  sun- 
set to  sunset. 

VI.  There  has  been  much  discussion  regarding 
the  meaning  of  the  word  Azazel.  The  opinions 
which  seem  most  worthy  of  notice  are  the  follow- 
ing :  — 

1.  It  has  been  regarded  as  a  designation  of  the 
goat  itself.  This  view  has  been  most  favored  by 
the  old  interpreters.  They  in  general  supposed  it 
to  mean  the  yo:it  sent  away,  or  let  loose.  In  ac- 
cordance with  this  the  Vulgate  renders  it.  Caper 
emissarlus;  Symmachus,  6  rpoLyos  anepx^lJ'-fVos'i 
Aquila,  6  rpdyos  oiroAeAuyusVos;  Luther,  der 
ledlge  Bock ;  the  English  translators,  the  scape- 
goat. The  LXX.  uses  the  term  6  airoiroixiraios, 
applied  to  the  goat  itself.  Theodoret  and  CyTil 
of  Alexandria  consider  the  meaning  of  the  Hebrew 
to  be  the  goat  sent  away,  and  regard  that  as  the 
sense  of  the  word  used  in  the  LXX.  If  they  were 
right,  airoTTO/uiroros  is,  of  course,  not  employed  in 
its  ordinary  meaning  {Aver r uncus).  (See  Suicer, 
«.  V.)  It  should  also  be  observed  that  in  the  latter 
clause  of  Lev.  xvi.  10  the  LXX.  renders  the  He- 
brew term  as  if  it  was  an  absti-act  noun,  translating 

^T'^JP?  by  eis  r^v  diroiro/iir^v.  Buxtorf  {Heb. 
Lex.)  and  Fagius  {Critici  Sacri,  in  loc.)  in  ac- 
cordance with  this  view  of  its  meaning,  derived  the 

word  from  ?17,  a  goat,  and  vTS,  to  depart.  To 
this  derivation  it  has  been  objected  by  Bochart, 
Winer,  and  others,  that  Tl?  denotes  a  she-goat,  not 
a  he-goat.  It  is,  however,  alleged  that  the  word  ap- 
pears to  be  epicene  in  Gen.  xxx.  3-3;  Lev.  iii.  12, 

and  other  places.  But  the  application  of  ^TST37 
to  the  goat  itself  involves  the  Hebrew  text  in  in- 
superable difficulties.  It'  can  hardly  be  supposed 
that  the  prefix  which  is  common  to  the  designation 
»f  the  two  lots  should  be  used  in  two  different 
•neanings.  K  one  expression  is  to  be  rendered /b/- 
Tehovah,  it  would  seem  that  the  otlier  must  be /or 
Azazel,  with  the  preposition  in  the  same  sense.  If 
'iiis  is  admitted,  taking  Azazel  lor  the  goat  itself. 


ATONEMENT  197 

it  does  not  seem  possible  to  make  sense  out  ot  Lev. 
xvi.  10  and  26.  In  these  verses  the  versions  are 
driven  to  strange  shifts.  We  have  already  referred 
to  the  inconsistency  of  the  LXX.  In  the  Vulgate 
and  our  own  version  the  first  clause  of  ver.  10  stands 
"  cujus  {sc.  hirci  sors)  autem  in  caprum  eniissa- 
riurn  "  —  "  but  the  goat  on  which  the  lot  fell  to  be 
the  scapegoat."  In  ver.  26  our  version  reads  "  And 
he  that  let  go  the  goat  for  the  scapegoat,"  while 
the  Vulgate  cuts  the  knot  to  escape  from  the 
awkward  tautology  —  "  Ule  vero,  qui  dimiserit  ca- 
prum emissarium." 

2.  Some  have  taken  Azazel  for  the  name  of  the 
place  to  which  the  goat  was  sent,  (a.)  Abenezra 
quotes  the  words  of  an  anonymous  writer  referring 
it  to  a  hill  near  Blount  Sinai.  Vatablus  adopts 
this  opinion  {Critici  Sacri,  in  Lev.  xvi.).  (6.) 
Some  of  the  Jewish  writers,  with  Le  Clerc,  consider 
that  it  denotes  the  cliff  to  which  the  goat  was  taken 
to  be  thrown  down,  according  to  i'oina.  (c.) 
Bochart  regarded  the  word  as  a  pluralis  fhictus  sig- 
nifying desert  places,  and  understood  it  as  a  gen- 
eral name  for  any  fit  place  to  wliich  the  goat  might 
be  sent.  But  Gesenius  remarks  that  the  pluralis 
fractus,  which  exists  in  Arabic,  is  not  found  in  He- 
brew. 

3.  Many  of  those  who  have  studied  the  subject 
most  closdy  take  Azazel  for  a  personal  being  to 
whom  the  goat  was  sent,     {a.)  Gesenius  gives  to 

7TST37  the  same  meaning  as  the  LXX.  has  as- 

y     T-;  ® 

signed  to  it,  if  airoirofjivalos  is  to  be  taken  in  its 
usual  sense;  but  the  being  so  designated  he  sup- 
poses to  be  some  false  deity  who  was  to  be  appeased 
by  such  a  sacrifice  as  that  of  the  goat.  He  derives 
the  word  from  a  root  unused  in  Hebrew,  but  found 

in  Arabic,  vT3?,  to  remove  or  take  away  {Heb. 
Lex.  s.  v.).  Ewald  agrees  with  Giesenius,  and 
speaks  of  Azazel  as  a  demon  belonging  to  the  pre- 
Mosaic  religion.  (6.)  But  others,  in  the  spirit  of  a 
simpler  faith,  have  regarded  him  as  an  evil  spirit, 
or  the  devil  himself.  In  the  book  of  Enoch  the 
name  Azakel  is  given  to  one  of  the  fallen  angels; 
and  assuming,  with  Spencer,  that  this  is  a  corrup- 
tion of  Azazel,  if  the  book  were  written,  as  is  gen- 
erally supposed,  by  a  Jew,  about  b.  c.  40,  it  repre- 
sents an  old  Jewish  opinion  on  the  subject.  Origen, 
adopting  the  word  of  the  LXX.,  identifies  him  with 
the  devil :  tri  re  iv  r^  AeviriK^  airoiroiiiraTos  t>y 
7]  'EfipaiK^  ypcKp})  cDvSfiouTfV  'A^a^^A,  oitSels 
€T(pos  vv  {sc.  tj  6  5to/3oA.os)  (c.  Cels.  vi.  305,  ed. 
Spenc).  Of  modern  writers,  Spencer  and  Heng- 
stenberg  have  most  elaborately  defended  the  same 

opinion.    Spencer  derives  the  word  from  fV,  /ortis, 

and  ^?S,  explaining  it  as  cito  j-ecedens,  which  he 
affirms  to  be  a  most  suitable  name  for  the  evil  spirit. 
He  supposes  that  the  goat  was  given  up  to  the 
devil,  and  committed  to  his  disposal.  Hengsten- 
berg  affirms  with  great  confidence  that  Azazel  can- 
not possibly  be  anything  but  another  name  for 
Satan.  He  repudiates  the  conclusion  that  the 
goat  was  in  any  sense  a  sacrifice  to  Satan,  and  does 
not  doubt  that  it  was  sent  away  laden  with  the  sins 
of  God's  fteople,  now  forgiven,  in  order  to  mock 
their  spiritual  enemy  in  the  desert,  his  proper  abode, 
and  to  symbolize  by  its  free  gambols  their  exultuig 
triumph.  He  considers  that  the  origin  of  the  rite 
was  Egyptian,  and  that  the  Jews  substituted  Satan 
for  Typhon,  whose  dweUing  was  the  desert.  The 
obvious  objection  to  Spencer's  view  is  that  the  goaf 
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formed  part  of  a  sin-oflfering  to  the  Lord,  and  that 
it,  with  its  fellow,  had  been  formally  presented  be- 
fore the  Lord  at  the  door  of  the  Tabernacle.  Few, 
perhaps,  will  be  satisfied  with  Hengstenberg's  mode 
of  meeting  this  difficulty." 

4.  An  explanation  of  the  word  which  seems  less 
objectionable,  if  it  is  not  wholly  satisfactory,  would 

render  the  designation  of  the  lot  ^THTl^V,  "for 
complete  sending  away."      Thus  understood,  the 

word  would  come  from  vT27  (the  root  adopted  by 
Gesenius),  being  the  Pealpal  form,  which  uidicates 
intensity.  TTiis  view  is  held  by  Tholuck  (quoted 
and  approved  by  Thomson),  by  liiihr,  and  by 
Winer. 

VIL  As  it  might  be  supposed,  the  Talmudists 
miserably  degraded  the  meaning  of  the  day  of 
atonement.  They  regarded  it  as  an  opportunity 
afforded  them  of  wiping  off  the  score  of  their  more 
heavy  offenses.  Thus  I'oma  (cap.  viii.)  says,  "  The 
day  of  atonement  and  death  make  atonement 
through  penitence.  Penitence  itself  makes  atone- 
ment for  slight  transgressions,  and  in  the  case  of 
grosser  sins  it  obtains  a  respite  until  the  coming 
of  the  day  of  atonement,  which  completes  the  rec- 
oncihation."  More  authorities  to  the  same  general 
purpose  are  quoted  by  Frischmuth  (p.  917),  some 
of  which  seem  also  to  indicate  that  the  peculiar 
atoning  virtue  of  the  day  was  supposed  to  rest  in 
the  scapegoat. 

Philo  {Lib.  de  Septenario)  regarded  the  day  in 
a  far  nobler  light.  He  sjjcaks  of  it  as  an  occasion 
for  the  discipline  of  self-restraint  in  regard  to  bodily 
indulgence,  and  for  bringing  home  to  our  minds 
the  truth  that  man  does  not  live  by  bread  alone, 
but  by  whatever  God  is  pleased  to  appoint.  The 
prayers  proper  for  the  day,  he  says,  are  those  for 
forgiveness  of  sins  past  and  for  amendment  of  hfe 
in  future,  to  be  offered  in  dependence,  not  on  our 
own  merits,  but  on  the  goodness  of  God. 

It  cannot  be  doubted  that  what  especially  dis- 
tinguished the  symbolical  expiation  of  this  day  from 
that  of  the  other  services  of  the  law,  was  its  broad 
and  national  character,  with  perhaps  a  deeper  ref- 
erence to  the  sin  which  belongs  to  the  nature  of 
man.  Ewald  instructively  remarks  that  though 
the  least  uncleanness  of  an  individual  might  be 
atoned  by  the  rites  of  the  law  which  could  be  ob- 
served at  other  times,  there  was  a  consciousness  of 
secret  and  indefinite  sin  pervading  the  congregation, 
which  was  aptly  met  by  this  great  annual  fast. 
Hence,  in  its  national  character,  he  sees  an  an- 
tithesis between  it  and  the  passover,  the  great  festi- 
val of  social  life:  and,  in  its  atoning  .significance, 
he  regards  it  as  a  fit  preparation  for  the  rejoicing 
at  the  ingathering  af  the  fruits  of  the  earth  in  the 
fieast  of  tabernacles.  Philo  l(X)ked  upon  its  position 
in  the  Jewish  calendar  in  the  same  Ught. 

In  considering  the  meaning  of  the  particular 
rites  of  the  day,  three  points  appear  to  be  of  a  very 
distinctive  character.  1.  Hie  white  garments  of 
the  high-priest.  2.  His  entrance  into  the  Holy  of 
Holies.  3.  The  scapegoat.  The  writer  of  the 
Epistle  to  the  Hebrews  (ix.  7-25)  teaches  us  to 
apply  the  first  two  particulars.     The  high-priest 


a  *  In  support  of  the  view  that  Azazel  denotes  an 
evil  spirit,  or  Satan,  see  also  Bush,  Azazrl,  etc.  in  the 
Amer.  Bibl.  Rrpos.  July,  1842,  2a  ser.,  viii.  116-136 ; 
Diestel,  Set-Typhon,  AsaM  und  Satan,  in  the  Zeilsehr. 
/.  d.  ¥.st.  TheoL,  18(50,  xxx.  159-217 ;  and  Vaihinger, 
ut.  M  izel  in  Ilerzog's  Real-Encykl.,  vol.  i.  A. 
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himself,  with  his  person  cleansed  and  dressed  in 
white  garments,  was  the  best  outward  type  which 
a  living  man  could  present  in  his  own  person  of 
that  pure  and  holy  One  who  was  to  purify  His  ' 
people  and  to  cleanse  them  from  their  sins. 

But  respecting  the  meaning  of  the  scapegoat, 
we  have  no  such  light  to  guide  us,  and  (as  has  been  . 
already  impUed  m  what  has  been  stated  regarding 
the  word  Azazel)  the  subject  is  one  of  great  doubt 
and  difficulty. 

Of  those  who  take  Azazel  for  the  Evil  Spirit, 
some  have  supposed  that  the  goat  was  a  sort  of 
bribe,  or  retaining  fee,  for  the  accuser  of  men. 
Spencer,  in  supposing  that  it  was  given  up  with  its 
load  of  sin  to  the  enemy  to  be  tormented,  made  it 
a  symbol  of  the  punishment  of  the  wicked ;  while, 
according  to  the  strange  notion  of  Hengstenbei^, 
that  it  was  sent  to  mock  the  devil,  it  was  significant 
of  the  freedom  of  those  who  had  become  reconciled 
to  God. 

Some  few  of  those  who  have  held  a  different 
opinion  on  the  word  Azazel,  have  supposed  that  the 
goat  was  taken  into  the  wilderness  to  suffer  there 
vicariously  for  the  sins  of  the  people.  But  it  has 
been  generally  considered  that  it  was  dismissed  to 
signify  the  carrying  away  of  their  sins,  as  it  were, 
out  of  the  sight  of  Jehovah.'' 

If  we  keep  in  view  that  the  two  goats  are  spoken 
of  as  parts  of  one  and  the  same  sin-offermg,  and 
that  every  circumstance  connected  with  them  ap- 
pears to  have  been  carefully  arranged  to  bring  them 
under  the  same  conditions  up  to  the  time  of  the 
casting  of  the  lots,  we  shall  not  have  much  diffi- 
culty in  seeing  that  they  form  together  but  one 
symbolical  expression.  Why  there  were  two  indi- 
viduals instead  of  one  may  be  simply  this  —  that  a 
single  material  object  could  not,  in  its  nature,  sym- 
boUcally  embrace  tlie  whole  of  the  truth  which  was 
to  be  expressed.  This  is  implied  in  the  re;isoning 
of  the  author  of  the  Epistle  to  the  Hebrews  on  the 
office  and  sacrifice  of  Christ  (Heb.  ix.).  Hence 
some,  regarding  each  goat  as  a  type  of  Christ,  sup- 
posed that  the  one  which  was  slain  represented  his 
death,  and  that  the  goat  set  free  signified  his  resur- 
rection. (Cyril,  Bochart,  and  others,  quoted  by 
Spencer.)  But  we  shall  take  a  simpler,  and  per- 
haps a  truer  view,  if  we  look  upon  the  slain  goat 
as  setting  forth  the  act  of  sacrifice,  in  giving  up  its 
own  life  for  others  "to  Jehovah,"  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  tlie  Divine  law;  and  the 
goat  which  carried  off"  its  load  of  sin  "  for  complete 
removal,"  as  signifying  the  cleansing  influence  of 
faith  in  that  sacrifice.  Thus  in  his  degree  the  de- 
vout Israelite  might  have  felt  the  truth  of  the 
Psalmiat's  words,  "  As  far  as  the  Ciist  is  fivm  the 
west,  so  far  hath  he  removed  our  transgressions 
from  us."  But  for  us  the  whole  sjiiritual  truth 
has  been  revealed  in  liistorical  fact,  in  the  life,  death, 
and  resurrection  of  Him  who  was  made  sin  for  us, 
who  died  for  us,  and  who  rose  again  for  our  jus- 
tification. This  Metliator,  it  was  necessary,  should 
"  in  some  unspeakable  manner  unite  death  and 
life  "  (Maurice  on  Sacrifice,  p.  85). 

(Spencer,  De  LegUms  Ihbi-wui-um  Ritualibtu,  lib. 
iii.  Dissertatio  viii.;    Lightfoot's   Temple  Service, 


ft  In  the  similar  part  of  the  rite  for  the  purification 
of  the  leper  (Lev.  xiv.  0,  7),  in  which  a  live  bird  waa 
set  free,  it  must  be  evident  tliat  the  binl  signilied  the 
carrying  away  of  the  uncleanness  of  the  suBerer  in 
precisely  the  same  manner. 
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3.  XV.;  Yoma,  with  the  notes  in  Surenhusius's  ed. 
of  the  Mishrui,  vol.  ii. ;  Frischmuth,  Dissertat'w  de 
Hirco  Emissario,  in  the  Thesaurus  Theoloyico-Phi- 
bbfficus;  Ewald,  Die  AUertkUmer  dts  Volkes  Is- 
rael, p.  370  ff. ;  Hengst«nberg,  Eyypt  and  the 
Books  of  Moses,  on  Lev.  xvi.  {English  Tramlor- 
tion),  and  Christobgie,  Protevanyelium;  Thom- 
son's Bamjihm  Lectures,  Lect.  iii.  and  notes.  For 
the  modes  in  which  the  modem  Jews  have  regarded 
and  observed  the  Day  of  Atonement,  see  Buxtorf, 
Synngoga  Jwl.dca,  ca'j).  xx.,  and  Picart,  Cere- 
monies Religieuses,  vol.  i.)  S.  C. 

AT'ROTH  (n""lt?V  [crowns]:  Etroth),  a  city 
of  Gad,  named  with  AroeP  and  Jaazer  (Num. 
xxxii.  35).  No  doubt  the  name  should  be  taken 
with  that  following  it,  Shophan ;  the  addition  serv- 
ing to  distinguish  this  place  from  the .  Ataroth  in 
the  same  neighborhood.  The  A.  V.  follows  the 
Vulgate,  Etroth  et  Sophan.  In  the  LXX.  it  is 
altogether  omitted.  G. 

*  The  A.  V.  makes  two  places  (Atroth,  Shophan, 
but  not  connected  by  and  as  by  et  in  the  Vulg.); 
but  that  they  should  be  taken  together  (Atroth- 
Shophan)  is  evident  from  the  construct  form  of  the 
first,  and  from  the  analogy  of  Atroth-Adar  (Josh. 
xviii.  13)  and  Atroth-beth-Joab  (1  Chr.  ii.  54). 
In  both  these  last  cases  the  A.  V.  has  inaccurately 
Ataroth  for  Atroth.     [Ataroth.]  H. 

AT'TAI    [2  syl.]    {'"HV    [opportune,   Ges.]: 

'Eflj;  [Vat.  Eddei;]  Alex.  ue0i,  ueder.  Ethei). 
1.  Grandson  of  Sheshan  the  Jerahmeelite  through 
his  daughter  Ahlai,  whom  he  gave  in  marriage  to 
Jarha  his  Egyptian  slave  (1  Chr.  ii.  35,  36).  His 
grandson  Zabad  was  one  of  David's  mighty  men 
(1  Chr.  xi.  41). 

2.  CleOi;  [Vat.  Efloi;]  Alex.  EflOej:  Ethi.) 
One  of  the  lion-faced  warriors  of  Gad,  captains  of 
the  host,  who  forded  the  Jordan  at  the  time  of  its 
overflow,  and  joined  David  in  the  wilderness  (1  Chr. 
xii.  11). 

3.  ('leTef;  [Vat.  Ieflfl€j;]  Alex,  ueet:  Ethai.) 
Second  son  of  King  Rehoboam  by  Maachah  the 
daughter  of  Absalom  (2  Chr.  xi.  20). 

W.  A.  W. 

'  ATTALI'A  ('ATToXeia:  [Attcdia']),  a  coast- 
town  of  Pamphylia,  mentioned  only  very  casually 
In  the  New  Testament  (Acts  xiv.  25),  as  the  place 
from  which  Paul  and  Barnabas  sailed  on  their 
return  to  Antioch  from  their  missionary  journey 
into  the  inland  parts  of  Asia  Minor.  It  does  not 
appear  that  they  made  any  stay,  or  attempted  to 
preach  the  gospel  in  Attalia.  This  city,  however, 
though  comparatively  modern  at  that  time,  was  a 
place  of  considerable  importance  in  the  first  century, 
and  has  continued  to  exist  till  now.  Its  name 
since  the  twelfth  century  has  been  Satalia,  a  cor- 
ruption of  which  the  crusading  chronicler,  Wil- 
liam of  TjTe,  gives  a  curious  explanation. 

Attains  Philadelphus,  king  of  Pergamus,  ruled 
over  the  western  part  of  the  peninsula  from  the 
N.  to  the  S.,  and  was  in  want  of  a  port  which 
should  be  useful  for  the  trade  of  Egypt  and  SjTia, 
as  Troas  was  for  that  of  the  ^gean.  Thus  Attalia 
was  built  and  named  after  the  monarch.  All  its 
remains  arc  characteristic  of  the  date  of  its  founda- 
tion. 

There  has  been  considerable  doubt  concerning 
the  exact  position  of  Attalia.  There  is  a  discrep- 
incy  even  between  Strabo  and  Ptolemy,  the  former 
placing  it  to  the  W.  of  the  river  Catarrhactes,  the 
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latter  to  the  E.  This  may  probably  be  accounted 
for  by  the  peculiar  character  of  this  river,  the  cal- 
careous waters  of  which  are  continually  making 
changes  in  the  channels.  Beaufort  thought  that 
the  modem  Satalia  is  the  ancient  Olbia,  and  that 
iMara  is  the  true  Attalia.  Forbiger,  after  Man- 
nert,  is  inclined  to  identify  the  two  places.  But 
Spratt  and  Forbes  found  the  true  Olbia  further  to 
the  west,  and  have  confirmed  I^eake's  opinion,  that 
AttaUa  is  where  the  modern  name  would  lead  us  to 
expect  to  find  it.  (Beaufort's  Karamania  ;  Spratt 
and  Forbes's  Lycia.)  J.  S.  H. 

AT'TALUS  ('ATTaXos,  a  Maecedonian  name 
of  uncertain  origin),  the  name  of  three  kings  of 
Pergamus  who  reigned  respectively  b.  c.  241-197, 
159-138  (Philadelphus),  138-133  (Philometor). 
They  were  all  faithful  allies  of  the  Romans  (Liv. 
xlv.  13);  and  the  last  appointed  the  Romans  his 
heirs.  It  is  uncertain  whether  the  letters  sent 
from  Rome  in  favor  of  the  Jews  (1  Mace.  xv.  22)* 
were  addressed  to  Attains  II.  (Polyb.  xxv.  6,  xxxi. 
9,  xxxii.  3,  5,  8,  &c.,  25  f. ;  Strab.  xiii.  4 ;  Just. 
XXXV.  1,  xxxvi.  4,  5;  App.  Milh.  62)  or  Attalus 
III.,  as  their  date  falls  in  b.  c.  139-8  [Lucius], 
about  the  time  when  the  latter  succeeded  his  uncle. 
Josephus  quotes  a  decree  of  the  Pergamenes  in 
favor  of  the  Jews  {Ant.  xiv.  10,  §  22)  in  the  time 
of  Hyrcanus,  about  b.  c.  112 :  comp.  Apoc.  ii.  12- 
17.  B.  F.  W. 

ATTHARA'TES  (' ArflapoTTjs :  Atharathes), 
1  Esdr.  ix.  49  (comp.  Neh.  viii.  9),  a  corruption  of 
"the  Tirshatha;"  comp.  Atharias. 

AU'GIA  (Air7('a:  om.  in  Vulg.).  The  daugh- 
ter of  Berzelus,  or  BarziUai,  according  to  1  Esdr. 
v.  38.  Her  descendants  by  Addus  were  among 
the  priests  whose  genealogy  could  not  be  substan- 
tiated after  the  return  from  Babylon.  The  name 
does  not  occur  either  in  Ezra  or  Nehemiah. 

AUGUS'TUS  C^'SAR  (Abyodaros  Kal- 
arap),  the  first  Roman  emperor,  during  whose  reign 
Clu-ist  was  bom  (Luke  ii.  1  ff.).  He  was  born 
A.  u.  c.  691,  B.  c.  63.  His  father  was  Caius  Oc- 
tavius;  his  mother  Atia,  daughter  of  Julia  the 
sister  of  C.  Julius  Caesar.  He  bore  the  same  name 
as  his  father,  Caius  Octavius.  He  was  principally 
educated,  having  lost  his  father  when  young,  by 
his  great  uncle  Julius  Csesar.  After  his  murder, 
the  young  Octavius  came  into  Italy  as  Caius  Julius 
CiBsar  Octavianus,  being  by  his  uncle's  will  adopted 
into  the  Gens  Julia  as  his  heir.  He  was  taken  into 
the  Triumvirate  with  Antony  and  Lepidus,  and 
after  the  removal  of  the  latter  divided  the  empire 
with  Anton)',  taking  the  West  for  his  share.  But 
there  was  no  real  concord  between  them,  and  the 
compact  resulted  in  a  struggle  for  the  supreme 
power,  which  was  terminated  in  favor  of  Octavianus 
by  the  decisive  naval  battle  of  Actium,  b.  c.  31 
(Suet.  Octav.  17;  Dion  Cass.  1. 15  ff. ;  Veil.  Pater, 
ii.  85).  On  this  victory  he  was  saluted  Imperator 
by  the  senate;  and  on  his  offering  afterwards  to 
resign  the  chief  power,  they  conferred  on  him  the 
title  Augustus  (b.  c.  27.)  He  managed  with  con- 
summate tact  and  skill  to  consolidate  the  power 
conferred  on  him,  by  leaving  the  names  and  rights 
of  the  principal  state  officers  intact,  while  by  de- 
grees he  united  them  all  in  his  own  person.  The 
first  link  binding  him  to  N.  T.  history  is  his  treat- 
ment of  Herod  after  the  battle  of  Actium.  That 
prince,  who  had  espoused  Antony's  side,  found 
himself  pardoned,  taken  into  favor  and  confirmed, 
nay  even  increased  in  his  power  (Joseph.  Ant.  xv. 
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6,  §  5  ff.;  7,  §  3;  10,  §  3).  In  gratitude  Herod 
built  him  a  temple  of  marble  near  the  source  of 
the  Jordan  (Ant.  xv.  10,  §  3),  and  was  through  life 
the  fast  friend  of  the  imperial  family.  After  Herod's 
death  in  a.  u.  4,  Augustus  divided  his  dominions 
almost  exactly  according  to  his  dying  directions, 
among  his  sons  (Ant.  xvii.  11,  §  4);  but  was  soon 
obUged  to  exile  one  X)f  them  [Akchelaus],  and 
attach  his  portion,  Judaea  and  Samaria,  to  the 
province  of  Syria  (Ant.  xvii.  13,  §  2).  Augustus 
died  at  Nola  in  Campania,  Aug.  19  A.  u.  c.  767, 

A.  D.  14,  in  his  76th  year  (Suet.  Octav.  99  f.; 
Dion  Cass.'  Ivi.  29  fF. ;  Joseph.  Ant.  xviii.  3,  §  2, 

B.  f.  11,  9,  §  1).  Long  before  his  death  he  had 
associated  Tiberius  with  him  in  the  empire  (Suet. 
Tiber.  21;  Tacit.  Ann.  1,  3).  See,  for  a  more  com- 
plete notice,  the  article  Augustus  in  the  Dictionary 
of  Biography  and  Mythology.  H.  A. 

*  Augustus  adopted  Tiberius  as  his  successor 
several  years  before  his  death ;  but  according  to  the 
best  chronologists  it  was  not  till  a.  d.  12,  i.  e. 
about  two  years  before  his  death  (a.  d.  14),  that 
he  admitted  Tiberius  to  a  share  in  the  government. 
For  the  details  of  the  computation,  see  Greswell's 
Dissertations,  i.  344  fF. ;  Sepp's  Leben  Chi-isti,  i. 
106  flf. ;  and  Anger  de  temporum  ratione,  p.  12  f.  on 
Luke  iii.  1.  For  a  summary  of  the  facts,  see  Li/e 
of  our  Lord  by  Mr.  S.  J.  Andrews,  pp.  22-28. 

Augustus  occurs  twice  as  one  of  the  imperial 
titles  in  Acts  xxv.  21,  25  (A.  V.  after  the  Latin 
for  SeyScurrJs), where  it  is  used  of  Nero,  the  emperor 
to  whom  Paul  appealed  when  arraigned  before  Fes- 
tus.  The  Roman  Senate  conferred  this  title  on 
Octavius  in  the  first  instance  (Suet.  Octav.  7),  but 
it  was  applied  also  to  his  successors  (Suet.  Tiber. 
26).  H. 

AUGUSTUS'  BAND  (Acts  xxvii.  1). 
[Army,  p.  164.] 

AURA'NUS  (rts  Ai/pofoy),  leader  of  a  riot 
at  Jerusalem  (2  ^lacc.  iv.  40).  In  the  Vatican 
[Roman  edition  of  the]  LXX.  and  Vulgate  the 
name  is  rendered  tIs  Tvpavvos,  quidam  tyranmis. 

AUTE'AS  (Aura/os:  Vulg.  omits),  name  of 
a  Levite  (Esdr.  ix.  48).     [Hodijah.] 

A'VA  (S^V^Awa:  'Aia;  [Comp.  'Aowai':] 
Avah),  a  place  in  the  empire  of  Assyria,  from  which 
colonies  were  brought  to  repeople  the  cities  of  Sa- 
maria after  the  deportation  of  the  Jews  (2  K.  xvii. 
24).  From  the  names  in  connection  with  which  it 
is  introduced,  it  would  appear  to  be  the  same  place 
with  Ivah.  [IvAH.]  It  has  been  suggested  to  be 
identical  with  Ahava.  For  other  suppositions  see 
Winer,  s^lb  voce. 

AVARAN  (kl)apd.v-  Abaron),  surname  of 
Eleazar,  brother  of  Judas  Maccabaeus  (1  Mace.  ii. 
5).  [For  the  meaning  of  this  surname  see  Elea- 
zar 8.] 

A'VEN  (1.1^)  nothingness:  ['^flv:  idoluni]). 
1.  The  "  plain  of  Aven "  [7narff.  Bikath-aven] 
(S"n^p3)  is  mentioned  by  Amos  (i.  5)  in  his 
denunciation  of  Aram  (Syria)  and  the  country  to 

a  It  U  charactcriHtic  of  the  looseness  of  the  A.  V. 
that  this  name  Is  given  differently  each  time  it  occurs, 
and  that  they  are  all  inaccurate. 

b  According  to  Ewald  (G'srhichtf,  i.  310)  and  Ber- 
theau,  the  Avvim  were  an  Urvollc  of  Palestine  proper. 
They  may  have  been  so,  but  there  is  nothing  to  prove 
it,  while  the  mode  of  their  dwellings  point*  rather  to 
the  desert  as  their  origin. 


AVIM 

the  \.  of  Palestine.  It  has  not  been  identified  with 
certainty.  Michaelis  (notes  on  Amos)  heard  from 
a  native  of  Damascus  of  a  valley  near  that  city, 
called  Un,  and  he  quotes  a  Damascene  proverb  re- 
ferring thereto;  but  the  information  was  at  best 
suspicious,  and  has  not  been  confiraied,  although 
the  neighborhood  of  Damascus  has  been  tolerably 
well  explored  by  Burckhardt  (App.  iv.)  and  by 
Porter.  The  prophet,  however,  would  seem  to  be 
alluding  to  some  principal  district  of  the  country 
of  equal  importance  with  Damascus  itself,  and  so 
the  LXX.  have  understood  it,  taking  the  letters  as 

pointed  pS  and  expressing  it  in  their  version  as 
irtSioy  ^Sif.  By  thi»  they  doubtless  intend  the 
great  plain  of  Lebanon,  Coele-Syria,  in  which  the 
renowTied  idol  temple  of  Baalbek  or  Heliopolis  was 
situated,  and  which  still  retains  the  very  same  name 
by  which  Amos  and  Joshua  designated  it,  el-Biika'u. 
The  application  of  Aven  as  a  term  of  reproach  or 
contempt  to  a  flourishing  idol  sanctuary,  and  the 
play  or  paronomasia  therein  contained,  is  quite  in 
keeping  with  the  manner  of  Amos  and  of  Hosea. 
The  latter  frequently  applies  the  very  same  word  to 
Bethel.     [Bethaven.] 

2.  In  Hos.  X.  8,  "the  high  places  of  Aven" 

(  M  mX32 :  fiufjiol  ''nv :  excelsa  idoli),  the  word 
is  clearly  a  contraction  of  Beth-aven,  that  is  Bethel 
(comp.  iv.  15,  &c.). 

3.  In  this  manner  are  pointed,  in  r.z.  xxx.  17, 
the  letters  of  the  name  which  is  elsewhere  given  as 

On,  I^S,  the  sacred  city  of  Heliopolis  or  On,  in 
Egypt.  [On.]  (The  LXX.  and  Vulgate  both 
render  it  accordingly,  'HA.401J7roA.ts,  Ikliojwlis.) 
The  intention  of  the  prophet  is  doubtless  to  play 
upon  the  name  in  the  same  manner  as  Amos  and 
Hosea.     See  above,  1.  G. 

ATIM,  A'VIMS,  or  A'VITES"  {'C'V^'n 
=  the  Avvim:  oi  Eiialoi,  the  word  elsewhere  used 
by  the  LXX.  for  Hivites:  Hevai).  1.  An  early 
but  perhaps  not  an  aboriginal  *>  people  among  the 
uihabitants  of  Palestine,  whom  we  meet  with  in 
the  S.  W.  corner  of  the  sea-coast,  whither  they 
may  have  made  their  way  northwards  from  the 
Desert  (Stanley,  Sinni  and  Pal.  App.  §  83).  The 
only  notice  of  them  which  has  come  down  to  us  is 
contained  in  a  remarkable  fragment  of  primeval 
liistory  preserved  in  Deut.  ii.  23.  Here  we  see 
them  "dweUing  in  'the'  villages"  (or  nomad  en- 
campments —  Chutzenm)  in  the  S.  part  of  the 
Sliejf'elnh,  or  great  western  lowland,  "as  far  as 
Gaza."  In  these  rich  possessions  they  were  at- 
tacked by  the  invading  I'hilistines,  "  the  Caphto- 
rim  which  came  forth  out  of  Caphtor,"  and  who 
after  "  destroying  "  them  and  "dwelling  in  their 
stead,"  appear  to  have  pushed  them  further  north. 
This  must  be  inferred  from  the  terms  of  the  pas- 
sage in  Josh.  xiii.  2,  3,  the  enumeration  of  the  rest 
of  the  land  still  remaining  to  be  conquered.  Be- 
ginning'^ from  "  Sihor,  which  is  beibre  Egypt," 
probably  the  Wudij-tl-Arish,  the  list  proceeds 
northwards  along  the  lowland  plains  of  the  sea- 


c  Tlie  punctuation  of  thl.ii  pai<sagc  in  our  Bibles  is 
not  In  accordance  with  the  Hebrew  text,  whicli  has  a 
full  stop  at  Geshuri  (ver.  2),  thus  •  "  This  is  the  land 
that  yet  reniaineth,  all  the  borders  of  the  Philistines 

and  all  the  Geshurite.     From  Sihor even  to 

the  border  of  Ekron  northward,  is  counted  to  the  C*- 
naanitc,"  &c. 
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soast,  through  the  five  lordships  of  the  Philistines 
• —  all  apparently  taken  in  their  order  from  S.  to  N. 
—  till  we  reach  the  Avvim,"  as  if  they  had  been 
driven  up  out  of  the  more  southerly  position  which 
they  occupied  at  the  date  of  the  earUer  record,  into 
the  plains  of  Sharon. 

Nothing  more  is  told  us  of  this  ancient  people, 
whose  very  name  is  said*  to  signify  " ruin."  Pos- 
sibly a  trace  of  their  existence  is  to  be  found  in  the 
town  "  Avim "  (accurately,  as  in  the  other  cases, 
'  the  Avvini ' )  which  occurs  among  the  cities  of 
Benjamin  (Josh,  xviii.  23),  and  which  may  have 
preserved  the  memory  of  some  family  of  the  extinct 
people  driven  up  out  of  their  fertile  plains  to  take 
refuge  in  the  wild  hills  of  Bethel :  just  as  in  the 
"  Zemaraim  "  of  the  preceding  verse  we  have  prob- 
ably a  reminiscence  of  the  otherwise  forgotten  Zem- 
arites  [Zejiakaim].  But  on  the  other  hand  it 
is  possible  that  the  word  in  this  place  is  but  a  vari- 
ation or  corruption  of  the  name  of  Ai.     [Ai.] 

The  inhabitants  of  the  north-central  districts  of 
Palestine  (Galileans)  were  in  later  times  distin- 
guished by  a  habit  of  confounding  the  gutturals, 

as,  for  instance,  V  with  H  (see  Lightfoot,  Chor. 

Cent.  eh.  87;  Buxtorf,  Lex.  Talm.  b'^bj).     Is  it 

possible  that  '^^J^,  Hivite,  is  a  variation,  arising 

from  this  cause,  of  ^^'^,  Avlte,  and  that  this  peo- 
ple were  known  to  the  IsraeUtes  at  the  date  of  the 
conquest  by  the  name  of  Hivites  ?  At  any  rate  it 
is  a  curious  fa«t  that  both  the  LXX.  and  Jerome, 
as  we  have  seen  above,  identified  the  two  names, 
and  also  that  the  town  of  ha-Avvim  was  in  the 
actual  district  of  the  Hivites,  in  the  immediate 
neighborhood  of  Gibeon,  Chephirah,  and  their  other 
chief  cities  (Josh.  ix.  7,  17,  compared  with  xviii. 
22-27). 

Tlie  name  of  the  Avvim  has  been  derived  from 
Avva  (Ava),  or  Ivvah  (Ivah),  as  if  they  had  mi- 
grated thence  into  Palestine;  but  there  is  no  argu- 
ment for  this  beyond  the  mere  similarity  of  the 
names.'^ 

2.  The  people  of  Awa,  among  the  colonists  who 
were  sent  by  the  king  of  Assyria  to  re-inhabit  the 
deiwpulated  cities  of  Israel  (2  K.  xvii.  31).  They 
were  idolaters,  worshipping  gods  called  Xibhaz  and 
Tartak.      [Ava.]  G. 

*  It  is  remarked  above  (No.  1)  that  Avim  (Josh, 
xviii.  23)  may  be  the  same  as  Ai  (which  see).  Dr. 
Thomson,  author  of  The  Laml  ami  the  Book,  has 
discovered  a  site  east  of  Bethel  which  the  natives 

of  that  region  call  Wadi  Ay  ifC.}    i<4^N))  the 

letter  Alif  being  substituted  for  the  letter  "  Ain  " 
of  the  old  Hebrew  name.    C.  V.  A.  Van  Dyck. 

A'VITH  (n^lj?:  TfTBalfi,  [.^ex.  T^aifL, 
in  Gen. ;  in  1  Chr.,  Tefloj/n,  Vat.  TtBdaiix,  Alex. 
reOBafj.'  Avith]),  the  city  of  Harlad  ben-Bedad, 
one  of  the  kings  of  Edom  before  there  were  kings 
in  Israel  (Gen.  xxxvi.  35 ;  1  Chr.  i.  46 ;  in  the  lat- 
ter passage  the  Text  ( Clietib)  has  HVl?,  which  in 
the  Kti-i  is  corrected  to  agree  with  the  reading  in 
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Genesis).     The  name  may  be  compared  with  el- 

Ghoweitheh  \Js>jii^^}\) ,  a  "chain  of  low  hills," 

mentioned  by  Burckhardt  (375)  as  lying  to  the  E. 
of  the  district  of  Kerek  in  Moab  (Knobel,  Genesis, 
257).  G. 

AWL  (?^*1^  :  oiriiTiov'  subula),  a  tool  of 
which  we  do  not  know  the  ancient  form.  The  only 
notice  of  it  is  in  connection  with  the  custom  of 
boring  the  ear  of  the  slave  (Ex.  xxi.  6 ;  Deut.  xv. 
17).  W.  L.  B. 

AXE.  Seven  Hebrew  words  are  rendered  "  axe  " 
in  the  A.  V. 

1.  ].t~l3,  Garzen,  from  a  root  signifying  "to 
cut  or  sever,"  as  "  hatchet,"  from  "  hack,"  corre- 
sponds to  the  Lat.  seciiris.  It  consisted  of  a  head 
of  iron  (comp.  Is.  x.  34),  fastened,  with  thongs  or 
otherwise,  upon  a  handle  of  wood,  and  so  liable  to 
slip  oflT  (Deut.  xix.  5;  2  K.  vi.  5).  It  was  used 
for  felling  trees  (Deut.  xx.  19),  and  also  for  shaping 
the  wood  when  felled,  perhaps  like  the  modern  adze 
1  K.  vi.  7). 


«  It  is  perhaps  worth  notice,  where  every  syllable 
has  some  significance,  that  while  "  the  Gazathite  .  .  .  . 
the  Ekronite,"  are  all  in  the  singular,  "  the  Avvim  " 
Is  plural. 

b  Gesenius,  Thesaurus,  p.  1000.    Lengerke's  explana- 


Egyptian  Axe.  —  (British  Museum.) 

2.  Snn,  Chereb,  which  is  usually  translated 
"sword,"  is  used  of  other  cutting  instruments,  as 
a  "knife"  (Josh.  v.  2)  or  razor  (Ez.  v.  1),  or  a 
tool  for  hewing  or  dressing  stones  (Ez.  xx.  25),  and 
is  once  rendered  "axe"  (Ez.  xxvi.  9),  evidently 
denoting  a  weapon  for  destroying  buildings,  a  pick- 
axe. 

3.  v"'!^?,  Casshil,  occurs  but  once  (Ps.  Ixxvii. 
6),  and  is  evidently  a  later  word,  denoting  a  large 
axe.  It  is  also  foimd  in  the  Targum  of  Jer.  xlvi. 
22. 

4.  rnWP»  Magzei-ah  (2  Sam.  xii.  31),  and 

5.  mri^,  Megerah  (1  Chr.  xx.  3),  are  found  in 
the  description  of  the  punishments  inflicted  l)y 
David  upon  the  Ammonites  of  Kabbah.  The  lat- 
ter word  is  properly  "a  saw,"  and  is  apparently  an 
error  of  the  transcriber  for  the  former. 

6.  1!J17^,   Ma'atsad,  rendered  "axe"  in  the 

T  -:  -'  ' 

margin  of  Is.  xliv.  12,  and  Jer.  x.  3,  was  an  mstru- 
ment  employed  both  by  the  iron-smith  and  the  car- 
penter, and  is  supposed  to  be  a  curved  knife  or  bill, 
smaller  than 

7.  DTlf??  Kardum,  a  large  axe  used  for  felling 
trees  (Judg.  ix.  48 ;  1  Sam.  xiii.  20,  21 ;  Ps.  Ixxiv. 
5;  Jer.  xlvi.  22).  The  words  1,  5,  and  7  have  an 
etymological  affinity  with  each  other,  the  idea  of 
cutting  being  that  which  is  expressed  by  their  roots. 

The  "battle-axe,"  V"?'?'  mnjy)?is  (Jer.  li.  20), was 
probably,  as  its  root  indicates,  a  heavy  mace  or 


tion  of  it,  as  "  dwellers  hi  the  lowlands,"  is  not  obvi- 
ous ;  nor  does  he  specify  any  derivation. 

c  See  Lengerke's  confident  hypothesii«  (Kennan,  p 
183),  tor  which,  as  is  often  the  case,  he  does  not  con- 
descend to  give  the  shadow  of  a  reason 
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tiiau],  like  that  which  gave  his  surname  to  (  harles 
Man-td.  W.  A.  W. 


Assyrian  Axe.  —  (British  Museum.) 

AZ'AEL  CaCo^Aos;  [AM.  'Afa^A:]  Ezelus), 
name  of  a  man  (1  lisdr.  ix.  14).     [AsaheiJ. 

AZAEXUS  ('aCo^Aoj;  [Alex.  K(a-n\^'\  Dk- 
lus),  an  Israelite  in  the  time  of  Esdras :  the  name 
is  probably  merely  a  repetition  of  that  preceding  it 
(1  Esdr.  ix.  34). 

A'ZAL  (Atzel,   V^S,  but  from  the  emphatic 

accent  ^^S,  Atzal:  'laff6S;  Alex.  [Comp.  Aid.] 
'Acra^A:  mque  ad proximum),  a  name  only  occur- 
ring in  Zech.  xiv.  5.     It  is  mentioned  as  the  limit 

to  which  the  "  ravine  "  or  cleft  (S^S)  of  the  Mount 
of  Olives  will  extend  when  "  Jehovah  shall  go  forth 
to  fight."  The  whole  passage  of  Zechariah  is  a 
highly  poetical  one  :  and  several  commentators 
agree  with  Jerome  in  taking  Azal  as  an  appella- 
tive, and  not  a  proper  name.  G. 

AZALI'AH  (=irt;jb?SI  [whmn  Jehovah  has 
spared]: 'E(e\lai,  'EcreAio;  [Vat.  EAjas,  SeAio;] 
Alex.  [Ea-ffeKtas  in  1  K.]  Xe\ia  in  2  Chr.:  Aslia, 
Eselias).  The  father  of  Shaphan  the  scribe  in  the 
reign  of  Josiah  (2  K.  xxii.  3;  2  Chr.  xxxiv.  8). 

W.  A.  W. 

AZANI'AH  (n^31H  [whcm  Jehovah  hears] : 
^A^avla  [Vat.  -yfi-] :  Azanias).  The  father  or 
immediate  ancestor  of  Jeshua  the  Levite  in  the 
time  of  Nehemiah  (Neh.  x.  9).  W.  A.  W. 

AZA'PHION  {'h<TaaTr<pKi>6;  [Vat.  A<r<ro<f)er 
a>e;  Alex.  A(Taip(pia>6;  Aid.  'Aaraircpicii''-]  Sephe- 
giis),  1  Esdr.  v.  33.      I'ossibly  a  corruption   of 

SOPIIEKETH. 

AZ'ARA  {'Affapd'-  Attre),  one  of  the  "serv- 
ants of  the  temple  "  (1  Esdr.  v.  31).  No  coire- 
sponding  name  can  be  traced  in  the  parallel  list  in 
Ezra. 

AZAR'AEL  (the  same  name  as  the  succeeding 
one;  bst.tP. :  'oC<<jA;  [Vat.  Alex.  FA.i  -(ti-; 
Comp.  'E^pj^jA:]  Azareel),  a  I>evite  musician 
(Neh.  jyi.  36).  [The  A.  V.  ed.  ICll,  following 
the  Bishops'  Bible,  incorrectly  reads  "  Asarael."] 

AZA'REEL  (^S"1?V  [whom  God  helps]  : 
'OCp'^A;  [Vat.  -pel-;  Aid.]  Alex. 'EAiirjA;  [Comp. 
'A^op'^A;]  Azareel).  1.  A  Korhite  who  joined 
David  in  his  retreat  at  Ztklag  (1  Chr.  xii.  6). 

2.  ('Ao-pf^A;  [Vat.  Afopia;]  Alex.  EfpiTjA.)  A 
Levite  musician  of  the  family  of  Ileman  in  the  time 
of  David,  1  Chr.  xjtv.  18 :  called  Uzzikl  in  xxv.  4. 

3.  CA(apffiK;  [Vat.  A^apoTjA;]  Alex.  E^pujA: 
Ezrihel.)  Son  of  Jeroham,  and  prince  of  the  trilte 
of  Dan  when  David  numbered  the  people  (1  Chr. 
xxvii.  22). 

4.  ('ECpt^A.:  [Vat.  EC*pT?A.:]  f^rel)  One  of 
the  sons  of  Bani,  who  put  away  his  ffireign  wife  on 
the  remonstrance  of  Ezra  (lizr.  x.  41):  apiiarently 
the  same  as  I'-si:n.,  1  I'idr.  ix.  34. 
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5.  ('Eo-5pti?A;  [Comp.  Aid.  'Ecrpt^A;  Alex.  E^- 
pirjA:]  Azreel.)  Father,  or  ancestor,  of  Maasiai, 
or  Aniashai,  a  priest  who  dwelt  in  Jerusalem  after 
the  return  from  Babylon  (Neh.  xi.  13;  comp.  1 
Chr.  ix.  12).  W.  A.  W. 

AZARI'AH"  (npTS  and  =in^ntS :  'ACop/- 
os:  Azarias;  whom  God  hath  helped).  It  is  a 
common  name  in  Hebrew,  and  especially  in  the 
families  of  the  priests  of  the  line  of  Eleazai!, 
whose  name  has  precisely  the  same  meaning  as 
AzARiAH.  It  is  nearly  identical,  and  is  often  con- 
founded with  Ezra  as  well  as  with  Zerahiah  and 
Seraiah.  The  principal  persons  who  bore  this 
name  were :  — 

1.  Son  of  Ahimaaz  (1  Chr.  vi.  9).  He  appears 
from  1  K.  iv.  2,  to  have  succeeded  Zadok,  his 
grandfather,  in  the  high-priesthood,  in  the  reign 
of  Solomon,  Ahimaaz  having  died  before  Zadok. 
[Ahimaaz.]  To  him,  it  can  scarcely  be  doubted, 
instead  of  to  his  grandson,  Azariah,  the  son  of  Jo- 
hanan,  belongs  the  notice  in  1  Chr.  vi.  10,  "He  it 
is  that  executed  the  priest's  office  in  the  temple 
that  Solomor  built  at  Jerusalem,"  meaning  that 
he  officiated  at  the  consecration  of  the  temple,  and 
was  the  first  high-priest  that  ministered  in  it.  The 
other  interpretation  which  has  been  put  upon  these 
words,  as  alluding  to  the  Azariah  who  was  high- 
priest  in  Uzziah's  reign,  and  resisted  the  king  when 
he  attempted  to  offer  incense,  is  quite  unsuited  to 
the  words  they  are  meant  to  explain,  and  utterly 
at  variance  with  the  chronology.  For  this  Azariah 
of  1  Chr.  vi.  10  precedes  Amariah,  the  high-priest 
in  Jehoshaphat's  reign,  whereas  Uzziah  was  king 
five  reigns  after  Jehoshaphat.  Josephus  merely 
mentions  Azarias  as  the  son  and  successor  of 
Ahimaaz. 

2.  [Rom. 'Opvia;  Yai- Opvfia.]  A  chief  officer 
of  Solomon's,  the  son  of  Nathan,  perhaps  David's 
grandson  (1  K.  iv.  5.) 

3.  (rT;:-';T5,  ^n^-^tl?  in  2  K.  xv.  e  [tchom 
Jehovah  helps]:  A(apias-  Aza7ias.)  Tenth  king 
of  Judah,  more  frefjuently  called  Uzziah  (2  K. 
xiv.  21,  XV.  1,  6,  7,  8,  17,  23.  27;  1  Chr.  iii.  12). 

4.  [Vat.  M.  Zaptia,  H.  -as;  Alex.  A^opio.] 
Son  of  Ethan,  of  the  sons  of  Zerah,  where,  per- 
haps, Zerahiah  is  the  more  probable  reading  (1  Chr. 
ii.  8). 

5.  Son  of  Jehu  of  the  family  of  the  JerabmeeUtes, 
and  descended  from  Jarha  the  Egyptian  slave  of 
Sheshan  (1  Chr.  ii.  38,  39).  He  was  probably  one 
of  the  captains  of  hundreds  in  the  time  of  Athaliah 
mentioned  in  2  Chr.  xxiii.  1;  and  there  called  the 
son  of  Otod.  This  fact  assigns  the  compilation  of 
the  genealogy  in  1  Chr.  ii.  36-41  to  the  reign  of 
Hezekiah. 

6.  The  son  of  Johanan,  1  Chr.  n.  10,  11.  He 
myst  have  been  high-priest  in  the  reigns  of  Abyali 
and  Asa,  as  we  know  his  sou  Amariah  was  in  the 
days  of  Jehoshaphat,  the  son  of  Asa.  It  does  not 
apj)ear  what  part  he  took  in  Asa's  zealous  reforma- 
tion (2  Chr.  XV.),  nor  whether  he  approved  the 
stripping  of  the  house  of  God  of  its  treasures  to 
induce  lienhadad  to  break  his  league  with  Baasha 
king  of  Israel,  as  related  2  Chr.  xvi.,  for  his  name 
and  his  office  are  never  alluded  to  in  the  history  of 
Asa's  reign,  either  in  the  book  of  Kings  or  Chron- 
icles. The  active  persons  in  the  religious  move- 
ment of  the  times  were  the  king  himself  and  the 

a  *  The  original  article  has  hero  been  combined  with 
that  in  the  Concise  Dictionary.  H. 
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two  prophets,  Azariah  the  son  of  Oded,  and  Ha- 
nani.  The  silence  concerning  Azariah,  the  high- 
priest,  is,  perhaps,  rather  unfavorable  than  other- 
wise to  his  reUgious  character.  His  name  is 
almost  lost  in  Josephus's  list  of  the  high-priests. 
Having  lost,  as  we  saw  in  the  article  Amakiah,  its 
termination  A2,  which  adhered  to  the  following 
name,  it  got  by  some  process  transformed  into 
Itros. 

7.  Another  Azariah  is  inserted  between  Hilkiah, 
in  Josiali's  reign,  and  Seraiali,  who  was  put  to 
death  by  Nebuchadnezzar,  in  1  Chr.  vi.  1.3.  But 
Josephus  does  not  acknowledge  him,  making  Se- 
raiah  the  son  of  Hilkiah,  and  there  seems  to  be 
scarcely  room  for  him.  It  seems  likely  that  he 
may  have  been  inserted  to  assimilate  the  genealogy 
to  that  of  Ezr.  vii.  1,  where,  however,  the  Seraiah 
and  Azariah  are  probably  neither  of  them  the  high- 
priests  of  those  names. 

8.  Son  of  Zephaniah,  a  Kohathite,  and  ancestor 
of  Samuel  the  prophet  (1  Chr.  vi.  36).  Apparently 
the  same  as  Uz^i.\h  in  ver.  24. 

9.  Azariah,  the  son  of  Oded  (2  Chr.  xv.  1), 
called  simply  Oded  in  ver.  8,  was  a  remarkable 
prophet  in  the  days  of  king  Asa,  and  a  contempo- 
rary of  Azariah  the  son  of  Johanan  the  high-priest, 
and  of  Hanani  the  seer.  He  powerfully  stirred  up 
the  spirit  of  Asa,  and  of  the  people  of  Judah  and 
Benjamin,  in  a  brief  but  pithy  prophecy,  which  has 
been  preserved,  to  put  away  all  idolatrous  worship, 
and  to  restore  the  altar  of  the  one  true  God  before 
the  porch  of  the  temple.  Great  numbers  of  Israelites 
from  Ephraim,  and  ^lanasseh,  and  Simeon,  and  all 
Israel,  joined  in  the  national  reformation,  to  the 
great  strengthening  of  the  kingdom ;  and  a  season 
of  rest  and  great  prosperity  ensued.  Oded,  the 
prophet  in  the  days  of  Ahaz,  may  probably  have 
been  a  descendant  of  Azariah. 

10.  Son  of  Jehoshaphat  king  of  Judah  (2  Chr. 
xxi.  2). 

11.  (^n^"ntl7.)  Another  son  of  Jehoshaphat, 
and  brother  of  the  preceding  (2  Chr.  xxi.  2). 

12.  ['OxoCiay,  Vat.  -^ei- :  Ochozias.]  At  2 
Chr.  xxii.  6,  Azariah  is  a  clerical  error  for  Ahaziah. 

13.  (n^"?il^.)    Son  of  Jeroham,  and  one  of  the 

captains  of  Judah  in  the  time  of  Athaliah  (2  Chr. 
xxiii.  1). 

14.  The  high-priest  in  the  reign  of  TJzziah,  king 
of  Judah,  whose  name,  perhaps  from  this  circum- 
stance, is  often  corrupted  into  Azariah  (2  K.  xiv. 
21,  XV.  1,  6,  7,  8,  Ac).  The  most  memorable 
event  of  his  life  is  that  which  is  recorded  in  2  Chr. 
xxvi.  17-20.  When  king  Uzziah,  elated  by  his 
great  prosperity  and  power,  "  transgressed  against 
the  Lord  his  God,  and  went  into  the  temple  of  the 
Lord  to  burn  incense  upon  the  altar  of  incense," 
Azariah  the  priest,  accompanied  by  eighty  of  his 
brethren,  went  in  boldly  after  him,  and  withstood 
him.  With  unflinching  faithfulness,  and  a  high 
sense  of  his  own  responsibility  as  ruler  of  the 
House  of  God,  he  addressed  the  king  with  the  well- 
merited  reproof — "It  appertaineth  not  unto  thee, 
Uzziah,  to  bum  incense  unto  the  Lord,  but  to  the 
priests  the  sons  of  Aaron,  that  are  consecrated  to 
bum  incense:  go  out  of  the  sanctuary,  for  thou 
nast  trespassed :  neither  shall  it  be  for  thine  honor 
from  the  Lord  God."  And  it  is  added  that  when 
"  Azariali  the  chief  priest  and  all  the  priests  looked 
upon  him,  behold  he  was  leprous  in  his  forehead, 
and  they  thrust  him  out  from  thence ;  yea,  himself 
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hasted  to  go  out,  because  the  Lord  had  smitten 
him."  Uzziah  was  a  leper  unto  the  day  of  hia 
death,  and,  as  such,  was  never  able  agam  to  go  to 
the  Lord's  House,  which  he  had  so  presumptuously 
invaded.  Azariah  was  contemporary  with  Isaiah 
the  prophet,  and  with  Amos  and  Joel,  and  doubt- 
less witnessed  the  great  earthquake  in  Uzziah's 
reign  (Am.  i.  1;  Zech.  xiv.  5).  He  is  not  men- 
tioned in  Josephus's  list.  'Iout/Aos  occurs  instead , 
possibly  the  name  of  the  jn-ophet  inadvertently  sub 
stituted  for  that  of  the  hiyh-pnest.  Neither  is  he 
in  the  priestly  genealogy  of  1  Chr.  vi. 

15.  [Kom.  OuSetay;  Vat.  OuSeio.]  Son  of 
Johanan,  one  of  the  captains  of  Ephraim  in  the 
reign  of  Ahaz  (2  Chr.  xxviii.  12),  who  sent  back 
the  captives  and  spoil  that  were  taken  in  the  inva- 
sion of  Judah  by  Pekah. 

16.  [Vat.  Alex.  Aid.  Zoxapfas.]  A  Kohathite, 
father  of  Joel  in  the  reign  of  Hezekiah  (2  Chr. 
xxix.  12). 

17.  [Vat.  Zaxo-pias-l  A  Merarite,  son  of 
Jehalelel,  in  the  time  of  Hezekiah,  contemporary 
with  the  son  of  the  preceding  (2  Chr.  xxix.  12). 

18.  The  high-priest  in  the  days  of  Hezekiah  (2 
Chr.  xxxi.  10-13).  He  appears  to  have  cooperated 
zealously  with  the  king  in  that  thorough  purifica- 
tion of  the  temple  and  restoration  of  the  temple- 
services  which  was  so  conspicuous  a  feature  in  Hez- 
ekiah's  reign.  He  especially  interested  himself  in 
providing  chambers  in  the  house  of  the  Lord  in 
which  to  stow  the  tithes  and  offerings  and  conse- 
crated things  for  the  use  of  the  priests  and  Levites, 
and  in  appointing  overseers  to  have  the  charge  of 
them.  For  the  attendance  of  priests  and  Levites, 
and  the  maintenance  of  the  temple-services,  de- 
pended entirely  upon  the  supply  of  such  offerings, 
and  whenever  the  people  neglected  them  the  priests 
and  Lyites  were  forced  to  disperse  themselves  to 
their  villages,  and  so  the  house  of  God  was  deserted 
(comp.  Neh.  x.  35-39,  xii.  27-30,  44-47).  His 
name  seems  to  be  corrupted  into  Nijpfas  in  Jose- 
phus. He  succeeded  Urijah,  who  was  high-priest 
in  the  reign  of  Ahaz.  Who  his  successor  was  is 
somewhat  uncertain.  He  is  not,  any  more  than  the 
preceding,  included  in  the  genealogy  of  1  Chr.  vi. 

19.  [Vat.  Alex.  FA.  A^fflpm.]  Son  of  Maa- 
seiah,  who  repaired  part  of  the  wall  of  Jerusalem 
in  the  time  of  Nehemiah  (Neh.  iii.  23,  24). 

20.  ('ACop^o;  Alex.  ACapfo-)  One  of  the 
leaders  of  the  children  of  the  province  who  went 
up  from  Babylon  with  Zerubbabel  (Neh.  vii.  7). 
lisewhere  called  Skraiah  (Ezr.  ii.  2)  and  Zacha- 
KiAs  (1  Esdr.  v.  8). 

21.  [Rom.  Vat.  Alex.  FA.  omit;  Aid.  ACopfay.] 
One  of  the  Levites  who  assisted  Ezra  in  instructing 
the  people  in  the  knowledge  of  the  law  (Neh.  viii. 
7).     Called  Azarias  in  1  Esdr.  ix.  43. 

22.  [In  Neh.  x.,  'ACap'")  Comp.  -as,  FA. 
Zoxap'a;  in  ^eh.  xii..  Vat.  FA.  Zoxap'os.]  ^^^ 
of  the  priests  who  sealed  the  covenant  with  Nehe- 
miah (Neh.  X.  2),  and  probably  the  same  with  the 
Azariah  who  assisted  in  the  dedication  of  the  city 
wall  (Neh.  xii.  33). 

23.  ('A^optas.)     Jezaxiah  (Jer.  xliii.  2). 

24.  The  original  name  of  Abed-nego  (Dan.  i.  6, 
7, 11,  19).  He  appears  to  have  been  of  the  seed- 
royal  of  Judah,  and  for  this  reason  selected,  with 
Daniel  and  his  other  two  companions,  for  Nebu- 
chadnezzar's especial  service.  The  three  childreu, 
as  they  were  called,  were  remarkable  for  their 
beauty,  and  wisdom,  and  knowledge,  and  intelli- 
gence.    They  were  no   less   remarkable  for  their 
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piety,  their  strict  adherence  to  the  law  of  Jloses, 
and  the  steadfastness  of  their  faith,  even  unto  death, 
and  their  wonderful  deliverance. 

A.  C.  H.  and  W.  A.  W. 
A.Z AUr AS  CACaplas:  Azarias).    L  (1  Esdr. 
ix.  '21)  =  UzziAH,  Ezr.  x.  21. 

2.  (1  Esdr.  ix.  43)  =  Ukijah,  Neh.  viii.  4. 

3.  (Alex.  A(af>eias-  1  Esdr.  ix.  48)=:Azakiah, 
Neh.  viii.  7. 

4.  (Azareus.)  Priest  in  the  line  of  Esdras  (2 
Esdr.  i.  1),  elsewhere  AzAiuAii  and  Ezekias. 

5.  (Azari/ts.)  Name  assumed  by  the  angel 
Eiiphael  (Tob.  v.  12,  vi.  6,  13,  vii.  8,  ix.  2). 

6.  A  captain  in  the  army  of  Judas  Maccabaeus 
(1  Mace.  V.  18,  56,  60).  W.  A.  W. 

A'ZAZ  {f}'2  [strouff]:  'ACov^;  [Vat.]  Alex. 
Ofov^;  [Comp.  'AfaCO  Azaz).  A  Eeubenite, 
father  of  Bela  (1  Chr.  v.  8).  W.  A.  W. 

*  AZA'ZEL  stands  in  the  margin  of  the  A.  V. 
(Lev.  xvi.  8)  for  "scape-goat"  in  the  text.  See 
Atonement,  The  Day  of,  under  III.  and  VI. 

H. 

AZAZI'AH       (-inntV       Iwhom      Jelimah 

strengthens]  :  'O^as;  [Vat.  FA.  O^eiaj:]  Ozaziu). 
1.  A  I^evite  musician  in  the  reign  of  David,  ap- 
pointed to  play  the  harp  in  the  service  which 
attended  the  procession  by  which  the  ark  was 
brought  up  from  the  house  of  Obed-edom  (1  Chr. 
XV.  21). 

2.  [Vat.  0^€iay.]  The  father  of  Hosea,  prince 
of  the  tribe  of  Ephraim  when  Dand  numbered  the 
people  (1  Chr.  xxvii.  20). 

3.  ([Vat.  oCetay;]  Alex.  O^aCas'  AzaHas.) 
One  of  the  Levites  in  the  reign  of  Hezekiah,  who 
had  charge  of  the  tithes  and  dedicated  things  in 
the  Temple  under  Cononiah  and  Shiniei  (2  Chr. 
xxxi.  13).  W.  A.^VV. 

AZBAZ'ARETH  CAtr^cuccupds  [Vat.  -(pad; 
Aid.  Alex.  'AcrPaffapfd'-]  Ashazareth),  king  of  the 
Assyrians,  probably  a  corruption  of  lisar-haddon 
(1  Esdr.  v.  69).  [The  A.  V.  ed.  1611  reads,  more 
correctly,  "  Asbazareth."] 

AZ'BUK  (""12TP:  'Afa)3oi5x;  Alex.ACSoux: 
Azboc).  Father  or  ancestor  of  Nehemiah  the  prince 
of  part  of  Bethzur  (Neh.  iu.  16).       W.  A.  W. 

AZE'KAH  (Hi^TS,  from  a  root  signifying  to 
dig  or  till  the  groimd,"  see  Gesen.  s.  v.:  ^A(rjKd, 
once  'lo^rjKti :  Azeca),  a  town  of  Judali,  with 
dependent  villages  ("daughters")  lying  in  the 
Shefelnh  or  rich  agricultural  plain,  a  situation  quite 
in  accordance  with  the  derivation  of  the  name  given 
above.  It  is  named  with  AduUam,  Shaaraim,  and 
other  places  known  to  have  l)een  in  that  locality 
(Josh.  XV.  35;  2  Chr.  xi.  9;  Neh.  xi.  30),  but  is 
most  clearly  defined  as  being  near  Shochoh  (that 
is  the  northern  one)  [Shochoh]  (1  Sam.  xvii.  1). 
Joshua's  pursuit  of  the  Canaanites  after  the  battle 
of  Beth-horon  extended  to  Azekah  (Josh.  x.  10, 11). 
Between  Azekali  and  Shochoh,  an  ea.sy  step  out  of 
their  own  territory,  the  Philistines  encam])ed  before 
the  battle  in  which  Goliath  was  killed  (1  Sam.  xvii. 
1).  It  was  among  the  cities  fortified  by  Kehoboam 
(2  Chr.  xi.  9),  was  still  standing  at  the  time  of  the 
invasion  of  the  kings  of  Babylon  (Jer.  xxxiv.  7), 


a  The  verb  occurs  only  In  Is.  v.  2,  where  it  Is  ren- 
dered In  the  A.  V  "  fenced  ;  "  but  by  Qescnliis  in  his 
Jesaia,  "  fpnib  Uin  um." 
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and  is  mentioned  as  one  of  the  places  re-occupied 
by  the  Jews  after  their  return  from  captivity  (Neh. 
xi.  30). 

The  position  of  Azekah  has  not  yet  been  recog- 
nized. The  above  passages  would  seem  to  show 
that  it  nmst  have  been  to  the  N.  of  the  Shefelah, 
near  Beth-horon ;  but  by  Eusebius  and  Jerome  it  is 
spoken  of  as  lying  between  {ava  fifffov)  Eleuthe- 
ropolis  and  Jerusalem,  i.  e.  further  S.  and  in  the 
mountains  of  Judah.  Perhaps  like  Shochoh,  Aphek, 
&c.,  there  were  more  than  one  place  of  the  name. 
Schwarz  (p.  102)  would  identify  it  with  "  Tell 
Ezakaria"  {Zukariya  on  Kobinson's  Map,  1856) 
not  far  from  Ain-shenis,  and  very  possibly  correctly. 

G. 

A'ZEL  (b^S,  in  pause  b*^S  :  'Eo-^a;  [Comp. 
'A<rV?A;  Sin.  in  1  Chr.  ix.  Effa»j\:]  ^seZj,  a  de- 
scendant of  Saul  (1  Chr.  viii.  37,  38,  ix.  43,  44). 

A'ZEM  (C^*^,  when  not   emphasized  C.*3? 

[a  bone]:  'Ao-d/i,  'Icuriv,  [Alex.  Aaefx,  A<ro/i:] 
Asem,  Esem),  a  city  in  the  extreme  south  of  Judah 
(Josh.  XV.  29),  aftenvards  allotted  lo  Simeon  (xix. 
3).     Elsewhere  it  is  Ezem.  G. 

AZEPHU'RITH,  or  more  properly  Ar- 
SIPHURITH  ['Ap<TL<povpid;  Vat.  ApaiKpovpfiO  \ 
Alex.  Apai(\>ovpuQ],  a  name  which  in  the  LXX.  of 
1  Esdr.  V.  16  occupies  the  place  of  Jorah  in  Ezr.  ii. 
18,  and  of  Hariph  in  Neh.  vii.  24.  It  is  altogether 
omitted  in  the  Vulgate.  Burrington  conjectures 
that  it  maj  have  originated  in  a  combination  of 
these  two  names  con-upted  by  the  mistakes  of  tran- 
scribers. The  second  syllable  in  this  case  probably 
arose  from  a  confusion  of  the  uncial  2  with  £• 
AV.  A.  W. 

AZETAS   {'AC-nviv.,   [Aid.]  Alex.  'aCt?tc{j: 

Zelas).    The  name  of  a  family  which  returned  with 

Zorobabel   according  to  1   Esdr.  v.  15,  but   not 

mentioned  in  the  catalogues  of  Ezra  and  Nehemiah. 

W.  A.  W. 

AZ'GAD  (12Tr  :  'Acr^t^S;    [Vat.  F^r.  viu. 

12,  Ao-TttS  ;]  Alex.  A^ah,  A^yaS,  A7«to8  : 
Azgad).  The  children  of  Azgad,  to  the  number 
of  1222  (2322  according  to  Neh.  vii.  17)  were 
among  the  laymen  who  returned  with  Zerubbabel 
(Ezr.  ii.  12).  A  second  detachment  of  110,  with 
Johanan  at  then:  head,  accompanied  Ezra  in  the 
second  caravan  (Ezr.  viii.  12).  With  the  other 
heads  of  the  people  they  joined  in  the  covenant 
with  Nehemiah  (Neh.  x.  15).  The  name  appears 
as  Sadas  in  1  Esdr.  v.  13,  and  the  number  of  the 
family  is  there  given  3222.  In  1  Esdr.  viii.  38,  it 
is  written  Astath.  W.  A.  W. 

AZI'A  i'oClas;  [Vat.  -^«-;  Alex.  loCmj;  Aid. 
'A^/oiO  Ozum),  a  "servant  of  the  t«mple"  (1 
Esdr.  V.  31),  elsewhere  called  UzzA. 

AZI'EI  (2  Esdr.  i.  2),  one  of  tie  ancestors  of 
Esdras,  elsewhere  called  Azakiah  and  Ezias. 

A'ZIEL  (bsn?:  'oC.^\  [Vat.  FA. -^e,-]: 
Oziel),  a  I>evite  (1  Chr.  xv.  20).  The  name  is  a 
shortened  form  of  Jaaziel  (  ^S'^TJ?^),  which  oc- 
curs in  ver.  18  of  same  chapter. 

AZI'ZA  (Srt!^  [st, ■(»);/]:  'oC<C«£;  [Vat.  M. 
Ofeia:]  Aziza).  A  layman  of  the  femily  of  Zattu, 
who  had  married  a  foreign  wife  after  the  return 
from  Babylon  (Ezr.  x.  27);  called  Sarpkus  in  1 
Esdr.  ix.  28.  W.  A.  W. 
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AZMA'VETH  (ll'^TV  [strmff  unto  death, 
Ges.y.  'Aafide  [\'a.tA  ' Aafioid],  'A0<iy;  Alex. 
ACfiwd  in  1  Cbr. :  Azmaveth,  Azmoth).  1.  One 
of  David's  mighty  men,  a  native  of  Bahurim  (2 
Sam.  xxiii.  31;  1  Chr.  xi.  33),  and  therefore  prob- 
ably a  Benjamite. 

2.  {'Aa-fiooe,  TaCfJLdd;  ['^at.  2oA.yu£0,  Ta^owfl;] 
Alex.  A^;ua>9:  Azmoth.)  A  descendant  of  5lephi- 
bosheth,  or  Merib-baal  (1  Cbr.  viii.  36,  ix.  42.  [In 
1  Chr.  viii.  36  the  A.  V.  ed.  1611,  etc.  reads 
"  Asmaveth,"  following  the  Bishops'  Bible.] 

3.  CAffficiO;  Alex.  ACfji.(cd.)  The  father  of  Jeziel 
and  Pelet,  two  of  the  skilled  Benjamite  slingers  and 
archers  who  joined  David  at  Ziklag  (1  Chr.  xii.  3), 
perhaps  identical  with  1.  It  has  been  suggested 
that  in  this  passage  "  sons  of  Azmaveth "  may 
denote  natives  of  the  place  of  that  name. 

4.  Overseer  of  the  royal  treasures  in  the  reign 
of  David  (1  Chr.  xxvu.  25.)  W.  A.  W. 

AZMA'VETH  (n'll^TP:  'ACutiO;  [Vat.  4n 
Ezr.,  AfffiiDd:]  Azmaveth),  a  place  to  all  appear- 
ance in  Benjamin,  being  named  with  Anathoth, 
Kirjath-jearim  and  other  towns  belonging  to  that 
tribe.  Forty-two  of  the  Bene-Azmavtth  returned 
from  the  captivity  with  Zerubbabel  (Ezr.  ii.  24). 
The  "  sons  of  the  singers "  seem  to  have  settled 
round  it  (Neh.  xii.  29).  The  name  elsewhere  oc- 
curs as  Beth-Azmaveth.  Azmaveth  does  not 
make  its  appearance  in  the  lists  in  Joshua,  but  the 
name  was  borne  by  several  Benjamites  of  the  kindred 
of  Saul  (1  Chr.  viii.  36,  ix.  42,  xii.  3;  in  the  last 
passage  Bene-A.  may  merely  denote  natives  of  the 
place,  especially  as  natives  of  Anathoth,  Gibeah, 
&c.  are  mentioned  in  the  same  verse).  G. 

AZ'MON  (V'l^^V  or  V^Tl?  istrong-] :  'Afft- 
ficuya,  SeAyUW^d;  [Alex,  once  AffeX/iuva'^  -4se- 
vwna),  a  place  named  as  being  on  the  S.  boundary 
of  the  Holy  Land,  apparently  near  the  torrent  of 
Egypt  {Wadi  el-Arish)  (Num.  xxxiv.  4,  5;  Josh. 
XV.  4).  It  has  not  yet  been  identified.  It  is  men- 
tioned by  Eusebius  and  Jerome  (Onom.),  but  evi- 
dently was  not  actually  known  to  them.  G. 

*  Mr.  Williams  {Holy  City,  i.  462)  would  iden- 
tify Azmon  with  Aseimeh,  of  which  he  speaks  as 
west  of  Kudeis  (Kedesh).  Dr.  Kobinson  in  tracing 
the  southern  boundary  of  Judah  (as  laid  down  in 
Josh.  XV.  1-4)  makes  no  account  of  this  proposed 
identification  {Phys.  Geogr.  p.  17).  Knobel  remarks 
(Exegei.  Handb.  xiii.  414)  that  the  name  reminds 
us  of  the  ''Azazimeh,  an  Arab  tribe  well  known  in 
that  part  of  the  desert  (Rob.  Res.  i.  186).       H. 

AZ'NOTH-TA'BOR  ("i""inri  ni^W: 'Ae- 

Oafidp ;  [Alex.]  A^avcod  0o/3«p :  Azanotthahor)  = 
the  ears  \i.  e.  possibly  the  summits)  of  Tabor,  one 
of  the  landmarks  of  the  boundary  of  Naphtali 
(Josh.  xix.  34).  The  town,  if  town  it  be,  or  the 
reason  for  the  expression  contained  in  the  name, 
has  hitherto  escaped  recognition.  By  Eusebius 
(under  '' A^auaQdd)  it  is  mentioned  as  lying  in  the 
plain  in  the  confines  of  Dio-csesarea. 

For  the  use  of  the  word  ^TW=ertr,  comp.  Uz- 
zex-Shebah  ;  and  for  the  metaphor  involved  in 
the  name,  comp.  Chisloth-Tabor.  G. 

A'ZOR  ('Afcop:  Azor),  son  of  Eliakim,  in  the 
line  of  our  I_x)rd  (Slatt.  i.  13,  14). 

AZO'TUS.     [AsHDOD.] 

AZOTUS,  MOUNT  {'A(<iTov  6pos,  oVaC<^ 
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Tos  Spos  '•  mons  Azoti).  In  the  fatal  battle  in 
which  Judas  Maccabajus  fell,  he  broke  the  right 
wing  of  Bacchides'  army,  and  pursued  them  to 
Jlount  Azotus  (1  j\Iacc.  ix.  15).  Josephus  calls  it 
Aza.,  or  Azara,  according  to  many  MSS.,  which 
Ewald  finds  in  a  mountain  west  of  Birzeit,  under 
the  form  Atara,  the  Philistine  Ashdod  being  out 
of  the  question.  W.  A.  W. 

AZ'RIEL  (bS"'"1t37  [help  of  God] :  om.  in 
Vat.  MS.  [rather,  in  the  Rom.  ed. ;  Vat.  E(rSpiri\; 
Comp. 'TS.Cpffi\];  Alex.  U(pin\:  Ezi-iel).  1.  The 
head  of  a  house  of  the  half-tribe  of  Manasseh  be- 
yond Jordan,  a  man  of  renown  (1  Chr.  v.  24). 

2.  ('OCt^A;  [Vat.  Eo-peiTjA.:]  Ozi-iel.)  A  Naph- 
talite,  ancestor  of  Jerimoth  the  head  of  the  tribe  at 
the  time  of  David's  census  (1  Chr.  xxvii.  19) ;  called 
UzziEL  in  two  Heb.  MSS..  and  apparently  in  tlie 
LXX. 

3.  CZtrpt-fiX  ;  Alex.  Eo-^p»j\ :  Ezriel.)  The 
father  of  Seraiah,  an  oflacer  of  Jehoiakim  (Jer 
xxxvi.  26).  AV.  A.  W. 

AZ'RIKAM  (D|5'^"1T^  if^^k>  against  the 
eneiny]:  'E(piKdfj.;  [Vat.  E^pei/cav;]  Alex.  Ecpj- 
KUfj.:  Ezricam).  1.  A  descendant  of  Zerubbabel, 
and  son  of  Neariah  of  the  royal  line  of  Judah  (1 
Chr.  iii.  23). 

2.  ([Vat.  ECpfiKai,  EaSpfiKav;]  Alex.  Ep)«- 
/ca/x.)  Eldest  son  of  Azel,  and  descendant  of  Saul 
(1  Chr.  viii.  38,  ix.  44). 

3.  ([Vat.  EapeiKav,  ECfptf,]  in  Neh.  'EffptKaix; 
Alex.  E(pi:  Azaricam.)  A  Levite,  ancestor  of 
Shemaiah  who  lived  in  the  time  of  Nehemiah  (1 
Chr.  ix.  14;  Neh.  xi.  15). 

4.  {'eCpi-k6.v;  [Vat.  EyhpfiRaV,  Comp.  'Eapi- 
Kct/u.] )  Governor  of  the  house,  or  prefect  of  the 
palace  to  king  Ahaz,  who  was  slain  by  Zichri,  an 
Ephraimite  hero,  in  the  successful  invasion  of  the 
southern  kingdom  by  Pekah,  king  of  Israel  (2  Chr. 
xx\-iii.  7).  W.  A.  W. 

AZU'BAH  (rrn^T^  {ruins']:  VaCov^i;  Alex, 
[once]  A^ofjSo:  Azuba).  1.  Wife  of  Caleb,  son 
ofHezron  (1  Chr.  ii.  18,  19). 

2.  {'ACov$d  [Vat.  in  1  K.  ACaefia])-  Mother 
of  king  Jehoshaphat  (1  K.  xxii.  42;  2  Chr.  xx.  31). 

W.  A.  W. 

A'ZUR,  properly  AZ'ZUR  ("l^-TV  [helper]: 
'A^cip:  Azur).  1.  A  Benjamite  of  Gibeon,  and 
father  of  Hananiah  the  false  prophet  (Jer.  xxviii.  1). 
Hitzig  suggests  that  he  may  have  been  a  priest,  as 
Gibeon  was  one  of  the  priestly  cities. 

2.  O-T.^-^ECep;  Alex.  laCtp-)  Father  of  Jaaza- 
niah,  one  of  the  princes  of  the  people  against  whom 
Ezekiel  was  commanded  to  prophesy  (Ez.  xi.  1). 

W.  A.  W. 

AZU'RAN  CACopotJ;  Alex.  aCovoov;  [Aid. 
'ACovpdv:]  Azcn-oc).  The  sons  of  Azuran  are 
enumerated  in  1  Esdr.  v.  15,  among  those  who 
returned  from  Babylon  with  Zorobabel,  but  there 
is  no  corresponding  name  in  the  catalogues  of  Ezra 
and  Nehemiah.  Azuran  may  perhaps  be  identical 
with  Azzur  in  Neh.  x.  17.  W.  A.  W. 

AZ'ZAH  (n-T3?  [strong]  :  rdCv,  TdCa:  Gaza). 
The  more  accurate  rendering  of  the  name  of  the 
well-known  Philistine  city,  Gaza  (Deut.  ii.  23 ;  1 
K.  iv.  24;  Jer.  xxv.  20).    [Gaza.]     W.  A.  W. 

AZ'ZAN  ("|-!V  [Frh-  shai-p,  Furst]:  'OfS: 
Ozan).     The  father  of  Paltiel,  prince  of  the  tribe 
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of  Issachar,  who  represented  his  tribe  in  the  division 
of  the  promised  land  (Num.  xxxiv.  26). 

W.  A.  W. 

AZ'ZUR  C'^-IV  [helper]  :  'A^oip  ;  [Vat. 
ABuvp ;  Aid.  'ACCovp  0  Azur).  One  of  the  heads 
of  the  people  who  signed  the  covenant  with  Nehe- 
miah  (Neh.  x.  17).  The  name  is  probaljly  that 
of  a  familj',  and  in  Hebrew  is  the  same  as  is  else- 
where represented  by  AzuK.  W.  A.  W. 


B. 

BA'AL  (7^5:  Be£aX :  Baal),  the  supreme  male 
divinity  of  the  Phoenician  and  Canaanitish  nations, 
as  AsiiTOKETH  was  their  supreme  female  divinity. 
IJoth  names  have  the  peculiarity  of  being  used  in 
the  plural,  and  it  seems  certain  that  these  plurals 
designate  not  (as  Gesenius,  Thes.  s.  w.,  main- 
tained) statues  of  the  divinities,  but  different  modi- 
fications of  the  divinities  themselves.  That  there 
were  many  such  modifications  of  Baal  is  certain 
from  the  fact  that  his  name  occurs  with  numerous 
adjuncts,  both  in  the  0.  T.  and  elsewhere,  as  we 
shall  have  occasion  to  notice  hereafter.  The  plural 
BaaUm  is  found  frequently  alone  (e.  g.  Judg.  ii.  11, 
s.  10;  1  K.  xviii.  18;  Jer.  ix.  14;  Hos.  ii.  17), 
as  well  as  in  connection  with  Ashtoreth  (Judg.  x. 
6;  1  Sam.  vii.  4)  and  with  Asherah,  or,  as  our 
version  renders  it,  "the  groves  "  (Judg.  iii.  7;  2 
Chr.  xxxiii.  3).  There  is  no  difficulty  in  deter- 
mining the  meaning  of  the  name,  since  the  word 
is  in  Hebrew  a  common  noun  of  frequent  occur- 
rence, having  the  meaning  Lord,  not  so  much,  how- 
ever, in  the  sense  of  Ruler  as  of  Master,  Ovmer, 
Possessor.  The  name  of  the  god,  whether  singu- 
lar or  plural,  is  always  distinguished  from  the  com- 
mon noun  by  the  presence  of  the  article  (7V2n, 

C^^VSn),  except  when  it  stands  in  connection 
with  some  other  word  which  designates  a  peculiar 
modification  of  Baal.     In  the  Chaldaic  form  the 

word  becomes  shortened  into  71^2,  and,  thence 

dropping  the  guttural,  72,  Bel,  which  is  the 
Babylonian  name  of  this  god  (Buxtorf,  Lex.  Chakl. 
et  Talin.,  Gesen.,  Fiirst,  Movers;  the  identity  of 
the  two  words  is,  however,  doubted  by  Eawlinson, 
Herod,  i.  318). 

There  can  be  no  doubt  of  the  very  high  antiqui- 
ty of  the  worship  of  Baal.  We  find  his  worship  es- 
talilished  amongst  the  Sloabites  and  their  allies  the 
Midianites  in  the  time  of  Moses  (Num.  xxii.  41), 
and  through  these  nations  the  Israelites  were  se- 
duced to  the  worship  of  this  god  under  the  particu- 
lar form  of  Baal-Peor  (Num.  xxv.  3  ff. ;  Deut.  iv. 
3).  Notwithstanding  the  fearful  punishment  which 
their  idolatry  brought  upon  them  in  this  instance, 
the  succeeding  generation  returne<l  to  the  worship 
of  Baal  (Judg.  ii.  10-13),  and  with  the  exception  of 
the  period  during  which  Gideon  was  judge  (Judg. 
vi.  20  ff.,  viii.  33)  this  form  of  idolatry  seems  to 
have  prevailed  amongst  them  up  to  the  time  of  Sam- 
uel (Judg.  X.  10;  1  Sam.  vii.  4),  at  whose  rebuke 
the  people  renounced  the  worship  of  Baalim.  Two 
centuries  pass  over  Ijefore  we  hear  again  of  Baal  in 
connection  with  the  people  of  Israel,  though  we  can 
scarcely  conclude  frf)ni  this  silence  that  liis  worship 
was  altogether  abandoned.  We  know  that  in  the 
time  of  Solomon  the  sendee  of  many  gods  of  the 
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surroimding  nations  was  introduced,  and  particular- 
ly that  of  Ashtoreth,  with  which  Baal  is  so  fre- 
quently connected.  However  this  may  be,  tlie  wor- 
ship of  Baal  spread  greatly,  and  together  with  that 
of  Asherah  Wame  the  religion  of  the  court  and 
people  of  the  ten  tribes  under  Ahab,  king  of  Israel, 
in  consequence  of  his  marriage  with  Jezebel  (1  K. 
xvi.  31-33;  xviii.  19,  22).  And  though  this  idol- 
atry was  occasionally  put  down  (2  K.  iii.  2,  x.  28) 
it  appears  never  to  have  been  permanently  or  effect- 
ually abolished  in  that  kingdom  (2  K.  xvii.  16). 
In  the  kingdom  of  Judah  also  Baal-worship  exten- 
sively prevailed.  During  the  short  reign  of  Ahaziah 
and  the  subsequent  usurpation  of  his  mother  Ath- 
aliah,  the  sister  of  Ahab,  it  appears  to  have  been 
the  religion  of  the  court  (2  K.  viii.  27 ;  conip.  si. 
18),  as  it  was  subsequently  under  Ahaz  (2  K.  xvi. 
3;  2  Chr.  xxviii.  2),  and  Manasseh  (2  K.  xxi.  3). 

The  worship  of  Baal  amongst  the  Jews  appears 
to  have  been  appointed  with  much  pomp  and  cere- 
monial. Temples  were  erected  to  him  (1  K.  xvi. 
32;  2  K.  xi.  18);  his  images  were  set  up  (2  K.  x. 
26);  his  altars  were  very  numerous  (Jer.  xi.  13), 
were  erected  particularly  on  lofty  eminences  (1  K. 
xviii.  20),  and  on  the  roofs  of  houses  (Jer.  xxxii.  29) ; 
there  were  priests  in  great  numbers  (1  K.  xviii.  19), 
and  of  various  classes  (2  K.  x.  19) ;  the  worshippers 
appear  to  have  been  arrayed  in  appropriate  robes 
(2  K.  X.  22) ;  the  worship  was  performed  by  burning 
incense  (Jer.  vii.  9)  and  offering  burnt-sacrifices, 
which  occasionally  consisted  of  human  victims  (Jer. 
xix.  5).  The  officiating  priests  danced  with  frantic 
shouts  around  the  altar,  and  cut  themselves  with 
knives  to  excite  the  attention  and  compassion  of  the 
god  (1  K.  xviii.  26-28 ;  comp.  Lucian,  De  Sipia  dta, 
50;  Tert.  Apol.  9;  Lucan,  i.  565;  Tibull.  i.  6,  47). 
Throughout  all  the  Phoenician  colonies  we  con- 
tinually find  traces  of  the  worship  of  this  god,  part- 
ly in  the  names  of  men  such  as  Adher-bal,  Asdru- 
bal,  Hanni-bal,  and  still  more  distinctly  in  Phoe- 
nician inscriptions  yet  remaining  (Gesen.  Mon. 
Phcen.  passim).  Nor  need  we  hesitate  to  regard 
the  Babylonian  Bel  (Is.  xlvi.  1)  or  Belus  (Herod,  i. 
181),  as  essentially  identical  with  Baal,  though  per- 
haps under  some  modified  form.  Kawlinson  dis- 
tinguishes between  the  second  god  of  the  first  triad 
of  the  Assyrian  pantheon,  whom  he  names  provis- 
ionally Bel-Nimrod,  and  the  Babylonian  Bel  whom 
he  considers  identical  with  Merodach  {Ilei-od.  i. 
594  ff.;  627  ff.). 

The  same  perplexity  occurs  respecting  the  con- 
nection of  this  god  with  the  heavenly  bodies  as  we 
have  already  noticed  in  regard  to  Ashtoreth.  Creu- 
zer  (Synd).  ii.  413)  and  Jlovers  (Phiin.  i.  180)  de- 
clare Baal  to  be  the  Siyi-god ;  on  the  other  hand, 
the  Babylonian  god  is  identified  with  Zeus  by  He- 
rodotus, and  there  seems  to  be  no  doubt  that  Bel- 
Mei-odach  is  the  planet  Jupiter  (Kawlinson,  Herod. 
1.  c).  It  is  quite  likely  that  in  the  case  of  Baa] 
as  well  as  of  Ashtoreth  the  symbol  of  the  god 
varie<l  at  different  times  and  in  different  localities. 
Indeed  the  great  number  of  adjuncts  with  which 
the  name  of  liaal  is  found  is  a  sufficient  proof  of 
the  diversity  of  characters  in  which  he  was  regard- 
ed, and  there  must  no  doubt  have  existed  a  corre- 
sponding diversity  in  the  worship.  It  may  even  be 
a  question  whether  in  the  originid  notion  of  Baal 
there  was  reference  to  any  of  the  hea\enly  bod- 
ies, since  the  derivation  of  the  name  does  not  in 
this  instance,  as  it  does  in  the  case  of  Ashtoreth, 
point  directly  to  them.  If  we  sejiarate  the  name 
Baal  from  idolatry,  we  seem,  according  to  its  mean- 
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ing,  to  obtain  simply  the  notion  of  Lord  and  Pro- 
prietor of  all.  Witii  this  the  idea  of  productive 
power  is  naturall}'  associated,  and  that  power  is  as 
naturally  symbolized  by  the  sun,  whilst  on  the 
other  hand  the  ideas  of  providential  arrangement 
and  rule,  and  so  of  prosperity,  are  as  naturally  sug- 
gested by  the  word,  and  in  the  astral  mythology  these 
ideas  are  associated  with  the  planet  Jupiter.  In 
ix)int  of  fact  we  find  adjuncts  to  the  name  of  Baal 
answering  to  all  these  notions,   e.  g.  Bee\aan-nv, 

Balsamen  (Plant.  Pcen.  v.  2,  67)  =  rattJ"^S72, 

"  Lord  of  the  heavens; "  ]!3n"737jl,  Baal-Hanion 
(Gesen.  3fon.  Phoen.  349),  the  Sun-Baal,  and  sim- 
ilarly the  name  of  a  city  in  the  0.  T.  "JlTSrt'by  5 
(Cant.  viii.  11);   ^2■7y2l,  Baal-Gad,  the  name 

of  a  city  (Josh.  xi.  17),  Baal  the  Fortune-bringer, 
which  god  may  be  regarded  as  identical  with  the 
planet  Jupiter  (Gesen.  Tkes.  Fiirst).  Many  more 
compounds  of  Baal  in  the  0.  T.  occur,  and 
amongst  them  a  large  number  of  cities,  which  are 
mentioned  below.  We  shall  first  mention  those 
names  of  men  and  of  gods  in  which  Baal  is  the 
first  element.  It  may  be  noted  before  proceeding 
to  specify  the  particular  compounds  of  Baal  that 
the  word  standing  alone  occurs  in  the  0.  T.  in 
two  [three]  instances  as  the  name  of  a  man  (1  Chr. 
v.  5,  viii.  30,  [ix.  36]).  Fiirst  considers  that  in 
these  instances  the  latter  element  of  the  word  is 
dropped. 

1.  Ba'al-be'rith   (rr^^S  V^S:    [rip  BaoA 

SiadriKr]y,]  Baa\$fp'id;  [Alex,  rov  BooA.  Beep  (is 
StadriKrjv,  BaaA.  SiaBriKris-  Baal  faedus,]  Baal- 
berit).  This  form  of  l$aal  was  worshipped  at 
Shechem  by  the  Israelites  after  the  death  of  Gideon 
(Judg.  viii.  33,  ix.  4).  The  name  signifies  the 
Covenant- Baal,  and  has  been  compared  with  the 
Greek  Zevy  opKiov  or  the  Latin  Deus  Jidius.  The 
meaning,  however,  does  not  seem  to  be  the  god 
who  presides  over  covenants,  but  the  god  who  comes 
into  covenant  with  the  worshippers.     In  Judg.  ix. 

46  he  is  called  n'^~12  vS.  We  know  nothing 
of  the  particular  form  of  worship  paid  to  this  god. 

2.  Ba'al-ze'bub  (3^QT  ^p2  :  Boo\  /twa: 

Beelzebub),  the  form  of  Baal  worshipped  at  Ekron 
(2  K.  i.  2,  3,  [6,]  16).  The  meaning  of  the  name 
is  Baal  or  Lord  of  the  fly.  _  Though  such  a  desig- 
nation of  the  god  appears  to  us  a  kind  of  mockery, 
and  has  consequently  been  regarded  as  a  term  of 
derision  (Selden,  De  Diis  Syris,  p.  375),  yet  there 
seems  no  reason  to  doubt  that  this  was  the  name 
given  to  the  god  by  his  worshippers,  and  the  plague 
of  flies  in  hot  climates  furnishes  a  sufficient  reason 
for  the  designation.  Similarly  the  Greeks  gave  the 
epithet  a.ir6ixvios  to  Zeus  (Pausan.  v.  14,  §  2; 
Clem.  Alex.  Protrept.  ii.  38),  and  Pliny  (xxix.  6, 
34,  init.)  speaks  of  a  Fly^od  Myiodes.  The  name 
occurs  in  the  N.  T.  in  the  well-known  form  Beel- 
zebub [properly  Beelzebul]. 

3.  Ba'al-ha'nan  i^'^n  ^PS,  Baal  is  gra- 
cious:  TiaXKeviv,  Ba\aevpcip;  [Alex.  BoAaei/- 
pwv:}  Balanan:  comp.  pmn%  'laidyvris,  Je- 
hovah is  gracious).  (1.)  The  name  of  one  of  the 
early  kings  of  Edom  (Gen.  xsxvi.  38,  39;  1  Chr. 
i.  49,  50). 

(2.)  {BaWavdy,  [Vat.  BoKavas;  Alex.  BoA- 
Xova;  Comp.  Bo\oo»'ei»'10     The  name  of  one  of 
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David's  oflScers,  who  had  the  superintendence  of 
liis  olive  and  sycamore  plantations  (1  Chr.  xxvii. 
28).  He  was  of  tlie  town  of  Gederah  (Josh.  xv. 
30)  or  Beth-Gader  (1  Chr.  ii.  51),  and  from  his 
name  we  may  conjecture  that  he  was  of  Canaanitish, 
not  Jewish  origin. 

4.  Ba'al-pe'or  (mrS  ^372:  BteXcpeydp: 
Beelphegor).  We  have  already  referred  to  the 
worship  of  this  god.  The  narrative  (Num.  xxv.) 
seems  clearly  to  show  that  this  form  of  Baal-wor- 
ship was  connected  with  licentious  rites.  Without 
laying  too  much  stress  on  the  Rabbinical  derivation 

of  the  word  ~11i7Q,  hiatus,  i.  e.  "aperire  hymenem 
virgineum,"  we  seem  to  have  reason  to  conclude 
that  this  was  the  nature  of  the  worship.  Baal-peor 
was  identified  by  the  Rabbins  and  early  fathers 
with  Priapus  (see  the  authorities  quoted  by  Selden, 
De  Diis  Syris,  i.  4,  302  ff.,  who,  however,  dissents 
from  this  view).  This  is,  moreover,  the  view  of 
Creuzer  (ii.  411),  Winer,  Gesenius,  Fiirst,  and  al- 
most all  critics.  The  reader  is  referred  for  more 
detailed  information  particularly  to  Creuzer's  Synv- 
boUk  and  Movers's  Phonizier.  F.  W.  G. 

BA'AL  ( /y^))  geographical.  This  word  oc- 
curs as  the  prefix  or  suflix  to  the  names  of  several 
places  in  Palestine.  Gesenius  has  expressed  his 
opinion  ( Thes.  p.  225  a)  that  in  these  cases  it  has 
no  reference  to  any  worship  of  the  god  Baal,  at  the 
particular  spot,  but  merely  expresses  that  the  place 
"possesses"  or  contains  something  special  denoted 
by  the  other  part  of  the  name,  the  word  Baal  bear- 
ing in  that  case  a  force  synonymous  with  that  of 
Beth.  Without  being  so  presumptuous  as  to 
contradict  this  conclusion,  some  reasons  may  (with 
considerable  hesitation)  be  mentioned  for  reconsid- 
ering it. 

{a. )  Though  employed  in  the  Hebrew  Scriptures 
to  a  certain  extent  metaphorically,  and  there  cer- 
tainly with  the  force  of  "  possession  "  or  "  owner- 
ship," —  as  a  "  lord  of  hair  "  (2  K.  i.  8),  "  lord  of 
dreams"  (Gen.  xxxvii.  19),  &c.,  Baal  never  seems 
to  have  become  a  naturalized  Hebrew  word,  but 
frequently  occurs  so  as  to  betray  its  Canaanite 
origin  and  relationsUp.  Thus  it  is  several  times 
employed  to  designate  the  inhabitants  of  towns 
either  certainly  or  probably  heathen,  but  rarely  if 
ever  those  of  one  undoubtedly  Hebrew.  It  is  ap- 
plied to  the  men  of  Jericho  before  the  conquest 
(Josh.  xxiv.  11);  to  the  men  of  Shechem,  the  an- 
cient city  of  Hamor  the  Hivite,  who  rose  to  recover 
the  rights  of  Hamor' s  descendants  long  after  the 
conquest  of  the  land  (Judg.  ix.  2-51,  with  Ewald's 
commentary,  Gesch.  ii.  445-7),  and  in  the  ac- 
count of  which  struggle,  the  distinction  between 

the  D^b3?^  of  Shechem,  and  the  □"'273M— the 

Hebrew  relations  of  Abimelech  —  is  carefully  main- 
tained. It  is  used  for  the  men  of  Keilah,  a  place  on 
the  western  confines  of  Judah,  exposed  to  all  the  at- 
tacks and  the  influences  of  the  surrounding  heathen 
(1  Sam.  xxiii.  11, 12),  for  Uriah  the  Hittite  (2  Sam. 
xi.  26),  and  for  others  (Is.  xvi.  8,  &c.).  Add  to 
this  the  consideration  that  if  Baal  forms  part  of  the 
name  of  a  person  we  are  sure  to  find  the  name 
mentioned  with  some  Hebrew  alteration,  as  Jerub- 
besheth  for  Jerub-baal,  Mephibosheth  for  Merib- 
baal,  Ish-bosheth  for  Esh-baal,  and  others.  In 
Hos.  ii.  16  a  remarkable  instance  is  preserved  of 
the  distinction,  noticed  above  in  connection  with  the 
record  of  the  revolt  at  Shechem,  between  the  hea- 
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then  B(ml  and  the  Hebrew  Ish  — "  at  that  day, 
saith  Jehovah,  men  shall  call  Me  '  Ishi,'  and  shall 
call  Me  no  more  '  Baali,'  "  both  words  having  the 
sense  of  "  my  husband." 

(p.)  Such  places  called  by  this  name  or  its  com- 
pounds as  can  be  identified,  and  several  of  which 
existed  at  the  time  of  the  conquest,  were  either 
near  Phoenicia,  as  Baal-gad,  Baal-hermon,  Bel- 
markos  (of  later  times) ;  or  in  proximity  to  some 
other  acknowledged  seat  of  heathen  worship,  as 
Baal-meon  and  Bamoth-Baal,  near  the  infamous 
salt  of  Baal-i)eor;  or  Kirjath-Baal  and  Baal-tamar, 
which  were  in  the  district  containing  the  early  and 
famous  sanctuaries  and  high  places  of  Gibeon  and 
Bethel. 

(c.)  On  more  than  one  occasion  Baal  forms  part 
of  the  names  of  places  which  we  elsewhere  discover 
to  have  been  elevated  spots,  spots  in  which  the 
worship  of  the  Canaanites  delighted.  Thus  Baal- 
hermon  is  elsewhere  called  "  Mount  B."  and  Baal- 
Perazim  is  (very  probably)  "Mount  P."  Baalath- 
beer  too  is  called  in  the  parallel  lists  Ramath  (i.  e. 
"height").  Compare  the  Vulgate  rendering  of 
Baalah  in  1  Chr.  xiii.  6,  ad  collem  Cariathiarim. 

(d.)  There  is  the  consideration  of  the  very  deep 
significance  with  which  the  name  of  Baal  must 
always  have  been  invested  both  for  the  Israelites 
and  for  their  predecessors  in  the  country ;  for  those 
who  venerated  and  those  who  were  commanded  to 
hate  him.  Surely  this  significance  must  have  been 
sufficient  to  prevent  that  portentous  name  from 
becoming  a  mere  alternative  for  a  term  which,  like 
Beth,  was  in  the  commonest  daily  use. 

The  places  in  the  names  of  which  Baal  forms  a 
part  are  as  follows :  — 

1.  Ba'al  [BaaA.;  Vat.  BaAor:  Baal],  a  town 
of  Simeon,  named  only  in  1  Chr.  iv.  33,  and  which 
from  the  parallel  list  in  Josh.  xix.  seems  to  have 
been  identical  with  Baalath-beke. 

2.  Ba'alah  (n^3?2  [fern,  possessor,  i.  e.  of 
a  town  =  «^i/ or  s^i^e,  Ges.]  :  BaaA;  [in  Josh,  x v. 
9,  Vat.  l€|8aoA.  for  els  BooA;  11,  M  \i&a,  Alex.] 
BoXcC:  Baala). 

(a.)  Another  name  for  Kirjath-Jearim,  or 
Kikjath-Baal,  the  well-known  town,  now  Kuriet 
el  Enab.  It  is  mentioned  in  Josh.  xv.  9,  10 ;  1 
Chr.  xiii.  6  (ejy  -nSXiv  Aaui'J;  ad  collem  Ca?-ia- 

iliianm).  In  Josh.  xv.  11,  it  is  called  Mount  (Tt) 
Baalah,  and  in  xv.  60,  and  xviii.  14,  Kirjath-Baal. 
From  the  expression  "Baalah,  which  is  Kirjath- 
jearim"  (comp.  "Jebusi,  which  is  Jerusalem," 
xviii.  28),  it  would  seem  as  if  Baalah  were  the 
earlier  or  Canaanite  appellation  of  the  place.  In  2 
Sam.  vi.   2,  the  name  occurs  slightly  altered  as 

"Baale  of  Judah"  (ni^H;*  ''^S?),  iirb  ruv 
apxivTWV  'Iou5a,  de  fins  Judn). 

(i)  [BaAdI;  Aid.  Alex.  BoaA({.]  A  town  in 
the  south  of  Judah  (Josh.  xv.  29),  which  in  xix.  3 
is  called  Balah,  and  in  the  parallel  list  (1  Chr.  iv. 
29)  Bilhaii. 

3.  Ba'alath  (nb^??  :  [re^eeAav,  BaAaae, 
cm.  in  1  K. ;  Vat.  in  2  Chr.  BaAoa;  Alex.  Ba- 
aAoii',  BaKad,  BaAoaj:  Balaath,!  K.j  Banldtli), 
a  town  of  Dan  named  with  Gibbethon,  Gath-rim- 
mon,  and  other  Philistine  places  (Josh.  xix.  44). 
It  is  possible  that  the  same  town  is  referred  to  in  1 
K.  ix.  18  and  2  Chr.  viii.  6  (BoAocte)-  See  Joseph. 
Ant.  viii.  G,  §  1. 

4.  Ba'alath-be/er  ("IS?  n^r?,  Baal  of 
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/7ie  jyeZ?  =  Holy -well :  BoA«k;  [Vat.i  BopeK;  Ales. 
BuoA  ©fprtppafifiMd  ;  Aid.  BaAefl  BripafifjuiB  ; 
Comp.  BoaAcie  Brippad/xdiid'-]  Baalath-Betr),  a  town 
among  those  in  the  south  part  of  Judah,  given  to 
Simeon;  and  which  also  bore  the  name  of  Ka- 
math-Negeb,  or  "the  heights  of  the  South" 
(Josh.  xix.  8).  In  another  list  it  appears  in  the 
contracted  form  of  Baal.     [See  1.] 

Other  sacred  wells  in  this  parched  region  were 
the  Beer-lahai-roi,  the  "  well  of  the  vision  of  God;  " 
and  Beer-sheba,  the  "well  of  the  oath." 

5.  Ba'al-gad   ("T2   vl'S :    BaXaydS;    [Aid. 

Alex.  BaA7a5;  Comp.  BooAyaS;  in  Josh.  xiii.  5, 
ra\yd\,  Comp.  BaeAyoS;  xii.  7,  Vat.  M.  BaA.o- 
7a55a:]  Baalgad),  a  place  evidently  well  known  at 
the  time  of  the  conquest  of  Palestine,  and  as  such 
used  to  denote  the  most  northern  (Josh.  xi.  17,  xii. 
7)  or  perhaps  northwestern  (xiii.  5,  Hamath  being 
to  the  extreme  northeast)  point  to  which  Joshua's 
victories  extended.  It  was  in  all  probability  a 
Phoenician  or  Canaanite  sanctuary  of  Baal  under 
the  aspect  of  Gad,  or  Fortune.  [Gad.]  No  trace 
of  its  site  has  yet  been  discovered.     The  words 

"  the  plain  (n37p2)  of  Lebanon  "  would  lead  to 

the  supposition  that  it  lay  in  the  great  plain  be- 
tween the  two  ranges  of  Lebanon  and  Anti-Leb- 
anon, which  is  still  known  by  the  same  Hebrew  word 
el-Biikd'a ;  and  it  has  accordingly  been  identified 
by  Iken  and  others  with  Baalbec  (Kob.  iii.  519). 
But  against  this  are  the  too  great  distance  of  Baal- 
bec to  the  north,  and  the  precise  expression  of  the 
text  —  "under  Mount  Hermon "  (Jerome:  ad 
radices  montis  Hermon).  The  conjecture  of 
Schwarz  (p.  GO),  supported  by  Kobmson  with  his 
usual  care,  is,  that  the  modern  representative  of 
Baalgad  is  Banias,  a  place  which  long  maintained 
a  great  reputation  as  the  sanctuary  of  Pan.     [CxF.s- 

AREA    PlIILIPl'l.] 

6.  Ba'al-ha'mon  (P^^n  3,  Baal  of  multi- 
tude: BeeXafi^y-  ea  qua  habet  populos),  a  place 
at  whicli  Solomon  had  a  vineyard,  evidently  of 
great  extent  (Cant.  viii.  11).  The  only  possible  clue 
to  its  situation  is  the  mention  in  Judith  viii.  3,  of 
a  Belamon  or  Balamon  ([Rom.  BtXa/xtiiV,  Vat. 
Alex.]  Ba\a/xaiv;  [Comp.  Aid.  BoAo^ci:  Beth- 
ulia:]  A.  V.  Balamo)  near  Dothaim;  and  there- 
fore in  the  moimtains  of  Ephraim,  not  far  north  of 
Samaria.  If  so,  this  vineyard  may  have  been  in 
one  of  the  "fat  valleys"  of  the  "drunkards  of 
Ephraim,  who  are  overcome  with  wine,"  to  which 
allusion  is  made  in  Is.  xxviii.  1. 

7.  Ba'al-iia'zor  ("^Vn    2,  Baal's  village: 

Bf\aff<ip;  [Vat.  BaiAatrwp;]  Alex.  BfS\aaa>p; 
[Comp.  Baa\afft!>p--]  Baalhasor),  a  place   "'by' 

Ephraim"  ( M"C3?),  where  Abs.ilom  api)ears  to 
have  had  a  sheep-farm,  and  where  Amnon  waa 
murdered  (2  Sam.  xiii.  23). 

8.  Mount     Ba'ai^her'mon       (^373     "in 

'j1!2"in,  ([rb  upoi  ToC  ' Af pixdiy,  Alex.  t.  o.  t. 
Ba\afpfi<i>y,  Comp.  Aid.  t.  o.  t.  BooA  'Epfidv: 
rmms  Banl-IIervwn,]  Judg.  iii.  3),  and  simply  Ba- 
al-hermon ([BaiA  'Epfjiwy,  Vat.i  Bo<A*i/n:  Baal, 
l/enmm,]  1  Chr.  v.  23)).  This  is  usually  con- 
sidered as  a  distinct  place  from  Moimt  Hermon; 
but  the  only  apparent  ground  for  so  doing  is  the 
statement  in  the  latter  of  the  above  prutsages,  "  unto 
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ISiial-hermon,  and  Senir,  and"  Mount  Hermon;" 
but  it  is  quit*  possible  that  the  conjunction  ren- 
dered "  and  "  may  be  here,  as  often  elsewhere,  used 
as  an  expletive,  —  "  unto  Baal-hermon,  even  Senir, 
even  Jlount  Hermon."  Perhaps  this  derives  some 
color  from  the  fact,  which  we  know,  that  this 
mountiiin  had  at  least  three  names  (Deut.  iii.  9). 
May  not  Baal-hermon  have  been  a  fourth,  in  use 
among  the  Phoenician  worshippers  of  Baal,  one  of 
whose  sanctuaries,  Baal-gad,  was  at  the  foot  of  this 
very  mountain  V 

9.  Ba'al-me'on  (pi?^  2:  TiBeeX/xewy;  [in 
1  Chr.,  BeeAjuatro'coj';  Aid.  Alex.  BeeXjuacfij/; 
Comp.  BeeA./xewj';  in  Ez-,  most  MSS.  om. :]  Baal- 
meon,  [Beelmeon] ),  one  of  the  towns  which  were 
"built"  by  the  Keubenites  (Num.  xxxii.  38),  and 
to  which  they  "  gave  other  names."  Possibly  the 
"  Beth,"  which  is  added  to  the  name  in  its  men- 
tion elsewhere,  and  which  sometimes  superseded 
the  "Baal"  of  the  original  name,  is  one  of  the 
changes  referred  to.  [Beth-baal-meon:  Betii- 
MEON.]  It  is  also  named  in  1  Chr.  v.  8,  and  on 
each  occasion  with  Nebo.  In  the  time  of  Ezekiel 
it  w:is  Moabite,  and  under  that  prosperous  domin- 
ion had  evidently  become  a  place  of  distinction, 
being  noticed  as  one  of  the  cities  which  are  the 
•'  glory  of  the  country  "  (Ez.  xxv.  9).  In  the  days 
of  Eusebius  and  Jerome  (Oiioni.  Balmen)  it  was 
still  a  "vicus  maximus  "  called  Balmano,  9  miles 
distant  from  Heshbon  CUfiovs,  J^sbus),  near  the 
"mountain  of  the  hot  springs,"  and  reputed  to  be 
the  native  place  of  Elisha. 

*  The  site  is  stiU  known.  "  Taking  a  sweep  on 
the  fine  turf  to  the  southeast"  (from  Heshban), 
says  Mr.  Tristram  (Land  of  Israel,  p.  540),  "we 
passed  by  the  ruins  of  Ma'in  (Baal-meon),  situated 
on  a  mamelon  exactly  like  Heshbon,  and  due  east 
of  Nebbah,  shapeless  and  featureless,  at  which  a 
cursory  glance  was  sufficient."  H. 

10.  Ba'ai^peu'azim  (C^!i"l3  2  :  B(ml-j)har- 
asim),  the  scene  of  a  victory  of  David  over  the  Phi- 
listines, and  of  a  great  destruction  of  their  images, 
and  so  named  by  him  in  a  characteristic  passage 

of  exulting  poetry  —  "  '  Jehovah  hath  burst  (V"^^) 

upon  mine  enemies  before  me  as  a  burst  (\^7]7".) 
of  waters.'  Therefore  he  called  the  name  of  that 
place  '  Baal-perazim,' "  i.  e  bursts  or  destructions 
(2  Sam.  V.  20;  1  Chr.  xiv.  11).  The  place  and 
the  circumstance  apj)ear  to  be  again  alluded  to  in 
Is.  xxviii.  21,  where  it  is  called  Mount  P.  Perliaps 
this  may  point  to  the  previous  existence  of  a  high 
place  or  sanctuary  of  Baal  at  this  spot,  which  would 
lend  more  point  to  David's  exclamation  (see  Gese- 
nius,  Jes.  844).  The  LXX.  render  the  name  in  its 
two  occurrences,  respectively  'Eirdvw  SiaKOTrwv, 
and  AiaKoirrj  (papatriy-  [Vat.  -pi-;  in  1  Chr.  xiv. 
11";  BaaA  ^apacriv,  Alex,  -(xeiv,  Vat.  ^aa\  *ad- 
icTftfjL']  the  latter  an  instance  of  retention  of  the 
original  word  and  its  explanation  side  by  side;  the 
former  uncertain. 

11.  B.v'al-shal'isha  (nt!?7tt7  2  :  Boi0opi- 
ffd;  [Vat.  M.  BaidapeLcra,  H.  Batdffapeiaa;  Alex.2] 
Badffopi,  [Alex.i  Bad<rapi(ra;  Comp.  BaaK  2aA(- 
ira:]  Banh'dh't),  a  place  named  only  in  2  K.  iv. 
42;  apparently  not  far  from  Gilgal  (comp.  v.  38). 
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o  The  "  unto  "  in  the  A.  V.  is  interpolated,  though 
not  so  marked. 

14 


It  was  possibly  situatwl  in  the  district,  or  "  land  " 
of  the  same  name.     [Shalisha.] 

12.  Ba'ae-ta'mar  ("lari  'S,  sanctuary  of 
the  palm:  BaaK  &afj.(ip-  Bnalthamar),  a  place 
named  only  in  Judg.  xx.  33,  as  near  Gibeah  of 

Benjamin.  The  palm-tree  ("I^IJI)  of  Deborah 
(iv.  5)  was  situated  somewhere  in  the  locality,  and 
is  possibly  alluded  to  (Stanley,  145,  6).  In  the 
days  of  Eusebius  it  was  still  known  under  the  al- 
tered name  of  BridBafidp ;  but  no  traces  of  it  have 
been  found  by  modern  travellers.  G. 

13.  Ba'ai^ze'phox  (V"I2^  ^¥?5  i'^'^ce  of 
Zephon:  Bee\ffeir(pS)Vy  B€f\aftz(pwv'i  [Alex.  Be- 
(\<ri<poiv  :]  Bedsephon),  a  place  in  Egypt  near 
where  the  Israelites  crossed  the  Red  Sea  (Ex.  xiv. 
2,  9  ;  Num.  xxxiii.  7).  From  the  position  of 
Goshen  and  the  indications  aftbrded  by  the  narra- 
tive of  the  route  of  the  IsraeHtes,  we  place  Baal- 
zephon  on  the  western  shore  of  the  Gulf  of  Suez, 
a  little  below  its  head,  which  at  this  time  was  about 
30  or  40  miles  northward  of  the  present  head. 
[Goshen;  Red  Sea,  Passage  of].  Its  posi- 
tion with  respect  to  the  other  places  mentioned 
with  it  is  clearly  indicated.  The  Israelites  en- 
camped before  or  at  Pi-hahiroth,  tetween  Migdol 
and  the  sea,  before  Baal-zephon,  according  to  Ex. 
(xiv.  2,  9),  while  in  Num.  I'i-hahiroth  is  described 
as  being  before  Baal-zephon,  and  it  is  said  that 
when  the  people  came  to  the  former  place  they 
pitchetl  before  Migdol  (Num.  xxxiii.  7);  and  again, 
that  afterwards  they  departed  from  before  Pi-hahi- 
roth, here  in  Heb.  Hahiroth  (v.  8).  jMigdol  and 
Baal-zephon  must  therefore  have  been  opposite  to 
one  another,  and  the  latter  behind  Pi-hahiroth  with 
reference  to  the  Israelites.  Baal-zephon  was  jjer- 
haps  a  well-known  place,  if,  as  seems  likely,  it  is 
always  mentioned  to  indicate  the  position  of  Pi- 
hahiroth,  which  we  take  to  be  a  natural  locality 
[Red  Sea,  Passage  of;  Pi-hahikotii].  The 
name  has  l>een  supjwsed  to  mean  "  place  of  Ty- 
phon,"  or  "sacred  to  Tjijhon,"  an  etymology 
approved  by  Geseuius  (  Thes.  s.  v.).  Zephon  would 
well  enough  correspond  in  sound  to  Typhon,  had 
we  any  ground  for  considering  the  latter  name  to 
be  either  Egyptian  or  Semitic,  but  as  we  have  not, 
the  conjecture  is  a  very  bold  one.  Were,  howe\er, 
Typhon  an  Egyptian  word,  we  could  not  consider 
Zephon  in  Baal-zephon  to  be  its  Hebrew  transcrip- 
tion, inasmuch  as  it  is  joined  with  the  Hebrew  form 
b^?.     We  would  rather  connect  Baal-zephon.  as 

a  Hebrew  compound,  with  the  root  H^^,  as  if 
it  were  named  from  a  watch-tower  on  the  frontier 
like  the  neighboring  ^'"^572,  "  the  tower."  It  is 
noticeable  that  the  name'  of  the  son  of  Gad  called 
Ziphion  "jV??  i"  Clen.  (xlvi.  16)  is  written  Ze- 
phon V"!-^  in  Num.  (xxvi.  15).  The  identifica- 
tions of  Baal-zephon  that  have  been  proposed  de- 
pend upon  the  supposed  meaning  "place  of  Ty- 
phon." Forster  {Epp.  ad  Mich.,  pp.  28,  29)  thinks 
it  was  Heroopolis,  'Wpwuiv  tc6\is,  which  some,  as 
Cliampollion  (L'E</ijp<e  sous  les  Pharaons,  ii.  87 
ff.)  consider,  wrongly,  to  be  the  same  as  Avaris, 
the  stronghold  of  the  Hycsos,  both  which  places 
were  connected  with  Tj-phon  (Steph.  B.  s.  v.  'Upd; 
Manetho,  ap.  Joseph,  c.  Aphn.  i.  26).  Avaris  caimot 
be  Ileroopolis,  for  geographical  reasons.  (Comp., 
as  to  the  site  of  Avaris,  Brugsch,  Geographischo 
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Inschrijlen,  i.  86  fF.;  as  to  that  of  Heroopolis, 
Lepsius,  Chron.  d.  ^yypt.  i.  344  ft'.,  and  p.  342, 
against  the  two  places  being  the  same.) 

R.  S.  P. 

BoaA.:  Baal). 


BA'AL  (^?2:   'Iw^A.;  Alex 
1.  A  Eeubenite,  whose  sou  or  descendant  Beerah 
was  carried  off  by  the  invading  army  of  Assyria 
under  Tiglath-Pileser  (1  Chr.  v.  5). 

2.  (BoaX;  [Vat.  M.  1  Chr.  viii.  30,  BooXo/c- 
«t/i]).  The  son  of  Jehiel,  father  or  founder  of 
Gibeon,  by  his  wife  Maachah;  brother  of  Kish, 
and  grandfather  of  Saul  (1  Chr.  viii.  30,  ix.  36). 

W.  A.  W. 
BA'ALAH.     [Baal,  No.  2.] 
BA'ALATH.     [Baal,  Nos.  3,  4.] 
BA'ALE  OF  JUDAH.    [Baal,  No.  2,  a.] 
*BAALI  Cbr?:  BaaKelfx:  5rta«),  as  em- 
ployed in  Hos.  ii.  16,  has  a  twofold  sense:  first, 
my  Baal,  the  name  of  the  principal  god  of  the 
Canaanites ;  and,  second,  my  lord,  as  applied  by  a 
woman  to  her  husband  (Ex.  xxi.  22;  2  Sam.  xi.  26). 
The  passage  is :  "  And  it  shall  be  at  that  day,  saith 
the  Lord,  that  thou  shalt  call  me  Ishi,  and  shalt 
call  me  no  more  Baali."     The  time  is  coming,  the 
prophet  would  say,  when  Israel  shall  utterly  re- 
nounce his  idolatry,  and  so  far  from  going  after 
heathen  gods,  shall  not  even  take  upon  his  lips  so 
much  as  a  word  that  would  revive  even  a  thought 
of  the  old  idolatry  which  had  been  so  base  a  vio- 
lation of  the  covenant  of  marriage  between  Jehovah 
and  his  people.     See  the  next  verse  (17th)  which 
confirms  this  view.    Consult  Manger  ( Comment,  in 
Libr.  Hos.  p.  132),  and  Pusey  {Minor  Prophets, 
Part  I.  p.  19).     The  A.  V.  (marff.)  translates  both 
terms  {my  husband :  my  lord ).     The  Vulgate  trans- 
lates the  former  {mem  vir),  but  does  not  translate 
the  latter.  H. 

BA'ALIM.     [Baal.] 

BA'ALIS  (D"^^? :  Be\fiff<ra;  [Vat.  FA.3 
B(\€Kra;  Alex.  -\(-:]  Baalis),  king  of  the  Bene- 
Ammon  {^ourtKfvs  vihs  'Anfidv)  at  the  time  of 
the  destruction  of  Jerusalem  by  Nebuchadnezzar 
(Jer.  xl.  14). 

BA'ANA  (W3V21  [son  of  affliction] :  Bavd, 
[Alex.]  Baava-  Bana),  the  name  of  several  men. 
1.  ITie  son  of  Ahilud,  Solomon's  commissariat  offi- 
cer in  Jezreel  and  the  north  of  the  Jordan  valley 
(1  K.  iv.  12). 

2.  [(Booi/i:  Baana.)  The  fether  of  Zadok, 
one  of  those  who  repaired  the  wall  of  Jerusalem 

;  after  the  captivity]  (Neh.  iii.  4). 

3.  iBoMvi  ••  Vulg.  corrupt.]  (1  Esdr.  v.  8.) 
•  [Baanah,  4.] 

BA'ANAH  (n3??2  [-  W35??,  «««  above]: 

BauivA,'-,  [Vat.  in  2  Sam.  iv.  5,  9,  Baoju;  6,  Bo/ufia:] 
Bnana).  1.  Son  of  Rimmon,  a  Beii.jamite,  who 
■with  his  brother  Rechab  murdered  Ish-lwsheth. 
For  this  they  were  killed  by  David,  and  their  muti- 
lated bodies  "hung  up  over  the  pool  at  Hebron  (2 
Sam.  iv.  2,  5,  6,  9). 

2.  [Alex.  Booj'oai,  Baava;  Rom.  Vat.  in  1 
Chr.  Noofo ;  in  2  Sam.  om.]  A  Netophathite, 
father  of  Heleb  or  Heled,  one  of  David's  mighty 
men  (2  Sam.  xxiii.  29;  1  Chr.  xi.  30). 

3.  (Accurately  Baana,  W3]?2  :  Baavi.;  [Alex. 
Boavas:]  Banna),  son  of  Ilushai,  Solomon's  com- 
missariat officer  in  Asher  (1  K.  iv.  16). 
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4.  A  man  who  accompanied  Zerubbabel  on  hii 
return  from  the  captivity  (Ezr.  ii.  2;  Neh.  vii.  7). 
Possibly  the  same  person  is  intended  in  Neh.  x.  27. 
[Baana,  3.] 

BAANI'AS  {Bavalas;  [Vat.  M.]  Alex.  Bav- 
vaias;  [Wechel  BcMvalas']  Bofinas).  Benaiah, 
of  the  sons  of  Pharosh  (1  Esdr.  ix.  26 ;  comp.  Ezr. 
X.  25). 

BA'ARA  (W^S?  [bmtish]:  BaaSd;  [Vat. 
I/3oo5o;]  Alex.  Boapa:  Bara),  one  of  the  wives 
of  Shaharaim,  a  descendant  of  Beryamin  (1  Chr. 
viii.  8). 

BAASE'IAH  [4  syl.]  (n;!B?r2  {vxn-Tc  of 
.Tehorah]:  Baaala;  [Vat.  Maaeroi:]  Basaia),  a 
Gershonite  Ixvite,  one  of  the  forefathers  of  Asaph 
the  singer  (1  Chr.  vi.  40  [25]). 

BA'ASHA  (St»372  [in  some  eds.  Str3?2]: 
Baaffo;  Joseph.  Bocoj'rjs  :  Baasa),  third  sove- 
reign of  the  separate  kingdom  of  Israel,  and  the 
founder  of  its  second  djTiasty.  The  name,  accord- 
ing to  Gesenius,  is  from  a  root  to  he  wicked,  but 
this  would  seem  impossible  unless  it  has  been  al- 
tered [Abu ah],  and  Calmet  suggests  that  it  may 

mean  in  the  worh,  from  S  in,  and  Htt?^  to  malce, 

or  he  who  seeks  n^2  and  lays  waste  HStt'. 
Baasha  was  son  of  Ahijah  of  the  tribe  of  Issachar, 
and  conspired  against  King  Nadab,  son  of  Jero- 
Iwani,  when  he  was  besieging  the  Philistine  town 
of  Gibbethon,  and  killed  him  with  his  whole  family. 
He  appears  to  have  been  of  humble  origin,  as  the 
prophet  Jehu  speaks  of  him  as  having  been  "  ex- 
alted out  of  the  dust"  (1  K.  xvi.  2).  In  matters 
of  religion  his  reign  was  no  improvement  on  that 
of  Jerolwam ;  he  equally  forgot  his  position  as  king 
of  the  nation  of  God's  election,  and  was  chiefly 
remarkable  for  his  persevering  hostility  to  Judah. 
It  was  probably  in  the  13th  year  of  his  reign  [Asa] 
that  he  made  war  on  its  king  Asa,  and  began  U> 
fortify  Ramah  as  an  iiriT(lxt<rixa  against  it.  He 
was  defeated  by  the  unexpected  alliance  of  Asa  with 
Benhadad  I.  of  Damascus,  who  had  previously  been 
friendly  to  Baasha.  Benhadad  took  several  towns 
in  the  N.  of  Israel,  and  conquered  lands  belongmg 
to  it  near  the  sources  of  Jordan.  Baasha  died  in 
the  24th  year  of  his  reign,  and  was  honorably  bu- 
ried in  the  beautiful  city  of  Tirzah  (Cant.  vi.  4), 
which  he  had  made  his  capital.  The  dates  of  his 
accession  and  death  according  to  Cfinton  {F.  H.  i. 
321)  are  b.  c.  953  and  b.  c.  931  (1  K.  xv.  27,  xvi. 
7;  2  Chr.  xvi.  1-6).  G.  E.  L.  C. 

*  Fiirst  derives  the  name  from  an  obsolete  root 
(existing  in  Arabic)  =  rrt/or,  boldness.  H. 

BA'BEL,  BAB'YLON,  Ac.  (^3^:  Ba/3- 
vXd>v  ■■  [Babel,  Babyl<m] )  is  properly  the  capital  city 
of  the  country  which  is  called  in  Genesis  Hhinar 
(I3?3t^)  and  in  the  later  Scriptures  Chaldwa,  or 
the  land  of  the  Chalda>ans :  (D'^^t?'?  )•    The  name 

is  connected  in  Genesis  with  the  Hebrew  root  ^72, 
"  confitndere,''  "  l)ecause  the  I>ord  did  there  con- 
found the  language  of  all  the  earth  "  (Gen.  xi.  9); 
but  the  native  etvmology  is  Bab-il,  "  the  gate  of 
the  Kod  y/,"  or  jieriiaps  more  simply  "  the  gate  of 
God:  "  and  this  no  doubt  was  the  origin-il  inten- 
tion of  the  a])i)ellRtion  as  given  by  Nimrod,  though 
the  other  sense  came  to  l>e  attached  to  it  after  the 
confusion  of  tongues.     Probably  a  temple  was  the 


BABEL,  BABYLON 

first  building  raised  by  the  primitive  nomads,  and 
in  the  gate  of  this  temple  justice  would  be  adminis- 
tered in  early  times  (comp.  2  Sam.  xix.  8),  after 
which  houses  would  grow  up  about  the  gate,  and 
in  this  way  the  name  would  readily  pass  from  the 
actual  portal  of  the  temple  to  the  settlement.  Ac- 
cording to  the  traditions  which  the  Greeks  derived 
from  the  Habylonians  in  Alexander's  age  the  city 
was  originally  built  about  the  year  B.  c.  22-iO. 
The  architectural  remains  discovered  in  southern 
Babylonia,  taken  in  conjunction  with  the  monu- 
mental records,  seem  to  indicate  that  it  was  not  at 
first  the  capital,  nor,  indeed,  a  town  of  very  great 
importance.  It  proljably  owed  its  jMsition  at  the 
head  of  Ximrod's  cities  (Gen.  x.  10)  to  the  power 
and  preeminence  whereto  it  afterwards  attained 
rather  than  to  any  original  superiority  that  it  could 
boast  over  the  places  coupled  with  it.  A'rech,  Ur, 
and  Ellascir,  appear  to  have  been  all  more  ancient 
than  Babylon,  and  were  capiUil  cities  when  Buijil 
was  a  provincial  village.  The  first  rise  of  the 
Chaldsean  power  was  in  the  region  close  upon  the 
Persian  Gulf,  as  Berosus  indicated  by  his  fish-god 
Cannes,  who  brought  the  Babylonians  civilization 
and  the  arts  out  of  the  sea  (ap.  Syncell.  p.  28,  B.). 
Thence  the  nation  spread  northwards  up  the  course 
of  the  rivers,  and  the  seat  of  government  moved  in 
the  same  direction,  being  finally  fi.xed  at  Baby- 
lon, perhaps  not  earlier  than  about  u.  c.  1700. 

1.  Topography  of  Bnbyhn — Ancient  descrip- 
tions of  the  city.  —  The  descriptions  of  Babylon 
which  have  come  down  to  us  in  classical  writers 
are  derived  chiefly  from  two  sources,  the  works  of 
Herodotus  and  of  Ctesias.  These  authors  were 
both  of  them  eye-witnesses  of  the  glories  of  Baby- 
lon—  not,  indeed,  at  their  highest  point,  but  be- 
fore tliey  had  greatly  declined  —  and  left  accounts 
of  tlie  city  and  its  chief  buildings,  which  the  his- 
torians and  geographers  of  later  times  were,  for  the 
most  part,  content  to  copy.  The  description  of 
Herodotus  is  familiar  to  most  persons.  According 
to  this,  tlie  city,  which  was  built  on  both  sides  of 
the  Euphrates,  formed  a  vast  square,  inclosed  with- 
in a  double  line  of  high  walls,  the  extent  of  the 
outer  circuit  being  480  stades,  or  about  56  miles. 
The  entire  area  included  would  thus  have  been 
about  200  square  miles.  Herodotus  appears  to  im- 
ply that  this  whole  space  was  covered  with  houses, 
which,  he  observes,  were  frequently  three  or  four 
stories  high.  They  were  laid  out  in  straight  streets 
crossing  each  other  at  right  angles,  the  cross  streets 
leading  to  the  Euphrates  being  closed  at  the  river 
end  with  brazen  gates,  which  allowed  or  prevented 
access  to  the  quays  wherewith  the  banks  of  the  Eu- 
phrates were  lined  along  its  whole  course  through 
the  city.  In  each  di\ision  of  the  town,  Herodotus 
says,  there  was  a  fortress  or  stronghold,  consisting 
in  the  one  case  of  the  royal  palace,  in  the  other  of 
the  great  temple  .  f  Belu^.  This  last  wa.s  a  species 
of  pjTamid,  composed  of  eight  square  towers  placed 
one  above  the  other,  the  dimensions  of  the  basement 
tower  being  a  stade  —  or  above  200  yards  —  each 
way.  The  height  of  the  temple  is  not  mentioned 
by  Herodotus.  A.  winding  ascent,  which  passed 
round  all  the  towers,  led  to  the  summit,  on  which 
was  placed  a  spacious  ark  or  chapel,  containing  no 
statue,  but  regarded  by  ttie  natives  as  the  habitation 
of  the  god.  ITie  temple  stood  in  a  sacred  precinct 
two  stades  (or  400  yards)  square,  which  contained 
two  altars  for  burnt^jfrerings  and  a  sacred  ark  or 
chapel,  wherein  was  the  golden  image  of  Bel.  The 
two  portions  of  the  city  were  united  by  a  bridge. 
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comjwsed  of  a  series  of  stone  piers  with  movable 
pLatforms  of  wood  stretching  from  one  pier  to 
another.  Such  are  the  chief  features  of  the  de- 
scription left  us  by  Herodotus  (i.  178-18G). 

According  to  Ctesias  (ap.  Diod.  Sic.  ii.  7,  ff) 
the  circuit  of  the  city  was  not  480  but  300  stades  — 
which  is  a  Uttle  under  42  miles.  It  lay,  he  says,  on 
both  sides  of  the  Euphrates,  and  the  two  parts 
were  connected  together  by  a  stone  bridge  five 
stades  (above  1000  yards)  long,  and  30  feet  broad, 
of  the  kind  described  by  Herodotus.  At  either  ex- 
tremity of  the  bridge  was  a  royal  palace,  that  in  the 
eastern  city  bemg  the  more  magnificent  of  the  two. 
It  was  defended  by  a  triple  enceinte^  the  outer- 
most 60  stades,  or  7  miles  round ;  the  second,  which 
was  circular,  46  stades,  or  4^  miles;  and  the  third 
20  stades.  or  2;^  miles.  The  height  of  the  second 
or  middle  wall  was  300  feet,  and  its  towers  were  420 
feet.  The  elevation  of  the  innermost  circuit  wa-s 
even  greater  than  this.  Tlie  walls  of  both  the  second 
and  the  third  inclosure  were  made  of  colored  brick, 
and  represented  hunting  scenes  —  the  chase  of  the 
leopard  and  the  lion  — with  figures,  male  and  fe- 
male, regarded  by  Ctesias  as  those  of  Ninus  and 
Semiramis.  The  other  palace  was  inferior  both  in 
size  and  magnificence.  It  was  inclosed  within  a 
single  enceinte,  30  stades,  or  3  J  miles  in  circum- 
ference, and  contained  representations  of  hunting 
and  battle  scenes  as  well  as  statues  in  bronze,  said 
to  be  those  of  Ninus,  Semiramis,  and  Jupiter 
Belus.  The  two  palaces  were  joined,  not  only  by 
the  bridge,  but  by  a  tunnel  under  the  river !  Ctesias's 
account  of  the  temple  of  Belus  has  not  come  down 
to  us.  We  may  gather  however,  that  he  repre- 
sented its  general  cliaracter  in  much  the  same  way 
as  Herodotus,  but  spoke  of  it  as  surmounted  by 
three  statues,  one  of  Bel,  40  feet  high,  another  of 
Rhea,  and  a  third  of  Juno  or  Beltis.  He  seems 
further  to  have  described  elaborately  the  famous 
"  hanging  gardens  "  of  Nebuchadnezzar  (Diod.  Sic. 
ii.  10)  but  the  description,  a.s  reported  by  Diodorus, 
is  not  very  intelligible.  It  appears  that  they  were 
a  square  of  400  feet  each  way,  and  rose  in  terraces, 
the  topmost  terrace  being  planted  with  trees  of  all 
kinds,  which  grew  to  a  great  size. 

In  examining  the  truth  of  these  d&scriptions,  we 
shall  most  conveniently  commence  from  the  outer 
circuit  of  the  to^vn.  All  the  ancient  writers  appear 
to  agree  in  the  fact  of  a  district  of  vast  size,  more 
or  less  inhabited,  having  been  inclosed  within  lofty 
walls,  and  included  under  the  name  of  Babylon. 
With  respect  to  the  exact  extent  of  the  circuit  they 
differ.  The  estimate  of  Herodotus  and  of  Pliny  (//. 
.V.  vi.  26)  is  480  stades,  of  Strabo  (xvi.  i,  §  5)  385, 
of  Q.  Curtius  (v.  1  §  26)  368,  of  Clitarchus  (ap. 
Diod.  Sic.  ii.  7)  365,  and  of  Ctesias  (ap.  eund.) 
360  stades.  It  is  evident  that  here  we  have  merely 
the  moderate  variations  to  be  expected  in  indejiend- 
ent  measurements,  except  in  the  first  of  the  num- 
bers. Settuig  this  aside,  the  diflference  l^etween 
the  greatest  and  the  least  of  the  estimates  is  little 
more  than  ^  per  cent."  With  this  near  agreement  on 
the  part  of  so  many  authors,  it  is  the  more  sur- 
prising that  in  the  remaining  case  we  should  find 
the  great  difference  of  one  third  more,  or  33  ]  per 
cent.  Perhaps  the  true  explanation  is  that  Herod- 
otus spoke  of  the  outer  wall,  which  could  be  traced 

«  If  tile  estimate  of  Ctesias  be  regarded  as  100, 
that  of  Clitiirchus  will  be   .  .   .  100-1923 

"         Q.  Curtius 100-2 

»         Strabo 100-694;  but 

"         Herodotus .'  laS'S 
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in  his  time,  while  the  later  writers,  who  never 
s\>eak  of  an  inner  and  an  outer  barrier,  give  the  meas- 
urement of  Herodotus's  iimer  wall,  which  may  have 
abne  remained  in  their  day.  This  is  the  opinion 
of  M.  Oppert,  who  even  believes  that  he  has  found 
traces  of  both  inclosures,  showing  them  to  have 
been  really  of  the  size  ascribed  to  them.  This  con- 
clusion is  at  present  disputed,  and  it  is  the  more  I  tlie  breadth  of  the  other  being  specially  noticed  (Jer. 
general  belief  of  those  who  have  examined  the  ruins   li.  58;  comp.  1.  15,  and  li.  53). 
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According  to  Ctesias  the  wall  was  strengthened 
with  250  towers,  irregularly  disposed,  to  guard 
the  weakest  parts  (Diod.  Sic.  ii.  7);  and  according 
to  Herodotus  it  was  pierced  with  a  hundred  gates, 
which  were  made  of  brass,  with  brazen  lintels  and 
side-posts  (i.  179).  The  gates  and  walls  are  alike 
mentioned  in  Scripture,  the  height  of  the  one  and 


with  attention  that  no  vestiges  of  the  ancient  walls 
are  to  be  found,  or  at  least,  that  none  have  as  yet 
been  discovered.  Still  it  is  impossible  to  doubt 
that  a  hne  of  wall  inclosing  an  enormous  area  orig- 
inally existed.  The  testimony  to  this  eftect  is  too 
strong  to  be  set  aside,  and  the  disappearance  of 
the  wall  is  easily  accounted  for,  either  by  the  con- 
stant quarrying,  which  would  naturally  have  com- 
menced with  it  (Kich,  First  Mem.  p.  44),  or  by 
the  subsidence  of  the  bulwark  into  the  moat  from 
which  it  was  raised.  Taking  the  lowest  estimate 
of  the  extent  of  the  circuit,  we  shall  have  for  the 
sp.ice  witliin  the  rampart  an  area  of  above  100 
square  mUes ;  nearly  five  times  the  size  of  Ixindon ! 


Herodotus  and  Ctesias  both  relate  that  the  banks 
of  the  river  as  it  flowed  through  the  city  were  on 
each  side  ornamented  with  quays.  The  stream  has 
probably  often  changed  its  course  since  the  time  of 
Babylonian  greatness,  but  some  remains  of  a  quay  or 
embankment  (E)  on  the  eastern  side  of  the  stream 
still  exist,  upon  the  bricks  of  which  is  read  the 
name  of  the  last  king.  The  two  writers  also  agree 
as  to  the  existence  of  a  bridge,  and  describe  it  very 
similarly.  Perhaps  a  remarkable  mound  (K)  which 
interrupts  the  long  flat  valley  —  evidently  the  an- 
cient course  o<"  the  river  —  closing  in  the  principal 
ruins  on  the  west,  may  be  a  trace  of  this  structm-e. 

2.  Present  stale,  of  the  Ruins. —  IMore  seeking 


LA] 


It  is  evident  that  this  vast  space  cannot  have  been  |  to  identify  the  principal  buildings  of  ancient  Daby- 
entirely  covered  with  houses.  Diodorus  con- 
fesses (ii.  9,  ml  Jin.)  that  but  a  small  part  of 
the  enclosure  was  inhabited  in  his  own  day, 
and  Q.  Curtius  (v.  i.  §  27)  says  that  as 
much  as  nine-tenths  consisted,  even  in  the 
most  flourishing  times,  of  gardens,  parks, 
paradises,  fields,  and  orchards. 

With  regard  to  the  height  and  breadth 
of  the  walls  there  is  nearly  as  much  differ- 
ence of  statement  as  with  regard  to  their 
extent.  Herodotus  makes  the  height  200 
royal  cubits,  or  337 J  feet;  Ctesias  50  fathoms, 
or"  300  feet ;  Pliny  and  Solinus  200  royal 
feet ;  Strabo  50  cubits,  or  75  feet.  Here 
there  is  less  appearance  of  inde])endent  meas- 
urements than  in  the  estimates  of  length.  ITie 
two  original  statements  seem  to  be  those  of 
Herotlotus  and  Ctesias,  which  only  differ  ac- 
cidentally, the  latter  having  omitted  to  notice 
that  the  -royal  scale  was  used.  The  later 
writers  do  not  possess  fresh  data ;  they  merely 
soften  down  what  seems  to  them  an  exaggera- 
tion —  I'liny  and  SoUmis  ch.anging  the  culiits 
of  Heroflotus  into  feet,  and  Stral)0  the  fathoms 
of  Ctesias  into  cubits.  We  are  forced  then 
to  fall  back  on  the  earlier  authorities,  who 
are  also  the  only  eye-witnesses ;  and  surpris- 
ing as  it  seems,  jjcrhaps  we  must  believe  the 
statement,  that  the  vast  inclosed  space  above 
mentioned  was  surrounded  by  walls  which,v 
have  well  been  termed  "  artificial  mountains,"  O 
being  nearly  the  height  of  the  dome  of  St. 
Paul's!  (See  Grote's  Greece,  vol.  iii.  p.  397, 
and,  on  the  other  side,  Mure's  Lit.  of  Greece ; 
vol.  iv.  p.  546.)  The  nuned  wall  of  Nineveh 
wiis,  it  nmst  be  remembered,  in  Xenophon's 
time  150  feet  high  (Anab.  iii.  4,  §  10), 
and  another  wall  which  he  passed  in  Mesopo- 
tamia was  100  feet  (ibid.  ii.  4,  §  12). 

The  estimates  for  the  thickness  of  the 
wall  are  the  following:  —  Herodotus,  50  royal 
cubits,  or  nearly  85  feet ;  Pliny  and  Solinus 
50  royal,  or  about  GO  common  feet;  and  Stral)0,  wu  with  the  ruins  near  llillah,  which  are  univer- 
32  feet.  Here  again  Pliny  and  Solinus  have  merely  ;  sally  admitted  to  mark  the  site,  it  is  necessary  to 
softened  down  Tlerodotus;  Strabo,  however,  has  a  i  give  an  account  of  their  present  character  and  con- 
new  number.  This  may  belong  proi)erly  to  the  in-  '  dition,  which  tlie  accompanying  plan  will  illustrate. 
ner  wall,  which,  Herodotus  remarks  (i.  181),  was  of  .  Al)out  five  miles  alwve  J/ilhh,  on  tlie  oi)posite 
less  thickness  than  the  outer.  '  or  left  bank  of  the  Euphrates,  occur  a  series  of 
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irtificial  mounds  of  enormous  size,  which  have 
l:een  recoo;nized  in  all  ages  as  probably  indicatiuf; 
the  site  of  the  capital  of  southern  Jlesopotamia. 
They  consist  chiefly  of  "  three  great  masses  of 
building  —  the  higli  pile  of  unbaked  brickwork 
called  by  Rich  '  Mujellibe,'  but  which  is  known  to 
the  Arabs  as  ^  Babil '  (A);  the  building  denomi- 
nated the  '  Ktisr '  or  palace  (B) ;  and  a  lofty  mound 
(C),  upon  which  stands  the  modern  tomb  of  Atii- 
rdm-ibn- AV) "  (lyjftus's  Cliakliea,p.  17).  Besides 
these  principal  masses  the  most  remarkable  features 
are  two  parallel  lines  of  rampart  (F  F)  bounding 
the  chief  riiins  on  the  east,  some  similar  but  infe- 
rior remains  on  the  north  and  west  (I  I  and  H), 
an  embankment  along  the  river-side  (E),  a  remark- 
able isolated  heap  (K)  in  the  middle  of  a  long  val- 
ley, which  seems  to  have  been  the  ancient  bed  of 
the  stream,  and  two  long  lines  of  rampart  (G  G) 
meeting  at  a  right  angle,  and  with  the  river  form- 
ing an  irregular  triangle,  within  which  all  the  ruins 
on  this  side  (except  Babil)  are  inclosed.  On  the 
west,  or  right  bank,  the  remains  are  very  slight 
and  scanty.  There  is  the  apjiearance  of  an  inclos- 
ure,  and  of  a  building  of  moderate  size  within  it 
(D),  nearly  opposite  the  great  mound  of  Amram ; 
but  otherwise,  unless  at  a  long  distance  from  the 
stream,  this  side  of  the  Euphrates  is  absolutely 
bare  of  ruins. 

Scattered  over  the  country  on  both  sides  of  the 
Euphrates,  and  reducible  to  no  regular  plan,  are  a 
number  of  remarkable  mounds,  usually  standing 
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Portions  of  Ancient  Babylon  distinguishable  in  the 
present  Ruias. 


single,  which  are  plainly  of  the  same  date  with  the 
great  mass  of  ruins  upon  the  river-bank.  Of  these, 
by  far  the  most  striking  is  the  vast  ruin  called  the 
Birs-Nimrucl,  which  many  regard  as  the  tower  of 
Bal)el,  situated  about  six  miles  to  the  S.  W.  of 
Hillah,  and  almost  that  distance  from  the  Eu- 
phrates at  the  nearest  point.  This  is  a  pjTamid- 
ical  mound,  crowned  apparently  by  the  ruins  of  a 
tower,  rising  to  the  height  of  153  J^  feet  above  the 
level  of  the  plain,  and  in  circumference  somewhat 
more  than  2000  feet.  As  a  complete  description 
of  it  is  given  under  the  next  article  [Bauel,  Tow- 
er of]  no  more  need  be  said  of  it  here.  There 
is  sufficient  reason  to  believe  from  the  inscriptions 
discovered  on  the  spot,  and  from  other  documents 
of  the  time  of  Nebuchadnezzar,  that  it  marks  the 
site  of  Borsippa,  and  was  thus  entirely  beyond  the 
limits  of  Babylon  (Beros.  Fr.  14). 

3.  Identijicotion  of  sites.  —  On  comparing  the 
existing  ruins  with  the  accounts  of  the  ancient 
writers,  the  great  difficulty  which  meets  us  is  the 
position  of  the  remains  almost  exclusively  on  the 
left  bank  of  the  river.  All  the  old  accounts  agree 
in  representing  the  Euphrates  as  running  through 
the  town,  and  the  principal  buildings  as  placed  on 
the  opposite  sides  of  the  stream.  In  explaiaation 
of  this  difficulty  it  has  been  urged,  on  the  one 
hand,  that  the  F^uphrates  having  a  tendency  to  run 
oft"  to  the  right  has  obliterated  all  traee  of  the  build- 
ings in  this  direction  (I^yard's  Nin.  und  Bab.  p. 
49-3);  on  the  other,  that  by  a  due  extension  of  the 
area  of  Babylon  it  may  be  made  to  include  the 
Birs-Nimnul,  and  that  thus  the  chief  existing  re- 
mains will  really  lie  on  the  opposite  banks  of  the 
river  (Rich,  Secmul  Memoir,  p.  32;  Ker  Porter, 
Travek,  ii.  383).  But  the  identification  of  the 
Birs  with  Borsippa  completely  disposes  of  this  Lat- 
ter theory;  while  the  former  is  unsatisfactory,  since 
we  can  scarcely  suppose  the  abrasion  of  the  river 
to  have  entirely  removed  all  trace  of  such  gigantic 
builduigs  as  those  which  the  ancient  writers  de- 
scribe. Perhaps  the  most  probable  solution  is  to 
be  found  in  the  fact  that  a  large  canal  (called  She- 
hil)  intervened  in  ancient  times  between  the  Kasr 
mound  (B)  and  the  ruin  now  called  Babil  (A), 
which  maj-  easily  have  been  confounded  bj'  Herod- 
otus with  the  main  stream.  This  would  have  had 
the  two  principal  buildings  upon  opposite  sides; 
while  the  real  river,  which  ran  down  the  long  val- 
ley to  the  west  of  the  Kasr  and  Amrdm  mounds, 
would  also  have  separated  (as  Ctesias  related)  be- 
tween the  greater  and  the  lesser  palace.  If  this 
explanation  tje  accepted  as  probable,  we  may  iden- 
tify the  principal  ruins  as  follows :  —  1.  The  great 
mound  of  Babil  will  be  the  ancient  temple  of  Belus. 
It  is  an  oblong  mass,  composed  chiefly  of  unbaked 
brick,  rising  from  the  plain  to  the  height  of  140 
feet,  flattish  at  the  top,  in  length  about  200  and  in 
breadth  about  140  yards.  This  oblong  shape  is 
common  to  the  temples,  or  ratlier  temple-towers, 
of  lower  Babylonia,  which  seem  to  have  liad  nearly 
the  same  proportions.  It  was  originally  coated  with 
fine  burnt  brick  laid  in  an  excellent  mortar,  as  waa 
proved  by  Mr.  I^yard  {Nin.  and  Bab.  pp.  503-.5): 
and  was  no  doubt  built  in  stages,  most  of  which 
have  crumbled  down,  but  which  may  still  be  in 
part  concealed  under  the  rubbish.  The  statement 
of  Berosus  (Fr.  14),  that  it  was  rebuilt  by  Nebu- 
chadnezzar, is  confirmed  by  the  fact  that  all  the 
inscribed  bricks  which  have  been  found  in  it  bear 
the  name  of  that  kuig.  It  formed  the  tower  of 
the  temple,  and  was  surmounted  by  a  chapel,  but 
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the  main  shrine,  the  altars,  and  no  doubt  the  res- 
idences of  the  priests,  were  at  the  foot,  in  a  sacred 
precinct.  2.  The  mound  of  the  Kasr  will  mark 
the  site  of  the  great  Palace  of  Nebuchadnezzar. 
It  is  an  irregular  square  of  about  700  j'ards  each 
way,  .and  may  be  regarded  as  chiefly  formed  of  the 
old  palace-platform  (resembling  those  at  Nineveh, 
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1  Susa,  and  elsewhere),  ujwn  which  are  still  standing 
i  certain  portions  of  the  ancient  residence  whereto 
the  name  of  "A'rt,?/- "  or  "  Palace "  especially  at- 
taches. The  walls  are  coniyjosed  of  burnt  bricks 
!  of  a  pale  yellow  color  and  of  excellent  quality,  bound 
]  together  by  a  fine  lime  cement,  and  stamped  with 
the  name  and  titles  of  Nebuchadnezzar.      They 


View  of  liaMK  tVi.iii  tlie  West. 


'*  contain  traces  of  architectural  ornament  —  piers, 
buttresses,  pilasters,  &c."  (I>ayard,  p.  506 ) ;  and  in 
the  rubbish  at  their  base  have  been  found  slabs 
inscribed  by  Nebuchadnezzar  and  containing  an 
account  of  the  building  of  the  alifice,  as  well  as  a 
few  sculptured  frairments  and  many  pieces  of  enam- 
elled brick  of  brilliant  hues.     On  these  last  por- 


tions of  figures  are  traceable,  recalling  the  state- 
ments of  Ctesias  (ap.  Diod.  Sic.)  that  the  brick 
w.alls  of  the  palace  were  colored  and  represented 
hunting-scenes.  No  plan  of  the  palace  is  to  be 
made  out  from  the  existing  remains,  which  are 
tossed  in  apparent  confusion  on  the  highest  point 
of  the  mound.    3.  The  mound  of  Amrdm  is  thought 
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oy  M.  Oppert  to  represent  the  "  hanging  gardens  " 
of  Nebuchadnezzar;  but  this  conjecture  does  not 
seem  to  be  a  very  happy  one.  The  mound  is  com- 
posed of  poorer  materials  than  the  edifices  of  that 
prince,  and  has  furnished  no  bricks  containing  his 
name.  Again,  it  is  far  too  large  for  the  hanging- 
gardens,  which  are  said  to  have  been  only  400  feet, 
each  way.  The  Amrdm  mound  is  described  by 
Rich  as  an  irregular  parallelogram,  1100  yards  long 
by  800  broad,  and  by  Ker  Porter  as  a  triangle,  tlie 
sides  of  which  are  respectively  1400,  1100,  and  850 
feet.  Its  dimensions  therefore  very  greatly  exceed 
those  of  the  curious  structure  with  which  it  has 
been  identified.     Most  probably  it  represents  the 
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ancient  palace,  coeval  with  Babylon  itself,  of  n'hicb 
Nebuchadnezzar  speaks  in  his  inscriptions  as  ad- 
joining his  own  more  magnificent  residence.  It  is 
the  only  part  of  the  ruins  from  which  bricks  have 
been  derived  containing  the  names  of  kings  earlier 
than  Nebuchadnezzar;  and  is  therefore  entitled  to 
be  considered  the  most  ancient  of  the  existing  re- 
mains. 4.  The  ruins  marked  DD  on  either  side 
of  the  Euphrates,  together  with  all  the  other  remains 
on  the  right  bank,  may  be  considered  to  represent 
the  lesser  Palace  of  Ctesias,  which  is  said  to  have 
been  connected  with  the  greater  by  a  bridge  across 
the  river,  as  well  as  by  a  tunnel  under  the  channel 
of  the  stream  ( !).    The  old  course  of  the  Euphrates 
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Chart  of  the  country  round  Babylon,  with  limits  of  the  ancient  City,  according  to  Oppert. 


seems  to  have  been  a  little  east  of  the  present  one, 
passing  between  the  two  ridges  marked  1 1,  and 
then  closely  skirting  the  mound  of  Amrdm,  so  as 
to  have  both  the  ruins  marked  D  upon  its  right 
bank.  These  ruins  are  of  the  same  date  and  style. 
Tlie  bricks  of  that  on  the  left  bank  bear  the  name 
of  Neriglissar;  and  there  can  be  Uttle  doubt  that 
this  ruin,  together  with  those  on  the  opposite  side 
of  the  stream,  are  the  remains  of  a  palace  built  by 
him.  Perhaps  (as  already  remarked)  the  mound  K 
may  be  a  renmant  of  the  ancient  bridge.  5.  The 
two  long  parallel  lines  of  embankment  on  the  east 
(F  F  in  the  plan)  which  form  so  striking  a  feature 
'ra  the  remains  as  represented  by  Porter  and  Rich, 


but  which  are  ignored  by  M.  Oppert,  may  either 
be  the  lines  of  an  outer  and  inner  inclosure,  of 
which  Nebuchadnezzar  speaks  as  defenses  of  hia 
palace;  or  they  may  represent  the  embankments 
of  an  enormous  reservoir,  which  is  often  mentioned 
by  that  monarch  as  adjoining  his  palace  towards 
the  east.  6.  The  embankment  (E)  is  composed  of 
bricks  marked  with  the  name  of  I^bynetus  or  Na- 
bunit,  and  is  undoubtedly  a  portion  of  the  work 
which  Berosus  ascribes  to  the  last  king  (F7:  14). 

The  most  remarkable  fact  connected  with  the 
magnificence  of  Babylon,  is  the  poorness  of  the  ma- 
terial with  which  such  wonderful  results  were  pro- 
1  duced.      The  whole  country,  being  alluvial,   was 
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entirely  destitute  of  stone,  and  even  wood  was 
scarce  and  of  bad  quality,  being  only  yielded  by 
the  palm-groves  which  fringed  the  courses  of  the 
canals  and  rivers.  In  default  of  these,  the  ordi- 
nary materials  for  ))uilding,  recourse  was  had  to 
the  soil  of  the  country  —  in  many  parts  an  excel- 
lent clay  —  and  with  bricks  made  from  this,  either 
sun-dried  or  baked,  the  vast  structures  were  raised, 
which,  when  they  stood  in  their  integrity,  provoked 
comparison  with  the  pyramids  of  Egypt,  and  which 
even  in  their  decay  excite  the  astonishment  of  the 
traveller.  A  modem  WTiter  has  noticed  as  the  true 
secret  of  the  extraordinary  results  produced,  "  the 
unbounded  command  of  naked  human  strength '" 
which  the  Babylonian  monarchs  had  at  their  dis- 
posal (Grote's  Hist,  of  Greece,  vol.  iii.  p.  401);  but 
this  alone  will  not  account  for  the  phenomena,  and 
we  must  give  the  Babylonians  credit  for  a  genius 
and  a  grandeur  of  conception  rarely  surpassed,  which 
led  them  to  employ  the  labor  whereof  they  had  the 
command  in  works  of  so  imposing  a  character. 
With  only  "brick  for  stone,"  and  at  iirst  only 

"slime  (~1ttP)  for  mortar"  (Gen.  xi.  3),  they 
constructed  edifices  of  so  vast  a  size  that  they  stiU 
remain  at  the  present  day  among  the  most  enor- 
mous ruins  in  the  world,  impressing  the  beholder  at 
once  with  awe  and  admiration. 

4.  Histwy  of  Babylon.  —  The  history  of  Babylon 
mounts  up  to  a  time  not  very  much  later  than  the 
Flood.  The  native  historian  seems  to  have  pos- 
sessed authentic  records  of  his  country  for  above 
2000  years  before  the  conquest  by  Alexander  (Be- 
ros.  Fr.  11 ) ;  and  Scripture  represents  the  "  begin- 
ning of  the  kingdom  "  as  belonging  to  the  time 
of  Nimrod,  the  grandson  of  Ham  and  the  great- 
grandson  of  Noah  (Gen.  x.  6-10).  Of  Nimrod  no 
trace  has  been  found  in  the  Babjionian  remains, 
unless  he  is  identical  with  the  god  Bel  of  the  Baby- 
lonian Pantheon,  and  so  with  the  Greek  Belus,  the 
hero-founder  of  the  city.  This  identity  is  possible, 
and  at  any  rate  the  most  ancient  inscriptions  appear 
to  show  that  the  primitive  inhabitants  of  the  coun- 
try were  reaUy  C'ushite,  i.  e.  identical  in  race  with 
the  early  inhabitants  of  Southern  Arabia  and  of 
Ethiopia.  The  seat  of  government  at  this  early 
time  was,  as  has  been  stated,  in  lower  Babylonia, 
Erech  ( Warka)  and  Ur  {Muyheir)  being  the  cap- 
itals, and  Babylon  (if  built)  being  a  place  of  no 
consequence.      The    country   was    called    Shiniir 

("n^5^^)>  and  the  people  the  Akkadim  (comp. 
Accad  of  GJen.  x.  10).  Of  the  art  of  this  period 
we  have  specimens  in  the  ruins  of  Muyheir  and 
Warka,  the  remains  of  which  date  from  at  least 
the  20th  century  before  our  era.  We  find  the  use 
of  kiln-baked  as  well  as  of  sun-<lried  bricks  already 
begun ;  we  find  writing  practiced,  for  the  bricks  are 
stamped  with  the  names  and  titles  of  the  kings ; 
we  find  buttresses  employed  to  support  buildings, 
and  we  have  probable  indications  of  the  system  of 
erectiiig  lofty  buildings  in  stages.  On  the  other 
hand,  mortar  is  unknown,  and  the  bricks  are  laid 
either  in  clay  or  in  bitumen  (comp.  Gen.  xi.  3); 
they  are  rudely  moulded,  and  of  various  shapes  and 
sizes ;  sun-dried  bricks  predominate,  and  some  large 
buildings  are  composed  entirely  of  them ;  in  these 
reed-matting  occurs  at  intervals,  apparently  used  to 
protect  the  mass  from  disintegration,  llicre  is  no 
trace  of  ornament  in  the  erections  of  this  date, 
which  were  imposing  merely  by  their  size  and  so- 
lidity. 
The  first  important  change  which  we  are  able  to 
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trace  in  the  external  condition  of  Babylon,  is  its 
subjection,  at  a  time  anterior  to  Abraham,  by  the 
neighboring  kuigdom  of  Elam  or  Susiana.  Berosus 
spoke  of  a  first  Chaldsean  dynasty  consisting  of 
eleven  kings,  whom  he  probably  represented  as 
reigning  from  b.  c.  2234  to  n.  c.  1976.  At  the 
last  mentioned  date  he  said  there  was  a  change, 
and  a  new  dynasty  succeeded,  consisting  of  49 
kings,  who  reigned  458  years  (from  b.  c.  1976  to 
B.  c.  1518).  It  is  thought  that  this  transition  may 
mark  the  invasion  of  Babylonia  from  the  l'2ast,  and 
the  establishment  of  Elamitic  influence  in  the  coun- 
try, under  Chedorlaomer  (Gen.  xiv.),  whose  repre- 
sentative appears  as  a  conqueror  in  the  inscriptions. 
Amraphel,  king  of  Shinar,  and  Arioch,  king  of 
EUasar  (Larsa),  would  be  tributary  princes  whom 
Chedorlaomer  had  subjected,  while  he  himself  may 
have  become  the  founder  of  the  new  dynasty,  which, 
according  to  Berosus,  continued  on  the  throne  for 
above  450  yeai's.  From  this  point  the  history  of 
Babylon  is  almost  a  blank  for  above  twelve  centu- 
ries. Except  in  the  mention  of  the  plundering  of 
Job  by  the  Chaldseans  (Job  i.  17),  and  of  the 
"  goodly  Babylonish  garment "  which  Achan  cov- 
eted (Josh.  vii.  21),  Scripture  is  silent  with  regard 
to  the  Babylonians  from  the  time  of  Abraham  to 
that  of  Hezekiah.  Berosus  covered  this  space  with 
three  dynasties;  one  (which  has  been  ah-eady  men- 
tioned) of  49  ChaJdaean  kings,  who  reigned  458 
years ;  another  of  9  Arab  kings,  who  reigned  245 
years ;  and  a  third  of  49  Assyrian  monarchs,  who 
held  dominion  for  526  years;  but  nothing  beyond 
this  bare  outUne  has  come  down  to  us  on  his  au- 
thority concerning  the  period  in  question.  The 
monumental  records  of  the  country  furnish  a  series 
of  names,  the  reading  of  which  is  very  uncertain, 
which  may  be  arranged  with  a  good  deal  of  proba- 
bility in  chronological  order,  apparently  belonging 
to  the  first  of  these  three  djuasties.  Of  the  second 
no  traces  have  been  hitherto  discovered.  The  third 
would  seem  to  be  identical  with  the  Upper  Dynasty 
of  Assyria,  of  which  some  account  has  been  given 
in  a  former  article  [Assyria].  It  would  appear 
then  as  if  Babylon,  aft«r  having  had  a  nati\  e  Chal- 
daean  dynasty  which  ruled  for  224  years  (Brandis, 
p.  17),  and  a  second  dynasty  of  Elamitic  Chalda-ans 
who  ruled  for  a  further  period  of  458  years,  fell 
wholly  under  Semitic  influence,  becoming  sulyect 
first  to  Arabia  for  two  centuries  and  a  half,  and 
then  to  Assyria  for  above  five  centuries,  and  not 
regaining  even  a  qualified  indei^ndence  till  the  time 
marked  by  the  close  of  the  Upi)er  and  the  formation 
of  the  Lower  Assyrian  empire.  This  is  the  conclu- 
sion which  seems  naturally  to  follow  from  the  ab- 
stract which  is  all  that  we  possess  of  Berosus :  and 
doubtless  it  is  to  a  certain  extent  true.  But  the 
statement  is  too  broad  to  be  exact ;  and  the  mon- 
uments show  that  Babylon  was  at  no  time  absorbed 
into  Assj-ria,  or  even  for  very  many  years  together 
a  submissive  vassal.  Assyria,  which  she  had  col- 
onized durmg  the  time  of  the  second  or  great  Chal- 
da>an  dynasty,  to  which  slie  had  given  Uttei-s  and 
the  arts,  and  which  she  had  held  in  subjection  for 
many  hundred  years,  became  in  her  turn  (about 
B.  c.  1270)  the  predominant  Mesopotimian  power, 
and  the  glory  of  Babylon  in  consequence  suffered 
eclipse.  But  she  had  her  native  kings  during  the 
whole  of  the  AssjTian  period,  and  she  frequently 
contended  with  her  great  neighlwr,  teing  some- 
times even  the  aggressor.  Though  much  sunk 
from  her  former  greatness,  she  continued  to  \>e  the 
second  power  in  Asia;  and  retained  a  vitality  whicli 


I 


BABEL,   BABYLON 

it  a  later  date  enabled  her  to  become  once  more 
the  head  of  an  empire. 

The  line  of  Babylonian  kings  becomes  exactly 
known  to  us  from  the  year  b.  c.  7-47.  An  astro- 
nomical work  of  the  geographer  Ptolemy  has  pre- 
served to  us  a  document,  the  importance  of  which 
for  comparative  clwonology  it  is  scarcely  possible  to 
exaggerate.  The  "  Canon  of  Ptolemy,"  as  it  is 
called,  gives  us  the  succession  of  Babylonian 
monarchs,  with  the  exact  length  of  the  reign  of 
each,  from  the  year  b.  c.  747,  when  Nabona.ssar 
mounted  the  throne,  to  b.  c.  331,  when  the  last 
Persian  king  was  dethroned  by  Alexander.  This 
document,  which  from  its  close  accordance  with  the 
statements  of  Scripture  always  nndicated  to  itself  a 
high  authority  in  the  eyes  of  Christian  chronologers, 
has  recently  been  confinned  in  so  many  points  by 
the  inscriptions  that  its  authentic  character  is  estab- 
lished beyond  all  possibility  of  cavil  or  dispute.  As 
the  basis  of  all  accurate  calculation  for  oriental 
dates  previous  to  Cyrus,  it  seems  proper  to  tran- 
scribe the  earlier  portion  of  it  in  this  place.  [The 
dates  B.  c.  are  added  for  convenience  sake.] 
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Of  Nabonassar,  the  first  king  in  Ptolemy's  list, 
nothing  can  be  said  to  be  known  except  the  fact, 
reported  by  Berosus,  that  he  destroyed  all  the 
annals  of  his  predecessors  for  the  purpose  of  com- 
pelhng  the  Babylonians  to  date  from  himself  (Fr. 
11  a).  It  has  been  conjectured  that  he  was  the 
husband,  or  son,  of  Semiramis,  and  owed  to  her  his 
possession  of  the  throne.  But  of  this  theory  there 
is  at  present  no  proof.  It  rests  mainly  upon  a 
synchronism  obtained  from  Herodotus,  who  makes 
Semiramis  a  Babylonian  queen,  and  places  her  five 
generations  (167  years)  before  Nitocris,  the  mother 
of  the  last  kin*.  The  AssjTian  discoveries  have 
shown  that  there  was  a  Semiramis  about  this  time, 
but  they  furnish  no  evidence  of  her  coimection  with 
Babylon,  which  still  continues  uncertain.  The  im- 
mediate successors  of  Nabonassar  are  still  more 
obscure  than  himself.  Absolutely  nothing  beyond 
the  brief  notation  of  the  Canon  has  reached  us  con- 
cerning Nadius  (or  Nabius),  Chinzinus  (or  Chin- 
zirus)  and  Porus,  or  Elulseus,  who  certainly  cannot 
be  the  TjTian  king  of  that  name  mentioned  by 
Menander  (ap.  Joseph.  Ant.  Jwl.  ix.  14,  §  2). 
Mardocempalus,  on  the  contrary,  is  a  monarch  to 
whom  great  interest  attaches.  He  is  undoubtedly 
the  Merodach-Baladan,  or  Berodach-Baladan  [Me- 


]  kouacii-Bat.ada.n]  of  Scripture,  and  was  a  per- 
sonage of  great  consequence,  reigning  himself  twice, 

i  tlie  first  time  for  12  years,  contemporaneously  with 
the  Assyrian  king  Sai-gon,  and  the  second  time  for 
six  months  only,  during  the  first  year  of  Sen- 
nacherib ;  and  leaving  a  sort  of  hereditary  cLiim  to 
his  sons  and  grandsons,  who  are  found  to  have 
been  engaged  in  hostilities  with  Esar-haddon  and 
his  successor.  His  dealings  with  llezekiah  suf- 
ficiently indicate  the  indei)endent  position  of  Bab}- 
lon  at  this  period,  while  the  uiter&st  which  he  felt 
in  an  astronomical  phenomenon  (2  Chr.  xxxii.  31 ) 
harmonizes  with  the  character  of  a  native  Chalda'an 
king  which  appears  to  belong  to  him.  The  Assyr- 
ian inscriptions  show  that  after  reigning  12  years 
]Merodach-Baladan  wa.s  deprived  of  his  crown  and 
driven  into  banishment  by  Sargon,  who  apj)eai's  to 
have  placed  Arceanus  (his  sonV)  ui»n  the  throne 
as  viceroy,  a  jwsition  which  he  maintained  for  five 
years.  A  time  of  trouble  then  ensued,  estimated 
in  the  Canon  at  two  years,  during  which  various 
pretenders  assumed  the  crown,  among  them  a  cer- 
tain Hagisa,  or  Acises,  who  reigned  Cor  about  a 
month,  and  Merodach-Baladan,  who  held  the  throne 
for  half  a  year  (Polyhist.  ap.  Euseb.).  Sennacherib, 
bent  on  reestablishing  the  influence  of  Assyria  over 
Babylon,  proceeded  against  llerodach-Baladan  (as 
he  infonns  us)  in  his  first  year,  and  having  de- 
throned him,  placed  an  Assyrian  named  Bdib,  or 
Belibus,  upon  the  throne,  who  ruled  as  his  viceroy 
for  three  years.  At  the  end  of  this  time,  the  party 
of  Merodach-Baladan  still  giving  trouble,  Sen- 
nacherib descended  again  into  Babylonia,  once  more 
overran  it,  removed  Belib,  and  placed  his  eldest 
son  —  who  api)ears  in  the  Canon  as  Aparanadius  — 
upon  the  throne.  Aparanadius  reigned  for  six  years, 
when  he  was  succeeded  by  a  certain  Kegibelus,  who 
reigned  for  one  year ;  after  which  Mesesimordacus 
held  the  throne  for  four  years.  Nothing  more  is 
known  of  these  kings,  and  it  is  uncertain  whether 
they  were  viceroys,  or  independent  native  monarchs. 
They  were  contemporary  with  Sennacherib,  to 
whose  reign  belongs  also  the  second  inteiTegnmn, 
extending  to  eight  years,  which  the  Canon  inter- 
poses between  the  reigns  of  Mesesimordacus  and 
Asaridanus.  In  Asaridanus  critical  eyes  long  ago 
detected  Esar-haddon,  Sennacherib's  son  and  suc- 
cessor; and  it  may  be  regarded  as  certain  from  the 
inscriptions  that  this  king  ruled  in  person  ovei 
both  liabylonia  and  AssjTia,  holding  his  court 
alternately  at  their  resjiective  capitals.  Hence  we 
may  understand  how  Manasseh,  his  contemporary, 
came  to  be  "  carried  by  the  captains  of  the  king 
of  AssvTia  to  Babylon,'''  instead  of  to  Nineveh,  as 
would  have  been  done  in  any  other  reign.  [Esak- 
iiADDON.]  Saosduchinus  and  Ciniladanus  (or 
Cinneladanus),  his  brother  (Polyhist.),  the  suc- 
cessors of  Asaridanus,  are  kings  of  whose  history 
we  know  nothing.  Probably  thoy  were  viceroys 
under  the  later  AssjTian  monarchs,  who  are  repre- 
sented by  Abydenus  (ap.  Euseb.)  as  retaining  their 
authority  over  Babylon  up  to  the  time  of  the  last 
siege  of  Nineveh. 

With  Nabopolassar,  the  successor  of  Cinnela- 
daiuis,  and  the  father  of  Nebuchadnezzar,  a  new 
era  in  the  history  of  Babylon  commences.  Accord- 
ing to  Abydenus,  who  probably  drew  his  informa- 
tion from  Iterosus,  he  was  appointed  to  the  govern- 
ment of  Babylon  by  the  last  AssjTian  king,  at  the 
moment  when  the  Medes  were  about  to  make  their 
final  attack;  whereupon,  betraying  the  trust  re- 
posed in  him,  he  went  over  to  the  enemy,  arranged 
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a  marriage  between  his  son  Nebuchadnezzar  and 
the  daughter  of  the  Median  leader,  and  joined  in 
the  last  siej;e  of  the  city.  [Niskaku.]  On  the 
success  of  the  confederates  (u.  c.  625)  IJabylon  be- 
came not  only  an  independent  kingdom,  but  an 
empire;  the  southern  and  western  portions  of  the 
Assyrian  territory  were  assigned  to  JS'aljopolassar 
in  the  partition  of  the  spoils  which  followed  on  the 
conquest,  and  thereby  the  Babjlonian  dominion 
l)ecame  extended  over  the  whole  valley  of  the 
Euphrates  as  far  as  the  Taurus  range,  over  Syria, 
Phoenicia,  Palestine,  Idmnfea,  and  (jx'rhaps)  a  por- 
tion of  Kgypt.  Thus,  among  others,  the  Jew 
passed  quietly  and  almost  without  remark,  from 
one  feudal  head  to  another,  exchanging  dependency 
on  Assyria  for  dei^endencj-  on  Babylon,  and  con 
tiiming  to  pay  to  Nabopolassar  the  same  tribute 
and  service  which  they  had  previously  rendered  to 
the  Ass3Tians.  Friendly  relations  seem  to  have 
been  maintained  with  Media  throughout  the  reign 
of  Nabopolassar,  who  led  or  sent  a  contingent  to 
help  Cyaxares  in  his  Lydian  war,  and  acted  as 
mediator  in  the  negotiations  by  which  that  war 
was  concluded  (Herod,  i.  74).  At  a  later  date 
hostilities  broke  out  with  Eg}"pt.  Neeo,  the  son 
of  Psamatik  I.,  about  the  year  i$.  c.  G08,  invaded 
the  Babylonian  dominions  on  the  southwest,  and 
made  himself  master  of  the  entire  tract  between 
his  own  country  and  the  Euphrates  (2  K.  xxiii.  29, 
and  xxiv.  7).  Nabopolassar  was  now  advanced  in 
life,  and  not  able  to  take  the  field  in  person  (Beros. 
Fr.  14).  He  therefore  sent  his  son,  Nebuchadnez- 
zar, at  the  head  of  a  large  anny,  against  the 
Egyptians,  and  the  battle  of  Carchemish,  which 
soon  followed,  restored  to  Babylon  the  former  Umits 
of  her  territory  (comp.  2  K.  xxiv.  7  with  Jer.  xlvi. 
2-12).  Nebuchadnezzar  pressed  forward  and  had 
reached  I'^ypt,  when  news  of  his  father's  death 
recalled  him ;  and  hastily  returning  to  liabylon,  he 
was  fortunate  enough  to  find  himself,  without  any 
struggle,  acknowledged  kuig  (n.  c.  604). 

A  complete  account  of  the  works  and  exploits  of 
this  great  monarch  —  by  far  the  most  remarkable 
of  all  the  Babylonian  kings  —  will  be  given  in  a 
later  article.  [Nehuchaunezzak.]  It  is  enough 
to  note  in  this  place  that  he  was  great  both  in 
peace  and  in  war,  but  greater  in  the  former.  Be- 
sides recovering  the  ixwsession  of  Syria  and  Pales- 
tine, and  carrying  off  the  Jews  after  re})eated  rebel- 
lions into  captivity,  he  reduced  Phoenicia,  besieged 
and  took  Tyre,  and  ravaged,  if  he  did  not  actually 
conquer,  Egypt.  But  it  was  as  the  adomer  and 
beautifier  of  his  native  land  —  as  the  builder  and 
restorer  of  ahnost  all  her  cities  and  temples  —  that 
this  monarch  ol)tained  that  great  reputation  which 
has  handed  down  his  name  traditionally  in  the 
East,  on.  a  par  with  those  of  Nimrod,  Solomon,  and 
Alexander,  and  made  it  still  a  familiar  term  in  the 
fnouths  of  the  people.  Probably  no  single  man 
ever  left  behind  him  as  his  memorial  upon  the 
earth  one  half  the  amount  of  building  which  was 
erected  by  this  king.  The  ancient  niins  and  the 
modem  towns  of  Babylonia  are  alike  built  almost 
exclusively  of  his  bricks.  Baljylon  itself,  the  capital, 
was  jjeculiarly  the  object  of  his  attention.  It  was 
here  that,  besides  repairing  the  walls  and  restoring 
the  temples,  he  constructed  that  magnificent  palace, 
which,  with  its  triple  inclosure,  its  hanging  gaideng, 
its  plated  pillars,  and  its  rich  ornamentation  of 
enamelled  brick,  was  regarded  in  ancient  times  as 
one  of  the  seven  wonders  of  the  world  (Strab.  xvi. 
1,  §  5.) 
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Nebuchadnezzar  died  b.  c.  561,  having  reigned 
for  43  years,  and  was  succeeded  by  Evil-Merodach, 
his  son,  who  is  called  in  the  Canon  lUoarudanms. 
'ITiis  prince,  who  "  hi  the  year  that  he  began  to 
reign  did  lift  up  the  head  of  Jehoiachin,  king  of 
Judah,  out  of  prison  "  (2  K.  xxv.  27),  was  mur- 
dered, after  having  held  the  crown  for  two  years 
only,  by  Neriglissar,  his  brother-in-law.  [Evil- 
Mekodach.]  Neriglissar  —  the  Nerigassolassar 
of  the  Canon  —  is  (apparently)  identical  with  the 
"  Nergal-shar-ezer,  Kab-Mag''  of  Jeremiah  (xxxix. 
.3,  1.3-14).  He  bears  this  title,  which  has  been 
ti-anslated  "  chief  of  the  Magi "  (Gesenius),  or 
"  chief  priest "  (Col.  Kawlinson),  in  the  Inscrij)- 
tions,  and  calls  himself  the  son  of  a  "  king  of  Baby- 
lon." Some  writers  have  considered  him  identical 
with  "  Darius  the  Mede "  (Larcher,  Conringius, 
Bouhier);  but  this  is  improbable  [Dauius  the 
Mede],  and  he  must  rather  be  regarded  as  a  Baby- 
lonian of  high  rank,  who  having  married  a  daughter 
of  Nebuchadnezzar  raised  his  thoughts  to  the  crown, 
and  finding  Evil-Merodach  unpopular  with  his  sub- 
jects, murdered  him  and  became  his  successor. 
Neriglissar  built  the  palace  at  Babylon,  which 
seems  to  have  been  placed  originally  on  the  right 
bank  of  the  river.  He  was  probably  advanced  in 
life  at  his  accession,  and  thus  reigned  but  four 
years,  though  he  died  a  natural  death,  and  left  the 
crown  to  his  son,  I^borosoarchod.  This  prince, 
though  a  mere  lad  at  the  time  of  his  father's  de- 
cease, was  allowed  to  ascend  the  throne  without 
difficulty :  but  when  he  had  reigned  nine  months, 
he  became  the  victim  of  a  conspiracy  among  his 
friends  and  coimections,  who,  professing  to  detect 
in  him  symptoms  of  a  bad  disposition,  seized  him, 
and  tortural  him  to  death.  Nabonidus  (or  I^by- 
netus),  one  of  the  conspirators,  succeeded;  he  is 
called  by  13erosus  "  a  certain  Nabonidus,  a  Bab)-- 
lonian"  (ap.  Joseph,  c.  Ap.  i.  21),  by  which  it 
would  appear  that  he  was  not  a  member  of  the 
royal  family ;  and  this  is  likewise  evident  from  his 
inscriptions,  in  which  he  only  claims  for  his  father 
the  rank  of  "  Kab-Mag."  Herodotus  seems  to  have 
been  mistaken  in  supposing  him  (i.  188)  the  son 
of  a  great  queen,  Nitocris,  and  (apparently)  of  a 
former  king,  I^bynetus  (Nebuchadnezzar':*).  In- 
deed it  may  be  doubted  whether  the  Babylonian 
Nitocris  of  Herodotus  is  really  a  historical  person- 
age. His  authority  is  the  sole  argument  for  her 
existence,  which  it  is  difficidt  to  credit  against  the 
silence  of  Scripture,  Berosus,  the  Canon,  and  the 
Babylonian  monuments.  She  may  perhaps  have 
been  a  wife  of  Nebuchadnezzar;  but  in  that  case 
she  must  have  been  wholly  unconnected  with  Na- 
bonidus, who  certainly  bore  no  relation  to  that 
monarch. 

Nabonidus,  or  Labynetus  (as  he  was  called  by 
the  Greeks),  mounted  the  throne  in  the  year  n.  c. 
555,  very  shortly  before  the  war  broke  out  between 
('yrus  and  Ooesus.  He  entered  into  alliance  with 
the  latter  of  these  nionarchs  against  the  former, 
and  had  the  stniggle  been  prolonged  would  have 
sent  a  contingent  into  Asia  Minor.  Events  pro- 
ceeded too  rapidly  to  allow  of  this ;  but  Nabonidus 
had  provoked  the  hostility  of  Cyrus  by  the  mere 
fiict  of  the  alliance,  and  felt  at  once  that  sooner  or 
later  he  would  liave  to  resist  the  attack  of  an 
avenging  army.  He  probably  employed  his  long 
and  peaceful  reign  of  17  years  in  preparations 
against  the  dreadetl  foe,  executing  the  defensive 
works  whi<;h  Herodotus  ascribes  to  his  mother 
(i.  185),  and  accunmlating  in  the  town  abundant 
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itores  of  provisions  {>i>.  c.  190).  In  the  year  b.  c.  ' 
539  the  attack  came.  Cyrus  advanced  at  the  head  ! 
of  his  irresistible  hordes,  but  wintered  ufX)!!  the 
Diyaleh  or  Gjudes,  making  his  final  approaches 
in  the  ensuing  spring.  Xabonidus  appears  by  the 
inscriptions  to  have  shortly  before  this  associated 
with  him  in  tiie  government  of  the  kingdom  his 
son,  Bel-sharnizer  or  Belshazzar;  on  the  approach 
of  Cyrus,  therefore,  he  took  the  field  himself'  at  the 
head  of  his  army,  leaving  his  son  to  command  in 
the  city.  In  tliis  way,  by  help  of  a  recent  dis- 
covery, the  accounts  of  Berosus  and  the  book  of 
Daniel  —  hitherto  regarded  as  hopelessly  conflict- 
ing—  may  be  reconciled.  [Belshazzak.]  Na- 
bonidus  engaged  the  array  of  Cyrus,  but  was  de- 
feated and  forced  to  shut  himself  up  in  the  neigh- 
boring town  of  Borsippa  (marked  now  by  the 
Blrs-Nimrwl),  where  he  continued  till  after  the 
fall  of  Babylon  (Beros.  ap.  Joseph,  c.  Ap.  i.  21). 
Belshazzar  guarded  the  city,  but  over-confident  in 
its  strength  kept  insufficient  watch,  and  recklessly 
indulging  in  untunely  and  impious  festivities  (Dan. 
v.),  allowed  the  enemy  to  enter  the  town  by  the 
channel  of  the  river  (Herod,  i.  191 ;  Xen.  Cyrop. 
vii.  7).  Babylon  was  thus  taken  by  a  surprise,  as 
Jeremiah  had  prophesied  (li.  31)  —  by  an  army  of 
Medes  and  Persians,  as  intimated  170  years  earlier 
by  Isaiah  (xxi.  1-9),  and  as  Jeremiah  had  also  fore- 
shown (li.  39),  during  a  festival.  In  the  carnage 
which  ensued  upon  the  taking  of  the  town,  Bel- 
shazzar was  slain  (Dan.  v.  30).  Nabonidus,  on 
receiving  the  intelligence,  submitted,  and  was 
treated  kindly  by  the  conqueror,  who  not  only 
spared  his  life,  but  gave  him  estates  in  Carmauia 
(Beros.  ut  supra ;  comp.  Abyd.  Fr.  9). 

Such  is  the  general  outline  of  the  siege  and  cap- 
ture of  Babylon  by  Cyrus,  as  derivable  from  the 
fragments  of  Berosus,  illustrated  by  the  account  in 
Daniel  and  reduced  to  harmony  by  aid  of  the  im- 
portant fact,  obtained  recently  from  the  monuments, 
of  the  relationship  between  Belshazzar  and  Nabo- 
nidus. It  is  scarcely  necessary  to  remark  that  it 
differs  in  many  points  from  the  accounts  of  Herod- 
otus and  Xenophon;  but  the  latter  of  these  two 
writers  is  in  his  Cyropiedia  a  mere  romancer,  and 
the  former  is  very  imperfectly  acquaintetl  with  the 
history  of  the  Babylonians.  The  native  writer, 
whose  information  was  drawn  from  authentic  and 
contemporary  documents,  is  faf  better  authority 
than  either  of  the  Greek  authors,  the  earlier  of 
whom  visited  Babylon  nearly  a  century  after  its 
capture  by  Cyrus,  when  the  tradition  had  doubtless 
become  in  many  respects  corrupted. 

According  to  the  book  of  Daniel,  it  would  seem  as 
if  Babylon  was  taken  on  this  occasion,  not  by 
Cyrus,  king  of  Persia,  but  by  a  Median  king,  named 
Darius  (v.  31).  The  question  of  the  identity  of 
this  personage  with  any  Median  or  Babylonian  king 
known  to  us  from  profane  sources,  will  be  discussed 
hereafter.  [Dakius  the  Mei>e.]  It  need  only  be 
remarked  here  that  Scripture  does  not  really  conflict 
on  this  point  with  profane  authorities;  since  there 
is  sufficient  indication,  from  the  terms  used  by  the 
sacred  writer,  that  "  Darius  the  ilede,"  whoever  he 
may  have  been,  was  not  the  real  conqueror  nor 
a  king  who  ruletl  in  his  own  right,  but  a  monarch 
intmsted  by  another  with  a  certain  delegated  au- 
thority (see  Dan.  v.  31,  and  ix.  1). 

With  the  conquest  by  Cyrus  commenced  the 
decay  and  ruin  of  Babylon.  The  "  broad  walls  " 
jrere  then  to  some  extent  "  broken  down  "  (Beros. 
Fr.  14),  and  the  "high  gates"  probably  "burnt 
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with  fire  "  (Jer.  li.  .58).  The  defenses,  that  is  to 
say,  were  ruined ;  though  it  is  not  to  be  supposed 
that  the  laborious  and  useless  task  of  entirely  de- 
moUshing  the  gigantic  fortifications  of  the  place 
was  attempted,  or  even  contemplated,  by  the  con- 
queror. Babylon  was  weakened,  but  it  continued 
a  royal  residence,  not  only  during  the  life-time  of 
Darius  the  Mede,  but  through  the  entire  period  of 
the  Persian  empire.  The  Persian  kings  held  their 
court  at  Babylon  during  the  lai^er  portion  of  the 
year;  and  at  the  time  of  Alexander's  conquests  it 
was  still  the  second,  if  not  the  first,  city  of  the 
empire.  It  had,  however,  suffered  considerably  on 
more  than  one  occasion  subsequent  to  the  time  of 
CjTus.  T^vice  in  the  reign  of  Darius  (Behist.  Ins.), 
and  once  in  that  of  Xerxes  (Ctes.  Pers.  §  22),  it 
had  risen  against  the  Persians,  and  made  an  effort 
to  regain  its  independence.  After  each  rebellion  its 
defenses  were  weakened,  and  during  the  long  period 
of  profound  peace  which  the  Persian  empire  enjoyed 
from  the  reign  of  Xerxes  to  that  of  r>arius  Codo- 
mannus  they  were  allowed  to  go  completely  to  de- 
cay. The  public  buildings  also  suffered  grievously 
from  neglect.  Alexander  found  the  great  temple 
of  Belus  in  so  ruined  a  condition  that  it  would  have 
required  the  labor  of  10,000  men  for  two  months 
even  to  clear  away  the  rubbish  with  which  it  was 
encumbered  (Strab.  xvi.  1,  §  5).  His  designs  for 
the  restoration  of  the  temple  and  the  general  em- 
bellishment of  the  city  were  frustrated  by  his  un- 
timely death,  and  the  removal  of  the  seat  of  empire 
to  Antioeh  under  the  Seleucidffi  gave  the  finishing 
blow  to  the  prosperity  of  the  place.  The  great  city  of 
Seleucia,  which  soon  after  arose  in  its  neighborhood, 
not  only  drew  away  its  population  but  was  actually 
constructed  of  materials  derived  from  its  buildings 
(Plin.  //.  N.  \i.  30).  Since  then  Babylon  has 
been  a  quarry  from  which  all  the  tribes  in  the 
vicinity  have  perijetuaUy  derived  the  bricks  with 
which  they  have  built  their  cities,  and  (besides 
Seleucia)  Ctesiphon,  Al  Modain,  Baghdad,  Kufa, 
Kerbelah,  Hillah,  and  numerous  other  towns,  have 
risen  from  its  ruins.  The  "great  city,"  "the 
beauty  of  the  Chaldees'  excellency,"  has  thus  em- 
phatically "become  heaps"  (Jer.  li.  37)  —  she  is 
truly  "  an  astonishment  and  a  hissing,  without  an 
inhabitant."  Her  walls  have  altogether  disap- 
peared—  they  have  "fallen"  (Jer.  U.  44),  been 
"thrown  down"  (1.  15),  been  "broken  utterly" 
(li.  58).  "  A  drought  is  upon  her  waters  "  (1.  38); 
for  the  system  of  irrigation,  on  which  in  Babylonia 
fertility  altogether  depends,  has  long  been  laid 
aside;  "  her  cities  "  are  everywhere  "  a  desolation  " 
(li.  43),  her  "land  a  wilderness; "  "  wild  beasts  of 
the  desert"  (jackals)  "  lie  there,"  and  "owls  dwell 
there "  (comp.  I>ayard,  Nin.  ami  Bab.  p.  484, 
with  Is.  xiii.  21-22,  and  Jer.  1.  39):  the  natives 
regard  the  whole  site  as  haunted,  and  neither  will 
the  "  Arab  pitch  tent,  nor  the  shepherd  fold  sheep 
there"  (Is.  xiii.  20). 

(See  for  the  descriptive  portions.  Rich's  Ttco 
Memoirs  on  Babylon ;  Ker  Porter's  Travels,  vol. 
ii. ;  I^ayard's  Nineveh  and  Babylon,  ch.  xxii. ; 
Fresnel's  Two  Letters  to  M.  Mohl  in  the  Journal 
Asiatiqite,  June  and  July,  1853;  and  I.oftus's 
Chaldcea,  ch.  ii.  On  the  identification  of  the  ruins 
with  ancient  sites,  compare  Eawlinson's  Herodotus, 
vol.  ii.  Essay  iv. ;  Oppert's  Maps  and  Plans ;  and 
Rennell's  Essay  in  Rich's  Babylon  and  Persepolis. 
On  the  history,  compare  M.  Xiebuhr's  Geschichte 
Assures  und  Babel's ;  Brandis's  Rerum,  Assyria- 
rum    TemjMra   Emendata ;    Bosanquet's    Sacred 
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ami  Profane  Chfonokxjy ;  aud  Rawlinson's  Herod- 
otus, vol.  i.  lissays  vi.  and  viii.  G.  R. 

*  As  a  fitting  close  to  this  article  we  subjoin 
from  Prof.  Rawlinson's  new  volume  {Mtmarchiet 
of  the  Ancient  Eastern  World,  iii.  516-18)  his 
account  of  the  capture  of  Babylon  by  Cyrus, 
which  so  remarkably  fulfilled  the  Hebrew  pre- 
dictions :  —  "  When  all  was  prepared,  Cyrus  de- 
termined to  wait  for  the  arrival  of  a  certain  festi- 
val, during  which  the  whole  population  were  wont 
to  engage  in  drinking  and  revelling,  and  then 
silently  in  the  dead  of  night  to  turn  the  water 
of  the  river  and  make  his  attack.  All  fell  out 
as  he  hoped  and  wished.  The  festival  was  even 
held  with  greater  pomp  and  splendor  than  usual; 
for  Belshazzar,  with  the  natural  insolence  of  youth, 
to  mark  his  contempt  for  the  besieging  army, 
'  al)andoned  himself  wholly  to  the  delights  of  the 
season,  and  himself  entertained  a  thousand  lords 
in  his  palace.  lilsewhere  the  rest  of  the  popula- 
tion was  occupied  in  feasting  and  dancing.  Drunk- 
en riot  and  mad  excitement  held  possession  of  the 
town:  the  siege  was  forgotten;  ordinary  precau- 
tions were  neglected.  Following  the  example  of 
their  king,  the  Babylonians  gave  themselves  up 
for  the  night  to  orgies  in  which  religious  frenzy 
and  drunken  excitement  formed  a  strange  and  re- 
volting medley. 

"  ]Meanwhile,  outside  the  city,  in  silence  and 
darkness,  the  Persians  watched  at  the  two  points 
where  the  Euphrates  entered  and  left  the  walls. 
Anxiously  they  noted  the  gradual  sinking  of  the 
water  in  the  river-bed;  still  more  anxiously  they 
watched  to  see  Lf  those  within  the  walls  would  ob- 
serve the  suspicious  circumstances  and  sound  an 
alarm  through  the  town.  Should  such  an  alarm 
be  given,  all  their  labors  would  be  lost.  .  .  . 
But  as  they  watched  no  sounds  of  alarm  reached 
them  —  only  a  conftised  noise  of  revel  and  riot, 
which  showed  that  the  unhappy  townsmen  were 
quite  unconscious  of  the  approach  of  danger. 

"  At  last  shadowy  fonns  began  to  emerge  from 
the  obscurity  of  the  deep  river-bed,  and  on  the 
landing-places  opposite  the  river  gates  scattered 
clusters  of  men  grew  into  solid  columns,  —  the 
undefended  gateways  were  seized,  —  a  war-shout 
was  raised,  —  the  alarm  was  taken  and  spread,  — 
*nd  swift  runuCTs  started  off  to  '  show  the  King 
of  Babj-lon  that  his  city  was  taken  at  one  end.' 
In  the  darkness  and  confusion  of  the  night  a  terri- 
ble massacre  ensued.  The  drunken  revellers  could 
make  no  resistance.  The  king,  paralyzed  with  fear  at 
the  awful  handwriting  on  the  wall,  which  too  late 
had  warned  him  of  his  peril,  could  do  nothing  even  to 
check  the  progress  of  the  assailants,  who  carried  all 
before  them  everywhere.  Bursting  into  the  palace, 
a  band  of  Persians  made  their  way  to  the  presence 
of  the  monarch  and  slew  liim  on  the  scene  of 
his  impious  revelry.  Other  bands  carried  fire 
and  sword  through  the  town.  When  morning 
came,  Cjtus  found  himself  undisputed  master  of 
the  city."  H. 

BA'BEL,  TOWER  OF.  The  "  tower  of 
Batel "  is  only  mentioned  once  in  Scripture  (Cen. 
xi.  4-9),  and  then  as  incomplete.  No  reference  to 
It  appears  in  the  prophetic  denunciations  of  tlic 
punishments  which  were  to  fall  on  Baliylon  for  her 
pride.  It  is  therefore  quite  uncertain  whether  tlie 
building  ever  advanced  l)eyond  its  foundations,  j 
As,  however,  the  classical  writers  universally  in  ; 
their  descriptions  of  Babylon   gave   a   prominent  I 
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place  to  a  certain  tower-like  building,  which  they 
called  the  temple  (HchkI.,  Iliod.  Sic,  Arrian,  Plin., 
&c.),  or  thfe  tomb  (Strabo)  of  Belus,  it  has  generally 
been  suppo.sed  that  the  tower  was  in  course  of 
time  finished,  and  became  the  principal  temple  of 
the  Chaldoean  metropolis.  Certainly  this  may  have 
been  the  case;  but  while  there  is  some  evidence 
.ngainst  there  is  none  in  favor  of  it.  A  Jewish 
tradition,  recorded  by  Bochart  (Pliakf/,  i.  9),  de- 
clared that  fire  fell  from  heaven,  and  split  the  tower 
through  to  its  foundation;  while  Alexander  I'oly- 
histor  (Fr.  10)  and  the  other  profane  wxiters  who 
noticed  the  tower  (as  Ai)ydenus,  Frs.  5  and  G), 
said  that  it  had  been  Mown  down  by  the  winds. 
Such  authorities  therefore  as  we  possess,  represent 
the  building  as  destroyed  soon  after  its  erection. 
M'hen  the  Jews,  however,  were  carried  captive  into 
Baliylonia,  struck  with  the  vast  magnitude  and 
peculiar  character  of  certain  of  the  Babylonian  tem- 
ples, they  imagined  that  they  saw  in  them,  not 
merely  buildings  similar  in  tjpe  and  mode  of  con- 
struction to  the  "  tower  "  (^"^Xi)  of  their  Script- 
ures, but  in  this  or  that  temple  they  thought  to 
recognize  the  very  tower  itself.  The  predominant 
opinion  was  in  favor  of  the  great  temple  of  Nebo 
at  Boi-sippa,  the  modem  Birs-Alimtid,  although 
the  distance  of  that  place  from  Babylon  is  an  in- 
superable difficulty  in  the  way  of  the  identification. 
Similarly  when  Christian  travellers  first  began  to 
visit  the  Mesopotamian  ruins,  they  generally  at- 
tached the  name  of  "  the  tower  of  Bal)el "  to  what- 
ever mass,  among  those  beheld  by  them,  was  the 
loftiest  and  most  imposing.  Kawulf  in  the  16th 
century  found  the  "  tower  of  Babel"  at  Felngiah, 
Pietro  della  Vidle  in  the  18th  identified  it  with  tlie 
ruin  Babil  near  Ilillah,  while  early  in  the  present 
century  Rich  and  Ker  Porter  revived  the  Jewish 
notion,  and  argued  for  its  identity  with  the  Birs. 
There  are  in  reality  no  real  grounds  either  for  iden- 
tifying the  tower  with  the  Temple  of  Belus,  or  for 
supiwsing  that  any  remains  of  it  long  survived  the 
check  which  the  builders  received,  when  they  were 
•'  scattered  abroad  upon  the  face  of  the  earth,"  and 
"  left  off  to  build  the  city  "  ((ien.  xi.  8).  All  then 
that  can  be  properly  attempted  by  the  moflern  critic 
is  to  show  (1.)  what  was  the  probable  type  and 
character  of  the  building:  and  (2.)  what  were  the 
materials  and  maimer  of  its  construction. 

With  regard  to  the  former  point,  it  may  readily 
be  allowed  that  the  Birs-iVimrnd,  though  it  can- 
not be  the  tower  of  Batel  itself,  which  was  at 
liabylon  (Gen.  xi.  9),  yet,  as  the  most  perfect  rep- 
resentative of  an  ancient  Baln-lonian  temple-tower, 
may  well  be  taken  to  show,  better  than  any  other 
ruin,  the  probalile  shajie  and  character  of  the  edifice. 
This  buiidicg  ap|)ears,  by  the  careful  examinations 
recently  n:ade  of  it,  to  have  been  a  sort  of  oblique 
pyramid  built  in  seven  rece<ling  stages.  "  I'pon  a 
pkitform  of  crude  brick,  raised  a  few  feet  above  tlie 
level  of  the  alluvial  plain,  was  built  of  burnt  brick 
the  first  or  basement  stage  —  an  exact  square,  272 
feet  each  way,  and  20  feet  in  [lerj^ndicidar  lieight. 
Upon  this  stage  was  erected  a  second,  230  feet  esich 
way,  and  likewise  26  feet  high:  which,  however, 
was  not  placed  exactly  in  the  middle  of  the  first, 
but  considerably  nearer  to  the  southwestern  end, 
which  constitute<l  the  l)ack  of  the  building.  'I'he 
other  stages  were  arranged  similarly  —  the  third 
lieing  188  feet,  and  again  26  feet  high;  the  fourth 
146  feet  square,  and  1.5  feet  high:  the  fifth  104 
feet  square,  and  the  same  height  as  the  fourth;  th« 
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sixth  62  feet  square,  and  again  the  same  height; 
and  the  seventh  20  feet  square  and  once  more  the 
same  heiglit.  On  the  seventh  stage  there  was 
probably  placed  the  ark  or  tabernacle,  which  seems 
to  have  been  again  15  feet  high,  and  must  have 
nearly,  if  not  entirely,  covered  the  top  of  the  seventh 
story.     The  entire  original  height,  allowing  three 

J  feet  for  the  platform,  would  thus  have  been  150 
feet,  or,  without  the  platfonn,  153  feet.  The  whole 
formed  a  sort  of  oblique  pyramid,  the  gentler  slope 
facing  the  N.  E.,  and  the  steeper  incUumg  to  the 
S.  W.  Vn  the  X.  E.  side  was  the  grand  entrance, 
and  here  stood  the  vestibule,  a  separate  building, 
the  debris  from  which  having  joined  those  from 
the  temple  itself,  fill  up  the  intermediate  space, 
and  very  remarkably  prolong  the  mound  in  this 
direction "  (Rawlinson's  IltrotJotus,  vol.  ii.  pp. 
582-3).  The  Birs  temple,  which  was  called  the 
"  Temple  of  the  Seven  Spheres,"  was  ornamented 
with  the  planetary  coloi"s  (see  the  plan),  but  this 
was  most  likely  a  peculiarity.      The  other  chief 

.  features  of  it  seem  to  have  been  common  to  most, 
if  not  all,  of  the  Babylonian  temple-towers.  The 
feature  of  stages  is  found  in  the  temples  at  Warka 
and  Mnijheir  (Loftus's  Chaldcea,  pp.  129  and  168) 
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which  belonged  to  very  primitive  times  (b.  c. 
2230);  that  of  the  empLicement,  so  that  the  four 
angles  face  the  four  cardinal  points,  is  likewise 
common  to  those  ancient  struetm-es;  while  the 
square  form  is  imiversal.  On  the  other  hand  it 
may  be  doubted  whether  so  large  a  number  of 
stages  was  conmion.  The  Mugheir  and  Warka 
temples  have  no  more  than  two,  and  probably 
never  had  more  than  tliree,  or  at  most,  four  stages. 
The  great  temple  of  Belus  at  Babylon  (Babil) 
shows  only  one  stage ;  though,  according  to  the  best 
authorities,  it  too  was  a  sort  of  pyramid  (Herod., 
Strabo).  The  height  of  the  Birs  is  153i  feet,  that 
of  Babil  140  (?),  that  of  the  IVarka  temple  100, 
that  of  the  temple  at  Muyhdr  50  feet.  Strabo's 
statement  that  the  tomb  of  Belus  was  a  stade  (606 
feet)  in  height  would  thus  seem  to  be  a  gross  exag- 
geration. Probably  no  Babylonian  tower  ever 
equalled  the  Great  Pyramid,  the  original  height  of 
which  was  480  feet. 

With  regard  to  the  materials  used  in  the  tower, 
and  the  manner  of  its  construction,  more  Ught  is  to 
be  obtamed  from  the  Warka  and  Miujhtir  build- 
ings than  from  the  Birs.  The  Birs  was  rebuilt 
from  top  to  bottom  by  Nebuchadnezzar,  and  shows 


Temple  of  Birs-Ximrud  of  Borsippa. 


the  mode  of  construction  prevalent  in  Babylon  at 
the  best  period;  the  temples  at  Warka  and  Muy- 
heir  remain  to  a  certain  extent  in  their  primitive 
:;ondition,  the  upper  stories  alone  having  been  ren- 
ovatetl.  The  Warka  temple  is  composed  entirely 
of  sun-dried  bricks,  which  are  of  various  shapes 
and  sizes ;  the  cement  used  is  mud ;  and  reeds  are 
largely  employed  in  the  construction.  It  is  a  build- 
"ng  of  the  most  primitive  type,  and  exhibits  a  ruder 


style  of  art  than  that  which  we  perceive  from  Script- 
ure to  have  obtained  at  the  date  of  the  tower. 
Burnt  bricks  were  employed  in  the  composition  of 
the  tower  (Gen.  xi.  3),  and  though  perhaps  it  is 

somewhat  doubtful  what  the  chemar  ("1X3  H)  used 

for  mortar  may  have  been  (see  Fresnel  in  Journ. 
Asiastique  for  June,  1853,  p.  9),  yet  on  the  whole 
it  is  most  probable  that  bitumen  (which  abounda 


222  BAB5L.    rOATEii  OF 


&t   ai 


I    S  J  o  o  Jj  "x     . 


^§  i  5 1  g  •§  1 1 

•<  «  d"  fi"  «  '^  <£  a" 


in  Babylonia)  is  the  substance  intended.     Now  the 
lower  basement   of  the  Muyhtir  temple  exhibits 
this  combination   in  a   decidedly  primitive  form. 
The  burnt  bricks  are  of  small  size  and  of  an  infe- 
rior quality ;  they  are  laid  in  bitumen ;  and  they 
face  a  ma-ss  of  sun-dried  brick,  forming  a  sohd  wall 
outside  it,  ten  feet  in  thickness.    No  reeds  are  used 
in  the  building.     Writing  appears  on  it,  but  of  an 
antique  cast.     The  supposed  date  is  b.  c.  2300  — 
a  little  earlier  than  the  time  commonly  assigned  to 
the  building  of  the  tower.     Probably  the  erection 
of  the  two  buildings  was  not  separated  by  a  very 
long  interval,  though  it  is  reasonable  to  suppose 
that  of  the  two  the  tower  was  the  earlier.     If  we  ! 
mark  its  date,  as  perhaps  we  are  entitled  to  do,  by  j 
the  time  of  Peleg,  the  son  of  Eber.  and  father  of  Keu  ] 
(see  Gen.  x.  26),  we  may  perhaps  olace  it  about  ii.  c.  i 
2600.  j 

It  ia  not  necessary  to  suppose  that  any  real  idea  I 
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of  "  scaling  heaven  "  was 
present  to  the  minds  of 
those  who  raised  either 
the  Tower  of  Babel,  or  any 
other  of  the  Babylonian 
temple-towers.  The  ex- 
pression used  in  Genesis 
(xi.  4)  is  a  mere  hyperbole 
for  great  height  (comp. 
Deut.  i.  28;  Dan.  iv.  11, 
li'c),  and  should  not  be 
taken  literally.  IMihtary 
defense  was  probably  the 
primary  object  of  such  ed- 
ifices in  early  times:  but 
with  the  wish  for  this  may 
have  been  combined  fur- 
ther secondary  motives, 
which  remained  when  such 
defense  was  otherwise  pro- 
vided for.  Diodorus  states 
that  the  great  tower  of  the 
temple  of  Belus  was  used 
by  the  Chaldaeans  as  an 
obsen-atory  (ii.  9),  and  the 
careful  emplacement  of  the 
liabylonian  temples  with 
the  angles  facing  the  four 
cardinal  points  would  be 
a  natural  consequence,  and 
may  be  regarded  as  a  strong 
confirmation,  of  the  reality 
of  this  application.  M. 
Fresnel  has  recently  con- 
jectured that  they  were 
also  used  as  sleeping-places 
for  the  chief  priests  in  the 
summer-time  (Jotim.  Asi- 
attque,  June,  1853,  pp. 
529-31).  The  upjjcr  air 
is  cooler,  and  is  free  from 
the  insects,  especially  mos- 
quitos,  which  abound  be- 
low; and  the  description 
which  Herodotus  gi^es  of 
the  chamber  at  the  top  of 
the  Belus  tower  (i.  181) 
goes  far  to  confirm  this  in- 
genious view.         (i.  K. 

BA'BI   (Bo;8i';    [Vat. 
Baii\p  ;]     Alex.     B»?i8a<  : 
<  Beer),   1   Esdr,  viii.   37. 

[Bkuai.] 
BAB'YLON.     [Babel.] 
BAB'YLON  (BaySyAftSj/:  Babylon).     The  oc- 
currence of  this  name  in  1  I'et.  v.  13  has  given 
rise  to  a  variety  of  coiyectimss,  which  may  be  briefly 
enumerated. 

1 .  That  I^bylon  tropically  denotes  Rome.  In 
support,  of  this  opinion  is  brought  forward  a  tra- 
dition recorded  by  Eusebius  (//.  /,'.  ii.  15),  on  the 
authority  of  Papias  and  Clement  of  Alexandria,  to 
the  eflfect  that  1  Peter  was  composed  at  Kome. 
CKcumenius  and  Jerome  both  assert  that  Konte 
was  figuratively  denoted  by  Babylon.  Although 
this  opinion  is  held  by  Grotius,  I>ardner,  Gave, 
Whitby,  Macknight,  Hales,  and  others,  it  may  be 
r^jectecl  as  improbable.  There  is  nothing  to  indi- 
cate that  the  name  is  used  figuratively,  and  the 
subscription  to  an  epistle  is  the  htst  place  we  should 
expect  to  find  a  mystical  appellation. 


BABYLON 

2.  Cappellus  and  others  take  Babylon,  with  as 
little  reason,  to  mean  Jerusalem. 

3.  Bar-Hebraeus  understands  by  it  the  house  in 
Jerusalem  where  the  Apostles  were  assembled  on 
the  Day  of  Pentecost. 

4.  Others  place  it  on  the  Tigris,  and  identify  it 
with  Seleucia  or  Ctesiphon,  but  for  this  there  is  no 
endence.  The  two  theories  wliich  remain  are  wor- 
thy of  more  consideration. 

5.  That  by  Babylon  is  intended  the  small  fort 
of  that  name  which  formed  the  boundary  between 
Upper  and  Ix)wer  Egypt.  Its  site  is  marked  by 
the  modern  Biibmd  in  the  Delta,  a  little  north  of 
Fostat,  or  old  Cairo.  According  to  Strabo  it  de- 
rived its  name  from  some  Babylonian  deserters  who 
had  settled  there.  In  his  time  it  was  the  head- 
quarters of  one  of  the  three  legions  which  garri- 
soned Egypt.  Josephus  {Ant.  ii.  15,  §  1)  says  it 
was  built  on  the  site  of  Letopolis,  when  Cambyses 
subdued  Egypt.  That  this  is  the  Babylon  of  1  Pet. 
is  the  tradition  of  the  Coptic  Church,  and  is  main- 
tained by  Le  Clerc,  Mill,  Pearson,  and  others. 
There  is,  however,  no  proof  that  the  Apostle  Peter 
was  ever  in  Egypt,  and  a  very  slight  degree  of 
probability  is  created  by  the  tradition  that  his  com- 
panion Mark  was  bishop  of  Alexandria. 

The  most  natural  supposition  of  all  is  that  by 
Babylon  is  intended  the  old  Babylon  of  Assyria, 
which  was  largely  inhabited  by  Jews  at  the  time 
in  question  (Joseph.  Ant.  xv.  3,  §  1 ;  Philo,  De  Virt. 
p.  1023,  ed.  Franc.  1691).  The  only  argument 
against  this  view  is  the  negative  evidence  from  the 
silence  of  historians  as  to  St.  Peter's  having  vis- 
ited the  AssjTian  Babylon,  but  this  cannot  be 
allowed  to  have  much  weight.  Lightfoot's  remarks 
are  very  suggestive.  In  a  sermon  preached  at  St. 
Mary's, Cambridge  (  Works,  ii.  1144,  Eng.  folio  ed.), 
he  maintained  that  Babylon  of  AssjTia  is  intended, 
because  "  it  was  one  of  the  greatest  knots  of  Jews 
in  the  world,"  and  St.  Peter  was  the  minister  of 
the  circumcision.  Again,  he  adds,  "  Bosor  (2  Pet. 
ii.  15)  speaks  Peter  in  Babylon,"  it  being  the 
Chaldee  or  Syriac  pronunciation  of  Pethor  in  Num. 
xxii.  5.  This  last  argument  has  not,  perhaps,  much 
weight,  as  the  same  pronunciation  may  hjive  char- 
acterized the  dialect  of  Judaea.  Bentley  gave  his 
suffrage  in  favor  of  the  ancient  Babylon,  quoting 
Joseph,  c.  Ap.  i.  7  {Crit.  Sacr.  p.  81,  ed.  Ellis). 

W.  A.  W. 

*  The  writer  above  has  mentioned  English 
names  only.  Of  German  writers  who  hold  that  the 
Babylon  of  Assyria  is  meant  (1  Pet.  v.  13),  are 
Steiger  (on  Pet.  £inl.  p.  23);  De  Wette  (L'xeg. 
Hamlb.  in  loc.);  Winer  (Realw.  i.  124);  Credner 
(Einl.  in  das  iV.  T.,  p.  643);  Bleek  (Einl.  in  das 
N.  T.,  p.  567);  Neander  {PJianzung,  ii.  590); 
FronmiJller  (on  1  Peter  in  Lange's  Bibelwerk,  p. 
fi4),  and  others.  Neander  thinks  that  the  wife  of 
Peter  (crvvfKKfKr-fi)  is  meant  (1  Pet.  v.  13),  and 
not  the  church  in  Babylon.  H. 

BAB'YLON,  in  the  Apocalypse,  is  the  sym- 
bolical name  by  which  Rome  is  denoted  (Rev.  xiv. 
8,  xvii.,  xviii.).  The  power  of  Rome  was  regarded 
by  the  later  Jews  as  that  of  Babylon  by  their  fore- 
fathers (comp.  Jer.  Ii.  7  with  Rev.  xiv.  8),  and 
hence,  whatever  the  people  of  Israel  be  understood 
to  symbolize,  Babylon  represents  the  antagonistic 
principle.     [Revelation.]  W'.  A.  W. 

BABYLO'NiANs  (s'lbss,  bnn-\'55 : 

Ba&u\wyior-  Babylonii,  JilH  Babylmis).     The  in- 
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habitants  of  Babylon,  a  race  of  Shemitic  origin, 
who  were  among  the  colonists  planted  in  the  cities 
of  Samaria  by  the  conquering  .\ssyrians  (Ezr.  iv. 
9).  At  a  later  period,  when  the  warlike  Chaldse- 
ans  acquired  the  predominance  in  the  7th  cent. 
B.  c,  the  names  Chaldfean  and  Babylonian  became 
almost  synonymous  (Ez.  xxiii.  14,  15 ;  comp.  Is. 
xlviu.  14,  20).  W.  A.  W. 

BABYLONISH  GARMENT,  literally 
("l^^^W  n'l^'^S:  ^iX^  iroiKiXi)'  ixdlium  cocci- 
neum)  "robe  of  Shinar"  (Josh.  vii.  21).  An  am- 
ple robe,  probably  made  of  the  skin  or  fur  of  an 
animal  (comp.  Gen.  xxv.  25),  and  ornamented  with 
embroidery,  or  perhaps  a  variegated  garment  with 
figures  inwoven  in  the  fashion  for  which  the  Bsiby- 
lonians were  celebrated.  Josephus  {Ant.  v.  1,  §  10) 
describes  it  as  "a  royal  mantle  {xKafivSa  fiaal- 
\fiov),  all  woven  with  gold."  TertuUian  {De 
Habitu  muliebii,  c.  i.)  tells  us  that  while  the  Sjt- 
ians  were  celebrated  for  dyeing,  and  the  Phrygians 
for  patchwork,  the  Babylonians  inwove  their  colors. 
For  this  kind  of  tapestry  work  they  had  a  great  rep- 
utation (Pliny  \iii.  74:  Cohres  diversos  pictura 
intexere  Babylon  mnxime  celebravit,  et  iwmen  im- 
posuit).     Compare  also  Martial  {Ep.  viii.  28): 

Non  ego  prsetulerim  Babylonica  picta  superbe 
Texta,  Semiramia  quos  variantur  acu  ; 

and  the  Babylonia  peristromata  of  Plautus  {Stick. 
ii.  2,  54;  see  also  Joseph.  B.  J.  vii.  5,  §  5;  Plut. 
J/.  Cato,  iv.  5).  Perhaps  some  of  the  trade  in 
these  rich  stuffs  between  Babylon  and  the  Phoeni- 
cians (Ez.  xxvii.  24)  passed  through  Jericho,  as 
well  as  the  gold  brought  by  the  caravans  of  Sheba, 
which  they  may  have  lefl  in  exchange  for  the  prod- 
ucts of  its  fertile  soil  (Josh.  vii.  21).  [Jkkicho.] 
Rashi  has  a  story  that  the  king  of  Babylon  had  a 
palace  at  Jericho,  probably  founded  on  the  fact  that 
the  robe  of  the  king  of  Nineveh  (Jon.  iii.  6)  is 

called  n^^S,  addereth.  In  the  Bereshith  Rabba 
(§  85,  fol.  75,  2,  quoted  by  Gill)  it  is  said  that  the 
robe  was  of  Babylonian  purple.  Another  story  in 
the  same  passage  is  that  the  king  of  Babylon  had 
a  deputy  at  Jericho  who  sent  him  dates,  and  the 
king  in  return  sent  him  gifts,  among  which  was  a 
garment  of  Shinar.  Kimchi  (on  Josh.  vii.  21) 
quotes  the  opinions  of  R.  Chanina  bar  R.  Isaac 
that  the  Babylonish  garment  was  of  Babylonian 
purple,  of  Rab  that  it  was  a  robe  of  fine  wool,  and 
of  Shemuel  that  it  was  a  cloak  washed  with  alum, 
which  we  learn  from  Pliny  (xxxv.  52)  was  used  in 
dyeing  wool.  W.  A.  W. 

BACA,     THE    VALLEY    OF    (P?53? 

MSSU  •  KoiXhs  rod  KXavBfiwvos  [Alex,  -ynovoy]  : 
Vallis  lacryinai-um),  a  vaUey  somewhere  in  Pales- 
tine, through  which  the  exiled  Psalmist  sees  in  vis- 
ion the  pilgrims  passing  in  their  march  towards 
the  sanctuary  of  Jehovah  at  Zion  (Ps.  Ixxxiv.  6). 
The  passage  seems  to  contain  a  play,  in  the  man- 
ner of  Hebrew  poetry,  on  the  name  of  the  trees 

(Q'^M^Sl;  Mulberry)   from  which    the  valley 

probably  derived  its  name,  and  the  "  tears  "  (^33) 
shed  by  the  pilgrims  in  their  joy  at  their  approach 
to  Zion.  These  tears  were  so  abundant  as  to  turn 
the  dry  valley  in  which  the  Bacaim  trees  delighted 
(Niebuhr,  quoted  in  Winer,  s.  v.)  into  a  springy 

or  marshy  place  ()^37Q)«     That  the  valley  was  a 
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real  locality  is  most  probable,  from  the  use  of  the 
definite  article  before  the  name  (Gesen.  Tlies.  p.  205). 

A  valley  of  the  same  name  (^LXaJ!   .^0|»)  still 

exists  in  the  Sinaitic  district  (Burck.  p.  619). 

The  rendering  of  the  Targum  is  Gehenna,  i.  e. 
the  Ge-Hinnom  or  ravine  below  Mount  Zion.  This 
locality  agrees  well  with  the  mention  of  Bacaim 
trees  in  2  Sam.  v.  23.  G. 

*  This  valley,  according  to  the  general  view  of 
interpreters  (Hengst«nberg,  Tholuck,  Hupfeld)  is  not 
an  actual,  but  an  idealized  place.  Human  life  is  a 
pilgrimage  (Gen.  xlvii.  9),  and  those  who  sene  God 
and  have  faith  in  Him,  tear  cheerfully  its  hardships. 
His  people  find  cause  for  thanksgiving  and  joy  un- 
der circumstances  the  most  adverse  and  trying  (2 
Cor.  vi.  4-10;  Philip,  iv.  6,  7).  The  later  lexicogra- 
phers (Dietrich,  Fiirst)  discard  the  old  etymology, 

and  derive  S!D 2  from  the  verb  S32,  to  flow  out, 
trickle.  Hupfeld  finds  no  allusion  to  the  mulberry 
tree  (which  complicates  needlessly  the  idea),  but 
only  a  mark  of  the  concinnity  of  the  figure :  the 
bitter  tears  become  to  us  as  it  were  fountains  of 
sweet  water  {Die  Psidmen,  ii.  429).  Dr.  Koliinson 
has  a  note  against  the  idea  of  a  proper  name  in  this 
passage  (/"Ay*.  Geo(jr.  p.  124).  The  "valley  of 
the  shadow  of  death  "  (Ps.  xxiii.  4)  is  no  doubt  a 
similar  expression.  H. 

BACCHIDES  (Ba/cx^Srjs),  a  friend  of  Anti- 
ochus  I'^piphanes  (Joseph.  Ant.  xii.  10,  §  2)  and 
governor  of  Mesopotamia  (eV  tw  Trtpav  tov  ttoto- 
fjLov,  1  Mace.  vii.  8;  Joseph,  l.  c),  who  was  com- 
missioned by  Demetrius  Soter  to  investigate  the 
charges  which  Alcimus  preferred  against  Judas  Mac- 
cabaeus.  He  confirmed  Alcimus  ui  the  high  priest- 
hood, and  having  inflicted  signal  vengeance  on  the 
extreme  party  of  the  Assidasans  [Assidkaxs]  he 
returned  to  Antioch.  After  the  expulsion  of  Alci- 
mus and  the  defeat  and  death  of  Nicanor  he  led  a 
second  expedition  into  Judaja.  Judas  ^laccabseus 
fell  in  the  battle  which  ensued  at  Laisa  (u.  c.  161); 
and  Bacchides  reestablished  the  supremacy  of  the 
SjTian  faction  (1  Mace.  ix.  25,  oi  cure^e^s  ScSpey; 
Joseph.  Ant.  xiii.  1,  §  1).  He  next  attempted  to  sur- 
prise Jonathan,  who  had  assumed  the  leadership 
of  the  national  party  after  the  death  of  Judas ;  but 
Jonathan  escaped  across  the  Jordan.  Bacchides 
then  placed  garrisons  in  several  important  positions, 
and  took  hostages  for  the  security  of  the  present 
government.  Having  completed  the  pacification 
of  the  country"  (Joseph.  Atit.  xiii.  1,  5)  he  re- 
turned to  Demetrius  (u.  c.  160).  After  two  years 
he  came  back  at  the  request  of  the  Syrian  faction, 
in  the  hope  of  overiwwering  Jonathan  and  Simon, 
who  still  maintained  a  small  force  in  the  desert; 
but  meeting  with  ill  success,  he  turned  against 
those  who  had  induced  him  to  undertake  the  expe- 
dition, and  sought  an  honorable  retreat.  When 
this  was  known  by  Jonathan  he  sent  envoys  to 
Bacchides  and  concluded  a  peace  (u.  c.  158)  with 
him,  acknowledging  him  as  governor  under  the 
Syrian  king,  while  IJacchides  jjledged  himself  not 
to  enter  the  Land  again,  a  condition  which  he  faith- 
fully observecl  (1  Mace.  vii.  ix.;  Joseph.  Ant.  xii. 
10,  11;  xiii.  1).  B.  F.  W. 


o  In  1  Mace.  ix.  57,  his  return  neeins  to  be  referred 
to  the  death  of  Alcimus. 

*  S2'^30D,  "taxiis,   dc   dlctus    quia    gaudet  et 


BADGER-SKINS 

BACCHU'RUS  {PaKxovpos:  Zaccarvs), one 
of  the  "  holy  singers  "  (tcDv  /epoifoAroiv)  whc  had 
taken  a  foreign  wife  (1  Esdr.  ix.  24).  No  name 
corresponding  with  this  is  traceable  in  the  parallel 
Ust  in  lura. 

BACCHUS.     [Dionysus.] 

BACE'NOR  iBaK^ivup:  Bncenor),  apparent- 
ly a  captain  of  horse  in  the  army  of  Judas  Macca- 
baeus  (2  Mace.  xii.  35).  Or  possibly  rod  PaK^ivo- 
pos  may  have  been  the  title  of  one  of  the  Jewish 
companies  or  squadrons. 

BACH'RITES,    THE     0"l??n:    LXX. 

omits  [in  most  MSS.;  Comp.  d  Bfx^pO  *  J'^'"'- 
Becheritnruni),  the  family  of  Becher,  son  of 
Ephraim  (Num.  xxvi.  35).     [Bekiah.] 

BADGER-SKINS  (a'^lPnijI  nhV,  m-oth 
fechdskim;  t^PJ^,  tachash  (Ez.  xvi.  10):  Stpfxa- 
ra  vaKivBiya;  Aid.  ed.  IdvBiva',  Comp.  vdvdtva, 
al.  ircTrvpwfifya  in  Ex.  xxv.  5;  Alex.  Stpfiara 
ayia  in  Ex.  xxxv.  7;  udKivBos;  Aq.  and  Sym. 
idvBiva  in  Ez.  xvi.  10:  pelles  ianthiruB^  ianthinm). 
The  Hebrew  tachash,  which  the  A.  V.  renders 
badger,  occurs  in  connection  with  ^6r,ur6th  ("  skin," 
"skins"),  in  Ex.  xxv.  5,  xxvi.  14,  xxxv.  7,  23, 
xxxvi.  19;  Num.  iv.  6,  8,  11,  12,  14,  25.  In  Ez. 
xvi.  10  tachash  occurs  without  <'n-6th,  and  is  men- 
tioned as  the  substance  out  of  which  women's  shoes 
were  made;  in  the  former  passages  the  tachash 
skins  are  named  in  relation  to  the  tabernacle,  ark, 
&c.,  and  appear  to  have  formed  the  exterior  cover- 
ing of  these  sacred  articles.  There  is  nmch  ob- 
scurity as  to  the  meaning  of  the  word  tachash. 
The  ancient  versions  seem  nearly  aU  agreed  that  it 
denotes  not  an  animal,  but  a  color,  either  black  or 
sky-blue ;  amongst  the  names  of  those  who  adopt 
this  interpretation  are  Bochart  (Hieroz.  ii.  387), 
Rosenmiiller  (Schol.  ad  V.  T.,  Ex.  xxv.  5;  Ez. 
xvi.  10),  BynoBus  (de  Calceis  Ihhrceoi-um,  lib.  i. 
ch.  3),  Scheuchzer  (Phys.  Sa<^:  in  Ex.  xxv.  5), 
Parkhurst  (Ileb.  Lex.  s.  v.),  who  obsenes  that  "an 
outennost  covering  for  the  tabernacle  of  azure  or 
sky-blue  was  very  proper  to  represent  the  sky  or 
azure  boundary  of  the  system."  Some  versions, 
as  the  German  of  Luther  and  the  A.  V.,  led  ap- 
parently by  the  Chaldee,*  and  perhaps  by  a  certain 
similarity  of  sound  between  the  words  tachash, 
taxus,  dachs,  have  supiwsed  that  the  badger  (meks 
taxiis)  is  denoted;  but  this  is  clearly  an  error,  for 
the  badger  is  not  found  in  the  Biiile  lands.  t)th- 
ers,  as  Gesner  and  Harenberg  (in  Musceo  Brem. 
ii.  312),  have  thought  that  some  kind  of  wolf, 
known  by  the  Greek  name  Bees  and  the  Arabic 
Shafjhul,  is  intended.''  Hasanis  (in  Dissert.  PhiU 
oloi).  Sylloye,  diss.  ix.  §  17)  and  Biisching,  in  his 
preface  to  the  l''pitome  of  Scheuchzer's  Physica 
Sacra,  are  of  opinion  that  tachash  denotes  a  ceta- 
cean animal,  the  Trichechtis  manatus  of  Linnaeus, 
which,  however,  is  only  found  in  America  and  the 
West  Indies.  Others  with  Sebald  l!au  ( Comment, 
de  iis  f/iife  ex  And),  in  ii.<inm  Tabernac.  fiiemni 
repctila,  Traj.  ad  Hhen.  1753,  ch.  ii.)  are  in  favor 
of  tachash  representing  some  kind  of  seal  (Phoca 
vitulina,  Ijnn.).  Dr.  Geddes  ( Crit.  Item.  Ex.  xxv. 
5)  is  of  the  same  opinion.     Gesenius  understands 


superbit  In  coloribus   nmltis"  (Buxtorf,   Lex.   liab. 

8.  v.). 

c  "  The  9ii«  of  the  Greeks  Is  certainly  the  jackal '' 
{Canis  Aureus). 
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some  "  kind  of  seal  or  badger,  or  other  similar  ( !  ) 
creature."  Of  modem  writers  Dr.  Kitto  {Pict. 
Bible  on  fie.  xxv.  5)  thinks  that  tachash  denotes 
some  clean  animal,  as  in  all  probability  the  skin  of 
an  unclean  animal  would  not  have  been  used  for 
the  sacral  coverings.  Col.  H.  Smith  (Cyc.  Bib. 
Lit.  [1st  ed.]  art.  Badffei-),  with  much  plausibility, 
conjectures  that  tachash  refers  to  some  ruminant 
of  the  Aigoceruie  or  Damaline  groups,  as  these 
animals  are  known  to  the  natives  under  the  names 
oipacasse,  ihacasse  (varieties,  he  says,  of  tlje  word 
tachash),  and  have  a  deep  gray,  or  slaty  (Jiysyinus) 
colored  skin.  Dr.  Robinson  on  this  subject  {Bib. 
Res.  i.  171)  wTites:  "The  superior  of  the  convent 
at  Sinai  procured  for  me  a  pair  of  the  sandals  usu- 
ally worn  by  the  Bedawin  of  the  jjeninsula,  made 
of  the  thick  skin  of  a  fish  which  is  caught  in  the 
Red  Sea.  The  Arabs  around  the  convent  called  it 
Tun^  but  could  give  no  farther  account  of  it  than 
that  it  is  a  large  fish,  and  is  eaten.  It  is  a  species 
of  Halicore,  named  by  Ehrenberg"  (Sijmb.  Phys. 
Mamnud.  ii.)  Halicora  Hemprickii.  The  skin  is 
clumsy  and  coarse,  and  might  answer  very  well  for 
the  external  covering  of  the  tal)emacle  which  was 
constructed  at  Sinai,  but  would  seem  hardly  a  fit- 
ting, material  for  the  ornamental  sandals  belonging 
to  the  costly  attire  of  high-bom  dames  in  Palestine, 
described  by  the  prophet  Ezekiel "  (xvi.  10). 

It  is  difficult  to  understand  why  the  ancient  ver- 
sions have  interpreted  the  word  tachash  to  mean  a 
color,  an  explanation  which  has,  as  Gesenius  re- 
marks, no  ground  either  in  the  etjinology  or  in  the 
cognate  languages.  Whatever  is  the  substance  in- 
dicated by  tachash,  it  is  evident  from  Ex.  xxxv.  23, 
that  it  was  some  material  in  frequent  use  amongst 


The  Eye. 


Htlieore  Tabernaculi,  with  enlarged  drawing  of   the 
head. 

the  Israelites  during  the  Exodus,  and  the  construc- 
tion of  the  sentences  where  the  name  occurs  (for 
the  word  uroth,  "  skins,"  is  always,  with  one  excep- 


«  According  to  Ehrenberg,  the  Arabs  on  the  coast 
call  this  animal  Naka  and  Lottum.  Arabian  natural- 
ists applied  the  term  ensan  alma,  "  man  of  the  sea," 
to  this  creature. 

b  Ro9enmuller(SnAo/.  ,«  y.  T.  on  Ex.  xxv.  5)  ques- 
-'    > 
tions  the  use  of  the  Arabic  words  ^j»^^   (duchas) 
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tion,  repeated  with  tachash),  seems  to  imply  that 
the  skin  of  some  animal  and  not  a  color  is  denoted 
by  it.  The  Arabic  duchas  or  tuchas  denotes  a 
dolphin,  but  in  all  probability  is  not  restricted  in 
its  appUcation,  but  may  refer  to  either  a  seal  or  a 
cetacean.*  The  skin  of  the  Halicore,  from  its 
hardness,  would  be  well  suited  for  making  soles  for 
shoes ;  and  it  is  worthy  of  remark  that  the  Arabs 
near  Cape  Mussendum  apply  the  skin  of  these 
animals  for  a  similar  purpose  (Col.  H.  Smith,  /.  c). 
The  Halicore  Tabernaculi  is  found  in  the  Red  Sea, 
and  was  observed  by  RiippeU  {Mus.  Senck.  i.  11-3, 
t.  6),  who  gave  the  animal  the  above  name,  on  the 
coral  banks  of  the  Abyssinian  coast.  Or  perhaps 
tachash  may  denote  a  seal,  the  skin  of  which  ani- 
mal would  suit  all  the  demands  of  the  Scriptural 
allusions.  Pliny  (//.  X.  ii.  55)  says  seal-skins 
were  used  as  coverings  for  tents;  but  it  is  quite 
impossible  to  come  to  any  satisfactory  conclusion  in 
an  attempt  to  identify  the  animal  denoted  by  the 
Hebrew  word.  W.  H. 

BAG  is  the  rendering  of  several  words  in  the 
Old  and  New  Testaments.  1.  (D"'tD'*"in  :  ei\ar 
Kos-  saccus.)  Chdritim,  the  "bags"  in  which 
Xaaman  bound  up  the  two  talents  of  silver  for  Ge- 
hazi  (2  K.  v.  23),  probably  so  called,  according  to 
Gesenius,  from  their  long,  cone-like  shape.  The 
word  only  occurs  besides  in  Is.  iii.  22  (A.  V.  "  crisp- 
ing-pins  "),  and  there  denotes  the  reticules  carried 
by  the  Hebrew  ladies. 

2.  (D^3  :  ndpffiinros,  fxapainriov  •  sacculus, 
snccellus.)  C'ls,  a  bag  for  carrying  weights  (Deut. 
xxv.  13;  Prov.  xvi.  11;  Mic.  vi.  11),  also  used  as  a 
purse  (Prov.  i.  14;  Is.  xlvi.  6). 

3.  (^7^-  •  KdSioy.  pera.)  Ce/2, translated  "bag" 
in  1  Sam.  xvii.  40,  49,  is  a  word  of  most  general 
meaning,  and  is  generally  rendered  "  vessel "  or 
"instrument."  In  Gen.  xlii.  25,  it  is  the  "sack" 
in  which  Jacob's  sons  carried  the  corn  which  they 
brought  from  Egypt;  and  in  1  Sam.  ix.  7,  xxi.  5, 
it  denotes  a  bag  or  wallet  for  carrying  food  (A.  V. 
"vessel";  comp.  Jud.  x.  5,  xiii.  10,  15).  The 
shepherd's  "bag"  which  David  had  seems  to  have 
been  worn  by  him  as  necessary  to  his  calling,  and 
was  probably,  from  a  comparison  of  Zech.  xi.  15, 
16  (where  A.  V.  "  instnmients  "  is  the  same  word), 
for  the  purpose  of  carrying  the  lambs  which  were 
unable  to  walk,  or  were  lost,  and  contained  materi- 
als for  healing  such  as  were  sick  and  binding  up 
those  that  were  broken  (comp.  Ez.  xxxiv.  4,  16). 

4.  ("11")^:  ei/Sfa-fj,os,Sfarij.6s-  sacculus.)  TsS- 
ror,  properly  a  "  bundle  "  (Gen.  xlii.  35 ;  1  Sam. 
xxv.  29),  appears  to  have  been  used  by  travellers 
for  carrying  money  during  a  long  journey  (Prov. 
vii.  20 ;  Hag.  i.  6 ;  comp.  Luke  xii.  33  •  Tob.  ix. 
5).  In  such  "bundles"  the  priests  bound  up  the 
money  which  was  contributed  for  the  restoration 
of  the  Temple  under  Jehoiada  (2  K.  xii.  10,  A.  V. 
"  put  up  in  bags  " ).  The  "  bag  "  (yKua-o-oKonoV. 
loculi)  which  Judas  carried  was  probably  a  small 
box  or  chest  (.lohn  xii.  6,  xiii.  29).     The  Greek 


*°d  ,  ,ff  ^£\  y  (tuchns),  as  applying  to  the  dolphin 
or  the  seal  promiscuously.  The  common  Arabic  name 
for  the  dolphin  is  yjjiji^  (diilfin).  Perhaps,  there- 
fore, duchas  and  tuchas  had  a  wide  signification. 
The  Hebrew  tCH^  ^  of  obscure  origin. 
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word  is  the  same  as  that  used  in  the  LXX.  for 
"chest"  HI  2  Chr.  xxiv.  8,  10,  11,  and  originally 
signified  a  box  used  by  musicians  for  carrjing  the 
mouth-pieces  of  their  instruments.       W.  A.  W. 

BA'GO  {Bay(i)\  [Vat.  Bavoi;  Alex.]  B070: 
Yulg.  omits),  1  Esdr.  viii.  40.     [Bigvai.] 

BAGO'AS  (Bo^cias:  [Old  Lat.]  Bagoas, 
[Vulg.]  Vag(to),  Jud.  xii.  11,  [13.]  The  name  is 
said  to  be  equivalent  to  eunuch  in  Persian  (Plin. 
H.  N.  xiii.  4,  9).  Comp.  Bunnann  ad  Ovid.  Am. 
u.  2,  1.  B.  F.  W. 

BAG'OI  [3  syl.]  (Bayot  [Vat.  Bocro.] :  Zo- 
roar),  1  Esdr.  v.  14.     [Bigvai.] 

BAHARU'MITE,  THE.     [Bahurim.] 

BAHU'RiM   (an^na    and    D^nn? 

[tjoung  men,  or  warriors]  :  BapaKt/j.  [2  Sam.  iii.  16, 
elsewhere  Baoupifi;  Vat.  2  Sam.  iii.  16,  BapaKft; 
xvi.  5,  xix.  16,  Baovpftfi;  xvii.  18,  Baopfi/j.;  2  K. 
ii.  8,  BaOovpetfi  (and  so  Alex.)];  Alex,  [elsewhere] 
Baovpeijx;  Joseph.  BaxoupTjs  and  Baoup/i/:  Bahu- 
rim), a  village,  the  slight  notices  remaining  of 
which  connect  it  almost  exclusively  with  the  flight 
of  David.  It  was  apparently  on  or  close  to  the 
road  leading  up  from  the  Jordan  valley  to  Jerusa- 
lem. Shimei  the  son  of  Gera  resided  here  (1  K. 
ii.  8),  and  from  the  village,  when  David  having 
left  the  "  top  of  the  mount  "  l>ehind  him  was  mak- 
ing his  way  down  the  eastern  slopes  of  Olivet  into 
the  Jordan  vaUey  below,  Shimei  issued  forth,  and 
running  along  (Joseph.  hiarp4x'>>v)  on  the  side  or 
"rib"  of  the  hUl  over  against  the  king's  party, 
flung  his  stones  and  dust  and  foul  abuse  (xvi.  5), 
with  a  virulence  which  is  to  this  day  exhibited  in 
the  East  towards  fallen  greatness,  however  eminent 
it  may  previously  have  been.  Here  in  the  court 
of  a  house  was  the  well  in  which  Jonathan  and 
Ahimaaz  eluded  their  pursuers  (xvii.  18).  In  his 
account  of  the  occurrence,  Josephus  {Ant.  vii.  9, 
§  7)  distinctly  states  that  Bahurim  lay  off  the  main 
road  (TraiSis  (KTpairivrfs  t^j  65oC),  which  agrees 
well  with  the  account  of  Shimei's  behavior.  Here 
Phaltiel,  the  liusband  of  Michal,  bade  farewell  to 
his  wife  when  on  her  return  to  King  David  at  He- 
bron (2  Sam.  iii.  16).  Bahurim  must  have  been 
very  near  the  south  boundary  of  Benjamin,  but  it 
is  not  mentioned  in  the  lists  in  Joshua,  nor  is  any 
explanation  civen  of  its  being  Benjamite,  as  from 
Shimei's  residing  there  we  may  conclude  it  was. 
In  the  Targum  Jonathan  on  2  Sam.  xvi.  5,  we  find 

it  given  as  Almon  (^?i71?)»  But  the  situation 
of  Almon  (see  Josh.  xxi.  18)  will  not  at  all  suit 
the  requirements  of  Bahurim.  Dr.  Barclay  con- 
jectures that  the  place  lay  where  some  ruins  still 
exist  close  to  a  Wady  Ruicaby,  which  nms  in  a 
straight  course  for  3  miles  from  Olivet  directly 
towards  Jordan,  ofl^ering  the  nearest,  though  not 
the  best  route  (Barclay,  563,  4). 

AzMAVETH  "the  Barhumite"  (^prT^Sn  : 
6  BapSiafiirris;  [Vat.  Bapaia/xeiTTjr ;]  Alex.  Ba- 
pufifiTTis-   [(le  Berorni]  2  Sam.  xxiii.  31),  or  "  the 

Baharumite"  C*!^^"in2n :  6  Bapce/xl;  [Vat. 
B(f pfiftV,  Alex.  Bapo-a/ui :  Baurnmites]  1  Chr.  xi. 
33),  one  of  the  heroes  of  David's  guard,  is  the 
only  native  of  Bahurim  that  we  hear  of  except 
Shimei.  G. 

"BA'JITH  ('"T^Sn,  with  the  definite  article, 
•Hhe  house""),  referring  not  to  a  place  of  this 
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name,  but  to  the  "temple"  of  the  false  gods  of 
Moab,  as  opjwsed  to  the  "high  places"  in  the 
same  sentence  (Is.  xv.  2,  and  compare  xvi.  12). 
The  allusion  has  been  supposed  to  be  to  Beth-Baal- 
meon,  or  Beth-diblathaini,  which  are  named  in  Jer. 
xlviii.  22,  as  here,  with  Dibon  and  Nebo.  But 
this  is  mere  conjecture,  and  the  conclusion  of  Ge- 
senius  is  as  above  {Jesaia,  ad  loc.);  LXX.  AiljreTcr- 
6(  4<l>'  eavTovs-  Ascendit  domus.  G. 

BAKBAK'KAR  C^i^S"?  [perh.  imsling 
of  the  mount] :  BaK^UKip  [Vat.  BoKop :]  Bac- 
bacar),  a  Levite,  apparently  a  descendant  of  Asaph 
(1  Chr.  ix.  15). 

BAK'BUK  (P^SpS  [hoUle]  :  BaKrjSoi^K; 
[Vat.  BaKKOvK,  Bo/c;3ou:]  Bacbuc).  "Children 
of  Bakbuk "  were  among  the  Nethinim  who  re- 
turned from  captivity  with  Zerubbabel  (Ezr.  ii.  51 ; 
Neh.  vii.  53).  [The  name  corresfxinds  to  AcuB, 
1  Esdr.  v.  31.] 

BAKBUKI'AH  (n;p3p3  [imstingfrom 
Jehovah]  :  LXX.  omits  [in  most'MSS.,  but  FA.8 
BaK0aKtas,  Ba/c^aios!  Comp.  BoKxdas,  Ba»f/8o- 
Klas :  Becbecia'] ).  1.  A  Invite  in  the  time  of  Ne- 
hemiah  (Neh.  xi.  17.  xii.  9). 

2.  [FA.*  Comp.  BuK^aKias.]  A  Invite  port«r, 
apparently  a  different  person  from  the  preceding 
(Neh.  xii.  25). 

BAKING.     [Bread.] 

BATiAAM  (Orba,  t.  e.  Bileam:  Ba\adfi; 
Joseph.  BdKafjios'  Balaam),  a  man  endowed  with 
the  gift  of  prophecy,  introduced  in  Numbers  (xxii. 
5)  as  the  son  of  Beor.  He  belonged  to  the  Mid- 
ianites,  and  perhaps  as  the  prophet  of  his  people 
possessed  the  same  authority  that  Moses  did  among 
the  Israelites.  At  any  rate  he  is  mentioned  in 
conjunction  with  the  five  kings  of  !Midian,  appar- 
ently as  a  person  of  the  same  rank  (Num.  xxxi.  8 ; 
cf.  xxxi.  16).  He  seems  to  have  lived  at  Pethor, 
which  is  said  at  Deut.  xxiii.  4,  to  have  been  a  city 

of  Mesopotamia  (C^nn3  C  ji^).  He  himself 
speaks  of  being  "  brought  from  Aram  out  of  the 
mountains  of  the  East "   (Num.  xxiii.   7).     The 

reading,  therefore,    ]"1X2V  ''D?,  instead   of    ^35 

"^^V,  which  at  Num.  xxii.  5  is  found  in  some 
MSS.,  and  is  adopted  by  the  Samaritan.  SjTiac, 
and  Vulgate  versions,  need  not  be  preferred,  as  the 
Ammonites  do  not  appear  to  have  ever  extended  so 
far  as  the  Euphrates,  which  is  probalily  the  river 
alluded  to  in  this  place.  Tlie  name  Balaam,  ac- 
cording to  Cesenius   [and  Fiirst]  is  compounded 

of  75  and  35,  "  non-populus,  fortasse  i.  q.  per- 
egrinus;"  according  to  Vitringa  it  is  /372  and 
Q37,  the  lord  of  the  people ;  according  to  Simo- 
nis,  37|p3  and  CV,  the  destruction  of  the  people. 
There  is  a  Bela,  the  son  of  Beor,  mentioned  Gen. 
xxxvi  32,  a.s  the  first  king  of  Edom.  Balaam  is 
called  in  2  Pet.  ii.  15,  "the  son  of  Bosor:"  this 
Lightfoot  (Works,  vii.  80)  thinks  a  Chaldaism  for 
Beor,  and  infers  that  St.  Peter  was  then  in  Baby- 
lon. Balaam  is  one  of  those  instances  whicR 
meet  us  in  Scripture,  of  i>ersons  dwelling  among 
heathens,  but  possessing  a  certain  knowledge  of  the 
one  true  God.  He  was  endowed  with  a  greater 
than  ordinary  knowledge  of  God ;  he  was  possessed 
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of  high  gifts  of  intellect  and  genius;  he  had  the 
intuition  of  truth,  and  could  see  into  the  life  of 
things,  —  in  short,  he  was  a  poet  and  a  prophet. 
Moreover,  he  confessed  that  all  these  superior  ad- 
vantages were  not  his  own,  but  derived  from  God, 
and  were  his  gift.     And  thus,  doubtless,  he  had 
won  for  himself  among  his  conteniix)raries  far  and 
wide  a  high  reputation  for  wisdom  and  sanctity. 
It  was   believed   that   he  whom   he   blessed  was 
blessed,  and  he  whom  he  cursed  was  cursed.    Elat- 
ed, however,  by  his  fame  and  his  spiritual  eleva- 
tion, he  had  begun  to  conceive  that  these  gifts  were 
his  own,  and  that  they  miglit  be  used  to  the  fur- 
therance of  his  own  ends.     He  could  make  mer- 
chandise of  them,  and  might  acquire  riches  and 
honor  by  means  of  them.     A  custom  existed  among 
many  nations  of  antiquity  of  devoting  enemies  to 
destruction  before  entering  upon  a  war  with  them. 
At  this  time  the  Israelites  were  marching  forward 
to  the  occupation  of  Palestine :  they  were  now  en- 
camped in  the  plains  of  Moab,  on  the  east  of  Jor- 
dan, by  Jericho.     Balak,  the  king  of  Moab,  having 
witnessed  the  discomfiture  of  his  neighlwrs,  the 
Amorites,  by  this  people,  entered  into  a  league  with 
the  Midianites  against  them,  and  dispatched  mes- 
sengers to   Balaam  with  the  rewards  of  divination 
in  their  hands.     We  see  from  this,  therefore,  that 
Balaam  was  in  the  habit  of  using  his  wisdom  as  a 
trade,  and  of  mingling  with  it  devices  of  his  own 
by  which  he  imposed  upon  others,  and  perhaps  par- 
tially deceived  himself.     When  the  elders  of  Jloab 
and  ^lidian  told  him  their  message,  he  seems  to 
have  had  some  misgivings  as  to  the  lawfulness  of 
their  request,  for  he  invited  them  to  tarry  the  night 
with  him,  that  he  might  learn  how  the  Lord  would 
r^ard   it.     These  misgivings  were  confirmed  by 
the  express  prohibition  of  God  upon  his  journey. 
Balaam  reported  the  answer,  and  the  messengers 
of  Balak  returned.     The  king  of  Moab,  however, 
not  deterred  by  this  failure,  sent  again  more  and 
more  honorable  princes  to  Balaam,  with  the  prom- 
ise that  he  should  be  promoted  to  very  great  honor 
upon  complying  with  his  request.     The  prophet 
again  refused,  but  notwithstanding  invited  the  em- 
bassy to  tarry  the  night  with  him,  that  he  might 
know  what  the  \jotA  would  say  unto  him  further; 
and  thus  by  his  importunity  he  extorted  from  God 
the  permission  he  desired,  but  was  warned  at  the 
same  time  that  his  actions  would  be  overruled  ac- 
cording to  the  Divine  will.     Balaam  therefore  pro- 
ceeded on  his  journey  with  the  messengers  of  Ba- 
lak.    But  God's  anger  was  kindled  at  this  mani- 
festation of  determined  self-will,  and  the  angel  of 
the  Lord  stood  in  the  way  for  an  adversary  against 
him.     The  words  of  the  Psalmist,  "  Be  ye  not  Uke 
to  horse  and  mule  which  have  no  understanding, 
whose  mouths  must  be  held  with  bit  and  bridle, 
lest  they  fall  upon  thee,"  had  they  been  familiar  to 
Bakam,  would  have  come  home  to  him  with  most 
tremendous  force;  for  never  have  they  received  a 
more  forcible  illustration  than  the  comparison  of 
Balaam's  conduct  to  his  Maker  with  his  treatment 
of  his  ass,  affords  us.     The  wisdom  with  which  the 
tractable  brute  was  allowed  to  "  speak  with  man's 
voice,"  and  "forbid"  the  untractable  "madness  of 
the   prophet,"  is  palpable  and  conspicuous.     He 
was  taught,  moreover,  that  even  she  had  a  spiritual 
perception  to  which  he,  though  a  prophet,  was  a 
stranger;  and  when  his  eyes  were  opened  to  behold 
the  angel  of  the  Lord,  "  he  bowed  down  his  head 
and  fell  flat  on  his  fece."     It  is  hardly  necessary 
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berg  and  Leibnitz,  that  the  event  here  referred  to 
happened  only  in  a  trance  or  vision,  though  such 
an  opinion  might  seem  to  be  supported  by  the  fact 

that  our  translators  render  the  word   ^33  in  xxiv. 

4,  16,  "falling  into  a  trance"  whereas  no  other 
idea  than  that  of  simple  falUng  is  conveyed  by  it. 
St.  Peter  refers  to  it  as  a  real  historical  event: 
"the  dumb  ass,  speaking  with  man's  voice,  forbad 
the  madness  of  the  prophet"  (2  Pet.  ii.  16).  AVe 
are  not  told  how  these  things  hap[)ened,  but  that 
they  did  happen,  and  that  it  pleased  God  thus  to 
interfere  on  behalf  of  His  elect  people,  and  to  bring 
forth  from  the  genius  of  a  self-willed  prophet,  who 
thought  that  his  talents  were  his  own,  strains  of 
poetry  bearing  upon  the  destiny  of  the  Jewish  na- 
tion and  the  church  at  large,  which  are  not  sur- 
passed throughout  the  Mosaic  records.  It  is 
evident  that  Balaam,  although  acquainted  with 
God,  was  desirous  of  throwing  an  air  of  mystery 
round  his  wisdom,  from  the  instructions  he  gave 
Balak  to  offer  a  bullock  and  a  ram  on  the  seven 
altars  he  everywhere  prepared  for  him;  but  he 
seems  to  have  thought,  also,  that  these  sacrifices 
would  be  of  some  avail  to  change  the  mind  of  the 
Almighty,  because  he  pleads  the  merit  of  them  (xxiii. 
4),  and  after  experiencing  their  impotency  to  effect 
such  an  object,  "  he  went  no  more,"  we  are  told, 
"to  seek  for  enchantments"  (xxiv.  1).  His  relig- 
ion, therefore,  was  probably  such  as  would  be  the 
natural  result  of  a  general  acquaintance  with  G!od 
not  confirmed  by  any  covenant.  He  knew  Him  as 
the  fountain  of  wisdom,  how  to  worship  Him  he 
could  merely  guess  from  the  customs  in  vogue  at 
the  time.  Sacrifices  had  been  used  by  the  patri- 
archs ;  to  what  extent  they  were  efficient  could  only 
be  surmised.  There  is  an  allusion  to  Balaam  in 
the  prophet  Micah  {\\.  5),  where  Bishop  Butler 
thinks  that  a  conversation  is  preserved  which  oc- 
curred between  him  and  the  king  of  Moab  upon 
this  occasion.  But  such  an  opinion  is  hardly  ten- 
able, if  we  bear  in  mind  that  Balak  is  nowhere 
represented  as  consulting  Balaam  upon  the  accept- 
able mode  of  worshipping  God,  and  that  the  direc- 
tions found  in  Micah  are  of  quite  an  opposite  char- 
acter to  those  which  were  given  by  the  son  of  Beor 
upon  the  high  places  of  Baal.  The  prophet  is 
recounting  "  the  righteousness  of  the  Lord  "  in  de- 
livering His  people  out  of  the  hand  of  Moab  under 
Balak,  and  at  the  mention  of  his  name  the  history 
of  Balaam  comes  back  upon  his  mind,  and  he  is 
led  to  make  those  noble  reflections  upon  it  which 
occur  in  the  following  verses.  "  The  doctrine  of 
Balaam  "  is  spoken  of  in  Rev.  ii.  14,  where  an  allu- 
sion has  been  supposed  to  'tiiK6\aos,  the  founder 
of  the  sect  of  the  Nicolaitans,  mentioned  in  v.  15, 
these  two  names  being  probably  similar  in  signifi- 
cation. Though  the  utterance  of  Balaam  was  over- 
ruled so  that  he  could  not  curse  the  children  of 
Israel,  he  nevertheless  suggested  to  the  Moabites 
the  expedient  of  seducing  them  to  commit  fornica- 
tion. The  effect  of  this  is  recorded  in  ch.  xxv. 
A  battle  was  afterwards  fought  against  the  Midian- 
ites, in  which  Balaam  sided  with  them,  and  was 
slain  by  the  sword  of  the  people  whom  he  had  en- 
deavored to  curse  (Xum.  xxxi.  8).  (Comp.  Bish- 
op Butler's  Sermons,  serm.  vii. ;  Ewald,  Gesch.  des 
Volkes  Israel,  ii.  277.)  S.  L. 

*  There  are  but  two  views  that  can  well  be  taken 
of  this  miracle  of  "  the  dumb  ass  speaking."  Did 
God  exert  such  an  influence  upon  the  beast  that 
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without  a  reasoning  mind  distinctly  uttered  the 
words  of  a  rational  being  ?  or  did  God  exert  such 
an  influence  upon  Balaam  that  the  reproof  fif  the 
messenger  of  God  and  the  beast  on  which  he  rode 
Bounded  in  his  ears  and  sunk  into  his  heart  V  In 
either  case  the  occurrences  were  realities  to  Balaam, 
and  were  the  result  of  a  direct  interposition  of  God, 
more  palpable  on  the  former,  but  not  less  real  on 
the  latter  supposition. 

The  arguments  for  the  subjective  view  (as  rep- 
resented by  Tholuck,  Hengstenberg  and  others)  on 
Balaam  are  the  following:  1.  The  usual  manner 
in  which  (iod  revealed  himself  in  that  age  was  by 
visions  and  dreams,  and  we  have  no  evidence  that 
he  ever  revealed  himself  otherwise  to  Balaam,  whilst 
in  the  first  two  cases  he  waited  until  after  night, 
the  proper  season  for  wsions  and  dreams,  before  he 
gave  his  answer.  2.  No  astonishment  is  indicated 
at  the  communication  of  the  ass,  or  respect  such 
as  we  should  naturally  exjject  to  be  exliibited  to 
such  a  messenger  of  God.  On  the  other  hand  he 
says  in  his  impatience,  "  Because  thou  hast  mocked 
me,  I  would  there  were  a  sword  in  my  hand,  for 
now  would  I  kill  thee."  3.  At  the  time  of  the 
revelation,  Balaam's  two  servants  (Num.  xxii.  22) 
and  probably  the  iloabitish  messengers  (xxii.  35) 
were  with  him,  and  yet  they  do  not  seem  to  have 
been  cognizant  of  any  conununication  to  the  ex- 
ternal senses  of  Balaam.  4.  Balaam  himself  did 
not  perceive  the  messenger  of  God  which  proved  so 
formidable  an  obstruction  to  the  ass  until  after  its 
expostulation,  and  God  had  opened  his  eyes.  Com- 
pare similar  language  as  preparatory  to  a  vision,  or 
internal  illumination,  in  2  K.  vi.  17;  Ps.  cxix.  18. 

In  opposition  to  this  wew  it  may  be  said:  {a.) 
"  This  occurs  in  a  Historical  Book,  and  unless  it 
is  expressly  stated,  we  should  not  interpret  these 
occurrences  as  seen  in  vision."  But  we  reply,  that 
God  fo  often  revealed  himself  in  \asions,  and  they 
were  so  unquestionably  relied  upon,  that  the  authors 
of  the  Historical  I?ooks  of  the  Bible  do  not  consider 
it  necessary  to  state  in  what  way  a  particular 
revelation  is  made.  Compare  Gen.  xxii.  3;  xxviii. 
12  ff.,  xxxii.  2,  and  many  other  passages.  (6.)  "  We 
cannot  draw  the  line  of  demarkation  between  what 
was  seen  in  vision,  and  what  occurred  before  the 
eyes  of  all."  It  is  not  necessary  that  we  should  do 
this ;  one  motle  is  as  real  as  the  other ;  it  is  enough 
when  what  is  narrated  belongs  to  the  sphere  of 
ordinary  experience,  that  we  then  understand  it  of 
external  events,  (c.)  "  The  language  in  Num.  xxii. 
28,  as  well  as  in  2  Pet.  ii.  16,  implies  a  direct  oral 
communication."  But  it  is  not  necessary  to  so  in- 
terpret it.  There  was  a  direct  communication  in 
the  way  of  i-eproof  from  God  to  Balaam,  and  it 
matters  little  whether  God  put  the  sound  of  words 
into  the  mouth  of  the  dumb  beast,  or  into  the  ears 
of  Balaam  as  coming  from  the  beast. 

R.  D.  C.  R. 

*  The  sin  of  Balaam  was  one  of  peculiar  aggra- 
vation, and  is  characterized  as  such  in  2  Pet.  ii.  15, 
16,  and  .hide  11.  To  see  his  conduct  in  its  true 
light,  we  must  call  Xo  mind  the  geography  of  the 
scene.  This  professed  sen-ant  and  prophet  of  Jeho- 
vah was  standing  at  the  time  on  one  of  the  sum- 
mits cf  the  Abarim  Ijeyond  the  Jordan,  from  which 
Moses  was  permitted  to  Whold  the  Ijind  of  Promise 
just  before  his  death.  For  the  range  of  view  under 
the  eye  of  the  spectator  from  that  position,  see  under 
Nkbo  (Amer.  ed.).  Standing  there,  Balaam  was 
on  a  mount  consecrated  to  pagan  worship  and 
thronged  with  idolaters.     (>n  his  left  hand  he  sees 
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'  the  dark  waters  of  the  Dead  Sea  with  its  black  and 
i  desolate  shores,  which  were  recognized  among  all 
j  the  eastern  tribes  as  a  monument  of  God's  wrath 
,  against  the  impious  and  ungodly.  On  the  right  he 
sees  the  land  of  the  Amorites,  whom  Jehovah  had 
I  just  overthrown  as  proof  of  His  jwwer  and  purpose 
to  destroy  the  wicked  and  to  give  the  victory  to  His 
people.  In  the  valley  of  the  Jordan  lies  spread 
out  before  him  the  camp  of  Israel,  divided  accord- 
ing to  their  tribes,  in  the  midst  of  which  is  seen 
the  tabernacle  of  God,  above  which  hangs  the  pillar 
of  cloud ;  while  in  the  distance  beyond  the  camp 
his  eyes  rest  upon  the  land  which  he  knew  to  be 
promised  to  the  people  of  Israel.  Yet  even  in  this 
situation,  amid  so  much  adapted  to  show  him  how 
fearful  a  thing  it  is  to  sin  against  the  Infinite  One, 
he  dared,  for  the  reward  with  which  Balak  tempted 
his  avarice,  to  abuse  his  office  as  a  holy  prophet 
and  to  attempt,  once  and  again,  to  call  down  curses 
on  those  whom  God  had  blessed.  How  much  more 
vivid  is  our  conception  of  Balaam's  apostasy  and 
guilt,  when  we  thus  place  ourselves  in  imagination 
where  he  stood  in  that  critical  hour  of  his  moral 
history ! 

In  support  of  the  internal  or  subjective  interpre- 
tation, the  reader  may  consult  Herder,  Geist  der 
Ebr.  Poesie,  i.  237;  Tholuck's  Vermischte  Schrif- 
ten,  i.  406-432 ;  Hengstenberg's  Geschichie  Bileams 
u.  seine  Weissaffunyen  (Berlin,  1842);  and  Prophe- 
cies of  Balaam  {Bibl.  Sacr.  iii.  347-378,  and  699- 
743).  Kurtz  maintains  the  outward  or  literal  view 
(Geschichte  des  A.  Bundes,  ii.  477-489). 

I>ater  exegetical  helps  for  the  study  of  Balaam's 
prophecies :  Keil  and  Delitzsch  in  their  Conmieniary 
on  the  Pentateuch,  iii.  176-202  (Clark's  Library); 
Knobel,  Exeget.  JIandb.  xiii.  121-148;  Bunsen's 
Bibelwerk,  i.  261-265  ;  and  Wordsworth's  Holy 
Bible,  with  Notes  and  Introductions,  Part  II.  159- 
164  (London,  1864). 

Dean  Stanley  has  grouped  together  with  fine 
effect  the  characteristic  points  of  this  "  grandest  of 
all  the  episodes  introduced  into  the  ]\Iosaic  nar- 
rative" (History  of  the  Jewish  Church,  i.  209-218). 
Bishop  Hall  has  some  good  practical  reflections  on 
Balaam's  character  and  prophecies  ( Conlempldtions 
on  Historical  Passages  of  the  0.  and  N.  T.,  book 
vii.   4).     Keble's   noble   hymn   (Christian    Year  : 
Second  Sunday  after  Easter)  should  not  he  over- 
looked.    The    "sculptor's  hand"  has  graphically 
bodied  forth  both  the  sin  of  the  apostate  and  the 
warning  from  it  for  others,  in  the  lines: 
"  No  sun  or  star  so  bright 
In  all  the  world  of  light 
That  they  should  dniw  to  Heaven  his  downward  eye ; 
lie  hears  th'  Almighty's  word. 
He  sees  the  Angel's  sword. 
Yet  low  upon  the  earth  his  heart  and  treasure  lie." 

H. 

BA'LAC  (5  Ba\iK--  Balnc),  Rev.  ii.  14. 
[Balak.] 

BAL'ADAN.     [Merodach-Baladax.] 

BATLiAH  (n^2  =  Bahi  [Alex.  BsAjScdAo]  : 
Bala),  Josh.  xix.  3.     [Baal,  Geoyr.  No.  2,  b.] 

BA'LAK  (pba  :  BoAc^k  :  Balac),  son  of 
Zippor,  king  of  the  Moabites,  at  the  time  when 
the  children  of  Israel  were  bringing  their  jouniej- 
uigs  in  the  wildeniess  to  a  close.  According  to 
Gesenius  the  name  signifies  iiianis,  vacuus.  Balak 
entered  into  a  league  with  Midian  and  hired  Balaam 
to  curse  the  Israelites ;  but  his  designs  were  frus- 
trated in  the  manner  recorded  in  Num.  xxii.-xxiv. 
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fle  is  mentioned  also  at  Josh.  xxiv.  9 ;  Judg.  xi. 
25 ;  Jilic.  vi.  5.     [Balaam.]  S.  L. 

*  BaLak's  name  signifies  not  inanis,  vacuus,  but 
in  the  active  sense  one  who  makes  empty  or  desolate, 
"a  waster,"  "spoiler";  a  complimentary  title  such 
as  a  king  or  conqueror  might  bear.  The  writer 
above  quotes  Gesenius  in  his  Thesaur.  i.  214;  but 
in  his  other  works  Gesenius  defines  the  name  in 
the  other  way.  See  his  Ilebr.  u.  Chald.  Ilandw. 
(1835);  Hoffmann's  I^tin  ed.  1847;  and  Dietrich's 
ed.  1863.  Fiirst  adopts  the  same  explanation 
(i.  194).  The  last  book  of  the  Bible  mentions 
Balak  once  more,  and  presents  him  in  the  same 
character  as  the  dupe  and  instrument  of  Balaam 
in  leading  the  people  of  Israel  into  gross  idolatry 
and  licentiousness  (Rev.  ii.  14).  H. 

BAL'AMO.  [Jud.  viii.  3.]  [Baal,  Geogr. 
No.  6.] 

BALANCE.  Two  Hebrew  words  are  thus 
translated  in  the  A.  V. 

1.  D^DTb^O,  mozenayim  (LXX.  ^vy6v,  Vulg. 
statera),  the  dual  form  of  which  points  to  the  double 
scales,  like  Lat.  bilanx.  The  balance  in  this  form 
was  known  at  a  very  early  period.  It  is  found  on 
the  Egyptian  monuments  as  early  as  the  time  of 
Joseph,  and  we  find  allusions  to  its  use  in  the  story 
of  the  purchase  of  the  cave  of  ilachpelah  (Gen.  xxiii. 
16)  by  Abraham.  Before  coinage  was  introduced 
it  was  of  necessity  employed  in  all  transactions  in 
which  the  valuable  metals  were  the  mediums  of 
exchange  (Gen.  xliii.  21;  Ex.  xxii.  17;  1  K.  xx. 
39;  Esth.  iii.  9;  Is.  xlvi.  6;  Jer.  xxxii.  10,  <fec.). 
The  weights  which  were  used  were  at  first  probably 
stones,  and  from  this  the  word  "  stone  "  continued 
to  denote  any  weight  whatever,  though  its  material 
was  in  later  times  lead  (Lev.  xix.  36;  Deut.  xxv. 
13,  ]5;  Prov.  xi.  1,  xx.  10.  23;  Zech.  v.  8).  These 
weights  were  carried  in  a  bag  (Deut.  xxv.  13;  Prov. 
xvi.  11)  suspended  from  the  girdle  (Chardin,  Voy. 
iii.  422),  and  were  very  early  made  the  vehicles  of 
fraud.  The  habit  of  carrying  two  sets  of  weights 
is  denounced  in  Deut.  xxv.  13  and  Prov.  xx.  10, 
and  the  necessity  of  observing  strict  hoijesty  in  the 
matter  is  insisted  upon  in  several  precepts  of  the 
Law  (Lev.  xix.  36;  Deut.  xxv.  13).  But  the  cus- 
tom Uved  on,  and  remained  in  full  force  to  the  days 
of  Micah  (vi.  11),  and  even  to  those  of  Zechariah, 
who  appears  (ch.  v.)  to  pronounce  a  judgment 
against  fraud  of  a  similar  kind.    The  earliest  weight 

to  which  reference  is  made  is  the  rTID^27|7,  Tces'itdh 
(Gen.  xxxiii.  19;  Josh.  xxiv.  32;  Job  xlii.  11), 
which  in  the  margui  of  our  version  is  in  two  pas- 
sages rendered  "  lambs,"  while  in  the  text  it  is 
''  piece  of  money."  It  may  have  derived  its  name 
from  being  in  the  shape  of  a  lamb.  We  know  that 
weights  in  the  form  of  bulls,  lions,  and  antelopes 
were  in  use  among  tlie  ancient  Egj'ptians  and  As- 
syrians. [Money,  I.  3.]  By  means  of  the  balance 
the  Hebrews  appear  to  have  been  able  to  weigh 
with  considerable  delicacy,  and  for  this  purpose 
they  had  weights  of  extreme  minuteness,  which 
are  called  metaphorically  "  the  small  dust  of  the 
balance"  (Is.  xl.  15).  The  "  Uttle  grain"  (Soir^ 
of  the  balance  in  Wisd.  xi.  22  is  the  small  weight 
which  causes  the  scale  to  turn.  In  this  passage, 
as  in  2  ilacc.  Lx.  8.  the  Greek  word  irKicrTiy^, 
rendered  "  balance,"  was  originally  applied  to  the 
scale-pan  alone. 

2-   "^P.l^i  Mneh  {^vf6v-  statera),  rendered  "bal- 
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ance"  in  Is.  xlvi.  6,  is  the  word  generally  used  for 
a  measuring-rod,  like  the  Greek  Kavdv,  and  like  it 
too  denotes   the   tongue   or   beam   of  a   balance. 

ObS,  pefe5,  rendered  "weight"  (Prov.  xvi.  11, 
LXX.  ^oir^)  and  "scales"  (Is.  xl.  12,  LXX. 
a-Tadp.6i)  is  said  by  Kimchi  (on  Is.  xxvi.  7)  to  be 
properly  the  beam  of  the  balance.  In  his  lexicon 
he  says  it  is  the  part  in  which  the  tongue  moves, 
and  which  the  weigher  holds  in  his  hand.  Gesenius 
(Thes.  s.  V.)  supposed  it  was  a  steelyard,  but  there 
is  no  evidence  that  this  instrument  was  known  to 
the  Hebrews.  Of  the  material  of  which  the  balance 
was  made  we  have  no  information. 

Sir  G.  Wilkinson  describes  the  Egyptian  balance 
as  follows :  —  "  The  beam  passed  through  a  ring 
suspended  from  a  horizontal  rod,  immediately  above 
and  parallel  to  it;  and  when  equally  balanced,  the 
ring,  which  was  large  enough  to  allow  the  beam  to 
play  freely,  showed  when  the  scales  were  equally 
poised,  and  had  the  additional  effect  of  preventing 
the  beam  tilting  when  the  goods  were  taken  out  of 
one  and  the  weights  suffered  to  remain  in  the 
other.  To  the  lower  part  of  this  ring  a  small 
plummet  was  fixed,  and  this  being  touched  by  the 
hand  and  found  to  hang  freely,  indicated,  without 
the  necessity  of  looking  at  the  beam,  that  the 
weight  was  just"  {Anc.  Ey.  ii.  240). 

The  expression  in  Dan.  v.  27,  "  thou  art  weighed 
in  the  balances,  and  art  found  wanting,"  has  been 
supposed  to  be  illustrated  by  the  custom  of  weigh- 
ing the  Great  Mogul  on  his  birthday  in  the  presence 
of  his  chief  grandees.  The  ceremony  is  described 
in  a  passage  from  Sir  Thomas  Koe's  Voyage  in 
Jiulla,  quoted  in  Taylor's  Calmet,  Frag.  186: 
"  The  scales  in  which  he  was  thus  weighed,  were 
plated  with  gold,  and  so  the  beam  on  which  they 
hung  by  great  chains,  made  likewise  of  that  most 
precious  metal.  The  king,  sitting  in  one  of  them, 
was  weighed  first  against  silver  coin,  which  imme- 
diately after  was  distributed  among  the  jxxjr;  then 
was  he  weighed  against  gold;  after  that  against 
jewels  (as  they  say ) ;  but  I  observed  (being  there 
present  with  my  lord  ambassador)  that  he  was 
weighed  against  three  several  things,  laid  in  silken 

bags,  on  the  contrary  scale By  his  weight 

(of  which  his  physicians  yearly  keep  an  exact  ac- 
count) they  presume  to  guess  of  the  present  state 
of  his  body ;  of  which  they  speak  flatteringly,  how- 
ever they  think  it  to  be."  It  appears,  however, 
from  a  consideration  of  the  other  metaphorical  ex- 
pressions in  the  same  passage  of  Daniel  that  the 
weighing  in  balances  is  simply  a  figure,  and  may 
or  may  not  have  reference  to  such  a  custom  as  that 
above  described.  Many  examples  of  the  use  of  the 
same  figure  of  speech  among  Orientals  are  given  in 
Roberts's  Oriental  Illustrations,  p.  502. 

W.  A.  W. 

BALAS'AMUS  (BadKaafios  [Aid.  Ba\d(ra- 
fio?] :  Balsamus),  in  1  Esdr.  ix.  43.  The  corre- 
sponding name  in  the  list  in  Ezra  is  Maaseiah. 

BALDNESS  (nnirj :  (paKaKpaicris,  <l>aKd- 
Kpwfxa;  and  in  Lev.  xiii.  43,  <pa\avTaixa)-  There  are 
two  kinds  of  baldness,  namely,  artificial  and  natural. 
The  latter  seems  to  have  been  uncommon,  since  it 
exposed  people  to  public  derision,  and  is  perpetually 
alluded  to  as  a  mark  of  squalor  and  misery  (2  K. 
ii.  23 ;  Is.  iii.  24,  "  instead  of  well-set  hair,  bald- 
ness, and  burning  instead  of  beauty."  Is.  xv.  2; 
Jer.  xlvii.  5;  Ez.  vii.  18,  &e.  For  this  reason  it 
seems  to  have  been  included  under  the  \ei-)(i)v  and 
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ij/oipa  (Lev.  xxi.  20,  LXX.)  which  were  disqualifica- 
tions for  priesthood.     A  man  bald  on  the  back  of 

the  head  is  called  FT^p.,  <pa\aKp6s,  LXX.,  Lev. 
xiii.  40,  and  if  forehead-bald,  the  word  used  to 
describe  him  is  n33,  ai'a(paXayTias,  LXX.,  Lev. 
xiii.  41  {recahaster).  (Gesen.  s.  vv.)  In  Lev. 
xiii.  29  fl".,  very  careful  directions  are  given  to  dis- 
tincuish  Bohak,  "  a  plague  upon  the  head  and 
beard"  (which  probably  is  the  Mentagra  of  Pliny, 
and  is  a  sort  of  leprosy),  from  mere  natural  bald- 
ness which  is  pronounced  to  be  clean,  v.  40  (Jahn, 
Arch.  Bill  §  189).  But  this  shows  that  even 
natural  baldness  subjected  men  to  an  unpleasant 
suspicion.  It  was  a  defect  with  which  the  IsraeUtes 
were  by  no  means  faniiUar,  since  AlyvTrriovs  &v 
Tis  eXaxifTOus  iSoiro  (paKaKpovs  iravTaiv  avBpca- 
irojv,  says  Herod,  (iii.  12);  an  immunity  which  he 
attributes  to  their  constant  shaving.  They  adopted 
this  practice  lor  purposes  of  cleanliness,  and  gener- 
ally wore  wigs,  some  of  which  have  been  found  in 
the  ruins  of  Thebes.  Contrary  to  the  general 
practice  of  the  East,  they  only  let  the  hair  grow  as 
a  sign  of  mourning  (Ilerod.  ii.  36),  and  shaved 
themselves  on  all  joyous  occasions :  hence  in  (Jen. 
xli.  14  we  have  an  undesigned  coincidence.  The 
same  custom  obtains  in  China,  and  among  the 
modern  Kgyi)tians,  who  shave  off  all  the  hair  except 
the  shoosheh,  a  tuft  on  the  forehead  and  crown  of 
the  head  (Wilkinson,  Anc.  Egypt,  iii.  359  if.; 
Lane,  Mod.  Ei/ypt.  i.  ch.  1). 

Baldness  was  despised  both  among  Greeks  and 
Romans.  In  Jl.  ii.  219,  it  is  one  of  the  defects  of 
Thersites  ;  Aristophanes  (who  was  probably  bald 
himself,  Pax,  767,  Eq.  550)  takes  pride  in  not 
joining  in  the  ridicule  against  it  (ovS"  (ffKw\pfv 
Tovs  <j>a\aKpovs,  Nub.  540).  Caesar  was  said 
"  calvitii  deformitatem  iniquissime  ferre,"  and  he 
generally  endeavored  to  conceal  it  (Suet.  Cas.  45 ; 
comp.  Dom.  18). 

Artificial  baldness  marked  the  conclusion  of  a 
Nazarite's  vow  (Acts  xviii.  18;  Num.  vi.  9),  and 
was  a  sign  of  mourning  ("  quasi  calvitio  luctus 
levaretur,"  Cic.  Tusc.  Disp.  iii.  26).  It  is  often 
alluded  to  in  Scripture ;  as  in  Mic.  i.  16 ;  Am.  viii. 
10;  Jer.  xlvii.  5,  &c. ;  and  in  Deut.  xiv.  1,  the 
reason  for  its  being  forbidden  to  the  Israelites  is 
their  being  "  a  holy  and  peculiar  people."  (Cf. 
Lev.  xix.  27,  and  Jer.  ix.  26,  marg.)  The  practices 
alluded  to  in  the  latter  pa.ssages  were  adopted  by 
heathen  nations  (e.  (j.  the  Arabs,  &c.)  in  honor  of 
various  gods.  Hence  the  expression  rpoxoKovpiSfs. 
The  Abantcs  (oTTjOev  Kofiowtnts),  and  other  half- 
civilized  tril>es,  shaved  off  the  forelocks,  to  avoid 
the  danger  of  teing  seized  by  them  in  battle.  (See 
also  Herod,  ii.  36,  i.  82.)  ¥.  W.  F. 

BALM  ("^1^.,  tzdii;  '^'^V,  tz<hi:  (,nrivv- 
retina)  occurs  in  Gen.  xxxvii.  25  as  one  of  the  sub- 
stances which  the  Ishmaelites  were  bringing  from 
Gilead  to  take  into  I'^ypt;  in  Gen.  xliii.  11,  as  one 
of  the  ])reseiits  which  .litcob  sent  to  Joseph ;  in  Jer. 
viii.  22,  xlvi.  11,  Ii.  8,  where  it  appears  that  the 
balm  of  Gileatl  had  a  medicinal  value;  in  ICz.  xxvii. 
17  (margin,  "rosin")  as  an  article  of  commerce 
imported  by  Judah  into  Tyre. 

Many  attempts  have  been  made  to  identify  the 
tz6rx  by  different  writers,  not  one  of  which,  how- 
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ever,  can  be  considered  conclusive.  ITje  Syriac 
version  in  Jer.  viii.  22,  and  the  Samaritan  in  Gen. 
xxxvii.  25,  suppose  ceca,  "wax,"  to  be  meant; 
others,  as  the  Arabic  version  in  the  passages  cited 
in  Genesis,  conjecture  therkica,  a  medical  com- 
j)ound  of  great  supposed  virtue  in  serjient  bites. 
Of  the  same  opinion  is  Castell  (Lex.  JJept.  s.  v. 

^1!J).  Luther  and  the  Swedish  version  have 
"  salve,"  "  ointment,"  in  the  passages  in  Jeremiah; 
but  in  Ez.  xxvii.  17  they  read  "  mastic."  The 
Jewish  Rabbis,  Junius  and  Tremellius,  Ueodatius, 
&c.,  have  "  balm "  or  "  balsam,"  as  the  A.  V. 
(Celsius,  Ilierob.  ii.  180)  identifies  the  tzdri  with 
the  mastic-tree  (Pistacia  lentiscus). 

Kosenmiiller  (Bibl.  Bot.  169)  believes  that ^ the 
pressed  juice  of  the  fruit  of  the  zuckum-tree  (Kla- 
aynus  angnstifolms,  Linn.  [  V] ),  or  narrow-leaved 
oleaster,  is  the  substance  denoted : «  but  the  same 
author,  in  another  place  (Schol.  in  Gen.  xxxvii.  25), 
mentions  the  balsam  of  Mecca  {Amyvis  ojwbalsamum, 
Linn.),  referred  to  by  Strabo  (xvi.  778)  and  Dio- 
dorus  Siculus  (ii.  132),  as  being  probably  the  tzdn 
(see  Kitto,  Phys.  Hist.  Pal.  p.  273;  Hasselquist, 
Travels,  p.  293).  Dr.  Royle  (Kitto's  Cycl.  Bib. 
Lit.)  is  unable  to  identify  the  tzdri  with  any  of  the 
numerous  substances  that  have  been  referred  to  it. 
Josephus  {Ant.  viii.  6,  §  7)  mentions  a  current 
opinion  amongst  the  Jews,  that  the  queen  of  Sheba 
first  introduced  the  balsam  into  Judaea,  having 
made  Solomon  a  present  of  a  root.  If  this  lie  so— ■ 
but  perhaps  it  was  merely  a  tradition  —  the  tzon 
cannot  be  restricted  to  represent  the  produce  of  this 
tree,  as  the  word  occurs  in  Genesis,  and  the  plant 
was  known  to  the  patriarchs  as  growing  hi  the  hilly 
district  of  Gilead. 

Hasselquist  has  given  a  description  of  the  true 
balsam-tree  of  Mecca.  He  says  that  the  exudation 
from  the  plant  "  is  of  a  yellow  color,  and  (jellucid. 
It  has  a  most  fragrant  smell,  which  is  reshious, 
balsamic,  and  very  agreeable.  It  is  very  tenacious 
or  glutinous,  sticking  to  the  fingers,  and  may  be 
drawni  -into  long  threads.  I  have  seen  it  at  a 
Turkish  surgeon's,  who  had  it  immediately  from 
Mecca,  described  it,  and  was  infonned  of  its  virtues; 
which  are, 'first,  that  it  is  the  best  stomachic  they 
know,  if  taken  to  three  grains,  to  strengthen  a  weak 
stomach ;  secondly,  that  it  is  a  most  excellent  and 
capital  remedy  for  curing  wounds,  for  if  a  few  drops 
are  applied  to  the  fresh  wound,  it  cures  it  in  a  very 
short  time"  {Travels,  p.  293). 

The  trees  which  certainly  appear  to  have  the  best 
claim  for  representing  the  Scriptural  tzdri  —  sup- 
posing, that  is,  that  any  one  particular  tree  is 
denoted  by  the  term  —  are  the  Pistocia  lentiscus 
(mastic),  and  the  Amyris  o/xifjalsamum,  Linn.,  the 
Balsanwdendrmi  ajyolxiUnvutm,  or  Gileadense  of 
modem  botanists  (Balm  of  (lilead).  One  argument 
in  favor  of  the  first-named  tree  rests  upon  the  fact 
that  its  name  in  Arabic  {(heri,  (Iseiit)  is  identical 
with  the  Hebrew;  and  the  Arabian  naturalists  have 
attributed  great  medicinal  virtues  to  the  resin 
afforded  by  this  tree  (Dioscor.  i.  90,  91;  Plin.  xxiv. 
7;  Avicenna,  edit.  Arab.  pp.  204  and  277,  in 
Celsius).  The  Pistacia  lentiscus  has  been  recorded 
to  occur  at  Joppa  Iwth  by  Kauwolf  and  Pococke 
(Strand.  Flm:  Pakest.  No.  561 ).  The  derivation 
of  the  word  from  a  root,  "  to  flow  forth,"  *  is  opposed 
to  the  theory  which  identifies  the  pressed  oil  of  the 


a  From  Maundrell's  description  of  the  zurhum  Dr. 
Hooker  unhesitatingly  identifies  it  with  Balanites 
JSgyptiaca,  which  he  saw  abundantly  at  Jericho. 


b   HT^    "  to  flow  *8  *  wound  from  a  cleft."     The 
cognate  Syriac  and  Arabic  have  a  similar  meaning. 
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euchuin  (Balanites  ^-Egyptiaca  [?])  with  the  tzdri, 
although  this  oil  is  in  very  high  esteem  amongst 
the  Arabs,  who  even  prefer  it  to  the  balm  of  Mecca, 
as  being  more  efficacious  in  wounds  and  bruises 
(see  Mariti,  ii.  353,  ed.  Lond.)-  Maundrell  {Journey 
from  Akp.  to  Jerus.,  p.  86),  when  near  the  Dead 
Sea,  saw  the  suckuin-tree.  He  says  it  is  a  thorny 
bush  with  small  leaves,  and  that  "  the  fruit  both 
in  shape  and  colour  resembles  a  small  unripe  walnut. 
The  kernels  of  this  fruit  the  Arabs  bray  in  a  mortar, 
and  then,  putting  the  pulp  into  scalding  water,  they 
skim  oft'  the  oyl  which  rises  to  the  top :  this  oyl 
they  take  inwardly  for  bruises,  and  apply  it  out- 
wardly to  green  wounds I  procured  a  bottle 

of  it,  and  have  found  it  upon  some  small  tryals  a 
very  healing  medicine."  "  This,"  says  Dr.  Robin- 
son {Bib.  JRes.  ii.  231),  "is  the  modem  balsam  or 
oil  of  Jericho."  Perhaps,  after  all,  the  tzdri  does 
not  refer  to  an  exudation  from  any  particular  tree, 
but  Mas  intended  to  denote  any  kind  of  resinous 
substance  which  had  a  medicinal  valae.  The  tzdr'i, 
then,  may  represent  the  gum  of  the  Pistacia  len- 
tiscus,  or  that  of  the  Balsamodeiulron  opobalsnmum. 
[Spices  ;  Mastic]  Compare  Winer,  Biblisch. 
Realwurt.  s.  v.,  for  numerous  references  from  ancient 
and  modern  WTiters  on  the  subject  of  the  balm  or 
balsam-tree,  and  Hooker's  Kew  Garden  Misc.  i. 
257.  W.  H. 

BALNU'US  {^aKvodos  [Vat.  BaKvovs]  ■ 
Bonniis),  1  Esdr.  ix.  31.     [Binxui.] 

BALTHA'SAR  {BaKrda-ap  :  Balthasar), 
Bar.  i.  11,  12.     [Belshazzar.] 

BA'MAH  (rraS,  a  high  place).  Though 
frequently  occurring  in  the  Bible  to  denote  the 
elevated  spots  or  erections  on  which  the  idolatrous 
rites  were  conducted  [High-place],  this  word  ap- 
pears in  its  Hebrew  form  only  in  one  passage  (Ez. 
XX.  29),  very  obscure,  and  full  of  the  paronomasia 
so  dear  to  the  Hebrew  poets,  so  difficult  for  us  to 

appreciate:  "What  is  the  high-place  (na2n) 
whereunto  ye  hie  (Q"'S2n)  ?  and  the  name  of  it 
is  called  Bamah  (n^2)  unto  this  day."  (LXX. 
Ti  iffTiv  adafxa  ■  ■  ■  ■  koI  eireKaKeaav  rh  ovofjia 
aurov  'A/8ajua  [Vat.  Aid.  'APava.\  Alex.  A00ava-- 
Vulg.  excelsum].)  Ewald  {Prophtten,  286)  pro- 
nounces this  verse  to  be  an  extract  from  an  older 
prophet  than  Ezekiel.  G. 

*  Ewald's  idea  of  a  quotation  is  purely  conject- 
ural. The  passage  is  certainly  obscure.  Haver- 
nick  understands  "the  height"  as  referring  to  the 
place  of  the  tabernacle  or  of  the  temple,  to  which 
the  people  prone  to  idolatry  through  successive  ages 
had  been  accustomed  to  apply  (down  to  the  prophet's 
time  =  "  unto  this  day  " )  the  same  name,  with  very 
much  the  same  feehng,  which  they  appUed  to  the 
high  places  of  their  idol  worship  (see  his  Comm.  ub. 
den  Propheten  Ezechiel,  p.  316).  Professor  Fair- 
bairn  says:  Jehovah  "gave  the  name  Bamah  to 
every  place  of  their  worship,  and  held  by  that  as 
the  proper  name;  for  the  worship  was  essentially 
of  a  i)olluted  and  heathenish  character  {Ezekiel  and 
his  Prophecy,  p.  211,  2d  ed.).  Umbreit  would  find 
a  sarcasm  in  the  expression :  "  Truly  you  go  not 
up,  but  down  when  you  repair  to  your  '  high  place ' ! 
Thus  the  term  (na2)  ever  m  the  mouth  of  the 
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o  It  will  be  observed  that  our  Translators  have,  in 


backsliding  Israelites  became  a  perpetual  reminder 
of  their  abominable  treachery  against  the  gracious 
God  who  would  draw  them  upward,  on  a  very 
different  height,  to  himself"  {Comm.  Ub.  die  Pro- 
pheten, iii.  115,  ed.  1843).  The  word  after  all  ia 
really  appellative  rather  than  a  proper  name  (A.  V.). 

H. 
BA'MOTH  (ni)22  Iheighis]:  Ba/wiJfl:  Ba- 
nwth).  A  halting-place  of  the  Israelites  in  the 
Amorite  country  on  their  march  to  Canaan  (Num. 
xxi.  19,  20).  It  was  between  NahaUel  and  Pisgah, 
north  of  the  Arnon.  Eusebius  (Onomast.)  calls  it 
"  Baboth,  a  city  of  the  Amorite  beyond  Jordan  on 
the  Anion,  which  the  children  of  Israel  took." 
Jerome  adds  that  it  was  in  the  territory  of  the 
Reubenites.  Knobel  identifies  it  with  "the  high 
places  of  Baal"  (Num.  xxii.  41),  or  Bainoth  Baal, 
and  places  it  on  the  modern  Jebel  Attdrus,  the  site 
being  marked  by  stone  heaps  which  were  observed 
both  by  Seetzen  (ii.  342)  and  Burckhardt  {Syi-ia, 
p.  370).  w,  A.  W. 

BA'MOTH-BA'AL  (b2?2-nha3,  high 
places  of  Baal :  Bainwy  BaoA.  [Alex.  Comp.  Aid. 
Ba/jL(i)d  Bac^A]  :  Bavwthbaal),  a  sanctuary  of  Baal 
in  the  country  of  Moab  (Josh.  xiii.  17),  which  is 
probably  mentioned  in  the  Itinerary  in  Num.  xxi. 
19,  under  the  shorter  form  of  Bamoth,  or  Bamoth- 
in-the-i-avine  (20),  and  again  in  the  enumeration 
of  the  towns  of  Moab  in  Is.  xv.  2.  In  this  last 
passage  the  word  is  translated  in  the  A.  V.  "  the 
high  places,"  as  it  is  also  in  Num.  xxii.  41,  where 
the  same  locality  is  doubtless  referred  to.«  Near 
to  Bamoth  was  another  place  bearhig  the  name  of 
the  same  divinity,  —  Baal-meon,  or  Beth-baal- 

MEON.  (J_ 

BAN"  (Baej/oj/  [Alex.  Aid.  Biv]:  Tvbal),  a 
name  in  a  very  corrupt  passage  (1  Esdr.  v.  37);  it 
stands  for  Tobiah  in  the  parallel  Usts  in  Ezra  and 
Nehemiah. 

BANA'IAS  [3  syl.]  {Bavaias:  Baneas),  1 
Esdr.  ix.  35.    [Bexaiah.] 

BA'NI  C'DS  Ibuilt,  perh.  having  posterity]), 
the  name  of  several  men.  1.  A  Gadite,  one  of 
David's  mighty  men  (2  Sam.  xxiii.  36 ;  LXX.  [ed. 
Rom.]  translate,  no\vSwdiJ.(ws  vlhs  TahaaSSi 
[Vat.  -Set;  Alex.  iroWvs  Swa/xeus  vios  FaSSf, 
Comp.  Bavl  6  TaSi:  Bonni  de  Gadi]). 

2.  [Bavl;  Vat.  Bovei;  Alex.  Baayf.  Boni.]  A 
Levite  of  the  line  of  Merari,  and  forefather  to  Ethan 
(1  Chr.  vi.  46). 

3.  [Bowl;  Vat.  Alex.  om. :  Bonni.]  A  man 
of  Judah  of  the  line  of  Pharez  (1  Chr.  ix.  4). 

4-  [Bavovl,  Bavl,  etc. :  Bnni.']  "  Children  of 
Bani"  returned  from  captivity  with  Zerubbabel 
(Ezr.  ii.  10;  Neh.  x.  14;  Ezr.  x.  29,  34;  1  Esdr. 
V.  12).   [Bixxui,  Maxi,  and  Maani.] 

6-  [Bavovl :  Bani.]  An  Israelite  "  of  the  sons 
of  Bani  "  (F.zr.  x.  38).     [Baxnus.] 

6.  [Boj/i;  Vat.  Alex.  Ba/'et:  Benni.]  A  Levite 
(Neh.  in.  17). 

7.  [Bavalas,  etc. :  Bani.]  A  Levite  (Neh.  viii- 
7;  ix.  4;  LXX.  transL  kuI  ol  vlo\  KaSuffjX,  4 
X.  13).     [Axus.] 

8.  Another  Levite  (Neh.  ix.  4 ;  LXX.  [ed 
Rom.]  transl.  viol  Xccvevl  [Vat.  om.:  Comp 
Aid.  Alex.  Xavavl'-  Bani]). 


Mr...™         —    n  ,       ,7      —     ^."-^•.^  ^a.r^,  ii±    (uaepencwora  l ':jif ) 

Num.  xxui.  3,  rendered  by  "  high  place "  a  totaUy  *  «  n        L  ,, 

"     *^  """^^1  I  meamng  of  "  Bamoth." 


dififerent  word  ("^DB?)    which  is  devoid  of  the  special 
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0-  IBavl;  Vat.  Alex.  Bavei-  Bani.]  Another 
Levite,  of  the  sons  of  Asaph  (Neh.  xi.  22). 

BA'NID  {Bavias  [Vat.  -vu]  ;  Alex.  Bavf, 
[Aid.  BaviS--]  Bunia),  1  Esdr.  viii.  36.  This  rep- 
resents a  name  which  has  apparently  escaped  from 
the  present  Hebrew  text  (see  Ezr.  viii.  10). 

BANNA'IA  [3  syl.]  {S^^avvaios  [Vat. 
-ouy];  Alex.  Bawoiouy;  [Aid.  Bavvaia'^  Bannus), 
1  Esdr.  ix.  33.  The  corresponding  name  in  the 
list  in  Ezra  is  Zabad. 

*  BANNER.     [Ensign.] 

BAN'NUS  (Bavvovs:  Baneas),  1  Esdr.  ix.  34. 
[Bani,  or  Binxui.] 

BANQUETS.  These,  among  the  Hebrews, 
were  not  only  a  means  of  social  enjoyment,  but 
were  a  part  olF  the  observance  of  religious  festivity. 
At  the  three  solemn  festivals,  when  all  the  males 
appeared  before  the  Lord,  the  family  also  had  its 
domestic  feast,  as  appears  from  the  place  and  the 
share  in  it  to  which  "the  widow,  the  fatherless,  and 
the  stranger"  were  legally  entitled  (Deut.  xvi.  11). 
Probably,  when  the  distance  allowed,  and  no  incon- 
venience hindered,  both  males  and  females  went  up 
(«.  y.  to  Shiloh,  1  Sam.  i.  9)  together,  to  hold  the 
festival.  These  domestic  festivities  were  doubtless 
to  a  great  extent  retained,  after  laxity  had  set  in  as 
regards  the  special  observance  by  the  male  sex 
(Neh.  viii.  17).  Sacrifices,  both  ordinary  and  ex- 
traordinary, as  amongst  heathen  nations  (I'Lx.  xxxiv. 
15;  Judg.  xvi.  23),  included  a  banquet,  and  Eh's 
sons  made  this  latter  the  prominent  part.  The 
two,  thus  united,  marked  strongly  loth  domestic 
and  cinl  life.  It  may  even  be  said  that  some 
sacrificial  recognition,  if  only  in  pouring  the  blood 
solenmly  forth  as  before  God,  always  attended  the 
slaughter  of  an  animal  for  food.  The  firstluigs  of 
cattle  were  to  be  sacrificed  and  eaten  at  the  sanc- 
tuary if  not  too  far  from  the  residence  (1  Sam.  ix. 
13;  2  Sam.  vi.  19;  Ex.  xxii.  29,  30;  Lev.  xix.  5, 
6;  Deut.  xii.  17,  20,  21,  xv.  19-22).'  From  the 
sacrificial  banquet  probably  sprang  the  o-yairTj;  as 
the  I>ord's  supper,  with  wliich  it  fcr  a  while  coa- 
lesced, was  derived  from  the  Passover.  Besides  re- 
ligious celebrations,  such  events  as  the  weaning  a  son 
and  heir,  a  marriage,  the  separati(;n  or  reunion  of 
friends,  and  sheepshearing,  were  customarily  at- 
tended by  a  banquet  or  revel  (Gen.  xxi.  8,  xxix.  22, 
xxxi.  27,  54;  1  Sam.  xxv.  2,  36;  2  Sam.  xiii.  23). 
At  a  funeral,  also,  refreshment  was  taken  in  com- 
mon by  the  mourners,  and  this  might  tend  to  be- 
come a  scene  of  indulgence,  but  ordinarily  abste- 
miousness seems  on  such  occasions  to  have  been 
the  rule.  The  case  of  Archelaus  is  not  conclusive, 
but  his  inclination  towards  alien  usages  was  doubt- 
less shared  by  the  Herodianizing  Jews  (Jer.  xvi. 
5-7;  Ez.  xxiv.  17;  Hos.  ix.  4;  Eccl.  vii.  2;  Joseph. 
dt  B.  J.  ii.  1).  Birthday-banquets  are  only  men- 
tioned in  the  cases  of  Pharaoh  and  Herod  (Gen. 
xl.  20;  Matt.  xiv.  6).  A  leading  topic  of  prophetic 
rebuke  is  the  abuse  of  festivals  to  an  occasion  of 
drunken  revelry,  and  the  growth  of  fasliion  in  favor 
of  drinking  parties.  Such  was  the  invitation  typ- 
ically given  by  Jeremiah  to  the  Itechabites  (Jer. 
XXXV.  5).  The  usual  time  of  the  banquet  was  the 
evening,  and  to  Itegin  early  was  a  mark  of  excess 
(Is.  V.  11;  Eccl.  X.  16).  The  slaughtering  of  the 
cattle,  which  was  the  preliminary  of  a  tianquet, 
occupied  the  earlier  part  of  the  same  day  (Prov.  ix. 
2;  Is.  xxii.  13;  Matt.  xxii.  4).  The  most  essential 
materials  of  the  banqueting-room,  next  to  the 
viands  and  wine,  which  last  was  often  drugged  with 


BANUAS 

spices  (Prov.  ix.  2;  Cant.  viii.  2),  were  perfumed 
omtments,  garlands  or  loose  flowers,  white  or  brill- 
iant robes,  after  these,  exhibitions  of  music,  singers, 
and  dancers,  riddles,  jesting,  and  merriment  (Is. 
xxviii.  1;  Wisd.  ii.  6-8;  2  Sam.  xix.  35;  Is.  xxv. 
6,  V.  12;  Judg.  xiv.  12;  Neh.  viii.  10:  Eccl.  x.  19; 
Matt.  xxii.  11;  Am.  vi.  5,  6;  Luke  xv.  25).  Seven 
days  was  a  not  uncommon  duration  of  a  festival, 
especially  for  a  wedding,  but  sometimes  fourteen 
(Tob.  viii.  19;  Gen.  xxix.  27;  Judg.  xiv.  12);  but 
if  the  bride  were  a  widow,  three  days  formeid  the 
Umit  (Buxtorf,  (7e  Conviv.  Ilebr.).  The  reminder 
sent  to  the  guests  (Luke  xiv.  17)  was,  probably, 
only  usual  in  princely  banquets  on  a  large  scale, 
involving  protracted  preparation.  "  Whether  the 
slaves  who  bade  the  guests  had  the  otfice  (as  the 
vocatores  or  invitatwes  among  the  Komans)  of 
pointing  out  the  places  at  table  and  naming  the 
strange  dishes,  must  remain  undecided."  (Winer, 
s.  v.  Gastmahle.)  There  seems  no  doubt  that  the 
Jews  of  the  O.  T.  period  used  a  common  table  for 
all  the  guests.  In  Joseph's  entertainment  a  cere- 
monial separation  prevailed,  but  there  is  no  reason 
for  supposing  a  separate  table  for  each,  as  is  dis- 
tinctly asserted  in  Tosephot  Tr.  Beracli.  c.  vi.  to 
have  been  usual  (Buxtorf,  I.  c).  The  latter  custom 
certainly  was  in  use  among  the  ancient  Greeks  and 
Germans  (Horn.  Od.  xxiii.,  xxii.  74;  Tac.  Germ. 
22).  and  perhaps  among  the  Egyptians  (Wilkinson, 
ii.  202,  engravings).  But  the  common  phrase  to 
"  sit  at  taljle,"  or  "  eat  at  any  one's  table,"  shows 
the  originality  of-  the  opposite  usage.     The  posture 

at  table  in  early  times  was  sitting  (21??'^,  ^?'^> 
to  sit  round,  1  Sam.  xvi.  11,  xx.  5,  18),  and  the 
guests  were  ranged  in  order  of  dignity  (Gen.  xliii. 
33;  1  Sam.  ix.  22;  Joseph.  Ant.  xv.  2,  §  4):  the 
words  which  imply  the  recumbent  posture  (di'o- 
nKtyeiy,  ayawiirrfiv,  or  avaKelff6ai)  belong  to  the 
N.  T.  The  separation  of  the  women's  banquet  was 
not  a  Jewish  custom  (Esth.  i.  9).  Portions  or 
messes  were  sent  from  the  entertainer  to  each  guest 
at  table,  and  a  double  or  even  five-fold  share  when 
peculiar  distinction  was  intended,  or  a  special  part 
was  rescned  (1  Sam.  i.  5;  Gen.  xHii.  34;  1  Sam. 
ix.  23,  24).  Portions  were  similarly  sent  to  poorer 
friends  direct  from  the  banquet-table  (Neh.  viii. 
10;  Esth.  ix.  19,  22).  The  kiss  on  receiving  a 
guest  was  a  point  of  friendly  courtesy  (Luke  vii. 
45).  Perfumes  and  scented  oils  were  offered  for 
the  head,  beard,  and  garments.  It  was  strictly 
enjoined  by  the  Rabbis  to  wash  both  before  and 
after  eatmg,  which  they  called  the  C^I^^S")  D'^Q 
and  CST^nH  C^TD  :  hut  washing  the  feet  seems 
to  have  been  limited  to  the  case  of  a  guest  who  waa 
also  a  traveller. 

In  religious  banquets  the  wine  was  mixed,  by 
rabbinical  regulation,  with  three  parts  of  water,  and 
four  short  forms  of  benediction  were  jironoimced 
over  it.  At  the  passover  four  such  cups  were 
mixed,  lilessed,  and  passed  round  by  the  master  of 
the  feast  (apx'"''?^''^  "'"*)•  '^  '^  probaWe  that  the 
character  of  this  official  varied  with  that  of  the  en- 
tertainment; if  it  were  a  religious  one,  his  office 
would  lie  quasi-priestly ;  if  a  revel,  he  would  he  the 
mere  (rvfi-irooriJ^^rjs  or  nrbiUr  bibendi.  H.  H. 

BAN'UAS  (Biivvos-  Bamh),  a  name  occur- 
ring in  the  lists  of  those  who  returned  from  cap- 
tivity (1  F-sdr.  V.  26).  Bnnuas  and  Sudias  answer 
to  Hodaviah  in  the  parallel  lists  of  Ezra  and  Ne- 
hemiah. 
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BAPTISM  {fidTmafia)-  I.  It  is  well  known 
that  ablution  or  bathing  was  common  in  most 
ancient  nations  as  a  preparation  for  prayers  and 
sacrifice,  or  as  expiatory  of  sin.  The  Egyptian 
priests,  in  order  to  be  fit  for  their  sacred  offices, 
bathed  twice  in  the  day  and  twice  in  the  night 
(Herod,  ii.  37).  The  Greeks  and  Romans  used  to 
bathe  before  sacrifice  (A'o  lavatum,  ui,  sacrijicem, 
Plant.  Aulular.  iii  6.  43)  and  before  prayer — 

"  Haec  sancte  ut  poscas,  Tiberino  in  gurgite  mergis 

Mane  caput  bis  terque,  et  noctem  tlumine  purgas." 

Pers.  Self.  ii.  15- 

At  the  celebration  of  the  Eleusinian  mysteries, 
on  the  second  day  of  the  greater  mysteries,  the  mys- 
Uz  went  in  solemn  procession  to  the  sea-coast, 
where  they  were  purified  by  bathing  (see  Diet,  of 
Gi:  and  Rom.  Antiq.  p.  453).  But,  above  all, 
when  pollution  of  any  kind  had  been  contracted, 
as  by  the  being  stained  with  blood  in  battle,  puri- 
fication by  water  was  thought  needful  before  acts  of 
devotion  could  be  performed  or  any  sacred  thing  be 
taken  in  hand  (see  Soph.  AJax,  665 ;  Virg.  -d^n.  ii. 
719,  &c.).  Even  the  crime  of  homicide  is  said  to 
have  been  expiated  by  such  means. 

"  Omne  ne&s  omnemque  maii  purgamina  causam 
Credebant  nostri  toUere  posse  senes. 

Ah !  nimium  faciles,  qui  tristia  crimina  csedis 
Fluminea  tolli  posse  putetis  aqua.  " 

Ovid,  Fasti,  ii.  35,  36,  45,  46. 

There  is  a  natural  connection  in  the  mind  be- 
tween the  thought  of  physical  and  that  of  spiritual 
pollution.  In  warm  countries  this  connection  is 
probably  even  closer  than  in  colder  cUmates ;  and 
hence  the  frequency  of  ablution  in  the  religious 
rites  tlu"oughout  the  East. 

II.  The  history  of  Israel  and  the  Law  of  Moses 
abound  with  such  lustrations.  When  Jacob  was 
returning  with  his  wives  and  children  to  Bethel,  he 
enjouied  his  household  to  "put  away  all  their 
strange  gods,  and  to  be  clean,  and  change  their  gar- 
ments "  (Gen.  XXXV.  2).  When  the  Almighty  was 
about  to  deUver  the  Ten  Commandments  to  Moses 
in  the  sight  of  the  people  of  Israel,  he  commanded 
Moses  to  "  sanctify  them  to-day  and  to-morrow,  and 
let  them  wash  then:  clothes  "  (Ex.  xix.  10).  After 
the  giving  of  that  I.aw  all  kinds  of  ceremonial  pol- 
lutions required  purification  by  water.  He  that  ate 
that  which  died  of  itself  was  to  wash  his  clothes 
and  to  bathe  his  flesh  (Ijev.  xvii.  15);  he  that 
touched  man  or  woman  who  was  separated  for  any 
legal  uncleauness,  or  who  touched  even  their  gar- 
ments or  their  bed,  was  to  wash  his  clothes  and 
bathe  himself  in  water  (see  Lev.  xv. ;  comp.  Deut. 
xxiii.  10);  he  that  touched  a  dead  body  was  to  be 
miclean  till  even,  and  wash  his  flesh  with  water 
(Lev.  xxii.  4,  6);  he  that  let  go  the  scapegoat  or 
that  burned  the  skin  of  the  bullock  saerificed  for 
a  sin-offering,  was  to  wash  his  clothes  and  bathe 
his  flesh  in  water  (Lev.  xvi.  26,  28);  he  that  gath- 
ered the  ashes  of  the  red  heifer  was  to  wash  his 
clothes  and  be  unclean  till  the  evening  (Xum.  xix. 
10).  Before  great  religious  obser\'ances  such  puri- 
fications were  especially  solemn  (see  John  xi.  55). 
And  in  the  later  times  of  the  Jewish  history  there 
appear  to  have  been  pubUc  baths  and  buildings  set 
apart  for  this  purpose,  one  of  which  was  probably 
the  pool  of  Bethesda  with  its  five  porches  men- 
tioned in  John  v.  2  (see  Spencer,  Be  Leab.  Ileb. 
p.  692).  ^^ 
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It  was  natural  that,  of  all  people,  the  priests 
most  especially  should  be  required  to  purify  them- 
selves in  this  manner.  At  their  consecration  Aaron 
and  his  sons  were  brought  to  the  door  of  the  taber- 
nacle and  washed  with  water  (Ex.  xxix.  4);  and 
whenever  they  went  into  the  sanctuary  they  were 
enjoined  to  wash  their  hands  and  their  feet  in  the 
laver,  which  was  between  the  altar  and  the  taber- 
nacle, "  that  they  died  not "  (Ex.  xxx.  20).  In  Sol- 
omon's temple  there  were  ten  lavers  to  wash  the 
things  offered  for  the  biu-nt^offering,  and  a  molten 
sea  for  the  ablution  of  priests  (2  Chr.  iv.  2,  6). 
The  consecration  of  the  high-priest  deserves  espe- 
cial notice.  It  was  first  by  baptism,  then  by  unc- 
tion, and  lastly  by  sacrifice  (Ex.  xxix.  4,  xl.  12-15 ; 
Lev.  viii.). 

The  spiritual  significance  of  all  these  ceremonial 
washings  was  well  known  to  the  devout  IsraeUte. 
"  I  will  wash  my  hands  in  innocency,"  says  the 
Psalmist,  "  and  so  will  I  compass  thine  altar  "  (Pa. 
xxn.  6).  "  Wash  me  thoroughly  from  mine  iniq- 
uity, and  cleanse  me  from  my  sin."  "Wash  me 
and  I  shall  be  whiter  than  snow"'  (Ps.  Ii.  2,  7; 
comp.  Ixxiii.  13).  The  prophets  constantly  speak 
of  pardon  and  conversion  from  sin  under  the  same 
figure.  "Wash  you,  make  you  clean"  (Is.  i.  16). 
"  When  the  Lord  shall  have  waslied  away  the  filth 
of  the  daughter  of  Zion  "  (iv.  4).  "  0  .Jerusalem, 
wash  thine  heart  from  wickedness"  (.ler.  iv.  14). 
"  In  that  day  there  shall  be  a  fountain  opened  to 
the  house  of  David  and  to  the  inhabitants  of  Jeru- 
salem for  sin  and  for  uncleanness"  (Zech.  xiii.  1). 
The  significant  manner  in  which  Pilate  washed  his 
hands,  declarmg  himself  innocent  of  the  blood  of 
Jesus,  was  an  expressive  picturing  to  the  i)eople  in 
forms  rendered  famiUar  to  their  minds  from  the 
customs  of  £heir  law. 

From  the  Gosi^el  history  we  learn  that  at  that 
time  ceremonial  washings  had  been  greatly  multi- 
plied by  traditions  of  the  doctors  and  elders  (see 
Mark  vii.  3,  4),  and  the  testimony  of  the  Evan- 
geUst  is  fully  borne  out  by  that  of  the  Liter  writ- 
ings of  the  Jews.  The  most  important  and  prob- 
ably one  of  the  earliest  of  these  traditional  customs 
was  the  baptizing  of  proselytes.  There  is  an  uni- 
versal agreement  among  later  Jewish  writers  that 
all  the  IsraeUtes  were  brought  into  covenant  with 
God  by  curcumcision,  baptism,  and  sacrifice,"  and 
that  the  same  ceremonies  were  necessary  in  admit- 
ting proselytes.  Thus  Maimonides  {Issure  Biah, 
cap.  13),  "Israel  was  admitted  into  covenant  by 
tliree  things,  namely,  by  circumcision,  baptism,  and 
sacrifice.  Circumcision  was  in  Egj-pt,  as  it  is  said, 
'None  uncircumcised  shall  eat  of  the  passover.' 
Baptism  was  in  the  wilderness  before  the  giving  of 
the  Law,  as  it  is  said,  '  Thou  shalt  sanctify  them 
to-day  and  to-morrow,  and  let  them  wash  their 
garments.'  "  And  he  adds,  "  So,  whenever  a  Gen- 
tile desires  to  enter  into  the  covenant  of  Israel,  and 
place  himself  under  the  wings  of  the  Dirine  Majesty, 
and  take  the  yoke  of  the  l.aw  upon  him,  lie  must 
be  circumcised,  and  baptized,  and  brmg  a  sacrifice; 
or  if  it  be  a  woman,  she  must  be  baptized  and 
bring  a  sacrifice."  The  same  is  abundantly  tes- 
tified by  earlier  writers,  as  by  the  Jerusalem  and 
Babylonian  Talmud,  although  no  reference  to  this 
custom  can  be  found  in  Philo,  Josephus,  or  the 
Targum  of  Onkelos.  Its  earUest  mention  appears 
to  be  in  the  Targum  of  Jonathan  on  Ex.  xii.  44: 
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" Thon  shalt  circumcise  liim  and  baptize  him."" 
It  should  be  added,  tliat  men,  women,  and  children, 
were  all  baptized,  and  either  two  or  three  witnesses 
were  required  to  be  present.*  Some  modern  WTiters 
—  Lardner,  Ernesti,  De  Wette,  Meyer,  I'aulus,  and 
others  —  have  doubt«d  or  denied  that  this  baptism 
of  proselytes  had  been  in  use  among  the  Jews  from 
times  so  early  as  those  of  the  Gospel;  but  it  is 
highly  improbable  that,  after  the  rise  of  Christian- 
ity, the  Jews  should  have  adopted  a  rite  so  distinct- 
ively Cliristiau  as  baptism  had  then  become.  The 
frequent  use  of  reUgious  ablution,  as  enjoined  by 
the  Law,  had  certainly  become  much  more  frequent 
by  the  tradition  of  the  elders.  The  motive  which 
may  have  led  to  the  addition  of  baptism  to  the  first 
commanded  circumcision  is  obvious,  —  circumcision 
applied  only  to  males,  baptism  could  be  used  for  the 
admission  of  female  proselytes  also.  Moreover, 
many  nations  bordering  upon  Canaan,  and  amongst 
whom  the  Jews  were  afterwards  dispersed,  such  as 
the  Ishmaelit«s  and  the  Egyptians,  were  already 
circumcised,  and  therefore  converts  from  among 
them  coidd  not  be  admitted  to  Judaism  by  circum- 
cision. There  seems,  indeed,  no  good  reason  to 
doubt  that  the  custom  which  may  so  naturally  have 
grown  out  of  others  like  it,  and  which  we  find  pre- 
vailuig  not  long  after  the  Christian  era,  had  really 
prevailed  from  the  period  of  the  Captivity,  if  not, 
as  many  think,  from  times  of  still  more  remote 
antiquity  (see  Bengel,  Utber  das  Alttr  der  Jiid. 
ProselytetUaufe,  Tubing.,  1814,  quoted  by  Kuinoel 
on  Matt.  iii.  6). 

m.  The  Baptism  of  John.  —  These  usages  of 
the  Jews  will  account  for  the  readiness  with  which 
all  men  flocked  to  the  baptism  of  John  the  Baptist. 
The  teaching  of  the  prophets  by  outward  signs  was 
famiUar  to  the  minds  of  the  Israelites.  There  can 
be  no  question  but  that  there  was  at  this  period  a 
general  exi)ectation  of  the  Messiah's  kingdom,  an 
expectation  which  extended  beyond  Juda;a  and 
prevailed  throughout  all  the  east  ("  Oriente  toto," 
Sueton.  Vesptis.  c.  iv.).  Conquest  had  made 
Judaea  a  province  of  liome,  and  the  hoi)e  of  de- 
liverance rested  on  the  promises  of  the  Redeemer. 
The  last  words  of  Malachi  had  foretold  the  coming 
of  the  Angel  of  the  Covenant,  the  rising  of  the 
Sun  of  Kighteousness,  to  be  preceded  by  the 
prophet  Elijah,  to  turn  the  hearts  of  the  fathers  to 
the  children  and  of  the  children  to  the  fathers 
(Mai.  iii.  1,  iv.  2,  5).  The  Scribes  therefore  taught 
that  "  Elias  must  first  come"  (Matt.  xvii.  10: 
for  this  expectation  of  Elias  among  the  Kabbins, 
see  Lightfoot,  Hdrmony  on  John  i.  21,  vol.  iv.  p. 
402;  Wetstein  on  Matt.  xi.  13).  And  so,  when 
John  preached  and  baptized,  the  people,  feeling  the 
call  to  repentance,  came  to  him  as  to  one  who  was 
at  the  same  time  reproving  them  for  their  sins,  and 
giving  hope  of  freedom  from  the  afflictit  ns  which 
their  sins  had  brought  u|X)n  them.  He  proclaimed 
the  near  approach  of  the  kingdom  of  heaven  —  a 
phrase  taken  from  Dan.  ii.  44,  vii.  14,  in  use  also 
among  the  Jews  in  later  times  (see  Wetstein  and 
Lightfoot,  //.  U.  on  Matt.  iii.  2)  —  and  preached 
a  baptism  of  repentance  "  for  the  remission  of  sins  " 
(Mark  i.  4).  They  readily  coupled  in  their  own 
minds  the  necessity  of  repentance  and  the  expecta- 

1  Full  information  ou  this  subject  will  be  found  in 
Lightfoot,  on  Matt.  ill.  H,  Works,  xi.  63  ;  Hammond  on 
St.  Matt.  iii.  6 ;  Schoettgen,  H.  H. ;  Wetstein  on  Matt. 

lU.  6 ;  Buxtorf,  Lex.  Chalil.  et  Rabbin,  g.  t.  ~12  ;  Qod- 
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tion  of  the  Messiah,  according  to  a  very  prevalent 
behef  that  the  sins  of  Israel  delayed  the  coming 
of  Christ  and  that  their  repentance  would  hasten 
it.  John's  baptism,  corresponding  with  the  custom 
of  cleansing  by  water  from  legal  impurity  and  with 
the  baptism  of  proselytes  from  heathenism  to  Juda- 
ism, seemed  to  call  ujwn  them  to  come  out  from 
the  unbelieving  and  sinful  habits  of  their  age,  and 
to  enhst  themselves  into  the  company  of  those  who 
were  preparing  for  the  nianifestation  of  the  deliver- 
ance of  Israel. 

Naturally  connected  with  all  this  was  an  expec- 
tation and  "  musing  "  whether  John  himself  "  were 
the  Christ  or  not"  (Luke  iii.  15);  and  when  he 
denied  that  he  was  so,  the  next  question  which 
arose  was  whether  he  were  Elias  (John  i.  21). 
Hut  when  he  refused  to  be  called  either  Christ  or 
Elias,  they  asked,  "Why,  then,  baptizest  thou?" 
(John  i.  25.)  It  was  to  them  as  a  preparation  for 
a  new  state  of  things  that  Joim's  baptism  seemed 
intelligible  and  reasonable.  If  he  were  not  bring- 
ing them  into  such  a  state  or  making  them  ready 
for  it,  his  action  wsis  out  of  place  a'nd  unaccountable. 

There  has  been  some  uncertainty  and  debate  as 
to  the  nature  of  John's  baptism  and  its  spiritual 
significance.  It  appears  to  have  been  a  kind  of 
transition  from  the  Jewish  baptism  to  the  Chris- 
tian. AU  ceremonial  ablutions  under  the  Law 
pictured  to  the  eye  that  inward  cleansing  of  the 
heart  which  can  come  only  from  the  grace  of  God, 
and  which  accompanies  forgiveness  of  sins.  So 
John's  baptism  was  a  "  baptism  of  repentance  for 
remission  of  sins  "  (^6.irTtafi,a  ixeravoias  e«\  6,^e- 
aiv  a/j.apTiwv,  Mark  i.  4);  it  was  accompanied 
with  confession  (JIatt.  iii.  6);  it  was  a  call  to 
repentance ;  it  conveyed  a  promise  of  pardon ;  and 
the  whole  was  knit  up  with  faith  in  Him  that  should 
come  after,  even  Christ  Jesus  (Acts  xix.  4).  It 
was  such  that  Jesus  himself  deigned  to  be  baptized 
with  it,  and  perhaps  some  of  his  disciples  received 
no  other  baptism  but  John's  until  they  received  the 
sjiecial  baptism  of  the  Holy  Ghost  on  the  great  day 
of  Pentecost.  Yet  John  himself  speaks  of  it  as  a 
mere  baptism  with  water  unto  repentance,  pointing 
forward  to  Him  who  should  baptize  with  the  Holy 
Ghost  and  with  fire  (Matt.  iii.  11).  And  the  dis- 
tinction between  John's  baptism  and  Christian  bap- 
tism appears  in  the  case  of  Apollos  who,  though 
"  instructed  in  the  way  of  the  Lord,"  the  faith  of 
Jesus  Christ,  and  fervent  in  spirit,  speaking  and 
teaching  diligently  the  things  of  the  l.onl,  yet 
knew  only  the  iiaptism  of  John ;  "  wliom  when 
Aquila  and  l*riscilla  had  heard,  they  took  him  unto 
them,  and  expounded  unto  him  the  way  of  God 
more  perfectly"  (Acts  xviii.  26,  27).  Even  more 
observable  is  the  ciise  of  the  disciples  at  Ephesus, 
mentioned  Acts  xix.  1-6.  They  were  evidently 
numbered  among  Christians,  or  they  would  not 
have  been  called  disciples,  ^oSijTai.  Hut  when 
they  were  asked  if  they  had  received  the  Holy 
(ihost  since  they  had  l}elieved,  they  said  that  they 
had  not  even  heard  if  there  was  a  Holy  (ihost,  an 
answer  which  may  have  signified  either  that  they 
knew  not  as  yet  the  Christian  doctrine  of  tlie  per- 
sonality of  the  Spirit  of  (iwl,  not  having  been  bap- 
tized in  the  name  of  the  Trinity,  or  that  they  had 


wyn,  Mosfs  and  Aaron,  hk.  i.  c.  3;  Selden,  De  Jure 
Nat.  el  Grnt.  ii.  26 ;  Wall,  Hixl.  of  Inf.  Baptism,  In- 
troduct. ;  Kuinoel  on  Matt.  iii.  6. 
b  Se«  Lightfoot,  a«  above. 
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heard  nothing  of  the  visible  coming  of  the  Spirit 
in  the  miraculous  gifts  of  tongues  and  prophecy. 
At  all  events  their  answer  at  once  suggested  to  St. 
Paul  that  there  must  have  been  some  defect  in 
their  baptism;  and  when  he  discovers  that  they 
had  been  baptized  only  unto  John's  baptism,  he 
tells  them  that  John  baptized  only  with  a  baptism 
of  reijentance,  "  saying  unto  the  people  that  they 
should  believe  on  Him  which  should  come  after 
him,  that  is  on  Jesus  Christ.  When  they  heard 
this  they  were  baptized  in  the  name  of  the  Lord 
Jesus,  and  when  Paul  had  laid  his  hands  upon 
them  the  Holy  Ghost  came  on  them,  and  they 
spake  with  tongues  and  prophesied."  A  full  dis- 
cussion of  this  history  would  lead,  perhaps,  too  far 
from  the  ground  of  Biblical  exegesis  and  land  us  in 
the  region  of  dogmatic  theology.  Yet  we  camiot 
but  draw  from  it  the  inference  that  there  was  a 
dee[3er  spiritual  significance  in  Christian  baptism 
than  in  John's  baptism,  that  in  all  probability  for 
the  latter  there  was  only  required  a  confession  of 
sins,  a  profession  of  faith  in  the  Messiah,  and  of 
a  desire  for  repentance  and  conversion  of  heart 
ifjLfrdi'OM),  but  that  for  the  former  there  was  also 
a  confession  of  faith  in  the  Father,  the  Son,  and 
the  Holy  Ghost  (comp.  Matt,  xxviii.  19);  that  after 
Christian  baptism  there  was  the  laying  on  of  the 
Apostles'  hands  and  the  consequent  effusion  of  the 
Holy  Ghost  manifested  by  miraculous  gifts  (comp. 
Acts  viii.  17);  that  though  Christian  baptism  was 
never  repeated,  yet  baptism  in  the  name  of  Christ 
was  administered  to  those  who  had  received  John's 
baptism,  with  probably  the  exception  of  such  as 
after  John's  baptism  had  been  baptized  at  Pente- 
cost with  the  Holy  Ghost  and  with  fire. 

On  the  whole  it  may  appear  obvious  to  conclude 
that,  as  John  was  a  greater  prophet  than  any  that 
before  hiin  had  been  born  of  woman,  and  yet  the 
least  in  the  kingdom  of  heaven  was  greater  than 
he,  so  his  baptism  surpassed  in  spiritual  inipwrt  all 
Jewish  ceremony,  but  fell  equally  shoi't  of  the  sac- 
rament ordained  by  Christ. 

IV^  The  Baptism  oj' Jesus.  —  Plainly  the  most 
important  action  of  John  as  a  baptist  was  his  bap- 
tizing of  Jesus.  John  may  probably  not  have 
known  at  first  that  Jesus  was  the  Christ  (see  John 
i.  31).  He  knew  Him  doubtless  as  his  kinsman 
in  the  flesh,  and  as  one  of  eminently  holy  Ufe;  but 
the  privacy  of  the  youth  of  Jesus,  and  the  humil- 
ity of  his  carriage  may  have  concealed,  even  from 
those  nearest  to  Him,  the  dignity  of  his  person. 
Yet,  when  He  came  to  be  baptized,  John  would 
have  prevented  Him,  saying,  "  I  have  need  to  be 
baptized  of  Thee,  and  eomest  Thou  to  me?  "  He 
knew  that  his  own  mission  was  from  God,  and  that 
it  was  to  call  sinners  to  repentance,  warning  them 
to  flee  from  tlie  wrath  to  come,  and  to  prepare  for 
the  khigdom  of  God ;  but  he  was  so  conscious  of 
the  superior  holiness  of  the  Lord  Jesus,  that  he 
thought  it  unfit  that  Jesus  should  submit  to  bap- 
tism from  him.  The  answer  of  Jesus,  "  Suffer  it 
to  be  so  now,  for  so  it  becometh  us  to  fulfill  all 
righteousness,"  may  pi-obably  have  meant  that  our 
Lord,  who  had  taken  on  Him  the  form  of  a  serv- 
ant, and  was  born  under  the  Law,  was  desirous 
of  submitting  to  every  ordinance  of  God  {ira<rav 
SiKaioa-vjrrtv  =^  irdvTa  to  SiKaiu/xaTa  rov  ©eoD). 
He  had  been  circumcised  in  his  infancy ;  He  had 
been  subject  to  his  mother  and  Joseph ;  He  would 
now  go  through  the  transitional  dispensation,  be- 
ing baptized  by  John  in  preparation  for  the  king- 
dom. 
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No  doubt  it  was  his  will  in  the  first  pLice,  by 
so  submitting  to  baptism,  to  set  to  his  seal  to  the 
teaching  and  the  mhiistry  of  John.  Again,  as  He 
was  to  be  the  Head  of  his  Church  and  the  Captain 
of  our  salvation.  He  was  pleased  to  undergo  that 
rite  which  He  afterwards  enjoined  on  all  his  fol- 
lowers. And,  once  more,  his  baptism  consecrated 
the  baptism  of  Chi'istians  forever;  even  as  after- 
wards his  own  partaking  of  the  Eucharist  gave 
still  further  sanction  to  his  injunction  that  His 
disciples  ever  after  should  continually  partake  of  it. 
But,  beyond  all  this,  his  baptism  was  his  formal 
setting  apart  for  his  ministry,  and  was  a  most  im- 
portant portion  of  his  consecration  to  be  the  High 
Priest  of  God.  He  was  just  entering  on  the  age 
of  thirty  (Luke  iii.  23),  the  age  at  which  the  Le- 
vites  began  their  ministry  and  the  rabbis  their 
teaching.  It  has  already  been  mentioned  that  the 
consecration  of  Aaron  to  the  high-priesthood  was 
by  baptism,  unction,  and  sacrijice  (see  Lev.  viii.  1). 
All  these  were  undergone  by  Jesus.  First  He  was 
baptized  by  John.  Then,  just  as  the  high-priest 
was  anointed  immediately  after  his  baptism,  so 
when  Jesus  had  gone  up  out  of  the  water,  the 
heavens  were  opened  unto  Him,  and  the  Spirit  of 
God  descended  uix)n  Him  (Matt.  iii.  16);  and  thus, 
as  St.  Peter  tells  us,  "  God  anointed  Jesus  of  Naza- 
reth with  the  Holy  Ghost  and  with  power  "  (Acts 
X.  38).  The  sacrifice  indeed  was  not  till  the  end 
of  his  earthly  ministry,  when  He  off'ered  up  the 
sacrifice  of  Himself;  and  then  at  his  resurrection 
and  ascension  He  fully  took  upon  Him  the  office  of 
priesthood,  entering  into  the  presence  of  God  for 
us,  pleading  the  ethcacy  of  his  sacrifice,  and  bless- 
ing those  for  whom  that  sacrifice  was  oft'ered.  Bap- 
tism, therefore,  was  the  beginning  of  consecration ; 
imction  was  the  immediate  consequent  uf)on  the 
baptism;  and  sacrifice  was  the  completion  of  the 
initiation,  so  that  He  was  thenceforth  perfected,  or 
fully  consecrated  as  a  Priest  for  evermore  (us  rhv 
aluva  Tere^eiw/jifvos,  Heb.  vii.  28;  see  Jackson 
on  the  Creed,  book  ix.  sect.  i.  ch.  i.). 

In  this  sense,  therefore,  Christ  "  came  by  water  " 
(1  John  v.  0);  for  at  baptism  He  came  to  his 
offices  of  a  I'riest  and  an  Evangelist;  He  came 
forth,  too,  from  the  privacy  of  his  youth  to  man- 
ifest Himself  to  the  world.  But  He  came  "  not  by 
water  only,"  as  the  Cerinthians,  and  before  them 
the  Nieolaitans,  had  said  (Iren.  iii.  11),  but  by 
blood  also.  He  had  come  into  the  world  by  birth 
of  the  Virgin  Mary ;  He  came  forth  to  the  world 
by  the  baptism  of  John.  Both  at  his  birth  and 
at  his  baptism  tlie  Spirit  announced  Him  to  be 
the  Son  of  God.  Thus  came  He  not  by  baptism 
only,  but  by  baptism  and  birth.  His  birth,  his 
baptism,  and  the  Holy  Spirit  at  both  of  them,  were 
the  three  witnesses  testifymg  to  the  one  truth  (cjj 
rh  fv,  V.  8),  namely,  that  Jesus  was  the  Son  of 
God  (v.  5). 

y.  Baptism  of  the  Disciples  of  Christ. 
Whether  our  Lord  ever  baptized  has  been  doubted. 
The  only  passage  which  may  distinctly  bear  on  the 
question  is  John  iv.  1,  2,  where  it  is  said  "that 
•lesus  made  and  baptized  more  disciples  than  John, 
though  Jesus  himself  baptized  not,  but  his  dis- 
ciples." We  necessarily  infer  from  it,  that,  as  soon 
as  our  Lord  began  his  ministry,  and  gathered  to 
Him  a  company  of  disciples,  He,  Uke  John  the 
Baptist,  admitted  into  that  company  by  the  ad- 
ministration of  baptism.  Normally,  however,  to 
say  the  least  of  it,  the  administration  of  baptism 
was  by  the  hands  of  his  disciples.      Some  suppose 
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that  the  first-called  disciples  had  all  received 
baptism  at  the  hands  of  John  the  Baptist,  as  must 
have  pretty  certainly  been  the  case  with  Andrew 
(see  Jolm  i.  35,  37,  40);  and  that  they  were  not 
again  baptized  with  water  after  they  joined  the 
company  of  Christ.  Others  beUeve  that  Christ 
himself  baptized  some  few  of  his  earUer  disciples, 
who  were  afterwards  authorized  to  baptize  the  rest. 
But  in  any  case  the  words  above  cited  seem  to 
show  that  the  making  disciples  and  the  baptiz- 
ing them  went  together;  and  that  baptism  was, 
even  during  our  Lord's  earthly  ministry,  the  formal 
mode  of  accepting  his  service  and  becomhig  at- 
tached to  his  company. 

After  the  resurrection,  when  the  Church  was  to 
be  spread  and  the  Gospel  preached,  our  Lord's  own 
commission  conjoins  the  making  of  disciples  with 
their  baptism.  The  command,  "  Make  disciples  of 
all  nations  by  baptizing  them"  (Matt,  xxviii.  19), 
is  merely  the  extension  of  his  own  practice,  "  Je- 
sus made  disciples  and  baptized  them  "  (John  iv. 
1).°  The  conduct  of  the  Apostles  is  the  plainest 
comment  on  both;  for  so  soon  as  ever  men,  con- 
vinced by  their  j)reaching,  asked  for  guidance  and 
direction,  their  first  exhortation  was  to  repentance 
and  baptism,  that  thus  the  convert  should  be  at 
once  publicly  received  into  the  fold  of  Christ  (see 
Acts  ii.  38,  viii.  12,  36,  ix.  18,  x.  47,  xvi.  15,  33, 
&c.). 

Baptism  then  was  the  initiatory  rite  of  the  Chris- 
tian Church,  as  circumcision  was  the  initiatory  rite 
of  Judaism.  The  contrast  between  them  is  plain : 
the  one  was  a  painful  and  dangerous,  the  other  is  a 
simple  and  salutary  rite.  Circumcision  seemed  a 
suitable  entrance  wpon  a  religion  which  was  a  yoke 
of  bondage ;  baptism  is  a  natural  introduction  to  a 
law  of  Uberty ;  and  as  it  was  light  and  easy,  like 
the  yoke  of  Christ,  so  was  it  comprehensive  and  ex- 
pansive. The  command  was  unhmited,  "  Make 
disciples  of  all  nations  by  baptizing  them."  The 
arms  of  mercy  were  extended  to  receive  the  world. 
The  "Desire  of  all  nations"  called  all  nations  to 
accept  his  service.  Baptism  therefore  was  a  wit- 
ness to  Christ's  reception  of  all  men  —  to  God's 
love  for  all  his  creatures.  But  again,  as  circum- 
cision admitted  to  the  Jewish  covenant  —  to  the 
privileges  and  the  responsibility  attaching  to  that 
covenant,  so  baptism,  which  succeeded  it,  was  the 
mode  of  admission  to  the  Christian  covenant,  to 
its  graces  and  [irivileges,  to  its  duties  and  service. 
It  was  to  be  the  formal  taking  up  of  the  yoke  of 
Christ,  the  accepting  of  the  promises  of  Christ. 
The  baptized  convert  became  a  Christian  as  the 
circumcised  convert  had  Ijecome  a  Jew;  and  as 
the  circumcised  convert  had  contracted  an  obli- 
gation to  obey  all  the  ordinances  of  Moses,  but 
therewith  a  share  in  all  the  promises  to  the  seed 
of  Abraham,  so  the  baptized  convert,  while  con- 
tracting all  the  responsibility  of  Christ's  service, 
had  a  share  too  in  all  the  promises  of  God  in 
Christ. 

It  is  obviously  ditficult  to  draw  out  the  teaching 
of  the  New  Testament  on  the  rite  of  baptism  and 
its  significance,  without  approaching  too  near  to 
the  regions  of  controversy.  We  shall  endeavor 
therefore  merely  to  classify  the  passages  which  refer 
to  it,  and  to  exhibit  them  in  their  simplest  form, 
and  to  let  them  speak  their  own  language. 


"  Ma9»fT«u<raTe  vavra  to.  eflnj  Pairri^ovrt^  ainovi 
(Matt,  xxviii.  19),  compared  with  fio^rds  iroi«i  koX 
fiaTTTi^ti  (John  iv.  1). 
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VI.  The  Types  of  Baptism.  —  1.  St.  Peter  (1 
Pet.  iii.  21)  compares  the  deliverance  of  Noah  in 
the  Deluge  to  the  deliverance  of  Christians  in  bap- 
tism. The  passage  is  not  without  considerable 
ditficulty,  though  its  general  sense  is  pretty  readily 
apparent.  The  apostle  had  been  s{)eaking  of  those 
who  had  perished  "  in  the  days  of  Noali  when  the 
ark  was  a-preparing,  ui  which  few,  that  is  eight 
souls,  "were  saved  by  water."  According  to  the 
A.  v.,  he  goes  on,  "  The  Uke  figure  whereunto  bap- 
tism doth  now  save  us."  The  Greek,  in  the  best 
JISS.,  is  *0  Koi  rifias  avriTirrov  vvv  (Tw^fi  fidir- 

Tifffxa. (Jrotius  well  expounds  avrirvirov 

hy  avriffTOiXov,  "accurately corresponding."  The 
difficulty  is  in  the  relative  8.  There  is  no  anteced- 
ent to  which  it  can  refer  except  uSotoj,  "water;  " 
and  it  seems  as  if  jSoirrtir/io  must  be  put  in  appo- 
sition with  g,  and  as  in  explanation  of  it.  Noah 
and  his  company  were  saved  by  water,  "  which  wa- 
ter also,  that  is  the  water  of  baptism,  correspond- 
ingly saves  us."  Even  if  the  reading  were  ^,  it 
would  most  naturally  refer  to  the  preceding  ifSuros. 
Certainly  it  could  not  refer  to  ki^odtov,  which  is 
feminine.  We  must  then  probably  interpret,  that, 
though  water  was  the  instrument  for  destroying  the 
disobedient,  it  was  yet  the  mstrument  ordained  of 
God  for  floating  the  ark,  and  so  for  saving  Noah 
and  his  family ;  and  it  is  in  correspondence  with 
this  that  water  also,  namely,  the  water  of  baptism, 
saves  Christians.  Augustine,  commenting  on  these 
words,  writes  that  "  the  events  in  the  days  of  Noah 
were  a  figure  of  things  to  come,  so  that  they  who 
believe  not  the  Gospel,  when  the  Church  is  build- 
ing, may  be  considered  as  like  those  who  believed 
not  when  the  ark  was  preparing;  whilst  those  who 
have  believed  and  are  baptized  {i.  e.  are  saved  by 
baptism)  may  be  compared  to  those  who  were  for- 
merly saved  in  the  ark  by  water  "  {Kpist.  1G4,  torn, 
ii.  p.  579 ).  "  The  building  of  the  ark,"  he  says  again, 
"  was  a  kind  of  preaching."  "  The  waters  of  the 
Deluge  presignified  baptism  to  those  who  believed 
—  punishment  to  the  unbelieving  ''  {lb.). 

It  would  be  impossible  to  give  any  definite  ex- 
pLonation  of  the  words,  "  baptism  doth  snve  us," 
without  either  expressing  a  theological  opinion  or 
exhibituig  in  detail  different  sentiments.  The 
ajMstle,  however,  gives  a  caution  which  no  doubt 
itself  may  have  need  of  an  interpreter."  when  he 
adds,  "  not  the  putting  away  the  filth  of  the  flesh, 
but  the  answer  (iirtpdTTjfxa)  of  a  good  conscience 
towards  God."  And  probably  all  will  agree  that 
he  intended  here  to  warn  us  against  resting  on  the 
outward  administration  of  a  sacrament,  with  no 
corresiwndmg  preparation  of  the  conscience  and 
the  soul.  The  connection  in  tliis  passage  between 
baptism  and  "  the  resurrection  of  Jesus  Christ " 
may  be  compared  with  Col.  ii.  12. 

2.  In  1  Cor.  x.  1,  2,  the  passage  of  the  Red  Sea 
and  the  shadowing  of  the  miraculous  cloud  are 
treated  as  types  of  baptism.  In  all  the  early  part 
of  this  chapter  the  wanderings  of  Israel  in  the  wil- 
derness are  put  in  comparison  with  the  life  of  the 
Christian.  The  being  imder  the  cloud  and  the 
passing  through  the  sea  resemble  baptism ;  eating 
maima  and  drinkmg  of  the  rock  are  as  the  spiritual 
footl  which  feeds  the  Church;  and  the  difierent 
temptations,  sins,  and  punishments  of  the  Israehtes 
on  their  journey  to  Caiuian  are  lield  up  as  a  warn- 
ing to  the  Corinthian  (Jhurch.  It  appears  that  the 
Habbins  themselves  s[)eak  of  a  baptism  in  the  cloud 
(see  Wetstein  in  h.  /.,wlio  quotes  I'irke  II.  I'Uiezer, 
44;  see  also  Schoettgen  in  h.  I.)    The  psvssagefrom 
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the  condition  of  bondmen  in  Egypt  was  through 
the  Red  Sea,  and  with  the  protection  of  the  lumin- 
ous cloud.  When  the  sea  was  passed,  the  people 
were  no  longer  subjects  of  Pharaoh ;  but  were,  un- 
der the  guidance  of  Moses,  forming  into  a  new 
commonwealth,  and  on  their  way  to  the  promised 
land.  It  is  sufficiently  apparent  how  this  may  re- 
semble the  enlisting  of  a  new  convert  into  the  body 
of  the  Cliristian  Church,  his  being  placed  in  a  new 
relation,  under  a  new  condition,  in  a  spiritual  com- 
monwealth, \vith  a  way  before  him  to  a  better  coun- 
try, thougli  surrounded  with  dangers,  subject  to 
temptations,  and  with  enemies  on  all  sides  to  en- 
counter in  his  progress." 

3.  Another  type  of,  or  rather  a  rite  analogous  to, 
baptism,  was  circumcision.  St.  Paul  (Col.  ii.  11) 
speaks  of  the  Colossian  Christians  as  having  been 
circumcised  with  a  circumcision  made  without 
hands,  when  they  were  buried  with  Christ  in  bap- 
tism, in  which  they  were  also  raised  again  with 

Him  (iy  ^  TrfpieTfi'l)6r)Te ffwra^fmres 

avT(f  4v  TO}  ^airriaiMiTi-  "  The  aorist  participle, 
as  so  often,  is  contemporary  with  the  preceding 
past  verb.""  — Alford  in  h.  L).  The  obvious  reason 
for  the  comparison  of  the  two  rites  is,  that  circum- 
cision was  the  entrance  to  the  Jewish  Church  and 
the  ancient  covenant,  baptism  to  the  Christian 
Church  and  to  the  new  covenant ;  and  perhaps  also, 
that  the  spiritual  significance  of  circumcision  had 
a,  resemblance  to  the  spiritual  import  of  baptism, 
namely,  '•  the  putting  off  the  body  of  the  sins  of 
the  flesh,"  and  the  purification  of  the  heart  l)y  the 
grace  of  God.  St.  Paid  therefore  calls  baptism  the 
circumcision  made  without  hands,  and  speaks  of 
the  putting  off  of  the  sins  of  the  flesh  by  Christian 
circumcision  {iv  r^  irfpirofi^  rod  Xpicrrov),  i.  e. 
by  baptism. 

4.  Before  leaving  this  part  of  the  subject  we 
ought  perliaps  to  obser\'e  that  in  more  than  one 
instance  death  is  called  a  baptism.  In  Matt.  xx. 
22,  Mark  x.  39,  our  Lord  speaks  of  the  cup  which 
He  had  to  drink,  and  the  baptism  that  He  was  to 
be  baptized  with ;  and  again  in  Luke  xii.  50,  "  I 
have  a  baptism  to  be  baptized  with."  It  is  gen- 
erally thought  that  baptism  here  means  an  inunda- 
tion of  sorrows ;  that,  as  the  baptized  went  down 
into  the  waters,  and  water  was  to  be  poured  over 
him,  so  our  Lord  meant  to  indicate  that  He  him- 
self had  to  pass  through  "  the  deep  waters  of  afflic- 
tion "  (see  Kuinoel  on  Matt.  xx.  22;  Schleusner, 
s.  V.  fiawTi^w)-  "  To  baptize  "  was  used  as  synon- 
ymous with  "to  overwhelm;"  and  accordingly  in 
after  times  martyrdom  was  called  a  baptism  of 
blood.  But  the  metaphor  in  this  latter  case  is 
evidently  different;  and  in  the  above  words  of  our 
Lord  baptism  is  used  without  any  qualification, 
whereas  in  passages  adduced  from  profane  authors 
we  always  find  some  words  explanatory  of  the  mode 
of  the  immersion.*)   Is  it  not  then  probable  that  some 

«  The  Fathers  consider  the  baptism  of  the  sea  and 
the  cloud  to  be  so  a  type  of  baptism,  that  the  sea  rep- 
resented the  water,  and  the  cloud  represented  the 
Spirit.  (Greg.  Xaz.  Oral,  xxxix.  634  :  c/Sajrrio-e  Muii- 
OTjs,  oAA.'  if  iJSaTi,  koI  irpo  toutou  iv  ve<l>e\r]  <cai  ev  9a- 
Aa<r<n),  tvttikws  Se  toCto  V>  "S  "ai  navAu  Sokci'  >j  9a.- 
Xxuraa.  ToO  vSaros,  r\  vi^i\r\  toO  ITi/eu'/naTos.  See  Suicer 
*.  V.  Pa.iTTi<rixa. )  Eis  t'ov  Mtoo^f  is,  according  to  some, 
by  the  ministry  of  Moses ;  or,  according  to  others, 
under  the  guidance  of  Moses  (as  Chryso6t.,Theophy- 
lact,  and  others,  in  h.  I.).  Most  plainly,  however,  and 
in  the  opinion  of  the  most  weighty  commentators, 
both  ancient  and  modem,  it  means  "  into  the  religion 


BAPTISM 


287 


deeper  significance  attaches  to  the  comparison  of 
death,  especially  of  our  Lord's  death,  to  baptism, 
when  we  consider  too  that  the  connection  of  bap- 
tism with  the  death  and  resurrection  of  Christ  is 
so  much  insisted  on  by  St.  Paul"?     (See  below.) 

"V'll.  Names  of  Baptism.  —  From  the  tyj)es  of 
baptism  referred  to  in  the  New  Testament,  we  may 
perhaps  pass  to  the  various  names  by  which  bap- 
tism seems  to  be  there  designated. 

1.  "Baptism"  (ySaTrriO-^ua :  the  word  j3oirT{<r/U(^s 
occurs  only  three  times,  namely,  Mark  vii.  8;  II eb. 
vi.  2,  ix.  10).  The  verb  ^airTiCeii'  (from  ^airrfiv, 
to  dip)  is  the  rendering  of  7210  by  the  LXX.  in 
2  K.  V.  14;  and  accordingly  the  Rabbins  ased 
n7''Il!0  for  ^dirrifffxa-  The  Latin  Fathers  ren- 
der fiairri^eiv  by  tingere  (e.  y.  Tertull.  adv.  Prajc. 
c.  26,  "  Novissim6  mandavit  ut  tingerent  ui  Patrem 
Filium  et  Spiritum  Sanctum");  by  mtrgere  (as 
Ambros.  De  Sacrmnentis.  Ub.  ii.  c.  7,  "  Interroga- 
tus  es,  Credis  in  Deum  Patrem  Omnipotentem  ? 
Dixisti,  Credo;  et  mersisti,  hoc  est  sepultus  es"); 
by  mergitare  (as  Tertullian,  De  Corona  Militis,  c. 
3,  "  Dehinc  ter  mergitamur " ) ;  see  Suicer,  s.  v. 
avaSvo).  By  the  Greek  Fathers,  the  word  fiairri- 
(eiy  is  often  used  frequently  figuratively,  for  to  im- 
merse or  overwhelm  with  sleep,  sorrow,  sin,  &c. 
Thus  vtrh  fifdr^s  fiaTrTi(6iJ.fvos  eiy  virvov,  buried 
in  sleep  through  drunkenness.  So  juvpicus  fiawri- 
(6/j.evos  <\>p6uTicnv,  absorbed  ui  thought  (Chry- 
sost.).  Tois  fiapindrais  afxapTiais  fie^aimffne- 
voi,  over^vhelmed  with  sin  (Justin  M.).  See  Suicer, 
s.  I'-  fianri^u}.  Hence  ^dirrifffia  properly  and  lit- 
erally means  immersion.^ 

2.  "The  Water"  (tJ>  uSwp)  is  a  name  of  bap- 
tism which  occurs  in  Acts  x.  47.  After  St.  Peter's 
discourse,  the  Holy  Spirit  came  visibly  on  Corne- 
lius and  his  company;  and  the  ajxwtle  asked, 
"  Can  any  man  forbid  the  water,  that  these  should 
not  be  baptized,  who  have  received  the  Holy 
Ghost  ?  "  In  ordinary  cases  the  water  had  been 
first  administered,  after  that  tlie  Apostles  laid  on 
their  hands,  and  then  the  Spirit  was  given.  But 
here  the  Spirit  had  come  down  manifestly,  before 
the  administration  of  baptism ;  and  St.  Peter  ar- 
gued, that  no  one  could  then  reasonably  withhold 
baptism  (calling  it  "the  water")  fixim  those  who 
hiul  visibly  received  that  of  which  baptism  was  the 
sign  and  seal.  With  this  phrase,  rh  uSwp,  "  the 
water,"  used  of  baptism,  compare  "  the  breaking 
of  bread  "  as  a  title  of  the  Eucharist,  Acts  ii.  42. 

3.  "  The  Washing  of  Water  "  (rh  Kovrphv  rod 
SSaros,  "the  bath  of  the  water"),  is  another 
Scriptural  term,  by  which  baptism  is  signified. 
It  occurs  Eph.  v.  26.  The  whole  passage  runs, 
"  Husbands  love  your  own  wives,  as  Christ  also 
loved  the  church  and  gave  himself  for  it,  that  He 
might  sanctify  and  cleanse  it  by  the  washing  of 


and  law  of  Moses,"  who  was  the  mediator  of  the  old 
Covenant.  "  Baptized  into  Moses,"  therefore,  is  anti- 
thetical to  the  expression,  "baptized  into  Christ," 
Rom.  vi.  3,  Gal.  iii.  27. 

b  As,  "His  mersere  malis."  —  Vii^.  ^n.  vi.  512. 
TjJ  <rviJ.4>opa  j3e/3a7rTi<r/iieVov.  —  Heliodor.  .^hiop. 
ii.  .3. 

c  It  is  unquestionable,  however,  that  in  Mark  vii. 
4  PaTrTC^ecr9ai  is  used,  where  immersion  of  the  whole 
body  is  not  intended.  See  Lightfoot,  in  loc.  [For  the 
opposite  opinion,  see  De  Wette  in  loc.  (Exeget.  Handb.  i. 
200).  and  Meyer  in  loc.  {Komm.  iib.  d.  N.  T.  ed.  1864). 
See  especially  Fritzsche,  Evang.  Marci,  p.  264.     H.] 
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water  with  the  word  "  (iVo  aiir^v  ayiacrri  Kada- 
pi<ras  T(p  \ovrpcf'  rov  vSaroi  iv  M/xari,  "  that 
He  might  sanctify  it,  having  purified  it  by  the 
[well-known]  laverof  the  water  in  the  word,"  EUi- 
cott).  There  appears  clearly  in  these  words  a  ref- 
erence to  the  bridal  bath ;  but  the  allusion  to  bap- 
tism is  clearer  still,  baptism  of  which  the  bridal 
bath  was  an  emblem,  a  type  or  mystery,  signifying 
to  us  the  spiritual  union  betwixt  Christ  and  His 
Church.  And  as  the  bride  was  wont  to  bathe  be- 
fore beuig  presented  to  the  bridegroom,  so  washing 
in  the  water  is  that  initiatory  rite  by  which  the 
Christian  Church  is  betrothed  to  the  Bridegroom, 
Christ. 

There  is  some  difficulty  in  the  construction  and 
interpretation  of  the  qualifjing  words,  iy  ^■fi/xari, 
"by  the  word."  According  to  the  more  ancient 
interpretation  they  would  indicate,  that  the  out- 
ward rite  of  washing  and  bathing  is  insutficient 
and  unavailing,  without  the  added  potency  of  the 
Word  of  God  (comp.  1  Pet.  iii.  21,  "  Not  the  put- 
ting away  the  filth  of  the  flesh,"  <tc.);  and  as  the 
\ovrphy  rov  {jSutos  had  reference  to  the  bridal 
bath,  so  there  might  be  an  allusion  to  the  words 
of  betrothal.  The  bridal  bath  and  the  words  of 
betrothal  typified  the  water  and  the  words  of  bap- 
tism. On  the  doctrine  so  expressed  the  language 
of  Augustine  is  fomous :  "  Detrahe  verbum,  et  quid 
est  aqua  nisi  aqua  ?  Accedit  verbum  ad  elemen- 
tum,  et  fit  sacramentum  "  (Tract.  80  in  Johan.). 
Yet  the  general  use  of  ^fjyua  in  the  New  Testament 
and  the  grammatical  construction  of  the  passage 
seem  to  favor  the  opinion,  that  the  Word  of  God 
preached  to  the  Church,  rather  than  the  words  made 
use  of  in  baptism,  is  that  accompaniment  of  the 
laver,  without  which  it  would  be  imperfect  (see  El- 
licott,  ad  h.  I.). 

4.  "  The  wiishing  of  regeneration "  {Xovrphv 
■Ka\iYyive(Tias,  "the  bath  of  regeneration")  is  a 
phrase  naturally  connected  with  the  foregoing.  It 
occurs  Tit.  iii.  5.  All  ancient  and  most  modem 
commentators  have  interpreted  it  of  baptism.  Con- 
troversy has  made  some  persons  unwilling  to  ad- 
mit this  interpretation ;  but  the  question  probably 
should  be,  not  as  to  the  significance  of  the  phrase, 
but  as  to  the  degree  of  importance  attached  in  the 
words  of  the  apostle  to  that  which  the  phrase  in- 
dicates. Thus  Calvin  held  that  the  "  bath  "  meant 
baptism;  but  he  explained  its  occurrence  in  this 
context  by  saying,  that  "  Baptism  is  to  us  the  seal 
of  salvation  which  Christ  hath  obtained  for- us." 
The  current  of  the  apostle's  reasoning  is  this.  He 
tells  Titus  to  exhort  the  Christians  of  Crete  to  be 
submissive  to  authority,  showing  all  meekness  to 
all  men:  "  for  we  ourselves  were  once  foolish,  err- 
ing, serving  our  own  lusts ;  but  when  the  kindness 
of  God  our  Saviour,  and  his  love  toward  man  ap- 
peared, not  by  works  of  righteousness  which  we 
performed,  but  according  to  his  own  mercy  He 
saved  us,  by  (through  the  instrumentalit^y  of)  the 
bath  of  regeneration,  and  the  renewing  of  the  Holy 
Ghost  (5»d  Xovrpov  iraXtyyfVftrlas  Kal  ivaKaivd- 
(Tfws  Xlvtvfjiaros  aylov),  which  He  shed  on  us 
abundantly  through  Jesus  Christ  our  Saviour,  that, 
being  justified  l)y  his  grace,  we  might  he  made 
heirs  of  eternal  Ufe  through  hope  (or  according  to 
hope,  kut'  i\iriSa)"  The  argument  is,  that 
Christians  should  be  kind  to  all  men,  rcmemtering 
that  they  themselves  had  been  formerly  disobedient, 
but  that  by  God's  free  mercy  in  Christ  they  had 
been  transplanted  into  a  better  state,  even  a  state 
of  salvation  {iffatrtv  rifxas);  and  that  by  means 
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of  the  bath  of  regeneration  and  the  renewal  of  the 
Holy  Spirit.  If,  according  to  the  more  ancient 
and  common  interpretation,  the  laver  means  bap- 
tism, the  whole  will  seem  pertinent.  Christians 
are  pkced  in  a  new  condition,  made  members  of 
the  Church  of  Christ,  by  baptism,  and  they  are 
renewed  in  the  spirit  of  their  minds  by  the  Holy 
Ghost.  One  question  naturally  arises  in  this  pas- 
sage. Does  avuKaivcifffdis  depend  on  \ovTpov,  or 
on  5ia?  If  we  adopt  the  opinion  of  those  who 
make  it,  with  iraXiyytvealas,  dependent  on  Aou- 
Tpov,  which  is  the  rendering  of  the  Vulgate,  we 
must  understand  that  the  renewal  of  the  Holy 
Ghost  is  a  grace  corresponding  with,  and  closely 
allied  to,  that  of  regeneration,  and  so  inunediately 
coupled  with  it.  But  it  seems  the  more  natunil 
construction  to  refer  avaKatvcifftais  IT.  o-  to  Sid, 
if  it  were  only  that  the  relative,  which  connects 
with  the  verse  following,  belongs  of  necessity  to 
TlvfifiaTOS.  Dean  Alford,  adopting  the  latter 
construction,  refers  the  "washing"  to  the  laver  of 
baptism,  and  the  "  renewing  "  to  the  actual  effect, 
that  inward  and  spiritual  grace  of  which  the  laver 
is  but  the  outward  and  visible  sign.  Yet  it  is  to 
be  considered,  whether  it  be  not  novel  and  unknown 
in  Scripture  or  theology  to  speak  of  renewal  as 
the  spiritual  grace,  or  thing  signified,  in  baptism. 
There  is  confessedly  a  connection  between  baptism 
and  regeneration,  whatever  that  connection  may 
be.  But  "  the  renewal  of  the  Holy  Ghost "  has 
been  mostly  in  the  language  of  theologians  (is  it 
not  also  in  the  language  of  Scripture  ? )  treated  as 
a  further,  perhaps  a  more  gradual  process  in  the 
work  of  grace,  than  the  first  breathing  into  the 
soul  of  spiritual  life,  called  regeneration  or  new 
bhth. 

There  is  so  much  resemblance,  both  in  the 
phraseology  and  in  the  argument,  between  this  pas- 
sage in  Titus  and  1  Cor.  vi.  11,  that  the  latter 
ought  by  all  means  to  be  compared  with  the  for- 
mer. St.  Paul  tells  the  Corinthians,  that  in  their 
heathen  state  they  had  been  stained  with  heathen 
vices;  "but,"  he  adds,  "ye  were  washed  "  (lit.  ye 
washed  or  bathed  yourselves,  d7r«A.ov<ra(r0e),  "but 
ye  were  sanctified,  but  ye  were  justified  in  the 
name  of  the  Lord  Jesus  Christ,  and  by  the  Spirit 
of  our  God."  It  is  generally  beUeved  that  here  is 
an  allusion  to  the  being  baptized  in  the  name  of 
the  I>ord  Jesus  Christ  ;  though  some  connect 
"  sanctified  "  and  "justified  "  as  well  as  "  washed," 
with  the  words  "  in  the  name,"  &c.  (see  Stanley, 
in  he).  But,  however  this  may  be,  the  reference 
to  baptism  seems  unquestionable. 

Another  passage  containing  very  similar  thoughts, 
clothed  in  almost  the  same  words,  is  Acts  xxii.  16, 
where  Ananias  says  to  Saul  of  Tarsus,  "  Arise, 
and  be  baptized,  and  wash  away  thy  sins,  calling 
upon  the  name  of  the  Lord  "  {dvaarhs  ^airrtrrai. 
KOl  i,ir6\ov(Tai  rets  k/jMprias  ffov,  iiriKaKtaifif- 
vos  rb  ovofia  avrov)-  ^ee  by  all  means  Calvin's 
Commentary  on  this  pas.sage. 

5.  "  Illumination  "  (^uricrfiSi)-  It  has  been 
much  questioned  whether  <l)WTi(f<r6ai,  "enlight- 
ened," in  Heb.  vi.  4,  x.  32,  be  use<l  of  baptism  or 
not.  Justin  Martyr,  Clement  of  Alexandria,  and 
almost  all  the  Greek  I'athers,  use  (pwria-fiSs  as  a 
synonym  for  baptism.  The  Syriac  version,  the 
most  ancient  in  existence,  gives  this  sense  to  the 
word  in  both  the  pa.ss;iges  in  the  Ei)istle  to  the  He- 
brews. Chrysostom,  Theodoret,  Theophylact,  and 
other  Greek  commentators  so  interpret  it ;  and  they 
are  followed  by  Ernesti,  Michaelis,  and  many  mod- 
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em  interpreters  of  the  highest  authority  (Wetstein ' 
cites  from  Omc.  Sibyll.  i.  ySart  <^a>Ti^€(r6ai)-  On 
the  other  hand,  it  is  now  very  commonly  alleged 
that  the  use  is  entirely  ecclesiastical,  not  Script- 
ural, and  that  it  arose  from  the  undue  esteem  for 
baptism  in  the  primitive  Church.  It  is  impossible 
to  enter  into  all  the  merits  of  the  question  here. 
If  the  usage  be  Scriptural,  it  is  to  be  found  only 
in  the  two  passages  in  1  lebrews  above  mentioned ; 
but  it  may  perhaps  correspond  with  other  figures 
and  expressions  in  the  New  Testament.  The  pa- 
tristic use  of  the  word  may  be  seen  by  refemng  to 
Suicer,  $.  v.  (f>ci}Tt(T/j.6s,  and  to  Bingham,  £.  A. 
bk.  xi.  ch.  i.  §  4.  The  rationale  of  the  name,  ac- 
cording to  Justin  ^lartyi",  is,  that  the  catechumens 
before  admission  to  baptism  were  instructed  in  all 
the  principal  doctrines  of  the  Christian  faith,  and 
hence  "  this  laver  is  called  illumination,  because 
those  who  learn  these  things  are  illuminated  in 
their  understanding"  {ApoL  ii.  94).  But,  if  this 
word  be  used  in  the  sense  of  baptism  in  the  Epistle 
to  the  Hebrews,  as  we  have  no  mention  of  any 
training  of  catechumens  in  the  New  Testament, 
we  must  probably  seek  for  a  different  explanation 
of  its  origin.  It  will  be  remembered  that  (peara- 
ywyia  was  a  term  for  admission  into  the  ancient 
mysteries.  Baptism  was  without  question  the  ini- 
tiatory rite  in  reference  to  the  Christian  faith  (cf. 
Tpi'a  ^airTiaixara  /j,tas  fi\ti](Teois,  Can.  Ajwst.  i.). 
Isow,  that  Christian  faith  is  more  than  once  called 
by  St.  Paul  the  Christian  "  mystery."  The  "  mys- 
tery of  God's  will"  (Eph.  i.  9),  "the  mystery  of 
Christ"  (Col.  iv.  3;  Eph.  iii.  4),  "the  mystery  of 
the  Gospel"  (Eph.  vi.  19),  and  other  like  phrases 
are  common  in  his  epistles.  A  Greek  could  hard- 
ly fail  to  be  reminded  by  such  language  of  the 
religious  mysteries  of  his  own  former  heathenism. 
But,  moreover,  seeing  that  "  in  Him  a;*  hid  all  the 
treasures  of  wisdom  and  knowledge,"  it  seems 
highly  probable,  that  in  three  memorable  passages 
St.  Paul  speaks,  not  merely  of  the  Gospel  or  the 
faith,  but  of  Christ  himself,  as  the  great  Jlystery 
of  God  or  of  godliness.  (1.)  In  Col.  i.  27  we  read, 
"  the  glory  of  this  mystery,  which  is  Christ  in 
you,"  rod  fivcrrriplov  tovtov,  os  iarrtv  Xpiffrhs 
iu  vfuv.  (2.)  In  Col.  ii.  2,  Lachmann,  Tregelles, 
and  EUicott,  as  we  think  on  good  grounds,  adopt 
the  reading  tov  nuffTTipiov  tov  @eov,  "KpiffTov, 
rightly  compared  by  Bp.  EUicott  with  the  preced- 
ing passage  occurring  only  four  verses  before  it,  and 
interpreted  by  him,  "  the  mj-stery  of  God,  even 
Christ."  (3.)  And  it  desenes  to  be  carefully  con- 
sidered, whether  the  above  usage  in  Colossians  does 
not  suggest  a  clear  exposition  of  1  Tim.  iii.  16, 
rb  rrjs  eiKTefidas  ^vffT'}]piov  fts  i<pavepwdr)  K.  r,  \. 
For,  if  Christ  be  the  "  Mystery  of  God,"  He  may 
well  be  called  also  the  "Mystery  of  godUness;" 
and  the  masculine  relative  is  then  easily  intelligible, 
as  being  referred  to  Xpi(rT6s  understood  and  im- 
plied in  nv<Tri)pwv'-  for,  in  the  words  of  Hilary, 
"  Deus  Christus  est  Sacramentum." 

But,  if  all  this  be  true,  as  baptism  is  the  initia- 
tory Christian  rite,  admitting  us  to  the  ser\-ice  of 
God  and  to  the  knowledge  of  Christ,  it  may  not 
improbably  have  been  called  <pwTifffi6s  and  after- 
wards <p(CTayayia,  as  having  reference,  and  as  ad- 
mitting to  the  mystery  of  the  Gospel,  and  to  Christ 
himself,  who  is  the  Mystery  of  God. 

^III.  —  From  the  names  of  baptism  we  must 
now  pass  to  a  few  of  the  more  prominent  passages, 
not  ah-eady  considered,  in  which  baptism  is  re- 
ferred to. 
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1.  The  passage  in  John  iii.  5  —  "  Except  a  man 
'je  bom  of  water  and  of  the  Spirit,  he  cannot  enter 
mto  the  kingdom  of  God  "  —  has  been  a  well-estab- 
lished battle-field  from  the  time  of  Calvin.  Hook- 
er's statement,  that  for  the  first  fifteen  centuries 
no  one  had  ever  doubted  its  application  to  baptism, 
is  well  known  (see  JlccI.  Pol.  v.  lix.).  Zuinglius 
was  probably  the  first  who  interpreted  it  other- 
wise. Calvin  understood  the  words  "  of  water  and 
of  the  Spirit "  as  a  !»/  8ia  dvo7v,  "  the  washing  or 
cleansing  of  the  Spirit"  (or  rather  perhaps  "by 
the  Spirit "),  "  who  cleanses  as  water,"  referring  to 
Matt.  iii.  11.  ("He  shall  baptize  you  with  the 
Holy  Ghost  and  with  fire")  as  a  parallel  usage. 
Stier  (  Words  of  the  Ijyrd  Jesus,  in  h.  1.)  observes 
that  Liicke  has  rightly  said  that  we  may  regard 
this  interpretation  by  means  of  a  %v  5io  ^volv, 
which  erroneously  appealed  to  ^latt.  iii.  11,  as  now 
generally  abandoned.  Stier,  moreover,  quotes  with 
entire  approbation  the  words  of  Meyer  (on  John 
iii.  5) :  —  "  Jesus  speaks  here  concerning  a  spiritual 
baptism,  as  in  chap.  vi.  concerning  a  spiritual  feed- 
ing ;  in  both  places,  however,  with  reference  to  their 
visible  auxiliary  means."  That  our  Ixtrd  probably 
adopted  expressions  familiar  to  the  Jews  in  this 
discourse  with  Xicodemus,  may  be  seen  by  refer- 
ence to  Lightfoot,  H.  H.  in  loc. 

2.  The  prophecy  of  John  the  Baptist  just  refeired 
to,  namely,  that  our  blessed   Lord  shoidd  baptize 

;  with  the  Holy  Ghost  and  with  fire  (Matt.  iii.  11), 
may  more  properly  l)e  interpretetl  Iiy  a  %v  5io  'bvutv. 
I  liengel  well  paraphrases  it:  —  ^^  Spiritiis  Stuirtiis, 
1  quo  Christus  baptizat,  igneam  vim  hal)ct ;  atque 
;  ea  vis  ignea  etiam  conspicua  fuit  oculis  honiinum  " 
i  (Acts  ii.   3).      The    Fathers,  indeed,   spoke  of  a 
I  threefold   baptism  with    fire :    first,  of   the    Holy 
j  Ghost  in  the  shape  of  fiery  tongues  at  Pentecost ; 
I  secondh',  of  the  fiery  trial  of  affliction  and  tempta- 
I  tion  (1  Pet.  i.  7);  thirdly,  of  the  fire  which  at  the 
last  day  is  to  try  every  man's  works  (1  Cor.  iii.  13). 
It  is,  however,  very  improbable  that  there  is  any 
allusion  to  either  of  the  last  two  in  Matt.  iii.  11. 
There  is  an  antithesis  in  John  the  Baptist's  lan- 
guage between  his  own  lower  mission  and  the  Di- 
vine authority  of  the  Saviour.     John  baptized  with 
a  mere  earthly  element,  teaching  men  to  repent, 
and  pointing  them  to  Christ;  but  He  that  shoidd 
come  after,  6  ipx^fifvos,  was  empowered  to  bap- 
tize with  the  Holy  Ghost  and  with  fire.     The  water 
of  John's  baptism  could  but- wash  the  body;  the 
Holy  Ghost,  with  which  Christ  was  to  baptize, 
should  purify  the  soul  as  with  fire. 

3.  Gal.  iii.  27 :  "  For  as  many  as  have  been  bap- 
tized into  Christ  have  put  on  Christ."  In  the 
whole  of  this  very  important  and  difficult  chapter, 
St.  Paul  is  reasoning  on  the  inheritance  by  the 
Church  of  Christ  jf  the  promises  made  to  Abra^ 
ham.  Christ  —  i.  e.  Christ  comprehending  his 
whole  body  mystical  —  is  the  true  seed  of  Abra- 
ham, to  whom  the  promises  belong  (ver.  16).  The 
I^w,  which  came  after,  could  not  disannul  the 
promises  thus  made.  The  Law  was  fit  to  restrain 
(or  perhaps  rather  to  manifest)  transgression  (ver. 
23).  The  I^w  acted  as  a  pedagogue,  keeping  us 
for,  and  leading  us  on  to,  Christ,  that  He  might 
bestow  on  us  freedom  and  justification  by  faith  in 
Him  (ver.  24).  But  after  the  coming  of  faith  we 
are  no  longer,  like  young  children,  under  a  peda- 
gogue, but  we  are  free,  as  heirs  in  our  Father's 
house  (ver.  25;  comp.  ch.  iv.  1-5).  "For  ye  all 
are  God's  sons  (filii  emancipati,  not  traiSis,  but 
vloi,  Bengel  and  EUicott)  through   the  faitii   in 
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Christ  Jesus.  For  as  many  as  have  been  baptized 
into  Christ,  have  put  on  (clothed  yourselves  in) 
Christ  (see  Schoettgen  on  Rom.  xiii.  14).  In  Him 
is  neither  Jew  nor  Greek,  neither  bond  nor  free, 
neither  male  nor  female;  for  all  ye  are  one  in 
Christ  Jesus "  (ver.  26-28).  The  argument  is 
plain.  AU  Christians  are  God's  sons  through  union 
with  the  Only-begotten.  Before  the  faith  in  Him 
came  into  the  world,  men  were  held  under  the  tute- 
lage of  the  Law,  like  children,  kept  as  in  a  state 
of  bondage  under  a  pedagogue.  But  after  the 
preaching  of  the  faith,  all  who  are  baptized  into 
Christ  clothe  themselves  in  Him ;  so  they  are  es- 
teemed as  adult  sons  of  his  Father,  and  by  faith 
in  Him  they  may  be  justified  from  their  sins,  from 
which  the  Law  could  not  justify  them  (Acts  xiii. 
39).  The  contrast  is  between  the  Christian  and 
the  Jewish  church :  one  bond,  the  other  free ;  one 
infant,  the  other  adult.  And  the  transition-point 
is  naturally  that  when  by  baptism  the  service  of 
Christ  is  undertaken,  and  the  promises  of  the  Gos- 
pel are  claimed.  This  is  represented  as  putting  on 
Christ,  and  in  Him  assuming  the  position  of  full- 
grown  men.  In  this  more  privileged  condition 
there  is  the  power  of  obtaining  justification  by 
feith,  a  justification  which  the  Law  had  not  to  offer. 

4.  1  Cor.  xii.  13 :  "  For  by  one  Spirit  (or  in  one 
spirit,  iv  eul  Trvevfiart)  we  were  all  baptized  into 
one  body,  whether  Jews  or  Greeks,  whether  bond 
or  free,  and  were  all  made  to  drink  of  one  Spirit." 
The  resemblance  of  this  passage  to  the  last  is  very 
clear.  In  the  old  dispensation  there  was  a  marked 
division  between  Jew  and  Gentile:  under  the  Gos- 
pel there  is  one  body  in  Christ.  As  in  Gal.  iii. 
16,  Christ  is  the  seed  {rh  airipua),  so  here  He  is 
the  body  {rh  ffwua),  into  which  all  Christians  be- 
come incoiiwrated.  All  distinctions  of  Jew  and 
Gentile,  bond  and  free,  are  abolished.  By  the 
grace  of  the  same  Spirit  (or  perhaps  "in  one  spirit" 
of  Christian  love  and  fellowship  (comp.  Eph.  ii.  18), 
vdthout  division  or  separate  interests)  all  are  joined 
in  baptism  to  the  one  body  of  Christ,  his  universal 
church.  Possibly  there  is  an  allusion  to  both 
sacraments.  "We  were  baptized  into  one  body, 
we  were  made  to  drink  of  one  Spirit  (li*  Uvtvfia 
iiTOTiaOriixfv'  I>achm.  and  Tisch.  omit  etj).  Both 
our  baptism  and  our  partaking  of  the  cup  in  the 
communion  are  tokens  and  pledges  of  Christian 
unity.  They  mark  our  union  with  the  one  body 
of  Christ,  and  they -are  means  of  grace,  in  which 
we  may  look  for  one  Spirit  to  be  present  with  bless- 
ing (comp.  1  Cor.  x.  3,  17;  see  AVaterland  on  the 
EtwhariM.  cli.  x.,  and  Stanley  on  1  Cor.  xii.  13). 

5.  lioni.  vi.  4  and  Col.  ii.  12,  are  so  closely  par- 
allel that  we  may  notice  them  together.  As  the 
apostle  in  the  two  last-considered  passages  views 
baptism  ;i<  !i  joiiiint:  to  the  mystical  body  of  Christ, 
so  in  tliisi'  two  p;issai;i's  he  goes  on  to  speak  of 
Christians  in  thtir  baptism  as  buried  with  Christ 
in  his  death,  ami  raised  again  with  Him  in  his 
resurrection."  As  tlie  natural  Iwdy  of  Christ  was 
laid  in  the  gromid  and  then  raised  up  again,  so 
His  mystical  body,  the  Church,  descends  in  liap- 
tism  into  the  waters,  in  which  also  (iv  ^,  sc-  jSott- 
rlff/MTi,  Col.  ii.  12)  it  is  raised  up  again  with 
Christ,  through  "  faith  in  the  mighty  working  of 
God,  who  raised  Him  from  the  dead."  Probably, 
as  in  the  former  passages  St.  Paul  had  brought 
forward  baptism  as  the  symbol  of  Christian  unity, 

a  "  Merslo  in  baptismate,  vel  certfe  aqua  superfuaa, 
tepulturam  refert "  (Bengel). 
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so  in  those  now  before  us  he  refers  to  it  as  the 
token  and  pledge  of  the  spiritual  death  to  sin  and 
resuiTectiou  to  righteousness ;  and  moreover  of  the 
final  victory  over  death  in  the  last  day,  through 
the  power  of  the  resurrection  of  Christ.  It  is 
said  that  it  was  partly  in  reference  to  this  passage 
in  Colossians  that  the  early  Christians  so  generally 
used  trine  immersion,  as  signifying  thereby  the 
three  days  in  which  Christ  lay  in  the  grave  (see 
Suicer,  s.  v.  avaSvai,!^ ■  a). 

IX.  Jitcipients  of  Baptism.  —  The  command  to 
baptize  was  co-extensive  with  the  command  to  preach 
the  Gospel.  All  nations  were  to  be  evangelized; 
and  they  were  to  be  made  disciples,  admitted  into 
the  fellowship  of  Christ's  religion,  by  baptism 
(Matt,  xxviii.  19).  Whosoever  believed  the  preach- 
ing of  the  Evangelists  was  to  be  baptized,  his  faith 
and  baptism  placing  him  in  a  state  of  salvation 
(Mark  xvi.  16).  On  this  command  the  AjMstles 
acted;  for  the  first  converts  after  the  ascension 
were  enjoined  to  repent  and  be  baptized  (Acts  ii. 
37).  The  Samaritans  who  believed  the  preaching 
of  Philip  were  baptized,  men  and  women  (Acts 
viii.  12).  The  Ethiopian  eunuch,  as  soon  as  he 
professed  his  faith  in  Jesus  Christ,  was  baptized 
(Acts  viii.  37,  38).  Lydia  listened  to  the  things 
spoken  by  Paul,  and  was  baptized,  she  and  her 
house  (Acts  xvi.  15).  The  jailer  at  Philippi,  the 
very  night  on  which  he  was  convinced  by  the  earth- 
quake in  the  prison,  was  baptized,  he  and  all  his, 
straightway  (Acts  xvi.  33). 

All  this  appears  to  correspond  with  the  general 
character  of  the  Gospel,  that  it  should  embrace 
the  world,  and  should  be  freely  offered  to  all  men. 
"  Him  that  cometh  unto  me  I  will  in  no  wise  cast 
out"  (John  vi.  37).  Like  the  Saviour  liimself, 
Baptism  was  sent  into  the  world  "  not  to  condemn 
the  world,  but  that  the  world  might  be  saved " 
(John  iii.  17).  Every  one  who  was  convinced  by 
the  teaching  of  the  first  preachers  of  the  Gospel, 
and  was  willing  to  enroll  himself  in  the  company 
of  the  disciples,  appears  to  have  been  admitted  to 
baptism  on  a  confession  of  his  faith.  There  is  no 
distinct  evidence  in  the  New  Testament  that  there 
was  hi  those  early  days  a  body  of  catechumens 
gradually  preparing  for  baptism,  such  as  existed  in 
the  ages  immediately  succeeding  the  Apostles,  and 
such  as  every  missionary  church  has  found  it  neces- 
sary to  uistitute.  The  Apostles,  indeed,  frequently 
insist  on  the  privileges  of  being  admitted  to  the 
fellowship  of  Christ's  Church  in  the  initiatory 
sacrament,  and  on  the  consequent  responsibilities 
of  Christians;  and  these  are  the  grounds  on  which 
subsequent  ages  have  been  so  careful  in  prejjaring 
adults  for  baptism.  But  perhaps  the  circumstances 
of  the  Apostles'  age  were  so  peculiar  as  to  account 
for  this  apparent  difference  of  principle.  (  onvic- 
tion  at  that  time  was  likely  to  be  sudden  and 
strong;  the  church  was  rapidly  foriuiii!:;  the  Apos- 
tles Wl  the  gift  of  disceniing  spirits.  All  this 
led  to  the  admission  to  baptism  witii  but  little  for- 
mal ))rei)aration  for  it.  At  all  events  it  is  evident 
tiiat  the  spirit  of  our  Loni's  ordinance  was  compre- 
hensive, not  exclusive:  that  all  were  invited  to 
come,  and  that  all  who  were  willing  to  come  were 
graciously  received. 

The  great  question  has  lieeii.  whether  the  invi- 
tation extended,  not  to  adidts  only,  but  to  infants 
also.  The  universidity  of  tiie  invitation,  Christ's 
declaration  concerning  the  blessedness  of  infants 
and  their  fitness  for  his  kingdom  (Mark  x.  14), 
i  the  admission  of  infants  to  circumcision  and  to  the 
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baptism  of  Je\rish  proselj-tes,  the  mention  of  whole 
households,  and  the  subsequent  practice  of  the 
Church,  have  been  principally  relied  on  by  the  ad- 
vocates of  infant  baptism.  The  silence  of  the  New 
Testament  concerning  the  baptism  of  infants,  the 
constant  mention  of  faith  as  a  prerequisite  or  con- 
dition of  baptism,  the  great  spiritual  blessings  which 
seem  attached  to  a  right  reception  of  it,  and  the 
responsibility  entailed  on  those  who  have  taken  its 
obligations  on  themselves,  seem  the  chief  objections 
urged  against  pjedobaptisra.  But  here,  once  more, 
we  must  leave  ground  which  has  been  so  exten- 
sively occupied  by  controversialists. 

X.  The  Mock  of  Baptism.  —  The  language  of 
the  New  Testament  and  of  the  primitive  fathers 
sufficiently  points  to  immersion  as  the  common 
mode  of  baptism.  John  the  Baptist  baptized  in 
the  river  Jordan  (ilatt.  iii.).  Jesus  is  represented 
as  "  coming  up  out  of  the  water  "  (avafiaivwy  airh 
Tov  vSaroi)  after  his  baptism  (Mark  i.  10).° 
Again,  John  is  said  to  have  baptized  in  ^'Enon  be- 
cause there  was  much  water  there  (John  iii.  23; 
see  also  Acts  viii.  3G).  The  comparison  of  bap- 
tism to  burying  and  rising  up  again  (Kom.  vi. ; 
Col.  ii.)  has  been  already  referred  to  as  probably 
derived  from  the  custom  of  immersion  (see  Suicer, 
s.  V.  o>'a5u«;.  Schoettgen,  in  Rom.  vi. ;  Vossius, 
Z>e  Baptismo,  Diss.  i.  thes.  vi.).  On  the  other 
hand,  it  has  been  noticed  that  the  family  of  the 
jailer  at  Philippi  were  all  baptized  in  the  prison  on 
the  night  of  their  conversion  (Acts  xvi.  33),  and 
that  the  tliree  thousand  converted  at  Pentecost 
(Acts  ii.)  appear  to  have  been  baptized  at  once:  it 
being  hardly  likely  that  in  either  of  these  cases 
immersion  should  have  been  possible.  Moreover 
the  ancient  church,  which  mostly  adopted  immer- 
sion, was  satisfied  with  affusion  in  case  of  clinical 
baptism  —  the  baptism  of  the  sick  and  dying. 

Questkms  ami  Answers.  —  In  the  earliest  times 
of  the  Christian  Church,  we  find  the  catechumens 
required  to  renounce  the  Devil  (see  Suicer,  s.  v.  airo- 
riffffoixai)  and  to  profess  their  faith  in  the  Holy 
Trinity  and  in  the  principal  articles  of  the  Creed 
(see  Suicer,  i.  653).  It  is  generally  supposed 
that  St.  Peter  (1  Pet.  iii.  21),  where  he  speaks  of 
the  "answer  (or  questioning,  fTepdrr^fia)  of  a 
good  conscience  toward  God  "  as  an  important  con- 
stituent of  baptism,  refers  to  a  custom  of  this  kind 
as  existing  from  the  first  (see  however,  a  very  dif- 
ferent interpretation  in  Bengelii  Gnomon).  The 
"form  of  sound  words"  (2  Tim.  i.  13)  and  the 
"good  profession  professed  before  many  witnesses" 
(1  Tim.  vi.  12)  may  very  probably  have  similar  sig- 
nificance. 

XI.  The  Foi-mula  of  Baptism.  —  It  should 
seem  from  our  Lord's  own  direction  (Matt,  xxviii. 
19)  that  the  words  made  use  of  in  the  administra- 
tion of  baptism  should  be  those  which  the  church 
has  generally  retained,  "  I  baptize  thee  in  the  name 
of  the  Father,  and  of  the  Son,  and  of  the  Holy 
Ghost:"  yet,  wherever  baptism  is  mentioned  in 
the  Acts  of  the  Apostles,  it  is  only  mentioned  as 
in  "  the  name  of  the  I^rd  Jesus,"  or  "  in  the  name 
of  the  Lord"  (Acts  ii.  38,  viii.  16,  x.  48,  xix.  5). 
The  custom  of  the  primitive  church,  as  far  as  we 
can  learn  from  the  primitive  Fathers,  was  always 
to  baptize  in  the  names  of  the  three  Persons  of 
the  Trinity  (see  Suicer,  s.  v.  fiairri^a));  and  there 


a  *  With  ino  in  Mark  i.  10  (T.  R.},  as  quoted  above, 
it  wouW  be  only  "  from  "  :  but  Lachmann.  Tischendorf, 
ftud  Tiegelles  read  ix  there,  which  would  agree  with 
16 
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is  little  doubt  that  the  expressions  in  the  Book  of 
Acts  mean  only  that  those  who  were  baptized  with 
Christian  baptism  were  baptized  into  the  faith  of 
Christ,  into  the  death  of  Christ,  not  tl^t  the  fonn 
of  words  was  different  from  that  enjoined  by  our 
Lord  in  St.  Matthew. 

Sponsors.  —  There  is  no  mention  of  sponsors  in 
the  N.  T.,  though  there  is  mention  of  the  "  ques- 
tioning" {itrepwrrtfia).  In  very  early  ages  of  the 
Church,  sponsors  (called  avaSoxot,  sjxmsoi-es,  sus- 
ceptores)  were  in  use  both  for  children  and  adults. 
The  mention  of  them  first  occurs  in  Tertullian  — 
for  infants  in  the  De  Baptismo  (c.  18),  for  adults, 
as  is  supposed,  in  the  De  Coro)ul  Militis  (c.  3: 
"  Inde  suscepti  lactis  et  mellis  concordiam  praegust- 
amus."  See  Suicer,  s.  v.  avaSfxofiat)-  I'l  the 
Jewish  baptism  of  proselytes,  two  or  three  sponsors 
or  witnesses  were  required  to  be  present  (see  above, 
Lightfoot  on  Matt.  iii.  6).  It  is  so  improbable 
that  the  Jews  should  have  borrowed  such  a  custom 
from  the  Christians,  that  the  coincidence  can  hanl- 
ly  have  arisen  but  from  the  Christians  continuing 
the  usages  of  the  Jews. 

XII.  Baptism  for  the  Dead.  —  1  Cor.  xv.  29. 
"  Else  what  shall  they  do  who  are  baptized  for  the 
dead  (inrip  raiv  veKpiov),  if  the  dead  rise  not  at 
all?  Why  are  they  then  baptized  for  the  dead" 
(or,  "ybr  ihemV  Lachmann  and  Tisch.  read 
avTwv). 

1.  Tertullian  tells  us  of  a  custom  of  vicarious 
baptism  (vicarium  baptisma)  as  existing  among  the 
Marcionites  (De  Jiesur.  Caiiiis,  c.  48;  Adv.  Mar- 
cion.  lib.  v.  c.  10);  and  St.  Chrj-sostom  relates  of 
the  same  heretics,  that,  when  one  of  their  catechu- 
mens died  without  baptism,  they  used  to  put  a  liv- 
ing person  under  the  dead  man's  bed,  and  asked 
whether  he  desired  to  be  baptized ;  the  living  man 
answering  that  he  did,  they  then  baptized  him  in 
place  of  the  departed  (Chrys.  Ilom.  xl.  in  1  Cor. 
XV. ).  Epiphanius  relates  a  similar  custom  amonw 
the  Cerinthians  (Uteres,  xxviii.),  which,  he  said, 
prevailed  from  fear  that  in  the  resurrection  those 
should  suffer  punishment  who  had  not  been  bap- 
tized. The  Cerinthians  were  a  very  early  sect; 
according  to  Irenaeus  (iii.  11),  some  of  their  errors 
had  been  anticipated  by  the  Nicolaitans,  and  St. 
John  is  said  to  have  wTitten  the  early  part  of  his 
Gospel  against  those  errors;  but  the  Marcionites 
did  not  come  into  existence  till  the  middle  of  the 
2d  century.  The  question  naturally  occurs.  Did 
St.  Paul  in  1  Cor.  xv.  29  allude  to  a  custom  of 
this  kind,  which  even  in  his  days  had  begun  to 
prevail  among  heretics  and  ignorant  persons  ?  If 
so,  he  no  doubt  adduced  it  as  an  argumentum  ad 
hominem.  "  If  the  dead  rise  not  at  all,  what  ben- 
efit do  they  expect  who  baptize  vicariously  for  the 
dead  ?  "  The  very  heretics,  who,  from  their  belief 
that  matter  was  incorrigibly  evil,  denied  the  possi- 
bility of  a  glorious  resurrection,  jet  showed  by  theii 
superstitious  practices  that  the  resurrection  was  to 
be  expected ;  for,  if  there  be  no  resurrection,  their 
baptism  for  the  dead  would  lose  all  its  significance. 
It  is  truly  said,  that  such  accommodations  to  the 
opinions  of  others  are  not  uncommon  in  the  writ- 
ings of  St.  Paul  (comp.  Gal.  iv.  21-31;  and  see 
Stanley,  ad  h.  I.).  St.  Ambrose  (in  1  ad  Cor.  xv.) 
seems  to  have  acquiesced  in  this  interpretation. 
His  words  are,  "  The  Apostle  adduces  the  example 

the  remark  in  the  body  of  the  page.  See  also  Acta 
viii.  39,  where  the  A.  V.  errs  in  just  the  opposite  way 
(ex  being  used  there).  H. 
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of  those  who  were  so  secure  of  the  future  resurrec- 
tion that  thev  even  liaptizetl  for  the  dead,  when  by 
accident  death  had  come  unexpectedly,  fearing  that 
the  unbaptized  might  either  not  rise  or  rise  to  evil." 
Perhaps  it  may  he  said,  that  the  greater  number  of 
modern  commentitors  have  adopted  this,  as  the 
simplest  and  most  rational  sense  of  the  apostle's 
words.  And  —  which  undoubtedly  adds  much  to 
the  probabiUty  that  vicarious  baptism  should  have 
been  very  ancient  —  we  learn  from  Lightfoot  (on 
1  Cor.  XV.)  that  a  custom  prevailed  among  the  Jews 
of  vicarious  abolution  for  such  as  died  under  any 
legal  uncleanness. 

It  is,  however,  equally  conceivable,  that  the  pas- 
sage in  St.  Paul  gave  rise  to  the  subsequent  prac- 
tice among  the  Marcionites  and  Cerinthians.  Mis- 
interpretation of  Scriptural  passages  has  undoubt- 
edly been  a  fertile  source  of  superstitious  ceremony, 
which  has  afterwards  been  looked  on  as  having 
resulted  from  early  tradition.  It  is  certain  that 
the  Greek  Fathers,  who  record  the  custom  in  ques- 
tion, wholly  reject  the  notion  that  St.  Paul  alluded 
to  it. 

2.  Chrysostom  beUeves  the  apostle  to  refer  to 
the  profession  of  faith  in  baptism,  part  of  which 
was,  "I  believe  in  the  resurrection  of  the  dead," 
iriffTfvu)  (Is  veKpcov  avao'Taffiv-  "  In  this  faith," 
he  says,  •»  we  are  baptized.  After  confessing  this 
among  other  articles  of  faith,  we  go  down  into  the 
water.  And  reminding  the  Corinthians  of  this, 
St.  Paul  says,  If  there  be  no  resurrection,  why  art 
thou  then  baptized  for  the  dead,  i.  e.  for  the  dead 
bodies  (t»  kclI  ^atrri^ri  mrip  rwv  vfKp&vj  tovt- 
((TTi,  Tuiv  ffwfiaruv) V  lor  in  this  faith  thou  art 
baptized,  believing  in  the  resurrection  of  the  dead  " 
{Horn.  xl.  in  1  Cor.  xv. ;  cf.  Hotn.  xiii.  in  Episi.  ad 
Corinth.).  St.  Chrysostom  is  followed,  as  usual, 
by  Theodoret,  Theophylact,  and  other  Greek  com- 
mentators. Indeed,  he  had  been  anticipated  by 
TfrtuUian  among  the  Latins  {Adv.  Marcion.  lib.  v. 
c.  10),  and  probably  by  Epiphanius  among  the 
Greeks  (Hares,  xxviii.). 

The  former  of  the  two  interpretations  above 
mentioned  commends  itself  to  us  by  its  simplicity; 
the  latter  by  its  antiquity,  having  almost  the  gen- 
eral consent  of  the  primitive  Christians  in  its  fa- 
vor (see  Suicer,  i.  642);  though  it  is  somewhat 
difficult,  even  with  St.  Chrysostom's  comment,  to 
reconcile  it  wholly  with  the  natural  and  grammati- 
cal construction  of  the  words.  In  addition  to  the 
above,  <rtiich  seem  the  most  probable,  the  variety 
of  explanations  is  almost  endless.  Among  them  the 
following  appear  to  deserve  consideration. 

3.  "  AVhat  shall  they  do,  who  are  baptized  when 
death  is  close  at  handV  "  Epiphan.  Ua>res.  xxviii. 
6,  where  according  to  Bengel  imfp  will  have  the 
sense  of  near,  close  vjion. 

4.  "  Over  the  graves  of  the  martjTs."  That 
guch  a  mode  of  baptism  existed  in  after  ages,  see 
Euseb.  //.  -K.  iv.  1.5;  August.  De  Civ.  Dei,  xx. 
9.  'Yossius  adopted  this  interpretation;  but  it  is 
very  unlikely  that  the  custom  should  have  prevailed 
in  the  days  of  St.  Paul. 

5.  *'  On  account  of  a  dead  Saviour;  "  where  an 
enallage  of  'number  in  the  word  v(KpSiv  must  be 
understood.     See  Hosenmiiller,  in  he. 

6.  "What shall  they  gain,  who  are  biptized  for 
the«ake  of  tlie  dead  in  (  hristV  "  i.  e.  that  so  the 
■KK-fipeo/xa  of  believers  may  be  filled  up  (comp.  I>om. 
xi.  12,  25;  Heb.  xi.  40),  that  "  God  may  complete 
the  number  of  his  elect,  and  hasten  big  kingdom." 
.Bee  Olshaugen,  in  be 
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7.  "  "What  shall  they  do,  who  are  baptiz<3d  in 
the  place  of  the  dead?  "  i.  e.  who,  as  the  ranks  of 
the  faithful  are  thinned  by  death,  come  forward  to 
be  baptized,  that  they  may  fill  up  the  company  of 
believers.  See  also  Olshausen  as  above,  who  ap- 
pears to  hesitate  between  these  last  two  interpre- 
tations. 

On  the  subject  of  Baptism,  of  the  practice  of 
the  Jews,  and  of  the  customs  and  opinions  of  the 
early  Christians  with  reference  to  it,  much  infor- 
mation is  to  be  found  in  Vossius,  I)e  Bnptismo; 
Suicer,  s.  w.  ayaSvw,  PaTrri^a),  avaStxafiai,  k\i- 
vikSs,  A'c.  ;  \\'etstein,  as  referred  to  above ;  Bing- 
ham, Eccl.  Ant.  bk.  xi.;  Vicecomes,  Bissertntionfs, 
lib.  i. ;  Lightfoot,  Jlor.  Mel/r.;  and  Schoettgen, 
Hor.  Hebr.,  as  referred  to  above.  E.  H.  B. 

*  The  most  elaborate  recent  work  on  baptism  is 
J.  W.  F.  Hi.fling's  Das  Sakrament  der  Tuufe,  2 
Bde.  Erlangen,  1846-48.  See  also  the  art.  Tat(f'e 
(by  Steitz)  in  Herzog's  Rtal-Kncyll.  xv.  428-485. 
References  to  the  controversial  literature  on  the 
subject  cannot  well  be  given  here.  The  essay,  how- 
ever, of  Dr.  T.  J.  Conant,  The  Meaning  and  Use 
of  Baptizein  philohgicalhj  and  histmically  investi- 
gated, published  as  an  Appendix  to  his  revised  ver- 
sion of  the  Gospel  of  Matthew  (New  York,  Amer. 
Bible  Union,  1860),  and  also  issued  separately,  de- 
serves mention  for  its  copious  collection  of  passages 
from  ancient  authors.  A. 

Supplement  to  Baptism. 

The  "Laying  on  of  Hands"  was  considered  in  the 
ancient  church  as  the  "  Supplement  of  Baptism." 

I.  Imposition  of  hands  is  a  natural  form  by 
which  benediction  has  been  expressed  in  all  ages 
and  among  all  people.  It  is  the  act  of  one  supe- 
rior either  by  age  or  spiritual  position  tov.ards  an 
inferior,  and  by  its  very  form  it  appears  to  bestow 
some  gift,  or  to  manifest  a  desire  that  some  gift 
should  be  bestowed.  It  may  be  an  evil  thing  that 
is  symbolically  bestowed,  as  when  guiltiness  was 
thus  transferred  by  the  high-priest  to  the  scape- 
goat from  the  congregation  (I^v.  xvi.  21);  but, 
in  general,  the  gift,  is  of  something  good  which  God 
is  supjxjsed  to  bestow  by  the  chainiel  of  the  laying 
on  of  hands.  Thus,  in  the  Old  Testament,  Jacob 
accompanies  his  blessing  to  Ephraim  and  jVhinagseh 
with  imposition  of  hands  (Gen.  xlviii.  14);  Joshua 
is  ordained  in  the  room  of  Moses  by  imposition  of 
hands  (Num.  xxvii.  18;  Deut.  xxxiv.  It);  cures 
seem  to  have  Ijeen  WTOught  by  the  projihets  by 
imposition  of  hands  (2  K.  v.  11);  and  the  high- 
priest,  in  giving  his  solemn  benediction,  stretched 
out  his  hands  over  the  people  (Lev.  ix.  22). 

The  same  form  was  used  by  our  Lord  in  blessing 
and  occasionally  in  heahng,  and  it  was  plainly 
regarded  by  the  Jews  as  customary  or  liefitting 
(Matt.  xix.  13;  Mark  viii.  23,  x.  16).  Or.e  of  the 
promises  at  the  end  of  St.  Mark's  (iospel  to  (  hrist's 
followers  is  that  they  should  cure  tlie  sick  by  lay- 
ing on  of  hands  (Mark  xvi.  18) ;  and  accordingly 
we  find  that  Saul  received  his  sight  (Acts  ix.  17) 
and  Publius's  father  was  healed  of  his  fever  (Acta 
xxviii.  8)  by  imposition  of  hands. 

In  the  Acts  of  the  Apostles  the  nature  of  the 
gift  or  blessing  bestowed  by  the  Apostolic  imposi- 
tion of  hands  is  made  clearer.  It  is  called  the  gift 
of  the  Holy  Ghost  (viii.  17,  xix.  6).  'Ibis  gift  of 
the  Holy  (ihost  is  described  as  the  fulfillment  of 
Joel's  prediction  —  "I  will  pour  out  my  Spirit  upon 
all  flesh,  and  yoiir  sons  and  your  daughters  shall 
prophesy,  and  your  young  men  shall  see  vigiono, 
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and  your  old  men  shall  dream  dreams ;  and  on  my 
servants  and  on  my  handmaidens  I  will  pour  out  in 
those  days  of  my  Spirit,  and  they  shall  prophesy  " 
(ii.  17,  18,  and  38).  Accordin<;ly  visible  super- 
natural powers  were  the  result  of  this  gift  —  powers 
which  a  Simon  Magus  could  see,  the  capacity  of 
bestowing  which  he  could  covet  and  propose  to 
purchase  (viii.  18).  In  the  case  of  the  Ephesian 
disciples  these  powers  are  stated  to  be.  Speaking 
with  tongues  and  Prophesying  (xix.  6).  Sometimes 
they  were  granted  without  the  ceremony  of  impo- 
sition of  hands,  in  answer  to  Apostolic  prayer  (iv. 
31),  or  in  confirmation  of  Apostolic  preaching  (x. 
44).  But  the  last  of  these  cases  is  described  as 
extraordinary  (xi.  17),  and  as  having  occurred  in 
an  extraordinary  manner  for  the  special  purpose  of 
impressing  a  hardly-learned  lesson  on  the  Jewish 
Christians  by  its  very  strangeness. 

By  the  time  that  the  Epistle  to  the  Hebrews 
was  Mrritten  we  find  that  there  existed  a  practice 
and  doctrine  of  imposition  of  hands,  which  is  pro- 
nounced by  the  writer  of  the  Epistle  to  be  one  of 
the  first  principles  and  fundamentals  of  Christianity, 
which  he  enumerates  in  the  following  order:  —  (1.) 
The  doctrine  of  Repentance;  (2.)  of  Faith;  (3.)  of 
Baptisms;  (4.)  of  Ikying  on  of  Hands;  (.5.)  of  the 
Resurrection;  (6.)  of  Eternal  Judgment  (Heb.  \i.  1, 
2).  Laying  on  of  Hands  in  this  passage  can  mean 
only  one  of  three  things  —  Ordination,  Absolution, 
or  that  which  we  have  already  seen  in  the  Acts  to 
have  been  practiced  by  the  Apostles,  imposition  of 
hands  for  the  gift  of  the  Holy  Ghost  on  the  bap- 
tized. The  meaning  of  Ordination  is  excluded  by 
the  context.  We  have  no  proof  of  the  existence 
of  the  habitual  practice  of  Absolution  at  this  period 
nor  of  its  being  accompanied  by  the  laying  on  of 
hands.  Everything  points  to  that  laying  on  of  hands 
which,  as  we  have  seen,  immediately  succeeded  bap- 
tism in  the  Apostolic  age,  and  continued  to  do  so 
in  the  ages  immediately  succeeding  tlie  Apostles. 

The  Cliristian  dispensation  is  specially  the  dis- 
pensation of  the  Spirit.  He,  if  any,  is  the  Vicar 
whom  Christ  deputed  to  fill  his  place  when  He  de- 
parted (,Iohn  xvi.  7).  The  Spirit  exhibits  himself 
not  only  by  his  gifts,  but  also,  and  still  more, 
by  his  graces.  His  gifts  are  such  as  those  enu- 
merated in  the  Epistle  to  the  Corinthians :  "  the 
gift  of  healing,  of  miracles,  of  prophecy,  of  dis- 
cerning of  spirits,  of  divers  kinds  of  tongues,  of 
interpretation  of  tongues"  (1  Cor.  xii.  10).  His 
graces  are,  "  love,  joy,  peace,  long-suffering,  gentle- 
ness, goodness,  faith,  meekness,  temperance  "  (GJal. 
V.  22,  23):  the  fonner  are  classed  as  the  extraordi- 
nary, the  latter  as  the  ordinary  gifts  of  the  Spirit. 

It  was  the  will  of  the  Spirit  to  bestow  his  gifts 
in  different  ways  at  different  times,  as  well  as  in 
different  ways  and  on  different  persons  at  the  same 
time  (1  Cor.  xii.  6).  His  extraordinary  gifts  were 
poured  out  in  great  abundance  at  the  time  when 
the  Christian  Church  was  being  instituted.  At 
no  definite  moment,  but  gradually  and  slowly, 
these  extraordinary  gifts  were  withheld  and  with- 
drawn. When  the  Church  was  now  contemplated 
as  no  longer  in  course  of  formation,  but  as  having 
been  now  brought  into  being,  his  miracles  of 
power  ceased  to  be  wrought  (see  Trench,  On  the 
Miracles,  Introduction,  and  Jeremy  Taylor,  On 
Confirmation).  But  He  continued  his  miracles  of 
grace.  His  ordinary  gifts  never  ceased  being  dis- 
pensed through  the  Church,  although  after  a  time 
the  extraordinary  gifts  were  found  no  longer. 

With  the  Apostolic  age,  and  with  the  age  suc- 
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ceeding  the  Apostles,  we  may  suppose  that  the  con- 
sequences of  the  imposition  of  hands  which  mani- 
fested themselves  in  visible  works  of  power  (Acts 
viii.,  xix.)  ceased.  Nevertheless  the  practice  of 
the  imposition  of  hands  continued.  Why?  Be- 
cause, in  addition  to  the  visible  manifestation  of 
the  Spirit  his  invisible  working  was  Ijeheved  to  be 
thereby  increased,  and  his  divine  strength  there- 
in imparted.  That  this  was  the  belief  in  the  Apos- 
tolic days  themselves  may  be  thus  seen.  The  cer- 
emony of  imposition  of  hands  was  even  then  habit- 
ual and  ordinary.  This  may  be  concluded  from 
the  passage  already  quoted  from  Heb.  vi.  2,  where 
Imposition  is  classed  with  Baptisms  as  a  funda- 
mental: it  may  possibly  also  be  deduced  (as  we 
shall  show  to  have  been  believed )  from  2  Cor.  i.  21, 
22,  compared  with  Eph.  i.  13,  iv.  30;  1  John  ii. 
20 ;  and  it  may  be  certainly  inferred  from  subse- 
quent universal  practice.  But  although  all  the 
baptized  immediately  after  their  baptism  received 
the  imiK)sition  of  hands,  yet  the  extraordinary 
gifts  were  not  given  to  all.  "  Are  all  workers 
of  miracles?  have  all  the  gifts  of  healing?  do 
all  speak  with  tongues?  do  all  interpret?"  (1 
Cor.  xii.  29).  The  men  thus  endowed  were, 
and  must  always  have  been,  few  among  many. 
Why,  then,  and  with  what  results,  was  imposition 
of  hands  made  a  general  custom  ?  Because,  though 
the  visible  gifts  of  the  Spirit  were  bestowed  only 
on  those  on  whom  He  willed  to  bestow  them,  yet 
there  were  diversities  of  gifts  and  operations  (ib. 
11).  Those  who  did  not  receive  the  visible  gifts 
might  still  receive,  ui  some  cases,  a  strengthening 
and  enlightenment  of  their  natural  faculties.  "  To 
one  is  given  by  the  Spirit  the  word  of  wisdom,  to 
another  the  word  of  knowledge  by  the  same  Spirit" 
{ib.  8);  wliile  all  in  respect  to  whom  no  obstacle 
existed  might  receive  that  grace  which  St.  Paul 
contrasts  with  and  prefers  to  the  "  best  gifts,"  as 
"  more  excellent "  than  miracles,  healing,  tongues, 
knowledge  and  prophesying  {ib.  31),  greater  too 
than  "faith  and  hope"  (xiii.  13).  This  is  the 
grace  of  "  charity,"  which  is  another  name  for  the 
orduiary  working  of  the'  Holy  Spirit  in  the  heart 
of  man.  This  was  doubtless  the  belief  on  which 
the  rite  of  Imposition  of  Hands  became  universal 
in  the  Apostolic  age,  and  continued  to  be  univer- 
sally observed  in  the  succeeding  ages  of  the  Church. 
There  are  numberless  references  or  allusions  to  it  in 
the  early  Fathers.  There  is  a  possible  allusion  to 
it  in  Theophilus  Antiochenus,  A.  D.  170  {Ad  Autol. 
1.  i.  c.  12,  al.  17).  It  is  spoken  of  by  Tertullian, 
A.  D.  200  {De  Bapt.  c.  viii.;  De  Resurr.  Cam.  c. 
viii.);  by  Clement  of  Alexandria,  a.  d.  200  {ajmd 
Euseb.  1.  iii.  c.  17);  by  Origen,  a.  d.  210  {Horn. 
vii.  in  Ezek.);  by  Cj-prian,  A.  D.  250  {Ep.  pp.  70, 
73);  by  Firmilian,  a.  d.  250  {npvd  Gy^r.  Ep.  p. 
75,  §  8);  by  Cornelius,  a.  d.  260  {njmd  Euseb.  1. 
vi.  c.  43);  and  by  almost  all  of  the  chief  vvTiters 
of  the  4th  and  5th  centuries.  C}7)rian  (foe.  cit.) 
derives  the  practice  from  the  example  of  the  Apostles 
recorded  in  Acts  viii.  Firmilian,  Jerome,  and  Au- 
gustine refer  in  like  manner  to  Acts  xix.  "  The 
Fathers,"  says  Hooker,  "everywhere  impute  unto 
it  that  gift  or  grace  of  the  Holy  Ghost,  not  which 
maketh  us  first  Christian  men,  but,  when  we  are 
made  such,  assisteth  us  in  all  virtue,  amieth  us 
against  temptation  and  sin.  .  .  .  The  Fathers 
therefore,  being  thus  persuaded,  held  confirmation 
as  an  ordinance  Apostolic,  always  profitable  in 
God's  Church,  although  not  always  accompanied 
with  equal  largeness  of  those  external  effects  which 
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gave  it  countenance  at  the  first "  (Eccl.  Pol.  v.  66, 
4). 

II.  Time  qf  Confirmation.  —  Oiiginally  Impo- 
sition of  Hands  followed  immediately  upon  Bap- 
tism, so  closely  as  to  appear  as  part  of  the  Ijap- 
tismal  ceremony  or  a  supplement  to  it.  This  is 
clearly  stated  by  Tertullian  {De  Bapt.  vii,viii.), 
C\Til  {Ciitech.  Myst.  iii.  1),  the  author  of  the 
Apostolical  Constitutions  (vii.  43),  and  all  early 
Christian  nTiters ;  and  hence  it  is  that  the  names 
trrbpayis,  xp'^M**  ^'y''"'")  siynaeulum,  are  applied 
to  liaptisni  as  well  as  to  Imposition  of  Hands. 
(See  Euseb.  H.  E.  iii.  23;  Gr^.  Naz.  Or.  p.  40; 
Herm.  Pust.  iii.  9,  16;  TertuU.  De  Spectac.  xxiv.) 
Whether  it  were  an  infant  or  an  adult  that  was 
baptized,  confirmation  and  admission  to  the  Eu- 
charist immediately  ensued.  This  continued  to  be 
the  general  rule  of  the  Church  down  to  the  ninth 
century,  and  is  the  rule  of  the  Eastern  Churches  to 
the  present  time.  The  way  in  which  the  difference 
in  practice  between  East  and  West  grew  up  was  the 
following.  It  was  at  first  usual  for  many  persons 
to  be  baptized  together  at  the  great  Festivals  of 
Easter,  Pentecost,  and  Epiphany  in  the  presence  of 
the  bishop.  The  bishop  then  confirmed  the  newly- 
baptized  by  prayer  and  imjiosition  of  hands.  But 
by  degrees  it  became  customary  for  presbyters  and 
deacons  to  baptize  in  other  places  than  the  cathe- 
drals and  at  other  times  than  at  the  great  festivals. 
Consequently,  it  was  necessary  either  to  give  to 
presbyters  the  right  of  confirming,  or  to  defer  con- 
firmation to  a  later  time,  when  it  might  be  in  the 
power  of  the  bishop  to  perform  it.  The  Eastern 
Churches  gave  the  right  to  the  presbyter,  reserving 
only  to  the  bishop  the  composition  of  the  chrism  with 
which  the  ceremony  is  performed.  The  Western 
Churches  retained  it  in  the  hands  of  the  bishop. 
(See  Cone.  Carthag.  iii.  can.  36  and  iv.  can.  36; 
Cone.  Tokt.  i.  can.  20 ;  Cone.  Autisslodor.  can.  6 ; 
Cone.  Brncar.  i.  can.  36  and  ii.  can.  4;  Cone.  Eliber. 
can.  38  and  77.)  Tertullian  says  that  it  was  usual 
fcr  the  bishop  to  make  expeditions  (excun-at)  from 
the  city  in  which  he  resided  to  the  villages  and  re- 
mote 8i30ts  in  order  to  lay  his  hands  on  tliose  who 
had  been  baptized  by  presbyters  and  deacons,  and  to 
pray  for  the  gift  of  the  Holy  Spirit  upon  them 
(Cont.  Lucif.  iv.).  The  result  was  that,  in  the 
West,  men's  minds  became  accustomed  to  the  sev- 
erance of  the  two  ceremonies  which  were  once  so 
closely  joined  —  the  more,  as  it  was  their  practice 
to  receive  those  who  had  been  heretically  or  schis- 
matically  baptized,  not  by  rebaptism,  but  only  by 
imposition  of  hands  and  prayer.  By  degrees  the 
severance  Ijecame  so  complete  as  to  be  sanctioned 
and  re<iuired  by  authority.  After  a  time  this  ap- 
pendix or  supplement  to  the  sacrament  of  baptism 
became  itself  erected  into  a  separate  sacrament  by 
the  Latin  Church. 

III.  Names  of  Confirmation.  —  Tlie  title  of 
"  Confirmatio  "  is  modern.  It  is  not  found  in  the 
early  Latin  Christian  writers,  nor  is  there  any 
Greek  equivalent  for  it:  for  rtKfiuffts  answers 
rather  to  "  consecratio  "  or  "  perfectio,"  and  refers 
rather  to  baptism  than  confirmation.  The  ordinary 
Greek  word  is  ^pTa-fin,  which,  like  the  Ijitin  "  unc- 
tio,"  expresses  the  gift  of  the  Holy  Spirits  grace. 
In  this  general  sense  it  is  used  in  1  John  ii.  20, 
"  Ye  have  an  unction  from  the  Holy  One,"  and  in 
2  Cor.  i.  21,  "  He  which  hath  anointed  us  is  God, 
who  hath  also  sealed  us  and  given  the  eaniest  of 
the  Spirit  in  our  hearts."  So  eariy  a  writer  as 
Tert.ullian  not  only  mentions  the  act  of  anointing 
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as  being  In  use  at  the  same  time  with  the  imposi- 
tion of  hands  (De  Bapt.  vii.  and  viii.),  but  he 
speaks  of  it  as  being  "  de  pristina  disciplina,"  even 
in  his  day.  It  is  certain,  therefore,  that  it  must 
have  teen  introduced  very  early,  and  it  has  bten 
thought  by  some  that  the  two  Scriptural  passages 
above  quoted  imply  its  existence  from  the  very  be- 
ginning. (See  Chrysostom,  Hilary,  Theodoret, 
Comm.  in  he.  and  Cyril  in  Catech.  3.) 

Another  Greek  name  is  ff(ppayis.  It  was  so 
called  as  being  the  consummation  and  seal  of  the 
grace  given  in  baptism.  In  the  passage  quoted 
from  the  Epistle  to  the  Colossians  "  sealing "  by 
the  Spirit  is  joined  with  being  "  anointed  by  God." 
A  similar  expression  is  made  use  of  in  Eph.  i.  13, 
"  In  whom  also  after  that  ye  believed  ye  were 
sealed  with  that  Holy  Spirit  of  promise;"  and 
again,  "  the  Holy  Spirit  of  God,  whereby  ye  are 
sealed  unto  the  day  of  redemption  "  (Eph.  iv.  30). 
The  Latin  equivalents  are  siyiHum,  siynaeulum,  and 
(the  most  commonly  used  Latin  term)  coiwynatio. 
Augustine  (De  Trin.  xv.  26)  sees  a  reference  ui 
these  passages  to  the  rite  of  confirmation. 

IV.  Dejinitions  of  Conjitination.  —  The  Greek 
Church  does  not  refer  to  Acts  viii.,  xix.,  and  Heb. 
vi,  for  the  origin  of  confirmation  so  much  as  to  1 
John  ii.  and  2  Cor.  i.  Regarding  it  as  the  con- 
summation of  baptism  she  condemns  the  separation 
which  has  been  effected  in  the  West.  The  Itussian 
Church  defines  it  as  "a  mystery  in  which  the  bap- 
tized teliever,  being  anointed  with  holy  chrism  in 
the  name  of  the  Holy  Ghost,  receives  the  gifts  of 
the  Holy  Ghost  for  growth  and  strength  in  the 
spiritual  life"  (Longer  Catechism).  The  Latin 
Church  defines  it  as  "  unction  by  chrism  (accom- 
panied by  a  set  form  of  words),  applied  by  the 
Bishop  to  the  forehead  of  one  baptized,  by  means 
of  which  he  receives  increase  of  grace  and  strength 
by  the  institution  of  Christ"  (Liguori  after  Bel- 
lamiine).  The  English  Church  (by  implication)  as 
"a  rite  by  means  of  which  the  regenerate  are 
strengthened  by  the  manifold  gifts  of  the  Holy 
Ghost  the  Comforter,  on  the  occasion  of  their  rat- 
ifying the  baptismal  vow"  (Confirmation  Serrice). 
Were  we  to  criticise  these  definitions,  or  to  describe 
the  ceremonies  belonging  to  the  rite  in  different  ages 
of  the  Church,  we  should  he  passing  from  our  legit- 
imate sphere  into  that  of  a  Theological  Dictionary. 

Literature.  —  Hooker,  Ecclesiastical  Polity,  bk. 
v.  §  66,  Oxf.  1863;  Itellarmine,  De  Sacramento 
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Hands,  Works,  ii.  876,  I^nd.  1661;  Pearson, 
Lectio  V.  in  Acta  Apostolmim,  Minor  Works,  i. 
362,  Oxf.  1844;  Taylor,  A  Discourse  of  C(mfrina- 
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BABAB'BAS  (Bapa^fias,  W^W  12,  ton  of 
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Abba,  see  Simonis  Onom.  N.  T.  38),  a  robber 
{\ri<rT'r)s,  John  xviii.  40),  who  had  comtiiitted 
murder  in  an  insurrection  (Markxv.  7;  Luke  xxiii. 
19)  in  Jerusalem,  and  was  lying  in  prison  at 
the  time  of  the  trial  of  Jesus  before  Pilate.  When 
the  Roman  governor,  in  his  anxiety  to  save  Jesus, 
proposed  to  release  him  to  the  people  in  accordance 
with  the  custom  that  he  should  release  one  prisoner 
to  them  at  the  Passover,  the  whole  multitude  cried 
out.  Aloe  TovTOV,  av6\v<rov  Se  rj/uv  rhv  Bapaff- 
fiav-  wnich  request  was  complied  with  by  Pilate. 
According  to  many  [Jive,  two  of  them  a  secumla 
m'lnii]  of  the  cursive,  or  later  MSS.  in  Matt,  xxvii. 
17,  his  name  was'IrjtroOs  Bapo;33«s;  Pilate's  ques- 
tion there  rimning,  riua  Of  Kerf  avoKva-w  iifuv  ; 
'Ir^ffovv  Bapa00du,  t)  'iTjffoyj'  rhv  \ey6fjiei/ov  Xpiff- 
r6v ;  and  this  reading  is  supported  by  the  Armenian 
version,  and  cited  by  Origen  (on  Matt.  vol.  v.  35). 
It  has  in  consequence  been  admitted  into  the  text 
by  Fritzsche  and  Tischendorf."  But  the  contrast 
in  ver.  20,  "  that  they  should  ask  Barabbas,  and 
destroy  Jesus,"  seems  fatal  to  it.  H.  A. 

BAR'ACHEL  (^SD^S  [whom  God  has 
blessed]  :  Bapox'^jA.  ••  Barachel),  "  the  Buzite," 
father  of  Elihu  (Job  xxxii.  2,  6).     [Buz.] 

*  BARACHI'AH,  Zech.  i.  1,  7,  A.V.  ed. 
1611,  and  other  early  editions.     Bekechiah  7. 

BARACHI'AS  [Bopox'as  =  ^'"'«c^*'»«]i  Matt, 
xxiii.  35.  [Z.vcHARiAS.] 

B A'RAK  (p^2,  lightning,  as  in  Ex.  xLx.  16 : 
BapctJC,  LXX. :  \_Barac,  Vulg. :]  comp.  the  family 
name  of  Hannibal,  Barca  =: " fulmen  belli"),  son 
of  Abinoam  of  Kedesh,  a  refuge-city  in  Mount 
Naphthali,  was  incited  by  Deborah,  a  prophetess 
of  Ephraim,  to  deliver  Israel  from  the  yoke  of 
Jabin.  Jabin  ("  prudent  " )  was  probably  the  dy- 
nastic name  of  those  kings  of  northern  Canaan,  whose 
capital  city  was  Hazor  on  I^ke  Merom.  Sisera, 
his  general  and  procurator,  oppressed  a  promiscuous 
population  at  Harosheth.  Accompanied,  at  his  own 
express  desire,  by  Deborah,  Barak  led  his  rudely- 
armed  force  of  10,000  men  from  Naphthali  and 
Zebulon  to  an  encampment  on  the  summit  of  Tabor, 
where  the  nine  hundred  iron  chariots  of  Jabin 
would  be  useless.  At  a  signal  given  by  the  proph- 
etess, the  little  army,  seizing  the  opportunity  of 
a  providential  storm  (Joseph,  v.  5,  §  4)  and  a  wind 
that  blew  in  the  faces  of  the  enemy,  boldly  rushed 
down  the  hill,  and  utterly  routed  the  unwieldy  host 
of  the  Canaanites  in  the  plain  of  Jezreel  (Esdraelon), 
"  the  battle  field  of  Palestine"  (Stanley,  S.  &  P. 
p.  331).  From  the  prominent  mention  of  Taanach 
(Judg.  v.  19,  "  sandy  soil  ")  and  of  the  river  Ki- 
shon,  it  is  most  likely  that  the  victory  was  partly 
due  to  the  suddenly  swollen  waves  of  that  impet- 
uous torrent  (x€j/ie(piJoyy,  LXX.),  particularly  its 
western  branch  called  ilegiddo.  The  victory  was 
decisive,  Harosheth  taken  (Judg.  iv.  16),  Sisera 
murdered,  and  Jabin  ruined.  A  peace  of  40  years 
ensued,  and  the  next  danger  came  from  a  different 
quarter.  The  victors  composed  a  splendid  epini- 
cian  ode  in  commemoration  of  their  deliverance 
(Judg.  v.). 

It  is  difficult  to  decide  the  date  of  Barak.  He 
appears  to  have  been  a  contemporary  of  Shamgar 
(Judg.  v.  6).     K  so,  he  could  not  have  been  so 


«  *  Tischendorf  adopted  this  reading  in  liis  second 
Leipsic  edition  (1S49),  but  rejected  it  in  liis  seventh 
eOition  (1859),  and  in  the  eightii,  now  (1867)  in  course 
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much  as  178  years  after  Joshua,  where  he  is  gen- 
erally placed.  Lord  A.  Hervey  supposes  the  nar- 
rative to  be  a  repetition  of  Josh.  xi.  1-12  {Geneal- 
ogies, p.  228  fF.).  A  great  deal  may  be  said  for 
this  view;  the  names  Jabin  and  Hazor;  the 
mention  of  subordinate  kings  (Judg.  v.  19 ;  cf. 
Josh.  xi.  2  ff.);  the  general  locality  of  the  battle; 
the  prominence  of  chariots  in  both  narratives,  and 
especially  the  name  Misrephoth-maim,  which  seems 
to  mean  "  burning  by  the  waters,"  as  in  the  marg. 
of  the  A.  v.,  and  not  "  the  flow  of  waters." 
Many  chronological  difficulties  are  also  thus  re- 
moved; but  it  is  fair  to  add  that  in  Stanley's 
opinion  (S.  &  /".,  p.  392,  note)  there  are  geo- 
graphical difficulties  in  the  way.  (Ewald,  Gesck. 
des  Volkes  Israel;  Lord  A.  Hervey,  Genealogies, 
pp.  225-246  fF.)  [Deborah.]  F.  W.  F. 

*  The  means  we  have  at  present  for  illustrating 
the  local  scene  of  Barak's  victory  over  Sisera  im- 
part a  new  interest  to  the  narrative,  and  furnish  a 
remarkable  testimony  to  its  accuracy.  Though  the 
song  of  Deborah  and  Barak  was  written  thousands 
of  years  ago,  so  many  of  the  places  mentioned  in 
it  have  survived  to  our  time  and  been  identified 
that  this  battle-field  lies  now  mapped  out  before  us 
on  the  face  of  the  country  almost  as  distinctly  as  if 
we  were  reading  the  account  of  a  contemporary 
event.  Dr.  Thomson,  who  has  had  his  home  for 
a  quarter  of  a  century  almost  in  sight  of  Tabor, 
at  the  foot  of  which  the  battle  was  fought,  has 
given  a  living  picture  of  the  movements  of  the  hos- 
tile armies,  and  of  the  localities  referred  to,  show- 
ing that  nearly  all  these  still  exist  and  l)ear  their 
ancient  names,  and  occur  precisely  in  the  order 
that  the  events  of  the  narrative  presuppose.  The 
passage  is  too  long  for  citation  {Land  ami  Book,  i. 
141-144),  but  will  be  found  to  illustrate  strikingly 
the  topographical  accuracy  of  Scripture.  Stanley 
has  given  a  similar  description  {Sin.  and  Pal.  p.  331, 
Amer.  ed.).  We  have  monographs  on  the  song  of 
the  conquerors  (Judg.  v. )  from  Hollmann,  Comment, 
phihl.-cnt.  (Lips.  1818);  ditcher,  Aehrenlese  zum 
Alt.  Test.  (p.  16  ff.);  Gumpach,  Alttesfamenflicke 
Studien  (Heidelberg,  1852);  and  Sack,  Lieder  in 
den  historiscken  Bilcher  des  A.  T.  (1864).  The 
exegetical  articles  (embracing  translation  and  notes) 
of  Dr.  Robinson  {Bill.  Repos.  i.  568-612)  and  of 
Prof.  Robbins  {Bibl.  Sacra,  xii.  pp.  597-642)  are 
elaborate  and  valuable.  The  Commentaries  on 
Judges  (those  of  Studer,  Keil,  Bertheau,  Cassel) 
give  special  prominence  to  the  explanation  of  this 
remarkable  ode.  There  is  a  spirited  tliough  free 
translation  of  the  song  in  MUman's  History  of 
the  Jews,  i.  pp.  292-295  (Amer.  ed.).     H. 

BARBARIAN  {pdpfiapos).  Has  ju^  "EWtfy 
^dpffapos  is  the  common  Greek  definition,  quoted 
by  Serv.  ad  Virg.  yEn.  ii.  504;  and  in  this  strict 
sense  the  word  is  used  in  Rom.  i.  14,  "  I  am  debtor 
both  to  Greeks  and  barbarians;"  where  Luther 
used  the  term  "  Ungrieche,"  which  happily  expresses 
its  force.  "  EAATyj-es  koI  fidp0apot  is  the  constant 
division  found  in  Greek  literature,  but  Thucydides 
(i.  3)  points  out  that  this  distinction  is  subsequent 
to  Homer,  in  whom  the  word  does  not  occur,  al- 
though he  terms  the  Carians  fiap$ap6<p<i>voi  {II. 
ii.  867,  where  Eustathius  connects  the  other  form 
Kap/Sovoy  with  Kdp)-  At  first,  according  to  Stra- 
bo  (xiv.  p.  662),  it  was  only  used  Kar  ovofiarowoitay 

of  publication,  assigning  his  reasons  at  considerable 
length.  See  also  Tregelles's  Account  of  the  Printed  Text 
of  the  Greek  N.  T.,  pp.  194-196.  A. 
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4irl  rwv  Sv(r€K((>6pa>s  Koi  (TKKripus  Kol  rpaxftui 
\a\ovpra)v,  and  its  generic  use  was  subsequent. 
It  often  retains  this  primitive  meaning,  as  in  1  Cor. 
xiv.  11  (of  one  using  an  unknown  tongue),  and 
Acts  xxviii.  4  (of  the  ^Maltese,  who  spoke  a  I'unic 
dialect).  So  too  ^Esch.  Aynm.  iiOlo,  ■)(^f\i^6vos 
SIktiv  "fiyvaira  <pa>y^v  ^dp^apov  /ce/CTTj/ie'vr) : 
and  even  of  one  who  s[)oke  a  patois,  or*  Aeafiios 
&v  Kol  4v  <t>a)yrj  ^apfidpcfi  rf6pafifj.fyos.  Plat.  Pro- 
tag.  341  c  (it  is  not  so  strong  a  word  as  woAiy- 
yXttXTcros,  Donaldson,  Crat.  §  88);  and  the  often 
quoted  line  of  Ov.  Tjnst.  v.  10,  37,  — 

"  Barbarus  hie  ^o  sum  quia  non  inteUigor  uUi." 

The  ancient  Egyptians  (like  the  modem  Chinese) 
had  an  analogous  word  for  all  tovs  fiir}  atpiff^v 
bfioyXdiffffovs,  Herod,  ii.  158;  and  ^dpfiapos  is 
used  in  the  LXX.  to  express  a  similar  .Fewisn  dis- 
tinction.    Thus  in  Ps.  cxiii.  1,  \ahs   fidpfiapos  is 

used  to  translate  TV  ,  "peregrino  sermone  uteiis" 
(Schleusn.  Thes.  s.  v.),  which  is  also  an  onomato- 
pceian  from  fV^,  to  stammer.  In  1  Cor.  v.  13, 1 
Tim.  iii.  7,  we  have  ol  l{«,  and  Matt.  vi.  32,  ra  edvTi, 
used  Hebraistically  for  C^_12,  D'^*S  (in  very  much 
the  same  sort  of  sense  as  that  of  ^dp^apoi)  to  dis- 
tinguish all  otlier  nations  from  the  Jews ;  and  in 
the     Talmudists   we   find    Palestme   opposed    to 

Jni^^S,  just  as  Greece  was  to  Barbaria  or  yj  0dp- 
fiapos:  (cf.  Cic.  Fin.  ii.  15;  Lightfoot,  Ccnturia 
Chorogr.  ad  init.)  And  yet  so  completely  was 
the  term  $dp0apos  accepted,  that  even  Josephus 
and  Philo  scmple  as  Uttle  to  reckon  the  Jews 
among  them  {Ant.  xi.  7,  §  1,  &c.),  as  the  eaily 
Romans  did  to  apply  the  term  to  themselves 
("  Demophilus  scripsit,  Marcus  vertit  barbare;" 
Plaut.  Asin.  prol.  10).  Very  naturally  the  word 
after  a  time  began  to  involve  notions  of  cruelty  and 
contempt  {Ortphi  &ap$dpou,  2  Mace.  iv.  25,  xv.  2, 
&c.),  and  then  the  Romans  excepted  themselves 
from  the  scope  of  its  meaning  (Cic.  de  Hep.  i.  37, 
§  68).  Afterwards  only  the  savage  nations  were 
called  barbarians;  though  the  Greek  Constantino- 
politans  called  the  Romans  "  barbarians "  to  the 
verv  hst.  (Gibbon,  c.  51,  vi.  351,  ed.  Smith; 
Winer,  «.  v.)  F.  W.  F. 

*  BARBAROUS  ($dp0apoi),  as  employed  in 
Acts  xxviii.  2  (A.  V.),  means  "foreign,"  a  sense 
now  obsolete,  and  designates  there  the  Melitoeans 
as  sj)eaking  a  different  language  from  the  Greeks. 
The  inhabitants  of  Melita  ( Maltn ),  were  a  Phtenician 
race  and  spoke  tiie  Punic,  i.  e.  Phoenician,  as  spoken 
at  Carth^e.  A  misunderstanding  of  the  term  ren- 
dered "larbanms"  in  Acts  xxviii.  2  led  Coleridge 
to  deny  that  the  Melitaeans  could  te  meant  there, 
because  they  were  highly  civilize<l.  The  "  no  little 
kindness  "  which  '•  the  barbarous  people  showed  " 
to  the  wrecked  mariners  obliges  us  to  acquit  them  of 
any  want  of  humanity.  "  liarbarians  "  (see  above) 
would  be  less  inexact,  but  leans  now  towards  the 
same  objectionable  meaning.  H. 

BARHU'MITE,  THE.     [Baiiuuim.] 
BARI'AH  (n""")^  [a  bolt]:    Btppi;    [Vat. 
Mopft;]  Alex.  Bcpia:  Bnrin),  one  of  the  sons  of 
Shemaiah,  a  descendant  of  the  royal  family  of  Ju- 
dah  (1  Chr.  iii.  22). 

BARr-JE'SUS.     [Elymas.] 
BAR-JO'NA.     [Peter.] 
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BAR'KOS  (Ohpna  [painter] :  BapKSs,  {Vat. 
BapKovs;  in  Neh.]  BapKovt,  [Alex.  BapKovs:] 
Btrcos).  "Children  of  Barkos"  were  among  the 
Nethinim  who  returned  from  the  captivity  with 
Zerubbabel  (Ezr.  ii.  53;  Neh.  vii.  55). 

BARLEY  (nnVtt',  xe'drdh  :  KpiB'fi :  hm-dmm) 
the  well-known  useful  cereal,  mention  of  which  is 
made  in  numerous  passages  of  the  Bible.  Pliny 
{H.  N.  xviii.  7)  states  that  barley  is  one  of  the 
most  ancient  articles  of  diet.  It  was  grown  by  the 
Egyptians  (Ex.  ix.  31 ;  Herod,  ii.  77 ;  Diodor.  i.  34 ; 
PUn.  xxii.  25);  and  by  the  Jews  (Lev.  xxvii.  16; 
Deut.  viii.  8;  Ruth  ii.  17,  &c.),  who  used  it  for 
baking  into  bread,  chiefly  amongst  the  poor  (Judg. 
vii.  13;  2  K.  iv.  42;  John  vi.  9,  13);  for  making 
into  bread  by  mixing  it  with  wheat,  beans,  lentiles, 
millet,  <fec.  (Ez.  iv.  !>);  for  making  into  cakes  (Ez. 
iv.  12);  as  fodder  for  horses  (1  K.  iv.  28).  Com- 
pare also  Juvenal  (viii.  154);  and  Phny  (//.  N. 
xviii.  14;  xxviii.  21),  who  states  that  though  bar- 
ley was  extensively  used  by  the  ancients,  it  had  in 
his  time  fallen  into  disrepute  and  was  generally 
used  as  fodder  for  cattle  only.  Soninni  says  that 
barley  is  the  common  food  for  horses  in  the  East. 
Oats  and  rye  were  not  cultivated  by  the  Jews,  and 
perhaps  not  known  to  them.  [Rve.]  (See  also 
Kitto,  Phys.  H.  of  Pal.  214.)  Barley  is  men- 
tioned in  the  Mishna  as  the  Ibod  of  horses  and 
asses. 

The  barley  hardest  is  mentioned  Ruth  i.  22,  ii. 
23 ;  2  Sam.  xxi.  9,  10.  It  takes  pLice  in  Palestine 
in  March  and  April,  and  in  the  hilly  districts  aa 
late  as  May ;  but  the  period  of  course  varies  ac- 
cording to  the  localities  where  the  com  grows. 
Mariti  (Trav.  416)  says  that  the  barley  in  the 
plain  of  Jericho  begins  to  ripen  in  April.  Niebuhr 
(Besch.  von  Arab.  p.  160)  found  barley  ripe  at  the 
end  of  March  in  the  fields  about  Jerusalem.  The 
barley  harvest  always  precedes  the  wheat  han-est, 
in  some  places  by  a  week,  in  others  by  fuUy  three 
weeks  (Robinson,  Bib.  Jies.  ii.  99,278).  In  Egypt 
the  barley  is  about  a  month  earlier  than  the  wheat ; 
whence  its  total  destruction  by  the  hail-storm  (Ejc. 
ix.  31).  Barley  was  sown  at  any  time  between 
November  and  March,  according  to  the  season. 
Niebuhr  states  that  he  saw  a  crop  near  Jerusidem 
ripe  at  the  end  of  March,  and  a  field  which  had 
been  just  newly  sown.  Dr.  Kitto  adduces  the 
authority  of  the  Jewish  writers  as  an  additional 
proof  of  the  alwve  statement  (Phys.  Jf.  Pal.  229). 
This  answers  to  the  winter  and  spring-sown  wheat 
of  our  own  country ;  and  though  the  fomier  is  gen- 
erally rii)e  somewhat  earlier  than  the  latter,  yet 
the  harvest-time  of  both  is  the  same.  Thus  it  was 
with  the  Jews:  the  winter  and  spring-sown  barley 
were  usually  gathered  into  the  garners  about  the 
same  time ;  though  of  course  the  t-ery  late  spring- 
gown  crops  must  have  been  gathered  in  some  time 
after  the  others. 

Miyor  Skinner  (Adrcniurfs  in  an  Orerland  Jmir- 
ney  to  Jiuha,  i.  330)  obsened  near  Damascus  a  field 
newly  sown  with  barley,  which  had  been  submitted 
to  submersion  simibr  to  what  is  done  to  rice-fields. 
Dr.  Royle  (Kittos  Cytl.  Bib.  Lit.  art.  "Barley") 
with  good  reason  supposes  that  this  explains  Is. 
xxxii.  20:  "Blessed  are  ye  that  sow  Ijeside  all 
waters;"  and  demurs  to  the  explanation  which 
many  writers  have  given,  namely,  that  allusion  is 
made  to  the  mode  in  which  nVc  is  cultivated,  ^^'e 
cannot,  however,  at  all  ;igree  with  this  writer,  that  the 
passage  iu  Eccl.  xi.  1  has  any  reference  to  irriga- 
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tion  of  newly  sown  barley-fields.  Solomon  in  the 
context  is  enforcing  obligations  to  liberality,  of  that 
especial  nature  which  looks  not  for  a  recompense: 
as  Bishop  Hall  says,  "Bestow  thy  beneficence  on 
those  from  whom  there  is  no  probability  of  a  re- 
turn of  kindness."  It  is  clear  that,  if  allusion  is 
made  to  the  mode  of  culture  referred  to  above, 
either  in  the  case  of  rice  or  barley,  the  force  and 
moral  worth  of  the  lesson  is  lost ;  for  the  motive 
of  such  a  sowing  is  expectation  of  an  abundant  re- 
turn. The  meaning  of  the  passage  is  surely  this : 
"  Be  liberal  to  those  who  are  as  little  likely  to  repay 
thee  again,  as  bread  or  corn  cast  into  the  pool  or  the 
river  is  likely  to  return  again  unto  thee."  Barley, 
as  an  article  of  human  food,  was  less  esteemed  than 
wheat.  [Bre.vd.]  Compare  also  Calpurnius  ( Ed. 
iii.  84),  I'liny  (//.  N.  xviii.  7),  and  Livy  (xxvii.  1.3), 
who  tells  us  that  the  Roman  cohorts  who  lost  their 
standards  were  punished  by  having  barley  bread 
given  them  instead  of  wheaten.  The  Jews  accord- 
ing to  Tract.  Saiihedr.  c.  9,  §  5,  had  the  following 
law:  "Si  quis  loris  caesus  reciderit  jussu  judicum 
arcae  inditus  hordeo  cibntur,  donee  venter  ejus  rum- 
patur."  ,  That  barley  bread  is  even  to  this  day  little 
esteemed  in  Palestine,  we  have  the  authority  of 
modern  travellers  to  show.  Dr.  Thomson  {Land 
ami  BcKik,  p.  44!))  says  "  nothing  is  more  common 
than  for  these  people  to  complain  that  their  oppres- 
sors have  left  them  nothing  but  barley  bread  to 
eat."  This  fact  is  important  as  serving  to  elu- 
cidate some  passages  in  Scripture.  Why,  for  in- 
stance, was  barley  meal,  and  not  the  ordinary  meal- 
offering  of  wheat  flour,  to  be  the  jealousy-offering 
(Num.  V.  15)?  Because  thereby  is  denoted  the 
low  reputation  in  which  the  implicated  parties  were 
held.  The  homer  and  a  half  of  barley,  as  part  of 
the  purcliase-money  of  the  adulteress  (Hos.  iii.  2), 
has  doubtless  a  similar  typical  meaning.  With  this 
circumstance  in  remembrance,  how  forcible  is' the  ex- 
pression in  Ezekiel  (xiii.  19),  "  Will  ye  pollute  me 
among  my  people  for  handfuls  of  barley  f  "  And 
how  does  the  knowledge  of  the  fact  aid  to  point  out 
the  connection  between  Gideon  and  the  barley-cake, 
in  the  dream  which  the  "  man  told  to  his  fellow  " 
(.Judg.  vii.  1-3).  Gideon's  "family  was  poor  in 
Manasseh  —  and  he  was  the  least  in  his  father's 
house;"  an  I  doubtless  the  Midianites  knew  it. 
Again,  the  Israelites  had  been  oppressed  by  Midian 
for  the  space  of  seven  years.  Very  appropriate, 
therefore,  is  the  dream  and  the  interpretation  there- 
of. The  despised  and  humble  Israelitish  deliverer 
was  as  a  mere  vile  barley-cake  in  the  eyes  of  his 
enemies.  On  this  passage  Ur.  Thomson  remarks, 
"  If  the  Midianites  were  accustomed  in  their  ex- 
temporaneous songs  to  call  Gideon  and  his  band 
^'■calces  of  barley  bread"  as  their  successors  the 
haughty  Bedawin  often  do  to  ridicule  their  ene- 
mies, the  application  would  be  all  the  more  nat- 
ural." That  barley  was  cultivated  abundantly  in 
Palestine  is  clear  from  Deut.  viii.  8;  2  Chr.  ii. 
10,  15. 

The  cultivated  barleys  are  usually  divided  into 
"two-rowed"  and  "six-rowed"  kinds.  Of  the 
first  the  Hordeum  distichum,  the  common  summer 
barley  of  Ejigland,  is  an  example;  while  the  H. 


«  The  Hebrew  word  m  "7^7  is  derived  from  "1  "!?*;,'', 
horrere  :  so  called  from  the  long,  rough  awns  which  are 
attached  to  the  husk.  Similarly,  hordeam  is  from 
horrere. 

*  *  The  notice  of  Barnabas  in  Gal.  ii.  13  was  later, 
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hexastichum,  or  winter  barley  of  farmers,  will 
serve  to  represent  the  latter  kind.  The  kind  usually 
grown  in  Palestine  is  the  //.  distichum.  It  is  too 
well  known  to  need  further  description."   W.  H. 

BAR'NABAS  (HS^ai" 13 :  Bapvdfias: 
[Barnabas],  a  name  signifying  vlhs  irapaKXi)<Tiws, 
"son  of  prophecy,"  or  "exhortation"  (or,  but  not 
so  probably,  "consolation,"  as  A.  V.),  given  by 
the  Apostles  (Acts  iv.  36)  to  .Joseph  (or  Joses,  as 
the  Rec.  Text),  a  Levite  of  the  island  of  Cyprus, 
who  was  early  a  disciple  of  Christ  (according  to 
Euseb.  H.  E.  i.  12,  and  Clem.  Alex.  Strom,  ii. 
176  Sylb.,  one  of  the  Seventy),  and  in  Acts  (/.  c.) 
is  related  to  have  brought  the  price  of  a  field  which 
he  had  sold,  and  to  have  laid  it  at  the  feet  of  the 
Apostles.  In  Acts  ix.  27,  we  find  him  introducing 
the  newly-converted  Saul  to  the  Apostles  at  Jeru- 
salem, in  a  way  which  seems  to  imply  previous  ac- 
quaintance between  the  two.  On  tidings  coming 
to  the  church  at  Jerusalem  that  men  of  Cyprus  and 
CjTene  had  been,  after  the  persecution  which  arose 
about  Stephen,  preaching  the  word  to  Gentiles  at 
Antioch,  Barnabas  was  sent  thither  (Acts  xi.  19- 
26),  and  being  a  good  man,  and  full  of  the  Holy 
Ghost,  he  rejoiced  at  seehig  the  extension  of  the 
grace  of  God,  and  went  to  Tarsus  to  seek  Saul, 
as  one  specially  raised  up  to  preach  to  the  Gentiles 
(Acts  xxvi.  17).  Having  brought  Saul  to  An- 
tioch, he  was  sent,  together  with  him,  to  Jerusa- 
lem, upon  a  prophetic  intimation  of  a  coming 
famine,  with  rehef  to  the  brethren  in  Judsea  (Acts 
xi.  30).  On  their  return  to  Antioch,  the  two, 
being  specially  pointed  out  by  the  Holy  Ghost  (Acts 
xiii.  2)  for  the  missionary  work,  were  ordained  by 
the  church  and  sent  forth  (a.  d.  45).  Prom  this 
time,  though  not  of  the  number  of  the  Twelve, 
Barnabas  and  Paul  eryoy  the  title  and  dignity  of 
apostles.  Their  first  missionary  journey  is  related 
in  Acts  xiii.,  xiv. ;  it  was  confined  to  Cyprus  and 
Asia  Minor.  Some  time  after  their  return  to  An- 
tioch (.V.  D.  47  or  48).  they  were  sent  (a.  d.  50), 
with  some  others,  to  Jerusalem,  to  determine  with 
the  Apostles  and  Elders  the  difficult  question  re- 
specting the  necessity  of  circumcision  for  the  Gentile 
converts  (Acts  xv.  1  ff.).  On  that  occasion,  Paul 
and  Barnabas  were  recognized  as  the  Apostles  of 
the  uncircumcision.  After  another  stay  in  Antioch 
on  their  return,  a  variance  took  place  between  Bar- 
nabas and  Paul  on  the  question  of  taking  with 
them,  on  a  second  missionary  journey,  John  Mark, 
sister's  son  to  Barnabas  (Acts  xv.  36  ff.).  "  The 
contention  was  so  sharp  that  they  parted  asunder; " 
and  if  we  may  judge  from  the  hint  furnished  by 
the  notice  that  Paul  was  commended  by  the  breth- 
ren to  the  grace  of  God,  it  would  seem  that  Bar- 
nabas was  in  the  wrong.  He  took  JIark,  and 
sailed  to  Cyprus,  his  native  island.  And  here  the 
Scripture  notices  of.  him  cease:  those  found  in 
Gal.  ii.  1,  9,  13,  belong  to  an  earlier  period ;  *  see 
above.  From  1  Cor.  ix.  6,  we  infer  that  Barnabas 
was  a  maiTied  man;  and  ft-om  Gal.  I.  c,  and  the 
circumstances  of  the  dispute  with  Paul,  his  char- 
acter seems  not  to  have  jwssessed  that  thoroughness 
of  purpose  and  determination  which  was  found  in 


if  we  place  Paul's  rebuke  of  Peter  (Gal.  ii.  11)  in  the 
interval  between  the  apostle's  second  and  third  mission- 
ary journey,  Acts  xviii.  23  (Neander,  PJianzung,  i. 
351 ;  Baumgarten,  Apostel^esch.  ii.  351,  and  others). 
,\s  to  character,  some  of  the  Germans  compare  Bar- 
nabas with  Melancthon  and  Paul  with  Luther.     H. 
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the  great  Apostle.  As  to  his  further  labors  and 
death,  traditions  differ.  Some  say  that  he  went 
to  Zklilan,  and  became  first  bishop  of  the  church 
there:  the  Clementine  HomiUes  make  him  to  have 
been  a  disciple  of  our  Lord  himself,  and  to  have 
preached  in  Kome  and  Alexandria,  and  converted 
Clement  of  Home:  the  Clementine  Recognitions, 
to  liave  preached  in  Kome,  even  during  the  life-time 
of  our  Lord.  There  is  extant  an  apocryphal  work, 
probably  of  the  fifth  century.  Acta  et  Passio  Bcir- 
na/xjE  in  Cypro,  which  relates  his  second  missionary 
journey  to  Cyprus,  and  his  death  by  martyrdom 
there;  and  a  still  later  encomium  of  Barnabas,  by 
a  Cyprian  monk  Alexander,  which  makes  him  to 
have  been  brought  up  with  St.  Paul  under  Gamaliel, 
and  gives  an  account  of  the  pretended  finding  of 
his  body  in  the  time  of  the  Emperor  Zeiio  (474- 
490).  We  have  an  Epistle  in  21  chapters  called 
by  the  name  of  Uarnabas.  Of  this,  the  first  four 
chapters  and  a  half  are  extant  only  in  a  barbarous 
Latin  version ;  the  rest  in  the  original  Greek."  Its 
authenticity  has  been  defended  by  some  great 
names;  and  it  is  quoted  as  the  work  of  Barnabas 
by  Clem.  Alex,  (seven  times),  by  Origen  (thrice), 
and  its  authenticity,  but  not  its  authority,  is  al- 
owed  by  Euseb.  {H.  E.  iii.  25)  and  .Jerome  {Catal. 
Scriptor.  Ecclesiast.  c.  6:  see  Pearson,  VindiciiK 
Igtuiliawe,  pt.  i.  c.  4).  But  it  is  very  generally 
given  up  now,  and  the  Epistle  is  believed  to  have 
been  written  early  in  the  second  century.  The 
matter  will  be  found  concisely  treated  by  Hefele, 
in  the  prolegomena  to  his  edition  of  the  Apostolic 
Fathers,  1  vol.  8vo.,  Tiibingen,  1847;  and  more 
at  length  in  his  volume,  Das  Sendschreiben  des 
Ap.  Bartuibas,  if-c,  Tubingen,  1840;  and  in  He- 
berle's  article  in  Herzog's  Cyclopaedia.  [See  also 
Norton's  Genuineness  erf  the  Gospels,  2d  ed.,  vol. 
i.  Add.  Notes,  pp.  ccl.-cclviii.,  Cambr.  1846,  and 
Donaldson's  Hist,  of  Christian  Literature  and 
Doctrine,  i.  201-211,  Lond.  1864.  — A.]    H.  A. 

BARO'DIS  (BapcoS/s  [Vat.  Alex,  -bus]: 
Rahotts),  a  name  inserted  in  the  list  of  those  "  serv- 
ants of  Solomon  "  who  returned  with  Zerubbatel 
(1  Esdr.  v.  34).  There  is  no  corresponding  name 
in  the  hst  of  Ezra  or  Nehemiali. 

*  BARREL.  The  Hebrew  word  (13  :  OSpia: 
hydria)  so  rendered  in  1  K.  xvii.  12,  14,  16,  xviii. 
33,  is  everj-where  else  translated  Pitcher,  which 
see.  In  the  pa.ssages  referred  to,  "i)ail"  (Eirner, 
De  Wette)  would  be  a  better  rendering  than 
"barrel";  Coverdale  and  Sharpe  have  "pitcher." 

A. 

BAR'S  ABAS.  [Joseph  Barsabas;  Judas 
JBarsahas.] 

BARTACUS  (BaprdKos:  Bezax),  the  Aither 
of  Apame,  the  concubine  of  king  Darius  (1  Esdr. 
iv.  20).  "The  admirable"  {I,  OavfuuTrSs)  was 
probably  an  official  title  belonging  to  his   rank. 

The  Syriac  version  has  r7I2"^S,  a  name  which  re- 
calls that  of  Artachaeas  ('Aproxa'rjj),  who  is 
named  by  Herodotus  (vii.  22,  117)  as  being  in  a 
high  position  in  the  Persian  army  under  Xerxes, 
and  a  special  favorite  of  that  king  (Simonis,  Ononi.; 
Smith's  Diet,  of  Biog.  i.  369). 
BARTHOL'OMEW    (Bap9oAo/io?oj,   i.   e. 


"  •  The  recently  difcovercd  Codex  Sinaiticuj',  pub- 
lished by  Tischendorl  in  1862  and  1863,  contains  the 
sntire  epistle  in  Greek.  The  portion  suppliwl  by  the 
Codtx  SinaiticHS  is  given  literally  in  the  lecond  edition 
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"'P/^  "^^j  son' of  Talmai:  conip.  the  LXX. 
[&o\afii,  QoKfii;  Alex.]  ©oK/xai,  QoXouai,  Josh. 
XV.  14,  2  Sam.  xiii.  37,  and  &oKofxa7oi,  Joseph. 
Ant.  XX.  1,  §  1:  Bartholonueiis),  one  of  the  Twelve 
Apostles  of  Christ  (Matt.  x.  3;  Mark  iii.  18;  Luke 
vi.  14;  Acts  i.  13).  His  own  name  nowhere  ap- 
pears in  the  three  first  Gospels;  and  it  has  been 
not  improbably  conjectured  that  he  is  identical  with 
Nathanael  (John  i.  45  if.).  Nathanael  tliere  ap- 
pears to  have  been  first  brought  to  Jesus  by  Philip ; 
and  in  the  three  first  catalogues  of  the  Apostles 
(cited  above)  Bartholomew  and  PhiUp  appear  to- 
gether. It  is  difficult  also  to  imagine,  from  the 
place  assigned  to  Nathanael  in  John  xxi.  2,  that  he 
can  have  been  other  than  an  apostle.  If  tliis  may 
be  assumed,  he  was  born  at  Cana  of  Galilee;  and 
is  said  to  have  preached  the  gospel  in  India  (Euseb. 
//.  E.  V.  10;  Jerome,  Vir.  lllust.  36),  meaning 
thereby,  probably,  Arabia  Felix  {"IvSoi  oi  koXov- 
fifvot  fi)Saifjiovfs,  Sophron.),  which  was  sometimes 
called  India  by  the  ancients  (Mosheim,  Be  Rehua 
Christ,  ante  Constant.  M.  Commentarii,  p.  206). 
Some  allot  Armenia  to  him  as  his  mission-field, 
and  report  him  to  have  been  there  flayed  alive  and 
then  crucified  with  his  head  downwards  (Assemann. 
Bibl.  Or.  iii.  2,  20).  H.  A. 

BARTIMJE'US  [A.  V.  Bartime'us]  (Bop- 
TtfiaTos,  »'•  e.  ^Sfip  13,  son  of  Tiniai),  a  blind 
beggar  of  Jericho  who  (Mark  x.  46  ft".)  sat  by  the 
wayside  begging  as  our  I^rd  passed  out  of  Jericho 
on  his  last  joumej'  to  Jerusalem.  Notwithstanding 
that  many  charged  him  to  hold  his  peace,  he  con- 
tinued crying,  "Jesus,  thou  son 'of  David,  have 
mercy  on  me!"  Being  called,  and  his  blindness 
miraculously  cured,  on  the  ground  of  his  faith,  by 
Jesus,  he  became  thenceforward  a  disciple.  Nothing 
more  is  known  of  him.  H.  A. 

*  The  account  of  this  miracle  as  related  by  all 
the  Synoptists  is  comparatively  full  (Matt.  xx.  29- 
34;  Mark  x.  46-52;  Luke  xviii.  35-43).  In  point  of 
vividness  of  description  and  moral  suggestiveness 
it  is  hardly  surpassed  by  any  similar  narrative  in 
the  Gospel.  For  the  circumstances  under  which 
the  miracle  was  performed  and  its  import  as  a 
symbol  of  the  spiritual  relations  which  men  sustain 
to  Christ  as  the  great  Healer,  the  remarks  of  Trench 
(Miracles  of  our  Lord,  pp.  11-15,  341  ft'.,  Amer. 
ed.)  deserve  to  be  read.  Westcott  classes  it  among 
"  the  miracles  of  personal  faith  "  so  signally  exempli- 
fied here,  both  in  its  degree  and  its  reward  (Yn- 
troduct.  to  the  Study  of  the  Gospels,  p.  467,  Amer. 
ed.).  See  also  his  Characteristics  of  the  Gospel 
Afir-acks,  pp.  48-59.  I>e  Clerc's  rule  explains 
the  apparent  discrepancy  that  Matthew  s|)eak8  of 
two  blind  men  as  healed  at  this  time,  but  Mark 
and  Luke  of  only  one :  "  Qui  plura  narrat,  pauciora 
complectitur  ;  qui  pauciora  niemorat,  plura  non 
negat.!'  It  has  l)een  thought  more  difficult  to 
explain  how  Luke  should  seem  to  say  that  Jesus 
was  approaching  Jericho  when  he  perfonned  the 
cure,  while  Matthew  and  Mark  say  that  he  per- 
formed it  as  he  was  leaving  Jericho.  One  reply  to 
this  statement  is  that  .Jesus  may  have  healed  two 
blind  men,  one  l>efore  he  entered  the  city  and  the 
other  on  his  departure  from  it ;  the  fonuer  being 
the  instance  that  Luke  mentions,  the  latter  that 


of  Dpessel'g  Patrum  Apost.  Opera,  Lips.  1863,  and  is 
critically  edited,  with  the  rest  of  the  epistle,  in  HU- 
Kenfeld's  yoviim  Test,  extra  Canonem  receptum,  flue, 
ii.,  Ups.  1866.  A. 
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which  Mark  mentions,  while  Matthew  speaks  of  the 
two  cases  together.  So  Wieseler  {Synapse  der  vier 
Evany,  p.  332)  and  Ebrard  {Kritik  der  Evang. 
Geschich.  p.  467  if.,  2te  Aufl.)-  Neander  (note  in  his 
Leben  Jesu  Christi,  p.  614,  ite  Aufl.)  inchnes  to 
the  same  view.  It  is  possible  also,  as  Bengel  sug- 
gests {Gnomon  N.  T.  i.  140),  that  liartimaeus  having 
foiled  in  his  first  application  when  Jesus  arrived  at 
Jericho,  renewed  his  request  the  next  day  in  com- 
pany with  another  blind  man,  as  Jesus  left  the  house 
of  Zaccheus  and  the  city  on  his  way  to  Jerusalem. 
Two  additional  words  in  Luke  xviii.  38,  "  And  {on 
the  morroic)  he  cried"  &c.,  would  thus  conciUate 
the  two  accounts  perfectly;  and,  really,  the  con- 
fessedly fragmentary  character  of  the  narratives 
allows  us,  without  violence,  to  supjjose  that  omis- 
sion.   Trench  favors  this  last  explanation.        H. 


BA'RUCH  {T]^"^^,  blessed  =  Benedict :  Ba- 

povx'^  Joseph.  BapovxoT-  Bm~uch).  1.  Son  of 
Neriah,  the  friend  (.Jer.  xxxii.  12),  amanuensis 
(Jer.  xxxvi.  4  ff. ;  32)  and  faithful  attendant  of 
Jeremiah  (Jer.  xxxvi.  10  fF. ;  Joseph.  Ant.  x.  6,  §  2 ; 
n.  c.  603),  in  the  discharge  of  his  prophetic  office. 
He  was  of  a  noble  family  (Joseph.  Ant.  x.  9,  §  1, 
^1  fTrta-i)fj.ou  (r(p6Spa  o'lKtas;  comp.  Jer.  li.  59; 
Bar.  i.  1,  De  tribii  Simeon,  Vet.  I^t.),  and  of  dis- 
tinguished acquirements  (Joseph.  /.  c.  rfj  irarpr^ai 
yKwTTri  SLapfp6uTa)s  TrevcuSfv/ievos);  and  his 
brother  Seraiah  held  an  honorable  office  in  the  court 
of  Zedekiah  (Jer.  li.  59).  His  enemies  accused 
him  of  influencing  Jeremiah  in  favor  of  the  Chal- 
daeans  (.ler.  xliii.  3;  cf.  xxxvii.  13);  and  he  was 
thrown  into  prison  with  that  prophet,  where  he 
remained  till  the  capture  of  Jerusalem  b.  c.  586 
(Joseph.  Ant.  x.  9,  §  1).  By  the  permission  of 
Nebuchadnezzar  he  remained  with  Jeremiah  at  Mas- 
phatha  (Joseph.  I.  c. ) ;  but  was  afterwards  forced 
to  go  down  to  Egypt  with  "  the  remnant  of  Judah 
that  were  returned  from  all  nations  "  (Jer.  xliii.  6; 
Joseph.  Ant.  x.  9,  §  6).  Nothing  is  known  cer- 
tainly of  the  close  of  his  life.  According  to  one 
tradition  he  remained  in  Egypt  till  the  death  of 
Jeremiah,  and  then  retired  to  Babylon,  where  he 
died  in  the  12th  year  aft«r  the  destruction  of  Jeru- 
salem (Bertholdt,  Einl.  1740  n.).  Jerome,  on  the 
other  hand,  states  "on  the  authority  of  the  Jews  " 
{Hebrcei  tradunt),  that  Jeremiah  and  Baruch  died 
in  Egypt  "  before  the  desolation  of  the  country  by 
Nabuchodonosor "  ( Comm.  in  Is.  xxx.  6,  7,  p. 
405).     [Jeukmiah.]  B.  F.  W. 

2.  The  son  of  Zabbai,  who  assisted  Nehemiah 
in  rebuilding  the  walls  of  Jerusalem  (Neh.  iii.  20). 

3.  A  priest,  or  family  of  priests,  who  signed  the 
covenant  with  Nehemiah  (Neh.  x.  6). 

4.  The  son  of  Col-hozeh,  a  descendant  of  Perez, 
or  Pharez,  the  son  of  Judah  (Neh.  xi.  5). 

BA'RUCH,  THE  BOOK  OF,  is  remark- 
able as  the  only  book  in  tlie  Apocrypha  which  is 
formed  on  the  model  of  the  Prophets ;  and  though 
it  is  wanting  in  originality,  it  presents  a  vivid  re- 
flection of  the  ancient  prophetic  fire.  It  may  be 
divided  into  two  main  parts,  i.-iii.  8,  and  iii.  9- 
end.  The  first  part  consists  of  an  introduction 
(i.  1-14),  followed  by  a  confession  and  prayer  (i. 
15-iii.  8 ).  The  second  part  opens  with  an  abrupt 
address  to  Israel  (iii.  9-iv.  30),  pointing  out  the 
sin  of  the  people  in  neglecting  the  divine  teaching 
of  Wisdom  (iii.  9-iv.  8),  and  introducing  a  noble 
lament  of  Jerusalem  over  her  children,  through 
which  hope  still  gleams  (iv.  9-30).     After  this  the 
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tone  of  the  book  again  changes  suddenly,  and  the 
writer  addresses  Jerusalem  in  words  of  triumphant 
joy,  and  paints  in  the  glowmg  colors  of  Isaiah  the 
return  of  God's  chosen  people  and  their  abiding 
glory  (iv.  30-v.  9). 

1.  The  book  at  present  exists  in  Greek,  and  in 
several  translations  which  were  made  from  the 
Greek.  The  two  classes  into  which  the  Greek 
MSS.  may  be  divided  do  not  present  any  very  re- 
markable variations  (Fritzsche,  Einl.  §  7);  but  the 
SjTO-Hexaplaric  text  of  the  ^lUan  MS.,  of  which 
a  complete  edition  is  at  length  announced,  is  said 
to  contain  references  to  the  version  of  Theodotion 
{Eichhom,'  Einl.  in  die  Apoc.  Schi-ift.  p.  388  n.), 
which  must  imply  a  distinct  recension  of  the  Greek, 
if  not  an  independent  rendering  of  an  original  He- 
brew text.  Of  the  two  Old  l^tin  versions  which 
remain,  that  which  is  incorporated  in  the  Vulgate 
is  generally  Uteral;  the  other  (Cams,  Kom.  1088; 
Sabatier)  is  more  free.  The  vulgar  SjTiac  and 
Arabic  follow  the  Greek  text  closely  (Fritzsche, 
I.  c). 

2.  The  assumed  author  of  the  book  is  undoubt- 
edly the  companion  of  Jeremiah,  though  Jahn 
denied  this;  but  the  details  are  inconsistent  with 
the  assumption.  If  the  reading  in  i.  1  be  correct 
{tTfi;  De  Wette  conj.  firjfi,  Einl.  §  321  a;  comp. 
2  K.  XXV.  8),  it  is  impossible  to  fix  "  the  Jifth  year  " 
in  such  a  way  as  to  suit  the  contents  of  the  book, 
which  exhibits  not  only  historical  inaccuracies  but 
also  evident  traces  of  a  later  date  than  the  begin- 
ning of  the  Captivity  (iii.  9  ff.,  iv.  22  if. ;  i.  3  ff. 
Comp.  2  K.  XXV.  27). 

3.  The  book  was  held  in  little  esteem  among  the 
Jews  (Hieron.  Prcef.  in  Jerem.  p.  834  .  .  .  nee 
habetur  apitd  Hebrceos ;  Epiph.  de  mens,  ob  Kfivrai 
i-iri(TTo\aX  (Bapovx)  i^ap  'Efipaiois);  though  it  is 
stated  in  the  Greek  text  of  the  Apostolical  Consti- 
tutions that  it  was  read,  together  with  the  Lamen- 
tations, "on  the  tenth  of  the  month  Gorpiseus" 
i.  e.  the  day  of  Atonement;  Const.  Ap.  v.  20,  1). 
But  this  reference  is  wanting  in  the  Syriac  version 
(Bunsen,  And.  Ante-Nic.  ii.  187),  and  the  asser- 
tion is  unsupported  by  any  other  authority.  There 
is  no  trace  of  the  use  of  the  book  in  the  New  Tes- 
tament, or  in  the  ApostoUc  Fathers,  or  in  Justin. 
But  from  the  time  of  Irenteus  it  was  frequently 
quoted  both  in  the  East  and  in  the  West,  and  gen- 
erally as  the  work  of  Jeremiah  (Irex.  Adv.  Har. 
v.  35, 1,  sif/nijicmnt  Jeremias,  Bar.  iv.  36-v. ;  Ter- 
TULL.  c.  Gnost.  8,  Hieremice,  Bar.  (Epist.)  vi.  3 
ff. ;  Clem.  Peed.  i.  10,  §  91,  5ta  'Ifpe/ut'ou,  Bar.  iv. 
4;  id.  Pved.  ii.  3,  §  36,  Beia  ypa<pTi,  Bar.  iii.  16- 
19;  Orig.  ap.  Euseb.  //.  E.  vi.  25;  'lepe/uas  ffiiv 
Bp-fivois  Kol  TTJ  iiriffToK^  ( ?  ) ;  Cypr.  Test.  Lib. 
ii.  6,  apud  Hieremiam,  Bar.  iii.  35,  <fec.).  It  was, 
however,  "obelized"  throughout  in  the  LXX.  as 
deficient  in  the  Hebrew  {Cod.  Chis.  ap.  Daniel, 
(fee.,  Romae,  1772,  p.  xxi.).  On  the  other  hand  it 
is  contained  as  a  separate  book  in  the  Pseudo-I.ao- 
dicene  Catalogue,  and  in  the  Catalogues  of  CjtII 
of  Jerusalem,  Athanasius,  and  Nicephorus;  but  it 
is  not  specially  mentioned  in  the  Conciliar  cat- 
alogues of  Carthage  and  Hippo,  probably  as  be- 
ing included  under  the  title  Jeremiah.  (Comp. 
[Athan.]  Syn.  S.  Script,  ap.  Credner,  Zur  Gesch. 
des  Kan.  138.  Hilar.  Prol.  in  Psnlm.  15.)  It 
is  omitted  by  those  writers  who  reproduced  in  the 
main  the  Hebrew  Canon  (e.  t/.  Melito,  Gregory  Na- 
zianzen,  Epiphanius).  Augustine  quotes  the  words 
of  Baruch  (iii.  16)  as  attributed  "more  commonly 
to  Jeremiah  "  {quidam  .  .  .  scribce  ejus  attribue^ 
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rurU  .  .  .  sedJeremiiB  cehbratius  habetu>;de  Civ. 
xviii.  33),  and  elsewhere  uses  them  as  such  (c. 
Faust,  xii.  43).  At  the  Council  of  Trent  Baruch 
was  admitted  into  the  Komish  Canon;  but  the 
ProtesUuit  churches  have  unanimouslj-  placed  it 
among  the  Apocryphal  books,  though  Whiston 
maintained  its  authenticitj'  (I.  c.  infra). 

i.  Considerable  discussion  has  been  raised  as  to 
the  original  language  of  the  book.  Those  who 
advocated  its  authenticity  generally  supposed  that 
it  was  first  written  in  Hel)rew  (Huet,  Dereser,  &c.; 
but  Jahn  is  undecided:  IJertholdt,  Kinl.  1755),  and 
this  opinion  found  many  supporters  (Bendtsen, 
Griineberg,  Movers,  Hitzig,  De  Wette,  Eiiil. 
§  323).  Others  again  have  maintained  that  the 
Greek  is  the  original  text  (Eichhorn,  £inl.  388  ff. ; 
Bertholdt,  £inl.  1757 ;  Hiivemick,  ap.  I  'e  Wette, 
I.e.).  The  truth  appears  to  lie  between  these  two 
extremes.  The  two  divisions  of  the  book  are  dis- 
tinguished by  miu-ked  peculiarities  of  style  and 
language.  The  Hebraic  character  of  the  first  part 
(i.-iii.  8)  is  such  as  to  mark  it  as  a  translation 
and  not  as  the  work  of  a  Hel)raizing  Greek :  e.  (j. 
.  14,  15,  22,  ii.  4,  9,  25,  iii.  8 ;  and  several  obscu- 
rities seem  to  be  mistranslations:  e.  g.  i.  2,  8,  ii. 
18,  29.  The  second  part,  on  the  other  hand,  which 
is  written  with  greater  freedom  and  vigor,  closely 
approaches  the  Alexandrine  type.  And  the  imita- 
tions of  Jeremiah  and  Daniel  which  occur  through- 
out the  first  part  (cf.  i.  15-18  =  Dan.  ix.  7-10 ;  ii. 
1,  2=  Dan.  ix.  12,  13;  ii.  7-19==  Dan.  ix.  13-18) 
give  place  to  the  tone  and  imagery  of  the  Psalms 
and  Isaiah. 

5.  The  most  probable  explanation  of  this  con- 
trast is  gained  by  supfwsing  that  some  one  thor- 
oughly conversant  with  the  Alexandrine  transla- 
tion of  Jeremiah,  perhaps  the  translator  himself 
(Hitzig,  Fritzsche),  found  the  Hebrew  fragment 
which  forms  the  Wsis  of  the  Iwok  already  attached 
to  the  writings  of  that  prophet,  and  wrought  it  up 
into  its  present  form.  The  peculiarities  of  lan- 
guage common  to  the  LXX.  translation  of  Jer- 
emiah and  the  first  part  of  Baruch  seem  too  great 
to  be  accounted  for  in  any  other  way  (for  instance 
the  use  of  SearixuTrii,  airo(rTo\-fi,  fiS/xfiria-is  (Po/x- 
0e7v),  airoiKiafiis,  fiavva,  airoaTp(<pfty  (ntut.), 
4pyd((a8ai  rivt,  uvojxa  iiriKaXfladai  iirl  rtvt), 
and  the  great  discrepancy  which  exists  between  the 
Hebrew  and  Greek  texts  as  to  the  arrangement  of 
the  later  chapters  of  Jeremiah,  increases  the  prob- 
ability of  such  an  a<ldition  having  been  made  to 
the  canonical  prophecies.  These  verlml  coincidences 
cease  to  exist  in  the  second  part,  or  liecome  very 
rare;  but  this  also  is  distinguished  by  ch;  racteristic 
words:  e.  g.  d  aiwvtos,  6  ayioi,  iiriytiv.  At  the 
same  time  the  general  unity  (even  in  language, 
e.  y.  xapM""'"'''')  ''"^  coherence  of  the  book  in 
its  present  form  point  to  the  work  of  one  man. 
(Fritzsche,  EM.  §  5;  Hitzig,  Psalm,  ii.  119; 
Ewald,  Gesch.  d.  Volke*  hr.  iv.  232  n.)  Bertholdt 
appears  to  be  quite  in  error  (Einl.  1743,  1702)  in 
assigning  iii.  1-8  to  a  separate  writer  (De  Wette, 
Einl.  §  322). 

6.  There  are  no  certain  data  by  which  to  fix  the 
time  of  the  composition  of  Baruch.  l-Lwald  (/.  c. 
pp.  230  tr.)  assigns  it  to  the  close  of  the  I'ei-sian 
period;  and  this  may  be  true  as  far  as  the  Hebrew- 
portion  is  concerned:  but  the  present  book  must 
be  placed  considerably  later,  probably  alwut  the 
time  of  the  war  of  liberation  (c.  B.  C.  160),  or 
■omewhat  earlier. 

7.  Tilt  Epiatk  of  Jertndah,  which,  according 
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to  the  authority  of  some  Greek  MSS.,  stands  in 
the  English  version  as  the  Gth  chapter  of  Baruch, 
is  the  work  of  a  later  period.  It  consists  of  a  rhe- 
torical declamation  against  idols  (conip.  Jer.  x., 
xxix.)  in  the  form  of  a  letter  addressed  by  Jer- 
emiah "  to  them  which  were  to  \ye  led  captive  to 
Babylon."  The  letter  is  divided  into  clauses  by 
the  repetition  of  a  common  burden:  Ihty  are  no 
yodg;  fear  them  not  (vv.  16,  23,  29,  66);  hoic  can 
(I  man  tkink  or  sny  that  they  are  (/(xts  f  (vv.  40,  44, 
56,  64).  The  condition  of  the  text  is  closely  anal- 
ogous to  that  of  lliruch ;  and  the  letter  found  the  same 
partial  reception  in  the  Church.  The  author  shows 
an  intimate  acquauitance  with  idolatrous  worship; 
and  this  circumstance,  combined  with  the  purity 
of  the  Hellenistic  dialect,  points  to  Egypt  as  the 
country  in  which  the  epistle  was  wTitten.  There 
in  no  positive  evidence  to  fix  its  date,  for  the  sup- 
posed reference  in  2  Mace.  ii.  2  is  more  than  un- 
certain ;  but  it  may  be  assigned  with  probability  to 
the  first  century  B.  c. 

8.  A  Syriac  first  Epistle  of  Baruch  "  to  the  nine 
and  a  half  tribes  "  (comp.  2  Esdr.  xiii.  40,  Vers. 
Arab.)  is  found  in  the  London  and  Paris  Polyglotts. 
Tliis  is  made  up  of  commonplaces  of  warning,  en- 
couragement, and  exhortation.  Fritzsche  (EinL 
§  8)  [with  whom  Davidson  agrees  (Introd.  to  the 
0.  T.  iii.  424)]  considers  it  to  be  the  production 
of  a  Syrian  monk.  It  is  not  found  in  any  other 
hnguage.  Whiston  {A  Collection  of  Authentic 
Records,  Ac.  London,  1727,  i.  1  ff.,  25  ff.)  en- 
deavored to  maintain  the  canonicity  of  this  epistle 
as  well  as  that  of  the  Book  of  Baruch. 

B.  F.  W. 

*  The  "  First  Epistle  of  Baruch  "  has  also  been 
published  in  Jjigarde's  Libri  Vet.  Test.  Apocr.  Syr- 
iace,  Berl.  1861,  and  a  I>atin  translation  (taken 
from  the  London  Polyglott)  may  be  found  in  F'a- 
bricius's  Ctxf.  psewlejnyr.  V.  T.,  ii.  145  ff.  Gins- 
burg,  in  the  3d  ed.  of  Kitto's  Cyclop,  of  Bibl.  Lit., 
gives  a  full  analysis  of  the  epistle,  and  expresses 
his  surprise  that  this  "interesting  relic  "  of  antiquity 
has  been  so  unjustly  neglected.  He  supposes  it  to 
have  been  written  by  a  Jew  about  the  middle  of 
the  second  century  B.  C.  A. 

BAR'ZftLAI  [3  syl.],  1  Esdr.  v.  38,  marg. 
[but  Bkbzklus  in  the  text.     See  Addus]. 

BARZIL'LAI  [3  syl.]  ('^ *"'?',  iron:  Bep- 
^fWl  [Vat.  Alex.  -Aei;  in  Fjir.,  "Btp^tWat  etc.; 
in  Nell.,  Alex.  B*p^eA\ai]  :  Berzellai).  1.  A 
wealthy  Gileadite  wlio  showed  hospitality  to  David 
when  he  fled  from  Absalom  (2  Sam.  xvii.  27).  On 
the  score  of  his  age,  and  probably  from  a  feeling 
of  independence,  he  declinetl  the  king's  ofler  of 
ending  his  days  at  court  (2  Sam.  xix.  32-39). 
David  before  his  death  recommended  his  sons  to 
the  kindness  of  Solomon  (1  K.  ii.  7).  [The  de- 
scendants of  his  daughter,  who  married  into  a 
priestly  family,  were  unal)le,  after  the  Captivity,  to 
prove  their  genealogy  .(F2zr.  ii.  61 ;  Neh.  vii.  63. 
See  1  Esdr.  v.  38).]" 

2.  A  Meholathite,  whose  son  Adriel  married 
Michal,  Saul's  daughter  (2  Sam.  xxi.  8). 

R.  W.  B. 

BAS'ALOTH  (Ba<raX«> ;  [Alex.  BooAwtf; 
[Aid.  BatroXfifl:]  Phasalon),  1  l^dr.  v.  31. 
[Bazlith.] 

BAS'CAMA  (ti  BoffKafjid:  Jos.  BatrKii:  Bns- 
cnmii).  a  place  in  (iilead  (eij  tV  FaAooSiTH')  where 
Jonathan   Maccabaeus  was  killed  l)y  Trypho,  and 
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from  which  his  bones  were  afterwards  disinterred 
and  conveyed  to  Jlodin  by  his  brother  Simon  (1 
Mace.  xiii.  23;  Joseph.  Ant.  xiii.  6,  §  6).  No 
trace  of  the  name  has  yet  been  discovered.      G. 

BA'SHAN  (ahnost  invariably  with  the  definite 
article.  ]tr3n  :  Boffdv-  Basnn),  a  district  on 
the  east  of  Jordan.  It  is  not,  like  Argob  and  other 
districts  of  Palestine,  distinguished  by  one  constant 
designation,   but  is  sometimes  spoken  of  as   the 

"land  of  Bashan  "  ('^H  y^S\  1  C'hr.  v.  11;  and 
comp.  Num.  xxi.  33,  xxxii.  33),  and  sometimes  as 
"all  Bashan  "  (2  1  ^^  ;  Deut.  iii.  10,  13;  Josh. 
xii.  5,  xiii.  12,  30),  but  most  commonly  \vithout 
any  addition.  It  was  taken  by  the  children  of  Is- 
rael after  their  conquest  of  the  land  of  Sihon  from 
Arnon  to  Jabbok.  They  "turned"  from  their 
road  over  .Jordan  and  "  went  up  by  the  way  of 
Bashan  "  —  probaljly  by  very  much  the  same  route 
as  that  now  followed  by  the  pilgrims  of  the  Hajj 
and  by  the  Romans  before  them  —  to  Edrei  on  the 
western  edge  of  the  Lejah.  [Edkei.]  Here  they 
encountered  Og  king  of  Bashan,  who  "  came  out " 
probably  from  the  natural  fastnesses  of  Argob,  only 
to  meet  the  entire  destruction  of  himself,  his  sons, 
and  all  his  people  (Num.  xxi.  33-35 ;  Deut.  iii.  1- 
3).  Argob,  with  its  60  strongly  fortified  cities, 
evidently  formed  a  principal  portion  of  Bashan 
(Deut.  iii.  4,  5),  though  still  oijy  a  portion  (13), 
there  being  besides  a  large  number  of  unwalled 
towns  (5).  Its  chief  cities  were  Ashtaroth  («.  e. 
Beeshterah,  comp.  Josh.  xxi.  27  with  1  Chr.  vi. 
71),  Edrei,  Golan,  Salcah,  and  possibly  Mahanaim 
(Josh.  xiii.  30).  Two  of  these  cities,  namely,  Go- 
lan and  15eeshterah,  were  allotted  to  the  Levites 
of  the  family  of  Gershom,  the  former  as  a  "  city 
of  refuge  '"  (,Iosh.  xxi.  27;  1  Chr.  vi.  71). 

The  limits  of  Bashan  are  very  strictly  defined. 
It  extended  from  the  "border  of  Gilead"  on  the 
south  to  Mount  Hermon  on  the  north  (Deut.  iii.  3, 
10,  14;  Josh.  xii.  5;  1  Chr.  v.  23),  and  from  the 
Arabah  or  Jordan  valley  on  the  west  to  Salchah 
{Sulkh(ul)  and  the  border  of  the  Geshurites,  and 
the  Maacathites  on  the  east  (Josh.  xii.  3-5 ;  Deut. 
iii.  10).  This  irajwrtant  district  was  bestowed  on 
the  half-tribe  of  Manasseh  (Josh.  xiii.  29-31),  to- 
gether with  "  half  Gilead."  After  the  Manassites 
had  assisted  their  br»^thren  in  the  conquest  of  the 
country  west  of  the  Jordan,  they  went  to  their  tents 
and  to  their  cattle  in  tlie  possession  which  Moses 
had  given  them  in  Bashan  (xxii.  7,  8).  It  is  just 
named  in  the  list  of  Solomon's  commissariat  dis- 
tricts (1  K.  iv.  13).  And  here,  with  the  exception 
of  one  more  passing  glimpse,  closes  the  history  of 
Bashan  as  far  as  the  Bible  is  concerned.  It  van- 
ishes from  our  view  until  we  meet  with  it  as  being 
devastated  by  Hazael  in  the  reign  of  Jehu  (2  K.  x. 
33).  True  the  "oaks"  of  its  forests  and  the  wild 
cattle  of  its  pastures  —  the  "  strong  bulls  of  Ba- 
shan "  —  long  retained  their  proverbial  fame  (Ez. 
xx\-ii.  6;  I's.  xxii.  12),  and  the  beauty  of  its  high 
downs  and  wide  sweeping  plains  could  not  but 
strike  now  and  then  the  heart  of  a  poet  (Am.  iv. 
1;  Ps.  Ixviii.  15;  Jer.  1.  19;  Mic.  vii.  11),  but  his- 
tory it  has  none ;  its  very  name  seems  to  have  given 
place  as  quickly  as  possible  to  one  which  had  a 
connection  with  the  story  of  the  founder  of  the 
nation  (Gen.  xxxi.  47-48),  and  therefore  more  claim 
to  use.  Even  so  early  as  the  time  of  tlie  conquest, 
"  Gilead  "  seems  to  have  begun  to  take  the  first 
place  as  the  designation  ef  the  country  beyond  the 
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Jordan,  a  place  which  it  retained  afterwards  to  the 
exclusion  of  Bashan  (comp.  Josh.  xxii.  9,  15,  32; 
Judg.  XX.  1;  Ps.  Ix.  7,  cviii.  8;  1  Chr.  xxvii.  21; 
2  K.  XV.  29).  Indeed  "Bashan"  is  most  fre- 
quently used  as  a  mere  accompaniment  to  the  name 
of  Og,  when  his  overthrow  is  alluded  to  in  the  na- 
tional poetry. 

After  the  Captivity,  Bashan  is  mentioned  as  di- 
vided into  four  provinces  —  Gaulanitis,  Auranitis, 
Trachonitis,  and  Batantea.  Of  these  four,  all  but 
the  third  have  retained  almost  perfectly  their  an- 
cient names,  the  modem  Lejah  alone  having  su- 
perseded the  Argob  and  Trachonitis  of  the  Old  and 
New  Testaments.  The  province  of  Jciulan  is  the 
most  western  of  the  four;  it  abuts  on  the  sea  of 
Galilee  and  the  lake  of  Merom,  from  the  former  of 
which  it  rises  to  a  plateau  nearly  3000  feet  above 
the  surface  of  the  water.  This  plateau,  though 
now  almost  wholly  uncultivated,  is  of  a  rich  soil, 
and  its  N.  W.  portion  rises  into  a  range  of  hills 
almost  everywhere  clothed  with  oak  forests  (Porter, 
ii.  259).  No  less  than  127  ruined  villages  are  scat- 
tered over  its  surface.     [Golan.] 

The  Hauran  is  to  the  S.  E.  of  the  last  named 
province  and  S.  of  the  Lejah ;  Uke  Jaulan,  its  sur- 
face is  perfectly  flat,  and  its  soil  esteemed  amongst 
the  most  fertile  in  SjTia.  It  too  contains  an  im- 
mense number  of  ruined  towns,  and  also  many 
inhabited  villages.      [Haukax.] 

The  contrast  which  the  rocky  intricacies  of  the 
Lejnh  present  to  the  rich  and  flat  plains  of  the 
Hauran  and  the  Jaulan  has  already  been  noticed. 
[Aroob.] 

The  remaining  district,  though  no  doubt  much 
smaller  in  extent  than  the  ancient  Bashan,  still 
retains  its  name,  modified  by  a  change  frequent  in 
the  Oriental  languages.  Ard-el-Batkanyeh  lies  on 
the  east  of  the  Lejah  and  the  north  of  the  range 
of  Jebel  Ilnurnn  or  ed  Druze  (Porter,  ii.  57).  It 
is  a  mountainous  district  of  the  most  picturesque 
character,  abounding  with  forests  of  evergreen  oak, 
and  with  soil  extremely  rich ;  the  surface  studded 
with  towns  of  very  remote  antiquity,  deserted  it  is 
true,  but  yet  standing  almost  as  perfect  as  the  day 
they  were  built. 

For  the  boundaries  and  characteristics  of  these 
provinces,  and  the  most  complete  researches  yet 
published  into  this  interesting  portion  of  Palestine, 
see  Porter's  Damascus,  vol.  ii.  [and  his  Giaiit  Cities 
of  Bashan,  18G0].  G. 

*  We  have  a  valuable  work  for  information  con- 
cerning some  parts  of  Bashan  in  the  Reisebericht 
lib.  Hauran  u.  die  Trachonen  by  Dr.  John  Wetz- 
stein,  Prussian  Consul  at  Damascus  (Berlin,  1860). 
He  explored  especially  that  r^ion  of  almost  fab- 
ulous wonders,  EULejnh,  the  supposed  Argob,  and 
by  his  testimony  fully  confirms  the  accounts  of 
other  travellers.  An  excellent  map  (drawn  by  Kie- 
pert)  accompanies  the  book,  showing,  in  addition  to 
the  names  of  places,  the  roads  ancient  and  modem 
and  various  geographical  features,  as  Wadys  or  val- 
leys, streams,  lakes,  and  mountains.  He  paid  spe- 
cial attention  to  the  inscriptions  (Semitic,  Greek, 
and  I^tin)  found  there  in  great  immbers,  some  of 
which  are  copied  in  this  volume.  It  contains  also 
illustrations  (woodcuts)  of  the  architectural  remains 
of  this  district. 

It  should  be  mentioned  that  Dr.  Wetzstein  dis- 
sents from  the  view  of  the  great  body  of  scholars  that 
El-Lejah  (his  orthography  is  Leijd)  is  the  Argob 
of  Scripture.  His  reasons  for  doing  so  are  mainly 
n^ative  in  their  character,  and  are  outweighed  by 
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those  on  the  other  side.  He  thinks  the  country 
could  never  have  been  subjugated  by  the  Hebrews. 
He  states  as  proof  of  the  inaccessibiUty  and 
strength  of  this  almost  impregnable  position  that 
Ibrahim  Pasha,  whose  armies  made  Constantino- 
ple itself  tremble,  in  1838  stormed  the  place  de- 
fended by  only  5000  men  for  6  months,  sacrificed 
20,000  regular  troops,  and  was  obliged  at  last  to 
withdraw,  whoUy  baffled  in  his  attempt.  But  the 
Bible  represents  the  conquests  of  Moses  on  the 
east  of  the  Jordan  as  confessedly  extraordinary 
(Deut.  xxxi.  4;  Josh.  ii.  10,  ix.  10.  <fcc.).  If  it  be 
necessary  to  insist  on  that  consideration,  we  must 
say  that  the  success  of  the  Hebrew  anus  could  not 
be  doubtful  in  a  warfare  in  which  they  stood  un- 
der a  leadership  guided  and  upheld  by  divine  co- 
operation. He  argues  also  that  the  territory  con- 
quered by  the  Hebrews  on  the  east  of  the  Jordan 
could  not  have  included  the  present  El-Lejah, 
and  hence  that  Argob  must  be  sought  elsewhere. 
But  the  boundaries  of  the  Hebrew  territory  be- 
yond the  Jordan  are  vaguely  described :  they  were 
not  the  same  at  all  periods,  and  it  is  going  be- 
yond our  knowledge  to  affirm  that  they  could  not 
at  the  time  of  the  first  Hebrew  invasion  have 
embraced  the  region  of  Argob.  For  the  positive 
grounds  on  which  the  identification  of  El-Lejah 
with  Argob  rests,  see  under  Akgob  and  Chkbel. 
The  Prussian  Consul  mentions  a  striking  fact  in 
illustration  of  the  fertility  of  the  country  a.ssigned 
to  Reuben,  Gad,  and  the  half-tribe  of  Manasseh, 
and  of  its  adaptation  to  the  wants  of  a  nomadic 
and  pastoral  people  such  as  many  of  these  Hebrews 
were  (Num.  xxxii.  1-5,  33).  He  says  (Reise- 
beiicht,  p.  82)  that  the  provinces  there  of  Kanetra 
and  Golan  are  the  best  watered  and  richest  for 
pasturage  not  only  of  Per«a  but  of  all  S}Tia; 
so  that  the  wandering  trilies  of  nomads  alone  feed 
there  more  than  300,000  camels  six  months  in  the 
year  ;  while,  as  ascertained  from  the  bureau  of 
tax-registration  at  Damascus,  42  other  Bedouin 
tribes  range  there  (nomadisiren)  during  the  entire 
year.  Hence  the  agricultural  population  have  for 
centuries  been  driven  away  and  the  cities  once 
found  in  that  quarter  lie  now  in  ruins.  H. 

BA'SHAN-HA'VOTH-JA'IR,  a  name 
given  to  Argob  after  its  conquest  by  Jair  (Deut.  iii. 
14).     [Havoth-Jair.] 

BASH'EMATH,orBAS'MATH  (nttECa, 
frayrant :  haurtfidd  [etc.]  :  Basemalh).  1.  Daugh- 
ter of  Ishmael,  the  last  married  of  the  three  wives 
of  Esau  (Gen.  xxxvi.  3,  4,  13),  from  whose  son, 
IJeuel,  four  trites  of  the  Edomites  were  descended. 
When  first  mentioned  she  is  called  Malialath  (Gen. 
xxviii.  y);  whilst,  on  the  other  hand,  the  name 
Bashemath  is  in  the  nan-ative  (Gen.  xxvi.  34)  given 
to  another  of  Esau's  wives,  the  daughter  of  Don 
the  Hittite.  It  is  remarkable  that  all  Esau's  wives 
receive  diflTerent  names  in  the  genealogical  table  of 
the  lulomites  (Gen.  xxxvi.)  from  those  by  which 
they  have  been  previously  mentioned  in  the  history. 
The  diversity  will  be  best  seen  by  placing  the  names 
side  by  side:  — 


Gejjealoot 
(Gen.  xxxvi.  2,  8) 

1.  Adah,  (1.  of  Elon. 

2.  Aholibamah,  d.  of  Anah. 


Narrative 
(Gen.  xxvi.  34 ;  xxviii.  9). 
2.  Bashemath,  d.  of  Elon. 
1.  Judith,  d.  of  Been. 


3.  Baahemath,a.  oflshmaol.  3.  Mahalath.d.oflghmael. 

Whatever  be  the  explanation  of  this  diversity  of 
names,  there  is  every  reason  for  supposing  that  they 
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refer  to  the  same  persons  respectively ;  and  we  may 
well  conclude  with  Hengstenbei^  that  the  change 
of  all  the  names  cannot  have  arisen  from  accident; 
and  further,  that  the  names  in  the  genealogical 
table,  which  is  essentially  an  Edomitish  document, 
are  those  which  these  women  resj)ectively  bore  as 
the  wives  of  Esau  (Hengstenberg,  Aufh.  d.  Pent.  ii. 
277,  Eiig.  transl.  ii.  220).  This  view  is  confirmed 
by  the  fact  that  the  Seirite  wife,  who  is  called  Judith 
in  the  narrative,  appears  in  the  genealogical  account 
under  the  name  of  Aholibamah,  a  name  which 
appears  to  have  belonged  to  a  district  of  Idumea 
(Gen.  xxxvi.  41).  The  only  ground  for  hesitation 
or  suspicion  of  error  in  the  text  is  the  occurrence 
of  this  name  Bashemath  both  in  the  narrative  and 
the  genealogy,  though  applied  to  different  persons. 
The  Samaritan  text  seeks  to  remove  this  difficulty 
by  reading  Mahalath  instead  of  Bashemath  in  the 
genealogy.  We  might  with  more  probability  sup- 
pose that  this  name  (Bashemath)  has  been  assigned 
to  the  wrong  person  in  one  or  other  of  the  passages ; 
but  if  so  it  is  impossible  to  determine  which  is  er- 
roneous. 

2.  [BcuTffjifiie;  Alex.  Kaaffiad-]  A  daughter 
of  Solomon  and  wife  of  one  of  his  officers,  called 
in  A.  V.  Basmatii  (1  K.  iv.  15).        F.  W.  G. 

*  According  to  the  Masoretic  pointing,  the  name 
in  EngUsh  in  all  the  passages  should  be  Basemath ; 

for  the  sibilant  is  £t'  and  not  tt'.  The  Bishops' 
Bible  has  Basemath,  except  in  1  K.  iv.  15,  where  it 
is  Basmath,  as  in  A.  V.  H. 

BASIN.  (1.)  P;7T»:  0«<fArj:  phiola;  from 
p"1T,  to  scatter  (Ges.  p.  434);  often  in  A.  V.  bowl. 
(2.)  ^2S:  Kpar-lip:  crater.  (3.)  "1123:  crater; 
in  A.  V.  sometimes  cup,  from  ^r^j  c<yoer,  a  cup 
with  a  lid.  (4.)  ^D,  wrongly  in  LXX.  (Ex.  xii. 
22)  Qvpa,  and  in  Vulg.  limen  (Ges.  p.  965). 

1.  Between  the  various  vessels  bearing  in  the 
A.  V.  the  names  of  basin,  bowl,  charger,  cup  and 
dish,  it  is  scarcely  possible  now  to  ascertain  the 
precise  distinction,  as  very  few,  if  any  remains  are 
known  up  to  the  present  time  to  exist  of  Jewish 
earthen  or  metal  ware,  and  as  the  same  words  are 
variously  rendered  in  different  places.  We  can 
only  conjecture  as  to  their  form  and  material  from 
the  analogy  of  ancient  Egyptian  or  Assyrian  speci- 
mens of  works  of  the  same  kind,  and  from  modern 
Oriental  vessels  for  culinary  or  domestic  purposes. 
Among  the  smaller  vessels  for  the  Tabernacle  or  Tem- 
ple-service, many  must  have  been  required  to  receive 
from  the  sacrificial  victims  the  blood  to  lie  sprinkled 
for  purification.  Moses,  on  the  occasion  of  the 
great  ceremony  of  purification  in  the  wilderness, 

put  half  the  blood  in  "  the  basins  "  H^SSn,  or 
bowls,  and  afterwards  sprinkled  it  on  the  people 
(Ex.  xxiv.  6,  8,  xxix.  21;  I>ev.  i.  5,  15,  iii.  2,  8, 
13,  iv.  5,  34,  viu.  23,  24,  xiv.  14,  25,  xvi.  15,  19; 
Heb.  ix.  19).  Among  the  vessels  cast  in  metal, 
whether  gold,  silver,  or  brass,  by  Hiram  for  Solomon, 
besides  the  laver  and  great  sea,  mention  is  made 

of  basins,  bowls,  and  cups.  Of  the  first  ("*P."^tP> 
marg.  binnh)  he  is  said  to  have  made  100  (2  Chr. 
iv.  8 ;  1  K.  vii.  45,  46.  Cf.  Ex.  xxv.  29  and  1  Chr. 
xxviii.  14,  17).  Josephus,  probably  with  ereat 
exaggeration,  reckons  of  ^liXai  and  (nrovhfia, 
20,000  in  gold  and  40,000  in  silver.  1  asides  an 
equal  number  in  each  metal  of  Kparfipfs,  for  the 
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offerings  of  flour  mixed  with  oil  (Ant.  viii.  3,  §§  7, 
8.    Comp.  Birch,  Hist,  of  Pottery,  i.  152). 

2.  The  "basin"  from  which  our  I>ord  washed 
the  disciples"  feet,  vnrri\p,  was  probably  deeper  and 

larger  than  the  hand-basin  for  sprinkling,  ^^D 
(Jer.  lii.  18),  which,  in  A.  V.  "caldrons,"  Vulg. 
lebties,  is  by  the  Syr.  rendered  basins  for  washing 
the  feet  (John  xiii.  5).  (Schleusner,  Drusius.) 
[Washixg  of  Feet  axd  Hands.] 

H.  \V.  P. 
BASKET.     The  Hebrew  terms  used  in  the 

description  of  this  article  are  as  follows:  (1.)  vD, 
so  called  from  the  firk/s  of  which  it  was  originally 
made,  specially  used  as  the  Greek  Kavovu  (Hom. 
Od.  iii.  442),  and  the  Latin  canistrum  (Virg.  jEn. 
i.  701)  for  holding  bread  (Gen.  xl.  16  ff.;  Ex.  xxix. 
3,  23;  I^v.  viii.  2,  26,  31;  Num.  vi.  \h,  17,  19). 
The  form  of  the  Egyptian  bread-basket  is  delineated 
in  Wilkinson's  Anc.  Egypt,  iii.  226,  after  the  speci- 
mens represented  in  the   tomb  of  Rameses   HI. 
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Egyptian  Baskets.     (From  Wilkinson.) 


These  were  made  of  gold  (comp.  Hom.  Od.  x.  355), 
and  we  must  assume  that  the  term  sal  passed  from 
its  strict  etymological  meaning  to  any  vessel  applied 
to  the  purpose.  In  ,Judg.  vi.  19,  meat  is  served  up 
in  a  sal,  which  could  hardly  have  been  of  wicker- 
work.  The  expression  ^"IFl  "^vD  (Gen.  xl.  16) 
is  sometimes  referred  to  the  material  of  which  the 
baskets  were  made  {Kava  fiaivd,  Symm.),  or  the 
white  color  of  the  peeled  sticks,  or  lastly  to  their 
being  "full  of  holes"  (A.  V.  margin),  i.  e.  open 

«w^- ba.skets.  (2.)  H'lv'pbp,  a  word  of  kindred 
origm,  applied  to  the  basket  used  in  gathering 
grapes  (Jer.  \-i.  9).    (3.)   N315,  in  which  the  first 


Egyptian  Baskets.     (From  Wilkinson.) 


fruits  of  the  hanest  were  presented  (Deut.  xxi-i. 
2,  4).  From  its  being  coupled  Avith  the  kneadin<T- 
bowl  (A.  V.  "store";  Deut.  xxviii.  5,  17),  we 
may  infer  that  it  was  also  used  for  household  pur- 
poses, perhaps  to  brmg  the  corn  to  the  mill.  The 
equivalent  term  in  the  LXX.  for  this  and  the  preced- 


ing Hebrew  words  is  KdpraWos,  which  specifically 
means  a  basket  that  tapers  downwards  {itdtptvos 
o|i;j  Tct  Karu,  Suid.),  similar  to  the  Roman  cordis. 
This  shape  of  basket  appears  to  have  been  familiar 

to  the  Egyptians  (Wilkinson,  ii.  401).  (4.)  2^/3, 
so  called  from  its  similarity  to  a  bird-cage  or  trap 
(KapraWos  is  used  in  the  latter  sense  in  Ecclus. 
xi.  30),  probably  in  regard  to  its  having  a  lid:  it 
was  used  for  carrying  fruit  (Am.  viii.  1,  2);  the 
LXX.  gives  tiyyos;  Symm.  more  correctly  /coAoOos; 

the  Vulg.  uncinus.  (5.)  "T^"^,  used  like  the  Greek 
KoKados  (LXX.)  for  carrying  fruit  (Jer.  xxiv.  1, 
2),  as  well  as  on  a  larger  scale  for  carrying  clay  to 
the  brick-yard  (Ps.  kxxi.  6 ;  K6(pii'os,  LXX. ;  pots, 
A.  v.),  or  for  holding  bulky  articles  (2  K.  x.  7; 
KdpraWos,  LXX.):  the  shape  of  this  basket  and 
the  mode  of  carrying  it  usual  among  the  brick- 
makers  in  Egypt  is  delineated  in  Wilkinson,  ii.  99, 
and  aptly  illustrates  Ps.  Ixxxi.  6. 

The  name  Sallai  (Neh.  xi.  8,  xii.  20)  seems  to 
indicate  that  the  manufacture  of  baskets  was  a 
recognized  trade  among  the  Hebrews. 

In  the  X.  T  baskets  are  described  under  the 
three  following  terms,  K6<pivot,  anvpis,  and  ^ra^ 
yavri.  The  last  occurs  only  in  2  Cor.  xi.  33,  in 
describing  St.  Paul's  escape  from  Damascus:  the 
word  properly  refers  to  anything  twisted  like  a  rope 
(iEsch.  Suppl.  791)  or  any  article  woven  of  rope 
(irKeyfjia  ri  iK  axoiviov,  Suid.)  ;  fish-baskets 
specially  were  so  made  (dirb  (rxotviov  irKcyixaTiov 
eis  xnro^oxhv  Ix^^^^^i  Ktym.  Mag.).  With  regard 
to  the  two  former  words,  it  may  be  remarked  that 
K6(pivos  is  exclusively  used  in  the  description  of  the 
miracle  of  feeding  the  five  thousand  (Matt.  xiv.  20, 
xvi.  9;  Mark  vi.  43;  Luke  ix.  17;  John  vi.  13), 
and  (Tirvpis  in  that  of  the  four  thousand  (Matt.  xv. 
37;  Mark  viii.  8);  the  distinction  is  most  definitely 
brought  out  in  Mark  viii.  19,  20.  The  airvpls  is 
also  mentioned  as  the  means  of  St.  Paul's  escape 
(Acts  ix.  25).  The  difference  between  these  two 
kinds  of  baskets  is  not  very  apparent.  Their  con- 
struction appears  to  have  been  the  same ;  for  K6<pivos 
is  explained  by  Suidas  as  d-yy* iov  irKfKTSv,  while 
ffrrvpis  is  generally  connected  with  ffirf7pa.  The 
anrvpls  (sjxirtd,  Vulg.)  seems  to  have  been  most 
appropriately  used  of  the  provision  basket,  the 
Roman  sim-tula.  Hesychius  explains  it  as  rh  ruv 
irvpwv  iiyyos;  compare  also  the  expression  dtiirvov 
anh  awvpiSos  (Athen.  viii.  17).  The  K6<pivos 
seems  to  have  been  generally  larger.  According  to 
Etym.  Mag.  it  is  ^aOv  koX  koIKov  xwp7j/x«!  ^ 
used  by  the  Romans  (Colum.  xi.  3,  p.  460)  it  con- 
tained manure  enough  to  make  a  portable  hot-bed 
[Diet,  of  Ant.,  CoPHiNus]:  in  Rome  itself  it  was 
constantly  carried  about  by  the  Jews  [quorum 
cophinus  fanumque  supellex,  Juv.  iii.  14,  vi.  542). 
Greswell  (Diss.  viii.  pt.  4)  surmises  that  the  use 
of  the  cophinus  was  to  sleep  in,  but  there  is  httle 
to  support  this.  W.  L.  R 

BAS'MATH  (ni^ijpn  [fragrant]:  ^  Bcut- 
(fifxad  [Alex.  Maae fxad] :  Basemath),  a  daughter 
of  Solomon,  married  to  Ahimaaz,  one  of  his  com- 
missariat officers  (1  K.  iv.  15).     [Bashemath.] 

BAS'SA  (Bacrffai;  Alex.  [Aid.]  Bdffffa:  Vulg. 
not  recognizable),  1  Esdr.  v.  16.     [Bezai.] 

BAS'TAI  [2  syl.]  (Boffflat:  Hasten),  1  Esdr. 
V.  13.     [Besai.] 

BAT  (^.V^y,  'atalleph:  wKrtpis-  vesper- 
tilio).     There  is  no  doubt  whatever  that  the  A.  V. 
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is  correct  in  its  rendering  of  this  word :  the  deriva- 
tion of  the  Hebrew  name,"  the  authority  of  the  old 
versions,  which  are  alj  agreed  upon  the  point,''  and 
the  context  of  the  passages  where  the  Hebrew  word 
occurs,  are  conclusive  as  to  the  meaning.  It  is  true 
that  in  the  A.  V.  of  Lev.  xi.  19,  and  Deut.  xiv.  18, 
the  ^atcdleph  closes  the  lists  of  ^'■foich  that  shall 
not  be  eaten;"  but  it  must  be  remembered  that 
the  ancients  considered  the  bat  to  partake  of  the 
nature  of  a  bird,  and  the  Hebrew  oph,  "  fowls," 


Bat      {Taphozous  perforatus.) 


which  literally  means  "  a  wing,"  might  be  applied 
to  any  winged  creature:  indeed  this  seems  clear 
from  Lev.  xi.  20,  where,  immediately  after  the 
''ataUeph  is  mentioned,  the  following  words,  which 
were  doubtless  suggested  by  this  name,  occur:  "  All 
fowls  that  creep,  going  upon  all  four,  shall  be  an 
abomination  unto  you."  Besides  the  passages  cited 
above,  mention  of  the  bat  occurs  in  Is.  ii.  20 :  "  In 
that  day  a  man  shall  cast  his  idols  of  silver  and  his 
idobofgold  ....  to  the  moles  and  to  the  bats :  " 
j^id  in  Baruch  vi.  22  [or  Epist.  of  Jer.  22],  in  the 
passage  that  so  graphically  sets  forth  the  vanity  of 
the  Babylonish  idols :  "  Their  faces  are  blacked 
through  the  smoke  that  cometh  out  of  the  temple; 
upon  their  bodies  and  heads  sit  bats,  swallows,  and 
birds,  and  the  cats  also." 


"T  t 

Bat,     {RAinolopkus  tridens.) 

'Bats  delight  to  take  up  their  abode  in  caverns 
and  dark  places.     Several  species  of  these  animals 


o  From   b^57  "^  J^bx     {gltatal),   "  the   night 

was  dark,"  and   ^V  "  flying "  :  wxTtpU,    from   vv(, 
"night":   vetpertilio,  from   "  resper,"  the  evening. 
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are  found  in  Egypt,  some  of  which  occur  doubtless 
in  Palestine.  Molo^us  Ruppelii,  Vegperfilio  pipis- 
trellus  var.  ^Et/yptius,  V.  nuritus  var.  ^gypt, 
Taphozom  jKrforatus,  Nycieris  Thebaica,  Rhino- 
poma  microphyllum,  Jihinolophus  tndens,  occur  in 
the  tombs  and  pyramids  of  Egypt. 

Many  travellers  have  noticed  the  immense  num- 
bers of  bats  that  are  found  in  caverns  in  the  East, 
and  I^yard  says  that  on  the  occasion  of  a  visit  to 
a  cavern  these  noisome  beasts  compelled  him  to 
retreat  {Xineveh  and  Babylon,  p.  307).  To  this 
day  these  animals  find  a  congenial  lurking  abode 
"  amidst  the  remains  of  idols  and  the  sculptured 
representations  of  idolatrous  practices "  (Scnpt. 
Nat.  II.  p.  8 ) :  thus  forcibly  attesting  tiie  meaning 
of  the  prophet  Isaiah's  words.  Bats  belong  to  the 
order  Cheiroptera,  class  Mammalia.         "\V.  H. 

BASTARD.  Among  those  who  were  excluded 
from  entering  the  congregation,  that  is,  from  inter- 
marrying with  pure  Hebrews  (Selden,  Table  Talk, 
8.  v.  "Bastard"),  even  to  the  tenth  generation, 

was  the  mamzer  (""^tl^,  A,  V.  "bastard"),  who 
was  classed  in  this  respect  with  the  Ammonite  and 
Moabite  (Deut.  xxiii.  2).  'Ilie  term  is  not,  how- 
ever, applied  to  any  illegitimate  offspring,  Iwrn  out 
of  wedlock,  but  is  restricted  by  the  Rabbins  to  the 
issue  of  any  connection  within  the  degrees  prohibited 
by  the  Law.  A  mamzer,  according  to  the  Mishna 
( Yebamoth,  iv.  13),  is  one,  says  K.  Akiba,  who  is 
bom  of  relations  between  whom  marriage  is  forbid- 
den. Simeon  the  Temanite  says,  it  is  every  one 
whose  parents  are  hable  to  the  punishment  of 
"cutting  off"  by  the  hands  of  Heaven;  K.  Joshua, 
every  one  whose  parents  are  liable  to  death  by  the 
house  of  judgment,  as,  for  instance,  the  offspring 
of  adultery.  The  ancient  vereions  (LXX.,  ^'ulg., 
Syr.),  a<:ld  another  class,  the  children  of  a  harlot, 
and  in  this  sense  the  term  manzer  or  manser  sur- 
vived in  Pontifical  law  (Selden,  De  Succ.  in  Bon. 
Defunct.,  c.  iii.): 
"  Manzeribus  scortum,  sed  moecha  nothis  dedlt  ortum." 

The  child  of  a  goi,  or  non-Israelite,  and  a  mamzer 
was  also  reckoned  by  the  Talmudists  a  mamzer,  as 
was  the  issue  of  a  slave  and  a  viamzi'r,  and  of  a 
mamzer  and  female  proselyte.  The  term  also  occurs 
in  Zech.  ix.  6,  "  a  bastard  shall  dwell  in  Ashdod," 
where  it  seems  to  denote  a  foreign  race  of  mixed 
and  spurious  birth.  Dr.  Geiger  infers  from  this 
passage  that  mamzer  specially  signifies  the  issue 
of  such  marriages  between  the  Jews  and  the  women 
of  Ashdod  as  are  alluded  to  in  Neh.  xiii.  23,  24, 
and  applies  it  exclusively  to  the  Philistine  ba,stard. 

W.  A.  W. 

BATH,  BATHING.  This  was  a  prescribed 
part  of  the  Jewish  ritual  of  purification  in  cases  of 
accidental,  leprous,  or  ordinary  uiicleanness  (Lev. 
XV.  pass.,  xvi.  28,  xxii.  C;  Num.  xix.  7,  19;  2  Sam. 
xi.  2,  4;  2  K.  v.  10);  as  also  after  mourning  which 
always  implied  defilement,  e.  g.  Kuth  iii.  3 ;  2  Sam. 
xii.  20.  The  high-priest  at  his  inauguration  (Lev. 
xiii.  6)  and  on  the  day  of  atonement,  once  before 
each  solemn  act  of  propitiation  (xvi.  4,  24),  was 
also  to  bathe.  This  the  rabbis  have  nudtiplied  into 
(en  times  on  that  day.  ISIaimon.  ( Omslit.  de  Vasif 
Sdncl.  V.  3)  gives  rules  for  the  strict  privacy  of  the 


Bat,  perhaps,  from  blcuta,  blacta  (see  Wedgwood,  Diet. 
Engl.  Etymol). 

f>  M'ith   the  exception   of  the  Syriac,  which  baj 

).CCQ_^   (<'faso),  "  a  peacoclc." 
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high-priest  in  bathing.  There  were  bath-rooms  in 
the  later  Temple  over  the  chambers  Abtines  and 
Happanah  for  the  priests'  use  (Lightfoot,  Descr. 
of  Temp.  p.  2-t).  A  bathing-chamber  was  probably 
included  in  houses  even  of  no  great  rank  in  cities 
from  early  times  (2  Sam.  xi.  2);  much  more  in 
those  of  the  wealthy  in  later  times ;  often  in  gardens 
(Susan.  15).  With  this,  anointing  was  customarily 
iouied  ;  the  climate  making  both  these  essential 
ahke  to  health  and  pleasure,  to  whieh  luxury  added 
the  use  of  perfumes  (Susan.  17;  Jud.  x.  3;  I'^th. 
ii.  12).  The  "  pools,"  such  as  that  of  Siloam,  and 
Hezekiah's  (Neh.  iii.  15,  16;  2  K.  xx.  20;  Is.  xxii. 
11;  John  ix.  7),  often  sheltered  by  porticoes  (John 
V.  2),  are  the  first  indications  we  have  of  public 
liathing  accommodation.  Ever  since  the  time  of 
Jason  (Prideaux,  ii.  168)  the  Greek  usages  of  the 
bath  probably  prevailed,  and  an  allusion  in  Josephus 
(Kov(T6iJ,evo?  ffTpaTiQ)TtKct>Tepov,  B.  J.  i.  17,  §  7) 
seems  to  imply  the  use  of  the  bath  (hence,  no  doubt, 
a  public  one,  as  in  Rome)  by  legionary  soldiers. 
We  read  also  of  a  castle  luxuriously  provided  with 
a  volume  of  water  in  its  court,  and  of  a  Herodian 
palace  with  spacious  pools  adjoining,  in  which  the 
guests  continued  swimming,  &c.  in  very  hot  weather 
from  noon  till  dark  (Joseph.  Ant.  xii.  4,  §  11,  xv. 
3,  §  3 ).  The  hot  baths  of  Tiberias,  or  more  strictly 
of  Emmaus  (Euseb.  Oiwmast.  AiBdfi,  query  Aj^uaO? 
Bonfrerius)  near  it,  and  of  Callirrhoe,  near  the 
Eastern  shore  of  the  Dead  Sea,  were  much  resorted 
to.  (Keland,  i.  46;  Joseph.  Ant.  xviii.  2,  xvii.  6, 
§  5,  B.  J.  i.  33,  §  5  ;  Amm.  :Marcell.  xiv.  8  ; 
Stanley,  373, 295.)  The  parallel  customs  of  ancient 
Egypt,  Greece,  and  Rome,  are  too  well  known  to 
need  special  allusion.  (See  Diet,  of  Gr.  ami  Rom. 
Ant.,  art.  Baltiew).  H.  H. 

*  The  N.  T.  passages  should  be  noticed.  In 
John  xiii.  10  (where  AeAouyueVos  is  opposed  to 
viipacrdai )  there  is  an  unquestioned  reference  to  the 
practice  of  bathing,  esjiecially  before  partaking  of 
the  Passover  meal.  For  \ovTp6v  in  Eph.  v.  26 
and  Tit.  iii.  5,  variously  rendered  as  "bath"  or 
"  bathing,"  see  Baitis.m  IV.  3,  4;  and  Meyer  and 
Ellicott  on  those  passages.  ^Vhether  fiairrlffccvTat  in 
Mark  vii.  4  refers  to  bathing  the  body  after  coming 
from  market  (De  Wette,  Meyer),  or  washing  by 
immersion  what  has  been  purchased  and  brought 
from  market  (Lange,  Bleek),  is  a  point  about  which 
interpreters  differ.  As  to  the  means  for  bathing 
which  the  Jews  anciently  possessed  in  the  tanks 
and  reservoirs  within  and  around  Jerusalem,  and 
which  to  some  extent  the  inhabitants  of  that  city 
possess  at  present,  see  Waters,  under  Jf:RUSA- 
LEM.  The  traveller  in  the  East  finds  the  syna- 
gogues of  the  modern  Jews,  e.  g.  those  at  Safed 
in  Galilee,  furnished  with  large  bathing  rooms  for 
the  performance  of  the  washings  which  they  prac- 
tice hi  connection  with  their  worship.  The  syna- 
gogues at  Jerusalem  have  a  similar  arrangement. 

H. 

BATH.     [Measures.] 

BATH-RAB'BIM,  the  gate  of  (nVW 
^  ^l''"^?))  one  of  the  gates  of  the  ancient  city 
of  Heshbon,  by  (jV)  which  were  two  "  pools,"  « 
whereto  Solomon  likens  the  eyes  of  his  beloved 
(Cant.  vii.  4  [5]).     ITie  "  Gate  of  Bath-rabbim" 
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at  Heshbon  would,  according  to  the  Oriental  cus- 
tom, be  tlie  gate  pointing  to  a  town  of  that  name. 
The  only  place  in  this  neighborhood  at  all  resem- 
bling Bath-rabbun  in  sound  is  Rabbah  (Amnu'm), 
but  the  one  tank  of  which  we»gain  any  intelligence 
as  remaining  at  Ilesbdii,  is  on  the  opposite  (S.)  side* 
of  the  town  to  Amnulii  (Porter,  IluruUiook,  p.  298). 
Future  investigations  may  settle  this  point.  The 
LXX.  and  Vulg.  translate:  ^y  irv\ats  Ovyarphs 
irofiXuv;  in  porta  Jiliee  multitmlinis.  G. 

BATH'SHEBA  [rather  Bath-shelja]  (Tl? 

yiK*,  2  Sam.  xi.  3,  &c. ;  also  called  Bath-shua, 

y^ti^Tia,  in  1  Chr.  iii.  5 :  B7jp(ro/3ee;  [Alex.fiTjfl- 
(TajSce  in  2  Sam.  and  1  K.  i.  11 ;]  Joseph.  Bee0(ra- 
/3t):  \_Bethsabee  f^  i.  e.  daughter  of  an  oath,  or, 
daughter  of  seven,  sc.  years),  the  daughter  of  Eliam 
(2  Sam.  xi.  3),  or  Ammiel  (1  Chr.  iii.  5),  the  son 
of  Ahithophel  (2  Sam.  xxiii.  34),  the  wife  of  Uriah 
the  Hittite.  It  is  probable  that  the  enmity  of 
Ahithophel  towards  David  was  increased,  if  not 
caused,  by  the  dishonor  brought  by  him  uiK)n  his 
family  in  the  person  of  Bathsheba.  The  child 
which  was  the  fruit  of  her  adulterous  intercourse 
with  David  died:  but  after  marriage  she  became 
the  mother  of  four  sons,  Solomon  (Matt.  i.  6), 
Shimea,  Shobab,  and  Nathan.  When,  in  David's 
old  age,  Adonijah,  an  elder  son  by  Haggith,  at- 
tempted to  set  aside  in  his  own  favor  the  succession 
promised  to  Solomon,  Bathsheba  was  employed  by 
Nathan  to  inform  the  king  ot  the  conspiracy  (1  K. 
i.  11,  15,  23).  After  the  accession  of  Solomon, 
she,  as  queen-mother,  requested  pennission  of  her 
son  for  Adonijah  to  take  in  marriage  Abishag  the 
Shunammite.  This  permission  was  refused,  and  be- 
came the  occasion  of  the  execution  of  Adonijah 
(1  K.  ii.  24,  25).  [David.]  Bathsheba  was  said 
by  Jewish  tradition  to  have  composed  and  recited 
Prov.  xxxi.  by  way  of  admonition  or  reproof  to  her 
son  Solomon,  on  his  marriage  with  Pharaoh's 
daughter.  Calmet,  Diet.  s.  v. ;  Corn,  a  Lapid.  tm 
Prov.  xxxi.  H.  W.  P. 

BATH-SHU'A  (y^fr-Hli  {daughter  of  an 
oatK]:  Vat.  and  Alex,  rj  BTjporo/Sef:  Bethsabee), 
a  variation  of  the  name  of  Bathsheba,  mother  of 
Solomon,  occurring  only  in  1  Chr.  iii.  5.  It  is  per- 
haps worth  notice  that  Shua  was  a  Canaanite  name 
(comp.  1  Chr.  ii.  3,  and  Gen.  xxxviii.  2,  12  — where 
"  Bath-shua  "  is  really  the  name  of  Judah's  wife), 
while  Bathsheba's  original  husband  was  a  Hittite. 

BATH-ZACHARI'AS  (quasi  H^ST  n''2 
[house  of  Z.]:  Baid^axa.pia\  Alex,  and  Joseph. 
Bfd^axapia'-  Bethzachara),  a  place,  named  only 
1  Mace.  vi.  32,  33,  to  which  Judas  Maccabfeus 
marched  from  Jerusalem,  and  where  he  encamped 
for  the  reUef  of  Bethsura  (Bethzur)  when  the  latter 
was  i)esieged  by  Antiochus  Eupator.  The  two 
places  were  seventy  stadia  apart  (Joseph.  Ant.  xii. 
9,  §  4),  and  the  approaches  to  Bathzacharia  were 
intricate  and  confined  —  ffrevris  otj(Tr)s  rfis  irap6- 
Sov  (Joseph.  B.  J.  i.  1,  §  5,  and  comp.  the  passage 
cited  above,  from  which  it  is  evident  that  Josephus 
knew  the  spot).  This  description  is  met  in  every 
respect  by  the  modem  Beit  Sakdrieh,  which  has 
been  discovered  by  Robinson  at  nine  miles  north 
of  Beit  sitr,  "  on  an  almost  isolated  promontory  or 


a  The  "  flsh-pools  »  of  the  A.  V.  Is  from  piscincB  of 
tlie  Vulg.  The  Hebrew  word  Berecah  is  simply  a  pool 
or  tank. 


b  *  Tristram  (Land  of  Israel,  p.  640)  makes  it  bear 
southeast  of  HeM.n.  H. 
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tell,  jutting  out  between  two  deep  valleys,  and  con- 
nected with  the  high  ground  south  by  a  low  neck 
between  the  heads  of  the  valleys,  the  neck  forming 
the  only  place  of  access  to  what  must  have  been 
an  almost  impregnable  position "  (Kob.  iii.  283, 
284).  The  place  hes  in  the  entangled  country  west 
of  the  Hebron  road,  between  four  and  five  miles 
south  of  Kethlehem.     [Bethzur.]  G. 

*  BATTLE-AXE  (Jer.  U.  20).  [Axe,  7; 
Maul.] 

•  BAT'TLEMENT.     [House.] 
BA'VAI    [2  syl.]    ("'52    [of   Persian   origin, 

Ges.]:  Bevei';  [Vat.  BeSef,  Comp.  BojSof:]  Ba- 
vai),  son  of  Henadad,  ruler  (^tt7)  of  the  "dis- 
trict "  (^ /"S)  of  Keilah  in  the  time  of  Nehemiah 
(Neh.  iii.  18). 

BAY-TREE  (n"n?b^,°  ezrdch:  niZpos  rod 
\i$dvou'-  ccdi-vs  Libani).  It  is  difficult  to  see 
upon  what  grounds  the  translators  of  the  A.  V. 
nave  understood  the  Hebrew  word  of  Ps.  xxxvii. 
35  to  signify  a  "bay-tree":  such  a  rendering  is 
entirely  unsupjwrted  by  any  kind  of  evidence. 
Most  of  the  Jewish  doctors  understand  by  the  term 
ezrdch  "a  tree  which  grows  in  its  own  soil" — one 
that  has  never  lieen  transplanted;  which  is  the 
interpretation  given  in  the  margin  of  the  A.  V. 
Some  versions,  as  the  Vulg.  and  the  Arabic,  follow 
the  LXX.,  which  reads  "cedar  of  Lebanon,"  mis- 
taking the  Hebrew  word  for  one  of  somewhat  simi- 
lar form.*  Celsius  {Ilitrob.  i.  194)  agrees  with  the 
author  of  the  sixth  Greek  edition,  which  gives  av- 
rSx^ooy  {in/Ugena,  "  one  bom  in  the  land  ")  as  the 
meaning  of  the  Hebrew  word :  with  this  view  Itabbi 
Solomon  and  Hanmiond  (Comment.on  Ps.  xxxvii.) 
coincide.  Dr.  Koyle  (Kitto's  Cycl.  Bib.  Lit.  art. 
"Ezrach")  suggests  the  Arabic  Ashruk,  which  he 
says  is  described  in  Arabic  works  on  Materia  Med- 
ica  as  a  tree  having  leaves  like  the  ghnr  or  "  bay- 
tree."  This  opinion  must  be  rejected  as  unsup- 
ported by  any  authority. 

Perhaps  no  tree  whatever  is  intended  by  the  word 
ezrdch,  which  occurs  in  several  passages  of  the  He- 
brew Bible,  and  signifies  "  a  native,"  in  contradis- 
tinction to  "  a  stranger,"  or  "a  foreigner."  C'omp. 
Lev.  xvi.  29 :   "  Ye  shall  afflict  your  souls  .... 

whether  it  be  one  of  your  own  country  (rT^tMn, 
hdezrdch)  or  a  stranger  that  sojourneth  among 
you."  The  epithet  "green,"  as  Celsius  has  ob- 
ien-ed,  is  by  no  means  the  only  meaning  of  the 
Hebrew  word;  for  the  same  word  occurs  in  Dan. 
iv.  4,  where  Nebuchadnezzar  uses  it  of  himself: 
"I  was  Jiourishinr/  in  my  palace."  In  all  other 
passages  where  the  word  ezrdch  occurs,  it  evidently 
is  spoken  of  a  man  (Cels.  IJierob.  i.  196).  In  sup- 
port of  this  view  we  may  observe  that  the  word 
translated  "  in  great  power  "  «  more  litei-ally  signi- 
fies "  to  \>e  formidable,"  or  "  to  cause  terror,"  and 
that  the  word  which  the  A.  V.  translates  "  spread- 
ing himself,"''  more  properly  means  to  "make 
bare."  The  passage  then  might  be  thus  para- 
phrased :  "  I  have  seen  the  wicked  a  terror  to  oth- 
ers, and  l)ehaving  with  barefaced  audacity,  just  as 
some  proud  native  of  the  land."  In  the  I^ntical 
Law  the  oppression  of  the  stranger  was  strongly 


a  From  JlT^f,  ortus  est  (Sol). 

*  nt-iw. 
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fbrbidden,  perhaps  therefore  some  reference  to  such 
acts  of  oppression  is  made  in  these  words  of  the 
psalmist.  W.  H. 

BAZXITH  (n"*b23  [a  stripping,  naked- 
ness]).  "Children  of  B."  were  amongst  the  Ne- 
THisiM  who  returned  with  Zerubbabel  (Neh.  vii. 
54).     In  Ezr.  ii.  52,  the  name  is  given  as  Baz- 

LUTH  (D!)  v!i!Il  [which  means  the  same] ).  LXX. 
in  both  places  Boo-oAdJfl;  [but  Vat.  in  Ezr.  Bocra- 
iu(,  in  Neh.  Bo(rowfl:]   Besluth.     [Basaloth.] 

BAZXUTH  (n-lb^a:  Pcura\<ie;  [Vat. 
Bao-aSoDf.]  Besluth).     Bazlith  (Ezr.  ii.  52). 

BDELLIUM  (nb'ia,  bedolach:  &uepc^, 
KplaraKKov-  bdellium),  a  precious  substance,  the 
name  of  which  occurs  in  Gen.  ii.  12,  with  "gold  " 
and  "onyx  stone,"  as  one  of  the  productions  of 
the  land  of  Havilah,  and  in  Num.  xi.  7,  where 
manna  is  in  color  compared  to  bdellium.  There 
are  few  subjects  that  have  been  more  copiously  dis- 
cussed than  this  one,  which  .relates  to  the  nature 
of  the  article  denoted  by  the  Hebrew  word  bedo- 
lach ;  and  it  must  be  confessed  that  notwithstand- 
ing the  labor  bestowed  upon  it,  we  are  still  as  much 
in  the  dark  as  ever,  for  it  is  quite  impossible  to  say 
whether  bedolach  denotes  a  mineral,  or  an  animal 
production,  or  a  vegetable  exudation.  Some  writ- 
ers have  supposed  that  the  word  should  be  wxitten 
berolach  (beryl),  instead  of  bedolach,  as  Wahl  (in 
Descr.  Asice,  p.  856)  and  Hartmann  (de  Mulier. 
Hebraic,  iii.  96),  but  beryl,  or  aqua  marine,  which 
is  only  a  pale  variety  of  emerald,  is  out  of  the 
question,  for  the  bdellium  was  white  (Ex.  xvi.  31, 
with  Num.  xi.  7),  while  the  beryl  is  yellow  or  red, 
or  faint  blue;  for  the  same  reason  the  6.vBpa^  ("car- 
buncle") of  the  LXX.  (in  Gen.  /.  c.)  must  be  re- 
jected ;  while  KpyaraWov  ("crystal")  of  the 
same  version,  which  interpretation  is  adopted  by 
Reland  (de  Situ  Paradisi,  §  12),  is  mere  conjecture. 
The  Greek,  Venetian,  and  the  Arabic  versions,  with 
some  of  the  Jewish  doctors,  understand  "  pearls  " ' 
to  1)6  intended  by  the  Hebrew  word ;  and  this  in- 
terpretation Bochart  (I/ieroz.  iii.  592)  and  Gese- 
nius  accept;  on  the  other  hand  the  Gr.  versions  of 
Aquila,  Theodotion,  and  Symmachus,  Josephus 
(Ant.  iii.  1,  §  6),  Salmasius  (//y.  latri.  p.  181), 
Celsius  (Ilierob.  i.  324),  Sprengel  (Hist.  Rei  Herb. 
i.  18,  and  Comment.,  in  Dioscor.  i.  80),  and  a  few 
modem  writers  believe,  with  the  A.  V.,  that  bedo- 
lach =  bdellium,  i.  e.  an  odoriferous  exudation  from 
a  tree  which  is,  according  to  Ksempfer  (Aiitcen. 
Exot.  p.  668)  the  Borassus  Jlal/elliformis,  Linn.,  of 
Arabia  Felix;  compare  Pliny  (//.  N.  xii.  9,  §  19), 
where  a  full  description  of  the  tree  and  tlie  gum  is 
given.  The  aromatic  gum,  according  to  Dioscori- 
des  (i.  80)  was  called  fidSf\Kov  or  ^6\xoi'<  and 
according  to  Pliny  brtwhon,  vmhclia,  maldacon, 
names  which  seem  to  be  allied  to  the  Hel)rew  bedo- 
lach. Plautus  (Cure.  i.  2,  7)  uses  the  word  bdell- 
ium. 

As  r^^^ards  the  theory  which  explains  bedolach 
by  "pearls,"  it  must  be  allowed  that  the  evidence 
in  its  favor  is  very  inconclusive;  in  the  first  place 
it  assumes  that  Havilah  is  some  spot  on  the  I'ersian 
(julf  where  [learls  are  found,  a  pouit  however,  which 
is  fairly  open  to  question ;  and  secondly,  it  must  be 


rr^jnO.     see  the  Hebrew  Lexicons,  j.  vv. 
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remembered  that  there  are  other  Hebrew  words  for 
"pearls,"  namely,  />«;•,«  and  according  to  Bochart, 
Pen'mim,^  though  there  is  much  doubt  as  to  the 
meaning  of  tliis  latter  word. 

The  fact  that  eben,  "a  stone,"  is  prefixed  to 
sMham,  •'  on)Tc,"  and  not  to  bedolach,  seems  to  ex- 
clude the  latter  from  being  a  mineral;  nor  do  we 
think  it  a  sufficient  objection  to  say  "  that  such  a 
production  as  bdellium  is  not  valuable  enough  to 
be  classed  with  gold  and  precious  stones,"  for  it 
would  be  easy  to  prove  that  resinous  exudations 
were  held  in  very  high  esteem  by  the  ancients,  both 
Jews  and  Gentiles;  and  it  is  more  probable  that 
the  sacred  historian  shoidd  mention,  as  far  as  may 
be  in  a  few  words,  the  varied  productions,  vegeta- 
ble as  well  as  mineral,  of  the  country  of  which  he 
was  speaking,  rather  than  confine  his  remarks  to 
its  mineral  treasures;  and  since  there  is  a  similarity 
of  form  between  the  (ireek  pSeWioy,  or  fji.oiSe\Koy, 
and  the  Hebrew  beiljlach,  and  as  this  opinion  is 
well  supported  by  authority,  the  balance  of  proba- 
bilities appears  to  us  to  be  in  favor  of  the  transla- 
tion of  the  A.  v.,  though  the  point  will  probably 
always  be  left  an  open  oae."=  W.  H. 

BEALI'AH  (n^by3,  remarkable  as  con- 
taining the  names  of  both  JBaal  and  Jah :  BcuiXid ; 
[\'at.  FA.  BoSaia;  Alex.  BaaSia:]  Baalin),  a 
Benjamite,  who  went  over  to  David  at  Ziklag  (1 
Chr.  xii.  5). 

BE'ALOTH  (n"lbp3,  the  plur.  fem.  form 
of  Baal:  BaK/iaivdv ;  Alex.  BaKtcB:  Baloth),  a 
town  in  the  extreme  south  of  Judah  (Josh.  xv.  24). 

BE'AN,  Children  [Sons]  of  (viol  Baidv, 
Joseph,  viol  tov  Baiyov :  ^filii  Bean),  a  tribe,  appar- 
ently of  predatory  Bedouin  habits,  retreating  into 
"towers"  (irvpyous)  when  not  plundering,  and  who 
were  destroyed  by  Judas  ilaccabseus  (1  Mace.  v.  4). 
The  name  has  been  supposed  to  be  identical  with 
Beon  ;  but  in  the  absence  of  more  information 
this  must  remain  mere  conjecture,  especially  as  it  is 
very  difficult  to  tell  from  the  context  whether  the 
residence  of  this  people  was  on  the  east  or  west  of 
Jordan.  G. 

BEANS  (Vl»,dj9oZ;  Kiafjios- faba).  There 
appears  never  to  have  been  any  doubt  about  the 
correctness  of  the  translation  of  the  Hebrew  word. 
Beam  are  mentioned  with  various  other  things  in 
2  Sam.  xvii.  28,  as  having  been  brought  to  David 
at  the  time  of  his  flight  from  Absalom,  and  again 
in  Ez.  iv.  9,  beam  are  mentioned  with  "barley, 
lentiles,  millet,  and  fitches,"  which  the  prophet  was 
ordered  to  put  into  one  vessel  to  be  made  into 
bread.  Pliny  (//.  N.  xviii.  12)  also  states  that 
beans  were  used  for  a  similar  purpose.  Beans  are 
cultivated  in  Palestine,  which  country  grows  many 
of  the  leguminous  order  of  plants,  such  as  lentils, 
kidney-beans,  vetches,  Ac.  Beans  are  in  blossom 
in  Palestine  in  January ;  they  have  been  noticed  in 
flower  at  Lydda  on  the  23d,  and  at  Sidon  and  Acre 
even  earlier  (Kitto,  Phys.  H.  Palest.  215);  they 


1"?,  Heb. ;    .J,  Arab. 

«  The  derivation  of  Fl^'lSl  is  doubtful ;  butFiirst's 
etymology  from   7"32,   manare,  fluere,  "  to  distill," 

from  root  b^  or  7^  (Greek  ^aJ^K-uv),  is  in  fevor 
of  the  bdellium. 
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continue  in  flower  till  March.  In  Egypt  beans  are 
sown  in  November  and  reaped  in  the  middle  of 
February ;  but  in  Syria  the  harvest  is  later.  Dr. 
Kitt^j  (ibid.  319)  says  that  the  "  stalks  are  cut 
down  with  the  scj-the,  and  these  are  afterwards  cut 
and  crushed  to  fit  them  for  the  food  of  cattle;  the 
beans  when  sent  to  market  are  often  deprived  of 
their  skins  by  the  action  of  two  small  miW-stones 
(if  the  phrase  may  be  allowed)  of  clay  dried  in  the 
sun."  Dr.  Shaw  (Travels,  i.  257,  8vo  ed.  1808) 
says  that  in  Northern  Africa  beans  are  usually  full 
podded  at  the  beginning  of  March,  and  continue 
during  the  whole  spring;  that  they  are  "boiled  and 
stewed  with  oil  and  garlic,  and  are  the  prmcipal 
food  of  persons  of  all  distinctions." 

Herodotus  (ii.  37)  states  that  the  Egyptian 
priests  abhor  the  sight  of  beans,  and  consider  them 
impure,  and  that  the  people  do  not  sow  this  pulse 
at  all,  nor  indeed  eat  what  grows  in  their  country; 
but  a  passage  in  Diodorus  implies  that  the  absti  ■ 
nence  from  this  article  of  food  was  not  general. 
The  remark  of  Herodotus,  therefore,  requires  limit- 
ation. The  dislike  which  Pythagoras  is  said  to 
have  maintained  for  beans  has  been  by  some  traced 
to  the  influence  of  the  Egyptian  priests  with  that 
philosopher  (see  Smith's  Diet,  of  Gr.  and  Rom. 
Biog.  art.  "Pythagoras"). 

Hiller  (Hierophyt.  ii.  130),  quoting  from  the 
Mishna,  says  that  the  high-priest  of  the  Jews  was 
not  allowed  to  eat  either  eggs,  cheese,  flesh,  bruised 
beans  (fahas  J'resas),  or  lentils  on  the  day  before 
the  sabbath. 

The  bean  ( l^icia  faba)  is  too  well  known  to  need 
description ;  it  is  cultivated  over  a  large  portion  of 
the  old  world  from  the  north  of  Europe  to  the  south 
of  India;  it  belongs  to  the  natural  order  of  plants 
called  Leguminosa.  W.  H. 

BEAR  (n**^,*  Heb.  and  Ch.,  or  :iVf,ddb:  ip^. 
Tos,  &pKos,  \vKos  in  Prov.  xxviii.  15;  (ifpi/ju/a 
Prov.  xvii.  12,  as  if  the  word  were  3S^ :  ursus, 
ursa).  This  is  without  doubt  the  SvTian  bear 
( Ursus  Syriacits),  which  to  this  day  is  met  with 
occasionally  in  Palestine.  Ehrenberg  says  that 
this  bear  is  seen  only  on  one  part  of  the  summit 
of  Lebanon,  called  Machnel,  the  other  peak,  Gebel 
Sanin,  being  strangely  enough  free  from  these  ani- 
mals. The  SjTian  bear  is  more  of  a  frugivorous 
habit  than  the  brown  bear  ( Ursus  arctus),  but 
when  pressed  with  hunger  it  is  known  to  attack 
men  and  animals ;  it  is  very  fond  of  a  kind  of  chick- 
pea ( Cicer  arietinus),  fields  of  which  are  often  laid 
waste  by  its  devastations.  The  excrement  of  the 
Syrian  bear,  which  is  termed  in  Arabic,  Bar-ed- 
dub,  is  sold  in  Egypt  and  SjTia  as  a  remedy  in 
ophthalmia;  and  the  skin  is  of  considerable  value. 
Most  recent  writers  are  silent  respecting  any  species 
of  bear  in  Syria,  such  as  Shaw,  Volney,  Hassel- 
quist,  Burckhardt,  and  Schulz.  Seetzen,  however, 
notices  a  report  of  the  existence  of  a  bear  in  the 
province  of  Hasbeiya  on  Mount  Hermon.  Kteder 
supposed  this  bear  must  be  the  Ursus  nrrtos,  for 


7^9,  from  7^5,  "  to  roll,"  in  allusion  to  its 
form.  Lat.  bulla;  Dutch,  bol,  "a  bean."  The  Ara- 
bic word  (J«J,  /W,  is  identical.     Gesen.  Thes.  s.  v 

2^,  from  2^^,  Ifnte  incedere ;  but  Bochart 
coi^jectures  an  Arabic  root  =  "  to  be  hairy."  Forskal 
(Descr.  An.  p.  iv.)  imntlons  t  ic  Vjj^,  dubb,  amongst 
the  Arabian  &una.     Is  this  the  Ursus  arctos  '! 
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which  opinion,  however,  he  seems  to  have  had 
no  autliority;  and  a  recent  writer.  Dr.  Thomson 
(Land  and  Book;  p.  573),  says  that  the  SjTian 
bear  is  still  found  on  the  higher  mountains  o^this 
country,  and  that  the  inliabitants  of  Hermon  stand 
in  great  fear  of  him.  Heniprich  and  Ehrenberg 
(Symbohe  Pliyg.  pt.  i.)  inform  us  tliat  during  the 
summer  months  these  l^ears  keep  to  the  snowy  parts 
of  Lebanon,  but  descend  in  winter  to  the  villages 
and  gardens :  it  is  probable  also  that  at  this  period 
in  former  days  they  extended  their  visits  to  other 


Syriiu  Bear  (  Ursus  Syriacus). 


parts  of  Palestine ;  for  though  this  species  was  in 
ancient  times  far  more  numerous  than  it  is  now, 
yet  the  snowy  summits  of  Lebanon  were  probably 
always  the  summer  home  of  these  animals."  Now 
we  read  in  Scripture  of  bears  being  found  in  a 
wood  between  Jericho  and  Bethel  (2  K.  ii.  24);  it 
is  not  improbable,  therefore,  that  the  destruction 
of  the  forty-two  children  who  mocked  Elisha  took 
place  some  time  in  the  winter,  when  these  animals 
inhabited  the  low  lands  of  Palestine. 

The  ferocity  of  the  bear  when  deprived  of  its 
young  is  alluded  to  in  2  Sam.  xvii.  8 ;  Prov.  xvii. 
12;  Hos.  xiii.  8;  its  attacking  flocks  in  1  Sam. 
xvii.  34,  &c. ;  its  craftiness  in  ambush  in  l>am.  iii. 
10,  and  that  it  was  a  dangerous  enemy  to  man  we 
learn  from  Am.  v.  19.  The  passage  in  Is.  lix.  11, 
would  be  better  translated,  "  we  gvoan  like  bears," 
in  allusion  to  the  animal's  plaintive  groaning  noise 
(see  Bochart,  Ilieroz.  ii.  135;  and  Hor.  J-Jp.  xvi. 
51,  "  circumgemit  ursus  ovile  " ).  The  bear  is  men- 
tioned also  in  Kev.  xiii.  2;  in  Dan.  vii.  5;  Wisd. 
xi.  17 ;  Ecclus.  xlvii.  3.  W.  H. 

BEARD  (1f7T:  vd!rYov-  barba).  Western 
Asiatics  have  always  cherished  the  beard  as  the 
badge  of  the  dignity  of  manhood,  and  attached  to 
it  the  importance  of  a  feature.  The  Egyptians,  on 
the  contrary,  sedulously,  for  the  most  part,  shaved 
the  hair  of  the  face  and  head,  and  compelled  their 
slaves  to  do  the  like.  Herodotus  (i.  3G)  mentions 
it  as  a  peculiarity  of  the  ICgyptians.  that  they  let 
the  beard  grow  in  mourning,  being  at  all  other 
times  shaved.  Hence  Joseph,  when  released  from 
prison,  "shaved  his  beard  "'  to  appear  tefore  Pha- 
raoh (Gen.  xli.  14).  It  was,  however,  the  practice 
among  the  Egyptians  to  wear  a  false  beard  made 
of  plaited  hair,  and  of  a  different  form  according 
to  the  rank  of  the  persons,  ])rivate  individuals  being 
represented  with  a  small  l^eard,  scarcely  two  inches 
long,  kings  with  one  of  considerable  length,  square 
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at  the  bottom,  and  gods  with  one  turning  up  at 
the  end  (^^'ilkinson,  Anc.  Egtjpt.  suppl.  plate  77, 
part  2).  The  enemies  of  the  l%yptians,  including 
probably  many  of  the  nations  of  Canaan,  Syria, 
and  Armenia,  Ac,  arc  represented  nearly  always 
bearded.  On  the  tomb  of  Beni  Hassan  is  repre- 
sented a  train  of  foreigners  with  asses  and  cattle, 
who  all  have  short  beards,  as  have  also  groups  of 
various  nations  on  another  monument. 


Beards.  Efoptian,  from  Wilkinson  (top  row).  Of 
other  nations  from  KoselUni  and  Layard  (.bottom 
row). 

l^yptians  of  low  caste  or  mean  condition  are 
represented  sometimes,  in  the  spirit  of  caricature, 
apparently  with  beards  of  slovenly  growth  (Wil- 
kinson, ii.  127).  In  the  Ninevite  monuments  is  a 
series  of  battle-views  from  the  capture  of  I-achish 
by  Sennacherib,  in  which  the  captives  have  beards 
very  like  some  of  those  in  the  Egyptian  monu- 
ments. 

There  is,  however,  an  appearance  of  convention- 
alism both  in  Egyptian  and  Assyrian  treatment  of 
the  hair  and  beard  on  monuments,  which  prevents 
our  accepting  it  as  characteristic.  Nor  is  it  possi- 
ble to  decide  with  certainty  the  meaning  of  the 
precept  (Lev.  xix.  27,  xxi.  5)  regarding  the  "cor- 
ners of  the  beard."  It  seems  to  imply  something 
in  which  the  cut  of  a  Jewish  beard  had  a  ceremo- 
nial difference  from  that  of  other  western  Asiatics; 
and  on  comparing  Herod,  iii.  8  with  Jer.  ix.  26, 
XXV.  23,  xlix.  32,  it  is  likely  that  the  Jews  retained 
the  hair  on  the  sides  of  the  face  between  the  ear 
and  eye  (Kp6Ta<j)0i),  which  the  Aral>s  and  others 
shaved  away.  Size  and  fullness  of  beard  are  said 
to  be  regarded,  at  the  present  day,  as  a  mark  of 
respectability  and  trustworthiness.  The  beard  is 
the  object  of  an  oath,  and  that  on  which  blessings 
or  shame  are  spoken  of  as  resting  (l)'Arvieux, 
Mmurs  et  Coiiiumes  des  Arabes).  The  custom 
was  and  is  to  shave  or  pluck  it  and  the  hair  out  in 
mouniing  (Is.  1.  6,  xv.  2;  Jer.  xli.  5,  xlviii.  37; 
Ezr.  ix.  3;  Ifer.  vi.  31  [or  Epist.  Jer.  31]);  to  n^- 
Iwt  it  in  seasons  of  permanent  affliction  (2  Sam. 
xix.  24),  and  to  regard  any  insult  to  it  as  the  last 
outrage  which  enmity  can  inflict.  Thus  David 
resented  the  treatment  of  his  ambassadors  by  Ha- 
mm  (2  Sam.  x.  4);  so  the  people  of  God  are  figu- 
ratively spoken  of  as  "beard"  or  "hair"  which 
!'.e  will  shave  with  "  the  razor,  the  king  of  Assyria  " 
1,1s.  vii.  20).  The  beard  was  the  olyect  of  saluta- 
tion, and  under  this  show  of  friendly  reverence 


o  'Mr.  Tristram  not  only  found  "the  tracks  of  his  surprise  "a  brown  Syrian  bear  clumsily  but  rap- 
bears  "  in  the  snow,  on  the  sides  of  Hermon  (Land  of  I  idly  clamber  down  the  rocks  and  cross  the  ravine"  (p. 
Israel,  p.  607),  but  even  in  Wad;/  Hamam  (nee  Beth-   447).  H. 

ASBEL),  on  tiie  vtest  side  of  the  lake  of  Galilee,  saw  to 
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Joab  beguUed  Amasa  (2  Sam.  xx.  9).  The  dress- 
in",  trimming,  anointing,  &c.  of  the  beard,  was 
perfonned  with  much  ceremony  by  persons  of 
wealth  and  rank  (Ps.  exxxiii.  2).  The  removal  of 
the  beard  was  a  part  of  the  ceremonial  treatment 
proper  to  a  leper  "(Lev.  xiv.  9).  There  is  no  evi- 
dence that  the  Jews  compelled  their  slaves  to  wear 
beards  otherwise  than  they  wore  their  own;  al- 
though the  Romans,  when  they  adopted  the  fash- 
ion of  shaving,  compelled  their  slaves  to  cherish 
their  hair  and  beard,  and  let  them  shave  when 
manumitted  (Liv.  xxxiv.  52,  xlv.  44).        H.  H. 

BEAST.  The  representative  in  the  A.  V.  of 
the  following  Hebrew  words:  Han?,  "1^27?, 
^"J^  i^T^,  Chald.). 

1.  Behemdh  (1!2n2 : «  ret  TfTpdiroSa,  ret 
KT^ivri  Tct  Orjpia'  jumentum,  bestia,  anunantia, 
pecus:  "beast,"  "cattle,"  A.  V.),  which  is  the 
general  name  for  "  domestic  cattle  '•'  of  any  kind, 
b  used  also  to  denot«  "  any  large  quadruped,"  as 
opposed  to  fowls  and  creeping  things  (Gen.  vji.  2, 
vi.  7,  20;  Ex.  ix.  25;  Uv.  xi.  2;  1  K.  iv.  3-3; 
Prov.  XXX.  30,  &c.);  or  for  "beasts  of  burden," 
horses,  mules,  etc.,  as  in  1  K.  xviii.  5,  Neh.  ii.  12, 
14,  etc. ;  or  the  word  may  denote  "wild  beasts," 
as  in  Deut.  xxxii.  24,  Hab.  ii.  17,  1  Sam.  xvii.  44. 
[Behemoth,  note ;  Ox.] 

2.  Be'ir  (T^VS;  rk  (popfia,  to,  Kr^fivr)'-  ju- 
mentum: "beast,"  "cattle")  is  used  either  col- 
lectively of  "all  kinds  of  cattle,"  like  the  Latin 
pecus  (Ex.  xxii.  4;  Num.  xx.  4,  8,  11;  Ps.  Ixxviii. 
48),  or  specially  of  "  beasts  of  burden  "  (Gen.  xlv. 
17).     This  word  has  a  more  limited  sense  than  the 

preceding,  and  is  derived  from  a  root,  "^ V2,  "  to 
pasture." 

3.  Chayydh  \T\^T^  :  driplov,  (uou,  d'fip,  Terpd- 
irovs,  KTTJvos,  kpireTiv,  0T)pid\wTos,  fipwT6s' 
fera,  animantui,  animal:  "beast,"  "wild  beast." 
This  word,  which  is  the  feminine  of  the  adjective 

''H,  "living,"  is  used  to  denote  any  animal.  It 
is,  however,  very  frequently  used  specially  of  "  wild 
beast,"  when  the  meaning  is  often  more  fully  ex- 
pressed by  the  addition  of  the  word  n7.l^n  (kns- 
sddth,  wild  beast),  "of  the  field  "  (Ex.  xxiii.  11; 
Lev.  xxvi.  22 ;  Deut.  vii.  22 ;  Hos.  ii.  14,  xiii.  8 ; 
Jar.  xii.  9,  &c.).    Similar  is  the  use  of  the  Chaldee 

SrH  {cheyvd).<>  W.  H. 

BE'BAI  [2  syl.]  (^32  [Pehlevi,  fatherly]: 
[In  Ezr.,]  BojSat,  [Vat.  Ba$(i,  Alex.  Ba^ot;  in 
Neh.,]  Btj^i,  Be^oi,  [etc.;  in  1  Esdr.  Brj/3oi, 
Zebes:]  Bcbai). 

1.  "  Sons  of  Bebai,"  623  (Neh.  628)  in  number, 
returned  from  Babylon  with  Zerubbabel  (Ezr.  ii. 
11;  Neh.  vii.  16;  1  Esdr.  v.  13),  and  at  a  later 
period  twent3'-eight  more,  under  Zechariah  the  son 
of  Bebai,  returned  with  Ezra  (Ezr.  viii.  11).  Four 
of  this  family  had  taken  foreign  wives  (Ezr.  x.  28 ; 
1  Esdr.  ix.  29).  The  name  occurs  also  among  those 
who  sealed  the  covenant  (Neh.  x.  15).     [Babi.] 
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2.  (Baj8i  [Vat.  Alex.  BajSet]-)  Father  of  Zecha- 
riah, who  was  the  leader  of  the  twenty-eight  men 
of  his  tribe  mentioned  above  (Ezr.  nii.  11). 

BE'BAI  [2  syl.]  (Alex.  [Comp.  Aid.]  B7j/3at; 
[Sin.  A/36\j8oj/i;]  V"at.  omits;  Vulg.  omits), a  place 
named  only  in  Jud.  xv.  4.  It  is  possibly  a  mere 
repetition  of  the  name  Chobai  occuiTing  next  to  it. 

BE'CHER  055 :  [in  Gen.]  Boxip,  [Alex. 
XojScop;  in  Num.,  Comp.  B€X*'p>  ^^^  others  omit; 
in  1  Chr.,  Baxi'pj  ^^^'^-  Boxop,  Vat.  A/3ox«i  in 
ver.  8,  in  ver.  6  omits :]  Bechor,  [in  Num.  Becker :] 
Jirst-born,  but  according  to  Geseu.  a  young  camel, 
which  Simonis  also  hints  at,  Onom.  p.  399).  ^ 

1.  The  second  son  of  Benjamin,  according  to  the 
list  both  in  Gen.  xlvi.  21,  and  1  Chr.  vii.  6 ;  but 
omitted  in  the  list  of  the  sons  of  Benjamin  in  1 
Chr.  viii.  1,  as  the  text  now  stands.  No  one,  how- 
ever, can  look  at  the  Hebrew  text  of  1  Chr.  viii.  1, 

without  at  least  suspecting  that  1~n32,  his  Jiist- 

bom,  is  a  corruption  of  ipSj  Becker,  and  that 

the  suflSx  T  is  a  corruption  of  "?,  and  belongs  to 

the  following  72tt.'S,  so  that  the  genuine  sense 
in  that  case  would  be,  Benjamin  begat  Bela,  Becker, 
and  Askbel,  in  exact  agreement  with  Gen.  xlvi.  21. 
The  enumeration,  the  second,  the  third,  etc.,  must 
then  have  been  added  since  the  coiTuption  of  the 
text.  There  is,  however,  another  view  which  may 
be  taken,  namely,  that  1  Chr.  viii.  1  is  right,  and 

that  in  Gen.  xlvi.  21  and  1  Chr.  viii.  8,  "12?)  ^  a 

proper  name,  is  a  corruption  of  "^23,  first-bom, 
and  so  that  Benjamin  had  no  son  of  the  name  of 
Becher.  In  favor  of  this  view  it  may  be  said  that 
the  position  of  Becher,  immediately  following  Bela 
the  first-born  in  both  passages,  is  just  the  position 
it  would  be  in  if  it  meant  "  first-bom;  "  that  Be- 
cker is  a  singular  name  to  give  to  a  second  son; 
and  that  the  discrepance  between  Gen.  xlvi.  21, 
where  Askbel  is  the  third  son,  and  1  Chr.  ^iii.  1, 
where  he  is  expressly  called  the  second,  and  the 
omission  of  Ashbel  in  1  Chr.  vii.  6,  would  all  be 

accounted  for  on  the  supposition  of  "1^2  having 
been  accidentally  taken  for  a  proper  name,  instead 
of  in  the  sense  of  "  first-born."  It  may  be  added 
further  that  in  1  Chr.  viii.  38,  the  same  confusion 
has  arisen  in  the  case  of  the  sons  of  Azel,  of  whom 
the  second  is  in  the  A.  V.  called  Bocheru,  in  He- 
brew ^"^22,  but  which  in  the  LXX.  is  rendered 
TrpatrSroKos  avrov,  and  another  name,  A<ra,  added 
to  make  up  the  six  sons  of  Azel.  And  that  the 
LXX.  are  right  in  their  rendering  is  made  highly 
probable  by  the  very  same  form  being  repeated  in 
ver.  39,  "  and  the  sons  of  Eshek  kis  brother  were 

Ulam  kis  frst-born,  1~)^D2,  Jekush  ike  second," 
&c.  The  support  tflo  which  Becher  as  a  proper 
name  derives  from  the  occurrence  of  the  same  name 
in  Num.  xxvi.  35,  is  somewhat  weakened  by  the 
feet  that  Bered  (BopoS,  LXX.)  is  substituted  for 
Becher  in  1  Chr.  vii.  20,  and  that  it  is  omitted 


II 


o  From  the  unused  root  £3712.  "  to  be  dumb." 
-  t' 

6  The  word  Q"**!?  is  translated  by  the  A.  V.  "  wild 

beasts  of  the  desert "  in  Is.  xiii.  21,  xxxiy.  14 ;  Jer.  1. 

39.     The  root  is  n^!J,   "to  be  dry ; »   whence  "*2, 


"  a  desert ;  "  D'**^?  =  "  any  dwellers  in  a  dry  or 
desert  region,"  jackals,  hyenas,  &c.  Bochart  is  wrong 
in  limiting  the  word  to  nean  "  wUd  cats  "  {Hieroz.  ii^ 
206). 
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altogether  in  the  LXX.  version  of  Num.  xxvi.  35. 
Moreover,  which  is  jjerhaps  the  strongest  argument 
of  all,  in  the  enumeration  of  the  Benjamite  families 
in  Num.  xxvi.  38,  there  is  no  mention  of  Ilecher 
or  the  Bachrites,  but  Ashbel  and  the  AshbeUtes 
immediately  follow  Bela  and  the  Belaites.  Not- 
withstanding, however,  all  this,  the  first  supposition 
was,  it  can  scarcely  be  doubte<l,  substantially  the 
true  one.  I>echer  was  one  of  Benjamin's  three  sons, 
Bela,  Becher,  Ashbel,  and  came  down  to  Egypt  with 
Jacob,  being  one  of  the  fourteen  descendants  of 
Rachel  who  settled  in  Egj'pt,  namely,  Joseph  and 
his  two  sons  JIanasseh  and  Ephraim,  Benjamin  and 
his  three  sons  above  named,  Gera,  Naaman,  Elii 

("TIW,  alias  QT^nS,  Ahiram,  Num.  xxvi.  38,  and 

n"I!nS,   Aharah,    1    Chr.    viii.    1,   and 


nhnS  and  n*nS,    ver.   4   and   7),  and   Ard 

("71^,  but  in  1  Chr.  viii.  3,  ~1"5S,  Addar),  the 
sons  of  Bela,  Jlupi^m  (otherwise  Shuppim,  and 
Shephuphan,  1  Chr.  vii.  12,  15,  viii.  5 ;  but  Shu- 
pham.  Num.  xxvi.  39)  and  Huppim  (Huram,  1 
Chr.  viii.  5,  but  Hupham,  Num.  xxvi.  39),  appar- 
ently the  sons  of  Ahiram  or  Ehi  (Aher,  1  Chr.  vii. 
12),  and  Rosh,  of  whom  we  can  give  no  account, 
as  there  is  no  name  the  least  like  it  in  the  parallel 

passages,  unless  perchance  it  be  for  Joash  (t'"i  i  ), 
a  son  of  Becher,  1  Chr.  vii.  8."  And  so,  it  is  wor- 
thy of  observation,  the  LXX.  render  the  passage, 
only  that  they  make  Ard  the  son  of  Gera,  great- 
grandson  therefore  to  Benjamin,  and  make  ail  the 
others  sons  of  Bela.  As  regards  the  posterity  of 
Becher,  we  have  already  noticed  the  singular  fact 
of  there  being  no  family  named  after  him  at  the 
numbering  of  the  Israelites  in  the  plains  of  Moab, 
as  related  in  Num.  xxvi.  But  the  no  less  singular 
circumstance  of  there  being  a  Becher,  and  a  family 
of  Bachrites,  among  the  sons  of  Ephraim  (ver.  35), 
seems  to  supply  the  true  explanation.  The  slaugh- 
ter of  the  sons  of  Ephraim  by  the  men  of  Gath, 
who  came  to  steal  their  cattle  out  of  the  knd  of 
Goshen,  in  that  border  affray  related  in  1  Chr.  vii. 
21,  had  sadly  thinned  the  house  of  Ephraim  of  its 
males.  The  daughters  of  Ephraim  must  therefore 
have  sought  husbands  in  other  tribes,  and  in  many 
cases  must  have  been  heiresses.  It  is  therefore 
highly  probable  that  Becher,*  or  his  heir  and  head 
of  his  house,  married  an  Ephraimitish  heiress,  a 
daughter  of  Shuthelah  (1  Chr.  ni.  20,  21),  and  so 
that  his  house  was  reckoned  in  the  tribe  of  Ephra- 
im, just  as  Jair,  the  son  of  Segub,  was  reckoned  in 
the  tribe  of  Manasseh  (1  Chr.  ii.  22;  Num.  xxxii. 
40,  41).  The  time  when  Becher  first  appears 
among  the -^^phrainiites,  namely,  just  before  the  en- 
tering into  the  promised  land,  when  the  people  were 
numbered  by  genealogies  for  the  express  purpose  of 
dividing  the  inheritance  equitably  among  the  tribes, 
is  evidently  highly  favorable  to  this  view.  (See 
Num.  xxvi.  52-56,  xxvii.).  The  junior  branches 
of  Becher's  family  would  of  course  continue  in  the 
tribe  of  Benjamin.  Their  names,  as  given  in  1 
Chr.  vii.  8,  were  Zemira,  Joash,  Eliezer,  ElioiJnai, 
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Omri,  Jerimoth,  and  Abiah;  other  branches  pos- 
sessed the  fields  round  Anathoth  and  Alameth, 
called  Alemeth  vi.  60,  and  Ahnon  Josh.  xxi.  18. 
Which  of  the  above  were  Becher's  own  sons,  and. 
which  were  grandsons,  or  more  remote  descendants, 
is  perhaps  impossible  to  determine.  But  the  most 
important  of  them,  as  being  ancestor  to  king  Saul, 
and  his  great  captain  Abner  (2  Sam.  iii.  37),  the" 
last-named  Abiah,  was,  it  seems,  literally  Becher's 
son.  The  generations  appear  to  have  been  as  fol- 
lows: Becher  —  Abiah  (Aphiah,  1  Sam.  ix.  1)  — 
Bechorath*^  —  Zeror  —  Abiel  (Jehiel,  1  Chr.  ix.  35) 
—  Ner  —  Kish  —  Saul.  Abner  was  another  son 
of  Xer,  brother  therefore  to  Kish,  and  uncle  to 
Saul.  Abiel  or  Jehiel  seems  to  have  been  the  first 
of  .his  house  who  settled  at  Gibeon  or  Gibeali  (1 
Chr.  viii.  29,  ix.  35),  which''  perhaps  he  acquired 
by  his  marriage  with  Maachah,  and  which  became 
thenceforth  the  seat  of  his  family,  and  was  called 
afterwards  Gibeah  of  Saul  (1  Sam.  xi.  4;  Is.  x.  29). 
From  1  Chr.  viii.  6  it  would  seem  that  before  this 
Gibeon  or  Geba  had  been  possessed  by  the  sons  of 
Ehud  (called  Abihud  ver.  3)  and  other  sons  of  Bela. 
But  the  text  appears  to  be  very  corrupt. 

Another  remarkable  descendant  of  Becher  was 
Sheba  the  son  of  Bichri,  a  Benjamite,  who  headed 
the  formidable  rebellion  against  David  described  in 
2  Sam.  XX. ;  and  another,  probably,  Shimei  the  son 
of  Gera  of  Bahurim,  who  cursed  David  as  he  fled 
from  Absalom  (2  Sam.  xvi.  5),  since  he  is  said  to 
be  "a  man  of  the  family  of  the  house  of  Saul." 
But  if  so,  Gera  must  be  a  different  person  from  the 
Gera  of  Gen.  xlvi.  21  and  1  Chr.  viii.  3.     Perhaps 

therefore  nnEliptt  is  used  in  the  wider  sense  of 
tribe,  as  Josh.  vii.  17,  and  so  the  passage  may  only 
mean  that  Shimei  was  a  Benjamite.  In  this  case 
he  would  be  a  descendant  of  Bela. 

From  what  has  been  said  above  it  will  be  seen 
how  important  it  is,  with  a  view  of  reconciling  ap- 
parent discrepancies,  to  bear  in  mind  the  diflerent 
times  when  diflferent  pa.ssages  were  written,  as  weD 
as  the  principle  of  the  genealogical  divisions  of  the 
families.  Thus  in  the  case  before  us  we  have  the 
tribe  of  Benjamin  described  (1.)  as  it  was  about  the 
time  when  Jacob  went  down  into  Egypt;  (2.)  as  it 
was  just  before  the  entrance  into  Canaan;  (3.)  as  it 
was  in  the  days  of  David:  and  (4.)  as  it  was  eleven 
generations  after  Jonathan  and  David,  /.  e.  in  Heze- 
kiah's  reign.  It  is  obvious  how  in  these  later  times 
many  new  heads  of  houses,  called  sons  of  Benjamin, 
would  have  sprung  up,  while  older  ones,  by  failure 
of  lines,  or  translation  into  other  tribes,  would  hav« 
disappeared.  Even  the  non-appearance  of  Becher 
in  1  (Jhr.  viii.  1  may  be  accounted  for  on  this  prin- 
ciple, without  the  necessity  for  altering  the  text. 

2.  Son  of  Ephraim,  Num.  xxvi.  35,  called  Bered 
1  Chr.  vii.  20.     Same  as  the  preceding. 

A.  C.  H. 

BECHO'RATH  (n"l^32  [frst-bmm] :  Ba- 
xlp  [Vat.  -x<ip];  Alex.  h(xo>pae-  Bechorath), 
son  of  Aphiah,  or  Abiah,  and  grandson  of  Becher, 
according  to  1  Sam.  ix.  1;  1  Chr.  vii.  8.  [Be- 
CHF.K.]  A.  C.  H. 


a  We  are  more  inclined  to  think  ft  is  a  corruption 
of  D"1,  or  CS"^,  and  belong*  to  the  preceding 
>nN,  Ehl,  M  AMram  to  cert^nly  the  right  name, 
ax  appears  by  Num.  xxvi.  38 

6  This  view  suggesta  the  poMlblllty  of  Becher  being 


really  the  first-bom  of  Benjamin,  but  having  forfeited 
his  birthright  for  the  sake  of  the  Ephraimitish  inher- 
itance. 

c  It  to  poRsible  that  Bechorath  may  be  the  same 
person  as  Becher,  and  that  the  order  has  been  acci- 
dentally inverted. 

d  Comp.  1  Clir.  tU.  14,  viU.  5,  6,  29,  ix.  85. 


BECTILETH 

BECTILETH,  the  plain  of  (rh  irtSioy 
BaiKTi\aid  [Vat.  -ret-];  Alex.  Bf KT€\e0,  [and  so 
Sin.ca;  Sin.i  Ba«T0i;Ata] :  Sjt.  J^s^^a-VQ  JLxCS 

=  house  of  slaughter),  mentioned  in  Jud.  ii.  21, 
as  lying  between  Nineveh  and  Cilicia.  The  name 
has  been  compared  with  BaKraioKKd,  a  town  of 
SjTia  named  by  Ptolemy ;  BactiaU  in  the  Peutin- 
ger  Tables,  which  place  it  21  miles  from  Antioch. 
The  most  important  plain  in  this  direction  is  the 
Bekaa,  or  valley  hing  between  the  two  chains  of 
Lebanon.  And  it  is  possible  that  Bectileth  is  a 
corruption  of  that  well-known  name:  if  indeed  it 
be  a  historical  word  at  all.  G. 

BED  and  BED-CHAMBER.  We  may  dis- 
tinguish in  the  Jewish  bed  five  principal  parts :  — 
(1.)  the  substratum;  (2.)  the  covering;  (3.)  the 
pillow :  (-1. )  the  bedstgad  or  analogous  support  for 
1.;   (5.)  the  ornamental  portions. 


BED  AD 
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clined  at  a  banquet  (Esth.  i.  6).  Thus  it  seems 
the  comprehensive  and  generic  term.     The  proper 

word  for  a  bedstead  appears  to  be  ^"^V,  used 
Deut.  iii.  11,  to  describe  that  on  which  lay  the 
giant  Og,  whose  vast  bulk  and  weight  required  one 
of  iron. 


Beds      flrom  Fellows,  Ava  Miner  ) 

1.  This  substantive  portion  of  the  bed  was  lim- 
ited to  a  mere  mat,  or  one  or  more  quilts. 

2.  A  quilt  finer  than  those  used  in  1.  In  sum- 
mer a  thin  blanket  or  the  outer  garment  worn  by 
day  (1  Sam.  xix.  13)  sufficed.  This  latter,  in  the 
case  of  a  poor  person,  often  formed  both  1.  and  2. 
and  that  without  a  bedstead.  Hence  the  law  pro- 
vided that  it  should  not  be  kept  in  pledge  after 
sunset,  that  the  poor  man  might  not  lack  his  need- 
ful covering  (Deut.  xxiv.  13). 

3.  The  only  material  mentioned  for  this,  is  that 
which  occurs  1  Sam.  xix.  13,  and  the  word  used  is 
of  doubtful  meaning,  but  seems  to  signify  some 
fabric  woven  or  plaited  of  goat's  hair.  It  is  clear, 
however,  that  it  was  something  hastily  adopted  to 
serve  as  a  pillow,  and  is  not  decisive  of  the  ordi 
nary  use.  In  Ez.  xiii.  18  occurs  the  word  HD'^ 
{irpo(rKe<pdKaiov,  LXX.),  which  seems  to  be  the 
proper  term.  Such  pillows  are  common  to  this 
day  in  the  East,  formed  of  sheep's  fleece  or  goat's 
skin,  with  a  stuffing  of  cotton,  &c.  We  read  of  a 
"pillow"  [rower's  cushion;  see  Ship,  13.]  also,  in 
the  boat  in  which  our  Lord  lay  asleep  (Mark  iv. 
38)  as  he  crossed  the  lake.  The  block  of  stone 
such  as  Jacob  used,  covered  perhaps  with  a  gar- 
ment, was  not  unusual  among  the  poorer  folk,  shep- 
herds, &c. 

4.  The  bedstead  was  not  always  necessary,  the 
divan,  or  platform  along  the  side  or  end  of  an  Ori- 
ental room,  sufficing  as  a  support  for  the  bedding. 
^  preceding  cut.)  Yet  some  slight  and  portable 
frame  seems  impUed  among  the  senses  of  the  word 
i^^^,  which  is  used  for  a  "bier"  (2  Sam.  iii. 
31),  and  for  the  ordinary  bed  (2  K.  iv.  10),  for  the 
litter  on  which  a  sick  person  might  be  carried  (1 
Sam.  xix.  15),  for  Jacob's  bed  of  sickness  (Gen. 
"vn.  31),  and  for  the  couch  on  which  guests  re- 


Bed  and  Head-rest.  (Wilkinson,  Ancient  Egyptians.) 
5.  The  ornamental  portions,  and  those  which 
luxury  added,  were  pillars  and  a  canopy  (Jud.  xiii. 
9);  ivory  carvings,  gold  and  silver  (.Joseph.  Ant. 
sii.  21,  14),  and  probably  mosaic  work,  purple  and 
fine  linen,  are  'also  mentioned  as  constituting  parts 
of  beds  (I'lsth.  i.  6 ;  Cant.  iii.  9, 10)  where  the  word 

^V'HGN,  LXX.  </)op€?oj/,  seems  to  mean  "a  litter" 
(Prov.  vii.  16,  17;  Amos  vi.  4).  So  also  are  per- 
fumes. 

There  is  but  little  distinction  of  the  bed  from 
sitting  furniture  among  the  Orientals,  the  same  ar- 
ticle being  used  for  nightly  rest,  and  during  the 
day.  This  appUes  both  to  the  divan  and  bedstead 
in  all  its  forms,  except  perhaps  the  litter.     There 

was  also  a  garden-watcher's  bed,  713^70,  ren- 
dered variously  in  the  A.  V.  "cottage"  and  "lodge," 
which  seems  to  have  been  slung  like  a  hammock, 
perhaps  from  the  trees  (Is.  i.  8,  xxiv.  20). 

Josephus  {Ant.  xii.  4,  11)  mentions  the  bed- 
chambers in  the  Arabian  palace  of  Hyrcanus. 


Pillow  or  Head-rest.  (Wilkinson,  Ancient  Egyptians.) 
The  ordinary  furniture  of  a  bed-chamber  in  pri- 
vate life  is  gi\en  in  2  K.  iv.  10.  The  "  bed-cham- 
ber "  in  the  temple  where  Joash  was  hidden,  was, 
as  Calmet  suggests  (Diet,  of  Bib.,  art.  Beds), 
probably  a  store-chamber  for  keeping  beds,  not  a 
liiere  bedroom,  and  thus  better  adapted  to  con- 
ceal the  ftigitives  (2  K.  xi.  2;  2  Chr.  xxii.  IL 

mtflSn  "l^n  "  chamber  of  beds,"  not  the  usual 

2Stt7p  *^^D  "chamber  of  reclining,"  'Ex.  viii. 
3  and  passim). 

The  position  of  the  bed-chamber  in  the  most  re- 
mote and  secret  parts  of  the  palace  seems  marked 
in  the  passages  Ex.  viii.  3 ;  2  K.  vi.  12.     H.  H. 

BET) AD  (TI3  [separatiwi]:  BapdS;  [Comp. 
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BaSiS :]  Badad),  the  father  of  one  of  the  kings  of 
Edoni,  "Hadad  ben-Bedad "  (Gen.  xxivi.  35;  1 
Chr.  i.  46). 

*  BEDA'IAH  (3  syl.),  Ezr.  x.  35.     [Bede- 

lAH.] 

BEDAN  (]72  [servile,  Ges.]  :  [BapdK :] 
Badan).  1.  Mentioned  1  Sam.  xii.  11,  as  a  Judge 
of  Israel  between  Jerubbaal  (Gideon)  and  Jephthah. 
As  no  such  name  occurs  in  the  book  of  Judges, 
various  conjectures  have  been  formed  as  to  the  per- 
son meant,  most  of  which  are  discussed  in  Pole 
{Synopsis,  in  loc.).  Some  maintain  him  to  be  the 
Jair  mentioned  m  Judg.  x.  3,  who,  it  must  then 
be  supposed,  was  also  called  Bedan  to  distinguish 
him  from  the  older  Jair,  son  of  Manasseh  (Num. 
xxxii.  41),  a  Bedan  being  actually  named  among 
the  descendants  of  Manasseh  in  1  Chr.  vii.  17. 
The  Chaldee  Paraphrast  reads  Samson  for  Bedan 
in  1  Sam.  xii.  11,  and  many  suppose  Bedan  to  be 
another  name  for  Samson,  either  a  contraction  of 
Ben-Dan  (the  son  of  Dan  or  Danite),  or  else  mean- 
ing in  or  into  Dan  (2)  with  a  reference  to  Judg. 
xiii.  25.  Neither  explanation  of  the  word  is  very 
probable,  or  defended  by  any  analogy,  and  the  order 
of  the  names  does  not  agree  with  the  supposition 
that  Bedan  is  Samson,  so  that  there  is  no  real  ar- 
gument for  it  except  the  authority  of  the  Para- 
phrast. The  LXX.,  Syr.,  and  Arab,  all  have 
Barak,  a  very  probable  correction  except  for  the 
order  of  the  names.  Ewald  suggests  that  it  may 
be  a  false  reading  for  Abdon.  After  all,  as  it  is 
clear  that  the  book  of  Judges  is  not  a  complete 
record  of  the  period  of  which  it  treats,  it  is  possible 
that  Bedan  was  one  of  the  Judges  whose  names 
are  not  preserved  in  it,  and  so  may  perhaps  be  com- 
pared with  the  Jael  of  Judg.  v.  6,  who  was  prob- 
ably also  a  Judge,  though  we  know  nothing  about 
the  subject  except  from  Deborah's  song.  The  only 
objection  to  this  view  is,  that  as  Bedan  is  mentioned 
with  Gideon,  Jephthah,  and  Samuel,  he  would  seem 
to  have  been  an  important  Judge,  and  therefore  not 
likely  to  be  omitted  in  the  history.  The  same  ob- 
jection appUes  in  some  degree  to  the  views  which 
identify  him  with  Abdon  or  Jair,  who  are  but  cur- 
sorily mentioned.  G.  £»  L.  C. 

2.  (BaSdfj.;  [Vat.  (OvXafj.)  i8a5a/u;]  Alex.  Bo- 
Sav.)  Son  of  Ulam,  the  son  of  Gilead  (1  Chr. 
vu.  17).  W.  A.  W. 

BEDE'IAH  [3  syl.]  (nnS  [se7i'ant  of  Je- 
hovah]: BaSaia;  [Vat.  Bopoio:]  Badaias),  one 
of  the  sons  of  Bani,  in  the  time  of  Ezra,  who  had 
taken  a  foreign  wife  (Ezr.  x.  35).  [The  A.  V.  ed. 
1611,  etc.,  raids  Bedaiah.] 

BEE  (rT"l"12^,<»  deborah:  fiixiaaa,  fifXiff- 
ediv:  apis).  Mention  of  this  insect  occurs  in 
Deut.  i.  44,  "  The  Amorites  which  dwelt  in  that 
mountain  came  out  against  you,  and  chased  you  as 
bees  do;  "  in  Judg.  xiv.  8,  "  There  was  a  swarm  of 
bees  and  honey  in  the  carcase  of  the  lion;  "  in  Ps. 
cxviii.  12,  "  They  compassed  me  about  like  bees;" 
and  in  Is.  vii.  18,  "  It  shall  come  to  pass  in  that 
day  that  the  I»rd  shall  hiss  for  the  fly  that  is  in 
the  uttermost  parts  of  the  rivers  of  Egj-pt,  and  for 


BEE 

the  bee  that  is  in  the  land  of  Assyria."  That  Pal- 
estine abounded  in  bees  is  evident  from  the  descrip- 
tion of  that  land  by  Moses,  for  it  was  a  land  "  flow- 
ing with  milk  and  honey;  "  nor  is  there  any  reason 
for  supposing  that  this  expression  is  to  be  understood 
otherwise  than  in  its  literal  sense.  Modern  trav- 
ellers occasionally  allude  to  the  bees  of  Palestine. 
Dr.  Thomson  (Land  and  Book,  p.  299)  speaks  of  . 
immense  swarms  of  bees  which  made  their  home 
in  a  gigantic  cliflf  of  Wady  Kum.  "  The  people 
of  M'aUa,  several  years  ago,"  he  says,  "  let  a  man 
down  the  face  of  the  rock  by  ropes.  He  was  en- 
tirely protected  from  the  assaults  of  the  bees,  and 
extracted  a  large  amount  of  honey ;  but  he  was  so 
temfied  by  the  prodigious  swarms  of  bees  that  he 
could  not  be  induced  to  repeat  the  exploit."  This 
forcibly  illustrates  Deut.  xxxii.  13,  and  Ps.  bcxxi. 
16,  as  to  "honey  out  of  the  stony  rock,"  and  the 
two  passages  out  of  the  Psalms  and  Judges  quoted 
above,  as  to  the  fearful  nature  of  the  attacks  of 
these  insects  when  irritated. 

INIaundrell  (Trav.  p.  66)  says  that  in  passing 
through  Samaria  he  perceived  a  strong  smell  of 
honey  and  of  wax ;  and  that  when  he  was  a  mile 
from  the  Dead  Sea  he  saw  bees  busy  among  the 
flowers  of  some  kind  of  saline  plant.  Mariti  ( Trnv. 
iii.  139)  assures  us  that  bees  are  found  in  great 
multitudes  amongst  the  hills  of  Palestine,  and  that 
they  collect  their  honey  in  the  hollows  of  trees  and 
in  clefts  of  rocks;  (comp.  Land  and  Bool;  p.  566). 
That  bees  are  reared  with  great  success  in  Pales- 
tine, we  have  the  authority  of  Hasselquist  ( Trav. 
p.  2-36)  and  Dr.  Thomson  (ib.  p.  253)  to  show. 

English  naturalists,  however,  appear  to  know  but 
little  of  the  species  of  bees  that  are  found  in  Pal- 
estine. Dr.  Kitto  says  (Pliys.  H.  Pal.  p.  421) 
there  are  two  species  of  bees  found  in  tliat  country, 
Apis  kmyicoi'nis,  and  Apis  mellijicn.  A.  lonyi- 
cornis,  however,  which  =  Eucern  longicor.,  is  a 
European  species;  and  though  Klug  and  Ehren- 
berg,  in  the  Symboloe  Fhysicce,  enumerate  many 
Syrian  species,  and  amongst  them  some  species  of 
the  genus  Eucera,  yet  E.  lonyicm:  is  not  found  in 
their  list.  Mr.  F.  Smith,  our  best  authority  on  the 
Hymenoptera,  is  inclined  to  believe  that  the  honey- 
liee  of  Palestine  is  distinct  from  the  honey-bee  (A. 
mellijicn)  of  this  country.  And  when  it  is  remem- 
bered that  the  last-named  writer  has  described  as 
many  as  seventeen  species  of  true  honey-bees  (the 
genus  Apis),  it  is  very  probable  that  the  species  of 
our  own  country  and  of  Palestine  are  distinct. 
There  can  be  no  doubt  that  the  attacks  of  bees  in 
Eastern  countries  are  more  to  be  dreaded  than  they 
are  in  more  temperate  climates.  Swarms  in  the 
East  are  far  larger  than  they  are  with  us,  and,  on 
account  of  the  heat  of  the  climate,  one  can  readily 
imagine  that  their  stings  must  give  rise  to  very 
dangerous  symptoms.  It  would  be  easy  to  quote 
from  Aristotle,  ^Elian,  and  Pliny,  in  proof  of  what 
has  been  stated;  but  let  the  reader  consult  Mungo 
Park's  Trnrtls  (ii.  37,  38)  as  to  the  incident  which 
occurred  at  a  spot  he  named  "Bees'  Creek"  from 
the  circumstance.  Compare  also  Oedmann  (  Ver- 
misch.  Snmml.  pt.  vi.  c.  20).  We  can  well,  there- 
fore, understand  the  full  force  of  the  Psahiiist's 
complaint,  "  They  came  about  me  like  bees."  * 


o  From  ^2^,  ordineduxit;  eoi'gtt  (examen).   Ges. 
-  t' 
Thes.  8.  T. 

ft  It  Ig  very  curious  to  observe  that  in  the  passage 
of  Deut.  1.  44,  the  S.rriac  version,  tlie  Targum  of  On- 
Selos,  and  an  Arabic  MS.,  read,  "  Chased  j  ou  as  bees 


that  are  smelted ;  "  showing  how  ancient  the  custom  is 
of  talcing  bees'  nests  by  means  of  smoke.  Constant 
allusion  is  made  to  this  practice  in  classical  authors. 
Wasps'  nests  were  taken  in  the  same  way.  See  Bo- 
chart  {Hieroz.  iii.  360). 


BEE 

The  passage  about  the  swami  of  bees  and  honey 
in  the  lion's  carcase  (Judg.  xiv.  8)  admits  of  easy 
explanation.  The  lion  which  Samson  slew  had 
be^n  dead  some  little  time  before  the  bees  had  taken 
up  their  abode  in  the  carcase,  for  it  is  expressly 
stated  that  "  after  a  time,"  Samson  returned  and 
saw  the  bees  and  honey  in  the  Uon's  carcase,  so  that 
"  if,"'  as  Oedmann  has  well  observed,  "  any  one  here 
represents  to  himself  a  coirupt  and  putrid  carcase, 
the  occurrence  ceases  to  have  any  true  simihtude, 
for  it  is  well  known  that  in  these  countries  at  cer- 
tain seasons  of  the  year  the  heat  will  in  the  course 
of  twenty-four  hours  so  completely  dry  up  the  moist- 
ure of  dead  camels,  and  that  without  their  under- 
going decomposition,  that  tlieu'  bodies  long  remain, 
like  mummies,  unaltered  and  entirely  free  from 
oftensive  odor."  To  the  foregoing  quotation  we 
may  add  that  very  probably  the  ants  would  help 
to  consume  the  carcase,  and  leave  perhaps  in  a 
short  time  little  else  than  a  skeleton.  Herodotus 
(v.  114)  speaks  of  a  certain  Onesilus  who  had  been 
taken  prisoner  by  the  Amathusians  and  beheaded, 
and  wliose  head  having  been  suspended  over  the 
gates,  had  become  occupied  by  a  swarm  of  bees; 
compare  also  Aldrovandus  {Be  Insect,  i.  110).  Dr. 
Thomson  (L/ciul  ami  Book,  i).  5Gi))  mentions  this 
occurrence  of  a  swarm  of  bees  in  a  lion's  carcase  as 
an  extraordinary  thing,  and  makes  an  unhappy  con- 
jecture, that  perhaps  "  hornets,"  debabir  in  Arabic, 
are  intended,  "if  it  were  known,"  says  he,  "that 
they  manufactured  honey  enough  to  meet  the  de- 
mands of  the  story."  It  is  known,  however,  that 
hornets  do  not  make  honey,  nor  do  any  of  the 
family  Vespid<£,  with  the  exception,  as  far  as  has 
been  hitherto  observed,  of  the  Brazilian  Nectarina 
mellificii.  The  passage  in  Is.  vii.  18,  "the  Lord 
shall  hiss  for  the  bee  that  is  in  the  land  of  Assyria," 
has  been  understood  by  some  to  refer  to  the  prac- 
tice of  "  calling  out  the  bees  from  their  hives  by  a 
hissing  or  whistling  sound  to  their  labor  in  the 
fields,  and  summoning  them  again  to  return  "  in 
the  evening  (Harris,  Nat.  H.  of  Bible,  art.  Bee). 
Bochart  {Hieroz.  iii.  358)  quotes  from  Cyril,  who 
thus  explains  this  p;issage,  and  the  one  in  Is.  v.  26. 
Columella,  Pliny,  Julian,  Virgil,  are  all  cited  by 
Bochart  in  illustration  of  this  practice ;  see  numer- 
ous quotations  in  the  Hierozoicon.  Mr.  Denham 
(in  Ritto's  Cyc.  Bib.  Lit.  art.  Bee)  makes  the  fol- 
lowing remarks  on  this  subject :  —  "  Xo  one  has 
offered  any  proof  of  the  existence  of  such  a  cus- 
tom, and  the  idea  will  itself  seem  sufficiently  strange 
to  all  who  are  acquainted  with  the  habits  of  bees." 
That  the  custom  existed  amongst  the  ancients  of 
calling  swarms  to  their  hives,  must  be  familiar  to 
every  reader  of  Virgil, 

"  Tinnitugque  cie,  et  Martis  qoate  cymbala  circum," 

and  it  is  cmious  to  observe  that  this  practice  has 
continued  down  to  the  present  day.  Many  a  cot- 
tager believes  the  bees  will  more  readily  swarm  if 
he  beats  together  pieces  of  tin  or  iron.  As  to  the 
real  use  in  the  custom,  this  is  quite  another  matter; 
but  no  careful  entomologist  would  hastily  adopt 
any  opinion  concerning  it. 

In  all  probabihty  however,  the  expression  in 
Isaiah  has  reference,  as  Mr.  Denham  says,  "  to  the 
custom  of  the  people  in  the  East  of. calling  the  at- 
tention of  any  one  by  a  significant  hiss,  or  rather 
Ai«/." 

The  LXX.  has  the  following  eulogium  on  the 
bee  in  Prov.  vi.  8 :  "  Go  to  the  bee,  and  learn  how 
diligent  she  is,  and  what  a  noble  work  she  produces, 
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whose  labors  kings  and  private  men  use  for  their 
health;  she  is  desired  and  honored  by  aU,  and 
though  weak  in  strength,  yet  since  she  values  wis- 
dom, she  prevails."  This  passage  is  not  found  in 
any  Hebrew  copy  of  the  Scriptures :  it  exists,  how- 
ever in  the  ^Vrabic,  and  it  is  quoted  by  Origen, 
Clemens  Alexaudrinus,  Jerome,  and  other  ancient 
writers.     As  to  the  proper  name,  see  Deborah. 

The  bee  belongs  to  the  family  Ajndce,  of  the 
Ilymenopterous  order  of  insects.  W.  H. 

*  On  this  subject  of  bees  in  Palestine,  Mr.  Tris- 
tram furnishes  important  testimony  (Land  of 
Israel,  pp.  86,  87).  After  speaking  of  "  bee-keep- 
ing "  in  that  country,  carried  so  far  that  almost 
"  every  house  possesses  a  pile  of  bee-hives  in  its 
yard,"  he  adds  respecting  the  number  of  wild  bees 
as  follows :  "  The  innumerable  fissures  and  clefts 
of  the  limestone  rocks,  which  everywhere  fiank  the 
valleys,  afford  in  their  recesses  secure  shelter  for 
any  number  of  swarms,  and  many  of  the  Bedouin, 
particularly  in  the  wilderness  of  Judaea,  obtain 
their  subsistence  by  bee-hunting,  bringing  into  Je- 
rusalem jars  of  that  wild  honey  on  which  John  the 
Baptist  fed  in  the  wilderness  and  which  Jonathan 
had  long  before  unwittingly  tasted,  when  the  comb 
had  dropped  on  the  ground  from  the  hollow  of  the 
tree  in  which  it  was  suspended.  The  visitor  to  the 
Wady  Kurn,  when  he  sees  the  busy  multitudes  of 
bees  about  its  clefts,  cannot  but  recall  to  mind  the 
promise,  '  With  honey  out  of  the  stony  rock  would 

1  have  satisfied  thee.'  There  is  no  epithet  of  the 
land  of  promise  more  true  to  the  letter,  even  to  the 
present  day,  than  this,  that  it  was  '  a  land  flowing 
with  milk  and  honey.'  "  H. 

BEELFADA  CS?n:;^V2=ifcn<nCTi  by  Baal: 
'EAta5«;   [Vat.  FA.  BaA.€75a6 ;]  Alex.  BaAAjaSo: 

Bardiada),  one  of  David's  sons,  born  in  Jerusalem 
(1  Chr.  xiv.  7).  In  the  lists  in  Samuel  the  name 
is  Eliada,  EI  being  substituted  for  Baal. 

BEEL'SARUS  (BeeAo-cipoy :  Beetsuro),  1 
Esdr.  v.  8.     [BiLSHAN.] 

BEELTETH'MUS  {Bt4\r eBfMos;  Alex.  [Bar 
€\r(dij.os,]  BefKTfixced'-  Balthenius),  an  officer  of 
Artaxerxes  residing  in  Palestine  (1  Esdr.  ii.  16, 

25).  The  name  is  a  corruption  of  D37^  ^!?3 
=  lord  of  judgment,  A.  V.  "chancellor;  "  the  title 
of  Rehum,  the  name  immediately  before  it  (Ezr. 
iv.  8). 

BEEL'ZEBUL  (B«aC«/8oi5\:  Beelzebub),  the 
title  of  a  heathen  deity,  to  whom  the  Jews  ascribed 
the  sovereignty  of  the  evil  spirits  (Matt.  x.  25,  xii. 
24;  Mark  iii.  22;  Luke  xi.  15  IT.).  The  correct 
reading  is  without  doubt  Beelzebul,  and  not  Beel- 
zebitb  [A.  v.]  as  given  in  the  Syriac,  the  Vulg.,  and 
some  other  versions;  the  authority  of  the  MSS. 
is  decisive  in  favor  of  the  former,  the  alteration 
being  easily  accounted  for  by  a  comparison  with 

2  K.  i.  2,  to  which  reference  is  made  in  the  passages 
quoted.  [Baal,  p.  207,  No.  2.]  Two  questions 
present  themselves  in  connection  with  this  subject: 
(1.)  How  are  we  to  account  for  the  change  of  the 
final  letter  of  the  name?  (2.)  On  what  groimds 
did  the  Jews  assign  to  the  Baal-zebub  of  Ekron  the 
peculiar  position  of  6  &px<^v  rwv  Saifjiouioiv  ?  The 
sources  of  information  at  our  command  for  the  an- 
swer of  these  questions  are  scanty.  The  names  are 
not  found  elsewhere.  The  LXX.  translates  Baal- 
zebub  Bda\  fjivTa,  as  also  does  Josephus  (Ant.  ix. 
2,  §  1 ) ;  and  the  Talmudical  writers  are  silent  on 
the  subject. 
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1.  The  explanations  offered  in  reference  to  the 
change  of  tlie  name  may  be  ranged  into  two  classes, 
according  as  the}'  are  based  on  the  sovml  or  the 
menniny  of  the  word.  The  fonner  proceeds  on  the 
assumption  that  the  name  Beelzebub  was  offensive 
to  the  Greek  ear,  and  that  the  final  letter  was  al- 
tered to  avoid  the  double  b,  just  as  Habakkuk  be- 
came in  the  LXX.  'A/xfiuKovfi  (Hitzig,  Vurbemerk. 
in  Habakkuk),  the  choice  of  /,  as  a  substitute  for 
6,  being  decided  by  the  previous  occurrence  of  the 
letter  in  the  former  part  of  the  word  (15engel, 
Gnomon  in  Matt.  x.  25,  comparing  Mf\xi^  in  the 
LXX.  as  =  Michal).  It  is,  however,  by  no  means 
clear  why  other  names,  such  as  Magog,  or  Eldad, 
should  not  have  undergone  a  similar  change.  We 
should  prefer  the  assumption,  in  connection  witli 
this  view,  that  the  change  was  purely  of  an  acci- 
dental nature,  for  which  no  satisfactory  reason  can 
be  assigned.  The  second  class  of  explanations  car- 
ries the  greatest  weight  of  authority  with  it.  These 
proceed  on  the  ground  that  the  Jews  intentionally 
changed  the  pronunciation  of  the  word,  so  as  either 
to  give  a  significance  to  it  adapted  to  their  own 
ideas,  or  to  cast  ridicule  upon  the  idolatry  of  the 
neighboring  nations,  in  which  case  we  might  com- 
pare the  adoption  of  Sychar  for  Sychem,  Beth-aven 
for  Beth-el.  The  Jews  were  certainly  keenly  alive 
to  the  significance  of  names,  and  not  unfrequenily 
indulged  in  an  exercise  of  wit,  consisting  of  a  play 
upon  the  meaning  of  the  words,  as  in  the  case  of 
Nabal  (1  Sam.  xxv.  25),  Abraham  (Gen.  xvii.  5), 
and  Sarah  (Gen.  xvii.  15).  Lightfoot  {Exercita- 
tions,  Matt.  xii.  24)  adduces  instances  from  the 
Talmudical  writers  of  opprobrious  puns  applied  to 
idols.  The  explanations,  which  are  thus  based  on 
etymological  grounds,  branch  off  into  two  classes ; 

some  connect  the  term  with  V^3T,  habitation,  thus 
making  Beelzebul  =  ojKo5«(nr({Tr;j  (Matt.  x.  25), 
the  lord  of  the  dwelling,  whether  as  the  "  prince  of 
the  power  of  the  air"  (Eph.  ii.  2),  or  as  the 
prince  of  the  lower  world  (Paulus,  quoted  by 
Olshausen,  Comment,  in  Matt.  x.  25),  or  as  inhab- 
iting human  bodies  (Schleusner,  Lex.  s.  v.),  or  as 
occupying  a  mansion  in  the  seventh  heaven,  like 
Saturn  in  Oriental  mythology  (Movers,  Phoniz.  i. 
260,  quoted  by  Winer,  Realwort.  art.  Beelzebub  ; 
comp.  Michaelis,  Suppl.  ad  Lex.  p.  205,  for  a  sim- 
ilar view).  Others  derive  it  from  75?.,  dung  (a 
word,  it  must  be  observed,  not  in  use  in  the  Bible 
itself,  but  frequently  occurring  in  Talmudical  writ- 
ers), thus  making  Beelzebul,  literally,  the  lord  of 
dung,  or  the  dunghill;  and  in  a  secondary  sense,  as 
zebel  was  used  by  the  Talmudical  writers  as  =  idol 
or  idolatry  (comp.  Lightfoot,  Exercit.  Matt.  xii.  24 ; 
Luke  xi.  15),  the  lord  of  idols,  prince  of  false 
gods,  in  which  case  it  =  &px<i>v  tuv  Saifiovicov. 
It  is  generally  held  that  the  former  of  these  two 
senses  is  more  particularly  referred  to  in  the  N. 
T.  (Carpzov.  Appar.  p.  4'J8,  comparing  the  term 

C^V^v2  as  though  connected  with  V^3,  dung; 
Olshausen,  Comment,  in  Matt.  x.  25).  The  latter, 
however,  is  adopted  by  Lightfoot  and  Schleusner. 
AVe  have  lastly  to  notice  the  ingenious  conjecture 
of  Hug  (as  quoted  by  Winer)  that  the  fly,  under 
which  Baal-zebub  was  represented,  was  the  Scara- 
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bcetis  pilvlarius  or  dunghill  beetle,  in  which  case 
Baal-zebub  and  Beelzebul  might  be  used  indiffer- 
ently. 

2.  The  second  question  hinges  to  a  certain  extent  . 
on  the  first.  The  reference  in  Matt.  x.  25  [xii.  24] 
may  have  originated  in  a  fancied  resemblance  between 
the  application  of  Ahaziah  to  Baal-zebub,  and  tuat 
of  the  Jews  to  our  Lord  for  the  ejection  of  the  un-  ' 
clean  spirits.  As  no  human  remedy  availed  for  the 
cure  of  this  disease,  the  Jews  naturally  referred  it 
to  some  higher  power  and  selected  Baal-zebub  as 
the  heathen  deity  to  whom  application  was  made  in 
case  of  severe  disease.  The  title  dp^wv  rwv  5aj- 
fiovlwv  may  have  special  reference  to  the  nature  of 
the  disease  in  question,  or  it  may  have  been  educed 
from  the  name  itself  by  a  fancied  or  real  etymology. 
It  is  worthy  of  special  observation  that  the  notices 
of  Beelzebul  are  exclusively  connected  with  the  sub- 
ject of  demoniacal  possession,  a  circumstance  which 
may  account  for  the  subsequent  disappearance  of 
the  name.  W.  L.  B. 

BE'ER  ('^S2l  =  Meffi;  tb  (pptap'  jmteus). 

1.  One  of  the  latest  halting-places  of  the  Israel- 
ites, lying  beyond  the  Arnon,  and  so  called  because 
of  the  well  which  was  there  dug  by  the  '•  princes  " 
and  "  nobles  "  of  the  people,  and  is  perpetuated  in 
a  fragment  of  poetry  (Num.  xxi.  16-18 ).«  This 
is  possibly  the  Bker-elim,  or  "well  of  heroes," 

referred  to  hi  Is.  xv.  8.  The  "  wilderness  "  ("iSip) 
which  is  named  as  their  next  starting  point  in  the 
last  clause  of  verse  18,  may  be  that  before  spoken  of 

in  13,  or  it  may  be  a  copyist's  mistake  for  "1S2p, 
It  was  so  understood  by  the  LXX.,  who  read  the 
clause,  Kol  awh  <(>p(aTos  —  "and  from  the  well," 
i.  e.  "  from  Beer." 

Acc«rding  to  the  tradition  of  the  Targumists  — 
a  tradition  in  part  adopted  by  St.  Paul  (1  Cor.  x. 
4)  —  this  was  one  of  the  appearances,  the  last  before 
the  entrance  on  the  Holy  Land,  of  the  water  which 
had  "  followed  "  the  people,  from  its  first  arrival  at 
Rephidim,  through  their  wanderings.  The  water 
—  so  the  tradition  appears  to  have  run  —  was  grant- 
ed for  the  sake  of  Miriam,  her  merit  being  that,  at 
the  peril  of  her  life,  she  had  watched  the  ark  in 
which  lay  the  infant  Moses.  It  followed  the  march 
over  mountains  and  into  valleys,  encircling  the  en- 
tire camp,  and  furnishing  water  to  every  man  at 
his  own  tent  door.  This  it  did  till  her  death 
(Num.  XX.  1),  at  which  time  it  disappeared  for  a 
season,  apparently  rendering  a  special  act  necessary 
on  each  future  occasion  for  its  evocation.  The 
striking  of  the  rock  at  Kadesh  (Num.  xx.  10)  was 
the  first  of  these;  the  digging  of  the  well  at  Beer 
by  the  staves  of  the  princes,  the  second.  Miriam's 
well  at  last  found  a  home  in  a  gulf  or  recess  in  the 
sea  of  Galilee,  where  at  certain  seasons  its  water 
flowed  and  was  resorted  to  for  healing  purposes 
(Targums  Onkelos,  and  I's.  Jon.  Num.  xx.  1,  xxi. 
18,  and  also  the  quotations  from  the  Talmud  in 
Lightfoot  on  John  v.  4  [and  Wetstein  on  1  Cor. 
X.  4]). 

2.  A  place  to  which  Jotham,  the  son  of  Gideon, 
fled  for  fear  of  his  brother  Abimelech  (Judg.  ix. 
21).  There  is  nothing  in  the  text  or  elsewhere  to 
indicate  its  position  (LXX.  Vat.  Baj^p ;  the  Alex. 


a  There  is  no  connection  between  the  "  gathering  " 
In  ver.  16  and  that  in  xx.  8.  From  the  A.  V.  It  might 
be  inferred  that  the  fonner  passage  referred  to  the 
erent  described  in  the  latter ;  but  the  two  words  ren- 


dered "gather"  are  radically  different, —  vH"    in 
ch.  XX.,  f)DK  In  xxi. 
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entirely  alters  the  passage  —  koI  iwopevdi]  iv  i>h<f 
Kol  e<j>vy€V  fis  'Papd;  Vulg.  in  Bera).  G. 

*  Some  have  thought  this  second  Beer  to  be  the 
same  as  Beeroth  (which  see),  to  which  the  objection 
is  that  Jotham  would  not  have  been  secure  in  a 
place  so  near  Shechem.  Dr.  Robinson  heard  of 
a  deserted  village  el-Bireh  near  the  border  of  the 
plain  of  Philistia,  of  course  much  more  remote 
from  Shechem,  and  affording  an  opportunity  of 
ready  escape  thence  into  the  desert  if  necessary; 
and  he  inquires  whether  Beer  may  not  possibly 
have  been  there  (Bes.  ii.  132).  A  name  like  this 
must  have  been  given  to  many  places.  H. 

BEE'RA  (M^S2  [a  well]  :  Bertpd;  [Vat. 
Baiai\a'-]  Bera),  son  of  Zophah,  of  the  tribe  of 
Asher  (1  Chr.  vii.  37). 

BEE'RAH  (nnS2  [a  weiq-.    Bfh\;    Alex. 

BfTipa-  Beera),  prince  (S^tt73)  of  the  Reuben- 
ites,  carried  away  by  Tiglath-PUeser  (1  Chr.  v.  6). 

BE'ER-E'LIM  (□'''?«  ~1S2,  well  of  heroes  : 
(ppeap  Tov  Ai\ein  [Sin.  AiXt/x,  Comp.  Aid.  'EA.et/x]  : 
puietis  Ellin),  a  spot  named  in  Is.  xv.  8  as  on  the 
"  border  of  Moab,"  apparently  the  south,  Eglaim 
being  at  the  north  end  of  the  Dead  Sea.  The 
name  pomts  to  the  well  dug  by  the  chiefs  of  Israel 
on  their  approach  to  the  promised  land,  close  by 
the  "border  of  Moab"  (Num.  xxi.  16;  comp.  13), 
and  such  is  the  suggestion  of  Gesenius  (Jesaia, 
533).  [BEi;R,  1.]  Beer-elim  was  probably  chosen 
by  the  Prophet  out  of  other  places  on  the  boundary 
on  account  of  the  similarity  between  the  sound  of 

the  name  and  that  of  HH^V^  —  the   "  howUng  " 

T  T  :  •  » 

which  was  to  reach  even  to  that  remote  point 
(Ewald,  Proph.  i.  233).  G. 

BEE'RI  (''7'^^)  fontnnm,  Gesen. ;  illustrwus, 
Furst: «  [Bec^X'  Alex.]  BeT/p,  Gen.,  Btripd,  Hos.: 
Bteri).  1.  The  father  of  Judith,  one  of  the  wives 
of  Esau  (Gen.  xxvi.  34).  There  need  be  no  ques- 
tion that  Judith,  daughter  of  Beeri,  is  the  same 
person  as  is  called  in  the  genealogical  table  (Gen. 
xxxvi.  2)  Aholibamah,  daughter  of  Anah,  and  con- 
sequently Beeri  and  Anah  must  be  regarded  as 
names  of  the  same  person.  There  is  the  further 
difficulty  that  Beeri  is  spoken  of  as  a  Hittite, 
whilst  Anah  is  called  a  Horite  and  also  a  Hivite, 
and  we  have  thus  three  designations  of  race  given 
to  the  same  individual.  It  is  stated  under  Anah 
that  Hivite  is  most  probably  to  be  regarded  as  an 
error  of  transcription  for  Horite.  With  regard  to 
the  two  remaining  names  the  difficulty  does  not 
seem  to  be  formidable.     It  is  agreed  on  all  hands 

that  the  name  Horite  C^'^H)  signifies  one  who 
dwells  in  a  hole  or  cave,  a  Troglodyte;  and  it  seems 
in  the  highest  degree  probable  that  the  inhabitants 
of  Mount  Seir  were  so  designated  because  they  in- 
habited the  numerous  caverns  of  that  mountainous 
region.  The  name  therefore  does  not  designate 
them  according  to  their  race,  but  merely  according 
to  their  mode  of  life,  to  whatever  race  they  might 
belong.  Of  then-  race  we  know  nothing  except  in- 
deed what  the  conjunction  of  these  two  names  in 
reference  to  the  same  individual  may  teach  us:  and 
from  this  case  we  may  fairly  conclude  that  these 
Troglodytes  or  Horites  belonged  in  part  at  least  to 
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a  *  According  to  Fiirst,  Erkldrer,  "explainer"  (not 
"  illustrious  "  as  represented  above).  H. 

6  One  of  the  very  few  cases  in  which  the  two  words 


the  widely  extended  Canaanitish  tribe  of  the  Hit- 
tites.  On  this  supposition  the  difficulty  vanishes, 
and  each  of  the  accounts  gives  us  just  the  infor- 
mation we  might  expect.  In  the  narrative,  where 
the  stress  is  laid  on  Esau's  wife  being  of  the  race 
of  Canaan,  her  father  is  called  a  Hittite;  whilst 
in  the  genealogy,  where  the  stress  is  on  Esau's  con- 
nection by  marriage  with  the  previous  occupants  of 
Mount  Seir,  he  is  most  naturally  and  properly  de- 
scribed under  the  more  precise  term  Horite. 

2.  Father  of   the  prophet  Hosea  (Hos.    i.   1). 
F.  W.  G. 

be'er-lahai'-ro'i  C^si  '•nb  nsa 

well  of  the  living  and  seeing  [Gocf]  :  (pptap  oZ 
ivdnriov  sl^ov,  t6  <pp4ap  rfis  Spaffeciis-  puteusvi- 
ventis  et  videntis  me),  a  well,  or  rather  a  living 
spring  6  (A.  Y.  fountain,  comp.  Gen.  xvi.  7),  be- 
tween Kadesh  and  Bered,  in  the  wilderness,  "in 
the  way  to  Shur,"  and  therefore  in  the  "south 
country  "  (Gen.  jxiv.  62),  which,  according  to  the 
explanation  of  the  text,  was  so  named  by  Hagar 

because  God  saw  her  (^M1)  there  (Gen.  xvi.  14). 
From  the  fact  of  this  etymology  not  being  in  agree- 
ment with  the  formation  of  the  name,  it  has  been 
suggested  (Ges.  Thes.  175)  that  the  origin  of  the 
name  is  Lechi  (comp.  Judg.  xv.  9,  10).  It  would 
seem,  however,  that  the  Lechi  of  Samson's  advent- 
ure was  much  too  far  north  to  be  the  site  of  the 
well  Lachai-roi. 

By  this  well  Isaac  dwelt  both  before  and  after 
the  death  of  his  father  (Gen.  xxiv.  62,  xxv.  11). 
In  both  these  passages  the  name  is  given  in  the 
A.  V.  as  "  the  well  Lahai-roi." 

Mr.  Rowland  announces  the  discovery  of  the  well 
Lahai-roi  at  Moyle  or  Moilnhi,  a  station  on  the 
road  to  Beer-sheba,  10  hours  south  of  Buheibeh; 
near  which  is  a  hole  or  cavern  bearing  the  name 
of  Beit  Hagar  (Ritter,  Sinai,  1086,  7);  but  this 
requires  confirmation. 

This  well  is  not  to  be  confounded  with  that  near 
which  the  life  of  Ishmael  was  presened  on  a  subse- 
quent occasion  (Gen.  xxi.  19)  and  which,  according 
to  the  Moslem  belief,  is  the  well  Zem-zem  at 
Mecca.  G. 

BEE'ROTH  (nSlSa,  wells:  Brip<iT,Berr 
p<i>dd,  Bripcl>d :  Beroth)  one  of  the  four  cities  of  the 
Hivites  who  deluded  Joshua  into  a  treaty  of  peace 
with  them,  the  other  three  being  Gibeon,  Che- 
phirah,  and  Kirjath-Jearim  (Josh.  ix.  17).  Beeroth 
was  with  the  rest  of  these  towns  allotted  to  Benja- 
min (xviii.  25),  in  whose  possession  it  continued  at 
the  time  of  David,  the  murderers  of  Ishbosheth  be- 
ing named  as  belonging  to  it  (2  Sam.  iv.  2).  From 
the  notice  in  this  place  (verse  2,  3)  it  would  appear 
that  the  original  inhabitants  had  been  forced  from 
the  town,  and  had  taken  refiige  at  Gittaim  (Neh. 
xi.  33),  possibly  a  Philistine  city. 

Beeroth  is  once  more  named  with  Chephirah  and 
Kirjath-.Jearim  in  the  list  of  those  who  returned 
from  Babylon  (Ezr.  ii.  25;  Neh.  vii.  29;  1  Esdr. 
V.  19).     [Beroth.] 

Beeroth  was  known  in  the  times  of  Eusebius, 
and  his  description  of  its  position  ( Onom.  Beeroth, 
with  the  corrections  of  Reland,  6l8,  9;  Rob.  i. 
452,  note)  agrees  perfectly  with  that  of  the  modem 
el-Bireh,  which  stands  at  about  10  miles  north  of 

^"'V,  Ain,  a  living  spring,  and  ^S2,  Beer,  an  arti- 
ficial well,  aie  applied  to  the  same  tiling. 
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Jerusalem  by  the  great  road  to  Ndblus,  just  be- 
low a  ridrje  which  Iwunds  the  prosi)ect  northwards 
from  the  Holy  city  (Kob.  i.  451,  2;  ii.  262).  No 
mention  of  Beeroth  beyond  those  quoted  above  is 
found  in  the  Bible,  but  one  Unk  connecting  it  with 
the  N.  T.  has  been  suggested,  and  indeed  embodied 
in  the  traditions  of  Palestine,  which  we  may  well 
wish  to  regard  as  true,  namely,  that  it  was  the  place 
at  which  the  parents  of  "  the  child  Jesus  "  discovered 
that  he  was  not  among  their  "  company  "  (Luke  ii. 
43-45).  At  any  rate  the  spring  of  d-Bireh  is  even 
to  this  day  the  customary  resting-place  for  caravans 
going  northward,  at  the  end  of  the  first  day's 
journey  from  Jerusalem  (Stanley,  215;  Lord  Nu- 
gent, ii.  112;  Schubert  in  Winer,  s.  v.). 

Besides  Kimmon,  the  father  of  Baanah  and  Re- 
chab,  the  murderers  of  Ishbosheth  [2  Sam.  iv.  2,  5, 

9]  we  find  Nahari  "the  Beerothite"  (^ri'~lS2n: 
BriQwpouos'i  [Vat."'^  Alex.  Bij/xvdcuo; :]  2  Sam. 
xxiii.  37),  or  "  the  Berothite  "  OrnSH:  &  Br;p- 
j)0i\  [Alex.  Brjpoe,]  1  Chr.  xi.  39),  one  of  the 
"  mighty  men  "  of  David's  guard.  G. 

*  As  liable  to  less  molestation  from  the  Samari- 
tans, especially  when  the  object  of  going  to  Jerusa- 
lem was  to  keep  the  festivals  (conij).  Luke  ix.  53), 
it  may  he  pi-esumed  that  the  Galilean  caravans 
would  usually  take  the  longer  route  through  I'ersea ; 
and  hence  in  returning  they  would  be  likely  to 
make  the  first  day's  halt  near  the  eastern  foot 
of  the  Mount  of  Olives  (about  2  miles).  It  is  not 
customary  in  the  East  to  travel  more  than  1  or  2 
hours  the  first  day;  and  in  this  instance  they 
would  encamp  earlier  still,  because  to  go  further 
would  have  been  to  encounter  the  night-perils 
of  the  desert  between  Jerusalem  and  Jericho. 
The  (Tvvo^ia  (Luke  ii.  44)  shows  that  the  holy 
family  travelled  in  a  caravan.  Books  of  travel 
abundantly  illustrate  this  custom  as  to  the  extent 
of  the  first  day's  journey.  See,  for  example, 
Maundrell's  Journey  frwri  Alepjxi  to  Jei-umkm 
(1697)  p.  1;  Richardson's  Travtls  alvng  the  Medi- 
terranean, ii.  174;  Beldam's  litcollectkms  of 
Scenes  in  the  East,  i.  281 ;  Miss  Martineau's  Eastern 
Life,  ii.  194 ;  Burckhardt's  Jieisen  in  i^'yiien,  i.  113." 
It  is  not  surprising,  under  such  circumstances,  that 
Jesus  was  not  missed  till  the  close  of  this  first  brief 
day.  The  time  to  Beeroth  (Bireh)  would  be 
greater,  but  not  so  great  as  to  make  the  separation 
a  cause  of  anxiety  to  the  parents ;  and  so  much  the 
less,  as  one  of  the  objects  of  stopping  so  soon  was 
to  see  whether  the  party  was  complete  —  whether 
all  had  arrived  at  the  place  of  rendezvous.  On  this 
incident,  see  Life  of  mr  Lurd,  by  Mr.  Andrews,  p. 
103.  H. 

BEE'ROTH  OF  the  Children  of  Ja'akan 

('?I^¥,1"^33  n""!S2  :  Brjpi>e  viwv  'la/ciV?  [Vat.] 
Alex.  laKtin'  Beroth  Jiliorvm  Jacan),  the  welh  o{ 
the  tribe  of  Bene-.Iaakan,  which  formed  one  of  the 
halting-places  of  the  Lsnielites  in  the  desert  (Deut. 
X.  6).  In  the  lists  in  Num.  xxxiii.,  the  name  is 
given  as  Bene-Jaakan  only.  G. 

BEE'ROTHITE.     [Beeroth.] 

BE'ER-SHE'BA    (375 D  nS2,  r?!?'?, 


o  •  Dr.  Frledr.  StrauM  In  hta  Helenas  Wallfahrt  nneh 
Jerujuilem  (i.  63)  with  the  accuracy  bo  characteristic 
of  that  charming  work,  makes  tlic  first  day's  journey 
of  the  pilgrims  but  ll  hour,  after  starting  from  Alex- 
andria on  their  march.  H. 
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well  of  swearing,  or  of  seven:  ^p4oLp  ipKurfxav, 
and  ^pfap  rod  dpKov,  in  Genesis;  Bripaafitf  in 
Joshua  and  later  books;  Jos.  B-qpaov^al-  opKiov 
5i  <bp4ap  Kfyotro  &v-  Bersabee),  the  name  of  one 
of  the  oldest  places  in  Palestine,  and  which  formed, 
according  to  the  well-known  expression,  the  southern 
limit  of  the  country. 

There  are  two  accounts  of  the  origin  of  the  ' 
name.*  1.  According  to  the  first,  the  well  was  du" 
by  Abraham,  and  the  name  given,  because  there  he 
and  Abimelech  the  khig  of  the  PhiUstines  "  sware  " 

(^ya^b)  both  of  them  (Gen.  xxi.  31).  But  the 
compact  was  ratified  by  the  setting  apart  of.  "  seven 
ewe  lambs;  "  and  as  the  Hebrew  word  for  "  seven  " 

is  2?2t!7,  Sheba,  it  is  equally  possible  that  this  is 
the  meaning  of  the  name.  It  should  not  be  over- 
looked that  here,  and  in  subsequent  earUer  notices 
of  the  place,  it  is  spelt  Beer-shaba  (^12^'  2). 

2.  The  other  narrative  ascribes  the  origin  [or  re- 
affirmation] of  the  name  to  an  occurrence  almost 
precisely  similar,  in  which  both  Abimelech  the  king 
of  the  Philistines,  and  Phichol  his  chief  captam, 
are  again  concerned,  with  the  diflference  that  the 
person  on  the  Hebrew  side  of  the  transaction  is 
Isaac  instead  of  Abraham  (Gen.  xxvi.  31-33).  Here 
there  is  no  reference  to  the  "  seven  "  lambs,  and  we 

are  left  to  infer  the  derivation  of  Shibeah  (nrSK."', 
not  "  Shebali,"  as  in  the  A.  V.)  from  the  mention 
of  the  "swearing"  (WSf^^)  in  ver.  31. 

If  we  accept  the  statement  of  verse  18  as  refer- 
ring to  the  same  well  as  the  former  account,  we  shall 
be  spared  the  necessity  of  inquiring  whether  these 
two  accounts  relate  to  separate  occurrences,  or 
refer  to  one  and  the  same  event,  at  one  time  ascribed 
to  one,  at  another  time  to  another  of  the  early  heroes 
and  founders  of  the  nation.  There  are  at  present 
on  the  spot  two  principal  wells,  and  five  smaller 
ones.  They  are  among  the  first  objects  encountered 
on  the  entrance  into  I'alestine  from  the  south,  and 
being  highly  characteristic  of  the  life  of  tlie  BiUe, 
at  the  same  time  that  the  identity  of  the  site  is  be- 
yond all  question,  the  wells  of  Beer-sheba  never  fail 
to  call  forth  the  enthusiasm  of  the  traveller. 
^  The  two  principal  wells  —  apparently  the  only 
ones  seen  by  Robinson  —  are  on  or  close  to  the 
northern  bank  of  the  Warly  es-Stba\  They  lie 
just  a  hundred  yards  apart,  and  are  so  placed  as  to  be 
visilJe  from  a  considerable  distance  (Itonar,  Land 
of  Prom.  1).  The  larger  of  the  two,  wliicli  lies  to 
the  east,  is,  according  to  the  careful  measurements 
of  Dr.  Robinson,  12J  feet  diam.,  and  at  the  time 
of  his  visit  (Apr.  12)  was  44i  feet  to  the  surface 
of  tlie  water :  the  masonry  which  incloses  the  well 
reaches  downward  for  28  ^  feet. 

The  other  well  is  5  feet  diam.  and  was  42  feet  to 
the  water.  The  curb-stones  round  the  mouth  of 
l)oth  wells  are  worn  into  deep  grooves  by  the  action 
of  the  ropes  of  so  many  centuries,  and  "look  as  if 
frilled  or  fluted  all  round."  Round  the  larger 
well  there  are  nine,  and  round  the  smaller  five 
large  stone  troughs  —  some  much  worn  and  l)roken, 
otiiers  nearly  entire,  lying  at  a  distance  of  10  or  12 
feet  from  the  edge  of  tlie  well.  There  were  formerly 
ten  of  these  troughs  at  the  larger  well.     The  circie 


^  *  Two  accounts,  one  probably  of  the  origin,  and 
the  other  of  a  renewal,  of  the  name,  after  a  long  In- 
terral.  H. 
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around  is  carpeted  with  a  sward  of  fine  short  grass 
with  crocuses  and  lilies  (Bonar,  5,  6,  7).  The 
water  is  excellent,  the  best,  as  Dr.  R.  emphatically 
records,  which  he  had  tasted  since  leaving  Sinai. 

The  five  lesser  wells  —  apparently  the  only  ones 
seen  by  Yun  de  Velde  —  are  according  to  his  account 
and  the  casual  notice  of  Bonar,  in  a  group  in  the 
bed  of  the  wady,  not  on  its  north  bank,  and  at  so 
great  a  distance  from  the  other  two  that  the  latter 
were  missed  by  Lieut.  V. 

On  some  low  hills  north  of  the  large  wells  are  scat- 
tered the  foundations  and  ruins  of  a  town  of  moder- 
ate size.  There  are  no  trees  or  shrubs  near  the  spot. 
So  much  for  the  actual  condition  of  Beer-sheba. 

After  the  digging  of  the  well  Abraham  planted 

a  "grove"  (7tpS,  eshel)  as  a  place  for  the  wor- 
ship of  Jehovah,  and  here  he  lived  until  the  sacrifice 
of  Isaac,  and  for  a  long  time  afterwards,  xxi.  23  — 
xxii.  1,  19.  Here  also  Isaac  was  dwelling  at  the 
time  of  the  transference  of  the  birthright  from 
Esau  to  .Jacob  (xxvi.  3-3,  xxviii.  10),  and  from  the  pa- 
triarchal encampment  romid  the  wells  of  his  grand- 
father, Jacob  set  forth  on  the  journey  to  Mesopo- 
tamia which  changed  the  course  of  his  whole  life. 
Jacob  does  not  appear  to  have  revisited  the  place 
until  he  made  it  one  of  the  stages  of  his  journey 
down  to  Eg,>'pt.  He  then  halted  there  to  offer 
sacrifice  to  "the  God  of  his  father,"'  doubtless 
under  the  sacred  grove  of  Abraham. 

From  this  time  till  the  conquest  of  the  country 
we  lose  sight  of  B.,  only  to  catch  a  momentary 
glimpse  of  it  in  the  lists  of  the  "cities"  in  the  ex- 
treme south  of  Judah  (Josh.  xv.  28)  given  to  the 
tribe  of  Simeon  (xix.  2;  1  Chr.  iv.  28).  Samuel's 
sons  were  judges  in  Beer-sheba  (1  Sam.  viii.  2),  its 
distance  no  doubt  precluding  its  being  among  the 
number  of  the  "  holy  cities"  (LXX.  ro7s  fiyiafffie- 
vois  Tr({A.€(n)  to  which  he  himself  went  in  circuit 
every  year  (vii.  16).  By  the  times  of  the  monarchy 
it  had  become  recognized  as  the  most  southerly 
place  of  the  country.  Its  position  as  the  place  of 
arrival  and  departure  for  the  caravans  trading  be- 
tween Palestine  and  the  comitries  lying  in  that 
direction  would  naturally  lead  to  the  formation  of 
a  town  round  the  wells  of  the  patriarchs,  and  the 
great  Egj'ptian  trade  begun  by  Solomon  must  have 
increased  its  importance.  Hither  .Joab's  census 
extended  (2  Sam.  xxiv.  7;  1  Chr.  xxi.  2),  and  here 
El^ah   bade   farewell   to   his   confidential   servant 

(n^WXi)  before  taking  his  journey  across  the 
desert  to  Sinai  (1  K.  xix.  3).  From  Dan  to  Beer- 
sheba  (Judg.  XX.  1,  ifcc),  or  from  Beer-sheba  to  Dan 
(1  Chr.  xxi.  2;  comp.  2  Sam.  xxiv.  2),  now  became 
the  established  formula  for  the  whole  of  the  prom- 
ised land;  just  as  "from  Geba  to  B."  (2  K.  xxiii. 
8),  or  "from  B.  to  Mount  Ephraim  "  (2  Chr.  xix. 
4)  was  that  for  the  southern  kingdom  after  the 
disruption.  After  the  return  from  the  Captivity 
the  formula  is  narrowed  still  more,  and  becomes 
"  from  B.  to  the  Valley  of  Hinnom  ".  (Neh.  xi.  30). 
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«  Thei-e  is  a  correspondence  worth  noting  between 
tlie   word    "  way  "   or   "  manner "   in    tliis    formula 

(Tf^^rr,  literally  "  the  road  "),  and  the  word  ri  o5os, 
"the  way  "  (A.  V.  incorrectly  "  that  way  "),  by  which 
the  new  religion  is  designated  in  the  Acts  of  the 
Apostles  (see  ix.  2,  &c.). 

b  Bochart,  Gesenius,  Fiirst,  Jablonski,  and  others, 
are  disposed  to  assign  to  this  word  an  Egyptian  origin, 
Peliemoii,  or  Pekemout,  i.  e.  bos  tnarinus.  Others,  and 
Bosenmiiller  amongst  the  number,  believe  the  word  is 


One  of  the  wives  of  Ahaziah,  king  of  Judah, 
Zibiah  mother  of  Joash,  was  a  native  of  Beer-sheba 
(2  K.  xii.  1;  2  Chr.  xxiv.  1).  From  the  incidental 
references  of  Amos,  we  find  that,  like  Bethel  and 
Gilgal,  the  place  was  at  this  time  the  seat  of  an 
idolatrous  worship,  apparently  connected  in  some 
intimate  manner  with  the  northern  kingdom  (Am. 
V.  5,  viii.  14).  But  the  allusions  are  so  slight  that 
nothing  can  be  gathered  from  them,  except  that  in 
the  latter  of  the  two  passages  quoted  above  we  have 
perhaps  preserved  a  form  of  words  or  an  adjuration 
used  by  the  worshippers,  "  Live  the  '  way '  of  Beer- 
sheba  !  "  «  After  this,  with  the  mere  mention  that 
Beer-sheba  and  the  villages  roimd  it  ("  daughters") 
were  re-inhabited  after  the  Captivity  (Neh.  xi.  30), 
the  name  dies  entirely  out  of  the  Bible  records ;  like 
many  other  places,  its  associations  are  entirely  con- 
fined to  the  earUer  history,  and  its  name  is  not  even 
once  mentioned  in  the  New  Testament. 

But  though  unheard  of,  its  position  insured  a 
continued  existence  to  Beer-sheba.  In  the  time  of 
Jerome  it  was  still  a  considerable  place  {oppidum, 
Quffist.  ad  Gen.  xvii.  30;  or  i-icus  (/raiu/is,  Onora.), 
the  station  of  a  lioman  prsesidium ;  and  later  it  is 
mentioned  in  some  of  the  ecclesiastical  lists  as  an 
episcopal  city  under  the  Bishop  of  Jerusalem  (lie- 
land,  p.  620).  Its  present  condition  has  been  already 
described.  It  only  remains  to  notice  that  the  place 
retains  its  ancient  name  as  nearly  similar  in  sound 
as  an  Arabic  signification  will  pennit  —  Bin  es-SeM 
—  the  "  well  of  the  lion,"  or  "  of  seven."         G. 

BEESHTERAH  (H^n^???  :  f,  Boeopd, 
Alex.  BffOapa;  [Comp.  Aid.  Betcdtpd-]  Bosra), 
one  of  the  two  cities  allotted  to  the  sons  of  Gershom, 
out  of  the  tribe  of  Manasseh  beyond  Jordan  (Josh. 
xxi.  27).  By  comparison  with  the  parallel  list  in 
1  Chr.  vi.  71,  Beeshterah  appears  to  be  identical 
with  Ashtaroth.  In  fact  the  name  is  considered 
by  Gesenius  as  merely  a  contracted  form  of  Beth- 
Ash  taroth,  the  house  of  A.  ( Thes.  196  ;  comp. 
175).     [BosoK.]  G. 

BEETLE.     See     Chargol     (bil~in),   s.   v. 
Locust. 
BEHEADING.     [Punishments.] 

BEHE'MOTH  (nh^na : ''  e-npia:  Be- 
hemoth). This  word  has  long  been  considered  one 
of  the  dubia  vexata  of  critics  and  commentators, 
some  of  whom,  as  Vatablus,  Drusius,  Grotius  ( Ci-it. 
Sac.  Annul,  ad  Job.  xL),  PfeifTer  {Dubia  vexata  S. 
S.,  p.  594,  Dresd.  1679),  Castell  (Lex.  Ilept.  p. 
292),  A.  Schultens  {Comment,  in  Job  xl.),  Micha- 
elis''  {Suppl.  ad  Lex.  Heb.  No.  208),  have  under- 
stood thereby  the  elephant;  while  others,  as  Bo- 
chart {Hieroz.  iii.  705),  Ludolf  {Hist.  jEthiop.  1. 
11),  Shaw  {Trav.  ii.  299,  Svo.  Lond.),  Scheuchzer 
{Phys.  Sac.  on  Job  xl.),  Rosenmiiller  {Not.  aa 
Bocliart.  Hieroz.  iii.  705,  and  Schol.  ad  Vet.  Test. 
in  Job  xl.),  Taylor  {Appendix  to  Calmefs  Diet. 
Bibl.  No.  Ixv.),  Harmer   {Obsei-vations,  ii.    319), 


the  plural  majestatis  of  nDn2.  Rosenmiiller's  ob- 
jection to  the  Coptic  origin  of  the  word  is  worthy  of 
observation,  —  that,  if  this  was  the  case,  the  LXX. 
interprete^s  would  not  have  given  0r)pCa  as  its  repre- 
sentative. 

c  Micha«lis  translates  n"1^rT2  by  jumenta,  and 
thinks  the  name  of  the  elephant  has  dropped  out. 
"  Mihi  videtur  nomen  elephoatia  forte  7^2  exckJiase." 
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Gesenius  ( Thes.  s.  v.  mDHS))  Fiirst  ( Concord. 
Heb.  s.  v.),  and  English  commentators  generally, 
believe  the  hippopotamus  to  be  denoted  by  the 
original  word.  Other  critics,  amongst  whom  is 
Lee  ( Comment,  on  Job  xl.,  and  Lex.  Ihb.  s.  v. 

imXSnj),  consider  the  Hebrew  term  as  a  plural 
DOim  for  "cattle"  in  general;  it  being  left  to  the 
reader  to  apply  to  the  Scriptural  allusions  the  par- 
ticular animal,  which  may  be,  accorduig  to  Lee, 
"  either  the  horse  or  wild  ass  or  wild  bull "(!);« 
compare  also  Keiske,  Conjecturce  in  Job.  p.  167.  Dr. 
Mason  Good  (Book  of  Job  Iktrally  translated,  p. 
473,  Lond.  1712)  has  hazarded  a  conjecture  that 
the  behemoth  denotes  some  extinct  pachyderm  like 
the  mammoth,  with  a  view  to  combine  the  charac- 
teristics of  the  hippopotamus  and  elephant,  and 
so  to  ftdfill  all  the  Scriptural  demands;  compare 
with  this  Michaelis  (Sup.  ad  Lex.  Heb.  No.  208), 
and  Hasseus  (in  Dissertat.  Syllog.  No.  vii.  §  37 
and  §  38,  p.  506),  who  rejects  with  some  scorn  the 
notion  of  the  identity  of  behemoth  and  mammoth. 
Dr.  Kitto  {Pict.  Bib.  Job  xl.)  and  Col.  Hamilton 
Smith  (Kitto's  Ctjd.  Bib.  Lit.,  art.  Behemoth),  from 
being  unable  to  make  all  the  Scriptural  details  cor- 
respond with  any  one  particular  animal,  are  of 
opinion  that  behemoth  is  a  plural  term,  and  is  to 
be  taken  "  as  a  poetical  personification  of  the  great 
pachydermata  generally,  wherein  the  idea  of  hip- 
popotamus is  predominant."  The  term  behemoth 
would  thus  be  the  counterpart  of  leviathan,  the 
animal  mentioned  next  in  the  book  of  Job ;  which 
word,  although  its  signification  in  that  passage  is 
restricted  to  the  crocodile,  does  yet  stand  in  Script- 
ure for  a  pjlhon,  or  a  whale,  or  some  other  huge 
monster  of  the  deep.  [Leviathan.]  We  were 
at  one  time  inclined  to  coincide  with  this  view,  but 
a  careful  study  of  the  whole  passage  (Job  xl.  15-24) 
has  led  us  to  the  full  conviction  that  the  hippopot- 
amus alone  is  the  animal  denoted,  and  that  all  the 
details  descriptive  of  the  behemoth  accord  entirely 
with  the  ascertained  habits  of  that  animal.'' 

Gesenius  and  Hoseimiiiller  have  remarked  that, 
since  in  the  first  part  of  Jehovah's  discourse  (Job 


Hippopotamus  amphibios. 
xxxviii.,  xxxix.)  laml  animals  ami  birrh  are  men- 
tioned, it  suits  the  general  purpose  of  that  discourse 
better  to  suppose  that  af/uatic  or  nmphibiotiit  creat- 
ures are  spoken  of  in  the  last  half  of  it :  and  that 
since  the  leviathan,  by  almost  universal  consent, 
denotes  the  crocodile,  the  behemoth  seems  clearly 
to  point  to  the  hippopotamus,  his  associate  in  the 

a  Most  disappointing  are  the  arpruments  of  the  late 
Professor  Ijee  as  to  "  Behemoth  "  and  "  Leviathan," 
both  critically  and  zoologically. 

&  •  Se«  Dr.  Conant'g  note  ( Tyanslation  of  Job,  p.  155) 
In  accordance  with  this  opinion.  H. 

c  A  recent  traveller  in  Egypt,  the  Rev.  J.  L.  Erring- 
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Nile.  Harmer  (06se?T.  ii.  319)  says  "there  is  a 
great  deal  of  beauty  in  the  ranging  the  descriptions 
of  the  behemoth  and  the  leviathan,  for  in  the 
Mosaic  pavement  the  people  of  an  Egj-ptian  barque 
are  represented  as  darting  spears  or  some  such' 
weapons  at  one  of  the  river-horses,  as  another  of 
them  is  pictured  with  two  sticking  near  his  shoulders. 
....  It  was  then  a  customary  thing  with  the  old- 
Egyptians  thus  to  attack  these  animals  (see  also 
Wilkinson,  Anc.  Egypt,  iii.  71);  if  so,  how  beauti- 
ful is  the  arrangement  :  there  is  a  most  happy 
gradation ;  after  a  grand  but  just  representation 
of  the  terribleness  of  the  river-horse,  the  Almighty 
is  represented  as  going  on  with  his  expostulations 
something  after  this  manner :  —  '  But  dreadful  an 
this  animal  is,  barbed  irons  and  spears  have  some 
times  prevailed  against  him;  but  what  wilt  thou 
do  with  the  crocodile?  Canst  thou  fill  his  skin 
with  barbed  irons  ?  '  "  Ac,  <fec.  In  the  Lithostrotum 
Prceneslinum,  to  which  Mr.  Harmer  refers,  there 
are  two  crocodiles,  associates  of  three  river-horses, 
which  are  represented  without  spears  sticking  in 
them,  though  they  seem  to  "be  within  shot. 

It  has  been  said  that  some  parts  of  the  descrip- 
tion in  Job  cannot  apply  to  the  hippojxitamus :  the 
20th  verse  for  instance,  where  it  is  said,  "  the 
mountains  bring  him  forth  food."  Tliis  passage, 
many  writers  say,  suits  the  elephant  well,  but  can- 
not be  applied  to  the  hippopotamus,  which  is  never 
seen  on  mountains.  Again,  the  24th  verse  —  "  his 
nose  pierceth  through  snares  "  —  seems  to  be  sfioken 
of  the  trunk  of  the  elephant,  *'■  with  its  extraordinary 
delicacy  of  scent  and  touch,  rather  than  to  the 
obtuse  perceptions  of  the  river-horse."  In  answer 
to  the  first  objection  it  has  been  stated,  with  great 

reason,  that  the  word  hdnm  (C^^n)  is  not  neces- 
sarily to  be  restricted  to  what  we  understand  com- 
monly by  the  expression  "  mountains."  In  the 
Pranestine  pavement  alluded  to  above,  there  are 
to  be  seen'  here  and  there,  as  Mr.  Harmer  has 
observed,  "  hillocks  rising  alwve  the  water."  In 
liz.  xliii.  15  (margin),  the  altar  of  God.  only  ten 
cubits  high  and  fourteen  square,  is  called  "  the 
mountain  of  God."  "  The  eminences  of  Egypt, 
which  appear  as  the  inundation  of  the  Nile  de- 
creases, may  undoubtedly  be  called  mountains  in 
the  jx)etical  language  of  Job."  But  we  think  there 
is  no  occasion  for  so  restricted  an  explanation.  The 
hippopotamus,  as  is  well  known,  frequently  leaves 
the  water  and  the  river's  bank  as  night  approaches, 
and  makes  inland  excursions  for  the  sake  of  the 
pasturage,  when  he  commits  sad  work  among  the 
growing  crops  (Hasselquist,  Trav.  p.  188).  No 
doubt  he  might  l)e  often  observed  on  the  hill-sides 
near  the  spots  frequented  by  him.  Again,  it  must 
!«  remembered  that  the  "  mountains "  are  men- 
tioned by  way  of  contrast  to  the  natural  habits  of 
aquatic  animals  generally,  which  never  go  far  from 
the  water  and  the  banks  of  the  river:  but  the  behe- 
moth, though  passing  much  of  his  time  in  the 
water  and  in  "  the  covert  of  the  reed  and  fens," 
eateth  grass  like  cattle,  and  feedeth  on  the  hill- sides 
in  company  with  the  beasts  of  the  field. <^  There  is 
much  beauty  in  the  passages  which  contrast  the 
habits  of  the  hippopotamus,  an  amphibious  animal, 

ton,  writes  to  us  —  "  The  valley  of  the  Nile  in  Upper 
Egypt  and  Nubia  is  in  parts  so  very  narrow  that  the 
mountains  approach  within  a  few  hundred  yards,  and 
even  less,  to  the  river's  bank  ;  the  hippopotamus  there- 
fore might  well  he  said  to  get  its  food  from  the  moun- 
tains, on  the  sides  of  which  it  would  grow." 
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Mrith  those  of  herbivorous  land-quadrupeds :  but  if 
the  elephant  is  to  be  understood,  the  whole  descrip- 
tion is  comparatively  speaking  tame. 

With  respect  to  the  second  objection,  there  is 
little  doubt  that  the  marginal  reading  is  nearer  the 
Hebrew  than  that  of  the  text.  "  Will  any  take 
Mm  in  his  sight,  or  bore  his  nose  with  a  gin?" 
Perhaps  this  refers  to  leading  him  about  alive  with 
a  ring  in  his  nose,  as,  says  KosenmiiUer,  "  the 
Arabs  are  accustomed  to  lead  camels,"  and  we  may 
add  the  English  to  lead  bulls,  "  with  a  ring  passed 
through  the  nostrils."  The  expression  in  verse  17, 
"he  bendeth  his  tail  like  a  cedar,"  has  given  occa- 
sion to  much  discussion ;  some  of  the  advocates  for 

the  elephant  maintaining  that  the  word  zdndb  (I23t) 
may  denote  either  extremity,  and  that  here  the 
elephant's  trunk  is  intended.  Tlie  parallelism,  how- 
ever, clearly  requires  the  posterior  appendage  to  be 
signified  by  the  term.  The  expression  seems  to 
allude  to  the  stiff,  unbending  nature  of  the  animal's 
tail,  which  in  this  respect  is  compared  to  the  tnmk 
of  a  strong  cedar  which  the  wind  scarcely  moves. 

The  description  of  the  animal's  Ij^ng  under  "  the 
shady  trees,"  amongst  the  "reeds"  and  willows,  is 
pecuMarly  applicable  to  the  hippopotamus."  It  has 
been  argued  that  such  a  description  is  equally  appli- 


o  "  At  every  turn  there  occurred  deep,  still  pools, 
and  occasional  sandy  islands  densely  clad  with  lofty 
ree^s.  Above  and  beyond  these  reeds  stood  trees  of 
immense  age,  beneath  which  grew  a  rank  kind  of  grass 
on  which  the  sea-cow  delights  to  pasture  "  (G.  Gum- 
ming, p.  297). 

*>  17^37  Bochart  says,  "  near  thee,"  i.  e.  not  £ir 
from  thy  own  country.  (Jesenius  and  Rosenmiiller 
translate  the  word  "  pariter  atque  te."  Gary  (note  on 
I.  c]  understands  it  "at  the  same  time  as  I  made 
thee." 

'^  "n"'**n,  "  grass,"  not  "  hay,"  as  the  Vulg.  has 
it,  and  some  commentators  :  it  is  from  the  Arabic 
..  vJL  JY     "  to  be  green."     The  Hebrew  word  occurs 

in  Num.  xi.  6,  in  a  limited  sense,  to  denote  "  leeks." 
<*  G^^  seems  to  refer  here  to  the  bones  of  the 

legs  more  particularly  ;  the  marrow  bones. 

«  D"I75  perhaps  here  denotes  the  rib  bones,  as  is 

probable  from  the  singular  number  7Tn2l   V^lDttS 

which  appears  to  be  distributive  and  thereby  emphatic. 
See  RosenmiUl.  Schol.  in  /.  c. 

/  "  With  these  apparently  combined  teeth  the  hip- 
popotamus can  cut  the  grass  as  neatly  as  if  it  were 
mown  with  the  scythe,  and  is  able  to  sever,  as  if  with 
shears,  a  tolerably  stout   and   thick   stem "  (Wood's 

Nat.  Hist.  i.  762).  'DHVl  perhaps  =  the  Greek  ipjnj. 
See  Bochart  (iii.  722),' who  cites  Nicander  (Theriac. 
566)  as  comparing  the  tooth  of  this  animal  to  a  scythe. 
The  next  verse  explains  the  purpose  and  use  of  the 
"  scythe  "  with  which  God  has  provided  his  creature  ; 
namely,  in  order  that  he  may  eat  the  grass  of  the 
hills. 

0  C"'7^.?"^'^r''l?  •  i"'°  navToSaira  Siv&pa:  sub 
umbra.  A.  Schultens,  following  the  Arabic  writers 
Saadias  and  .\bulwalid,  was  the  first  European  com- 
mentator to  propose  "  the  lotus-tree"  as  the  significa- 
tion of  the  Hebrew  7SI^,  which  occurs  only  in  this 
and  the  following  verse'  of  Job.     He  identifies  the 

S     -- 
Hebrew  word  with  the  Arabic  JLo,  which  according 
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cable  to  the  elephant ;  but  this  is  hardly  the  case,  for 
though  the  elephant  is  fond  of  frequent  ablutions,  and 
is  frequently  seen  near  water,  yet  the  constant  habit 
of  the  hippopotamus,  as  imphed  in  verses  21,  22, 
seems  to  be  especially  made  the  subject  to  which 
the  attention  is  directed.  The  whole  passage  (Job 
xl.  15-24)  may  be  thus  literally  translated:  — 

"  Behold  now  behemoth,  whom  I  made  with  thee  ;  6 
he  eateth  grass  c  like  cattle. 

"  Behold  now,  his  strength  is  in  his  loins,  and  his 
power  in  the  muscles  of  his  belly. 

"  He  bendeth  his  tail  like  a  cedar  :  the  sinews  of  his 
thiglis  interweave  one  with  another. 

"  His  bones  <t  are  as  tubes  of  copper  ;  his  (solid) 
bones  each  one  e  as  a  bar  of  forged  iron. 

'■  He  is  (one  of)  the  chief  of  the  works  of  (Jod  ;  his 
Maker  hath  furnished  him  with  his  scythe  (tooth)./ 

"  For  the  hiUs  bring  him  forth  abundant  food,  and 
all  the  beasts  of  the  field  have  their  pastime  there. 

"  Beneath  the  shady  trees  g  he  lieth  down,  in  the 
covert  of  the  reed,  and  fens.A 

"  The  shady  trees  cover  him  with  their  shadow  ;  the 
willows  of  the  stream  svuround  him. 

"  Lo  1  the  river  swelleth  proudly  against  him,  yet 
he  is  not  alarmed  :  he  is  securely  confident  though  a 
Jordan «'  burst  forth  against  his  mouth. 

"  Will  any  one  capture  him  when  in  his  sight  ?Jb 
will  any  one  bore  his  nostril  in  the  snare? " 


to  some  authorities  ia  another  name  for  the  . (\_uj 

(siclr),  the  lotus  of  the  ancient  "  lotophagi,"  Zizyphus 
lotus.  It  would  appear,  however,  from  Abu'lfadli,  cited 
by  Gelsius  {Hierob.  ii.  191),  that  the  Dlial  is  a  species 
distinct  from  the  Sidr,  which  latter  plant  was  also 
known  by  the  names  Salam  and  Nabk.  Sprengel 
identifies  the   Dhal  with   the   Ji\jube-tree  (Zizyphus 

vulgaris).     But  even  if  it  were  proved  that  the    vW!5 

and  the  (J  Lo   were  identical,  the  explanation  of  the 

iJLo  by  Freytag,  "  Arbor  quas  remota  a  flmninibus 
nonnisi  pluvia  rigatur,  aliis  lotus,  Kam.  Ej."  does  not 
warrant  us  in  associating  the  tree  with  the  reeds  and 
willows  of  the  Nile.  Qesenius,  strange  to  say,  supposes 
the  reeds,  out  of  which  numerous  birds  are  flying  in 
the  subjoined  woodcut  firom  Sir  G.  Wilkinson's  work, 
and  which  are  apparently  intended  to  represent  the 
papyrus  reeds,  to  be  the  lote  lilies.  His  words  are, 
"  Xt  any  rate,  on  a  certain  Egyptian  monument  which 
represents  the  chase  of  the  hippopotamus,  I  observe 
this  animal  concealing  himself  in  a  wood  of  water- 
lotuses —  in  loll  aquatiuB  sylva  "  (Wilkinson,  Manners 
and  Customs,  iii.  71).  We  prefer  the  rendering  of  the 
A.  V.  "  shady  trees  ;  "  and  so  read  the  Vulg.,  Kimchi, 
and  Aben  Ezra,  the  Syriac  and  the  Arabic,  with  Bochart. 

Rosenmiiller   takes    D^  vS^,     "  more   Aramseo   pro 

Cbb^,  ut  DS!2*1  pro  Dpa^  supra  vii.  5,  et 
Ps.  Iviu.'s  "  (Schol.  ad  Job.  xl.  21). 

A  See  woodcut.  Gompare  also  Bellonius,  quoted  by 
Bochart :  ''  Vivit  arundinibus  et  cannis  sacchari  et 
foliis  papyri  herbae." 

♦  ^^"1^,  from  "TT^,   "  to  descend."     The  name 

of  Jordan  is  used  poetically  for  any  river,  as  the  Greek 
poets  use  Ida  for  any  mountain  and  .ichelous  for  any 
water  (Rosenmiill.  Schol.),  or  perha)>s  in  its  original 
meaning,  as  simply  a  "  rapid  river."  (See  Stanley,  S. 
4"  P.  §  37.)  This  verse  seems  to  refer  to  the  inunda- 
tion of  the  Nile. 

*  This  seems  to  be  the  meaning  implied.  Compare 
in  the  case  of  Leviathan,  ch.  xli.  2,  5  ;  but  see  also 
Gary's  rendering,  "  He  receiveth  it  (the  river)  up  to 
his  eyes." 
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This  description  agrees  in  every  particular  with 
the  hippopotamus,  which  we  fully  believe  to  be  the 
representative  of  the  behemoth  of  Scripture. 

According  to  the  Talmud,  Behemoth  is  some 
huge  land-animal  which  daily  consumes  the  grass 
off  a  tliousand  hills ;  he  is  to  have  at  some  future 
period  a  battle  with  leviathan.  On  account  of  his 
grazing  on  the  mountains,  h»  is  called  "  the  bull 
of  the  high  mountains."  (See  Lewysohn,  Zool. 
des  Talmtuis,  p.  355.)  "The  'fathers,'  for  the 
most  part,"  says  Cary  (Job,  p.  402)  "  surrounded 
the  object  with  an  awe  equally  dreadful,  and  in  the 
behemoth  here,  and  in  the  leviatlian  of  the  next 
chapter,  saw  nothing  but  mystical  representations 
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of  the  devD;  others  agahi  have  here  pictured  to 
themselves  some  hierogl)phic  monster  that  has  no 
real  existence ;  but  these  wild  imaginations  are  sur- 
passed by  that  of  Bolducius,  who  in  the  behemoth 
actually  beholds  Christ!  " 

The  skin  of  the  hippopotamus  is  cut  into  whips 
by  the  Dutch  colonists  of  S.  Africa,  and  tlie  monu- 
ments of  Egypt  testify  that  a  similar  use  was  made 
of  the  slvin  by  the  ancient  I^g}-ptians  (Aitc.  Kyypt. 
iii.  73).  The  inhabitants  of  S.  Africa  hold  the 
flesh  of  the  hippopotamus  in  high  esteem ;  it  is  said 
to  lie  not  unlike  pork. 

The  hippopotamus  belongs  to  the  order  Pachy- 
derniata,  class  MammaUa.  W.  H. 


Chase  of  the  Hippopotamus.     (Wilkinson.) 


BE'KAH.     [Weights.] 
BEL.     [Baal.] 

BEL  AND  DRAGON.  [DA^•IE^  Apocry- 
phal ADDITIONS  TO.] 

BEX  A  (377?  :  BoXeJ,  and  BoAe,  and  BoA.(£k, 
Gen.  xiv.  2,  8 :  Beta ;  a  gwalknving  up,  or  destruc- 
tion. In  the  Liber  Norn.  Ilebr.,  in  St.  Jerome's 
works,  torn,  ii.,  it  is  corrupted  to  2a\al,  in  the 
Cod.  Reg. ;  but  in  the  Cod.  Colbert,  it  is  written 
hd\\a,"  and  interpreted  KarawovriauSs  (see  I's. 
Iv.  (liv.)  9,  Sept.).     Jerome  appears  to  confound  it 

with  brS,  where  he  renders   it   "habens,  sive 

devoraru ; "    and   with    H  v3,    where   he  says, 
"  Balla,  ahs(yr])ta  sive  infc<era<«").  ' 

1.  [BoKdK-  Bala.]  One  of  the  five  cities  of  the 
plain  which  was  sparwl  at  the  intercession  of  Lot, 
and  received  the  name  of  Zoar  ("1^12),  $malbieM, 


"  BoAAa  is  also  the  LXX.'a  version  of  Btra,  Qen. 

ZlT.  2 


i.  e.  a  little  me  (Gen.  xiv.  2,  xix.  22).  It  lay  on 
the  southern  extremity  of  the  Dead  Sea,  on  the 
frontier  of  Moab  and  Palestine  (Jerome  on  Is.  xv.), 
and  on  the  route  to  r^"pt ;  the  connection  in  which 
it  is  found,  Is.  xv.  5;  Jer.  xlviii.  34;  Gen.  xiii.  10. 
We  first  read  of  Bela  in  Gen.  xiv.  2,  8,  where  it 
is  named  with  Sodom,  (Joniorrha,  Admali,  and 
Zeboiim,  as  forming  a  confederacy  under  their 
respective  kings,  in  the  vale  of  Siddim,  to  resist  the 
supremacy  of  the  king  of  Shinar  and  his  associates. 
It  is  singular  that  the  king  of  Bela  is  tlie  only  one 
of  the  five  whose  name  is  not  given,  and  this  sug- 
gests the  protebility  of  Bela  having  been  his  own 
name,  as  well  as  the  name  of  his  city,  which  may 
have  been  so  called  from  him.  The  tradition  of  the 
Jews  was  that  it  was  called  Btht  from  having  been 
repeatedly  engulfed  by  earthquakes;  and  in  the 
passage  Jer.  xlviii.  34,  "  From  Zoar  even  unto 
Horonaim  (have  they  uttered  their  voice)  as  an 
heifer*'  of  three  years  old,"  and  Is.  xv.  5,  they 


(>  Then  can  be  no  doubt  that  in  both  passages  th« 
ery  of  the  distressed  Mosbites  is  compaied  to  the  lowing 
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ibsurdly  fancied  an  allusion  to  its  destruction  by 
three  earthquakes  (Jerome,  Qiuest.  Jleb.  in  Gen. 
xiv.)-  There  is  nothing  improbable  in  itself  in  the 
supposed  allusion  to  the  swallowing  up  of  the  city 

by  an  earthquake,  which  272-^  exactly  expresses 
(Num.  xvi.  30);  but  the  repeated  occurrence  of 

37^3,  and  words,  compounded  with  it,  as  names 
of  men,  rather  favors  the  notion  of  the  city  having 
been  called  Bdn  from  the  name  of  its  founder. 
This  is  rendered  yet  more  probable  by  Bela  being 
tlie  name  of  an  lidomitish  king  in  Gen.  xxxvi.  32. 
For  ftirther  information  see  De  Saulcy's  A'arrative, 
i.  457-481,  and  Stanley's  S.  #  P.  285.    [ZoAR.] 

2.  [BoAa/c:  Btla,  Bale  in  1  Chr.]  Son  of  Beor, 
who  reigned  over  Edom  in  the  city  of  Dinhabah, 
eight  generations  before  Saul,  king  of  Israel,  or 
about  the  time  of  the  Exodus.  Bernard  Hyde,  fol- 
lowing some  Jewish  commentators  (Simon.  Onomast. 
142,  note),  identifies  this  Bela  with  Balaam  the  son 
of  Beor ;  but  the  evidence  from  the  name  does  not 
seem  to  prove  more  than  identity  of  famUy  and 
race.  There  is  nothing  whatever  to  guide  us  as  to 
the  age  of  Beor,  or  Bosor,  the  founder  of  the  house 
from  which  Bela  and  Balaam  sprung.  As  regards 
the  name  of  Bela's  royal  or  native  city  Duihabah, 
which  Furst  and  Gesenius  render  "place  of  plunder," 
it  may  be  suggested  whether  it  may  not  possibly 

be  a  form  of  n3rT3,  the  Chaldee  for  gold,  after 
the  analogy  of  the  frequent  Chaldee  resolution  of 
the  dagesh  forte  into  nun.  There  are  several  names 
of  places  and  persons  in  Idumea  which  point  to 
gold  as  found  there — as  Dizahab,  Deut.  i.  1, 
"place  of  gold;"  Mezahab,  "waters  of  gold,"  or 
"gold-streams,"  Gen.  xxxvi.  39."  Compare  Dehe- 
bris,  the  ancient  name  of  the  Tiber,  famous  for  its 
yellow  waters.  If  this  derivation  for  Dinhabah  be 
true,  its  Chaldee  form  would  not  be  difficult  to 
account  for,  and  would  supply  an  additional  evidence 
of  the  early  conquests  of  the  Chaldees  in  the  direction 
of  Idumea.     The  name  of  Bela's  ancestor  Beor, 

"TB,  is  of  a  decidedly  Chaldee  or  Aramaean  form, 

like  Peor  ^3??,  Pethor  ihS,  Rehob  Hh"),  and 
others;  and  we  are  expressly  told  that  Balaam  the 
son  of  Beor  dwelt  in  Pethor,  which  is  by  the  river 
of  the  land  of  the  children  of  his  people,  i.  e.  the 
river  Euphrates ;  and  he  himself  describes  his  home 
as  being  in  Aram  (Num.  xxii.  5,  xxiii.  7).  Saul 
^aui,  who  reigned  over  Edom  after  Samlah,  came 
from  Eehoboth  by  the  river  Euphrates  (Gen.  xxxvi. 
37).  We  read  in  Job's  time  of  the  Chaldseans 
making  incursions  into  the  land  of  Uz,  and  carrying 
off  the  camels,  and  slaying  Job's  servants  (Job  i. 
17).  In  the  time  of  Abraham  we  have  the  king 
of  Shinar  apparently  extending  his  empire  so  as  to 
make  the  kings  on  the  borders  of  the  Dead  Sea  bis 
tributaries,  and  with  his  confederates  extending  his 
conquests  into  the  very  country  which  was  after- 
wards the  land  of  ¥Aom  (Gen.  xiv.  6).  Putting 
all  this  together,  we  may  conclude  with  some  con- 
fidence that  Bela  the  son  of  Beor,  who  reigned  over 
TAom,  was  a  Chaldaean  by  birth,  and  reigned  in 
Edom  by  conquest.     He  may  have  been  contem- 


of  a  heifer  whose  calf  has  been  taken  from  her.  The 
5  of  comparison  is  very  frequently  omitted  in  Hebrew 
poetry. 

«  In  nini^,  "  the  golden  city,"  Is.  xiv.  4,  the 
reading  is  doubtful  (Qesen.  in  v.). 
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porary  with  Moses  and  Balaam.  Hadad,  of  which 
name  there  were  two  kings  (Gen.  xxxvi.  35,  39),  is 
probably  another  instance  of  an  Aramaean  king  of 
Edom,  as  we  find  the  name  Benhadad  as  that  of  the 
kings  of  Syria,  or  Aram,  in  later  history  (1  K.  xx.). 
Compare  also  the  name  of  Hadad-ezer,  king  of 
Zobah,  in  the  neighborhood  of  the  Euphrates  (2 
Sam.  viii.  3,  &c.).  The  passage  Gen.  xxxvi.  31-39, 
is  given  in  duplicate  1  Chr.-  i.  43-51. 

3.  [Ba\d,  BoAe,  etc.:  Btld].  Eldest  son  of 
Benjamin,  according  to  Gen.  xlvi.  21,*  Num.  xxvi. 
38,  1  Chr.  vii.  6,  viii.  1,  and  head  of  the  family  of 
the  Belaites.  The  houses  of  his  family,  accoi-ding 
to  1  Chr.  viii.  3-5,  were  Addar,  Gera,  Abihud  (read 

E/itid  l^nS,  for  "I^rr^^S),  Ablshua,  Naaman, 
Ahoah,  Shupham,  and  Haram.  Of  these  Ehud  is 
the  most  remarkable.  The  exploit  of  Ehud  the 
son  of  Gera,  who  shared  the  peculiarity  of  so  many 
of  his  Benjamite  brethren,  in  being  left-handed 
(Judg.  XX.  16),  in  slaying  Eglon  the  king  of  Moab, 
and  delivering  Israel  from  the  Moabitish  5oke,  is 
related  at  length  Judg.  iii.  14-30.  The  greatness 
of  the  victory  subsequently  obtained  may  be  meas- 
ured by  the  length  of  the  rest  of  80  years  which 
followed.  It  is  perhaps  worth  noticing  that  as  we 
have  Husham  by  the  side  of  Bela  among  the  kings 
of  Edom,  Gen.  xxxvi.  34,  so  also  by  the  side  of 
Bela,  son  of  Benjamin,  we  have  the  Benjamite  fam- 
ily of  Hushim  (1  Chr.  vii.  12),  sprung  apparently 
from  a  foreign  woman  of  that  name,  whom  a  Ben- 
jamite took  to  wife  in  the  land  of  Moab  (1  Chr. 
viii.  8-11).     [Becher.] 

4.  [BoA/k  ;  Alex.  BaA.« :  Bala.li  Son  of  Ahaz, 
a  Reubenite  (1  Chr.  v.  8).  It  is  remarkable  that 
his  country  too  was  "  in  Aroer,  even  unto  Nebo 
and  Rud-meon ;  and  eastward  he  inhabited  untc 
the  entermg  in  of  the  wilderness  from  the  river 
Euphrates"  (8,  9).  A.  C.  H. 

BE'LAH.     [Bela,  3.] 

BE'LAITES,  THE  (''V^?'?:  6  Ba\i;  [Vat. 
Alex.  -Afi :  Bilaike] ),  Num.  xxvi.  38.     [Bela,  3.] 

BEL'EMUS  (B^Kffxos-  Balsamm),  1  Esdr. 
ii.  16.     [Bishlasi.] 

BE'LIAL.  The  translators  of  our  A.  V.,  fol- 
lowing the  Vulgate,  have  frequently  treated   the 

word   ^y*  y5  as  a  proper  name,  and  given  it  in 

the  form  Belial,  in  accordance  with  2  Cor.  vi.  15. 
This  is  particularly  the  case  where  it  is  connected 

with  the  expressions  2'"'"'^,  man  of,  or  ]2  sow  of: 
in  other  instances  it  is  translated  vyicked  or  some 
equivalent  term  (Deut.  xv.  9;  Ps.  xli.  8,  ci.  3; 
Prov.  vi.  12,  xvi.  27,  xix.  28;  Nah.  i.  11,  15). 
There  can  be  no  question,  however,  that  the  word 
is  not  to  be  regarded  as  a  proper  name  in  the  0.  T. ; 
its  meaning  is  worthlessness,  and  hence  recklessness, 
lawlessness.     Its  etymology  is  uncertain:  the  first 

part  ^^'2i  =  mthmt;  the  second  part  has  been  va^ 
riously  connected  with  \)''\'^  yoke,  as  in  the  Vulg. 
(Judg.  xix.  22)  Belial,  id  est  absque  jugo,  in  the 

sense  of  unbridled,  rebellious;  with  "^l^^?,  to  as- 
cend, as  =  tcithout  ascent,  that  is,  of  the  lowest  con- 
dition ;  and  lastly  with  V^^,  usefulness  =  without 


*  In  A.  V.  "  Belah,"  the  37  being  rendered  by  H. 
Comp.  Shuah  [3 ;  Hebron,  2]. 
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usefulness,  that  is,  ffood  for  nothing  (Gesen.  The- 
saur.  p.  209):  the  latter  appears  to  be  the  most 
probable,  not  only  in  regard  to  sense,  but  also  as 
explaining  the  unusual  fusion  of  the  two  words,  the 
>  at  the  end  of  the  one  and  at  the  beginning  of  the 
other  leading  to  a  crasls,  originally  in  the  pronun- 
ciation, and  afterwards  in  the  writing.  The  ex- 
pression son  or  Tnan  of  Belial  must  be  understood 
as  meaning  simply  a  worthless,  lawless  fellow  (iro- 
pivoixos,  LXX.):  it  occurs  frequently  in  this  sense 
m  the  historical  books  (Judg.  xix.  22,  xx.  13;  1 
Sam.  i.  IG,  ii.  12,  x.  27,  xxv.  17,  25,  xxx.  22;  2 
Sam.  xvi.  7,  xx.  1;  IK.  xxi.  10;  2  Chr.  xiii.  7), 
and  only  once  in  the  earlier  books  (Deut.  xiii.  13). 

The  adjunct   H7''N  is  occasionally  omitted,  as  in 

Sam.  xxiii.  6,  and  Job  xxxiv.  18,  where  ^V*7S 
stands  by  itself,  as  a  term  of  reproach.  The  later 
Hebrews  used  ^a/cet  and  naipi  in  a  similar  manner 
(Matt.  V.  22) :  the  latter  is  perhaps  the  most  anal- 
ogous; in  1  Sam.  xxv.  25,  Xabal  (v33  :=  fuop6s} 

is  described  as  a  man  of  Belial,  as  though  the  terms 
were  equivalent. 

In  the  X.  T.  the  term  appears  in  the  form  B«- 
\iap  and  not  BeA/oA,  as  given  in  the  A.  V.  The 
change  of  \  into  p  was  common ;  we  have  an  in- 
stance even  in  Biblical  Hebrew  HTI-TQ  (Job 
xxxviii.  32)  for  nib-Ttt  2  K.  rsiii.  5);  in  Chal- 
dee  we  meet  with  S^^H  for  n'*2  vH,  and  vari- 
ous other  instances ;  the  same  change  occurred  in 
the  Doric  dialect  (favpoi  for  <(>ad\os),  with  which 
the  Alexandrine  writers  were  most  familiar.  The 
term  as  used  in  2  Cor.  vi.  15  is  generally  under- 
stood as  an  appellative  of  Satan,  as  the  personifica- 
tion of  all  that  was  bad:  Bengel  {Gnomon  in  loc.) 
explains  it  of  Antichrist,  as  more  strictly  the  oppo- 
site of  Christ  (omnem  colluviem  antichi-istinnum 
notare  videtur).  W.  L.  B. 

BELLOWS  (nea  :  (pvcvriip,  LXX.).  The 
word  occurs  only  in  Jer.  vi.  29,  "  The  bellows  are 
burned ; ' '  where  their  use  is  to  heat  a  smelting 
furnace.  They^were  known  even  in  the  time  of 
Moses,  and  perhaps  still  earlier,  since  the  operations 
of  a  foundry  would  be  almost  impossible  without 
them.  A  picture  of  two  different  kinds  of  bellows, 
both  of  highly  ingenious  construction,  may  be  found 
in  Wilkinson,  Anc.  Egypt-  iii.  338.  "  They  con- 
sisted," he  says,  "of  a  leather,  secured  and  fitted 
into  a  frame,  from  which  a  long  pipe  extended  for 
carrying  the  wind  to  the  fire.     They  were  worked 


JSgyptlan  Bellows.   (F.  Cailllard,  Recherches  sur  Us  Arts 
des  Anciens  ^yptiem.) 

by  the  feet,  the  operator  standing  upon  them,  with 
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one  under  each  foot,  and  pressing  them  alternately 
while  he  pulled  up  each  exhausted  skin  with  a 
string  he  held  in  his  hand.  In  one  instance  we 
observe  from  the  painting,  that  when  the  man  left 
the  bellows,  they  were  raised  as  if  inflated  with  air; 
and  this  would  imply  a  knowledge  of  the  valve. 
The  pipes  even  in  the  time  of  Thothmes  III.,  [sup- 
posed to  be]  the  contemporary  of  Moses,  apjjear 
to  have  been  simply  of  reed,  tipped  with  a  metal 
point  to  resist  the  action  of  the  fire." 

Bellows  of  an  analogous  kind  were  early  known 
to  the  Greeks  and  Romans.  Homer  (11.  xviii.  470) 
speaks  of  20  (pvaat  in  the  forge  of  Hephoestos,  and 
they  are  mentioned  frequently  by  ancient  authors 
{Diet,  of  Ant,  art.  Follis).  Ordinary  hand-bel- 
lows, made  of  wood  and  kid's-skin,  are  used  by  the 
modern  Egjptians,  but  are  not  found  in  the  old 
paintings.  They  may  however  have  been  known, 
as  they  were  to  the  early  Greeks.  F.  W.  F. 

BELLS.  There  are  two  words  thus  translated 
in  the  A.  V.,  namely,  PD5?S,  Ex.  xxviii.  33  (from 

apS,  to  strike;  K^Swvts,  LXX.),  and  ^'1b^:?2, 
Zech.  xiv.  20  (rh  eVl  rhv  X"^<»'<'»'  tov  tirirov, 
LXX.;  A.  v.,  marg.  "bridles,"  from  77^,  to 
strike). 

In  Ex.  xx\iii.  33  the  bells  alluded  to  were  the 
golden  ones,  according  to  the  Kabbis  72  in  number 
(Winer,  s.  v.  Schelkn),  which  alternated  with  the 
three-colored  pomegranates  round  the  hem  of  the 
high-priest's  ephod.  The  object  of  them  was  "  that 
his  sound  might  be  heard  when  he  went  in  unto  the 
holy  place,  and  when  he  came  out,  that  he  die  not " 
(Ex.  xxviii.  35),  or  "  that  as  he  went  there  might 
be  a  sound,  and  a  noise  made  that  might  be  heard 
in  the  temple,  for  a  memorial  to  the  childien  of  his 
people  "  (Ecclus.  xlv.  9).  No  doubt  they  answered 
the  same  purpose  as  the  bells  used  by  the  Brah- 
mins in  the  Hindoo  ceremonies,  and  by  the  lioman 
CathoUcs  during  the  celebration  of  mass  (comp. 
Luke  i.  21).  To  this  day  bells  are  frequently 
attached,  for  the  sake  of  their  pleasant  sound,  to 
the  anklets  of  women.  [Anklet.]  The  little 
girls  of  Cairo  wear  strings  of  them  round  their 
feet  (Lane,  Mod.  Egypt,  ii.  370,  and  at  Koojar, 
Mungo  Park  saw  a  dance  "in  which  many  per- 
formers assisted,  all  of  whom  were  provided  with 
little  bells  fastened  to  their  legs  and  arms." 

In  Zech.  xiv.  20  "  bells  of  the  horses  "  (where 
our  marg.  Vers,  follows  the  LXX.)  is  probably  a 
wrong  rendering.     The  Hebrew  word  is  almost  the 

same  as  C")J^V?^  "  a  pair  of  cymbals,"  and  as 
they  are  supjjosed  to  be  inscribed  with  the  words 
"  Holiness  unto  the  Lord,"  it  is  more  probable  that 
they  are  not  bells,  but  "  concave  or  flat  pieces  of 
brass,  which  were  sometimes  attached  to  horses  for 
the  sake  of  ornament"  (Jahn,  Arch.  Bibl.  §  96). 
Indeed    they   were    probably   the    same    as    the 

D"'2'")ni£?,  fi-qvlffKot  (Is.  iii.  18;  Judg.  viii.  21), 
lunula:  of  gold,  silver,  or  brass  used  as  ornaments, 
and  hung  by  the  Arabians  round  the  necks  of  their 
camels,  as  we  still  see  them  in  England  on  the  har- 
ness of  horses.  They  were  not  only  ornamental, 
but  useful,  as  their  tinkling  tended  to  enliven  the 
animals :  and  in  the  caravans  they  thus  served  the 
purpose  of  our  modem  sheep-bells.  Hie  compari- 
son to  the  KCtfSwfff  used  by  the  Greeks  to  test 
horses  seems  out  of  place;  and  hence  Archbishop 
Seeker's  explanation  of  the  verse,  as  meaning  that 
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war-horses  would  become  useless,  and  their  trap- 
pings would  be  converted  to  sacred  purposes,  is 
untenable.  The  general  meaning,  as  obvious  from 
the  context,  is  that  true  religion  will  then  be  uni- 
versally professed.  F.  W.  F. 

BELMA'IM  (BeAOeV;  fV^at]  Alex.  BfXfiain; 
[Sin.  A&e\fiat/j.;  Conip.  BeA/iot/x:]  Belma),  a 
place  which,  from  the  terms  of  tiie  passage,  would 
appear  to  have  l)een  south  of  Dothaim  (Jud.  vii. 
3).  Possibly  it  is  the  same  as  Bklmen,  though 
whether  this  is  the  case,  or  indeed  whether  either 
of  them  ever  had  any  real  existence,  it  is  at  present 
impossible  to  determine.  [Judith.]  The  Syriac 
has  Abel-mechola.  G. 

BEL'MEN  ([Koni.  Comp.]  Bi\fifv;  [Sin.] 
Alex.  BeK/j-aiV,  l\iit.  Bai\fj.ati/] :  Vulg.  omits), 
a  place  named  amongst  the  towns  of  Samaria  as 
lying  between  Beth-horon  and  Jericho  (Jud.  iv.  4). 
The  Hebrew  name  would  seem  to  have  been  Abel- 
maim;  but  the  only  place  of  that  name  in  the 
0.  T.  was  far  to  tlie  north  of  the  locality  here 
alluded  to.  [Abel-maim.]  The  Syriac  version 
has  Abel-meholah,  which  is  more  consistent  with 
the  context.     [Abel-meholah;  Belmaim.] 

G. 

BELSHAZ'ZAR   ("I-^SIT^?,    Dan.  v.  1, 

and  "l'2l£'M75,  ™.  1:  BoArcfffap  [Alex.  Bapra- 
crap  in  Dan.  v.  1] :  BtUnsrir),  the  last  king  of 
Babylon.  According  to  the  well-known  scriptural 
narrative,  he  was  warned  of  his  coming  doom  by 
the  handwriting  on  the  wall  which  was  interpreted 
by  Daniel,  and  was  slain  during  a  splendid  feast  in 
his  palace.  Similarly  Xenophon  {Cyrop.  vii.  5,  3) 
tells  us  that  Babylon  was  taken  by  Cjtus  in  the 
night,  while  the  inhabitants  were  engaged  in  feast- 
ing and  revelry,  and  that  the  king  was  killed.  On 
the  other  hand  the  narratives  of  Berosus  in  Jose- 
phus  (c.  Apion.  i.  20)  and  of  Herodotus  (i.  184  ff.) 
difler  from  the  above  account  ui  some  important 
particulars.  Berosus  calls  the  last  king  of  Babylon 
Nabonnedus  or  Nabonadius  (Nabu-nit  or  Nabona- 
kit,  i.  e.  Nebo  blesses,  or  makes  prosperous),  and 
says  that  in  the  17th  year  of  his  reign  Cyrus  took 
Babylon,  the  king  having  retired  to  the  neighbor- 
ing city  of  Borsippus  or  Borsippa  (Birs-i-Ximrud), 
called  by  Niebuhr  (Lect.  on  Anc.  Hist,  xii.)  "the 
Chaldean  Benares,  the  city  in  which  the  Chaldfeans 
had  their  most  revered  objects  of  religion,  and  where 
they  cultivated  their  science."  Being  blockaded  in 
that  city,  Nabonnedus  surrendered,  his  life  was 
spared,  and  a  principaUty  or  estate  given  to  him  in 
Carmania,  where  he  died.  According  to  Herodotus 
the  last  king  was  called  Lab3'netus.  a  name  easy  to 
reconcile  with  the  Nabonnedus  of  Berosus,  and  the 
Naliannidochus  of  Megasthenes  (Euseb.  Prcep. 
Evrm(j.  ix.  41).  Cyrus,  after  defeating  Labynetus 
in  the  open  field,  appeared  before  Babylon,  within 
which  the  besi^^ed  defied  attack  and  even  block- 
ade, as  they  had  walls  300  feet  high,  and  75  feet 
thick,  forming  a  square  of  15  miles  to  a  side,  and 
had  stored  up  pre\iously  several  years'  provision. 
But  he  took  the  city  by  drawing  off  for  a  time  the 
waters  of  the  Euphrates,  and  then  marching  in 
with  his  whole  army  along  its  bed,  during  a  great 
Babylonian  festival,  while  the  people,  feeling  per- 
fectly secure,  were  scattered  over  the  whole  city  in 
reckless  amusement.  These  discrepancies  have 
lately  been  cleared  up  by  the  discoveries  of  Sir 
Henry  RawUnson;  and  the  histories  of  profane 
writers,  far  from  contradicting  the  Scriptural  narra- 
18 
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tive,  are  shown  to  explain  and  confirm  it.  In  1854 
he  deciphered  the  inscriptions  on  some  cylinders 
found  in  the  rums  of  Um-(}eer  (the  ancient  Ur  of 
the  Chaldees),  containing  memorials  of  the  works 
executed  by  Nabonnedus.  From  these  inscriptions 
it  appears  that  the  eldest  son  of  Nabonnedus  was 
called  Bel-shar-ezar  and  admitted  by  his  father  to 
a  share  in  the  govenmient.  This  name  is  com- 
pounded of  Bel  (the  Babylonian  god),  Shar  (a  hiny), 
and  the  same  termination  as  in  Nabopolassar,  Neb- 
uchadnezzar, &c.,  and  is  contracted  into  Belshaz- 
zar,  just  as  Neriglissar  (again  with  the  same  ter- 
mination) is  formed  from  Nergal-sharezar.  In  a 
communication  to  the  Athenaeum,  No.  1377,  Sir 
Henry  Rawlinson  says,  "we  can  now  understand 
how  Belshazzar,  as  joint  kmg  with  his  father,  may 
have  been  governor  of  Babylon,  when  the  city  was 
attacked  by  the  combined  forces  of  the  Medes  and 
Persians,  and  may  have  perished  in  the  as.sault 
which  followed ;  while  Nabonnedus  leading  a  force 
to  the  reUef  of  the  place  was  defeated,  and  obliged' 
to  take  refuge  in  Borsippa,  capitulating  after  a 
short  resistance,  and  being  subsequently  assigned, 
according  to  Berosus,  an  honorable  retirement  in 
Carmania."  In  accordance  with  this  view  we 
arrange  the  last  Chaldaean  kings  as  follows :  —  Neb- 
uchadnezzar, his  son  Evil-merodach,  Neriglissar, 
I^borosoarchod  (his  son,  a  boy,  killed  in  a  conspir- 
acy), Nabonnedus  or  Labynetus,  and  Belshazzar. 
Herodotus  says  that  Labynetus  was  the  son  of 
Queen  Nitocris;  and  Jlegasthenes  (Euseb.  Chr. 
Arm.  p.  60)  tells  us  that  he  succeeded  I^borosoar- 
chod,  but  was  not  of  his  flimily.  Na^avviSoxov 
airoSfiKvvffi  fioffiKta,  •iTpoai]KOVTa,  ol  ouSfy.  In 
Dan.  v.  2,  Nebuchadnezzar  is  called  the  father  of 
lieLshazzar.  This  of  course  need  only  mean  grand- 
father or  ancestor.  Now  Neriglissar  usurjjcd  the 
throne  on  the  murder  of  Evil-merodach  (Beros.  op. 
Joseph.  Apion.  i.):  we  may  therefore  well  supjxise 
that  on  the  death  of  his  son  Laborosoarchod,  Neb- 
uchadnezzar's family  was  restored  in  the  person  of 
Nabonnedus  or  Labynetus,  possibly  the  son  of  that 
king  and  Nitocris,  and  father  of  Belshazzar.  The 
chief  objection  to  this  supposition  would  be  that 
if  Neriglissar  married  Nel)uchadnezzar's  daughter 
(Joseph,  c.  Apion.  i.  21)  [20,  Didot's  ed.],  Nabon- 
nedus would  through  her  be  connected  with  laboro- 
soarchod. This  difficulty  is  met  by  the  theory  of 
Kawlinson  (Herod.  Essay  viii.  §  25),  who  connects 
Belshazzar  with  Nebuchadnezzar  through  his  mo- 
ther, thinking  it  probable  that  Nabu-nahit,  whom 
he  does  not  consider  related  to  Nebuchadnezzar, 
would  strengthen  his  position  by  marrjing  the 
daughter  of  that  king,  who  would  thus  be  Belshaz- 
zar's  maternal  grandfather.  A  totally  different 
view  is  taken  by  Marcus  Niebuhr  (Geschichte  As- 
siir's  und  Babel's  seit  Phul,  p.  91),  who  considers 
Belshazzar  to  be  another  name  for  Evil-merodach, 
the  son  of  Nebuchadnezzar.  He  identifies  their 
characters  by  comparing  Dan.  v.  with  the  language 
of  lierosus  about  Evil-merodach,  Trpocrrai  rav 
irpayfiaTwv  a.v6fjiais  Ka\  afftXyws-  He  considers 
that  the  capture  of  Babylon  described  in  Daniel, 
was  not  by  the  I'ersians,  but  by  the  ^ledes,  imder 
Astyages  {i.  e.  Darius  the  Mede),  and  that  between 
the  reigns  of  Evil-merodach  or  Belshazzar,  and  Ne- 
rigUssar,  we  must  insert  a  brief  period  during  which 
Babylon  was  subject  to  the  Medes.  This  solves  a 
difficulty  as  to  the  age  of  Darius  (Dan.  v.  31;  cf. 
RawUnson,  I'^say  iii  §  11),  but  most  people  will 
proliably  prefer  the  actual  facts  discovered  by  Sir 
Henry  Rawlinson  to  the  theory  (though  doubtless 
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very  ingenious)  of  Iviebubr.     On  Rawlinson's  view, 
Belshazzar  died  b.  c.  538,  on  Niebulir's  b.  c.  559. 
G.  E.  L.  C. 
BELTESHAZZAR.     [Damel.] 
BEN  (]2  [son]:  LXX.  omits:  Ben),  a  Invite 
"of  the  second   degree,"  one  of  the  porters  ap- 
pointed by  Dand  to  the  service  of  the  ark  (1  Chr. 
XV.  18). 

BENA'IAH  [3  syl.]  (5in>33  and  n^2  = 
built  by  J  ah:  ^avaias'-  ^a«ato),  the  name  of  sev- 
eral Israehtes : — 

1.  BKNAiAiir;  the  son  of  Jchoiada  the  chief 
priest  (1  Chr.  xxvii.  5),  and  therefore  of  the  tribe 
of  Levi,  tliough  a  native  of  Kabzeel  (2  Sam.  xxiii. 
20;  1  Chr.  xi.  22),  in  the  south  of  Judali;  set  by 
David  (1  Chr.  xi.  25)  over  his  body.^uard  of  Chere- 
thites  and  relethites  (2  Sam.  viii".  18;  IK.  i.  38; 
1  Chr.  xviii.  17 ;  2  Sara.  xx.  23)  and  occupjing 
a  middle  rank  between  the  first  three  of  the  Gib- 
borim,  or  "  mighty  men,"  and  the  thirty  "  valiant 
men  of  the  armies"  (2  Sam.  xxiii.  22,  23;  1  Chr. 
xi.  25,  xxvii.  6;  and  see  Kennicott,  LHss.  p.  177). 
The  exploits  which  gave  him  this  rank  are  nar- 
rated in  2  Sam.  xxiii.  20,  21;  1  Chr.  xi.  22.  He 
was  captain  of  the  host  tor  the  third  month  (1  Chr. 
xxvii.  5). 

Benaiah  remained  faithful  to  Solomon  during 
Adonijah's  attempt  on  the  crown  (1  K.  i.  8,  10),  a 
matter  in  which  he  took  part  in  his  official  capacity 
as  commander  of  the  king's  body-guard  (1  K.  i.  32. 
38,  44);  and  after  Adonijah  and  Joab  had  both 
been  put  to  death  by  his  hand,  he  was  raised  by 
Solomon  into  the  place  of  the  latter  as  commander- 
in-chief  of  the  whole  army  (ii.  35,  iv.  4). 

Benaiah  appesirs  to  have  had  a  son,  caUed  after 
his  grandfather,  Jehoiada,  who  succeeded  Ahitho- 
phel  about  the  person  of  the  king  (1  Chr.  xxvii. 
34).  But  this  is  possibly  a  copyist's  mistake  for 
"  Benaiah  the  son  of  Jehoiada." 

2.  [Vat.  Alex.  om.  in  2  Sam. ;  Vulg.  in  2  Sam. 
and  1  Chr.  xi.  Bnnnia.]  Bex.viah  the  Pikatiion- 
Ite;  an  Ephi-aimite,  one  of  David's  thirty  mighty 
men  (2  Sam.  xxiii.  30;  1  Chr.  xi.  31),  and  the  cap- 
tain of  the  eleventh  monthly  course  (1  Chr.  ^vii. 
14). 

3.  [In  1  Chr.  xv.  18,  Bavala.]  Benaiahu;  a 
Levite  in  the  time  of  David,  who  "played  with  a 
psaltery  on  Alamoth  "  (1  Chr.  xv.  18,  20,  xvi.  5). 

4.  [1  Chr.  XV.  24,  Bavata;  Vat.  Alex.  FA. 
Bavai-]  Benaiahu;  a  priest  in  the  time  of  Da- 
vid, appointed  to  blow  the  trunifjet  before  the  ark 
(1  Chr.  XV.  24,  xvi.  <]). 

6.  [Vat.  om.]  Benaiah;  a  Levite  of  the  sons 
of  Asaph  (2  Chr.  xx.  14). 

6-  [Vat.  &avai  Pavata^.]  Benaiahu;  a  I^e- 
vite  in  the  time  of  Hezekiah,  one  of  the  "  overseers 

(D^l^i7S)  of  offerings"  (2  Chr.  xxxi.  13). 

7.  [Vat.  om. ;  Alex.  Bavata'-  Banaia.']  Be- 
kaiah;  one  of  the  "princes"  (D"'S^t272)  of  the 
femflies  of  Simeon  (1  Chr.  iv.  36). 

"8.  Besaiah  ;  four  laj-men  in  the  time  of  Ezra 
w*ho  had  taken  strange  wives.  [Bavaia:  Vulg.  1, 
Sanea  ;  3,  Bnneas ;  4,  Banain.]  1  (Kzr.  x.  25). 
CBAANIA.S.]  2  (Ezr.  X.  30).  [Naidus.]  3  (Ezr. 
■X.  35),  and  4  (s.  43).     [Banaias.] 

9.  Benaiahu  ;  father  of  Pelatiah,  "  a  prince  of 
rthe  people  "  in  the  time  of  Ezekiel  (xi.  1,  13). 

BEN-AM'MI  OaV""!?,  son  of  my  kindred), 
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the  son  of  the  younger  daughter  of  Lot,  and  the 
progenitor  of  tlie  Ammonites  (Gen.  xix.  38).  The 
reaxling  of  the  LXX.  and  Vulgate  differs  from  the 
Hebrew  text  by  inserting  the  name  of  Amnion  as 
well  as  the  exclamation  which  originated  it:  koI 
iKoKfCf  rh  uvo/xa  aiirov  'A/x/xav  \eyov(Ta  Ti'bj 
ytvovs  fiov  [Alex.  KfjLixav  o  vios  tov  yevovs  /ton]  : 
Am/non,  id  estjiliics  pojmli  mei. 

■  BEN'E-BE'RAK  (p"]2-^3?l  [sans  of  light- 
ning  or  of  Barak]  :  BavatfiaKar;'  A]e\.  Banj|8o- 
paK-  et  Baneet  Barach:  Syr.  ■ .  *> ,  iSi^ ^),  one 

of  the  cities  of  the  tribe  of  Dan,  mentioned  only  in 
.Josh.  xix.  45.  The  paucity  of  information  which  we 
possess  regarding  tliis  tribe  (omitted  entirely  from 
the  lists  in  1  Chr.  ii.-viii.,  and  only  one  family 
mentioned  in  Num.  xxvi.)  makes  it  impossible  to 
say  whether  the  "sons  of  Berak  "  who  gave  their 
name  to  this  place  belonged  to  Dan,  or  were,  as  we 
may  perhaps  infer  from  the  name,  earlier  settlers 
dispossessed  by  the  tribe.  The  reading  of  the 
Syriac,  Baal-debac,  is  not  confirmed  l)y  any  other 
version.  By  Eusebius  the  name  is  divided  (comp. 
Vulg.),  and  BapaKai  is  said  to  have  been  then  a 
■s-illage  near  Azotus.  No  trace  has  been  found  of 
it.  G. 

*  Knobel  (Josua,  p.  471)  identifies  it  with  Ibn 
Abrak,  an  hour's  distance  from  el-l'ehudiyeh  (Je- 
hud),  according  to  Scholz  {Reise,  p.  256).        A. 

BEN'E-JA'AKAN  (^rj?^  "'Sa,  children 
[sons]  of  Jaakfin  [perh.  sagacious,  wise,  Fiirst] : 
Bafaia;  Alex.  Bacifcai':  Benejaacan),  a  tribe  who 
gave  their  name  to  certain  wells  in  the  desert  which 
formed  one  of  the  halting-places  of  the  Israelites 
on  their  journey  to  Canaan.  [BEEitOTH  Bene- 
JAAKAN.]  In  Num.  xxxiii.  31,  32,  the  name  is 
given  in  the  shortened  form  of  Bene-jaakan.  The 
tribe  doubtless  derived  its  name  from  Jaakan,  the 
son  of  Ezer,  son  of  Seir  the  Horite  (1  Chr.  i.  42), 
whose  name  is  also  given  in  Genesis  as  Akan. 
[Akan;    J  A  KAN.] 

The  situation  of  these  wells  has  not  been  yet 
identified.  In  the  time  of  Eusebius  ( Onom.  Beroth 
fil.  Jacin,  'laKeifi.)  the  spot  was  shown  10  miles 
from  Petra  on  the  top  of  a  mountain.  Itobinson 
suggests  the  small  fountain  ei-Tniyib(h,  at  the  bot- 
tom of  the  Pass  er-Rubay  under  Petra,  a  short 
distance  from  the  Arabali.  The  word  15eeroth, 
however,  suggests  not  a  spring  but  a  group  of  ar- 
tificial welLs. 

In  the  Targ.  Ps.  Jon.  the  name  is  given  in  Num- 
bers as  Aktha,  Snpr  •'7I"'3.  G. 

BEN'E-KE'DEM  (21^.  "*33.  the  children 
[sons]  of  the  Kost),  an  appellation  given  to  a  people, 
or  to  peoples,  dwelling  to  the  east  of  Palestine.  It 
occurs  in  the  following  jiassages  of  the  O.  T. :  (1.) 
Gen.  xxix.  1,  "Jacob  came  into  the  land  of  the 
people  of  the  East,"  in  which  was  therefore  reck- 
oned Haran.  (2.)  Jol)  i.  3,  Job  was  "  the  greatest 
of  all  the  men  of  the  East"  [Jon].  (3.)  Judg. 
vi.  3,  33,  vii.  12,  viii.  10.  In  the  first  three  pas- 
sages the  Bene-Kedem  are  mentioned  together  with 
the  Jlidianites  and  the  Amalckites;  and  in  the 
fourth  tlie  latter  peoples  seem  to  lie  indude<l  in  this 
common  name:  "  Now  Zebah  and  Zalmunna  [were] 
in  Karkor,  and  their  hosts  with  them,  alwut  fifteen 
thousand  [men],  all  that  were  left  of  all  tlie  hosts 
of  the  children  of  the  Ivast."  In  the  events  to 
which  these  passages  of  Judges  relate,  we  find  a 
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curious  reference  to  the  language  spoken  by  these 
eastern  tribes,  which  was  understood  by  Gideon  and 
his  servant  (or  one  of  them )  as  they  listened  to  the 
talk  in  the  camp ;  and  from  this  it  is  to  be  inferred 
that  they  spoke  a  dialect  intelligible  to  an  Israelite : 
an  inference  tearing  on  an  affinity  of  race,  and 
thence  on  the  growth  of  the  Semitic  languages. 
(4.)  1  K.  iv.  30,  "Solomon's  wisdom  excelled  the 
wisdom  of  all  the  children  of  the  I'kst  country." 
(5.)  Is.  xi.  14;  Jer.  xlix.  28;  Ez.  xxv.  4,  10.  From 
the  first  passage  it  is  difficult  to  deduce  an  argu- 
ment, but  the  other  instances,  with  their  contexts, 
are  highly  imix)rtant.  In  Ezekiel,  Amnion  is  de- 
livered to  the  "men  of  the  East,"  and  its  city 
Eabbah  is  prophesied  to  become  "a  stable  for 
camels,  and  the  Ammonites  a  couching-place  for 
flocks;  "  referring,  apparently,  to  the  habits  of  the 
wandering  Arabs;  while  "palaces"  and  "dwell- 
ings," also  mentioned  and  thus  rendered  in  the  A. 
v.,  may  be  better  read  '■•camps"  and  ^^  tents." 
The  words  of  Jeremiah  strengthen  the  supposition 
just  mentioned :  "  Concerning  Kedar,  and  con- 
cerning Hazor,  which  Nebuchadrezzar  king  of 
Babylon  shall  smite,  thus  sajth  the  Lord,  Arise  ye, 
go  up  to  Kedar,  and  spoil  the  men  of  the  East. 
Their  tents  and  their  flocks  shall  they  take  away: 
they  shall  take  to  themselves  their  curtains  [i.  e. 
tents],  and  all  their  vessels,  and  their  camels.'" 

Opinions  are  divided  as  to  the  extension  of  the 
appellation  of  Bene-Kedem;  some  (as  Rosenmiiller 
and  Winer)  holding  that  it  came  to  signify  the 
Arabs  generally.  From  a  consideration  of  the  pas- 
sages above  cited,  and  that  which  makes  mention 
of  the  land  of  Kedem,  Gen.  xxv.  6  [Ishmael], 
we  think  (with  Gesenius)  that  it  primarily  signified 
the  peoples  of  the  Arabian  deserts  (east  of  Palestine 
and  Lower  Egypt),  and  chiefly  the  tribes  of  Ish- 
mael and  of  Keturah.  extending  perhaps  to  Meso- 
potamia and  Babylonia  (to  which  we  may  suppose 
Kedem  to  apply  in  Num.  xxiii.  7,  as  well  as  in  Is. 
ii.  6 ) ;  and  that  it  was  sometimes  applied  to  the 
Arabs  and  their  country  generally.  The  only  pos- 
itive instance  of  this  latter  signification  of  Kedem 
occurs  in  Gen.  x.  30,  where  "  Sephar,  a  mount  of 
the  East,"  is  by  the  common  agreement  of  scholars 
situate  in  Southern  Arabia  [Arabia;  Sephak]. 

In  the  0.  T.  S'^.P,  with  its  conjugate  forms, 
seems  to  be  a  name  of  the  peoples  otherwise  called 
Bene-Kedem,  and  with  the  same  limitations.  The 
same  may  be  observed  of  ^  ayaroK-fi  in  the  N.  T. 

(Matt. ii. Iff.).    D^r?.  "^22,  nif7.  \35  y^^, 

Q"Ti7.  V"n^)  3,nd  D1Ti7.  (in  the  passages  above  re- 
ferred to),  are  translated  by  the  LXX.  and  in  the 
Vulg.,  and  sometimes  transcribed  (KeSe/x)  by  the 
former;  except  LXX.  in  1  K.  iv.  30,  and  LXX. 
and  Vulg.  in  Is.  ii.  6,  where  they  make  Kedem  to 
relate  to  ancient  time.  E.  S.  P. 

BENHA'DAD  [more  correctly  Ben-hadad] 

("^"IfT!"!?-  «<>"  of  Iladad:  vihs^ASep:  Benadad), 
the  name  of  three  kings  of  Damascus.  Hadad.  or 
^cforfwas  a  S}Tian  god,  probably  the  Sun  (Macrob. 
Snturwdia,  i.  23),  still  worshipped  at  Damascus  in 
the  time  of  Josephus  {Ant.  ix.  4,  6),  and  from  it 
several  S>Tian  names  are  derived,  as  Hadadezer, 
i.  e.  Hadid  has  helped.  The  "  scm  of  Hadad," 
therefore,  means  worshipper  of  Hadad.  "  Damascus, 
after  having  been  taken  by  David  (2  Sam.  viii.  5, 
6),  was  delivered  from  subjection  to  his  successor 


benhadad  275 

by  Rezon  (1  K.  xi.  24),  who  "was  an  adversary  to 
Israel  all  the  days  of  Solomon." 

Benhadad  I.  was  either  son  or  grandson  to 
Rezon,  and  in  his  time  Damascus  was  supreme  in 
Syria,  the  various  smaller  kingdoms  which  sur- 
rounded it  being  gradually  absorbed  into  its  terri- 
tory. Benhadad  must  have  been  an  energetic  and 
powerful  sovereign,  and  his  alliance  was  courted 
both  by  Baasha  of  Israel  and  Asa  of  Judah.  He 
finally  closed  with  the  latter  on  receiving  a  large 
amount  of  treasure,  and  conquered  a  great  part  of 
the  N.  of  Israel,  thereby  enabling  Asa  to  pursue 
his  victorious  operations  in  the  S.  From  1  K.  xx. 
34,  it  woidd  appear  that  he  continued  to  make  war 
upon  Israel  hi  Omri's  time,  and  forced  him  to 
make  "streets"  in  Samaria  for  SjTian  residents. 
[Ahab.]     This  date  is  b.  c.  950. 

Benhadad  II.,  son  of  the  preceding,  and  also 
king  of  Damascus.  Some  authors  call  him  (jraml- 
son,  on  the  ground  that  it  was  unusual  in  antiquity 
for  the  son  to  inherit  the  father's  name.  But  Ben- 
hadad seems  to  have  been  a  religious  title  of  the 
Syrian  kings,  as  we  see  by  its  reappearance  as  the 
name  of  Hazael's  son,  Benhadad  III.  I^ong  wars 
with  Israel  characterized  the  reign  of  Benhadad  II., 
of  which  the  earlier  campaigns  are  descriljed  under 
Ahab.  His  power  and  the  extent  of  his  dominion 
are  proved  by  the  thirty-two  vassal  kings  who  ac- 
companied him  to  his  first  siege  of  Samaria.  Some 
time  after  the  death  of  Ahab,  probaljly  owing  to 
the  difficulties  in  which  Jehoram  of  Israel  was  in- 
volved by  the  rebellion  of  iloab,  Benhadad  renewed 
the  war  with  Israel,  and  after  some  minor  attempts 
which  were  frustrated  by  Elisha,  attacked  Samaria 
a  second  time,  and  pressed  the  siege  so  closely  that 
there  was  a  terrible  famine  in  the  city,  and  atrocities 
were  committed  to  get  food  no  less  revolting  than 
those  which  .Josephus  relates  of  the  siege  of  Jerusalem 
by  Titus.  But  when  the  Syrians  were  on  the  very 
point  of  success,  they  suddenly  broke  up  in  the 
night  in  consequence  of  a  sudden  panic,  under  which 
they  fancied  that  assistance  was  coming  to  Israel 
from  Egypt  or  some  Canaanitish  cities  as  Tyre  or 
liamoth.  Jehoram  seems  to  have  followed  up  this 
unhoped-for  deliverance  by  successful  offensive  ojier- 
ations,  since  we  fiiid  from  2  K.  ix.  1  that  Kamoth 
in  Gilead  was  once  more  an  Israelitish  town. 
[Ahab.]  Soon  after  Benhadad  fell  sick,  and  sent 
Hazael,  one  of  his  chief  officers,  with  vast  presents, 
to  consult  EUsha,  who  happened  to  be  in  Damascus, 
as  to  the  issue  of  his  makdy.  Elisha  replied  that 
the  sickness  was  not  a  mortal  one,  but  that  still  he 
would  certainly  die,  and  he  announced  to  Hazael 
that  he  would  be  his  successor,  with  tears  at  the 
thought  of  the  misery  which  he  woiUd  bring  en 
Israel.  On  the  day  after  Hazael's  return  Benhadad 
was  murdered,  but  not,  as  is  commonly  thought 
from  a  cursory  reading  of  2  K.  viii.  15,  by  Hazael. 
Such  a  supposition  is  hardly  consistent  with  Hazael's 
character,  would  involve  Elisha  in  the  guilt  of  hav- 
ing suggested  the  deed,  and  the  introduction  of 
Hazael's  name  in  the  latter  clause  of  ver.  15  can 
scarcely  be  accounted  for,  if  he  is  also  the  subject 
of  the  first  clause.  Ewald,  from  the  Hebrew  text 
and  a  general  consideration  of  the  chapter  (Gesch. 
des  V.  I.  iii.  523,  note),  thinks  that'  one  or  more 
of  Benhadad's  own  servants  were  the  murderers: 
Calmet  {Fvagm.  vii.)  believes  that  the  wet  cloth 
which  caused  his  death,  was  intended  to  effect  his 
cure.  This  view  he  supjwrts  by  a  reference  to 
Bruce's  Travels,  iii.  33.  Hazael  succeeded  him 
perhaps  because  he  had  no  natural  heirs,  and  with 
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him  expired  the  dynasty  founded  by  Rezon.  Ben- 
hadad's  death  was  about  B.  c.  890,  and  he  must 
have  reigned  some  '30  years. 

Bkniiadad  III.,  son  of  the  above-mentioned 
Hazael,  and  his  successor  on  the  throne  of  Syria. 
His  reign  was  disastrous  for  Damascus,  and  the 
vast  i)ower  wielded  by  his  father  sank  into  insig- 
nificance. In  the  striking  language  of  Scripture, 
"  Jehoahaz  [the  son  of  Jehu]  besought  the  Ix)rd,  and 
the  I-ord  hearkened  unto  him,  for  he  saw  the  oppres- 
sion of  Israel,  because  the  king  of  Syria  oppressed 
them;  and  the  Lord  gave  Israel  a  savior"  (2  K. 
xiii.  4,  5).  This  savior  was  Jeroboam  II.  (cf.  2 
K.  xiv.  27),  but  the  prosperity  of  Israel  l)^an  to 
revive  in  the  reign  of  his  father  Jehoash,  the  son 
of  Jehoahaz.  When  lienhadad  succeeded  to  the 
throne  of  Hazael,  Jehoash,  in  accordance  with  a 
prophecy  of  the  dying  Ehsha,  recovered  the  cities 
which  Jehoahaz  had  lost  to  the  Syrians,  and  beat 
him  in  Aphek  (2  K.  xiii.  17)  in  the  plain  of  Es- 
draelon,  where  Ahab  had  already  defeated  lienhadad 
II.  [Ahab.]  Jehoash  gained  two  more  victories, 
but  did  not  restore  the  dominion  of  Israel  on  the 
E.  of  Jordan.  This  glory  was  resened  for  his  suc- 
cessor. The  date  of  Benhadad  HI.  is  b.  c.  840. 
His  misfortunes  in  war  are  noticed  by  Amos  i.  4. 
G.  E.  L.  C. 

BEN-HA'IL  (^^n-p,  son  of  the  host,  i.  e. 

warrim- :  Benliail),  one  of  the  "princes"  (^IjU?) 
whom  king  Jehoshaphat  sent  to  t«ach  in  the  cities 
of  Judah  (2  Chr.  xvii.  7).  The  LXX.  translates, 
rovs  fiyovfxevovs  aiiTov  k  al  t  o  v  s  v  i  o  v  s  twv 
S  V  y  ar  CO  V. 

BEN-HA'NAN  ("l^ri"]?  [son  of  the  merci- 
ful]: vihstavd;  Alex,  [utos]  A.vav'-  fiHw  Ilanan), 
son  of  Shimon,  in  the  line  of  Judah  (1  Chr.  iv.  20). 

BENrNU  (•^3"'3?  \(Mrs(m'\:Bavovat\\yai. 
FA.  B«i'iajU€ii'  ;]  Alex.  Bavouoiai' ;  [Aid.  hav- 
ovvai;  Conip.  Bavovve''^  Baninu),  a  Invite;  one 
of  those  who  sealed  the  covenant  with  Nehemiah 
(Neh.  X.  1.3  [14]). 

BEN'JAMIN  (rP!;32:  Bevia;utV,  Be^ia- 
U(lv'  Btnjfimin).  1.  Tlie  youngest  of  the  children 
of  Jacob,  and  the  only  one  of  the  thirteen  (if  indeed 
there  were  not  more:  comp.  "all  his  daughters," 
Gen.  xxxvii.  3.5,  xlvi.  7),  who  was  born  in  Palestine. 
His  birth  to<jk  place  on  the  road  Ijetween  Bethel 
and  Bet hlfhem,  a  short  distance  —  "a  length  of 
earth  " —from  the  latter,  and  his  mother  Hachel 
died  in  the  act  of  giving  bii-th  to  him,  naming  him 
with  her  last  breath  Ben-oni,  "  son  of  my  sorrow  " 
(cqnip.  1  Sam.  iv.  19-22).  This  was  by  Jacob 
changed  into  Benjamin  (Binymnin)  (Gen.  xxxv. 
16-18). 

The  name  is  worthy  some  attention.  From  the 
terms  of  the  story  it  would  appear  to  Ix;  implied 
that  it  was  Iwstowed  on  the  child  in  opposition  to 
the  desjx)nding,  and  probably  ominous,  name  given 
him  by  his  dying  mother,  and  on  this  a.ssuniption 
it  has  l)een  inteq)reted  to  mean  "  Son  of  tlie  right 
hand,"   i.   e.    fortunate,   dexterous,    Ftlix ;  as   if 

^^10''"T2.  This  interpretation  is  inserted  in  the 
text  of  the  Vulgate  and  the  margin  of  the  A.  V. 
and  has  the  supjwrt  of  Gesenius  (The».  219).  On 
the  other  hand  the  Samaritan  Codex  gives  the  name 

in  an  altered  form  as  C'tt^SS,  son  of  days,  t.  e. 
«on  of  ray  old  age  (comp.  Gen.  xliv.  20),  which  is 
adopted  by  Philo,  Aben-ljtra,  and  others.     Bolli 
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these  interpretations  are  of  comparatively  late  date, 
and  it  is  notorious  that  such  explanatory  glosses 
are  not  only  often  invented  long  subsequently  to 
the  original  record,  but  aie  as  often  at  variance 
with  the  real  meaning  of  that  record.  Tlie  meaning 
given  by  Josephus  —  8io  rvy;/  iir'  avrai  yevofifvyiv 
oSvvriv  T?7  M''?''"P'  (•^"'-  i-  21,  §  -3)  —  is  completely 
different  from  either  of  the  above.  However  this 
may  be,  the  name  is  not  so  pointed  as  to  agree  with 
any  interpretation  founded  on  "son  of"  —  beinw 

33,  and  not  12.  Moreover  in  the  adjectival  forms 
of  the  word  the  first  syllable  is  generally  suppressed, 
as  ^r^r.^?  or  ^2^a»n  ?,  i.  e.  "sons  of 
Yemini,"  for  sons  of  Benjamin;  "^S^P")  tt7''M» 
"man  of  Yemini,"  for  man  of  Benjamin  (1  Sam. 
ix.  1;  Esth.  ii.  5);  ''2''tt^  V"r^»  land  of  Yemini 
for  land  of  Benjamin  (1  Sam.  ix.  4);  as  if  the 
patriarch's  name  had  been  originally  V^^,  Yamin 
(comp.  Gen.  xlvi.  10),  and  that  of  the  tribe  Yemin- 
ites.  These  adjectival  forms  are  carefully  preserved 
in  the  LXX.  [In  Judg.  iii.  15  and  1  Sam.  ix.  1 
the  A.  V.  reads  in  the  margin  "  son  of  Jemini," 
and  "  son  of  a  man  of  Jemini."] 

Until  the  journeys  of  Jacob's  sons  and  of  Jacob 
himself  uito  Egypt  we  hear  nothing  of  Benjamin, 
and  as  far  as  he  is  concerned  those  well-known 
narratives  disclose  nothmg  beyond  the  very  strong 
affection  entertained  towards  him  by  his  father  and 
his  whole-brother  Joseph,  and  the  relation  of  fond 
endearment  in  which  he  stood,  as  if  a  mere  darling 
child  (comp.  Gen.  xliv.  20),  to  the  whole  of  his 
family.  Even  the  harsh  natures  of  the  elder 
patriarchs  relaxed  towards  him.  But  Benjamin 
can  hardly  have  been  the  "  lad "  which  we  com- 
monly imagine  him  to  be,  for  at  the  time  that  the 
patriarchs  went  down  to  reside  in  Egjpt,  when 
"  every  man  with  his  house  went  with  Jacob,"  ten 
sons  are  ascribed  to  Benjamin,  —  a  larger  luniiber 
than  to  any  of  his  brothers,  —  and  two  of  these, 
from  the  plural  fonnation  of  their  names,  were 
themselves  apparently  families  (Gen.  xlvi.  21)." 

And  here,  little  as  it  is,  closes  all  we  know  of  the 
life  of  the  patriarch  himself;  henceforward  the  his- 
tory of  Benjamin  is  the  history  of  the  tribe.  And 
up  to  the  time  of  the  entrance  on  the  Promised 
I^nd  that  history  is  as  meagre  as  it  is  afterwards 
ftdl  and  interesting.  \Ve  know  indeed  that  shortly 
after  the  departure  from  Egypt  it  was  the  smallest 
tribe  but  one  (Num.  i.  36;  comp.  verse  1);  that 
during  the  march  its  position  was  on -the  west  of 
the  tabernacle  with  its  brother  trills  of  Epliraim 
and  Manasseh  (Num.  ii.  18-24).  AVe  have  the 
names  of  the  "  captain  "  of  the  tribe,  when  it  set 
forth  on  its  long  march  (Num.  ii.  22);  of  the 
"  niler  "  who  went  up  with  his  fellows  to  s])y  out 
the  hind  (xiii.  9) ;  of  the  fivmilics  of  which  the  tribe 
consisted  when  it  was  marshalled  at  the  gresit  halt 
in  the  plains  of  Moab  by  Jordan-,Iericho  (Num. 
xxvi.  38-41,  63),  and  of  the  "prince"  who  was 
chosen  to  assist  in  the  dividing  of  the  land  (xxxiv. 
!  21).  These  are  indeed  ])reserved  to  us.  But  there 
i  is  nothing  to  indicate  what  were  the  characteristics 
j  and  behavior  of  the  tril*  which  sprang  from  the 
oq)han  darling  of  his  father  and  l)rothers.  No 
touches  of  j)ersonal  biography  like  those  with  which 


o  According  to  other  lists,  some  of  these  "  children  ■' 
would  seem  to  have  bcon  gmndchildren  (comp.  Num. 
xxvl.  88-41  i  1  Chr.  vli.  6-12,  viil.  1). 
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tre  are  favored  concerning  Ephraim  (1  Chr.  vii.  20- 
23):  no  record  of  zeal  for  Jehovah  Uke  I^vi  (Ex. 
xxxii.  26):  no  evidence  of  special  bent  as  in  the 
case  of  Reuben  and  Gad  (Num.  xxxii.).  The  only 
foreshadowing  of  the  tendencies  of  the  tribe  which 
was  to  produce  Ehud,  Saul,  and  the  perpetrators 
of  the  deed  of  Gibeah,  is  to  be  found  in  the  prophetic 
gleam  which  lighted  up  the  dyhig  Jacob,  "  Berya- 
min  shall  ravin  as  a  wolf:  in  the  morning  he  shall 
devour  the  prey,  and  at  night  he  shall  divide  the 
spoil"  (Gen.  xlix.  27). 

The  proximity  of  Itenjamln  to  Ephraim  during 
the  march  to  the  Promised  I^nd  was  maintained 
in  the  territories  allotted  to  each.  Benjamin  lay 
immediately  to  the  south  of  I'>phraim  and  between 
him  and  Judah.  Tlie  situation  of  this  territory 
was  highly  favorable.  It  formed  almost  a  paral- 
lelogram, of  about  20  miles  in  length  by  12  in 
breadth.  Its  eastern  boundary  was  the  Jordan,  and 
from  thence  it  extended  to  the  wooded  district  of 
Kirjath-jearim,  a  point  about  eight  miles  west  of 
Jerusalem,  while  in  the  other  direction  it  stretched 
from  the  valley  of  Hinnom,  under  the  "  Shoulder 
of  the  Jebusite "  on  the  south,  to  Bethel  on  the 
north.  Thus  Dan  inter^'ened  between  Benjamin 
and  the  Philistines,  while  the  communications  with 
the  valley  of  the  Jordan  were  in  their  own  power. 
On  the  south  the  territory  ended  abruptly  with  the 
steep  slopes  of  the  hill  of  Jerusalem ;  on  the  north 
it  melted  imperceptibly  into  the  possessions  of  the 
friendly  Ephraim.  The  smallness  of  this  district, 
hardly  larger  than  the  count/ of  Middlesex  [Eng.], 
was,  according  to  the  te.stimony  of  Josephus,  compen- 
sated for  by  the  excellence  of  the  land  (5»i  t^v  rrjs 
yrjs  aper^v,  Ant.  v.  !).«  In  the  degenerate  state 
of  modern  Palestine  few  traces  remain  of  this  ex- 
cellence. But  other  and  more  enduring  natural 
peculiarities  remain,  and  claim  our  recognition, 
rendering  this  possession  one  of  the  most  remark- 
able among  those  of  the  tribes. 

(1.)  The  general  level  of  this  part  of  Palestine 
is  very  high,  not  less  than  2000  feet  alwve  the 
maritime  plain  of  the  Mediterranean  on  the  one 
side,  or  than  3000  feet  above  the  deep  valley  of  the 
Jordan  on  the  other,  besides  which  this  general 
level  or  plateau  is  surmounted,  in  the  district  now 
under  consideration,  by  a  large  number  of  emi- 
nences —  defined,  rounded  hills  —  almost  every  one 
of  which  has  borne  some  part  in  the  history  of  the 
tribe.  Many  of  these  hills  carry  the  fact  of  their 
existence  in  their  names.  Gibeon,  Gibeah,  Geba 
or  Gaba,  all  mean  "hill;  "  Ramah  and  Ramathaim, 
"eminence;"  Mizpeh,  " watch-tower ;"  while  the 
"ascent  of  Beth-horon,"  the  "cliff  Rimmon,"  the 
"  pass  of  ^lichmash  "  with  its  two  "  teeth  of  rock," 
all  testify  to  a  country  eminently  broken  and  hilly. 

The  special  associations  which  belong  to  each  of 
these  eminences,  whether  as  sanctuary  or  fortress, 
many  of  them  arising  from  the  most  stirring  inci- 
dents in  the  history  of  the  nation,  will  be  best 
eiQimmed  under  the  various  separate  heads. 

«  A  trace  of  the  pasture  lands  may  be  found  in  the 
mention  of  the  "  herd  "  (1  Sam.  xi.  5) ;  and  possibly 
others  in  the  names  of  some  of  the  towns  of  Betgamin  : 
as  hap-Parah,  "  the  cow  ; ''  Zelah-ha-eleph,  "  the  ox- 
rib  "  (Josh,  xviii.  23,  28). 

b  It  is  perhaps  hardly  fanciful  to  ask  if  we  may  not 
account  in  this  way  for  the  curious  prevalence  among 
the  names  of  the  towns  of  Benjjimin  of  the  titles  of 
tribes.  Ha-Avvim,  the  Avites  ;  Zemaraim,  the  Ze- 
marites  ;  ha-Ophni,  the  Ophnit«  ;  Chephar  ha- Am- 
monal, the  village  of  the  Ammonites ;  ha-Jebusi,  the 
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(2.)  No  less  important  than  these  eminences  are 
the  torrent  beds  and  ravines  by  which  the  upper 
country  breaks  down  into  the  deep  tracts  on  each 
side  of  it.  They  formed  then,  as  they  do  still,  the 
only  mode  of  access  from  either  the  plains  of  Philis- 
tia  and  of  Sharon  on  the  west,  or  the  deep  valley 
of  the  Jordan  on  the  east  *  —  the  latter  steep  and 
precipitous  in  the  extreme,  the  former  more  gradual 
in  their  declivity.  Up  these  western  passes  swarmed 
the  Philistines  on  their  incursions  during  the  times 
of  Samuel  and  of  Saul,  driving  the  first  king  of 
Israel  right  over  the  higher  district  of  his  own  tribe 
to  GUgal  in  the  hot  recesses  of  the  Arabah,  and 
establishing  themselves  over  the  face  of  the  country 
from  Michmash  to  Ajalon.  Down  these  same  defiles 
they,  were  driven  by  Saul  after  Jonathan's  victorious 
exploit,  just  as  in  earlier  times  Joshua  had  chased 
the  Canaanites  down  the  long  hill  of  Beth-horon, 
and  as  centuries  after  the  forces  of  SjTia  were 
cha.sed  by  Judas  Maccabaeus  (1  Mace.  iii.  16-24). 

The  passes  on  the  eastern  side  are  of  a  much 
more  difficult  and  intricate  character  than  those 
on  the  western.  The  principal  one,  which,  now 
unfrequented,  was  doubtless  in  ancient  times  the 
main  ascent  to  the  interior,  leaves  the  Arabah 
behind  the  site  of  Jericho,  and  breaking  through 
the  barren  hills  with  many  a  wild  bend  and  steep 
slope,  extends  to  and  indeed  beyond  the  very 
central  ridge  of  the  table-land  of  Benjamin,  to 
the  foot  of  the  eminence  on  which  stand  the  ruins 
of  Birth,  the  ancient  Beeroth.  At  its  lower  part 
this  valley  bears  the  name  of  Wady  Fuwar,  but 
for  the  greater  part  of  its  length  it  is  called  Wady 
Suweinit.  It  is  the  main  access,  and  from  its  cen- 
tral ravine  branch  out  side  vidleys,  conducting  to 
Bethel,  Michmash,  Gibeah,  Anathoth,  and  other 
towns.  After  the  fall  of  Jericho  this  ravine  must 
have  stood  open  to  the  victorious  Israelites,  as  their 
natural  inlet  to  the  country.  At  its  lower  end 
must  have  taken  place  the  repulse  and  subsequent 
victory  of  Ai,  with  the  conviction  and  stoning  of 
Achan,  and  through  it  Joshua  doubtless  hastened 
to  the  relief  of  the  Gibeonites,  and  to  his  memora- 
ble pursuit  of  the  Canaanites  down  the  pass  of 
Beth-horon,  on  the  other  side  of  the  territory  of 
Beiyamin. 

Another  of  these  passes  is  that  which  since  the 
time  of  our  Saviour  has  been  the  regular  road  be- 
tween Jericho  and  Jerusalem,  the  scene  of  the 
parable  of  the  Good  Samaritan. 

Others  lie  further  north  by  the  mountain  which 
bears  the  traditional  name  of  Quarantania ;  first  up 
the  face  of  the  cliff,  afterwards  less  steep,  and 
finally  leading  to  Bethel  or  Taiyibeh,  the  ancient 
Ophnih  (Rob.  i.  570). 

These  intricate  radnes  may  well  have  harlxjred 
the  wild  beasts,  which,  if  the  derivation  of  the 
names  of  several  places  in  this  locality  are  to  be 
trusted,  originally  haunted  the  district  —  zeboim, 
hyenas  (1  Sam.  xiii.  18),  shtml  and  shaalbim, 
foxes  or  jackals  (Judg.  i.  35;  1  Sam.  xiii.  17), 
ajalon,  gazelles.*^ 


Jebusite,  —  are  all  among  the  names  of  places  in  Ben- 
jamin ;  and  we  can  hardly  doubt  that  in  these  names 
is  preserved  the  memory  of  many  an  ascent  of  the 
wild  tribes  of  the  desert  from  the  sultry  and  open 
plains  of  the  low  level  to  the  fresh  air  and  secure 
6istne.sses  of  the  upper  district. 

c  The  subject  of  the  connection  between  the  topog- 
raphy of  Benjamin  and  the  events  which  took  place 
there  is  treated  in  the  most  admirable  manner  in  the 
4th  chapter  of  Mr.    Stanley's    Sinai   and    Palexlinr 
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Such  were  the  limits  and  such  the  character  of 
the  possession  of  Benjamin  as  fixed  by  those  who 
originally  divided  the  land.  But  it  could  not  have 
been  long  before  they  extended  their  hniits,  since  in 
the  eai'ly  Usts  of  1  Chr.  viii.  we  find  mention  made 
of  Beiyamites  who  built  Lod  and  Ono,  and  of 
others  who  were  founders  of  Aijalon  (12,  13),  all 
which  towns  were  bej'ond  the  spot  named  above  as 
the  westernmost  point  in  their  boundary.  These 
places  too  were  in  their  possession  after  the  return 
from  the  Captivity  (Neh.  xi.  35). 

The  contrast  between  the  warUke  character  of 
the  tril)e  and  the  jjcaceful  image  of  its  progenitor 
has  l>een  already  noticed.  That  fierceness  and 
power  are  not  less  out  of  proportion  to  the  small- 
ness  of  its  numbers  and  of  its  territory.  This 
comes  out  in  many  scattered  notices.  («.)  Benja- 
min was  the  only  tribe  which  seems  to  have  pur- 
sued archery  to  any  purpose,  and  their  skill  in  the 
bow  (1  Sani.  xx.  20,  36;  2  Sam.  i.  22;  1  Chr.  viii. 
40,  xii.  2;  2  Chr.  x\ii.  17)  and  the  sling  (Judg.  xx. 
16)  are  celebrated,  (b.)  When,  after  the  first  con- 
quest of  the  country,  tlie  nation  b^an  to  groan 
under  the  miseries  of  a  foreign  yoke,  it  is  to  a  man 
of  Benjamin,  Ehud  the  son  of  Gera,  that  they  turn 
for  deliverance.  The  story  seems  to  imply  that  he 
accomplished  his  purpose  on  Eglon  with  less  risk, 
owiog  to  his  proficiency  in  the  peculiar  practice  of 
using  his  left  hand,  a  practice  apparently  confined 
to  Benjamites,  though  by  them  greatly  employed 
(Judg.  iii.  15,  and  see  xx.  16;  1  Chr.  xii.  2).  (c.) 
Baanah  and  Kechab,  "  the  sons  of  Kimmon  the 
Beerothite  of  the  children  of  Benjamin,"  are  the 
only  Israelites  west  of  the  Jordan  named  in  the 
whole  history  as  captains  of  marauding  predatory 

"  bands  "  (D^"1^"T2),  and  the  act  of  which  they 
were  guilty  —  the  murder  of  the  head  of  their  house 
—  hardly  needed  the  summary  vengeance  inflicted 
on  them  by  David  to  testify  the  abhorrence  in 
which  it  must  have  been  held  by  all  Orientals  how- 
ever warlike,  (rf.)  The  dreadful  deed  recorded  in 
Judg.  xix.  though  re])elled  by  the  whole  country, 
wa-s  unhesitatingly  adopted  and  defended  by  Ben- 
jamin with  an  obstinacy  and  spirit  truly  extraor- 
dinary. Of  their  obstinacy  there  is  a  remarkable 
trait  in  1  Sam.  xxii.  7-18.  Though  Saul  was 
not  only  the  king  of  the  nation,  but  the  head  of 
the  tribe,  and  David  a  member  of  a  family  which 
had  as  yet  no  claims  on  the  friendship  of  Benjamin, 
yet  the  Beiyamites  resisted  the  strongest  appesU  of 
Saul  to  betray  the  movements  of  I>avid,  and  after 
those  movements  had  been  revealed  by  Doeg  the 
Edomite  (worthy  member  —  as  he  must  have  seemed 
to  them  —  of  an  .tccursed  race ! )  they  still  firmly 
refused  to  lift  a  hand  against  those  who  had  as- 
sisted him. 

And  yet  —  to  return  to  the  deed  of  Gibeah  —  in 
one  or  two  of  the  expressions  of  that  antique  and 
simple  narrative  —  the  phrase  "  Benjamin  my 
brother  "  —  the  anxious  inquiry,  "  what  shall  we  do 
for  wives  for  them  that  rem.iin?"  —  and  the  en- 
treaty to  be  favorable  to  them  "  for  our  sakes  "  — 
we  seem  to  hear  as  it  were  an  echo  of  those  terms 
of  fond  affection  which  have  given  the  son  of  Ka- 
cbel's  grief  so  distinct  a  place  in  our  minds. 

Very  much  of  the  above  article  is  drawn  from  that 
source. 

a  A  fair  srRUment  in  fovor  of  the  reccivpj  chro- 
nology of  the  book  of  .Judges  may  be  drown  from  this 
circumstance  —  since  no  shorter   period  would   have 
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That  fnghtful  transaction  was  indeed  a  crisis  in 
the  history  of  the  tribe :  the  narrative  undoubtedly 
is  intended  to  convey  that  the  six  hundred  who 
took  refiige  in  the  cliff  Rimmon,  and  who  were 
afterwards  provided  with  wives  partly  from  Jabesh 
Gilead  (Judg.  xxi.  10),  partly  from  Shiloh  (xxi. 
21 ),  were  the  only  survivors.  A  long  interval  must 
have  elapsed  between  so  abject  a  condition  and  the 
culminatmg  point  at  which  we  next  meet  with  the 
tribe." 

Several  circumstances  may  have  conduced  to  its 
restoration  to  that  place  which  it  was  now  to  as- 
sume. The  Tabernacle  was  at  Shiloh  in  Ephraim 
during  the  time  of  the  last  Judge ;  but  the  Ark 
was  in  Benjamin  at  Kirjath-jearim.  Kamah,  the 
official  residence  of  Samuel,  and  containing  a  sanc- 
tuary greatly  frequented  (1  Sam.  ix.  12,  Jtc), — 
Mizpeh,  where  the  great  assemldies  of  "  all  Israel " 
took  place  (1  Sam.  vii.  5),  —  Bethel,  perhaps  the 
most  ancient  of  all  the  sanctuaries  of  Palestine,  and 
Gibeon,  specially  noted  as  "  the  great  high  place  " 
(2  Chr.  i.  3),  were  all  in  tl)e  land  of  IJenjamin 
These  must  gradually  have  accustomed  the  jjeople 
who  resorted  to  these  various  places  to  associate  the 
tribe  with  power  and  sanctity,  and  they  tend  to 
elucidate  the  anomaly  which  struck  Saul  so  forcibly, 
"  that  all  the  desire  of  Israel "  should  have  been 
fixed  on  the  house  of  the  smallest  of  its  tribes 
(1  Sam.  ix.  21). 

The  struggles  and  contests  which  followed  the 
death  of  Saul  arose  from  the  natural  unwillingness 
of  the  tribe  to  relinquish  its  position  at  the  head  of 
the  nation,  especially  in  favor  of  Judah.  Had  it 
been  Ephraim,,  the  case  might  have  been  different, 
but  Judah  had  as  yet  no  connection  with  the  house 
of  Joseph,  and  was  tesides  the  tribe  of  David,  whom 
Saul  had  pursued  with  such  unrelenting  enmity. 
The  tact  and  sound  sense  of  Abner,  however,  suc- 
ceeded in  overcoming  these  difficulties,  though  he 
himself  fell  a  victim  in  the  very  act  of  accomplish- 
ing his  purpose,  and  the  proposal  that  David  should 
be  "  king  over  Israel  "  was  one  which  "  seemed 
good  to  the  whole  house  of  Benjamin,"  and  of 
which  the  tribe  testified  its  approval,  and  evinced 
its  good  faith,  by  sending  to  the  distant  capital  of 
Hebron  a  detachment  of  3000  men  of  the  "  brethren 
of  Saul"  (1  Chr.  xii.  29).  Still  the  insults  of 
Shimei  and  the  insurrection  of  Sheba  are  indications 
that  the  soreness  still  existed,  and  we  do  not  hear 
of  any  cordial  cooperation  or  firm  union  between 
the  two  tribes  until  a  cause  of  common  quarrel 
arose  at  the  disruption,  when  Keholwani  assembled 
"all  the  house  of  Judah  with  the  tribe  of  l?enjamin 
to  fight  against  the  house  of  Israel,  to  bring  the 
kingdom  again  to  the  son  of  Solomon  "  (1  K.  xii. 
21;  2  Chr.  xi.  1).  Possibly  the  seal  may  have 
been  set  to  this  by  the  fact  of  Jerol)oam  having 
just  taken  possession  of  Bethel,  a  city  of  Itenjamin, 
for  the  calf-worship  of  the  northern  kingdom  *  (1 
K.  xii.  2'J).  On  the  other  hand  IJelioboam  forti- 
fied and  garrisoned  several  cities  of  Benjamin,  and 
wisely  dispersed  the  members  of  his  own  family 
through  them  (2  Chr.  xi.  10-12).  The  alliance 
was  further  strengthened  by  a  covenant  solemnly 
undertaken  (2  Chr.  xv.  9),  and  by  the  employment 


such  ahnost  total  extermination,  and  to  have  reached 
the  numbers  and  force  indicated  in  the  lists  of  1  Chr. 
xii.  1-8,  vii.  6-12,  viii.  l-W. 

fc  IJethcl,  however,  wn.s  on  the  very  boundary  line, 
and  centuries  Ix'forc  tliis  date  was  inhabited  by  both 


been  sufficient  for  the  tribe  to  have  recovered  [from]  I  EpUraimites  and  Beigamites  (Judg.  xix.  16). 
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of  Beiyamites  in  high  positions  in  the  army  of  Ju- 
dah  (2  Chr.  xvii.  17).  But  what  al)ove  all  must 
have  contributed  to  strengthen  the  alliance  was  the 
fact  that  the  Temple  was  the  common  property  of 
both  tribes.  True,  it  was  founded,  erected,  and 
endowed  by  princes  of  "  the  house  of  Judah,"  but 
the  city  of  "the  Jebusite  "  (.Josh,  xviii.  28),  and 
the  whole  of  the  ground  north  of  the  Valley  of 
Hinnora,  was  in  the  lot  of  Benjamin.  In  this  lat- 
ter fact  is  literally  fulfilled  the  prophecy  of  Moses 
(Deut.  xxxiii.  12):  Benjamin  "  dwelt  between  "  the 
"shoulders"'  of  the  ravines  which  encompass  the 
Holy  City  on  the  west,  south,  and  east  (see  a  good 
treatment  of  this  point  in  Blunt's  Undes.  Coinci- 
dences, pt.  II.  §  xvii.). 

Henceforward  the  history  of  Benjamin  becomes 
merged  in  that  of  the  southern  kingdom.  That 
the  tribe  stiU  retained  its  individuality  is  plain  from 
the  constant  mention  of  it  in  the  various  censuses 
taken  of  the  two  tribes,  and  on  other  occasions, 
and  also  from  the  lists  of  the  men  of  Benjamin 
who  returned  with  Zerubbabel  (Ezr.  ii. ;  Neh.  vii. ) 
and  took  possession  of  their  old  towns  (Neh.  xi.  31- 
35).  At  Jerusalem  the  name  must  have  been  al- 
ways kept  alive,  if  by  nothing  else,  by  the  name  of 
"  the  high  gate  of  Beiyamin  "  (Jer.'xx.  2).  [Jeru- 
salem.] 

But  though  the  tribe  had  thus  given  up  to  a 
certain  degree  its  independent  existence,  it  is  clear 
that  the  ancient  memories  of  their  house  were  not 
allowed  to  fade  from  the  recollections  of  the  Ben- 
jamites.  The  genealogy  of  Saul,  to  a  late  date,  is 
carefully  preserved  in  the  lists  of  1  Chr.  (viii.  33- 
40,  ix.  39-4:4);  the  name  of  Kish  recurs  as  the 
father  of  Mordecai  (Esth.  ii.  5),  the  honored  deliv- 
erer of  the  nation  from  miseries  worse  than  those 
threatened  by  Nahash  the  Ammonite.  But  it  was 
reserved  for  a  greater  than  these  to  close  the  line  of 
this  tribe  in  the  sacred  history.  The  royal  name 
once  more  appears,  and  "  Saul  who  also  is  called 
Paul  "  has  left  on  record  under  his  own  hand  that 
he  was  "  of  the  stock  of  Israel,  of  the  tribe  of  Ben- 
jamin." It  is  perhaps  more  than  a  mere  fancy  to 
note  how  remarkably  the  chief  characteristics  of 
the  tribe  are  gathered  up  in  his  one  person.  There 
was  the  fierceness,  in  his  persecution  of  the  Chris- 
tians ;  and  there  were  the  obstinacy  and  persistence, 
which  made  him  proof  against  the  tears  and  prayers 
of  his  converts,  and  "  ready  not  to  be  bound  only, 
but  also  to  die  for  the  name  of  the  Ix>rd  Jesus" 
(Acts  xxi.  12,  13).  There  were  the  force  and 
vigor  to  which  natural  difficulties  and  confined 
circumstances  formed  no  impediment;  and  lastly, 
there  was  the  keen  sense  of  the  greatness  of  his 
house,  in  his  proud  reference  to  his  forefather 
"  Saul  the  son  of  Cis,  a  man  of  the  tribe  of  Berya- 
min." 

Be  this  as  it  may,  no  nobler  hero  could  be  found 
to  close  the  rolls  of  the  worthies  of  his  tribe  —  no 
prouder  distinction  could  be  desired  for  Beiyamin 
than  that  of  having  produced  the  first  judge  of  its 
nation,  the  first  king,  and  finally,  when  Judaism 
gave  place  to  Christianity,  the  great  Apostle  of  the 
Gentiles. 

2.  [Bevia^uiv;  Vat.  Alex. -yueji/-]  A  man  of  the 
tribe  of  Benjamm,  son  of  Bilhan,  and  the  head  of 
a  family  of  warriors  (1  Chr.  vii.  10). 

3.  \Btvianiv:  Vat.  Alex.  FA.  -fi^iy.']  One  of 
the  "sons  of  Harim;  "  an  Israelite  in  the  time  of 
Ezra,  who  had  married  a  foreign  wife  (Ezr.  x.  32). 

G. 
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BEN'JAMIN,  High   gate,   or  gate,  of 

(Ivb^rn  2  ~t27tt?),  Jer.xx.2,xxxvu.l3,xxxviii. 
7;  Zech.  xiv.  10.     [Jekusalem.] 

*  BEN'J AMITE  C'2"'ar'l?,  Judg.  xix.  16; 
1  Sam.  ix.  21,  xxii.  7 ;  2  Sam.  xvi.  11 ;  IK.  ii.  8 ; 
1  Chr.  xxvii.  12;  Ps.  vii.,  title;  with  the  article, 

^rp'^n-12,  Judg.  iii.  15;  2  Sam.  xvi.  11,  xix. 

16  (Heb.  17);  LXX.  vlhs  toD  'le/uect,  t.  ^Itfuval- 
ov,  T.  'U(j.ivi,  vlhs  Beviafj.ii',  etc. ;  Vulg.  flius  Jem- 

ini ; —  ^T'ly^^    tt7''S"]5,  vlhs    av^phs    'Ufiipalov, 

Jilius  vin  Jemini,  1  Sam.  ix.  1 ;  —  ^?"*'?^  ^^^> 
aviip  6  'lejMi'l,  etc.,  vir  Jtviineus,  etc.,  2  Sam.  xx. 
1;  Esth.  ii.  5;  —  )"'tt^32,  Beviafniv,  etc.,  Benja 

min,  etc.,  Judg.  xx.  35,  36,  40,  43 ;  —  "'3"*72^,  'la- 
fjilv,  Vat.  laKd/x,  Alex,  o  Ufieivaios,  Jemini,  1 
Sam.  ix.  4),  an  appellation  of  the  descendants  of 
Benjamin.  On  the  Hebrew  forms  noted  above,  see 
Bexjajiix,  p.  276.  A. 

BE'NO  ("^22  [his  son]:  LXX.  translates t;*o(: 
Benno),  a,  Levite  of  the  sons  of  Merari  (1  Chr. 
xxiv.  26,  27). 

BEN-O'NI  (''3''1S""|2,  son  of  my  sorrow,  or 
of  my  strength,  i.  e.  of  my  last  effort,  Hiller,  Onom. 
300,  &c. :  vlhs  6Svvr]s  jxov  '■  Benoni,  id  estflius  dolo- 
1-is  mei),  the  name  which  the  dying  Kachel  gave  to 
her  newly-born  son,  but  which  by  his  father  was 
changed  into  Benjamin  (Gen.  xxxv.  18). 

BEN-ZO'HETH  (nniri^:  xjioX  Z(od$; 
Alex,  [yioi]  Za>x<*^"  Benzohetk),  a,  name  occurring 
among  the  descendants  of  Judah  (1  Chr.  iv.  20). 
The  passage  appears  to  be  a  fragment,  and  as  if 
the  name  of  a  son  of  the  Zoheth  just  mentioned  had 
originally  followed.     A.  V.  follows  Vulgate. 

BE'ON  ("}i72  :  Badv,  Alex,  ^afia:  Bern),  a 
place  on  the  east  of  Jordan  (Num.  xxxii.  3),  doubt- 
less a  contraction  of  Baal-meox  (comp.  ver.  38). 

BE'OR  (")'ir2  [a  torch]:  Bedp;  [Alex.  ir. 
1  Chr.  Batcap:]  Bear).  1.  The  father  of  Bel  a, 
one  of  the  early  Edomite  kings  (Gen.  xxxvi.  32; 
1  Chr.  i.  43). 

2.  [Vat.  Batup,  Becop.]  Father  of  Balaam 
(Num.  xxii.  5,  xxiv.  3,  15;  xxxi.  8;  Josh.  xiii.  22, 
xxiv.  9;  ilic.  vi.  5).  He  is  called  Bosor  in  the 
N.  T.     [Bela.] 

BE'RA  (J?'^2  [son, or t«  evil ^=  wicked]:  Vat. 
[Rom.]  and  Alex.  BaWd;  Joseph.  BaA.Aoj:  Bara), 
king  of  Sodom  at  the  time  of  the  invasion  of  the 
five  kings  under  Chedorkomer  (Gen.  xiv.  2;  also 

17  and  21). 

BERA'CHAH  (H^n?  {blessing]:  Bepxi»\ 
[Vat.  FA.  Bepxita;  Alex.  jSopoxio"]  Baracha), 
a  Benjamite,  one  of  "  Saul's  brethren,"  who  at- 
tached himself  to  David  at  Ziklag  (1  Chr.  xii.  3). 

BERA'CHAH,  Valley  of  (HD'^?  p'T^V 
[valley  of  blessing]  :  KotKas  ¥iv\oylas:  vallis  ben- 
edictionis),  a  valley  (Joseph,  riva  koi\ov  Kal  <pa- 
payywSri  T6irov)  in  which  Jehoshaphat  and  his 
people  assembled  to  "bless"  Jehovah  after  the 
overthrow  of  the  hosts  of  Moabites,  Ammonites, 
and  Mehunim  who  had  come  against  them,  and 
which  from  that  fact  acquired  its  name  of  "the 
valley  of  blessing"  (2  Chr.  xx.  26).  The  place  is 
remarkable  as  furnishing  one  of  the  latest  instances 
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iu  the  O.  T.  of  a  name  bestowed  in  consequence  of 
an  occurrence  at  the  spot. 

The  name 


of  Berelkt'd  (uyj^o)  still 


vives,  attachetl  to  ruins  in  a  valley  of  the  same 
name  lying  between  Teku'a  and  the  main  road  from 
Bethlehem  to  Hebron,  a  position  corresponding  ac- 
curately enough  with  the  locality  of  the  battle  as 
described  in  2  Chr.  xx.  (Hob.  iii.  275:  the  discov- 
ery is  due  to  VVolcott;  see  liittcr,  Jordan,  635.) 
It  must  not  be  confounded  with  Caphar-barucha, 
now  probably  Beni  Nairn,  an  eminence  on  very  high 
ground,  3  or  4  miles  east  of  Hebron,  commanding 
ail  extensive  view  of  the  Dead  Sea,  and  tradition- 
ally the  scene  of  Abraham's  intercession  for  Sodom. 
The  tomb  of  Ix)t  has  been  shown  there  since  the 
days  of  Mandeville  (see  Keland,  685 ;  Rob.  i.  489- 
91).  G. 

BERACHI'AH  (^n;!?^^,  Berechiahu  [Je- 
hovali  trill  bless]  :  Bopax^a"  Bavachia),  a  Gershon- 
ite  Levite,  father  of  Asaph  the  singer  (1  Chr.  vi. 
39).  [The  name  is  written  "  Berechiah  "  in  some 
eds.  of  the  A.  V.     See  Bekeciiiaii  6.] 

BERA'IAH  [3  syl.]  (H^S^a  [whom  I  cre- 
ated] :  Bapata  •  Baraia ),  son  of  Shimhi,  a  chief 
man  of  Beryamin  (1  Chr.  \iii.  21). 

BERE'A  {Bfpo7a:  \_Beraia]).  1.  A  city  of 
Macedonia,  to  which  St.  Paul  retired  with  Silas 
and  Timotheus,  in  the  course  of  his  first  \isit  to 
Europe,  on  being  persecuted  in  Thessalonica  (Acts 
xvii.  10),  and  from  which,  on  being  again  perse- 
cuted by  emissaries  from  Thessalonica,  he  withdrew 
to  the  sea  for  the  purpose  of  proceeding  to  Athens 
(i6.  14,  15).  'ITie  community  of  Jews  must  have 
been  considerable  in  15erea,  and  their  character  is 
described  in  very  favorable  terms  (ib.  11).  Sopater, 
one  of  St.  Paul's  missionary  companions,  was  from 
this  place  (Btpoidios,  Acts  xx.  4).  He  accom- 
panied the  apostle  on  his  return  from  the  second 
visit  to  Europe  {ib.);  and  he  appears  to  have  pre- 
viously been  with  him,  in  the  course  of  that  second 
visit,  at  Corinth,  when  he  wrote  the  Epistle  to  the 
Homans  (Hom.  xvi.  21). 

Berea,  now  called  Venia  or  Kara-  Verria,  is 
fully  described  by  I>eake  {Nwthem  Greece,  vol.  iii. 
290  ff'.),  and  by  Cousinery  ( Voyage  dans  la  Mace- 
doine,  i.  69  ff.).  Situated  on  the  eastern  slope  of 
the  Olympian  mountain-range,  with  an  abundant 
supply  of  wat#r,  and  commanding  an  extensive 
view  of  the  plain  of  the  Axius  and  Haliacnion,  it 
is  regarded  as  one  of  the  most  agreeable  towns  in 
RumiU,  and  has  now  15,000  or  20,000  inhabitants. 
A  few  ancient  remains,  Greek,  Roman,  and  Byzan- 
tine, still  exist  here.  Two  roads  are  laid  down  in 
the  Itineraries  between  Thessalonica  and  Berea, 
one  passing  by  Pella."  St.  Paul  and  his  compan- 
ions may  have  travelled  by  either  of  them.  Two 
roads  also  connect  Berea  with  Dium,  one  passing 
by  Pydna.  It  was  probably  from  Dium  that  St. 
Paul  sailwl  to  Athens,  leaving  .Silas  and  Timotheus 
behind ;  and  possibly  1  TTiess.  iii.  2  refers  to  a  jour- 
ney of  Timotheus  from  Berea,  not  from  Athens. 
[Timothy.]  The  coin  in  Akemutn's  Numismatic 
Jllustralions  of  the  N.    T.  p.   46,   is  erroneously 

«  •  The  "  Notes  on  Macedonia "  {Bibl.  Sacr.  xl.  830)  remainder  Greeks.  Tliey  have  one  Ryna|(Ogue,  12 
by  the  late  Rev.  Edward  M.  Dodd,  wljo  was  a  mis-  mosques,  and  60  Oreeli  rhurches  "  (wliich  la«t,  it 
Rionary  at  Thessalonica,  deseril)e  minutely  the  route  |  should  be  said,  except  3  or  4,  are  not  (KKAi)<riat  prop- 
between  that  city  and  Horcji.  The  population  of  Herea  i  erly  so  called,  but  eKKKr)ariSia  as  the  modem  Greeks 
is  overstated  in  the  article  above.     Mr.  Podd  says  that  j  term  them,  i.  e.  chapels  or  shrines).  H. 

It  is  "0000;    about  200  Jews,  1600  Turks,  and  the! 
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assigned  to  the  Macedonian  Berea,  and  belongs  to 
the  following. 

2.  fV'ulg.  om.]  The  modem  Alepjw,  mentioned 
in  2  Mace.  xiii.  4  in  connection  with  the  invasion- 
of  Judsea  by  Antiochus  Eupator,  as  the  scene  of 
the  miserable  death  of  Menelaus.  This  seems  to 
be  the  city  in  which  Jerome  says  that  certain  per-, 
sons  lived  who  possessed  and  used  St.  Matthew's 
Hebrew  Gospel  {l)e  Vir.  Illtist.  c.  3). 

3.  [Be'rka]  (Bepe'a:  [5f'?-eo] ),  a  place  in  Ju- 
dsea, apparently  not  very  far  from  Jerus.ilem,  where 
Bacchides,  the  general  of  Demetrius,  encamped 
shortly  before  the  engagement  in  which  .Judas  Mac- 
cabeeus  was  slain  (1  Mace.  ix.  4.  See  Joseph.  Ant. 
xii.  11,  §  1).  J.  S.  H. 

BERECHFAH  (^n;5n5  and  n^s^s 

[Jehovah  mil  bless]:  Bapaxia;  [Vat.  Bapaxaii] 
Barachias).  1.  One  of  the  sons  of  Zerubbabel, 
and  a  descendant  of  the  royal  family  of  Judah  (1 
Chr.  iii.  20). 

2.  [Vat.  Neh.  iii.  30,  Bopx^'a,  "•  18,  Bopa- 
Xe<a.]  A  man  mentioned  as  the  father  of  Meshul- 
1am  who  assisted  in  rebuilding  the  walls  of  Jerusa^ 
lem  (Neh.  iii.  4,  30;  vi.  18). 

3.  [Vat.  Bopaxei;  Alex.  Bapox'aj!  Barachia.l 
A  Levite  of  the  line  of  Elkanah  (1  Chr.  ix.  16). 

4.  [Barachias.]  A  doorkeeper  for  the  ark  (1 
Chr.  XV.  23). 

5.  [Bopox^as;  ^at.  Zoxoptay.]  Berechiahu, 
one  of  the  chief  men  of  the  tribe  of  Ephraim  in 
time  of  king  Ahaz  (2  Chr.  xxviii.  12). 

6.  Berechiahu,  father  of  Asaph  the  singer  (1 
Chr.  XV.  17).     [Bei!ACI!iaii.] 

7.  [Bapax'aj.]  Berechiahu,  father  of  Zech- 
ariah  the  prophet  (Zech.  i.  1,  also  7).  [Here  A 
V.  ed.  1611  reads  "  Brtrochiah."]  G. 

BE'RED  ("TT??  [hait]:  BopcJS:  Barnd).  1. 
A  place  in  the  south  of  Palestine,  between  which 
and  Kadesh  lay  the  well  Lachai-roi  (Gen.  xvi.  14). 
The  name  is  variously  given  in  the  ancient  versions : 

Peshito,  Gadar,  '♦-<^?  =  Gerar;  Arab,  fared, 
4>w>,  probably  a  mere  corruption  of  the  Hebrew 

name;  Onkelos,  Chagra,  M^JH  (elsewhere  em- 
ployed in  the  Targums  for  "  Shur;  "  can  it  be  con- 
nected with  Hagar,  "^5'7»  "*"?'?'3'');  Ps.-rJonathan, 

Chalutza,  SV^l^P,  i.  e.  the  Elusa,  "Ehovtra  of 
Ptolemy  and  the  ecclesiastical  writers,  now  el-Khu- 
hsah,  on  the  Hebron  road,  alwut  12  miles  south 
of  Beer-sheba  (Rob.  i.  201,  2;  Stewart,  205;  Re- 
land,  755).  We  have  the  testimony  of  Jerome 
( Vita  S.  Hiltrionis)  that  Elusa  was  called  l)y  its 
inhabitants  Barec,  which  would  be  an  easy  corrup- 
tion of  Bered,  *7  being  read  for  *T.  Chalutza  is 
the  name  elsewhere  given  in  the  Arabic  version  for 
"Shur"  and  for  "Gerar." 

2.  [Vat.  om. :  Bared.]  A  son  or  descendant 
of  Ephraim  (1  Chr.  vii.  20),  possibly  identiwil  with 
Becher  in  Num.  xxvi.  35,  by  a  mere  change  of  let- 
ters ("133  for  y>n).  G. 

BERENI'CE.     [Bernice.] 
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BE'RI  C'la  [fountain]:  Bapiv,  [Vat.  2a- 
Sp€t;  Alex.  Bapf,  Comp.  Bripel:]  Bert),  son  of 
Zophah,  of  the  tribe  of  Asher  (1  Chr.  vii.  36). 

BERFAH  (n27"''15,  in  evil,  or  a  gift,  see 
No.  2:  Bapii'-  Beria,  Brie).  1.  A  son  of  Asher 
(Gen.  xlvi.  17;  Num.  xxvi.  44,  45),  from  whom 

descended  the  "family  of  the  Beriites,"  ''S?^"]?, 
Bapiai  [Alex.  Bapai],  famiUa  Brieitai-um  (Num. 
xxvi.  44). 

2.  [Bepid;  Alex.  Bapiai  Beria.]  A  son  of 
Ephraim,  so  named  on  account  of  the  state  of  his 
,  father's  house  when  he  was  born.  "  And  the  sons 
of  Ephraim:  Shuthelah,  and  Bered  his  son,  and 
Tahath  his  son,  and  liladah  his  son,  and  Tahath 
his  son,  and  Zabad  his  son,  and  Shuthelah  his  son, 
and  Ezer,  and  Elead,  whom  the  men  of  Gath  [that 
were]  born  in  [that]  land  slew"  [lit.  "and  the 
men  .  .  .  slew  them ''],  "  because  they  came  down 
to  take  away  their  cattle.  And  Ephraim  their 
father  mourned  many  days,  and  his  brethren  came 
to  comfort  him.  And  when  he  went  in  to  his  wife, 
she  conceived,  and  bare  a  son,  and  he  called  his 
name  Beriah,  because  it  went  evil  with  his  house  " 
[lit.   "  because  evil  "  or  "  a  gift "    "  was   to   his 

house:"  hn^a2  jin'^n  nyna  ^2,  sn  iv 

•■:  t:t         tt:        .»«"•':'' 

KOKOLS  iyev€TO  iu  otKa>  /xov,  LXX. :  "  eo  quod 
in  malis  domus  ejus  ortus  esset,"  Vulg.]  (1  Chr. 
vii.  20-23).  With  respect  to  the  meaning  of  the 
name,  Gesenius  prefers  the  rendering  "  in  evil "  to 
"a  gift,"  as  probably  the  right  one.     In  this  case 

n^^^B  in  the  explanation  would  be,  according  to 

him,  ny"l  with  Beth  essentia  {Thes.  a.  v.).     It 

must  be  remarked,  however,  that  the  supposed  in- 
stances of  Beth  essentice  being  prefixed  to  the  sub- 
ject in  the  0.  T.  are  few  and  inconclusive,  and 
that  it  is  disputed  by  the  Arabian  grammarians  if 
the  parallel  "  redundant  B^  "  of  the  Arabic  be  ever 
so  used  (comp.  Thes.  pp.  174,  175,  where  this  use 
of  "redundant  Be  "  is  too  arbitrarily  denied).  The 
LXX.  and  Vulg.  indicate  a  different  construction, 
with  an  additional  variation  in  the  case  of  the  for- 
mer ("my  house"  for  "his  house"),  so  that  the 
rendering  "  in  evil "  does  not  depend  upon  the  con- 
struction proposed  by  Gesenius.    Jlichaelis  suggest* 

tliat  n^^S  may  mean  a  spontaneous  gift  of  God, 

beyond  expectation  and  the  law  of  nature,  as  a  son 
born  to  Ephraim  now  growing  old  might  be  called 
{Suppl.  pp.  224,  225).  In  favor  of  this  meaning, 
which,  with  Gesenius,  we  take  in  the  simple  sense 
of  "gift,"  it  may  be  urged,  that  it  is  unlikely  that 
four  persons  would  have  borne  a  name  of  an  uim- 
sual  form,  and  that  a  case  similar  to  that  here  sup- 
•  posed  is  found  in  the  naming  of  Seth  (Gen.  iv. 
25).  This  short  notice  is  of  no  slight  historical 
importance;  especially  as  it  refers  to  a  period  of 
Hebrew  history  respecting  which  the  Bible  affords 
us  no  other  li».c  information.  The  event  must  be 
assigned  to  the  time  between  .Jacob's  death  and  the 
beginning  of  the  oppression.  The  indications  that 
guide  us  are,  that  some  of  Ephraim's  sons  must 
have  attained  to  manhood,  and  that  the  Hebrews 
were  still  free.  The  passage  is  full  of  difficulties. 
The  first  question  is:  What  sons  of  Ephraim  were 
killed  V  The  persons  mentioned  do  not  all  seem  to 
be  his  sons.  Shuthelah  occupies  the  first  place, 
and  a  genealogy  of  his  descendants  follows  as  far 
as  a  second  Shuthelah,  the  words  "  his  son  "  indi- 
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eating  a  direct  descent,  as  Houbigant  (ap.  IWrett, 
Synopsis  in  he. )  remarks,  although  he  very  need- 
lessly proposes  conjectm^ally  to  omit  them.  A  sim- 
ilar genealogy  from  I3eriah  to  Joshua  is  given  in 
1  Chr.  vii.  25-27.  As  the  text  stands,  there  are 
but  three  sons  of  Ephraim  mentioned  before  Be- 
riah —  Shuthelah,  Ezer,  and  Elead  —  all  of  whom 
seem  to  have  been  killed  by  the  men  of  Gath,  though 
it  is  possible  that  the  last  two  are  alone  meant,  and 
the  first  of  whom  is  stated  to  have  left  descendants. 
In  the  enumeration  of  the  Israelite  families  in  Num- 
bers four  of  the  tribe  of  Ephraim  are  mentioned, 
sprung  from  his  sons  Shuthelah,  Becher,  and  Tahan, 
and  from  Ejan,  son  or  descendant  of  Shuthelah 
(xxvi.  35,  36).  The  second  and  third  families  are 
probably  those  of  Beriah  and  a  younger  son,  unless 
the  third  is  one  of  B^iah,  called  after  his  descend- 
ant Tahan  (1  Chr.  vii.  25);  or  one  of  them  may  be 
that  of  a  son  of  Joseph,  since  it  is  related  that 
Jacob  determined  that  sons  of  Joseph  who  might 
be  bom  to  him  after  Ephraim  and  Manasseh  should 
"  be  called  after  the  name  of  their  brethren  in  their 
inheritance"  (Gen.  xlviii.  6).  See  however  Be- 
cher. There  can  be  no  doubt  that  the  land  in 
which  the  men  of  Gath  were  born  is  the  eastern 
part  of  Lower  Egypt,  if  not  Goshen  itself.  It 
would  be  needless  to  say  that  they  were  bom  in 
their  own  land.  At  this  time  very  many  foreigners 
must  have  been  settled  in  Egypt,  especially  in  and 
about  Goshen.  Indeed  Goshen  is  mentioned  as  a 
non-Egyptian  country  in  its  inhabitants  (Gen.  xlvi. 
34),  and  its  own  name  as  well  as  nearly  all  the 
names  of  its  cities  and  places  mentioned  in  the 
Bible,  save  the  cities  built  in  the  oppression,  are 
probably  Semitic.  In  the  book  of  Joshua,  Shihor, 
the  Nile,  here  the  Pelusiac  branch,  is  the  boundary 
of  Effypt  and  Canaan,  the  Philistine  territories  ap- 
parently being  considered  to  extend  from  it  (Josh, 
xiii.  2,  3).  It  is  therefore  very  probable  that  many 
Philistines  would  have  settled  in  a  part  of  Egypt 
so  accessible  to  them  and  so  similar  in  its  popula- 
tion to  Canaan  as  Goshen  and  the  tracts  atljoining 
it.  Or  else  these  men  of  Gath  may  have  been  mer- 
cenaries like  the  Cherethim  (in  Egyptian  Shayra- 
tana)  who  were  in  the  Egyptian  service  at  a  Later 
time,  as  in  David's,  and  to  whom  lands  were  prob- 
ably allotted  as  to  the  native  army.  Some  suppose 
that  the  men  of  Gath  were  the  aggressors,  a  con- 
jecture not  at  variance  with  the  words  itsed  in  the 
relation  of  the  cause  of  the  death  of  Ephraim's 

sons,  since  we  may  read  "when  (''T)  they  came 

down,"  &c.,  instead  of  "  because,"  &c.  (Bagster's 
Bible,  in  he. ),  but  it  must  be  remembered  that  this 
rendering  is  equally  consistent  with  the  other  ex- 
planation. There  is  no  reason  to  suppose  that  the 
fsraelites  at  this  time  may  not  have  sometimes  en- 
gaged in  predatory  or  other  warfare.  The  warlike 
habits  of  Jacob's  sons  are  evident  in  the  narrative 
of  the  vengeance  taken  by  Simeon  and  Levi  upon 
Hamor  and  Shechem  (Gten.  xxxiv.  25-29),  and  of 
their  posterity  in  the  account  of  the  fear  of  that 
Pharaoh  who  began  to  oppress  them  lest  they 
should,  in  the  event  of  war  in  the  land,  join  with 
the  enemies  of  his  people,  and  by  %hting  against 
them  get  them  out  of  the  country  (Ex.  i.  8-10). 
It  has  been  imagined,  according  to  which  side  was 
supposed  to  have  acted  the  aggressor,  that  the  Git- 
tites  descended  upon  the  Ephraimites  in  a  preda- 
tory excursion  from  Palestine,  or  that  the  Ephra- 
imites made  a  raid  into  Palestine.  Neither  of 
these  explanations  is  consistent  with  sound  criti- 
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asm,  because  the  men  of  Gath  are  said  to  have 
l)een  born  in  the  land,  that  is,  to  have  been  settled 
in  Eg3-pt.  as  already  shown,  and  the  second  one, 
which  is  adopted  by  Bunsen  {Egypt's  Place,  i.  177, 
178),  is  inadmissible  on  the  ground  that  the  verb 

used,  T'l'"',  "  he  went  down,"  or  "  descended," 
is  applicaljle  to  going  into  Egypt,  but  not  to  com- 
ing from  it.  The  Rabbinical  idea  that  these  sohs 
of  Ephraim  went  to  take  the  Promised  Land  needs 
no  refutation.  (For  these  various  theories  see  Poli 
Syruyjsis  in  loc.) 

3.  [Bfpid;  Vat.  hfpiya,  Bapfiyal  Alex.  Bo^i- 
ya:  Band.]  A  Benjamite.  He  and  his  brother 
Shema  were  ancestors  of  the  inhabitants  of  Ajalon, 
and  expelled  the  inhabitants  of  Gath  (1  Chr.  viii. 
13,  16). 

4.  [Bfptd;  Alex.  ver.  10  Omits,  ver.  11  Bapia'- 
Baria.]     A  Invite  (1  Chr.  xxiii.  10,  11). 

R.  s.  r. 
BERI'ITES.     [Beriah,  1.] 

BE'RITES,  THE  (D"*"]?!!!  [ike  wells,  i.  e. 
people  of]:  iy  Xapl>l  [Vat.  Alex,  -pei]),  a  tribe 
or  people  who  are  named  with  Abel  and  Beth- 
maachah  —  and  who  were  therefore  doubtless  situ- 
ated in  the  north  of  Palestine  —  mentioned  only  as 
having  been  visited  by  Joab  in  his  pursuit  after 
Sheba  the  son  of  Bichri  (2  Sam.  xx.  14).  The 
expression  is  a  remarkable  one,  '*all  the  Berites" 

('an  ^3;  comp.  "all  the  Bithron").  The  Vul- 
gate has  a  different  reading  —  omnesque  viri 
electi  congregati  fuerant  —  apparently  reading  for 

D^"12n  by  an  easy  transposition  and  change  of 

letters  D'^nPS,  i-  e.  the  young  men,  and  this  is  in 
Ewald's  opinion  the  correct  reading  (Gesch.  iii.  249, 
7>oU).  G. 

BE'RITH,  THE   GOD  (n"^"]5  ^^  P-  e. 

of  the  cm^enant:  BatO7]\0epi6;  Vat.  hatdrip^fpiO: 
Alex.  Boa\  StaOriK-ns-  ''«««  Berith]),  Judg.  ix.  46. 
[Baal-bkkitu,  p.  207.] 

BERNI'CE  and  BERENI'CE  (BtpyiKv, 
[tictofiim^],  also  in  Joseph. :  Bernice  =  ♦epev/xTj, 
see  Sturz,  Dial.  Maced.  p.  .31 ;  the  form  Beronice 
is  also  found),  the  eldest  daughter  of  Herod  Agrippa 
I.  (Acts  xii.  1,  &c.).  She  was  first  married  to  her 
uncle  Herod,  king  of  Chalcis  (Joseph.  Ant.  xix.  5, 
§  1),  and  ailer  his  death  (a.  d.  48)  she  lived  under 
circumstances  of  great  suspicion  with  her  own 
brother  Agrippa  II.  (Joseph.  Ant.  xx.  7,  3;  Juvenal 
Sat.  vi.  1.56  ft".),  in  connection  with  whom  she  is 
mentioned  Acts  xxv.  13,  23,  xxvi.  30,  as  having 
visited  Festus  on  his  appointment  as  Procurator  of 
Judeea.  She  was  a  second  time  married,  to  Pole- 
mon,  king  of  ( alicia,  i)ut  soon  left  him,  and  re- 
turned to  her  brother  (Joseph,  ibid.).  She  after- 
wards became  the  mistress  of  Vespasian  (Tacit. 
Bigt.  ii.  81),  and  of  his  son  Titus  (Sueton.  Tit.  7). 

H.  A. 

BERO'DACH-BAL'ADAN       Cn^W'l? 

I"'^/?  •  Mapa>5ax  BoAoSoy  (Vat.  Ba\iav); 
Alex.'  MfpwSax  B. ;  Comp.  BcwaiSkx  B- :  Beru- 
dach  Baladan],  2  K.  xx.  12.  [Mekodach-Bal- 
adan.] 

BE'ROTH  (Bnp^y,  [Vat.  Bvpoy;  Aid.] 
Alex.  Bvpo>e),  1  F-stlr.  v.  19.     [Beehoth.] 

BEROTHAH,  BERO'THAI  [3  syl.] 
(nn'l~l2,  ^n*'"'2  :  [in  Ez.,  Vat.  Alex.  corrupt; 
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Aid.  Br)pei)6afi;  Comp  Bepodd-]  Berotha,  Beroth). 
The  first  of  these  two  names,  each  of  which  oc- 
cm^  once  only,  is  given  by  Ezekiel  (xlvii.  16)  in 
connection  with  Hamath  and  Damascus  as  forming  , 
part  of  the  northern  boundary  of  the  promised 
kind.  The  second  is  mentioned  (2  Sam.  viii.  8)  as 
the  name  of  a  city  of  Zobah  taken  by  David,  also 
in  connection  with  Hamath  and  Damascus.  The' 
slightness  of  these  references  makes  it  impossible 
to  identify  the  names  with  any  degree  of  probabil- 
ity, or  even  to  decide  whether  they  refer  to  the  same 
locality  or  not.  The  well-known  city  Beirut  (Ber- 
ytus)  naturally  suggests  itself  as  identical  with  one 
at  least  of  the  names ;  but  in  each  instance  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case  seem  to  require  a  position 
further  east,  since  1-^ekiel  places  Berothah  between 
Hamath  and  Damascus,  and  David's  war  with  the 
king  of  Zobah  led  him  away  from  the  sea-coast 
towards  the  Euphrates  (2  Sam.  viii.  3).  In  the 
latter  instance  the  difficulty  is  increased  by  the  He- 
brew text  reading  in  1  Chr.  xviii.  8,  Chun  uistead 
of  Berothai,  and  by  the  fact  that  both  in  Samuel 
and  C^hronicles  the  Greek  translators,  instead  of 
giving  a  proper  name,  translate  by  the  phrase  tK 
Tuv  iKKfKTwv  Tr6Kta)v,  clearly  showing  that  they 
read  either  the  same  text  in  each  passage,  or  at 
least  words  which  bore  the  same  sense.  Fiirst  re- 
gards Berothah  and  Berothai  as  distinct  places,  and 
identifies  the  first  with  Berytus.  Mislin  (Saints 
Lievx,  i.  244)  derives  the  name  from  the  wells 
{Betroth),  which  are  still  to  be  seen  bored  m  the 
solid  rock  at  Beirut.  F.  W.  G. 

BE'ROTHITE,  THE  (1  Chr.  xi.  39).    [Bee- 

KOTH.] 

BERYL  (t2^'^tt?"!ri  tarshish:  xpwrSKidos, 
Qapfffis,  &v6pai,  \l6os  HvdouKos-  clirysolithus, 
hyacinlhus,  mare)  occurs  in  Ex.  xxviii.  20,  xxxix. 
13;  Cant.  v.  14;  ¥j..  i.  16,  x.  9,  xxviii.  13;  Dan. 
X.  6.  The  tarshish  wa-s  the  first  precious  stone  in 
the  fourth  row  of  the  high-priest's  breastplate.  In 
lizekiel's  vision  "  the  appearance  of  the  wheels  and 
their  work  was  like  unto  the  color  of  a  tarshish  ; " 
it  was  one  of  the  precious  stones  of  the  king  of 
Tyre;  the  body  of  the  man  whom  Daniel  saw  in 
his  vision  was  like  the  tarshhh. 

It  is  impossible  to  say  with  any  degree  of  cer- 
tainty what  precious  stone  is  denoted  by  the  Hebrew 
word;  Luther  reads  the  "turquoise;"  the  IJfX. 
supiwses  either  the  "chrysolite"  or  the  "car- 
buncle"  {&vdpa^)\  Onkelos  and  the  Jerusalem 
Targuni  have  ker urn  jama,  by  which  the  Jews  ap- 
pear to  have  understood  "  a  white  stone  like  the 
froth  of  the  sea,"  which  Braun  (</«  Vest.  Sacer.  ii. 
c.  17)  conjectures  may  be  the  "opal."  For  other 
opinions,  wliich  are,  however,  mere  conjectures,  see 
the  chapter  of  Braun  just  quoted. 

It  is  generally  supposed  tiiat  the  tarshish  derives 
its  name  from  the  place  so  called,  rcsjx^cting  the 
position  of  which  see  Tausiiish.  Josephus  {Ant. 
iii.  7,  §  5)  and  Braun  {I.  c.)  understand  the  eJii-yso- 
lite  to  be  meant;  not,  however,  the  chrysolite  of 
modem  mineralogists,  but  the  topaz;  for  it  cer- 
tainly does  appear  that  by  a  curious  interciiange  of 
terms  the  ancient  chrysolite  is  the  modern  topaz, 
and  the  ancient  topaz  the  modern  chrysolite  (see 
PUn.  //.  N.  xxxvii.  8;  Hill  on  Theophrastus,  Be 
Ltipid. ;  King's  Antique  Gems,  p.  57 ),  though  Bel- 
lermann.  Die  Urim  und  Thummim,  p.  62,  Berlin, 
1824)  has  advanced  many  objections  to  tliis  opinion, 
and  has  maintaine<l  that  the  tojuiz  and  tiie  chryso- 
lite of  the  ancients  are  identical  with  the  gems  now 
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BO  called.  Braun,  at  all  events,  uses  the  term  chry- 
soUthus  to  denote  the  topaz,  and  he  speaks  of  its 
brilliant  golden  color.  There  is  little  or  nothing 
in  the  passages  where  the  tarshish  is  mentioned  to 
lead  us  to  anything  like  a  satisfactory  conclusion 
as  to  its  identity,  excepting  in  Cant.  v.  14,  where 
we  do  seem  to  catch  a  glimmer  of  the  stone  de- 
noted: "  I  lis  hands  are  orbs  of  gold  adorned  with 
the  tarshish  stone."  This  seems  to  be  the  correct 
rendering  of  the  Hebrew.  The  orbs  or  rings  of 
gold,  as  Cocceius  has  observed,  refer  not  to  rings 
on  the  fingers,  but  to  the  fingers  themselves,  as  they 
gently  press  upon  the  thumb  and  thus  form  the 
figure  of  an  orb  or  a  ring.  The  latter  part  of  the 
verse  is  the  causal  expletive  of  the  former.  It  is 
not  only  said  in  this  passage  that  the  hands  are 
called  orbs  of  gold,  but  the  reason  why  they  are 
thus  called  is  immediately  added  —  sijecially  on  ac- 
count of  the  beautiful  chrysolites  with  wliich  the 
hands  were  adorned  (Braiyi,  de  V.  S.  ii.  13). 
Pliny  says  of  the  chrysolithos,  "  it  is  a  transparent 
stone  with  a  refulgence  like  that  of  gold."  Since 
then  the  yiddtn  stone,  as  the  name  imports,  is  ad- 
mirably suited  to  the  above  passage  in  Canticles, 
and  would  also  apply,  though  in  a  less  degree,  to 
the  other  Scriptural  places  cited ;  as  it  is  supported 
by  Josephus,  and  conjectured  by  the  LXX.  and 
Vulg. ;  the  ancient  chrysolite  or  the  modem  yel- 
low top^tz  appears  to  have  a  better  claim  than  any 
other  gem  to  represent  the  iarslmh  of  the  Hebrew 
Bible,  certaiidy  a  better  claim  than  the  beryl  of  the 
A.  v.,  a  rendering  which  appears  to  be  unsupported 
by  any  kind  of  evidence.  W.  H. 

BERZE'LUS  {^ariCf^Sa7os;  Alex.  Zop^f\- 
K(os;  [Aid.  Bfp^fWaios-]  Phargoku),  1  Ys^. 
v.  38.     [Bakzillai.] 

BE'SAI  [2  syl.]  ("^03  [conqueror,  Fiirst]: 
Bewi,  Bjj(7i:  [Vat.  -<r«t;  Alex.  Baffi,  Brjffff] 
Be^ee,  [Btsai] ).  "  Children  of  Besai "  were  among 
the  Xethinim  who  returned  to  Judaea  with  Zerub- 
babel  (Ezr.  ii.  49;  Neh.  vii.  52).     [Bastai.] 

BESODE'IAH  [3  syl.]  (H^'lD?  [mtimaie 
of  Jehovah]:  BoercoSjo;  [Vat.  BaSia;  FA.]  A$- 
Sfta'  Besoilia),  father  of  Meshullam,  and  one  of 
the  repairers  of  the  wall  of  Jerusalem  (Neh.  iii. 
6). 

BE'SOR,  THE  BROOK  ("llban  bTO  : 
Xfi/u^P^os  Tov  Boff6p;  [1  Sam.  xxx.  21,  Vat.  Bs- 
oi/os,  Alex.  B€x<Bp-]  torrens  Besor),  a  torrent-bed 
or  wady  in  the  extreme  south  of  Judah,  of  which 
mention  occurs  only  in  1  Sam.  xxx.  9,  10,  21.  It 
is  plain  from  the  conditions  of  the  narrative  that  it 
must  have  been  south  of  Ziklag,  but  hitherto  the 
situation  of  neither  town  nor  wady  has  been  iden- 
tified with  any  probability.  The  name  may  signify 
"  fi-esh  "  or  "  cool "  (Fiirst).  G. 

*  Dr.  Robinson  holds  that  the  Brook  Besor,  in 
all  probability,  is  the  Wady  'Ar'  drah,  the  south- 
eastern branch  of  Wculy  es-Seba',  running  from 
Aroer  to  Beersheba.  For  the  grounds  of  this  opin- 
ion, see  his  Phys.  Geography,  pp.  121-123.  Diet- 
rich supposes  Besor  to  mean  grassy,  verdant 
(Gesen.   Worterb.  6te  Aufl.).  H. 

*  BESTEAD  (from  the  Anglo-Saxon  stede,  a 
place:  comp.  our  instead,  homestead,  &c.),  found 
only  in  Is.  viii.  21  (A.  V.),  means  "placed  "  or  "sit- 
uated "  (well  or  ill),  and  hence  accompanied  in  Is., 
as  above,  by  "  hardly,"  I  e.  severely,  the  two  words 
together  give  the  sense  of  7127173,  namely,  "brought 
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into  diflScuItj'  or  "distress."  Eastwood  and 
Wright's  Bibk  iVonl-Book  (p.  62)  illustrates  this 
archaism  fron  the  older  English  writers.         H. 

BE'TAH  .(n^2  [confidence]:    f)  Mere^dK, 

quasi  n^^^j  Alex,  rj  Moff/Sax!  [Vat.  ij  Mcmt- 
fiuK;  Comp.  Botok:]  Bete),  a  city  belonging  to 
Hadadezer,  king  of  Zobah,  mentioned  with  Be- 
rothai  as  having  yielded  much  spoil  of  brass  to 
David  (2  Sam.  viii.  8).  In  the  parallel  account,  1 
Chr.  xviii.  8,  the  name  is  called,  by  an  inversion  of 
letters,  Tibchath.  Ewald  (Gesch.  ii.  195)  pro- 
nounces the  latter  to  be  the  correct  reading,  and 
compares  it  with  Tebach  (Gen.  xxii.  24).         G. 

BET'ANE(B6Tci;/ij;  [Vat.  Bairai/rj;  Sin.  Bo- 
rayrj ;]  Alex.  BXtrairr),  i-  e.  prob.  BatTttj/rj :  Vulg. 
omits),  a  place  apparently  south  of  Jerusalem  (Jud. 
i.  9),  and  possibly  identical  with  BTiOauiv  of  Euse- 
bius  {Onom.  'A.pi,  Ain),  two  miles  from  the  Tere- 
binth of  Abraham  and  four  from  Hebron.  This 
has  been  variously  identified  with  Beth-anoth,  Beit 
'AinAn,  and  Betaneh  or  I'xbatana  in  Syria,  placed 
by  Pliny  (v.  17)  on  Carmel  (Winer,  s.  v.  Betane). 
Bethany  is  inadmissible  from  the  fact  of  its  unim- 
portance at  the  time,  if  indeed  it  existed  at  all. 

G. 

BE'TEN  0^5  [belly OTVxrmb]:  Batfld/c ;  Alex. 
Barve;  [Comp.  Beflei':]  Beten),  one  of  the  cities 
on  the  border  of  the  tribe  of  Asher  (Josh.  xix.  25, 
only).  By  liusebius  ( Onom.  Barval)  it  is  said  to 
have  been  then  called  Bebeten,  and  to  have  lain 
eight  miles  east  of  Ptolemias.  No  other  trace  of 
its  existence  has  been  discovered  elsewhere.      G. 

BETH  (n^2,  according   to    Gesenius   {Thes. 

and  Lex.),  fi-om  a  root,  il^S,  to  pass  the  night,  or 

from  n32,  to  build,  as  S6ixos,  domus,  from  Sf/xu), 
the  most  general  word  for  a  house  or  habitation. 
Strictly  speaking  it  has  the  force  of  a  settled,  stable 
dwelling,  as  in  Gen.  xxxiii.  17,  where  the  building 
of  a  "  house  "  marks  the  termination  of  a  stage  of 
Jacob's  wanderings  (comp.  also  2  Sam.  vii.  2,  6, 
and  many  other  places);  but  it  is  also  employed 
for  a  dweUing  of  any  kind,  even  for  a  tent,  as  in 
Gen.  xxiv.  32,  where  it  must  refer  to  the  tent  of 
I^ban;  also  Judg.  xyiii.  31,  1  Sam.  i.  7,  to  the 
tent  of  the  tabernacle,  and  2  K.  xxiii.  7,  where  it 
expresses  the  textile  materials  (A.  V.  "hangings") 
for  the  tents  of  Astarte.  From  this  general  force 
the  transition  was  natural  to  a  house  in  the  sense 
of  a  family,  as  Ps.  cvii.  41,  "  families  "  (Prayer- 
Book,  "households  "),  or  a  pedigree,  as  Ezr.  ii.  59. 
In  2  Sam.  xiii.  7,  1  K.  xiii.  7,  and  other  places,  it 
has  the  sense  of  "home,"  i.  e.  "to  the  house." 
Beth  also  has  some  collateral  and  almost  technical 
meanings,  similar  to  those  which  we  apply  to  the 
word  "  house,"  as  in  Ex.  xxv.  27  for  the  "  places  " 
or  sockets  into  which  the  bars  for  carrying  the  table 
were  "housed;  "  and  others. 

Like  JSdes  in  I^tin  and  Dom  in  German,  Beth 
has  the  special  meaning  of  a  temple  or  house  of 
worship,  in  which  sense  it  is  applied  not  only  to 
the  tabernacle  (see  above)  or  temple  of  Jehovah 
(1  K.  iii.  2,  vi.  1,  &c.),  but  to  those  of  false  gods 

—  Dagon  (.Judg.  xvi.  27;  1  Sam.  v.  2),  Rimmon 
(2  K.  V.  18),  Baal  (2  K.  x.  21),  Nisroch  (2  K. 
xix.  37),  and  other  gods  (Judg.  ix.  27).  "  Bajith  " 
in  Is.  XV.  2  is  really  ha-Bajith  =  "  the  Temple" 

—  meaning  some  well-known  idol  fane  in  Moab. 
[Bajith.] 
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Beth  ia  more  frequently  employed  in  combination 
with  other  words  to  form  the  names  of  places  than 
either  Kirjath,  Hatzer,  Beer,  Ain,  or  any  other 
word.  A  list  of  the  places  compounded  with  Beth 
is  given  below  in  alphabetical  order;  but  in  addi- 
tion to  these  it  may  be  allowable  here  to  notice  two, 
whicli,  though  not  appearing  in  that  form  in  the 
A.  v.,  yet  do  so  in  the  LXX.,  probably  with 
greater  correctness. 

Bkth-e'ked  (1)7.^  2:  [BaidaKde;  A\ex.Bat9- 
aKaS'-]  camera  pastorwn),  the.  "shearing-house," 
at  the  pit  or  well  ("I^S)  of  which  the  forty-two 
brethren  of  Ahaziah  were  slain  by  Jehu  (2  K.  x. 
12).  It  lay  between  Jezreel  and  Samaria  accord- 
ing to  Jerome  {Onom.),  15  miles  from  the  town  of 
Legio,  and  in  the  plain  of  Esdraelon. 

Beth-hag'gan  (pn  3  [fiovse  of  the  gar- 
den]: BaiQyiv,  [Vat.  BoiSai';  <^'om\).BaidayaV^ 
Domus  horti),  A.  V.  "the  garden-house*'  (2  K. 
ix.  27),  one  of  the  sjxyts  which  marked  the  flight 
of  Ahaziah  from  Jehu.  It  is  doubtless  the  same 
place  as  En-gannim,  "  spring  of  gardens,"  the 
modern  Jenin,  on  the  direct  road  from  Samaria 
northward,  and  overlooking  the  great  plain  (Stan- 
ley, p.  349,  note).  G. 

BETHAB'ARA     (Bvea^apd,     quasi    H"'? 

iT^liy ,  house  of  ford  or  ferry:  [Bethania']),  a 
place  beyond  Jordan,  iripav  rod  'lop.,  in  which, 
according  to  the  Received  Text  of  the  N.  T.,  John 
was  baptizing  (John  i.  28),  apparently  at  the  time 
that  he  baptized  Christ  (comp.  ver.  2!),  39,  35).  If 
the  reading  of  the  Received  Text  lie  the  correct  one, 
Bethabara  may  be  identical  with  Beth-barah,  the 
ancient  ford  of  Jordan,  of  which  the  men  of  Eph- 
raim  took  possession  after  Gideon's  defeat  of  the 
Midianites  [Bk:tii-bai{Aii]  ;  or,  which  seems  more 
likely,  with  Beth-nimrah,  on  the  east  of  the  river, 
nearly  opposite  Jericho.  [Beth-nimkah.J  But 
the  oldest  MSS.  (A  B)  and  the  Vulgate"  have  not 
Bethabara  but  Bethany,  a  reading  which  Origen 
(ad  he. )  states  to  have  obtained  hi  almost  all  the 
copies  of  his  time,  ax^^ov  iravra  to.  avTiypa<pa, 
though  altered  by  him  in  his  edition  of  the  (iosfjel 
on  topographical  grounds.  In  favor  of  Bethabara 
are,  (a.)  the  extreme  improliability  of  so  familiar  a 
name  as  Bethany  being  changed  by  copjists  into 
one  so  unfamiliar  as  Bethabara,  while  the  reverse  — 
the  change  from  an  unfamiUar  to  a  familiar  name 
—  is  of  frequent  occurrence,  (h. )  The  fact  that 
Origeti,  while  admitting  that  the  majority  of  MSS. 
were  in  favor  of  Betliany,  decided,  notwithstanding, 
for  Bethabara.  (c.)  That  Bethabara  was  still  known 
in  the  days  of  Eusebius  ( Onomngticon,  s.  v. ),  and 
greatly  resorted  to  by  persons  desirous  of  baptism 
{viudi  gurffite  baptizmdur). 

Still  the  fact  remains  that  the  most  ancient 
MSS.  have  "  Bethany,"  and  that  name  has  been 
accordingly  r&stored  to  the  text  by  l^chmann,  Ti- 
scheiMlorf,  and  other  niotlem  editors.  At  this  dis- 
tance of  time,  and  in  the  absence  of  any  careful 
research  on  the  east  of  Jordan,  it  is  imptjssible  to  de- 
cide on  evidence  so  slight  and  conflicting.  It  must 
not  be  overlooked  that,  if  Bethany  be  ijccepted, 
the  definition  "  \yey<nn\  Jordan  "  stiU  remains,  and 
therefore  another  place  must  te  intended  than  the 
well-known  residence  of  Lazarus.  G. 


«  In  the  OHorruutuon,  however,  Jerome  has  Beth- 
abara. 


BETHANY 

*  It  has  been  chimed  that  Bethabara  or  Bethany 
must  have  l)een  one  of  the  upi)er  crossing-places 
<rf  the  Jordan,  not  far  south  of  the  Sea  of  Tiberias, 
and  not  so  low  down  as  opposite  Jericho,  because. 
Jesus  went  thence  to  Galilee  (John  i.  44)  in  a' 
single  day  (Stanley,  Sin.  and  Pal.  p.  305).  But 
this  depends  on  how  we  are  to  reckon  the  "  third 
day"  m  John  ii.  1;  for  unless  we  count  the  day" 
of  Christ's  calling  the  first  disciples  (John  i.  35) 
as  the  first,  and  that  of  the  marriage  at  Cana  as 
"  the  third  "  (ii.  1),  there  may  have  been  three  or 
more  days  spent  on  the  journey.  But  instead  of 
its  occupying  one  day  oidy,  the  third  day  may  have 
lieen  the  third  after  the  arrival  in  GaUlee,  or  ac- 
cording to  Liicke  [Eviiiuj.  des  Johannes,  i.  467), 
the  third  from  the  calling  of  Nathanael  (John  i. 
46).  With  either  of  these  last  computations  we 
must  place  Bethabara  much  further  south  than 
any  ford  near  the  south  end  of  the  Galilean  sea. 
It  stands,  on  Kiepert's  Wandkarte  von  Pulaatina, 
ofi'  against  the  upper  part  of  the  plain  of  Jericho. 

It  confers  additional  interest  on  Bethabara,  if, 
as  many  suppose,  it  was  the  place  where  Jesus  him- 
self was  baptized.  If  rh  irpwrov  in  John  x.  40 
means  that  when  John  began  his  career  as  the 
baptizer,  he  baptized  first  at  Bethabara  beyond 
the  Jordan ;  and  if  the  desert  of  Juda?a  lay  in 
part  on  the  east  of  the  Jordan  so  as  to  embrace 
Bethabara,  then  Jesus  may  have  received  his  bap- 
tism there;  for  John  came  at  first  baptizing  in 
"the  wilderness  of  Judaea"  (Matt.  iii.  1),  and 
Jesus,  without  any  intimation  of  a  change  of  place, 
is  said  to  have  come  and  been  baptized  in  the  Jor- 
dan (Matt.  iii.  13).  But  against  this  conclusion 
stands  the  fact  that  the  wilderness  (Jprj/xoy)  of 
Judaea  lay  in  all  probability  wholly  on  the  west  of 
the  Jordan  and  the  Dead  Sea.  See  Jud.ka,  \A'il- 
DEKNEss  OF  (Amer.  ed.).  Further,  rh  vp&rov 
may  signify  only  "at  the  first,"  referring  in  a  gen- 
eral way  to  this  place  l)eyond  the  Jordan,  where 
Jesus  spent  some  of  the  last  months  or  weeks  of  his 
life,  as  the  same  place  where  John  had  formerly 
baptized.  H. 

BETH-A'NATH  (H^J?  3  [house  of  an. 
swer,  sc.  to  prayer] :  Batdda/xf,  BatBavtix,  Baitf- 
(y^e;  [Ahii.Baivaeae,Baie(V(e,B(e(VfK-]  Beth- 
amtth),  one  of  the  "fenced  cities"  of  Naphtali, 
named  with  Ifeth-shemesh  (Josh.  xix.  38);  from 
neither  of  them  were  the  Canaanites  expelled 
(Judg.  i.  33).  By  Eusebius  and  Jerome  ( O/wm. 
8.  V.  'Avflp-  Badfid,  BriBavadd)  it  is  spoken  of  as 
a  village  ealle<l  I$ataniea,  15  miles  eastward  of 
Caesarea  (Diocaesarea,  or  Sepphoris),  and  reputed 
to  contain  medicinal  springs,  Kovrpa  Idat/xa. 
Nothing,  however,  is  known  to  have  been  discov- 
ered of  it  in  modern  times.  G. 

BETH-A'NOTH  (Hia?  2  [himge  of  echo, 
Fiirst]:  Baieapdfi.;  [Alex.  Bo<eai/a»i';  Comp.  Aid. 
BrjdavdO '■]  Bethanoth),  a  town  in  the  mountainous 
district  of  Judah,  named  with  Halhul,  Bcth-znr, 
and  others,  in  Josh.  xv.  59  only.  It  is  very  prob- 
ably the  modern  Beit  \iinun,  the  remains  of  which, 
near  to  those  of  Ihdhi'd  and  Beit  Sur,  were  dis- 
covered by  Wolcott  and  visited  by  Robinson  (iii. 
281).  G. 

BETH'ANY  (.luasi  ^rn  H"*?,    house    of 

dates  [or  from  n*35"in5,  hrtise  of  sorroic]: 
BriOavia'.  Belhnna),  a  village  which,  scanty  as  are 
the  notices  of  it  contained  in  Scripture,  is  more  in- 
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limately  associated  in  our  minds  than  perhaps  any 
other  place  with  the  most  familiar  acts  and  seenea 
of  the  last  days  of  the  life  of  Christ.  It  was  at 
Bethany  that  He  raised  Lazarus  from  the  dead, 
and  from  liethany  that  He  commenced  his  "  tri- 
umphal entry  "  into  Jerusalem.  It  was  his  nightly 
resting  place  during  the  time  immediately  preced- 
ing his  passion ;  and  here,  at  the  houses  of  ilartha 
and  Mary  and  of  Simon  the  leper,  we  are  admitted 
to  view  Him,  more  nearly  than  elsewhere,  in  the 
circle  of  his  domestic  life. 

Though  it  was  only  at  a  late  period  of  the  life 
of  our  Lord  that  his  connection  with  Bethany 
commenced,  yet  this  is  fully  compensated  for  by 
its  having  been  the  scene  of  his  very  last  acts  on 
earth.  It  was  somewhere  here,  on  these  wooded 
slopes  beyond  the  ridge  of  Olivet,  that  the  Apos- 
tles stood  when  they  last  beheld  his  figure,  as,  with 
"uplifted  hands" — still,  to  the  very  moment  of 
disappearance,  "blessing"  them  —  He  was  "taken 
up"  into  the  "cloud  "  which  "received"  and  hid 
Him  from  their  "  steadfast "  gaze,  the  words  still 
ringing  in  their  ears,  which  prove  that  space  and 
time  are  no  hinderance  to  the  connection  of  Chris- 
tians with  their  Lord  —  "  Lo !  I  am  with  you  al- 
ways, even  to  the  end  of  the  world." 

The  little  information  we  possess  about  Bethany 
is  entirely  gathered  from  the  N.  T.,  neither  the  O. 
T.  nor  the  Apocrypha  having  apparently  any  allu- 
sion to  it."  It  was  situated  "  at "  (irp6s)  the 
Mount  of  Olives  (Mark  xi.  1;  Luke  xix.  2!)),  about 
fifteen  stadia  from  Jerusalem  (John  xi.  18),  on  or 
near  the  usual  road  from  Jericho  to  the  city  (Luke 
xix.  29,  comp.  1;  Mark  xi.  1,  comp.  x.  46),  and 
close  by  and  west  (?)  of  another  village  called 
Bethi'hage,  the  two  being  several  times  mentioned 
together. 

There  never  appears  to  have  been  any  doubt  as 
to  the  site  of  Bethany,  which  is  now  known  by  a  name 

derived ftx)m Lazarus — el-' Azariyeh''  (  lU)\\\JU\j. 

It  lies  on  the  eastern  slope  of  the  Mount  of  Olives, 
fully  a  mile  Ijeyond  the  summit,  and  not  very  far 
from  the  point  at  which  the  road  to  Jericho  begins 
its  more  sudden  descent  towards  the  Jordan  valley 
(Lindsay,  p.  91,  and  De  Saulcy,  p.  120).  The 
spot  is  a  woody  hollow  more  or  less  planted  with 
fruit-trees,  —  olives,  ahnonds,  pomegranates,  as  well 
as  oaks  and  carobs ;  the  whole  lying  below  a  sec- 
ondary ridge  or  hump,  of  sufficient  height  to  shut 
out  the  village  from  the  summit  of  the  mount 
(Rob.  L  431,  432;  Stanley,  p.  189:  Bonar,  pp. 
138-9). 

From  a  distance  the  village  is,  to  use  the  em- 
phatic words  of  the  latest  published  description, 
"remarkably  beautiful "  —  "  the  perfection  of  re- 
tirement and  repose  "—"  of  seclusion  and  lovely 
peace"  (Ifenar,  pp.  139,  2-30,  310,  337;  and  see 
Lindsay,  p.  09).  It  is  difficult  to  reconcile  these 
glowing  descriptions  with  Mr.  Stanley's  words  (p. 
189),  or  with  the  impression  which  the  present 
writer  derived  from  the  actual  view  of  the  place. 
Possibly  something  of  the  diflference  is  due  to  the 
different  time  of  year  at  which  the  visits  were 
made. 


a  It  has  been  suggested  (Hitzig,  Jesaia)  that  the 
word   rendered  "poor"   in   the   A.   V.  of  Is.   x.  30 

(  n*3y  j—  "  poor  Anathoth  "  —  is  an  abbreviated 
form  of  the  name  of  Bethany,  as  Nimrah  is  of  Beth- 
nimrah,  &c.  ;  but  apart  from  any  other  difficulty, 
there  is  the  Berious  one  that  Bethany  does  not  lie  near 
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El- Azanyeh  itself  Ls  a  ruinous  and  wretched 
village,  a  "  wild  mountain  hamlet "  of  "  some 
twenty  families,"  the  inhabitants  of  which  display 
even  less  than  the  ordinary  eastern  thrift  and  in- 
dustry (Rob.  i.  432;  Stanley,  p.  189;  Bonar,  p. 
310).  In  the  village  are  shown  the  traditional 
sites  of  the  house  and  tomb  of  Lazarus ;  the  former 
the  remains  of  a  square  tower,  apparently  of  old 
date,  though  certainly  not  of  the  age  of  the  kings 
of  Judah,  towhich  I)e  Saulcy  assigns  it  (p.  128)  — 
the  latter  a  deep  vault  excavated  in  the  limestone 
rock,  the  bottom  reached  by  26  steps.  The  house 
of  Simon  the  leper  is  also  exhibited.  As  to  the 
real  age  and  character  of  these  remains  there  is  at 
present  no  information  to  giude  us. 

Schwarz  maintains  el-' Azanyeh  to  be  Azal; 
and  would  fix  Bethany  at  a  spot  which,  he  says, 
the  Arabs  call  Beth-hanan,  on  the  Mount  of  Of- 
fense above  Siloam  (pp.  263,  13.5). 

These  traditional  spots  are  first  heard  of  in  the 
4th  century,  in  the  Itinerary  of  the  Bourdeaux 
Pilgrim,  and  the  Orwmasticon  of  Eusebius  and 
Jerome;  and  they  continued  to  exist,  with  certain 
varieties  of  buildings  and  of  ecclesiastical  estabUsh- 
ments  in  connection  therewith,  down  to  the  16th 
century,  since  which  the  place  has  fallen  gradually 
into  its  present  decay.  This  part  of  the  history  is 
well  given  by  Robinson  (i.  432-3).  By  Mande- 
ville  and  other  mediaeval  travellers-  the  town  is 
spoken  of  as  the  "  Castle  of  Bethany,"  an  expres- 
sion which  had  its  origin  in  ciistelluni  being  em- 
ployed in  the  Vulgate  as  the  translation  of  kcoJut; 
in  John  xi.  1. 

N.B.  Tlie  derivation  of  the  name  of  Bethany 
given  above  —  that  of  Lightfoot  and  Reland  —  is 
doubtless  more  correct  than  the  one  proposed  by 

SLmonis  (Onotn.  s.  v. ),  namely,  n*3V  3,  locus  de- 
pressiotiis,  which  has  no  special  applicability  to  this 
spot  more  than  any  other,  while  it  lacks  the  cor- 
respondence with  Bethphage,  "  House  of  Fiys" 
and  with  the  "  Mount  of  Olives,''  which  gives  so 
much  color  to  this  derivation,  although  it  is  true 
that  the  dates  have  disappeared,  and  the  figs  and 
ohves  alone  are  now  to  be  found  in  the  neighbor- 
hood of  Bethany.  This  has  lieen  well  brought  out 
by  Stanley  {S.  cf  P.  pp.  186,  187).     It  may  also  be 

remarked  that  the  use  of  the  Chaldee  word  ''H^rTj 
for  the  fruit  of  the  date-palm,  is  consistent  with 
the  late  period  at  which  we  first  hear  of  Bethany. 

G. 

*  The  etymology  is  still  unsettled.  The  various 
conjectures  are  stated  by  Arnold  in  Herzog's  Beal- 
Encyk.  ii.  116.     The  one  that  he  prefers  makes  it 

the  Chaldee  or  Aramasan  S^D^  ^^2  (Buxt. 
Lex.  Chakl.  col.  1631  f.),  i.  e.  domus  miseri,  "house 
of  the  afflicted."  Origen,  Theophylact  and  others 
express  a  similar  idea  in  their  oIkos  inraKo^s,  as 

if  related  to  HS^,  i.  e.,  where  the  praj'er  of  the 
needy  is  heard  and  answered.  H. 

*  BETHANY  beyoxd  the  Jordan  (ac- 
cording to  the  true  text  in  John  i.  28).  For  this, 
see  Bethabara.  H. 


the  other  places  mentioned  in  the  passage,  and  is  quite 
out  of  the  line  of  Sennacherib's  advance. 

b  The  Arabic  name  is  given  above  from  Robinson. 
Lord  Lindsay,  however,  denies  that  this  is  correct,  and 
asserts,  after  fi-equently  hearing  it  pronounced,  that 
the  name  is  Lazarieh. 
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BETH-AR'ABAH  (na^l^n  2,  hmse  of 
the  desert :  Baidapapd,  @apafiadfi  ;  [Alex,  in  Josh. 
XV.  6]  Bridapa^a  ■  Betharaba),  one  ti  the  six 
cities  of  Judah  which  were  situated  down  in  the 
Arabah,  i.  e.  the  sunk  valley  of  the  Jordan  and 
Dead  Sea  ("  wilderness,"  Josh.  xv.  61 ),  on  the  north 
border  of  the  tribe,  and  apparently  between  Beth- 
hoglah  and  the  high  land  on  the  west  of  the  Jordan 
valley  (xv.  0).  It  is  also  included  in  the  list  of  the 
towns  of  Uenjamin  (xviii.  22,  Bat6a&apd,  Vat. 
[Alex.  BoieapojSo]).  G. 


BETH-A'RAM    (accurately   Beth-hakam, 
D~in  5  ;  I'Odapyai,  Vat.  -yati  ;    Alex.  BriOa- 
pafji']   Betlinram),  one  of  the  towns  of  Gad   on 
the  east  of  Jordan,  described  as  in  "the  valley" 
(pt23?n,  not  to  be  confounded  with  the  Arabah 
or  Jordan  valley).  Josh.  xiii.  27,  and  no  doubt  the 
same  place  as  that  named  Beth-haran  in  Num. 
xxxii.  36.     No  further  mention  is  found  of  it  in 
the  Scriptures ;    but  Eusebius  and  Jerome  ( Ono- 
mast.)  report  that  in  their  day  its  appellation  {n 
Syris  dicitur)  was  Bethramtha,  BijOpafKpOd   (see 
also  the  quotations  from  the  Talmud  in  Schwarz,  p. 
231 ;  the  S jTiac  and  other  versions,  however,  have 
all  Beth-haran,  with  no  material  variation),  and 
that,  in  honor  of  Augustus,  Herod  had  named  it 
Libias  (A«3toy)-    Josephus's  account  is  that  Herod 
(Antipas),  on  taking  possession  of  his  tetrarchy, 
fortified  Sepphoris  and  the  city  (■ir6\is)  of  Betha- 
ramphtha,   building  a  wall  round   the  latter,  and 
calling  it  Julias  in  honor  of  the  wife  of  the  em- 
peror.   As  this  could  hardly  be  later  than  n.  c.  1  — 
Herod  the  Great,  the  predecessor  of  Antipas,  hay- 
ing died  in  b.  c.  4  —  and  as  the  empress  Livia  did 
not  receive  her  name  of  Julia  until  after  the  death 
of  Augustus,  A.  i».  14,  it  is  probable  that  Josephus 
is  in  error  as  to  the  new  name  given  to  the  place, 
and  speaks  of  it  as  having  originally  received  that 
which  it  bore  in  his  own  day.     It  is  curious  that 
he  names  Libias  long  before  (Ant.  xiv.  1,  §  4)  in 
such  connection  as  to  leave  no  doubt  that  he  alludes 
to  the  same  place.     Under  the  name  of  Amathus 
he  again  mentions  it  (Ant.  xvii.  10,  §  6 ;  comp.  B. 
J.  ii^  4,  §  2),  and  the  destruction  of  the  royal  pal- 
aces tliere  by  insurgents  from  Persea. 

Ptolemy  gives  the  locality  of  Libias  as  31°  26' 
lat.  and  67°  10'  long.  (Kitter,  Jwrfare,  p.  573); 
and  Eusebius  and  Jerome  ( Onomnsticon)  state  that 
it  was  five  miles  south  of  Bethnabran,  or  Ifetham- 
naran  (i.  e.  Beth-nimrah?).  This  agrees  with  the 
position  of  the  Wddy  Heir,  or  Si?;  which  falls  into 
the  Ghor  opposite  Jericho,  and  half  way  between 
Wady  Ifesban  and  Wculy  Shoaib.  No  one  appears 
to  have  explored  this  valley.  Seetzen  heard  that  it 
contained  a  castle  and  a  large  tank  in  masonry 
{Reken,  1854,  ii.  318).  These  may  turn  out  to 
be  the  ruins  of  Libias.  G. 

BETH-AR'BEL  (bS2^S  2 :  iK  rod  oIkov 
rod  -Upofiodf^  :  Alex.  UpofiaaX),  named  only  in 
Hos.  X.  14,  as  the  scene  of  a  sack  and  massacre  by 
ShaJman  (Shalmaneser).  No  clew  is  given  to  ite 
position;  it  may  be  the  ancient  stronghold  of 
Ahbela  in  Galilee,  or  (as  conjectured  by  Hitzig) 
another  place  of  the  same  name  near  Pella,  of 
which  mention  is  made  by  Eusebius  in  the  Ono- 
masticm.  In  the  Vulgate  Jerome  has  translate! 
the  name  to  mean  "  e  domo  ejus  qui  judicavit 
Baal,"  i.  e.  Jerubbaal  (by?"^"))  or  Gideon,  un- 
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derstanding  Salman  as  Zalmunna,  and  the  whole 
passage  as  a  reference  to  Judg.  viii.  G. 

*  The  weight  of  opinion  is  in  favor  of  identify- 
ing also  this  Arbel  with  the  Irbid  which  represents 
the  Greek  Arbela  in  1  !Macc.  ix.  2,  between  Tiberia* 
and  Sepphoris  (Kobinson  iii.  281;  Eaumer's  Pal- 
cistina,  p.  108;   Bitter's  Krdkumle,  viii.  2,    328; 
Port«r,  Handb.  p.  418).     Travellers  who  tuni  t<i 
the  left  inland  from  the  shore  of  Gennesaret,  after 
proceeding  a  short  distance  beyond  Mejdel  (Mag- 
dala)  in  ascending  the  hills  to  SaJ'ed  have  before 
them  the  site  of  Arbela  at  the  entrance  into  Wady 
Ilamdm   (valley  of  Doves),  just  back  of  the  re- 
markable caverns  which  appear  there  in  the  face  of 
the  almost  peq^endicular  rocks,  reaching  the  height 
of  1,500  feet  (Tristram,  Land  of  Israel,  p.  446). 
In  addition  to  the  name  so  well  presersed  (though 
the  change  of  /  to  (/  is  not  common)  it  is  distinctly 
implied  in  the  prophet's  associating  it  with  "  the 
fortresses "   deemed   so  impregnable,  that  Arbela 
(Hos.  X.  14)  was  a  place  of  great  natural  security, 
which  we  find  to  be  so  eminently  true  of  this  Irbid 
or  Arbela  at  the  mouth  of'  Wady  Hamam.     For  a 
description  of  the  site  see  Land  and  Book,  ii.  114. 
On  the  contrary  Ewald  knows  that  the  prophet's 
Arbel  was  the  famous  city  of  that  name  on  the 
Tigris,  which  Shalman,  an  AssjTian  king  otherwise 
unknown,  had  destroyed  a  short  time  before  Hosea 
wrote  (Prophet,  des  A.  Biindes,  i.  157).     Dr.  Pusey 
(M.  Prophets,  i.  69)  thuiks  an  Arbel  must  be  meant 
near  the  middle  of  the  plain  of  Jezreel  ( Onomast. 
s.  v.),  chiefly  because  he  infers  from  2  K.  x.  14 
that  the  Galilean  Arbel  must  have  been  already  in 
the  power  of  the  Assyrians  before  Shalman's  inva- 
sion referred  to  by  Hosea.     But  it  is  difficult,  with 
so  meagre  a  history,  either  to  fix  the  time  of  Shal- 
man's invasion  or  to  trace  the  line  of  tlie  conquer- 
or's march  through  the  country.     The  name  is 
variously  explained.     According  to  Gesenius  it  sig- 
nifies "  House  of  God's  ambush,"  i.  e.  a  place  made 
strong  by  His  hand  rather  than  man's.     Simonis 
{Onomast.  p.  494)  comes  nearer  still  to  this  import 
of  the  name :  =  "  Lustrum  Dei,  i.  e.  maximum  et  in- 


accessum"  (from  "15^>  covert,  haunt).  Fiirst  de- 
rives it  from  2"^S,  to  join  together,  as  hut«  in  a 
row,  hence  Efs  (God's)  village  or  court,  t.  e.  sar 
cred  to  him.  H. 

BETH-A'VEN  (IIW  ?,  hou.ie  of  naught, 
i.  e.  badness:  [.Josh,  xviii.  12]  BaiOdv,  Alex. 
B-n6avy-  Bethaven)  a  place  on  the  mountains  of 
Ifenjamin,  east  of  Bethel  (Josh.  vii.  2,  BaiS-^A. 
[Alex.  Brjeouv],  xviii.  12),  and  lying  tetween  that 
place  and  Michmash  (1  Sam.  xiii.  5;  also  xiv.  23, 
r^v  Bafxde,  [Alex.  B-nOavv].  In  Josh,  xviii.  12, 
the  "  wilderness  "  (J/('(/6«?-  =  pasture-land)  of  Beth- 
aven is  mentioned.  In  1  Sam.  xiii.  5  the  reading 
of  the  LXX.  is  Baiea)p<iy  [Comp.  Baida^fv],  Beth- 
horon ;  but  if  this  be  correct,  another  Beth-boron 
must  be  intended  than  that  commonly  known, 
which  was  much  further  to  the  west.  In  Hos.  iv. 
15,  V.  8,  X.  5  [oUos'^av,  but  Alex.  Hos.  iv.  15, 
oT/cor  T^j  aSiKlai,  and  so  Vat.  marg.],  the  name 
is  transferred,  with  a  play  on  the  won!  very  char- 
acteristic of  this  prophet,  to  the"  neighboring  Beth-el 
—  once  the  "  house  of  God,"  but  then  the  house 
of  idols,  of  "  naught."  G. 

BETH-AZMA'VETH  (HlipTV  '? :  Brjfl- 
curii<l>e;  [Alex.  Bti«0  Bethazmolh).  Under  this 
name  is  mentioned,  in  Neh.  vii.  28  only,  the  town 
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of  Benjamin  which  is  elsewhere  called  Azmaveth, 
and  Betusamos. 

Mr.  Finn  [formerly  English  consul  at  Jerusalem] 
proposes  to  identify  Azmaveth  with  Hizmeh,  a  vil- 
lage on  the  hills  of  Benjamin  to  the  S.  E.  otJeba. 

G. 

BETH-BA'AL-ME'ON«  {i^V'!p  br?  2 : 
oIkos  M(e\$cidy  Alex,  oikos  Bt^a/jLuv-  oppidum 
Bd'^dnaun),  a  place  in  the  possessions  of  Keuben, 
on  the  "  Mishor"  or  downs  (A.  V.  "  plain  ")  east 
of  Jordan  (Josh.  xiii.  17 ).  At  the  Israelites'  first 
approach  its  name  was  Baai^meon  (Xum.  xxxii. 
38,  or  in  its  contracted  form,  Beon,  xxxii.  3),  to 
which  the  Beth  was  possibly  a  Hebrew  addition. 
Later  it  would  seem  to  have  come  into  possession 
of  Moab,  and  to  be  known  either  as  Beth-meon 
(Jer.  xlviii.  23)  or  Baal-meon  (Ez.  xxv.  9).  The 
name  is  still  attached  to  a  ruined  place  of  consid- 
erable size  (betfdchilich,  Seetzen),  a  short  distance 
to  the  S.  W.  of  Besbdn,  and  bearing  the  name  of 

"the  fortress  of  IfPiiti"  (,.««JUuO  ,.w,0.&.), 

according  to  Burckhardt  (865),  or  Maein,  accord- 
ing to  Seetzen  (Eeisen,  i.  408),  which  appears  to 
give  its  appellation  to  the  Wadi  Zerka  Maein 
{ibid.  402).  G. 

BETH-BA'RAH  (nn2  3  quasi  H^n^'a. 
house  of  2)ass'iffe,  or,  of  the  ford:  Bai0r)pd; 
[Comp.  Aid.  Baie$-npd--]  Bethbera),  named  only 
in  Judg.  vii.  24,  as  a  point  apparently  south  of  the 
scene  of  Gideon's  victory,  which  took  place  at  about 
Bethshean,    and  to  which    point    "  the  waters " 

(D^^n)  were  "  taken "  by  the  Ephraimites 
against  Midian.  What  these  "  waters  "  were,  is 
not  clear,  probably  the  wadies  and  streams  which 
descend  from  the  highlands  of  Ephraim ;  it  is  very 
plain  that  they  were  distinct  from  the  Jordan,  to 
which  river  no  word  but  its  own  distinct  name  is 
ever  applied.  Beth-barah  derives  its  chief  interest 
from  the  possibility  that  its  more  modem  represent- 
ative may  have  been  Bethabara  where  John  bap- 
tized [Bethabara]  ;  but  there  is  not  much  in 
favor  of  this  beyond  their  similarity  in  sound.  The 
pursuit  of  the  Midianites  can  hardly  have  reached 
so  far  south  as  Bethabara,  which  was  accessible  to 
Judsea  and  Jerusalem  and  all  the  "  region  round 
about"  {rj  ir€plxa>pos',  i-  e.  the  oasis  of  the  South 
Jordan  at  Jericho). 

If  the  derivation  of  the  name  given  above  be  cor- 
rect, Beth-barah  was  probably  the  chief  ford  of  the 
district,  and  may  therefore  have  been  that  by  which 
Jacob  crossed  on  his  return  from  Mesopotamia,  and 
at  which  Jephthah  slew  the  Ephraimites.         G. 

BETH-BA'SI  (BaiO^acri;  [Sin.  Batd^aLaffei, 
BaiB$aff<T€t'.  Alex.  B(60a(ri'-]  Bethbessen),  a  town 
which  from  the  mention  of  its  decays  (ri  KaOripT)- 
fiiva)  must  have  been  originally  fortified,  lying  in 
the  desert  (t^  ^pi)fxw),  and  in  which  Jonathan  and 
Simon  Maccabasus  took  refuge  from  Bacchides  (1 
Mace.  ix.  62,  64).  Josephus  ~(.4?i<.  xiii.  1,  §  5)  has 
Br\6aKay6.  (Beth-hogla),  but  a  reading  of  the  pas- 
sage quoted  by  Reland  (632)  presents  the  more 
probable  form  of  Beth-keziz.  Either  alternative  fixes 
the  situation  as  in  the  Jordan  valley  not  far  from 
Jericho.     [Keziz,  valley  of.]  G. 
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«  It  is  possible  that  the  name  contains  a  trace  of 
the  tribe  or  nation  of  Maon,  —  the  Maouites  or  Mehu- 
nim.     [Maon  ;  MEHuimi.] 


BETH-BIR'EI  C'SIS  2  {house  of  my 
creation] :  oIkos  Bapovcr^cpi/M  (by  inclusion  of  the 
next  name);  [Vat.  oik.  Bpaovn;  Alex.  oik.  Bapou/x:] 
Bettiberai),  a  town  of  Simeon  (1  Chr.  iv.  31),  which 
by  comparison  with  the  parallel  list  in  Josh.  xix. 
appears  to  have  had  also  the  name  of  Beth- 
lebaoth.  It  lay  to  the  extreme  south,  with  Beer- 
sheba,  Hormah,  &c.  (comp.  Josh.  xv.  32,  l^baoth). 

G. 

BETH-CAR'  (~I3  '?,  house  of  lambs :  Baid- 
x6p,  Alex.  BtXxop'  Bethchar),  a  place  named  as 
the  point  to  which  the  Isi-aelites  pursued  the  Philis- 
tines from  Mizpeh  on  a  memorable  occasion  (1  Sam. 
vii.  11),  and  therefore  west  of  Mizpeh.  From  the  un- 
usual expression  "  under  Beth-car  "  ( 3  Hnijip), 
it  would  seem  that  the  place  itself  was  on  a  height, 
with  the  road  at  its  foot.  Josephus  (Ant.  vi.  2,  §  2) 
has  fifxpi  Koppaltov,  and  goes  on  to  say  that  the 
stone  Ebenezer  was  set  up  at  this  place  to  mark  it 
as  the  spot  to  which  the  victory  had  extended. 
[Ebex-ezer.]  G. 

BETH-DA'GON  CjW  3,  house  of  Dagon: 
BoyoSi^A;  Alex.  BTtdSayuV.  Beihdaf/on). 

1.  A  city  in  the  low  country  (Shefelah)  of  Judah 
(Josh.  XV.  41),  and  therefore  not  far  from  the  Phil- 
istine territory,  with  which  its  name  implies  a  con- 
nection. From  the  absence  of  any  conjunction 
before  this  name,  it  has  been  suggested  that  it 
should  be  taken  with  the  preceding,  "  Gederoth- 
Beth-dagon;  "  in  that  case  probably  distinguishing 
Gederoth  from  the  two  places  of  similar  name  in 
the  neighborhood.  Caphardagon  existed  as  a  very 
large  village  between  Diospolis  (Lydda)  and  Jamnia 
in  the  time  of  Jerome  ( Onom.  s.  v.)  A  Beit  Dejan 
has  been  found  by  Bobinson  between  Lydda  and 
Jaffa,  but  this  is  too  far  north,  and  must  be  another 
place. 

2.  A  town  apparently  near  the  coast,  named  as 
one  of  the  landmarks  of  the  boundary  of  Asher 

(Josh.  xix.  27;  p'^  2,  BaiBtyfyfe  [Alex.  BrjO- 
^wyuv])-  The  name  and  the  proximity  to  the 
coast  point  to  its  being  a  PhiUstine  colony. 

3.  In  addition  to  the  two  modem  villages  noticed 
above  as  bearing  this  ancient  name,  a  third  has 
been  found  by  Kobinson  (iii.  298)  a  few  miles  east 
of  Ndbulus.  There  can  be  no  doubt  that  in  the 
occurrence  of  these  names  we  have  indications  of 
the  worship  of  the  Philistine  god  having  spread  far 
beyond  the  Philistine  territory.  Possibly  these  are 
the  sites  of  towns  founded  at  the  time  when  this 
warlike  people  had  overrun  the  face  of  the  country 
to  "  Michmash  eastward  of  Beth-aven '"  on  the  south, 
and  Gilboa  on  the  north  —  that  is,  to  the  very  edge 
of  the  heights  which  overlook  the  Jordan  valley  — 
driving  "  the  Hebrews  over  Jordan  into  the  land 
of  Gad  and  Gilead"  (1  Sam.  xiii.  5-7;  comp.  17, 
18,  xxix.  1,  xxxi.  1).  G. 

BETH-DIBLATHA'IM  (n'jnb?'^  % 
house  of  the  doMe  cake  (of  figs):  [Vat.  M.]  oIkos 
Aai^KaBaifj.;  [Rom.  oIk-  AaieKaBaifi;  Alex.  FA. 
OIK.  A€/3A.adai/t:]  domus  Deblathuim),  a  town  of 
Moab  (.Jer.  xlviii.  22),  apparently  the  place  else- 
where called  Almox-Diblathaim.  G. 

*  BETH-E'DEN,  Amos  i.  5,  marg.  [Eden, 
2.] 

BETH'EL  [properly  Beth-el']  (bW"n"'2, 
house  of  God:   BaiO^K    [etc.;]    Joseph.    Bt/^^A, 
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Be0ii\r]-ir6KiS'  Bethel).  1.  A  well-known  city  and 
holy  place  of  central  Palestine. 

Of  the  origin  of  the  name  of  Bethel  there  are 
two  accounts  extant.  (1.)  It  was  bestowed  on  the 
spot  by  Jacob  under  the  awe  inspired  by  the  noc- 
turnal vision  of  God,  when  on  his  jouniey  from  his 
father's  house  at  l{eershel)a  to  seek  his  wife  in 
Haran  (Gen.  xxviii.  19).    He  took  the  stone  which 

had  served  for  his  pillow  and  put  (3H7"')  it  for  a 
pillar,  and  anointed  it  with  oil;  and  he  "  called  the 
name  of 'that  place '(S-inn  DIpT^n)  Bethel;  but 

the  name  of  'the  city'  (T^^n)  was  called  Luz  at 
the  first." 

The  expression  in  the  last  paragraph  of  this 
account  is  curious,  and  indicate  a  distinction  be- 
tween the  "city"'  and  the  "place"  —  the  early 
Canaanite  "city"  Luz,  and  the  "place,"  as  yet  a 
mere  undistinguished  si>ot,  marked  only  by  the 
"  stone,"  or  the  heap  (Joseph.  to7s  \l6oii  (rv/xpo- 
pov/ievois),  erected  by  Jacob  to  commemorate  his 
vision. 

(2.)  But  according  to  the  other  account,"  Bethel 
received  its  name  on  the  occasion  of  a  blessing 
bestowed  by  God  upon  Jacob  after  his  retuni  from 
Padan-aram ;  at  which  time  also  (according  to  this 
narrative)  the  name  of  Israel  was  given  him.    Here 

again  Jacob  erects  (3-2^)  a  "pillar  of  stone," 
which,  as  before,  he  anonits  with  oil  (Gen.  xxxv. 
14,  15).  The  key  of  this  story  would  seem  to  be 
the  fact  of  God's  "  speaking  "  with  Jacob.  "  God 
went  up  from  him  in  the  jjlace  where  He  '  spake ' 
with  him  "  —  "  Jacob  set  up  a  pillar  in  the  place 
where  He  'spake'  with  him,"  and  "caUed  the 
name  of  the  pL-ice  where  God  spake*  with  him 
Bethel." 

Whether  these  two  narratives  represent  distinct 
events,  or,  as  would  appear  to  be  the  case  in  other 
instances  in  the  Uves  of  the  patriarchs,  are  different 
representations  of  the  one  original  occasion  on  which 
the  hill  of  Bethel  received  its  consecration,  we  know 
not,  nor  indeed  does  it  concern  us  to  know.  It  is 
perhajjs  worth  notice  that  the  prophet  Hosea  —  in 
the  only  reference  which  the  Hebrew  Scriptures 
contain  to  this  occurrence  —  had  evidently  the 
second  of  the  two  narratives  tefore  him,  since  in  a 
summary  of  the  life  of  Jacob  he  introduces  it  in 
the  order  in  whicli  it  occurs  in  Genesis  —  laying 
fuU  and  characteristic  stress  on  the  key-woiVl  of  the 
story :  "  He  had  power  over  the  angel  and  pre- 
vailed ;  he  wept  and  made  supplication  unto  Him ; 
He  found  him  in  Bethel,  and  there  He  gjxxkt  with 
us,  even  Jehovah  (iod  of  hosts  "  (Hos.  xii.  4,  5). 
Early  as  is  the  date  involved  in  these  narratives, 
.  yet,  if  we  are  to  accept  the  precise  definition  of  Gen. 
xii.  8,  the  name  of  Bethel  would  apijear  to  have 
existed  at  this  spot  even  tefore  the  arrival  of  Ahram 
in  Canaan :  he  removed  from  the  oaks  of  Moreh  to 
"'the'  mountain  on  the  east  of  Bethel,"  with 
"  Bethel  on  the  west  and  Hai  on  the  east."  Here 
he  built  an  altar;  and  hither  he  returned  from 
Egypt  with  Lot  before  their  separation  (xiii.  3,  4). 
See  Stanley,  S.  f  P.  218. 


a  *  The  two  accounts  relate  to  different  journeys  of 
Jacob  when  he  stopped  at  Bethel.  The  origin  of  the 
name, la  the  fuUnesa  of  its  meaning,  was  not  one  but  two- 
fold. The  accounts  rciiUy  differ  only  in  this,  that  the 
expressive  name  which  the  patriarch  gave  to  the  place 
on  hU  setting  out  for  Padan-aram  he  had  occasion  to 
renew  and  emphasize  on  his  return  to  Bethel,  because 
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In  one  thing,  however,  the  above  narratives  all 
agree,  —  in  omitting  any  mention  of  town  or  build- 
ings at  Bethel  at  that  early  period,  and  in  drawing 
a  marked  distinction  between  the  "city"  of  Luz 
and  the  consecrated  "place"  in  its  neighlwrhood : 
(comp.  besides  the  passages  ah-eady  quoted,  Gen. 
xxxv.  7).  Even  in  the  ancient  chronicles  of  the 
conquest  the  two  are  still  distinguished  (Josh.  xvi. 
1,  2);  and  the  appropriation  of  the  name  of  Bethel' 
to  the  city  appears  not  to  have  been  made  till  still 
later,  when  it  was  taken  by  the  tribe  of  Ephraim ; 
alter  which  the  name  of  Luz  occurs  no  more  (Judg. 
i.  22-26).  If  this  view  be  correct,  there  is  a  strict 
l)arallel  between  Bethel  and  IMoriah,  which  (accord- 
ing to  the  tradition  commonly  followed)  received 
its  consecration  when  Abraham  offered  up  Isaac, 
but  did  not  become  the  site  of  an  actual  sanctuary 
till  the  erection  of  the  Temple  there  by  Solomon. 

[MOKIAH.] 

The  intense  significance  of  the  title  bestowed  by 
Jacob  on  the  place  of  his  vision  —  "  House  of  God  " 
—  and  the  wide  extent  to  which  that  appellation 
has  been  adopted  in  all  languages  and  in  spite  of 
the  utmost  diversities  of  belief,  has  been  well  noticed 
by  Mr.  Stanley  (220-1).  It  should  not  be  over- 
looked how  far  this  has  been  the  case  with  the 
actual  name ;  the  very  syllables  of  Jacob's  exclamar- 
tion,  forming,  as  they  do,  the  title  of  the  chief 
sanctuary  of  the  Mohammedan  world  —  the  Beit- 
allah  of  Mecca  —  while  they  iu-e  no  less  the  favorite 
designation  of  the  meanest  conventicles  of  the 
humblest  sects  of  Protestant  Christendom. 

On  the  other  hand,  how  singular  is  the  fact  — 
if  the  conclusions  of  etymologists  are  to  be  trusted 
(Spencer,  de  Leg.  Iltbr.  444;  Bochart,  Canaan, 
ii.  2)  —  that  the  awful  name  of  Bethel  should  have 
lent  its  form  to  the  word  by  which  was  called  one 
of  the  most  perplexing  of  all  the  perplexing  forms 
assumed  by  the  idolatry  of  the  heathen  —  the 
Baitulia,  the  \leoi  (fifpvxoi,  or  living  stones,  of  the 
ancient  Phoenicians.  Another  opjwrtunity  will  occur 
for  going  more  at  length  into  this  interesting  sub- 
ject [Stones]  ;  it  will  be  sufficient  here  to  say  that 
the  Baitulia  seem  to  have  presened  the  erect  jK)sition 
of  their  supposed  prototyjie,  and  that  the  worship 
consisted  of  anointing  them  with  oil  (Amobius,  adv. 
GerUts,  i.  39). 

Tlie  actual  stone  of  Bethel  itself  was  the  subject 
of  a  Jewish  tradition,  according  to  which  it  was 
removed  to  the  second  Temple,  and  served  as  the 
pedestal  for  the  ark.  It  survived  the  destruction 
of  the  Temple  by  the  Konians,  and  was  resorted  to 
by  the  Jews  in  their  lamentations  (Keland,  Pal. 
638).     [TjiMru^:,  tiik  Skcond.] 

After  the  conquest  Bethel  is  frequently  heard  of. 
In  the  troubled  times  when  there  was  no  king  in 
Israel,  it  was  to  Bethel  that  the  people  went  up  in 
their  distress  to  ask  counsel  of  God  (Judg.  xx.  18, 
26,  31,  xxi.  2:  in  the  A.  V.  the  name  is  translated 
"  house  of  God  ").  Here  was  the  ark  of  the  cove- 
nant under  the  charge  of  Phinehas  the  grandson 
of  Aaron,  with  an  altar  and  proper  appliances  for 
the  offering  of  bunit-offerings  and  peace-offerings 
(xx.  26-28,  xxi.  4);  and  the  unwonted  mention  of 
a  regular  road  or  causeway  as  existing  between  it 


God  again  appeared  to  him  there  and  gninted  to  him 
still  more  signal  manifestations  of  his  presence  and 
Civor  (Gen.  xxxv.  14,  15).  H. 

*  Tl  e  word  is  the  same  (12"T)  In  all  three  cases, 
though  in  the  A.  V.  it  is  rendered  "  talked  -'  in  the 
two  former. 
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and  the  great  town  of  Shechem  is  doubtless  an  in- 
dication that  it  was  aheady  in  much  repute.  Later 
than  this  we  find  it  named  as  one  of  the  holy  cities 
to  whicli  Samuel  went  in  circuit,  taking  equal  rank 
with  Gilgal  and  .Mizjjeh  (1  Sam.  vii.  16). 

Doubtless,  although  we  are  not  so  expressly  told, 
it  was  this  ancient  reputation,  combined  with  its 
situation  on  the  extreme  south  frontier  of  his  new 
kingdom,  and  with  the  hold  .which  it  must  have 
had  on  the  sympathies  both  of  Ifenjamin  and 
Ephraim  —  the  former's  by  lot,  and  the  latter's  by 
conquest  —  that  made  Jeroboam  choose  Bethel  as 
the  depository  of  the  new  false  worship  which  was 
to  seal  and  consummate  the  division  between  the 
ten  tribes  and  the  two. 

Here  he  placed  one  of  the  two  calves  of  gold,  and 
built  a  '-house  of  high  places'"  and  an  altar  of  in- 
cense, by  which  he  himself  stood  to  burn,  as  we  see 
him  in  the  familiar  picture  of  1  K.  xiii.  Towards 
the  end  of  Jeroboam's  life  hethel  fell  into  the  hands 
of  Judah  (2  Chr.  xiii.  19),  whence  it  was  probably 
recovered  by  Baasha  (xvi.  1).  It  then  remains  un- 
mentioned  for  a  long  period.  The  worship  of  Baal, 
introduced  by  the  Phoenician  queen  of  ^Vhab  (1  K. 
xvi.  31),  had  probably  alienated  public  favor  from 
the  simple  erections  of  Jerol)oam  to  more  gorgeous 
shrines  (2  K.  x.  21,  22).  Samaria  had  been  built 
(1  K.  xvi.  24),  and  Jezreel,  and  these  things  must 
have  all  tended  to  draw  pubhc  notice  to  the  more 
northern  part  of  the  kingdom.  It  was  during  this 
period  that  Eilijah  visited  Bethel,  and  that  we  hear 
of  "  sons  of  the  prophets  "  as  resident  there  (2  K. 
ii.  2,  3),  two  facts  apparently  incompatible  with 
the  active  existence  of  the  calf-worship.  The  men- 
tion of  the  bears  so  close  to  the  town  (ii.  23,  2.5), 
looks  too  as  if  the  neighborhood  were  not  much 
frequented  at  that  time.  But  after  his  destruction 
of  the  Bual  worship  throughout  the  country,  Jehu 
appears  to  have  returned  to  the  simpler  and  more 
national  religion  of  the  calves,  and  Bethel  comes 
once  more  into  view  (2  K.  x.  2d).  Under  the 
descendants  of  this  king  the  place  and  the  worship 
must  have  greatly  flourished,  for  by  the  time  of 
Jeroboam  II.,  the  great-grandson  of  Jehu,  the  rude 
village  was  again  a  royal  residence  with  a  "  king's 
house"  (Am.  vii.  1.3);  there  were  palaces  both  for 
"whiter"  and  "summer,"  "great  houses"  and 
"houses  of  ivory  ''  (iii.  1.5),  and  a  very  high  degree 
of  luxury  in  dress,  furniture,  and  Uving  (vi.  4-6). 
The  one  original  altar  was  now  accompanied  by 
several  others  (iii.  14,  ii.  8);  and  the  simple  "in- 
cense" of  its  founder  had  developed  into  the 
"burnt-offerings"  and  '•  meat-offerings"  of  "solemn 
assembUes,"  with  the  fragrant  "  peace-ofterings  " 
of  "  fat  lieasts  "  (v.  21,  22). 

How  this  prosperity  came  to  its  doom  we  are  not 
told.  After  the  desolation  of  the  northern  king- 
dom by  the  king  of  Assyria,  Bethel  still  remained 
an  abode  of  priests,  who  taught  the  wretched  col- 
onists "how  to  fear  Jehovah,"  "the  God  of  the 
land  "  (2  K.  xvii.  28, 27).  The  buildings  remained 
till  the  time  of  Josiah,  by  whom  they  were  de- 
stroyed ;  and  in  the  account  preserved  of  his  reform- 
ing iconoclasm  we  catch  one  more  glimpse  of  the 
altar  of  Jeroboam,  with  its  last  loathsome  fire  of 
"dead  men's  bones  "  burning  upon  it,  the  altar  and 
high-place  surviving  in  their  archaic  antiquity 
amidst  the  successive  additions  of  later  votaries, 
like  the  wooden  altar  of  Becket  at  Canterbury, 
which  continued  in  its  original  simplicity  through 
all  the  subsequent  magnificence  of  the  church  in 
which  he  was  murdered  (Stanlev,  Canterbury,  184). 
19 
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Not  the  least  remarkable  of  these  later  works  was 
the  monument  (I^^^Jn  :  o-t^Ajj),  evidently  a  con- 
spicuous erection,  of  the  "  man  of  God,"  who  pro- 
claimed the  ultimate  downfall  of  this  idolatrous 
worship  at  its  very  outset,  and  who  would  seem  to 
have  been  at  a  later  date  canonized  as  it  were  by 
the  votaries  of  the  very  idolatry  which  he  denounced. 
"  Woe  unto  j'ou !  for  ye  build  the  sepulchres  of  the 
prophets,  and  your  fathers  killed  them." 

But,  in  any  case,  the  fact  of  the  continued  exist- 
ence of  the  tomb  of  this  protester  through  so  many 
centuries  of  idolatry  illustrates  very  remarkably  the 
way  in  which  the  worship  of  Jehovah  and  the  false 
worship  went  on  side  by  side  at  Bethel.  It  is  plain 
from  several  allusions  of  Amos  that  this  was  the 
case  (v.  14,  22);  and  the  fact  before  noticed  of 
prophets  of  Jehovah  being  resident  there,  and  of 
the  friendly  visits  even  of  the  stem  Elyah ;  of  the 
relation  between  the  "  man  of  God  from  Judah  " 
and  the  "lying  prophet"  who  caused  his  death, 
of  the  manner  in  which  Zedekiah  the  son  of  Che- 
naanah,  a  priest  of  Baal,  resorts  to  the  name  of 
Jehovah  for  his  solemn  adjuration,  and  lastly  of  the 
way  in  which  the  denunciations  of  Amos  were  tol- 
erated and  he  himself  allowed  to  escape,  —  all 
these  point  to  a  state  of  things  well  worthy  of  in- 
vestigation. In  this  connection,  too,  it  is  curious 
that  men  of  Bethel  and  Ai  returned  with  Zerubba- 
l>el  (Ezr.  ii.  28;  Neh.  vii.  32);  and  that  they  re- 
turned to  their  native  place  whilst  continuing  their 
relations  with  Nehemiah  and  the  restored  worship 
(Xeh.  xi.  31).  In  the  Book  of  Esdras  the  name 
appears  as  Betolics.  In  later  times  I^thel  is 
only  named  once,  amongst  the  strong  cities  in  Ju- 
daea which  were  repaired  by  Bacchides  during  the 
struggles  of  the  times  of  the  Maccabees  (1  !Macc. 
ix.  50). 

Bethel  receives  a  bare  mention  from  Eusebius 
and  .lerome  in  the  Onomasticon,  as  12  miles  from 
Jerusalem  on  the  right  hand  of  the  road  to  Sichem ; 
and  here  its  ruins  still  lie  under  the  scarcely  altered 
name  of  Beiiin.  They  cover  a  space  of  "  three  or 
four  acres,"  and  consist  of  "  very  many  foundations 
and  half-standing  walls  of  houses  and  other  build- 
ings." "  The  ruins  lie  upon  the  front  of  a  low  hiU 
between  the  heads  of  two  hollow  wadies  which  unite 
and  run  oflT  into  the  main  valley  es-Suweinil "  (Rob. 
i.  448-9).  Dr.  Clarke,  and  other  travellers  since 
his  visit,  have  remarked  on  the  "  stony  "  nature  of 
the  soil  at  Bethel,  as  perfectly  in  keeping  with  the 
narrative  of  Jacob's  slumlier  there.  When  on  the 
spot  little  doubt  can  be  felt  as  to  the  localities  of 
this  interesting  place.  The  round  mount  S.  E.  of 
Bethel  must  be  the  "  mountain  "  on  which  Abram 
built  the  altar,  and  on  which  he  and  Lot  stood 
when  they  made  their  division  of  the  land  (Gen. 
xii.  7,  xiii.  10).  It  is  still  thickly  strewn  to  its  top 
with  stones  formed  by  nature  for  the  building  of 
"  altar  "  or  sanctuary.  As  the  eye  turns  invol- 
untarily eastward,  it  takes  in  a  large  part  of  the 
plain  of  the  Jordan  opposite  Jericho ;  distant  it  is 
true,  but  not  too  distant  to  discern  in  that  cleai 
atmosphere  the  lines  of  verdure  that  mark  the 
brooks  which  descend  from  the  mountains  beyond 
the  river  and  fertilize  the  plain  even  in  its  present 
neglected  state.  Further  south  lies,  as  in  a  map, 
fully  half  of  that  sea  which  now  covers  the  once 
fertile  oasis  of  the  "cities  of  the  plain,"  and  which 
in  those  days  was  as  "  the  garden  of  the  I^rd,  even 
as  the  land  of  Egypt."  Eastward  again  of  this 
mount,  at,  about  the  same  distance  on  the  left  that 
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Bethel  is  on  the  rirtht,  overlooking  the  Wady  Sii- 
K-einU,  is  a  third  hill  crowned  by  a  remarkably  des- 
olate-looking mass  of  gray  debris,  the  most  perfect 
heap  of  ruin  to  be  seen  even  in  that  country  of 
ruins.  This  is  Till  er-Bijmeh,  "  the  mound  of  the 
heap,"  agreeing  in  every  particular  of  name,  aspect, 
and  situation,  with  Ai. 

An  admirable  passage  on  the  history  of  Bethel 
will  be  found  in  Stanley  (217-223). 

2.  [In  .Josh.,  Rom.  Yat.  Alex,  omit;  Comp. 
Aid.  hai0r}\.]  A  town  in  the  south  part  of  Judah, 
named  in  Josh.  xii.  16  and  1  Sam.  xxx.  27.  The 
collocation  of  the  name  in  these  two  lists  is  deci- 
sive against  its  being  the  well-known  Bethel.  In  the 
latter  case  the  LXX.  reatl  haiBa-Svp,  i-  e.  Beth-zur 
[but  Comp.  Alex.  Baifli^A.].  By  comparison  of  the 
lists  of  the  towns  of  Judah  and  Simeon  (Josh.  xv. 
30,  xix.  4;  1  C^hr.  iv.  30),  the  place  appears  under 
the  names  of  Chesil,  Bethul,  and  Bethuei.. 

G. 
*  It  is  remarkable  that  a  place  so  prominent  as 
Bethel  (1 )  in  the  O.  T.  should  be  unnamed  in  the 
New ;  and  yet  it  continued  to  exist  in  the  time  of 
Christ,  for  Josephus  {B.  J.  iv.  9,  §  «)  relates  its 
capture  by  Vespasian  on  his  march  from  Tiberius 
to  Jerusalem.  The  Saviour  must  have  passe<l 
within  sight  of  it  (perhaps  at  other  times,  but 
certainly)  on  his  journey  from  Judaea  to  Galilee, 
when  he  stopixjd  at  Jacob's  well  near  Sychar  (John 
iv.  3  AT.),  and  must  have  been  near  it  when  he  re- 
tired to  Ephraim  (John  xi.  54)  after  the  raising  of 
Lazarus;  but  there  is  no  evidence  that  he  ever 
turned  aside  to  go  to  the  place  itself.  After  the 
notice  of  Bethel  in  the  Onomasticm  (above  referred 
to)  it  disap[)eared  from  history,  and  for  ages  its  lo- 
cation was  unknown  to  the  people  of  western  coun- 
tries. It  is  an  instance  of  what  is  true  of  so  many 
of  the  ancient  places  in  the  Bible,  namely,  that  after 
having  been  last  mentioned  in  the  Scriptures  they 
were  unheard  of,  till  geographers  and  tourists  in 
our  own  day  have  traversed  the  Jand,  and  on  asking 
the  inhabitants  to  tell  them  the  names  of  their 
towns  and  villages  have  had  the  old  Scripture 
names  given  back  to  them  from  the  mouths  of  the 
people.  It  is  but  just  to  add  that  the  identifica- 
tion of  Beit'm  with  tlie  ancient  Ifethel  seems  to  be 
due  to  the  missionary  Nicolayson,  in  1836.  (Jeieish 
Intelligencer,  Feb.  1837,  p.  38.)  Dr.  Robiiison 
{Researches,  iii.  267  ff.)  argues  the  question  at 
length  whether  Beitin  may  not  also  be  the  liether 
which  was  the  scene  of  the  great  battle  between 
the  Jewish  leader  Bar-cochba,  ^on  of  a  Star,  and 
Hadrian,  a  Uttle  so  terribly  disastrous  to  the  Jews. 
The  supposition  (Williams,  Holy  City,  ii.  p.  212) 
that  this  Bether  is  the  ridge  near  Bittir,  2j  hours 
southwest  of  Jerusalem,  he  regards  as  without  any 
sufficient  foundation. 

The  sojourn  of  Abraham  and  Lot  with  their 
flocks  and  herds  in  this  region  (Gen.  xiii.  1  ff.)  im- 
plies that  it  wa«  very  fertile  and  well  suited  to  their 
pastoral  occupations.  The  writer  can  testify  that 
it  maintains  still  its  ancient  character  in  this  re 
spect.  The  cattle  which  he  saw  there  surjiassed  ui 
number  and  size  any  that  he  saw  at  any  one  time 
in  any  other  place.  Springs  abound:  and  a  little 
to  the  west,  toward  .l\ifn-i.  the  Itoman  Gophna, 
was  a  flooded  meadow,  which  as  late  as  28th  of 
April  wvM  almost  large  enough  to  be  called  a  lake. 
On  the  hill-top  just  east  of  Bethel,  where  Abraham 
and  I^t  agreed  to  separate  from  each  other,  the 
eye  catches  a.  sight  which  is  quite  startling:  we  see 
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not  only  the  course  of  the  Jordan  stretching  north 
and  south,  readily  traced  by  the  waving  line  of 
verdure  along  its  banks,  but  its  waters  broken  and 
foaming  as  they  roll  over  some  of  the  many  cas- 
cades, almost  cataracts,  for  which  the  river  is  re-  ' 
markable.  Lieutenant  Lynch,  who  floated  down 
the  Jordan  from  the  Lake  of  Galilee  to  the  Dead 
Sea,  ascertained  that  the  river  in  its  intermediate  • 
passage  rushes  over  not  fewer  than  27  violent  rap- 
ids, as  well  as  many  otliers  less  precipitous.  It  is 
interesting  to  be  reminded  that  sepulchres  are  found 
at  the  present  day  in  the  rocky  heights  around 
Bethel.  See  Sinai  uml  Golf/otha,  \on  V.  A.  Strauss, 
p.  371.  Stanley  also  (Sin.  and  Pal.  p.  147,  Am. 
ed.)  speaks  of  "the  excavations"  which  the  trav- 
eller sees  in  approaching  this  place,  in  which  the 
dead  of  so  many  past  generations  have  been  buried. 
It  was  from  such  recesses,  no  doubt,  that  king  Jo- 
siah,  in  his  zeal  for  the  worship  of  Jehovah,  dug 
up  the  bones  of  the  old  idolaters  who  had  lived  at 
liethel,  which  he  bunied  on  the  altar  of  the  golden 
calf  in  order  by  this  act  of  pollution  to  mark  his 
abhorrence  of  such  idolatry,  and  to  render  the  place 
infamous  forever.  There  is  nothing  very  remark- 
able in  the  situation  or  scenery  of  Bethel  to  impress 
the  obser\'er;  and  the  hold  which  it  acquired  on 
the  religious  veneration  of  the  Hebrews  presupposes 
some  such  antecedent  history  as  that  related  of  the 
patriarchs  in  the  book  of  Genesis.  H. 

BETH'ELITE,  THE  (1  K.  xvi.  34). 
[Bethel.] 

BETH-ETMEK  (pP37n  IT^,  house  of  the 

valley:  Batdfie;  Alex.  BTjOoe/ueK:  Bethemec),  a 
place  on  or  near  the  border  of  Asher,  on  the  north 
side  of  which  was  the  ravine  of  Jiphthah-el  (Josh, 
xix.  27).  Robinson  has  discovered  an  'Amkah 
about  8  miles  to  the  N.  E.  of  Akka ;  but  if  his 
identification  of  Jefdt  with  Jiphthah-el  be  tenable, 
the  site  of  Beth-emek  must  be  sought  for  further 
south  than  Amkah  (Rob.  iii.  103,  107-8).       G. 

BETHER,  THE  Mountains  OF  ("1^2  "^^H  : 

opij  Koi\i»ndTa>v:  Bether,  and  Bethel  [?]),  Cant, 
ii.  17.  There  is  no  clue  to  guide  us  to  what  moun- 
tains are  intended  here. 

For  the  site  of  Bether,  so  famous  in  the  post- 
biblical  history  of  the  Jews,  see  Reland,  639,  640; 
Rob.  iii.  267-271.  G- 

*  Bether,  says  Gesenius,  signifies  section,  a  piece 
cut  off,  and  descries  apparently  a  region  consisting 
of  hills  and  valleys,  and  at  the  same  time  craggy, 
precipitous.  Fiirst  defines  the  term  in  the  same 
way.  The  scene  of  Solomon's  Song  being  laid  on 
Mount  I^banon,  we  may  suppose  Bether  to  have 
been  in  that  region  whose  i)hysical  aspects  so  weU 
agree  with  the  etymology,  though  that  trait  be- 
longs, of  course,  to  many  other  parts  of  Palestine. 
This  I?ether  has  probably  no  connection  with  that 
of  the  later  Jewish  history ;  see  addition  to  Bethel. 

H. 

BETHESDA  {BnOfaU,  as  if  /  _flOA/  -t^x:^  ^ 

house  of  mercy,  or  S'JtTt^  rV'Jl,  place  of  the  Jloio- 
ing  of  tonter:  Euseb.  BrtCaOd'-  Bethsaida),  the 
Hebrew  name  of  a  reservoir  or  tank  {Ko\vn.fii\6pa, 
i.  e.  a  swimming-pool),  with  five  "porches  '  (<rroii), 
close  upon  the  sheep-gate  or  "market  "  (^irl  if 
nf>o^artK^  —  it  will  lie  obser\ed  that  the  word 
"market"  is  suppUed)  in  Jerusalem  (John  v.  2). 
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The  porches  —  t.  e.  cloisters  or  colonnades "  — 
were  extensive  enough  to  accommodate  a  large 
number  of  sick  and  infirm  people,  whose  custom 
it  was  to  wait  there  for  the  "troubUng  of  the 
water." 

Eusebius  —  though  unfortunately  he  gives  no 
clue  to  the  situation  of  Bethesda  —  describes  it  in 
the  Onomasticon  as  existing  in  his  time  as  two  pools 
(^>'  Ta7s  \i/xyats  5i5ujuoiy),  the  one  supplied  by  the 
periodical  rains,  while  the  water  of  the  other  was 
of  a  reddish  color  {ire<poipiyfji4yov),  due,  as  the  tra- 
dition then  ran,  to  the  fact  that  the  flesh  of  the 
sacrifices  was  anciently  washed  there  before  offering, 
on  which  account  the  pool  was  also  called  irpofiar- 
iK'f)-  See,  however,  the  comments  of  Lightfoot  on 
this  view,  in  his  Kxercit.  on  S.  John,  v.  2.  Euse- 
bius's  statement  is  partly  confirmed  by  the  Bour- 
deaux  Pilgrim  (a.  d.  333),  who  mentions  in  his 
Itinerary  "twin  fish-pools,  having  five  porches, 
which  are  called  Bethsaida  "  (quoted  in  liarclay, 
299). 

The  large  reservoir  called  the  Birket  Israil, 
within  the  walls  of  the  city,  close  by  the  St.  Ste- 
phen's gate,  and  under  the  northeast  wall  of  the 
Haram  area,  is  generally  considered  to  be  the  mod- 
ern representative  of  Bethesda.  This  tradition 
reaches  back  certainly  to  the  time  of  Saswulf,  a.  d. 
1102,  who  mentions  it  under  the  name  of  Beth- 
saida (Early  Trav.  41).  It  is  also  named  in  the 
CUez  deJhei-usnlem^X.  D.  1187  (sect.  vii. ;  Rob.  ii. 
562),  and  in  more  modern  times  by  Maundrell  and 
all  the  later  travellers. 

The  Uttle  that  can  be  said  on  the  subject  goes 
rather  to  confirm  than  to  invalidate  this  tradition. 
On  the  one  hand,  (1.)  the  most  probable  position  of 
the  sheep-gate  is  at  the  northeast  part  of  the  city 
[Jerusalem].  On  the  other  hand,  the  Birket 
Israil  exhibits  none  of  the  marks  which  appear  to 
have  distinguished  the  water  of  Bethesda  in  the 
records  of  the  EvangeUst  and  of  Eusebius.  (2.) 
The  construction  of  the  Birkeh  is  such  as  to  show 
that  it  was  originally  a  water-reservoir,*  and  not, 
as  has  been  suggested,  the  moat  of  a  fortress  (Rob. 
i.  29-3-4,  iii.  243);  (3.)  there  is  certainly  a  remark- 
able coincidence  between  the  name  as  given  by  Eu- 
sebius, Bezatha,  and  that  of  the  northeast  suburb 
of  the  city  at  the  time  of  the  Gospel  history  — 
Bezetha;  and  (4.)  there  is  the  difficulty  that  if  the 
Birket  Israil  be  not  Bethesda,  which  of  the  ancient 
"  pools  "  does  it  represent '? 

One  other  proposed  identification  must  be  no- 
ticed, namely,  that  of  Dr.  Robinson  (i.  342-3),  who 
suggests  the  "fountain  of  the  Virgin,"  in  the  val- 
ley of  the  Kedron,  a  short  distance  above  the  Pool 
of  Siloani.  In  favor  of  this  are  its  situation,  sup- 
posing the  sheep^ate  to  be  at  the  southeast  of  the 
city,  as  Lightfoot,  Robinson,  and  others  suppose, 
and  the  strange  intermittent  "troubUng  of  the  wa- 
ter "  caused  by  the  periodical  ebbing  and  flowing 
of  the  supply.  Against  it  are  the  confined  size  of 
the  pool,  and  the  difficulty  of  finding  room  for  the 
five  stoae.  (See  Barclay's  detailed  account,  City, 
fc.  516-524,  and  325-6.)  G. 

BETH-E'ZEL  (b^«n  n*^?,  house  offrm- 
ness  (?):  oJkos  ^x<^M*'"'s  avrrjs-  donuis  vicina),  a 
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«  Cloisters  or  colonnades  round  artificial  tanks  are 
common  in  the  East.  One  example  is  the  Tnj  Boivree, 
In  the  set  of  drawings  of  Beejapore  now  publishing  by 
the  E:i.st  India  Company. 

ft  The  photographs,  woodcuti,  and  careful  state- 
ments of  Salzmann,  are  conclusive  on  this  point. 


place  named  only  in  Jlic.  i.  11.  From  the  context 
it  was  doubtless  situated  in  the  plain  of  Philistia. 

G. 
*  Gesenius  defines  the  name  as  "  fixed  dwelling;  " 
and  the  point  of  the  expression  in  ^lic.  i.  11  seems 
to  turn  on  that  meaning.  "  They  who  abide,  strong 
though  they  be,  shall  not  furnish  an  abiding  place." 
See  Pusey's  Minor  Prophets,  iii.  300.  In  some 
versions  (Sept.  Vulg.  Lutli. )  the  expression,  instead 
of  being  treated  as  a  projjer  name,  is  rendered  house 
by  the  side,  i.  e.  the  one  next.  H. 

BETH-GATDER  ("11$  2,  if  not  in  pause, 

Geder,  "^IS  [house  of  the  wall]:  BtOytStip;  Vat. 
BaiOyaiZwv  ;  Alex.]  BaiOyfSwp  :  Bethgader), 
doubtless  a  place,  though  it  occurs  in  the  geneal- 
ogies of  Judah  as  if  a  person  (1  Chr.  ii.  51).  Pos- 
sibly the  same  place  as  Gedek  (Josh.  xii.  13). 

G. 

BETH-GATVIUL  (b^rJ2  2,  house  of  the 
iceaned,  Gesen.  Lex.,  but  may  it  not  be  "  house  of 
camel"?:  oIkos  TaifxtSiW  Alex.  TaixwKa:  Beth- 
yumul),  a  town  of  ^loab,  in  the  inishor  or  dowTis 
east  of  Jordan  (A.  V.  "  plain  country,"  Jer.  xlviii. 
23,  comp.  21);  apparently  a  place  of  late  date,  since 
there  is  no  trace  of  it  in  the  earlier  lists  of  Num. 
xxxii.  34-38,  and  Josh.  xiii.  16-20.  A  place  called 
Um  el-Jemdl  is  said  to  exist  a  few  miles  south  of 
Busrah  in  the  Hauran  (Burckh.  106;  Kiepert's 
map  in  Rob.  1857);  but  this  is  much  too  far  to 
the  N.  E.  to  suit  the  requirements  of  the  text.  In 
a  country  of  nomadic  tribes  this  latter  name  would 
doubtless  be  a  common  one.  G. 

BETH-HAC'CEREM'^  \_Heb.  -hacce'rem] 
(2^3n  3,  house  of  the  vine:  [in  Neh.,]  Bt;0- 
aKxaplfi,  [^'at.  Bi?0oxo/u;  Alex.]  B7?eoxx«PM«; 
[in  Jer.,  Baieaxap/xd,  Sin.  Btedaxapfia,  Alex. 
Br]66axap']  Bethacharam,  [Bethacarem]),  a 
town  which,  like  a  few  other  places,  is  distinguished 

by  the  application  to  it  of  the  word  pelec,  T|b5, 
A.  V.  "part"  (Neh.  iii.  14).  It  had  tlien  a 
"  nder "  called  "5tt7.  From  the  other  mention 
of  it  (Jer.  vi.  1)  we  find  that  it  was  used  as  a  bea- 
con-station, and  that  it  was  near  Tekoa.  By 
Jerome  (Comm.  Jer.  vi.)  a  \-illage  named  Bethach- 
arnvi  is  said  to  have  been  on  a  mountain  between 
Tekoa  and  Jerusalem,  a  position  in  which  the  em- 
inence known  as  the  Frank  mountain  (Herodium) 
stands  conspicuous ;  and  this  has  accordingly  been 
suggested  as  Beth-haccerem  (Pococke,  Rob.  i.  480). 
The  name  is  at  any  rate  a  testimony  to  the  early 
fruitfulness  of  this  part  of  Palestine. 

Karem  (Kaptfi)  is  one  of  the  towns  added  in  the 
LXX.  to  the  Hebrew  text  of  Josh.  xv.  60,  as  in  the 
mountains  of  Judah,  in  the  district  of  Bethlehem. 

G. 

BETH-HA'RAN  (]"nn  2  :  i,  Baidapdy; 
[Alex.  Batdappa-]  Betharan),  one  of  the  "  fenced 
cities  "  on  the  east  of  Jordan,  "  built "  by  the 
Gadites  (Num.  xxxii.  36).  It  is  named  with  Beth- 
nimrah,  and  therefore  is  no  doubt  the  same  place 
as   Beth-aram    (accurately   Beth-haram),  Josh. 

c  This  name  deserves  notice  as  one  of  the  very  few 
instances  in  which  the  translators  of  the  A.  V.  have 
retained  the  definite  article,  which  in  the  original  so 
frequently  occurs  in  the  middle  of  compound  proper 
names. 
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BETH-HOGLA 


BETH-JESHIMOTH 


xiii.  27.     The  name  is  not  found  in  the  lists  of  the  1  interior  of  the  country  from  the  hostile  districts  on 


tomis  of  Moab  in  either  Isaiah,  Jeremiah,  or  Eze- 
kiel.  G.^ 

BETH-HOGLA,    and    -HOG'LAH    (3 

n  V^n,  house  of  partridge,  Gesen. ;  though  Jerome 
gives  another  interpretation,  hcus  gyri,  reading  the 
name  H^^y  2,  and  connecting  it  with  the  fu- 
neral races  or  dances  at  the  mourning  for  Jacob 
[Atad]  :  BaiOa-yXaafi.,  [OaXaaaa,^  Btdtyaidi; 
[Alex.  BoiSaAo,]  BatdoLKaya,  [817607X0:]  Be- 
thagla),  a  place  on  the  border  of  Judah  (Josh.  xv. 
6)  and  of  Henjamin  (xviii.  19),  to  which  latter 
tribe  it  was  reckoned  to  belong  (xviii.  21).  A 
magnificent  spring  and  a  ruin  between  Jericho  and 
the  Jordan  still  bear  the  names  of  ^  Ain-lwjla  and 
Kusr  Ilajla,  and  are  doubtless  on  or  near  the  old 
site  (Rob.  i.  541-6).  The  LXX.  reading,  BaiOay- 
Aociju,  maj'  point  to  En-eglaim,  a  place  which  was 
certainly  near  this  locality.  G. 

BETH-HO'RON  ("|h"l'in '?,  or  in  con- 
tracted form  pin  2,  and  once  X^Tl  2,  house 
of  caverns  or  holes :  Batdajpwi',  [etc. :]  Bethoron), 
the  name  of  two  towns  or  villages,  an  "upper" 

d'l''^?'?  '2)  and  a  "nether"  (V'^nnriH  2), 
(.Josh.  xvi.  .3,  5;  1  Chr.  vii.  24),  on  the  road  from 
Giljeon  to  Azekah  (Josh.  x.  10,  11)  and  the  Philis- 
tine Plain  (1  Mace.  iii.  24).  Beth-horon  lay  on 
the  boundary-line  between  Benjamin  and  Ephraim 
(Josh.  xvi.  •">,  5,  and  xviii.  13,  14),  was  counted  to 
Ephraim  (Josh.  xxi.  22;  1  Chr.  vii.  24),  and  given 
to  the  Kohathites  (Josh.  xxi.  22;  1  Chr.  vi.  68 
[53]). 

The  road  connecting  the  two  places  is  memorable 
in  sacred  history  as  the  scene  of  two  of  the  most 
complete  victories  achierved  by  the  Jewish  arms: 
that  of  Joshua  over  the  five  kings  of  the  Amorites 
(Josh.  X.;  Ecclus.  xlvi.  6),  and  that  of  Judas  Mac- 
cabaeus  over  the  fbrqes  of  Syria  under  Seron  (1 
Mace.  iii.  13-24).  Later  still  the  Roman  army 
under  Cestius  Gallus  was  totally  cut  up  at  the  same 
spot  (Joseph.  B.  J.  ii.  19,  §§  8,  9). 

There  is  no  room  for  doubt  that  the  two  Beth- 
horons  still  survive  in  the  modern  villages  of  Beit- 

'Ar  (  «a^  ojo)  et-Tahta  and  eUFoka,  which 

were  first  noticed  by  Dr.  Clarke,  and  have  been 
since  visited  by  Dr.  Robinson,  Mr.  Stanley,  and 
others.  Besides  the  similarity  of  the  name,  and 
the  fact  that  the  two  places  are  still  designated  as 
"upper"  and  "lower,"  all  the  requirements  of  the 
narrative  are  fulfilled  in  this  identification.  The 
road  is  still  the  direct  one  from  the  site  which  must 
have  lieen  Gibeon  (eLIib),  and  from  Michmash 
(Mulihmds)  to  the  Philistine  plain  on  the  one  hand, 
and  Antipatris  (Joseph.  B.  J.  ii.  19,  §  9)  on  the 
other.  On  the  mountain  which  lies  to  the  south- 
ward of  the  nether  village  is  still  j)reserved  the 
name  (  i'alo)  and  the  site  of  Ajalon,  so  closely  con- 
nected with  the  proudest  memories  of  Beth-horon ; 
and  the  long  "descent"  tetween  the  two  remains 
unaltere<l  from  what  it  was  on  that  great  day 
"  which  was  like  no  day  before  or  after  it." 

Tlie  importince  of  the  road  on  which  the  two 
Beth-hon)ns  are  situated,  the  main  approach  to  the 

a  The  Htatoments  of  Dr.  Robinwrn  and  Mr.  Stanley 
on  this  point  are  somewhat  at  variance;  but  although 
the  road  from  Oibcon  to  BeirHr  .el-Tahta  is  by  no 
means  a  unifonu  rise,  yet  the  Impression  is  certainly 


both  sides  of  Palestine  —  Philistia  and  Egypt  on 
the  west,  Moab  and  Ammon  on  the  east  —  at  once 
explains  and  justifies  the  frequent  fortification  of 
these  towns  at  diftereiit  periods  of  the  history  (1 
K.  ix.  17;  2  Clir.  viii.  5;  1  Mace.  ix.  50;  Jud.  iv. 
4,  5).  This  road  —  still,  as  in  ancient  times,  "  the 
great  road  of  communication  and  heavy  transport  . 
between  Jerusalem  and  the  sea-coast "  (Rob.  ii. 
252),  though  a  route  rather  more  direct,  known  as 
the  "  Jaffa  road,"  is  now  used  by  travellers  with 
light  baggage  —  leaves  the  main  north  road  at 
tuleil  tl-Fid,  3J  miles  frpm  Jerusalem,  due  west 
of  Jericho.  liending  slightly  to  the  north,  it  runs 
by  the  modern  village  of  el-Jih,  the  ancient  Gilieon, 
and  then  proceeds  by  the  Beth-borons  in  a  direct 
Une  due  west  to  Jimzu  [Gi.mzo]  and  LwJd  [Lyd- 
1)a],  at  which  it  parts  into  three,  diverging  north 
to  Cophar-Saba  [Antipatkis],  south  to  Gaza, 
and  west  to  Jaffa  [Joppa]. 

From  Gibeon  to  the  Upper  Beth-horon  is  a  dis- 
tance of  about  4  miles  of  broken  ascent  and  de- 
scent. The  ascent,  however,  predominates,  and 
this  therefore  appears  to  be  the  "going  up"  to 
Beth-horon  which* fonned  the  first  stj^e  of  Joshua's 
pursuit."  AA'ith  the  upper  village  the  descent  com- 
mences ;  the  road  rough  and  difficult  even  for  the 
mountain-paths  of  Palestine;  now  over  sheets  of 
smooth  rock  flat  as  the  flagstones  of  a  London 
pavement;  now  over  the  upturned  edges  of  the 
limestone  strata ;  and  now  amongst  the  loose  rectan- 
gular stones  so  characteristic  of  the  whole  of  this  dis- 
trict. There  are  in  many  places  steps  cut,  and 
other  marks  of  the  path  having  been  artificially 
improved.  But  though  rough,  the  way  can  hardly 
be  caUed  "precipitous;"  still  less  is  it  a  ravine 
(Stanley,  p.  208),  since  it  runs  for  the  most  part 
along  the  back  of  a  ridge  or  water-shed  dinding 
wadies  on  either  hand.  After  about  three  miles  of 
this  descent,  a  slight  rise  leads  to  the  lower  village 
standing  on  its  mamelon  —  the  last  outpost  of  the 
Benjamite  hills,  and  characterized  by  the  date-pahn 
in  the  enclosure  of  the  village  mosque.  A  short 
and  sharp  fall  lielow  the  village,  a  few  undulations, 
and  the  road  is  amongst  the  dura  of  the  great 
corn-growing  plain  of  Sharon. 

This  rough  descent  from  the  upper  to  the  lower 
Beifur  is  the  "going  down  to  Beth-horon"  of  the 
Bible  narrative.  Standing  on  the  high  ground  of 
the  upi)er  village,  and  overlooking  the  wild  scene, 
we  may  feel  assui-ed  that  it  was  over  this  rough 
path  that  the  Canaanites  fled  to  their  native  low- 
lands. 

In  a  remarkable  fragment  of  early  history  (1 
Chr.  vii.  24)  we  are  told  that  lx)th  the  upjjer  and 
lower  towns  were  built  by  a  woman  of  Ephraim, 
Slierah,  who  in  the  present  state  of  the  passage 
appears  as  a  grand-daughter  of  the  founder  of  her 
tribe,  and  also  as  a  direct  jjrogenitor  of  the  great 
leader  with  whose  history  the  place  is  so  closely 
connected.  G. 

BETH-JESHIMOTH,  or  -JESIMOTH 
(n'^nK'^n  2;  in  Numbers,  Hbtt^^H,  house  of 
the  wastes:  AiViuciO,  [etc.;]  Al*.  Affi/iud,  [etc.:] 
Bethsimoth,  Bethiesimoth),  a  town  or  place  east  of 

Jordan,  in  the  "deserts"  (0^"!^)  of  Moab;  that 


that  of  an  ascent ;  and  Bsi'r'ftr,  though  perhaps  no 
higher  than  the  ridge  between  it  and  Oibeon,  yet 
looks  higher,  because  it  is  so  much  above  everything 
beyond  it. 


BETH-LEBAOTH 

is,  on  the  lower  level  at  the  south  end  of  the  Jor- 
dan valley  (Num.  xxxiii.  49);  and  named  with 
Ashdoth-pisgah  and  Beth-peor.  It  was  one  of  the 
limits  of  the  encampment  of  Israel  before  crossing 
the  Jordan.  I^ter  it  was  allotted  to  Reuben  (Josh, 
xii.  3,  xiii.  20),  but  came  at  last  into  the  hands  of 
Moab,  and  formed  one  of  the  cities  which  were 
"  the  glory  of  the  country  "'  (Ez.  xxv.  9).  Schwarz 
(p.  228)  quotes  "a  Btth-Jisimuth  as  still  known  at 
the  northeasternmost  point  of  the  Dead  Sea,  half 
a  mile  from  the  Jordan;"  but  this  requires  con- 
firmation. G. 

BETH-LEB'AOTH  (HlSn^  2,  house  of 
lionesses :  Badapud  ;  Alex.  BatdoK^ad  :  Bttli- 
lebaoth),  a  town  in  the  lot  of  Simeon  (Josh.  xix. 
6),  and  therefore  in  the  extreme  south  of  Judah 
(xv.  32,  Lebaoth),  probably  in  the  wild  country  to 
which  its  name  bears  witness.  In  the  parallel  list 
in  1  Chr.  iv.  31  the  name  is  given  Beth-birei. 

G. 

BETH'-LEHEM  {Orh  n"'2  =  /(0Mse  of 

bread:  BrjOA.e«/i:  Bethlehem).  1.  One  of  the 
oldest  towns  in  Palestine,  alre&dy  in  existence  at 
the  time  of  Jacob's  return  to  the  country.  Its 
earliest  name  was  Ephr.vth  or  Ephrataii  (see 
Gen.  XXXV.  16,  xlviii.  7 ;  Josh.  xv.  60,  LXX. ),  and 
it  is  not  till  long  after  the  occupation  of  the  country 
by  the  Israelites  that  we  meet  with  it  under  its 
new  name  of  Bethlehem.  Here,  as  in  other  cases 
(comp.  Beth-meon,  Beth-diblathaim,  Beth-peor),  the 
"  Beth  ■'  appears  to  mark  the  bestowal  of  a  Hebrew 
appellation;  and  if  the  derivations  of  the  Lexicons 
are  to  be  trusted,  the  name  in  its  present  shape  ap- 
pears to  have  been  an  attempt  to  translate  the  earlier 
Ephratah  into  Hebrew  language  and  idiom,  just  as 
the  Arabs  have  in  their  turn,  with  a  further  slight 
change  of  meaning,  converted  it  into  Beit-lahm 
(house  of  flesh). 

However  this  may  be,  the  ancient  name  lingered 
as  a  familiar  word  in  the  mouths  of  the  inhabitants 
of  the  place  (Kuth  i.  2,  iv.  11;  1  Sam.  xvii.  12), 
and  in  the  poetry  of  the  Psalmists  and  Prophets 
(Ps.  cxxxii.  6;  Mic.  v.  2)  to  a  late  period.  [Eph- 
RATii.]  In  the  genealogical  lists  of  1  Chr.  it 
recurs,  and  Ephrath  appears  as  a  person  —  the  wife 

of  Caleb  and  mother  of  Hiu-  {"^Ml)  (ii.  19,  51, 
iv.  4);  the  title  of  "father  of  Bethlehem"  being 
bestowed  both  on  Hur  (iv.  4)  and  on  Salma,  the 
son  of  Hur  (ii.  51,  54).  The  name  of  Salma  re- 
calls a  very  similar  name  intimately  connected  with 
Bethlehem,  namely,  the  father  of  Boaz,   Salmah 

(TTO^W,  Ruth  iv.  20;  A.  V.  "  Salmon  ")  or  Sal- 
mon (pS37?^?  verse  21).  Hur  is  also  named  in 
Ex.  xxxi.  2' and  1  Chr.  ii.  20,  as  the  father  of  Uri 
the  father  of  Bezaleel.  In  the  East  a  trade  or  call- 
ing remains  fixed  in  one  family  for  generations,  and 
if  there  is  any  foundation  for  the  tradition  of  the 
Tai^;um,  that  Jesse  the  father  of  David  was  "a 
weaver  of  the  veils  of  the  sanctuary  "  «  (Targ.  Jon- 
athan on  2  Sam.  xxi.  19),  he  may  have  inherited 
the  accomplishments  and  the  profession  of  his  art 
from  his  forefatlier,  who  was  "  filled  with  the  Spirit 
of  God,"    "to  work  all  manner  of  works,"   and 
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n  At  the  date  of  the  visit  of  Beiyamin  of  Tudela, 
there  were  still  "  twelve  Jews,  di/ers  by  profession,  liv- 
Jig  at  Beth-lehetn  "  (Benj.  of  Tudela,  Asher,  i.  75). 

b  May  not  this  elucidate  the  allusions  to  the  "  weav- 


amongst  them  that  of  the  embroiderer  and  the 
weaver  (Ex.  xxxv.  35).* 

After  the  conquest  Bethlehem  appears  under  its 
own  name  Beth-lehem-judah  (Judg.  xvii.  7 ;  1  Sam. 
xvii.  12;  Ruth  i.  1,  2),  possiblj-,  though  hardly 
probably,  to  distinguish  it  from  the  small  and  re- 
mote place  of  the  same  name  m  Zebulun.  As  the 
Hebrew  text  now  stands,  however,  it  is  omitted 
altogether  from  the  list  of  the  towns  of  Judah  in 
Joshua  XV.  though  retained  by  the  LXX.  in  the 
eleven  names  which  they  insert  between  verses  59 
and  60.  Among  these  it  occurs  between  Theko 
(Tekoa),  &eK<i>  (comp.  1  Chr.  iv.  4,  5),  and  Phagor 
(?  Peor,  ^ayiip)-  This  omission  from  the  He- 
brew text  is  certainly  remarkable,  but  it  is  quite  in 
keeping  with  the  obscurity  in  which  Bethlehem  re- 
mains throughout  the  whole  of  the  sacred  history. 
Not  to  sjieak  of  the  later  event  which  has  made  the 
name  of  Bethlehem  so  famihar  to  the  whole  Chris- 
tian and  Mussulman  world,  it  was,  as  the  birthplace 
of  David,  the  scene  of  a  most  important  occun-ence 
to  ancient  Israel.  And  yet  from  some  cause  or 
other  it  never  rose  to  any  eminence,  nor  ever  be- 
came the  theatre  of  any  action  or  business.  It  is 
difficult  to  say  why  Hebron  and  Jerusalem,  with 
no  special  associations  in  their  favor,  were  fixed  on 
as  capitals,  while  the  place  in  which  the  great  ideal 
king,  the  hero  and  poet  of  the  nation,  drew  his  first 
breath  and  spent  his  youth  remained  an  "  ordinary 
Judsean  village."  No  doubt  this  is  ui  part  owing 
to  what  will  be  noticed  presently  —  the  isolated 
nature  of  its  position ;  but  that  circumstance  did  not 
prevent  Gibeon,  Ramah,  and  many  other  places  situ- 
ated on  eminences  from  becoming  famous,  and  is  not 
sufficient  to  account  entirely  for  such  silence  respect- 
ing a  place  so  strong  by  natiu«,  commanding  one 
of  the  main  roads,  and  the  excellence  of  which  as 
a  military  position  may  be  safely  inferred  from  the 
fact  that  at  one  time  it  was  occupied  by  the  Phil- 
istines as  a  garrison  (2  Sam.  xxiii.  14;  1  Chr.  xi. 
16). 

Though  not  named  as  a  Levitical  city,  it  was 
apparently  a  residence  of  Levites,  for  fi-om  it  came 
the  young  man  Jonathan,  the  son  of  Gershom,  who 
became  the  first  priest  of  the  Danites  at  their  new 
northern  settlement  (Judg.  xrii.  7,  xviii.  30),  and 
from  it  also  came  the  concubine  of  the  other  Levite 
whose  death  at  Gibeah  caused  the  destruction  of 
the  tribe  of  Benjamin  (xix.  1-9). 

The  book  of  Ruth  is  a  page  from  the  domestic 
history  of  Betiilehem ;  the  names,  almost  the  very 
persons,  of  the  Bethlehemites  are  there  brought 
before  us;  we  are  allowed  to  assist  at  their  most 
peculiar  customs,  and  to  witness  the  very  springs 
of  those  events  which  have  conferred  immortality 
on  the  name  of  the  place.  Many  of  these  customs 
were  doubtless  common  to  Israel  in  general,  but 
one  thing  must  have  been  peculiar  to  I$ethlehem. 
What  most  strikes  the  view,  after  the  charm  of 
the  general  picture  has  lost  its  first  hold  on  us,  is 
the  intimate  connection  of  the  place  with  Moab. 
Of  the  origin  of  this  connection  no  record  exists, 
no  hint  of  it  has  yet  been  discovered,  but  it  con- 
tinued in  force  for  at  least  a  century  after  the  ar- 
rival of  Ruth,  till  the  time  when  her  great  grandson 
could  find  no  more  secure  retreat  for  his  parents 
from  the  fury  of  Saul,  than  the  house  of  the  king 

er's  beam "  (whatever  the  "  beam "  may  be)  which 
occur  in  the  accounts  of  giants  or  mightj-  men  slain 
by  David  or  his  heroes,  but  not  in  any  unconnected 
with  him. 
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of  Jroab  at  Mizpeh  (1  Sam.  xxii.  3,  4).  Rut  what- ! 
ever  its  origin,  here  we  find  the  connection  in  full 
vigor,  \^'hen  the  famine  occurs,  the  natural  re- 
source is  to  go  to  the  country  of  Moab  and  "  con- 
tinue there;  "  the  surprise  of  the  city  is  occasioned 
not  at  Naomi's  going,  but  at  her  return.  Kuth  | 
was  '-not  like"  tlie  handmaidens  of  Boaz  —  some 
difference  of  feature  or  complexion  there  was  doubt-  ! 
less  which  distinguished  the  "•  children  of  Lot " 
from  the  children  of  Abraham,  Isaac,  and  Jacob; 
but  j-et  she  gleans  after  the  reajiers  in  the  field  with- 
out molestation  or  remark,  and  when  Boaz  in  the 
most  pul)lic  manner  possible  proclaims  his  intention 
of  taking  the  stranger  to  be  his  wife,  no  voice  of 
remonstrance  is  raisai,  but  loud  congratulations  are 
expressed,  the  parallel  in  the  life  of  Jacob  occurs  at 
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once  to  all,  and  a  blessing  is  invoked  on  the  head  of 
Kuth  the  Moabit-ess,  that  she  may  be  like  the  two 
daughters  of  the  Mesopotamian  Xahor,  '>  Uke  Kachel 
and  like  Leah,  who  did  build  the  house  of  Israel."' 
This,  in  the  face  of  the  strong  denunciations  of 
Moab  contained  in  the  Law  is,  to  say  the  least,  very 
remarkable." 

The  elevation  of  I)a\id  to  the  kingdom  does  not 
appear  to  have  affected  the  fortunes  of  his  native 
place.  The  residence  of  Saul  acquired  a  new  title 
specially  from  him,  by  which  it  was  called  even 
down  to  the  latest  time  of  Jewish  history  (2  Sam. 
xxi.  6;  Joseph.  B.  J.  v.  2,  §  1,  raffadcraouXii),  but 
David  did  nothing  to  dignify  Bethlehem,  or  con- 
nect it  with  himself.  The  only  touch  of  recollec- 
tion which  he  manifests  for  it,  is  that  recorded  in 


the  well-knowTi  story  of  his  sudden  longing  for  the 
water  of  the  well  by  the  gate  of  his  childhood  (2 
Sam.  xxiii.  15). 

Tlie  few  remaining  casual  notices  of  Bethlehem 
in  the  Old  Testament  may  be  quickly  enumerated. 
It  was  fortified  by  Rehoboam  (2  Chr.  xi.  6).  By 
the  time  of  the  Captivity,  the  Inn  of  Chimham  by 

(7^S  =  '-close  to")  Bethlehem,  appears  to  have 
become  the  recognized  point  of  departure  for  trav- 
ellers to  Egypt  (Jer.  xli.  17)  —  a  caravanserai  or 

khan  (rm2  :  see  Stanley,  App.  §  90),  perhaps 
the  identical  one  which  existed  there  at  the  time  of 
our  Lord  (KardKvfjLa),  like  those  which  still  exist 
all  over  the  east  at  the  stations  of  travellers. 
Lastly,  "Children  of  Bethlehem,"  to  the  number 
of  12-3,  returneti  with  Zerubbabel  from  Babylon 
(Ezr.  ii.  21;  Xeh.  vii.  20). 

a  Moab  appears  elsewhere  in  connection  witii  a  place 
in  Juilah.  Ja.'<hiihi -\ehem  (1  Chr.  iv.  22).  Wc  might 
he  tempted  to  believe  the  name  merely  another  form 
of  B^v/i-lehem,  if  the  context  —  the  mention  of  Mare- 
ihah  and  Chosteba,  places  on  the  extreme  west  of  the 
tribe  — did  not  forbid  it. 

6  In  the  Ureelc  copies  of  St.  JIatthew  the  name  is 


In  the  Xew  Testament  Bethlehem  retains  its  dis- 
tinctive title  of  I5ethlehem-judah  *  (Matt.  ii.  1,  b), 
and  once,  in  the  aimouncement  of  the  angels,  the 
''city  of  David  "«  (Luke  ii.  4;  and  comp.  .lohn 
vii.  42:  Kwfxri'-  cnsttllum).  Its  connection  with  the 
history  of  Christ  is  too  familiar  to  all  to  need  any 
notice  here:  the  remark  should  merely  he  made 
that  as  in  the  earlier  history  less  is  recorded  of  the 
place  after  the  youth  of  David  tha!i  before,  so  in 
the  later  nothing  occurs  after  the  birth  of  our  Lord 
to  indicate  that  any  additional  importance  or  in- 
terest was  fastene<l  on  the  town.  In  fact,  the  jjas- 
sages  just  quoted,  and  the  few  which  follow,  ex- 
haust the  references  to  it  in  the  N.  T.  (Matt.  ii.  6, 
8,16;  Lukeii.  15). 

After  this  nothinn;  b  heard  of  it  till  near  the  mid- 
dle of  the  2d  century,  when  Justin  MartjT  speaks 
of  our  lord's  birth  as  havin)^  taken  place  "  in  a  cer- 

given  as  B.  t^v  'loujaiaf ;  but  in  the  more  ancient 
Syriac  recension  lately  published  by  Mr.  Cureton  it  is, 
as  in  the  0.  T.,  llcthlehem-judah. 

<•  Observe  tliat  this  phra.«e  has  lost  the  moaning 
whicli  it  bears  in  the  O.  T.,  where  it  8pe<  iall.v  and 
,  invariably  siimiflcs  the  fortress  of  the  Jebusitea,  the 
fastness  of  Zion  {2  Sam.  v.  7,  9 ;  1  Chr.  xl.  5,  7). 
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tain  cave  very  close  to  the  village,"  which  cave  he 
goes  oil  to  say  had  been  specially  pointed  out  by 
Isaiah  as  "  a  sign."  The  passage  from  Isaiah  to 
wliich  he  refers  is  xxxiii.  13-19,  in  the  LXX.  ver- 
sion of  which  occurs  the  following  —  "He  shall 
dwell  on  liigh :  His  place  of  defense  shall  be  in  a 
lofty  cave  of  the  strong  rock"  (Justin.  Dial.  c. 
Tryph.  §§  78,  70).  Such  is  the  earliest  supplement 
we  possess  to  the  meagre  indications  of  the  narrative 
of  the  Gospels ;  and  while  it  is  not  possible  to  say 
with  certainty  that  the  tradition  is  true,  there  is  no 
reason  for  discrediting  it.  There  is  nothing  in 
itself  improbable  —  as  there  certainly  is  in  many 
cases  wliere  the  traditional  scenes  of  events  are  laid 
in  caverns — in  the  supposition  that  the  place  in 
which  Joseph  and  Mary  took  shelter,  and  where 
was  the  •'manger"  or  "stall"  (whatever  the 
iparvf)  may  have  been),"  was  a  cave  in  the  lime- 
stone rock  of  which  the  eminence  of  Bethlehem  is 
composed.  Nor  is  it  necessary  to  assume  that 
Justin's  quotation  from  Isaiah  is  the  ground  of  an 
inference  of  his  own ;  it  may  equally  be  an  author- 
ity happily  adduced  by  him  in  support  of  the  ex- 
isting tradition. 

But  the  step  from  the  belief  that  the  nativity 
may  have  taken  place  in  a  cavern,  to  the  belief  that 
the  present  subterraneous  vault  or  crypt  is  that 
cavern,  is  a  very  wide  one.  Even  in  the  1-50  yeai-s 
that  had  passed  when  Justin  wrote,  so  much  had 
happened  at  Bethlehem  that  it  is  difficult  to  believe 
that  the  true  spot  could  have  been  accurately  pre- 
served. In  that  interval  —  an  interval  as  long  as 
that  between  the  landing  of  William  III.  and  the 
battle  of  Waterloo  —  not  only  had  the  neighbor- 
hood of  Jerusalem  been  overrun  and  devastated  by  the 
Romans  at  the  destruction  of  the  city,  but  the  em- 
peror Hadrian,  amongst  other  desecrations,  had 
actually  planted  a  grove  of  Adonis  at  the  spot 
(luctcs  inumhvabat  A'lonklis,  Jerome,  £j).  Paul.). 
This  grove  remained  at  Bethlehem  for  no  less  than 
180  years,  namely,  from  a.  d.  1-35  till  31.5.  After 
this  the  place  was  purged  of  its  abominations  by 
Constaiitine,  who  about  A.  D.  330  erected  the  pres- 
ent church  {Euseh.*VU.  Const,  iii.  40.  See  Tobler, 
102,  note).  Conceive  the  alterations  in  the  ground 
impUed  in  this  statement !  —  a  heathen  sanctuary 
established  and  a  grove  planted  on  the  spot  —  that 
grove  and  those  erections  demolished  to  make  room 
for  the  Basilica  of  Constantine ! 

The  modem  town  of  Beit-lahm  (  j^i  vj^jO  ) 

lies  to  the  E.  of  the  main  road  from  Jerusalem  to 
Hebron,  6  miles  from  the  former.  It  covers  "  the 
E.  and  N.  E.  parts  of  the  ridge  of  a  "long  gray 
hill "  of  Jura  limestone,  which  stands  nearly  due 
E.  and  W.,  and  is  about  a  mile  in  length.  The  hill 
has  a  deep  valley  on  the  N.  and  another  on  the  S. 
The  west  end  shelves  down  gradually  to  the  valley ; 
but  the  east  end  is  bolder,  and  overlooks  a  plain  of 
some  extent.  The  slopes  of  the  ridge  are  in  many 
parts  covered  by  terraced  gardens,  shaded  by  rows 
of  olives  with  figs  and  vines,  the  terraces  sweeping 
round  the  contour  of  the  hill  with  great  regularity. 
On  the  top  of  the  hill  Ues  the  village  in  a  kind  of 
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«  It  is  as  well  to  remember  that  the  "  stable  "  and 
its  accompaniments  are  the  creations  of  the  Imagina- 
tion of  poets  and  painters,  with  no  support  from  the 
Gospel  narrative. 

*  Mr.  Stanley  mentions,  and  recurs  characteristi- 
cally to  the  interesting  fact,  that  the  present  roof  is 
sonstructed  from  English  oak  given  to  the  church  by 
Edward  IV.     (&  If  P.  141,  439.)     Tobler,  104,  note, 


irregular  triangle  (Stewart),  at  about  150  yards 
liom  the  apex  of  which,  and  separated  from  it  by  a 
vacant  space  on  the  extreme  eastern  part  of  the 
ridge,  spreads  the  noble  Basilica  of  St.  Helena, 
"  half  church,  half  fort,"  now  embraced  by  ita 
three  convents,  Greek,  Latin,  and  Armenian. 

This  is  not  the  place  for  a  description  of  the 
"  holy  pLoces  "  of  Bethlehem.  All  that  can  be  said 
about  them  has  been  well  said  by  Lord  Nugent 
(i.  13-21),  and  Mr.  Stanley  (438-442).  (See  also, 
though  interspersed  with  much  irrelevant  matter, 
Stewart,  24G,  334-5.)  Of  the  architecture  of  the 
church  very  Uttle  is  known ;  for  a  resumt'  of  that 
little  see  Fergusson's  Handbook  of  Architectwe, 
524;  also  Salzmann's  Photographs  and  the  Etude 
accompanying  them  (p.  72).*  One  fact,  of  great 
interest  —  probably  the  most  genuine  about  the 
place  —  is  associated  with  a  portion  of  the  crypt  of 
this  church,  namely,  that  here,  "  beside  what  he 
believed  to  be  the  cradle  of  the  Christian  faith," 
St.  Jerome  Uved  for  more  than  30  years,  leaving  a 
lasting  monument  of  his  sojourn  in  the  Vulgate 
translation  of  the  Bible. 

In  the  plain  below  and  east  of  the  convent,  about 
a  mile  from  the  walls,  is  the  traditional  scene  of  the 
angels'  appearance  to  the  shepherds,  a  very  small, 
}X>or  village  called  Beit-Sdhur,  to  the  E.  of  which 
are  the  unimportant  remains  of  a  Greek  church. 
These  buildings  and  ruins  are  surrounded  by  olive- 
trees  (Seetzen,  ii.  41,  42).  Here  in  Arculf  s  time, 
"  by  the  tower  of  Ader,"  was  a  church  dedicated 
to  the  three  shepherds,  and  containing  their  mon- 
uments (Arculf,  6).  But  this  plain  is  too  rich  ever 
to  have  been  allowed  to  lie  in  pasturage,  and  it  i^ 
more  likely  to  have  been  then  occupied,  as  it  is  now 
and  as  it  doubtless  was  in  the  days,  of  Kuth,  by 
cornfields,  and  the  sheep  to  have  been  kept  on  the 
hiUs.c 

'ITie  traditional  well  of  David  (2  Sam.  xxiii  15), 
a  group  of  three  cisterns,  is  more  than  half  a  mile 
away  from  the  present  town  on  the  other  side  of 
the  wady  on  the  north.  A  few  yards  from  the 
western  end  of  the  village  are  two  apertures,  which 
have  the  appearance  of  wells ;  but  they  are  merely 
oi)enings  to  a  cistern  connected  with  the  aqueduct 
l)elow,  and  we  have  Dr.  Robinson's  assurance  that 
there  is  now  no  well  of  living  water  in  or  near  the 
town. 

The  population  of  Beit-lahm  is  about  3000  souls, 
entirely  Christians.  All  travellers  remark  the  good 
looks  of  the  women  (Eotlien),  the  substantial,  clean 
appearance  of  the  houses,  and  the  general  air  of 
comfort  (for  an  eastern  town)  which  prevails.     G. 

*  In  regard  to  the  well  at  Bethlehem  (1)  it 
should  be  remarked  that  David  (see  2  Sam.  xxiii, 
15)  longed  not  for  "linng  water"  but  for  that  from 

the  "  reservoir  "  or  "  cistern  "  (as  "1S2  signifies, 
see  Fiirst ;  Sept.  Ao/ckos  :  Vulg.  cisteiiia),  at  the  gate 
of  Bethlehem.  The  writer  in  approaching  Beth- 
lehem from  the  south  (April  21st,  1852)  found  a 
little  stream  running  down  the  steep  bank  on  that 
side,  and  at  the  top,  on  entering  the  tawn,  drank 
of  the  refreshing  water  from  a  reservoir  there,  said 

adduces  the  authority  of  Eutychius  that  the  present 
i  Church  is  the  work  of  Justinian,  who  destroyed  that 
I  of  Constantine  as  not  sufficiently  magnificent. 
I  "  'AypavAoCi/Tes  (Luke  ii.  8  ;  A.  V.  "abiding  in  the 
!  field '')  has  no  special  reference  to  "  field  "  moi'e  than 
hill,  but  means  rather  ''  passing  the  night  out  of 
doors ;  ''  X"'P°-  ^■'^o  means  a  "  district "  or  neighbor- 
,  hood,  with  no  special  topographical  siguificatlon. 
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to  be  supplied  by  an  aqueduct  from  Solomon's 
Pools.  The  same  springs  must  have  furnished  Beth- 
lehem with  water  of  old  (there  is  no  better  water 
in  all  that  region  now);  and  supposing  L)avid  to 
have  been,  as  he  probably  was,  in  die  wilderness  of 
Tekoa  at  the  time,  it  was  the  water  of  which  he  would 
naturally  think  not  only  as  so  good  in  itself,  but 
actually  nearer  to  him  than  any  other.  The  "  tra- 
ditional well,"  half  a  mile  or  more  northeast  of 
Hcthleliem,  contains  water  at  times  (Kitter,  F.rd- 
hinde,  xvi.  28G;  Wilson,  Lands  of  the  Bible,  i. 
399):  but  at  that  distance  it  would  not  so  nat- 
urally be  associated  with  the  gate.  As  we  have 
seen  aljove,  it  is  no  objection  that  the  so-called 
"  well  "  is  a  cistern  or  reser\'oir.  H. 

2.  (anV?:  Baj^/iiav,  Alex.BoiflAef/x:  BtHt- 
leliem),  a  town  in  the  portion  of  Zebulun  named 
nowhere  but  in  Josh.  xix.  15.  It  has  been  recovered 
by  Dr.  Robinson  at  Belt  Ldliin,  about  six  miles  west 
of  Nazareth,  and  lying  between  that  town  and  the 
main  road  from  Akka  to  Gaza.  Kobinscn  charac- 
terizes it  as  "  a  very  miserable  village,  none  more 
so  in  all  the  country,  and  without  a  trace  of  an- 
tiquity except  the  name"  (iii.  113).  G. 

BETHLEHEMITE,       THE         (■n\2 

"'Pnvn  :  BT;eA.€€/uiT7js  [Vat.  -/tei-],  oBaiBXec 
liirvs  \y^t.  -eyn/x€j-] ;  Alex.  Br/flAef/uiTTjs  [and 
-ft6i-] :  Bethlehemltes).  A  native  or  inhabitant  of 
liethlehem.  Jesse  (1  Sam.  xvi.  1,  18,  xvii.  58)  and 
Elhanan  (2  Sam.  xxi.  19)  were  Bethlehemltes. 
Another  Elhanan,  son  of  Dodo  of  Bethlehem,  was 
one  of  David's  guard  (2  Sam.  xxiii.  24).     [El 

HAXAN.]  W.  A.  W. 

BETHLOTVION  {Baie\wfiS>v\  [Vat.  Vayc 
0\(i)^uy;  Aid.  B(6\(i>niiv.  Sejxdemori]),  1  Esdr.  v. 
17.  [Bethlehem,  l.j  G. 

BETH-MA'ACHAH  (nS^.D  '2,  and  with 
the  article,    ^H  2    [liouseof  oppressimi]:  BfOfxa- 

Xa,  ♦ep^aX"!  [Vat.  Batfl^uoxa !  Alex.  Brj^/uaxaO 
BetJuunacha),  a  place  named  only  in  2  Sam.  xx.  14, 
15,  and  there  occurring  more  as  a  definition  of  the 
position  of  Ahei.  than  for  itself.  In  the  absence 
of  more  information,  we  can  only  conclude  that  it  is 
identical  with  Maachah,  or  Akam-maachaii. 
one  of  the  petty  Syrian  kingdoms  in  the  north  of 
Palestine.     [Akam.]  G. 

BETH-MAR'CABOTH  {rQ^'^IZll  '2, 
liouite  of  the  rhariots,  in  Chron.  without  the  article: 
BatOnaxtpfli,  [Batd/jiapifjide,  Vat.  -pet-:]  Alex. 
Baieanfj.apXa<rfiw0,  Bai9  [Mapxa.^<^6 ■]  Bethmnr- 
chnlxith),  one  of  the  towns  of  Simeon,  situat(d  to  the 
extreme  south  of  Judah,  with  Ziklag  and  llormali 
(Josh.  xix.  5 ;  1  Chr.  iv.  31).  What  »•  chariots  "  can 
have  been  in  use  in  this  rough  and  thinly  inliabited 
part  of  the  country,  at  a  time  so  early  as  that  at  which 
these  lists  of  towns  purport  to  have  been  maC.e  out, 
we  know  not.  At  a  later  period  —  that  of  Solo- 
mon —  "  chariot  cities  "  are  named,  and  a  regular 
trade  with  Egypt  in  chariots  was  carried  on  (1  K. 
ix.  19;  2  Chr.  viii.  6;  1  K.  x.  29;  2  Chr.  i.  17), 
which  would  naturally  retjuire  depots  or  stopping- 
places  on  the  road  "  up  "  to  Palestine  (Stanley,  160). 
In  the  parallel  list.  Josh.  xv.  30,  31,  Matlmaiinah 
occurs  in  place  of  Beth-marcaboth ;  possildy  the 
latter  was  substituted  for  the  former  after  the  town 
had  liecome  the  resort  of  chariots.  AV'ithout  siip- 
posing  the  one  word  to  be  a  mere  corruption  of 
the  other,  the  change  of  a  name  to  one  diflbring 
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less  in  appearance  than  in  meaning  is  quite  in  cha- 
racter with  the  plays  on  words  frequent  in  Hebrew 
literature.    [Hazak-susim;  Madmasxaii.]  G. 

BETH-ME'ON  CjhVP  2 :  oIhos  Mcuivr 
Bethmaon),  Jer.  xlviii.  23.  A  contracted  form  of  the 
name  elsewhere  given  as  Beth-baal-meom.    G. 

BETH-NIM'RAH   (n^P?  n^2  =  home 

of  sweet  uvte?;  Gesen. ;  tj  iJafipdfi,  Batveavafipd; 
Alex.  Afi$pav,  [Bridafiva  ;  Comp.  Brievafj.p<lv, 
BrjBavafMpd;  Aid.  Afipdv,  Bridvanpd:]  Bethntmra), 
one  of  the  "  fenced  cities  "  on  the  east  of  the  Jor- 
dan taken  and  "  built  "  by  the  tribe  of  Gad  (Xiun. 
xxxii.  30)  and  described  as  lying  "in  the  valley" 

(ptty2)  beside  Beth-haran  (Josh.  xiii.  27).  In 
Num.  xxxii.  3  it  is  named  simply  Nimrah.  By 
Eusebius  and  Jerome  {Onom.  Bethamnaram,  and 
Beth-nemra)  the  village  is  said  to  have  been  still 
standing  five  miles  north  of  Libias  (Beth-haran); 
and  under  N('/3pa  Eusebius  mentions  that  it  was  a 
large  place,  kw/jlti  fieyiffri],  in  Karai^aia  ( ?  Bata- 
neea),  and  called  Abara. 

The  name  stills  survives  in  the  Nahr  Nimrin, 
the  Arab  appellation  of  the  lower  end  of  the  Wady 
Shoaib,  where  the  waters  of  that  valley  discharge 
themselves  into  the  Jordan  close  to  one  of  the  reg- 
ular fords  a  few  miles  above  Jericho.  It  has  been 
seen  by  Seetzen  (Jielsen,  1854,  ii.  318),  and  Rob- 
inson (i.  551),  but  does  not  appear  to  have  been 
explored,  and  all  that  is  known  is  that  the  vegeta- 
tion is  very  thick,  betokening  an  abundance  of  wa^ 
ter.  The  IVady  Shoaib  runs  baqk  up  into  the 
Eastern  mountains,  as  far  as  es-Salt.  Its  name 
(the  modern  form  of  Hobab  ? )  connects  it  with  the 
wanderings  of  the  children  of  Israel,  and  a  tradi- 
tion still  cUngs  to  the  neighborhood,  that  it  was 
down  this  valley  they  descended  to  the  Jordan 
(Seetzen,  ii.  377). 

It  seems  to  have  escaped  notice  how  fully  the 
requirements  of  Bethabara  are  met  in  the  circum- 
stances of  Beth-nimrali  —  its  abundance  of  water 
and  its  situation  close  to  "  the  region  round  about 
Jordan  "  (ri  irepixupos  rou  'lopSdi/ov,  i-  e.  the  Cic- 
CAR  of  the  0.  T.,  the  Oasis  of  Jericho),  immediately 
accessible  to  "Jerusalem  and  all  Juda'a  ''  (John  i. 
28;  Matt.  iii.  5;  Mark  i.  5)  by  the  direct  and  or- 
dinary road  from  the  capital.  Add  to  this,  what 
is  certainly  a  strong  confirmation  of  this  susrgestion, 
that  in  the  LXX.  the  name  of  Beth-nimrah  is  found 
almost  exactly  assuming  the  form  of  Bethabani  — 
Batdavafipd,  BnOa^pd,  BfOapaPd  (see  Holmes 
and  Parsons's  LXX.). 

The  "  Waters  of  Nimrim,"  which  are  named  in 
the  denunciations  of  Moab  by  Isaiah  and  .leremiah, 
may  from  the  context  be  the  brook  which  still 
beaxs  the  same  name  at  the  S.  E.  part  of  the  Dead 
Sea.  [NiMKiM.]  A  similar  name  (signifying, 
however,  in  Arabic,  "panther")  is  not  uncommon 
on  the  east  of  the  Jordan.  G. 

BETHO'RON  {Baieoip<iv ;  Alex.  B«9a.p«: 
om.  in  Vulg.).     Bkth-iiouon  (Jud.  iv.  4). 

BETH-PA'LET   (t^bs    2 :    when   not  in 

paus",  12^5,  house  of  fight;  Bttt<l>a\d6:  [Alex. 
BcuOipaXfBi]  Bethphelet),  a,  town  among  those  in 
the  extreme  south  of  Judah,  named  in  Josh.  xv. 
27,  and  Neh.  xi.  26,  with  Moladah  and  Be«'r-sheba. 
In  the  latter  place  it  is  BETii-rHELET  (following 
the  Vulgate).  Its  reniains  have  not  yet  been  dis- 
covered. (»• 
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-.   ,.    1  iv.  12  only).    There  is  a  Kapha  in  the  line  of  Ben- 
*^  '■  jamin  and  elsewhere,  but  no  apparent  connection 

exists  between  those  and  this,  nor  lias  the  name 
been  identified  as  belonging  to  any  place.         G. 

BETH-RE'HOB  (3^nn  iVZ,  house  of 
Bechob,  or  of  room:  6  oIkos  Pod)8,  Alex.  T«j3; 
[in  2  Sam.]  'Poaifi-  Bofiob),  a  place  mentioned  as 

J     ,    ,  ...  having  near  it  the  valley  in  which  lay  the  town  of 

BeOcpoyoip:]  fanum  Phoffor,  PJwym;  Btthphogor ;  j  j^j^j^  ^^  ^^^  ^j^^^^  ^^^^^  28).     It  was  one  of  the 


BETH-PAZ'ZEZ  (V?l?   ?   [^^^ 
persion\  :  B7)p<ra<p'i)s  ;    Alex.    Bai6<paff-f\s'   Beth- 
pheses),  a  town  of  Issachar  named  with  En-haddah 
(Josh.  xix.  21),  and  of  which  nothing  is  known. 

BETH-PE'OR    (l'l37?    H'^'Z    [house  of 
Peor] :  oIkos  ^oyi&p ;  in  Josh.  Bai6<l>oyct>p,  [Alex 


in  Ono7)i.  Bethfogo),  a  place,  no  doubt  dedicated 
to  the  god  B.\AL-PEOR,  on  the  east  of  Jordan, 
opposite  (airevavTi)  Jericho,  and  six  miles  above 
Libias  or  Beth-haran  (Euseb.  Onomasticon).  It 
was  in  the  possession  of  the  tribe  of  Reuben  (Josh, 
xiii.  20).  In  the  Pentateuch  the  name  occurs  in  a 
formula  by  which  one  of  the  last  halting-places  of 
the  children  of  Israel  is  designated  —  "  the  ravine 
(S";2n)  over  against  i^^'O)  Beth-peor"  (Deut. 
iii.  29,  iv.  46).  In  this  ravine  Moses  was  probably 
buried  (xxxiv.  6). 

Here,  as  in  other  cases,  the  Beth  may  be  a  Hebrew 
substitution  for  Baal.  G- 

BETH'PHAGE  [;}  syl.]  {Bve<l>ay^  and  Bv9- 
(payrj  •■  Bethphage ;  quasi  S25  2,  house  of  un- 
ripe fgs),  the  name  of  a  place  on  the  mount  of 
OUves,  on  the  road  between  Jericho  and  Jerusalem. 
From  the  two  being  twice  mentioned  together,  it 
was  apparently  close  to  Bethany  (Matt.  xxi.  1 ; 
Mark  xi.  1;  Luke  xix.  23),  and  from  its  bemg 
named  first  of  the  two  in  the  narrative  of  a  journey 
from  east  to  west,  it  may  be  presumed  that  it  lay, 
if  anj-thing,  to  the  eastward  of  Bethany.  The  fact 
of  our  Ix)rd's  making  Bethany  his  nightly  lodging 
place  (Matt.  xxi.  17,  &c.)  is  no  confirmation  of  this 
(as  Winer  would  have  it);  since  He  would  doubt- 
less take  up  his  abode  in  a  place  where  He  had 
friends,  even  though  it  were  not  the  first  place  at 
which  He  arrived  on  the  road.  No  remains  which 
could  answer  to  this  position  have  however  been 
found  (Kob.  i.  4.3-3),  and  the  traditional  site  is  above 
Bethany,  half-way  between  that  village  and  the  top 
of  the  mount. 

By  Eusebius  and  Jerome,  and  also  by  Origen, 
the  place  was  known,  though  no  indication  of  its 
position  is  given ;  by  the  former  it  is  called  Kd/xrj. 
by  Jerome  villula.  They  describe  it  as  a  village  of 
the  priests,  possibly  from  "  Beth  phace,"  signifying 
in  Syriac  the  •'  house  of  the  jaw,"  and  the  jaw  in 
the  sacrifices  being  the  portion  of  the  priests  (Keland, 
653).  Lightfoot's  theory,  grounded  on  the  state- 
ments of  the  Talmudists,  is  extraordinary:  that 
Bethphage  was  the  name  of  a  district  reaching  from 
the  foot  of  Olivet  to  the  wall  of  Jerusalem.  (But 
see  Reland,  6.52;  Hug.  Einl.  i.  18,  19.)  Schwarz 
(2G3-4),  and  Barclay,  in  his  map,  appear  to  agree 
in  placing  IMhphage  on  the  southern  shoulder  of 
the  "  Mount  of  Offense,"  above  the  village  of  Siloam, 
and  therefore  west  of  Bethany. 

The  name  of  Bethphage,  the  signification  of 
which  as  given  above  is  generally  accepted,  is,  like 
those  of  Bethany  [?],  Caphenatha,  Bezetha,  and  the 
Mount  of  Olives  itself,  a  testimony  to  the  ancient 
fruitfulness  of  this  district  (Stanley,  187).        G. 

[Beth- 


BETH-PHE'LET,   Xeh.    xi.   26 

PALET.] 

BETH-RA'PHA  (SST  H"?,  house  of 
Kapha,  or  of  the  giant:  6  BaOpaia;  Alex.  Bad- 
p«f>a:  Beiliraphn),  a  name  which  occurs  in  the 
genealogy  of  Judah  as  the  son  of  Eshton  (1  Chr. 


Uttle  kingdoms  of  Aram  or  Syria,  like  Zobah, 
Maacah,  and  Ish-tob  (comp.  the  reading  of  the 
Alex.  LXX.  above),  in  company  with  which  it  was 
hired  by  the  Ammonites  to  fight  against  David  (2 
Sam.  X.  6).  In  ver.  8  the  name  occurs  in  the 
shorter  form  of  Rehob,  in  which  form  it  is  doubt- 
less again  mentioned  in  Num.  xiii.  21.  Being, 
however,  "  far  from  Zidon  "  (Judg.  xviii.  28),  this 
place  must  not  be  confounded  with  two  towns  of 
the  name  of  Rehob  in  the  territory  of  Asher. 
[Rehob.]  The  conjecture  of  Robinson  (iii.  371) 
is  that  this  ancient  place  is  represented  by  the  mod- 
em Huiiin,  a  fortress  commanding  the  plain  of  the 
mieh,  in  which  the  city  of  Dan  ( Tell  el-Kwly)  lay. 
Hadadezer  the  king  of  Zobah  is  said  to  have 
been  the  son  of  Rehob  (2  Sam.  viii.  3,  12).      G. 

BETHSA'IDA  {B-ndffaiSd:    l?"'^     ^'•-^, 

hou^e  offsh :  Bethsaida),  the  name  of  two  places 
in  Northern  Palestine :  — 

1.  "  Bethsaida  of  Galilee"  (John  xii.  21),  a  city 
(ir<{Ai$),  which  was  the  native  place  of  Andrew, 
Peter,  and  Phihp  (John  i.  44,  xii.  21)  in  the  land 
of  Gennesareth  (tV  yhv  T-)  (Mark  vi.  4.5;  comp. 
53),  and  therefore  on  the  west  side  of  the  lake.  It 
was  evidently  in  near  neighlwrhood  to  Capernaum 
and  Chorazin  (Matt.  xi.  21;  Luke  x.  13;  and 
comp.  Mark  vi.  45,  with  John  vi.  16),  and,  if  the 
interpretation  of  the  name  is  to  be  trusted,  close  to 
the  water's  edge.  By  Jerome  ( Comm.  in  Ksni.  ix. 
1)  and  Eusebius  (Onom.)  these  towns  and  Tiberias 
are  all  mentioned  together  as  lying  on  the  shore  of 
the  lake.  Epiphanius  (adv.  JImv.  ii. )  says  of  Beth- 
saida and  Capernaum  oh  /xaKpav  uvtccv  tw  SiaffTtj- 
fmri-  WiUbald  (a.  d.  722)  went  from  Magdalum 
to  Capernaum,  thence  to  Bethsaida,  and  then  to 
Chorazin.  These  ancient  notices,  however,  though 
they  fix  its  general  situation,  none  of  them  contain 
any  indication  of  its  exact  position,  and  as,  like  the 
other  two  towns  just  mentioned,  its  name  and  all 
memory  of  its  site  have  perished,  no  positive  identi- 
fication can  be  made  of  it.  Dr.  Robinson  places 
Bethsaida  at  'Ain  et-Tdbiyhnh,  a.  short  distance 
north  of  Khan  Minyeh,  which  he  identifies  with 
Capernaum  (iii.  359). 

2.  By  comparing  the  narratives  (of  the  same 
event)  contained  in  Mark  vi.  31-53  and  Luke  ix. 
10-17,  in  the  latter  of  which  Bethsaida  is  named 
as  the  spot  at  which  the  miracle  took  place,  while 
in  the  former  the  disciples  are  said  to  have  crossed 
the  water  from  the  scene  of  the  event  "  to  Bethsaida 
in  the  land  of  Gennesareth  "  —  it  appears  certain 
that  the  Bethsaida  at  which  the  5000  were  fed 
must  have  been  a  second  place  of  the  same  name  on 
the  east  of  the  lake.  Such  a  place  there  was  at  the 
nortlieastem  extremity  —  formerly  a  village  iKwfiT]), 
but  rebuilt  and  adorned  by  Phihp  the  Tetrarch,  and 
raised  to  the  dignity  of  a  town  under  the  name  of 
Julias,  after  the  daughter  of  the  emperor  (Jos.  Ant. 
xviii.  2,  §  1:  B.  J.  ii.  9,  §  1,  iii.  10,  §  7).  Here, 
in  a  magnificent  tomb,  Phihp  was  buried  (Jos.  Ant. 
xviii.  4,  §  6). 
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Of  this  Bethsaida  we  have  certainly  one  and 
probably  two  mentions  in  the  Gospels  :  1.  That 
named  above,  of  the  feeding  of  the  5000  (Luke  ix. 
10).  The  miracle  took  place  in  a  rStros  (pyjfjios  — 
a  vacant,  lonely  spot,  somewhere  up  in  tl:e  rising 
ground  at  the  back  of  the  town,  covered  with  a 
profusion  of  green  grass  (John  vi.  3,  10 ;  Mark  vi. 
39;  Matt.  xiv.  19),  and  in  the  evening  the  disciples 
went  down  to  the  water  and  went  home  across  the 
lake  (eis  rh  jr4pav)  to  Bethsaida  (Mark  vi.  45),  or 
aa  St.  John  (vi.  17)  and  St.  Matthew  (xiv.  3-1) 
more  generally  express  it,  towards  Cajjeniauni,  and 
to  the  land  of  Gennesareth.  The  coincidence  of 
the  two  Bethsaidas  occurring  in  the  one  narrative, 
and  that  on  the  occasion  of  the  only  absolutely 
certain  mention  of  the  eastern  one,  is  extraoi-dinary. 
In  the  very  ancient  Syriac  recension  (the  Nitrian) 
just  published  by  Mr.  Cureton,  the  words  in  Luke 
ix.  10,  '•  belonging  to  the  city,  called  Bethsaida," 
are  omitted. 

2.  The  other,  highly  probable,  mention  of  this 
place  is  in  Mark  viii.  22. «  If  Dalmanutha  (viii. 
10)  was  on  the  west  side  of  the  lake,  then  was  Beth 
saida  on  the  east;  because  in  the  interval  Christ 
had  departed  by  ship  to  the  other  side  (13).  And 
with  this  well  accords  the  mention  immediately 
after  of  the  villages  of  Caesarea  Philippi  (27),  and  of 
the  "  high  mountain  "  of  the  transfiguration  (ix.  2), 
which,  as  Mr.  Stanley  has  ingeniously  suggested,'' 
was,  not  the  traditional  s[X)t,  but  a  part  of  the 
Hermon  range  somewhere  above  the  source  of  the 
Jordan  (S.  <f  P.  399). 

Of  the  western  Bethsaida  no  mention  is  made  in 
Josephus,  and  until  the  discovery  by  Keland  of  the 
fiict  that  there  were  two  jilaces  of  the  name,  one  on 
the  west,  and  one  on  the  east  side,  the  elucidation 
of  the  various  occurrences  of  the  two  was  one  of  the 
hardest  knots  of  sacred  geography  (see  Cellarius, 
Notk.  ii.  5-36).  G. 

BETHSA'MOS  (Baieaa-ixdv,  [Vat.  Boitoo- 
fxuy  :]  Alex.  Bai0acrixw0  ;  [.\ld.  BeOffands  :] 
Ctbetliamus),  1  Esdr.  v.  18.   [Beth-azmavetii.] 

BETH'SAN  [Bateirdv,  Alex,  in  1  Mace.  xii. 
BfOffa:  Belhsan],  1  Mace.  v.  52,  xii.  40,  41. 
[Betii-shean.] 

BETH-SHAN'  [BatOffdix,  -aiy;  Vat.  Baidf/x, 
Baidffafx,  Bold:  Alex.  BriOffay-  Bethsan],  1  Sam. 
xxxi.  10,  12;  2  Sam.  xxi.  12.     [Beth-shean.] 

BETH-SHE'AN    (]S?7    rV^     [house  of 

quiet]),  or,  in  Samuel,  Beth-sh.vn,  ()K?  3  : 
Batdffdv,  BvOffdv,  6  oIkox  ^dv,  [etc.:]  Bethsrm), 
a  city  which,  with  its  "  daughter  "  towns,  belonged 
to  Mana.sseh  (1  Chr.  vii.   29),  though  within  the 

«  The  use  of  the  word  Kufn)  in  this  place  is  remark- 
able. Mr.  Stanley  suggests  that  its  old  appellation 
had  stuck  to  it,  even  after  the  change  in  its  dignity 
(S.  4-  P.  App.  §  85). 

b  *  This  suggestion  is  by  no  means  a  recent  one.  It 
may  be  found  in  lieland  (PaleFstina,  p.  334)  and  Light- 
foot  (Hor.  Hfhr.  p.  447.  Rotterdam,  1686).    Sec  Tabor. 

As  to  Itethsaida,  Thomson  (LatuJ  and  Book,  ii.  9, 
29-32)  has  still  another  theory.  Instead  of  two  places 
with  this  name,  he  holds  that  there  was  only  one,  but 
this  consisted  of  two  parts,  one  of  which  v!u»  on  the 
west  and  the  other  on  tiie  east  bank  of  the  Jordan. 
He  epeitks  of  the  remains  of  buildings  near  the  mouth 
of  the  river,  so  situated  as  to  indicate  a  double  town 
of  this  character.  The  references  to  Bethsaida  in  the 
Gospels  might  be  harmonized  by  this  sup|)osition,  a^ 
well  08  by  that  of  two  more  distinct  places.  Julias 
might  in  that  case  also  distinguish  the  part  enlarged 


BETH-SHEAN 

limits  of  Issachar  (.Josh.  .xvii.  11),  and  therefore  on 
the  west  of  Jordan  (comp.  1  Mace.  v.  52)  —  but 
not  mentioned  in  the  lists  of  the  latter  trite.  The 
Canaanites  were  not  driven  out  from  the  town 
(Judg.  i.  27).  In  Solomon's  time  it  seems  to  have' 
given  its  name  to  a  district  extending  from  the 
town  itself  to  Atel-meholah ;  and  "  all  Beth-shean  " 
was  under  the  charge  of  one  of  his  commissariat- 
officers  (1  K.  iv.  12). 

The  corpses  of  Saul  and  his  sons  were  fastened 
up  to  the  wall  of  Beth  shean  by  the  Philistines  (1 
Sam.  xxxi.  10,  12)  in  the  open  "street"  or  space 

(2n"^),  which  —  then  as  now  —  fronted  the  gate 
of  an  eastern  town  (2  Sam.  xxi.  12).  From  this 
time  we  lose  sight  of  Beth-shean  <^  till  the  period  of 
the  Alaccabees,  in  connection  with  whose  exploits 
it  is  mentioned  more  than  once  in  a  cursory  man- 
ner (1  Mace.  V.  52;  comp.  1  Mace.  xii.  40,  41). 
The  name  of  Scythopolis  ('SKiidaiv  ir6\ts)  appears 
for  the  first  time  in  2  Mace.  xii.  29.  [Scythopolis.] 
This  name,  which  it  received  after  the  exile,  and 
under  the  Greek  dominion,  has  not  survived  to 
the  present  day ;  as  in  many  other  cases  (comp. 
Ptolemais)  tlie  old  Semitic  appellation  has  re- 
vived, and  the  place  is  still  called  Beisdn.  It  lies 
in  the  Ghor  or  Jordan  valley,  about  twelve  miles 
south  of  the  sea  of  Galilee,  and  four  miles  west  of 
the  .Jordan.  The  site  of  the  town  is  on  the  brow 
of  the  descent  by  which  the  gi-eat  plain  of  Lsdraelon 
drops  down  to  tlie  level  of  the  Ghor.  A  few  miles 
to  the  south-west  are  the  mountains  of  Gilboa,  and 
close  beside  the  town  runs  the  water  of  the  'Ain^ 
Jfib'td,  the  fountain  of  which  is  by  Jezreel,  and  is 
in  all  proliability  the  spring  by  which  the  Israelites 
encamped  before  the  battle  in  which  Saul  was 
killed  (1  Sam.  xxix.  1).'"'  Three  other  large  brooks 
pass  through  or  by  the  town,  and  in  the  fact  of  the 
abundance  of  water,  and  the  exuberant  fertility* 
of  the  soil  consequent  thereon,  as  well  as  in  the 
l)0wer  of  using  their  chariots,  which  the  level  nature 
of  the  country  near  the  town  conferred  on  them 
(.Josh.  xvii.  16),  resides  the  secret  of  the  hold  which 
the  Canaanites  retained  on  the  plate. 

If  Jabesh-Gilead  was  where  Dr.  Robinson  con- 
jectures— at  ed-Deir  in  the  Waely  i'dftis — the 
distance  from  thence  to  Beisan,  which  it  took  the 
men  of  Jal>esh  "  all  night  "  to  traverse,  cannot  be 
less  than  twenty  miles.  G. 

*  For  fuller  information  respecting  this  important 
site  (Belmn)  —  its  various  niins  (Hebrew,  (irecian, 
Roman,  (,'hristian,  Saracenic),  its  abundant  waters 
which  gush  from  perennial  fountains,  its  fertility 
and  luxuriant  vegetation,  its  Tell  or  acropolis  (200 
feet  high  and  nearly  perpendicular),  which  afibrds 


by  Philip,  since  being  in  his  tetrarchy  it  would  need 
a  difTcrent  name  from  Bethsai<la  on  the  Galilean  side. 
.Sec  also,  for  this  view,  Hug,  Einl.  i.  §  4 ;  J.  F.  Thrupp 
in  tlie  Joum.  of  Class,  and  Sacr.  Phiioi.,  U.  302  ff., 
and  Tregelles,  ibid.  iii.  145  ff.  H. 

c  Unless   the  conjecture  of  Schwarz  (148,  note)  be 

accepted,  that  the  words  (^?S^n  n^?,  house  of  the 
tooth ;  A.  V.  irnri/  hou.te)  in  1  K.  xxii.  39,  should  be 
rendered  Bcth-shan. 

''  The  exactness  of  the  definition  in  this  description 
is  seriously  impaired  in  the  A.  V.  by  the  sultstitution 
of  '■  a  fountain  "  for  ''  the  fountain  "  of  the  original. 

'■  So  great  was  this  fertility,  that  it  was  saiid  by  the 
Ilabbis,  that  If  Panidisc  was  in  the  land  of  Israel, 
Iteth-shean  was  the  gate  of  it  ;  for  that  \U  fruits  were 
the  sweetest  in  all  the  land.  (See  the  quotiitious  in 
Lightfoot,  Chur.  Cent.  Ix.) 
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'*  the  finest  panorama,  next  to  Gerizim,  in  all  cen- 
tral Palestine  ''  —  the  reader  may  see  Robinson's 
Later  Bibl.  lies.  iii.  326  fF.  (who  visited  the  place 
in  his  second  journey) ;  Thomson's  Laml  ami  Book, 
ii.  173-175;  Tristram's  Land  of  Israel,  pp.  500- 
504;  Porter's  llandb.  for  Syr.  and  Palest,  ii.  354 
ff. ;  Van  de  Velde's  Journey  through  Syr.  and  Pal- 
est, ii.  3G0  ff. ;  and  Sepp's  Jermalem  u.  das  keilif/e 
Land,  ii.  62  (though  this  last  WTiter  appears  to  have 
only  seen  the  region  from  Zer'in  (Jezreel)).  But 
from  Zer'in,  which  is  on  the  brow  of  a  st^ep  de- 
cUvity,  one  can  easily  look  down  into  the  Ghor  upon 
Beth-shean,  so  exactly  described  in  1  K.  iv.  12  as 
"beneath  Jezreel."  (See  also  BM.  lies.  iii.  166,  1st 
ed.,  and  Wilson's  Lands  of  the  Bible,  ii.  87.) 

H. 

BETH-SHE'MESH  (ITptt?  H^il,  in  pause 
C?ttK7    2,  house  of  the  sun :  ir6\is  T]\iov,  Baid- 

ffufivi,  [etc.:]  Bethsnmes),  the  name  of  several 
phces.  1.  One  of  the  towns  which  marked  the 
north  boundary  of  Judah  (Josh.  xv.  10),  but  not 
named  in  the  lists  of  the  cities  of  that  tribe.  It 
was  in  the  neighborhood  of  Kirjath-jearim  and 
Timnah.  and  therefore  in  close  proximity  to  the 
low-country  of  Philistia.  The  expression  "went 
down"  in  Josh.  xv.  10;  1  Sam.  vi.  21,  seems  to 
indicate  that  the  position  of  the  town  was  lower 
than  Kirjath-jearim ;  and  it  is  in  accordance  with 

the  situation  that  there  was  a  valley  (HDV)  of 
cornfields  attached  to  the  place  (1  Sam.  vi.  13). 

From  Ekron  to  Beth-shemesh  a  road  (Tf~'?. 
6S6s)  existed,  along  which  the  Philistines  sent  back 
the  ark  alter  its  calamitous  residence  in  their  coun- 
ky  (1  Sam.  vi.  9,  12);  and  it  was  in  the  field  of 

"Joshua    the    Beth-shemite"    C^tTia^^n'ri''?) 

that  the  "great  Abel"  (whatever  that  may  have 
been)  was,  on  which  the  ark  w;is  set  down  (1  Sam. 
vi.  18).  Heth-shemesh  was  a  "  suburli  city,"  allotted 
to  the  priests  (Josh.  xxi.  16;  1  Chr.  vi.  59);  and 
it  is  named  in  one  of  Solomon's  commissariat  dis- 
tricts under  the  charge  of  Ben-Uekar  (1  K.  iv.  9). 
It  was  the  scene  of  an  encounter  between  Jehoash, 
king  of  Israel,  and  Amaziah,  king  of  Judah,  in 
which  the  latter  was  worsted  and  made  prisoner 
(2  K.  xiv.  11,  13;  2  Chr.  xxv.  21,  23).  Uter,  in 
the  days  of  Ahaz,  it  was  taken  and  oceupie<l  by  the 
Philistines,  together  with  several  other  places  in 
this  locahty  (2  Chr.  xxviii.  18). 

By  comparison  of  the  lists  in  Josh.  xv.  10,  xix. 
41,  43,  and  1  K.  iv.  9,  it  will  be  seen  that  Ir- 
Shemesif,  "city  of  the  sun,"  must  have  been 
identical  with  Beth-shemesh,  Ir  being  probably  the 
older  form  of  the  name;  and  again,  from  Judg.  i. 
35.  it  appears  as  if  Har-cheres,  "  mount  of  the  sun," 
were  a  third  name  for  the  same  place;  suggesting 
an  early  and  extensive  worship  of  the  sun  in  this 
neighborhood.     [Ir-SHEMESn;  Hekks.] 

Beth-shemesh  is  now' Ain-Shems.  Itwas\isited 
by  Dr.  Robinson,  who  found  it  to  be  in  a  position 
exactly  according  with  the  indications  of  Scripture, 
on  the  northwest  slopes  of  the  mountains  of  Judah 
— "  a  low  plateau  at  the  junction  of  two  fine 
plains  "  (Rob.  iii.  153)  — about  two  miles  from  the 
great  Philistine  plain,  and  seven  from  Ekron  (ii. 
224-6).  The  origin  of  the  \iin  ("  spring  ")  in  the 
modern  name  is  not  obvious,  as  no  spring  or  well 
appears  now  to  exist  at  the  spot ;  but  the  Shems 
and  the  position  are  decisive. 
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2.  [Baiecrafivs;  Alex.  BaidfffMS-]  A  city  on 
the  border  of  Issachar  (Josh.  xix.  22). 

3.  [0€crcrayuws,  Bcudaafiiii;  Alex.  Qofffiovsi 
BfOaafiLus-]  One  of  the  "  fenced  cities  "  of  Xaph- 
tali,  twice  named  (Josh.  xix.  38;  Judg.  i.  33),  and 
on  both  occasions  with  Beth-anath.  The  Canaan- 
ite  inhabitants  were  not  expelled  from  either  place, 
but  became  tributaries  to  Israel.  Jerome's  expres- 
sion {Onom.  Bethsamis)  in  reference  to  this  is  per- 
haps worthy  of  notice,  "  in  qua  cultores  pristLni 
maiiserunt ;  "  poasibly  gkncing  at  the  worship  from 
which  the  place  derived  its  name. 

4.  By  this  name  is  once  mentioned  (Jer.  xliii. 
13)  an  idolatrous  temple  or  place  in  Egypt,  which 
the  LXX.  render  by  'HKlovitSKis  iv''0.u,  i-  e.  the 
famous  Heliopolis;  Vulg.  doinus  solis.  In  the 
middle  ages  Heliopolis  was  still  called  by  the  Arabs 
'Ain  Shems  (Edrisi,  <fcc.,  in  Rob.  i.  25).  [Aven; 
Ox.]  G. 

BETH'-SHEMITE,        THE         ("iT^a 

''irnj^n  :  i  BatOffafivff'iTVS  [Vat.  -o-ej-] ;  Alex. 
oBfOdafivffiTijs'-  BetliS'iniita,  Bethsamitis).  Prop- 
erly "the  IJeth-shlmshite,"  an  inhabitant  of  Beth- 
shemesh  (1  Sam.  vi.  14,  18).  The  LXX.  in  the 
former  passage  refer  the  words  to  the  field  and  not 
to  Joshua  {rhv  iv  Baidaafivs)-  W.  A.  W. 

BETH-SHITTAH  (HT^t^rT  n"'5,  house 
of  the  acacia:  BvOo'efS;  Alex,  ij  BaaeeTra; 
[Comp.  Baidafferra.:]  Bethsettu),  one  of  the  spots 
to  which  the  flight  of  the  host  of  the  Midianites 
extended  after  their  discomfiture  by  Gideon  (Judg. 
vii.  22).  Both  the  narrative  and  the  name  (comp. 
"  Abel-shittim."  which  was  in  the  Jordan  valley 
opposite  Jericho)  require  its  situation  to  be  some- 
where near  the  river,  where  also  Zererath  (probably 
Zeredatha  or  Zartan)  and  Abel-meholah  doubtless 
lay :  but  no  identification  has  yet  been  made  of  any 
of  these  spots.  The  Shiitt'ih  mentioned  by  Robin- 
son (ii.  3-56)  and  Wilson  (Ritter,  Jordan,  p.  414) 
is  too  far  to  the  west  to  suit  the  above  require- 
ments. Josephus's  version  of  the  locality  is  abso- 
lutely in  favor  of  the  place  being  well  watered  :  ip 
Koi\q>  xopaSpais  irepieiATj/i/xeV^  X'^p'^V  (•■!"'•  ^-  6, 
§  5).  G. 

BETHSU'RA  (rj  BaiOffovpa,  to.  Baiea-ovpa; 
[Alex,  generally  Btflffoupa:  Bethsura,exc.  1  Mace, 
iv.  29,  Bethoron] ),  1  Mace.  iv.  29,  61,  vi.  7,  26, 
31,  49,  50,  ix.  52,  x.  14,  xi.  65,  xiv.  7;  2  Mace, 
xi.  5,  xiii.  19,  22.     [Beth-zur.] 

BETH-TAPPU'AH  (n^Sn  3,  house  of 
the  apple  or  citro/i:  Baidaxov,  Alex.  Bf6dair(pove'. 
Beththaphua),  one  of  the  tovras  of  Judah,  in  the 
mountainous  district,  and  near  Hebron  (Josh.  xv. 
53;  comp.  1  Chr.  ii.  43).  Here  it  has  actually 
been  discovered  by  Robinson  under  the  modem 
name  of  Teffuh,  1|  hour,  or  say  5  miles,  AV.  of 
Hebron,  on  a  ridge  of  high  table-land.  The  ter- 
races of  the  ancient  cultivation  still  remain  in  use, 
and  though  the  "apples"  have  disappeared,  yet 
olive-groves  and  \ineyards  with  fields  of  grain  sur- 
round the  place  on  every  side  (Rob.  ii.  71 ;  Schwarz, 
105). 

'ITie  name  of  Tappuah  was  borne  by  another 
town  of  Judah  which  lay  in  the  rich  lowland  of  the 
Shefelnh.     [Apple;  Tappuah.]  G. 

BETHU'EL  (V'S^n?  [man  of  God] :  BaB- 
ovfi\;  Joseph.  BaBovriKoi-  Bathuel),  the  son  of 
Nahor  by  Milcah ;  nephew  of  Abraham,  and  father 
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of  Rebekah  (Gen.  xxii.  22,  23;  xxiv.  15,  24,  47; 
xxviii.  2).     In  xxv.  20,  and  xxviii.  5,  he  is  called 

"Bethuel  the  Sjrian  "  (t.  e.  Aramite,  '^J2n^n). 
Though  often  referred  to  as  above  in  the  narrative, 
Bethuel  only  appears  in  person  once  (xxiv.  50). 
Upon  this  an  ingenious  conjecture  is  raised  by 
Prof.  Blunt  {Coincidences,  I.  §  iv.)  that  he  was  the 
subject  of  some  imbecility  or  other  incapacity.  The 
Jewish  tradition,  as  given  in  the  Targum  Ps.  Jon- 
athan on  (Jen.  xxiv.  55  (comp.  3-3),  is  that  he  died 
on  the  morning  after  tlie  arrival  of  Abram's  ser- 
vant, owing  to  his  ha\ing  eaten  a  sauce  containing 
poison  at  the  meal  the  evening  before,  and  that  on 
tliat  account  I^ban  requested  that  his  sistCT's 
departure  might  be  delayed  for  a  year  or  ten 
months.  Josephus  was  perhaps  aware  of  this  tra- 
dition, since  he  speaks  of  Bethuel  as  dead  (Ant.  i. 
16,  §  2).  G. 

BETHU'EL  (Vwna  [man  of  Go<l] :  BaO- 
oirfi\;  [Vat.  BaOow;]  Alex.  Ba6ov\-  Bathuel),! 
Chr.  iv.  30.     [Bethul.] 

BETHTJL  (Vina  as  above ;  Arab.  Bethur, 

>*JyJ  :  BovKd;  [Alex.  Ba6ov\:]  Bethul),  a  town 

of  Simeon  in  the  South,  named  with  Eltolad  and 
Hormah  (.Josh.  xix.  4).  In  the  parallel  lists  in 
Josh.  XV.  30  and  1  Chr.  iv.  30  the  name  appears 

imder  the  forms  of  Chesil  (7^03)  and  Beth- 
uel; and  probably  also  under  that  of  liethel  in 
Josh.  xii.  16;  since,  for  the  reasons  urged  under 
Bethel,  and  also  on  account  of  the  position  of  the 
name  in  this  list,  the  northern  Bethel  can  hardly  be 
intended.     [Bethel.]  G. 

BETHU'LIA  (BervKova;  [Vat.  Jud.  iv.  6 
BaiTOvKova;  Alex,  commonly  BatTuAouo,  and  so 
Vat.  according  to  Holmes;  Sin.  BairovKova  exc.  iv. 
6,  -\ja:]  Bethidin),  the  city  which  was  the  scene 
of  the  chief  events  of  the  book  of  Judith,  in  which 
book  only  does  the  name  occur.  Its  position  is  there 
described  with  very  minute  detail.  It  was  near  to 
Dothaim  (iv.  6),  on  a  hill  (opos)  which  overlooked 
(.kKfvavTi)  the  plain  of  Esdraelon  (vi.  11,  13,  14, 
vii.  7,  10,  xiii.  10)  and  commanded  the  passes  from 
that  plain  to  the  hill  country  of  Manasseh  (iv.  7, 
vii.  1),  in  a  position  so  strong  that  Holofernes  alian- 
doned  the  idea  of  taking  it  by  attack,  and  deter- 
mined to  reduce  it  by  possessing  himself  of  the  two 
springs  or  wells  (jr7J7aO  which  were  "  under  the 
city  "  in  the  valley  at  the  foot  of  the  eminence  on 
which  it  was  built,  and  from  which  the  uihabitants 
derived  their  chief  supply  of  water  (vi.  11,  vii.  7, 
13,  21).  Notwithstanding  this  detail,  however, 
the  identification  of  the  site  of  Bethulia  has  hith- 
erto defied  all  attempts,  and  is  one  of  the  greatest 
puzzles  of  sacred  geography;  so  much  so  as  to 
form  an  important  argument  against  the  historical 
truth  of  the  book  of  Judith  (Hob.  iii.  337-8). 

In  the  middle  ages  the  name  of  Bethulia  was 
given  to  "  the  Frank  Mountain,"  Iwtween  liethle- 
hem  and  Jerusalem  (Rol).  i.  479),  but  it  is  unne- 
cessary to  say  that  this  is  very  much  too  far  to  the 
south  to  suit  the  narrative.  More  L'it(!ly  it  has  been 
assumed  to  be  SnJ'ed  in  North  (ialilee  (Rob.  ii. 
425);  which  again,  if  in  other  respects  it  would  j 
agree  with  the  story,  is  tfx)  far  north.  Von  I{atmier  i 
(Pal.  p.  1.35-6)  suggests  Snutii;  which  is  perhaps  j 
the  nearest  to  probability.  The  ruins  of  that  town  1 
are  on  an  "isolated  rocky  hill,"'  with  a  plain  of  I 
considerable  extent  to  the  east,  and,  as  far  as  sit-  I 
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nation  is  concemed,  naturally  all  but  impregnable 
(Rob.  ii.  312).  It  is  about  three  miles  from  Dothun, 
and  some  six  or  seven  from  Jenhi  (Engannim), 
which  stand  on  the  very  edge  of  the  great  plain  of 
Esdraelon.  Though  not  absolutely  commanding' 
the  pass  which  leads  from  Jenhi  to  Selastith  and 
forms  the  only  practicable  ascent  to  the  high  coun- 
try, it  is  3et  sutfieiently  near  to  bear  out  the  some-, 
wliat  vague  statement  of  Jud.  iv.  6.  Nor  is  it  im- 
impoi-tant  to  remenil)er  that  SunUr  actually  endured 
a  siege  of  two  months  from  Djezzar  Pasha  without 
yielding,  and  that  on  a  subsequent  occasion  it  was 
only  taken  after  a  three  or  four  months'  investment, 
by  a  force  very  nmch  out  of  proportion  to  the  size 
of  the  place  (Kob.  ii.  313).  G. 

BETH-ZACHARI'AS.      [Bath-Zacha- 

RIAS.] 

BETH-ZUR'  (~I^!J  '?,  home  of  roch:  Br\&- 
aovp,  [Batdffovp,  BaiOtrovpd,  etc. :  Be.isur,  Betksiir, 
and  in  Mace]  Bithsurn),  a  town  in  the  mountains 
of  Judah,  named  between  Halhul  and  Gedor  (.Josh. 
XV.  58).  As  far  as  any  interpretation  can,  in  their 
present  imperfect  state,  be  put  on  the  genealogical 
lists  of  1  Chr.  ii.  42-49, 1?eth-zur  would  appear  from 
ver.  45  to  have  been  founded  by  the  fjcople  of 
Maon,  which  again  had  derived  its  origin  from 
Hebron.  However  this  may  be,  Beth-zur  was 
"built," — i.  e.  probably,  fortified  —  by  Rehoboam, 
with  other  towns  of  Judah,  for  the  defense  of  his 
new  kingdom  (2  Chr.  xi.  7 ).  After  the  Captivity 
the  people  of  Beth-zur  assisted  Nehemiah  in  the 
rebuilding  of  the  wall  of  Jerusalem  (Neh.  iii.  16); 

the  place  had  a  "  ruler  "  ("^^7),  and  the  peculiar 

word  Pelec  (T]  /^)  is  employed  to  denote  a  dis- 
trict or  circle  attached  to  it,  and  to  some  other 
of  the  cities  mentioned  here.  [ToPOuitArmcAL 
Terms.] 

In  the  wars  of  the  Maccabees,  Beth-zur  or  Beth- 
sura  played  an  important  part.  It  was  fortified 
by  Judas  and  his  brethren  "  that  the  |)eople  might 
have  a  defense  against  Idumsea,"  and  they  suc- 
ceeded in  making  it  "  very  strong  and  not  to  be 
taken  without  great  difhculty  "  (Jos.  Atit.  xii.  §  4); 
so  much  so,  that  it  was  able  to  resist  for  a  length  of 
time  the  attacks  of  Simon  Maccabaeus  (1  Mace.  xi. 
65)  and  of  Lysias  (2  Mace.  xi.  5),  the  garrison  hav- 
ing in  the  former  case  capitulated.  Itefore  Beth-zur 
took  place  one  of  the  earliest  victories  of  Judas  over 
Lysias  (1  Mace.  iv.  29),  and  it  was  in  an  attempt 
to  relieve  it  when  besieged  by  Antiochus  Eupator, 
that  he  was  defeated  in  the  passes  l>etween  Beth-zur 
and  Bath-zacharias,  and  his  brother  Eleazar  killed 
by  one  of  the  elephants  of  the  king's  anny  (1  Mace, 
vi.  32-47;  Jos.  Ant.  xii.  9,  3).  The  recovery  of  ' 
the  site  of  Beth-zur,  under  the  almost  identical 
name  of  Beit-sui;  by  Wolcott  and  Robinson  (i.  216, 
note:  iii.  277),  ex])lains  its  impregnability,  and  also 
the  reason  for  the  choice  of  its  jjosition,  since  it 
commands  the  road  from  Beer-slieba  and  Hebron, 
which  has  always  been  the  main  approach  to  Jeru- 
salem from  the  south. 

A  short  distance  from  the  Tell,  on  which  are 
strewn  the  remains  of  the  town,  is  a  spring,  'Ain 
edh-Dhirirth,  whicli  in  the  days  of  Jer<jme,  and 
later,  was  regarded  as  tlie  scene  of  the  baptism  of 
the  Eunuch  by  I'hilip.  Tlie  probability  of  this  is 
elsewliere  examinetl  [Gaza]  ;  in  the  mean  time  it 
may  be  noticed  that  Biitstir  is  not  near  the  road 
to  Gaza  (.Vets  viii.  26),  which  runs  much  more  to 
tJie  northwest.     [Betiisuka.]  G. 
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*  It  shows  how  wonderfully  the  oldest  names  of 
the  Bible  have  been  preserved  and  transmitted  to  ua 
that  we  fiiKl  Halhul,  lieth-zur  and  Gedor  grouped 
together  in  Josh.  xv.  58,  and  the  same  places  repre- 
sented on  the  modem  map  as  Halhul^  Beit-sur, 
and  Jedur  in  the  immediate  vicinity  of  each  other. 
(See  Rob.  Bibl.  Jies.  iii.  277,  and  Wilson's  Lands 
of  the  Bible,  i.  .38ff).  Eusebius  makes  Beth-zur 
correctly  IGO  stadia  or  20  Roman  miles  from  Jeru- 
salem ;  but  in  2  Mace.  xi.  5  it  is  said  to  be  5  sUulia. 
Reland  {Palcestimt,  p.  Co)  calls  the  latter  a  mistake, 
which  it  certainly  is.  Some  of  the  codices  show 
attempts  at  correction.  Grimm  suggests  {Exeget. 
Hamlh.  zu  den  Ajm/ci:  iv.  166)  that  the  jNIaccabaean 
writ€r  confounded  15eth-zur  in  the  mountains  of 
Judah  with  another  place  of  the  same  or  a  similar 
name  near  Jenisalem,  probably  the  present  Moham- 
medan village  Bit  Sdliur,  half  an  hour  from  the 
city,  which  Tobler  visited  {Dtnkbldtter  am  Jei~usa- 
leni,  p.  61G).  The  recovery  of  Beth-zur  is  due  to 
Dr.  Wolcott  (Bibl.  Sacra,  1843,  p.  56),  formerly 
a  missionary  in  Palestine. 

It  is  impossible  to  say  whether  Philip  baptized 
the  eunuch  here,  because  we  are  left  in  doubt  as  to  the 
road  by  which  the  eunuch  travelled  from  Jerusalem 
to  Gaza.  That  carriages  could  pass  there,  and  that 
it  was  one  of  the  ways  of  making  the  journey  be- 
tween these  places,  cannot  well  be  questioned.  See 
Strasseii  in  Puliistina  in  Herzog's  Real-Encykl. 
XV.  161.  Travellers  have  noticed  the  traces  of  a 
paved  road  near  Beth-zur  (Rob.  Later  Res.  iii.  277) 
and  the  "  vestiges  of  an  ancient  carriage  road  all 
along,  from  Jerusalem  to  Hebron  "  (Wilson,  Lands 
of  the  Bible,  i.  3S1).  Stanley  (Notices  of  Locali- 
ses, p.  16!t )  speaks  of  a  Roman  milestone  there,  as 
well  as  of  the  paved  way.  The  veneration  of  early 
times,  in  the  belief  of  this  tradition  (Jerome,  Onom- 
ast.  s.  v.),  reared  a  chapel  on  the  spot,  the  ruins  of 
which  are  still  to  be  seen.  liaumer  has  discussed 
this  question  at  some  length  (Anhnng,  iv.)  in  his 
Palastina,  p.  449,  and  decides  for  Beth-zur  as  the 
probable  scene  of  the  baptism.  Robinson  proposes 
Wady-el-flasy,  in  the  plain  near  T ell-el- lit sy,  since 
he  thinks  the  parties  must  have  been  near  Gaza  at 
the  time.  (Z>V6/.  Res.  ii.  641).  There  Ls  an  inter- 
esting itinerary  of  a  journey  which  Dr.  Barclay 
(City  of  the  Great  King,  pp.  571-578,  1st  ed.) 
made  from  Jerusalem  to  Gaza  by  way  of  Hebron, 
with  special  reference  to  this  investigation.  He 
heard  of  a  place  (.Moyat  es-Sid)  in  the  same  Wady 
Easy,  which  he  would  regard  as  the  tI  vSiip  of 
which  he  was  in  quest.     See  further  under  Gaza. 

H. 

BETO'LIUS  (BeToXtW,  [Alex.  Br)ro\io>; 
Aid.  BTjTtoA/coj),  1  Esdr.  v.  21.     [Bethel.] 

BETOMESTHAM  (B.ro^i.crdaL^  [Vat. 
BatTOfxaiffdatij.,  Sin.  om.])  and  BETOMAS'- 
THEM  (BaiTOfiaadai/j.;  [Sm.  BaiTOfjM(T0ev:'\  Syr. 
Bithmastliiin-  [Vulg.  omits] ),  a  town  "over  against 
Esdraelon,  facing  the  plain  that  is  near  Dothaim  " 
(Jud.  iv.  6,  XV.  4),  and  which  from  the  manner  of 
its  mention  would  seem  to  have  been  of  equal  im 
portance  with  Bethulia  itself.  No  attempt  to 
identify  either  Betomestham  or  Bethulia  has  been 
hitherto  successful.     [Bethulia  ;  Dothaim.] 

G. 

BET'ONIM  (D^3b2  =  pistachio  nuts:  Bo- 
raviix:  [Vat.  Borarei;  Alex.  BoTai/ij/:]  Betonim), 
a  town  ni  the  inheritance  of  the  children  of  Gad, 
apparently  on  their  northern  boundarv  (Josh,  xiii! 
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curs  in  Gen.  xliii.  11,  A.  V.  *'  nuts."  It  is  prob- 
ably related  to  the  modem  Arabic  word  Butin  = 
terebinth,  Pistacia  terebinthus.  G. 

BETROTHING.     [JUakriage.] 

BEU'LAH  (n  75^1572  =  married :  o'tKovfifuri  ■ 
inhabitata),  the  name  which  the  land  of  Israel  is  to 

bear,  when  "  the  land  shall  be  married  (^5?2^)»" 
Is.  Ixii.  4. 

BE'ZAI  C^Sl  [yictm-y,  or  conquerorl :  Bo<r- 
(Tov,  Beo-et,  Btjo-i,  [etc.:]  Besii),  "Children  of 
Bezai,"  to  the  number  of  323,  returned  from  cap- 
tivity with  Zerubbabel  (Ezr.  ii.  17;  Neh.  vii.  23). 
The  name  occurs  again  among  those  who  sealed 
the  covenant  (Neh.  x.  18).     [Bassa.] 

BEZAL'EEL  (bsV^?  [in  the  shadow,  i.  e. 
2frotection,o/God]:Bfa-f\€riK:Beseleel).  1.  The 
artificer  to  whom  was  confided  by  Jehovah  the  de- 
sign and  execution  of  the  works  of  art  required  for 
the  tabernacle  in  the  wildemess  (Ex.  xxxi.  1-6). 
His  charge  was  chiefly  in  all  works  of  metal,  wood, 
and  stone,  Aholiab  being  associated  vrith  him  for 
the  textile  fabrics ;  but  it  is  plain  from  the  terms 
in  which  the  two  are  mentioned  (xxxvi.  1, 2,  xxxviii. 
22),  as  well  as  from  the  enumeration  of  the  works 
in  Bezaleel's  name  in  xxxvii.  and  xxxviii.,  that  he 
was  the  chief  of  the  two,  and  master  of  Aholiab's 
department  as  well  as  his  own.  Bezaleel  was  of  the 
tribe  of  Judah,  the  son  of  Uri  the  son  of  Hur  (or 
Chur).  Hur  was  the  offtpring  of  the  marriage  of 
Caleb  (one  of  the  chiefs  of  the  great  family  of 
Pharez)  with  Ephrath  (1  Chr.  ii.  19,  50),  and  one 
of  his  sons,  or  descendants  (comp.  Ruth  iv.  20) 
was  Salma,  or  Salmon,  who  is  handed  down  under 
the  title  of  "father  of  Bethlehem;  "  and  who,  as 
the  actual  father  of  Boaz,  was  the  direct  progenitor 
of  king  David  (1  Chr.  ii.  51,  54;  Ruth.  iv.  21). 
[Bethlehem;  Hur.] 

2.  [Vat.  Alex.  BetreArjA.]  One  of  the  sons 
of  Pahath-moab  who  had  taken  a  foreign  wife, 
Ezr.  X.  30. 

BEZEK  (P.T5  [prob.  lightning,  brightness] : 
Bf(fK'  Bezec),  the  name  of  two  apparently  dis- 
tinct places  in  Palestine. 

1.  The   residence   of   Adoxi-bezek,  t.  e.  the 

"  lord  of  Bezek  "  (Judg.  i.  5) ;  in  the  "  lot  (b~lS2) 
of  Judah  "  (verse  3),  and  inhabited  by  Canaanites 
and  Perizzites  (verse  4).  This  must  have  been  a 
distinct  place  from  — 

2.  [Vat.  APi((eK  for  ^v  BeC^K.]  Where  Saul 
numbered  the  forces  of  Israel  and  Judali  before 
going  to  the  relief  of  Jabesh-Gilead  (1  Sam.  xi.  8). 
From  the  terms  of  the  narrative  this  cannot  have 
been  more  than  a  day's  march  from  Jabesh ;  and 
was  therefore  doubtless  somewhere  in  the  centre  of 
the  country,  near  the  Jordan  valley.  In  accord- 
ance with  this  is  the  mention  in  the  Onomasticon 
of  two  places  of  this  name  seventeen  miles  from 
Neapolis  (Shechem),  on  the  road  to  Beth-shean. 
The  LXX.  inserts  4v  Bafid  after  the  name,  possibly 
alluding  to  some  "  high  place  "  at  which  this  solemn 
muster  took  place.  This  Josephus  gives  as  Ba\d 
(Ant.  vi.  5,  §  3). 

No  identification  of  either  place  has  been  made 
in  modem  times.  G. 

*  With  reference  to  the  first  of  these  places,  Cas- 
sel  (Richter  u.  Ruth,  pp.  5-7)  argues  that  Bezek 
was  not  a  city  but  a  tract  of  country  or  district. 


^J.     me  word,  somewhat  differently  pointed,  oc-  ,  Among  his  reasons  are,  that  a  battle,  resulting  in 
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the  slaughter  of  10,000  (Judg.  i.  5)  indicates  a 
wider  field  than  a  single  town;  that  two  battles 
were  fought  in  Bezek  (vers.  4,  5),  the  second  evi- 
dently alter  a  chimge  of  position ;  that  a  city  in 
Judah  so  important  as  this  could  hardly  fail  to  be 
mentioned  on  other  occasions ;  and  that  the  name 

(finding  an  analogy  between  pT3  and  p'^3)  points 
to  a  desolate  region  with  a  chalky  soil  or  limestone 
cliffs,  reflecting  strongly  the  glare  of  the  sun-light. 
This  desert  of  Bezek  (with  which  as  to  the  origin 
of  the  name  he  compares  the  well-known  Barka  in 
North  Africa)  he  thinks  lay  between  the  west  side 
of  the  Dead  Sea  and  the  region  of  Tekoa,  which 
answers  so  well  to  the  alwve  description  (Hitter's 
Enlkunde,  xvi.  653),  and,  further,  lay  on  the  line 
of  march  of  Judah  and  Smieon  if  they  broke  up 
their  camp  in  this  expedition  from  Gilgal.  Some 
of  the  reasons  haye  weight,  but  the  more  probable 
exegesis  recognizes  but  one  battle,  and  the  proposed 
etymology,  or  certainly  tliis  application  of  it,  is  at 
least  precarious.  That  Bezek,  at  all  events,  was 
not  far  from  Jerusalem,  appears  from  the  fact  that 
the  conquerors  went  thither  immediately  after  their 
victory  in  that  place.  H. 

BE'ZER  [ore]  ix  the  wilderness  ("1^3 

"127^2  :  Bo<t6p  iv  ri)  4fr{tix<p'-  Bosor  in  soli- 
tu(Une),  a  city  of  the  Reubenites,  with  "suburbs," 
in  the  Mishor  or  downs,  set  apai-t  by  Hoses  as  one 
of  the  three  cities  of  refuge  on  the  east  of  the  Jor- 
dan, and  allotted  to  the  Merarites  (Deut.  iv.  43; 
Josh,  XX.  8,  xxi.  36;  1  Chr.  vi.  78).     In  the  two 

last  passages  the  exact  specification,  ntt7"*^S,  of 
the  other  two  is  omitted,  but  traces  of  its  former 
presence  in  the  text  in  Josh.  xxi.  36  are  furnished 
us  by  the  reading  of  the  LXX.  and  Vulg.  —  ri/v 
Boa-hp  iv  rfj  ip'(iti(f,  t^v  Miaio  ([Vat.  Mf lau,] 
Alex.  Mio-aip)  /col  rk  irfpurirSpia'-  Bosor  in  soli- 
tudine,  Misor  et  Jaser. 

Bezer  may  be  the  Bosor  of  the  books  of  Macca- 
bees.    [BosoK.]  G. 

BE'ZER  0!?3  [ore,  metal]:  Baadv,  [Vat. 
corrupt;]  Alex.  Bacrap:  Bosor),  son  of  Zophah, 
one  of  the  heads  of  the  house  of  Asher  (1  Chr.  vii. 
37). 

BE'ZETH  (Br/Ct'e;  [Sin.  BrieCaiB:]  Bethze- 
cha),  a  place  at  which  Bacchides  encamped  after 
leaving  Jerusalem,  and  where  there  was  a  "  great 
pit"  (rb  <pp4ap  rh  ixeya;  1  Mace.  vii.  19).  By 
Josephus  (Ant.  xii.  10,  §  2)  the  name  is  given  as 
"the  village  Bethzetho "  (/cciyurj  BtjO^tjSci)  \(yo- 
/ueVij),  which  recalls  the  name  applied  to  the  Mount 
of  Olives  in  the  early  Syriac  recension  of  the  N. 
T.  published  by  Mr.  Cureton  —  Beth-Zaith  [cor- 
responding precisely  with  the  reading  of  the  Sina- 
itic  ^IS.  in  1  Mace.  vii.  19].  The  name  may  thus 
refer  either  to  the  main  \roAj  of  the  !Mount  of 
Olives,  or  to  that  branch  of  it  to  the  north  of  Je- 
rusalem, which  at  a  later  period  was  called  Bezetha. 

G. 

BI'ATAS  (♦aX(os;  Alex,  ♦laflas;  [Aid.  Bt- 
iras'  PIdlim),  1  Esdr.  ix.  48.     [1'el.viah.] 

BIBLE  (B.jSxfo,  LXX.:  JS/Ww,  Vulg.).  — I. 
The  application  of  this  word,  kvt'  i^ox'h''i  ^  ^^^ 
collected  Ixjoks  of  tlie  Old  and  New  Testament  is 
not  to  he  traced  further  back  than  the  5tli  century. 
The  terms  which  the  writers  of  the  New  Testament 
use  of  the  Scriptures  of  the  Old  are  fj  ypa.^  (2 
Tim.  iii.  16;  Acta  viii.  32;  GaJ.  iii.  22),  ad  yptupai 
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(Matt.  xxi.  42;  Luke  xxiv.  27),  ra  Upa  ypd/iftara 
(2  Tim.  iii.  1.5).  BtjSAioc  is  found  (2  Tim.  iv.  13; 
Key.  X.  2,  v.  1),  but  witli  no  distinctive  meaning; 
nor  does  the  use  of  rci  Kotxh  rSiv  ^i^Xiuiv  for  the 
Hagiographa  in  the  preface  to  Ecclesiasticus,  or  of ' 
04  UpaX  ^ipAoi  in  Josephus  (Ant.  i.  6,  §  2),  indi- 
cate an}-thing  as  to  the  use  of  to  fii^Kia  alone  as 
s)Tionymous  with  ^  ypa<pT).  The  words  employed 
by  early  Christian  writers  were  naturally  derived 
from  the  Linguage  of  tlie  New  Testament,  and  the 
old  terms,  with  epithets  hke  0e7a,  ayta,  and  the 
like  continued  to  te  used  by  the  Greek  fathers,  as 
the  equivalent  "  Scriptura  "  was  by  the  I>atin.  The 
use  of  r]  iroAoio  StaB^Kr]  in  2  Cor.  iii.  14.  for  the 
law  as  read  in  the  synagogues,  and  the  prominence 
given  in  the  Epistle  to  tlie  Hebrews  (vii.  22,  viii. 
6,  ix.  15)  to  the  contrast  between  the  iraKaid  and 
the  Kaivi),  led  gradually  to  the  extension  of  the 
former  to  hiclude  the  other  books  of  the  .Jewish 
Scriptures,  and  to  the  appUcation  of  the  latter,  as 
of  the  former,  to  a  book  or  collection  of  books.  Of 
the  Latin  equivalents  which  were  adopted  by  differ- 
ent WTiters  (Instrumentum,  Testamentum),  the  lat- 
ter met  with  the  most  general  acceptance,  and  per- 
petuated itself  in  the  languages  of  modern  Europe. 
One  passage  in  Tertullian  (iidv.  Marc.  i\.  1 )  illus- 
trates the  growing  popularity  of  the  word  which 
eventually  prevailed,  "  iustrumenti  vel  quod  magis 
in  usu  est  dicere,  testamenti."  The  word  was  nat- 
urally used  by  Greek  writers  in  sjxiakini;  of  the 
parts  of  these  two  collections.  They  enumerate 
(e.  (/.  Athan.  Sym^.  Sac.  Script.)  tA  /SijSA^a  of 
the  Old  and  New  Testament ;  and  as  tliese  were 
contrasted  with  the  apocryphal  books  circulated  by 
heretics,  there  was  a  natural  tendency  to  the  appro- 
priation of  the  word  as  limited  by  the  article  to 
the  whole  collection  of  the  canonical  Scriptures. 
In  Chrysostom  (Horn.  x.  in  Gen.,  Horn.  ix.  in  Col.) 
it  is  thus  applied  in  a  way  which  shows  this  use  to 
have  already  become  familiar  to  those  to  whom  he 
wrote.  The  liturgical  use  of  the  Scriptures,  as  the 
worship  of  the  Church  became  organized,  would 
naturally  favor  this  application.  The  MSS.  from 
which  they  were  read  would  be  emphatically  Me 
books  of  each  church  or  monastery.  And  when 
this  use  of  the  word  was  established  in  the  East,  it 
was  natural  that  it  should  pass  gradually  to  the 
Western  Church.  The  terminology  of  that  Church 
beai-s  witness  throughout  (e.  </.  Episcopus,  IVes- 
bj-ter,  Diaconus,  Litania,  liturgia,  Monachus,  Ab- 
bas, and  others)  to  its  Greek  origin,  and  the  history 
of  the  word  Biblia  has  followed  the  analogy  of 
those  that  have  been  referred  to.  Here  too  there 
was  less  risk  of  its  being  used  in  any  other  than 
the  higher  meaning,  because  it  had  not,  in  spite  of 
the  introduction  even  in  classical  Latinity  of  bibli- 
otheca,  biblio/xila,  taken  the  place  of  libri,  or  libelli, 
in  the  common  sjjeech  of  men. 

It  is,  however,  v*'orthy  of  note,  as  bearing  on  the 
history  of  the  word  in  our  own  language,  and  on 
that  of  its  reception  in  the  Western  Church,  that 
"  Bible "  is  not  found  in  Anglo-Saxon  literature, 
though  Bibliothece  is  given  (Lye,  I>ict.  An  (/by-Sax.) 
as  used  in  the  same  sense  as  the  corresiwnding 
word  in  medi»val  I^tin  for  the  Scriptures  as  the 
great  treiisure-house  of  books  (I)u  Cange  and  Ad- 
elung.  in  t-oc.).  If  we  derive  fron;  our  mother- 
tongue  the  singtilarly  happy  equivalent  of  the  Greek 
fbayytKiov,  we  have  received  the  won!  wliich  stands 
on  an  equal  eminence  witli  Gospel  as  one  of  the 
later  importations  consequent  on  the  Norman  Con- 
quest and  fuller  intercourse  with  the  Continent. 
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V\''hen  the  English  which  grew  out  of  this  union 
first  appears  in  literature,  the  word  is  already  nat- 
uralized In  R.  Brunne  (p.  290),  Piers  Plough- 
man (1916,  4271),  and  Chaucer  {Prol.  p.  437),  it 
appears  in  its  distinctive  sense,  though  the  latter, 
in  at  least  one  passage  (House  of  Fame,  book  iii.) 
uses  it  in  a  way  which  indicates  that  it  was  not 
always  limited  to  that  meaning.  From  that  time, 
however,  the  higher  use  prevailed  to  the  exclusion 
of  any  lower;  and  the  choice  of  it,  rather  than  of 
any  of  its  synonyms  by  the  great  translators  of 
the  Scriptures,  Wycliffe,  Luther,  Coverdale,  fixed  it 
beyond  all  possibility  of  a  change.  The  transfor- 
mation of  the  word  from  a  plural  into  a  singular 
noun  in  all  the  modem  languages  of  Europe,  though 
originating  probably  in  the  solecisms  of  the  Latin 
of  the  13th  century  (Du  Cange,  in  voc.  Biblia),  has 
made  it  fitter  than  it  would  otherwise  have  been, 
for  its  high  office  as  the  title  of  that  which,  by  virtue 
of  its  unity  and  plan,  is  emphatically  the  Book. 

n.  The  history  of  the  growth  of  the  collections 
known  as  the  Old  and  New  Testament  respectively, 
will  be  found  fully  under  Canon.     It  falls  within 
the  scope  of  the  present  article  to  indicate  in  what 
way  and  by  what  steps  the  two  came  to  be  looked 
on  as  of  coi  ordinate  authority,  and  therefore  as  parts 
of  one  whole  —  how,  i.  e.  the  idea  of  a  completed 
Bible,  even  before  the  word  came  into  use,  presented 
itself  to  the  muids  of  men.     As  regards  a  large 
portion  of  the  writings  of  the  New  Testament,  it 
is  not  too  much  to  say  that  they  claim  an  author- 
ity not  lower,  nay  even  higher  than  the  Old.    That 
which  had  not  been  revealed  to  the  "  prophets  ''  of 
the  Old  dispensation  is  revealed  to  the  prophets  of 
the  New   (Kph.  iii.   5).      The  Apostles  write  as 
having  the  Spirit  of  Christ  (1  Cor.  vii.  40),  as 
teaching  and  being  taught  "  by  the  revelation  of 
Jesus  Christ"  (Gal.  i.  12).     Where  they  make  no 
such  direct  claim  their  language  is  still  that  of  men 
who  teach  as  "having  authority,"  and  so  far  the 
old  prophetic  spirit  is  revived  in  them,  and   their 
teaching  differs,  as  did  that  of  their  Master,  from 
the  traditions  of  the  Scribes.    As  the  revelation  of 
God  through  the  Son  was  recognized  as  fuller  and 
more  perfect  than  that  which  had  been  made  iroAu- 
fiepus  Kal  -rtoKvrpSirws  to  the  fathers  (Heb.  i.  1), 
the  records  of  what  He  had  done  and  said,  when 
once   recognized   as    authentic,  could  not  be   re- 
garded as  less  sacred  than  the  Scriptures  of  the 
Jews.     Indications  of  this  are  found  even  within 
the  N.  T.  itself.     Assuming  the  genuineness  of  the 
2d  Epistle  of  Peter,  it  shows  that  within  the  life- 
time of  the  AjMstles,  the  Epistles  of  St.  Paul  had 
come   to  be   classed  among   the   ypoupai   of    the 
Church  (2  Pet.  iii.  16).    The  language  of  the  same 
Epistle   in   relation   to  the  recorded  teaching  of 
prophets  and  apostles  (iii.  2,  cf  Eph.  ii.  20,  iii.  5, 
iv.  11),  shows  that  the  Traffit  ■irpo<p7}Tfia  ypa<p7is  can 
hardly  be  Umited  to  the  writings  of  the  Old  Testa- 
ment.    The  command  that  the  letter  to  the  Colos- 
sians  was  to  be  read  in  the  church  of  Laodicea  (Col. 
iv.  16),  though  it  does  not  prove  that  it  was  regarded 
as  of  equal  authority  wth  the  ypcup^i  Bi6irvev(Tros, 
indicates  a  practice  which  would  naturally  lead  to 
its  being  so  regarded.     The  writing  of  a  man  who 
8ix)ke  as  inspired,  could  not  fail  to  be  regarded  as 
participating  in  the  inspiration.     It  is  part  of  the 
development  of  the  same  feeling  that  the  earliest 
records  of  the  worship  of  the  Christian  Church  indi- 
cate the  liturgical  use  of  some  at  least  of  the  writings 
of  the  New,  as  well  as  of  the  Old  Testament.    Jus- 
tin {Apol.  i.  66)  pkces  to  aTrofiini}iA.ovevfxaTa  twv 
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airo<rT6\a)v  as  read  in  close  connection  with,  or  in 
the  place  of,  tol  ffvyyp6.fjLixaTa  ra>y  •npo<p7)Twv,  and 
this  juxtaposition  corresponds  to  the  manner  in 
which  Ignatius  had  previously  spoken  of  al  irpo- 
(pTjTslai,  v6fios  Maxreais,  rh  tuayyeKtoy  {Fp.  ad 
Sinyni.  c.  7).  It  is  not  meant,  of  course,  that  such 
phrases  or  such  practices  prove  the  existence  of  a 
recognized  collection,  but  they  show  with  what  feel- 
ings individual  writings  were  regarded.  They  pre- 
pare the  way  for  the  acceptance  of  the  whole  body 
of  N.  T.  writings,  as  soon  as  the  Canon  is  com- 
pleted, as  on  a  level  with  those  of  the  Old.  A 
little  further  on  and  the  recognition  is  complete. 
Theophilus  of  Antioch  (ad  Autolyc.  lib.  iii.),  Ire- 
neeus  (adv.  Hm:  ii.  27,  iii.  1),  Clement  of  Alex- 
andria (Strom,  lib.  iii.  c.  10,  v.  c.  5),  TertuUian  (adv. 
Prax.  cc.  15,  20),  all  speak  of  the  New  Testament 
writings  (what  writings  they  included  under  this 
title  is  of  course  a  distinct  question)  as  making  up 
with  the  Old,  fua  yvaxris  (Clem.  Al.  /.  c),  -'totum 
instrumentum  utriusque  testamenti "  (Tert.  I.  c), 
"  universie  scripture."  As  this  was  in  part  a  con- 
sequence of  the  liturgical  usage  referred  to,  so  it  re- 
acted on  it,  and  uifluenced  the  transcribers  and 
translators  of  the  books  which  were  needed  for  the 
instruction  of  the  Church.  The  Syrian  Peshito  in 
the  3d,  or  at  the  close  of  the  2d  century,  includes 
(with  the  omission  of  some  of  the  avriXiyifxeva) 
the  New  Testament  as  well  as  the  Old.  The  Al- 
exandrian Codex,  presenting  in  the  fullest  sense  of 
the  word  a  complete  Bible,  may  be  taken  as  the 
representative  of  the  full  maturity  of  the  feeling 
which  we  have  seen  in  its  earlier  developments. 

III.  The  existence  of  a  collection  of  sacred  books 
recognized  as  authoritative  leads  naturally  to  a 
more  or  less  systematic  arrangement.  The  arrange- 
ment must  rest  upon  some  principle  of  classifica- 
tion. The  names  given  to  the  several  books  will 
indicate  in  some  instances  the  view  taken  of  their 
contents,  in  others  the  kind  of  notation  applied 
both  to  the  greater  and  smaller  divisions  of  the 
sacred  volumes. 

The  existence  of  a  classification  analogous  to  that 
adopted  by  the  later  Jews  and  still  retained  in  the 
printed  Hebrew  Bibles,  is  indicated  even  before  the 
completion  of  the  0.  T.  Canon  (Zecli.  vii.  12). 
When  the  Canon  was  looked  on  as  settled,  in  the 
period  covered  by  the  books  of  the  Apocrypha,  it 
took  a  more  definite  form.  The  Prologue  to  Eccle- 
siasticus  mentions  "  the  Law  and  the  Prophets  and 
the  other  Books."  In  the  N.  T.  there  is  the  same 
kind  of  recognition.  "The  Law  and  the  Prophets" 
is  the  shorter  (Matt.  xi.  13,  xxii.  40 ;  Acts  xiii.  15, 
&c.);  "the  Law,  the  Prophets,  and  the  Psalms" 
(Luke  xxiv.  44),  the  fuller  statement  of  the  division 
popularly  recognized.  The  arrangement  of  the 
books  of  the  Hebrew  text  under  these  three  heads, 
requires,  however,  a  further  notice. 

1.  The  Torah,  min,  v6ixos,  naturally  con- 
tinued to  occupy  the  position  which  it  must  have 
i  held  from  the  first  as  the  most  ancient  and  author- 
!  itative  portion.  Whatever  questions  may  be  raised 
'\  as  to  the  antiquity  of  the  whole  Pentateuch  in  its 
present  form,  the  existence  of  a  book  bearing  this 
I  title  is  traceable  to  a  very  early  period  in  the  history 
of  the  Israelites  (Josh.  i.  8,  viii.  34,  xxiv.  26).  The 
!  name  which  must  at  first  have  attached  to  those 
I  portions  of  the  whole  book  was  applied  to  the 
j  earlier  and  contemporaneous  history  connected  with 
I  the  giving  of  the  Law,  and  ascribed  to  the  same 
I  writer.     The  marked  distinctness  of  the  five  per- 
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tions  which  make  up  tlie  Torah  shows  that  they 
must  have  been  designed  as  separate  books,  and 
when  the  Canon  was  completed,  and  the  books  in 
their  present  form  made  the  object  of  study,  names 
for  each  book  were  wanted  and  were  found.  In 
the  Hebrew  classification  the  titles  were  taken  from 
the  initial  words,  or  prominent  words  in  the  initial 
verse;  in  that  of  the  LXX.  they  were  intended  to 
be  significant  of  the  subject  of  each  book,  and  so  we 
have  — 


1.  n"^rrsn2  .  .   . 

2.  niatt?  (nb«"!). 

3.  «^i?-:i! .  ." .'. 

4.  ^aiss?   .   .   . 

5.   D'^-qV.     .     .     . 


Fevems. 

AeviTiKSy. 
'Apidfioi. 

AfVT€pOv6fllOV- 


The  Greek  titles  were  adopted  without  change,  ex- 
cept as  to  the  4th,  in  the  I^tin  versions,  and  from 
them  have  descended  to  the  Bibles  of  modem  Chris- 
tendom. 

2.  The  next  group  presents  a  more  singular  com- 
bination.    The  arrangement  stands  as  follows : 
Joshua,. 
Judges. 
,  1  &  2  Samuel, 
(priores)  I  1  &  2  Kings. 


Nebiitn. 
Prophetae. 


D"'31irS-l 


J  J. 


(posteriores) 


(majores) 


Isaiah. 

Jeremiah. 

Ezekiel. 


The  twelve 

minor 

Prophets. 


(minores) 

—  the  Hebrew  titles  of  these  books  corresponding 
to  those  of  the  English  Bibles. 

The  grounds  on  which  books  simply  historical 
were  classed  under  the  same  name  as  those  which 
contained  the  teaching  of  prophets,  in  the  stricter 
sense  of  the  word,  are  not  at  first  sight  obvious,  but 
the  O.  T.  presents  some  facts  which  may  suggest  an 
explanation.  The  "  sons  of  the  prophets  "  (1  Sam. 
X.  5;  2  K.  v.  22,  vi.  1)  living  together  as  a  society, 
almost  as  a  caste  (Am.  vii.  14),  trained  to  a  religious 
life,  cultivating  sacred  muistrelsy,  must  have  oc- 
cupied a  iK>sition  as  instructors  of  the  people,  even 
in  the  absence  of  the  special  calling  which  sent 
them  as  God's  messengers  to  the  people.  A  body 
of  men  so  placed  become  naturally,  unless  intellec- 
tual activity  is  absorbed  in  asceticism,  historians 
and  annalists.  The  references  in  the  historical 
books  of  the  O.  T.  show  that  they  actually  were  so. 
Nathan  the  prophet.  Gad,  the  seer  of  David  (1 
Chr.  xxix.  29),  Ahijah  and  Iddo  (2  Chr.  ix.  29), 
Isaiah  (2  Chr.  xxvi.  22,  xxxji.  32),  are  cited  as 
chroniclers.  The  greater  antiquity  of  the  earlier 
historical  books,  and  perhaps  the  traditional  belief 
that  they  had  originated  in  this  way,  were  likely  to 
coiiperate  in  raising  them  to  a  high  place  of  honor 
in  the  arrangement  of  the  Jewish  Canon,  and  so 
they  were  looked  on  as  having  the  prophetic  charac- 
ter which  was  denied  to  the  historical  bot)k8  of  the 
,  Hagiographa.  'J'he  greater  extent  of  the  prophecies 
of  Isaiah,  Jeremiah,  Hzekiel,  no  less  than  the 
prominent  position  which  they  occupied  in  the  his- 
tory of  Israel,  le<l  naturally  to  their  being  recog- 
nized as  the  Prophetae  Mtyores.  'llic  exclusion  of 
Daniel  from  this  subdivision  is  a  more  remarkable 
feet,  and  one  which  has  been  diflferently  interpreted ; 
the  Nationalistic  school  of  later  criticism  (Eichhorn, 
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De  Wette,  Bertholdt)  seeing  in  it  an  indication  of 
later  date,  and  therefore  of  doubtful  authenticity, 
the  orthodox  school  on  the  other  [hand],  as  repre- 
sented by  Hengstenberg  {Digsert.  on  Dan.,  ch.  ii. 
§  iv.  and  v.),  mauitaining  that  the  difference  rested 
only  on  the  ground  that,  though  the  utterer  of  pre- 
dictions, he  had  not  exercised,  as  the  others  had 
done,  a  prophet's  office  among  the  people.  What-  . 
ever  may  have  been  its  origin,  the  position  of  this 
book  in  the  Hagiographa  led  the  later  Jews  to  think 
and  speak  slightingly  of  it,  and  Christians  who  rea- 
soned with  them  out  cf  its  predictions  were  met  by 
remarks  disparaging  to  its  authority  (Hengstenberg, 
/.  c).  The  arrangement  of  the  I'rophetiJe  ilinores 
does  not  call  for  special  notice,  except  so  far  as  they 
were  counted,  in  order  to  bring  the  whole  list  of 
canonical  books  within  a  memorial  number  an- 
swering to  that  of  the  letters  in  the  Hebrew  alpha- 
bet, as  a  single  volume,  and  described  as  rh  SuiSe- 
Kairp6<pr]rov. 

3.  I>ast  in  order  came  the  group  known  as  Cetu- 

bini,  CS'in?  (from  SHS  to  write),  ypa<t>(7a, 
ayt6ypa<j)a,  including  the  remaining  books  of  the 
Hebrew  Canon,  arranged  in  the  following  order, 
and  with  subordinate  divisions: 

(a.)  Psalms,  Proverbs,  Job. 

(b.)  The  Song  of  Songs,  Ruth,  Lamentations, 
Ecclesiastes,  Esther. 

(c. )  Daniel,  Ezra,  Nehemiah,  1  and  2  Chronicles. 

Of  these,  (a)  was  distinguished  by  the  memorial 

word  iTSS,    tinifh,  formed  from  the  initial  let- 
ters of  the  three  books;  (b)  as  niv^tt  ^Tpn, 
the  Jive  rolls,  as  being  written  for  use  in  the  sjTi- 
agogues  on  special  festivals  on  five  separate  rolls. 
Of  the  Hebrew  titles  of  these  books,  those  which 

are  descriptive  of  their  contents  are  D^yHri,  the 

Psalms.  "^7irp,  Proverbs.  HD^S*,  Lamentations 
(from  the  opening  word  of  wailing  in  i.  1).  The 
Song  of  Songs  (C'l'^l^n  "T'tT).  Ecclesiastes 
(nbnp,    the    Preacher).     1   and   2   Chronicles 

(□>^»n  "^^5^,  words  of  days = records). 

The  Septuagint  translation  presents  the  following 
titles, — 'VaA/ioi,  Xlapoifxiai,  <dprivot,''A(TfjLa  aafid- 
roiv,  'EKKKria-iaa-TT)s,  Tlapa\fnr6fA.eva  {i-  e-  things 
omitted,  as  being  supi)lementary  to  the  IJooks  of 
Kings).  'Hie  Tjitin  version  imports  'some  of  the 
titles,  and  translates  others,  Psalmi,  Proverbia, 
Threni,  Canticum  Canticorum,  Iu;clesiastes,  Parali- 
pomenon ;  and  these  in  their  tr(itisl(ttid  fonn  have 
determined  tlie  received  titles  of  the  books  in  our 
English  Bibles;  I'xclesiastes,  in  which  the  Greek 
title  is  retained,  and  Chronicles,  in  which  the 
Hebrew  and  not  the  Greek  title  is  translated,  being 
exceptions. 

The  I„XX.  presents,  however,  some  striking 
variations  in  point  of  arrangement  as  well  as  in 
relation  to  the  names  of  liooks.  Both  in  this  and 
in  the  insertion  of  the  a,vTtKty6ft,fva,  which  we 
now  know  as  the  Apocrj-pha,  among  the  other 
liooks,  we  trace  the  absence  of  that  strong  reverence 
for  the  (.'anon  and  its  traditional  onier  which  dis- 
tinguishe<I  the  .lews  of  Palestine.  The  Law.  it  is 
tnie,  stands  first,  but  the  distinction  between  the 
greater  and  lesser  prophets,  between  the  Prophets 
and  the  Hagiographa  is  no  longer  recognized. 
Daniel,  with  the  Aiiocryphal  additions,  follows  upn 
Ezekiel ;  the  Apocryphal  1st  or  3d  Book  of  ICsdraa 
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comes  as  a  2d  following  on  the  Canonical  Ezra." 
Tobit  and  Judith  are  pLiced  after  Xehemiah,  Wis- 
dom (5o(^to  SaAjyuwvTOs)  and  Ecclesiasticus  ('S,o<j>ia 
2eJoax)  aftf'  Canticles,  liiruch  lieibre  and  the 
Epistle  of  Jeremiah  after  lamentations,  the  twelve 
Lesser  Prophets  tefore  the  four  Greater,  and  the 
two  [three  or  four]  Books  of  Maccabees  come  at 
the  dose  of  aU.  The'I^tin  version  follows  nearly 
the  same  order,  inverting  the  relative  position  of 
the  greater  and  lesser  prophets.  The  separation 
of  the  doubtful  books  under  the  title  of  Apocrypha 
in  the  Protestant  versions  of  the  Scriptures,  left  the 
others  in  the  order  in  which  we  now  have  them. 

The  history  of  the  arrangement  of  the  books  of 
the  New  Testament  presents  some  variations,  not 
without  interest,  as  indicating  differences  of  feeling 
or  modes  of  thought.  The  four  Gos2)els  and  the 
Acts  of  the  Apostles  uniformly  stand  first.  They 
are  so  far  to  the  New  what  the  Pentateuch  was  to 
the  Old  Testament.  They  do  not  present  however 
in  themselves,  as  the  books  of  Moses  did,  any  order 
of  succession.  The  actual  order  does  not  depend 
upon  the  rank  or  function  of  the  writers  to  whom 
they  are  assigned.  The  two  not  wxitten  by  Apostles 
are  preceded  and  followed  by  those  which  are,  and 
it  seems  as  if  the  true  explanation  were  to  be  found 
in  a  traditional  belief  as  to  the  dates  of  the  several 
Gospels,  according  to  which  St.  Matthew's,  whether 
in  its  Greek  or  Hebrew  form,  was  the  earliest,  and 
St.  John's  the  latest.  The  arrangement  once 
adopted  would  naturally  confirm  the  belief,  and  so 
we  find  it  assumed  by  [the  Muratorian  Canon,] 
Irenaeus,  Origen,  Augustine.  [On  the  other  hand, 
the  Codex  Bezce  (D)  and  the  best  MSS.  of  the  Old 
Latin  version  have  the  following  order:  Matt.,  John, 
Luke,  JIark.  —  A.]  The  position  of  the  Acts  as 
an  intermediate  Ijook,  the  sequel  to  the  Gospels,  the 
prelude  to  the  Epistles,  was  obviously  a  natural  one. 
After  this  we  meet  with  some  striking  differences. 
The  order  in  the  Alexandrian,  Vatican,  and  Ephraem 
MSS.  (A  B  C)  gives  precedence  to  the  Catholic 
Epistles,  and  as  this  is  also  recognized  by  the 
Council  of  Laodicea  {Can.  GO),  Cyril  of  Jerusalem 
{Cafech.  iv.  p.  3.5),  and  Athanasius  {Kpist.  Fest. 
ed.  Bened.  i.  p.  901),  it  would  appear  to  have  been 
characteristic  of  the  l-^tern  Churches.  Lachmann, 
who  bases  his  recension  of  the  text  chiefly  on  this 
femily  of  MSS.,  has  reproduced  the  arrangement 
in  his  editions.  [So  has  Tischendorf ;  and  this  is 
the  arrangement  found  in  a  great  majority  of  the 
manuscripts.     In  the  Codex  Himnticus  and  in  four 


«  *  The  Apocryphal  1st  Book  of  Esdras,  certainly  in 
the  principal  MSS.  and  editions  of  the  LXX.,  and  prob- 
ably in  all,  precedes  the  canonical  Ezra.  The  Vatican, 
Alexandrine,  and  Sinaitic  (Frid.-Aug.)  MSS.  of  the 
Septuagint,  with  the  Aldine  edition,  unite  the  Books 
of  Ezra  and  Xehemiah  in  one  as  2d  Ksdras.  The  state- 
ments in  the  text  in  regard  to  the  order  of  the  books 
In  the  Septuagint  require  great  modification  ;  for  the 
MSS.  and  editions  differ  widely  in  this  respect ;  and 
the  Roman  edition  of  the  LXX.  (1.587),  deviates  mate- 
rially in  the  arrangement  of  the  books  from  the  Vatican 
manuscript,  which  it  has  been  popularly  supposed  to 
represent. 

In  the  Vat.  MS.  the  whole  series  of  the  poetical 
books  intervenes  between  N'ehemiah  and  Esther,  which 
is  followed  by  Judith,  Tobit,  and  the  Lesser  and 
Greater  Prophets,  including  Daniel.  In  the  Alex.  MS. 
the  twelve  Minor  Prophets  immediately  follow  Chroni- 
cles ;  then  come  the  Greater  Prophets,  ending  with 
Daniel ;  then  Esther,  Tobit,  Judith.  1  Esdras,  Ezra  and 
Nehemiah  as  2d  Esdras,  and  the  four  Books  of  Jlac- 
cabees.  These  are  followed  by  the  poetical  books.  In 
20 
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other  MSS.  the  Pauline  Epistles  precede  the  Acts. 
—  A.]  The  Western  Church  on  the  other  hand, 
as  represented  by  Jerome,  Augustine,  and  their 
successors,  gave  priority  of  {wsition  to  the  Pauline 
Epistles,  and  as  the  order  in  which  these  were  given 
presents  (1)  those  addressed  to  Churches  arranged 
according  to  their  relative  importance,  (2)  those 
addressed  to  individuals,  the  foremost  place  was 
naturally  occupied  by  the  Epistle  to  the  liomans. 
The  tendency  of  the  Western  Church  to  recognize 
liome  as  its  centre  of  authority  may  perhaps  in 
part  account  for  this  departure  from  the  custom  of 
the  East.  The  order  of  the  Pauline  Epistles  them- 
selves, however,  is  generally  the  same,  and  the  only 
conspicuously  different  arrangement  was  that  of 
Marcion,  who  aimed  at  a  chronological  order.  In 
the  three  MSS.  above  referred  to  [and  in  the  Codex 
Sinaiticus\  the  Epistle  to  the  Hebrews  comes  after 
2  Thessalonians.  [In  the  manuscript  from  which 
the  Vatican  (B)  was  copied,  it  stood  between 
Galatians  and  Ephesians.  This  is  shown  by  the 
numbering  of  the  sections  in  the  Vat.  MS.  —  A.] 
In  those  followed  by  Jerome,  it  stands,  as  in  the 
English  Bible  and  the  Textus  lieceptus,  after  Phi- 
lemon. We  are  left  to  conjecture  the  grounds  of 
this  difference.  Possibly  the  absence  of  St.  Paul's 
name,  possibly  the  doubts  which  existed  as  to  his 
being  the  sole  author  of  it,  possibly  its  approxima^ 
tion  to  the  character  of  the  CathoUc  Iqoistles  may 
have  determined  the  arrangement.  The  Apocalj-pse, 
as  might  be  expected  from  the  peculiar  character 
of  its  contents,  occupied  a  position  by  itself.  Its 
comparatively  late  recognition  may  have  detennined 
the  position  which  it  has  uniformly  held  as  the  last 
of  the  Sacred  Books.* 

IV.  Division  into  Chapters  and  Verses.  As  soon 
as  any  break  is  made  in  the  contirmous  writing 
which  has  characterized  in  nearly  all  countries  the 
early  stages  of  the  art,  we  get  the  germs  of  a  sys- 
tem of  division.  But  these  divisions  may  be  used 
for  two  distinct  purposes.  So  far  as  they  are  used 
to  exhibit  the  logical  relations  of  words,  clauses  and 
sentences  to  each  other,  they  tend  to  a  recognized 
punctuation.  So  far  as  they  are  used  for  greater 
convenience  of  reference,  or  as  a  help  to  the  memory, 
they  answer  to  the  chapters  and  verses  of  our 
modern  Bibles.  The  question  now  to  be  answered 
is  that  which  asks  what  systems  of  notation  of  the 
latter  kind  have  been  employed  at  different  times 
by  transcribers  of  the  Old  and  New  Testament,  and 
to  whom  we  owe  the  system  now  in  use. 

the  Codex  Sinaiticits  1st  and  4th  Maccabees  come  after 
Judith  ;  then  follow  the  Prophets,  the  greater  prere/ling 
the  lesser,  contrary  to  the  order  in  the  Vat.  and  Alex. 
MSS. ;  and  last  of  all  come  the  poetical  books,  Psalms, 
Proverbs,  Ecclesiastes,  Song  of  Songs,  Wisdom  of  Sol- 
omon, Ecclesiasticus,  Job.  In  respect  to  the  position 
of  the  Book  of  Job,  the  Vatican  and  the  Alexandrine 
manuscripts  differ  both  from  the  Sinaitic  and  from  each 
other,  the  former  placing  it  after  Canticles,  the  latter 
after  Psalms.  See  Tischendorf  s  Prolegom.  to  his  3d 
edition  of  the  LXX.  (1860),  pp.  Ixxiv.,  xciv.,  xcvi. 

The  best  MSS.  of  the  Vulgate,  it  may  be  further 
remarked,  differ  widely  in  the  arrangement  of  the 
l)ooks  from  the  common  editions.  See  art.  Vulgate, 
§  24,  note  on  the  Alcuin  MS.  A. 

6  *  On  the  history  of  the  arrangement  of  the  books 
of  the  N.  T.,  see  Tischendorf,  N.  T.  ed.  7ma,  Prolegom. 
pp.  Ixxi.-lxxiv.  ;  Scriver.er,  Iiitrod.  to  the  Crit.  of  the 
N.  T.  pp.  61,  62  ;  Laure  it's  Neutestamentliche  Studien, 
pp.  41-49  (Gotha,  1866) ;  and  especially  Volkmar's  Ap- 
pendix to  Credner's  Gesch.  des  Neutest.  Kanon,  pp. 
393-411.  A. 
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(1.)  The  Hebrew  of  the  Old  Testament. 

It  is  hardly  possible  to  conceive  of  the  liturgical 
use  of  the  books  of  the  Old  Testament,  without 
Bonie  kuids  of  recognized  division.  In  proportion 
as  the  books  were  studietl  and  conmiented  on  in 
the  schools  of  the  Habbis,  the  division  would  be- 
come more  technical  and  complete,  and  hence  the 
existing  notation,  which  is  recognized  in  the  Tal- 
mud (the  Gemara  ascribing  it  to  Moses,  —  Hupfeld, 
Stud,  und  Krit.  1830,  p.  827),  may  probably  have 
originated  in  the  earlier  stages  of  the  growth  of  the 
synagogue  ritual.  The  New  Testament  quotations 
from  the  Old  are  for  the  most  part  cited  without 
any  more  specific  reference  than  to  the  book  from 
which  they  come.  The  references  however  in  Mark 
xii.  26  and  Luke  xx.  37  {iir\  tt/s  ^otov),  Kom.  xi. 
2  {iv  'HA./o)  and  Acts  viii.  -32  (^  Tttpioxh  "^ns 
ypa<pris),  indicate  a  division  which  had  become 
famiUar,  and  show  that  some  at  least  of  the  sections 
were  known  popularly  by  titles  taken  from  their 
subjects.  In  like  manner  the  existence  of  a  cycle 
of  lessons  is  indicated  by  Luke  iv.  17 ;  Acts  xiii. 
15,  XV.  21 ;  2  Cor.  iii.  14 ;  and  this,  whether  iden- 
tical or  not  with  the  later  Rabbinic  cycle,  must 
have  involved  an  arrangement  analogous  to  that 
subsequently  adopte<l. 

The  Talmudic  division  is  on  the  following  plan. 
The  law  was  in  the  first  instance  divided  into  fifty- 
four  m^B?"!?,  Parshioth  =  sections,  so  as  to  pro- 
vide a  lesson  for  eaeh  Sabbath  in  the  Jewish  inter- 
calary year,  provision  being  made  for  the  shorter 
year  by  the  combination  of  two  of  the  shorter  sec- 
tions. Coexisting  with  this  there  was  a  subdi- 
vision into  lesser  Parshioth,  which  served  to  de- 
termine the  portions  of  the  sections  taken  by  the 
several  readers  in  the  synagogues.  The  lesser  Par- 
shioth themselves  were  classed  under  two  heads  — 

the  Open  (nln^nS,  Petuchoth),  which  served 
to  indicate  a  change  of  subject  analogous  to  that 
between  two  paragraphs  in  modern  writing,  and 
began  accordingly  a  fresh  line  in  the  MSS.,  and  the 

Shut  (m^^np,  Setumoth),  which  corresponded 
to  minor  divisions,  and  were  marked  only  by  a 
space  within  the  line.  The  initial  letters  S  and  D 
served  as  a  notation,  in  the  margin  or  in  the  text 
itself,  for  the  two  kinds  of  sections.     The  threefold 

initial  DSD  or  DDD,  was  used  when  the  com- 
mencement of  one  of  the  Parshioth  coincided  with 
that  of  a  Sabbath  lesson  (comp.  Keil,  Einldtung  in 
das  A.  T.  §§  170,  171). 

A  different  terminology  wa-s  employed  for  the 
Prophetae  Priores  and  Posteriores,  and  the  divis- 
ion was  less  uniform.  The  tradition  of  the  Jews 
that  the  Prophets  were  first  read  in  the  service  of 
the  synagogue,  and  consequently  divided  into  sec- 
tions, because  the  reading  of  the  I-aw  had  been  for- 
bidden by  Antiochus  Epiphanes,  rests  ujwn  a  very 
slight  foundation,  but  its  existence  is  at  any  rate  a 
proof  that  the  I^w  was  believed  to  have  been  sys- 
tematically divided  before  the  same  process  was 
applied  to  the  other  books.     ITie  name  of  the  sec- 

tiona  in   this   case  was  m"1^?n  (Haphtaroth, 

from  1^5,  dimitlere].  If  the  name  were  applied 
in  this  way  l)ecause  the  lessons  from  the  Prophets 
came  at  the  close  of  the  synagogue  senice,  and  so 
were  followed  by  the  dismissal  of  the  people 
(Vitringa  de  Synng.  iii.  2,  20),  its  history  would 
peaent  a  singular  analogy  to  Ibat  of  "Missa," 
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"  Mass,"  on  the  assumption  that  it  also  was  derived 
from  the  "  Ite,  missa  est,"  by  which  the  congrega- 
tion was  informed  of  the  conclusion  of  the  earlier 
portion  of  the  service  of  the  Church.  The  peculiar 
use  of  Missa  shortly  after  its  appearance  in  the 
Latin  of  ecclesia-stical  writers  in  a  sense  equivalent 
to  that  of  Haphtaroth  ("  sex  Missas  de  Propheta 
Jvsaia  facite,"  Caesarius  Arelat.  and  Aurelian  in  Bing- 
ham, Ant.  xiii.  1)  presents  at  least  a  singular  coinci- 
dence. The  Haphtaroth  themselves  were  intended 
to  correspond  with  the  larger  Parshioth  of  the  I>aw, 
so  tliat  there  might  be  a  distinct  lesson  for  each 
Sabbath  in  the  intercalary  year  as  before ;  but  the 
traditions  of  the  German  and  the  Spanish  Jews, 
both  of  them  of  great  antiquity,  present  a  consid- 
erable diversity  in  the  length  of  the  divisions,  and 
show  that  they  had  never  been  detennined  by  the 
same  authority  as  that  which  had  settled  the  Par- 
shioth of  the  Law  (Van  der  Ilooght,  Prw/nt.  in 
Bib.  §  35).  Of  the  traditional  divisions  of  the 
Hebrew  Bible,  however,  that  which  has  exercised 
most  influence  in  the  received  arrangement  of  the 
text,  was  the  subdivision  of  the  Lirger  sections  into 

verses  (D^p'IDD,  Pesukim).    These  do  not  appear 

to  have  been  used  till  the  post-Talmudic  recension 
of  the  text  by  the  JIasoretes  of  the  Uth  century. 
They  were  then  applied,  first  to  the  prose  and  after- 
wards to  the  poetical  books  of  the  Hebrew  Scriptures, 
superseding  in  the  latter  the  arrangement  of  ffriyoi, 
KuKa,  KdfjLfinra,  lines  and  groups  of  lines,  which 
had  been  based  upon  metrical  considerations.  The 
verses  of  the  Masoretic  divisions  were  preserved  with 
comparatively  shght  variations  through  the  middle 
ages,  and  came  to  the  knowleflge  of  translatoi-s  and 
editors  when  the  attention  of  European  scholars 
was  directed  to  the  study  of  Hebrew.  In  the  Hebrew 
MSS.  the  notation  had  been  simply  marked  by  the 
Soph-Pasuk  (:  )  stt  the  end  of  each  verse;  and  in 
the  earUer  printed  Hebrew  Bibles  (Sabionetta's, 
1557,  and  Plantin's,  15G6)  the  Hebrew  numerals 
which  guide  the  reader  in  referring,  are  attached 
to  every  fifth  verse  only.  The  Concordance  of  Kabbi 
Nathan,  1450,  however,  had  rested  on  the  applica- 
tion of  a  numeral  to  each  verse,  and  this  was 
adopted  by  the  Dominican  Pagninus  in  his  Latin 
version,  1528,  and  carried  throughout  the  whole  of 
the  Old  and  New  Testament,  coinciding  substan- 
tially, as  regards  the  former,  with  the  JIasoretic,  and 
therefore  with  the  modern  division,  but  differing 
materially  as  to  the  New  Testament  from  that 
which  was  adopted  by  Kobert  Stephens  (cf.  infra) 
and  through  his  widely  circulated  editions  passed 
into  general  reception.  The  chief  facts  that  remain 
to  be  state<l  as  to  the  verse  divisions  of  the  Old 
Testament  are,  (1)  that  it  was  adopted  by  Stephens 
in  his  eflition  of  the  Vulgate,  1555,  and  by  1-rellon 
in  that  of  1550:  (2)  that  it  appeared,  for  the  first 
time  in  an  English  translation,  in  the  Geneva  Bible 
of  1560,  and  was  thence  transferred  to  the  Bishops' 
Bible  of  15(58,  and  the  Authorized  Version  of  1611. 
In  Coverdale's  Bible  we  meet  with  the  older  nota- 
tion, which  was  in  familiar  use  for  other  books,  and 
retained  in  some  instances  (e.  //.  in  references  to 
Plato),  to  the  present  times.  The  letters  A  BCD 
are  placed  at  equal  distances  in  the  margin  of  each 
page,  and  the  reference  is  made  to  the  page  (or,  in 
the  case  of  Scripture,  to  the  chapter)  and  the  letter 
accordingly. 

The  Septuagint  translation,  together  with  the 
I^tin  versions  based  upon  it,  have  contributed  little 
!  or  nothing  to  the  received  division  of  the  Bible. 
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Made  at  a  time  when  tlie  Rabbinic  subdivisions 
were  not  enforced,  liardly  perhaps  existing,  and  not 
used  in  the  worsliip  of  the  synagogue,  there  was  no 
reason  for  the  scrupulous  care  which  showed  itself 
in  regard  to  the  Hebrew  text.  The  language  of  i 
TertuUian  (Scorp.  ii.)  and  Jerome  (in  Mic.  vi.  9;  ' 
Zeph.  iii.  4)  implies  the  existence  of  "capitula" 
of  some  sort ;  but  the  word  does  not  api)ear  to  have 
been  used  in  any  more  definite  sense  than  "locus" 
or  "  passage."  The  liturgical  use  of  portions  of 
the  Old  Testament  would  lead  to  the  employment 
of  some  notation  to  distinguish  the  avayvdo'fj.aTa 
or  "  lectiones,"  and  individual  students  or  transcrib- 
ers might  adopt  a  system  of  reference  of  their  own ; 
but  we  find  nothing  corresponding  to  the  fully  or- 
ganized notation  which  originated  with  the  Talmud- 
ists  or  ilasoretes.  It  is  possible  indeed  that  the 
general  use  of  Lectionaria  —  in  which  the  portions 
read  in  the  Church  services  were  written  separately 
—  may  have  hindered  the  development  of  such  a 
system.  Whatever  traces  of  it  we  find  are  accord- 
ingly scanty  and  fluctuating.  The  stichometric 
mode  of  writing  (i.  e.  the  division  of  the  text  into 
short  lines,  generally  with  very  little  regard  to  the 
sense)  adopted  in  the  4th  or  5th  centuries  (see  Pro- 
legom.  to  Breitinger's  Stptuayint,  i.  §  6),  though 
it  may  have  facihtated  reference,  or  been  useful  as 
a  guide  to  the  reader  in  the  half-chant  commonly 
used  in  liturgical  services,  was  too  arbitrary  (ex- 
cept where  it  corresponded  to  the  parallel  clauses 
of  the  Hebrew  poetical  books)  and  inconvenient  to 
be  generally  adopted.  The  Alexandrian  MS.  pre- 
sents a  partial  notation  of  Kc^oAaia,  but  as  regards 
the  Old  Testament  these  are  found  only  in  portions 
of  Deuteronomy  and  Joshua.  Traces  exist  (Cote- 
ler.  Monuin.  Eccles.  GriBC,  Breitinger,  Proleg.  ut 
sup.)  of  a  like  division  in  Numbers,  Exodus,  and 
Leviticus,  and  Latin  MSS.  present  frequently  a  sys- 
tem of  division  into  "tituli"  or  "capitula,"  but 
without  any  recognized  standards.  In  the  13th 
century,  however,  the  development  of  theology  as  a 
science,  and  the  more  frequent  use  of  the  Scriptures 
as  a  text-book  for  lectures,  led  to  the  general  adop- 
tion of  a  more  systematic  division,  traditionally  as- 
cribed [by  some]  to  Stephen  Langton,  Archbishop 
of  Canterbury  (Triveti  Annul,  p.  182,  ed.  Oxon.), 
[by  others  to]  Hugh  de  St.  Cher  [Hugo  de  S. 
Caro]  (GUbert  Genebrard,  Ckronol.  1.  iv.  644),  and 
passing  through  his  commentary  {Posiilla  in  Uni- 
versa  Biblin,  and  Concordance,  circ.  1240)  into 
general  use.  No  other  subdivision  of  the  chapters 
was  miited  with  this  beyond  that  indicated  by  the 
marginal  letters  A  B  C  D  as  described  above. 

As  regards  the  Old  Testament  then,  the  present 
arrangement  grows  out  of  the  union  of  Cardinal 
Hugo's  capitular  division  and  the  ^lasoretic  verses. 
The  Apocryphal  books,  to  which  of  course  no  Ma- 
soretic  division  was  applicable,  did  not  receive  a 
versicular  division  till  the  Latin  edition  of  Pagninus 
in  1528,  nor  the  division  now  in  use  till  Stephens's 
edition  of  the  Vulgate  in  1555. 

(2.)  The  history  of  the  New  Testament  presents 
some  additional  facts  of  interest.  Here,  as  in  the 
case  of  the  Old,  the  system  of  notation  grew  out  of 
the  necessities  of  study.  The  comparison  of  the 
Gospel  narrative  gave  rise  to  attempts  to  exhibit 
the  harmony  between  them.     Of  these,  the  first  of 


a  *  Euthalius  appears  to  have  derived  these  divis- 
'ons,  at  least  in  the  Acts,  from  a  M.S.  written  by  Pam- 
philus  the  martyr  (d.  a.  d.  309).  See  Montfaucon, 
Bibl.  Coislin.  p.  78  £f. ;  Tregelles,  Text.  Crit.  of  the  N. 
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which  we  have  any  record  was  the  Diatessaron  of 
Tatian  in  the  2d  century  (Euseb.  H.  E.  iv.  29). 
This  was  followed  by  a  work  of  like  character  from 
Ammonius  of  Alexandria  in  the  3d  (Eu.seb.  Epist.  ad 
C(irpinnum).  The  system  adopted  by  Ammonius, 
however,  tliat  of  attaching  to  the  Gospel  of  St.  Mat- 
thew the  parallel  passages  of  the  other  three,  and 
in.serting  those  which  were  not  parallel,  destroyed 
the  outward  form  in  which  the  Gospel  history  had 
been  recorded,  [and]  was  practically  inconvenient. 
Nor  did  their  labors  have  any  direct  effect  on  the 
arrangement  of  the  Greek  text,  unless  we  adopt  the 
conjectures  of  ilill  and  Wetstein  that  it  is  to  Am- 
monius or  Tatian  that  we  have  to  ascribe  the  mar- 
ginal notation  of  Ke(pa.\ata,  marked  by  A  B  T  A, 
which  are  found  in  the  older  MS^  The  search 
after  a  more  convenient  method  of  exhibiting  the 
parallelisms  of  the  Gospels  led  Eusebius  of  Csesarea 
to  form  the  ten  Canons  {Kavovesi  registers)  which 
bear  his  name,  and  in  which  the  sections  of  the 
Gospels  are  classed  according  as  the  fact  narrated 
is  found  in  one  Evangelist  only,  or  in  two  or  more. 
In  appljing  this  system  to  the  transcription  of  the 
Gospels,  each  of  them  was  divided  into  shorter  sec- 
tions of  variable  length,  and  to  each  of  these  were 
attached  two  numerals,  one  indicating  the  Canon 
under  which  it  would  be  found,  and  the  other  its 
place  in  that  Canon.  Luke  [iii,  21,  22].  for  exam- 
ple, would  represent  [constituted]  the  13th  section 
belonging  to  the  first  Canon  [corresponding  to  the 
14th  section  in  Matthew,  the  oth  in  Mark,  and  the 
15th  in  John,  —  the  first  Canon  comprising  the 
sections  common  to  the  four  Gospels].  This  divis- 
ion, however,  extended  only  to  the  books  that  had 
come  under  the  study  of  the  Harmonists.  The 
Epistles  of  St.  Paul  were  first  divided  in  a  similar 
manner  by  the  unknown  Bishop  to  whom  Euthalius 
assigns  the  credit  of  it  {circ.  396),  and  he  himself, 
at  the  instigation  of  Athanasius  [the  younger],  ap- 
plied the  method  of  division  to  the  Acts  and  the 
Catholic  Epistles.  Andrew,  bishop  of  Csesarea  in 
Cappadocia,  completed  the  work  by  diriding  the 
Apocal\-pse  {circ.  500)." 

Of  the  four  great  uncial  ilSS.,  A  [and  so  the 
Sinaitic  MS.,  but  not,  according  to  Tischendorf,  a 
prima  maAu\  presents  the  Ammonian  or  Eusebian 
numerals  and  canons,  C  and  D  the  numerals  with- 
out the  canons.  B  has  neither  numerals  nor  ca- 
nons, but  a  notation  of  its  own,  the  chief  peculi- 
arity of  which  is,  that  the  Epistles  of  St.  Paul  are 
treated  as  a  single  book,  and  brought  under  a  con- 
tinuous capitulation.  After  passing  into  disuse 
and  so  into  comparative  oblivion,  the  Eusebian  and 
Euthalian  divisions  have  recently  (since  1827)  again 
become  familiar  to  the  English  student  through 
Bishop  Lloyd's  edition  of  the  Greek  Testament. 
[The  Eusebian  sections  and  canons  also  appear  in 
the  recent  editions  of  Tischendorf,  Wordsworth, 
and  Tregelles.] 

With  the  New  Testament,  however,  as  with  the 
Old,  the  division  into  chapters  adopted  by  Hugh 
de  St.  Cher  superseded  those  that  had  been  in  use 
pre\-iously,  appeared  in  the  early  editions  of  the 
Vulgate,  was  transferred  to  the  English  Bible  by 
Coverdale,  and  so  became  universal.  The  notation 
of  the  verses  in  each  chapter  naturally  followed  on 
the  use  of  the  Masoretic  verses  for  the  Old  Testa- 


T.  pp.  27,  32.  On  the  Eusebian  sections  and  canons 
see  Scrivener,  Introd.  to  the  Crit.  of  the  N.  T.  pp.  50- 
53.  A. 
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ment.  The  superiority  of  such  a  diWsion  over  the 
marginal  notation  A  li  C  D  in  the  Bible  of  Car- 
dinal Hugh  de  St.  Cher  led  men  to  adopt  an  anal- 
ogous system  for  the  Xew.  In  the  I^tin  version 
of  Pagninus  accordingly,  there  is  a  versicular  divis- 
ion, though  differing  from  the  one  subsequently 
used  in  the  greater  length  of  its  verses.  The  ab- 
sence of  an  authoritative  standard  like  that  of  the 
Masoretes,  left  more  scope  to  the  individual  discre- 
tion of  editors  or  printers,  and  the  activity  of  the 
two  St«phenses  caused  that  which  they  adopted  in 
their  numerous  editions  of  the  Greek  Testament 
and  Vulgate  to  be  generally  received.  In  the 
Preface  to  the  Concordance,  published  by  Henry 
Stephens,  1594,  he  gives  the  following  account  of 
the  origin  of  this  division.  His  father,  he  tells  us, 
finding  the  books  of  the  New  Testament  already 
divided  into  chapters  {tmemata,  or  sections),  pro- 
ceeded to  a  further  subdivision  into  verses.  The 
name  versicuU  did  not  commend  itself  to  him.  He 
would  have  preferred  tmematia  or  sectiunculoe,  but 
the  preference  of  others  for  the  former  led  him  to 
adopt  it.  The  whole  work  was  accomplished  "  inter 
equitandum  "  on  his  journey  from  Paris  to  Lyons. 
'While  it  was  in  progress  men  doubted  of  its  suc- 
cess. No  sooner  was  it  known  than  it  met  with 
universal  acceptance.  The  edition  in  which  this 
division  was  first  adopted  was  published  in  1551, 
another  came  from  the  same  press  in  1555.  It  was 
used  for  the  Vulgate  in  the  Antwerp  edition  of 
Hentenius  in  1559,  for  the  EngUsh  version  pub- 
lished in  Geneva  in  1560,  and  from  that  time,  with 
slight  variations  in  detail,  has  been  universaUy  rec- 
ognized. The  convenience  of  such  a  system  for 
reference  is  obvious  ;  but  it  may  be  questioned 
whether  it  has  not  been  purchased  by  a  great  sac- 
rifice of  the  perception  by  ordinarj'  readers  of  the 
true  order  and  connection  of  the  books  of  the  Bi- 
ble." In  some  cases  the  division  of  chapters  sep- 
arates portions  which  are  very  closely  united  (see 
e.  g.  Matt.  ix.  38,  and  x.  1,  xix.  30,  and  xx.  1 ; 
Mark  ii.  2-3-28,  and  iii.  1-5,  viii.  38,  and  ix.  1 ; 
Luke  XX.  45-47,  and  xxi.  1-4;  Acts  vii.  60,  and 
viii.  1 ;  1  Cor.  x.  33.  xi.  1 ;  2  Cor.  iv.  18,  v.  1,  vi. 
18,  and  vii.  1),  and  throughout  gives  the  impression 
of  a  formal  division  altogether  at  variance  with  the 
continuous  flow  of  narrative  or  thought  which  char- 
acterized the  book  as  it  came  from  the  hand  of  the 
writer.  The  separation  of  verses  in  its  turn  has  con- 
duced largely  to  the  habit  of  building  doctrinal  sys- 
tems upon  isolated  texts.  Tlie  advantages  of  the  re- 
ceived method  are  united  with  those  of  an  arrange- 
ment representing  the  original  more  faithfully  in  the 
structure  of  the  Paragraph  Bibles,  lately  published 
by  different  editors,  and  in  the  Greek  Testaments 
of  Uoyd,  Lachmann,  and  Tischendorf.  The  stu- 
dent ought,  however,  to  remember  in  using  these 
that  the  paragraphs  belong  to  the  editor,  not  to  the 
writer,  and  are  therefore  liable  to  the  same  casual- 
ties rising  out  of  subjective  pecuUarities,  dogmatic 
bias,  and  the  like,  as  the  chapters  of  our  common 
Bibles.  Practically  the  risk  of  such  casualties  has 
been  reduced  almost  to  a  minimum  by  the  care  of 
editors  to  avoid  the  errors  into  which  their  prede- 
cessors have  fallen,  but  the  possibility  of  the  evil 
exists,  and  should  therefore  be  guarded  against  by 
the  exercise  of  an  independent  judgment. 

E.  H.  P. 


o  •  On  thU  point  see  the  striking  remarks  of  Locke 
in  the  Preface  to  his  Paraphrase  and  Notes  on  the 
f^tks  of  St.  Paul.  A. 
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*  BIBLE,  ENGLISH.  See  Vkksion,  au- 
thorized. 

BICH'RI  ("^~l?2l :  Boxopl  [Vat.  Alex,  -ptt] : 
Bocliri ;  Jirst-hom,  Sim.;  youthful,  Gesen.  Fiirst; 
but  perhaps  rather  son  of  Etcher),  ancestor  of 
Sheba  (2  Sam.  xx.  1  ff.).     [Becher.] 

A.  C.  H. 

BID'KAR  ("ir2"!3  {stahber,  Ges.] :  Ba5<(t<£p 
[Vat.i  -/co];  Joseph.  BoSa/cpoj:  Badacer),  Jehu's 
"  captain  "  (W  ^W  :  Joseph.  6  Trjs  Tplrris  fioipas 
fjytfiuiy,  Ant.  ix.  6,  §  3),  originally  his  fellow-offi- 
cer (2  K.  ix.  25);  who  completed  the  sentence  on 
Jehoram  son  of  Ahab,  by  casting  his  body  into  the 
field  of  Naboth  after  Jehu  had  transfixed  him  with 
an  arrow. 

BIER.     [Burial.] 

BIGTHA  (Sn?3  :  BapoC^;  [Vat.  Ba>paCi?; 
Alex,  corrupt;  Comp".  Bayadd:]   Bagutha),  one  of 

the  seven  "chamberlains"  (C^D^HD,  eunuchs) 
of  the  harem  ■oi  Ahasuerus  (Esth.  i.  10). 

BIG'THAN    and    BIGTHA'NA   (^n^S, 

Esth.  ii.  21,  and  W3ri52)  vi.  2:  Bagalhan),  a 
eunuch  ("chamberlain,"  A.  V.)  in  the  court  of 
Ahasuerus,  one  of  those  "  who  kept  the  door " 
(marg.  "  threshold,"  a.pxi(TwiJ.aTo<pv\aKes,  LXX.), 
and  who  conspired  with  Teresh,  one  of  his  coadju- 
tors, against  the  king's  life.  The  conspiracy  was 
detected  by  Mordecai,  and  the  eunuchs  hung. 
Prideaux  ( Con.  i.  363 )  supjwses  that  these  officers 
had  been  partially  superseded  by  the  degradation 
of  Vashti,  and  sought  revenge  by  the  murder  of 
Ahasuerus.  This  suggestion  falls  in  with  that  of 
the  Chaldee  Vs.,  and  of  the  LXX.  which  in  Esth. 
ii.  21  interpolates  the  words  i\vTr-l)dr\aav  oi  5uo 
evvovxoi  rov  fiafft\ea>s  ....  ort  irpoiixOri  Map- 
Soxciios-  The  name  is  omitted  by  the  LXX.  on 
both  occasions.  Bigthan  is  probably  derived  from 
the  Pfersian  and  Sanskrit  Bagaddna,  "  a  gift  of 
fortune"  (Gesen.  s.  v.).  F.  W.  F. 

BIG'VAI  [2  syl.]  C^]?2  :  Bayovt,  Bayovdt, 
[etc.:]  Beguai,  IBegui]). 

1.  "  Children  of  Bigvai,"  2056  (Neh.  2067)  in 
numter,  returned  from  the  Captivity  with  Zerub- 
babel  (Ezr.  ii.  14;  Neh.  vii.  19),  and  72  of  them 
at  a  later  date  with  Ezra  (Ezr.  viii.  14).  [Bagoi; 
Baoo.] 

2.  (Beguai,  Begoni.)  Apparently  one  of  the 
chiefs  of  Zerubbabel's  expedition  (I-^r.  ii.  2 ;  Neh. 
vii.  7),  and  who  afterwards  signed  the  covenant 
(Neh.  X.  16). 

BIK'ATH-A'VEN',  Am.  i.  5,  marg.  [Aven 

1;    CcELESYRIA.] 

BILDAD  (T'lrba,  son  of  contention,  if  Ge- 

senius's  derivation  of  it  from  ^^7  ]?  be  correct; 
BoA5c»5;  [Alex.  BaKias,  in  Job  ii.  11:  xviii.  1:] 
BaUltid),  the  second  of  Job's  three  friends.     He  is 

called  "  the  Shuhite  "  ("•TO'.S^n),  which  implies 
l)oth  his  family  and  nation.  Shuah  was  the  name 
of  a  son  of  Abraham  and  Keturah,  and  of  an  Ara- 
bian tribe  sprung  from  him,  when  he  had  been  sent 
eastward  by  his  father.  Gesenius  (».  v.)  supposes 
it  to  be  "  the  same  as  the  SoucKaia  of  Ptolemy 
(v.  15)  to  the  east  of  Batanea,"  and  therefore  to 
the  east  of  the  Land  of  Uz  [Shuah].  The  LXX., 
strangely  enough,  renders  it  6  rwy  ^vx*t^y  fir- 
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payvoi,  appearing  to  intend  a  distinction  between 
him  and  the  other  friends,  whom  in  the  same  verse 
it  calls  j8a<rtA.€?s  (Job.  ii.  11). 

Bildad  takes  a  share  in  each  of  the  three  contro- 
versies with  Job  (viii.,  xviii.,  xxv.).  He  follows  in 
the  train  of  Eliphaz,  but  with  more  violent  decla- 
mation, less  argument,  and  keener  invective.  His 
address  is  abrupt  and  untender;  and  in  his  very  first 
speech  he  cruelly  attributes  the  death  of  Job's  chil- 
dren to  their  own  transgressions  and  loudly  calls 
on  Job  to  repent  of  his  supposed  crimes.  His  sec- 
ond speech  (xviii.)  merely  recapitulates  his  former 
assertions  of  the  temporal  calamities  of  the  wicked ; 
on  this  occasion  he  implies,  without  expressing. 
Job's  wickedness,  and  does  not  condescend  to  ex- 
hort him  to  repentance.  In  the  third  speech  (xxv.), 
unable  to  refute  the  sufferer's  arguments,  he  takes 
refuge  in  irrelevant  dogmatism  on  God's  glory  and 
man's  nothingness :  in  reply  to  which  Job  justly 
reproves  him  both  for  deficiency  in  argument  and 
failure  in  charitable  forbearance  (Ewald,  das  Buck 
Ijob).     [See  Job.]  .  F.  W.  F. 

BIL'BAM  (n^^2  [foreigner,  Ges.;  or 
throat,  gorge,  Dietr.J:  'UfifiKixiV,  [Vat.  cm.;] 
Alex.  l^Kouxfji'  Baalam),  a  town  in  the  western 
half  of  the  tribe  of  Manasseh,  named  only  in  1 
Chr.  vi.  70,  as  being  given  (with  its  "suburbs") 
to  the  Kohathites.  In  the  lists  in  Josh.  xvii. 
and  xxi.  this  name  does  not  appear,  and  Ibleam 
and  Gath-rimmon  are  substituted  for  it,  the  former 
by  an  easy  change  of  letters,  the  latter  uncertain. 
[Gath-rimmox;  Ibleam.]  G. 

BIL'GAH  (naba  [cheerfulness]:  b^eXyi^; 
[Yat.  BeA/SasO  Belga).  1.  A  priest  in  the  time 
of  David ;  the  head  of  the  fifteenth  course  for  the 
temple  service  (1  Chr.  xxiv.  14). 

2.  [Vat.  Alex.  FA.i  omit ;  Rom.  in  Neh.  xii.  18 
'RaXyds-]  A  priest  who  returned  from  Babylon 
with  Zerubbabel  and  Joshua  (Neh.  xii.  5,  18); 
probably  the  same  who,  under  the  slightly  altered 
name  Bilgai,  sealed  the  covenant  (Neh.  x.  8). 

BIL'GAI  [2  syl.]  02^2  [cheerfulness-] : 
B€\7o'(;  [V^at.  BeAo-e/o,  FA.  -ffia.:]  Belgai),^eh. 
X.  8 ;  probably  the  same  as  Bilgah,  2. 

BIL'HAH  (nnVa  [perh.  bashfulness]: 
BaWd'-  Bala).  1.  Handmaid  of  Rachel  (Gen. 
xxix.  29),  and  concubine  of  Jacob,  to  whom  she 
bore  Uan  and  Naphtali  (Gen.  xxx.  3-8,  xxxv.  25, 
xlvi.  25;  1  Chr.  vii.  13).  Her  step-son  Reuben  af- 
terwards lay  with  her  (Gen.  xxxv.  22),  which  en- 
tailed a  curse  upon  Reuben  (Gen.  xlix.  4). 

2.  [Baa\d;  Vat.  AfieWa]  A  town  of  the 
Simeonites  (1  Chr.  iv.  29);  also  called  Baalah  and 
Balah.     [Baal,  p.  208,  No.  2,  b.] 

BIL'HAN  (]rT72  [perh.  modest]:  BaKadfi.; 
[Alex.  BaAoai/:]  Balaan,  the  same  root  as  Bilhah, 
Gen.  xxx.  3,  &c.  The  final  ->  is  evidently  a  Horite 
termination,  as  in  Zaavan,  Akan,  Dishan,  Aran, 
I^otan,  Alvan,  Hemdan,  Eshban,  &c. ;  and  may 
be  compared  with  the  Etruscan  e7ia,  Greek  a(v)s, 
uv,  &c.). 

1.  A  Horite  chief,  son  of  Ezer,  son  of  Seir, 
dwelling  in  Mount  Seir,  in  the  Land  of  Edom  (Gen. 
icxxvi.  27;  1  Chr.  i.  42). 

2.  (BoAttaf :  Balan.)  A  Benjamite,  son  of  Je- 
iiael  (1  Chr.  vii.  10).     It  does  not  appear  clearly 


«  *  Against  this  opinion  see  Meyer  {in  loc.)  wiio  says 
there  is  not  a  single  Greek  example  of  y^viiria.  with  this 
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from  which  of  the  sons  of  Benjamin  Jediael  waa 
descended,  as  he  is  not  mentioned  in  Gen.  xlvi.  21, 
or  Num.  xxvi.  But  as  he  was  the  father  of  Ehud 
(ver.  10),  and  Ehud  seems,  from  1  Chr.  viii.  3,  6, 
to  have  been  a  son  of  Bela,  Jediael,  and  conse- 
quently Bilhan,  were  probably  Belaites.  The  oc- 
currence of  Billian  as  well  as  Bela  in  the  tribe  of 
Benjamin,  names  both  imported  from  Edom,  is  re- 
markable. A.  C.  H. 

BIL'SHAN  Ol»^2  [son  of  the  tongue]: 
BaXacrdv  [Vat.  Baapafx],  BoLKffdv  [Alex.  Boaffoi', 
FA.  Bofftpav] :  Belsan,  [Belsam] ),  one  of  Zerub- 
babel's  companions  on  his  expedition  from  Babylon 
(Ezr.  ii.  2;  Neh.  vii.  7). 

BIM'HAL  (vnXpS  [son  of  circumcision]; 
Bafj.a'fiK;  [Vat.  l/xa\aT]\:]  Chnmaal).  one  of  the 
sons  of  Japhlet  in  the  line  of  Asher  (1  Chr.  vii.  33). 

BIN'EA  (My32  [perh.  fountain]:  Baavd; 
[Vat.  Bava,  1  Chr.  viii.  37;  Alex.  do.  ix.  43:] 
Sanaa),  the  son  of  Moza;  one  of  the  descendants 
of  Saul  (1  Chr.  viii.  37;  ix.  43). 

BINNU'I  0=132  [a  building,  Ges.;  kindred- 
ship,  Fiirst]:  Bauuta;  [Vat.  E^Savaio:]  Bennm). 
1.  A  Levite,  father  of  Noadiah,  in  Ezra's  time 
(Ezr.  viii.  33). 

2.  [Bavovi'i  Vat.  FA.  @avovi:  Bennui.]  One 
of  the  sons  of  Pahath-moab,  who  had  taken  a  for- 
eign wife  (Ezr.  x.  30).   [Balnuus.] 

3.  [Bavovi:  Bennui.]  Aiother  Israelite,  of  the 
sons  of  Bani,  who  had  also  taken  a  foreign  wife 
(Ezr.  x.  38).  [Here  the  A.V.  ed.  1611,  etc.  reads 
Bennui.] 

4.  [Bavovi:  BannuL]  Altered  from  Bani  in  the 
corresponding  list  in  Ezra  (Neh.  vii.  15). 

5.  [In  Neh.  iii.  24,  Bavi,  Vat.  Alex.  FA.  Barei ; 
X.  9,  Bavaiov,  xii.  8,  Bavovi:  Bennui.]  A  Levite, 
son  of  Henadad,  who  assisted  at  the  reparation  of 
the  wall  of  Jerusalem,  imder  Nehemiah,  Neh.  iii. 
24,  X.  9.     He  is  possibly  also  the  Binnui  in  xii.  8. 

BIRDS.     [Fowls.] 

BIR'SHA  (17t»")2  [son  of  wickedness,  Ges.]  : 
Bapcrd:  Bersa),  king  of  Gomorrha  at  the  time  of 
the  invasion  of  Chedorlaomer  (Gen.  xiv.  2). 

*  BIRTH.     [Children.] 

BIRTHDAYS  (ra  ytvecria,  Matt.  xiv.  6). 
Properly  ra  yfvedKia  is  a  birthday  feast  (and  hence 
in  the  early  wTiters  the  day  of  a  martyr's  com- 
memoration), but  rk  yevfaia  seems  to  be  used  in 
this  sense  by  a  Hellenism,  for  in  Herod,  iv.  26  it 
means  a  day  in  honor  of  the  dead.  It  is  very  prob- 
able that  in  Matt.  xiv.  6  the  feast  to  commemorate 
Herod's  accession  is  intended,"  for  we  know  that 
such  feasts  were  common  (esjiecially  in  Herod's 
family,  Joseph.  Ant.  xv.  11,  §3;  Blunt's  Coinci- 
dences, Append,  vii.),  and  were  called  "  the  day  of 
the  king"  (Hos.  vii.  5).  The  Gemarists  distin- 
guish  expressly  between  C'D^^S    Vt27  W^DIS^, 

yev4<Tia  regni,  and  the  HT*  vH  DV  or  buthday. 
(Lightfoot,  Hot.  Hebr.  ad  Matt.  xiv.  6.) 

The  custom  of  observing  birthdays  is  very  an- 
cient (Gen.  xl.  20;  Jer.  xx.  15);  and  in  Job  i.  4, 
&c.,  we  read  that  Job's  sons  "  feasted  every  one  his 
day."  In  I'ersia  they  were  celebrated  with  peculiar 
honors  and  banquets,  for  the  details  of  which  see 


meaning.    See  also  Kuinoel,  i.  426.    There  is  no  reason 
for  discarding  the  usual  sense  in  Matt.  xiv.  6.       H. 
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Herod,  i.  138.  And  in  Egj-pt  "  the  birthdays  of  ' 
the  kings  were  celebrated  with  great  pomp.  They  | 
were  looked  upon  as  holy ;  no  business  was  done : 
upon  them,  and  all  classes  indulged  in  the  festivi-  | 
ties  suitable  to  the  occasion.  Every  Egyptian  at- : 
tached  much  imiwrtance  to  the  day,  and  even  to  j 
the  hour  of  his  birth "  (Wilkinson,  v.  290). 
Probably  in  consequence  of  the  ceremonies  usual 
in  their  celebration,  the  Jews  regarded  their  ob- 
senance  as  an  idolatrous  custom  (Lightfoot,  I.  c).  j 

F.  \V.  F.      ! 

BIRTHRIGHT  (nnS^?  :  rh  irpecTorSKta).  \ 
The  advantages  accruing  to  the  eldest  son  were  not  | 
definitely  fixed  in  patriarchal  times.  The  theory  , 
that  he  was  the  priest  of  the  family  rests  on  no  j 
scriptural  statement,  and  the  liabbis  appear  divided  | 
on  the  question  (see  Hottinger's  A^ote  on  Gooduiu's  i 
Moses  awl  Aaron,  i.  1;  Ugol.  iii.  53).  Great 
respect  was  paid  to  him  in  the  household,  and,  as 
the  family  widened  into  a  tribe,  this  grew  into  a 
sustained  authority,  undefined  save  by  custom,  in 
all  matters  of  common  interest.  Thus  the  "princes" 
of  the  congregation  had  probably  rights  of  primo- 
geniture (Num.  vii.  2,  x-xi.  18,  xxv.  14).  A  "  double 
portion"  of  the  paternal  proijerty  was  allotted  by 
the  ^Mosaic  law  (l)eut.  xxi.  15-17),  nor  could  the 
caprice  of  the  father  deprive  him  of  it.  This  prob- 
ably means  twice  as  much  as  any  other  son  enjoyed. 
Such  was  the  inheritance  of  Joseph,  his  sons  reckon- 
ing with  his  brethren,  and  becoming  heads  of  tribes. 
This  seems  to  explain  the  request  of  Elisha  for  a 
"  double  portion  "  of  Elijah's  spirit  (2  K.  ii.  9). 
Reul>en,  through  his  unfilial  conduct,  was  deprived 
of  the  birthright  (Gen.  xlix.  4;  1  Chr.  v.  1).  It 
is  likely  that  some  remembrance  of  this  lost  pre- 
eminence stirred  the  Reubenite  leaders  of  Korah's 
rebellion  (Num.  xvi.  1,  2,  xxvi.  5-9).  Esau's  act, 
transferring  his  right  to  Jacob,  was  allowed  valid 
(Gen.  xxv.  33).  The  first-born  of  the  king  was 
his  successor  by  law  (2  Chr.  xxi.  3);  David,  how- 
ever, by  divine  appointment,  excluded  Adonijah  in 
favor  of  Solomon,  which  deviation  from  rule  was 
indicated  by  the  anointing  (Goodwin,  I.  c.  4,  with 
Hottinger's  notes).  The  first-bom  of  a  line  is  often 
noted  by  the  early  scriptural  genealogies,  e.  g.  Gen. 
xxii.  21,  xxv.  13;  Num.  xxvi.  5,  &c.  The  Jews 
attached  a  sacred  import  to  the  title  (see  Schi.ttgen, 
Ilm:  Hebr.  i.  922)  and  thus  "first-bom"  and 
"  first-begotten  "  seem  applied  to  the  Messiah  (Rom. 
viii.  29,  Heb.  i.  6).  H.  H. 

*  The  term  "  first-bom  "  is  used  figuratively  to 
denote  preeminence,  and  is  applied  to  one  peculiarly 
distinguished  by  the  favor  of  God,  as  to  David,  I's. 
Ixxxix.  27;  to  the  JewLsh  nation  as  the  chosen 
people,  Ex.  iv.  22;  2  Esdr.  iv.  58;  Psalt.  Salom. 
xviii.  4  (Fabric.  Cod.  psetulejnr/r.  V.  T.  i.  970); 
and  to  Eplmiim,  Jer.  xxxi.  9.     See  also  Col.  i.  15. 

A. 

BiR'ZAViTH   (n^na,  Ken,   nn-Q 

[dke-souvct,  Fiirst]:  Bepflojfl,  [Vat.  Brj^aifl;] 
Alex.  BfD^oi*:  B'irsaith),  a  name  occurring  in  the 
genealogies  of  Asher  (1  Chr.  vii.  31),  and  ai)piv- 
rently,  from  the  mode  of  its  mention,  the  name  of 
a  place  (comp.  the  similar  expression,  "  father  of 
Bethlehem,  "  "father  of  Tekoa,"  &c.  in  chaps,  ii. 
and  iv.).  Ihe  reading  of  the  Keri  may  l)e  inter- 
preted "well  of  olives."  No  trace  of  it  is  found 
elsewhere. 

BISH'LAM  (D^??2  [son  of  pence]  :  Bese- 
lam),  apparently  an  officer  or  commissioner  {avv- 
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ra<T(r6fievos,  1  Esdr.  ii.  16)  of  Artaxerxes  in  Pal- 
estine at  the  time  of  the  return  of  Zerubbabel  from 
captivity  (Ezr.  iv.  7).     By  the  LXX.  the  word  is 
translated  iv  tlp-hvri-,  in  peace:  see  margin  of  A.  . 
v.,  and  so  also  both  Arabic  and  Syriac  versions. 

BISHOP  (^iriV/cojros).  Tliis  word,  applied  ui 
the  N.  T.  to  the  officers  of  the  Church  who  were  . 
charged  with  certain  functions  of  superintendence, 
had  been  in  use  before  as  a  title  of  office.  The  in- 
spectors or  commissioners  sent  by  Athens  to  her 
subject-states  were  iiriffKoirot  (Aristoph.  ^r.  1022), 
and  their  office,  like  that  of  the  Spartan  Haraiosts, 
authorized  them  to  interfere  in  all  the  political  ar- 
rangements of  the  state  to  which  they  were  sent. 
The  title  was  still  current  and  beginning  to  be  used 
by  the  Romans  in  the  later  days  of  the  republic 
(Cic.  ad  Alt.  vii.  11).  The  Hellenistic  Jews  found 
it  employed  in  the  LXX.,  though  with  no  very  defi- 
nite value,  for  officers  charged  with  certain  func- 
tions (Num.  iv.  16,  xxxi.  14 ;  Ps.  cix.  8 ;  Is.  Ix.  17 ; 

for  Heb.  n"^p2,  or  "TlpS.  AVheu  the  oi^aniza- 
tion  of  the  Christian  churches  in  Gentile  cities  in- 
volved the  assignment  of  the  work  of  pastoral  su- 
perintendence to  a  distinct  order,  the  title  iiricrKOTros 
presented  itself  as  at  once  convenient  and  famiUar, 
and  was  therefore  adopted  as  readily  as  the  word 
elder  (irp«<r/3vT€pos )  had  been  in  the  mother  church 
of  Jemsalem.  That  the  two  titles  were  originally 
equivalent  is  clear  from  the  following  facts. 

1.  'EtriffKoiroi  and  Trpfa^vrtpoi  are  nowhere 
named  together  as  being  orders  distinct  from  each 
other. 

2.  'EiriffKoiroi  and  SidKovoi  are  named  as  ap- 
parently an  exliaustive  division  of  the  officers  of 
churches  addressed  by  St.  Paul  as  an  apostle  (Phil, 
i.  1;  1  Tim.  iii.  1,  8). 

3.  The  same  persons  are  described  by  both 
names  (Acts  xx.  17,  28;  Tit.  i.  5,  7). 

4.  npeaPvTfpoi  discharge  functions  which  are 
essentially  episcopal,  i.  e.  involving  pastoral  sujjer- 
intendence  (1  Tim.  v.  17;  1  Pet.  v.  1,  2).  The 
age  that  followed  that  of  the  Apostles  witnessed  a 
gradual  change  in  the  application  of  the  words,  and 
in  the  i^pistles  of  Ignatius,  even  in  their  least  in- 
terpolated or  most  mutilated  fomi,  the  bishop  is 
recognized  as  distinct  from,  and  superior  to,  the 
presbj-ters  (Ep.  ad  Smytii.  c.  8;  ad  Trail,  ce.  2, 
3,  8;  nd  Mayn.  c.  6).  In  those  of  Clement  of 
Rome,  however,  the  two  words  are  still  dealt  with 
as  interchangeable  (1  Cor.  cc.  42,  44,  57).  The 
omission  of  any  mention  of  an  iirlaKoiro^  in  ad- 
dition to  the  wpfffPvTfpoi  and  StdKovoi  in  Poly- 
carp's  Epistle  to  the  Pliilippians  (c.  5),  and  the 
enumeration  of  "  a|X)stoli,  episcopi,  doctores,  minis- 
tri,"  in  the  Shepherd  of  Hernias  (i.  3,  5),  are  less 
decisive,  but  indicate  a  transition  stage  in  the  his- 
tory of  the  word. 

Assuming  as  proved  the  identity  of  the  bishops 
and  elders  of  the  N.  T.  we  have  to  inquire  into  — 
(1.)  The  relation  which  existed  lietween  the  two 
titles.  (2.)  The  functions  and  mode  of  api)ouitment 
of  the  men  to  whom  both  titles  were  appUed.  (3.) 
Their  relations  to  the  general  goveninient  and  dis- 
cipline of  the  Chiirch. 

I.  There  can  be  no  doubt  that  irpfa$vTfpoi  had 
the  priority  in  order  of  time.  The  existence  of  a 
botly  bearing  that  name  is  implied  in  the  use  of  the 
correlative  oi  vfdrtpoi  (comp.  Luke  xxii.  26;  1 
Pet.  V.  1,  5)  in  the  narrative  of  Ananias  (Acts  v.  6). 
The  order  itself  is  recognized  in  Acts  xi.  30,  and 
takes  part  in  the  delibemtions  of  the  Church  at 
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Jerusalem  in  Acts  xv.  It  is  transferred  by  Paul 
and  Barnabas  to  the  Gentile  churches  in  their  first 
missionary  journey  (Acts  xiv.  23).  The  earliest 
use  of  iiricTKonoL,  on  the  other  hand,  is  in  the  ad- 
dress of  St.  Paul  to  the  elders  at  Miletus  (Acts  xx. 
28),  and  there  it  is  rather  descriptive  of  functions 
than  given  as  a  title.  The  earliest  epistle  in  which 
it  is  formally  used  as  equivalent  to  irpecr^vrfpoi 
(except  on  the  improbable  hypothesis  that  Timothy 
belongs  to  the  period  following  on  St.  Paul's  de- 
pai'ture  from  Ephesus  in  Acts  xx.  1)  is  that  to  the 
Philippians,  as  late  as  the  time  of  his  first  impris- 
onment at  Itome.  It  was  natural,  indeed,  that 
this  should  be  the  order;  that  the  word  derived 
from  the  usages  of  the  synagogues  of  Palestine, 
every  one  of  which  had  its  superintending  elders  i 

(D"*3p_'r  :  comp.  Luke  vii.  3),  should  precede  that 
borrowed  from  the  constitution  of  a  Greek  state. 
If  the  latter  was  afterwards  felt  to  be  the  more 
adequate,  it  may  have  been  because  there  was  a  life 
in  the  organization  of  the  Church  higher  than  that 
of  the  s\iiagogues,  and  functions  of  pastoral  su- 
perintendence devolving  on  the  elders  of  the  Chris- 
tian congregation  which  were  unknown  to  those 
of  the  other  periods.  It  had  the  merit  of  being 
descriptive  as  well  as  titular;  a  "  nomen  officii" 
as  well  as  a  "  nomen  dignitatis."  It  could  lie 
associated,  as  the  other  could  not  be,  with  the 
thought  of  the  liigliest  pastoral  superintendence  — 
of  Christ  himself  as  the  iroifi^v  Kol  iiriffKOiros  (1 
Pet.  ii.  25). 

II.  Of  the  order  in  which  the  first  elders  were 
appointed,  as  of  the  occasion  which  led  to  the  in- 
stitution of  the  office,  we  have  no  record.  Argu- 
ing from  the  analogy  of  the  Seven  in  Acts  vi.  5,  6, 
it  would  seem  probable  that  they  were  chosen  by 
the  members  of  the  Church  collectively  (possibly  to 
take  the  place  that  had  been  filled  by  the  Seven, 
comp.  Staidey's  Apost.  Aye,  p.  64)  and  then  set 
apart  to  their  office  by  the  laying  on  of  the  Ajws- 
tles'  hands.  In  the  case  of  Timothy  (1  Tim.  iv. 
1-t;  2  Tim.  i.  G)  the  Trptff&vripiov,  probably  the 
body  of  the  elders  at  Lystra,  had  taken  part  with 
the  apostle  in  this  act  of  ordination ;  but  here  it 
remains  doubtful  whether  the  office  to  which  Tim- 
othy was  appointed  was  that  of  the  Bishop-Elder 
or  one  derived  from  the  special  commission  with 
which  the  two  epistles  addressed  to  him  show  him 
to  have  Ijeen  entrusted.  The  connection  of  1  Tim. 
V.  22  is,  on  the  whole,  against  our  referring  the  lay- 
ing on  of  hands  there  spoken  of  to  the  ordination 
of  elders  (comp.  Hammond,  in  foe),  and  the  same 
may  be  said  of  Ileb.  vi.  2.  The  imposition  of  hands 
was  indeed  the  outward  sign  of  the  communication 
of  all  spiritual  ;^api(r^oT<»,  as  well  as  of  functions 
for  which  xapio'/J-ara  were  required,  and  its  use  for 
the  latter  (as  in  1  Tim.  iv.  14;  2  Tim.  i.  G)  was 
connected  with  its  instrumentality  in  the  bestowal 
of  the  former.  The  conditions  which  were  to  be 
obsened  in  choosing  these  officers,  as  stated  in  the 
pastoral  epistles,  are,  blameless  life  and  reputation 
among  those  "  that  are  without  "  as  well  as  within 
the  Church,  fitness  for  the  work  of  teaching,  the 
wide  kindliness  of  temper  which  shows  itself  in 
hospitality,  the  being  "  the  husband  of  one  wife  " 
{i.  e.  according  to  the  most  probable  interpretation, 
not  divorced  and  then  married  to  another;  but 
comp.  Hammond,  i:stius,  Ellicott,  m  be.),  showing 
powers  of  govermnent  in  his  own  household  as  well 
as  in  self-control,  not  being  a  recent  and,  therefore, 
an  untried  convert.     When  appointed,  the  duties 
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of  the  bishop-elders  appear  to  have  been  as  follows 
1.  Geneiid  superintendence  over  the  spiritual 
well-being  of  the  flock  (1  Pet.  v.  2).  According  to 
the  aspects  which  this  function  presented,  those  on 
whom  it  devolved  were  described  as  iroifj.tvfs  (Eph. 
iv.  11),  wpotaTUTe^  (1  Tim.  v.  17),  Trpoio'Tdfj.ei'oi 
(1  Thess.  V.  12).  Its  exercise  called  for  the  xap'O"- 
fia  Kufiepur]ff(us  (1  Cor.  xii.  28).  The  last  two 
of  the  above  titles  imply  obviously  a  recognized 
rank,  as  well  as  work,  which  would  show  itself 
naturally  in  special  marks  of  honor  in  the  meetings 
of  the  Church.  2.  The  work  of  teaching,  both 
publicly  and  privately  (1  Thess.  v.  12;  Tit.  i.  9;  1 
Tim.  V.  17).  At  first,  it  appears  from  the  descrip- 
tion of  the  practices  of  the  Church  in  1  Cor.  xiv. 
26,  the  work  of  oral  teaching,  whatever  fonn  it  as- 
sumed, was  not  limited  to  any  body  of  men,  but 
was  exercised  according  as  each  man  possessed  a 
si)ecial  ;^apitr/iO  for  it.  Even  then,  however,  there 
were,  as  tlie  warnings  of  that  chapter  show,  some 
inconveniences  attendant  on  this  freedom,  and  it 
was  a  natural  remetly  to  select  men  for  the  special 
function  of  teaching  because  they  possessed  the 
Xiipifffjia,  and  then  gradually  to  confine  that  work 
to  them.  The  work  of  preaching  {K7)pv<Taeiv)  to 
the  heathen  did  not  belong,  apparently,  to  the 
bishop-eldei"s  as  such,  but  vas  the  office  of  the 
apostle-evangelist.  Their  duty  was  to  feed  the 
jlock,  teaching  publicly  (Tit.  i.  9),  opposing  errors, 
admonishing  privately  (1  Thess.  v.  12).  3.  The 
work  of  visiting  the  sick  appears  in  Jam.  v.  14,  as 
assigned  to  the  elders  of  the  Church.  There,  in- 
deed, it  is  connected  with  the  practice  of  anointing 
as  a  means  of  healing,  but  this  office  of  Christian 
sympathy  would  not,  we  may  believe,  be  confined 
to  the  exeroise  of  the  extraordinary  ;^ap4cr/iaTa 
iafidrwu,  and  it  is  probably  to  this,  and  to  acts  of 
a  like  kind,  that  we  are  to  refer  tlie  a.VTiKa/j,fidyf<r- 
0at  Tuiv  acrdevowTwv  of  Acts  xx.  35,  and  the  av- 
TtA7)\|/eis  of  1  Cor.  xii.  28.  4.  Among  these  acts 
of  chaiity  that  of  receiving  strangers  occupied  a 
conspicuous  place  (1  Tim.  iii.  2;  Tit.  i.  8).  The 
bishop-elder's  house  was  to  be  the  house  of  the 
Christian  who  arrived  in  a  strange  city  and  found 
himself  without  a  friend.  5.  Of  the  part  taken 
by  them  in  the  liturgical  meetings  of  the  Church 
we  have  no  distinct  evidence.  Reasoning  from  the 
language  of  1  Cor.  x.,  xii.,  and  from  the  practices  of 
the  ix)st-apostolic  age,  we  may  believe  that  they 
would  preside  at  such  meetings,  that  it  would  be- 
long to  them  to  bless  and  to  give  thanks  when  the 
Church  met  to  break  bread. 

The  mode  in  which  these  officers  of  the  Church 
were  supported  or  remunerated  varied  probably  in 
different  cities.  At  Miletus  St.  Paul  exhorts  the 
elders  of  the  Church  to  follow  his  example  and 
work  for  their  own  livelihood  (Acts  xx.  34).  In  1 
Cor.  ix.  14,  and  Gal.  vi.  6,  he  asserts  the  right  of 
the  ministers  of  the  Church  to  be  supported  by  it. 
In  1  Tim.  v.  17,  he  gives  a  special  application  of 
the  principle  in  the  assignment  of  a  double  allow- 
ance {Tin'f},  comp.  Hammond,  in  he.)  to  those  who 
have  been  conspicuous  for  their  activity. 

Collectively  at  Jerusalem,  and  probably  in  other 
churches,  the  body  of  bishop-elders  took  part  in  de- 
liberations (Acts  XV.  6-22,  xxi.  18),  addressed  other 
churches  (ibid.  xv.  23),  were  joined  with  the  Apos- 
tles in  the  work  of  ordaining  by  the  laying  on  of 
hands  (2  Tim.  i.  6).  It  lay  in  the  necessities  of 
any  organized  society  that  such  a  body  of  men 
should  be  subject  to  a  power  higher  than  their  own, 
whether  vest^  in  one  chosen  by  themselves  or  de- 
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riving  its  authority  from  some  external  source;  and 
■we  find  accordingly  that  it  belonged  to  the  delegate 
of  an  apostle,  and  afwtiori  to  the  apostle  himself, 
to  receive  accusations  against  them,  to  hear  evi- 
dence, to  admonish  where  there  wis  the  hope  of 
amendment,  to  depose  where  this  proved  unavaihng 
(1  Tim.  v.  1,  19;  Tit.  iii.  10). 

III.  It  is  clear  from  what  has  been  said  that 
episcopal  functions  in  the  modern  sense  of  the 
words,  as  implying  a  special  superintendence  over 
the  ministers  of  the  Church,  belonged  only  to  the 
Apostles  and  those  whom  they  invested  with  their 
authority.  The  name  of  Ai*ostlk  was  not,  how- 
ever, limited  to  the  twelve.  It  was  claimed  by  St. 
Paul  for  himself  (1  Cor.  ix.  1);  it  is  used  by  him 
of  others  (Hom.  xvi.  7;  2  Cor.  viii.  23;  Phil,  ii.' 
2-5).  It  is  clear  that  a  process  of  change  must 
have  been  at  work  between  the  date  of  the  latest  of 
the  pastoral  epistles  and  the  letters  of  Ignatius, 
leadmg  not  so  much  to  an  altered  organization  as 
to  a  modification  of  the  original  terminology.  The 
name  of  apostle  is  looked  on  in  the  latt«r  as  belong- 
ing to  the  past,  a  title  of  honor  which  their  succes- 
sors could  not  claim.  That  of  bishop  rises  in  its 
significance,  and  takes  the  place  left  vacant.  The 
dangers  by  which  the  Church  was  threatened  made 
the  exercise  of  the  authority  which  wiis  thus  trans- 
mitted more  necessary.  The  pennanent  superin- 
tendence of  the  bishop  over  a  given  district,  as  con- 
trasted with  the  less  settled  rule  of  the  travelling 
apostle,  would  tend  to  its  development.  The  Kev- 
elation  of  St.  John  presents  something  like  an  in- 
termediate stage  in  this  process.  The  angels  of 
the  seven  churches  are  jmrtly  addressed  as  their 
representatives,  partly  as  individuals  ruling  them 
(liev.  ii.  2,  iii.  2-4).  The  name  may  belong  to  the 
special  symbolism  of  the  Apocalypse,  or  have  been 
introduced  like  irpfo-fivrfpoi  from  the  organization 
of  the  synagogue,  and  we  have  no  rea.son  for  be- 
lieving it  ever  to  have  been  in  current  use  as  part 
of  the  terminology  of  the  Church.  But  the  func- 
tions assigned  to  the  angels  are  those  of  the  earlier 
apostolate,  of  the  later  episcopate.  The  abuse  of 
the  old  title  of  the  highest  office  by  pretenders,  as 
in  Rev.  ii.  2,  may  have  led  to  a  reaction  against  its 
being  used  at  all  except  for  those  to  whom  it  be- 
longed KUT  i^oxhv-  In  this,  or  in  some  similar 
way,  the  constitution  of  the  Church  assumed  its 
later  form;  the  bishops,  presbyters,  and  deacons 
of  the  Ignatian  Epistles  took  the  plaee  of  the 
apostles,  bishops,  elders,  and  deacons  of  the  New 
Testament  (Stanley,  Sermons  and  Essays  on  the 
Apostolic  Aye,  pp.  63-77;  Neander's  Pjlanz.  u. 
Lett.  i.  248-266 ;  Augusti,  Christl.  Archdol.  b.  ii. 
c.  6). 

The  later  history  of  the  word  is  only  so  far  re- 
markable a-s  illustrating  by  its  universal  reception 
in  all  the  western  churches,  and  even  in  those  of 
SjTia,  the  influence  of  the  organization  which  orig- 
inated in  the  cities  of  Greece  or  the  Proconsular 
Asia,  and  the  extent  to  which  (ireek  was  the  uni- 
versal medium  of  intercourse  for  the  churches  of  the 
first  and  second  centuries  (Milman,  Latin  Christ. 
b.  i.  c.  i.):  nowhere  do  we  find  any  attempt  at 
substituting  a  I.atin  equivalent,  hardly  even  an 
explanation  of  its  meaning.  Augustine  (rfe  Civ.  I). 
i.  !>)  compares  it  with  "  speculatores,"  "  pra-positi ;  " 
Jerome  {Ep.  VI II.  ad  Evagr.)  with  "8uj)erin- 
tendentes."  The  title  eplscopus  itself,  with  its 
companions,  presliyter  and  'Uacomis,  was  transmit- 
ted by  the  I>atin  of  the  M'estern  Church  to  all  the 
Komance  languages.     The  members  of  the  Gothic 
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race  received  it,  as  they  received  their  Christianity, 
from  the  missionaries  of  the  Latin  Church. 

E.  H.  P. 

BITHI'AH  (nynS,  worshipper,  lit.  daugh- 
ter, of.Jeh(n-ah:  BerS/a;  [Vat.  BeAio;  Alex.  Befl- 
fljo:]  Bethia),  daughter  of  a  Pharaoh,  and  wife  of 
Mered,  a  descendant  of  Judah  (1  Chr.  iv.  18).* 
The  date  of  Mered  cannot  be  determined,  for  the 
genealogy  in  which  his  name  occurs  is  indistinct, 
some  portion  of  it  having  apparently  been  lost.  It 
is  probable,  however,  that  he  should  be  referred  to 
the  time  before  the  Exodus,  or  to  a  i>eriod  not  much 
later.  Pharaoh  in  this  place  might  be  conjectured 
not  to  be  the  Egyptian  regal  title,  but  to  be  or 
represent  a  Hebrew  name;  but  the  name  Bithiah 
probably  implies  conversion,  and  the  other  wife  of 
Mered  seems  to  be  called  "the  Jewess."  Unless 
we  suppose  a  transposition  in  the  text,  or  the  loss 
of  some  of  the  names  of  the  children  of  Mered's 
wives,  we  must  consider  the  name  of  Bithiah  im- 
derstood  before  "she  bare  jVIiriam  "  (ver.  17),  and 
the  latter  part  of  ver.  18  and  ver.  19  to  lie  recapit- 
ulatory ;  but  the  LXX.  does  not  admit  any  except 
the  second  of  these  conjectures.  The  Scriptures, 
as  well  as  the  Egyptian  monuments,  show  that  the 
Pharaohs  intermarried  with  foreignei-s;  but  such 
alliances  seem  to  have  been  contracted  with  royal 
families  alone.  It  may  be  supposed  that  Bithiah 
was  taken  captive.  There  is,  however,  no  ground 
for  considering  her  to  have  been  a  concubine :  on 
the  contrary  she  is  shown  to  be  a  wife,  from  her 
taking  precedence  of  one  specially  designated  as 
such.  ■        K.  S.  P. 

BITH'RON  (more  accurately  "  the  Bithron," 
P"1/pSrT,  the  broken  or  divided  plate,  from  "liHSj 
to  cut  up,  Ges. :  '6\t)v  t^v  irapareivovaav-  omnis 
Bethhoron),  a  pLoce— from  the  form  of  the  ex- 
pression, "  all  the  Bithron,"  doubtless  a  district  — 
in  the  Arabah  or  Jordan  valley,  on  the  east  side  of 
the  river  (2  Sam.  ii.  29).  The  sjxit  at  which  Ab- 
ner's  party  crossed  the  Jordan  not  being  specified, 
we  cannot  fix  the  position  of  the  Bithron,  which 
lay  between  that  ford  and  JIahanaim.  As  far  as 
we  know,  the  whole  of  the  country  in  the  Ghor  on 
the  other  side  of  the  river  is  of  the  broken  and  in- 
tersected character  indicated  by  the  derivation  of 
the  name.  If  the  renderings  of  the  A'ulg.  and 
Aquila  are  correct,  they  nmst  of  course  intend 
another  Beth-horon  than  the  well-known  one. 
Beth-haram,  the  conjecture  of  Thenius,  is  also  not 
probable.  G. 

*  This  Bithron  {jfissure,  ravine)  may  have  been 
the  narrow  valley  of  'Ajlun,  next  north  of  the  Jab- 
bok,  and  so  situated  that  Abner  would  ascend  the 
valley  in  order  to  reach  Mahanaini  (J/o/zHt^/O  which 
Lay  high  up  on  the  acclivity  (Robinson,  Phys.  Geogr. 
pp.  68,  80).  H. 

BITHYN'IA  (BiOw/o  :  [Bithynia]).  This 
province  of  Asia  Jlinor,  though  illustrious  in  the 
earlier  parts  of  post-apostolic  history,  through 
PUny's  letters  and  the  Council  of  Nicwa,  has  little 
connection  with  the  history  of  the  Apostles  them- 
selves. It  is  only  mentioned  in  Acts  xvi.  7,  and  in 
1  Pet.  i.  1.  From  the  former  of  these  passages  it 
appears  that  St.  Paul,  when  on  his  progress  from 
Iconium  to  Troas,  in  the  course  of  his  .second  mis- 
sionary journey,  matle  an  attempt  to  enter  Bithynia, 
but  was  prevente*!,  either  by  providentiid  hindrances 
or  l)y  direct  Divine  intimations.  Prom  tiie  latter 
it  is  evident  that,  when  St.  Peter  wrote  his  first 
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Epistle,  there  were  Christians  (probably  of  Jewish 
or  proselyte  origin)  in  some  of  the  towns  of  this 
province,  as  well  as  in  "  Pontus,  Galatia,  Cappado- 
cia,  and  Asia." 

Bithynia,  considered  as  a  Roman  province,  was 
on  the  west  contiguous  to  Asia.  On  the  east  its 
limits  underwent  great  modifications.  The  prov- 
ince was  originally  inherited  by  the  Roman  repub- 
lic (b.  c.  74)  as  a  legacy  from  Nicomedes  III.,  the 
last  of  an  independent  line  of  monarchs,  one  of 
whom  had  invited  into  Asia  Minor  those  Gauls, 
who  gave  the  name  of  Galatia  to  the  central  dis- 
trict of  the  Peninsula.  On  the  death  of  Mithri- 
dates,  king  of  Pontus,  b.  c.  6-3,  the  western  part 
of  the  Pontic  kingdom  was  added  to  the  province 
of  Bithynia,  which  again  received  further  accessions 
on  this  side  under  Augustus,  A.  d.  7.  Thus  the 
province  is  sometimes  called  "  Pontus  and  Bithyn- 
ia" in  inscriptions;  and  the  language  of  Pliny's 
letters  is  similar.  The  province  of  Pontus  was  not 
constituted  tUl  the  reign  of  Nero  [Poxtus].  It 
is  observable  that  in  Acts  ii.  9  Pontus  is  in  the 
enumeration  and  not  Bithynia,  and  that  in  1  Pet. 
i.  1  both  are  mentioned.     See  Marquardt's  contin- 
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uation  of  Becker's  Bom.  Altertkiimer,  III.  i.  p.  146. 
For  a  description  of  the  country,  which  is  moun- 
tainous, well  wooded  and  fertile,  Hamilton's  Re- 
searches in  A.  M.  may  be  consulted,  also  a  paper 
by  Ainsworth  in  the  Roy.  Geog.  Journal,  vol.  ix. 
The  course  of  the  river  Rhyndacus  is  a  marked  fea- 
ture on  the  western  frontier  of  Bithynia,  and  the 
snowy  range  of  the  Mysian  Olympus  on  the  south- 
west. J.  S.  H. 

BITTER  HERBS  (D"'1^P,  merorim:  iri- 
KpiSfs-  lactuae  agrestes).  The  Hebrew  word  oc- 
curs in  Ex.  xii.  8;  Num.  ix.  11;  and  Lam.  iii.  15: 
in  the  latter  passage  it  is  said,  "  He  hath  filled  me 
with  bitterness,  he  hath  made  me  drunken  with 
wormwood."  The  two  other  passages  refer  to  the 
observance  of  the  Passover :  the  Israelites  were  com- 
manded to  eat  the  Paschal  lamb  "  with  unleavened 
bread  and  with  bitter  herbs." 

There  can  be  little  doubt  that  the  term  merorim 
is  general,  and  includes  the  various  edible  kinds  of 
bitter  plants,  whether  cultivated  or  wild-,  which  the 
Israelites  could  with  facility  obtain  in  sufficient 
abundance  to  supply  their  numbers  either  in  Egypt, 


Gate  of  Nicaea,  the  capiuil  of  Bithynia. 


where  the  first  passover  was  eaten,  or  in  the  deserts 
of  the  Peninsula  of  Sinai,  or  in  Palestine.  The 
Mishna  (Pesnchim,  c.  2,  §  6)  enumerates  five  kinds 
of  bitter  herbs  —  ckazerelh,  'ulsJiin,  thnincih,  char- 
chnbinn,  and  maror,  which  it  was  lawful  to  eat 
either  green  or  dried.  There  is  great  difiiculty  in 
identifying  the  plants  which  these  words  respectively 
denote,  but  the  reader  may  see  the  subject  discussed 
by  Bochart  {Hieroz.  i.  691,  ed.  Rosenmiiller)  and 
by  Carpzovius  (Apparat.  Hist.  Crit.  p.  402).  Ac- 
cording to  the  testimony  of  Forskal  in  Niebuhr's 
Preface  to  the  Description  de  fArabie  (p.  xliv.), 
the  modem  Jews  of  .\rabia  and  Egj7)t  eat  lettuce, 
or,  if  this  is  not  at  hand,  bugloss  «  with  the  Pas- 
chal lamb.  The  Greek  word  xiKpis  is  identified 
by  Sprengel  {Hist.  Rei  Herb.  i.  100)  with  the  Hel- 
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minthia  Echioides,  Linn,  [rather  Gaertn.;  Picris 
Echiokles,  Linn.],  Bristly  Helminthia  (Ox-tongue), 
a  plant  belonging  to  the  chicory  group.  The  Pi- 
cris of  botanists  is  a  genus  closely  allied  to  the 
Helminthia. 

Aben  Ezra  in  Celsius  (Hierob.  ii.  227)  remarks 
that,  according  to  the  obsen-ations  of  a  certam 
learned  Spaniard,  the  ancient  Egyptians  always 
used  to  place  different  kinds  of  herbs  upon  the 
table,  with  mustard,  and  that  they  dipped  morsels 
of  bread  into  this  salad.  That  the  Jews  derived 
this  custom  of  eating  herbs  with  their  meat  from 
the  Egyptians  is  extremely  probable,  for  it  is  easy 
to  see  how,  on  the  one  hand,  the  bitter-herb  salad 
should  remind  the  Jews  of  the  bitterness  of  their 
bondage  (Ex.  i.  14),  and,  on  the  other  hand,  how 


(FtoT.  Mgypt.  p. 
nalis. 


Ixii.)  identifies  with  Borago  offici- 
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it  should  also  bring  to  their  reniembi-ance  their 
merciful  deliverance  fronai  it.  It  is  curious  to  ob- 
sen'c  in  connection  with  the  remarks  of  Aben  Ezra, 
the  custom,  for  such  it  appears  to  have  been,  of 
dipping  a  morsel  of  bread  into  the  dish  (jh  Tpv0\i- 
ov),  which  prevailed  in  our  Ix)rd's  time.  May  not 
rh  rpii^Kioy  be  the  s;dad  dish  of  bitter  herbs,  and 
rh  \j/ci)fi(ov,  the  morsel  of  bread  of  which  Aben 
Ezra  speaks  ?  " 

The  merarim  may  well  be  understood  to  denote 
various  sorts  of  bitter  plants,  such  particularly  as 
belong  to  the  crucij'erw,  as  some  of  the  bitter 
cresses,  or  to  the  chicory  group  of  the  camjxisiht, 
the  hawk-weeds,  and  sow-thistles,  and  wild  lettuces 
which  grow  abundantly  in  the  Peninsula  of  Sinai, 
in  Palestine,  and  in  Egj^t  (Decaisne,  Florula 
Siimica  in  Annul,  des  Scknc.  Nat.  1834;  Strand, 
Flor.  Pulatst.  No.  445,  &c.).  W.  H. 

BITTERN  (ibf:,  MpimJ:  i^ivos,  ireXe»c<iv, 
Aq.  ;  KvKvos,  Theod.  in  Zeph.  ii.  14:  ericiug). 
The  Hebrew  word  has  been  the  subject  of  various 
inter])retations,  the  old  versions  generally  sanction- 
ing the  "hedgehog"  or  "  {wrcupine ; "  in  which 
rendering  they  have  been  followed  by  Bochart  (Hie- 
roz.  ii.  454);  Shaw  {Tmv.  i.  321,  8vo  ed.); 
Lowth  (On  Isaiah,  xiv.  23),  and  some  others;  the 
"tortoise,"  the  "beaver,"  the  "otter,"  the  "vjwl," 
have  also  all  been  conjectured,  but  without  the 
slightest  show  of  reason.  Philological  arguments 
appear  to  be  rather  in  favor  of  the  "  hedgehog  "  or 
"  porcupine,"  for  the  Hebrew  word  kipjml  appears 
to  be  identical  with  kiaifml,  the  Arabic  word  ^  for 
the  hedgehog;  but  zo< logically,  the  hedgehog  or 
porcupine  is  quite  out  of  the  question.  The  word 
occurs  in  Is.  xiv.  23,  where  of  Babylon  the  Lord 
says,  "  I  will  make  it  a  possession  for  the  hipjwd 
and  pools  of  water;" — in  Is.  xxxiv.  11,  of  the 
land  of  Idumea  it  is  said  "  the  kaath  and  the  kif)- 
/xW  shall  possess  it;  "  and  again  in  Zeph.  ii.  14, 
"  I  will  make  Nineveh  a  desolation  and  dry  like  a 
wilderness;  flocks  shall  lie  down  in  the  midst  of 
her,  both  the  kaath  and  the  kipjXKl  shall  lodge  in 
the  cha])iters  thereof,  their  voice  shall  sing  in  the 
windows."  "^  The  former  passage  wovdd  seem  to 
point  to  some  solitude-loving  aquatic  bird,  which 
might  well  be  represented  by  the  bittvm,  as  the 
A.  V.  has  it;  but  the  passage  in  Zeplianiah  which 
speaks  of  Nineveh  being  made  "  dry  like  a  wilder- 
ness," does  not  at  first  sight  appear  to  be  so  strictiy 
suited  to  this  rendering.  Geseuius,  I.«e,  Parkhurst, 
Winer,  Fiirst,  all  give  "  hedgehog  "  or  "  porcu- 
pine "  as  the  representative  of  the  Hebrew  word; 
but  neither  of  these  two  animals  ever  lodges  on  the 
chapiters ''  of  columns,  nor  is  it  their  nature  to  fre- 
quent pools  of  water.    Not  less  unhappy  is  the  read- 


BITTERN 

ing  of  the  Arabic  version  el-houbara,  a  species  of 
bustard  —  the  llouhara  uiululati,  see  Ibis.  i.  284  — 
which  is  a  dweller  in  dry  regions  and  quite  inca- 
pable of  roosting.  We  are  inclined  to  believe  that 
the  \.  V.  is  correct,  and  that  the  bittern  is  the  bird 
denoted  by  the  origuial  word ;  as  to  the  objection 
alluded  to  above  that  this  bird  is  a  lover  of  marsheii 
and  pools,  and  would  not  therefore  be  found  in  a 
locality  which  is  "dry  like  a  wilderness,"  a  little 
reflection  will  convince  the  reader  that  the  difficulty 
is  more  apparent  than  reaL     Nineveh  might  b« 


«  Our  custom  of  eating  salad  mixtures  is  in  all  pro- 
bability derived  from  the  Jews.  '•  Why  do  we  pour 
over  our  lettuces  a  mixture  of  oil,  vinegar,  and  mus- 
tard ?  The  practice  began  in  Judaea,  where,  in  order 
to  render  palatable  the  bitter  herbs  eaten  with  the 
paschal  lamb.  It  was  usual,  gays  Ma«e8  Kotsinses,  to 
sprinkle  over  them  a  thick  sauce  called  Karoseth, 
which  wa«  composed  of  the  oil  drawn  from  dates  or 
from  pressed  raisin-kernels,  of  vinegar  and  mustard." 
See  "  Extract  from  the  Portfolio  of  a  Man  of  Letters," 
Montldii  Magazine,  1810,  p.  148. 
S  '  0  >         ?  '  c  J 

*  tXAJLs  et  tXftxi')  erinaceus,  echinus,  Kam.  l)j. 
Bee  Froytag. 

c  Dr.   Harris   (art    Bittern)  objects   to   the  wonls 
"  their  voices  shall  slug  in  the  windows  "  being  applied 


Botaurtis  stellaris. 

made  "  dry  like  a  wilderness,"  but  the  bittern  would 
find  an  abode  in  the  Tigris  which  flows  through 
the  plain  of  Mesopotamia ;  as  to  the  bittern  perch- 
ing on  the  chapiters  of /iiined  columns,  it  is  quite 
prol)al)le  that  this  bird  may  occasionally  do  so ;  in- 
deed Col.  H.  Smith  (Kitto's  Cyclop,  art.  Kijj>dd) 
says,  "  though  not  building  like  the  stork  on  the 
tops  of  houses,  it  resorts  like  the  heron  to  ruined 
structures,  and  we  have  been  informed  that  it  has 
been  seen  on  the  smiunit  of  Tank  Kisra  at  Ctesi- 
phon."  Again,  as  was  noticed  above,  there  seems 
to  be  a  connection  between  the  Hebrew  kipjml  and 
the  Arabic  kunfud,  "hedgehog."  Some  lexicog- 
raphers refer  the  Hebrew  word  to  a  Syriac  root 
which  means  "  to  bristle,"  «  and  though  this  deri- 
vation is  exactly  suited  to  tlie  jwrcupine,  it  is  not 
on  the  other  hand  opposed  to  the  bittei-n,  which 
from  its  habit  of  erecting  and  bristling  out  the 


to  the  hedgehog  or  porcupine.  The  expression  is  of 
course  inapplicable  to  these  animals,  but  it  is  not  cer- 
tain that  it  refers  to  them  at  all.  The  word  their  is 
not  in  the  original ;  the  phrase  is  elliptical,  and  im- 
plies "  the  voice  of  birds."  "  Scd  quum  mnendi  ver- 
bum  adhibcnt  vates,  baud  dubie  fy)-^  post  ^"jp 
est  gubaudiendum  "  (Kosenmiill.  Schol.  ad  Zi'ph.  ii.  14). 
See  on  this  subject  the  excellent  remarks  of  Uanuer 
{Obieru.  iii.  100). 

d  Such  1b  no  doubt  the  meaning  of  H^^.^??  i 
but  Parkhurst  (Lex.  Heb.  s.  t.  TP;^)  translates  the 
word  "  door-porches,"  which,  he  says,  wc  are  at  liberty 
to  sup;>o.«'  were  thrown  dow.i. 

'     «.aja.     See  Simon.  Lex.  Heb.  s.  v.  TSIl. 


BITUMEN 

feathers  of  the  neck,  may  have  received  the  name 
of  the  porcupine  bird  from  the  ancient  Orientals. 
The  bittern  (Botaurus  stellaris)  belongs  to  the  Ar- 
deidw,  the  heron  family  of  birds;  it  has  a  wide 
range,  being  found  in  Russia  and  Siberia  as  iar 
north  as  the  river  Lena,  in  Europe  generally,  in 
Barbary,  S.  Africa,  Trebizond,  and  in  the  countries 
between  the  Black  and  Caspian  Seas,  &c. 

W.  H. 
BITUMEN.     [Slime.] 

BIZJOTH'JAH  (n\';i'l''t2  [contempt  of 
Jeltoccdi] :  LXX.  [Vat.  Alex.]  omits,  [but  Comp. 
Bi(i<adia<  Aid.  'K$f(ovdtai-]  Baziotliin),  a  tomi 
in  the  south  of  Judah  named  with  Beer-sheba 
and  B.VALAH  (.Josh.  xv.  28).  No  mention  or 
identification  of  it  is  found  elsewhere.  G. 

BIZ'THA  (>^nT2 :  BaCdu,  [Vat.  FA.*  Ma- 
(av;]  Alex.  Ba^ea:  Bazatha),  the  second  of  the 
seven  eunuchs  of  king  Ahasuerus's  harem  (Esth.  i. 

10).  The  name  is  Persian,  possibly  KjiLmO,  beste, 
a  word  referring  to  his  condition  aa  a  eunuch  (Ges. 
Thes.  p.  197). 

'    BLACK.     [Colors.] 

BLAINS  (n3??275h?:  *Aa/rrrSej,  <t>\iK- 
ratpai,  LXX.;  Ex.  ix.  9,  aya^fovffat  (v  re  rols  av- 

6pd)Kois  Koi  iv  ro7s  rerpdxoffi',  also  ^^ntT,  jnis- 
tula  iuxhns),  violent  ulcerous  inflammations  (from 

37^2,  to  boil  up).  It  was  the  sixth  plague  of 
Egypt,  and  hence  is  called  in  Deut.  xxviii.  27,  .3.5. 
"  the  botch  of  Egj-pt "  (D"!"]?^  T^^  ;  cf.  Job 
ii.  7,  27^  I'^ntt'').  It  seems  to  have  been  the 
^tjipa  aypia  or  black  leprosy,  a  fearful  kind  of 
elephantiasis  (comp.  Plin.  xxvi.  5).  It  must  have 
come  with  dreadful  intensity  on  the  magicians 
whose  art  it  baffled,  and  whose  scrupulous  cleanli- 
ness (Herod,  ii.  -30)  it  rendered  nugatory:  so  that 
they  were  unable  to  stand  in  the  presence  of  Moses 
because  of  the  boils. 

Other  names  for  purulent  and  leprous  eruptions 

are  HSP  n~l773  (Morphea  alba),  HH^p 
(Morphea  nigra),  and  the  more  harmless  scab 
nnSpp,  Lev.  xiii.  passim  (Jahn,  Arch.  Bibl. 
§  189).'  F.  W.  F. 

BLASPHEMY  ($\a<T<pnij.ia),  in  its  technical 
English  sense,  signifies  the  spesiking  evil  of  God 

(n^  Dtt'  2|^3),  and  in  this  sense  it  is  found  Ps. 
Ixxiv.  18 ;  Is.  lii.  5 ;  Rom.  ii.  24,  &c  But  accord- 
ing to  its  derivation  (fiKdwrw  (prjfi'fi  quasi  ^Aa- 
rfiKp.)  it  may  mean  any  species  of  calumny  and 
abuse  (or  even  an  unlucky  word,  Eurip.  Ion.  1187): 
see  1  K.  xxi.  10;  Acts  xviii.  6;  Jude  8,  &c.  Hence 
in  the  LXX.  it  is  used  to  render  "HlSj"  Job  ii.  5 ; 
^^2,  2  K.  six.  6;    il'^S'in,  2  K.  xix.  4,  and 

^;  ^^^os.  vii.«  10,  so  that  it  means  "reproach," 
"  derision,"  &c. :  and  it  has  even  a  wider  use,  as 
2  Sam.  xii.  14,  where  it  means  "  to  despise  Ju- 
daism," and  1  Mace.  ii.  6,  where  )3\a<rd)7jufa  = 
Idolatry.  In  Fxelus.  iii.^  10  we  have  &s  0Kda-<t,v- 
uos  d  iyKaTaKiTToiv  irarfpa,  where  it  is  equivalent 
to  KaTTjpa/ieVos  (Schleusner,  Then^ur.  s.  v.). 

Blasphemy  was  punished  with  stoning,  which 
was  niflicted  on  the  son  of  Shelomith  (I^v.  xxiv. 
11).     On  tUs  charge  both  our  I^rd  and  St.  Ste- 
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phen  were  condemned  to  death  by  the  .Jews.  From 
Lev.  xxiv.  10,  wrongly  understood,  arose  the  singu- 
lar su})erstition  about  never  even  pronouncing  the 
name  of  Jehovah.  Ex.  xxii.  28,  "  Thou  shalt  not 
revile  the  gods,  nor  curse  the  ruler  of  thy  people," 
does  not  refer  to  blasphemy  in  the  strict  sense,  since 
"elohim  "  is  there  used  (as  elsewhere)  of  magis- 
trates, &c. 

The  Jews,  misapplying  Ex.  xxiii.  13,  "  Make  no 
mention  of  the  name  of  other  gods,"  seemed  to 
think  themselves  bound  to  give  nicknames  to  the 
heathen  deities;  hence  their  use  of  Bosheth  for 
Baal  [Hos.  ix.  10,  comp.  Ish-bosheth,  Mephibo- 
sheth],  Beth-aven  for  Beth-el  [Hos.  iv.  15],Beel- 
zebul  for  Beelzebub,  &c.  It  is  not  strange  that  this 
"contumelia  numinum  "  (PUn.  xiii.  9),  joined  to 
their  zealous  proseljiism,  made  them  so  deeply  un- 
IJopuLir  among  the  nations  of  antiquity  (\Mner, 
s.  V.  Gottesliisterung).  When  a  person  heard  blas- 
phemy he  laid  his  hand  on  the  head  of  the  ofiender, 
to  sjTiibolize  his  sole  responsibihty  for  the  guilt, 
and  rising  on  his  feet,  tore  his  robe,  which  might 
never  again  be  mended.  (On  the  mystical  reasons 
for  these  observances,  see  Lightfoot,  Ilor.  Htbr. 
Matt.  xxvi.  05.) 

It  only  remains  to  speak  of  "the  blasphemy 
against  the  Holy  Ghost,"  which  has  been  so  fruit- 
ful a  theme  for  speculation  and  controversy  (Matt, 
xii.  32;  Mark  iii.  28).  It  consisted  in  attributing 
to  the  power  of  Satan  those  unquestionable  mira- 
cles, which  Jesus  performed  by  "the  finger  of  God," 
and  the  power  of  the  Holy  Spirit ;  nor  have  we  any 
safe  groimd  for  extending  it  to  include  all  sorts  of 
willing  (as  distinguished  from  wiVful)  offenses,  be- 
sides this  one  limite<l  and  special  sin.  The  often 
mismiderstood  expression  "  it  shall  not  be  forgiven 
him,  neither  in  this  world,  etc.,"  is  a  direct  appli- 
cation of  a  Jewish  phrase  in  allusion  to  a  Jewish 
error,  and  will  not  bear  the  inferences  so  often  ex- 
torted from  it.  According  to  the  Jewish  school 
notions,  "  a  quo  blaspheniatur  nomen  Dei,  ei  non 
valet  poenitentia  ad  suspendendum  judicium,  nee 
dies  expiationis  ad  expiandum,  nee  pliigae  ad  adster- 
gendum,  sed  omnes  suspendunt  judicium,  et  mors 
nbstergit.'''  In  refutation  of  this  tradition  our 
lx)rd  used  the  phrase  to  imply  that  "blasphemy 
against  the  Holy  Ghost  shall  not  be  forgiven; 
neither  before  death,  nor,  as  you  vainly  dream,  by 
menns  of  death  "  (Lightfoot,  Hor.  Hehr.  ad  locum). 
As  there  are  no  tenable  grounds  for  identif}'ing  this 
blasphemy  with  "  the  sin  unto  death,"  1  John  v. 
16,  we  shall  not  here  enter  into  the  very  difficult 
inquiries  to  which  that  expression  leads. 

F.  W.  F. 

*  On  the  meaning  of  0Ka<T<prifiia,  and  on  the 
theological  abuse  of  the  term  blasphemy  in  English, 
see  Campbell,  Diss.  IX.  Part  ii.,  prefixed  to  his 
Translation  of  the  Gospe^.  A. 

BL ASTUS  (BAao-Tos  [shoot  or  ^ont] ),  the 
chamberlain  (6  eVl  rov  Kotrwvos)  of  Hei-od  Agrippa 
I.,  mentioned  Acts  xii.  20,  as  having  been  made  by 
the  people  of  TjTe  and  Sidon  a  mediator  between 
them  and  the  king's  anger.    [See  Chamberlaix.] 

H.  A. 

*  BLESSING.     [Salutation.] 
BLINDING.     [Pu-mshments.] 

BLINDNESS  {yr^,  ^y^^-''  fro">  ^^^  ">«' 


«  *  It  does  not  appear  how  the  rendering  of  the 
LXX.  of  Job  ii.  5  and  Hos.  vli.  16  illustrates  the  use 
of  (8Aacr(|»jnia  or  its  cognates  H 
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"Vl3?,  to  bore)  is  extremely  common  in  the  East 
from  many  causes ;  e.  </.  the  quantities  of  dust  and 
sand  pulverized  by  the  sun's  intense  heat;  the  per- 
petual glare  of  light;  the  contrast  of  the  heat  with 
the  cold  sea-air  on  the  coast  where  blindness  is  spe- 
cially prevalent;  the  dews  at  night  while  they  sleep 
oij  the  roofs ;  small-pox,  old  age,  &c. ;  and  perhaps 
more  than  all  the  Mohammedan  fatalism,  which 
leads  to  a  neglect  of  the  proper  remedies  in  time. 
One  traveller  mentions  4000  bUnd  men  in  Cairo, 
and  Volney  reckons  that  1  in  every  5  were  blind, 
besides  others  with  sore  eyes  (i.  86).  Litdd,  the 
ancient  Lydda,  and  Jiamleli,  enjoy  a  fearful  noto- 
riety for  the  number  of  blind  persons  they  contain. 
The  common  saying  is  that  in  Litdd  every  man  is 
either  blind  or  has  but  one  eye.  Jaffa  is  said  to 
contain  500  blind  out  of  a  population  of  5000  at 
most.  There  is  an  asylum  for  the  blind  in  Cairo 
(which  at  present  contauis  300),  and  their  conduct 
is  often  turbulent  and  fanatic  (I>ane,  i.  39,  2U2; 
Trench,  On  the  Miracles;  Matt.  ix.  27,  <fec.). 
Blind  beggars  figure  repeatedly  in  the  N.  T.  (Matt, 
xii.  22),  and  "opening  the  eyes  of  the  blind"  is 
mentioned  in  prophecy  as  a  peculiar  attribute  of 
the  Messiah  (Is.  xxix.  18,  Ac).  The  Jews  were 
specially  charged  to  treat  the  blind  with  compassion 
and  care  (Lev.  xix.  14;  Deut.  xxvii.  18). 

Penal  and  miraculous  blindness  are  several  times 
mentioned  in  the  Bible  (Gen.  xix.  11,  aopcurla, 
LXX.;  2  K.  vi.  18-22;  Acts  ix.  9).  In  the  last 
passage  some  have  attempted  (on  the  ground  of  St. 
Luke's  profession  as  a  physician)  to  attach  a  tech- 
nical meaning  to  ax^vs  and  aK6ros  (Jahn,  Arch. 
Bihl.  §  201),  viz.  a  spot  or  "  thin  timicle  over  the 
cornea,"  which  vanishes  naturally  after  a  time:  for 
which  fact  Winer  (s.  v.  Blindheii)  quotes  Hippocr. 
(Prcedlct.  ii.  215)  ax^vts  •  •  •  iKKtaivovrai  Kol 
OLCpavi^ovTai,  ^v  /x^  rpmfia.  ri  iiriyfvqTat  4v  rovrif 
Tip  x'^pW-  ^^"*-  *■'''*  *'*^*  '"'*'  remove  the  mirac- 
ulous character  of  the  infliction.  In  the  same  way 
analogies  are  quoted  for  the  use  of  saliva  (Mark 
viii.  23,  &ft.)  and  of  fish-gall  in  the  case  of  the 
XevKWfia  of  Tobias ;  but  whatever  may  be  thought 
of  the  latter  instance,  it  is  very  obvious  that  in  the 
former  the  saliva  was  no  more  instrumental  in  the 
cure  than  the  touch  alone  would  have  been  (Trench, 
On  the  Miracles,  ad  loc.). 

Blindness  willfully  inflicted  for  political  or  other 
purjwses  was  common  in  the  East,  aiid  is  alluded 
to  in  Scripture  (1  Sam.  xi.  2;  Jer.  xxxix.  7). 

F.  W.  F. 

BLOOD  (C^T).  To  blood  is  ascribed  in  Script- 
ure the  mysterious  sacrethiess  whicli  belongs  to 
life,  and  God  reserves  it  to  llim.self  when  allowing 
man  the  dominion  over  and  the  use  of  the  lower 
animals  for  food,  &c.  (as  regards,  however,  the  eat- 
ing of  bkxxl,  see  Food).  Thus  reserNed,  it  ac- 
quires a  double  power:  (1)  that  of  sacrificial  atone- 
ment, in  which  it  had  a  wide  recognition  in  the 
heathen  world;  and  (2)  that  of  becoming  a  curse, 
when  wantonly  shed,  e.  g.  even  that  of  lieast  or 
fowl  by  the  huntsman,  unless  duly  expiated,  e.  g. 
by  burial  (Gen.  ix.  4;  l^v.  vii.  20,  xvii.  11-13). 
As  regards  (1),  tlie  blood  of  sacrifices  was  caught 
by  the  Jewish  priest  from  the  neck  of  tlie  victim  in 
a  basin,  then  sprinkled  seven  times  (in  case  of  birds 

a  •  It  has  been  objected  that  though  the  term  may 
be  technically  corrwt,  Luke  ha«  erred  in  aosiKning 
« dysentery "  to  a  dry  clinmte,  like  that  of  Malta. 
But  we  have  now  the  testimony  of  physicians  In  that 
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at  once  squeezed  out)  on  the  altar,  i.  e.  on  its  horns, 
its  base,  or  its  four  comers,  or  on  its  side  above  or 
below  a  line  running  round  it,  or  on  the  mercy-seat, 
according  to  the  quality  and  purpose  of  the  offering'; 
but  that  of  the  passover  on  the  lintel  and  door- 
posts (Exod.  xii.;  Lev.  iv.  5-7,  xvi.  14-19;  Ugo- 
lini,  Thes.  vol.  x.  and  xiii.).  There  was  a  draixx 
from  the  temple  into  the  brook  Cedron  to  carry  off 
the  blood  (Maimon.  apud  Cramer  de  Ara  Exter. 
Ugolini,  viii.).  In  regard  to  (2),  it  sufficed  to  pour 
the  animal's  blood  on  the  earth,  or  to  bury  it,  as 
a  solemn  rendering  of  the  life  to  God ;  in  case  of 
human  bloodshed  a  mysterious  connection  is  ob- 
servable between  the  curse  of  blood  and  the  earth 
or  land  on  which  it  is  shed,  which  becomes  polluted 
by  it;  and  the  proper  expiation  is  the  blood  of  the 
shedder,  wliich  every  one  had  thus  an  interest  in 
seeking,  and  was  bound  to  seek  (Gen.  iv.  10,  ix. 
4-6;  Num.  xxxv.  33;  Ps.  cvi.  38;  see  Blood, 
Revengek  of).  In  the  case  of  a  dead  body  found, 
and  the  death  not  accounted  for,  the  guilt  of  blood 
attached  to  the  nearest  city,  to  be  ascertained  by 
measurement,  until  freed  by  prescribed  rites  of  ex- 
piation (Deut.  xxi.  1-9).  The  guilt  of  murder  is 
one  for  which  "satisfaction"  was  forbidden  (Num. 
xxxv.  31).  H.  H. 

BLOOD,  ISSUE  OF  (Q"^  ^^T  :  nT,  Rab- 
bin. :  ftiiani  hborans).  The  term  is  in  Scripture 
applied  only  to  the  case  of  women  under  menstru- 
ation or  the  fua-us  uteri  (Lev.  xv.  19-30;  Matt.  ix. 
20,  yvv^  al/jLOp^oovffa;  Mark  v.  25  and  Luke  viii. 
43,  o5<ro  4y  ^vo-fi  aifiaros)-  The  latter  caused  a 
permanent  legal  uncle<anness,  the  former  a  tempo- 
rarj'  one,  mostly  for  seven  days,  after  which  she  was 
to  he  purified  by  the  customary  offering.  The 
"bloody  flux"  (Sva-fyrepla)  in  Acts  xxviii.  8, 
where  the  patient  is  of  the  male  sex,  is,  probably, 
a  medically  correct  term  "  (see  Bartholini,  Be  Mor- 
bis  Biblicu,  17).  H.  H. 

BLOOD,  REVENGER  OF  (b^52  :  Goel). 
It  was,  and  even  still  is,  a  common  practice  among 
nations  of  patriarchal  habits,  that  the  nearest  of 
kin  should,  as  a  matter  of  duty,  avenge  the  death 
of  a  murdered  relative.  The  early  impressions  and 
practice  on  this  subject  may  be  gathered  from  writ- 
ings of  a  different  though  very  early  age,  and  of 
different  countries  (Gen.  xxxiv.  30 ;  Hom.  //.  xxiii. 
84,  88,  xxiv.  480,  482;  Od.  xv.  270,  276;  MiiUer 
on  ^schyl.  Eum.  c.  ii.  A.  &  B.).  Compensation 
for  murder  is  allowed  by  the  Koran,  and  he  who 
transgresses  after  this  by  killing  the  murderer  shall 
suffer  a  grievous  punishment  (Sale,  Koran,  ii.  21, 
and  xvii.  230).  Among  the  Bedouins,  and  other 
Arab  tribes,  should  the  offer  of  blood-money  be  re- 
fused, the  "  Thar,"  or  law  of  blood,  comes  into 
operation,  and  any  person  within  the  fifth  degree 
of  blood  from  the  homicide  may  be  leg.iUy  killed 
by  any  one  within  the  same  degree  of  consanguinity 
to  the  victim.  Frequently  the  homicide  will  wan- 
der from  tent  to  tent  over  the  desert,  or  even  rove 
through  the  towns  and  villages  on  its  borders  with 
a  chain  round  his  neck  and  in  rags  begging  contri- 
butions from  the  charitable  to  pay  the  ap]X)rtioned 
blood-money.  Three  days  and  four  hours  are  al- 
lowed to  the  persons  included  witliin  the  "  Thar  " 
for  escape.     The  right  to  blood-revenge  is  never 


island  that  this  disorder  is  by  no  means  uncommon 
there  at  the  present  day  (Smith's  Voyage  and  Ship- 
wreck of  St.  Paul,  p.  167,  ed.  1866).  H. 
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lost,  except  as  annulled  by  compensation:  it  de- 
scends to  the  latest  generation.  Similar  customs, 
with  local  distinctions,  are  found  in  Persia,  Abys- 
sinia, among  the  Druses  and  Circassians.  (Nie- 
buhr,  Bescr.  de  V Arable,  pp.  28,  30,  Voyage,  ii. 
350;  BurcKIiardt,  Notts  on  the  Btdouins,  pp.  66, 
85,  Travi-/g  in  Arabia,  i.  409,  ii.  330,  Syria,  pp. 
540,  113,  043;  Layard,  Nin.  tj"-  Bali.  pp.  305-307; 
Chardin,  Voynyes,  vol.  \i.  pp.  107-112.)  Money- 
compensations  for  homicide  are  appointed  by  the 
Hindu  Liw  (Sir  W.  Jones,  vol.  iii.  chap,  vii.),  and 
Tacitus  remarks  that  among  the  German  nations 
"  luitur  homicidium  certo  armeutorum  ac  pecorum 
numero"  (Germ.  c.  21).  By  the  Anglo-Saxon 
law  also  money-compensation  for  homicide,  icer-yiUl, 
was  sanctioned  on  a  scale  projwrtioned  to  the  rank 
of  the  murdered  person  (Lappenberg,  ii.  336 ;  Lin- 
gard,  i.  411,  414). 

The  spirit  of  all  legislation  on  the  subject  has 
probably  been  to  restrain  the  license  of  punishment 
assumed  by  relatives,  and  to  limit  the  duration  of 
feuds.  The  law  of  Moses  was  very  precise  in  its 
directions  on  the  subject  of  Retaliation. 

1.  The  willful  murderer  was  to  be  put  to  death 
without  permission  of  compensation.  The  nearest 
relative   of  the   deceased   became   the   authorized 

avenger  of  blood  ( vS2,  the  redeemer,  or  avenger, 
as  next  of  kin,  Gesen.  s.  v.  p.  254,  who  rejects 
the  opinion  of  Jlichaelis,  giving  it  the  sig.  of  "  pol- 
luted," i.  e.  till  the  murder  was  avenged  (6  oyx'"'" 
Tivwv,  LXX;  propinquus  occisi,  Vulg.,  Num.  xxxv. 
19),  and  was  bound  to  execute  retaliation  himself 
if  it  lay  in  his  power.  The  king,  however,  in  later 
times  appears  to  have  had  the  power  of  restraining 
this  license.  The  shedder  of  blood  was  thus  re- 
garded as  impious  and  polluted  (Num.  xxxv.  16-31 ; 
Deut.  xix.  11;  2  Sam.  xiv.  7,  11,  xvi.  8,  and  iii. 
29,  with  I.K.  ii.  31,  33;  2  Chr.  xxiv.  22-25). 

2.  The  law  of  retaliation  was  not  to  extend  be- 
yond the  immediate  offender  (Deut.  xxiv.  16 ;  2  K. 
xiv.  6;  2  Chr.  xxv.  4;  Jer.  xxxi.  29-30;  Ez.  xviii. 
20;  Joseph.  Ant.  iv.  8,  §  39). 

3.  The  involuntary  shedder  of  blood  was  per- 
mitted to  take  flight  to  one  of  six  Levitical  cities, 
specially  appointed  out  of  the  48  as  cities  of  refuge, 
three  on  each  side  of  the  Jordan  (Num.  xxxv.  22, 
23;  Deut.  xix.  4-6).  The  cities  were  Kedesh,  in 
Mount  Naphtali;  Shechem,  in  Mount  Ephraim; 
Hebron  in  the  hill-country  of  Judah.  On  the  E. 
side  of  Jordan,  Bezer,  in  Reuben ;  Ramoth,  in  Gad ; 
Golan,  in  Mana.sseh  (Josh.  xx.  7,  8).  The  elders 
of  the  city  of  refuge  were  to  hear  his  case  and  pro- 
tect him  till  he  could  be  tried  Ijefore  the  authorities 
of  his  o\vn  city.  If  the  act  were  then  decided  to 
have  been  involuntary,  he  was  taken  back  to  the 
city  of  refuse,  round  which  an  area  with  a  radius- 
of  2000  (3000,  Patrick)  cubits  was  assigned  as  the 
limit  of  protection,  and  was  to  remain  there  in 
safety  till  the  death  of  the  high-priest  for  the  time 
being.  Beyond  the  limit  of  the  city  of  refuge,  the 
revenger  might  slay  him,  but  after  the  high-priest's 
death  he  might  return  to  his  home  with  impunity 
(Num.  xxxv.  25,  28;  Josh.  xx.  4,  6).  The  roads 
to  the  cities  were  to  be  kept  open  (Deut.  xix.  3). 

To  these  particulars  the  Talmudists  add,  among 
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o  *  Cassel  (Richter  u.  Ruth,  p.  215)  derives  Boaz  from 
Tl?""!^!,  son  of  strength:  which,  as  the  name  of  the 
pillar  on  the  left  of  Solomon's  porch,  agrees  better 
with  Jachln  {firmness),  name  of  the  pillar  on  the  right 
Jachis),   the   mate   of  Boaz.      The  derivation  from 


others  of  an  absurd  kind,  the  following:  at  the 
cross-roads   posts  were  erected  bearing  the  word 

IDVpJD,  refuge,  to  direct  the  fugitive.  All  facil- 
ities of  water  and  situation  were  provided  in  the 
cities :  no  implements  of  war  or  chase  were  allowed 
there.  The  mothers  of  liigh-priests  used  to  send 
presents  to  the  detained  persons  to  prevent  their 
wishing  for  the  high-priest's  death.  If  the  fugitive 
died  before  the  high-priest,  his  bones  were  sent 
home  after  the  high-priest's  death  (P.  Fagius  in 
Targ.  Onk.  ap.  Rittershus.  de  Jure  Asyli,  Crit. 
Sacr.  viii.  159;  Lightfoot,  Cent.  Choroyr.  c.  50, 
Op.  ii.  208). 

4.  If  a  person  were  found  dead,  the  elders  of  the 
nearest  city  were  to  meet  in  a  rough  valley,  un- 
touched by  the  plough,  and  washing  their  hands 
over  a  beheaded  heifer,  protest  their  innocence  of 
the  deed  and  deprecate  the  anger  of  the  Almighty 
(Deut.  xxi.  1-9).  H.  W.  P. 

*BLUE.     [Colors.] 

BOANER'GES  {^oav(pyfs),  Mark  iii.  17,  a 
name  signifying  viol  )3poi/Tijs,  "  ^"^  o^  thunder," 
given  by  our  Lord  to  the  two  sons  of  Zebedee, 
James  and  John.  It  is  the  Aramaic  pronunciation 
(according  to  which  Sheva  is  sounded  as  oa)  of 

2727?  "'J??.  The  latter  word  in  Hebrew  signifies  a 
tumult  or  uproar  (Ps.  ii.  1),  but  in  Arabic  and 
SjTiac  thunder.  Probably  the  name  had  respect 
to  the  fiery  zeal  of  the  brothers,  signs  of  which  we 
may  see  in  Luke  ix.  54 ;  Mark  ix.  38 ;  comp.  Matt. 
XX.  20  fr.  H.  A. 

BOAR.     [Swine.] 

*  BOAT.     [Ship.] 

BO'AZ  (TVia,  Jleetnes$:''Bo6C;  Vat.  [B  )o  ; 
Alex.  Boos  exc.  Ruth  ii.  15,  iv.  8,  and  1  Chr.  Boo^:] 
Bmz).  1.  A  wealthy  Bethlehemite,  kinsman  to 
Elimelech,  the  husband  of  Naomi.  Finding  that 
the  kinsman  of  Ruth,  who  stood  in  a  stiU  nearer 
relation  than  himself,  was  unwilling  to  perform  the 

office  of  7N2,  he  had  those  obligations  publicly 
transferred  with  the  usual  ceremonies  to  his  own 
discharge;  and  hence  it  became  his  duty  by  the 
"levirate  law"  to  marry  Ruth  (although  it  is 
hinted,  Ruth  iii.  10,  that  he  was  much  her  senior, 
and  indeed  this  fact  is  evident  whatever  system  of 
chronology  we  adopt),  and  to  redeem  the  estates  of 
her  deceased  husband  Mahlon  (iv.  1  ff". ;  Jahn,  Arch. 
Bibl.  §  157).  He  gladly  undertook  these  respon- 
sibilities, and  their  happy  union  was  blessed  by  the 
birth  of  Obed,  from  whom  in  a  direct  line  our  Lord 
was  descended.  No  objection  seems  to  have  arisen 
on  the  score  of  Ruth's  Moabitish  birth;  a  fact 
which  has  some  bearing  on  the  date  of  the  narra- 
tive (cf.  Ezr.  ix.  1  ff.).     [Bethlehem.] 

Boaz  is  mentioned  in  the  genealogy  (Matt.  i.  5), 
but  there  is  great  difficulty  in  assigning  his  date. 
The  genealogy  in  Ruth  (iv.  18-22)  only  allows  10 
generations  for  850  years,  and  only  4  for  the  450 
years  between  Salmon  and  David,  if  (as  is  almost 
certain  from  St.  Matt,  and  fhjm  Jewish  tradition) 
the  Rahab  mentioned  is  Rahab  the  harlot.  If  Boaz 
be  identical  with  the  judge  Ibzan  [Ibz.\n],  as  is 


T5  ^2,  »i  whom  is  strength,  affords  a  similar  mean- 
ing. Gesenius  thinks  the  name  as  applied  to  Sol- 
omon's pillar  may  have  been  that  of  the  donor  or  ar* 
chitect.  H. 
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stated  with  some  shadow  of  probability  by  the  Je- 
rusalem Talmud  and  various  rabbis,  several  gen- 
erations must  be  inserted.  Dr.  Kennicott,  from  the 
difference  in  form  between  Salmah  and  Salmon 
(IJuth  iv.  20,  21),  supix)ses  that  by  mistake  two 
different  men  were  identified  {Dissert,  i.  543);  but 
we  want  at  least  three  generations,  and  this  suppo- 
sition gives  us  only  one.  Mill  quotes  from  Nico- 
laas  Lyranus  the  theory,  "  dicunt  majores  nostri,  et 
bene  ut  videtur,  quod  Ires  fuerint  Booz  sibi  succe- 
dentes ;  in  Mt.  i.  isti  tres  sub  uno  nomine  com- 
prehenduntur."  Even  if  we  shorten  the  period  of 
the  Judges  to  240  years,  we  must  suppose  that 
Boaz  was  the  youngest  son  of  Salmon,  and  that  he 
did  not  marry  till  the  age  of  65  (Ur.  Mill,  On  the 
Genealof/ies ;  Lord  A.  Hervey,  Jfl.  p.  262,  &c.). 

2.  Boaz  [in  1  K.  BoAcif,  Vat.  BoAo^,  Alex. 
Boos,  Comp.  B6a^;  in  2  Chr.  LXX.  jVx^s, 
stren<jth'\,  the  name  of  one  of  Solomon's  brazen 
pillars  erected  in  the  temple  porch.  [Jaciiin.] 
It  stood  on  the  left,  and  was  17  ^  cubits  high  (IK. 
vii.  15,  21;  2  Chr.  iii.  15;  .Jer.  lii.  21).  It  was 
hollow  and  surmounted  by  a  chapiter,  5  cubits  high, 
ornamented  with  net-work  and  100  pomegranates. 
The  apparent  discrejjancies  in  stating  the  height 
of  it  arise  from  the  including  and  excluding  of  the 
ornament  which  united  the  shaft  to  the  chapiter, 
&c.  F.  \V.  F. 

BOCCAS  {5  BoKKis  '■  Boccvs),  a  priest  in  the 
line  of  Esdras  (1  Esdr.  viii.  2).     [Bukki;  Bo- 

RITH.] 

BOCH'ERU  (^~l?2  [tputh  or  frsi-born] : 
Bocru:  1  Chr.  viii.  38,  ix.  44,  according  to  the 
present  Hebrew  text),  son  of  Azel;  but  rendered 
irpwrSTOKOs   by  LXX.    in   both   passages,    as   if 

pointed  -Tib?.     [Bechee.]  A.  C.  H. 

BO'CHIM  (□"'Dian,  the  weepers:  &  KKavd- 
ud)V,  K\av6fi,oives'  locus  jientium  sire  lacryimv- 
fum),  a  place  on  the  west  of  Jordan  above  Gilgal 
(Judg.  ii.  1  and  5),  so  called  because  the  people 
"wept"  there. 

*  The  LXX.  uisert  ^irl  Bat6-fi\  after  Bochim, 
and  thus  follow  an  opinion,  possibly  a  tradition, 
that  the  place  of  weeping  was  near  Bethel.  The 
going   up   thither    "of   the  angel"    from    Gilgal 

(vV*1)  favors  that  view.  Bertheau  (Rickter,  p. 
50)  infers  from  the  sacrifices  (ver.  5)  that  the  He- 
!)rew8  could  not  have  been  at  the  time  far  from  one 
of  their  sacred  places,  perhaps  Shiloli ;  but  (see 
Keil's  Book  of  Jvdi/es,  p.  204)  they  were  not  re- 
stricted in  this  manner,  but  performed  such  rites 
in  any  place  where  Jehovah  appeared  to  them. 
Beyond  this  there  is  no  clew  to  the  exact  spot 
where  the  scene  occurred.  H. 

BO'HAN  ("jna  [thumb]:  [Baitii/;  in  Josh, 
xviii.  17  -Mex.  Booju!  Comp.  Aid.]  Badv-  Boen\ 
a  Keut«nite  after  whom  a  stone  was  named,  possibly 
erected  to  commemorate  some  achievement  in  the 
conquest  of  Palestine  (comp.  1  Sam.  vii.  12).  Its 
position  wa.s  on  the  Itorder  of  the  territories  of  Ben- 
jamin and  Judah  between  Beth-arabali  and  Beth- 
hogla  on  the  E.,  and  Adummim  and  En-shemesh  on 
the  W.  Its  exact  situation  is  unknown  (Josh.  xv. 
6,  xviii.  17).     [Stones.]  W.  L.  B. 

BOIL.     [MicniciNE.] 

BOLSTER.  The  Hebrew  word  (niTh^p, 
miraashuth)  so  rendered,  denotes,  like  the  English, 
simply  a  place  for  the  head.     Hardy  travellers,  like 
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Jacob  (Gen.  xxviii.  11,  18)  and  Elijah  (1  K.  xii. 
6),  sleeping  on  the  bare  ground,  would  make  use 
of  a  stone  for  tliis  purjwse;  and  soldiers  on  the 
march  had  probably  no  softer  resting  place  (1  Sam. 
xxvi.  7, 11,  12,  10).  Possil)ly  both  Saul  and  Elnalf 
may  have  used  the  water-bottle  which  tJiey  carried 
as  a  bolster,  and  if  this  were  the  case,  David's 
midnight  adventure  becomes  more  conspicuously 
daring.  The  "pillow"  of  goafs  hair  which  Mi- 
chal's  cunning  put  in  the  place  of  the  bolster  in 
her  husband's  bed  (1  Sam.  xix.  13,  10)  was  prob- 
ably, as  Ewald  suggests,  a  net  or  curtain  of  goat's 
liair,  to  protect  the  sleeper  from  the  mosquitoes 
(Gescli.  iii.  101,  note),  like  the  "canopy"  of  Holo- 
fernes.     [David,  Amer.  ed.]  AV.  A.  W. 

*  BOLLED.  "  The  flax  was  Jo/W,"  Ex.  ix. 
31,  /.  e.  swollen,  podded  for  seed.  The  word  boll 
is  etymologically  cognate  with  ball,  bole,  bowl.    The 

Hebrew  term  here  used,  •^yS??  does  not  imply 
anything  more  than  tliat  the  flax  was  in  bud,  ready 
to  flower  (see  Ges.  and  Fiirst,  s.  r.).   See  also  Flax. 

A. 

BONDAGE.     [Slavery.] 

BONNET.  [See  Head-dres.s.]  In  old 
English,  as  in  Scotch  to  this  day,  the  word  "  bon- 
net" was  applied  to  the  head-dress  of  men.  Thus 
in  Hall's  Rich.  III.,  fol.  9  «. :  "  And  after  a  lytle 
season  puttjTig  of  hys  boneth  he  sayde:  O  Lorde 
God  creator  of  all  thynges,  howe  muclie  is  this 
realme  of  Englande  and  the  people  of  the  same 
bounden  to  thy  goodnes."  And  in  Shakespeare 
{Haml.  v.  2): 

"  Your  bonnet  to  his  right  use :  'tis  for  the  hea4."  ■ 
W.  A.  W. 

BOOK.     [Writing.] 

BOOTHS.  [SuccoTH  ;  Tabernacles, 
Feast  oi\] 

BOOTY.  This  consisted  of  captives  of  both 
sexes,  cattle,  and  whatever  a  captured  city  might 
contain,  especially  metallic  treasures.  Within  the 
limits  of  Canaan  no  captives  were  to  be  made  (Deut. 
XX.  14  and  16);  beyond  those  Umits,  in  case  of 
warlike  resistance,  all  the  women  and  children  were 
to  be  made  captives,  and  the  men  put  to  death.  A 
special  charge  was  given  to  destroy  the  "  pictures 
and  images  "  of  the  Canaanites,  as  tending  to  idol- 
atry (Num.  xxxiii.  52).  The  case  of  Amalek  was 
a  special  one,  in  which  Saul  was  bidden  to  destroy 
the  cattle.  So  also  was  that  of  the  expedition 
against  Arad,  in  which  the  people  took  a  vow  to 
destroy  the  cities,  and  that  of  Jericho,  on  which 
the  curse  of  God  seems  to  have  rested,  and  the  gold 
and  silver,  Ac.  of  which  were  viewed  as  resened 
wholly  for  Him  (1  Sam.  xv.  2,  3;  Num.  xxi.  2; 
Josh.  vi.  19).  The  law  of  booty  was  that  it  should 
be  divided  equally  between  tlie  army  who  won  it 
and  the  people  of  Israel,  but  of  the  former  half  one 
head  in  every  500  was  reserved  to  (iod,  and  appro- 
priated to  the  priests,  and  of  the  latter  one  in  every 
50  was  similarly  reserved  and  appropriated  to  the 
Invites  (Num.  xxxi.  26-47).  As  regarded  the 
army,  David  added  a  regulation  that  the  l)aggage- 
guard  should  share  equally  with  the  troops  engaged. 
The  present  made  by  David  out  of  his  booty  to  the 
elders  of  towns  in  Judah  was  an  act  of  grateful 
courtesy  merely,  though  perhaps  suggested  by  the 
law.  Num.  I.  c.  So  the  spoils  devoted  l)y  him  to 
provide  for  the  temple,  must  be  regarded  as  a  free- 
will oflfering  (1  Sam.  xxx.  24-26;  2  Sam.  viii.  11; 
1  Chr.  xxvi.  27).  H.  H. 


BOOZ 

BO'OZ  (Rec.  T.  Bo6i;  Lachni.  [Treg.  and 
Tisch.  (7th  ed.)]  with  AliD  [in  Luke],  Bo6s; 
[Tisch.  (8th  ed.)  in  Matt.,  with  B  and  Sin.,  Boe'y:] 
Booz),  Matt.  i.  5 ;  Luke  iii.  32.     [Boaz.] 

BO'RITH  (Bo/ilh),  a  priest  in  the  line  of 
Esdras  (2  Esdr.  i.  2).     The  name  is  a  corruption 

of  BUKKI. 

BORROWING.     [Loan.] 

BOS'CATH  (n)2?2  Istony],  2  K.  xxii.  1. 

[BOZKATH.] 

*  BOSOM.  For  the  bosom  of  a  garment  and 
its  uses,  see  Drf^js,  3.  (-4.);  for  the  expression  "  to 
lie  at  or  in  one's  bosom,"  see  Meals,  also  Abra- 
ham's BOSOM.    See  also  CiusK,  3.  A. 

BO'SOR,  1.  (BoaSp;  [Alex.  Boa-crop  in  ver. 
26:]  J;_f^£^Q_^  :   Bosor),  a  city  both  large  and 

fortified,  on  the  East  of  Jordan  in  the  land  of 
Gilead  (Galaad),  named  with  Bozrah  (Bosora), 
Camaim,  and  other  places  in  1  Mace.  v.  26,  36. 
It  is  probably  Bezkr,  though  there  is  nothing  to 
make  the  identification  certain. 

2.  (B6<Top:  Bosor),  the  Aramaic  mode  of  pro- 
nouncing the  name  of  Beor,  the  father  of  Balaam 
(2  Pet.  ii.  15);  in  accordance  with  the  substitution, 

frequent  in  Chaldee,  of  2  for  37  (see  Gesenius, 
1144).  G. 

BOS'ORA  {Botrapa  [?]  and  [Comp.]  Boaop^a; 
[Rom.  Alex.  Boa-ffopa,  Boaop ;  Sin.  Boaopa'-] 
Jx-CL^  :  Barasii,  Bosor),  a  strong  city  in  Gilead 

taken  by  Judas  Maccabaeus  (1  Mace.  v.  26,  28), 
doubtless  the  same  as  Bozrah. 

BOTCH.     CMedicixe.] 

BOTTLE.     The  words  which  are  rendered  in 

A.  V.  of  0.  T.  "  bottle  "  are,  (1.)  HDn  (Gen.  xxi. 

14, 15, 19):  cuTKis'-  uter  ;  a  skin-bottle.    (2.)  v5?.> 

or  753  (1  Sam.  x.  3 ;  Job  xxxviii.  37 ;  Jer.  xiii. 
12:  Is.  V.  11,  XXX.  14;  Lam.  iv.  2):  ayyeToi^, 
Kfpdfiiov,  a(TK6s'-  titer,  vas  testeum,  lagena,  lagun- 

cula.    (3.)  p^2|72  (.Jer.  xix.  1):  fiinhs  ocrrpaKi- 

vos-  laguncula.  (4.)  "TN3  (Josh.  ix.  4,  13;  Judg. 
iv.  19;  1  Sam.  xvi.  20;  Ps.  cxix.  83):  ^o-kJj:  uter, 
lagena. 

In  N.  T.  the  only  word  rendered  "bottle  "is 
h(TK6s  (Matt.  ix.  17;  Mark  ii.  22;  Luke  v.  37).; 
The  bottles  of  Scripture  are  thus  evidently  of  two 
kinds:  (1.)  The  skin  bottle.  (2.)  The  bottle  of 
earthen  or  gkss-ware,  both  of  them  capable  of  be- 
ing closed  from  the  air. 

1.  The  skin  bottle  will  be  best  described  in  the 
following  account  collected  from  Chardin  and  oth- 
ers. The  Arabs,  and  all  those  that  lead  a  wander- 
ing life,  keep  their  water,  milk,  and  other  liquors, 
in^  leathern  bottles.  These  are  made  of  goatskins. 
When  the  animal  is  killed,  they  cut  off  its  feet 
and  its  head,  and  they  draw  it  in  this  manner  out 
of  the  skin,  without  opening  its  belly.  In  Arabia 
they  are  tanned  with  acacia-bark  and  the  hairy 
part  left  outside.  If  not  tanned,  a  disagreeable 
taste  is  imparted  to  the  water.  They  afterwards 
sew  up  the  places  where  the  legs  were  cut  off  and 
the  tail,  and  when  it  is  filled  they  tie  it  about  the 
neck.  The  great  leathern  bottles  are  made  of  the 
skin  of  a  he-goat,  and  the  small  ones,  that  sen-e 
mstead  of  a  bottle  of  water,  on  the  road,  are  made 


BOTTLE 


^19 


of  a  kid's  skin.  These  bottles  when  rent  are  re- 
paired sometimes  by  setting  in  a  piece ;  sometimes 
by  gathering  up  the  wounded  place  in  manner  of 
a  purse;  sometimes  they  put  in  a  round  flat  piece 
of  wood,  and  by  that  means  st'^p  the  hole  (Char- 
din,  ii.  405,  viii.  409;  Wellsted,  Arabia,  i.  89;  ii. 
78;  Lane,  Mod.  Eg.  ii.  c.  1;  Ilanner,  from  Char- 
din's  notes,  ed.  Clarke,  i.  284).  Bruce  gives  a  de- 
scription of  a  vessel  of  the  same  kind,  but  larger. 
"  A  gerba  is  an  ox's  skin,  squared,  and  the  edges 
sewed  together  by  a  double  seam,  which  does  not 
let  out  water.  An  opening  is  left  at  the  top,  in 
the  same  manner  as  the  bunghole  of  a  cask ;  around 
this  the  skin  is  gathered  to  the  size  of  a  large  hand- 
ful, which,  when  the  gerba  is  full  of  water,  is  tied 
round  with  whipcord.  These  gerbas  contain  about 
sixty  gallons  each,  and  two  of  them  are  the  load  of 
a  camel.  They  are  then  all  besmeared  on  the  out- 
side with  grease,  as  well  to  hinder  the  water  from 
oozing  through,  as  to  prevent  its  being  evaporated 
by  the  heat  of  the  sun  upon  the  gerba,  which,  in 
fact,  happened  to  us  twice,  so  as  to  put  us  in 
danger  of  perishing  with  thirst."  (Travels,  iv. 
334.) 


Skin  Bottles.    (From  the  Museo  Borbonico.) 

Wine-bottles  of  skin  are  mentioned  as  used  by 
Greeks,  Romans,  and' Eg)'ptians,  by  Homer  (O'J. 
vi.  78,  olvou  txevty  'Ao-kw  ev  alyiUxi;  II.  iii. 
247);  by  Herodotus,  as  used  in  Egypt  (ii.  121), 
where  he  speaks  of  letting  the  wine  out  of  the  skin 
by  the  TroSec^c,  the  end  usually  tied  up  to  sen-e  as 
the  neck;  by  Virgil  (Georg.  ii.  384).  Also  by 
Athenaeus,  who  mentions  a  large  skin-bottle  of  the 
nature  of  the  gerba  (ouTKhs  ^k  iropSaA&jj'  Sepixdraiu 
i^paufxtvos,  V.  28,  p.  199).  Chardin  says  that 
wine  in  Persia  is  preserved  in  skins  saturated  with 
pitch,  which,  when  good,  impart  no  flavor  to  the 
wine  ( Voyages,  iv.  75).  Skins  for  wine  or  other 
liquids  are  in  use  to  this  day  in  Spain,  where  they 
are  called  borrachas. 

The  eff'ect  of  external  heat  upon  a  skin-bottle  is 
indicated  in  Ps.  cxix.  83,  "  a  bottle  in  the  smoke," 
and  of  expansion  produced  by  femientation  in  Matt, 
ix.  17,  "  new  wine  in  old  bottles  "  [or  ••  skins  "]. 

2.  Vessels  of  metal,  earthen,  or  glass  ware  for 
liquids  were  in  use  among  the  Greeks,  Egyptians, 


Egyptian  Bottles.    1  to  7,  glass,  8  to  11,  earthenware. 
(From  the  British  Museum  Collection.) 
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Etruscans,  and  Assyrians  {^pv(T6TViros  <j>ta\r] 
Tvpa-riyi],  Athtn.  i.  20  (28);  kpyvptt}  (piiKr],  U- 
xxiii.  243:  a.fi(piOerov  piaKnv  wirvpaiTOV,  270),  and 
also  no  doubt  among  the  Jews,  especially  in  later 
times.  Thus  .ler.  xix.  1,  "  a  potter's  earthen  bottle." 
The  Jews  probably  borrowed  their  manufactures  in 
this  particular  from  Egypt,  which  was  celebrated 
for  glass  work,  as  remains  and  illustrations  of 
Egyptian  workmanship  are  extant  at  least  as  early 
aa  the  15th  century  k.  c.  (Wilkinson,  ii.  59,  60). 

Glass  bottles  of  the  3d  or  4th  century  B.  C.  have 
been  found  at  Babylon  by  Mr.  Layard.  At  Cairo 
many  persons  obtain  a  livelihood  by  selling  Nile 
water,  which  is  carried  by  camels  or  asses  in  skins, 
or  by  the  carrier  himself  on  his  back  in  pitchers 
of  porous  gray  earth  (Lane,  Mod.  Ey.  ii.  153,  155 ; 
Burckhardt,  Syna,  p.  611;  Maundrell,  Joui-ney, 
p.  407,  Bohn;  Wilkinson,  Et/ypt,  c.  iii.  vol.  i.  148- 
158t  Blct.  of  Antiq.  Vinum;  Layard,  Nineveh  and 
Babylon,  pp.  196,  503;  Gesenius,  s.  w.) 


Assyrian  Glass  Bottles.    (From  the  British  Museum 
Collection.) 

*  BOTTOMLESS  PIT.     [Deep,  The.] 
BOW.     [Arms.] 

*  BOWELS  (n"*2?n,  d'^prj!',  <nrA.({7X''«)- 
The  bowels  were  regarded  by  the  Hebrews  as  the  seat 
of  the  tender  affections,  and  the  term  is  therefore 
often  used  tropically,  like  htnrt,  breast,  and  bosom 
in  English.  Our  translators  have  sometimes  judi- 
ciously varied  the  expression  to  suit  the  English 
idiom,  as  in  Ps.  xxv.  6,  xl.  8,  Prov.  xii.  10,  Luke  i. 
78,  2  Cor.  vii.  15  (see  the  margin  in  these  places); 
but  in  many  other  cases  they  have  given  a  bald, 
verbal  translation  where  a  different  rendering  would 
have  more  happily  expressed  the  meanmg;  as,  "  The 
bowels  (hearts)  of  the  saints  are  refreshed  by  thee  "  ; 
"  Ye  are  not  straitened  in  us,  but  are  straitened  in 
your  own  bowels"  (affections);  see  Cant.  v.  4;  Jer. 
iv.  19,  xxxi.  20;  Ecclus.  xxx.  7;  2  Cor.  vi.  12; 
PhiL  i.  8,  ii.  1;  Col.  iii.  12:  Philem.  7,  12,  20; 
1  John  iii.  17.  A. 

BOWL.  (1.)  nba  :  arpcrnhv  aveffnoV- funic- 
ulus ;  see  Ges.  p.  288.  (2.)  b^D  :  \(K(iini) :  \.pl'i- 
ala,]  concha.    (3.)  b?D :  also  in  A.  V.  dish.    (4.) 

5"*?2  :  KpaT))p- tcyphus-  (5.)  n"'iy3P  =  KvaQos: 
cya'lhus.  Of  these  words  (1)  may  be  taken  to  in- 
dicate chiefly  roundness,  from  VvJj  "'"i  »«  «  '"^l' 
or  globe,  placed  as  an  ornament  on  the  tops  or  cap- 
itals of  columns  (1  K.  vii.  41;  2  Chr.  iv.  12,  13): 
also   the   knob   or  boss  from  which  proceed  the 

a  Apparently  from  the  root  "1P"h4,  "  to  be  straight," 
then  to  be  "  fortunate,"  "  beautiful."  8o  in  the  book 
Jelammedenu  It  Is  said,  ''  Quare  Tocatur  theasshur  ?  quia 


BOX-TREE 

branches  of  a  candlestick  (Zech.  iv.  2),  and  also  a 
susjjended  lamp,  in  A.  V.  "  golden  bowl ''  (Eccl. 
xii.  6);  (2)  indicating  lowness,  is  perhaps  a  shal- 
low dish  or  basin;  (3)  a  hollow  vessel;  (4)  a  round 
vessel  (Jer.  xxxv.  5)  Kepa/nov  LXX. ;  (5)  a  lustra-  . 

tory  vessel,  from  'i^V^,  pure. 

A  like  uncertainty  prevails  as  to  the  precise  form 
and  material  of  these  vessels  as  is  noticed  under. 
Basin.  Bowls  would  probably  be  used  at  meals  for 
liquids,  or  broth,  or  pottage  (2  K.  iv.  40).  Modem 
Arabs  are  content  with  a  few  wooden  bowls.  In  the 
British  Museum  are  dejwsited  several  terra-cotta 
bowls  with  Chaldeean  inscriptions  of  a  superstitious 
character,  expressing  charms  against  sickness  and 
evil  spirits,  which  may  possibly  explain  the  "  divin- 
ing cup  "  of  Joseph  (Gen.  xliv.  5).  The  bowl  was 
filled  with  some  liquid  and  drunk  off"  as  a  charm 
against  evil.  See  a  case  of  Tippoo  Sahib  drinking 
water  out  of  a  black  stone  as  a  charm  against  mis- 
fortune (Gleig,  Life  of  Munro,  i.  218).  One  of  the 
Brit.  Mus.  bowls  still  retains  the  stain  of  a  liquid. 
These  bowls,  however,  are  thought  by  Mr.  Birch 
not  to  be  very  ancient  (Layard,  Nin.  and  Bab. 
509,  511,  526.  Birch,  Anc.  Pottery,  i.  154. 
Shaw,  231).  H.  W.  P. 

*  There  is  no  such  Hebrew  word  as  vSD  (No. 
3,  above) ;  the  word  translated  dish  in  the  passage 

which  must  be  referred  to  (Judg.  v.  25)  is   vDD 

(No.  2),  for  which  an  obsolete  verh  /QD  has  been 
assumed  by  some  lexicographers  as  the  root.  Fiirst 
rejects  this  etymology.  Other  Hebrew  words  trans- 
lated bowl  in   the   A.  V.  are   Vd,  Zech.  iv.  2; 

P^t^,  see  Basin;  and  ^D,  1  K.  vu.  50;  2  K. 
xii.  13  (14),  also  rendered  basin.  A. 

»  BOX.  The  Hebrew  word  C?]?  :  (puKSs'-  lenti- 
eula)  so  rendered  in  2  K.  ix.  1,  3  ("  a  box  of  oil "), 
projwrly  denotes  a  flask  or  bottle.  In  1  Sam.  x.  1 
it  is  more  correctly  translated  "  vial."  See  also 
Alabaster.  A. 

BOX-TREE  ("11l2?Si^,°  teasshUr :  daaaovp, 
KfSpos  ■  buxus,  pinus)  occurs  in  Is.  Ix.  13,  together 
with  "the  fir-tree  and  the  pine-tree,"  as  furnishing 
wood  from  Lebanon  for  the  temple  that  was  to  be 
built  at  Jerusalem.  In  Is.  xii.  19  the  teasshvr  is 
mentioned  in  connection  with  the  cedar,  "  the  fir- 
tree  and  the  pine,"  Ac,  which  should  one  day  be 
planted  in  the  wilderness.  There  is  great  uncer- 
tainty as  to  the  tree  denoted  by  the  teasshvr.  The 
Talniudical  and  Jewish  writers  gencndly  are  of 
opinion  that  the  box-tree  is  intended,  and  with 
them  agree  Montanus,  Deodatius,  the  A.  V.  and 
other  modern  versions  ;  Bosenniiiller  (Bibl.  Bot. 
300),  Celsius  {Ilierob.  ii.  153),  and  Parkhurst  (//e6. 

Lex.  g.  v.  "ntt7Si1)  are  also  in  favor  of  the  box- 
tree.  Tlie  Syriac  and  the  Arabic  version  of  Saadias 
understand  the  tensshur  to  denote  a  species  of  cedar 
called  sherbin,^  which  is  distinguished  by  the  small 
size  of  the  cones  and  the  upright  growth  of  the 
branches.  This  inteqiretation  is  also  sanctioned 
.l)y  (Jesenius  and  Fiirst  (Ifeb.  Concord,  p.  134). 
liiller  {Uierqjhyt.  i.  401)  Wieves  the  Hebrew  word 
may  denote  either  the  box  or  the  maple.     With 


eot  felicl88ima  et  praestantissima  inter  omnes  speciet 
eedrouiii  ■'  (Buxt.  i.  r.). 
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resfard  to  that  theory  which  identifies  the  teasshur 
with  the  sherbin,  there  is  not,  beyond  the  authority 
of  the  SjTiac  and  Arabic  versions,  any  satisfactory 
evidence  to  support  it.  It  is  uncertain  moreover 
what  tree  is  meant  by  the  sherbin :  it  is  supiwsed 
to  be  some  kind  of  cedar :  but  although  the  Arabic 
version  of  Dioscorides  gives  sherbin  as  the  rendering 
of  the  Greek  KeSpos,  the  two  trees  which  Dios- 
corides speaks  of  seem  rather  to  be  referred  to  the 
genus  J uiiiperus  than  to  that  of  pinus.  However 
Celsius  {Hie rob.  i.  80)  and  Sprengel  {Hist.  Rei  | 
Herb.  i.  267)  identify  the  sherbin  with  the  Pinus  i 
cedrus  (Linn.),  the  cedar  of  Lebanon.  According 
to  Xiebuhr  also  the  cedar  was  called  sherbin.  The 
same  word,  however,  both  in  the  Chaldee,  the  Syriac, 
and  the  Arabic,  is  occasionally  used  to  express  the 
berosh.c  Although  the  claim  which  the  box-tree 
has  to  represent  the  tedsshur  of  Isaiah  and  Ezekiel 
is  far  from  being  satisfactorily  established,  yet  the 
endenee  rests  on  a  better  foundation  than  that 
which    supports  the  claims  of  the  sherbin.     The 
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passage  in  Ez.  xxvii.  0,''  although  it  is  one  of  ac- 
knowledged ditHculty,  has  been  taken  by  IJochart, 
Kosenmiiller,  and  others,  to  uphold  the  claim  of  the 
box-tree  to  represent  the  teasshur.  For  a  full  ac- 
count of  the  various  readings  of  that  passage  see 
Rosenmiiller's  Schol.  in  Ez.  xxvii.  6.  The  most 
satisfactory  translation  appears  to  lis  to  be  that  of 
liochart  (Geo;/.  Sac.  i.  iii.  c.  5,  180)  and  Kosen- 
miiller: "  Thy  benches  have  they  made  of  ivory, 
inlaid  with  box-wood  from  the  isles_  of  Chittim." 
Now  it  Is  probable  that  the  isles  of  Chittim  may 
refer  to  any  of  the  islands  or  maritime  districts  of 
the  Mediterranean.  Bochart  believes  Corsica  is 
intended  hi  this  passage :  the  Vulg.  has  "  de  insulis 
ItaliiB."  Corsica  was  celebrated  for  its  box-trees 
(Plin.  xvi.  16;  Theophi-ast.  //.  P.  iii.  15,  §  5),  and 
it  is  well  known  that  the  ancients  understood  the 
art  of  veneering  wood,  especially  box-wood,  fvith 
ivory,  tortoise-shell,  &c.  (Virg.  ^n.  x.  137).  This 
passage,  therefore,  does  certainly  seem  to  favor  the 
opinion  that  tensshur  denotes  the  wood  of  the  box- 


Boznih . 


tree  (Buxus  sempervirens),  or  perhaps  that  of  the 
only  other  known  species,  Biixiis  bilearicu;  but 
the  point  must  be  left  undetermined.         W.  H. 

BO'ZEZ  (V^'13,  shining,  according  to  the 
conjecture  of  Gesenius,  Thes.  p.  223:  Bofff's:  [Vat. 
Ba^ijs;  Comp.  BoC'fis'-]  Bases),  the  name  of  one  of 
the  two  "sharp  rocks"  (Hebrew,  "teeth  of  the 
cliff")  "between  the  passages"  by  which  Jonathan 
entered  the  Philistine  garrison.  It  seems  to  have 
been  that  on  the  north  side  (1  Sam.  xiv.  4,  5). 
Robinson  notices  two  hills  of  blunt  conical  form 
in  the  bottom  of  the  W<uly  Suweinit  just  below 
Mukhmas  (i.  441  and  iii.  289).  Stanley,  on  the 
other  hand,  could  not  make  them  out  (S.  cf  P.  205, 
note).     And  indeed  these  hills  answer  neither  to 


21 


the  expression  of  the  text  nor  the  requirements  of 
the  narrative.     [See  Seneh,  Amer.  eid.]         G. 

BOZ'KATH  ('"I^VS  [stony]  :  Baav^de , 
Alex.  MaffxaO;  [Comp.  Bacrex"^!  -^^^^  ^affKdO;] 
in  Kings,  haaovpdO;  [Comp.  BacrovKwd:]  Joseph. 
BoffKfO'-  Bascnth,  Besecnth),  a  city  of  Judah  in 
the  Shefelnh;  named  with  Lachish  (Josh.  xv.  39). 
It  is  mentioned  once  again  (2  K.  xxii.  1)  as  the 
native  place  of  the  mother  of  king  Josiah.  Here 
it  is  spelt  in  the  A.  V.  "  Boscath."  No  trace  of 
the  site  has  yet  been  discovei-ed.  G. 

BOZ'RAH  (n~)V2-  possibly  from  a  root  with 
the  force  of  restraining,  therefore  used  for  a  sheep- 


CTIS.  Bochart  reads  □'^"ItPWHS  In  one  word. 
Rosenraiiller  regards  the  expression  "  daughter  of  box- 
wood "  as  metaphorical,  comparing  Ps.  xvii.  8,  Lam. 
U.  18,  iii.  13. 
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fold,  Gesen.  s.  v. :  Bo<r  Jp/5a ;  Bocr6p,  also  oxiptofxa 
Jer.  xlix.  22,  Te7xos  Am.  i.  12;  le\l\Pis  Mic.  ii. 
12,  Vulg.  ovile  :]  Basra),  the  name  of  more  than 
one  place  on  the  east  of  Palestine.  1.  In  Eklom  — 
the  city  of  Jobab  the  son  of  Zerah,  one  of  the  early 
kings  of  that  nation  (Gen.  xxxvi.  33;  1  Chr.  i.  44). 
This  is  doubtless  the  place  mentioned  in  later  times 
by  Isaiah  (xxxiv.  G,  Ixiii.  1  (in  connection  with 
Edom),  and  by  Jeremiah  (xhx.  13,  22),  Amos  (i. 
12),  and  Micah  (ii.  12,  "  sheep  of  B.,"  comp.  Is. 
xxxiv.  6 ;  the  word  is  here  rendered  by  the  Vulgate 
and  by  Gesenius  "fold,"  "  the  sheep  of  the  fo?d," 
Ges.  T/ies.  230).  It  was  known  to  Eusebius,  who 
speaks  of  it  in  the  Onomasticon  (Boawp)  as  a  city 
of  Esau  in  the  mountains  of  Idumoea,  in  connection 
with  Is.  Ixiii.  1,  and  in  contradistinction  to  liostra 
in  Peraea.  There  is  no  reason  to  doubt  that  the 
modem  representative  of  Bozrah  is  eUBusaireh, 

HwA.»flA.'l,  which  was  first  visited  by  Burckhardt 

{Syr.  407;  Beszeyra),  and  lies  on  the  mountain 
district  to  the  S.  E.  of  the  Dead  Sea,  between 
Tufileh  and  Petra,  about  half-way  between  the 
latter  and  the  Dead  Sea.  Irby  and  Mangles  men- 
tion it  under  the  name  of  Jpseyra  and  Bsaida 
(chap.  viii.  :  see  also  Kobinson,  ii.  167).  'ITie 
"goats  "  which  Isaiah  connects  with  the  place  were 
found  in  large  numbers  in  this  neighborhood  by 
Burckhardt  {Syr.  405). 

2.  In  his  catalogue  of  the  cities  of  the  land  of 
Moab,  Jeremiah  (xlviii.  24)  mentions  a  Bozrah  as 

in  "the  plain  country"  (ver.  21,  ")tt7''S5n  y^S, 
i.  e.  the  high  level  downs  on  the  east  of  the  Dead 
Sea  and  of  the  lower  Jordan,  the  Belka  of  the 
modem  Arabs).  Here  lay  Ileshbon,  Nebo,  Kirjath- 
aim,  Diblathaim,  and  the  other  towns  named  in 
this  passage,  and  it  is  here  that  we  presume  Bozrali 
should  be  sought,  and  not,  as  has  been  lately  sug- 
gested, at  Bostra,  the  Roman  city  in  Bashan,  full 
sixty  miles  from  Heshbon  (Porter's  Damascus,  ii. 
163,  &c.).  On  the  other  hand,  Bozrah  stands  by 
itself  in  this  passage  of  Jeremiah,  not  being  men- 
tioned in  any  of  the  other  lists  of  the  cities  of 
Moab,  e.  g.  Num.  xxxii. ;  Josh.  xiii. ;  Is.  xvi. ;  Ez. 
XXV. ;  and  the  catalogue  of  Jeremiah  is  expressly 
said  to  include  cities  both  "  far  and  near  "  (xlviii. 
24).  Some  weight  also  is  due  to  the  consideration 
of  the  improbability  that  a  town  at  a  later  date  so 
important  and  in  so  excellent  a  situation  should  be 
entirely  omitted  from  the  Scripture.  Still  there  is 
the  fact  of  the  specification  of  its  position  as  in  the 
Mishor;  and  also  this,  that  in  a  country  where  the 
very  kings  were  "  sheep  masters  "  (2  K.  iii.  4),  a 
name  signifying  a  sheep-fold  must  have  been  of 
common  occurrence. 

For  the  Roman  IVistra,  the  modem  Btisra,  on 
the  south  border  of  the  IJaurdn,  see  Reland,  p. 
665,  and  Porter,  ii.  chap.  12.  G. 

BRACELET  (ni^ VtJ  :  ^t'AAwi/;  xA'St^v). 
Under  Armlkt  an  accoimt  is  given  of  these  orna- 
ments, the  materials  of  which  they  were  generally 
made,  the  manner  in  which  they  were  worn,  Ac. 

Besides  m37V^)  three  [four]  other  words  are  trans- 
lated by  "  bracelet "  in  the  Bible,  namely :  (1. )  T'pV 
(from  10^,  to  fiisten).  Num.  xxxi.  50,  &c.  (2.) 
ST^^  (a  chain,  arftpd,  from  its  being  wreathwl, 
"1^07).     It  only  occurs  in  this  sense  in  Is.  iii.  19, 


BRASS 

but  compare  the  expression  "  wreathen  chains  "  in 
Ex.  xxviii.  14,  22.  Bracelets  of  fine  twisted  Vene- 
tian gold  are  still  common  in  Egypt  (I>ane,  ii.  368, 
Append.  A.  and  plates).  (3.)  b^nS,  Gen.  xxx^iii.- 
18,  25,  rendered  "bracelet,"  but  meaning  prob- 
ably "  a  string  by  which  a  seal-ring  was  suspended  " 
(Gesen.  s.  v.).  [(4.)  njl,  acppayis,  armllla,  Ex.* 
XXXV.  21,  which  some  (Gesenius,  Knobel)  under- 
stand to  denote  a  hook  or  clagp  for  fastening  the 
garments  of  women,  others  (Rosenmiiller,  De  Wettc. 
Kalisch )  a  nose-nng.  —  A.] 


Gold  Egyptian  Bracelet.     (Wilkinson.) 

Men  as  well  as  women  wore  bracelets,  as  we  see 
from  Cant.  v.  14,  which  may  be  renderetl,  "His 
wrists  are  circlets  of  gold  full  set  with  topazes." 
I^yard  says  of  the  Assyrian  kuigs:  "the  arms 
were  encircled  by  armlets,  and  f/ie  wiists  by  bra^e- 


As.syrian  Bracelet  Clasp.     (Nineveh  Marbles.) 

lets,  all  equally  remarkable  for  the  taste  and  beauty 
of  the  design  and  workmanship.  In  the  centre  of 
the  bracelets  were  stars  and  rosettes,  which  were 
probably  inlaid  with  precious  stones"  {Nineveh, 
ii.  323).  These  may  be  observed  on  the  sculptures 
in  the  British  Museum.     [Arsilet;  Anki.et.] 

F.  W.  F. 
BRAMBLE.     [Thorns.] 

BRASS  {xa\K6s)-  The  word  HK'n?  (from 
the  root  tt^TO,  to  shine)  is  improperly  translated  by 
"  brass  "  in  the  earlier  books  of  Scripture,  since  the 
Hebrews  were  not  acquainted  with  the  compound 
of  copper  and  zinc  known  by  that  name.  In  most 
places  of  the  O.  T.  the  correct  translation  would  be 
copper  (although  it  may  sometimes  possibly  mean 
bronze  {xa\Khs  KfKpafxtvos),  a  compound  of  copper 
and  tin.  Indeed  a  simple  metal  was  obviously  in- 
tended, as  we  see  from  Deut.  viii.  9,  "out  of  whose 
hills  thou  mayest  dig  brass,"  and  Job  xxviii.  2, 
"  Bra.'<s  is  molten  out  of  the  stone,"  and  Deut. 
xxxiii.  25,  "  'ITiy  shoes  shall  he  iron  and  brass," 
which  seems  to  be  a  promise  that  Asher  should  have 
a  district  rich  in  mines,  which  we  know  to  have 
l)een  the  case,  since  Euseli.  (viii.  15,  17  [</c  Mart. 
Pal.  c.  7])  speaks  of  the  Christians  teing  con- 
demned ToTj  Kara,  ^aww  t^j  HaKaiffTitrqs  x^~ 
Kov  /xfrdWoii  (Lightfoot,  Ceitt.  Chorogr.  c.  99). 
[AsiiEK.] 

Copper  was  known  at  a  very  early  period,  and 
the  invention  of  working  it  is  attributed  to  Tubal- 
cain  (Gen.  iv.  22;  cf.  \A'ilkinson,  Anc.  Kgypt..  iii. 
243 ;  comp.  "  I'rior  a'ris  erat  quam  ferri  oognitUB 
usus,"  Lucr.  V.  1292).  Its  extreme  ductility  (xa\- 
(cbs  from  ;^a\iiei))  made  its  application  almost  uni- 
versal among  the  ancients,  as  Hesiod  expressly  sayg 
( Did.  of  Ant.,  art.  jEt). 
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The  same  word  is  used  for  money,  in  both  Tes- 
taments (Ez.  xvi.  36; "  Matt.  x.  9,  &c.)- 

It  is  often  used  in  metaphors,  e.  g.  Lev.  xxvi.  19, 
"  I  will  make  jour  heaven  as  iron  and  your  earth 
as  brass,"  i.  e.  dead  and  hard.  This  expression  is 
reversed  in  Deut.  xxviii.  2-3  (comp.  Coleridge's  "  All 
in  a  hot  and  copper  sky,"  &c.,  Auc.  Mar.).  "Is 
my  flesh  of  brass,"  i.  e.  invulnerable,  Job  vi.  12. 
"  They  are  all  brass  and  iron,"  i.  e.  base,  ignoble, 
impure,  Jer.  vi.  28.  It  is  often  used  as  an  emblem 
of  strength,  Zech.  vi.  1;  Jer.  i.  18,  <fcc.  The 
"brazen  thighs"  of  the  mystic  image  in  Nebu- 
chadnezzar's dream  were  a  fit  symbol  of  the  ''Axaio' 
XaA./coxiTCDj'ey.  No  special  mention  of  orichalcum 
seems  to  be  made  in  the  Bible. 

The  word  xO'^'^oKifiavov  in  Rev.  i.  15,  ii.  18 
(oi  Tr6Ses  aurov  ofioioi  x'^^Ko\ifidva>},  has  excited 
much  difference  of  opinion.  The  A.  V.  renders  it 
"fine  brass,"  as  though  it  were  from  ;^aA./c(Js  and 
\fifio)  (smelting  brass),  or  that  opelxa^Kos,  which 
was  so  rare  as  to  be  more  valuable  than  gold.  Boch- 
art  makes  it  "  aes  album  igneo  colore  splendens,"  as 

though  from  ]2^,  "  shining."  It  may  perhaps  be 
deep-colored  frankincense,  as  opposed  to  apyvpo\l- 
^avov  (Liddell  and  Scott's  Lex.).         F.  W.  F. 

*  BRAYING  IN  A  MORTAR,  Prov. 
xxvii.  22.     [Punishments,  III.  («.)  4.] 

*  BRAZEN  SEA,  2  K.  xxv.  13;  Jer.  lii.  17. 
[Sea,  Moltkx.] 

BRAZEN  SERPENT.  [Serpeht.] 
BREAD  (nrib).  The  preparation  of  bread 
as  an  article  of  food  dates  from  a  very  early  period. 
It  must  not,  however,  be  inferred  from  the  use  of 
the  word  kchem  in  Gen.  iii.  19  ("bread,"  A.  V.) 
th.it  it  was  known  at  the  time  of  the  fall,  the  word 
there  occurring  in  its  general  sense  oi  food:  the 
earliest  undoubted  instance  of  its  use  is  found  in 

Gen.  x\m.  6.  The  com  or  grain  ("12^1  P"^) 
employed  was  of  various  sorts.  The  best  bread  was 
made  of  wheat,  which  after  being  ground  produced 

the  "flour"  or  "meal"  (riDp:  t\fvpov\  Judg. 
vi.  19;  1  Sam.  i.  24;  1  K.  iv.'22,  xvii.  12,  14), 
and  when  sifted  the  "fine  flour"  H^pD;    more 

fully  3^!2n  r^b,  Ex.  xxix.  2;  or  hSd  nOp., 
Gen.  xviii.  6 ;  ffefj.i5a\is)  usually  employed  in  the 
sacred  offerings  (Ex.  xxix.  40;  Lev.  ii.  1;  Ez.  xlvi. 
14),  and  in  the  meals  of  the  wealthy  (1  K.  iv.  22; 
2  K.  vii.  1 ;  Ez.  xvi.  1.3,  19 ;  Rev.  xviii.  13).  "  Bar- 
ley "  was  used  only  by  the  very  poor  (John  vi.  9, 
13),  or  in  times  of  scarcity  (Ruth  iii.  15,  compared 
with  i.  1;  2  K.  iv.  38,  42;  Rev.  vi.  G;  Joseph. 
B.  ,T.  v.  10,  §  2):  as  it  was  the  food  of  horses  (1 
K.  iv.  28),  it  was  considered  a  symbol  of  what  was 
mean  and  insignificant  (Judg.  vii.  13 ;  comp.  Jo- 
seph. Ant.  v.  6,  §  4,  fni^av  Kpidivrjv,  uir'  evreKetas 
avdpuirois  &^pa)Tov;  Liv.  xxvii.  13),  as  well  as  of 
what  was  of  a  mere  animal  character,  and  hence 
ordered  for  the  offering  of  jealousy  (Num.  v.  15 ; 
comp.   Hos.   iii.    2;    Philo,    ii.    307).      "Spelt" 

(''p.t?  •  oKvpa,  ff'o:  rye,  Jifches,  spelt,  A.  V.) 
was 'also'  used  Iwth  in  Egypt  (Ex.  ix.  32)  and  Pal- 
estine (Is.  xxviii.  25;  Ez.  iv.  9;  1  K.  xix.  6,  LXX. 
iyKpv<pias   oKvplrris).      Herodotus  indeed   states 


a  *  Translated  "filthiness"  in  Ezek.  xvi.  36  (A.  V.), 
Instead  of  brass  or  money  (HtlJn?,  xa^w).      H. 
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(ii.  36)  that  in  the  former  country  bread  was  made 
exclusively  of  olyra.  which,  as  in  the  LXX.,  he 
identifies  with  zea ;  but  in  this  he  was  mistaken, 
as  wheat  was  also  used  (Ex.  ix.  32;  comp.  Wilkin- 
son's Anc.  Egyjyt.  ii.  397).  Occasionally  the  grains 
above  mentioned  were  mixed,  and  other  ingredients, 
such  as  beans,  lentils,  and  millet,  were  added  (Ez. 
iv.  9;  cf.  2  Sam.  xvii.  28);  the  bread  so  produced 
is  called  "  barley  cakes  "  (Ez.  iv.  12,  "««•  barley 
cakes,"  A.  V.),  inasmuch  as  barley  was  the  main 
ingredient.  The  amount  of  meal  required  for  a 
single  baking  was  an  ephah  or  three  measures  (Gen. 
xviii.  6;  Judg.  vi.  19;  1  Sam.  i.  24;  Matt.  xiii. 
33),  which  appears  to  have  been  suited  to  the  size 
of  the  ordinary  oven.  The  baking  was  done  in 
primitive  times  by  the  mistress  of  the  house  (Gen. 
xviii.  6)  or  one  of  the  daughters  (2  Sam.  xiii.  8): 
female  servants  were  however  emplojed  in  large 
households  (1  Sam.  viii.  13):  it  appears  always  to 
have  been  the  proper  business  of  women  in  a  family 
(Jer.  vii.  18,  xliv.  19 ;  Matt.  xiii.  33 ;  cf.  Plin.  xviii. 
11,  28).  Baking,  as  a  profession,  was  carried  on  by 
men  (Hos.  vii.  4,  6).  In  Jerusalem  the  bakers  con- 
gregated in  one  quarter  of  the  town,  as  we  may  infer 
from  the  names  "bakers'  street"  (Jer.  xxxvii.  21), 
and  "tower  of  the  ovens"  (Neh.  iii.  11,  xii.  .38, 
"furnaces,"  A.  V.).  In  the  time  of  the  Herods, 
bakers  were  scattered  throughout  the  towns  of  Pal- 
estine {Ant.  XV.  9,  §  2).  As  the  bread  was  made 
in  thin  cakes,  which  soon  became  dry  and  unpal- 
atable, it  was  usual  to  bake  daily,  or  when  required 
(Gen.  xviii.  6;  comp.  Harmer's  Obsenatkms,  i. 
483):  reference  is  perhaps  made  to  this  lu  the 
Lord's  prayer  (Matt.  vi.  11;  Luke  xi.  3).  The 
bread  taken  by  persons  on  a  journey  (Gen.  xlv.  23; 
Josh.  ix.  12)  was  probably  a  kind  of  biscuit.  The 
process  of  making  bread  was  as  follows:  the  flour 
was  first  mixed  with  water,  or  perhaps  milk  (Burck- 
hardt's  Notes  on  the  Bedouins,  i.  58);  it  was  then 

kneaded  (27^17)  with  the  hands  (in  Egj-pt  with  the 


Egyptians  kneading  dougli  witii  their  hands.  (Wilkin- 
son. From  a  painting  in  the  Tomb  of  Remeses  IH. 
at  Thebes.) 

feet  also;  Herod,  ii.  36;  Wilkinson,  ii.  386)  in 
a    small    wooden    bowl    or    "  kneading-trough " 

(rr^Sirp,  a  term  which  may,  however,  rather  re- 
fer to  the  leathern  bag  in  which  the  Bedouins  carry 
their  provisions,  and  which  serves  both  as  a  wallet 
and  a  table;  Niebuhr's  Voyage,  i.  171;  Harmer, 
iv.  366  ff. ;  the  LXX.  inclines  to  this  view,  giving 
iyKaToXfifjifiaTa,  "store,"  A.  V.,  in  Deut.  xxviii. 
5,  17;  the  expression  in  Ex.  xii.  34,  however, 
"  bound  up  in  their  clothes,"  favors  the  idea  of  a 

wooden  bowl),  until  it  became  dough  (p^2:  (ttcus, 
Ex.  xii.  34,  39;  2  Sam.  xiii.  8;  Jer.  vii.  18;  Hos. 
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Egjptians  kneading  the  dough  with  their  feet.  At  a 
and  b  the  dough  is  probably  left  to  ferment  in  a 
basket,  ae  is  now  done  at  Cairo.     (Wilkinson.) 

vii.  4.     The  term  "  dough  "  is  improperly  given  in 

the  A.  V.  as  =  niD^"iy,  in  Num.  xv.  20,  21;  j 
Neh.  X.  37;  Ez.  xliv.  30).  When  the  kneading 
was  completed,  leaven  ("^Stj?  :  ^v/xri)  was  generally 
added  [Leaven]  ;  but  when  the  time  for  prepar- 
ation was  short,  it  was  omitted,  and  unleavened 
cakes,  hastily  baked,  were  eaten,  as  is  stiU  the  prev- 
alent custom  among  the  Bedouins  (Gen.  xviii.  6, 
xix.  3;  Ex.  xii.  39;  Judg.  vi.  19;  1  Sam.  xxviii. 

24).  Such  cakes  were  termed  Dl??^  i&(vfxa, 
LXX.),  a  word  of  doubtful  sense,  variously  sup- 
posed to  convey  the  ideas  of  thinness  (Fiirst,  Lex. 
8.  v.),  siveetness  (Gesen.  Thesaui:  p.  81a),  or  jMiity 
(Knobel,    Comm.   in  Ex.  xii.   20),  while  leavened 

bread  was  called  V^'?  Q^^-  fhai-pened  or  soured; 
Ex.  xii.  39;  Hos.  vii.  4).  Unleavened  cakes  were 
ordered  to  be  eaten  at  the  passover  to  commemorate 
the  hastiness  of  the  departure  (Ex.  xii.  15,  xiii.  3, 
7;  Deut.  xvi.  3),  as  well  as  on  other  sacred  occa- 
sions (I^v.  ii.  11,  vi.  16;  Num.  vi.  15).  The 
leavened  mass  was  allowed  to  stand  for  some  time 
(Matt.  xiii.  33;  Luke  xiii.  21),  sometimes  for  a 
whole  night  ("  their  baker  sleepeth  all  the  night," 
Hos.  ni.  G),  exposed  to  a  moderate  heat  in  order  to 
forward  the  fermentation  ("he  ceaseth  from  stir- 
ring"  ["T'l^C:  "raising,"  A.  V.]  the  fire  "until 
it  be  leavened,"  Hos.  vii.  4).  The  dough  was  then 
divided  into  round  cakes  (DH^  im"l32,  lit. 
circles:  iproi-  "loaves,"  A.  V.;  Ex.  xxix.  23; 
Judg.  viii.  5 ;  1  Sam.  x.  3 ;  Prov.  vi.  26 ;  in  Judg. 

vii.  13,  7^72 :  fjiayls),  not  unlike  flat  stones  in 
shape  and  apj)earance  (Matt.  vii.  9;  comp.  iv.  3), 
alwut  a  span  in  diameter  and  a  finger's  breadth  in 
thickness  (comp.  Lane's  Mixlern  Kyyptians,  i.  164). 
Three  of  these  were  required  for  the  meal  of  a 
single  jjerson  (Luke  xi.  5),  and  consequently  one 
was  barely  suHicient  to  sustain  life  (1  Sam.  ii.  36, 
"morsel,"  A.  V.;  Jer.  xxxvii.  21,  "piece,"  A.  V.), 

whence  the  expression  ^Hv  CH..,  "bread  of 
affliction"  (1  K.  xxii.  27;  Is.  xxx.  20),  referrhig 
not  to  the  quality  (pane  plebeio,  (irotius),  but  to 
the  quantity ;  two  hundred  would  suffice  for  a  party 
for  a  reasonable  time  (1  Sam.  xxv.  18;  2  Sam. 
xvi.  1).     The  cakes  were  sometimes  y>«nc<«/'t£/,  and 


Two  Egyptians  carrying  bread  to  the  confectioner,  who 
rolls  out  the  paste,  which  is  afterwards  made  into 
cakes  of  various  forms,  d,  e,/,  g,  A.     (Wilkinson.) 

hence  called  nvH  (KoWvph;  Ex.  xxix.  2,  23; 
Lev.  ii.  4,  viii.  26,  xxiv.  5;  Num.  xv.  20;  2  Sam. 
vi.  19),  and  mixed  with  oil.  Similar  cakes,  sprinkled 
with  seeds,  were  made  in  Egypt  (Wilkinson,  ii. 
386).     Sometimes  they  were  rolled  out  into  wafers 


Egyptians  making  cakes  of  bread  sprinkled  with  seeds. 
(Wilkinson.) 

(p''J7"1 :  \iyavoV,  Ex.  xxix.  2,  23;  Lev.  ii.  4; 
Num.  vi.  15-19),  and  merely  coated  with  oil.  Oil 
was  occasionally  added  to  the  ordinary  cake  (1  K. 
xvii.  12).  A  more  delicate  kind  of  cake  is  de- 
scribed in  2  Sam.  xiii.  6,  8, 10;  the  dough  ("  Hour," 
A.  V. )  is  kneaded  a  second  time,  and  probably  some 
stimulating  seeds  added,  as  seems  to  be  implied  in 

the  name  HiS'^S/  (from  23^,  heart;  compare 
our  expression  a  cm-dial:  KoWvptSt^-  soibitiun- 
cula).  The  cakes  were  now  taken  to  the  oven, 
having  been  first,  according  to  the  practice  in  Egypt, 

gathered  into  "white  baskets"  (Gen.  xl.  16),  ^vD 

^■in,  a  doubtful  expression,  referred  by  some  to  the 
whiteness  of  the  bread  {Kava  xovSpiraiu;  Aquii. 
K6<ptvoi  yvpews  •  canistrn  farimt),  by  others,  .is  in 
the  A.  v.,  to  the  whiteness  of  the  baskets,  and 
again,    by    connecting 

the  word  ^"I'P  with  the 
"i"^  idea  of  a  hole,  to  an 
open-work  basket  (;«<(/*- 
(/ill,  A.  v.),  or  lastly  to 
bread  baked  in  a  hole 
(Kitto,  Cylcp.,  art. 
Bread).  The  baskets 
were  placed  on  a  tray 
and  carried  on  the  bak« 
er's  head  (Gen.  xl.  16; 
Herod,  ii.  35 ;  Wilkin- 
son, ii.  386). 

The  methods  of  bak- 

An  Egvpliim  carrying  cakes  /■»,»w«\  j 

to  the  oven.    (Wilkinson.)    ing  (rirh)  were,  and 

still  are,  very  various 
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m  the  East,  adapted  to  the  various  styles  of 
life.  In  the  towns,  where  professional  bakers 
resided,  there  were  no  doubt  fixed  ovens,  in 
shape  and  size  resemblinjf  those  in  use  amon;^ 
ourselves;  but  more  usually  each  household  pos- 
sessed a  portable  oven  (112^1 :  K\lfiayos),  consist- 
ing of  a  stone  or  metal  jar  alwut  three  feet  high, 
which  was  heated  inwardly  with  wood  (1  K.  xvii. 
12;  Is.  xliv.  15;  Jer.  vii.  18)  or  dried  grass  and 
flower-stalks  ix6pros,  Matt.  vi.  30);  when  the  fire 
had  burned  down,  the  cakes  were  applied  either  in- 
wardly (Herod,  ii.  92)  or  outwardly:  such  ovens 
were  used  by  the  Egyptians  (^V'ilkinso^,  ii.  385), 
and  by  the  Easterns  of  Jerome's  time  ( Comment. 
in  Lam.  v.  10).  and  are  still  common  among  the 
Bedouins  (WeUsted's  Travek,  i.  350;  Niebuhr's 
Dtsciipt.  de  l' Arable,  pp.  45,  46).  The  use  of  a 
single  oven  by  several  families  only  took  place  in 
time  of  famuie  (Lev.  xxvi.  2G).  Another  species 
of  oven  consisted  of  a  hole  dug  in  the  ground,  the 
sides  of  which  were  coated  with  clay  and  the  bot- 
tom with  pebbles  (Harmer,  i.  487).  Jahn  (Ar- 
chcBol.  i.  9,  §  140)  thinks  that  this  oven  is  referred 

to  in  the  term  Q^n''3  (Lev.  xi.  35) ;  but  the  dual 
number  is  an  objection  to  this  view.  The  term 
^^n  (Gen.  xl.  16)  has  also  been  referred  to  it. 

Other  modes  of  baking  were  specially  adapted  to 
the  migratory  habits  of  the  pastoral  Jews,  as  of  the 
modern  Bedouins ;  the  cakes  were  either  spread  up- 
on stones,  which  were  previously  heated  by  light- 
ing a  fire  above  them  (Burckhardt's  Notes,  i.  58) 
or  beneath  them  (Belzoni's  Travels,  p.  84);  or 
they  were  thrown  into  the  heated  embers  of  the 
fire  itself  (WeUsted's  Travels,  i.  350;  Xiebuhr, 
Descript.  p.  46);  or  lastly,  they  were  roasted  by 
being  placed  between  Layers  of  dung,  which  bums 
slowly,  and  is  therefore  specially  adapted  for  the 
purjwse  (Ez.  iv.  12,  15;  Burckhardt's  Notes,  i.  57; 
Niebuhr's  Descript.  p.  46).     The  terms  by  which 

such  cakes  were  described  were  HS.i?  (Gen.  xviii. 
6;  Ex.  xii.  39;  IK.  xvii.  13;  Ez.  iv.'l2;  Hos.  vii. 
8),  ii^D  (1  K.  xvii.  12;  Ps.  xxxv.  16),  or  more 
fully  D'12^"1  nay  (1    K.   xix.    6,   Ut.    on   the 

stones,  "coals,"  A.  V.),  the  term  n237  referring, 
however,  not  to  the  mode  of  baking,  but  to  the 
rounded  shape  of  the  cake  (Gesen.  Thesaur.  p. 
997):  the  equivalent  tenns  in  the  LXX.  iyKpv(plas, 
and  in  the  Vulg.  subcineiicius  panis,  have  direct 
reference  to  the  pecuUar  mode  of  baking.  The 
cakes  required  to  be  carefully  turned  during  the 
process  (Hos.  vii.  8:  Harmer,  1.  488).  Other 
methods  were  used  for  other  kinds  of  bread ;  some 

were  baked  on  a  pan  (nDHH  :  T^yavov-  sartago : 
the  Greek  term  survives  in  the  tajen  of  the  Be- 
douins), the  result  being  similar  to  the  khiibz  still 
used  among  the  ktter  people  (Burckhardt's  Notes, 
i.  58)  or  like  the  Greek  rayi\viui,  which  were 
baked  in  oil,  and  eaten  warm  with  honey  (Athen. 
xiv.  55,  p.  646);  such  cakes  appear  to  have  been 
chiefly  used  as  sacred  ofl'erings  (Lev.  ii.  5,  vi.  14, 
TO.  9;  1  Chr.  xxiii.  29).  A  similar  cooking  uten- 
lil  was  used  by  Tamar  (2  Sam.  xiii.  9),  named 

■'''!1'??  {T-ryyavov),  in  which  she  baked  the  cakes, 
Jind  then  emptied  them  out  in  a  heap  (P?"^,  not 
ixmred,  as  if  it  had  been  broth)  before  Amnon. 
A  diflerent  kind  of  bread,  probably  resembling  the 
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ftita  of  the  Bedouins,  a  pasty  substance  (Burck- 
hardt's Notes,  i.  57)  was  prepared  in  a  saucepan, 

nttJrriQ  iiaxo-pa,'  crattcula:  frylng-pnn,  A. 
v.;  none  of  which  meanings  however  correspond 
with  the  etymological  sense  of  the  word,  which  is 
connected  with  boiliny);  this  was  also  reserved  for 
sacred  offerings  (Lev.  ii.  7,  vii.  9).  As  the  above- 
mentioned  kinds  of  bread  (the  last  excepted)  were 
thin  and  crisp,  the  mode  of  eating  them  was  by 
breaking  (Lev.  ii.  6;  Is.  Iviii.  7;  Lam.  iv.  4;  Matt, 
xiv.  19,  XV.  36,  xxvi.  26;  Acts  xx.  11;  comp.  Xen. 
Anab.  vii.  3,  §  22,   iprovi  SteK\a),  whence  the 

term  D^2,  to  break  =  to  give  bread  (Jer.  xvi. 
7):  the  pieces  broken  for  consumption  were  called 
K\ii(Tfj.aTa  (Matt.  xiv.  20;  John  vi.  12).  Old 
bread  is  described  in  Josh.  ix.  5,  12,  as  crumbled 

(D"'^i?3 :  Aquil.  f\f/aBvpci)fxfvos  '■  in  frusta  con^ 
minuti;  A.  V.  "mouldy,"  following  the  LXX.  ixr- 
puTiwy  Kal  fiefipccfifyos),  a  term  which  is  also  ap- 
plied (1  K.  xiv.  3)  to  a  kind  of  biscuit  which  easily 
cnmibled  (KoWvpls-  "cracknels,"  A.  V.). 

W.  L.  B. 
BREASTPLATE.     [Arms,  p.  161;  High- 
priest,  I.  (2.)  a.] 

*  BREECHES  (C'Dapn  :  irepio-zceA?"; : /em- 
inalia),  a  kind  of  drawers,  extending  only  fiwm  the 
loins  to  the  thighs,  worn  by  the  priests  (Ex.  xxviii. 
42,  xxxix.  28;  Lev.  vi.  10,  xvi.  4;  Elz.  xliv.  18; 
comp.  Joseph.  Ant.  iii.  7,  §  1 ;  Philo,  De  Monarch. 
lib.  ii.  c.  5,  0pp.  ii.  225  ed.  Mang.).  See  Priest, 
Dress.  A. 

BRETHREN  OF  JESUS.    [BWher.] 

BRICK  (n35 /?  made  of  white  clay :  itxiy- 
Oos-  later;  in  Ez.  iv.  1,  A.  V.  tile).  Herodotus 
(i.  179),  describing  the  mode  of  building  the  walls 
of  Babylon,  says  that  the  clay  dug  out  of  the  ditch 
was  made  into  bricks  as  soon  as  it  was  carried  up, 
and  burnt  in  kilns,  Kafxivoiffi-  The  bricks  were 
cemented  with  hot  bitumen  {i.a^a\To%),  and  at 
every  thirtieth  row  crates  of  reeds  were  stuffed  in. 
This  account  agrees  with  the  history  of  the  build- 
ing of  the  Tower  of  Confusion,  in  which  the  build- 
ers used  brick  instead  of  stone,  and  slime  (^pn  : 
&<T(pa\Tos\  for  mortar  (Gen.  xi.  3 ;  .Joseph.  Aid.  i. 
4,  §  3).  In  the  alluvial  plain  of  Assyria,  both  the 
material  for  bricks  and  the  cement,  which  bubbles 
up  from  the  ground,  and  is  collected  and  exiwrted 
by  the  Arabs,  were  close  at  hand  for  building  pur- 
poses, but  the  Babylonian  bricks  were  more  com- 
monly burnt  in  kilns  than  those  used  at  Nineveh, 
which  are  chiefly  sun-dried  hke  the  Egyptian. 
Xenophon  mentions  a  wall  called  the  wall  of  Media, 
not  far  from  Babylon,  made  of  burnt  l^ricks  set  in 
bitumen  {vXivdois  otttois  iv  ajT<pd\.T<^  Keiixfvcus) 
20  feet  wide,  and  100  feet  high.  Also  another  wall 
of  brick  50  feet  wide  (Diod.  ii.  7,  8,  12;  Xen. 
Anab.  ii.  4,  §  12,  iii,  4,  §  11;  Nah.  iii.  14;  Layard, 
Nineveh,  ii.  46,  252,  278).  AVhile  it  is  needless  to 
inquire  to  what  place,  or  to  whom  the  actual  inven- 
tion of  brick-making  is  to  be  ascribed,  there  is  per- 
haps no  place  in  the  world  more  favorable  for  the 
process,  none  in  which  the  remains  of  original  brick 
structures  have  been  more  largely  used  in  later 
times  for  building  purposes.  The  Babylonian 
bricks  are  usually  from  12  to  13  in.  square,  and 
3  J  in.  thick.  (English  bricks  are  usually  9  in. 
long,  4 J  wide,  2}  thick.)  They  mo.st  of  them  bear 
the  name  inscribed  in  cimeiform  character,  of  Neb 
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ucbadnezzar,  whose  buildings,  no  doubt,  replaced 
those  of  an  earlier  age  (I^yard,  Nin.  and  Bab.  pp. 
505,  531).  They  thus  possess  more  of  the  charac- 
ter of  tiles  (Ez.  iv.  1).  They  were  sometimes 
glazed  and  enamelled  with  patterns  of  various  col- 
ors. Seminimis  is  said  by  Diodorus  to  have  over- 
laid some  of  her  towers  with  surfaces  of  enamelled 
brick  bearing  elalwrate  designs  (I)iod.  ii.  8).  I'>n- 
amelled  bricks  have  been  found  at  Nimroud  (Lay- 
ard,  ii.  312).  Pliny  (vii.  50)  says  that  the  Baby- 
lonians used  to  record  their  astronomical  observar- 
tions  on  tiles  (coctilibus  laterculis).  He  also,  as 
well  as  Vitruvius,  describes  the  process  of  making 
bricks  at  Rome.  There  were  three  sizes,  (1.)  IJ  ft. 
long,  1  ft.  broad;  (2.)  4  (Greek)  palms  long, 
12-135  in.  (3.)  6  palms  long,  15-16875  in.  'llie 
bre;idth  of  (2)  and  (3.)  the  same.     He  says  the 
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Greeks  preferred  brick  walls  in  general  to  stone 
(xxxv.  14;  Vitruv.  ii.  3,  8).  Hricks  of  more  than 
3  (talms  length  and  of  less  than  1 J  palm,  are  men- 
tioned by  the  Talmudists  ((iesen.  s.  v.).  The  Is- 
i-aelites,  in  common  with  other  captives,  were  em- 
ployed by  the  I'^yptian  monarchs  in  making  bricks 
and  in  building  {Kx.  i.  14,  v.  7).  Kiln-bricks  were 
not  generally  used  in  Egypt,  but  were  dried  in  the 
sun,  and  even  without  straw  are  as  firm  as  when 
first  put  up  in  the  reigns  of  the  Amunophs  and 
Thothmes  whose  names  they  bear.  The  usual  di- 
mensions vary  from  20  in.  or  17  in.  to  14^  in. 
long;  8f  in.  to  (!J  in.  wide;  and  7  in.  to  4}  in. 
thick.  When  ma<le  of  the  Nile  mud,  or  alluvial 
deposit,  they  required  (as  they  still  re<iuire)  straw 
to  prevent  craeking,  but  those  formed  of  clay  taken 
from  the  torrent  beds  on  the  edge  of  the  desert, 
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Foreign  captives  employed  in  maliing  bricks  at  Thebes.     (Wilkinson.) 

Figs.  1,  2.  Men  returning  after  carrying  the  bricks.  Figs.  8,  6.  Taskmaaters.  Figs.  4,  5.  Men  carr}'lng  bricki. 
Figs.  9-13.  Digging  and  mixing  the  clay  or  mud.  Figs.  8,  14.  Making  bricks  with  a  wooden  mould,  </,  A. 
Fig.  15.    Fetching  water  from  the  tank,  k.     At  e  the  bricks  (tobl)  are  said  to  be  made  at  Thebes. 


held  together  without  straw ;  and  cnide  brick  walls 
had  frequently  the  additional  security  of  a  layer  of 
reeds  and  sticks,  placed  at  intervals  to  act  as  bind- 
ers (Wilkinsfm,  ii.  194,  smaller  e<i.;  Hirch,  Ancient 
Pottery,  i.  14;  comp.  Her.  i.  17'J).  IJaked  bricks 
however  were  used,  chiefly  in  places  in  contact  with 
water.  They  are  smaller  than  the  sun-tlried  bricks 
(Birch,  i.  23).  A  brick-kiln  is  mentioned  as  in 
Egypt  by  tlie  prophet  Jeremiah  (xliii.  9).  A  brick 
pyramid  is  mentioned  by  Herodotus  (ii.  130)  as  the 
work  of  King  Asychis.  Sesostris  (ii.  138)  is  said 
to  have  employed  his  captives  in  building.  Nu- 
merous remains  of  buildings  of  various  kinds  exist, 


constructed  of  sm-dried  bricks,  of  which  many  spec- 
imens are  to  l)e  seen  in  the  British  Museum  with  in- 
scriptions indicating  their  date  and  puqxise  (Birch, 
i.  11,  17).  Among  the  paintings  at  Thel)es,  one 
on  the  tomb  of  Kekshara,  an  officer  of  the  court  of 
Thothmes  HI.  (alHiut  1400  n.  c),  represents  the 
enforced  lalwrs  in  l)rick-making  of  captives,  who 
are  distinguished  from  the  natives  by  the  color  in 
which  they  are  drawn.  Watching  over  the  labor- 
ers are  "  task-masters,"  who,  armed  with  sticks, 
are  receiving  the  "tale  of  bricks  "  and  urging  on 
the  work,  'llie  processes  of  digging  out  the  clay, 
of  moulding,  and  of  arranging,  are  all  duly  repre- 
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scnted,  and  though  the  laborers  cannot  be  deter- 
mined to  1)6  Jews,  yet  the  similarity  of  employment 
illustrates  the  IJible  history  in  a  remarkable  degree 
(Wilkhison,  ii.  197;  Birch,  i.  19;  see  ^iristoph. 
Av.  li;j;J,  AiyvKTios  ■ir\tvdo<p6pos;  Kx.  v.  17,  18). 
Tlie  Jews  learned  the  art  of  brick-making  in 
Egypt,  and  we  find  the  use  of  tlie  brick-kiln  in 
David's  time  (2  Sam.  xii.  31),  and  a  complaint 
made  by  Isaiah  that  the  jjeople  built  altars  of  brick 
instead  of  unhewn  stone  as  the  law  directed  (Is.  Ixv. 
a;  Ex.  XX.  25).     [IVrxKKY.]  H.  W.  P. 

BRIDE,  BRIDEGROOM.     [Makkiage.] 
BRIDGE.     The  only  mention  of  a  bridge  in 
the  Canonical  Scriptures  is  indirectly  in  the  proper 

name  Geshur  (n^tt73),  a  district  in  Bashan,  N.  E. 
of  the  sea  of  Galilee.  At  this  place  a  bridge  still 
exists,  called  the  bridge  of  the  sons  of  Jacob  "  (Ge- 
sen.  s.  v.).  Absalom  was  the  son  of  a  daughter  of 
the  king  of  Geshur  (2  Sam.  iii.  3,  xiii.  37,  xiv.  23, 
32).  The  Chaldee  paraphrase  renders  "gates,"  in 
Nahum  ii.  C,  "bridges,"  where,  however,  dykes  or 
wemj  are  to  lye  understood,  which  being  burst  by 
inundation,  destroyed  the  walls  of  Nineveh  (Diod. 
ii.  27).  Judas  Maccaboeus  is  said  to  have  intended 
to  make  a  bridge  in  order  to  besiege  the  town  of 
Casphor  or  Caspis,  situate  near  a  lake  (2  Mac.  xii. 
13).  Josephus  {Ant.  v.  1,  §  3),  speaking  of  the 
Jordan  at  the  time  of  the  passage  of  the  Israelites, 
says  it  liad  never  been  bridged  before,  ouk  ((evKTO 
vu6Tfpov,  as  if  in  liis  own  time  bridges  had  been 
made  over  it,  which  under  the  Romans  was  the 
case.     (See  the  notices  below.)     In  Is.  xxxvii.  25, 

"l^p,  d'uj  for  water,  is  rendered  by  LXX.  ye<f>vpav 

Permanent  bridges  over  water  do  not  appear  to 
have  been  used  by  the  Israelites  in  their  earlier 
times,  but  we  have  frequent  mention  made  of  fords 
and  of  their  military  importance  ((ien.  xxxii.  22; 
Josh.  ii.  7;  Judg.  iii.  28,  vii.  24,  xii.  5;  Is.  xvi. 
2).  West  of  the  Jordan  there  are  few  rivers  of 
importance  (Amm.  Marc.  xiv.  8;  Iteland,  p.  28-t), 
and  perhaps  the  policy  of  the  Jews  may  have  dis- 
couraged intercourse  with  neighboring  tribes,  for  it 
seems  unlikely  that  the  skill  of  Solomon's  architects 
was  unable  to  construct  a  bridge. 

Herodotus  (i.  ISU)  describes  a  bridge  consisting 
of  stone  piers,  with  planks  laid  across,  built  by  Ni- 
tocris,  II.  c.  circ.  600,  connecting  the  two  portions 
of  Babylon  (see  Jer.  Ii.  31,  32,  1.  38),  and  Diodorus 
speaks  of  an  arched  tunnel  under  the  Euphrates 
(ii.  9).  Bridges  of  boats  are  described  also  by 
Herodotus  (iv.  88,  vii.  36;  comp.  .iEsch.  Pers.  69, 
\iv6Sea-ixoi  <rx(Sia),  and  by  Xenophon  (Anal/,  ii. 
4,  §  12).  A  bridge  over  the  Zab,  made  of  wicker- 
work,  connecting  stone  piers,  is  described  by  Layard 
(i.  192),  a  mode  of  construction  used  also  in  South 
America. 

Though  the  arch  was  known  and  used  in  Egypt 
as  early  as  the  15th  century  b.  c.  (Wilkinson,  ii. 
302  ff.,  Birch,  i.  14)  the  liomans  were  the  first 
constructoi-s  of  arched  bridges.  They  made  bridges 
over  the  Jordan  an<l  other  rivers  of  Syria,  of  which 
remains  still  exist  (Stanley,  296 ;  Irby  and  Mangles, 


a  *  This  bridge  spans  the  Jordan,  between  the  H'lleh 
and  the  lake  of  Galilee,  and  is  called  Jixr  Benit  Ya'- 
kjb,  "  Bridge  of  Jacob's  daughters  "  (Robinson,  P/iy.?. 
Geogr.  p.  156).  It  is  60  paces  long,  and  has  4  pointed 
irches.  Though  comparatively  modern,  it  no  doubt 
stands  where  a  bridge  stooil  in  the  earliest  times,  since 
much  of  the  traliic  and  travel  between  Damascus  and 


BRIERS  327 

90,  91,  92,  142,  143).  A  stone  bridge  over  the 
Jordan,  called  the  Bridge  of  the  daughters  of  Jacob, 
is  mentioned  by  B.  de  la  Brocquit-re,  a.  u.  1432, 
and  a  portion  of  one  by  Arculf,  a.  d.  700  {Early 
Trav.  in  Pal.  8,  300;  Burckhardt,  t>i/ria,  315; 
Kobinson,  ii.  441).  The  bridge  {yepvpa)  connect- 
ing the  Temple  with  the  upper  city,  of  which  Jose- 
phus ayteaks  {B.  J.  vi.  6,  §  2,  Ant.  xv.  11,  5), 
seems  to  have  been  an  arched  viaduct  (Robinson,  i. 
288,  iii.  224).  H.  W.  P. 

BRIERS.6  No  less  than  six  Heb.  words  are 
thus  rendered  in  eleven  passages  of  the  O.  T.  In 
Heb.  vi.  8,  it  represents  6,Kavdai.  In  the  8th  chap- 
ter of  Judges  occurs  twice  (v.  7,  16)   the  word 

D"*3|7"12,  which  the  LXX.  render  by  rals  Bop- 
KTivl/x  [Vat.  A$apKr]yfifi,  BapaKrivfifi],  or  [Alex.] 
Bapkofi/ifiv,  [BapaKr)yfifi,\  and  the  A.  V.  by 
driers.  This  is  probably  an  incorrect  rendering. 
The  word  properly  means  a  threshing  machine, 
consisting  of  a  flat,  square,  wooden  board  set  with 
teeth  of  iron,  flint,  or  fragments  of  iron  pyrites, 
which  are  abund.ant  in  Palestine.  Gesenius  con- 
jectures that  1p"'2  was  the  name  ioT  pyrites,  from 
p'^3,  fulguravit ;  and  hence  that  ^Ilp'^S  ^  i>'il>- 
ulapyritis  ffiM«tto  =  i^lHD  (see  Robinson,  ii.  307). 

For  P^D>  Mic.  vii.  4,  and  PvD,  Ez.  xxviii. 

24,  see  under  Thorns. 

In  Ez.  ii.  6,  we  read  "  Though  briers  and  thorns 

be  with  thee,"  briers  representing  the  Heb.  D^^"ID, 
which  is  explained  by  rebels  in  the  margin.     The 

root  is  3*^0,  rebellis  vel  refractarins  full,  and  the 
rendering  should  l)e  "  Though  rebellious  men  like 
thorns  be  loith  thee." 

In  Is.  Iv.  13,  we  have  "  instead  of  the  brier  shall 
come  up  the  myrtle-tree,"  the  Heb.  word  for  brier 

being  TQIP,  sir/md:  K6uu(a-  urtica.  K6vv^a, 
is  a  strong-smelling  plant  of  the  endive  kind,  flea- 
bane.  Inula  helenium,  Linn.   (Arist.  II.  A.  iv.  8, 

28;  Diosc.  iii.  126).  The  Peshito  has  ]hh: 
snturein,  savory,  wild  thyme.  Thymus  serpyllum,  a 
plant  growing  in  great  abundance  in  the  desert  of 
Sinai  according  to  Buckhardt  {Syr.  ii.).  Gesenius 
rejects  both  fle*  bane  and  wild  thyme  on  etymolog- 
ical grounds,  and  prefers  urtica,  nettle,  consider- 
ing 19"?P  to  be  a  compound  of  ^"20,  ussit,  and 

IDD,  punxit.  He  also  notices  the  opinion  of 
Ewald  {Gram.  Crit.  p.  520)  that  Sinapi  album, 
the  white  mustard,  is  the  plant  meant. 

In  Is.  V.  6,  we  have  mention  of  briers  and  thorns 
as  springing  up  in  desolated  and  wasted  lands ;  and 

here  the  Hebrew  word  is  T^XSE?,  from  root  "^^Q^i 
riyait,  horruit  [Adasiant]  (comp.  Is.  vii.  23,  24, 

25,  ix.  18,  and  xxxii.  13.     In  Is.  x.  17,  xxvii.  4, 

T^Qtt?  is  used  metaphorically  for  men.  The 
LXX.  in  several  of  these  passages  have  &Kav6a', 
in  one  -xipros,  in  another  dypoxms  {Tjpa. 


Palestine  must  always  have   passed   tills  way.      See 
QSSHUR.  H. 

6  •  The  eminent  Hebraist,  Professor  Dietrich  of 
Marburg,  treats  of  the  subject  of  this  article  under  the 

I  head  of  Vnrnen-  unit  Distflnamtn  (pp.  35-68)  in  his 
AbhanMun^en  fiir  Semitiscke  Wortjbrsclwng  (Leipzig, 

,1844).  H 
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There  is  nothing  in  the  etymology  or  usage  by 
which  we  can  identify  the  "T'^tt?  with  any  partic- 
ular species  of  prickly  or  thorny  plant.  Possibly 
it  is  a  general  temi  for  the  very  numerous  plants 
of  this  character  which  are  found  in  the  unculti- 
vated Lands  of  the  East.  W.  D. 

BRIGANDINE.  The  Hebrew  word  thus 
rendered  ui  Jer.  xlvi.  4,  li.  3  (T*"?P)  siryon : 
da>pa^'  loiica)  is  closely  connected  with  that 
Cn^nit^,  skirymi)  which  is  elsewhere  translated 
"coat  of  mail "  (1  Sam.  xvii.  5,  38),  and  "haber- 
geon" (2  Chr.  xxvi.  14;  Neh.  iv.  16  [10]). 
[Arms,  p.  IGl  «.]  Jlr.  Wedgwood  {Did.  of  Kny. 
Etytn.  s.  V.)  says  it  "  was  a  kind  of  scale  armor, 
also  called  liriganders,  from  being  worn  by  the 
light  troops  called  Brigands."  The  foUowhig  ex- 
amples will  illustrate  the  usage  of  the  word  in  Old 
EngUsh :  "  The  rest  of  the  armor  for  his  body,  he 
had  put  it  on  before  in  his  tent,  which  was  a  Si- 
cilian cassocke,  and  vjwn  that  a  brVjandine  made 
of  many  foldes  of  canuas  with  oylet-holes,  which 
was  gotten  among  the  spoiles  at  the  battell  of 
Issus"  (North's  Plutarch,  Akx.  p.  7;!5,  ed.  1595). 

"  Hym  selfe  with  the  Duke  of  Huckyngham  stode 
harnessed  in  olde euil-fauoured  Bii/jandtrs "  (Hall, 
Edw.  v.,  fol.  15  b,  ed.  1550).  The  forms  hriyan- 
taille  and  briijantint  also  occur.  W.  A.  W. 

BRIMSTONE  (n''"152,"  fjophrith:  StloV- 
sulphur).  There  can  be  no  question  that  the  He- 
brew word  which  occurs  several  times  in  the  bible 
is  correctly  rendered  "  brimstone;  "  *  this  meaning 
is  fully  corroborated  by  the  old  versions.  The  word 
is  very  fi-equently  associated  with  "fire:"  "The 
Lord  rained  upon  Sodom  and  Gomorrah  brimstone 
and  fire  out  of  heaven"  (Gen.  xix.  24);  see  also 
Ps.  xi.  6 ;  Ez.  xxxviii.  22.  In  Job  xviii.  15,  and 
Is.  XXX.  33,  "  brimstone "  occurs  alone,  but  no 
doubt  in  a  sense  similar  to  that  in  the  foregoing 
passages,  namely,  as  a  synonymous  expression  with 
lightning,  as  has  been  observed  by  Le  Clerc  {Dis- 
sert, de  Sodonue  subveisicme,  Commentario  [in] 
Pentat«uch.  adjecta,  §  iv.),  Michaelis,  Kosenmiiller, 
and  others."^  There  is  a  peculiar  sulphurous  odor 
which  is  occasionally  perceived  to  accompany  a 
thunder-storm;  the  ancients  draw  particular  atten- 
tion to  it:  see  Pliny  {X.  JI.  xxxv.  15),  "  Fulmina 
ac  ftilgura  quoque  sulphuris  odorem  habent;  "  Sen- 
eca (  ^.  nat.  ii.  53),  and  Persius  {Sat.  ii.  24,  25). 
Hence  the  expression  in  the  Sacred  writings  "  fire 
and  brimstone  "  to  denote  a  stonn  of  thunder  and 
lightning.  The  stream  of  brimstone  in  Is.  xxx.  33 
is,  no  doubt,  as  Lee  {JJtb.  Lex.  p.  123)  has  well 
expressed  it,  "  a  rushing  stream  of  lightning." 

From  Deut.  xxix.  23,  "  the  whole  land  thereof 
is  brimstone like  the  overthrow  of  Sod- 
om," it  would  appear  that  native  sulphur  itself  is 
alluded  to  (see  also  Is.  xxxiv.  9).  Sulphur  is  found 
at  the  present  time  in  difii^rent  parts  of  Palestine, 
but  in  the  greatest  abundance  on  the  Iwrders  of 
the  Dead  Sea.     "  We  picked  up  pieces,"  says  Dr. 


a  Probably  allied  to  IJjb,  a  general  name  for  such 
trees  as  abound  with  resinous  inflauimable  exudiitions ; 
hence  n'^"^?2,  "sulphur,"  as  being  very  con.biu- 
tible.     See  liie  Lexicons  of  Parkhurst  and  Oefenlus, 
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Robinson  (Bib.  Res.  ii.  221),  "as  large  as  a  wal- 
nut near  the  northern  shore,  and  the  Arabs  said  it 
was  found  in  the  sea  near  ''Ain  el-Feghkhah  in 
lumps  as  large  as  a  man's  fist :  they  find  it  in  suf-  • 
ficient  quantities  to  make  from  it  their  own  gun-" 
powder."  See  Irby  and  JIangles  (  Travelg^  p.  453), 
Burckhardt  {Trnrth,  p.  394),  who  observes  that 
the  Arabs  use  sulphur  in  diseases  of  their  camels^ 
and  Shaw  {Trfn-th,n.  159).  There  are  hot  sul- 
phurous springs  on  the  eastern  coast  at  the  ancient 
Callirrhoii  (Irby  and  Mangles,  Trav.  p.  467,  and 
Robinson,  Bib.  Res.  ii.  222). 

The  pieces  of  sulphur,  varjing  in  size  from  a  nut- 
meg to  a  small  hen's  egg,  which  travellers  pick  up 
on  the  sliore  of  the  I  lead  Sea,  have,  in  all  proba- 
bility, been  disintegrated  from  the  adjacent  lime- 
stone or  volcanic  rocks  and  washed  up  on  the  shores. 
Sulphur  was  much  used  by  the  (i  reeks  and  Romans 
in  their  religious  purifications  (.Juv.  ii.  157 ;  Plin. 
xxxv.  15):  hence  the  Greek  word  delov,  lit.  "the 
divine  thing,"  was  employed  to  express  this  sub- 
stance. Sulphur  is  found  !:early  pure  in  difi'erent 
parts  of  the  world,  and  generally  in  volcanic  dis- 
tricts ;  it  exists  in  combination  with  metals  and  in 
various  sulphates;  it  is  very  combustible,  and  is 
used  in  the  manufacture  of  gunpowder,  matches, 
<tc.  Pliny  {I.  c.)  says  one  kind  of  sulphur  was 
employed  "  ad  ellychnia  conficienda."        W.  H. 

*  BRING.  "  To  bring  a  person  on  his  way  " 
or  "journey  "  is  used  in  the  A.  V.  in  the  sense  of 
to  conduct  or  accompany  him,  for  a  part  or  the 
whole  of  the  distance,  often  with  the  associated 
idea  of  fitting  him  out  with  the  necessary  supplies 

(Hvir  :  (rvfiirpoiTf/xirw,  npoiTfUTra}.  deduro,prce- 
mitto;  Gen.  xviii.  16;  Acts  xv.  3,  xxi.  5;  Rorn.  xv. 
24;  1  Cor.  xvi.  6;  2  Cor.  i.  16;  Tit.  iii.  13;  3 
John  6).  A. 

*  BROIDER.  See  Embroiderer.  In 
many  modem  editions  of  the  A.  V.,  broidered  in 
1  Tim.  ii.  9  —  "not  with  broidered  hair"  — is  a 
corruption  of  broided,  the  rendering  of  the  ed.  of 
1611  and  other  early  editions.  Broixled  is  an  old 
fonn  of  braided.  The  marginal  rendering  is 
^^ pl'dted;  "  Gr.  iv  vKty/xaffiV,  Vulg.  in  iortis 
crinibus.  A. 

BROOK.  Four  Hebrew  words  are  thus  ren- 
dered in  the  0.  T. 

1.  p'^CS,  dpMk  (Ps.  xlii.  1  [2]),  which  i)roperly 
denotes  a  violent  torrent,  sweeping  through  a  moun- 
tain gorge.  It  occurs  only  in  the  poetical  books, 
and  is  derived  from  a  root  aphak,  signifying  "to 
be  strong."  lilsewhere  it  is  rendered  "  stream," 
"channel,"  "river." 

2.  "11S^  yfor  (Is.  xix.  G,  7,  8,  xxiii.  3,  10),  an 
Egyptian  word,  generally  applied  to  the  Nile,  or  to 
the  canals  by  which  Egypt  was  watered.  The  only 
exceptions  to  tliis  usage  are  found  in  Dan.  xii.  5, 
6,  7. 

3.  ^3''tt,  micdl  (2  Sam.  xvii.  20),  which  oc- 
curs but  once,  and  then,  according  to  the  most 
probable  coryecture,  signifies  a  "rivulet,"  or  small 
stream  of  water.     The  etymology  of  the  word  is 
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b  From  A.  S.,  brennan,  "  to  bum,"  and  ftone. 

c  See  the  different  explanation  of  Hongstcnberg  (Ps. 
xl.  6),  who  maintain!),  contrary  to  all  reason,  that 
Sodom  and  Gomorrah  were  destroyed  by  "»  UtenU 
raining  of  brimstone." 
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jbscure.      The    Targum    erroneously   renders    it 
"Jordan." 

4.  vn3,  jmchal,  a  term  applied  both  to  the 
dry  torrent-bed  (Xum.  xxi.  12;  Judg.  xvi.  4)  and 
to  the  torrent  itself  (1  K.  xvii.  3).  It  corresponds 
with  the  Arabic  u-drly,  the  Greek  x^^t'^pl'ovs,  the 
Italian  fiiim'ira,  and  the  Indian  nullah.  For  fur- 
ther information,  see  Riveb.  W.  A.  W. 

BROTHER  (nW:  liSf\<l>6s).  The  Hebrew 
word  is  used  in  various  senses  in  the  0.  T.,  as  (1.) 
Any  kinsman,  and  not  a  mere  brother;  e.  (/.  nephew 
(Gen.  xiv.  16,  xiii.  8).  husband  (Cant.  iv.  9).  (2.) 
One  of  the  same  tribe  (2  Sam.  xix.  12).  (3.)  Of 
the  same  people  (Ex.  ii.  11),  or  even  of  a  cognate 
people  (Num.  xx.  14).  (4.)  An  ally  (Am.  i.  9). 
(5.)  Any  friend  (Job  vi.  15).  (6.)  One  of  the  same 
office  (1  K.  ix.  13).  (7.)  A  fellow  man  (Lev.  xix. 
17).  (8.)  Metaphorically  of  any  similarity.  It  is  a 
very  favorite  Oriental  metaphor,  as  in  Job  xxx.  29, 
"  I  am  become  a  brother  to  the  jackals  "  (Gesen. 
8.  r.). 

The  word  a5«\<p6s  has  a  similar  range  of  mean- 
ings in  the  N.  T.,  and  is  also  used  for  a  disciple 
(Matt.  XXV.  40,  &c.);  a  fellow-worker,  as  in  St. 
Paul's  £pp.  passim;  and  especially  a  Christian. 
Indeed,  we  see  from  the  Acts  that  it  was  by  this 
name  that  Christians  usually  spoke  of  each  other. 
The  name  Christian  was  merely  used  to  describe 
them  objectively,  i.  e.  from  the  Pagan  point  of 
view,  as  we  see  from  the  places  where  it  occurs, 
namely,  Acts  [xi.  26],  xxvi.  28,  and  1  Pet.  iv. 
16. 

The  Jewish  schools  distinguish  between  "bro- 
ther" and  "neighbor;"  "brother"  meant  an  Is- 
raelite by  blood,  "  neighbor  "  a  proselyte.  They 
allowed  neither  title  to  the  Gentiles;  but  Christ 
and  the  Apostles  extended  the  name  "  brother  "  to 
all  Christians,  and  "  neighbor  "  to  all  the  world, 
1  Cor.  V.  11;  Luke  x.  29,  30  (Lightfoot,  Jlor. 
Utbr.  nd  Matt.  v.  22). 

We  must  now  briefly  touch  on  the  difficult  and 
interesting  question  as  to  who  were  "  the  brethren 
of  the  I^rd,"  and  pass  in  review  the  theories  re- 
specting them.  And  first  we  would  obsen-e  that  in 
arguhig  at  all  against  their  being  the  7-eal  brethren 
of  Jesus,  far  too  much  stress  has  been  laid  on  the 
assumed  indefiniteness  of  meaning  attached  to  the 
word  "  brother  "  in  Scripture.  In  all  the  adduced 
cases  it  will  be  seen  that,  when  the  word  is  used  in 
any  but  its  proper  sense,  the  context  prevents  the 
possibility  of  confusion;  and  indeed  in  the  only  two 
exceptional  instances  (not  metaphorical),  namely, 
those  in  which  Lot  and  Jacob  are  respectively 
called  "  brothers "  of  Abraham  and  Laban,  the 
word  is  only  extended  so  far  as  to  mean  "  nephew;  " 
and  it  must  be  remembered  that  even  these  excep- 
tions are  quoted  from  a  single  book,  seventeen  cen- 
turies earlier  than  the  gosjiels.  If  then  the  word 
"  brethren,"  as  rejjeatedly  applied  to  James,  &c., 
really  mean  "  cousins  "  or  "  kinsmen,"  it  will  be 
the  only  instance  of  such  an  appUcation  in  which 
no  data  are  given  to  correct  the  laxity  of  meaning. 
Again,  no  really  parallel  case  can  be  quoted  from 
the  N.  J.,  except  in  merely  rhetorical  and  tropical 
passages;  whereas  when  "nephews"  are  meant 
they  are  always  specified  as  such,  as  in  Col.  iv.  10 ; 
Acts  xxiii.  16  (Kitto,  The  Ajxjstles,  Ac,  p.  165 
ff.).    There  is  therefore  no  adequate  warrant  in  the 
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a  •Xot  the  primitive  bishop  of  this  n*nie,  of  Hierap- 
>11«,  but  a  mediaeval  namesake  who  Uved  in  the  11th 


language  alone,  to  take  "  brethren "  as  meaning 
"relatives;"  and  therefore  the  a  7>;70/7  presump- 
tion is  in  favor  of  a  literal  acceptation  of  the  term. 
We  have  dwelt  the  more  strongly  on  this  point, 
because  it  seems  to  have  been  far  too  easily  assmned 
that  no  importance  is  to  be  att-iched  to  the  mere 
fact  of  their  being  invariably  called  Christ's  breth- 
ren; whereas  this  consideration  alone  goes  far  to 
prove  that  they  really  were  so. 

There  are,  however,  three  traditions  respecting 
them.  They  are  first  mentioned  (Matt.  xiii.  56) 
in  a  manner  which  would  certainly  le-.wl  an  un- 
biased mind  to  conclude  that  they  were  our  Lord's 
uterine  brothers.  "  Is  not  this  the  carpenter's  son  ? 
is  not /(«  ?«(>;/(  er  called  Mury  7  and  his  brethren 
James,  and  Joses,  and  Judas,  and  Simon  ?  and  his 
sisters,  are  they  not  all  with  us?  "  But  since  we 
find  that  there  was  a  "  Mary,  the  mother  of  James 
and  Joses"  (Matt.  xrii.  56),  and  that  a  "James 
and  Judas  ( ?)  "  were  sons  of  Alphoeus  (Luke  vi.  15, 
16),  the  most  general  tradition  is  —  I.  That  they 
were  all  oiu-  Lord's  first  cousins,  the  sons  of  Al- 
phaeus  (or  Clopas  —  not  Cleopas,  see  Alford,  Gr. 
Test.  ^latt.  X.  3)  and  Mary,  the  sister  of  the  Vir- 
gin. This  tradition  is  accepted  by  Papias,"  Jerome 
{Cat.  Script.  Kcc.  2),  Augustine,  and  the  I^tin 
Church  generally,  and  is  now  the  one  most  com- 
monly received.  Yet  there  seem  to  he  overwhelm- 
ing arguments  against  it:  for  (1.)  Tlie  reasoning 
entirely  depends  on  three  ver}-  doubtful  a-ssumptions, 
namely,  {a.)  That  "his  mother's  sister"  (John  xix. 
25)  must  be  in  apposition  with  "  Mar}-,  the  wife 
of  Cleophas,"  which  would  be  improbable,  if  only  on 
the  ground  that  it  supposes  two  sisters  to  have  hiid 
the  same  name,  a  supposition  substantiated  by  no 
parallel  cases  [Wieseler  (comp.  Markxv.  40)  thinks 
that  Salome,  the  wife  of  Zebedee,  is  intended  by 
"his  mother's  sister"].  (6.)  That  "Mary,  the 
mother  of  James,"  was  the  wife  of  Alphseus,  i.  e. 
that  the  James  intended  is  'Iokw^os  6  '  Wipaiov. 
(c.)  That  ('leophas,  or  more  correctly  (.'lopas,  whose 
wife  Mary  was,  is  identical  with  Alpha?us;  which 
may  be  the  case,  although  it  cannot  be  proved. 
(2.)  If  his  cousins  were  meant,  it  would  he  signally 
untrue  that  "  neither  did  his  brethren  Iteheve  on 
him  "  (John  vii.  5  ff.),  for  in  all  probability  three 
out  of  the  four  (namely,  James  the  I.ess,  JIatthew  (or 
I>evi),  and  Jude,  the  brother  (?)  of  James)  were 
actual  AjMstles.  We  do  not  see  how  this  objection 
can  be  removed.  (3.)  It  is  quite  unaccountable 
that  these  "  brethren  of  the  I^rd,"  if  they  were 
only  his  cousins,  should  be  always  mentioned  in 
conjunction  with  the  Virgin  Marj',  and  never  with 
their  own  mother  Mary,  who  was  both  alive  and  in 
constint  attMidance  on  our  Lord.  (4.)  They  are 
generally  spoken  of  as  distinct  from  the  Apostles; 
see  Acts  i.  14;  1  Cor.  ix.  5;  and  Jude  (17)  seems 
to  clearly  imply  that  he  himself  was  not  an  Apostle. 
It  seems  to  us  that  these  four  objections  are  quite 
adequate  to  set  aside  the  very  slight  grounds  for 
identifying  the  "brethren  of  the  Lord  "  with  the 
"  sons  of  Alphaeus." 

II.  A  second  tradition  accepted  by  Hilary, 
Epiphanius,  and  the  Greek  fathers  generally,  makes 
them  the  sons  of  Joseph  by  a  former  marriage  with 
a  certain  Escha  or  Salome  of  the  tribe  of  Judah; 
indeed  Epiphanius  {Hceres.  xxix.  §  4)  even  men- 
tions the  supposed  order  of  birth  of  the  four  sons  and 
two  daughters.    But  Jerome  ( Com.  in  Matt.  xii.  49) 


century.  Prof.  Lightfoot  (on  GaXat.  p.  259)  has  pcdnted 
out  this  slip  of  the  writer.  H. 
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Blights  this  as  a  mere  conjecture,  borrowed  from  the  i  III.  and  notes ;  Kuinoel  and  Alford  on  Matt.  xiii. 


"  deliraineuta  Apocryplioruni,"  and  Origen  says 
that  it  was  taken  from  the  Gospel  of  St.  I'eter. 
The  only  shadow  of  ground  for  its  possibiUty  is  the 
apparent  difference  of  age  between  Joseph  and  the 
Virgin. 

III.  They  are  assumed  to  have  been  the  offspring 
of  a  levirate  marriage  between  Joseph  and  the  wife 
of  his  deceased  brotlier  Clopas.  But  apart  from  all 
evidence,  it  is  obviously  idle  to  examine  so  arbitrary 
an  assumption. 

The  arguments  against  their  being  the  sons  of 
the  Virgin  after  the  birth  of  our  Lord,  are  founded 
on  —  (1.)  The  almost  constant  tradition  of  her 
detTrapflfj/io-  St.  Basil  (Sei-m.  cle  S.  Natk.)  even 
records  a  story  that  "  Zechary  was  slain  by  the  Jews 
between  the  porch  and  the  aJtar  "  for  affirming  her 
to  be  a  Virgin  after,  as  well  as  before  the  birth  of 
her  most  holy  Son  (Jer.  Taylor,  Duct.  Dubit.  II.  3, 
4).  Still  the  tradition  was  not  universal:  it  was 
denied,  for  instance,  by  large  numbers  called  Anti- 
dicomai-ianitae  and  Helvidiani.  To  quote  Ez.  xliv. 
2,  as  any  argument  on  the  question  is  plainly  ab- 
surd. (2.)  On  the  fact  that  on  the  cross  Christ 
commended  his  mother  to  the  care  of  St.  John ; 
but  this  is  easily  explicable  on  the  ground  of  his 
brethren's  apparent  disbelief  in  Him  at  that  time, 
though  they  seem  to  have  been  converted  very  soon 
afterwards.^  (3.)  On  the  identity  of  their  names 
with  those  of  the  sons  of  Alpha2us.  This  argument 
loses  all  weight,  when  we  remember  the  constant 
recurrence  of  names  in  Jewish  families,  and  the  ex- 
treme commonness  of  these  particular  names.  In 
the  N.  T.  alone  there  may  be  at  least  five  contem- 
porary Jameses,  and  several  Judes,  not  to  mention 
the  21  Simons,  17  Joses,  and  16  Judes  mentioned 
by  Josephus. 

On  the  other  hand,  the  arguments /or  their  being 
our  Lord's  uterine  brothers  are  numerous,  and, 
t  iken  collectively,  to  an  unprejudiced  mind  almost 
irresistible,  although  singly  they  are  open  to  objec- 
tions: e.  g.  (1.)  The  word  irpaniroKos  vi6s,  Luke 
ii.  7.  (2.)  Matt.  i.  25,  ouk  iyiyoicrKev  avr^v  fois 
oV  erfKev,  k.  t.  \-,  to  which  Alford  justly  remarks, 
only  one  meaning  could  have  been  attached  but  for 
preconceived  theories  about  the  &enrap6fuia.  (3.) 
The  general  tone  of  the  gospels  on  the  subject, 
since  they  are  constantly  spoken  of  with  the  Virgin 
Mary,  and  with  no  shadow  of  a  hint  that  they  were 
not  her  own  children  (Matt.  xii.  46;  INIark  iii.  31, 
&c.).  It  can,  we  think,  hardly  be  denied  that  any 
one  of  these  arguments  is  singly  stronger  than  those 
produced  on  the  other  side. 

To  sum  up  then,  we  have  seen  (I.)  that  "the 
brethren  of  the  Ix)rd  "  could  hardly  have  been  iden- 
tical with  the  sons  of  Alphseus,  and  (II.)  that  we 
have  no  grounds  for  supposing  them  to  have  been 
the  sons  of  Joseph  by  a  previous,  or  (III.)  a  levi- 
rate marriage;  that  the  arguments  in  favor  of  their 
being  actual  brothers  of  our  Ix)rd  are  cogent,  and 
that  the  tradition  on  the  other  side  is  not  suffi- 
ciently weighty  or  unanimous  to  set  them  aside. 
Finally,  this  tradition  of  the  perpetual  virginity  of 
the  mother  of  our  I>ord  (which  any  one  may  hold, 
if  he  will,  as  one  of  the  "  pie  credibilia,"  Jer.  Tay- 
br,  Dud.  Dub.  II.  3,  6)  is  easily  accounted  for  by 
the  general  error  on  the  inferiority  of  the  wedded 
to  the  virgin  state :  Scripture  in  no  way  requires 
us  to  believe  it,  and  since  Mary's  previous  virginity 
is  alone  requisite  to  the  (Jospel  narrative,  we  must 

[Jamks; 


56;  Lightfoot,  Hov.  Hebr.  Matt.  v. 


2-2,  &c.,  Sx.). 
F.  W.  F. 


*  On  this  question  of  "  the  brethren  of  the  I>ord," 
Dr.  Lange  maintains  the  cousin-theory,  but  with  a 
peculiar  modification.  He  derives  the  cousinship 
not  from  the  mothers  (the  two  Marys  being  sisters),  ^ 
but  from  the  fathers  (Clopas  or  Alphseus  and  Joseph 
being  brothers).  See  his  Bibelwerk,  i.  201,  and 
Dr.  Schaff"'s  Transkttion,  p.  255.  Professor  Light- 
foot  thinks  the  words  on  the  cross,  "  Woman,  be- 
hold thy  son,"  said  of  John  the  EvangeUst,  are 
decisive,  as  showing  that  the  mother  of  Jesus  had 
no  sons  of  her  own,  and  hence  according  to  his  view 
"  the  brethren  "  must  have  been  sons  of  Joseph  by 
a  former  marriage  (St.  Paul's  Kp.  to  the  Gaht.,  pp. 
241-275).  Of  these  two  explanations  (the  cousin- 
theory  being  regarded  as  out  of  the  question)  Dr. 
Schafif  (on  Lange,  pp.  256-260,  where  he  has  a  full 
note)  prefers  tlie  latter,  partly  as  agreeing  better 
with  the  apparent  age  of  Joseph,  the  husband  of 
Mary  (who  disappears  so  early  from  the  history), 
and  also  with  the  age  of  the  brothers  who  seem  at 
times  to  have  exercised  a  sort  of  eldership  over 
Jesus  (comp.  Mark  iii.  31  and  John  vii.  3  ff".). 
Undoubtedly  the  view  adopted  in  the  foregoing 
article,  that  Jesus  had  brothers  who  were  the  sons 
of  Mary,  is  the  one  which  an  unforced  exegesis  re- 
quires; and,  as  to  the  fact  of  the  Saviour's  com- 
mitting the  mother  in  his  last  moments  to  the  care 
of  John,  which  this  view  is  said  to  make  irreeon- 
concilable  with  "  the  claims  of  fiUal  piety,"  if  Mary 
had  sons  of  her  own,  it  is  not  easy  in  point  of  prin- 
ciple to  make  out  the  material  diff'erence  (affirmed 
by  those  who  suppose  a  previous  marriage  of  Joseph) 
between  such  claims  of  her  own  sons  and  those  of 
st^ep-sons.  "  The  perpetual  virginity  of  ^lary," 
says  the  late  Prof.  Edwards,  "  is  inferred  from  half 
a  verse  (Matt.  i.  25),  which  by  natural  implication 
teaches  the  direct  contrary."  This  question  is 
brought  up  again  under  James.  H. 

*  BRUIT,  Jer.  x.  22;  Nah.  iii.  19,  is  usetl  in 
the  sense,  now  obsolete,  of  "  report,"  "  tidings." 
The  A.  V.  in  the  passages  referred  to  follows  the 
Genevan  version.  A. 

BUBAS'TIS.       [PiBESETH.] 

*  BUCKLER.     [Akms,  II.  5 ;  Shield.] 

BUK'KI  (*|v3  [contracted  for  ^n*i^3 ;  see 
tw/m]:  BoKKj;  [Alex.]  Bcokoj;  [Vat.  Boe,  Bcdkoi  :] 
Bocd).  1.  Son  of  Abishua  and  father  of  I'zzi, 
fifth  from  Aaron  in  the  line  of  the  higli-priests  in 
1  Chr.  v.  31,  vi.  36  (vi.  5,  51,  A.  V.),  and  in  tlie 
genealogy  of  Ezra,  Ezr.  vii.  4,  and  1  I'.sdr.  viii.  2, 
where  he  is  called  BoKKd.,  Boccas,  whioli  is  cor- 
rupted to  BoKiTH,  2  Esdr.  i.  2.  W'hctlier  Bukki 
ever  filled  the  office  of  high-priest,  we  are  not  in- 
formefl  in  Scripture.  Epiphanius  in  liis  list  of  the 
ancestors  of  Jehoiada,  whom  he  fancifully  supposes 
to  be  brother  of  lUijah  tlie  Tishbite,  omits  l)oth 
Bukki  and  Abishtui  (Ailnrs.  Melrhiixhc.  iii.). 
Josephus  {Ant.  viii.  1,  §  3)  (wprossly  says  tliat  ail 
of  Aaron's  line  lietwecn  Joseph  (,.\l)ishua)  the  liigh- 
priest,  and  Zadok  who  was  made  hicli-pricst  in  the 
reign  of  I  )avid,  were  private  persons  ( j5ja)T€i'(roi^es_) 
i.  e.  not  high- priests,  and  mentions  by  name  "  Bukki 
the  son  of  Joseph  the  high-priest,"  as  the  first  of 
those  who  lived  a  private  life,  while  the  pontifical 
dignity  was  in  the  liouse  of  Itliamar.  Hut  in  v. 
11,  §  5,  Josephus  says  as  expressly  that  Abishua  (there 


recard  it  as  a  question  of  mere  curiosity.    [Jamks;    11, 5>  5,  Josephus  says  as  expressly  tnai a msnua^u.erc 
Jotes;    Jui^E.]      (Pearson,    On  the  Creed,   Art.  |  called  Abiezer)  having  received  the  high-pnesthood 
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from  his  father  Phinehas,  transmitted  it  to  his  own 
Bon  Bukki,  who  was  succeeded  by  Uzzi,  after  whom 
it  passed  to  JCli.  We  may  conclude  therefore  that 
Joseph  us  had  no  more  means  of  knowing  for  certain 
who  were  high-priests  between  Phinehas  and  Eli, 
than  we  have,  and  may  adopt  the  opinion,  which  is 
far  the  most  probable,  that  there  was  no  high-priest 
between  them,  unless  perhaps  Abishua.  Por  an 
account  of  the  absurd  fancies  of  the  Jews,  and  the 
statements  of  Christian  writers  relative  to  the  suc- 
cession of  the  high-priests  at  this  period,  see  Sel- 
den,  de  Success,  in  Pontif.  Hebr. ;  also  Geneahg. 
of  our  Lord.  eh.  x.  A.  C.  H. 

2.  (BaKX'V  V"'^^-  -X«'p]'  -^^^^  BoKKj:  Bocci.) 
Son  of  JogU,  "  prince  "  (WtW")  of  the  tribe  of 
Dan,  one  of  the  ten  men  chosen  to  apportion  the 
land  of  Canaan  between  the  tribes  (Num.  xxxiv.  22). 

BUKKI'AH  (=irPi?2  [wasting  from  Jeho- 
vah], Bukkijahu:  BovKias  [Vat.  -Ket-] ;  Alex.  Bok- 
Kias,  [KoKKias'-]  Boccinu),  a  Kohathite  Levite,  of 
the  sons  of  Heman,  one  of  the  musicians  in  the 
Temple,  the  leader  of  the  sixth  band  or  course  in 
the  service  (1  Chr.  xxv.  4,  13). 

BUL.     [Months.] 

BULL,  BULLOCK,  terms  used  synony- 
mously with  ox,  oxen,  in  the  A.  V.  as  the  repre- 
sentatives of  several  Hebrew  words.  [See  Ox.] 
Twice  in  the  X.  T.  as  the  rendering  of  raupos,  Heb. 
ix.  13,  X.  4. 

"Ij'JS  is  properly  a  generic  name  for  homed  cat- 
tle when  of  full  age  and  fit  for  the  plough.  Ac- 
cordingly it  is  variously  rendered,  btdlock  (Is.  Ixv. 
25),  cow  (Ez.  iv.  15),  oxtn  (Gen.  xii.  16).     Hence 

in  Deut.   xxi.   3,  ~lp2  nbui?  is  a  heifer ;  Ex. 

xxix.  1,  "IpS'^S  15,  a  young  bullock;  and  in 

Gen.  xviii.  7,  simply  ")|73"^3,  rendered  a  calf 
in  A.  V.      It   is  derived  from  an  unused   root, 

"IpS,  to  cleave,  hence  to  plough,  as  in  Latin  ar- 
mentum  is  aramentum. 

*T1tr  differs  ftom  1p3   in  the  same  way  as 

nt^,  a  sheep,  from  ^S!^,  a  fock  of  sheep.  It  is 
a  generic  name,  but  almost  always  signifies  one 
head  of  horned  cattle,  without  distinction  of  age  or 
sex.     It   is  very  seldom   used  collectively.      The 

Chaldee  form  of  the  word,  TV^,  occurs  in  Ezr.  vi. 
9,  17,  vii.  17;  Dan.  iv.  25,  &c.;  and  Plutarch 
{Sull.  c.  17)  says  0ip  ol  ^oiviKes  t^v  fiovv  Ka- 
Xovffi.  It  is  probably  the  same  word  as  ravpus, 
iaurus,  Germ,  stier,  Engl,  steei:     The  root  "I-IIT 

is  not  used,  but  the  Arab.   »  Lj,  excitavit  puherem, 

is  a  very  natural  derivation  of  the  word. 

^5^5  •^/J}!'?  a  calf,  male  or  female,  prop- 
erly of  the  jfirst  year,  derived,  as  Gesenius  thinks, 
from  an  ^Ethiopic  word  signifying  fetus,  embryo, 

vullus,  catulm,  while  others  derive  it  from  b^V, 
vohit,  rotnvit,  festinavit.  The  word  is  used  of  a 
trained  heifer  (Hos.  x.  11),  of  one  giving  milk  (Is. 
vii.  21,  22),  of  one  used  in  ploughing  (Judg.  xiv. 
18),  and  of  one  three  years  old  (Gen.  xv.  9).     Al- 
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o  The  "  princes  "  are  only  specified  to  seven  tribce 
out  of  the  ten :  not  to  Judah,  Simeon,  or  Benjamin. 


most  synonymous  with  <237  is  15,  the  latter  sig- 
nifying generally  a  young  bull  of  two  years  old, 
though  in  one  instance  (Judg.  vi.  25)  possibly  a 
bull  of  seven  years  old.  It  is  the  customary  term 
for  buUs  offered  in  sacrifice,  and  hence  is  used  met- 
aphorically in  Hos.  xiv.  2,  "so  wiU  we  render,  '  as 
bullocks,'  our  lips." 

There  are  four  or  five  passages  in  which  the  word 
□''laS  is  used  for  bulls.  It  is  the  plural  of  1^2W, 
strong,  whence  its  use.  See  Ps.  xxii.  12, 1. 13,  Ixidii. 
30;  Is.  xxxiv.  7;  Jer.  1.  11. 

AU  the  above  words  refer  to  domesticated  cattle, 
which  formed  of  old,  as  now,  an  important  part  of 
the  wealth  of  the  people  of  Palestine.     In  Is.  li.  20 

the  word  Sl/H  occurs,  and  is  rendered  "  wild  bull," 
but  "wild  ox"  in  Deut.  xiv.  5.  The  LXX.  have 
ff(VT\iov  in  the  former  passage  and  opvya  in  the 
latter.  It  was  possibly  one  of  the  larger  species  of 
antelope,  and  took  its  name  from  its  swiftness  — 

the  Arabic  .— vJ  being  cursu  antevertit.  The  An- 
telope Oryx  of  Linnajus  is  indigenous  in  SjTia, 
Arabia,  and  Persia.  Dr.  Robinson  mentions  large 
herds  of  black  and  almost  hairless  buffaloes  as  still 
existing  in  Palestine,  and  these  may  be  the  animal 
indicated  (iii.  396).  W.  D. 

BULRUSH,  used  sj-nonymously  with  Bush  in 
the  A.  V.  as  the  rendering  of  the  words  ]1!25S 
and  SKjS.     In  Is.  ix.  14,  xix.  15,  we  have  the 

proverbial  expression  P^S^WT  7152,  A.  V.  "branch 
and  rush,"  equivalent  to  high  and  low  alike  (the 
LXX.  have  fxtyav  Koi  ^iKpAv  in  one  passage,  dpx'V 
Kal  Tf\os  in  the  other),  and  in  Is.  Iviii.  5,  11D2S 
is  rendered  bulritsh.  W.  D. 

*  The  remainder  of  this  article  in  the  EngUsh 
edition  is  entirely  superseded  by  the  art.  Reed, 
which  see.  A. 

*  BULRUSHES,  ARK  OF.     [Moses.] 
BU'NAH  (n3!l2   [discretion]:  Bavad;  [Va.t. 

Bavaia;  Aid.  Baavd'-]  Buna),  a  son  of  Jerahmeel, 
of  the  family  of  Pharez  in  Judah  (1  Chr.  ii.  25). 

BUN'NI.  1.  ("^32  [built]:  Bonni),  one  of 
the  Levites  in  the  time  of  Nehemiah  (Neh.  ix.  4) ; 
possibly  the  same  person  is  mentioned  in  x.  15. 
The  LXX.  in  both  cases  translate  the  name  by 
vt6s. 

2.  [FA.3  Bovva'i:  Comp.  Boyva'-  Boni.]  Another 
Levite,  but  of  earlier  dat«  than  the  preceding  (Neh. 

xi.  15).  The  name,  "^2^2,  is  also  slightly  different. 
LXX.  [in  most  MSS.]  omits. 

Bunni  is  said  to  have  been  the  Jewish  name  of 
Nicodemus  (Lightfoot  on  John  iii.  1;  Ewald,  v. 
233). 

*  BURDEN.  The  Hebrew  Sb»,  rendered 
"burden"  in  the  A.  V.,  denotes  both  a  burden, 
and  an  oracle  or  propheiry.  This  double  sense  of 
the  word  is  refen-ed  to  in  Jer.  xxiii.  33  ff.  See 
Noyes's  note  on  the  passage  ( Trans,  of  the  Hebrew 
Prophets,  3d  ed.,  1866,  ii.  340).  A. 

BURIAL,  SEPULCHRES,  TOMBS.  The 

Jews  uniformly  disposed  of  the  corpse  by  entomb- 
ment where  possible,  and  failing  that,  by  interment ; 
extending  this  respect  to  the  remains  even  of  the 
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slain  enemy  and  malefactor  (1  K.  xi.  15;  Deut.  xxi. 
23),  in  the  latter  case  by  express  provision  of  law. 
Since  this  was  the  only  case  so  guarded  hy  Mosaic 
precept,  it  may  be  concluded  that  natural  feeling 
was  relied  on  as  rendering  any  such  general  injunc- 
tion sujjerttuous.  Similarly,  to  disturb  remains 
was  regarded  as  a  barbarity,  only  justifiable  in  the 
case  of  those  who  had  themselves  outraged  religion 
(2  K.  xxiii.  16,  17;  .Jer.  viii.  1,  2).  The  Rabbis 
quote  the  doctrine  "  dust  thou  art,  and  unto  dust 
shalt  thou  return,"  as  a  reason  for  preferring  to 
entomb  or  inter  their  dead ;  but  that  preferential 
practice  is  older  than  the  Mosaic  record,  as  traceable 
in  patriarchal  examples,  and  continued  unaltered  by 
any  Gentile  influence;  so  Tacitus  {Hist.  v.  5)  notices 
that  it  \\a.s  a  jxant  of  Jewish  custom,  corjjora  con- 
dere  qu-iM  crt/nare. 

On  this  subject  we  have  to  notice:  (1)  the  place 
of  burial,  its  site  and  shape;  (2)  the  mode  of  burial; 

(3)  the  prevalent  notions  regarding  this  duty;  [and 

(4)  the  rapidity  with  which  burial  took  place  after 
death.] 

1.  A  natural  cave  enlarged  and  adapted  by  exca- 
vation, or  an  artificial  imitation  of  one,  was  the 
standard  type  of  sepulchre.  This  was  what  the 
structure  of  the  Jewish  soil  supplied  or  suggested. 
A  distinct  and  simple  form  of  .sepulture  as  con- 
trasted with  the  complex  and  elaborate  rites  of 
Egypt  clings  to  the  region  of  Palestine  and  varies 
but  little  with  the  great  social  changes  between  the 
periods  of  Abraham  and  the  Captivity.  Jacob  and 
Joseph,  who  both  died  in  Egypt,  are  the  only  known 
instances  of  the  Egyptian  method  applied  to  patri- 
archal remains.  Sepulchre.s,  when  the  owner's 
meatus  permitted  it,  were  commonly  prepared  tefore- 
hand,  and  st<X)d  oft«n  in  gardens,  by  roadsides,  or 
even  adjoining  houses.  Kings  and  prophets  alone 
were  probably  buried  within  towns  (1  K.  ii.  10,  xvi. 
6,  28 ;  2  K.  x.  35,  xiii.  9 ;  2  Chr.  xvi.  14,  xxviii. 
27;  1  Sam.  xxv.  1,  xxviii.  3).  Sarah's  tomb  and 
Rachel's  seem  to  have  been  chosen  merely  from  the 
accident  of  the  place  of  death ;  but  the  successive 
interments  at  the  former  (Gen.  xlix.  31)  are  a 
chronicle  of  the  strong  family  feeling  among  the 
Jews.  It  was  the  sole  fixed  spot  in  the  unsettled 
patriarchal  life ;  and  its  purchase  and  transfer,  mi- 
nutely detailed,  are  remarkable  a.s  the  sole  transac- 
tion of  the  kind,  until  rejicated  on  a  similar  occasion 
at  Shechem.  Thus  it  was  deemed  a  misfortune  or 
an  indignity,  not  only  to  be  deprived  of  burial  (Is 
xiv.  20;  Jer.  passim;  2  K.  ix.  10),  but,  in  a  lesser 
degree,  to  he  excluded  from  tlie  family  sepidchre 
(1  K.  xiii.  22),  as  were  Uzziah  the  royal  leper,  and 
Manasseh  (2  Chr.  xxvi.  23,  xxxiii.  20).  Thus  the 
remams  of  Saul  and  his  sons  were  reclaimed  to  rest 
In  his  father's  tomb.  Simikrly  it  was  a  mark  of  a 
profound  feeling  towards  a  [person  not  of  one's  family 
to  wish  to  be  buried  with  him  (Ruth  i.  17 ;  1  K. 
xiii.  31),  or  to  give  him  a  place  in  one's  own 
sepulchre  (Gen.  xxiii.  G ;  comp.  2  Chr.  xxiv.  10). 
The  head  of  a  family  commonly  provided  space  for 
more  than  one  generation ;  and  these  gaUeries  of 
kindred  sepulchres  are  common  in  many  eastern 
branches  of  the  human  race.  Cities  soon  became 
populous  and  demanded  cemeteries  (comp.  the  term 
iroKvdvSpioi/,  V^-  xxxix.  15),  which  were  placed 
without  the  walls ;  such  an  one  seems  intended  by 
the  expression  in  2  K.  xxiii.  •>.  "the  graves  of  the 
children  of  the  i»eoplt>.'  situated  in  the  valley  of  the 
Kedron  or  of  Jehosliapliat.  ,l.'r.-miah  (vii.  32,  xix. 
11)  threatens  that  the  e.xstern  valley  calletl  lopliet, 
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the  favorite  haunt  of  idolatry,  should  be  polluted  by 
burying  there  (comp.  2  K.  xxiii.  10).  Sucli  was 
also  the  ''Potter's  Field"  (Matt,  xxvii.  7),  which 
had  perhaps  been  wrought  by  digging  for  clay  into 
holes  serviceable  for  graves. 

The  Mishnaic  description  of  a  sepiUchre,  com- 
plete according  to  Rabbinical  notions,  is  somewhat 
as  follows :  a  cavern  about  0  cubits  square,  or  6  by 
8,  from  three  sides  of  which  are  recessed  longitud- 
inally several  vaults,  called  D^DTD,  each  large 
enough  for  a  corpse.  ()n  the  fourth  side  the  cavern 
is  approached  through  a  small  open  covered  court, 

or  portico,  "HUn,  of  a  size  to  receive  the  bier  and 
bearers.  In  some  such  structures  the  demoniac  may 
have  housed.     The  entry  from  this  court  to  that 

cavern  was  closed  by  a  large  stone  called  7/12, 
as  capable  of  being  rolled,  thus  confirming  the 
Evangelistic  narrative.  Sometimes  several  such 
caverns,  each  with  its  recesses,  were  entered  from 
the  several  sides  of  the  same  portico.  (^lislma,  Bnva 
Bfithrii,  0,  8,  quoted  by  J.  Nicokus,  dc  SepiilcJiris 
Ilebrceoiiim  [lib.  iii.  c.  xi.].)  Such  a  tomb  is  that  de- 
scribed in  Buckingham's  Travtk  in  Ai-abia  (p.  1-58), 
and  those  known  to  tradition  as  the  •'  tombs  of  the 
kings "  (see  below).  But  earlier  sepulchres  were 
doubtless  more  simple,  and,  to  judge  from  2  K. 
xiii.  21,  did  not  prevent  mutual  contact  of  remains. 
Sepulchres  were  marked  sometimes  by  pillars,  as 
that  of  Rachel;  or  by  pyramids,  as  those  of  the 
Asmoneans  at  Modin  (Joseph.  Ant.  xiii.  0,  7);  and 
had  places  of  higher  and  lower  honor.  Like  tem- 
ples, they  were,  from  tlieir  assumed  inviolability, 
sometimes  made  the  depositaries  of  treasures  (Da 
Saulcy,  ii.  183).  We  find  them  also  distinguished 
by  a  "title"  (2  K.  xxiii.  17).  Such  as  were  not 
otherwise  noticeable  were  scrupulously  "whited" 
(Matt,  xxiii.  27)  once  a  year,  after  the  rains  before 
tlie  passo\cr,  to  warn  passers  by  of  defilement  (Hot- 
tinger,  Cippi  Ihbr.  [L'golini,  xxxiii. J  p.  J034;  Ros- 
teusch  de  Htpul.  Cake  iwtat.  Ugolini,  xxxiii.). 

2.  AVith  regard  to  the  mode  of  burial,  we  should 
remember  that  our  impressions,  as  derived  from  the 
O.  T.,  are  those  of  the  burial  of  persons  of  rank  or 
public  eminence,  whilst  those  gathered  from  the 
N.  T.  regard  a  private  station.  But  in  Iwth  cases 
"  the  manner  of  the  Jews "  included  the  use  of 
spices,  where  they  could  command  the  means.  Thus 
Asa  lay  in  a  "bed  of  spices  "  (2  Chr.  x\i.  14).  A 
portion  of  these  were  burnt  in  honor  of  the  de- 
ceased, and  to  this  use  was  probably  destined  part 
of  the  100  pounds  weight  of  "myrrh  and  aloes" 
in  our  Lord's  case.  On  high  state  occasions  the 
vessels,  bed,  and  furniture  used  by  the  deceased 
were  burnt  also.  Such  was  probably  the  "  great 
burning"  made  for  Asa.  If  a  king  was  uniK)pular 
or  died  disgraced  (e.  g.  Jehonmi,  2  (  lir.  xxi.  19; 
Joseph.  Ant.  ix.  5,  §  3),  this  was  not  oliserved.  In 
no  case,  save  that  of  Saul  and  his  S(jns.  were  the 
bodies  bunied,  nor  in  that  case  were  they  so  burnt 
as  not  to  leave  the  "  Iwnes,"  easily  concealed  and 
transported,  and  the  whole  proceeding  l(wks  like  a 
ha.sty  precaution  against  hostile  violcTiee.  Even 
then  the  bones  were  interred,  and  re-exhumed  for 
solenm  entombment.    The  ambiguous  word  in  .\m. 

vi.  10,  'iDIDO,  rendered  in  the  A.  ^'.  ••  lie  that 
bumeth  him,''''  probalily  means  "  the  burner  of  j)cr- 
fumes  in  his  honor,"  i.  e.  his  near  relation,  on 
whom  such  duties  devolved;  not,  as  Winer  (s.  v. 
Begraben)  and  others  think,   "  the  burner  of  the 
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corpseJ"  "  For  a  great  mortality  never  causes  roen 
to  burn  corpses  where  it  is  not  the  custom  of  the 
country ;  nor  did  the  custom  vary  among  the  Jews 
on  such  an  occasion  (Ez.  xxxix.  12-14).  It  was 
the  office  of  the  next  of  kin  to  perform  and  preside 
over  the  wliole  funereal  office ;  but  a  company  of 
public  buriers,  originating  in  an  exceptional  neces- 
sity (liz.  /.  c),  had  become,  it  seems,  customary  in 
the  times  of  the  X.  T.  (Acts  v.  6,  10).  The  closing 
of  the  eyes,  kissing,  and  washing  the  corpse  (Gen. 
xlvi.  -i,  1.  1;  Acts  ix.  37),  are  customs  conmion  to 
all  nations.  Coffins  were  but  seldom  used,  and  if 
used  were  open;  but  fixed  stone  sarcophagi  were 
common  in  tombs  of  rank.  The  bier,  the  word  for 
which  in  the  O.  T.  is  the  same  as  that  rendered 
bed  [see  Bed],  was  borne  by  the  nearest  relatives, 
and  followed  by  any  who  wished  to  do  honor  to  the 
dead.  The  grave-clothes  {o06via,  ii/roupia)  were 
probably  of  the  fashion  worn  in  life,  but  swathed 
and  fastened  with  bandages,  and  the  head  covered 
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separately.  Previously  to  this  being  done,  spices 
were  applied  to  the  corpse  in  the  form  of  ointment, 
or  between  the  folds  of  the  linen ;  hence  our  Lord's 
remark,  that  the  woman  had  anointed  his  body, 
wpos  rh  iuTa<l>idCeiv,  "  with  a  view  to  dressing  it 
in  these  ivTd<pia;''  not,  as  in  A.  V.  "for  the 
burial."  For  the  custom  of  mourners  visiting  the 
sepulchre,  see  ^Molkning;  for  that  of  frequenting 
tombs  for  other  purposes,  see  Necromancy. 

3.  The  precedent  of  Jacol/s  and  Joseph's  remains 
being  returned  to  the  land  of  Canaan  was  followed, 
in  wish  at  least,  by  every  pious  Jew.  Following  a 
similar  notion,  some  of  the  Rabbins  taught  that 
only  in  that  land  could  those  who  were  buried  ob- 
tain a  share  in  the  resurrection  which  was  to  usher 
in  Messiah's  reign  on  earth.  Thus  that  land  was 
called  by  them,  "  the  Lind  of  the  li«ng,"  and  the 
sepulchre  itself,  "  the  house  of  the  living."  Some 
even  feigned  that  the  bodies  of  the  righteous,  wher- 
ever else  buried,  rolled  back  to  Canaan  under  ground, 
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and  found  there  only  their  appointed  rest  (J.  Xico- 
laus,  (le  Sepukkr.  Heb.  [lib.  iii.  c]  xiii.  1).  Tombs 
were,  in  popular  belief,  led  by  the  same  teaching, 
invested  with  traditions.  Thus  Machpelah  is  stated 
(Lightfoot,  Cenltina  Choroffraphicn,  s.  v.  Hebron) 
to  have  l>een  the  burial-place  not  only  of  Abraham 
and  Sanili.  but  also  of  Adam  and  Eve;  and  there 
was  proliaI>ly  at  the  time  of  the  X.  T.  a  spot  fixed 
upon  by  tradition  as  the  site  of  the  tomb  of  every 
prophet  of  note  in  the  O.  T.  To  repair  and  adorn 
these  was  deemed  a  work  of  exalted  piety  (Matt. 
xxiii.  2'.)).  The  scruples  of  the  Scribes  «xt«ided 
even  to  the  burial  of  the  a.ss  whose  neck  wxs  broken 
(Ejc.  xxxiv.  20),  and  of  the  first-boui  of  cattle.  (K. 
Maimon.  fie  Primogen.  ch.  iii.  §  -l,  quoted  by  J. 
Xicolaas,  de  Sepulchr.  Htb.  [lib.  iii.  c]  xn.  1, 3,  4). 
The  neighborhooti  of  Jerusalem  is  thickly  studded 
with  tombs,  many  of  them  of  great  antiquity.  A 
succinct  but  valuable  account  of  them  is  given  in 
Porter's  Handbook  (p.  143  ff.);  but  it  is  only  nec- 
essary in  this  article  to  refer  to  two  or  three  of  the 
most  celebrated.      The  so-called  "Tombs  of  thej 


Prophets  "  will  be  Ijest  explained  by  the  preceding 
plan,  taken  from  Porter  (p.  147),  and  of  which  he 
gives  the  following  description :  — 

"  Through  a  long  descending  gallery,  the  first 
part  of  which  is  winding,  we  enter  a  circular  cham- 
ber about  24  fl.  in  diameter  and  10  high,  having 
a  hole  in  its  roof.  From  this  chamber  two  parallel 
galleries,  10  ft.  high  and  5  wide,  are  carried  south- 
wards through  the  rock  for  about  60  ft. ;  a  third  di- 
vei^es  S.  E.,  extenduig  40  ft.  They  are  connected 
by  two  cross-galleries  in  concentric  curves,  one  at 
their  extreme  end,  the  other  in  the  middle.  The 
outer  one  is  11-5  ft.  long  and  has  a  range  of  thirty 
niches  on  the  level  of  its  floor,  radiating  outwards. 
Two  small  chambers,  with  similar  niches,  also  open 
into  it." 

The  celebrated  "  Tombs  of  the  Kings  "  have  re- 
ceived this  name  on  account  of  their  remarkable 
character;  but  they  are  supposed  by  Robinson  and 
Porter  to  be  the  tomb  of  Helena,  the  widowed 
queen  of  Monobazus  king  of  Adiabene.  She  be- 
came a  proselyte  to  Judaism,  and  fixed  her  resi- 


a  *  Dr.  Pusey  assigns  good  reasons  for  abiding  by    10  {Minor  Prophets,  Part  in.  p.  207).     See  also  Baur, 
the  more  obvioua  sense  of  the  expression  In  Am.  vi.  j  Der  Prophet  Amos,  p.  396  *  H. 
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dence  at  Jerasalem,  where  she  relieved  many  of  the 
poor  during  the  famine  predicted  bj'  Agabus  in  the 
daj-s  of  Claudius  Ciesar  (Acts  xi.  28),  and  built  for 
herself  a  tomb,  as  we  learn  from  Josephus.  (On 
Helena  and  her  tomb  see  Joseph.  Ant.  xx.  2,  §  1 
flf.,  4,  §  3;  B.J.  V.  2,  §  2,  4,  §  2;  Paus.  viii.  10, 
§  5;  Robinson,  i.  361  ff:)  Into  the  question  of  the 
origin  of  these  tombs  it  is,  however,  unnecessary  to 
enter;  but  their  structure  claims  our  attention. 
They  are  excavated  out  of  the  rock.  The  traveller 
passes  through  a  low  arched  doorway  into  a  court 
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92  ft.  long  by  87  wide.  On  the  western  side  is  a 
vestibule  or  porch  39  feet  wide.  The  open  front 
was  supported  by  two  columns  in  the  middle. 
Along  the  front  extend  a  deep  frieze  and  cornice, 
the  former  richly  ornamented.  At  the  southern 
side  of  the  vestibide  is  the  entrance  to  the  tomb. 
The  first  room  is  a  mere  antechamlier  18J  ft.  by 
19.  On  the  S.  side  are  two  doors  leading  to  other  • 
chambers,  and  on  the  W.  one.  These  three  cham- 
bers have  recesses,  running  into  the  walls  at  right 
angles,  and  intended  for  bodies.     (For  further  par- 


Plan  of  the  Tombs  called  "  Tombs  of  the  Kings." 


ticulars  see  Porter,  from  whose  Handbook  the  pre- 
ceding account  is  taken.) 

The  so-called  "  Tomb  of  Zechariah,"  said  to  have 
been  constructed  in  honor  of  Zechariah,  who  was 
sLain  "  Ijetween  the  temple  and  the  altar  "  in  the 
reicn  of  .Joa.sh  (2  Chr.  xxiv.  21 ;  Matt,  xxiil.  35), 
is  held  in  great  veneration  by  the  .lews.  It  is 
doubtful,  however,  whether  it  be  a  tomb  at  all,  and 
the  style  of  architecture  can  scarcely  be  earlier  than 


^M^- 


Front  of  the  Vestibule  of  the  Tombs  called  "Tombs 
of  the  Kings."     (From  Photograph.) 

our  era.  A  drawing  of  it  is  inserted  here  on  ac- 
count of  its  celebrity.  It  l)ears  a  considerable 
resemblance  to  the  so-called  tomb  of  Absalom, 
which  is  figxu^  on  p.  17.  H.  H. 

*  4.  In  eastern   climates    generally,  interment 
takes  place  very  soon  after  the  death  of  a  person 


(Num.  xix.  11  fF.).  We  have  a  striking  instance 
of  this  usage  in  the  account  of  Ananias  and  Sap- 
phira,  who  were  borne  to  the  grave  as  soon  as  the 
bodies  could  be  laid  out  and  shrouded  for  that  pur- 
pose (Acts  v.  1  ff.).  The  deaths  in  this  case  were 
extraordinary,  and  possibly  that  fact  may  have  has- 
tened the  burial  somewhat;  though  even  under  or- 
dinary circimistances  a  person  among  the  .lews  was 


The  eo-callcd  "  Tomb  of  Zechariah."     (From  Photo- 
graph.) 

This  is  made  necessary  to  sfune  extent,  on  account  I  commonly  buried  the  same  day  on  whicli  he  died. 


of  the  raiiidity  with  which  decomposition  ensues 
after  death  (see  .John  xi,  39 ).  The  Jews  no  doubt 
buried  with  the  greater  hast*,  because  they  were  so 
fearful  of  being  defiled  by  contact  M'ith  a  corpse 


See  Winer's  Rtnlw.  ii.  16.  Even  among  the  present 
inhabitants  of  Jenisalem,  says  Tobler  {IknkblaUer 
nm  Jerutnkm,  p.  32.5,  St.  (iallen,  1853),  burial,  as 
a  general  rule,  is  not  deferred  more  than  three  or 
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four  hours.  If  the  death  occurs  at  evening,  so  that 
there  is  no  time  for  the  funeral  on  the  same  day,  it 
takes  place  the  next  morning  at  the  earliest  b^eak 
of  dawn.  The  body  is  placed  on  a  bier,  and  the 
mourners,  men  and  women,  the  near  relatives  and 
neighlx)rs,  follow  it  to  the  grave  (comp.  Luke  vii. 
12-15).     See  Denkbldtter,  p.  325. 

When  the  body  was  embalmed,  as  among  the 
Egyptians,  the  same  reason  for  a  speedy  burial  did 
not  exist.  Hence  Joseph,  after  the  40  days  spent 
in  the  process  of  embalming  the  body  of  Jacob  his 
father,  waited  30  (or  70) «  days  longer,  before  he 
proceeded  to  Canaan  to  deposit  the  remains  in  the 
cave  of  Machpelah  (Gen.  1. 1  flfl).  De  Wette  refers 
to  Gen.  xxiii.  2—4  and  xxv.  9,  as  showing  that  the 
ancient  Hebrews  did  not  ha.st«n  burial,  Uke  the 
later  Hebrews  (Lehrb.  der  hebrdisch-jud.  Archdol- 
Offie,  p.  400,  4te  Aufl.);  but  the  passages  hardly 
warrant  that  conclusion.  Abraham's  plea,  "  I^t  me 
bury  my  dead  out  of  my  sight,"  indicates  at  least 
impatience  of  any  needless  delay.  H. 

*  BURNING.  See  Burial,  2;  Punish- 
ments, IH.  (a.)  3. 

BURNT-OFFERING   (nbi?   or  nVlV, 

and  in  poetical  passages  /"'vSj  i-  e.  " perfect " : 
iKoKdpTTaxTis  (Gen.),  6\OKavrcofM.  (Ex.  and  I>ev., 
&c.),  LXX.;  bXoKainwfm,  N.  T.:  holocamtum, 
Vulg.).      The   original    derivation    of    the   word 

nvV  is  from  the  root  Hvl?,  "ascends;  "  and  it  is 
applied  to  the  offering,  which  was  wholly  consumed 
by  fire  on  the  altar,  and  the  whole  of  which,  except 
the  refuse  ashes,  "  ascended  "  in  the  smoke  to  God 
It  corresponds  therefore  in  sense,  though  not  exactly 
in  form,  to  the  word  bKoKavrwjxa,  "  whole  burnt- 
offering,"  from  which  the  name  of  the  sacrifice  in 
modem  languages  is  taken.  Every  sacrifice  was  in 
part  "a  burnt-offering,"  because,  since  fire  was  the 
chosen  manifestation  of  God's  presence,  the  portion 
of  each  sacrifice  especially  dedicated  to  Him  was 
consumed  by  fu*.  But  the  term  is  generally  re- 
stricted to  that  which  is  properly  a  "  whole  burnt- 
offering,"  the  whole  of  which  was  so  offered  and 
so  consumed. 

The  burnt-offering  is  first  named  in  Gen.  viii. 
20,  as  offered  after  the  Flood.     (In  iv.  4  we  find 

the  more  general  word  nn3Q  "  offering,"  a  word 
usually  applied  to  unbloody  sacrifices,  though  in 
the  LXX.  and  in  Heb.  xi.  4  translated  by  dvaia.) 
Throughout  the  whole  of  the  book  of  Genesis  (see 
XV.  9,  17,  xxii.  2,  7,  8,  13)  it  appears  to  be  the 
only  sacrifice  referred  to;  afterwards  it  became  dis- 
tinguished as  one  of  the  r^uLar  classes  of  sacrifice 
under  the  ^losaic  law. 

Now  all  sacrifices  are  divided  (see  Heb.  v.  1)  uito 
"gifts"  and  " sacrifices-for-sin  "  (t.  e.  eucharistic 
and  propitiatory  sacrifices),  and  of  the  former  of 
these  the  burnt-offering  was  the  choicest  specimen. 
Accordingly  (in  Ps.  xl.  8,  9,  quoted  in  Heb.  x.  5, 
6)  we  have  first  (in  ver.  8)  the  general  opposition, 
as  above,  of  sacrifices  {Ovffiai)  (propitiatory),  and 
offerings  (trpoffcpopai),  and  then  (in  ver.  9)  "bunit- 

a  *  The  70  days  of  mourning  (Gen.  1.  3)  probably 
include  the  40  days  of  the  embalming  (Tuch,  Genesis, 
p.  595),  though  some  make  the  former  additional  to 
the  latter.  H. 

t>  It  is  clear  that  in  this  ceremony  the  burnt-offer- 
ing touched  closely  on  the  propitiatory  or  sin-offering, 
although  the  solemnity  of  the  blood-sprinkling  in  the 
latter  was  much  greater,  and  had  a  peculiar  signifi- 
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offering,"  as  representing  the  one,  is  opposed  to 
"sin-offering,''  as  representing  the  other.  Similarly 
in  Ex.  X.  25  (less  precisely)  "burnt-offering"  is 
contrasted  with  "  sacrifice."  (So  in  1  Sam.  xv. 
22;  Ps.  1.  8;  ^lark  xii.  33.)  On  the  other  hand, 
it  is  distinguished  from  "meat-offerings"  (which 
were  unbloody),  and  from  "  peace-offerings  "  (both 
of  the  eucharistic  kind),  because  only  a  portion  of 
them  were  consumed.  (See  1  K.  iii.  15,  viii.  64, 
&c.) 

The  meaning,  therefore,  of  the  whole  burnt-of- 
fering was  that  which  is  the  original  idea  of  all 
sacrifice,  the  offering  by  the  sacrificer  of  himself, 
soul  and  body,  to  God,  the  submission  of  his  will 
to  the  Will  of  the  Lord.  See  Ps.  xl.  10,  li.  17, 19, 
and  compare  the  more  general  treatment  of  the 
subject  under  the  word  Sacrifice.  It  typified 
(see  Heb.  v.  1,  3,  7,  8)  our  Lord's  offering  (as  es- 
pecially in  the  temptation  and  the  agony),  the  per- 
fect sacrifice  of  his  own  human  will  to  the  Will  of 
his  Father.  As  that  offering  could  only  be  accepted 
from  one  either  sinless  or  already  purified  from  sin, 
therefore  the  burnt-offering  (see  Ex.  xxix.  36,  37, 
38;  Lev.  viii.  14,  18,  ix.  8,  12,  xvi.  3,  5,  &c.)  was 
always  preceded  by  a  sin-offering.  So  also  we 
Christians,  because  the  sin-offering  has  been  made 
once  for  all  for  us,  offer  the  continual  burnt-offering 
of  ourselves,  "  as  a  living  sacrifice,  holy  and  accept- 
able to  the  Lord."     (See  Rom.  xii.  1.) 

In  accordance  with  this  principle  it  was  enacted 
that  with  the  burnt-offering  a  "  meat-offering  "  (of 
flour  and  oU)  and  "drink-offering"  of.  wine  should 
be  offered,  as  showing  that,  with  themselves,  men 
dedicated  also  to  God  the  chief  earthly  gifts  with 
which  He  had  blessed  them.  (Lev.  viii.  18,  22, 
26,  ix.  16,  17,  xiv.  20;  Ex.  xxix.  40;  Num.  xxviii. 
4,5.) 

The  ceremonial  of  the  burnt-offering  is  given  in 
detail  in  the  book  of  Leviticus.  The  animal  was 
to  be  a  male  imblemished,  either  a  young  bullock, 
ram,  or  goat,  or,  in  case  of  poverty,  a  turtle-dove 
or  pigeon.  It  was  to  be  brought  by  the  offerer 
"  (>/'  his  mm  voluntary  udll,''^  and  slain  by  himself, 
after  he  had  Laid  his  hand  upon  its  head,  to  make 
it  his  own  representative,  on  the  north  side  of  the 
altar.  The  priest  was  then  to  sprinkle  the  blood 
upon  the  altar,*  and  afterwards  to  cut  up  and  bum 
the  whole  victim,  only  reserving  the  skin  for  him- 
self. The  birds  w^ere  to  be  offered  similarly,  but 
not  divided.  (See  Lev.  i.,  vii.  8,  viii.  18-21,  &c.) 
It  will  be  observed  how  all  these  ceremonies  were 
typical  of  the  meaning  described  above,  and  espe- 
cially how  emphatically  the  freedom  of  will  in  the 
sacrificer  is  mai'ked. 

The  burnt-offering  being  thus  the  rite  which 
represented  the  normal  state  and  constant  duty  of. 
man,  when  already  in  covenant  with  God,<^  was  the 
one  kind  of  sacrifice  regularly  appointed.  Thus 
there  were,  as  public  burnt-offerings  — 

1st.  The  ddily  burnt-offering,  a  lamb  of  the  first 
year,  sacrificed  every  morning  and  evening  (with 
an  offering  of  flour  and  wine)  for  the  people  (Ex. 
xxix.  38-42;  Num.  xxviii.  3-8). 


cance.  It  is,  of  course,  impossible  that  the  forms  of 
sacrifices  should  be  rigidly  separated,  because  the  ideas 
which  they  enshrine,  though  capable  of  distinction, 
are  yet  inseparable  from  one  another. 

c  This  is  remarkably  illustrated  by  the  fact  that 
heathens  were  allowed  to  offer  burnt-offerings,  and 
that  Augustus  ordered  two  lambs  and  a  bullock  to  be 
offered  for  him  every  day  (Joseph.  B.  J.  ii.  17,  §  2). 
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2dly.  The  Sabbath  htu-nUifferiny,  double  of  that 
which  was  offered  every  day  (Xuni.  xxviii.  9,  10). 

3dly.  Tht  offtring  at  the  new  moon,  at  the  three 
great  /eslivais,  tlie  great  Day  of  Atonement,  and 
J'east  of  trumjtets:  generally  two  bullocks,  a  ram, 
and  seven  lambs.     (See  Num.  xxviii.  11-xxix.  39.) 

Private  burnt'Offerings  were  appointed  at  the 
consecration  of  priests  (Ex.  xsix.  15 ;  Lev.  viii.  18, 
ix.  12),  at  the  purification  of  women  (Lev.  xii.  6, 
8),  at  the  cleansing  of  the  lepers  (Ixv.  xiv.  19), 
and  removal  of  other  ceremonial  uncleanness  (xv. 
15,  30),  on  any  accidental  breach  of  the  Nazaritic 
vow,  or  at  its  conclusion  (Num.  \\. ;  comp.  Acts 
xxi.  26),  &K. 

lint  freewill  bm-nt-offe  rings  were  offered  and  ac- 
cepted by  God  on  any  solemn  occasions,  a.s,  for 
example,  at  the  dedication  of  the  tabernacle  (Num. 
vii.)  and  of  the  temple  (1  K.  viii.  64),  when  they 
were  offered  in  extraordinary  abmidauce.  But,  ex- 
cept on  such  occasions,  the  nature,  the  extent,  and 
the  place  of  the  sacrifice  were  expressly  limited  by 
Gk)d,  so  that,  while  all  should  be  unblemished  and 
pure,  there  should  be  no  idea  (as  among  the  hea- 
then) of  buying  his  favor  by  costUness  of  sacrifice. 
Of  this  law  Jephthah's  vow  was  a  transgression, 
consistent  with  the  semi-heathenish  character  of  his 
early  days  (see  Judg.  xi.  30,  35).  The  sacrifice  of 
cows  in  1  Sam.  vi.  14  was  also  a  formal  infraction  of 
it,  excused  by  the  probable  ignorance  of  the  people, 
and  the  special  nature  of  the  occasion.        A.  B. 

BUSH  (np,«  mteh:  fidros-  minis).  The 
Hebrew  word  occurs  only  in  those  passages  which 
refer  to  Jehovah's  api)earance  to  Moses  "  in  the 
flame  of  fire  in  tlie  bush"  (Ex.  iii.  2,  3,  4;  Deut. 
xxxiii.  16).  The  Greek  word  is  pdros  both  in  the 
LXX.  and  in  the  N.  T.  (Luke  xx.  37;  Acts  vii. 
35 ;  see  also  Luke  vi.  44,  where  it  is  correctly  ren- 
dered "bramble  bush"  by  the  A.  V.).  Botos  is 
used  also  to  denote  the  seneh  by  Josephus,  I'hilo, 
Clemens,  Eusebius,  and  others  (see  Celsius,  Illerob. 
ii.  58).  Some  versions  adopt  a  more  general  inter- 
pretation, and  understand  any  kind  of  btufh,  as  the 
A.  V.  The  Arabic  in  Acts  vii.  35  has  rkamnus. 
Others  retain  the  Hebrew  word. 

Celsius  (Hierob.  ii.  58)  has  argued  in  favor  of 
the  Rubus  vulgaris,  i.  e.  Ii.  fruticosus,  the  bramble 
or  blackberry  bush,  representing  the  seneh,  and  traces 
the  etymology  of  (.Mt.)  "Sinai"  to  this  name.'' 
It  is  almost  certain  that  seneh  is  definitely  used  for 
some  particular  bush,  for  the  Hebrew  siach<^  ex- 
presses bushes  generally ;  the  fidros  and  rubm  of 
the  LXX.  and  Vulg.  are  used  by  Greek  and  Ro- 
man wTiters  to  denote  for  the  most  part  the  differ- 
ent kinds  of  brambles  (Riibus),  such  as  the  rasp- 
berry and  the  blackberry  bush;  Celsius's  opinion, 
therefore,  is  corrotorated  by  the  evidence  of  the 
oldest  versions.  Pococke  (Ihscr.  of  the  F.ast,  i. 
215),  however,  objects  to  the  bramble  as  not  grow- 
ing at  idl  in  the  iieighlwrhood  of  Mount  Sinai,  and 
proposes  the  hawthorn  bush,  Qj-yacantha  Arabica 
(Shaw).''  Etymologically  e  one  would  I*  inclined 
to  refer  the  seneh  of  the  Hebrew  scriptures  to  some 
species  of  senna  plant  {cassia),  though  we  have  no 


«  Probably  from  HSD  (unused  root)  =  \,ud,  "  ^ 
iharpen." 

b  I'rof.  Stanley  (S.  |r  P.  p.  17)  thinks  Sinai  is  de- 
rived from  Seneh,  "an  acacia,"  as  being  a  thorny  tree. 

4  It  if  uneertain  wliat  Dr.  Sliaw  »pealL8  of;  Dr. 
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direct  e^■idence  of  any  cassia  growing  in  the  local- 
ities about  !Momit  Sinai,  neither  Decaisne  nor  Bov^ 
mentioning  a  senna  bush  amongst  the  plants  of 
this  mountain.  Sprengel  identifies  the  seneh  with 
what  he  terms  the  Rubus  sanctiis,/  and  says  it  grows' 
abundantly  near  Sinai.  The  monks  of  St.  Cath- 
erine, it  is  well  known,  have  planted  a  bramble  bush 
near  their  chapel,  to  mark  the  sjx)t  and  perpetuate 
the  name  of  the  supjwsed  bush  in  which  God  ap- 
f)eared  to  Closes.  It  is  quite  impossible  to  say  what 
kind  of  thornbush  is  intended  by  seneh,  but  Sinai 
is  almost  beyond  the  range  of  the  genus  Rubus. 

W.  IL 

*  The  word  "  bush  "  (^dros,  as  in  Mark  xii.  26) 
denotes  a  section  of  the  Pentateuch.  See  Bible, 
III.  (1).  H. 

BUSHEL.     [Measures.] 

*  BUTLER.     [Cupbearer;  Joseph.] 

BUTTER  (nSarj,  chem-dh:  fioirvpoy:  6m- 

tyrum),  curdled  milk,  as  distinguished  from  37n, 
fresh  milk ;  hence,  curds,  butter,  and  in  one  place 
probably  cheese.     It  comes  from  an  unused  root, 

Mpn  =  Arab.  ^  >  ~-  j  sjiisstim  fuil  lac.  In  Gen. 
xviii.  8,  butter  and  milk  are  mentioned  among  the 
things  which  Abraham  set  before  his  heavenly  guests 
(oomp.  Judg.  v.  25;  2  .Sam.  xvii.  29).  Milk  is 
generally  offered  to  travellers  in  Palestuie  in  a  cur- 
dled or  sour  state,  "  lebben,'"  thick,  almost  like  but- 
ter (comp.  Josephus's  rendering  in  Judg.  iv.  19:  — 
7«iAa  5i«pdophs  fj5r]).     In  Deut.  xxxii.  14,  we  find 

^i^U  27nT.  ~l|^2  nSXSn  among  the  blessings 
which  Jeshurun  had  enjoyed,  where  milk  of  kine 
would  seem  contrasted  with  milk  of  sheep,  'llie  two 
passages  in  Job  (xx.  17,  xxix.  6)  where  the  word 

nS^ri  occurs  are  also  best  satisfied  by  rendering 
it  milk ;  and  the  same  may  be  said  of  Ps.  Iv.  21, 
which  should  be  compared  with  Job  xxix.  6. 
In  Prov.  XXX.  33,  Gesenius  thinks  that  cheese  is 

meant,  the  word  V"*^  signifying  pressure  rather 
than  churning.  Jarchi  (on  Gen.  xviii.  8)  explains 
nSttn  to  be  pinguedo  lactis,  quam  de  ejus  super~ 
fde  colUgunt,  i.  e.  cream,  and  Yitringa  and  Hitzig 
give  this  meaning  to  the  word  in  Is.  vii.  15-22. 
iiutter  was  not  in  use  among  the  Greeks  and  l{o- 
mans  except  for  medicinal  purjx)ses,  but  this  fact  is 
of  no  weight  as  to  its  absence  from  Palestine.  Rob- 
inson mentions  the  use  of  butter  at  the  present  day 
{Bib.  Res.  i.  449),  and  also  the  method  of  churning 
(i.  485,  and  ii.  418),  and  from  tliis  we  may  safely 
infer  that  the  art  of  butter-making  was  known  to 
the  ancient  inhabitants  of  the  land,  so  httle  have 
the  haliits  of  the  people  of  Palestine  \ieten  modified 
in  the  lapse  of  centuries.  Burckhardt  ( Travels  in 
Arabia,  i.  52)  mentions  the  ditterent  uses  of  butter 
by  the  Arabs  of  the  Hedjaz.  \V.  D. 

*  The  Aral)s  of  the  pre-sent  day  do  not  make  our 
kind  of  butter,  such  as  we  eat  with  bread,  but  the 


Hooker  thinks  he  must  mean  the  Oateegus  Aronia, 
which  grows  on  Mount  Sinai. 

«  Compare  the  Arabic  IjLu/.  "senna,  seu  folia  sen- 
na;," Kam.  (Freytag.  Arab.  Ler.  s   T.). 

/  "  This,"  sayg  Dr.  Hooker,  "  Is  a  variety  of  onr 
bramble,  Rubus Jruticosus." 
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temn  \  \  t  mrj  is  butter  to  all  intents  and  pur- 
poses —  i.  e.  it  is  the  fatty  particles  of  the  milk, 
separated  fiom  the  whey  and  the  caseine  by  agita- 
tion. When  in  some  of  the  cities  they  make  from 
cold  cream  a  little  of  our  butter  to  supply  the  de- 
mand of  a  few  Frank  famihes,  they  call  it  zubdeh 

I  S  Jo\  ),  which  really  means  cream,  or  fresh  semn, 

but  is  applied  to  our  butter  for  the  sake  of  distinc- 
tion. The  semn  is  liquid  dm-ing  the  hot  months, 
but  gets  quite  hard  in  winter,  and  our  butter  also 
liquefies  in  summer,  so  that  it  is  almost  impossible 
to  make  it  at  all  in  that  season;  and  if  it  were 
made  in  the  hot  sun,  as  the  semn  is,  it  would  be 
quite  as  liquid  as  the  semn.  See  also  Dr.  Thom- 
son's Land  #  Book,  ii.  393.  C.  V.  A.  V. 

BUZ  (T'12,   contempt:    d  Bov|:     [Buz]),   the 
second  son  of  Milcah  and  Nahor  (Gen.  xxii.  21). 

The  gentiUc  name  is  ^t^2.  and  Elihu  is  called  "  the 
Buzite "  (Bou^iTijs)  of  the  kindred  of  Itam,  i.  e. 
Aram.  Elihu  was  therefore  probably  a  descendant 
of  Buz,  whose  family  seems  to  have  settled  in  Ara- 
bia Deserta  or  Petraea,  since  Jeremiah  (xxv.  23 
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means  only  "  I  am  conscious  to  myself  of  nothing," 
i.  e.  blameworthy  or  wrong.  That  the  conscious- 
ness is  not  self-condemnatory  lies  in  ovSev,  not 
i/jiavrq)-  H. 

*  BY  AND  BY  is  used  in  the  A.  V.  in  the 
sense  of  immediately  (Mark  vi.  25,  i^avrrjs;  xiii. 
21,  fv0vs ;  Luke  xvii.  7,  xxi.  9,  evdews)-         A. 

BYSSUS.     [Linen.] 


c 

CAB.     [Measures.] 

CAB'BON  {i^^^  :  Xafipd;  [Comp.]  Alex. 
Xa$fia;  [Aid.  Xafifidv:]  Chebbon),  a  town  in  the 
low  country  {Shefelah)  of  Judah  (Josh.  xv.  40) 
which  is  only  once  mentioned,  and  of  which  nothing 
has  been  smce  discovered.  G. 

CA'BUL  (  A'D,^  :  Xw^a/xourofjifK,  including 
the  Hebrew  word  following,  bi^XSJ^P  :  [Aid.] 
Alex.  XaficiK:  Cabul),  a  place  named  as  one  of  the 
Landmarks  on  the  boundary  of  Asher  (Josh.  xix. 
27).     From  its  mention  in  proximity  to  Jiphthach- 


'PcSj),indenouncingGod's  judgments  against  them,  I  el  —  afterwards  Jotapata,  and  now  Jefat  —  it   is 


mentions  them  with  Thema  and  Dedan.  Some 
connect  the  territory  of  Buz  with  Busan,  a  Roman 
fort  mentioned  in  Amm.  Marc,  xviii.  10,  and 
others  with  Basta  in  Arabia  Petrsea,  which  how- 
ever has  only  the  first  letter  in  common  with  it 
(Winer,  s.  v.). 
The  jingle  of  the  names  Huz  and  Buz  is  by  no 

means  so  apparent  in  the  Hebrew  ( V^^)  ^''^) ;  but 
it  is  quite  in  the  Oriental  taste  to  give  to  relations 
these  rhyming  appellatives ;  comp.  Ishua  and  Ishui 
(Gen.  xlvi.  17);  Mehujael  and  Methusael  (Gen.  iv. 
18),  Uzziel  and  Uzzi  (1  Chr.  vii.  7) :  and  among 
the  Arabians,  Haroot  and  Maroot,  the  rebel  angels, 
Hasan  and  Hoseyn,  the  sons  of  'Alee,  &c.  The 
Koran  abounds  in  such  homoioteleuta,  and  so  pleas- 
ing are  they  to  the  Arabs,  that  they  even  call  Cain 
and  Abel,  Kabil  and  Habil  (Weil's  Bibl.  Legends, 
23;  also  Southey's  Notes  to  Tkalaba),  or  Habil 
and  Habid  (see  SUnley,  p.  413).  The  same  idiom 
is  found  in  Maliratta  and  the  modem  languages  of 
the  East. 

2.  {Bov(;  Alex.  Axt0ov(;  [Vat.  Za0ovxafi  for 
hov(  aSf\(pou'-]  Buz).  A  name  occurring  in  the 
genealogies  of  the  tribe  of  Gad  (1  Chr.  v.  14). 

F.  W.  F. 

BU'ZI  (^tJ13,no  article:  BovCel'-  Buzi),  fether 
of  Ezekiel  the  prophet  (Ez.  i.  3).  [The  personal 
name  here  is  gentiUc  elsewhere.  As  the  son  was  a 
priest  the  father  must  have  been  so  too.  — H.] 

BUZ'ITE  0T^2 :  BouC'ttjs;  [Vat.  Sm.  -^«-, 
Alex.  Tou  Bou^i:]  Buzites).  A  descendant  of  Buz. 
The  term  is  apphed  to  Elihu,  who  was  of  the  kin- 
dred of  Ram  or  Aram  (Job  xxxii.  2,  6). 

W.  A.  W. 

*  BY.  This  preposition,  among  its  other  uses, 
formerly  meant  "against"  (though  never  very  com- 
mon in  that  sense),  and  so  undoubtedly  our  trans- 
lators (taking  i^avrcp  as  dnt.  incomm.)  employed  it 
m  1  Cor.  iv.  4 :  "  For  I  know  nothing  by  (=against) 
myself."  See  Trench  On  the  Authorized  Version, 
p.  43  (2d  ed.  18.59),  and  Eastwood  and  Wright's 
Btbk  Word-Book,  p.  83.     But  probably  the  Greek 


probable  that  it  is  the  same  with  that  spoken  of  by 
Josephus  {Vit.  §  43,  45)  as  in  the  district  of  Ptole- 
mais,  and  40  stadia  from  Jotapata.  In  this  case 
it  may  fairly  be  considered  as  still  existing  in  the 
modem  Kabul,  which  was  found  by  Dr.  Smith  and 
by  Robinson  8  or  9  miles  east  of  Akka,  and  about 
the  same  distance  from  Jefat  (Rob.  iii.  87,  88. 
For  references  to  the  Tahnuds  see  Schwarz,  p.  192). 
Being  thus  on  the  very  borders  of  Gahlee,  it  is 
more  than  probable  that  there  is  some  connection 

between  this  place  and  the  district  (7'133  ^'T?'??? 
"  the  land  of  C")  containing  twenty  cities,  which 
was  presented  by  Solomon  to  Hiram  king  of  Tyre 
(1  K.  ix.  11-14).  The  LXX.  rendering  of  the 
name,  "Opiov,  appears  to  arise  from  their  having  read 
7-132,  Gebool,  "  boundary,"  for  V12D.  On  the 
other  hand,  the  explanation  of  Josephus  is  quite  in 
accordance  with  that  hinted  at  in  the  text  —  itself 
thoroughly  in  keeping  with  Oriental  modes  of 
speech.  Hiram,  not  liking  Solomon's  gift,  seizes 
on  the  name  of  one  of  the  cities,  which  in  his  o^vn 
Phoenician  tongue  expresses  his  disappointment 
(/cttTot  ^OLv'tKO)!/  yKwTTav,  oxiK  apecTKov,  Jos.  Ant. 
viii.  5,  §  3),  and  forms  from  it  a  designation  for 
the  whole  district.  The  pun  is  doubtless  a  Phoe- 
nician one,  since  there  is  no  trace  of  it  in  the 
Hebrew  beyond  the  explanation  in  ver.  12,  "  they 
pleased  him  not;"  the  Hebrew  words  for  which, 

V3'^3?2l  T)W^  ^b,  have  no  affinity  whatever  with 
"  Cabul."  See  however  possible  derivations  of  the 
name  in  the  Onomasticons  oi  Simonis  (p.  417),  and 
HiUer  (435,  775).  G. 

CAD'DIS  (KaSUs;  [Alex.  Aid.  FaSSfj:  Sin. 
FaSSets:]  Gaddis),  the  surname  {StoMaKovfifvos) 
of  JoANNAN,  the  eldest  brother  of  Judas  Macca- 
bseus  (1  Mace.  ii.  2). 

CADES  ([KaS^s;  Alex.  KrjSej,  KoStjs;  Sm. 
KijSes,  KeSes:    Cades]),  1  Mace.  xi.  63,  73.    [Ke- 

DESH.J 

*  CADESH,  A.  V.  ed.  1611,  etc.,  Gen.  xvi.  14, 
XX.  1.     [Kadesh.] 

CA'DES-BAR'NB  (K^^t^s  Bapvif.  Vulg.han 
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different  reading),  Judith  v.  14.     [Kadesh-bab- 

KEA.] 

CAD'MIEL  (Ka5($T)Aoj,  [KaSfitrtX;  Vat.Eto- 
KoSo7]\os,  OSafj.tr)\ ;]  Alex.  KaS/uLiri\os,  [KaSctnjX :] 
Cadukelj,  1  Esdr.  v.  26,  58.     [Kadmikl.] 

C^'SAR  (Koio-op,  ako  &  ^fficurrSs  [Augus- 
tus] in  Acts  XXV.  21,  25),  always  in  the  N.  T.  the 
Roman  emperor,  the  sovereign  of  Judsea  (John  xix. 
15;  Acts  xvii.  7).  It  was  to  him  that  the  Jews 
paid  tribute  (Matt.  xxii.  17  ff. ;  Luke  xx.  22,  xxiii. 
2);  and  to  him  that  such  Jews  as  were  cj're^  Bo- 
mani  had  the  right  of  appeal  (Acts  xxv.  11  f.,  xxvi. 
32,  xxviii.  19);  in  which  case,  if  their  cause  was  a 
criminal  one,  they  were  sent  to  Rome  (Acts  xxv. 
12,  21, — comp.  Pliny,  £pp.  x.  97),  where  was 
the  court  of  the  emi)eror  (Phil.  iv.  22).  The  N.  T. 
history  falls  entirely  within  the  reigns  of  the  five 
first  Roman  Cajsars,  namely,  Augustus,  Tiberius, 
Caligula,  Claudius,  and  Nero ;  only  the  two  former  of 
whom,  and  Claudius,  are  mentioned  by  name ;  but 
Nero  is  the  emperor  alluded  to  in  the  Acts  from  ch. 
xxv.  to  the  end,  and  in  Phil.  (/.  c. ),  and  possibly  in 
the  Apocalypse.  See  further  under  Augustus, 
and  under  the  names  of  the  several  Caesars  above- 
mentioned.  H.  A. 

*  Ca>sar,  as  a  title  of  the  Roman  emperors,  oc- 
curs about  30  times  in  the  N.  T.  It  is  applied  to 
Augustus  (Luke  ii.  1),  to  Tiberius  (Luke  iii.  1; 
John  xix.  12,  15),  to  Claudius  (Acts  xvii.  7,  and  if 
the  common  reading  be  correct,  xi.  28),  and  to  Nero 
(Acts  xxv.  8,  xxvi.  32,  &c.).  There  appears  to 
have  been  some  difference  in  the  use  of  the  name 
at  a  later  period.  After  Nero's  time  the  emperor 
was  still  called  both  Augustus  (which  see)  and 
Caesar;  but  his  son  or  designated  successor  on  the 
throne  was  also  called  Cajsar,  though  properly  the 
title  was  put  after  the  individual's  name,  instead 
of  being  prefixed  to  it,  as  in  the  case  of  the  reign- 
ing Cffisar.    See  Pauly's  ReaUKncycl.  ii.  46.    H. 

*  C/ESAR'S  HOUSEHOLD.  The  chief 
point  of  interest  here  is  whether  this  expression  re- 
fers to  any  of  the  immediate  relations  of  the  em- 
peror, or  to  some  of  his  servants  and  dependents 
in  the  palace.  Nero  was  on  the  throne  when  Paul 
wrote  to  the  Philippians.  It  has  some  bearing  on 
the  question,  that  Nero  had  no  very  near  kindred 
living  after  he  became  emperor  (Rilliet,  V  Epitre 
aux  Philipp.  p.  342).  It  is  possible,  of  course,  if  he 
had  such,  that  some  of  them  might  have  heard  the 
Gospel  and  have  beheved.  History  gives  no  ac- 
count of  any  such  conversions,  and  it  is  altogether 
improbable,  if  they  occurred,  that  the  testimony  to 
this  effect  would  be  wanting.  Meyer  lays  special 
stress  on  this  silence  of  the  oldest  writers.  We  are 
led  therefore  to  seek  for  some  other  explanation  of 
Paul's  language.  It  seems  essential  to  any  correct 
explanation  that  it  should  recognize  the  apparent 
connection  betweeVi  Acts  xxviii.  16,  Phil.  i.  13,  and 
iv.  22.  (1.)  Soldiers  under  the  general  custody  of 
the  Prietorian  Prefect  (this  is  the  meaning  of  t^ 
CTpaToireSapx??'  ^^^'■•''  xxviii.  16,  text,  rec.")  at- 
tended Paul  while  he  was  a  prisoner,  and  in  the  per- 
formance of  this  service  would  often  relieve  each 
other  (Acts).  (2.)  In  the  course  of  time  the 
apostle  would  thus  become  known  as  a  preacher  of 
the  gospel  to  many  of  these  soldiers  (Phil.  i.  13), 
and  through  them  to  their  comrades  and  acquaint- 


«  •  Whether  the  terra  is  textually  certain  or  not,  the 
fact  stated  there  is  certain,  and  presupposed  in  Phil.  i. 
18.     See  CAPTAIN  op  the  Ocard,  Amer.  ed.  H. 
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ances.  (3.)  Some  of  the  friends  of  these  soldiers 
thus  brought  by  them  into  connection  with  Paul 
may  have  been  employed  about  the  palace  of  the 
emperor,  and  so  could  have  been  the  members  of 
"Caesar's  household"  who  sent  greetings  to  the 
church  at  Philippi.  Perhaps  one  step  of  the  com- 
bination may  be  left  out.  The  camp  of  the  Prse- 
torians,  situated  out  of  the  city,  may  have  in- 
cluded also  those  of  their  number,  a  small  division, 
quartered  near  the  palace  in  the  city,  and  who  as 
the  emperor's  body-guard  might  be  said  to  belong 
to  his  "  household."  There  is  no  proof  that  the  im- 
perial residence  itself  was  ever  called  "  prwtorium." 
Paul  may  have  gained  converts  from  these,  as  one 
after  another  of  them  acted  as  sentries  over  him. 
As  the  reason  why  they  in  particular  greeted  the 
Christians  at  Phihppi,  Neander  suggests  that  they 
may  have  known  some  of  the  church  there  who  had 
been  at  Rome,  or  possibly  may  themselves  have  been 
natives  of  that  city.  It  may  be  that  Paul's  "  chiefly  " 
(fid\i<TTa,  Phil.  iv.  22),  which  so  emphasizes  the 
greeting  of  "  those  of  Caesar's  household,"  represents 
the  tone  of  hearty  earnestness  with  which  they  spoke 
up  as  he  was  writing,  and  asked  him  to  send  also 
their  kiss  of  love  (a.(rTra(T/x6s)  to  these  PhiUppians 
of  whom  they  had  heard  so  much  from  the  apostle. 
For  this,  the  parties  need  not  have  had  any  per- 
sonal knowledge  of  each  other. 

The  sulyect  has  been  often  discussed,  with  more 
or  less  divergence  of  views.  For  references,  see 
Biittger's  Btitrcige,  in  die  Paulin.  Briefe,  No.  2,  p. 
47  ff".;  Wieseler,  Chron.  des  apost.  Zeitalt.  p.  420  ff"., 
p.  457  ff. ;  Schenkel,  Briefe  an  die  Kpkeser,  P/iilip- 
per,  &c.,  pp.  119, 162;  Bleek,  £inl.  in  dos  N.  T.  p. 
433;  Meyer,  Exeget.  Handb.  (Phil.  i.  13,  iv.  21, 
3te  Aufl.);  Rilliet,  DEpntre  aux  Philippiens,  p. 
129;  Lightfoot  in  Jvuiti.  of  Class,  and  Sacr. 
Phihl.  (March,  1857);  Conybeare  and  Howson's 
Life  and  Ejnslies  of  Paul,  ii.  448,  553,  Amer.  ed. ; 
and  Wordsworth,  Gi-eek  Test,  with  Notes,  iii.  337, 
1st  ed.  H. 

C^SARE'A  (Katffdpeia,  Acts  vili.  40,  ix.  30, 
X.  1,  24,  xi.  11,  xii.  19,  xviii.  22,  xxi.  8,  16 ;  xxiii. 
23,  33;  xxv.  1,  4,  6,  13).  The  passages  just  enu- 
merated show  how  important  a  place  this  city  occu- 
pies in  the  Acts  of  the  Apostles.  It  was  the  resi- 
dence, apparently  for  several  years,  of  Philip,  one  of 
the  seven  deacons  or  almoners  (viii.  40,  xxi.  8,  16), 
and  the  scene  of  the  conversion  of  the  Italian  cen- 
turion, Cornelius  (x.  1,  24,  xi.  11).  Here  Herod 
Agrippa  I.  died  (xii.  19).  From  hence  St.  Paul 
sailed  to  Tarsus,  when  forced  to  leave  Jerusalem  on 
his  return  from  Dam.iscus  (ix.  30),  and  at  this  port 
he  landed  after  his  second  missionary  jouniey  (xviii. 
22).  He  also  spent  some  time  at  Caesarea  on  his 
return  from  the  third  missionary  jouniey  (xxi.  8, 
10),  and  before  long  was  brought  back  a  prisoner  to 
the  same  place  (xxiii.  23,  33),  where  he  remained 
two  years  in  bends  before  his  voyage  to  Italy  (xxT. 
1,  4,  6,  13). 

Caesarea  was  situated  on  the  coast  of  Palestine, 
on  the  line  of  the  great  road  from  Tyre  to  KgiTt, 
and  about  half  way  between  Joppa  and  Dora  (Jo- 
seph. B.  J.  i.  21,  §  5).  The  journey  of  St.  Peter 
from  Joppa  (Acts  x.  24)  occupied  rather  more  thaii 
a  day.  On  the  other  hand  St.  Paul's  journey  from 
Ptolemais  (Acts  xxi.  8)  was  accomplisiie<l  within  the 
day.  The  distance  from  Jenisalem  was  about  70 
miles ;  Josephus  states  it  in  round  numl»ers  as  fiOO 
stAdia  (Ant.  xiii.  11,  §  2;  B.  J.  i.  3,  §  5).  The 
Jerusalem  Itinerary  gives  68  miles  (  Wesselinr/,  p. 
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600.  Dr.  Robinson  thinks  this  ought  to  be  78: 
Bib.  Res.  ii.  242,  note).  It  has  been  ascertained, 
however,  that  there  was  a  shorter  road  by  Anfijxitns 
than  that  which  is  wiven  in  the  Itinerary,  —  a  point 
of  some  importance  in  reference  to  the  night-journey 
of  Acts  xxiii.     [Antipatris.] 

In  Strabo's  time  there  was  on  this  point  of  the 
coast  merely  a  town  called  "  Strata's  tower,"  with  a 
landing-place  (irpSaop/xov  ex'^*')'  whereas,  in  the 
time  of  Tacitus,  Csesarea  is  spoken  of  as  being  the 
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head  of  Judsea  ("  Judcese  caput,"  Tae.  Hist.  ii.  79). 
It  was  in  this  interval  that  the  city  was  built  by 
Herod  the  Great.  The  work  was  in  fact  accom- 
pUshed  in  ten  years.  The  utmost  care  and  expense 
were  lavished  on  the  building  of  Csesarea.  It  was 
a  proud  monument  of  the  reign  of  Herod,  who 
named  it  in  honor  of  the  Emperor  Augustus.  l"he 
full  name  was  Katadpeia  SejSoffr:^  (Joseph.  Ant. 
xvi.  5,  §  1).  It  was  sometimes  called  Csesarea  Stra- 
tonis,  and  Csesarea  Palaestinse ;  sometimes  also  (from 


Csesarea.     (From  a  Sketch  by  Wm.  Tipping,  Esq.) 


its  position)  wapdKios  (Joseph.  B.  J.  iii.  9,  §  1),  or 
7)  enl  daKcLTTTTi  {id.  vii.  1,  §  3).  It  must  be  care- 
fully distinguished  from  C-esarea  Phii,ii*1'i. 

The  magnificence  of  Csesarea  is  described  in  de- 
tail by  Josephus  in  two  places  (Ant.  xv.  9 ;  B.  J.  i. 
21).  The  chief  features  were  connected  with  the 
harbor  (itself  called  2e;8o(rTbs  Kifx^v  on  coins,  and 
by  Josephus,  Ant.  xvii.  5,  §  1),  which  was  equal  in 
size  to  the  Pirseus.  A  vast  breakwater,  composed 
of  stones  50  feet  long,  curved  round  so  as  to  afford 
complete  protection  from  the  south-westerly  winds, 
leading  an  opening  only  on  the  north.  Broad  land- 
ing-wharves surrounded  the  harbor;  and  conspicu- 
ous fi-om  the  sea  was  a  temple,  dedicated  to  Csesar 
and  to  Home,  and  containing  colossal  statues  of  the 
Emperor  and  the  Imperial  City.  Csesarea  contained 
also  an  amphitheatre  and  a  theatre.  The  latter  was 
the  scene  of  the  death  of  Herod  Agrippa  I.  Csesarea 
was  the  official  residence  of  the  Herodian  kings,  and 
of  Festus,  Felix,  and  the  other  Roman  procurators 
of  Judffia.  Here  also  were  the  head-quarters  of  the 
military  forces  of  the  province.  It  was  by  no  means 
strictly  a  Jewish  city.  The  Gentile  population  pre- 
dominated: and  at  the  synagogue-worship  the 
Scriptures  of  the  0.  T.  were"  read  in  Greek.  Con- 
stant feuds  took  place  here  between  the  Jews  and 
Greeks ;  and  an  outbreak  of  this  kind  was  one  of 
the  first  incidents  of  the  great  war.  It  was  at  Caes- 
•rea  that  Vespasian  was  declared  emperor.      He 


made  it  a  Roman  colony,  called  it  by  his  name,  and 
gave  to  it  the  .Jus  Italicum.  The  history  of  the 
place,  during  the  time  of  its  greatest  eminence,  is 
summed  up  in  one  sentence  by  Pliny  :  —  "  Strato- 
nis  turris,  eadem  Csesarea,  ab  Herode  rege  condita : 
nunc  Colonia  prima  Flavia,  a  Vespasiano  Imperatore 
deducta"  (v.  14).  , 

To  the  Biblical  geographer  Csesarea  is  interesting 
as  the  home  of  Eusebius.  It  was  also  the  scene  of 
some  of  Origen's  labors  and  the  birth-place  of  Pro- 
copius.  It  continued  to  be  a  city  of  some  impor- 
tance even  in  the  time  of  the  Crusades.  Now,  though 
an  Arabic  corruption  of  the  name  still  lingers  on 
the  site  (Kaisariyeh),  it  is  utterly  desolate;  and 
its  ruins  have  for  a  long  period  been  a  quarry,  from 
which  other  towns  in  this  part  of  Sjria  have  been 
built.  (See  Buckingham's  Traveb  and  the  Ap- 
pendix to  vol.  i.  of  Dr.  Traill's  Josephus.)  J.  S.  H. 

C^SARE'APHILIP'PI  {Kaiaipua  r,  *j- 
\iirirou)  is  mentioned  only  in  the  two  first  Gospels 
(Matt.  xvi.  1-3:  Mark  viii.  27)  and  in  accounts  of 
the  same  transactions.  The  story  in  Eusebius,  that 
the  woman  healed  of  the  issue  of  blood,  and  supposed 
to  have  been  name<l  Iferenice,  lived  at  this  place, 
rests  on  no  fotmdation. 

Csesarea  Philippi  was  the  northernmost  point  of 
our  Lord's  journeyings;  and  the  passage  in  Ilia 
life,  which  was  connected  with  the  place,  was  other- 


340        C^SAREA  PHILIPPI 

wise  a  very  marked  one.  (See  Stanley's  Sinai  ^ 
Palestine,  p.  391.)  The  place  itself  too  is  remark- 
able in  its  physical  and  picturesque  characteristics, 
and  also  in  its  historical  associations.  It  was  at 
the  easternmost  and  most  important  of  the  two  rec- 
ognized sources  of  the  Jordan,  the  other  being  at 
Tell  el-KMi  (Dan  or  Laish,  which  by  Winer 
and  others  has  been  erroneously  identified  with  Cses. 
Philippi).  Not  that  either  of  these  sources  is  the 
most  distant  fountain-head  of  the  Jordan,  the  name 
of  the  river  being  given  (as  in  the  case  of  the  Mis- 
sissippi and  Missouri,  to  quote  Dr.  Robinson's  il- 
lustration), not  to  the  most  remote  fountains,  but 
the  most  copious.  The  spring  rises,  and  the  city 
was  buDt,  on  a  limestone  terrace  in  a  valley  at 
the  base  of  Mount  Hermon.  Csesarea  Philippi 
has  no  0.  T.  history,  though  it  has  been  not  un- 
reasonably identified  with  Baal-Gad.  Its  annals 
run  back  direct  from  Herod's  time  into  hea- 
thenism. There  is  no  difficulty  in  identifying  it 
with  the  Panium  of  Josephus;  and  the  inscriptions 
are  not  yet  obliterated,  which  show  that  the  God 
Pan  had  once  a  sanctuary  at  this  spot.  Here  Herod 
the  Great  erected  a  temple  to  Augustus,  the  town 
being  then  called  from  the  grotto  where  Pan  had 
been  honored.  It  is  worth  while  here  to  quote  in 
succession  the  words  of  Josephus  and  of  Dr.  Robin- 
son :  "  Herod,  having  accompanied  Csesar  to  the 
sea  and  returned  home,  erected  him  a  beautiful  tem- 
ple of  white  marble  near  the  place  called  Panium. 
This  is  a  fine  cavern  in  a  mountain ;  under  which 
there  is  a  great  cavity  in  the  earth ;  and  the  cavern 
is  abrupt,  and  very  deep,  and  full  of  stUl  water. 
Over  it  hangs  a  vast  mountain,  and  under  the 
mountain  rise  the  springs  of  the  river  Jordan. 
Herod  adorned  this  place,  which  was  already  a  very 
remarkable  one,  still  further  by  the  erection  of  this 
temple,  which  he  dedicated  to  Csesar."  (Joseph. 
Ant.  XV.  10,  §  3;  comp.  B.  J.  i.  21,  §  3.)  "The 
situation  is  unique,  combining  in  an  unusual  degree 
the  elemehts  of  grandeur  and  beauty.  It  nestles 
in  its  recess  at  the  southern  base  of  the  mighty 
Hermon,  whicli  towers  in  majesty  to  an  elevation 
of  7000  or  8000  feet  above.  The  abundant  waters 
of  the  glorious  fountain  spread  over  the  terrace 
luxuriant  fertility  and  the  graceful  interchange  of 
copse,  lawn,  and  waving  fields."  (Robinson,  iii. 
404.) 

I'anium  became  part  of  the  territory  of  Philip, 
tetrarch  of  Trachonitis,  who  enlarged  and  embel- 
lished the  towTi,  and  called  it  ('«sarea  Philippi, 
partly  after  his  own  name,  and  partly  after  that  of 
the  emperor  (Ant.  xviii.  2,  §  1;  B.  J.  ii.  9,  §  1). 
Agrippa  II.  followed  in  the  same  course  of  flattery, 
and  called  the  place  Neronias  (Ant.  xx.  9,  §  4). 
Josephus  seems  to  imply  in  his  life  (Vit.  13)  that 
many  heathens  resided  here.  Titus  exhibited  glad- 
iatorial shows  at  Csesarea  Philippi  after  the  end  of 
the  Jewish  war  (B.  J.  vii.  2,  §  1).  The  old  name 
was  not  lost.     Coins  of  Casarea  Paneas  continued 
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through  the  reigns  of  many  emperors.  Under  the 
simple  name  of  Paneas  it  was  the  seat  of  a  Greek 
bishopric  in  the  period  of  the  great  councils,  and 
of  a  Latin  bishopric  during  the  crusades.  It  is 
still  called  Banias,  the  first  name  having  here,  as 
in  other  cases,  survived  the  second.  A  remarkable 
monument,  which  has  seen  all  the  periods  of  the 
history  of  Caesarea  Philippi,  is  the  vast  castle  above 
the  site  of  the  city,  built  in  Syro-Greek  or  evrai 
Phoenician  times,  and,  after  receiving  additions 
from  the  Saracens  and  Franks,  still  the  most  re- 
markable fortress  in  the  Holy  Land.       J.  S.  H. 

CAGE.  The  tenu  so  rendered  in  Jer.  v.  27, 
3^73,  is  more  properly  a  trap  (irayls,  decipula), 
in  which  decoy  birds  were  placed :  the  same  article 
is  referred  to  in  Ecclus.  xi.  30  under  the  term  jcctp- 
raXKos,  which  is  elsewhere  used  of  a  tapering 
basket.  [Fowling.]  In  Rev.  xviii.  2  the  Greek 
term  is  KpvKcuci),  meaning  a  prison  or  restricted 
habitation  rather  than  a  cage.  W.  L.  B. 

CA'IAPHAS  [3  syl]  {Kaiitpas,  said  (Winer, 
&c.)  to  be  derived  from  S5^3,  dejrressio,  Targ. 
Prov.  xvi.  26),  in  full  Joseph  Caiaphas  (Joseph. 
Ant.  xviii.  2,  2),  high-priest  of  the  Jews  under 
Tiberius  during  the  years  of  our  Lord's  public 
ministry,  and  at  the  time  of  his  condemnation  and 
crucifixion.  Matt.  xxvi.  3, 57  (Mark  does  not  name 
him);  Luke  iii.  2;  John  xi.  49,  xviii.  13,  14,  24, 
28;  Acts  iv.  G.  The  I'rocurator  Valerius  Gratus, 
shortly  before  his  leaving  the  province,  appointed 
him  to  the  dignity,  which  was  before  held  by 
Simon  ben-Camith.  He  held  it  during  the  whole 
procurator^ip  of  Pontius  Pilate,  but  soon  after 
his  removal  from  that  office  was  deposed  by  the 
Proconsul  Vitellius  (A.  d.  36),  and  succeeded  by 
Jonathan,  son  of  Ananus  (.Joseph.  Ant.  xviii.  4, 
§  3).  He  was  son-in-law  of  Annas.  [Annas.] 
Some  in  the  ancient  church  confounded  him  with 
the  historian  Josephus,  and  believed  him  to  have 
become  a  convert  to  Christianity.  (Assemann, 
Bibliolh.  Oi-ient.  ii.  165.)  H.  A. 

CAIN  [2  syl.  in  Heb.]  (]^f2,  derived  either 
from  T\'yp,  to  acquire,  Gen.  iv.  1;  from  "jl^i^, 
a  spear,  as  indicative  of  the  violence  used  by  Cain 
and  Lamech,  Gesen.  Thesaur.  p.  120;  or  from  an 
Arabic  word  kayn,  a  smith,  in  reference  to  the  arts 
introduced  by  the  Cainites,  Von  Bohlen,  Introd.  to 
Gen.  ii.  85:  KaiV;  Joseph.  Kdis-  Cain)."  The 
historical  facts  in  tlie  life  of  Cain,  as  recorded  in 
Gen.  iv.,  are  briefly  these :  —  He  was  the  eldest  son 
of  Adam  and  Eve ;  he  followed  the  business  of  ag- 
riculture ;  in  a  fit  of  jealousy,  roused  by  the  rejec- 
tion of  his  ovni  sacrifice  and  the  acceptance  of 
Abel's,  he  committed  the  crime  of  nnirder,  tor 
which  he  was  ex])elled  from  Fxlen,  and  led  the  life 
of  an  exile;  he  settled  in  the  land  of  Nod,  and  built 
a  city  which  he  named  after  his  son  Enoch;  his 


a  *  Baumgarten  (CoTWOT.  iib.  Pentateuch,  i.  73)  adopt* 
the  sense  of  "  spear,"  "  weapon,"  as  the  name  of  the 
firstborn  whom  Eve  had  thus  "  obtained  from  Jeho- 
vah,"' because  she  would  recognfc«j  in  him  the  means 
of  victory,  i.  e.  the  promised  seed  who  was  to  overcome 
the  great  enemy  (Gen.  iii.  15).    According  to  this  view 

the  words  'J'^p,  TT2p,  without  being  related  in  sig- 
nification, are  merely  jmronomastic  (nomen  e.t  omen), 
though  they  serve  at  the  same  time  to  express  the 

idea  with  greater  energy.     But  the  derivation  of  ^^p 


from  Vp  =  nip,  i.  e.  a  possession  which  she  had  of» 
quired,  suggests  itself  as  more  natural,  and  is  more  fiw- 
cible  as  including  an  affinity  of  sense  as  well  as  of 
sound.  See  Mr.  Wright's  note  to  this  effect  in  hta 
Book  of  Genesis  in  Hitirrw,  &c.,  p.  18.  GesenlUi 
(Handw.  p.  766,  6te  Aufi.)  does  not  seem  to  object  to 
this  etymology  as  unphilological.     Furst  (Handw.  11. 

315)  defines  ]"^p  as  "  something  brought  forth,"  "  cie*- 

ture  "  (=  1"'3p,  Ps.  civ.  24),  and  thus  brings  the  Tttb 
and  noim  still  nearer  to  each  other.  U 
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descendants  are  enumerated,  together  with  the  in- 
ventions for  which  they  were  remarkable.  Occa- 
sional references  to  Cain  are  made  in  the  N.  T. 
(Heb.  xi.  4;  1  John  iii.  12;  Jude  11.) 

The  following  points  deserve  notice  in  connection 
with  the  Biblical  narrative :  —  1.  The  position  of 
the  land  of  Nod.  The  name  itself  tells  us  little; 
it  means  fliyht  or  exile,  in  reference  to  v.  12  where 
a  cognate  word  is  used :  Von  Bohlen's  attempt  to 
identify  it  with  India,  as  though  the  Hebrew  name 

Hind  (T^n)  had  been  erroneously  read  han-Nod, 
is  too  far  fetched ;  the  only  indication  of  its  posi- 
tion is  the  indefinite  notice  that  it  was  "  east  of 
Eden  "  (16),  which  of  course  throws  us  back  to  the 
previous  settlement  of  the  position  of  Eden  itself. 
Knobel  ( Comm.  in  loc. )  who  adopts  an  ethnological 
interpretation  of  the  history  of  Cain's  descendants, 
would  identify  Nod  with  the  whole  of  Eastern  Asia, 
and  even  hints  at  a  possible  connection  between  the 
names  Cain  and  China.  It  seems  vain  to  attempt 
the  identification  of  Nod  with  any  special  locaUty ; 
the  direction  "east  of  Eden"  may  have  reference 
to  the  previous  notice  in  iii.  24,  and  may  indicate 
that  the  land  was  opposite  to  {KarevavTii  LXX.) 
the  entrance,  which  was  barred  against  his  return. 
It  is  not  improbable  that  the  east  was  further  used 
to  mark  the  direction  which  the  Cainites  took,  as 
distinct  irom  the  Sethites,  who  would,  according 
to  Hebrew  notions,  be  settled  towards  the  west. 
Similar  observations  must  be  made  in  regard  to 
the  city  Enoch,  which  has  been  identified  with  the 
names  of  the  Heniochi,  a  tribe  in  Caucasus  (Hasse), 
Anuchta,  a  town  in  Susiana  (Huetius),  Chanoge, 
an  ancient  town  in  India  (Von  Bohlen),  and  Iconi- 
um,  as  the  pla«e  where  the  deified  king  Annacos 
was  honored  (Ewald):  all  such  attempts  at  identi- 
fication must  be  subordinated  to  the  previous  set- 
tlement of  the  position  of  Eden  and  Nod. 

2.  The  "  mark  set  upon  Cain  "  has  given  rise  to 
various  speculations,  many  of  which  would  never 
have  been  broached,  if  the  Hebrew  text  had  been 
consulted :  the  words  probably  mean  that  Jehovah 
gave  a  si(jn  to  Cain,  very  much  as  signs  were  after- 
wards given  to  Noah  (Gen.  ix.  13),  Moses  (Ex.  iii. 
2, 12),  FJijah  (1  K.  xix.  11),  and  Hezekiah  (Is. 
xxxviii.  7,  8).  Whether  the  sign  was  perceptible  to 
Cain  alone,  and  given  to  him  once  for  all,  in  token 
that  no  man  should  kill  him,  or  whether  it  was  one 
that  was  [jerceptible  to  others,  and  designed  as  a 
precaution  to  them,  as  is  implied  in  the  A.  V.,  is 
uncertain ;  the  nature  of  the  sign  itself  is  still  more 
nncertain. 

3.  The  narrative  implies  the  existence  of  a  con- 
siderable population  in  Cain's  time;  for  he  fears 
lest  he  should  be  murdered  in  return  for  the  mur- 
der he  had  committed  (14).  Josephus  (Ant.  i.  2, 
§  1)  explains  his  fears  as  arising  not  from  men  but 
from  wild  beasts ;  but  such  an  explanation  is  wholly 

I  unnecessary.  The  family  of  Adam  may  have  largely 
increased  tefore  the  birth  of  Seth,  as  is  indeed  im- 
plied in  the  notice  of  Cain's  wife  (17),  and  the 
.  mere  circumstance  that  none  of  the  other  children 
;  are  noticed  by  name  may  be  explained  on  the 
J  ground  that  their  lives  furnished  nothing  worthy 
1  of  notice. 

I  4.  The  character  of  Cain  deserves  a  brief  notice. 
I  He  is  descril)ed  as  a  man  of  a  morose,  malicious, 
,  And  revengefid  temper;  and  that  he  presented  his 
1  offering  in  this  state  of  mind  is  implied  in  the  re- 
»  iuke  contained  in  ver.  7,  which  may  be  rendered 
hus:  "  If  thou  doest  well  (or,  as  the  LXX.  has  it, 
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ib.v  dpOws  irpotrevtyKTis),  is  there  not  an  elevation 
of  the  countenance  (i".  e.  cheerfulness  and  happi- 
ness) ?  but  if  thou  doest  not  well,  there  is  a  sinking 
of'  the  countenance :  sin  lurketh  (as  a  wild  beast) 
at  the  door,  and  to  thee  is  its  desire:  but  thou 
shalt  rule  over  it."  The  narrative  impUes  there- 
fore that  his  offering  was  rejected  on  account  of 
the  temper  m  which  it  was  brought. 

5.  The  descendants  of  Cain  are  enumerated  to 
the  sixth  generation.  Some  commentators  (Kno- 
bel, Von  Bohlen)  have  traced  an  artificial  structure 
in  this  genealogy,  by  which  it  is  rendered  parallel 
to  that  of  the  Sethites :  e.  g.  there  is  a  decade  of 
names  in  each,  commencing  with  Adam  and  ending 
with  Jabal  and  Noah,  the  deficiency  of  generations 
in  the  Cainites  being  supplied  by  the  addition  of 
the  two  younger  sons  of  Lamech  to  the  Ust ;  and 
there  is  a  considerable  similarity  in  the  names,  each 
list  containing  a  Lamech  and  an  Enoch ;  while  Cain 
in  the  one  =  Cain-an  in  the  other,  Methusael  = 
Methuselah,  and  Mehujael  =  Mahalaleel :  the  in- 
ference from  this  comparison  being  that  the  one 
was  framed  out  of  the  other.  It  must  be  observed, 
however,  that  the  differences  far  exceed  the  point* 
of  similarity;  that  the  order  of  the  names,  the 
number  of  generations,  and  even  the  meanings  of 
those  which  are  noticed  as  similar  in  sound,  arc 
sufficiently  distinct  to  remove  the  impression  of 
artificial  construction. 

6.  The  social  condition  of  the  Cainites  is  prom- 
inently brought  forward  in  the  history.  Cain  him- 
self was  an  agriculturist,  Abel  a  shepherd :  the 
successors  of  the  latter  are  represented  by  the  Seth- 
ites and  the  progenitors  of  the  Hebrew  race  in 
later  times,  among  whom  a  pastoral  life  was  always 
held  in  high  honor  from  the  simplicity  and  devo- 
tional habits  which  it  engendered:  the  successors 
of  the  former  are  depicted  as  the  reverse  in  all 
these  respects.  Cain  founded  the  first  city;  La^ 
mech  instituted  polygamy;  Jabal  introduced  the 
nomadic  life;  Jubal  invented  musical  instruments; 
Tubalcain  was  the  first  smith ;  Lamech's  language 
takes  the  stately  tone  of  poetry ;  and  even  the  names 
of  the  women,  Naamah  (pleasant),  Zillah  (shadow), 
Adah  (ornamental),  seem  to  bespeak  an  advanced 
state  of  civilization.  But  along  with  this,  there 
was  violence  and  godlessness;  Cain  and  Lamech 
furnish  proof  of  the  former,  while  the  concluding 
words  of  Gen.  iv.  26  imply  the  latter. 

7.  The  contrast  established  between  the  Cainites 
and  the  Sethites  appears  to  have  reference  solely  to 
the  social  and  religious  condition  of  the  two  races. 
On  the  one  side  there  is  pictured  a  high  state  of 
civilization,  unsanctified  by  religion,  and  produc- 
tive of  luxury  and  violence;  on  the  other  side,  a 
state  of  simplicity  which  afforded  no  material  for 
history  beyond  the  declaration  "then  began  men 
to  call  upon  the  name  of  the  Ijord."  The  historian 
thus  accounts  for  the  progressive  degeneration  of 
the  religious  condition  of  man,  the  evil  gaining  a 
predominance  over  the  good  by  its  alliance  with 
worldly  power  and  knowledge,  and  producing  the 
state  of  things  which  necessitated  the  flood. 

8.  Another  motive  may  be  assigned  for  the  in- 
troduction of  this  portion  of  sacred  history.  All 
ancient  nations  have  loved  to  tra<y  up  the  inven- 
tion of  the  arts  to  some  certain  -wdthor,  and,  gen- 
erally speaking,  these  authors  have  been  regarded 
as  objects  of  divine  worship.  Among  the  Greeks. 
Apolio  was  held  to  be  the  inventor  of  music,  Vul- 
can of  the  working  of  met&ls,  Triptolemus  of  the 
plough.     A  similar  feeUng  of  curiosity  prevailed 
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among  the  Hebrews ;  and  hence  the  historian  has 
recorded  the  names  of  those  to  whom  the  invention 
of  the  arts  was  traditionally  assigned,  obviating  at 
the  same  time  the  dangerous  error  into  which  other 
nations  had  fallen,  and  reducing  the  estimate  of 
thgir  value  by  the  position  which  their  inventors 
held.  W.  L.  B. 

CAIN«  [2  syl.  in  Heb.]  (with  the  article, 
^^i^n  =  "  the  lance,"  Ges. ;  but  may  it  not  be 

derived  from  "}|7,  Ken,  "a  nest,"  possibly  in  allu- 
sion to  its  position:  ZaKavatix  [Vat.  -etfi],  Alex. 
Zaj/oiaKEi/x,  both  by  including  name  preceding: 
Acaiin),  one  of  the  cities  in  the  low  country  {She- 
felah )  of  Judah,  named  with  Zanoah  and  Gibeah 
(Josh.  XV.  57).  It  does  not  appear  to  have  been 
mentioned  or  identified  by  any  one.*  G. 

CAI'NAN    [2   syl.]   (Marg.  correctly  Kenan 

[and  so  the  text  1  Chr.  i.  2];  ^S'^j^.:  KoiVai': 
Cainan;  possessor,  Fiirst;  telifaber,  Gesen.,  as  if 

=  Xl'\l,  from  the  Arab,  to  forge,  as  in  Tubal- 
Cain,  Gen.  iv.  22 ;  see  Dr.  Mill's  Mndic.  of  our 
Lord's  Gtneal.  p.  150).  1.  Son  of  Enos,  aged  70 
years  when  he  begat  Mahalaleel  his  son.  He  lived 
840  years  afterwards,  and  died  aged  910  (Gen.  v. 
9-14).  The  rabbinical  tradition  was  that  he  first 
introduced  idol-worship  and  astrology  —  a  tradition 
which  the  Hellenists  transferred  to  the  post-dilu- 
vian Cainan.  Thus  Ephraem  Syrus  asserts  that 
the  Chaldees  in  the  time  of  Terah  and  Abram 
worshipped  a  graven  god  called  Cainan ;  and  Greg- 
ory Uar-Hebraeus,  another  Syriac  author,  also  ap- 
plies it  to  the  son  of  Arphaxad  (Mill,  ut  sup.). 
The  origin  of  the  tradition  is  not  known;  but  it 
may  probably  have  been  suggested  by  the  meaning 
of  the  supposed  root  in  Arabic  and  the  Aramean 
dialects ;  just  as  another  signification  of  the  same 
root  seems  to  have  suggested  the  tradition  that  the 
daughters  of  Cain  were  the  first  who  made  and  sang 

to  musical  instruments  (Gesen-  s.  v.  )^p). 

2.  [Alex.  Kaivafji  in  Gen.  x.  24;  Tisch.  (with 
Sin.  B  L)  Ko<i/oyu  in  Luke  iii.  36.]  Son  of  Ar- 
phaxad, and  father  of  Sala,  according  to  Luke  iii. 
35,  36,  and  usually  called  the  second  Cainan.  He 
is  also  found  in  the  present  copies  of  the  LXX.  in 
the  genealogy  of  Shem,  Gen.  x.  24,  xi.  12,  and  1 
Chr.  i.  18  (though  he  is  omitted  in  1  Chr.  i.  24), 
but  is  nowhere  named  in  the  Hebrew  codd.,  nor  in 
any  of  the  versions  made  from  the  Hebrew,  as  the 
Samaritan,  Chaldee,  Syriac,  Vulgate,  &c.  More- 
over it  can  be  demonstrated  that  the  intrusion  of 
the  name  into  the  version  of  the  LXX.  is  com- 
paratively modem,  since  Augustine  is  the  first 
writer  who  mentions  it  as  found  in  the  O.  T.  at 
all ;  <-'  and  since  we  have  the  absolute  certainty  that 
it  was  not  containetl  in  any  copies  of  the  Alexan- 
drine Bible  which  either  Berosus,  Eupoiemus,  I'oly- 
histor,  Josephus,    I'hilo,    Theophilus   of   Antioch, 


a  The  letter  p  U  generally  rendered  in  the  A.  V.  by 
K.  A  posfiible  connection  of  this  name  with  tliat  of 
tlie  "  Keiiitcs  "  is  ob-scured  V)y  tlie  form  Cain,  wliich  is 
probably  derived  from  the  Vulgate. 

h  *  KnolHjl  (Jiisun.  p.  437)  says  that  Cain  according 
to  all  ai)pearance  is  the  Arabic  Ytik'in  not  fur  from 
Hebron  (Itob.  BM.  Rra.,  Ist  ed.,  ii.  449).  Dr.  Kohlnson 
records  the  name,  but  says  nothing  of  the  identifica- 
tion. The  pogition  may  be  right  enough,  but  the  re- 
semblance of  the  names  is  too  slight  to  be  of  any  ac- 
count H. 
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Julius  Africanus,  Origen,  Eusebius,  or  even  Jerome, 
had  access  to.  It  seems  certain,  therefore,  that  hig 
name  was  introduced  into  the  genealogies  of  the 
Greek  O.  T.  in  order  to  bring  them  into  harmony 
with  the  genealogy  of  Christ  in  St.  Luke's  Gospel, 
where  Cainan  was  found  in  the  time  of  Jerome. 
The  question  is  thus  narrowed  into  one  concerning 
its  introduction  into  the  Gospel.  It  might  hftve 
been  thought  that  it  had  found  its  way  by  acci- 
dent into  tlie  genealogy  of  Joseph,  and  that  Luke 
inserted  that  genealogy  exactly  as  he  found  it.  But 
as  Beza's  very  ancient  MS.  presented  to  the  Uni- 
versity of  Cambridge,  does  not  contain  the  name 
of  Cainan,  and  there  is  strong  ground  for  supjx)s- 
ing  that  neither  did  Iren»us's  copy  of  St.  Luke,  it 
seems  on  the  whole  more  probable  that  Cainan  was 
not  inserted  by  St.  Luke  himself,  but  was  after- 
wards added,  either  by  accident,  or  to  make  up  the 
number  of  generations  to  17,  or  from  some  other 
cause  which  cannot  now  be  discovered.  For  fur- 
ther information,  see  Geneal.  of  our  Lffrd  J.  C., 
ch.  viii. ;  Heidegger,  Hist.  Patriarch,  ii.  8-15;- 
Bochart,  Phaleg,  lib.  ii.  cap.  13;  and  for  the  op- 
posite view,  Mill's  Virulic.  of  our  Lord's  Geneal. 
p.  143  ff.  A.  C.  II. 

CAIUS.  [John,  Second  and  Third  Epis- 
tles OF.] 

CAKES.     [Bread.] 

CA'LAH  ([nbs,  in  pause]  nb3  [compk- 
tion]:  Xa\dx'-  Cltnle),  one  of  the  most  ancient 
cities  of  Assyria.  Its  foundation  is  aserilied  to  the 
patriarch  Asshur  (Gen.  x.  11).    The  name  has  been 

thought  identical  with  the  Halah  (H^n),  which 
is  found  in  Kings  (2  K.  xvii.  6,  and  xviii.  11)  and 
Chronicles  (1  Chr.  v.  26);  but  this  view  is  unsup- 
ported by  the  Septuagint,  which  renders  Halah  by 
"AAoe.  According  to  the  opinions  of  the  best 
Oriental  antiquaries,  the  site  of  Calah  is  marked 
by  the  Nimrwl  ruins,  which  have  furnished  so  large 
a  proportion  of  the  Assyrian  remains  at  present  in 
England.  If  this  be  regarded  as  ascertained,  Ca- 
lah must  be  considered  to  have  been  at  one  time 
(about  B.  c.  930-720)  the  capital  of  the  empire.  It 
was  the  residence  of  the  warlike  Sardanapalus  and  his 
successors  down  to  the  time  of  Sargon,  who  built 
a  new  capital,  which  he  called  by  his  own  name,  oa 
the  site  occupied  by  the  modem  Khorsahad.  Ca- 
lah still  contiimed  under  the  later  kings  to  be  a 
town  of  importance,  aiid  was  esjiecially  favored  by 
Esarhaddon,  who  built  there  one  of  the  grandest 
of  the  Ass)Tian  palaces.  In  later  times  it  gave 
name  to  one  of  the  cliief  districts  of  the  country, 
which  appears  as  Calacine  (Ftolem.  vi.  ] )  or  Cal- 
achene  (Strab.  xvi.  1,  §  1)  in  the  geographers. 

G.  R. 
*  Jlr.  J.  L.  Porter  (Kitto's  Cyc.  of  Bibl.  Lit., 
3d  ed.,  art.  Calah)  objects  to  the  identification  of 
Calah  with  NimrM,  that  sufficient  space  is  not 
left  for  Hesen,  which  is  described  in  (ien.  x.  12  at 
"  a  great  city  "  lying  between  Nineveh  and  Calah; 


c  Demetrius  (b.  C.  170),  quoted  by  Eusebius  (Prop. 
Einns.  ix.  21),  reckons  13(50  years  from  the  birth  of 
Shem  to  Jacob's  going  down  to  Kgypt,  which  srtms  to 
include  the  130  years  of  Caiiinn.  Hut  in  the  great 
fluctuation  of  the  numbers  in  the  ages  of  the  patri- 
archs, no  reliance  can  be  placed  on  this  argumeDt. 
Nor  have  we  any  certainty  that  the  figures  have  not 
been  altered  in  the  modem  copies  of  Eusebius.  to  mak* 
them  agree  with  the  computation  of  the  altered  copiel 
of  the  LXX 
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the  distance  between  Nimrud  and  the  ruins  of  an- 
cient Nineveh  (opposite  Mosul)  being  less  than 
twenty  miles.  He  would  therefore  identify  Kesen 
with  Nimnul,  and  Calah  with  Kalah-  or  Kileh- 
Sherghat,  forty  miles  south  of  Nimi-M  on  the 
right  bank  of  the  Tigris.  He  further  observes: 
"  Kalah-Sherghat  was  one  of  the  most  ancient 
places  in  Assyria.  On  a  cylinder  discovered  there 
is  an  inscription  recording  the  fact  that  the  King 
Tiglath-pileser  restored  a  monument  which  had 
been  taken  down  sixty  years  previously,  after  hav- 
ing stood  for  641  years.  It  must,  therefore,  have 
been  founded  about  b.  c.  1870  (Kawlinson"s  Herod. 
L  457,  400;  Vaux,  Nin.  and  Pens.  p.  13).  On 
the  bricks  and  pottery  found  at  Kalah  are  the 
names  and  titles  of  the  earliest  known  Assyrian 
kings.  The  name  Asshur  is  found  among  them." 
KaUsch  (Genesis,  p.  261)  likewise  identifies  Kesen 
with  Nimrud,  and  Calah  with  Kalah-Sheryhat. 
See  Assyria,  p.  187;  Nineveh;  Kesen.     A. 

CALAMOLA'LUS  {Via\aiJ.<i\a\os\  [Vat. 
KaXafjMKaKos'-]  CUomus),  1  Esdr.  v.  22,  a  corrupt 
name,  apparently  agglomerated  of  Elam,  Lod,  and 
Hadid. 

CALAMUS.     [Reed.] 

CAL'COL  (T5373  [perh.  sustenance,  Ges.]: 
Ka\YaA  [Vat.  KoAKa],  XaKicdS  [Alex.  XaAxaA]  : 
ChatchnI,  Chalcol),  a  man  of  Judah,  son  or  de- 
scendant of  Zerah  (1  Chr.  ii.  6).  Probably  iden- 
tical with  CiiALCOL  (A.  V.  only;  no  difference  in 
the  Hebrew),  son  of  Mahol,  one  of  the  four  wise 
men  whom  Solomon  excelled  in  wisdom  (1  K.  iv. 
31).  For  the  grounds  of  this  identification  see 
Darda.  G. 

*  CALDE'A,  CALDE'ANS,  CAL'DEES, 
occur  in  the  A.  V.  ed.  1611  and  other  early  editions 
dm  for  Chaldea,  etc.,  which  see.  A. 

^CALDRON.     (1.)  'Vr\,  probably  from  TJl"^, 

,  akin  to  Arab,  t^l  (^,  to  be  moved,  as  water  in 

a  pot  or  kettle;  also  a  basket.     (2.)  "'"'p, 

Ppot  or  kettle.      (3.)   Vin^SI,  or  ^b?^.      (4.) 

•f^D^li?  from  n  •_.  P,  pour.  AejSrjs,  X^rp".  ^ro- 
9un-fip:  lebes,  oUn.  A  vessel  for  boiling  flesh, 
nther  for  ceremonial  or  domestic  use  (2  Chr.  xxxv. 

.,13;  1  Sam.  ii.  14;  Mic.  iii.  3;  Job  xli.  20).    [Pot; 

"^      TLE.]  H.  W.  ~ 


Bronze  Caldron  from  Egyptian  Thebes.     (Brit.  Mus.) 


CA'LEB  (a^|:  XoAe3;  [Alex.  XoAe/x  ver. 
42:  Caleb;]  dog,  Gesen.;  Belter,  Kldffer,  i.  e. 
Wfcr,  Fiirst)."  1.  According  to  1  Chr.  ii.  9, 18, 
19,  42,  .50,  the  son  of  Hezron,  the  son  of  Pharez,  the 
Km  of  Judali,  and  the  father  of  Hur  by  Ephrath,  or 


»  •Fiirst's  derivation  (ed.  1857)  is  from  2^3,   to 
%ttmck,  seize,  and  hence  as  appellative,  bold,  a  hero. 
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Ephratah,  and  consequently  grandfather  of  Caleb  the 
spy.  His  brothers,  according  to  the  same  author- 
ity, were  Jerahmeel  and  Ram ;  his  wives  Azubah, 
Jerioth,  and  Ephratah ;  and  his  concubines  Ephah 
and  Maachah  (ver.  9,  42,  46,  48).  But  from  the 
manifest  corruption  of  the  text  in  many  parts  of 

the  chapter,  from  the  name  being  written  "^5^73 
[Chelubai]  in  ver.  9,  which  looks  like  a  patro- 
nymic from  2Av3,  Chelub  (1  Chr.  iv.  11)  the 
brother  of  Shuah,  from  the  evident  confusion  be- 
tween the  two  Calebs  at  ver.  49,  and  from  the  non- 
appearance of  this  elder  Caleb  anywhere  except  in 
this  genealogy  dravra  up  in  Hezekiah's  reign  [Aza- 
KiAH,  No.  5],  it  is  impossible  to  speak  with  con- 
fidence of  his  relations,  or  even  of  his  existence. 

2.  Son  of  Jephunneh,  by  which  patronymic  the 
illustrious  spy  is  usually  designated  (Num.  xiii.  6, 
and  ten  other  places),  with  the  addition  of  that  of 
"  the  Kenezite,"  or  "  son  of  Kenaz,"  in  Num.  xxxii. 
12;  Josh.  xiv.  6,  14.     Caleb  is  first  mentioned  ii> 

the  list  of  the  rulers  or  princes  (S^lt''3),  called  in 
the  next  verse  Q^ti''^5~',  "heads,"  one  from  each 

tribe,  who  were  sent  to  search  the  land  of  Canaan 
in  the  second  year  of  the  Exodus,  where  it  may  be 

noted  that  these  CSti??  or  Ctt'NT  are  all  dif- 
ferent from  those  named  in  Num.  i.  ii.  vii.  x.  as 
princes  or  heads  of  the  tribes  of  Israel,  and  conse- 
quently that  the  same  title  was  given  to  the  chiefs 
of  families  as  to  the  chiefs  of  the  whole  tribe.  Ca- 
leb was  a  S'^b3  or  tTS'l  m  the  tribe  of  Judah, 
perhaps  as  chief  of  the  family  of  the  Hezronites, 
at  the  same  time  that  Nahshon  the  son  of  Am- 
minadab  was  prince  of  the  whole  tribe.  He  and 
Oshea  or  Joshua  the  son  of  Nun  were  the  only 
two  of  the  whole  number  who,  on  their  return  from 
Canaan  to  Kadesh-Barnea,  encouraged  the  people 
to  enter  in  boldly  to  the  land,  and  take  possession 
of  it;  for  which  act  of  fhithfuhiess  they  narrowly 
escaped  stoning  at  the  hands  of  the  infuriated 
people.  In  the  plague  that  ensued,  while  the  other 
ten  spies  perished,  Caleb  and  Joshua  alone  were 
spared.  Moreover,  w^hile  it  was  announced  to  the 
congregation  by  Moses  that,  for  this  rebellious  mur- 
muring, all  that  had  been  immbered  from  20  years 
old  and  upwards,  except  Joshua  and  Caleb,  should 
perish  in  the  wilderness,  a  special  promise  was  made 
to  Caleb  the  son  of  Jephunneh,  that  he  should  sur- 
vive to  enter  into  the  land  which  he  had  trodden 
upon,  and  that  his  seed  should  possess  it.  Accord- 
ingly, 45  years  afterwards,  when  some  progress  had 
been  made  in  the  conquest  of  the  land,  Caleb  came 
to  Joshua  and  reminded  him  of  what  had  happened 
at  Kadesh,  and  of  the  promise  which  Moses  made 
to  him  with  an  oath.  He  added  that  though  he 
was  now  85  years  old,  he  was  as  strong  as  in  the 
day  when  Moses  sent  him  to  spy  out  the  land,  and 
he  claimed  possession  of  the  land  of  the  Anakims, 
Kirjath-Arba,  or  Hebron,  and  the  neighboring  hill- 
country  (Josh.  xiv.).  This  was  immediately  granted 
to  him,  and  the  following  chapter  relates  how  he 
took  possession  of  Hebron,  driving  out  the  three 
sons  of  Anak;  and  how  he  offered  Achsah  his 
daughter  in  marriage  to  whoever  would  take  Kir- 
jath-Sepher,  i.  e.  Debir;  and  how  when  Othniel, 
his  younger  brother,  had  performed  the  feat,  he  nol 

Dietrich  in  his  edition  of  Qesenius  (1863)  adopts  the 
same  etymology.  H. 
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only  gave  him  his  daughter  to  wife,  but  with  her 
the  upper  and  nether  springs  of  water  which  she 
asked  for.  After  this  we  hear  no  more  of  Caleb, 
n3r  is  the  time  of  his  death  recorded.  But  we 
learn  from  Josli.  xxi.  1.3,  that  in  the  distribution 
of  cities  out  of  the  different  tribes  for  the  priests 
and  Levites  to  dwell  in,  Hebron  fell  to  the  priests, 
the  children  of  Aaron,  of  the  family  of  Kohathites, 
and  was  also  a  city  of  refuge,  while  the  surround- 
ing territory  continued  to  be  the  possession  of  Ca- 
leb, at  least  as  late  as  the  time  of  David  (1  Sam. 
XXV.  3,  XXX.  14). 

But  a  very  interesting  question  arises  as  to  the 
birth  and  parentage  of  Caleb.  He  is,  as  we  have 
seen,  styled  "the  son  of  Jephunneh  the  Kenezite," 
and  his  j-ounger  brother  Othniel,  afterwards  the 
first  Judge,  is  also  called  "  the  son  of  Kenaz " 
(Josh.  XV.  17;  Judg.  i.  1-3,  iii.  9,  11). 

On  the  other  hand  the  genealogy  in  1  Chr.  ii. 
makes  no  mention  whatever  of  either  Jephunneh  or 
Kenaz,  but  represents  Caleb,  though  obscurely,  as 
being  a  descendant  of  Hezron  and  a  son  of  Hur 
(see  too  ch.  iv.).  Again  in  Josh.  xv.  13  we  have 
this  singular  expression,  "  Unto  Caleb  the  son  of 
Jephunneh  he  gave  a  part  among  the  children  ofJu- 
dah;"  and  in  xiv.  14,  the  no  less  significant  one, 
"  Hebron  became  the  inheritance  of  Caleb  the  son 
of  Jephunneh  the  Kenezite,  because  that  he  wholly 
followed  Jehovah  God  of  Isi'ael."  It  becomes, 
therefore,  quite  possible  that  Caleb  was  a  foreigner 
by  birth ;  a  proselyte,  incorporated  into  the  tribe 
of  Judah,  into  which  perhaps  he  or  his  ancestors 
had  married,  and  one  of  the  first-fruits  of  that 
Gentile  harvest,  of  which  Jethro,  Rahab,  Ruth, 
Naaman,  and  many  others  were  samples  and  signs. 
And  this  conjecture  receives  a  most  striking  con- 
firmation from  the  names  in  Caleb's  family.  For 
on  turning  to  Gren.  xxxvi.  11,  15,  we  find  that 
Kenaz  is  an  Edomitish  name,  the  son  of  EUphaz. 
Again,  in  1  Chr.  ii.  50,  52,  among  the  sons  of  Ca- 
leb the  son  of  Hur  we  find  Shobal  and  half  the 
Manahethites  or  sons  of  Manahath.  But  in  Gen. 
xxxvi.  20-23,  we  are  told  that  Shobal  was  the  son 
of  Seir  the  Horite,  and  that  he  was  the  father  of 
Manahath.  So  too  Korah,  Ithran,  Elnh  (1  Chr. 
ii.,  iv.),  and  perhaps  .Jephunneh,  compared  with 
Pinon,  are  all  Edomitish  names  (1  Chr.  i. ;  Gen. 
xxxvi.).  We  find  too  Temanites,  or  sons  of  Te- 
man  (1  Chr.  i.  36),  among  the  children  of  Ashur 
the  son  of  Hezron  (1  Chr.  iv.  6).  The  finding  thus 
whole  families  or  tribes,  apparently  of  foreign  origin, 
incorporated  into  the  tribes  of  Israel,  seems  further 
to  supply  us  with  an  easy  and  natural  solution  of 
the  difficulty  with  regard  to  the  great  numbers  of 
the  Israelites  at  the  Exodus.  The  seed  of  Abra- 
ham had  been  multiplied  by  the  accretion  of  pros- 
elytes, as  well  as  by  generation. 

3.  Ca'lkb-Eimi'katah,  according  to  the  pres- 
ent text  of  1  Chr.  ii.  24,  the  name  of  a  pkice  where 
Hezron  died.  But  no  such  place  was  ever  heard 
of,  and  the  composition  of  the  name  is  a  most  im- 
probable one.  Nor  could  Hezron  or  his  son  have 
given  any  name  to  a  place  in  I^ypt,  the  land  of 
their  h<jndage,  nor  could  Hezron  have  died,  or  his 
son  have  lived,  elsewhere  than  in  Egypt.  The 
present  text  must  therefore  be  corrupt,  and  the 
reading  which  .Jerome's  Hebrew  Bible  had,  and 
which  is  presen'ed  in  the  l^X.,  is  probably  the 

true  one,  namely,  njT^SH  S!?''  ^3»   "Caleb 

came  m  imto  Ephratah."  The  whole  information 
given  seems  to  be  that  Hezron  had  two  wives,  the 
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first  whose  name  is  not  given,  the  mother  of  Jerah- 
meel,  Ram,  and  Caleb  or  Chelubai;  the  second, 
Abiah,  the  daughter  of  Machir,  whom  he  married 
when  60  years  old,  and  who  bare  him  Segub  and 
Ashur.  Also  that  Caleb  had  two  wives,  Azubalr, 
the  first,  the  mother,  according  to  Jerome's  version, 
of  Jerioth;  and  Ephratah,  the  second,  the  mother 
of  Hur;  and  that  this  second  marriage  of  Caleb 
did  not  take  place  till  after  Hezron's  death. 

A.  C.  H. 

*  Caleb-Ephratah  (see  3  above),  it  is  true,  does 
not  occur  elsewhere;  but  in  1  Sam.  xxx.  14  we  find 
mention  made  of  a  district  Caleb,  which  must  have 
been  a  part  of  Judah,  and  so  called  from  Caleb,  Josh- 
ua's spy,  to  whom  it  was  allotted.  Bertheau  in  hia 
note  on  1  Chr.  ii.  24  (BiicJier  der  Chi-onik,  p.  17) 
suggests  that  the  northern  part  of  this  territory  of 
Caleb  where  it  approached  Ephratah,  i.  e.  Bethlehem, 
may  have  been  distinguished  from  the  southern  part 
by  the  more  definite  name  of  Caleb-Ephratah.  He 
remarks  further  that  the  proposed  change  of  the 
text  (^Afle  Xo\€/3  els  'Etppadd  in  the  LXX.  which 
the  Vulg.  follows)  removes  the  difficulty,  but  mtro- 
duces  a  notice  altogether  foreign  to  the  text,  since 
the  verse  relates  to  Hezron  and  not  to  Caleb.  There 
may  be  some  doubt  about  the  translation.  But  the 
chronology  and  history  of  this  period  are  too  ol)- 
scure  to  allow  us  to  say  that  Hezron  must  have 
died  in  Egypt,  and  could  not  have  died  in  Caleb- 
Ephratah  (1  Chr.  ii.  24).  See  Wordsworth  on  the 
passage.  Chronicles,  p.  171  (1866).  H. 

CALEB.  "  The  south  of  Caleb  "  is  that  por- 
tion of  the  Negeb  (233)  or  "  south  country "  of 
Palestine,  occupied  by  Caleb  and  his  descendants 
(1  Sam.  xxx.  14).  In  the  division  of  Canaan  Joshua 
assigned  the  city  and  suburbs  of  Hebron  to  the 
priests,  but  the  "  field "  of  the  city,  that  is  the 
pasture  and  com  lands,  together  with  the  villages, 
were  given  to  Caleb.  The  south,  or  Negeb,  of 
Caleb,  is  probably  to  be  identified  with  the  exten- 
sive basin  or  plain  which  Ues  between  Hebron  and 
Kurmul,  the  ancient  Carmel  of  Judah,  where  Ca- 
leb's descendant  Nabal  had  his  possessions. 

W.  A.  W. 

CALF  (rrb^^,  b^V  :  /i,J<rx«.  Sa/ioXij).  Id 
Ex.  xxxii.  4,  we  are  told  that  Aaron,  constrained 
by  the  people  in  the  absence  of  Moses,  made  a 
molten  calf  of  the  golden  ear-rings  of  the  pet)ple,  to 
represent  the  Elohim  which  brought  Israel  out  of 
Egypt.     He  is  also  said  to  have  "  finished  it  with 

a  graving-tool,"  but  the  word  I0"7.r7  may  mean  a 
mould  (comp.  2  K.  v.  23,  A.  V.  "bags;"  LXX. 
dvKaKois)-  Bochart  (Hitroz.  lib.  ii.  cap.  xxxiv.) 
explains  it  to  mean  "  he  placed  the  ear-rings  in  a 
bag,"  as  Gideon  did  (Judg.  viii.  24).  Probably, 
however,  it  means  that  after  the  calf  had  lieen  cast, 
Aaron  ornamented  it  with  the  sculptured  wings, 
feathers  and  other  marks,  which  were  similarly  rep- 
resented on  the  statues  of  Apis,  &c.  (^^'ilkin8on, 
iv.  348).  It  does  not  seem  likely  that  the  ear-rings 
would  have  provided  the  enormous  quantity  of  gold 
required  for  a  solid  figure.  More  probably  it  was 
a  wooden  figure  laminated  with  gold,  a  process  which 
is  known  to  have  existed  in  F^rypt.  "  A  </itded  ax 
covered  with  a  pall  "  was  an  emblem  of  Osiris  (Wil- 
kinson, iv.  335). 

The  legends  about  the  calf  are  ninnerous.  The 
suggestion  is  said  by  the  Jews  to  have  originated 
with  certain  Eg}'ptian  proselytes  (Godwyn's  ^fos. 
and  Aar.  iv.  6);  Hur,  "  the  desert's  martyr "'  was 
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killed  for  opposing  it;  Abu'lfeda  says  that  all  ex- 
cept 12,000  worshipped  it ;  when  made,  it  was  mag- 
ically animated  (Ex.  xxxii.  24).  "  The  Devil,"  says 
Jonathan,  "  got  into  the  metal  and  fashioned  it  into 
a  calf"  (Lightfoot,  Works,  v.  398).  Hence,  the 
Koran  (vii.  146)  calls  it  "a  corporeal  calf,  made  of 
their  ornaments,  which  lowed."  This  was  effected, 
not  by  Aaron  (according  to  the  Mohammedans), 
but  by  al  Sameri,  a  chief  Israelite,  whose  descend- 
ants still  inhabit  an  island  of  the  Arabian  gulf. 
He  took  a  handful  of  dust  from  the  footsteps  of  the 
horse  of  Gabriel,  who  rode  at  the  head  of  the  host, 
and  threw  it  into  the  mouth  of  the  calf,  which  im- 
mediately began  to  low.  No  one  is  to  be  punished 
in  hell  more  than  40  days,  being  the  number  of 
days  of  the  calf-worship  (Sale's  Koran,  ed.  Daven- 
port, p.  7,  note;  and  see  Weil's  Legends,  125).  It 
was  a  Jewish  proverb  that  "  no  punishment  befaU- 
eth  the  Israelites  in  which  there  is  not  an  ounce  of 
this  calf"  (Godwyn,  ubisupr.). 


Bronze  figure  of  Apis.     (Wilkinson.) 

_  To  punish  the  apostasy  Moses  burnt  the  calf,  and 
then  grinding  it  to  powder  scattered  it  over  the 
water,  where,  according  to  some,  it  produced  in  the 
drinkers  effects  similar  to  the  water  of  jealousy 
(Num.  v.).  He  probably  adopted  this  course  as 
the  deadliest  and  most  irreparable  blow  to  their  su- 
perstition (Jerome,  Ep.  128;  Plut.  de  Is.  p.  362), 
or  as  an  allegorical  act  (Job  xv.  16),  or  with  refer- 
ence to  an  Egyptian  custom  (Herod,  ii.  41;  Poli 
Syn.  ad  loc).  It  has  always  been  a  difficulty  to 
explain  the  process  which  he  used;  some  account 
for  it  by  his  supposed  knowledge  of  a  forgotten  art 
(such  as  was  one  of  the  boasts  of  alchjTiiy)  by  which 
he  could  reduce  gold  to  dust.  Goguet  ( Origine  des 
Lois)  invokes  the  assistance  of  natron,  which  would 
have  had  the  additional  advantage  of  making  the 
draught  nauseous.  Baumgarten  easily  endows  the 
fire  employed  with  miraculous  proi)erties.  Bochart 
and  Rosenmiiller  merely  think  that  he  cut,  ground, 
and  filed  the  gold  to  powder,  such  as  was  used  to 
sprinkle  over  the  hair  (Joseph.  Ant.  viii.  7,  §  3). 

There  seems  little  doubt  that  ']'^W  =  KaraKaia, 
LXX.    (Hiivernick's  Introd.  tothePentat.  p.  292.) 

It  has  always  been  a  great  dispute  respecting  this 
calf  and  those  of  Jeroboam,  whether,  I.  the  Jews 
intended  them  for  some  Egyptian  God,  or  II.  for  a 
mere  cherubic  symbol  of  Jehovah. 

I.  The  arguments  for  the  first  supposition  are,  1. 
The  ready  apostasy  of  the  Jews  to  Egj-ptian  super- 
stition (Acts  vii.  39,  and  chap.  v.  passim;  I^ctant. 
Inst.  iv.  10).  2.  The  fact  that  they  had  been  wor- 
Ihippers  of  Apis  (.Josh.  xxiv.  14),  and  their  extreme 
TMniliarity  with  his  cultus  (1  K.  xi.  40).  3.  The  ' 
resemblajice  of  the  feast  described  in  Ex.  xxxii.  5,  [ 
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to  the  festival  in  honor  of  Apis  (Suid.  s.  r.  "AirjSe j). 
Of  the  various  sacred  cows  of  Egypt,  that  of  Isis, 
of  Athor,  and  of  the  three  kinds  of  sacred  bulls, 
Apis,  Basis,  and  Mnevis,  Sir  G.  Wilkinson  fixes  oe 
the  latter  as  the  prototj-pe  of  the  golden  calf;  "  the 
offerings,  dancings,  and  rejoicings  practiced  on  that 
occasion  were  doubtless  in  imitation  of  a  ceremony 
they  had  witnessed  in  honor  of  Mnevis"  {Anc. 
Egypt,  v.  197,  see  Plates  35,  36).  The  ox  was 
worshipped  from  its  utility  in  agriculture  (Plut.  de 
Is.  p.  74),  and  was  a  symbol  of  the  sun,  and  con- 
secrated to  him  (Horn.  Od.  i.  xii.  &c. ;  Warburton, 
Div.  Leg.  iv.  3,  5).  Hence  it  is  almost  universally 
found  in  Oriental  and  other  mythologies.  4.  The 
expression  "  an  ox  that  eateth  hay,"  &c.  (Ps.  cvi. 
20,  &c.),  where  some  see  an  allusion  to  the  Egyptian 
custom  of  bringing  a  bottle  of  hay  when  they  con- 
sulted Apis  (Godwyn's  Mos.  and  Aar.  iv.  5).  Yet 
these  terms  of  scorn  are  rather  due  to  the  intense 
hatred  of  the  Jews,  both  to  this  idolatry  and  that 
of  Jeroboam.  Thus  in  Tob.  i.  5,  we  have  one  of 
Jeroboam's  calves  called  f]  Sd/jiaKis  Bda\,  which  is 
an  unquestionable  calumny ;  just  as  in  Jer.  xlvi.  15, 
"Airis  6  fiSax"^  o"""  ^  eK\fKThs  is  either  a  mistake 
or  a  corruption  of  the  text  (Bochart,  Hieroz.  ii.  28, 
6,  and  Schleusner,  s.  v.  "Kiris)- 

II.  It  seems  to  us  more  likely  that  in  this  calf- 
worship  the  Jews  merely 

"  Likened  their  Maker  to  the  graved  ox  ;  " 

or  in  other  words,  adopted  a  well-understood  cher- 
ubic emblem.  For  (1.)  it  is  obvious  that  they  were 
aware  of  this  sjTnbol,  since  Moses  finds  it  unnecessary 
to  describe  it  (Ex.  xxv.  18-22).  (2.)  Josephus  seems 
to  imply  that  the  calf  symbolized  God  {Ant.  viii.  8, 
§  4).  (3.)  Aaron  in  proclaiming  the  feast  (Ex.  xxxii. 
5)  distinctly  calls  it  a  feast  to  Jehovah,  and  speaks 
of  the  god  as  the  visible  representation  of  Him  who 
had  led  them  out  of  Egypt.  (4.)  It  was  extremely 
unlikely  that  they  would  so  soon  adopt  a  deity  whom 
they  had  so  recently  seen  humiUated  by  the  judg- 
ments of  Moses  (Num.  xxxiii.  4).  (5.)  There  was 
only  one  Apis,  whereas  Jeroboam  erected  two  calves. 
(But  see  Jahn,  Arch.  Bibl.  §  464.)  (6.)  Jero- 
boam's well-understood  political  purpose  was,  not 
to  introduce  a  new  religion,  but  to  provide  a  differ- 
ent form  of  the  old ;  and  this  alone  explains  the 
fact  that  this  was  the  only  form  of  idolatry  into 
which  Judah  never  fell,  since  she  already  possessed 
the  archetypal  emblems  in  the  Temple.  (7.)  It 
appears  from  1  K.  xxii.  6,  &c.  that  the  prophets  of 
Israel,  though  sanctioning  the  calf-worship,  still  re- 
garded themselves,  and  were  r^arded,  as  "  prophets 
of  Jehovah." 

These  arguments,  out  of  many  others,  are  ad- 
duced from  the  interesting  treatise  of  Moncasus,  de 
Vitulo  Aureo  ( Critici  Sacri,  ix.).  The  work  is  in- 
hibited by  the  Church  of  Rome,  and  has  been  an- 
swered by  Visoriniis.  A  brief  resumed  of  it  may 
be  found  in  Poli  Syn.  ad  Ex.  xxxii.,  and  in  Watt's 
"  Remnants  of  Time  "  (ad  finem).     [Cherubim.] 

The  prophet  Hosea  is  full  of  denunciations  against 
the  calf-worship  of  Israel  (Hos.  viii.  5,  6,  x.  5),  and 
mentions  the  curious  custom  of  kissing  them  (xiii. 
2).  His  change  of  Beth-el  into  Beth-aven  jMssibly 
rose  from  contempt  of  this  idolatry  (but  see  Beth- 
aven).  The  calf  at  Dan  was  carried  away  by 
Tiglath-Pileser,  and  that  of  Bethel  10  years  after 
by  his  son  Shalmaneser  (2  K.  xv.  29,  xvil.  3 ;  Pri- 
deaux,  Connection,  i.  15). 

Bochart  thinks  that  the  ridiculous  story  ofCelsna 
about  the  Christian  worship  of  an  ass-headed  deity 


346 


CALITAS 


called  @a(paPaiie  t)  'OviijK  (a  story,  at  the  source 
of  which  TertuHian,  'OvoKoir-n^,  A]X)l.  16,  Ad  Nat. 
i.  14,  could  only  guess),  sprang  from  some  misun- 
derstanding of  cherubic  emblems  (Minuc.  Fel.  Ajxil. 
ix.).  But  it  is  much  more  probable,  as  Origen 
conjectured,  that  the  Christians  were  confounded 
with  the  absurd  mystic  Ophinni  {Tac.  Hist.  y.  4:-. 
Merivale,  Hist,  of  Emp.  vi.  66-i). 

In  the  expression  "  the  calves  of  our  lips  "  (Hos. 
xiv.  2),  the  word  "  calves  "  is  used  metaphorically 
for  victims  or  sacrifices,  and  the  passage  signifies 
either  "  we  will  render  to  thee  sacrifices  of  our  lips," 
that  is,  "the  tribute  of  thanksgiving  and  praise," 
or  "  we  will  offer  to  thee  the  sacrifices  which  our 
lips  have  vowed."  The  LXX.  erroneously  translate 
Kapirhv  Twv  x*'^*'""?  which  is  followed  by  the  Syr. 
and  Arab,  versions,  and  is  supposed  to  have  been 
borrowed  by  the  author  of  the  epistle  to  the  Hebrews 
(xiii.  15).  For  allusions  to  the  "  fatted  calf"  see  | 
Gen.  xviii.  7 ;  Luke  xv.  23,  &c. ;  and  on  the  custom 
of  cutting  up  a  calf,  and  "  passing  between  the 
parts  thereof"  to  ratify  a  covenant,  see  Jer.  xxxiv. 
18,  19;  Gen.  xv.  10,  17;  Ephrem  Sjtus,  i.  161; 
Horn.  II.  iii.  208.  F.  W.  F. 

CALI'TAS  (KaXlras;  [Vat.  in  ver.  23  cor- 
rupt; in  ver.  48  Vat.  Alex.  KoAeiray:]  Calitas, 
ICalitkes]),  1  Esdr.  ix.  23,  48.     [Kelita.] 

CALLIS'THENES  (Ka\\i<reevr)s\  a  parti- 
san of  Nicanor,  who  was  burnt  by  the  Jews  on  the 
defeat  of  that  general  in  revenge  for  his  guilt  in  set- 
ting fire  to  "  the  sacred  portals  "  (2  Mace.  viii.  33). 

B.  F.  W. 

CAL'NEH,  or  CAL'NO  (n2^3,  "l3^3  : 
XaKduur],  XaXdmi  [see  Calno]  :  Chalanne),  ap- 
pears in  Genesis  (x.  10)  among  the  cities  of  Nimrod. 
The  word  is  thought  to  mean  "  the  fort  of  the  god 
Ana  or  Anu,'"  who  was  one  of  the  chief  objects  of 
Babylonian  worship.  ProbaV)ly  the  site  is  the  mod- 
em Niffer,  which  was  certainly  one  of  the  early 
capitals,  and  which,  under  the  name  of  Nopher,  the 
Talmud  identifies  with  Calneh  (see  the  Yoma). 
Arab  traditions  made-  Niffer  the  original  Babylon, 
and  said  that  it  was  the  place  where  Nimrod  en- 
deavored to  mount  on  eagles'  wings  to  heaven. 
Similarly,  the  LXX.  speak  of  Calneh  or  Calno,  as 
"the  place  where  the  tower  was  built"  (Is.  x.  9). 
Niffer  is  situated  about  60  miles  S.  E.  E.  of  Baby- 
lon in  the  marshes  on  the  left  bank  of  the  Eu- 
phrates :  it  has  been  visited  and  described  by  Mr. 
Layard  {Nin.  cf- Bab.  ch.  xxiv.),  and  Mr.  I^ftus 
(Chaldcea,  p.  101).  We  may  gather  from  Script- 
ure that  in  the  8th  century  is.  c.  Calneh  was  taken 
by  one  of  the  Assyrian  kings,  and  never  recovered 
its  prospeiity.  Hence  it  is  compared  with  Car- 
chemish,  Ha'math,  and  Gath  (Is.  x.  9;  Am.  vi.  2), 
and  regarded  as  a  proof  of  the  resistless  might  of 
AssjTia.  G.  K. 

CAL'NO  03^2  :  XoKdm);  [Vat.  Sin.]  Alex. 
XoXoi/cTj,  the  passage  [in  the  LXX],  however,  does 
not  agree  with  the  Hebrew:  Calano),  la.  x.  9. 
[Calneh.] 

*  Hence  we  have  3  variations  of  the  name:  Calno 
In  Isaiah,  Calneh  in  Genesis  and  Amos,  and  Canneh 
In  Ezekiel  xxvii.  23.  The  idea  which  the  Seventy 
bring  into  the  text  of  Is.  i.  9  (not  in  the  Hebrew), 
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is  that  the  tower  of  Babel  was  built  at  Calno  oi 
Chalane,  as  if  a  protest  against  some  different  opin- 
ion. See  Gesenius  iiber  Jesiia  (i.  394).  The  Bible 
is  silent  respecting  this  ancient  place  during  all  the 
long  ages  between  Nimrod  (Gen.  x.  10)  and  the- 
prophet  Amos  (vi.  2).  Dr.  Pusey  {Minw Prophets, 
ii.  202)  agrees  with  those  who  think  that  Calneh  or 
Calno  was  the  later  Greek  Ctesiphon,  on  the  left, 
of  the  Tigris,  about  40  miles  from  Babylon.  [Cal- 
neh.] H. 

CAL'PHI  (6  XaK<pl\  [Sin.  Alex.  Xa\<|)ei;] 
Jos.  Xavf'oTos :  CaJphi),  father  of  Judas,  one  of  the 
two  captains  {dpxovrts)  of  Jonathan's  army  who 
remained  firm  at  the  battle  of  Gennesar  (1  Mace, 
xi.  70). 

CALVARY  (Kpavfoj':  Syr.  Karhaptha:  Cal- 
varia),  a  word  occurring  in  the  A.  V.  only  in  Luke 
xxiii.  33,  and  there  no  proper  name,  but  arising 
from  the  translators  having  literally  adopted  the 
word  calvaria,  i.  e.  a  bare  skull,  the  I>atin  word 
by  which  the  Kpuvlov  of  the  ICvangelists  is  ren- 
dered in  the  Vulgate;  Kpaviov  again  being  nothing 
but  the  Greek  interpretation  of  the  Hebrew  Gol- 
gotha. 

Kpavioy  is  used  by  each  of  the  four  Evangelists 
in  describing  the  place  of  the  Crucifixion,  and  is  in 
every  case  translated  in  the  Vulg.  calvaria ;  and 
in  every  case  but  that  in  St.  Luke  the  A.  V.  has 
"  skull."  Prof.  Stanley  has  not  omitted  to  notice 
this  (S.  4-  P.  460,  note),  and  to  call  attention  to 
the  fact  that  the  popular  expression  "  Mount  Cal- 
vary "  is  not  warranted  by  any  statement  in  the 
accounts  of  the  place  of  our  Lord's  crucifixion. 
There  is  no  mention  of  a  mount  in  either  of  the 
narratives.  [Crucifixion;  Golgotha;  Jeru- 
salem.] G. 

*  The  transfer  of  Calvary  to  our  language  from 
the  Vulg.  has  often  been  noticed.  Tlie  association 
of  "  mount "  with  the  place  of  crucifixion  has  in  all 
probability  a  monastic  origin.  The  epithet  was  ap- 
plied to  the  rock  at  Jerusalem,  held  to  be  the  one 
on  which  the  cross  was  erected.  The  expression 
"monticulus Golgotha"  occurs  in  the  Jtiner.  Ilieros. 
(a.  d.  333)  and  was  current,  no  doubt,  at  a  some- 
what earlier  period.  Thus  introduced,  the  term 
spread  at  length  into  all  the  languages  of  Christen- 
dom. See  note  in  Kob.  Bibl.  lies.  ii.  17.  Yet 
after  all  the  popular  idea  of  Golgotha  may  not  be 
wholly  without  support  in  Scripture.  The  best  ex- 
planation of  Kpayiov  («  s^'u^l,  Luke  xxiii.  33)  is 
that  it  denotes  a  spot  slightly  elevated  and  so  called 
for  that  reason,  and  because  it  was  skull-shaped. 
As  to  Mr.  Fergusson's  theory  that  the  place  of  cru- 
cifixion was  Moimt  Moriah,  see  the  addition  to 
Jerusalem  (Amer.  ed.).  H. 

CAMEL.  Under  this  head  we  shall  consider 
the  Hebrew  words  (jdmdl,  h'cer  or  bicrdh,  and 
circaroih.  As  to  the  achnshteraniin"  in  Esth. 
viii.  10,  erroneously  translated  "  camels  "  by  the  A. 
v.,  see  Mule  (note). 

1.  Gamal  (vttS  [bunleiv-bearer']:  KafiriXoi- 
camelus)  is  the  common  Hebrew  term  to  express 
the  genus  "  camel,"  irrespective  of  any  difference 
of  species,  age,  or  breed:  it  occurs  in  numerous 
passages  of  the  0.  T.,  and  is  in  all  probability  de- 
rived from  a  root  *  which  signifies  "  to  carry."    "^' 


6  bt2!l  =  Arab.     Jl^i^,   portare,   according   to 
Oesenius,  Fvirst,  and  others.    Bochart  derives  the  word 
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from  ^03,  "  to  revenge,"  the  camel  being  a  vinllctiTe 
animal.  The  word  has  gurvived  to  this  day  in  the 
languages  of  Western  Europe.      See  Oesculus,   Tlu* 
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first  mention  of  camels  occurs  in  Gen.  xii.  16,  as 
Among  the  presents  which  Pharaoh  bestovve<l  upon 
Abrani  when  he  was  in  E^ypt.  It  is  clear  from  this 
passage  that  camels  were  early  known  to  the  Egyp- 
tians (see  also  Ex.  ix.  3),  though  no  representation 
of  this  animal  has  yet  been  discovered  in  the  paint- 
ings or  hieroglyphics  (Wilkinson,  Anc.  Egypt,  i. 
234,  Lond.  1854).  The  camel  has  been  from  the 
earliest  times  the  most  important  beast  of  burden 
amongst  Oriental  nations.  The  Ethiopians  had 
"  camels  in  abundance  "  (2  Chr.  xiv.  15) ;  the  queen 
of  Sheba  came  to  Jerusalem  "  with  camels  that  bare 
spices  and  gold  and  precious  stones  "  (1  K.  x.  2) ; 
the  men  of  Kedar  and  of  Hazor  possessed  camels 
(Jer.  xlix.  29,  32);  David  took  away  the  camels 
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from  the  Gesburites  and  the  Amalekites  (1  Sam. 
xxm.  9,  XXX.  17);  forty  camels'  burden  of  goo<? 
things  were  sent  to  Elisha  by  Ben-hadad,  king  of 
Syria,  from  Damascus  (2  K.  viii.  9) ;  the  Ishmael- 
ites  trafficked  with  Egypt  in  the  precious  gums  of 
Gilead,  carried  on  the  backs  of  camels  (Gen.  xxxvii. 
25);  the  Midianites  and  the  Amalekites  possessed 
camels  "  as  the  sand  by  the  sea-side  for  multitude  " 
(Judg.  vii.  12);  Job  had  three  thousand  camels  be- 
fore his  affliction  (Job  i.  3),  and  six  thousand  after- 
wards (xlii.  12). 

The  camel  was  used  for  riding  (Gen.  xxiv.  64; 
1  Sam.  XXX.  17);  as  a  beast  of  burden  generally 
(Gen.  xxxvii.  25;  2  K.  viii.  9;  1  K.  x.  2,  &c.),  for 
draught  purposes  (Is.  xxi.  7:  see  also  Suetonius, 


Two-humped  Camels  on  Assyrian  monvuneuts.     (Layard.) 


JVie?'0,  c.  11)."  From  1  Sam.  xxx.  17  we  learn 
that  camels  were  used  in  war :  compare  also  Pliny 
{N.  H.  viii.  18),  Xenophon  (Cyrop.  vii.  1,  27),  and 
,  Herodotus  (i.  80,  vii.  86),  and  Livy  (xxxvii.  40). 
^It  is  to  the  mixed  nature  of  the  forces  of  the  Persian 
[,army  that  Isaiah  is  probably  alluding  in  his  descrip- 
|tion  of  the  fall  of  Babylon  (Is.  xxi.  7). 

John  the  Baptist  wore  a  garment  made  of  camel's 
^hair  (Matt.  iii.  4;  Mark  i.  6),  and  some  have  sup- 
that  Elijah  "  was  clad  in  a  dress  of  the  same 
tuff"   (Calmet's  Diet.  Frag.  No.  cccxx. ;  Rosen- 
aiiller,  Schol.  ml  Is.  xx.  2),  the  Hebrew  expression 
F«*lord  of  hair"  (2  K.  i.  8)  having  reference  not  to 
fhis  beard  or  head,  but  to  his  garment  (compare 
IZech.  xiii.  4;  1  K.  xix.  13, 19)  [Sackcloth],  but 
Liee  Elijah.      Chardin  (hi  Harmer's  Obsen.  ii. 
1487)  says  the  people  in  the  East  make  vestments 
I'Of  camel's  hair,  which  they  pull  off  the  animal  at 
[the  time  it  is  changing  its  coat,     ^lian  {Nat.  H. 
fxvii.  34)  speaks  of  the  excellent  smooth  quality  of 
Ithe  hair  of  camels,  which  the  wealthy  near  the  Cas- 
pian Sea  used  to  wear;  but  the  garment  of  camel's 
»ir  which  the  Baptist  wore  was  in  all  probability 
aerely  the  prepared  skin  of  the  animal. 
Camel's  milk  was  much  esteemed  by  Orientals 
[(Aristot.   IlUt.  Aniiii.  vi.   25,  §  1,  ed.   Sohneid. : 
?liny,  N.  H.  xi.  41,  xxviii.  9);  it  was  in  all  prob- 
tbility  used  by  the  Hebrews,  but  no  distinct  refer- 


o  "  Commisit  etiam  cameloTum  quadrigas." 
6  Amongst  the  live  stock  which  Jacob  presented  to 
Esau  were  '"  thirty  milch  camels  with   their  colts." 

mp^3''p  D"^-^3  is  literally  "  camels  giving  suck." 
This  passage  has  bwn  quoted  to  prove  that  the  Israel- 
ites used  the  milk  of  the  camel,  which  however  it  can- 
not fairly  be  said  to  do.  The  milk  which  Jael  offered 
Sisera  (Judg.  iv.  19),  according  to  Josephus  {Ant.  v. 
5,  §  4),  was  sour.  Some  of  the  Rjibbis,  Michaelis,  and 
Rosenmiiller  {Not.  ad  Hieroz.  i.  10),  say  it  was  for  the 
purpose  of  intoxicating  Sisera,  sour  camel's  milk,  as 


ence  to  it  is  made  in  the  Bible.*  Camel's  flesh, 
although  much  esteemed  by  the  Arabs  (Prosp. 
Alpinus,  H.  N.  jEg.  i.  226),  was  forbidden  as  food 
to  the  Israelites  (Lev.  xi.  4;  Deut.  xiv.  7),  because, 
though  the  camel  "  cheweth  the  cud,  it  divideth 
not  the  hoof."  Many  attempts  have  been  made  to 
explain  the  reason  why  camel-flesh  was  forbidden 
to  the  Jews,  as  by  Bochart  {Hieroz.  i.  11),  Rosen- 
miiller {Not.  ad  Hieroz.  1.  c),  Michaelis  {Laws  of 
Moses,  iii.  234,  Smith's  transmit.),  none  of  which, 
however,  are  satisfactory.  It  is  sufiicient  to  know 
that  the  law  of  Moses  allowed  no  quadruped  to  be 
used  as  food  except  such  as  chewed  the  cud  and 
divided  the  hoof  into  two  equal  parts :  as  the  camel 
does  not  J'ully  divide  the  hoof,  the  anterior  parts 
only  being  cleft,  it  was  excluded  by  the  very  terms 
of  the  definition. 

Dr.  Kitto  {Phys.  H.  of  Palest,  p.  391)  says  "  the 
Arabs  adorn  the  necks  of  their  camels  with  a  band 
of  cloth  or  leather,  upon  which  are  strung  small 
shells  called  cowries  in  the  form  of  half-moons." 
This  very  aptly  illustrates  Judg.  viii.  21,  26,  with 
reference  to  the  moon-shaped  ornaments  "  that  were 
on  the  necks  of  the  camels  which  Gideon  took  from 
Zebah  and  Zalmunna.  (Comp.  Stat.  T heboid,  ix. 
687.)^     [Ornaments.] 

Ezekiel  (xxv.  5)  declares  that  Kabbah  shall  be  a 


they  affirm,  having  this  effect.     The  Arabs  use  sour 
camel's  milk  extensively  as  a  drink. 

c  D'^3~in27.  Compare  also  Is.  iii.  18 :  "  Round 
tires  like  the  moon,"  A.  V.  The  LXX.  has  (arivio-icoi, 
Vulg.  lunulce. 

*  Cassel's  note  (Lange's  Bibelwerk,  p.  83)  confirms 
and  illustrates  this  oriental  usage  of  puttmg  "  little 
moons  "  on  the  necks  of  the  camels.  It  no  doubt  had 
some  connection  with  the  Sabiranism  of  the  Arab 
tribes  who  worshipped  so  extensively  the  moon  and 
stars.     See  Rawlinson's  note  on  Herod,  iii.  8.       H. 

d  "  Niveo  lunata  monilia  dente  "  on  horses'  necks. 
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«*  stable  for  camels,  and  the  Ammonites  a  couching 
place  for  flocks."  Buckingham  (  Trm:  p.  329 )  speaks 
of  ruins  in  this  country  as  "  places  of  resort  to  the 
Bedouins  where  they  pasture  their  camels  and  their 
sheep."  See  "  Illustrations  of  Scripture,"  in  vol. 
ii.  pt.  ix.  of  "  Good  Words." 

From  the  temperate  habits  of  the  camel  with  re- 
gard to  its  requirements  of  food  and  water,  and 
from  its  wonderful  adaptation,  both  structurally 
and  physiologically,  to  traverse  the  arid  regions 
which  for  miles  afford  but  a  scanty  herbage,  we  can 
readily  give  credence  to  the  immense  numbers  which 
Scripture  speaks  of  as  the  property  either  of  tribes 
or  individuals.  The  three  thousand  camels  of  Job 
may  be  illustrated  to  the  very  letter  by  a  passage  in 
Aristotle  (//.  A.  ix.  37,  §  5):  "Now  some  men 
in  upper  Asia  possess  as  many  as  three  thousand 
camels." 

2.  Becer,  bicr&h  (1p3,  n*^!?2  :  LXX.  Kiixrr 
Aos  in  Is.  Ix.  6 ;  6^'^  in  Jer.  ii.  23,  as  from  Arab. 
Sw^aj,  mane;"  dpo/xdi  in  verss.  of  Aq.,Theod., 

and  SjTO. :  dromedm-iics,  cursor).  The  Hebrew 
words  occur  only  in  the  two  passages  above  named, 
where  the  A.  V.  reads  "  dromedary." 

Isaiah,  foretelling  the  conversion  of  the  Gentiles, 
says,  "  The  caravans  of  camels  shall  cover  thee,  the 
dromedaries  of  Midian  and  Ephah."  The  Midian- 
ites  had  camels  "as  the  sand  of  the  sea"  (Judg. 
vii.  12).  In  Jeremiah  God  expostulates  with  Israel 
for  her  wickedness,  and  compares  her  to  a  swift 
bicrdh  "traversing  her  ways."  Bochart  (//leroz. 
i.  15  If.)  contends  that  the  Hebrew  word  is  indic- 
ative only  of  a  difference  in  age,  and  adduces  the 
authority  of  the  Arabic  becra  in  support  of  his 
opinion  that  a  young  camel  is  signified  by  the 
term.  Gesenius  follows  liochart,  and  ( Comni.  rib. 
d.  Jes.  Ix.  6)  answers  the  oVyections  of  Rosenmiiller, 
who  {Not.  ad  Bocharti  Hiei-oz.  1.  c.)  argues  in  favor 
of  the  "  dromedary."  Gesenius's  remarks  ai-e  com- 
mented on  again  by  EosenmiiUer  in  his  Bibl.  Na- 
turgesch.  ii.  21.  Etj-mologically  the  Hebrew  word 
is  more  in  favor  of  the  "  dromedary."*  So  too  are 
the  old  versions,  as  is  also  the  epithet  "  swift,"  ap- 
plied to  the  bicrdh  in  Jeremiah ;  while  on  the  other 
hand  the  term  is  used  in  the  Arabic  '^  to  denote  "  a 
young  camel."  Oedmann,  conunenting  on  the 
Hebrew  word,  makes  the  following  just  obser\'a- 
tion :  "  '  The  multitude  of  camels  shall  cover  thee, 
the  dromedaries  of  Midian,'  &c.  —  a  weak  distinc- 
tion, if  bicrlm  means  only  young  camels  in  opposi- 
tion to  old  ones  "  ( Verm.  Sam.).  The  "  traversing 
her  ways"  is  well  explained  by'Kosenmiiller,  "mox 
hue  mox  illuc  cursitans  quasi  furore  venereo  cor- 
reptus,  suique  non  compos,  quemadmodum  facere 
Solent  cameli  tempore  sestus  libidinosi."  We  are 
of  opinion  that  the  bicer  or  bicr&h  cannot  be  better 
represented  than  by  the  "  dromedary  "  of  the  A.  V. 
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3.  As  to  the  circdrolh  (n'l~l3"12)  of  Is.  Ixvl 
20,  which  the  LXX.  interpret  o-KiaSia,  the  Vulg. 
cai-ruca,  and  the  A.  V.  "  swift  beasts,"  there  is 
some  difference  of  opinion.  The  explanation  is  not 
satisfactory  which  is  given  by  Bochart  (Hieroz.  i. 
25),  following  some  of  the  Kabbis,  and  adopted  by 
Rosenmiiller,  Gesenius,  Lee,  and  others,  that "  drom- 
edaries "  are  meant.  According  to  those  who  sanc- 
tion this  rendering,  the  word  (which  occurs  only  in 

Isaiah,  I.  c.)  is  derived  from  the  root  ~1"^3,  "to 
leap,"  "  to  gallop;  "  but  the  idea  involved  is  surely 
inapplicable  to  the  jolting  trot  of  a  camel.  The  old 
versions  moreover  are  opposed  to  such  an  explanar- 
tion.  We  prefer,  with  Michaelis  {Suj^l.  ad  Lex. 
Heb.  No.  1210)  and  Parkhurst  («.  v.),  to  under- 
stand by  drcdroth  "  panniers  "  or  "  baskets  "  car- 
ried on  the  backs  of  camels  or  mules,  and  to  refer 
the  word  to  its  unreduplicated  form  in  Gen.  xxxi. 
34.^^  The  shaded  vehicles  of  the  LXX.  may  be  il- 
lustrated by  a  quotation  from  Maillet  (Descript.  de 
V^gypte,  p.  230*),  who  says,  "  other  ladies  are  car- 
ried sitting  in  chairs  made  like  covered  cages  hang- 
ing on  both  sides  of  a  camel;  "  or  by  a  remark  of 
Dr.  Russell  {Nat.  H.  of  Aleppo^  i.  256),  who  states 
that  some  of  the  women  about  Aleppo  are  commonly 
stowed,  when  on  a  journey,  on  each  side  a  mule  in 
a  sort  of  covered  cradles. 

The  species  of  camel  which  was  in  common  use 
amongst  the  Jews  and  the  heathen  nations  of  Pal- 
estine is  the  Arabian  or  one-humped  camel  ( Camehis 
Arabics).    The  dromedary  is  a  swifter  animal  than 


a  See  Schleusner  {Th,es.  in  LXX.)  s.  r.  bij/i' 
b  from  -132,  1.  ?.  "1p2,  "  to  be  first." 

c  Jo   "  *  young  camel,"  of  the  same  age  as  "  a 

young  man  "  amongst  men.     But  the  idea  of  swiftness 
is  involved  even  in   the  Arabic  use  of  this  word  for 


Arabian  Camel. 


the  baggage-camel,  and  is  used  chiefly  for  riding 
purposes  —  it  is  merely  a  finer  breed  than  the  other : 
the  Arabs  call  it  the  Heine.  The  speed  of  the 
dromedary  has  been  greatly  exai^gerated,  the  Arabs 
asserting  that  it  is  swifter  than  the  horse ;  eight  or 
nine  miles  an  hour  is  the  utmost  it  is  able  to  per- 


T^ 


zpTojxrare,  festinare  (v.  Gesenius,  Thes.) 


<i  "^3,  i.  «.  "  the  camel's  saddle,"  with  a  kind  of 
»nopy  over  it.     See  Jahn  {Arch.  Bibl.  p.  64,  Upham's 


translation) :  "  Sometimes  they  travel  in  a  covered 
vehicle  which  is  secured  on  the  back  of  a  camel,  and 
answers  the  purpose  of  a.  small  house."  Parkhurst  says 

m"lDTD  "  is  in  the  reduplicate  form,  because  these 
baskets  were  in  pairs,  and  slung  one  on  each  side  of 
the  beast."     In  this  sense  the  word  may  \m  referred 


to  the  Arabic 


y     7 
.  ^y,  "  sella   camelina,  aliis,  cum   ap- 

8ee  figures  in  Pococke, 


paratu  suo"  (Freytag,  s.  v.) 
Descript.  Orient.  1.  tab.  58. 
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form ;  this  pace,  however,  it  is  able  to  keep  up  for 
hours  together.  The  Bactrian  camel  ( Camelus  Bac- 
trianus),  the  only  other  known  species,  has  two 
humps ;  it  is  not  capable  of  such  endurance  as  its 
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Bactrian  Camel. 

Arabian  cousin:  this  species  is  found  in  China, 
Russia,  and  throughout  Central  Asia,  and  is  em- 
ployed by  the  Persians  in  war  to  carry  one  or  two 
guns  which  are  fixed  to  the  saddle.  Col.  H.  Smith 
says  this  species  appears  figured  in  the  processions 
of  the  ancient  Persian  satrapies  among  the  bas- 
reliefs  of  Chehel  Minar.  Though  the  Bactrian 
camel  was  probably  not  used  by  the  Jews,  it  was 
doubtless  known  to  them  in  a  late  period  of  their 
history,  from  their  relations  with  Persia  and  Chal- 
daea.  Kussell  (N.  Hist,  of  Alep.  ii.  170,  2d  ed.) 
says  the  two-humped  camel  is  now  seldom  seen  at 
Aleppo. 

The  camel,  as  may  be  readily  conceived,  is  the 

subject  amongst  Orientals  of  many  proverbial  ex- 

1  pressions ;  see  many  cited  by  Bochart  (Ilieroz.  i. 

30),  and  comp.  Matt,  xxiii.  24,  and  xix.  24,  where 

there  can  be  no  doubt  of  the  correctness  of  the 

;A.  v.,  notwitlistanding  the  attempts  which  are 

i  made  from  time  to  time  to  explain  away  the  ex- 

^pression;  the  very  magnitude  of  the  hyperbole  is 

|; evidence  in  its  favor ;  with  the  Talmuds  [Talmudic 

1  writers]  "an  elephant  passing  through  a  needle's 

^eye"  was  a  common  figure  to  denote  anything  im- 

;  possible. 

We  may  notice   in   conclusion   the  wonderful 

adaptation  of  the  camel  to  the  purposes  for  which 

it  is  designed.     With  feet  admirably  formed  for 

journeying  over  dry  and  loose  sandy  soil ;  with  an 

internal  reservoir  for  a  supply  of  water  when  the 

Iprdinary  sources  of  nature  fail ;  with  a  hump  of  fat 

Iready  on  emergencies  to  supply  it  with  carbon  when 

leven  the  prickly  thorns  and  mimosas  of  the  burning 

tdesert  cease  to  afford  food ;  with  nostrils  which  can 

|«lose  valve-like  when  the  sandy  storm  fills  the  air, 

fthis  valuable  animal  does  indeed  well  deserve  the 

dgnificant  title  of  the  "  ship  of  the  desert.""     The 

■  camel  belongs  to  the  family  Camelklie,  order  Rumi- 

inantia.  W.  H. 

*  It  is  a  disappomtment  to  know  that  the  many 

i  Berviceable  quahties  of  the  camel  which  have  been 

''enumerated,  are  far  from   being  matched  by  any 

correspondent  social  or  moral  instincts  to  increase 

our  regard  for  him.     Dr.  Kitto  (Daily  Bible  lU 


"  An  expression  derived  from  the  Arabs.  See  tlie 
quotation  from  tlie  Arabian  naturalist  Damir,  quoted 
Dy  Bochart,  Hieroz.  i.  13. 


lustr.  i.  275,  Porter's  ed.  1866)  writes  as  follows: 
"  Of  aU  the  animals  which  have  been  domesticated 
for  higher  purposes  than  to  serve  mankind  merely 
as  food,  the  camel  is,  past  all  doubt,  the  most 
churlish,  irascible,  revengeful,  and  self-wUled.  We 
have  heard  of  strong  attachments  between  man 
and  all  other  domestic  animals,  but  never  between 
a  man  and  his  camel.  Of  all  the  creatures  pro- 
moted to  be  man's  companions  in  travel  and  in 
rest,  no  one  so  unloving  and  unloved  exists.  Its 
very  countenance,  which  the  mexperienced  call  pa- 
tient, is  the  very  impersonation  of  malice  and  ill- 
nature —  even  when  its  eyes  are  not  kindled  up  in- 
to active  spite,  and  when  its  mouth  does  not  quiver 
with  burnmg  i-age.  Even  among  themselves  quar- 
rels are  frequent;  and  he  who  has  been  summoned 
by  their  sharp  and  bitter  cries  to  witness  a  camel- 
fight,  will  not  easily  forget  the  scene."  The  trav-- 
eller  in  the  East  is  soon  led  to  observe  this  want 
of  sjTnpathy  between  the  camel  and  his  owner  or 
driver,  and  not  being  able  to  enter  into  all  the 
provocations  which  there  may  be  for  such  severity, 
finds  it  a  constant  outrage  to  his  feelings  to  witness 
the  blows  and  scourgings  which  he  sees  inflicted  on 
the  bearer  of  such  heavy  burdens.  Camels  are  al- 
most unknown  in  Europe  for  purposes  of  travel  and 
transportation.  It  was  not  without  surprise  that 
the  WTiter  encountered  a  small  caravan  of  them, 
laden  with  military  stores,  in  Greece,  on  the  road 
between  Delphi  and  Amphissa. 

Much  important  information  in  respect  to  the 
general  characteristics  and  habits  of  the  camel  will 
be  found  in  U.  S.  Senate  Documents  (viii.  No.  62, 
pp.  1-2-38,  1856-7)  relating  to  the  purchase  of 
camels  for  purposes  of  military  transportation.  A 
circular  was  addressed  by  agents  of  the  U.  S.  Gov- 
ernment to  American  residents  in  the  East,  espe- 
cially our  missionaries  (H.  G.  O.  Dwight,  Edvrin 
E.  Bliss,  W.  F.  WiUiams)  whose  intelligent  replies 
to  the  inquiries  made  are  replete  with  important 
facts  and  suggestions  illustrative  of  the  subject. 
Hints  for  Scripture  also  may  be  gleaned  from  them. 
It  is  stated  e.  g.  (p.  80)  that  camels,  ordinarily  occu- 
pjing  from  30  to  45  days  on  the  journey  to  Mosul 
from  Aleppo  by  the  way  of  Orfa  and  the  Desert, 
will  accomplish  the  distance  on  an  emergency  in  13 
days.  (See  addition  to  Haran,  Amer.  ed.)  The 
Hon.  George  P.  Marsh  has  written  a  valuable  trea- 
tise on  "  I'he  Camel,  his  Organization,  Habits,  and 
Uses,  considered  with  reference  to  his  Introduction 
into  the  United  States,"  Boston,  1856,  16mo.  It 
is  understood  that  the  attempt  to  domesticate  and 
employ  the  camel  in  the  southern  parts  of  our 
country  has  proved  a  failure.  H. 

CA'TVION  (]'^Kp:  [standing-place, fastness]'. 
'Vaixvwv,  Alex.  Pa^^w;  [Comp.  Aid.  Ko/uwr;]  Jos. 
Kayuwc :  Cumon),  the  place  in  which  .Jaik  the  judge 
was  buried  [Judg.  x.  5].  The  few  notices  of 
•Jair  which  we  possess  have  all  reference  to  the 
country  E.  of  Jordan,  and  there  is  therefore  no 
reason  against  accepting  the  statement  of  Josephus 
(Ant.  v.  7,  §  6)  that  Camon  was  a  city  of  Gilead. 
In  support  of  this  is  the  mention  by  Polybius  (v. 
70,  §  12)  of  a  Camoun  (Ka/jiouv)  in  company  with 
Pella  and  other  tran8-.Jordanic  places  (Reland,  679). 
In  modem  times,  however,  the  name  has  not  been 
recovered  on  the  E.  of  Jordan.  Eusebius  and  Je- 
rome identify  it  with  Cvamon,  in  the  plain  of 
Esdraelou.  G. 

CAMP.       [ENCAMPMEafTS.] 
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CAM'PHIRE  ("lC3,a  cojyher:  icjWpos:  cy-\ 
prus,  Cyprus).  There  can  be  no  doubt  tliat 
"camphire"  is  an  incorrect  rendering  of  the  He- 
brew term,  which  occurs  in  the  sense  of  some  aro- 
matic substance  only  in  Cant.  i.  14,  iv.  13:  the 
margin  in  botli  passages  has  "  cj'press,"  giving  the 
form  but  not  the  signification  of  the  Greek  word. 
Camphire^  or,  as  it  is  now  generally  written,  cnm- 
phor^  is  a  product  of  a  tree  largely  cultivated  in 
the  island  of  Formosa,  the  Camphora  officinarum,  of 
the  Nat.  order  Lauracem.  There  is  another  tree, 
the  Dryobalanops  aromalica  of  Sumatra,  which 
also  yields  camphor;  but  it  is  improbable  that  the 
substance  secreted  by  either  of  these  trees  was 
known  to  the  ancients. 

From  [For?]  the  expression  "cluster  of  copher  in 
the  vineyards  of  Engedi,"  in  Cant.  i.  14,  the  Chal- 
dee  version  reads  "  bunches  of  grapes."  ''  Several 
versions  retain  the  Hebrew  word.  The  substance 
really  denoted  by  copher  is  the  Kxmpos  of  Diosco- 
rides,  Theophrastus,  Ac.,  and  the  cypros  of  Pliny, 
i.  e.  the  Lawsonia  alba  of  botanists,  the  henna  of 
Arabian  naturalists.  So  R.  15en  Melek  (Cant.  i. 
14) :  "  The  cluster  of  copher  is  that  which  the  Ar- 
abs call  al-henna"  (see  Celsius,  Hierob.  i.  223). 
Although  there  is  some  discrepancy  in  the  descrip- 
tions given  by  the  Greek  and  I^tin  writers  of  tlie 
cypros-plant,  yet  their  accounts  are  on  the  whole 
sufficiently  exact  to  enable  us  to  refer  it  to  the 
henna-plant.  The  Arabic  authors  Aviceima  and 
Serapion  also  identify  their  henna  with  the  cyitros 
of  Dioscorides  and  Galen  (Koyle  in  Kitto's  Bibl. 
Cycl.  art.  Kopher). 

"The  Kvwpos"  says  Sprengel  (Comment,  on 
Dioscor.  i.  124),  "is  the  Lawsonia  alba.  Lam., 
which  includes  the  L.  inermis  and  sinnosa,  Liim. ; 
it  is  the  Copher  of  the  Hebrews  and  the  Henna  of 
the  Arabs,  a  plant  of  great  note  throughout  the  F^t 
to  this  day,  lx)th  on  account  of  its  fragrance  and 
of  the  dye  Mhich  its  leaves  yield  for  the  hair." 
In  a  note  Sprengel  adds  that  the  inhabitants  of 
Nubia  call  the  henna-plant  Khofreh ;  he  refers  to 
Delisle  (Flor.  A^nypl.  p.  12).  Hasselquist  {Trav. 
246,  Lond.  1766),  speaking  of  this  plant,  says  "the 
leaves  are  pulverized  and  made  into  a  paste  with 
water;  the  F^gyptians  bind  this  paste  on  the  nails 
of  their  hands  and  feet,  and  keep  it  on  all  night: 
this  gives  them  a  deep  yellow  [red?],  which  is 
greatly  ■  admired  by  liastern  nations.  The  color 
la-sts  for  three  or  four  weeks  before  there  is  occasion 
to  renew  it.  The  castoni  is  so  ancient  in  F^ypt 
that  I  have  seen  the  nails  of  the  mummies  dyed  in 
this  manner."  Sonnini  (  Voyage,  i.  2'J7)  says  the 
women  are  fond  of  decorating  themselves  with  the 
flowers  of  the  henna-plant;  that  they  take  them 
in  their  hand  and  perfume  their  tosoms  with  them. 
Compare  with  this  Cant.  i.  13;  see  also  Mariti 
(Trav.  i.  29),  Prosper  Alpinus  (De  Plant.  uHgypt. 
c.  13),  Pliny  N.  11.  xii.  24),  who  says  that  a  good 
kind  grows  near  Ascalon,  Oedmann  ( Vtrm.  Sam. 

a  From  "IDS,  oblevit :  "  Quia  mulieres  in  oriente 
tmgues  oblinunt"  (Simonia,  Lex.  b.  v.)-     Cf.  Arabic 


CANA 

i.  c.  7,  and  vi.  p.  102),  who  satisfactorily  answers 
Michaelis's  conjecture  (Supp.  ad  Lex.  Heb.  ii.  1205) 
that  "palm-flowers"  or  "dates"  are  intended;  see 
also  RosenmiiUer  {Bib.  Bot.  p.  133),  and  Wilkin- 
son {Anc.  Egypt  ii.  345). 


Lawsonia  alba. 


Some  have  supposed  that  the  expression  rendered 
by  the  A.  V.  "pare  her  nails  "  f^  (Dent.  xxi.  12) 
has  reference  to  the  custom  of  staining  them  with 
henna-dye;  but  it  is  very  improbable  that  there  is 
any  such  allusion,  for  the  captive  woman  was  or- 
dered to  shave  her  head,  a  mark  of  mourning:  such 
a  meaning  therefore  as  the  one  proposed  is  quite 
out  of  place  (see  RosenmiiUer,  Schol.  ad  Deut.  xxi. 
12).  Not  only  the  nails  of  the  hands  and  the  feet, 
but  the  hair  and  beard  were  also  dyed  with  lienna, 
and  even  sometimes  the  manes  and  tails  of  horses 
and  asses  were  similarly  treated. 

The  Lawsonia  alia  when  3'oung  is  without 
thorns,  and  when  older  is  spinous,  whence  Linnee- 
us's  names,  L.  inermis  and  L.  spinosa,  he  regard- 
ing his  specimens  as  two  distinct  species.  The 
henna-plant  grows  in  Egypt,  Syria,  Arabia,  and  N. 
India.  The  flowers  are  white,  and  grow  in  clusters, 
and  are  very  fragrant.  ITie  whole  shrub  is  from 
four  to  six  feet  high.  The  fullest  description  is 
that  given  by  Sonnini.  The  Latcsonia  alba,  the 
only  known  species,  belongs  to  the  natural  order 
Lyihruceas.  W.  H. 

CA'NA  OF  GALILEE,  once  Cana  in  Gai^ 
ILEE  (Kava  rrjs  ra\i\aias;  Syriac,  Pesh.  Katna, 
p_JJ3,    Nitrian,    Katnah,    OT_L.Ai3:''    Cana 

Galikm),  a  village  or  town  memorable  as  the  scene 
of  Christ's  first  miracle  (.lohn  ii.  1,  11,  iv.  46),  aa 
well  as  of  a  subsequent  one  (iv.  46,  54),  and  also  as 
the  native  place  of  the  Apostle  Nathanael  (xxi.  2). 


Jlf, 


pix,  and   the   Syriac    |;.3QlD.     The  Greek 


vvirpos  is  the  same  word  as  the  Hebrew  [?]. 

*  The  Heb.  123,  also  denotes  "  redemption," 
"  expiation ; "  whence  some  of  the  Hebrew  doctors, 
by  dividing  v3U7W,  have  found  out  the  my»texy  of 


the  Messiah,  ~1D3  bD  tt7S,  "the  man  that  propi- 
tiatee  all  things  "  (Patriclt's  Commentary). 

c  n\31Q2"nS  nnipS")  -,  Ut.  "  and  she  shall 
do  her  nail's."  Onkelos  and  Saadias  understand  the 
expres-sion  to  denote  "  letting  lier  nails  grow,"  aa  a 
sign  of  grief.  The  Hebrew  "  do  her  nails,"  however, 
must  surely  express  more  than  "  letting  thoiii  alone." 

(/  •  This  is  an  error.  The  Nitrian  text  published 
by  Cureton  (Lond.  1858)  agrees  in  the  form  of  the 
word  (John  iv.  40)  with  the  Peshito.  A 


CANA 

The  four  passages  quoted  —  all,  it  will  be  observed, 
firom  St.  John  —  are  the  only  ones  in  wliich  the 
name  occurs.  Neither  of  them  affords  any  clue 
to  the  situation  of  Cana.  All  we  can  gather  is, 
that  it  was  not  far  from  Capernaum  (John  ii.  12, 
iv.  46),  and  also  on  higher  ground,  since  our  Lord 
went  down  (/care/STj)  from  the  one  to  the  other  (ii. 
12).  No  further  help  is  to  be  obtained  from  the 
notices  either  of  Josephus  ( Vit.  §  16 ;  B.  J.  i.  17, 
§  5)  —  even  if  the  place  which  he  mentions  be  the 
same  —  or  of  Eusebius  and  Jerome  in  then:  Ono- 
masticon. 

The  traditional  site  is  at  Kefr  Kenna,  a  small 
village  about  4j  miles  northeast  of  Nazareth.  It 
now  contains  only  the  ruins  of  a  church  said  to 
stand  over  the  house  in  which  the  miracle  was  per- 
formed, and  —  doubtless  much  older  —  the  fountain 
from  which  the  water  for  the  miracle  was  brought 
{Mislln,  iii.  44-3-6).  The  Christians  of  the  village 
are  entirely  of  the  Greek  Church.  The  "  water- 
pots  of  stone"  were  shown  to  M.  Lamartine, 
though  at  St.  Willibald's  visit  centuries  before 
there  had  been  but  one  remaining  {Early  Trav. 
16).  In  the  time  of  the  Crusades,  the  six  jars 
were  brought  to  France,  where  one  of  them  is  said 
still  to  exist  in  the  Muste  d'Angers  (see  M.  Di- 
dron's  Essays  in  the  Annales  Archeologiques,  xi. 
5,  xiii.  2). 

The  tradition  identifying  Kefr  Kenna  with  Cana 
is  certainly  of  considerable  age.  It  existed  in  the 
time  of  Wilhbald  (the  latter  half  of  the  8th  cent.), 
who  wsited  it  in  passing  from  Nazareth  to  Tabor, 
and  again  in  that  of  Phocas  (12th  cent.  See  Ke- 
land,  680).  From  that  time  until  lately  the  tradi- 
tion ap{)ears  to  have  been  undisturbed.  But  even 
.by  Quaresmius  the  claims  of  another  site  were  ad- 
itted,  and  these  have  been  lately  brought  forward 
by  Dr.  Robinson  with  much  force.     The  rival  site 

a  village  situated  further  north,  about  5  miles 
orth  of  Seffuiieh  (Sepphoris)  and  9  of  Nazareth, 
'  the  present  Jefat,  the  Jotapata  of  the  Jewish 
.     This  village  stiU  bears  the  name  of  Kana 

Telil  (^(J^xXii  LiLsj,   a   name  which  is  in 
very  respect  the  exact  representative  of  the  Hebrew 

•  as  Kenna,  \jS  vA^  is  widely  differ- 

;  from  it  —  and  it  is  in  this  fact  that  the  chief 
agth  of  the  argument  in  favor  of  the  northern 
i  seems  to  reside.  The  argument  from  tradi- 
is  not  of  much  weight.  The  testimonies  of 
i^illibald  and  Phocas,  given  above,  appear  to  have 
aped  the  notice  of  Ur.  Robinson,  and  they  cer- 
Jy  form  a  balance  to  those  of  Adrichomius  and 
s,  which  he  quotes  against  Kefr  Kenna  (Rob. 
346-9,  iii.  108,  with  the  note  on  De  Saulcy; 
omp.  Ewald,  v.  147;  MisUn.  iii.  44.3-6). 

The  Gospel  history  will  not  be  affected  whichever 
ate  may  be  discovered  to  be  the  real  one.  G. 
*  Dr.  Robinson  {Bibl.  Res.  m.  205,  ed.  1841) 
onounces  the  addition  of  el-Jelil  to  the  northern 
conclusive  in  favor  of  that  village :  most  of 
be  later  writers  acquiesce  in  this  view.  Thomson 
lises  a  doubt  whether  any  such  designation  dis- 
Qguishes  the  one  place  from  the  other.  Of  the 
any,  he  says,  to  whom  he  put  the  question,  "  only 
had  ever  heard  of  the  word  Jelil  as  a  part 
!»f  the  name;  and  from  the  hesitancy  with  which 
Jiis  one  admitted  it,  I  was  left  in  doubt  whether 
he  did  not  merely  acquiesce  in  it  at  my  suggestion." 
{Land  and  Book,  ii.  121).  :Mr.  Dixon  {Holy  Land, 
\.  332)  has  a  long  note  in  which  he  contends  for  the 
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other  Kana  in  opposition  to  Robinson's  view.  It  is 
impossible  to  say  which  of  these  villages  was  the 
scMie  of  the  first  miracle.  Both  of  them  are  near 
enough  to  Nazareth  to  make  them,  in  oriental  life, 
parts  of  the  same  neighborhood.  It  has  been 
alleged  for  the  northeastern  Kana  that  it  is  more 
directly  on  the  way  to  Capernaum.  But  there  is 
not  a  word  of  proof  that  Jesus  was  going  down  to 
Capernaum  at  the  time ;  he  was  at  Cana,  wherever 
it  was,  because  he  and  his  disciples  had  been  in\ited 
there  to  attend  the  marriage  (John  ii.  2).  Nor  if 
he  went  down  to  Capernaum  from  Cana  immedi- 
ately after  the  marriage  (which  is  not  certain  — 
since  fifra.  tovto,  John  ii.  12,  may  mark  that  move- 
ment as  only  rehitively  subsequent)  does  the  expres- 
sion '  going  down  '  settle  anything ;  for  it  would 
be  topographically  exact  whether  he  went  from  the 
one  Kdnd  or  the  other.  Nor  does  the  nobleman's 
coming  to  him  at  Cana,  from  Capernaum,  to  inter- 
cede for  his  son  (John  iv.  46  fF.)  decide  the  question; 
for  it  is  merely  said  that  on  hearing  that  Jesus 
had  returned  to  GalUee  from  Judaea,  he  came,  to 
him  where  he  was  —  of  course,  whether  the  Cana 
in  which  he  found  him  was  the  nearer  or  the  more 
distant  one. 

Stanley  {N^otices  of  Localities,  (f-c,  p.  188)  sug- 
gests that  Cana  may  have  been  one  of  the  Galilean 
homes  of  Jesus ;  but  his  going  thither  on  the  return 
from  Judsea  (John  iv.  43  ff. )  so  far  from  favoring  this, 
is  rather  opposed  to  it.  The  reason  assigned  for 
doing  so,  namely,  that  "  a  prophet  is  not  without 
honor  save  in  his  own  country,"  explains  in  effect 
why  he  avoided  Nazareth  (his  irarpls),  to  which  he 
might  have  been  expected  to  go,  and  went  to  Cana, 
a  place  having  so  much  less  interest  for  him.   H. 

CA'NAAN  (1^33  (=C'na'an;  comp.  the 
Greek  name  Xva,  as  mentioned  below)  [low,  hum- 
bled]: Xavaiv,  Jos.  Xavaavos-  Chanaan).  1. 
The  fourth  son  of  Ham  (Gen.  x.  6;  1  Chr.  i.  8; 
comp.  Jos.  Ant.  i.  6,  §  4),  the  progenitor  of  the 
Phoenicians  ("Zidon"),  and  of  the  various  nations 
who  before  the  Israelite  conquest  peopled  the  sea- 
coast  of  Palestine,  and  generally  the  whole  of  the 
country  westward  of  the  Jordan  (Gen.  x.  15;  1 
Chr.  i.  13).  [Canaax, LAND  of;  Canaakites.] 
In  the  ancient  narrative  of  Gen.  ix.  20-27,  a  curse 
is  pronounced  on  Canaan  for  the  unfihal  and  irrev- 
erential  conduct  of  Ham:  it  is  almost  as  if  the 
name  had  belonged  to  both,  or  the  father  were  al- 
ready merged  in  the  son. 

2.  The  name  "  Canaan  "  is  sometimes  employed 
for  the  country  itself  —  more  generally  styled  "  the 
land  of  C."  It  is  so  in  Zeph.  ii.  5;  and  we  also 
find  "Language  of  C."  (Is.  xix.  18):  "Wars  of 
C."  (.Judg.  iii.  1):  "  Inhalutants  of  C."  (Ex.  xv. 
15):  "King  of  C."  (.Judg.  iv.  2,  2-3,  24,  v.  19): 
"  Daughters  of  C."  (Gen.  xxviii.  1,  6,  8,  xxxvi.  2): 
"  Kingdoms  of  C."  (Ps.  cxxxv.  11).  In  addition  to 
the  above  the  word  occurs  in  several  passages  where 
it  is  concealed  in  the  A.  V.  by  being  translated. 
These  are:  Is.  xxiii.  8,  "traffickers,"  and  xxiii.  11, 
"the  merchant  city;"  Gesenius,  "Jehovah  gab 
Befehl  iiber  Canaan:  "  Hos.  xii.  7,  "  He  is  a  mer- 
chant ; ' '  Ewald,  "  Kanaan  halt  triigerische  Wage :  " 
Zeph.  i.  11,  "  merchant-people;  "  Ewald,  "  dass  aUe 
Cananiter  sind  dahin."  G. 

CA'NAAN,  THE  LAND  of  ()P35  V"^^, 

from  a  root  3733,  signifying  to  be  lew ,  see  2  Chr. 
xxviii.  19 ;  Job  xl.  12,  amongst  other  passages  in 
which  the  verb  is  used),  a  name  denoting  the  coun- 
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try  west  of  the  Jordan  and  Dead  Sea,  and  between 
those  waters  and  the  Mediterranean ;  specially  op- 
posed to  the  "  land  of  Gilead,"  that  is,  the  high 
table-land  on  the  east  of  the  Jordan.  Thus :  "  our 
little  ones  and  our  wives  shall  be  here  in  the  cities 
of  Gilead  ....  but  we  will  pass  over  armed  into 
the  land  of  Canaan  "  (Num.  xxxii.  26-32),  and  see 
xxxiii.  51 :  "  Phiiieas  .  .  .  returned  from  the  chil- 
dren of  Reuben  and  the  children  of  Gad  out  of  the 
land  of  Gilead  into  the  land  of  Canaan  to  the  chil- 
dren of  Israel,"  Josh.  xxii.  <52:  see  also  Gen.  xii. 
5,  xxiii.  2,  19,  xxxi.  18,  xxxiii.  18,  xxxv.  6,  xxxvii. 
1,  xlviii.  3,  7,  xUx.  30 ;  Num.  xiii.  2,  17,  xxxiii. 
40,  51 ;  Josh.  xxi.  2 ;  Judg.  xxi.  12.  True,  the  dis- 
trict to  which  the  name  of  "  low  land  "  is  thus 
applied  contained  many  very  elevated  spots :  —  She- 
chem  (Gen.  xxxiii.  18),  Hebron  (xxiii.  19),  Bethel 
(xxxv.  6),  Bethlehem  (xlviii.  7),  Shiloh  (Josh.  xxi. 
2;  Judg.  xxi.  12),  which  are  all  stated  to  be  in  the 
"  land  of  Canaan."  But  high  as  the  level  of  much 
of  the  country  west  of  the  Jordan  undoubtedly  is, 
there  are  several  things  which  nmst  always  have 
prevented,  as  they  still  prevent,  it  from  leaving  an 
impression  of  elevation.  These  are,  (1)  that  re- 
markable, wide,  maritime  plain  over  which  the  eye 
ranges  for  miles  from  the  central  liills ;  a  feature  of 
the  country  which  cannot  be  overlooked  by  the 
most  casual  observer,  and  which  impresses  itself 
most  indelibly  on  the  recollection;  (2)  the  still 
deeper,  and  still  more  remai-kable  and  impressive 
hoUow  of  the  Jordan  valley,  a  view  into  which  may 
be  commanded  from  almost  any  of  the  heights  of 
central  Fiilestine;  and,  (3)  there  is  the  almost  con- 
stant presence  of  the  long  high  line  of  the  moun- 
tains east  of  the  Jordan,  which  from  their  distance 
have  the  effect  more  of  an  enormous  cliff  than  of  a 
mountain  range  —  looking  down  on  the  more  bro- 
ken and  isolated  hills  of  Canaan,  and  furnishing  a 
constant  standard  of  height  before  which  everything 
is  dwarfed. 

The  word  "Canaanite"  was  used  in  the  0.  T. 
in  two  senses,  a  broader  and  a  narrower,  which  will 
be  most  conveniently  examined  under  that  head ; 
but  this  does  not  appear  to  be  the  case  with  "  Ca- 
naan," at  least  in  the  older  cases  of  its  occurrence. 
It  is  only  in  later  notices,  such  as  Zeph.  ii.  5,  and 
Matt.  XV.  22,  that  we  find  it  applied  to  the  low 
maritime  plains  of  I'hilistia  and  Phoenicia  (comp. 
Mark  vii.  26).  In  the  same  manner  it  was  by  the 
Greeks  that  the  name  Xva,  C'na,  was  used  for 
Phoenicia,  i.  e.  the  sea-side  plain  north  of  the 
"  Tyrian  ladder "  (see  the  extract  in  Heland,  7, 
and  Gesenius,  696),  and  by  the  later  Phoenicians 
both  of  Plitt'nicia  proi)er  and  of  the  Punic  colonies 
in  Africa.  (See  the  coin  of  I>aodicea  ad  Lib.  and 
the  testimony  of  Augustine,  both  quoted  by  Gese- 
nius, 096.)  The  LXX.  translators  had  learnt  to 
apply  this  meaning  to  the  word,  and  in  two  cases 
they  render  the  Hebrew  words  given  above  by 
Xdipa  Toiv  ^oivIkoiv  (Ex.  xvi.  35;  Josh.  v.  12, 
comp.  V.  1),  as  they  do  "Canaanitcs"  by*o/»'iKej. 

G. 

*  CANAAN,  LANGUAGE  OF,  Is.  xix. 
18.     See  Canaanites;  Ham. 

CA'NAANITE,  THE  (Kcc.  T.  &  Kovoi'/Vtjs, 
A,  Kavav(iTr)s;  1-ichm.  [Tisch.  Treg.]  with  B 
C,  o  Kavoj'oros;  I>  [i'>  Matt.],  Xai'Oi'atos:  Chn- 
jianeus),  the  designation  of  the  Apostle  Simon, 
otherwise  known  as  "  Simon  [the]  Zelotes."  It 
occurs  in  Matt.  x.  4;  Mark.  iii.  18. 

The  word  does  not  signify  a  descendant  of  Ca- 
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naan,  that  being  in  the  Greek  both  of  the  LXX. 

and  the  N.  T.  XavavaTos  =  ^^V.^'^  (comp.  Matt. 
XV.  22  with  Mark  vii.  26).  Nor  does  it  signify,  aa 
has  been  suggested,  a  native  of  Kana,  since  that 
would  probably  be  Kavlr-ns.     But  it  comes  from 

a   Chaldee  or   Syriac  word,   ]M3|2}  Kane&n,  or 

CTIaI  I,0  n  ^  I  I  r>1    Kanenieh  [?],  by  which' 

the  Jewish  sect  or  faction  of  "  the  Zealots  "  —  so 
prominent  in  the  last  days  of  Jerusalem  was  desig- 
nated (see  Buxtorf,  Lex.  [Talm.]  a.  v.).  This  Syr- 
iac word  is  the  reading  of  the  Peshito  version.  The 
Greek  equivalent  of  Kanean  is  Z-r\\a>r4\s,  Zelotes, 
and  this  St.  Luke  (vi.  15;  Acts  i.  13)  has  correctly 
preserved.  St.  Matthew  and  St.  Mark,  on  the 
other  hand,  have  literally  transferred  the  Syriac 
word,  as  the  LXX.  translators  did  frequently  before 
them.  There  is  no  necessity  to  suppose,  as  Mr. 
Cureton  does  (Nitiian  liev.  Ixxxvii.),  that  they 
mistook  the  word  for  en  ^  i  n.  i  o  H  ..  i  n,  i  ^"| 

=  Xavava7os,  a  Canaanite  or  descendant  of  Ca- 
naan. The  Evangelists  coiUd  hardly  conmiit  such 
an  en'or,  whatever  subsequent  transcribers  of  their 
works  may  have  done.  But  that  this  meaning 
was  afterwards  attached  to  the  word  is  plain  from 
the  readings  of  the  Codex  Bezje  (I))  and  the  Vul- 
gate, as  given  above,  and  from  the  notice  quoted 
from  Cotelier  in  the  note  to  Winer's  article  (p. 
463).  The  spelling  of  the  A.  V.  has  doubtless 
led  many  to  the  same  conclusion ;  and  it  would  be 
well  if  it  were  altered  to  "  Kananite,"  or  some  other 
form  distinguished  from  the  well-known  one  in 
which  it  now  stands.  G. 

*  Simon  is  supjwsed  to  have  been  called  the 
"Cananite"  or  "Zealot"  because  of  his  former 
zeal  in  behalf  of  Judaism.  As  there  was  another 
Simon  among  the  Apostles,  he  appears  to  have  re- 
tained the  name  after  he  became  a  disciple,  as  a 
means  of  distinction,  though  it  had  ceased  to 
mark  the  trait  of  character  out  of  wliich  it  arose. 
It  has  been  said  that  he  took  the  appellation  from 
his  having  belonged  to  a  political  sect  known  as  the 
Zealots,  mentioned  by  Josephus  (B.  J.  iv.  3,  §  9) ; 
but  though  he  may  have  shown  the  same  tendencies 
of  character,  the  party  historically  distinguished 
by  that  name  did  not  appear  till  a  later  period. 
See  Wetstem's  Nov.  Test.  i.  306.  H. 

CA'NAANITES,  THE  ^2???^?,  i.  e.  ac- 
curately according  to  Hebrew  usage  —  Gesen.  Ileb. 
Gram.  §  107  —  "the  Canaanite;"  but  in  the  A. 
V.  with  few  exceptions  rendered  as  plural,  and  there- 
fore indistinguishable  from  C3533,  which  also, 
but  very  unfrequently,  occurs :  XavayaTos,  ♦oiVil, 
Ex.  vi.  15,  comp.  Josh.  v.  1 :  Clinnnnevs),  a  word 
used  in  two  senses:  (1)  a  tril)e  which  inhabited  a 
particular  locahty  of  the  land  west  of  the  Jordan 
before  the  conquest ;  and  (2)  in  a  wider  sense,  the 
people  who  inhabited  generally  the  whole  of  that 
country. 

1.  For  the  tribe  of  "  the  Canaanites  "  only  —  the 
dwellers  in  the  lowland.  The  whole  of  the  country 
west  of  Jordan  was  a  "  lowland  "  as  compared  with 
the  loftier  and  more  extended  tracts  on  the  east: 
but  there  was  a  part  of  tliis  western  country  which 
was  still  more  emphatically  a  "lowland."  (a.) 
There  were  the  {)lains  lying  between  the  shore  of 
the  Mediterranean,  and  the  foot  of  the  hills  of  Ben- 
jamin, Judah,  and  Ephraim  —  the  Shefelah  or 
plain  of  Philistia  on  the  south  —  that  of  Sbann 
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between  Jaffa  and  Carmel  —  the  great  plain  of  Es- 
draelon  in  the  rear  of  the  bay  of  Akka ;  and  lastly, 
the  plain  of  Phcenicia,  containing  T}Te,  Sidon,  and 
all  the  other  cities  of  that  nation.  (6.)  But  sep- 
arated entirely  from  these  was  the  stiU  lower  region 
of  the  Jordan  Valley  or  Arabah,  the  modem  Ghor. 
a  region  which  extended  in  length  from  the  sea  of 
Cinneroth  (Gennesareth)  to  the  south  of  the  Dead 
Sea  about  120  miles,  with  a  width  of  from  8  to  14. 
The  climate  of  these  sunken  r^ions  —  especially 
of  the  valley  of  the  Jordan  —  is  so  peculiar,  that  it 
is  natural  to  find  them  the  special  possession  of  one 
tribe.  "Amalek'"  —  so  runs  one  of  the  earliest 
and  most  precise  statements  in  the  ancient  records 
of  Scripture  —  "  Amalek  dwells  in  the  land  of  the 
south ;  and  the  Hittite,  and  the  Jebusite,  and  the 
Amorite,  dwell  in  the  mountains;  and  the  Canaan- 
ite  dwells  by  the  sea,  and  by  the  side  of  Jordan  " 
(Num.  xiii.  2d).  This  describes  the  division  of 
the  country  a  few  years  only  before  the  conquest. 
But  there  had  been  little  or  no  variation  for  cen- 
turies. In  the  notice  which  pui-ports  to  be  the 
earliest  of  all,  the  seats  of  the  Canaanite  tribe  — 
as  distinguished  from  the  sister  tribes  of  Zidon, 
the  Hittites,  Amorites,  and  the  other  descendants 
of  Canaan  —  are  given  as  on  the  seashore  from 
Zidon  to  Gaza,  and  in  the  Jordan  valley  to  Sodom, 
Gomorrah,  and  I..asha  (afterwards  Callirhoe),  on  the 
shore  of  the  present  Dead  Sea  (Gen.  x.  18-20). 
In  Josh.  xi.  3  —  at  a  time  when  the  Israelites  were 
actually  in  the  western  country  —  this  is  expressed 
more  broadly.  "  The  Canaanite  on  the  east  and 
the  west"  is  carefully  distinguished  from  the 
Amorite  who  held  "  the  mountain  "  in  the  centre 
of  the  country.     In  Josh.  xiii.  2,  3,  we  are  told 

with  more  detail  that  "  all  the  '  circles '  (Hl^''/^) 
of  the  Philistines  .  .  .  from  Sihor  (the  Wady  el- 
Arish)  unto  Ekron  northward,  is  counted  to  the 
Canaanite."  Later  still,  the  Canaanites  are  stiU 
dwelling  in  the  upper  part  of  the  Jordan  Valley  — 
Bethsh&an ;  the  ythin  of  Esdraelon  —  Taanach, 
Ibleam,  and  Megiddo;  the  plain  of  Sharon  —  Dor; 
and  also  on  the  plain  of  Phoenicia  —  Accho  and 
Zidon.  Here  were  collected  the  chariots  which 
formed  a  prominent  part  of  their  armies  (Judg.  i. 
19,  iv.  3;  Josh.  xvii.  IG),  and  which  could  indeed 
be  driven  nowhere  but  in  these  level  lowlands  (Stan- 
ley, S.  tf  P.  p.  131). 

The  plains  which  thus  appear  to  have  been  in 
possession  of  the  Canaanites  specially  so  called, 
were  not  only  of  great  extent;  they  were  also  the 
richest  and  most  imjwrtant  parts  of  the  country, 
and  it  is  not  unlikely  that  this  was  one  of  the  rea- 
sons for  the  name  of  "Canaanite"  being 

2.  Applied  as  a  general  name  for  the  non-Israel- 
ite inhabitants  of  the  Land,  as  we  have  ah-eady  seen 
was  the  case  with  "  Canaan." 

Instances  of  this  are.  Gen.  xii.  6;  Num.  xxi. 
8  —  where  the  name  is  apphed  fo  dwellers  in  the 
south,  who  in  xiii.  2f»  are  called  Amalekites;  Judg. 
L  10  — with  which  comp.  Gen.  xiv.  13  and  xiii.  18, 
and  Josh.  x.  5,  where  Hebron,  the  highest  land  in 
Palestine,  is  stated  to  be  Amorite;  and  Gen.  xiii. 
12,  where  the  "land  of  Canaan"  is  distinguished 
from  the  very  Jordan  valley  itself.  See  also  Gen. 
xxiv.  3,  37,  comp.  xxviii.  2,  6 ;  Ex.  xiii.  11,  comp. 
5.  But  in  many  of  its  occurrences  it  is  difficult 
to  know  in  which  category  to  place  the  word.  Tims 
in  Gen.  1.  11:  if  the  floor  of  Aiad  was  at  Beth- 
iic^la,  close  to  the  west  side  of  the  Jordan,  "  the 
Canaanites"  must  be  intended  in  the  narrower  and 
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stricter  sense;  but  the  expression  "inhabitants  zt 
the  land  "  appears  as  if  intended  to  be  more  gen- 
eral. Agffin,  in  Gen.  x.  18,  19,  where  the  present 
writer  believes  the  tribe  to  be  intended,  Gesenius 
takes  it  to  apply  to  the  whole  of  the  Canaanite 
nations.  But  in  these  and  other  similar  instances, 
allowance  must  surely  be  made  for  the  different 
dates  at  which  the  various  records  thus  compared 
were  composed.  And  besides  this,  it  is  difficult  to 
imagine  what  accurate  knowledge  the  Israelites  can 
have  possessed  of  a  set  of  petty  nations,  from  whom 
they  had  been  entirely  removed  for  four  hundred 
years,  and  with  whom  they  were  now  again  brought 
into  contact  only  that  they  might  exterminate  them 
as  soon  as  possible.  And  before  we  can  solve  such 
questions  we  also  ought  to  know  more  than  we  do 
of  the  usages  and  circumstances  of  people  who  dif- 
fered not  only  from  ourselves,  but  also  possibly  in  a 
material  degree  from  the  Orientals  of  the  present 
day.  The  tribe  who  possessed  the  ancient  city  of 
Hebron,  besides  being,  as  shown  above,  called  inter- 
changeably Canaanites  and  Amorites,  are  in  a  third 
passage  (Gen.  xxiii. )  called  the  children  of  Ileth  or 
Hittites  (comp.  also  xxvii.  46  with  xxviii.  1,  6). 
The  Canaanites  who  were  dwelling  in  the  land  of 
the  south  when  the  Israelites  msule  their  attack  on 
it,  may  have  been  driven  to  these  higher  and  more 
barren  grounds  by  some  other  tribes,  possibly  by 
the  Philistines  who  displaced  the  Avvites,  also 
dwellers  in  the  low  country  (Deut.  ii.  23). 

Beyond  their  chariots  (see  above)  we  have  no 
clue  to  any  manners  or  customs  of  the  Canaanites. 
Like  the  Phoenicians,  they  were  probably  given  to 
commerce;  and  thus  the  name  became  probaljly  in 
later  times  an  occa.sional  sj-nonym  for  a  merchant 
(Job  xh.  6;  Prov.  xxxi.  24;  comp.  Is.  xxiii.  8,  11; 
Hos.  xii.  7;  Zeph.  i.  11.  See  Kenrick,  Fhcen.  p. 
232). 

Of  the  language  of  the  Canaanites  little  can  be 
said.  On  the  one  hand,  being  —  if  the  genealogy 
of  Gen.  X.  be  right  —  Hamites,  there  could  be  no 
affinity  between  their  language  and  that  of  the  Is- 
raelites, who  were  descendants  of  Sliem.  On  tlie 
other  is  the  fact  that  Abram  and  Jacob  shortly 
after  their  entrance  to  the  country  seem  able  to 
hold  converse  with  them,  and  also  that  the  names 
of  Canaanite  persons  and  places  which  we  possess, 
are  translatable  into  Hebrew.  Such  are  Melchize- 
dek,  Hamor,  Shechem,  Sisera  .  .  .  Ephrath,  and 
also  a  great  number  of  the  names  of  places.  But 
we  know  that  the  Egyptian  and  AssjTian  names 
have  been  materially  altered  in  their  adoption  into 
Hebrew  records,  either  by  translation  into  Hebrew 
equivalents,  or  from  the  impossibility  of  accurately 
rendering  the  sounds  of  one  language  by  those  of 
another.  The  modem  Arabs  have  adopted  the  He  • 
brew  names  of  places  as  nearly  as  would  admit  of 
their  having  a  meaning  in  Arabic,  though  that 
meaning  may  be  widely  different  from  that  of  the 
Hebrew  name.  Examples  of  this  are  Beit-ur,  Beit- 
lahm,  Bir  es-Seba,  which  mean  respectively,  "  house 
of  the  eye,"  "-house  of  flesh,"  "well  of  the  lion," 
while  the  Hebrew  names  which  these  have  super- 
seded meant  "  house  of  caves,"  "  house  of  bread," 
"well  of  the  oath."  May  not  a  similar  process 
have  taken  place  when  the  Hebrews  took  possession 
of  the  Canaanite  towns,  and  "  called  the  lands  after 
their  own  names?  "  (For  an  examination  of  this 
interesting  but  obscure  subject  see  Gesenius,  Hel/r. 
Spr.  PI).  223-5.) 

Tlifl  "  Xethinim  "  or  servants  of  the  temple  seem 
to  ha»'e  originated  in  the  dedication  of  captives 
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taken  in  war  from  the  petty  states  surrounding  the 
Israelites.  [Nkthinim.]  If  this  was  the  case, 
and  if  tliey  were  maintained  in  number  from  sim- 
ilar sources,  there  must  he  many  non-Israelite  names 
in  the  lists  of  their  famiUes  which  we  possess  in 
Ezr.  ii.  43-54;  Neh.  vii.  46-56.  Several  of  the 
names  in  these  catalogues  —  such  as  Sisera,  Me- 
hunim,  Nephushim  —  are  the  same  as  those  which 
we  know  to  be  foreign,  and  doubtless  others  would 
be  found  on  examination.  The  subject  perhaps 
would  not  be  beneath  the  examination  of  a  Hebrew 
scholar. 

This  is  perhaps  the  proper  place  for  noticing  the 
various  shapes  under  which  the  formuLi  for  desig- 
nating the  nations  to  be  expelled  by  the  Israelites 
is  given  in  the  various  books. 

1.  Six  nations:  the  Canaanites,  Hittites,  Amor- 
ites,  Perizzites,  Hivites,  and  Jebusites.  This  is 
the  usual  form,  and,  with  some  variation  in  the 
order  of  the  names,  it  is  found  in  Ex.  iii.  8,  17, 
xxiii.  23,  xxxiii.  2,  xxxiv.  11 ;  Deut.  xx.  17 ;  Josh. 
ix.  1,  xii.  8 ;  Judg.  iii.  5.  In  Ex.  xiii.  5,  the  same 
names  are  given  with  the  omission  of  the  Periz- 
zites. 

2.  With  the  addition  of  the  Girgashites,  making 
up  the  mystic  number  seven  (Deut.  vii.  1;  Josh. 
iii.  10,  xxiv.  11).  The  Girgashites  are  retained 
and  the  Hivites  omitted  in  Neh.  ix.  8  (comp.  Ezr. 
ix.  1). 

3.  In  Ex.  xxiii.  28,  we  find  the  Canaanite,  the 
Hittite,  and  the  Hivite. 

4.  The  list  of  ten  nations  in  Gen.  xv.  19-21  in- 
cludes some  on  the  east  of  Jordan,  and  probably 
some  on  the  south  of  Palestine. 

5.  In  1  K.  ix.  20  the  Canaanites  are  omitted 
from  the  list.  G. 

CAN'DACE  (KavSdKr,,  Strab.  xvii.  p.  820),  a 
queen  of  Ethiopia  (Meroe),  mentioned  Acts  viii. 
27.  Tlie  name  was  not  a  proper  name  of  an  indi- 
vidual, but  that  of  a  dynasty  of  Ethiopian  queens. 
(See  Plin.  vi.  35;  Dion  Cass.  liv.  5;  Strab.  /.  c.) 
The  eunuch  of  this  queen,  who  had  charge  of  all 
her  treasure,  is  mentioned  in  Acts  as  having  been 
met  by  Philip  the  Evangelist  on  the  desert  road 
from  Jerusalem  to  Gaza,  and  converted  to  Chris- 
tianity. Ethiopian  tradition  gives  him  the  name 
of  Indich;  and  in  Iren.  iii.  12,  and  Euseb.  //.  £. 
ii.  1,  he  is  said  to  have  first  propagated  the  gospel 
in  Arabia  Felix  and  Ethiopia,  but  Sophronius 
makes  him  preach  and  suffer  martjTdom  in  the 
island  of  Ceylon.     (See  Wolf,  Curce,  ii.  113.) 

H.  A. 

*  The  foregoing  is  the  generally  received  view, 
but  is  subject  still  to  some  doubt.  Of  the  writers  to 
whom  appeal  is  made,  Strabo  (xvii.  2,  §  3)  says  ex- 
pressly that  the  inhabitants  of  Meroe  appoint  kings 
(fiaffi\(as)  as  their  sovereigns,  and  appoint  them 
for  their  personal  qualities,  being  therefore  elective, 
and  not  hereditary;  and  also  that  the  royal  resi- 
dence of  Candace  was  Napata  (toDto  ^v  rh  ^a- 
mKfiov  rqs  Koi'Soktjj),  a  different  place  from 
Meroe,  eighty-six  geographical  miles  farther  north. 
Dion  ('assius  (liv.  5,  though  he  writes  eiToneously 
Tavdnri)  makes  the  same  distinction,  referring  the 
queens  who  bore  this  title  to  Napata,  and  not  Meroii. 
In  accordance  with  these  notices,  Kawlin.son  {/lerod- 
otm,  ii.  41)  makes  Napatii  tlie  capital  of  one  part 
of  J^thiopia,  and  Meroe  the  seat  of  another  inde- 
pendent kingdom.  The  passage  in  Pliny  {Hist. 
Nat.  vi.  35)  does  not  disagree  with  this  conclusion, 
though  it  is  chiefly  his  language  that  has  misled 
readers,  if  they  have  fallen  into  eiTor  here.     His 
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words  are  the  following :  "  Inde  Napata  LXXX. 
mill. ;  oppidum  id  parvum  inter  prasdicta  solum. 
Ab  eo  ad  insulam  Meroen  CCCLX  M.  Herbas  circa 
Meroen  demum  viridiores,  silvanimque  aliquid  ap- 
paruisse  et  rhinocerotum  elephantorumque  vestigift. 
Ipsum  oppidum  Meroen  ab  introitu  insulse  abesse 
LXX.  mill,  passuura :  juxtaque  aliam  insulam  Tadu 
dextro  subeuntibus  alveo,  quae  portum  facerat. 
yEdificia  oppidi  pauca.  Regnare  feminam  Can- 
dacem ;  quod  nomen  multis  jam  annis  ad  reginas 
transiit."  If  "  sedificia  oppidi  "  refers  to  "  Me- 
roen," just  before,  then  "regnare  Candacem  "  does 
of  course,  and  Candace  reigned  in  the  city  ajid 
island  of  that  na.me.  But,  on  the  other  hand, 
Meroii  was  an  important  city,  and  could  not  well 
be  said  to  consist  of  "a  few  buildings,"  and  Napata 
might  be  so  described ;  and  hence,  as  some  suppose, 
Pliny  at  this  point  goes  back  to  the  remoter  Napata, 
of  which  he  has  already  spoken  as  "parvum,"  and 
so  much  the  more  as  that  is  uppermost  in  the  mind, 
as  being  the  place  from  which  he  reckons  the  situa- 
tion of  the  other  places  named. 

Others  suppose  that  Napata  was  only  one  of  the 
capitals  of  Meroe,  and  that  Strabo  and  Dion  Cassius 
speak  of  Candace  in  connection  with  the  former 
place  rather  than  the  latter,  because  she  had  a  noted 
palace  there.  It  follows,  then  (to  make  the  con- 
ciliation here  complete),  that  Strabo  must  mean  by 
"  kings  "  rulers  of  both  sexes.  Kitter  (Frdhirule, 
i.  592,  2d  ed.)  regards  the  Napata  of  Pliny  as  a 
different  place  from  that  of  Strabo.  For  a  fuller 
statement  of  the  case,  the  reader  is  referred  to  J 
C.  Ikl.  Laurent's  NenfestamentlicJie  Stridien,  pp. 
140-146  (Gotha,  1866);  and  Bibl.  Saa-a,  1866, 
pp.  515-16. 

The  name  Candace,  says  Riietschi  (Herzog's 
Real-Encykl.  vii.  243),  appears  not  to  be  of  Semitic 
origin,  at  least  no  satisfactory  etymology  has  yet 
been  assigned  for  it.  The  supposition  that  the 
Candace  in  Acts  viii.  27  was  the  one  who  fought 
against  the  Romans  b.  c.  22  (Strabo,  xvii.  1,  §  54) 
is  just  possible,  so  far  as  the  dates  are  concerned, 
but  has  every  presumption  against  it.  Some  of 
the  commentators  suppose  her  to  have  been  the 
same;  in  which  case  she  must  have  reigned  under 
the  emj)eror  Claudius,  and  have  been  nearly  ninety 
years  old  at  the  time  of  Philip's  baptizing  the 
eunuch.  I'liny's  statement  that  Candace  was  a 
transmitte<l  title  of  these  Ethiopian  queens  renders 
so  violent  a  supposition  neetlless.  H. 

CANDLESTICK  (n"j'"13?P  :  Xvxvia.rov  <pu- 
r6s,  1  Mace.  i.  21 ;  6  addvaros  —  \(y6fj.fvos  Aux" 
vos  Kol  Kai6fiL(vos  dSioAeiiTTCDj  iv  reji  va.<f,  Diod. 
Sic.  ap.  Schleusn.  Thes.  s.  v.),  which  Moses  was 
commanded  to  make  for  the  tabern.acle,  is  described 
Ex.  XXV.  31-37,  xxxvii.  17-24.  It  is  called  in  I.ev. 
xxiv.  4,  "  the  pure,"  and  in  Ecclus.  xxvi.  17,  "the 
holy  candlestick."  With  its  various  appurtenances 
(mentioned  below)  it  required  a  talent  of  "pure 
gold,"  and  it  was  not  moulded,  but  "of  beaten 
work"  (ropevri))-  Josephus,  however,  says  (Ant. 
iii.  6,  §  7)  that  it  was  of  cusl  gold  (/c€X'<"'*«'/'**''^'> 
and  hollow.  From  it«  golden  base  ("HT't)  j8({<ni, 
Joseph.),  which,  according  to  the  Jews,  was  3  feet 
high  (Winer,  Lmchter),  sprang  a  main  shaft  or  reed 

(n3p),  "  and  spread  itself  into  as  many  branches 
as  there  are  planets,  including  the  sim.  It  ter- 
minated in  7  heads  all  in  one  row,  all  standing 
parallel  to  one  another,  one  by  one,  in  imitation 
of  the  number  of  the  planets  "  (Winston's  Jvs.  ubi 
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tupra).  As  the  description  given  in  Ex.  is  not  very 
jlear,  we  abbreviate  Lightfoot's  explanation  of  it. 
"  The  foot  of  it  was  gold,  from  which  went  up  a 
shaft  straight,  which  was  the  middle  light.  Near 
the  foot  was  a  golden  dish  wrought  almondwise; 
and  a  little  above  that  a  golden  knop,  and  above 
that  a  golden  flower.  Then  two  branches,  one  on 
each  side,  bowed,  and  coming  up  as  high  as  the 
middle  shaft.  On  each  of  them  were  three  golden 
cups  placed  almondwise,  on  sharp,  scollop-shell 
fashion ;  above  which  was  a  golden  knop,  a  golden 
flower,  and  the  socket.  Above  the  branches  on  the 
middle  shaft  was  a  golden  boss,  above  which  rose 
two  shafts  more;  above  the  coming  out  of  these 
was  another  boss,  and  two  more  shafts,  and  then  on 
the  shaft  upwards  were  three  golden  scollop-cups, 
a  knop,  and  a  flower:  so  that  the  heads  of  the 
branches  stood  an  equal  height"  {Works,  ii.  399, 
ed.  Pitman).  Calmet  remarks  that  "  the  number 
7  might  remind  them  of  the  sabbath."  We  have 
seen  that  Josephus  gives  it  a  somewhat  Egyi^tian 
reference  to  the  number  of  the  planets,  but  else- 
where (5.  J.  vii.  5,  §  5)  he  assigns  to  the  7 
branches  a  merely  general  reference,  as  rfjs  traph 
To7s  'lovSuiois  cjSSo/xaSos  T^y  rifi^v  ifi(pav'i.^ov- 
res.  The  whole  weight  of  the  candlestick  was  100 
minae ;  its  height  was,  according  to  the  Eabbis,  5 
feet,  and  the  breadth,  or  distance  between  the  ex- 
terior branches  3^  feet  (Jahn,  Arch.  Bibl.  §  329). 
It  has  been  calculated  to  have  been  worth  5076/. 
exclusive  of  workmanship. 

According  to  Josephus  the  ornaments  on  the 
shaft  and  branches  were  70  in  number,  and  this 
was  a  notion  in  which  the  Jews  with  their  peculiar 
reverence  for  that  number  would  readily  coincide; 
but  it  seems  diflicult  from  the  description  in  Exodus 
to  confirm  the  statement.  On  the  main  shaft 
(called  "the  candlestick,"  in  Ex.  xxv.  34)  there 
is  said  to  be  ''  -i  almond-shaped  bowls,"  with  their 
knops  and  their  flowers,"  which  would  make  12 
of  these  ornaments  in  all ;  and  as  on  each  of  the  6 
branches  there  were  apparently  (for  the  expression 
in  verse  33  is  obscure)  3  bowls,  3  knops,  and  3 
flowers,  the  entire  number  of  such  figures  on  the 
candlestick  would   be   66.      The  word  translated 

"bowl"  in  the  A.  V.  is  P^22,  Kpar^p,  for  which 
Joseph.  (I.  c.)  has  KparriplSia  Kal  fiotaKoi-  It  la 
said  to  have  been  almond-shaped  (^(^^7tt,  iKrerv 
iraififvot  KapvtffKois),  but  whether  the  fruit  or  flower 
of  the  ahnond  is  intended  cannot  be  certain.     The 

word  ~1"^^p3  is  variously  rendered  "  knop  "  (A. 
v.),  "pommel"  (Geddes),  arcpaipcor-fip  (LXX.), 
spherula  (Vulg.),  "apple"  (Arabic,  and  other  ver- 
sions); and  to  this  some  apply  the  ^ottTKoi,  and 
not  (as  is  more  natural)  the  (r(l>atpia  of  Josephus. 

The  thu-d  term  is  Tl'~}%  "a  bud,"  Kplva  (LXX. 
and  Joseph.),  which  from  an  old  gloss  seems  to  be 
put  for  any  &vdoi  eixvBid^ov,  Kpivois  ofioiov. 
From  the  fact  that  it  was  expressly  made  "  after 
the  pattern  shown  in  the  mount,"  many  have  en- 
deavored to  find  a  symbohcal  meaning  in  these  or- 
naments, especially  jMeyer  and  Biihr  (Symbol,  i. 
416  ff.).  Generally  it  was  "a  type  of  preaching" 
(Godwyn's  Moses  ami  Aaron,  ii.  1)  or  of  "  the 
light  of  the  law"  (Lightfoot,  l.  c).  Similarly 
candlesticks  are  made  types  of  the  spirit,  of  the 
Church,  of  witnesses,  &c.  (Comp.  Zech.  iv. ;  Rev. 
vi.  5,  xi.  4,  &c. ;  Wemyss,  Clav.  Symbol,  s.  v.) 
TTie  candlestick  was  placed  on  the  south  side  of 
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the  first  apartment  of  the  tabernacle,  opposite  the 
table  of  shew-bread,  which  it  was  intended  to  il- 
lumine, in  an  oblique  jwsition  {\o^ws)  so  that  the 
lamps  looked  to  the  east  and  south  (Joseph.  Ant. 
iii.  6,  §  7;  Ex.  xxv.  37);  hence  the  central  was 
called  "the  western"  b  up,  according  to  some, 
though  others  render  it  '  the  evening  lamp,"  and 
say  that  it  alone  burned  per[)etually  (Ex.  xxvii.  20, 
21),  the  others  not  being  lit  during  the  day,  al- 
though the  Holy  Place  was  dark  (Ex.  xxx.  8;  1 
Mace.  iv.  50).  In  1  Sam.  iii.  3  we  have  the  ex- 
pression "ere  the  lamp  of  God  went  out  in  the 
temple  of  the  Lord,"  and  this,  taken  in  connection 
with  2  Chr.  xiii.  11  and  Lev.  xxiv.  2,  3,  would 
seem  to  imply  that  "always"  and  "continually," 
merely  mean  "tempore  constitute,"  i.  e.  by  night; 
especially  as  Aaron  is  said  to  have  dressed  the  lamps 
every  morning  and  lighted  them  every  evening. 
Rabbi  Kimchi  (ad  he. )  says  that  the  other  lamps 
often  went  out  at  night,  but  "  they  always  found 
the  western  Limp  burning."  They  were  ea«h  sup- 
plied with  cotton,  and  half  a  log  of  the  purest 
olive-oil  (about  two  wine-glasses),  which  was  suf- 
ficient to  keep  them  burning  during  a  long  night 
(Winer). 

The  priest  in  the  morning  trimmed  the  lamps 

with  golden  snuflTers  (D")npV^  :  iirapvcrripes- 
foi-cipes),  and  carried  away  the  snufF  in  golden 

dishes  (Hinn^  :  hroOefiaTa'-  acerrce,  Ex.  xxv. 
38).  When  carried  about,  the  candlestick  was  cov- 
ered with  a  cloth  of  blue,  and  put  with  its  append- 
ages in  badger-skin  bags,  which  were  supported  on 
a  bar  (Num.  iv.  9). 

In  Solomon's  temple,  instead  of  this  candlestick 
(or  besides  it,  as  the  Rabbis  say,  for  what  became 
of  it  we  do  not  know),  there  were  10  golden  can- 
dlesticks similarly  embossed,  5  on  the  right  and  5 
on  the  left  (1  K.  vii.  49;  2  Chr.  iv.  7).  "These  are 
said  to  have  formed  a  sort  of  railing  before  the 
vail,  and  to  have  been  connected  by  golden  chains, 
under  which,  on  the  day  of  atonement,  the  high- 
priest  crept.  They  wei-e  taken  to  Babylon  (Jer. 
Iii.  19). 

In  the  temple  of  Zerubbatel  there  was  again  a 
single  candlestick  (1  Mace.  i.  21,  iv.  49).     It  was 


Candlestick.     (From  Arch  of  Titus.) 

taken  from  the  Herodian  temple  by  Titus,  and  car- 
ried in  triumph  immediately  before  the  conqueror 
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(Joseph.  B.  J.  vii.  5,  §  5).  The  description  given 
of  its  kIuv  and  Aeirrol  Kav\iaKot  by  Josephus, 
agrees  only  tolerably  with  the  deeply  interesting 
sculpture  on  the  Arch  of  Titus;  but  he  drops  a 
hint  that  it  was  not  identical  with  the  one  used  in 
the  Temple,  saying  (possibly  in  allusion  to  the  fan- 
tastic griftins,  <tc.,  sculptured  on  the  pediment, 
which  are  so  much  worn  that  we  found  it  difficult 
to  make  theui  out),  rh  ipyov  e^i)WaKro  ttjs  Kara 
r^v  Tj/jLtrtpav  XPVC"'  cvvr^deias-  where  see  Whis- 
ton's  note.  Hence  Jahn  (llebr.  Com.  §  clix. )  says 
that  the  candlestick  carried  in  the  triumph  was 
"  somewhat  different  from  the  yolden  candlestick  of 
the  temple."  These  questions  are  examined  in  Ice- 
land's treatise  De  Spoliis  TempU  Hierosol.  in  Arcu 
Titiano  conspicuis.  The  general  accuracy  of  the 
sculpture  is  undoubted  (IMdeaux,  Con.  i.  166). 

After  the  triumph  the  candlestick  was  deposited 
in  the  Temple  of  Peace,  and  according  to  one  story 
fell  into  the  Tiber  from  the  Milvian  bridge  during 
the  flight  of  Maxentius  from  Constantine,  Oct.  28, 
312  A.  D. ;  but  it  probably  was  among  the  spoils 
transferred,  at  the  end  of  400  years,  from  Rome  to 
Carthage  by  Genseric,  a.  d.  455  (Gibbon,  iii.  291). 
It  was  recovered  by  Belisarius,  once  more  carried 
in  triumph  to  Constantinople,  "  and  then  respect- 
fully deposited  in  the  Christian  church  of  Jerusa- 
lem "  {Id.  iv.  24),  A.  D.  533.  It  has  never  been 
heard  of  since. 

When  our  Lord  cried  "  I  am  the  light  of  the 
world "  (John  viii.  12),  the  allusion  was  prob- 
ably suggested  by  the  two  large  golden  chandeliers, 
lighted  in  the  court  of  the  women  during  the  Feast 
of  Tabernacles,  which  illuminated  all  Jerusalem 
(Wetstein,  ad  loc),  or  perhaps  to  the  lighting  of 
this  colossal  candlestick,  "  the  more  remarkable  in 
the  profound  darkness  of  an  Oriental  town  "  (Stan- 
ley, S.  (f  P.  p.  428).  F.  W.  F. 

*  According  to  the  description  given  in  Ex.  xxv. 
31-37,  the  candelabrum,  or  chandelier,  of  the  tab- 
ernacle (improperly  called  candlestick  in  the  com- 
mon EngUsh  version)  was  constructed  as  follows: 

From  a  base  or  stand  (called  'i]~]^,  properly  the 
upper  portion  of  the  thigh  where  it  joins  the  body, 
and  hence,  naturally,  the  support  on  which  a  struct- 
ure rests)  rose  an  upright  central  shaft  (n.2p, 
a  reed,  cane)  bearing  the  central  lamp;  from  two 
opposite  sides  of  it  proceeded  other  shafts  (D^S^), 
three  on  a  side,  making  six  branches  from  the  main 
shaft,  all  being  in  the  same  plane  with  it,  and  each 
bearing  a  lamp. 

As  parts  of  the  main  shaft  and  its  branches, 
serving  for  ornaments  of  the  structure,  are  men- 
tioned flower-cups  (^'^'Dl^,  properly  a  cup  or  bowl, 
hence,  the  calyx  or  outer  covering  of  a  flower),  cajrl- 
tah  (in?3,  ci-oii.-n  of  a  column,  its  capital,  Am. 

ix.  1;  Zeph.  ii.  14),  and  flmcers  (n"}Q).  In 
ghape,  the  capital  may  have  had  the  rounded  form 
of  fruit,  as  indicated  in  some  of  the  ancient  ver- 
sions and  Josephus. 

From  the  representation  in  verses  33-35,  these 
parts  appear  to  have  been  arranged  as  follows: 
Each  of  the  six  side-branches  (ver.  33)  had  three 
flower-cups  (calyxes)  shaped  like  the  calyx  of  the 
almond  IJos-som,  and  terminated  m  a  crown  or  cap- 
ital, with  its  ornamental  flower,  as  a  receptacle  for 
the  lamn.  The  central  shaft  (vers.  34,  35)  was 
jomposeS  of  four  such  combinations  of  calyx,  capi- 
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tal,  and  flower,  each  pair  of  side-branches  i-esting 
on  the  capital  (ver.  35)  of  one  of  the  three  lower, 
the  fourth  and  uppermost  bearing  the  central 
lamp. 

As  thus  undei-stood,  the  passage  is  interpreted 
according  to  its  strictest  grammatical  construction, 
and  each  term  is  taken  in  its  ordinary  acceptation 
in  the  Hebrew  Scriptures.  The  form,  as  thus  repre^ 
sented,  is  more  symmetrical  than  the  one  sculpt- 
ured on  the  Arch  of  Titus,  which  plainly  conflicts 
with  some  points  in  the  description,  and  has  no 
historical  claim  to  represent  the  form  of  the  candel- 
abrum of  the  first  Hebrew  tabeniacle. 

Whether  the  lamps  were  all  on  the  same  level, 
as  supposed  to  be  represented  on  the  Arch  of  Titus 
(for  the  central  shaft  is  defaced  at  the  top),  whether 
the  central  lamp  was  highest,  as  supposed  by 
Ewald,  and  whether  the  seven  lamps  were  arranged 
in  a  pjTamidal  form,  as  supposed  by  Scachius,  is 
matter  of  mere  speculation.  But  on  either  of  the 
two  latter  suppositions,  the  structure  is  not  oidy 
more  symmetrically  artistic  in  itself,  but  harmo- 
nizes better  with  the  designation  of  the  central 

shaft  by  the  general  name  of  the  whole  (n"13^, 
in  ver.  34),  the  other  parts  being  only  its  subordinate 
appendages.  Keil,  in  the  Bibl.  Commentar  of 
Keil  and  Delitzsch,  and  in  his  Archaolo<jie,  where 
an  engraved  representation  is  given,  arbitrarily  re- 
verses the  order  of  the    1?"'32    and  the   "1^123, 

-      ■  T  ;  - ' 

as  given  three  times  in  the  Hebrew  text. 

The  term  candlestick  (A.  V.)  is  obviously  inap- 
propriate here.  It  is  also  improperly  used  in  the 
New  Testament  in  passages  where  lamp-stand  is 
meant  by  the  Greek  word  {Kvxvia)- 

As  to  the  allusion  in  our  Saviour's  words,  "I 
am  the  Ught  of  the  world,"  it  has  been  shown  by 
Liicke  (who  examines  the  subject  minutely),  and 
by  Meyer,  that  they  could  not  have  been  suggested 
by  the  lighting  of  the  lamps  in  the  temple.  On 
the  contrary,  there  is  a  manifest  reference  to  the 
repeated  and  familiar  predictions  of  the  Messiah,  as 
"a  light  of  the  Gentiles"  (Is.  xlii.  C,  xhx.  6),  as 
"  the  Sun  of  righteousness  "  (Mai.  iv.  2),  to  which 
allusion  is  made  in  Luke  i.  78,  79,  as  "  the  day- 
spring  from  on  high,"  "  to  give  light  to  them  that 
sit  in  darkness."  Comp.  Matt.  iv.  16;  Luke  ii. 
32.  T.  J.  C. 

CANE.     [Reed.] 

CANKERWORM.     [Locust.] 

CAN'NEH  (nS3,  one  Codex  H^bD  :  Xa- 
vai.;  Alex.  Xavaaf.  CTene),  Ez.  xxvii.  23.     [Cal,- 

NKH.] 

CANON   OF  SCRIPTURE,  THE,  may 

be  generally  described  as  "  the  collection  of  books 
which  forms  the  original  and  authoritative  written 
rule  of  the  faith  and  practice  of  the  Christian 
Church."  Starting  from  this  definition  it  will  be 
the  object  of  the  present  article  to  examine  shortly, 
I.  The  original  meaning  of  the  term ;  II.  The  Jew- 
ish Canon  of  the  Old  Testament  Scriptures  as  to 
(a)  its  formation,  and  (/3)  extent;  III.  The  Chris- 
tian ( "anon  of  the  Old ;  and  IV.  of  the  New  Tes- 
tament. 

I.  The  we  of  (he  icord  Canon.  —  The  word 
Canon  {Viavwv,  akin  to  "^'.r'  [cf.  Gesen.  Thes.  s. 
v.],  kAvi),  Kivva,  ranna  [canalis,  channel],  cane, 
camum)  in  classical  Greek  is  (1.)  properly  a  straight 
rod,  as  the  rod  of  a  shield,  or  that  used  in  weaving 
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(Uciatorium),  or  a  carpenter's  rule.  (2.)  The  last 
asage  offers  an  easy  transition  to  the  metaphorical 
use  of  the  word  for  a  testing  rule  in  ethics  (comp. 
Arist.  Eth.  Nic.  iii.  4,  5),  or  in  art  (the  Carwn  of 
Polycletus;  Luc.  de  Salt.  p.  946  B.),  or  in  language 
(the  Canons  of  Grammar).  The  varied  gift  of 
tongues,  according  to  the  ancient  interpretation  of 
Acts  ii.  7,  was  regarded  as  the  "  canon  "  or  test 
which  determined  the  direction  of  the  labors  of  the 
several  Apostles  (Severian.  ap.  Cram.  Cat.  in  Act. 
ii-  7,  SiSorai  tKi<Tra>  yXaxrara  Kaddwep  Kav<i>v)- 
Chronological  tables  were  called  Kav6ves  xpo""'"^ 
(Plut.  Sol.  p.  27);  and  the  summary  of  a  book 
was  called  Kavciu,  as  giving  the  "  rule,"  as  it  were, 
of  its  composition.  The  Alexandrine  grammarians 
appUed  the  word  in  this  sense  to  the  great  "  clas- 
sical "  writers,  who  were  styled  "the  rule"  {6 
Kavciv),  or  the  perfect  model  of  style  and  language. 
(3.)  But  in  addition  to  these  active  meanings  the 
word  was  also  used  passively  for  a  measured  space 
(at  Olympia),  and,  in  later  times,  for  a  fixed  tax 
(Du  Cange,  s.  v.  Canon). 

The  ecclesiastical  usage  of  the  word  offers  a  com- 
plete parallel  to  the  classical.     It  occurs  in  the 
LXX.  in  its  literal  sense  (Jud.  xiii.  6),  and  again 
in  Aquila   (Job  xxxviii.  5).     In  the  N.  T.  it  is 
found  in  two  places  in  St.  Paul's  epistles  (Gal.  vi. 
16;  2  Cor.  x.  13-16),  and  in  the  second  place  the 
transition  from  an  active  to  a  passive  sense  is  wor- 
thy of  notice.     In  patristic  writings  the  word  is 
commonly  used  both  as   "a  rule"  in  the  widest 
sense,  and  especially  in  the  phrases  "  the  rule  of  the 
Church,"  "the  rule  of  faith,"  the  rule  of  truth" 
(6  Kav(j}V  T%s  iKKKriffias,  6  Kavb)V  rrfs  a\r]d(ias, 
6  Kavdiv  rrjj  Tri(TTea>s\  and  so  also  Kavaiv  eKKKr]- 
Tia(TTii{6s,  and  6  Kavciu  simply).     This  rule  was 
j,rded  either  as  the  abstract,  ideal  standard,  em- 
lied  only  in  the  life  and  action  of  the  Church ; 
r,  again,  as  the  concrete,  definite  creed,  which  set 
th  the  facts  from  which  that  life  sprang  (reg- 
Tertull.   de  Virg.  vel.  1).      In    the    fourth 
ntury,  when  the  practice  of  the  Church  was  fur- 
her   systematized,  the  decisions   of  synods  were 
tjled  "  Canons,"  and  the  discipline  by  which  min- 
ers were  bound  was  technically  "the  Rule,"  and 
hose  who  were  thus  bound  were  styled   Canonici 
^'CanoHs").      In  the  phrase  "the  canon  (t.  e. 
part)  of  the  mass,"  from  which  the  popular 
ase  of  "canonize"  is  derived,  the  passive  sense 
ain  prevailed. 
As  applied  to  Scripture  the  derivatives  of  Kavdov 
used  long  before  the  simple  word.     The  Latin 
islation  of  Origen  speaks  of  Scriptures  Canon- 
{de  Princ.  iv.  33),  Ubri  regulares  (Comm.  in 
(att.  §  117),  and  Ubri  canonizati  {id.  §  28).     In 
pother  place  the  phrase  hnheri  in  Canone  {Prol. 
Cant.  s.  f.)  occurs,  but  probably  only  as  a  trans- 
tion  of  Kavovi^ecrdai,  which  is  used  in  this  and  cog- 
ate  senses  m  Athanasius  {Kp.  Fest.),  the  Laodi- 
le  Canons   {a,Kay6vi(rTa,    Can.  lix.),  and  later 
titers.     This  circumstance  seems  to  show  that  the 
tie  "  Canonical "  was  first  given  to  writings  in  the 
ase  of  "  admitted  by  the  rule,"  and  not  as  '■'■foi-m- 


«  Credner  accepts  the  popular  interpretation,  as  if 

aonical  were  equivalent   to  "  having  the  force  of 

ftw,"  and  supposes  that  scripturm  Ifgis,  a  phrase  oc- 

ring  in  the  time  of  the  persecution  of  Diocletian, 

Bpretents  ypouj>a.l  Kavovoi,  which  however  does  not,  as 

as  I  know,  occur  anywhere  (Zur  Gesch.  d.  Kan. 

.  67).     The  terms  cnnnniral  and  canonize  are  prob- 

bly  of  Alexandrine   origin ;    but  there  is  not  the 

;htest  evidence  for  connecting  the  "  canon  "  of  clas- 
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ing  part  of  and  giving  the  rule."  It  is  true  that 
an  ambiguity  thus  attaches  to  the  word,  which  may 
mean  only  "  publicly  used  in  the  Church ;  "  but  such 
an  ambiguity  may  find  many  parallels,  and  usage 
tended  to  remove  it.«  The  spirit  of  Christendom 
recognized  the  books  which  truly  expressed  its  es- 
sence; and  in  lapse  of  time,  when  that  spirit  was 
deadened  by  later  overgrowths  of  superstition,  the 
written  "Rule"  occupied  the  place  and  received 
the  name  of  that  vital  "Rule"  by  which  it  was 
first  stamped  with  authority  (5  Kaviiu  t5js  aA.7j- 
deias  at  dfiai  ypa<pai,  Isid.  Pelus.  £p.  cxiv. ;  comp. 
Aug.  de  doctr.  Chr.  iv.  9  (6);  and  as  a  contrast 
Anon.  ap.  Euseb.  H.  E.  v.  28). 

The  first  direct  application  of  the  term  Kavdiu  to 
the  Scriptures  seems  to  be  in  the  verses  of  Amphi- 
lochius  (c.  380  a.  d.),  who  concludes  his  well-known 
Catalogue  of  the  Scriptures  with  the  words  oStos 
i.'<^iv^i(TTaTOS  Kaviiy  tiv  eiri  tuv  QeoirvevffTOiv 
ypa<pwv,  where  the  word  indicates  the  rule  by 
which  the  contents  of  the  Bible  must  be  deter- 
mined, and  thus  secondarily  an  index  of  the  con- 
stituent books.  Among  Latin  writers  the  word  is 
commonly  found  from  the  time  of  Jerome  {Prol. 
Gal.  .  .  .  Tobias  et  Judith  non  sunt  in  Canone) 
and  Augustine  {De  Civ.  xvii.  24,  .  .  .  perpauci 
auctoritalem  Canonis  obtinuerunt;  id.  xviii.  38, 
.  .  .  inveniuntur  in  Canone),  and  their  usage  of 
the  word,  which  is  wider  than  that  of  Greek  writers, 
is  the  source  of  its  modern  acceptation. 

The  uncanonical  books  were  described  simply  as 
"those  without,"  or  "those  uncanonized"  (o/ca- 
v6viaTa,  Cone.  Load.  lix.).  The  Apocrj-phal  books, 
which  were  supposed  to  occupy  an  intermediate 
position,  were  called  "  books  read  "  {avayiyvoiffKi- 
fJieva,  Athan.  Ep.  Fest.),  or  "ecclesiastical"  {ec- 
clesiastici,  Rufin.  in  SymJ).  Apost.  §  38),  though 
the  latter  title  was  also  applied  to  the  canonical 
Scriptures  (Leont.  /.  c.  infr.).  The  canonical  books 
(Leont.  de  Sect.  ii.  ra  Kavoy  i^6  /jif  va  ^tPxia) 
were  also  called  "books  of  the  Testament"  (eV- 
SidOriKa  $ifi\ia),  and  Jerome  styled  the  whole  col- 
lection by  the  striking  name  of  "  the  holy  library  " 
{Biblioiheca  sancta),  which  happily  expresses  the 
unity  and  variety  of  the  Bible  (Credner,  Zur  Gesch, 
d.  Kan.  §  1;  Hist,  of  Canon  of  N.  T.  App.  D). 

II.  (o)  The  formation  of  the  Jewish  Canon.  — 
The  history  of  the  Jewish  Canon  in  the  earliest 
times  is  beset  with  the  greatest  diflSculties.  Before 
the  period  of  the  exile  only  faint  traces  occur  of  the 
solemn  preservation  and  use  of  sacred  books.  Ac- 
cording to  the  command  of  Moses  the  "  book  of  the 
law  "  was  "  put  in  the  side  of  the  ark  "  (Deut.  xxxi. 
25  ff.),  but  not  in  it  (1  K.  viii.  9;  comp.  Joseph. 
Ant.  iii.  i.  7,  v.  1,  17),  and  thus  in  the  reign  of 
Josiah,  Hilkiah  is  said  to  have  "  found  the  book  of 
the  law  in  the  house  of  the  Lord  "  (2  K.  xxii.  8; 
comp.  2  Chi-,  xxxiv.  14).  This  "  book  of  the  law," 
which,  in  addition  to  the  direct  precepts  (Ex.  xxiv. 
7),  contamed  general  exhortations  (Deut.  xxviii. 
61)  and  historical  narratives  (Ex.  xvii.  14),  was 
further  increased  by  the  records  of  Joshua  (Josh. 
xxiv.  26),  and  probably  by  other  writings  (1  Sam. 

sical  authors  ivith  the  "  canon "  of  Scripture,  not- 
withstanding the  tempting  analogy.  If  it  could  be 
shown  that  6  Kaviiiv  was  used  at  an  early  period  for 
the  list  of  sacred  books,  then  it  would  be  the  simplest 
interpretation  to  take  Ka.vovCie<Tda.i.  in  the  sense  of 
■■  being  entered  on  the  list."  [For  this  view  see  F.  C. 
Baur,  Die  Beleutung  des  Wortes  KuvSiv.  in  Ililgen. 
feld's  Zeitschr.  f.  wiss.  Theol.,  1858,  i.  141-150.1 
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X.  25),  though  It  is  impossible  to  determine  their 
contents."  At  a  subseciueut  time  collections  of 
proverbs  were  made  (Prov.  xxv.  1),  and  the  later 
prophets  (especially  Jeremiah ;  comp.  Kueper,  Jt- 
rem.  Lihror.  ss.  interp.  et  vimkx,  Berol.  1837) 
were  familiar  with  the  writings  of  their  predeces- 
sors, a  circumstance  which  may  naturally  be  con- 
nected with  the  training  of  "  the  prophetic  schools." 
It  perhaps  marks  a  further  step  in  the  formation 
of  the  Canon  when  "  the  book  of  the  Ix)rd  "  is  men- 
tioned by  Isaiali  as  a  general  collection  of  sacred 
teaching  (xxxiv.  16;  comp.  xxix.  18),  at  once  fa- 
miliar and  authoritative;  but  it  is  unhkely  that 
any  definite  collection  either  of  "the  psalms"  or 
of  "  the  prophets  "  existed  before  the  Captivity. 
At  that  time  Zechariah  speaks  of  "  the  law  "  and 
"  the  former  prophets  "  as  in  some  measure  co<>r- 
dinate  (Zech.  vii.  12);  and  Daniel  refers  to  "  <Ae 

books  "  (Dan.  ix.  2,  D^'ICDH)  in  a  planner  which 
seems  to  mark  the  prophetic  WTitings  as  already 
collected  into  a  whole.  Even  after  the  Captivity 
the  history  of  the  Canon,  like  all  Jewish  history  up 
to  the  date  of  the  Maccabees,  is  wrapt  in  great  ob- 
scurity. Faint  traditions  alone  remain  to  interpret 
results  which  are  found  realized  when  the  darkness 
is  first  cleared  away.  Popular  belief  assigned  to 
Ezra  and  "  the  great  synagogue  "  the  task  of  col- 
lecting and  promuU^ating  the  Scriptures  as  part  of 
their  work  in  organizing  the  Jewish  Church. 
Doubts  have  been  thrown  upon  this  belief  (Kau, 
Be  Synng.  m'lynd,  1726;  comp.  Ewald,  Gesch.  d. 
V.  Isr.  iv.  191),  and  it  is  difficult  to  answer  them, 
from  the  scantiness  of  the  evidence  which  can  be 
adduced ;  but  the  beUef  is  in  every  way  consistent 
with  the  history  of  Judaism  and  with  the  internal 
evidence  of  the  books  themselves.  The  later  em- 
bellishments of  the  tradition,  which  represent  Ezra 
as  the  second  author  of  all  the  books  [2  Esdkas], 
or  define  more  exactly  the  nature  of  his  work,  can 
only  be  accepted  as  signs  of  the  universal  belief  in 
his  labors,  and  ought  not  to  cast  discredit  upon  the 
simple  fact  that  the  foundation  of  the  present  Ca- 
non is  due  to  him.  Nor  can  it  be  supposed  that 
the  work  was  completed  at  once  ;  so  that  the 
account  (2  Mace.  ii.  13)  which  assigns  a  collection 
of  books  to  Nehemiah  is  in  itself  a  confirmation  of 
the  general  truth  of  the  gradual  formation  of  the 
Canon  during  the  Persian  period.  Tlie  work  of 
Nehemiah  is  not  described  as  initiatory  or  final. 
The  tradition  omits  all  mention  of  the  law,  which 
may  be  supposed  to  have  assumed  its  final  shape 
imder  Ezra,  but  says  that  Nehemiah  "  gathered 
togetlier  the  [writings]  concerning  the  kings  and 
prophets,  and  the  [writings]  of  David,  and  letters 
of  kings  concerning  oHerings  "  while  "founding  a 
library"  (xorajSoAA.i^yitej'os  ^i^MoOi)Krtv  iwtffv- 
viiyayf  rk  inpl  toiv  fiatrtAtaif  koI  TrpocpriTuv  Kal 
rk  Tov  Aoul5  koI  iirtaToKas  fiaaiKfuv  irtpX  hva- 
OfudTwy;  2  Mace.  I.  c).  The  various  classes  of 
books  were  tlms  completed  in  succession;  and  this 


a  According  to  some  (Fabric.  Cod.  Pseudep.  V.  T. 
I.  1113),  this  collection  of  sacred  books  was  preserved 
by  Jeremiah  at  the  destruction  of  the  Temple  (i-onip. 
2  Maec.  ii.  4  f.);  according  to  others  it  was  consumed 
together  with  the  ark  (Epiph.  de  Pond.  civ.  ii.  102). 
In  2  K.  xxii.  8  ff.,  2  Ohr.  xxxiv.  14  ff.,  mention  is  made 
■>nly  of  tke.  L/iw. 

b  The  reference  to  the  work  of  Judas  Mace,  in  2 
Mace.  ii.  14,  axravTw?  Sk  Koi.  'louSaj  to.  JSiaTreirTujKOTa 
Sia  rbi/  iroAeiiioi'  tov  ytyovora.  ruilv  iniavvriyaye  navra, 
«oi  i<rTi  Trap'  riiilv,  appears  firom  the  connection  to  refer 
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view  harmonizes  with  what  must  have  been  the 
natural  development  of  the  Jewish  faith  after  the 
Return.  The  Constitution  of  the  Church  and  the 
formation  of  the  Canon  were  both  from  their  nature 
gradual  and  mutually  dependent.  The  constructioil 
of  an  ecclesiastical  polity  involved  the  practical  de- 
terminatiou  of  the  divine  rule  of  truth,  though,  as 
in  the  parallel  case  of  the  Christian  Scriptures, 
open  persecution  first  gave  a  clear  and  distinct  ex- 
pression to  the  imphcit  faith. 

The  persecution  of  Antiochus  (b.  c.  168)  was  for 
the  Old  Testament  what  the  persecution  of  Dio- 
cletian was  for  the  New,  the  final  crisis  which 
stamped  the  sacred  writings  with  their  pecuUar 
character.  The  king  sought  out  "  the  books  of 
the  law"  (to  /SijSAi'a  tov  v6fxov,  1  Mace.  i.  50) 
and  burnt  them;  and  the  possession  of  a  "book 
of  the  covenant  "  (  0t^\iov  Sia07JKrjj)  was  a  cap- 
ital crime  (Joseph.  AiU.  xii.  5,  §  4,  j)<i>avl((TO 
eXirov  ^i^Kos  evpeBeiri  ifpa  Kal  vSfios  ....). 
According  to  the  common  tradition,  tliis  proscrip- 
tion of  "  the  law  "  led  to  the  public  use  of  the  writ- 
ings of  the  prophets,  and  without  discussing  the 
accuracy  of  this  belief,  it  is  evident  that  the  gen- 
eral effect  of  such  a  persecution  would  be,  to  direct 
the  attention  of  the  people  more  closely  to  the  books 
which  they  connected  with  the  original  foundation 
of  their  faith.  And  this  was  in  fact  the  result  of 
the  great  trial.  After  the  Maccabrean  persecution 
the  history  of  the  formation  of  the  Canon  is  merged 
in  the  history  of  its  contents.''  The  Bible  appears 
from  that  time  as  a  whole,  though  it  was  natiu-al 
that  the  several  parts  were  not  yet  placed  on  an 
equal  footing,  nor  regarded  universally  and  in  every 
resiiect  with  equal  reverence  <^  (comp.  Zmiz,  Die  goU 
tesd.  Vortr.  d.  Juden,  pp.  14,  25,  &c.). 

But  while  the  combined  evidence  of  tradition 
and  of  the  general  course  of  Jewish  history  leads 
to  the  conclusion  that  the  Canon  in  its  present 
shape  was  formed  gradually  during  a  lengthened 
interval,  beginning  with  lira  and  extending  through 
a  part  or  even  the  whole  (Neh.  xii.  11,  22)  of  the 
Persian  period  (b.  c.  458-332),  when  the  cessation 
of  the  prophetic  gift ''  pointed  out  the  necessity  and 
defined  the  Umits  of  the  collection,  it  is  of  the  ut- 
most importance  to  notice  that  the  collection  was 
peculiar  in  character  and  circumscribed  in  contents. 
All  the  evidence  which  can  be  obtauied,  though  it 
is  confessedly  scanty,  tends  to  show  that  it  is  false, 
both  in  theory  and  fact,  to  describe  the  O.  T.  as 
"  all  the  relics  of  the  Hebraeo-Chaldaic  literature 
up  to  a  certain  ejioch  "  (De  Wette,  AVn/.  §  8),  if 
the  phrase  is  intended  to  refer  to  the  time  when 
the  Canon  was  completed.  The  epilogue  of  Eccle- 
siastes  (xii.  11  ff.)  speaks  of  an  extensive  hterature, 
with  which  the  teaching  of  Wisdom  is  contrasted, 
and  "  weariness  of  tlie  flesh  "  is  descril)efl  as  the 
result  of  the  study  bestowed  uiwn  it.  It  is  im- 
possible that  these  "many  writings"  can  have 
perished  in  the  interval  l>etween  the  comiwsition 
of  Ecclesiastes  and   the  Greek  invasion,  and  the 


in  particular  to  his  care  with  regard  to  the  restitution 
of  the  copies  of  the  sacred  writings  which  were  "  lost " 
(fitaireiTTiofCOTa).  It  is  of  importance  to  notice  that  the 
work  was  a  n/norniinti,  and  not  a  new  enUictitm. 

c  Yet  the  distinction  between  the  three  de(rreeg  of 
Inspiration  which  were  applied  by  Abarbanel  (Kell, 
Einl.  §  158,  6)  to  the  three  classes  of  writings  is  un- 
known to  the  early  rabbins. 

''  After  Malachi,  according  to  the  Jewish  tradition 
(Vitringa,  OOs.  tkin.  vi.  6 ;  ap.  Kell,  /.  c). 
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Apocrj-pha  includes  several  fragments  which  must 
be  referred  to  the  Persian  period  (Buxtorf,  Tiberias, 
10  f. ;  Hottinger,  Thes.  Phil. ;  Hengstenberg,  i?ej- 
trage,  i. ;  Havernick,  Jiinl.  i. ;  Oehler,  art.  Kaiwn 
d.  A.  T.  in  Herzog's  EncyU.). 

(|8)  The  contents  of  the  Jewish  Cawon.  —  The  first 
notice  of  the  0.  T.  as  consisting  of  distinct  and 
definite  parts  occurs  in  the  prologue  to  the  Greek 
translation  of  the  Wisdom  of  Sirach  (Ecclesiasticus). 
The  date  of  this  is  disputed  [Exjclesiasticus  ; 
Jesus  son  of  SirachJ  ;  but  if  we  admit  the 
later  date  (c.  b.  c.  131),  it  falls  in  with  what  has 
been  said  on  the  effect  of  the  Antiochian  persecu- 
tion. After  that  "  the  law,  the  prophecies,  and  the 
remainder  of  the  books  "  are  mentioned  as  integral 
sections  of  a  completed  whole  (6  v6fJios,  Kal  ai 
Trpo<py]Teiai,  koX  Tck  \oi7rck  raiv  fiifiKiuy),  and  the 
phrase  which  designates  the  last  class  suggests  no 
reason  for  supjwsing  that  that  was  still  indefinite 
and  open  to  additions.  A  like  threefold  classifica- 
tion is  used  for  describing  the  entire  O.  T.  in  the 
Gospel  of  St.  Luke  (xxiv.  44,  eV  r^i  y6fj,<j}  Mwiitreccy 
Kol  ■irpo<piiTais  Kal  ^a\fj.o7s;  comp.  Acts  xxviii.  2-3), 
and  appears  again  in  a  passage  of  Philo,  where  the 
Therapeutae  are  said  to  find  their  true  food  in  "  laws 
and  oracles  utterefl  by  prophets,  and  hymns  and 
(ret  SWa)  the  other  [books  V j  by  which  knowledge 
and  piety  are  increasetl  and  perfected"  (Philo,  de 
Vita  cont.  3).     [Bible.] 

The  triple  division  of  the  0.  T.  is  itself  not  a 
mere  accidental  or  arbitrary  arrangement,  but  a 
reflection  of  the  different  stages  of  religious  devel- 
opment through  which  the  Jewish  nation  passed. 
The  Law  is  the  foundation  of  the  whole  revelation, 
the  special  discipline  by  which  a  chosen  race  was 
trained  from  a  savage  willfuhiess  to  the  accompUsh- 
ment  of  its  divine  work.  The  Prophets  portray 
the  struggles  of  the  same  people  when  they  came 
into  closer  connection  with  the  kingdoms  of  the 
world,  and  were  led  to  look  for  the  inward  antitypes 
of  the  outward  precepts.  The  Hagiographa  carry 
the  divine  lesson  yet  further,  and  show  its  working 
in  the  various  phases  of  individual  life,  and  in  rela 
tion  to  the  great  problems  of  thought  and  feeling, 
which  present  themselves  by  a  necessary  law  in  the 
later  stages  of  civilization  (comp.  Oehler,  art.  Ka- 
non,  in  Herzog's  Encykl.  p.  253). 

The  general  contents  of  these  three  classes  still, 
however,  remain  to  be  determined.  Josephus, 
the  earliest  direct  witness  on  the  subject,  enumer- 
ates twenty-two  books  "  which  are  justly  believed  to 
he  divine  "  (to  Sikoicos  6fta  TrewKTTfvfxeva)  '■  five 
books  of  .Moses,  thirteen  of  the  prophets,  extending 
to  the  reign  of  Artaxerxes  (*.  e.  Esther,  according 
to  Josephus),"  and  four  which  contain  hymns  and 
directions  for  life  (.Joseph,  c.  Apion.  i.  8).  Still 
there  is  some  ambiguity  in  this  enumeration,  for 


a  The  limit  fixed  by  JosephvLs  marks  the  period  to 
which  the  prophetic  history  extended,  and  not,  as  is 
commoaly  said,  the  diite  at  which  the  0.  T.  canon 
was  itself  finally  closed. 

*  In  Ant.  xiii.  10,  §  6,  Josephus  simply  says  that 
the  Sadducees  rejected  the  precepts  which  were  not  con- 
tained in  the  laws  of  Moses  (anep  ovk  ivayeypamai, 
iv  TOis  Mioiio-e'ios  vofi.oL';),  but  derived  only  from  tradi- 
tion (to.  €K  TTdpaioo-ews,  opposed  to  to.  yeypafi.iJ.fva). 
Hie  statement  has  no  connection  whatever  with  the 
'ther  writings  of  the  Canon. 

The  Canon  of  the  Samarit.ujs  was  confined  to  the 
Pentateuch,  not  so  much  from  their  hostility  to  the 
Jews,  as  from  their  undue  exaltation  of  the  Law  (Keil, 
VXnl.  §  218). 
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in  order  to  make  up  the  numbers,  it  is  necessary 
either  to  rank  Job  among  the  prophets,  or  to  ex- 
clude one  book,  and  in  that  case  probably  Eccle- 
siastes,  from  the  Hagiographa.  The  former  alter- 
native is  the  more  probable,  for  it  is  worthy  of 
special  notice  that  Josephus  regards  primarily  the 
historic  character  of  the  prophets  (t^  /cot'  aurovs 
irpaxOfVTa  ffvveypwiiav),  a  circumstance  which 
explains  his  deviation  from  the  common  arrange- 
ment in  regard  to  the  later  annals  (1  and  2  Chr., 
Ezr.,  Neh.),  and  Daniel  and  Job,  though  he  is  si- 
lent as  to  the  latter  in  his  narrative  (comp.  Orig. 
ap.  Euseb.  H.  E.  vi.  25).  The  later  history,  he 
adds,  has  also  been  written  ui  detail,  but  the  records 
have  not  been  esteemed  worthy  of  the  same  credit, 
"  because  the  accurate  succession  of  the  prophets 
was  not  preserved  in  their  case  "  (Sick  rh  fi^  yt- 
yecrOai  t^v  tuv  TrpoKpriTwv  dfc/x/Sf)  SiaSoxh")- 
"  But  what  faith  we  place  in  our  own  Scriptures 
(ypafi/xuffiy)  is  seen  in  our  conduct.  They  have 
suffered  no  addition,  diminution,  or  ch.ange.  From 
our  infancy  we  learn  to  regard  them  as  decrees  of 
God  (06o5  Soyfj-ara);  we  observe  them,  and  if 
need  be,  we  gladly  die  for  them  "  (c.  Apiwi.  i,  8; 
comp.  Euseb.  H.  E.  iii.  10). 

In  these  words  Josephus  clearly  expresses  not  his 
own  private  opinion,  nor  the  opinion  of  his  sect, 
the  Pharisees,  but  the  general  opinion  of  his  coun- 
trymen. The  popular  belief  that  the  Sadducees 
received  only  the  books  of  Moses  (Tertull.  De 
Prcescr.  Hceret.  45 ;  Hieron.  in  Maith.  xxii.  31,  p. 
181;  Origen,  c.  Cels.  i.  49),  rests  on  no  sufficient 
authority ;  and  if  they  had  done  so,  Josephus  could 
not' have  failed  to  notice  the  fact  in  his  account  of 
the  different  sects  [Sadducees].*  In  the  tradi- 
tions of  the  Talmud,  on  the  other  hand,  GamaUel 
is  represented  as  using  passages  from  the  Prophets 
and  the  Hagiographa  in  his  controversies  with 
them,  and  they  reply  with  quotations  from  the 
same  sources  without  scruple  or  objection.  (Comp. 
Eichhom,  Einl.  §  35;  Lightfoot,  Hora  Hebr.  et 
Talm.  ii.  616;  C.  F.  Schmid,  Enarr.  Sent  Fl.Jo- 
sephi  de  Libris  V.  T.  1777;  G.  Giildenapfel,  Dis- 
sert. Josephi  de  Sadd.  Can.  Sent,  exkibens,  1804.) 

The  casual  quotations  of  Josephus  agree  with  his 
express  Canon.  With  the  exception  of  Prov., 
Eccles.,  and  Cant.,  which  furnished  no  materials 
for  his  work,  and  Job,  which,  even  if  historical, 
offered  no  pomt  of  contact  with  other  history,  he 
uses  all  the  other  books  either  as  divinely  inspired 
writings  (5  Moses,  Is.,  Jer.,  Ez.,  Dan.,  12  Proph.), 
or  as  authoritative  sources  of  truth. 

The  \vritings  of  the  N.  T.  completely  confirm 
the  testimony  of  Josephus.  Coincidences  of  lan- 
guage show  that  the  Apostles  were  familiar  with 
several  of  the  Apocryphal  books  (Bleek,  Ueber  d. 
Stelluny  d.  Apokr.  u.  s.  w.  in  Stud.  u.  Krit.  1853, 
pp.  267  flf. ) ;  '^  but  they  do  not  contain  one  authori- 
tative or  direct  quotation  from  them,  while,  with 
the  exception  of  Judges,  EccL,  Cant.,  Esther,  Ezra, 


c  The  chief  passages  which  Bleek  quotes,  after  Stier 
and  Nitzsch,  are  James  i.  19  ||  Ecclus.  v.  11 ;  1  Pet.  i.  6, 
7  II  Wisd.  iii.  3-7 ;  Heb.  xi.  34,  35  II  2  Mace.  vi.  18  — 
vii.  42 ;  Heb.  i.  3  ||  Wisd.  vii.  26,  &c.  ;  Rom.  i.  20-32 
II  Wisd.  xiii.-xv.  ;  Rom.  ix.  21  ||  Wisd.  xv.  7 ;  Eph.  vi. 
13-17  II  Wisd.  v.  18-20.  But  it  is  obvious  that  if  these 
passages  prove  satisfactorily  that  the  Apostolic  writers 
were  acquainted  with  the  Apocryphal  books,  thej'  indi- 
cate with  equal  clearness  that  their  silence  with  regard 
to  them  cannot  have  been  purely  accidental.  An  ear- 
lier criticism  of  the  alleged  coincidences  is  giveu  in 
Cosin's  Cation  of  Scripture,  §§  35  ff. 
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and  Nehemiah,  every  other  book  in  the  Hebrew 
Canon  is  used  either  for  illustration  or  proof." 

Several  of  the  early  fathers  desenbe  the  contents 
of  the  Hebrew  Canon  in  terms  which  generally 
agree  with  the  results  already  obtained.  Mklito 
of  Sardis  (c.  179  A.  n.)  in  a  journey  to  the  East 
made  the  question  of  the  exact  number  and  order 
of  "the  books  of  the  Old  Testament"  a  subject  of 
special  inquiry,  to  satisfy  the  wishes  of  a  friend 
(Euseb.  //.  E.  iv.  26).  He  gives  the  result  in  the 
following  form ;  the  books  are,  5  Moses  .  .  .  Josh., 
Jud.,  Ruth,  4  K.,  2  Chr.,  l*s.,  I'rov.  {laKoixSivos 
Xlapoifiiai  /col  2o<^io),  EccL,  Cant.,  Job,  Is.,  Jer., 
12  l*roph.,  Dan.,  Ez.,  Esdr.  The  arrangement  is 
peculiar,  and  the  books  of  Nehemiah  and  Esther 
are  wanting.  The  former  is  without  doubt  included 
in  the  general  title  "  Esdras,"  and  it  has  been  con- 
jectured (Eichhorn,  Einl.  §  52 ;  comp.  Kouth,  Etl. 
Slier,  i.  130)  that  l-Uther  may  have  formed  part  of 
the  same  collection  of  records  of  the  history  after 
the  exile.*  The  testimony  of  Obigen  labors  under 
a  similar  difficulty.  According  to  the  present  Greek 
text  (Euseb.  H.  E.  vi.  25;  In  Ps.  i.  Philoc.  3), 
in  enumerating  the  22  books  "  which  the  Hebrews 
hand  down  as  included  in  the  Testament  {iySiaO'fi- 
Koi/j),"  he  omits  the  book  of  the  12  minor  proph- 
ets, and  adds  "  the  Letter  "  to  the  book  of  Jeremiah 
and  Lamentations  {'lepe/xias  aiiv  Bp^yots  koI  rfj 
iirtcrToXij  4y  ivl)-  The  number  is  thus  imperfect, 
and  the  Latin  version  of  Kufinus  has  rightly  pre- 
served the  book  of  the  12  prophets  in  the  cat^ilogue 
placing  it  after  Cant,  and  before  the  greater  proph- 
ets, a  strange  position,  which  can  hardly  have  been 
due  to  an  arbitrary  insertion  (cf.  Hil.  Prol.  in  Ps. 
15).''  The  addition  of  "the  Letter"  to  Jer.  is  in- 
explicable except  on  the  assumption  that  it  was  an 
error  springing  naturally  from  the  habitual  use  of 
the  LXX.,  in  which  the  books  are  united,  for  there 
is  not  the  slightest  trace  that  this  late  apocryphal 
fragment  [Bakuch,  Book  of]  ever  formed  part 
of  the  Jewish  Canon.  The  statement  of  Jkkome 
is  clear  and  complete.  After  noticing  the  coinci- 
dence of  the  22  books  of  the  Hebrew  Bible  with 
the  number  of  the  Hebrew  letters,  and  of  the  5 
double  letters  with  the  5  "double  books"  (Sam., 
K.,  Chr.,  Ezr.,  Jer.),  he  gives  the  contents  of  the 
I^w,  the  Prophets,  and  the  Hagiographa,  in  exact 
accordance  with  the  Hebrew  authorities,  placing 
Daniel  in  the  last  class;  and  adding  that  whatever 
is  without  the  number  of  these  must  be  placed 
among  the  Apocrypha.  ("  Hie  prologus  Script, 
quasi  galeatum  principium  omnibus  libris  quos  de 
Hebraeo  vertimus  in  Latinum  convenu-e  potest,  ut 
scire  valeamus,  quidquid  extra  hos  est,  inter  Apoc- 
rypha esse  ponendum,"  Hieron.  Prol.  Gal.).  The 
statement  of  the  Talimid  is  in  many  respects  so 
remarkable  that  it  must  be  transcrilied  entire. 
"  But  who  wrote  [the  books  of  the  Bible]  ?  Moses 
wrote  his  own  book  (?),  the  Pentateuch,  the  section 


a  Some  passages  are  quoted  in  the  N.  T.  which  are 
not  found  in  tlie  canonical  books.  The  most  impor- 
tant of  these  is  that  tvom  the  prophecies  of  Enoch 
[E>'0("n,  Book  op]  (Jude,  14).  Others  have  been  found 
in  Luke  xi.  49-61 ;  John  vii.  38 ;  James  iv.  5,  6 ; 
1  Cor.  ii.  9 ;  but  these  are  more  or  less  questionable. 

b  Hody  (De  BiU.  Text.  p.  646)  quotes  a  singular 
note,  falsely  attributed  to  Athanasius,  who  likewise 
omits  Esther.  "  Sunt  etiam  ex  antiquis  Hebraeis  qui 
Esther  admittant,  atque  ut  numerus  idem  (,22)  serve- 
*aT,  cum  JwJteibus  copularunt."  The  book  is  want- 
ing also  in  the  Synops.  S.  Ikripl.,  Gregor.  Naz.,  Am- 
oUlochius,  Nicephorus  CaUittus,  &c. 
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about  Balaam  and  Job.  Joshua  wrote  his  own 
book  and  the  eight  [last]  verses  of  the  Pentateuch. 
Samuel  wrote  his  own  book,  the  book  of  Judges 
and  Ruth.  David  wTote  the  book  of  Psalms,  [of 
which,  however,  some  were  composed]  by  the  ten 
venerable  elders,  Adam,  the  first  man,  Melchizedek, 
Abraliara,  IMoses,  Haman,  Jeduthun,  Asaph,  and 
the  three  sons  of  Korah.  Jeremiah  wrote  his  owo 
book,  the  books  of  Kings  and  Lamentations.  Hez- 
ekiah  and  his  friends  [reduced  to  writing]  the  books 
contained  in  the  Memorial  word  laMSCHaK,  i.  e. 
Isaiah,  Proverbs,  Canticles,  Ecclesiastes.  The  men 
of  the  gi-eat  Synagogue  [reduced  to  writing]  the 
books  contained  in  the  memorial  letter  KaNDaG, 
i.  e.  Ezekiel,  the  12  lesser  prophets,  Daniel,  and 
listher.  Ezra  wrote  his  own  book,  and  brought 
down  the  genealogies  of  the  books  of  Chronicles  to 
his  own  times  ....  Who  brought  the  remainder 
of  the  books  [of  Chronicles]  to  a  close  ?  Nehemiah 
the  son  of  Hachalijah  "  {Baba  Bathra  f.  14  b,  ap. 
Oehler,  art.  Karion,  I.e.). 

In  spite  of  the  comparatively  late  date  (c.  A.  D. 
500),  from  which  this  tradition  is  derived,  it  is 
evidently  in  essence  the  earliest  description  of  the 
work  of  Ezra  and  the  Great  SjTiagogue  which  has 
been  preserved.  The  details  must  be  tested  by 
other  evidence,  but  the  general  description  of  the 
growth  of  the  Jewish  Canon  bears  every  mark  of 
probability.  The  early  fables  as  to  the  work  of 
lizra  [2  Esdras  ;  see  above]  are  a  natural  corrup- 
tion of  this  original  beUef,  and  after  a  time  entirely 
supplanted  it ;  but  as  it  stands  in  the  great  collec- 
tion of  the  teaching  of  the  Hebrew  Schools,  it  bears 
witness  to  the  authority  of  the  complete  Canon, 
and  at  the  same  time  recognizes  its  gradual  forma- 
tion in  accordance  with  the  independent  results  of 
internal  evidence. 

Tlie  later  Jewish  Catalogues  throw  little  light 
upon  the  Canon.  They  generally  reckon  twenty- 
two  books,  equal  in  number  to  the  letters  of  the 
Hebrew  alphabet,  five  of  the  Law,  eight  of  the 
Prophets  (Josh.,  Judg.  and  Ruth,  1,  2  Sam.,  1, 
2  K.,  Is.,  Jer.  and  Lam.,  Ez.,  12  Proph.),  and 
nine  of  the  Hagiographa  (Hieron.  Prol.  in  Beg.). 
The  last  number  was  more  commonly  increased  to 
eleven  by  the  distinct  enumeration  of  the  books  of 

Ruth  and  Lamentation  ("  the  24  Books  "  C"^~m73? 

nVUISI),  and  in  that  case  it  was  supposed  that 
the  Yod  was  thrice  repeated  in  reverence  for  the 
sacred  name  (Hody,  Be  Bibl.  Text.  p.  044;  Eich- 
horn, EiiU.  §  0).  In  Hebrew  MSS.,  and  in  the  early 
editions  of  the  0.  T.,  the  arrangement  of  the  later 
l)Ooks  offers  great  variations  (Hody,  /.  c,  gives  a  large 
collection),  but  they  generally  agree  in  reckoning  all 
separately  except  the  books  of  Ezra  and  Nehemiah  <^ 
(Buxtorf,  Ilottinger,  Ilengstenberg,  Hiivernick,  IL 
cc. ;  Zunz,  Gottesd.  Vortraye  d.  Juden). 


c  Origen  expressly  excludes  1  Mace,  from  the  canon 
{€(10  Si  rovTuiv  iarX  Ta  Maxic.),  although  written  in  He- 
brew. Bertholdt's  statement  to  the  contrary  is  incor- 
rect (Einl.  §  31).  although  Keil  ('/<•  Aiirt.  Can.  Libb. 
Mace.  67)  niaintjiins  tlic  same  opinion. 

<l  Notwithstanding  the  unanimous  judgment  of  later 
writers,  there  are  traces  of  the  existence  of  doubts 
among  the  first  Jewish  doctors  as  to  some  book*. 
Thus  in  the  Mishna  (Jiul.  3,  6)  a  discussion  is  lecorded 
as  to  Cant,  and  Eccles.  whether  they  "  soil  the  hands ; " 
and  a  difference  as  to  the  latter  book  existed  betwe«o 
the  great  schools  of  Hillel  and  Shammai.  The  same 
doubts  as  to  Eccles.  are  repeated  in  another  form  in 
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So  far  then  it  has  been  shown  that  the  Hebrew 
Canon  was  uniform  and  coincident  with  our  own ; « 
but  while  the  Palestinian  Jews  combined  to  pre- 
serve the  strict  limits  of  the  old  prophetic  ^vritings, 
the  Alexandrine  Jews  allowed  themselves  greater 
freedom.  Their  ecclesiastical  constitution  was  less 
definite,  and  the  same  influences  which  created 
among  them  an  independent  literature  disinclined 
them  to  r^ard  with  marked  veneration  more  than 
the  Law  itself.  The  idea  of  a  Canon  was  foreign 
to  their  habits;  and  the  fact  that  they  possessed 
the  sacred  books  not  merely  in  a  translation,  but 
in  a  translation  made  at  different  times,  without 
any  unity  of  plan  and  without  any  uniformity  of 
execution,  necessarily  weakened  that  traditional 
feeling  of  their  real  connection  which  existed  in 
Palestine.  Translations  of  later  books  were  made 
(1  Mace.,  Ecclus.,  Baruch,  <fec.),  and  new  ones 
were  written  (2  Mace,  Wisd.),  which  were  reck- 
oned in  the  sum  of  their  religious  literature,  and 
probably  placed  on  an  equal  footing  with  the  Hagio- 
grapha  in  common  esteem.  But  this  was  not  the 
result  of  any  express  judgment  on  their  worth,  but 
a  natural  consequence  of  the  popular  belief  in  the 
doctrine  of  a  living  Word  which  deprived  the  pro- 
phetic writings  of  part  of  their  distinctive  value. 
So  far  as  an  authoritative  Canon  existed  in  Egypt, 
it  is  probable  that  it  was  the  same  as  that  of  Pal- 
estine. In  the  absence  of  distinct  evidence  to  the 
contrary  this  is  most  likely,  and  positive  indications 
of  the  fact  are  not  wanting.  The  translator  of  the 
Wisdom  of  Sirach  uses  the  same  phrase  (6  y6fi.os 
Kol  oi  irpo(j>riTai  Koi  ra  ^AAa  $i$\ia)  in  speaking 
of  his  grandfather's  Biblical  studies  in  Palestine, 
and  of  his  own  in  Egypt  (comp.  Eichhorn,  l^inl. 
22),  and  he  could  hardly  have  done  so,  had  the 
Sble  been  different  in  the  two  places.  The  evi- 
nce of  Philo,  if  less  direct,  is  still  more  conclu- 
His  language  shows  that  he  was  acquainted 
tith  the  Apocryphal  books,  and  yet  he  does  not 
ike  a  single  quotation  from  them  (Hornemann, 
bse)-v.  ad  illustr.  doctr.  de  Can.  V.  T.  ex  Philone, 
28,  29,  ap.  Eichhorn,  £inl.  §  26),  though  they 
red  much  that  was  favorable  to  his  views.  On 
1  other  hand,  in  addition  to  the  Law,  he  quotes 
.  the  books  of  "  the  Prophets,"  and  the  Psalms 
ad  Proverbs,  from  the  Hagiographa,  and  several 
'  them  (Is.,  Jer.,  Hos.,  Zech.,  Ps.,  Prov.)  with 
assertions  of  tlieir  "  prophetic  "  or  inspired 
cter.  Of  the  remaining  Hagiographa  (Neh., 
iith,  Lam.,  1,  2  Chron.,  Dan.,  Eccl.,  Cant.,)  he 
lies  no  mention,  but  the  three  first  may  have 
en  attached,  as  often  in  Hebrew  usage,  to  other 
oks  (Ez.,  Jud.,  Jer.),  so  that  four  writings  alone 
:  entirely  unattested  by  him  (comp.  Hornemann, 
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I  Talmud  (Sabb.  f.  30,  2),  where  it  is  said  that  the 
ok  would   have  been  concealed  (^32)  but  for  the 
aotations  at  the  begiaaing  and  the  end.     Comp.  Hie- 
i.Comm.  in  E'-c'.es.  R.  f. :  "  Aiunt  Hebrsel  cum  inter 
etera  scripta  Salomonis  quae  autiquata  sunt  nee  in 
aoria  duraverunt,  et  hie  liber  oblitterandua  vide- 
•tur,  eo  quod  vanas  Dei  assereret  creaturas  .     ... 
;  hoc  uno  capitulo  (xii.)  meruisse  auctoritatem  .  .  ." 
Parallel  passages  are  quoted  in  the  notes  on  the  pas- 
sage, and  by  Bleek,  Stud.  u.  Krit.  1853,  pp.  322  S. 
The  doubts  as  to  Ksther  have  been  already  noticed. 

A  series  of  references  to  the  Apocryphal  books  from 
'ewish  writers  has  been  made  by  Hottinger  (Thes. 
Philol.  1659),  and  collected  and  reprinted  by  Words- 
worth (On  tlie  Cannn  of  the  Scriptures,  App.  C).  Com- 
pare also  the  valuable  notices  in  Zunz,  Dit  gottesd. 
Vortr.  d.  Jnden,  pp   126  ff. 


l.  c).  A  further  trace  of  the  identity  of  the  Alex- 
andrine Canon  with  the  Palestinian  is  found  in  the 
Apocalypse  of  Esdras  [2  Esdras],  where  "  24  open 
books"  are  specially  distinguished  from  the  mass 
of  esoteric  writings  which  were  dictated  to  Ezra  by 
inspiration  (2  Esdr.  xiv.  44  ff.). 

From  the  combination  of  this  evidence  there  can 
be  no  reasonable  doubt  that  at  the  beginning  of 
the  Christian  era  the  Jews  had  only  one  Canon  of 
the  Sacred  writings,  defined  distinctly  in  Palestine, 
and  admitted,  though  with  a  less  definite  apprehen- 
sion of  its  pecuUar  characteristics,  by  the  Hellen- 
izing  Jews  of  the  Dispersion,  and  that  this  Canon 
was  recognized,  as  far  as  can  be  determined,  by  our 
Lord  and  his  Apostles.  But  on  the  other  hand, 
the  connection  of  other  religious  books  with  the 
Greek  translation  of  the  0.  T.,  and  their  common 
use  in  Egypt,  was  already  opening  the  way  for  an 
extension  of  the  original  Canon,  and  assignuig  an 
authority  to  later  writings  which  they  did  not  de- 
rive firom  ecclesiastical  sanction. 

III.  a.  The  History  of  the  Christian  Canon 
of  the  Old  Testament.  —  The  history  of  the  Old 
Testament  Canon  among  Christian  writers  exhibits 
the  natural  issue  of  the  currency  of  the  LXX.,  en- 
larged as  it  had  been  by  apocryphal  additions.  In 
proportion  as  the  Fathers  were  more  or  less  absolutely 
dependent  on  that  version  for  their  knowledge  of 
the  Old  Testament  Scriptures,  they  gradually  lost 
in  common  practice  the  sense  of  the  difference  be- 
tween the  books  of  the  Hebrew  Canon  and  the 
Apocrypha.  The  custom  of  individuals  gpew  into 
the  custom  of  the  Church ;  and  the  public  use  of 
the  Apocryphal  books  obliterated  in  popular  regard 
the  characteristic  marks  of  their  origin  and  v-alue, 
which  could  oiJy  be  discovered  by  the  scholar.  But 
the  custom  of  the  Church  was  not  fixed  in  an  ab- 
solute judgment.  It  might  seem  as  if  the  great 
leaders  of  the  Christian  Body  shrank  by  a  wise 
forethought  from  a  work  for  which  they  were  un- 
fitted; for  by  acquirements  and  constitution  they 
were  little  capable  of  solving  a  problem  which  must 
at  last  depend  on  historical  data.  And  this  re- 
mark must  be  appUed  to  the  details  of  patristic  ev- 
idence on  the  contents  of  the  Canon.  Their  habit 
must  be  distinguished  from  their  judgment.  The 
want  of  critical  tact  which  allowed  them  to  use  the 
most  obviously  pseudonymous  works  (2  Esdras, 
Enoch)  as  genuine  productions  of  their  supposed 
authors,  or  as  "  dinne  Scripture,' '  greatly  dimin- 
ishes the  value  of  casual  and  isolated  testmionies 
to  single  books.  In  such  cases  the  form  as  well  as 
the  fact  of  the  attestation  requires  to  be  examined, 
and  after  this  the  combined  witness  of  different 
Churches  can  alone  suffice  to  stamp  a  book  with 
ecclesiastical  authority. 


*  The  passages  from  the  Talmud  relating  to  Canticles 
and  Ecclesiastes  are  quoted  and  translated  in  full  by 
Qinshnrg  (Co/ieleth,  Lond.  1861,  pp.  13-15).  The  phrase 
used  in  some  of  these  passages,  "  to  soil  (or  '  pollute  ') 
the  hands,"  has  often  been  misunderstood.  As4ippHed 
to  a  book,  it  signifies  ''  to  be  sacred  "  or  "  canonical," 
not  the  reverse,  as  might  naturally  he  supposed.  This 
feet  is  clearly  shown,  and  the  reason  of  it  given,  by 
Ginsburg,  Song  of  Songs,  London,  1857,  p.  3,  note. 

A, 

o  The  dream  of  a  second  and  third  revision  of  the 
Jewish  Canon  in  the  times  of  Eleazer  and  Hillel,  by 
which  the  Apocryphal  books  were  ratified  (Genebrard), 
rests  on  no  basis  whatever.  The  supposition  that  the 
Jews  rejected  the  Apocrypha  after  our  Lord's  coming 
(Card.  Perron)  is  equally  unfounded.  Cosin,  OanoK 
of  Scriptwre,  §§  23,  25. 
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The  confusion  which  was  necessarily  introduced 
by  the  use  of  the  LXX.  was  further  increased 
when  the  Western  Church  rose  in  importance.  The 
LXX.  itself  was  the  original  of  the  Old  Latin,  and 
the  recollection  of  the  original  distinction  between 
the  constituent  books  of  the  Bible  became  more 
and  more  difficult  in  the  version  of  a  version ;  and 
at  the  same  time  the  Hebrew  Church  dwindled  down 
to  an  obscure  sect,  and  the  intercourse  between  the 
Churches  of  the  East  and  West  grew  less  intimate. 
The  impulse  which  instigated  Melito  in  the  second 
century  to  seek  in  "the  I-]ast"  an  "accurate"  ac- 
count of  "  the  books  of  the  Old  Testament,"  grad- 
ually lost  its  force  as  the  Jewish  nation  and  literature 
were  further  withdrawi  from  the  circle  of  Christian 
knowledge.  The  Old  I^tin  version  converted  use 
populai-ly  into  telief,  and  the  investigations  of  Je- 
rome were  unable  to  counteract  the  feeling  which 
had  gained  strength  silently,  without  any  distinct 
and  authoritative  sanction.  Yet  one  important, 
though  obscure,  protest  was  made  against  the  grow- 
ing error.  The  Nazarenes,  the  reUcs  of  the  He- 
brew Church,  in  addition  to  the  New  Testament 
"  made  use  of  the  Old  Testament,  as  the  Jews  " 
(Epiph.  Hcer.  xxix.  7).  They  had  "the  whole 
Law,  and  the  Prophets,  and  the  Hagiographa  so 
called,  that  is  the  poetical  books,  and  the  Kings, 
and  Clironicles  and  Jither,  and  all  the  other  books 
in  Hebrew"  (Epiph.  /.  c.  irap  avTols  yap  wSj  6 
v6fju)s  Kol  ol  wf)0(t>7JTai  Kal  TO,  ypa(t>f'ia  XeySfieva, 
(pr]fj.l  Si  TO.  arixvpo-,  xal  at  Ba(rt\i7ai  Ka\  llapa- 
\fnr6fj.eva  Kal  AiVflrjp  Kal  roKAa  irdvTa  'E/Spai- 
Kws  avayivuxTKfTat)-  And  in  connection  with  this 
fact,  it  is  worthy  of  remark  that  Justin  Martyr, 
who  drew  his  knowledge  of  Christianity  from  Pal- 
estine, makes  no  use  of  the  apocryphal  writings  in 
any  of  his  works. 

From  what  has  been  said,  it  is  evident  that  the 
history  of  the  Christian  Canon  is  to  be  sought  in 
the  first  instance  from  definite  catalogues  and  not 
from  isolated  quotations.  But  even  this  evidence 
is  incomplete  and  unsatisfactory.  A  comparison  of 
the  subjoined  table  (No.  I.)  of  the  chief  extant  Cat- 
alogues will  show  how  few  of  them  are  really  inde- 
pendent; and  the  later  transcriptions  are  commonly 
of  no  value,  as  they  do  not  appear  to  have  been 
made  with  any  critical  appreciation  of  their  dis- 
tinctive worth. 

These  Catalogues  e\idcntly  fall  into  two  great 
classes,  Hebrew  and  Latin ;  and  the  former,  again, 
exhibits  three  distinct  varieties,  which  are  to  be 
traced  to  the  three  original  sources  fix)m  which  the 
Catalogues  were  derived.  The  first  may  be  called 
the  pure  Hebrew  Canon,  which  is  that  of  the 
Church  of  England  (the  Taltmul,  Jerome,  Joan. 
Damasc).  The  second  differs  from  this  by  the 
amission  of  the  book  of  P2sther  {Melito,  [Athan.'] 
Syn.  S.  Script,  Greg.  Naz.,  Amphiluch.,  Leont, 
Niceph.  Cnllkt.).  The  third  differs  by  the  addi- 
tion of  Baruch,  or  "the  Letter"  {Orit/en,  Athor- 
nag.,  Ci/r.  Ilieros.,  [Concil.  Laod.,']  Hit.  Piclav.). 
The  omission  of  Esther  may  mark  a  real  variation 
in  the  opinion  of  the  Jewish  Church  [Esther], 
but  the  addition  of  Ifcinicli  is  probably  due  to  the 
place  which  it  occupied  in  direct  connection  with 
Jeremiah,  not  only  in  the  Greek  and  I^tin  trans- 
lations, but  perhaps  also  in  some  copies  of  the 
Hebrew  text  [Baruch,  ItooK  of].  This  is  ren- 
dered more  likely  by  the  converse  fact  that  the  Lam- 
entations and  lianich  are  not  distinctly  enumerated 
Vy  many  writers  who  certainly  received  both  books. 
During  the  four  first  centuries  this  Hebrew  Canon 
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Is  the  only  one  which  is  distinctly  recognized,  and 
it  is  supported  by  the  combined  authority  of  those 
fathers  whose  critical  judgment  is  entitled  to  the 
greatest  weight.  In  the  mean  time,  however,  as 
has  been  already  noticed,  the  common  usage  of  the 
early  fathers  was  influenced  by  the  position  which 
tlie  Apocryphal  books  occupied  in  the  current  ver- 
sions, and  they  quoted  them  frequently  as  Script-' 
ure  when  they  were  not  led  to  refer  to  the  judg- 
ment of  antiquity.  The  subjomed  table  (No.  H.) 
will  show  the  extent  and  character  of  this  partial 
testimony  to  the  disputed  books. 

These  casual  testimonies  are,  however,  of  com- 
paratively slight  value,  and  are,  in  many  cases,  op- 
posed to  the  deliberate  judgment  of  the  authors 
from  whom  they  are  quoted.  The  real  divergence 
as  to  the  contents  of  the  Old  Testament  Canon  is 
to  be  traced  to  Augustine,  whose  wavering  and 
uncertain  language  on  the  point  furnishes  abundant 
materials  for  controversy.  By  education  and  char- 
acter he  occupied  a  position  more  than  usuaUy 
unfavorable  for  historical  criticism,  and  yet  his 
overpowering  influence,  when  it  fell  in  with  ordi- 
nary usage,  gave  consistency  and  strength  to  the 
opinion  which  he  appeared  to  advocate,  lor  it  may 
be  reasonably  doubted  whether  he  diflered  inten- 
tionally from  Jerome  except  in  language.  In  a 
famous  passage  {de  Doctr.  Christ,  ii.  8  (13))  he 
enumerates  the  books  which  are  contained  in  "  the 
whole  Canon  of  Scripture,"  and  includes  among 
them  the  Apocryphal  books  without  any  clear  mark 
of  distinction.  This  general  statement  is  further 
confirmed  by  two  other  passages,  in  which  it  is 
argued  that  he  draws  a  distinction  between  the 
Jewish  and  Christian  Canons,  and  refers  the  author- 
ity of  the  Apocrj-phal  books  to  the  judgment  of  the 
Christian  Church.  In  the  first  passage  he  speaks  of 
the  Maccabsean  history  as  not  "  found  in  the  Sacred 
Scriptures  which  are  called  canonical,  but  in  others, 
among  which  are  also  the  books  of  the  Maccabees, 
which  the  Church,  and  not  the  Jews,  holds  for  ca- 
nonical, on  account  of  the  marvellous  suflerings  of 
the  martyrs  [recorded  in  them]  ..."  (quorum 
supputatio  temporum  non  in  Scripturis  Sanctis, 
qua;  Canonicae  appellantur,  sed  in  aliis  invenitur, 
in  quibus  sunt  et  Machabaeorum  liliri,  quos  non 
Judsei,  sed  ecclesia  pro  Canonicis  haliet  .  .  .  De 
Civ.  xviii.  3G).  In  the  other  passage  he  speaks  of 
the  books  of  the  Maccabees  as  "  received  (recepta; 
by  the  Church,  not  without  profit,  if  they  be  read 
with  sobriety"  (c.  Gaud.  i.  38).  But  it  will  be 
noticed  that  in  each  case  a  distinction  is  drawn  be- 
tween the  "Ecclesiastical"  and  properly  "Canon- 
ical "  books.  In  the  second  case  he  exjiressly  lowers 
the  authority  of  the  books  of  the  !MaccaI)ees  by  re- 
marking that  "the  Jews  have  them  not  like  the 
Law,  the  Psalms,  and  the  Prophets  to  which  the 
Ix)rd  gives  His  witness"  (Aug.  I.  c).  And  the 
original  catalogue  is  equally  qualified  liy  an  intro- 
duction which  distinguislies  between  tiie  authority 
of  books  which  are  received  l)y  all  aiul  by  some  of 
the  Churches;  and,  again,  lietween  those  which  are 
received  by  churches  of  great  or  of  small  weight 
(de  Ihctr.  Chr.  ii.  8  (12))  so  tliat  tlie  list  which 
immediately  follows  must  be  interprettxl  by  this 
rule.  In  confirmation  of  this  view  of  Augustine's 
sj)ecial  regard  for  the  Hebrew  Canon,  it  may  be 
further  urged  that  he  apj)eals  to  the  Jews,  "the 
librarians  of  the  Christians,"  as  possessing  "all  the 
writings  in  which  Christ  was  projJiesied  of"  (In 
Ps.  xl.,  Ps.  Ivi.),  and  to  "  the  I^w,  the  Psalms,  and 
the  I'rophets,"  which  were  supported  by  the  witness 


CANON 

of  the  .Fews  (c.  Gaud.  1.  c),  as  including  "all  the 
canonical  authorities  of  the  Sacred  books  "  (cte  Unit. 
Eccles.  p.  16),  which,  as  he  says  in  another  place 
(de  Civ.  XV.  23,  4),  "  were  preserved  in  the  temple 
of  the  Hebrew  people  by  the  care  of  the  successive 
priests."  But  on  the  other  hand  Augustine  fre- 
quently uses  passages  from  the  Apocryphal  books 
as  coordinate  with  Scripture,  and  practically  dis- 
regards the  rules  of  distinction  between  the  various 
classes  of  sacred  writings  which  he  had  himself  laid 
down.  He  stood  on  the  extreme  verge  of  the  age 
of  independent  learning,  and  follows  at  one  time 
the  conclusions  of  criticism,  at  another  the  prescrip- 
tions of  habit,  which  from  his  date  grew  more  and 
more  powerful. 

The  enlarged  Canon  of  Augustine,  which  was,  as 
it  will  be  seen,  wholly  unsupported  by  any  Greek 
authority,  was  adopted  at  the  Council  of  Car- 
thage (a.  d.  397  V),  though  with  a  reservation 
(Can.  47,  De  confirmiiuh isto  Canons  trammarina 
eccksia  consul ttur),  and  afterwards  published  in 
the  decretals  which  bear  the  name  of  Innocent, 
Dajiasus,  and  Gelasius  (cf.  Credner,  Zur  Gesch. 
d.  Kan.  151  fF.);  and  it  recurs  in  many  later  writ- 
ers.    But  nevertheless  a  continuous  succession  of 
the  more  learned  fathers  in  the  West  maintained 
the  distinctive  authority  of  the  Hebrew  Canon  up 
to  the  period  of  the  Reformation.    In  the  sixth  cen- 
tury Pkimasius  ( Conim.  in  Apoc.  iv.  Cosin,  §  92  ?), 
in  the  7th  Gregory  the  Great  {Moral,  xlx.  21,  p. 
622),  in  the  8th  Bede  {In  Apoc.  iv.?),  in  the  9th 
Alcuin  {fip.  Hody,  654;  yet  see  Carm.  vi.,  vii.), 
in  the  10th  Kadulphus  Flav.  {In  Levit.  xiv. 
Hody,  655),  in  the  12th  Peter  of  Clugni  {Ep. 
c.  Pttr.  Hody,  I.  c),  Hugo  de  S.  Victore  {de 
Script.  6),  and  .John  of  Salisbury  (Hody,  656; 
§  130),  in  the  13th  Hugo  Cardinalis 
lody,  656),  in  the  14th   Nicholas  Liranus 
lody,  p.  657;  Cosin,  §  146),  Wycliffe  (?  comp. 
lody,  658),  and  Occam  (Hody,  657 ;  Cosin,  §  147), 
the  15th  Thomas  Anglicus  (Cosin,  §  150), 
lid  Thomas  de  Walden  (Id.  §  151),  in  the  16th 
Ximenes  {Ed.  Compl.  Pref.),  Sixtus  Se- 
ENSis  {Bihlioth.  i.  1),  and  Card.  Cajetan  (Hody, 
662;  Cosin    §  173),  repeat  with  approval  the 
cision  of  .Jerome,  and  draw  a  clear  Une  between 
he  Canonical  and  Apocryphal  books  (Cosin,  Scho- 
stical  History  of  the  C'inon ;  Reuss,  die   Gesch. 
heiligen  Schrifttn  N.  T.,  Ed.  2>  §  328). 
Up  to  the  date  of  the  Council  of  Trent,  the 
omanists  allow  that  the  question  of  the  Canon 
as  open,  but  one  of  the  first  labors  of  that  assem- 
bly was  to  circumscribe  a  freedom  which  the  growth 
literature  seemed  to  render  perilous."     The  de- 
I  of  the  Council  "on  the  Canonical  Scriptures," 
Irhich  was  made  at  the  4th  Session  (April  8th, 
546),  at  which  alx)ut  53  representatives  were  pres- 
ttt,  pronounced  the  enlarged  Canon,  including  the 
Lpocryphal  books,  to  be  deserving  in  all  its  parts 
'  "equal  veneration"   (pari  pietatis  afFectu),  and 
Ided  a  Ust  of  books  "  to  prevent  the  possibility  of 
Bubt "   (ne  cui  dubitatio  suboriri  possit).     This 
sty  and  peremptory  decree,  unlike  in  its  form  to 
ay  catalogue  before  published,  was  closed  by  a  sol- 
anathema  against  all  who  should  "  not  receive 
lie  entire  books  with  all  their  parts  as  sacred  and 
'•eanonical "  (Si  quis  autem  libros  ipsos  integros  cum 
omnibus  suis  partihus,  prout  in  ecclesia  catholica 
egi  consueverunt  et  in  veteri  vulgata  Latina  edi- 


a  The  history  of  the  Catalogue  published  at  the 
CouncU  of  Florence  (1441)  is  obscure  (Cosin,  §§  159  f.), 
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tione  habentur,  pro  sacris  et  canonicis  non  suscepe- 
rit  .  .  .  •  anathema  esto,  Cone.  Trid.  Sess.  iv.). 
This  decree  was  not,  however,  passed  without  oppo- 
sition (Sarpi,  139  fF.  ed.  1655,  though  Pallavacino 
denies  this);  and  in  spite  of  the  absolute  terms  in 
which  it  is  expressed,  later  Romanists  have  sought 
to  find  a  method  of  escaping  from  the  definite 
equalization  of  the  two  classes  of  Sacred  writings 
by  a  forced  interpretation  of  the  subsidiary  clauses. 
Du  Pin  {Dissert,  prelim,  i.  1),  Lamy  (4ffl>.  Bibl. 
ii.  5),  and  Jahn  {Einl.  in  d.  A.  T.,  i.  141  ff.  ap. 
Reuss,  a.  a.O.  §  337),  endeavored  to  establish  two 
classes,  of  proto-Canonical  and  deutero-Canonical 
books,  attributing  to  the  first  a  dogmatic,  and  to 
the  second  only  an  ethical  authority.  But  such  a 
classification,  however  true  it  may  be,  is  obviously 
at  variance  with  the  terms  of  the  Tridentine  de- 
cision, and  has  found  comparatively  little  favor 
among  Romish  writers  (comp.  [Herbst]  Welte, 
Einl.  ii.  ff.  1  f.). 

The  reformed  churches  unanimously  agreed  in 
confirming  the  Hebrew  Canon  of  Jerome,  and  re- 
fused to  allow  any  dogmatic  authority  to  the  Apoc- 
ryphal books,  but  the  form  in  which  this  judgment 
was  expressed  varied  considerably  in  the  different 
confessions.  The  Lutheran  formularies  contain  no 
definite  article  on  the  subject,  but  the  note  which 
Luther  placed  in  the  front  of  his  German  transla- 
tion of  the  Apocrypha  (ed.  1534),  is  an  adequate 
declaration  of  the  later  judgment  of  the  Commun- 
ion :  "  Apocrypha,  that  is,  Books  which  are  not 
placed  on  an  equal  footing  {nicht  gleich  gehalien) 
with  Holy  Scripture,  and  yet  are  profitable  and 
good  for  reading."  This  general  view  was  further 
expanded  in  the  special  prefaces  to  the  separate 
books,  in  which  Luther  freely  criticised  their  indi- 
vidual worth,  and  wholly  rejected  3  and  4  Esdras, 
as  unworthy  of  translation.  At  an  earlier  period 
Carlstadt  (1520)  published  a  critical  essay,  I)e  ca- 
nonicis scripturis  libellns  (reprinted  in  Credner, 
Zur  Gesch.  d.  Kan.  pp.  291  ff.),  in  which  he  fol- 
lowed the  Hebrew  division  of  the  Canonical  books 
into  three  ranks,  and  added  Wisd.,  Ecclus.,  Judith, 
Tobit,  1  and  2  Mace,  as  Hagiographa,  though  not 
included  in  the  Hebrew  collection,  whUe  he  rejected 
the  remainder  of  the  Apocrypha  with  considerable 
parts  of  Daniel  as  "  utterly  apocryphal "  {plane 
apocryphi;  Credn.  pp.  389,  410  ff.). 

The  Calvinistic  churches  generally  treated  the 
question  with  more  precision,  and  introduced  into 
their  symbolic  documents  a  distinction  between  the 
"Canonical"  and  "  Apocr}'phal,"  or  " Ecclesiasti- 
cal "  books.  The  Gallican  Confession  (1561),  after 
an  enumeration  of  the  Hieronymian  Canon  {Art.  3), 
adds  {Art.  4)  "that  the  other  ecclesiastical  books 
are  useful,  yet  not  such  that  any  article  of  faith 
could  be  established  out  of  them  "  {quo  [sc.  Spiritu 
Sancto'\  suggerente  docemur,  illos  [sc.  libros  Canon- 
icos']  ab  nliis  libi-is  ecclesiasticis  discemere,  qui,  ut 
sint  utiles,  non  sunt  tamen  ejusmodi,  ut  ex  its  con- 
stitui  possit  ttUquis  fidei  articulus).  The  Belgic 
Confession  (1561?)  contains  a  similar  enumeration 
of  the  Canonical  books  {Art.  4),  and  allows  their 
public  use  by  the  Church,  but  denies  to  them  all 
independent  authority  in  matters  of  faith  {Art.  6). 
The  later  Helvetic  Confession  (1562,  Bulluiger)  no- 
tices the  distinction  between  the  Canonical  and 
Apocryphal  books  without  pronouncing  any  judg- 
ment on  the  question  (Niemeyer,  Libr.  Symb.  Ec- 


and  it  was  probably  limited  to  the  determination  of 
books  for  Ecclesiastical  use  (Reuss,  §  825). 
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No.  I.— CHRISTIAN  CATALOQUBS  OF  THE  BOOKS  OF  THE  OLD  TBSTAMENT. 

Ihe  list  extends  only  to  such  books  as  are  disputed.  Of  the  signs,  *  indicates  that  the  book  is  expressly 
reckoned  as  Holy  Scripture :  t  that  it  is  placed  expressly  in  a  second  rank  :  ?  that  it  is  mentioned  with 
doubt.     A  blank  marks  the  silence  of  the  author  as  to  the  book  in  question. 
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I.  CoNCiLiAK  Catalogues: 

[Laodicene]  .     A.  d.  363 

« 

• 

« 

Cone.  Laod.  Can.  lix.i 

Carthaginian      .     .    397  (?) 

» 

• 

» 

« 

* 

» 

Cone.  Carthag.  ill.  Can. 
xxxix.  (Alii  xlvii.).2 

Apostolic  Canons    .... 

* 

t 

*? 

* 

Can.  Apost.  Ixxvi.  (Alii 

1XXXY.).8 

II.  Private  Catalogues: 

(a)  Greek  xoriters. 

MeUto  .     .  A.  D.  c.  160  [180] 

Ap.  Euseb.  H.  E.  iv. 
26. 

Origen .     .     .     .  c.  183-253 

» 

? 

« 

t 

Ap.  Euseb.  H.  E.  vi. 
25.* 

Athanasiua     .     .     .  296-373 

* 

• 

t 

t 

t 

t 

t 

Ep.  Fest.  i.  767,  ed. 
Ben.5 

Cyril  of  Jerus.    .     .  315-386 

» 

* 

» 

Catech.  iv.  35. 

Synopsis  S.  Scnpt 

t 

t 

t 

t 

t 

Credner,  Zur  Gesch.  det 
Kan.  p.  127  ff.» 

[Nicephori]  Stichometria .     . 

• 

t 

t 

t 

t 

t 

t 

Credner,    a.   a.    0.   p. 

117  fr.- 

Gregorj-  of  Naz.      .  300-391 

Carm.  xii.  31,  ed.  Par. 

1840.» 

Amphilochius      .     .      c.  380 

? 

Amphiloch.  ed.  Combef. 
p.  132.9 

Epiphanius    .     .   c.  303-403 

« 

t 

t 

De  Mensuris,  p.  162, 
ed.  Petav.i) 

Leontius  ....      c.  590 

De  Sectis,  Act.  ii.  (Gal- 
landi,  xii.  625  f.).ii 

Joannes  Damasc.     .     .  t750 

* 

t 

t 

De  Fide  m-lhod.  iv.  17.1"'' 

Nicephorus  Callist. .    c.  1330 

? 

? 

? 

Hody,  p.  648.13 

Cod.  Gr.  Scec.  X 

t 

t 

t 

t 

t 

t 

Montfaucon,  Bibl.  Cois- 
lin.  p.  193  f. 

(6)  Latin  writers. 

Hilarius  Pictav.  A.  d.  t  c  370 

* 

? 

« 

? 

? 

Prol.  in  Ps.  15.i* 

Hieronymus.     .     .   329-420 

» 

• 

t 

t 

t 

t 

t 

Prol.  Galeat.  ix.  p.  547 
ft'.,  ed.  Migne.i^ 

Kufinus    .     .    c.  380  [t410] 

« 

t 

t 

t 

t 

t 

Expos.  Symb.  p.  37  f." 

Aiigustinua  .     .     .   355-430 

* 

» 

» 

* 

* 

* 

DeDoctr.  Christ,  u.  8.^"! 

[Damasus] 

« 

• 

* 

• 

» 

* 

* 

* 

Credner,  a.  a.  0.  p.  188. 

[Innocentius] 

* 

• 

» 

* 

» 

* 

Ep.  ad  Exsup.  (Gal- 
landi,  viii.  561  f.). 

Caasiodorus  ....  t570 

* 

* 

* 

* 

» 

* 

De  Inst.  Div.  Litt.  xiv." 

Isidorus  HispaL  .  t696  [636] 

« 

« 

* 

« 

« 

* 

« 

De  Ong.  vi.  l.w 

Sacram.  Gallic,  ^'■cmte  annoi 

1000" 

« 

» 

« 

• 

Hody,  p.  654. 

[Cod.  Clarom  Sok.  VII.  .     . 

• 

« 

• 

» 

• 

» 

Ed.  Tisch.  p.  468  ff.] 
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des.  Ref.  p.  468).  The  Westminster  Confession 
(Art.  3)  places  the  Apocryphal  books  on  a  level 
with  other  human  writings,  and  concedes  to  them 
no  other  authority  in  the  Church. 

The  English  Church  {Art.  6)  appeals  directly  to 
the  opinion  of  St.  Jerome,  and  concedes  to  the 
Apocrj'phal  books  (including  [1571]  4  i^dras  and 
The  Prayer  of  Manasses")  a  use  "for  example  of 
life  and  instruction  of  manners,"  but  not  for  the 
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a  The  Latin  copy  of  1562  includes  only  2,  3  Esdr., 
Wisd.,  Ecclus.,  Tobit,  Jud.,  1,  2  Mace.  (Hardwick, 
Hist,  of  Art.  p.  275). 


establishment  of  doctrine ;  and  a  similar  decision  is 
given  in  the  Irish  Articles  of  1615  (Hardwick,  I.  c. 
341  f.).  The  original  English  Articles  <ji  1552 
contained  no  catalogue  {Art.  5)  of  the  contents  of 
"Holy  Scripture,"  and  no  mention  of  the  Apocry- 
pha, although  the  Tridentine  decree  (1546)  might 
seem  to  have  rendered  this  necessary.  The  exam- 
ple of  foreign  Churches  may  have  led  to  the  addi- 
tion upon  the  later  re\ision. 

The  expressed  opinion  of  the  later  Greek  Church 
on  the  Canon  of  Scripture  has  been  modified  in 
some  cases  by  the  circumstances  under  which  the 
declaration  was  made.     The  "  Confession  "  of  Cyril 


NOTES  OX  TABLE  NO.  I. 


1  The  evidence  against  the  authenticity  of  this 
Canon,  as  an  original  part  of  the  collection,  is  de- 
cisive, in  spite  of  the  defense  of  Bickell  (Stud.  u.  Krit. 
iii.  611  ff.),  as  the  present  writer  has  shown  at  length 
in  another  place  (Hist,  of  N.  T.  Canon,  iv.  498  ff.  [p. 
384  ff.,  2d  ed.]).  The  Canon  recurs  in  the  Capitular. 
Aqidssran.  c.  xx.,  with  the  omission  of  Baruch  and 
Lamentatijns. 

2  The  same  Canon  appears  in  Cone.  Hipp.  Can. 
xxxvi.  The  Greek  version  of  the  Canon  omits  the 
books  of  Maccabees ;  and  the  history  of  the  Council 
itself  is  very  obscure.     Comp.  Cosin,  §  82. 

3  This  Canon  mentions  three  books  of  the  Maccabees. 
Judith  is  not  found  in  some  MSS. ;  and  generally  it 
may  be  observed  that  the  published  text  of  the  Con- 
ciliar  Canons  needs  a  thorough  revision.  Ecclesiasti- 
cus  is  thus  mentioned  :  e^w$ev  Se  irpoo-ioTopetcrflco  Vfjuv 
li.av$avfLV  ii/xwv  TOvi  vdovi  ■riji'  cTO<f>Cav  toO  iroAvfiaflouj 
Setpdx.     Comp.  Constit.  Apost.  ii.  57. 

The  Canons  of  Laodicea,  Carthage,  and  the  Apostolic 
Canons,  were  all  ratified  in  the  Quini-Sextine  Council, 
Can.  2. 

4  'lepen-ias  avv  Qprjuoii  Ka.1  em  <7To\fj  iv  ivt.  Ori- 
en  expressly  says  that  this  catalogue  is  ws  'E/Spaioc 

poSifioaffi,  and  begins  with  the  words:  eio-i  5e  at 
^oo-i  Svo  ^lj3^0l  Ka8'  'EjSpat'ous  a'iSe.  He  quotes  sev- 
al  of  the  Apocryphal  books  as  Scripture,  as  will  be 
eu  below  ;  and  in  his  Letter  to  Africanus  defends  the 
ttterpolated  Greek  text  of  Daniel  and  the  other  O.  T. 
oks,  on  the  ground  of  their  public  use  (Ep.  ad  Af- 
§  3  ff.).  The  whole  of  this  last  passage  is  of  the 
epest  interest,  and  places  in  the  clearest  light  the 
luence  which  the  LXX.  exercised  on  common  opin- 
1. 

5  Athanasius  closes  his  whole  catalogue  with  the 
Irords  :  TaOra  Tnryac  toO  (rioTTjpiov  .  .  .  iv  tovtois  f*  6- 
Irois  TO  Trjs  eutre/Sei'as  tuBatTKakelov  evayyeAtferoi. 
()}£eif  TOUTOts  cTri/SaAAe'Tw  •  n-r)5i   toutojv   a(^aipet<rd<i> 

i<TTiv  KaX  'irepa.  |3i/3Aca  toutoji'  efwflei',  ov  (cavo- 
Vt^dftefa  fxiv  reTVTrwju.ei'a  Se  irapa.  Ttav  ira-repatv  avayivia- 
Kecrtai  Tots  OLpTi  TTpotrepxoiievoii  Koi  /3ov\0|U.eVot«  Kan)- 
elcrSat  tov  ttJs  evcre^eCa^  Koyov. 

6  The  list  of  the  Apocryphal  books  is  prefaced  by  a 
luse  nearly  identical  with  that  in  Athanasius.     In  a 

ond  enumeration  (Credner,  a.  a.  O.  p.  144),  three 
oks  of  the  Macrabees  and  Susanna  are  enumerated 
aOng  the  icTiAe-yoneva. 

7  The  Apocryphal  books  are  headed :  koX  Scrai  avri- 
yoj-Ttti  TTJ9  7raAaid9  avrai  e'la-Lv.  Susanna  (i.  e.  Add. 
I  Daniel)  is  reckoned  among  them. 

8  The  catalogue  ends  with  the  words  :  Trao-as  lxe«  ' 
61  Tis  fie  TOVTiav  cKTOs  ovK  iv  yvi}(riois. 

9  The  verses  occiu:  under  the  name  of  Gregory  of 
Naziauzus,  but  are  generally  referred  to  Amphilochius. 
Of  Esther  he  says  :  toutoi;  irpoa-eyKpCvova-i  liiv  'EcrSiip 
Tives.  He  concludes :  oStos  aij/evSicrraTOi  Kaviav  av 
etTj  Tijiv  d€07rvev(TTuiv  ypaff>tav. 

10  Epiphanius  adds  of  Wisdom  and  Ecclus. :  ^pv- 
(Tinoi  fiev  eio-t  KaX  ox^e'Acfxot ,  aAA'  eis  apiflfibv  prj™ v  ovk 
a.va<f>epovTai,  Sib  ovSe  .  .  .  iv  rfi  -nj?  SiaSijKTjs  ki^wtm 
[aveTi&r)(rav].  The  same  catalogue  is  repeated  de  Mens. 
p.  180.     In  another  place  (a-Jv.  Hcer.  Ixxvi.  p.  941),  he 


speaks  of  the  teaching  contained  in  "  the  xxii.  books  " 
of  the  Old  Test,  in  the  New  Test. ,  and  then  iv  rais  2o- 
•fiiai.^,  2oAo(xa>i'Tds  re  <j>riftl  koX  vlov  Setpax  <"*'  Tracratc 
aTrXcof  ypa<|iais  flei'ats.  In  a  third  catalogue  (a/Jv.  Hcer. 
viii.  p.  19)  he  adds  the  letters  of  SirwcA  and  Jeremiah 
(which  he  elsewhere  specially  notices  as  wanting  in  the 
Hebrew,  de  3Tens.  p.  163),  and  speaks  of  Wisdom  and 
Ecclus.  as  iv  a.^i<f)iAc'KT<<)  (among  the  Jews),  x"p"is  oAAiui' 
Tiviav  j3t)3\ta)f  ivairoKpviJHav.  Comp.  adv.  Hcer.  xxix. 
p.  122. 

11  Leont.  I.  c.  ravTa  eo-ri  ra  Kavovi^6p.eva  /3t/3Aia  iv 
TJj  eK)eAr)(rta  Kal  TraKaia  Kal  via,  &v  to.  iroAaia  iravra 
Sexovrai  oi  'EiSpaioi. 

12  Joan.  Daniasc.  t.  e.  ■})  ^o<j>ia  tov  SoAojitwvTos  Kal  17 
2o</)ia  TOV  'lijirov  .  .  .  ivdpeTOi  ixiv  Kal  (coAaV  oAX"  oiiK 
apiBfiOvvrat,  ovSe  eKeivro  iv  rfj  ki^tcu. 

13  Quibus  nonnulli  adjiciunt  Esther,  Judith,  et  To- 
bit.     cKTOS  Se  TOVTiav  Tps  ypai^rji  airav  voOov  (Hody, 

;.  c). 

14  Hilar.  I.  c.  Quibusdam  autem  visum  est  additis 
Tobia  et  Judith  xxiv.  libros  secundum  numerum  Grse- 
carum  litterarum  connumerare.   .   .   . 

15  Hieron.  I.  c.  Quicquid  extra  hos  (the  books  of  the 
Hebrew  canon)  est,  inter  apocrypha  ponendum.  Igi- 
tur  Sapientia,  quae  vulgo  Salomonis  inscribitur,  et  Jesu 
filii  Sirach  liber,  et  Judith  et  Tobias  et  Pastor  non 
sunt  in  canone.  Machabceorum  primum  librum  He- 
braicum  reperi :  secundus  Graecus  est  .  .  .  Cf.  Prol. 
in  Libros  Salom.  wi  Chrom.  et  Heliod.  Fertur  et 
Ilaj'apeTOS,  Jesu  JUii  Sirach  liber,  et  alius  \jievSeniypa- 
(^os,  qui  Sapientia  Salomonis  inscribitur  .  .  .  Sic- 
ut  ergo  Judith  et  Tobit  et  Machabaorum  libros  legit 
quidem  ecclesia,  sed  inter  canonicos  non  recipit,  sic  et 
haec  duo  volumina  legit  ad  aedificationem  plebis,  non 
ad  auctoritatem  ecclesiasticorum  dogmatum  conflr- 
mandam.  Comp.  Prologos  in  Dan.  Hierem,,  Tobit,  Ju- 
dith, Jonam ;  Ep.  ad  Paulinum,  liii.  Hence  at  the 
close  of  Esther  one  very  ancient  MS.,  quoted  by  Mar- 
tianay  on  the  place,  adds :  Hucusque  completum 
est  Vet.  Test,  id  est,  omnes  canonicae  Scripturae  .  .  . 
quas  transtulit  Hieronymus  .  .  .  de  Hebraica  ver- 
itate  .  .  .  cjeterae  vero  Scripturae,  quae  non  sunt  can- 
onicae, sed  dicuntur  ecclesiasticae,  istae  svmt,  id  est  .  . 
giving  the  list  contained  in  Prol.  Galat. 

16  After  giving  the  Hebrew  canon  and  the  received 
canon  of  N.  T.,  Rufinus  says:  Sciendum  tamen  est, 
quod  et  alii  libri  sunt,  qui  non  canonici  sed  eeclesias- 
tiei  a  majoribus  appellati  sunt,  id  est,  Sapientia,  quas 
dicitur  Salomonis,  et  alia  Sapientia  quae  dicitur  fUii 
Sirach  .  .  .  ejusdem  vero  ordinis  libellus  est  Tobia 
et  Judith  et  Machabceorum  libri  .  .  .  Quae  omnia  legi 
quidem  in  ecclesiis  voluerunt,  non  tamen  proferri  ad 
auctoritatem  ex  his  fidei  confirmandam.  Caeteras  vero 
Scripturas  apocrypluis  nominarunt,  quas  in  ecclesiis 
1^  noluerunt. 

17  See  below. 

18  Cassiodorus  gives  also,  however,  with  marks  of 
high  respect,  the  catalogue  of  Jerome.  Comp.  Cosin, 
§89. 

19  Isidorus,  like  Cassiodorus,  gives  the  catalogue  of 
Jerome,  as  well  as  that  of  Augustine.  Comp.  Go^in, 
§103. 
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CANON 

Lucar,  who  was  most  favorably  disposed  towards 
the  Protestant  Churches,  confirms  the  Laodicene 
Catalogue,  and  marks  the  Apocrj-phal  books  as  not 
possessing  the  same  divine  authority  as  those  whose 
canonicity  is  unquestioned  (Kimmel,  Mon.  Fid. 
Eccles.  Or.  i.  p.  42,  rb  Kvpos  irapa  rod  iravayiov 
irvevfjLaros  ovk  ex"""'"'  <***'  '''^  Kvpicas  Kol  avafxcpi- 
fi6\as  KavoviKO.  fii^Kia.)-  In  this  judgment  Cyril 
Lucar  was  followed  by  his  friend  Metrophanes  Cri- 
topulus,  in  whose  confession  a  complete  list  of  the 
books  of  the  Hebrew  Canon  is  given  (Kimmel,  ii. 
p.  105  f.),  while  some  value  is  assigned  to  the 
Apocryphal  books  (awofiKTiTOvs  ovx  vyovfifBa)  in 
consideration  of  their  ethical  value;  and  the  de- 
tailed decision  of  ^Metrophanes  is  quoted  with  ap- 
proval in  the  "  Orthodox  Teaching  "  of  Platon, 
Metropolitan  of  Moscow  (ed.  Athens,  1836,  p.  59). 
The  "  Orthodox  Confession  "  simply  refers  the  sub- 
ject of  Scripture  to  the  Church  (Kimmel,  p.  159,  t) 
fKKkujffia  ex«'  tV  e^ovixiav  .  .  .  vh,  SoKifxa^V  toss 
jpa<pds;  comp.  p.  123).  On  the  other  hand  the 
Synod  at  Jerusalem,  held  in  1672,  "  against  the 
Calvinists,"  which  is  commonly  said  to  have  been 
led  by  Romish  influence  (yet  comp.  Kimmel,  p. 
Ixxxviii.),  pronounced  that  the  books  which  CjTil 
Lucar  "  ignorantly  or  maliciously  called  apocry- 
phal," are  "  canonical  and  Holy  Scripture,"  on  the 
authority  of  the  testimony  of  the  ancient  Church 
([Kimmel,]  Weissenbom,  Dosith.  Confess,  pp.  467 
f.).  The  Constantinopolitan  Synod,  which  was 
held  in  the  same  year,  notices  the  difference  exist- 
ing between  the  Apostolic,  Laodicene,  and  Cartha- 
ginian Catalogues,  and  appears  to  distinguish  the 
Apocryphal  books  as  not  wholly  to  be  rejected  {ocra 
fxivTot  tUv  tt/s  TraAotas  Stadi]Kris  fii^Kiuiv  nrrj 
vaptdfiiicrei  toiv  ayioypd<p(t)v  ov  ffvfnrfptXufjLfia- 
.  .  OVK  a.w6^\r]Ta  rvyxo-vovo'i  Si6\ov). 
lie  authorized  Russian  Catechism  ( The  Doctrine 
the  Russian  Church.,  &c.,  by  Rev.  W.  Black- 
ore,  Aberd.,  1845,  pp.  37  ff. )  distinctly  quotes  and 
sfends  the  Hebrew  Canon  on  the  authority  of  the 
ek  Fathers,  and  repeats  the  judgment  of  Atha- 
sius  on  the  usefulness  of  the  Apocryphal  books 
a  preparatory  study  in  the  Bible ;  and  there  can 
I  no  doubt  but  that  the  current  of  Greek  opinion, 
,  accordance  with  the  unanimous  agreement  of  the 
cient  Greek  Catalogues,  coincides  with  this  judg- 
ent. 

The  history  of  the  Syrian  Canon  of  the  0.  T.  is 
flvolved  in  great  obscurity  from  the  scantiness  of 
^e  evidence  which  can  be  brought  to  bear  upon  it. 
"lie  Peshito  was  made,  in  the  first  instance,  directly 
om  the  Hebrew,  and  consequently  adhered  to  the 
Jebrew  Canon ;  but  as  the  LXX.  was  used  aft«r- 
Is  in  revising  the  version,  so  many  of  the  Apoc- 
phal  books  were  translated  from  the  Greek  at  an 
rly  period,  and  added  to  the  original  collection 
&m.  Bibl.  Or.  i.  71).  Yet  this  change  was 
ily  made  gradually.  In  the  time  of  Ephrem  (c. 
370)  the  Apocryphal  additions  to  Daniel  were 
wanting,  and  his  commentaries  were  confined  to 
he  books  of  the  Hebrew  Canon,  though  he  was 
quaint«d  with  the  Apocrypha  (Lardner,  Credi- 
•■lity,  &c.,  iv.  pp.  427  f.;  see  Lengerke,  Daniel, 
.).  The  later  Syrian  writers  do  not  throw  much 
ght  upon  the  question.  Gregory  Bar  Hebraeus, 
his  short  commentary  on  Scripture,  treats  of  the 
books  in  the  following  order  (Assem.  Bibl  Orient. 
K.  282):  the  Pentateuch,  Josh.,  Judg.,  1  &  2  Sam. 
Ps.,  1  &  2  K.,  Prov.,  Ecclus.,  EccL,  Cant.,  Wiscl, 
Ruth,  Hisl.  Sus.,  Job,  Is.,  12  Proph.,  Jer.,  Lam., 
Ez.,  Dan.,  Bel,  4  Gosp.,  Acts  ...  14  I^ist.  of  St. 
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Paul,  omitting  1  &  2  Chr.,  Ezr.,  Neh.,  Esther,  Taint, 
1  &  2  Mace,  Judith,  (Baruch?),  Apocalypse,  Epist. 
James,  1  Pet.,  1  John. 

In  the  Scriptural  Vocabulary  of  Jacob  of  Edessa 
(Assem.  I.  c.  p.  499),  the  order  and  number  of  the 
books  commented  upon  is  somewhat  different: 
Pent.,  Josh.,  Judg.,  Job,  1  &  2  Sam.,  David  (i.  e. 
Ps.),  1  &  2  K.,  Is.,  12  Proph.,  Jer.,  Lam.,  Baruck, 
Ez.,  Dan.,  Prov.,  Wisd.,  Cant.,  Ruth,  Esth.,  Jm- 
dith,  Ecclus.,  Acts,  Epist.  James,  1  Pet.,  1  John, 
14  Epist.  of  St.  Paul,  4  Gosp.,  omitting  1  &  2 
Chr.,  Ezr.,  Neh.,  Eccl,  Tobit,  1  &  2  Mace,  Apoc. 
(comp.  Assem.  Bibl.  Orient,  iii.  4  not.). 

The  Catalogue  of  Ebed-Jesu  (Assem.  Bibl.  Ori- 
ent., iii.  5  ff.)  is  rather  a  general  survey  of  all  the 
Hebrew  and  Christian  hterature  with  which  he  was 
acquainted  (Catalogus  libronmi  omnium  Ecclesias- 
ticorum)  than  a  Canon  of  Scripture.  After  enu- 
merating the  books  of  the  Hebrew  Canon,  together 
with  Ecclus.,  IVisd.,  Judith,  add.  to  Dan.,  and  Ba- 
ruch,  he  adds,  without  any  break,  "the  traditions 
of  the  Elders  "  (Mishnah),  the  works  of  Josephus, 
including  the  Fables  of  yEsop  which  were  popularly 
ascribed  to  him,  and  at  the  end  mentions  the 
"  book  of  Tobias  and  TMt."  In  the  like  manner, 
after  enumerating  the  4  Gosp.,  Acts,  3  Cath.  Epist. 
and  14  Epist.  of  St.  Paul,  he  passes  at  once  to  the 
Diatessaron  of  Tatian,  and  the  writings  of  "  the 
disciples  of  the  Apostles."  Little  dependence,  how- 
ever, can  be  placed  on  these  hsts,  as  they  rest  on 
no  critical  foundation,  and  it  is  known  from  other 
sources  that  varieties  of  opinion  on  the  subject  of 
the  Canon  existed  in  the  Syrian  Church  (Assem. 
Bibl.  Client,  iii.  6  not.). 

One  testimony,  however,  which  derives  its  origin 
from  the  Syrian  Church,  is  specially  worthy  of 
notice.  Junilius,  an  African  bishop  of  the  6  th 
century,  has  preserved  a  fuU  and  interesting  account 
of  the  teaching  of  Paulus,  a  Persian,  on  Holy 
Scripture,  who  was  educated  at  Nisibis  where  "  the 
Divine  Law  was  regularly  explained  by  pubhc  mas- 
ters," as  a  branch  of  common  education  (Junil. 
De  part,  [div.l  leg.  Prcef. ).  He  dindes  the  books 
of  the  Bible  into  two  classes,  those  of  "  perfect," 
and  those  of  "mean"  authority  [medios  auctori- 
tatis].  The  first  class  includes  all  the  books  of  the 
Hebrew  Canon  with  the  exception  of  1  &  2  Chr., 
Job,  Canticles,  and  listher,  and  with  the  addition 
of  Ecclesiasticus.  The  second  class  consists  of 
Chronicles  (2),  Job,  Esdras  (2),  Judith,  Esther, 
and  Maccabees  (2),  which  are  added  by  "very 
many "  (plurimi)  to  |he  Canonical  books.  The 
remaining  books  are  pronounced  to  be  of  no  au- 
thority, and  of  these  Canticles  and  Wisdom  are 
said  to  be  added  by  "  some  "  (quidajn)  to  the  Ca- 
non. The  classification  as  it  stands  is  not  without 
diflSculties,  but  it  deserves  more  attention  than  it 
has  received  (comp.  Hody,  p.  653;  Gallandi,  Bib- 
lioth.  xii.  79  ff.  fMigne,  Patrol.  Lat.  vol.  kviii.] 
The  reprint  in  Wordsworth,  On  the  Canon,  App. 
A.,  pp.  42  ff.,  is  very  imperfect).  [See  Westcott's 
Canon  of  the  N.  T.,  2d  ed.,  pp.  485-87.] 

The  Armenian  Canon,  as  far  as  it  can  be  ascer- 
tained from  editions,  follows  that  of  the  LXX.,  but 
it  is  of  no  critical  authority ;  and  a  similar  remark 
applies  to  the  ^Ethiopian  Canon,  though  it  is  more 
easy  in  this  case  to  trace  the  changes  through 
which  it  has  passed  (Dilhnann,  Ueber  d.  jEth. 
Kan.,  in  Ewald's  Jahrbiicher,  1853,  pp.  144  ff.). 

In  addition  to  the  books  already  quoted  under 
the  heads  for  which  they  are  specially  valuable, 
some  still  remain  to  be  noticed.     C.  F.  Schmid, 
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Hist.  ant.  et  Vindic.  Can.  S.  Vet.  et  Nov.  Test. 
Lips.  1775;  [H.  Corrodi],  Versuch  einer  Beleuch- 
tung .  .  .  d.  Bibl.  Kamns,  Halle,  1792;  Movers, 
Loci  quidam  Hist.  Can.  V.  T.  illustrati,  Breslau, 
1842.  The  great  work  of  Hody  (De  BUtlim:  Text., 
Oxen.  1705)  contains  a  rich  store  of  materials, 
though  even  this  is  not  free  from  minor  errors. 
Stuart's  Critical  History  and  Defence  of  the  Old 
Test.  Canon,  London,  1849  [Andover,  1845]  is 
rather  an  apology  than  a  history.  [It  has  particu- 
lar reference  to  Mr.  Norton's  "  Note  on  the  Jewish 
Dispensation,  the  Pentateuch,  and  the  other  Books 
of  the  Old  Testament,"  in  vol.  ii.  of  his  Evidences 
of  the  Genuineness  of  the  Gospels,  Cambridge, 
1844  (pp.  xlviii.-cciv.  of  the  2d  ed.,  1848),  in 
which  the  Mosaic  authorship  of  the  Pentateuch 
was  denied.  See  also  Palfrey,  Lectures  on  the 
Jewish  Scriptures,  Boston,  1838,  etc.  i.  20-42;  De 
Wette,  Einl.  in  die  Biicher  des  A.  T.,  6®  Aufl. 
1852,  pp.  1.3-46,  or  Parker's  (often  inaccurate) 
translation,  i.  20-119,  and  Appendix,  pp.  412-28; 
Dillmann,  Ueber  die  Bildung  der  Sammlung  hei- 
liger  Schriften  A.  T.  (in  the  Jahrh.  f.  deutsche 
Theol.  1858,  iii.  419-91);  Bleek,  Einl.  in  das  A. 
T.,  Beriin,  18G0,  pp.  602-716,  and  the  references 
under  the  art.  Apockypha.  —  A.] 

IV.  The  history  of  the  Canon  of  the  New  Tes- 
tament. —  The  history  of  the  Canon  of  the  N.  T. 
presents  a  remarkable  analogy  to  that  of  the  Canon 
of  the  0.  T.  The  beginnings  of  both  Canons  are 
obscure,  from  the  circumstances  under  which  they 
arose;  both  grew  silently  under  the  guidance  of  an 
inward  instinct  rather  than  by  the  force  of  external 
authority ;  both  were  connected  with  other  religious 
literature  by  a  series  of  books  which  claimed  a  par- 
tial and  questionable  authority;  both  gained  defi- 
niteness  in  times  of  persecution.  The  chief  differ- 
ence lies  in  the  general  consent  with  which  all  the 
churches  of  the  West  have  joined  in  ratifying  one 
Canon  of  the  N.  T.,  while  they  are  divided  as  to 
the  position  of  the  0.  T.  Apocrypha. 

The  history  of  the  N.  T.  Canon  may  be  conven- 
iently divided  into  three  periods.  The  first  extends 
to  the  time  of  Hegesippus  (c.  a.  d.  170),  and  in- 
cludes the  era  of  the  separate  circulation  and  grad- 
ual collection  of  the  Apostolic  writings.  The  sec- 
ond is  closed  by  the  persecution  of  Diocletian  (a.  D. 
303),  and  marks  the  separation  of  the  sacred  writ- 
ings from  the  remaining  Ecclesiastical  literature. 
The  third  may  be  defined  by  the  third  Council  of 
Carthage  (a.  d.  397),  in  which  a  catalogue  of  the 
books  of  Scripture  was  formally  ratified  by  conciliar 
authority.  The  first  is  char;u;teristically  a  period 
of  tradition,  the  second  of  speculation,  the  third  of 
authority;  and  it  is  not  difficult  to  trace  the  feat- 
■  ures  of  the  successive  ages  in  the  course  of  the  his- 
tory of  the  Canon. 

1.  The  history  of  the  Canon  of  the  New  Testa- 
ment to  170  A.  I).  —  The  writings  of  the  N.  T. 
themselves  contain  little  more  than  faint,  and  per- 
haps unconscious  intimations  of  the  position  which 
they  were  destined  to  occupy.  The  mission  of  the 
Apostles  was  essentially  one  of  preaching  and  not 
of  writing;  of  founding  a  present  church  and  not 
of  legislating  for  a  future  one.  The  "word"  is 
essentially  one  of  "hearing,"  "received,"  and 
"  handed  down,"  a  "  message,"  a  "  proclamation." 
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Written  instruction  was  in  each  particular  case 
only  occasional  and  fragmentary ;  and  the  complete- 
ness of  the  entire  collection  of  the  incidental  records 
thus  formed  is  one  of  the  most  striking  proofs  of 
the  Providential  power  which  guided  the  natural 
development  of  the  church.  The  prevailing  method 
of  interpreting  the  0.  T.,  and  the  peculiar  position 
which  the  first  Christians  occupied,  as  standing 
upon  the  verge  of  "  the  coming  age "  {aid>v), 
seemed  to  preclude  the  necessity  and  even  the  use 
of  a  "  New  Testament."  Yet  even  thus,  though 
there  is  nothing  to  indicate  that  the  Apostles  re- 
garded their  written  remains  as  likely  to  preserve  a 
perfect  exhibition  of  the  sum  of  Christian  truth, 
coordinate  with  the  Law  and  the  Prophets,  they 
claim  for  their  writings  a  public  use  (1  Thess.  v. 
27;  Col.  iv.  16;  Rev.  xxii.  18),  and  an  authorita- 
tive power  (1  Tim.  iv.  1  fF. ;  2  Thess.  iii.  6 ;  Rev. 
xxii.  19);  and,  at  the  time  when  2  Peter  was  writ- 
ten, which  on  any  supposition  is  an  extremely  early 
writing,  the  Epistles  of  St.  Paul  were  placed  in  sig- 
nificant connection  with  "  the  other  Scriptures  "  " 
(reky  \otiras  'ypa(pds,  not  rhs  SXAas  ypa<pds). 

The  transition  from  the  Apostolic  to  tlie  sub- 
Apostolic  age  is  essentially  abrupt  and  striking. 
An  age  of  conservatism  succeeds  an  age  of  creation ; 
but  in  feeUng  and  general  character  the  period 
which  followed  the  working  of  the  Apostles  seems 
to  have  been  a  faithful  reflection  of  that  which  they 
moulded.  The  remains  of  the  literature  to  which 
it  gave  birth,  which  are  wholly  Greek,  are  singu- 
larly scanty  and  limited  in  range,  merely  a  few  Let- 
ters and  "Apologies."  As  yet,  writing  among 
Christians  was,  as  a  general  rule,  the  result  of  a 
pressing  necessity  and  not  of  choice;  and  under 
such  circumstances  it  is  vain  to  expect  either  a  dis- 
tinct consciousness  of  the  necessity  of  a  written 
Canon,  or  any  clear  testimony  as  to  its  limits. 

The  writings  of  the  Apostolic  Fathers  (c. 
70-120  A.  D.)  are  all  occasional.  They  spning  out 
of  pecuUar  circumstances,  and  offered  little  scope 
for  quotation.  At  the  same  time  the  Apostolic 
tradition  was  still  fresh  in  the  memories  of  men, 
and  the  need  of  written  Gosi)els  was  not  yet  made 
evident  by  the  corruption  of  the  oral  narrative. 
As  a  consequence  of  this,  the  testimony  of  the 
Apostolic  fathers  is  chiefly  important  as  proving 
the  general  currency  of  such  outlines  of  history  and 
types  of  doctrine  as  are  preserved  in  our  Canon. 
They  show  in  this  way  that  the  Canonical  books 
offer  an  adequate  explanation  of  the  belief  of  the 
next  age,  and  must  therefore  represent  completely 
the  earlier  teaching  on  which  that  was  base<l.  In 
three  places,  however,  in  wliich  it  was  natural  to 
look  for  a  more  distinct  reference,  Clement  {Ep. 
47),  Ignatius  (ad  Eph.  12),  and  Polycarp  (Ep.  3) 
refer  to  Apostolic  Epistles  written  to  those  whom 
they  were  themselves  addressing,  llie  casual  co- 
incidences of  the  writings  of  the  Apostolic  fathers 
with  the  languP;ge  of  the  Epistles  are  nmch  more 
extensive.  With  the  exception  of  the  Epistles  of 
Jude,  2  Peter,  and  2,  3  .lol(n,<>  with  which  no  co- 
incidences occur,  and  1,  2  'lliessiilonians,  Colos- 
sians,  Titus,  and  Philemon,  witli  which  the  coinci- 
dences are  very  questionable,  all  the  other  Epistles 
were  clearly  known,  and  used  by  tl-iem ;  but  still 
they  are  not  quoted  with  the  formulas  which  pre- 


«  The  late  tradition  commonly  quoted  from  Photlus 
(BMioth.  254)  to  show  that  St.  John  completed  the 
Canon,  refers  only  to  the  Gospels :  tow?  rb/iovs  oi  avi- 
ypa^v    Sia<f>6poi.i    yKiixrvan    to.    (riarqpia    Tov 


StOTTOTOV  noBTt  T«  Ka\  Oaviiara  koX  S^SaynaTa. ....  ««• 
Tofe  re  koX  avvSn^pBptoa-f  .... 

b  The  titles  of  the  disputed  books  of  the  N.  T.  are 
italicized  throughout,  for  convenience  of  reference. 
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face  citations  from  the  0.  T.  (^  ypatpi)  \eyet,  yi- 
ypoJTToi,  Ac.); "  nor  is  the  famous  phrase  of  Igna- 
tias  {ad  Philad.  5,  wpo(T(pvyoou  t^  ivayyeXicp  us 
(rapKl  'IrjtroD  /cat  to7s  a.iro(TT6\ois  ws  TrpefffiuTt- 
picp  iKKATjarias)  sufficient  to  prove  the  existence  of 
a  collection  of  Apostolic  records  as  distinct  from  the 
sum  of  Apostolic  teaching.  The  coincidences  with 
the  Gospels,  on  the  other  hand,  both  in  fact  and 
substance  are  numerous  and  uiteresting,  but  such 
as  cannot  be  referred  to  the  exclusive  use  of  our 
present  \vritten  Gospels.  Such  a  use  would  have 
been  alien  from  the  character  of  the  age,  and  in- 
consistent with  the  influence  of  a  historical  tradi- 
tion. The  details  of  the  life  of  Christ  were  still 
too  fresh  to  be  sought  for  only  in  fixed  records; 
and  even  where  memory  was  less  active,  long  habit 
interposed  a  barrier  to  the  recognition  of  new 
Scriptm-es.  The  sense  of  the  infinite  depth  and 
paramount  authority  of  the  0.  T.  was  too  powerful 
even  among  Gentile  converts  to  require  or  to  admit 
of  the  immediate  addition  of  supplementary  books. 
But  the  sense  of  the  peculiar  position  which  the 
Afwstles  occupied,  as  the  original  inspired  teachers 
of  the  Christian  church,  was  already  making  itself 
felt  in  the  sub-apostolic  age ;  and  by  a  remarkable 
agreement  Clement  (nd  Cor.  i.  7,  47)  Polycarp  (ad 
Phil.  .3),  Ignatius  (ad  Rom.  4)  and  Barnabas  (c.  1) 
draw  a  clear  line  between  themselves  and  their  pred- 
ecessors, from  whom  they  were  not  separated  by 
any  lengthened  intervals  of  time.  As  the  need  for 
a  definite  standard  of  Christian  truth  became  more 
pressing,  so  was  the  character  of  those  in  whose 
writings  it  was  to  be  sought  more  distinctly  appre- 
hended. 

The  next  period  (120-170  A.  d.),  which  may  be 
fitly  termed  the  age  of  the  Apologists,  carries  the 
history  of  the  formation  of  the  Canon  one  step  fur- 
ther. The  facts  of  the  life  of  Christ  acquired  a 
fresh  importance  in  controversy  with  Jew  and  Gen- 
tUe.  The  oral  tradition,  which  still  remained  in 
the  former  age,  was  dying  away,  and  a  variety  of 
written  documents  claimed  to  occupy  its  place. 
Then  it  was  that  the  Canonical  Gospels  were  defi- 
nitely separated  from  the  mass  of  similar  narratives 
in  virtue  of  their  outward  claims,  which  had  re- 
mained, as  it  were,  in  abeyance  during  the  period 
of  tradition.  The  need  did  not  create,  but  recog- 
nized them.'  Without  doubt  and  without  contro- 
versy, they  occupied  at  once  the  position  which 
they  have  always  retained  as  the  fourfold  Apostolic 
record  of  the  Saviour's  ministry.  Other  narratives 
remained  current  for  some  time,  which  were  either 
interpolated  forms  of  the  Canonical  books  (The 
Gospel  according  to  the  Hebrews,  &c.),  or  inde- 
pendent traditions  (The  Gospel  according  to  the 
Egyptians,  &c.),  and  exercised  more  or  less  influ- 


»  The  exceptions  to  this  statement  whicli  occur  in 
the  Latin  versions  of  Polycarp  (ad  Phil.  c.  12  "ut 
his  Scripturis  dictum  est,"  Ps.  iv.  4  ;  Eph.  iv.  26),  and 
Barnabas  (c.  4  "sicut  scriptum  est,"  Matt.  xx.  16), 
cannot  be  urged  against  the  uniform  practice  which  is 
observed  in  the  original  texts.  Some  of  the  most  re- 
markable Evangelic  citations  are  prelaced  by  [Kupioy] 
siTrei',  not  Ae'yei,  which  seems  to  show  that  they  were 
ierived  from  tradition  and  not  from  a  written  nar*a- 
ive  (Clem.  Ep.  13,  46). 

*  The  correctness  of  the  old  Latin  version  of  Barna- 
bas in  c.  4.  "  sicut  scriptum  est,"  is  now  confirmed  by 
the.  Ckxlfx  Sinaiticiis,  which  reads  J,,  y^ypavrai.  This 
is  interesting  as  perhaps  the  earliest  example  which 
has  come  down  to  us  of  an  express  quotation  of  a  book 
of  the  N.  T.  as  Scripture.  A. 
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ence  upon  the  form  of  popular  quotations,  and  per- 
haps in  some  cases  upon  the  text  of  the  Canonical 
Gospels;  but  where  the  question  of  authority  was 
raised,  the  four  Gospels  were  ratified  by  universal 
consent.  The  testimony  of  Justin  Martyk  (t  c. 
246  A.  D.)  is  in  this  respect  most  important.* 
An  impartial  examination  of  his  Evangelic  refer- 
ences, if  conducted  with  due  reference  to  his  general 
manner  of  quotation,  to  possible  variations  of  read- 
ing, and  to  the  nature  of  his  subject,  which  ex- 
cluded express  citations  from  Christian  books,  shows 
that  they  were  derived  certainly  in  the  main,  prob- 
ably exclusively,  from  our  Synoptic  Gospels,  and 
that  each  Gospel  is  distinctly  recognized  by  him 
(Dial.  c.  Tryph.  c.  103,  p.  331,  D,  ev  yap  rois 
airojxvriixovfvjj.a(nv  &  f^Tj/ii  vnh  t  a>  u  airo  ar  6- 
\wv  (Matthew,  John)  avTov  koI  ruv  iicei- 
V  o  IS  irapaKo\ovdy)ffdvT<iiv  (Mark,  Luke) 
(TvyrtTaxOcu  •  •  •  Comp.  Dial.  c.  49  with  Matt, 
xvii.  13 ;  Dial.  c.  106  with  Mark  iii.  16,  17 ;  Dial. 
c.  105  with  Luke  xxiii.  46).  The  references  of 
Justin  to  St.  John  are  less  decided  (comp.  Apol.  i. 
61;  Dial.  [88,]  63,  123,  56,  &c.;  Otto,  in  lUgen's 
Ztitschrift,  u.  s.  w.  1841,  pp.  77  fi".  1843,  pp.  34 
ff. ) ;  and  of  the  other  books  of  the  N.  T.  he  men- 
tions the  Apocalypse  only  by  name  (Dial.  c.  81), 
and  offers  some  coincidences  of  language  with  the 
Pauline  Epistles. 

The  endence  of  Papia.s  (c.  140-150  A.  D.)  is 
nearly  contemporary  with  that  of  Justin,  but  goes 
back  to  a  still  earlier  generation  (6  Trpeo-jSurepos 
(Keye)-  In  spite  of  the  various  questions  which 
have  been  raised  as  to  the  interpretation  of  the 
fragments  of  his  "  Enarrations  "  preserved  by  Euse- 
bius  (H.  E.  iii.  39)  it  seems  on  every  account  most 
reasonable  to  conclude  that  Papias  was  acquainted 
with  our  present  Gospels  of  St.  Matthew  and  St. 
Mark,  the  former  of  which  he  connected  with  an 
earlier  Hebrew  original  (r^pix-f^veva-f);  and  probably 
also  with  the  Gospel  of  St.  John  (Frag.  xi.  Routh; 
comp.  Iren.  v.  sub  Jin.),  the  former  Epistles  of  St. 
John  and  St.  Peter  (Euseb.  H.  E.  iii.  24),  and  the 
Apocalypse  (Frag.  viii.).<= 

Meanwhile  the  Apostolic  writings  were  taken  by 
various  mystical  teachers  as  the  fovmdation  of 
strange  schemes  of  speculation,  which  are  popularly 
confounded  together  under  the  general  title  of 
Gnosticism,  whether  Gentile  or  Jewish  in  their 
origin.  In  the  earliest  fragments  of  Gnostic  writ- 
ers which  remain  there  are  traces  of  the  use  of  the 
Gospels  of  St.  Matthew  and  St.  John,  and  of  1 
Corinthians  ('ATrJt^oo-jy  fieyaXt)  [Simon  M.]  ap. 
Hippol.  adv.  Hcer.  vi.  16,  9,  13)  and  the  Apoca- 
lypse was  attributed  by  a  confusion  not  difficult  of 
explanation  to  Cerinthus  (Epiph.  Hmr.  li.  3).  In 
other  Gnostic  (Ophite)  writings  a  little  later  there 

!>  *  The  date  246  is  doubtless  a  misprint  for  146  ; 
but  the  year  of  Justin's  death  is  uncertain.  Mr.  Hort, 
in  an  able  article  in  the  Journal  of  Class,  and  Sacred 
Philology  for  June  1856  (iii.  191),  assigns  it  to  a.  d. 
148 ;  most  scholars  have  placed  it  in  the  neighborhood 
of  A.  D.  165.  On  this  subject,  and  on  the  dateof  Jus- 
tin's writings,  see  Donaldson,  Hist,  of  Christian  Lit. 
and  Doctrine,  ii.  73  f,  82  ff.,  Lond.  1866.  A. 

c  A  fragment  of  Papias's  Commentary  on  the- .dj^oc- 
ali/pse  is  preserved  in  the  Commentary  published'  by 
Cramer,  Oat.  in  Apoc.  p.  360,  which  is  not  noticed' by 
Routh. 

*  Frag.  xi.  of  Routh  above  referred  to  has  been 
shown  to  belong  to  another  Papias,  who  lived  in  the 
eleventh  century.  See  J.  B.  Lightfoot,  St.  Paid^s  Ep. 
to  the  Galatians,  2d  ed.,  1866).p.  265,  notO/  A. 
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are  referencas  to  St.  Matthew,  St.  Luke,  St.  John, 
Romans,  1,  2  Corinthians,  Galatians,  P-phesians, 
Hebrews  {Hist,  of  N.  T.  Canon,  pp.  313  ff.  [249 
fF.,  2d  ed.J):  and  tlie  Clementine  Homilies  contain 
clear  coincidences  with  all  the  Gosiiels  (Horn.  xix. 
20  St.  Mark;  Horn.  xix.  22  St.  John).  It  is,  in- 
deed, in  tlie  fragments  of  a  Gnostic  writer,  Basil- 
ides  (c.  12.J  A.  !>.),  that  the  WTitings  of  the  N.  T. 
are  found  quoted  for  the  first  time  in  the  same 
manner  as  those  of  the  O.  T.  (Basil,  (ip.  Hipp.  adv. 
Hcer.  p.  238,  yeypairrai;  240,  t)  ypcup'it,  &c.). 
[See,  however,  the  a<:ldition  to  note  a,  p.  3G'J.]  A 
Gnostic,  Heracleon,  was  the  first  known  commenta- 
tor on  the  Christian  Scriptures.  And  the  history 
of  another  Gnostic,  Marcion,  furnishes  the  first 
distinct  evidence  of  a  Canon  of  the  N.  T. 

The  need  of  a  definite  Canon  must  have  made 
itself  felt  during  the  course  of  the  Gnostic  contro- 
versy. The  common  records  of  the  life  of  Christ 
may  be  sujijwsed  to  have  been  first  fixed  in  the  dis- 
cussions with  external  adversaries.  The  standard 
of  Apostolic  teaching  was  determined  when  the 
Church  itself  was  rent  with  uitemal  divisions.  The 
Canon  of  Marciox  (c.  140  a.  d.)  contained  both 
elements,  a  Gospel  ("  The  Gospel  of  Christ ")  which 
was  a  mutilated  recension  of  St.  Luke,  and  an 
"Aiwstle"  or  Apostolicon,  which  contained  ten 
Epistles  of  St.  Paul  —  the  only  true  Apostle  in 
Marcion's  judgment  —  excluding  the  pastoral  Epis- 
tles, and  that  to  the  Ilebrews  (Tert.  adv.  Marc.  v. ; 
Epiph.  adv.  IIcBr.  xlii.).  The  narrow  limits  of  this 
Canon  were  a  necessary  consequence  of  Marcion's 
belief  and  position,  but  it  offers  a  clear  witness  to 
the  fiict  that  Apostolic  writings  were  thus  early  re- 
garded as  a  complete  original  rule  of  doctrine.  Nor 
is  there  any  evidence  to  show  that  he  regarded  the 
books  which  he  rejected  as  unauthentic.  The  con- 
duct of  other  heretical  teachers  who  professed  to 
admit  the  authority  of  all  the  Apostles  proves  the 
converse;  for  they  generally  defended  their  tenets 
by  forced  interpretations,  and  not  by  denying  the 
authority  of  the  common  records.  And  while  the 
first  traces  of  the  recognition  of  the  divine  inspira- 
tion and  collective  unity  of  the  Canon  comes  from 
them,  it  cannot  be  supposed,  without  inverting  the 
whole  history  of  Christianity,  that  they  gave  a 
model  to  the  Catholic  Church,  and  did  not  them- 
selves simply  perpetuate  the  beUef  and  custom 
which  had  grown  up  within  it. 

The  close  of  this  period  of  the  history  of  the 
N.  T.  Canon  is  marked  by  the  existence  of  two 
important  testimonies  to  the  N.  T.  as  a  whole. 
Hitherto  the  evidence  has  been  in  the  main  frag- 
mentary and  occasional ;  but  the  Muratoiuan 
Canon  in  the  West,  and  the  PKSinxo  in  the  I"^t, 
deal  with  the  collection  of  (Jhristian  Scriptures  as 
such.  The  first  is  a  fragment,  apparently  trans- 
lated from  the  Greek,  and  yet  of  Roman  origin, 
mutilated  both  at  the  lieginning  iind  the  end,  and 
written,  from  internal  evidence,  about  170  A.  D. 
It  conmiences  with  a  clear  reference  to  St.  Mark's 
(jospel,  and  then  pas-ses  on  to  St.  Luke  as  the  third, 
St.  John,  the  Acts,  thirteen  Epistles  of  St.  Paul. 
Tlie  first  Epistle  of  St.  John  is  quoted  in  the  text; 
and  then  afterwards  it  is  said  that  "  the  Epistle  of 
Jvde  and  tvoo  Epistles  of  the  John  mentioned  above 


n  We  have  given  what  appears  to  be  the  meaniag 
»f  the  corrupt  text  of  the  passage.  It  would  be  oat 
»f  place  to  discuss  all  the  disputed  points  here ;  comp. 
Hist.  o/N.  T.  Canon,  pp.  242,  [184,  2d  ed.]  £f.,  and 
ihe  references  there  given. 
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(superscripti :  or  "  which  bear  the  name  of  John," 
siiperscriptm)  are  reckoned  among  the  CathoUc 
[Epistles]  (MS.  Catholica,  i.  e.  Ecclesia?)."  "  We 
receive  moreover  the  Apocalypses  of  John  and  Peter 
only,  which  [latter]  some  of  our  body  will  not  ha*e 
read  in  the  Church."  <»  Thus  the  catalogue  omits 
of  the  books  received  at  present  the  Epistle  of 
James,  the  Epistle  to  the  Hebreus,  and  2  Peter, 
while  it  notices  the  partial  reception  of  the  Hevela- 
tion  of  Peter.  The  Canon  of  the  Peshito  forms  a 
remarkable  complement  to  this  catalogue.  It  in- 
cludes the  four  Gospels  and  the  Acts,  fourteen 
Epistles  of  St.  Paul,  1  John,  1  Peter,  and  James, 
omitting  Jude,  2  Peter,  2,  3  John,  and  the  A/x>ca- 
lyjise ;  and  this  Canon  was  preserved  in  the  Syrian 
Churches  as  long  as  they  had  an  independent  litera- 
ture (Ebed  Jesu  t  1318  A.  n.  ap.  Assem.  Bibl.  Or. 
iii.  pp.  3  AT.).  Up  to  this  point,  therefore,  2  Peter 
is  the  only  book  of  the  N.  T.  which  is  not  recog- 
nized as  an  Apostolic  and  authoritative  writing; 
and  in  this  result  the  evidence  from  casual  quota- 
tions coincides  exactly  with  the  enumeration  in  the 
two  express  catalogues. 

2.  The  history  of  the  Canon  of  ihe  N.  T.from 
170  A.  D.  to  303  A.  D.  —  The  second  period  of  the 
history  of  the  Canon  is  marked  by  an  entire  change 
in  the  literary  character  of  the  Church.  Erom  the 
close  of  the  second  century  Christian  writers  take 
the  foremost  place  intellectually  as  well  as  morally ; 
and  the  powerful  influence  of  the  Alexandrine 
Church  widened  the  range  of  Catholic  thought,  and 
checked  the  spread  of  speculative  heresies.  From 
the  first  the  common  elements  of  the  Roman  and 
Syrian  Canons,  noticed  in  the  last  section,  fonn  a 
Canon  of  acknowledged  books,  regarded  as^a  whole, 
authoritative  and  inspired,  and  coi  rdinate  with  the 
0.  T.  Each  of  these  points  is  proved  by  the  testi- 
mony of  contemporary  fathers  who  represent  the 
Churches  of  Asia  Minor,  Alexandria  and  North 
Airica.  Iken.kus,  who  was  connected  by  direct 
succession  with  St.  John  (Euseb.  H.  E.  v.  20), 
speaks  of  the  Scriptures  as  a  whole,  without  dis- 
tinction of  the  Old  or  New  Testaments,  as  "  perfect, 
inasmuch  as  they  were  uttered  by  the  Word  of  (Jod 
and  His  Spirit"  {Adv.  Ilosr.  ii.  28,  2).  "  Tliere 
could  not  be,"  he  elsewhere  argues,  "  more  than 
four  Gospels  or  fewer"  {Adv.  IJcer.  iii.  11,  8  ft"). 
Clement  of  Alexandria,  again,  marks  "  the 
Apostle''  (6  airiffroKos,  Strom.  \ii.  3,  §  14;  some- 
times air6<TTO\oi)  as  a  collection  definite  as  "the 
Gospel,"  and  combines  them  "as  Scriptures  of  the 
I>)rd  "  with  the  I^w  and  the  Prophets  {Strvm.  vi. 
11,  §  88)  as  "  ratified  by  the  authority  of  one 
Almighty  power  "  {Strom,  iv.  1,  §  2).  Teutul- 
lian  notices  jKirticularly  the  introduction  of  the 
word  Testament  for  the  earlier  word  Jnstrvment, 
as  applied  to  the  dispensation  and  the  record  {adv. 
Marc.  iv.  1),  and  appejUs  to  the  Neio  Testament, 
as  made  up  of  the  "Gospels"  and  "Apostles" 
{Adv.  Prax.  15).  This  comprehensive  testimony 
extends  to  the  four  Gospels,  the  Acts,  1  Peter,  1 
John,  thirteen  Epistles  of  St.  I'aul,  and  the  Ajmco- 
bjpse ;  and,  with  the  exception  of  the  Apocalj^pse, 
no  one  of  these  books  was  ever  afterwai-ds  rejected 
or  questioned  till  modern  times.'' 

But  this  important  agreement  as  to  the  principal 
contents  of  the  Canon  left  several  points  still  unde- 
cided.   The  East  and  West,  as  was  seen  in  the  last 


b  The  Manichees  offer  do  real  exception  to  tib  | 
truth  of  this  remark.  Comp.  Beausobre,  Hist,  d*  I 
Munich.,  i.  297  f.  ^ 
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action,  severally  received  some  books  which  were 
not  universally  accepted.  So  far  the  error  lay  in 
defect ;  but  in  other  cases  apocryphal  or  unapostoUc 
books  obtained  a  partial  sanction  or  a  popular  use, 
before  they  finally  passed  into  oblivion.  Both  these 
phenomena,  however,  were  limited  in  time  and 
range,  and  admit  of  explanation  from  the  internal 
character  of  the  books  in  question.  The  examina- 
tion of  tlie  claims  of  the  separate  writings  belongs 
to  special  introductions;  but  the  subjoined  table 
(Xo.  III.)  will  give  a  general  idea  of  the  extent  and 
nature  of  the  historic  evidence  which  bears  upon 
them. 

This  table  might  be  much  extended  by  the  in- 
sertion of  isolated  testimonies  of  less  considerable 
writers.  Generally,  how^ever,  it  may  be  siiid  that 
of  the  "  disputed  "  books  of  the  N.  T.,  the  Apoca- 
lypse  was  universally  received,  with  the  single  ex- 
ception of  Dionysius  of  Alexandria,  by  all  the 
writers  of  the  period;  and  the  Ejmtle  to  the  He- 
brews, by  the  Churches  of  Alexandria,  Asia  ( ? ) 
and  Syria,  but  not  by  those  of  Africa  and  Kome. 
The  Epistles  of  St.  James  and  St.  Jude,  on  the 
other  hand,  were  little  used,  and  the  Second  Ep. 
of  St.  Peter  was  barely  known. 

But  while  the  evidence  for  the  formation  of  the 
Canon  is  much  more  copious  during  this  period 
than  during  that  which  preceded,  it  is  essentially 
of  the  same  kind.  It  is  the  evidence  of  use  and 
not  of  inquiry.  The  Canon  was  fi.xed  in  ordinary 
practice,  and  doubts  were  resolved  by  custom  and 
not  by  criticism.  Old  feeUngs  and  beliefs  were  per- 
petuated by  a  hving  tradition ;  and  if  this  habit  of 
mind  was  unfavorable  to  the  permanent  solution  of 
difficulties,  it  gives  fresh  force  to  the  claims  of  the 
acknowledged  books,  which  are  attested  by  the 
witness  of  every  division  of  the  Church  (Origen, 
Cypriax,  Mltiiodius),  for  it  is  difficidt  to  con- 
ceive how  such  unanimity  could  have  arisen  except 
from  the  original  weight  of  apostolical  authority. 
For  it  will  be  observed  that  the  evidence  in  favor 
of  the  acknowledged  books  as  a  whole  is  at  once 
clear  and  concordant  from  all  sides  as  soon  as  the 
Christian  literature  is  independent  and  considerable. 
The  Canon  preceded  the  literature  and  was  not  de- 
termined by  it. 

3.  77(6  histoi-y  of  the  N.  T.  Canon  from  A.  d. 
303—397.  —  The  jjersecution  of  Diocletian  was  di- 
rected in  a  great  measure  against  the  Christian 
writings  (Lact.  Jnsiit.  v.  2;  ck  Mort.  Persec.  16). 
The  influence  of  the  Scriptures  was  already  so  great 
and  so  notwrious,  that  the  surest  method  of  destroy- 
ing the  faith  seemed  to  be  the  destruction  of  the 
records  on  which  it  was  supported.  The  plan  of 
the  emperor  was  in  part  successful.  Some  were 
found  who  obtained  protection  by  the  surrender  of 
the  sacred  books,  and  at  a  later  time  the  question 
of  the  readmission  of  these  "  traitors  "  (traditores), 
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«  The  enumeration  of  the  Pauline  Epistles  marks 
the  doubt  which  had  existed  as  to  the  Hebrews :  Epis- 
tolse  Pauli  Apostoli  xiii.  ;  ejusdem  ad  Hebrseos  una. 
In  the  Council  of  Hippo  (Can.  36)  the  phrase  is  sim- 
ply "xiv.  Epistles  of  St.  Paul."  Generally  it  may  be 
observed  that  the  doubt  was  in  many,  if  not  in  most, 
cases  as  to  the  autkorship,  and  not  as  to  the  canonicity 
of  the  letter.     Comp.  Hieron.  Ep.  ad  Hard.,  129,  §  3. 

^  The  MSS.  of  the  Vulgate  from  the  sixth  century 
-Jownwards  T(Ty  frequently  contain  the  apocryphal 
Epistle  to  the  Laodiceans  among  the  Pauline  Epistles, 
generally  after  the  Epistle  to  the  Colossians,  but  also 
in  other  places,  without  any  mark  of  suspicion.  The 
'.ext  in  Cod.  Harl.  (Brit.  Mus.)  2833  (sec.  xi.)  in  which 


as  they  were  emphatically  called,  created  a  schism 
in  the  Church.  The  Donatists,  who  maintained 
the  sterner  judgment  on  their  crime,  may  be  re- 
garded as  maintaining  in  its  strictest  integrity  the 
ix)pular  judgment  in  Africa  on  the  contents  of  the 
Canon  of  Scripture  which  was  the  occasion  of  the 
dissension ;  and  Augustine  allows  that  they  held  in 
common  with  the  Cathohcs  the  same  "  Canonical 
Scriptures,"  and  were  alike  "  bound  by  the  author- 
ity of  both  Testaments"  (August,  c.  Cresc.  i.  31, 
57 ;  £p.  129,  3).  The  only  doubt  which  can  be 
raised  as  to  the  integrity  of  the  Donatist  Canon 
arises  from  the  uncertain  language  which  Augus- 
tine himself  uses  as  to  the  Epistle  to  the  Hebrews, 
which  the  Donatists  may  also  have  countenanced. 
But,  however  this  may  have  been,  the  complete 
Canon  of  the  N.  T.,  as  commonly  received  at  pres- 
ent, was  ratified  at  the  third  Council  of  Car- 
thage (a.  d.  397 ),«  and  from  that  time  was  ac- 
cepted throughout  the  Latin  Church  (Jekojie, 
Innocent,  Kufinus,  Philastrius),  though  oc- 
casional doubts  as  to  the  Epistle  to  the  Hebrews 
still  remained*  (Isid.  Hisp.  Proaem.  §§  85-109). 

Meanwhile  the  Syrian  Churches,  faithful  to  the 
conservative  spirit  of  the  East,  still  retained  the 
Canon  of  the  Peshito.  Chrysostom  (t  407  a.  d.), 
Theodore  of  Mopsuestia  (t  429  a.  d.),  and 
Theodoret,  who  represent  the  Church  of  Anti- 
och,  furnish  no  evidence  in  support  of  the  Epistles 
of  Jude,  2  Peter,  2, 3  John,  or  the  AjMcalypse.  Ju- 
NiLius,  in  his  account  of  the  pubUc  teaching  at 
Nisibis,  places  the  Epistles  of  James,  Jtide,  2, 
3  John,  2  Peter  in  a  second  class,  and  mentions 
the  doubts  which  existed  in  the  East  as  to  the 
Apocalypse,  And  though  Ephrem  Syrus  was 
acquainted  with  the  Ajxicalypse  ( 0pp.  Syr.  ii.  p. 
332  c),  j"et  his  genuine  Syrian  works  exhibit  no 
habitual  use  of  the  books  which  were  not  contained 
in  the  Syrian  Canon,  a  fact  which  must  throw  some 
discredit  upon  the  frequent  quotations  from  them 
which  occur  in  those  writings  which  are  only  pre- 
served in  a  Greek  translation. « 

The  Churches  of  Asia  Minor  seem  to  have  occu- 
pied a  mean  position  as  to  the  Canon  between  the 
East  and  West.  With  the  exception  of  the  Apoca- 
lypse, they  received  generally  all  the  books  of  the 
N.  T.  as  contained  in  the  African  Canon,  but  this 
is  definitely  excluded  from  the  Catalogue  of  Greg- 
ory of  Nazianzus  (tc.  389  a.  d.),  and  pro- 
nounced "  spurious "  (v66ov),<»\  the  authority  of 
"  the  majority  "  {oi  irXtlovs),  in  that  of  Ajiphilo- 
CHius  (c.  380  A.  n.),  while  it  is  passed  over  in 
silence  in  the  l^aodicene  Catalogue,  which,  even  if 
it  has  no  right  to  its  canonical  position,  yet  be- 
longs to  the  period  and  country  with  which  it  is 
commonly  connected.  The  same  Canon,  with  the 
same  omission  of  the  Apocalyjise,  is  given  by  Cyril 
of  Jerusalem  (f  386  a.  d.);  though  Epipha- 


It  occurs  after  the  Apocalypse,  differs  in  several  respects 
from  any  of  Anger's  MSS.  Comp.  Anger,  Dtr  Laodice- 
nerbriff,  Leipz.  1843,  pp.  142  ff.  The  Greek  title  in  G 
(not  F),  Trpos  AaovScucrjo-as  apxfTai,  Js  apparently  only 
a  rendering  of  the  Latin  title  from  the  form  of  the 
name  (g^.  Laudieenses).  [The  text  of  this  Epistle,  ac- 
cording to  four  MSS.  in  the  British  Museum,  is  given 
by  Mr.  Westcott  in  his  History  of  the  Canon  of  the 
N.  T.,  2d  ed.,  App.  E.] 

c  ♦  On  the  doubtful  genuineness  of  the  Grrek  writ- 
ings which  bear  the  name  of  Ephrem,  see  Tregelles, 
Textual  Criticism  of  the  N.  T.  (Home's  Introd.,  10th 
ed.,  vol.  iv.),  p.  337,  note,  and  Rodiger  in  Herzog's 
RecU-Encykl.  iv.  87.  A. 
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MIUS,  who  was  his  fellow-countryman  and  contem- 
porary, confirms  the  Western  Canon,  while  he  no- 
tices the  doubts  which  were  entertained  as  to  the 
Apocalypse.  These  doubts  prevailed  in  the  Church 
of  Constantmople,  and  the  Apocalypse  does  not 
seem  to  have  been  recognized  there  down  to  a  late 
period,  though  in  other  respects  the  Constantino- 
politan  Canon  was  complete  and  pure  (Nicepho- 
Bus,  Photius,  CEcumenius,  Theophylact, 
t  c.   1077  A.  D.). 

The  well-known  Festal  Letter  of  Athanasius 
(t  373  A.  D.)  bears  witness  to  the  Alexandrine 
Canon.  This  contains  a  clear  and  positive  list  of 
the  books  of  the  N.  T.  as  they  are  received  at  pres- 
ent; and  the  judgment  of  Athanasius  is  confirmed 
by  the  practice  of  his  successor  Cyril. 

One  important  Catalogue  yet  remains  to  be  men- 
tioned. After  noticing  in  separate  places  the  ori- 
gin and  use  of  the  Gospels  and  Epistles,  EuseBius 
sums  up  in  a  famous  passage  the  results  of  his 
inquiry  into  the  evidence  on  the  Apostolic  books 
fiirnished  by  the  writings  of  the  three  first  centu- 
ries {ff.  E.  iii.  25).  His  testimony  is  by  no  means 
free  from  difficulties,  nor  in  all  points  obviously 
consistent,  but  his  last  statement  must  be  used  to 
fix  the  interpretation  of  the  former  and  more  cur- 
sory notices.  In  the  first  class  of  acknowledged 
books  (ifioAoyovfieva)  he  places  the  four  Gospels, 
the  Epistles  of  St.  Paul  (i.  e.  fourteen,  H.  E.  iii. 
3),  1  John,  1  Peter,  and  {<ii  ye  (payeiv)  iri  case  its 
atdhenticUy  is  admitted  (such  seems  to  be  his  mean- 
ing), the  Apocalypse.  The  second  class  of  disputed 
books  ia.VTi\ey6/xeva)  he  subdivides  into  two  parts, 
the  first  consisting  of  such  as  were  generally  known 
and  recognized  {yvdpiixa  rols  ttoWoTs),  including 
the  Epistles  of  James,  Jude,  2  Peter,  2,  3  John  ; 
and  the  second  of  those  which  he  pronounces  spu- 
rious (ySda),  that  is  which  were  either  unauthentic 
or  unapostolic,  as  the  Acts  of  Paul,  the  Shepherd, 
the  Apocalypse  of  Peter,  the  Apocalypse  of  John 
(if  not  a  work  of  the  Apostle),  and  according  to 
some  the  Gospel  according  to  the  Hebrews.  These 
two  great  classes  contain  all  the  books  which  had 
received  ecclesiastical  sanction,  and  were  in  common 
distinguished  from  a  third  class  of  heretical  forger- 
ies (e.  g.  the  Gospels  of  Thomas,  Peter,  Matthias, 

One  point  in  the  testimony  of  Eusebius  is  partic- 
ularly deserving  of  notice.  The  evidence  in  favor 
of  the  apostolic  authority  of  2  Peter  which  can  be 
derived  from  the  existing  writings  of  the  first  three 
centuries  is  extremely  slender;  but  Eusebius,  who 
possessed  more  copious  materials,  describes  it  as 
"generally  well  known;"  and  this  circumstance 
alone  suggests  the  necessity  of  remembering  that 
the  early  Catalogues  rest  on  evidence  no  longer 
available  for  us.  In  other  respects  the  classification 
of  Eusebius  is  a  fair  summary  of  the  results  which 
follow  from  the  examination  of  the  extant  ante- 
I    Nicene  literature. 

[  The  evidence  of  later  writers  is  little  more  than 
i  the  repetition  or  combination  of  the  testimonies 
;  already  quoted.  An  examination  of  table  No.  IV., 
[  p.  374,  which  includes  the  most  important  Cata- 
\  hgues  of  the  writings  of  the  N.  T.,  will  convey  a 
\  ilear  summary  of  much  that  has  been  said,  and 
I  supply  the  most  important  omissions. 
I  At  the  era  of  the  Reformation  the  question  of 
ihe  N.  T.  Canon  became  again  a  subject  of  great 
!  though  partial  interest.  The  hasty  decree  of  the 
!  (^uncil  of  Trent,  which  affirmed  the  authority  of 
I  1.U  the  books  commonly  received,  called  out  the 
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opposition  of  controversialists,  who  quoted  and  en- 
forced the  early  doubts.  Erasmus  with  charac- 
teristic moderation  denied  the  apostolic  origin  of 
the  Epistle  to  the  Hebrews,  2  Peter,  and  the  Apoc- 
alypse, but  left  their  canonical  authority  unques- 
tioned {Prof,  ad  Anlilegom.).  Luthek,  on  the 
other  hand,  with  bold  self-reliance,  created  a  purely 
subjective  standard  for  the  canonlclty  of  the  Script- 
ures in  the  character  of  their  "  teaching  of  Christ," 
and  while  he  placed  the  Gospel  and  first  Epistle  of 
St.  John,  the  Epistles  of  St.  Paul  to  the  Romans, 
Galatians,  Ephesians,  and  the  first  Epistle  of  St. 
Peter,  In  the  first  rank  as  containing  the  "  kernel 
of  Christianity,"  he  set  aside  the  Epistle  to  the  He- 
brews, St.  Jude,  St.  James,  and  the  Apocalypse  at 
the  end  of  his  version,  and  spoke  of  them  and  the 
remaining  Antilegomena  with  varying  degrees  of 
disrespect,  though  he  did  not  separate  2  Peter  and 
2,  3  John  from  the  other  Epistles  (comp.  Landerer, 
Art.  Ration  in  Herzog's  Encyklop.  p.  295  AT.). 
The  doubts  which  Luther  rested  mainly  on  inter- 
nal evidence  were  variously  extended  by  some  of 
his  followers  (Melancthon,  Centur.  Magdeb., 
Flacius,  Gerhard:  comp.  Reuss,  §  334);  and 
especially  with  a  polemical  aim  against  the  Romish 
Church  by  Chemnitz  {Exam.  Cone.  Trid.  i.  73). 
But  while  the  tendency  of  the  Lutheran  writers 
was  to  place  the  Antilegomena  on  a  lower  stage  of 
authority,  their  views  received  no  direct  sanction  in 
any  of  the  Lutheran  symbolic  books,  which  admit 
the  "  prophetic  and  apostolic  writings  of  the  Old 
and  New  Testaments,"  as  a  whole,  without  further 
classification  or  detail.  The  doubts  as  to  the  An- 
tilegomena of  the  N.  T.  were  not  confined  to  the 
Lutherans.  Carlstadt,  who  was  originally  a 
friend  of  Luther  and  afterwards  professor  at  Zurich, 
endeavored  to  bring  back  the  question  to  a  critical 
discussion  of  evidence,  and  placed  the  Antilegomena 
in  a  third  class  "  on  account  of  the  controversy  as 
to  the  books,  or  rather  (ut  certius  loquar)  as  to 
their  authors "  (De  Can.  Script,  pp.  410-12,  ed. 
Credn.).  Calvin,  while  he  denied  the  PauUne 
authorship  of  the  Epistle  to  the  Hebrews,  and  at 
least  questioned  the  authenticity  of  2  Peter,  did  not 
set  aside  their  canonlclty  (Prcef  ad  Hebr. ;  ad 
2  Petr. ) ;  and  he  notices  the  doubts  as  to  St.  James 
and  St.  Jude  only  to  dismiss  them. 

The  language  of  the  Articles  of  the  Church  of 
England  with  regard  to  the  N.  T.  is  remarkable. 
In  the  Articles  of  1552  no  list  of  the  books  of 
Scripture  is  given ;  but  In  the  Elizabethan  Articles 
(1562,  1571)  a  definition  of  Holy  Scripture  is 
given  as  "  the  Canonical  books  of  the  Old  and  New 
Testament,  of  whose  authority  was  never  any  doubt 
in  the  Church"  (Art.  vi.).  This  definition  is  fol- 
lowed by  an  enumeration  of  the  books  of  the  0. 
T.  and  of  the  Apocrypha ;  and  then  it  is  said  sum- 
marily, without  a  detailed  catalogue,  "  all  the  books 
of  the  N.  T.,  as  they  are  commonly  received,  we 
do  receive  and  account  them  for  Canonical  (pro 
Canonicis  habemus)."  A  distinction  thus  remains 
between  the  "  Canonical "  books,  and  such  "  Ca- 
nonical books  as  have  never  been  doubted  in  the 
Church;"  and  It  seems  impossible  to  avoid  the 
conclusion  that  the  framers  of  the  Articles  intended 
to  leave  a  freedom  of  judgment  on  a  point  on  which 
the  greatest  of  the  continental  reformers,  and  even 
of  Romish  schokrs  (Sixtus  Sen.  Biblioth.  S.  i.  1; 
Caietan,  Prcef.  ad  Epp.  ad  Hebr.,  Jac,  2,  3  John, 
Jud.)  were  divided.  The  omission  cannot  have 
arisen  solely  from  the  fact  that  the  Article  in  ques- 
tion was  framed  with  reference  to  the  Chiuxih  of 
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No.  IV.   THE  CHIEF  CATALOGUES  OF  THE  BOOKS  OF  THE  NEW  TESTAMENT. 

Only  "  disputed  "  books  are  noticed,  or  such  as  were  in  some  degree  recognized  as  authoritative. 
The  symbols  are  used  as  before. 


I.   CONCILIAR  CaTAIX)GUES: 

[Laodicea] 

Carthage      .     .   '. 
Apostolic  (Concil.  Quinisext.) 

n.  Oriental  Catalogues: 
(o)  Syi-ia. 

The  I'eshito  Version  .     .     . 

Junilius 

Joann.  Damasc 

Ebed  Jesu 

(6)  Palestine. 

Eusebius 

CjTil  of  Jerus 

Epiphanius 

(c)  Akxandi-ia. 

Origen 

Athanasius 

(d)  Ada  Minor. 

Gregor.  Naz 

Amphilochius 

(e)  Constantinople. 
Chrysostom 

Leontius ....... 

Nicephorus 

.n.  Occidental  Catalogues: 
(a)  Africa. 

Cod.  Clarom 

Augustine 

(6)  Italy. 

Can.  Mwat 

Philastrius  ...... 

Jerome 

Rufinus 

Innocent 

[Gelasius] 

Cassiodorus  (Vet.  Tran$.)    . 

(c)  Spain. 
Isidore  of  Seville    .... 

Cod.  Baroc.  206    ...     . 
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L.  c.  supr.^ 
L.  c.  svpr. 
L.  c.  supr.^ 


L.  c.  supr. 
L.  c.  supr.^ 
L.  c.  supr. 


H.  E.  ill.  25.* 
L.  c.  svpi:^ 
Adv.  HcBr.  Ixxxi, 
5. 

Ap.    Euseb.   H. 

E.  vi.  25. 
L.  c.  supr.'' 


L.  c.  supr. 
L.  c.  svpr.^ 


Synop.  S.  Sci-ipt. 

torn.  vi.  p.  .Sl« 

A.8 
L.  c.  st/pr. 
L.  c.  supr. 


Tischdf. 

Clnrom. 

468  ff. 
L.  c.  svpr. 


Cod. 


Uist.  N.  T.  Ca- 
non, p.  558  ff. 

Hati:  88  (AU. 
60).i" 

^rfP^w/.  Ep.53, 
§  8  (i.  p.  548, 
ed.  Migne). 

L.  c.  sujrr. 

L.  c.  supr. 

L.  c.  supr. 

De  Inst.  div.  LilU 
14.11 

De  Ord.  Libr.  8. 
Script,  init.^ 
Hody,  p.  649. 


CANON 

Rome,  with  which  the  Church  of  England  was 
agreed  on  the  N.  T.  Canon ;  for  all  the  other  Prot- 
estant confessions  which  contain  any  list  of  books, 
give  a  list  of  the  books  of  the  New  as  well  as  of 
the  Old  Testament  (Conf.  Belg.  4;  Conf.  Gall.  3; 
Conf.  Fid.  1).  But  if  this  license  is  rightly  con- 
ceded by  the  Anglican  Articles,  the  great  writers 
of  the  Church  of  England  have  not  availed  them- 
selves of  it.  The  early  commentators  on  the  Ar- 
ticles take  little  (Burnet)  or  no  notice  (Beveridge) 
of  the  doubts  as  to  the  Antilegomena ;  and  the 
chief  controversialists  of  the  Keformation  accepted 
the  full  Canon  with  emphatic  avowal  (Whitaker, 
Dis2).  on  Scripture,  cxiv.  105 ;  Fulke's  Defence  of 
Etig.  Trans,  p.  8;  Jewel,  Defence  of  ApoL  ii.  9, 1). 
The  judgment  of  the  Greek  Church  in  the  case 
of  the  0.  T.  was  seen  to  be  little  more  than  a  re- 
flection of  the  opinions  of  the  West.  The  differ- 
ence between  the  Roman  and  Reformed  Churches 
on  the  N.  T.  was  less  marked ;  and  the  two  con- 
flicting Greek  confessions  confirm  in  general  terms, 
without  any  distinct  enumeration  of  books,  the  pop- 
ular Canon  of  the  N.  T.  (Cyr.  Luc.  Conf.  i.  42; 
Dosith.  Confess,  i.  4G7).  The  confession  of  Me- 
TROPHAXEs  gives  a  complete  list  of  the  books ;  and 
compares  their  number  —  thirty-three  —  with  the 
years  of  the  Saviour's  life,  that  "  not  even  the  num- 
ber of  the  Sacred  books  might  be  devoid  of  a  di- 
vine mystery  "  (Metroph.  Critop.  Conf.  ii.  105,  Ed. 
Kimm.  et  Weissenb.).  At  present,  as  was  already 
the  case  at  the  close  of  the  17th  century  (Leo  Al- 
latius,  ap.  Fabric.  Biltl.  Grcec.  v.  App.  p.  38),  the 
Antilegomena  are  reckoned  by  the  Greek  Church 
as  equal  in  Canonical  authority  in  all  respects  with 
the  remaining  books  {Catechism,  1.  c.  supr.). 
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The  assaults  which  have  been  made,  especially 
during  the  present  century,  upon  the  authenticity 
of  the  separate  books  of  the  Old  and  New  Testa- 
ments belong  to  the  special  articles.  The  general 
course  which  they  have  taken  is  simple  and  natural. 
Semler  (Wntersuch.  d.  Kan.  1771-5)  first  led  the 
way  towards  the  later  subjective  criticism,  though 
he  rightly  connected  the  formation  of  the  Canon 
with  the  formation  of  the  Catholic  Church,  but 
without  any  clear  recognition  of  the  providential 
power  which  wrought  in  both.  Next  followed  a 
series  of  special  essays  in  which  the  several  books 
were  discussed  individually  with  Uttle  regard  to  the 
place  which  they  occupy  in  the  whole  collection 
(Schljiermacher,  Bretschineider,  De  Wette,  &c.). 
At  last  an  ideal  view  of  the  early  history  of  Chris- 
tianity was  u-sed  as  the  standard  by  which  the  books 
were  to  be  tried,  and  the  books  were  regarded  as 
results  of  typical  forms  of  doctrine  and  not  the 
sources  of  them  (F.  C.  Baur,  Schwegler,  Zeller). 
All  true  sense  of  historic  evidence  was  thus  lost. 
The  growth  of  the  Church  was  left  without  expla^ 
nation,  and  the  original  relations  and  organic  unity 
of  the  N.  T.  were  disregarded. 

For  the  later  period  of  the  history  of  the  N.  T. 
Canon,  from  the  close  of  the  second  century,  the 
great  work  of  Lardner  (Credibility  of  the  Gospel 
History,  Works,  i.-vi.  YA.  Kippis,  1788)  furnishes 
ample  and  trustworthy  materials.  F"or  the  earlier 
period  his  criticism  is  necessarily  imperfect,  and 
requires  to  be  combined  with  the  results  of  later 
inquiries.  Kirchhofer's  collection  of  the  original 
passages  which  bear  on  the  history  of  the  Canon 
( Quellemainmlun<i,  u.  s.  w.,  Ziirich,  1844)  is  useful 
and    fairly   complete,   but    frequently   inaccurate. 


NOTES  ON  TABLE  NO.  IV. 

1  The  omission  of  the  Apocalypse  is  frequently  ex-  j      8  This  Canon  of  Chrysostom,  which  agrees  with  that 
plained  by  the  expressed  object  of  the  Catalogue,  as  a  |  of  the  Peshito,  is  fully  supported  by  the  casual  evi- 


list  of  books  for  public  ecclesiastical  use  :  oo-a  Set  /3i/3 
Kia  a.vayi.vu)(TK€a-0aL,  compared  with  the  former  canon: 
OTi  ov  6el  iSiwTtKoi)?  i//aAfious  Ae'yecrSai  ev  rrj  6KKXi)(n'^, 
K.  T.  K.     Yet  compare  the  Catalogue  of  Cyril. 

2  The  Catalogue  adds  likewise  the  Apostolical  Con- 
Stitutious  (Siara-yal  .  .  ,  ei*  oktw  jSijSAi'ocs,)  for  esoteric 
use.  When  the  Catalogue  was  confirmed  in  the  Quin- 
isextine  Council  (Can.  2),  the  Constitutions  were  ex- 
cluded on  the  ground  of  corruptions  ;  but  no  notice 
was  taken  of  the  Epistles  of  Clement,  both  of  which, 
as  is  well  known,  are  found  at  the  end  of  the  Cod. 
Alex.,  and  are  mentioned  in  the  index  before  the  gen- 
eral summary  of  books ;  which  again  is  followed  by 
the  titles  of  the  Apocryphal  Psalms  of  Solomon. 

8  He  adds  also  "  the  Apostolic  Canons,"  and  accord- 
ing to  one  MS.  the  two  Epistles  of  Clement. 

4  The  other  chief  passages  in  Eusebius  are,  H.  E. 
Hi.  3,  24 ;  ii.  23.  His  object  in  the  passage  quoted  is 
avaKe<l>akano(ra<T8aj,  ras  SrjAwfletVas  Tiijs  Kaxvrj';  SiaSrJKiii 

5  The  list  concludes  with  the  words,  ra  Se  Koina  irav- 
Ja.  efoj  (teiVflw  iv  SeuTc'pu  •  KaX  ocra  fxev  ev  tKKKricricf  (otj) 
avayivuxTKerai.,  ravra  fii)Se  Kara,  cravrbi'  avayCviaa-ice  ko.- 
9ws  rjKovcras-   .   .   . 

6  At  the  end  of  the  list  Athanasius  says  (comp.  above), 
»ijScis  TovTots  en-i/3aA.A.c'Ta),  firiSe  TOVTiav  a<l>aipeia-9<ii  ti. 

7  Amphiloch.  I.  c: 

nvh  Se  4>a(Ti  rrfv  npo^  'EPpaCov;  uodov, 
""*  *"_^e70»"''e!"  yvryrCa  yap  ri  x<ip'5. 
eieV  Tt  KoLTTOv;  KaBoKixiav  eTrioroAo)!/ 
Tive?  fie;'  eTTxa  <j>aa-Cv,  oi  5e  Tpet5  ixovov 
XPVvai  Sex^crOoLi,  ttji/  'la/cwjSov  ficW, 
fi.iai'  6e  ITeVpou,  Trji/  t'  'liadvvov  fiCav  .   ,   , 
rriv&'  'XnoKaKv^ii-v  TTfv'lojiivvov  ttoAii' 
Tii/e?  fiev  eyKpCvova-iv,  oi  TrAei'ovs  Se  ye 
voeoi"  Kdyova-LV.^   OStos  ai/(euSe'(rraTO! 
Kavuiv  av  eijj  riov  deOTrvevariav  ypaijyiav  .   ,   , 


dence  of  the  quotations  which  occur  in  his  works. 
The  quotation  from  2  Peter,  which  is  found  in  Horn, 
in  Joann.  34  (33),  torn.  viii.  p.  230  (ed.  Par.),  stands 
alone.  Suidas'  assertion  (s.  v.  'Iwai'njs)  that  he  re- 
ceived "  the  Apocalypse  and  three  Epistles  of  St.  John  " 
is  not  supported  by  any  other  evidence. 

9  Nicephorus  adds  to  the  disputed  books  "  the  Gos- 
pel according  to  the  Hebrews."  In  one  MS.  the  Apoc- 
alypse of  St.  John  is  placed  also  among  the  Apocry- 
phal books  (Credner,  a.  a.  0.  p.  122). 

10  This  Catalogue,  which  excludes  the  Epistle  to  the 
Hebrews  and  the  Apocalypse  (statutum  est  nihil  aliud 
legi  in  ecclesia  debere  catholica  nisi  .  .  .  .  et  Paul! 
tredecim  epistolas  et  septem  alias  .  .  .  .),  is  followed 
by  a  section  in  which  Philastrius  speaks  of  <'  other 
[heretics]  who  assert  that  the  Epistle  to  the  Hebretcs  is 
not  Paul's  "  (H(Br.  89).  And  in  another  place  (Her. 
60)  he  reckons  it  as  heresy  to  deny  the  authenticity 
of  the  Gospel  and  Apocalypse  of  St.  John.  The  differ- 
ent statements  seem  to  be  the  result  of  careless  com 
pilation. 

11  This  catalogue  is  described  as  "  secundum  anti- 
quam  translationem,"  and  stands  parallel  with  those 
of  Jerome  and  Augustine.  The  enumeration  of  the 
Catholic  epistles  is  somewhat  ambiguous,  but  I  believe 
that  it  includes  only  three  epistles.  Epistolae  Petri 
ad  geutes,  Jacobi,  Johannis  ad  Parthos.  The  insertion 
of  JiulcB  after  gentes,  seems  to  have  been  a  typograph- 
ical error,  for  the  present  writer  has  not  found  the 
reading  in  any  one  of  four  MSS.  which  he  has  exam- 
ined. 

1'2  In  another  place  (De  Eccles.  Offic.  i.  12)  Isidore 
mentions  without  condemning  the  doubts  which  ex- 
isted as  to  the  EpUtle  to  the  Hebrews,  James,  2,  3  John. 
2  Peter,  but  not  as  to  Jude. 
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The  writings  of  F.  C.  Baur  and  his  followers  often 
contain  very  valuable  hints  as  to  the  characteristics 
of  the  several  books  in  relation  to  later  teaching, 
however  perverse  their  conclusions  may  be.  In  op- 
position to  them  Thiersch  has  vindicated,  perhaps 
with  an  excess  of  zeal,  but  yet  in  the  main  rightly, 
the  position  of  the  ApostoUc  writings  in  relation 
to  the  first  age  (  Versuch  zur  IJerstelluny,  u.  s.  w., 
Erlangen,  1845;  and  Ei-wiederung,  u.  s.  w.,  Er- 
lang.  1846).  The  section  of  Reuss  on  the  subject 
{Die  Gesch.  d.  htil.  Schriften  N.  T.,  2te  Aufl. 
Braunschw.  1853  [4th  ed."l864]),  and  the  article 
of  Landerer  (Herzog's  Encykhp.  s.  v.)  contain  val- 
uable summaries  of  the  evidence.  Other  references 
and  a  fuller  discussion  of  the  chief  points  are  given 
by  the  author  of  this  article  in  The  History  of  the 
Canon  of  the  N.  T.  (Cambr.  1855).     B.  F.  W. 

*  Among  the  more  recent  writers  on  the  subject 
the  following  may  be  mentioned:  Kiistlin  (of  the 
Tiibingen  school).  Die  pseudonyme  Litter atur  der 
ahesien  Kirche,  ein  Beitrag  zur  Gesch.  der  Bild- 
ung  des  Kanons,  in  Baur  and  ZeUer's  Th(ol.  Jahrb. 
1851,  X.  149-2-21 ;  Gaussen,  Le  canon  des  Saintes 
Ventures,  etc.,  2  vol.  I^usanne,  1860,  translated 
and  abridged  by  Dr.  E.  N.  Kirk,  The  Canon  of 
the  Holy  Scriptures  examined  in  the  Light  of  His- 
tory, Boston,  1862  (Amer.  Tract  Soc);  Credner, 
Gesch.  des  Neutest.  Kanon,  kerausg.  von  Dr.  G. 
Volkmai;  Berlin,  1860;  Bleek,  Linl.  in  das  N.  T., 
BerUn,  1862,  pp.  631-^78 ;  Hilgenfeld,  Der  Kanon 
und  die  Kritik  des  N.  T.,  Halle,  1863;  Reuss, 
Hisfmre  du  canon  des  Saintes  Ecritures  dans 
V£glise  chretienne,  2e  t-d.,  Strasbourg,  1864,  first 
published  m  the  Strasbourg  Eevue  de  Theohgie, 
1860-63;  Westcott,  The  Bible  in  the  Church, 
London,  1864,  18mo,  a  popular  work;  and  a  second 
edition,  enlarged  and  revised,  of  his  History  of  the 
Canon  of  the  N.  T.,  London,  1866,  the  best  trea- 
tise on  the  subject  in  English.  See  further  the 
references  under  Gospels,  and  the  names  of  other 
books  of  the  New  Testament.  A. 

CA^OTY  {Kaivanrflov-  conopeum:  Jud.  x.  21, 
xiii.  9,  xvi.  19 ).  The  canopy  of  Holofemes  is  the 
only  one  mentioned,  although,  perhaps,  from  the 
"pillars  "  of  the  litter  [Bed]  described  in  Cant.  iii. 
10,  it  may  be  argued  that  its  equipage  would  in- 
clude a  canopy.  It  probably  retained  the  mosquito 
nets  or  curtains  in  which  the  name  originated,  al- 
though its  description  (Jud.  x.  21)  betrays  luxury 
and  display  rather  than  such  simple  usefulness. 
Varro  (R.  R-  ii.  10,  8)  uses  qua  in  cwupeis j'acent 
of  languid  women,  very  mucli  as  ayairavSfitvos  .  .  . 
iv  rS  K(t>vwirti(f)  {I-  c.)  describes  the  position  of  a 
luxurious  general.  (For  further  classical  illustra- 
tion, see  Diet,  of  Ant.  art.  Coxopeum.)  It  might 
possibly  be  asked  why  .Judith,  whose  business  was 
escape  without  delay,  should  have  taken  the  trouble 
to  pull  down  the  canopy  on  the  Ixxly  of  Holofemes  ? 
Probably  it  was  an  instance  of  the  Hebrew  notion 
that  blood  should  be  instantly  covered  (comp.  2 
Sam.  XX.  12;  I>ev.  xvii.  13)  [Bix)Od]  ;  and  for 
this  purpose  the  light  tedding  of  Syria  was  inade- 
quate. [Bed.]  Tent  furniture  also  is  naturally 
lighter,  even  when  most  luxurious,  than  that  of  a 
palace ;  and  thus  a  woman's  hand  might  unfix  it 
from  the  pillars  without  much  difficulty.    H.  II. 

CANTICLES  (CT'^^n  T'tp,  Song  of 
Songs,  i.  e.  the  most  beautiful  of  songs:  ifffj,a 
dauArwv:  Canticum  Cnnticorum),  entitled  in  the 
A.  V.  TirE  SoNO  OF  Soix>mon.  No  book  of  the 
0.  T.  has  been  the  subject  of  more  varied  criticism, 
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or  been  more  frequently  selected  for  .separate  trans- 
lation than  the  Song  of  Solomon.  It  may  te  con- 
venient to  consider  it  under  four  points  of  view :  I. 
Author  and  dute  ;  II.  Forvi;  III.  Meaning;  TV.- 
Canordcity. 

I.  Author  and  date.  —  By  the  Hebrew  title  it  is 
ascribed  to  Solomon ;  and  so  in  all  the  versions,  and 
by  the  majority  of  Jewish  and  Christian  writers, 
ancient  and  modem.  In  fact,  if  we  except  a  few 
of  the  Talmudical  writers  (Bava  Bathra,  R.  Moses 
Kinichi;  see  Gray's  Key),  who  assigned  it  to  the 
age  of  Hezekiah,  there  is  scarcely  a  dissentient  voice 
down  to  the  close  of  the  last  century.  More  recent 
criticism,  however,  has  called  in  question  this  deep- 
rooted  and  well  accredited  tradition.  Among  Eng- 
lish scholars  Kennicott,  among  German  Eichhom 
and  Rosenmiiller,  regard  the  poem  as  telonging  to 
the  age  of  Ezra  and  Nehemiah  (Kennicott,  Diss.  i. 
20-22;  Eichhom,  Einleitung  in  das  A.  T.,  Bd.  iii.  § 
647,  p.  531  fT.,  2d  ed. ;  Rosenm.  Animadv.  in  Lowth. 
Prcdect.,  Schol.  in  V.  T.).  Kennicott  based  his 
opinion  upon  the  uniform  insertion  of  the  ^,  in  all 

the  copies,  in  the  name  of  David  (^^'^"*).  The 
name,  however,  occurs  only  once  (iv.  4) ;  and  the 
insertion  of  the  letter  in  this  solitary  instance  is 
easily  accounted  for  by  a  supposed  error  in  trans- 
scription.  At  any  rate  the  insertion  of  the  ><  would 
not  bring  the  Canticles  so  far  down  as  the  time  of 
Ezra ;  since  we  find  the  same  peculiarity  in  Hos. 
iii.  5,  and  Am.  vi.  5  (Gesen.  Lex.  s.  v.).  The 
charge  of  Chaldaism  has  been  vigorously  pressed 
by  Rosenmiiller,  and  especially  by  Eichhom.  But 
Gesenius  {Heb.  Gr.  §  2)  assigns  the  book  to  the 
golden  age  of  Hebrew  literature,  and  traces  "  the 
few  sohtary  Chaldaisms  "  which  occur  in  the  writ- 
ings of  that  age  to  the  hands  of  Chaldee  copjists. 
Gesenius  has  moreover  suggested  an  important  dis- 
tinction between  Chaldaisms  and  dialectic  variations 
indigenous  to  N.  Palestine,  where  he  conjectures 
that  Judges  and  Canticles  were  composed.  The 
application  of  this  principle  is  sufficient  to  elimi- 
nate most  of  the  Chaldaisms  alleged  by  Eichhom 

(e.  g.  C?  for  "^tt"^);  while  the  occurrence  of  sim- 
ilar forms  in  Phcenician  aflx)rds  an  indication  of 
other  intrasive  forces  beside  the  Arama-an  acting 
upon  the  Biblical  Hebrew.  Nor  is  the  suggestion 
of  Gesenius  that  the  book  was  written  in  N.  Pal- 
estine, and  consequently  tinged  with  a  local  color- 
ing, inconsistent  with  the  opinion  which  places  it 
among  the  "one  thousand  and  five"  songs  of  Sol- 
omon (1  K.  iv.  32).  Comp.  1  K.  ix.  19  with  2 
Chr.  viii.  6,  where  the  buildings  of  I.elianon  are 
decidedly  contrasted  with  those  of  Jerusalem,  and 
are  not  therefore  to  te  confounded  with  the  "  house 
of  the  forest  of  I.ebanon  "  (1  K.  vii.  2),  which  was 
probably  in  Jerusalem.  By  a  further  comparison 
of  these  passages  with  Robin,son  (Bibi  Res.  iii. 
441),  who  descrilies  remains  of  massive  buildings 
as  still  standing  on  I>ebanon,  it  will  appear  prob- 
able that  Solomon  had  at  least  a  hunting-seat  some- 
where on  the  slojjes  of  that  mountain  (comp.  Cant 
iv.  8).  In  such  a  retreat,  and  under  the  influence 
of  its  scenery  and  the  language  of  the  surrounding 
peasantry,  he  may  have  written  Canticles.  Artisti- 
cally this  would  iiave  been  in  keeping  with  the  gen- 
eral conditions  of  pastoral  poetry.  In  oiu-  own 
language  such  compositions  are  not  unfrequently  ac- 
commodated to  rustic  ideas,  and  sometimes  to  pro- 
vincial dialects.  If,  moreover,  it  should  be  urged 
that  Chaldaisms  are  not  provincialisms,  it  may  be 
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replied  that  Solomon  could  scarcely  be  ignorant  of 
the  Aram£ean  literature  of  his  own  time,  and  that 
he  may  have  consciously  usetl  it  for  the  purpose  of 
enrichment  (Gesen.  Iftbr:  Gi^.  §§  2,  4). 

The  title,  though  it  is  possibly  too  flattering  to 
have  come  from  the  hand  of  Solomon,  must  have 
existed  in  the  copy  used  by  the  LXX.,  and  conse- 
quently can  lay  claim  to  a  respectable  antiquity. 
The  moral  argument  put  forward  by  the  supporters 
of  the  most  recent  literal  mterpretation,  and  based 
upon  the  improbability  of  Solomon's  criminating 
himself  (see  below),  is  not  very  conclusive.  His 
conduct  could  easily  be  traced  to  a  spirit  of  gener- 
ous self-accusation ;  and  at  any  rate  it  need  not  be 
exalted  above  the  standard  which  was  likely  to 
flourish  in  the  atmosphere  of  a  court  such  as  his. 
On  the  whole  then  it  seems  unnecessary  to  depart 
from  the  plain  meaning  of  the  Hebrew  title. 

Supposing  the  date  fixed  to  the  reign  of  Solomon, 
great  ingenuity  has  been  employed  by  the  Rabbin- 
ical and  some  Christian  writers,  in  determining  at 
what  period  of  that  monarch's  life  the  poem  was 
written  (see  Pol.  Syn.  Prcef.  ad  Cant).  The  point 
at  issue  seems  to  have  been  whether  Solomon  ever 
repented  after  his  fall.  If  he  did,  it  was  contended 
that  the  ripeness  of  wisdom  exhibited  in  the  Song 
seemed  the  natural  growth  of  such  an  experience: 
if  he  did  not,  it  was  urged  that  no  other  than  a 
spiritually-minded  man  could  have  composed  such 
a  poem;  and  that  therefore  it  must  have  been 
written  while  Solomon  was  still  the  cherished  of 
God.  Then  again  it  was  a  moot  point  whether  the 
composition  was  the  product  of  Solomon's  matured 
wisdom,  or  the  fresh  outburst  of  his  warm  and 
passionate  youth ;  whether  in  fact  the  master  ele- 
ment of  the  poem  were  the  literal  form,  or  the 
allegorical  meaning.  The  question  resolves  itself 
into  one  of  interpi-etation,  and  must  be  determined 
by  reference  to  HI.  below. 

II.  Form.  —  This  question  is  not  determined  by 

Hebrew  title.  The  rendering  of  D^'^l'^a^n  "T^t^, 
mentioned  by  Simonis  {Lex.  ffeb.),  "series  carmi- 
nura"  (comp.  creipd,  chain),  and  adopted  by 
Paulus,  Good,  and  other  commentators,  can  scarcely 
compete  with  Gesenius's,  "  Song  of  Songs,  i.  e.  the 

ist    beautiful    of    songs "    (comp.    Ps.    xlv.    1, 

h'^'V  "^^W,  "a  delightful  song,"  Gesen.;  "  car- 
en  jucundum,"  Rosenm. ;  comp.  also  Theocr. 
Idyl.  viii.  TrpoffcpiXes  fi(KoT).  The  non-continuity 
which  many  critics  attribute  to  the  poem  is  far 
from  beuig  a  modern  discovery.  This  is  sufficiently 
attested  by  the  Lat.  "  Cantica  canticorum,"  and 
the  Chaldee  paraphrase,  "  the  songs  and  hymns 
which  Solomon,  the  prophet,  the  king  of  Israel, 
uttered  in  the  spirit  of  prophecy  before  the  Lord." 
Ghislerius  (16th  cent.)  considered  it  a  drama  in 
five  acts.  One  of  the  first  separate  translations 
pubUshed  in  England  is  entitled  "  The  Canticles, 
or  Balades  of  Solomon,  in  Englysh  metre,"  1549; 
and  in  1.596  appeared  Solomon's  Song  in  8  eclogues, 
by  J.  M.  [Jervase  Markham] ;  the  number  of 
eclogues  in  this  latter  production  being  the  same 
as  that  of  the  Idyls  into  which  the  book  was  after- 
wards divided  by  Jahn.  Do^vn  to  the  18th  cent., 
however,  the  Canticles  were  generally  regarded  as 
continuous. 

Gregory  [of]  Nazianzus  calls  it  vvij.<piKbv  Spdfid 
re  /cot  ao-jua.  According  to  Patrick,  it  is  a  "  Pas- 
toral Eclogue,"  or  a  "  Dramatic  poem;  "  according 
to  Lowth,    "an  epithalamium,  or  oaoKTrhs  nup- 
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tialis  of  a  pastoral  kind."  Michaelia  and  Rosen- 
miiUer,  while  differing  as  to  its  interpretation,  agree 
in  making  it  continuous,  "  carmen  amatorium " 
(Mich.).  A  modified  continuity  was  suggested  by 
Bossuet,  who  divided  the  Song  into  7  parts,  or 
scenes  of  a  pastoral  drama,  corresponding  with  the 
7  days  of  the  Jewish  nuptial  ceremony  (Lowth, 
Prwlect.  XXX.).  Bossuet  is  followed  by  Calmet, 
Percy,  Williams,  and  Lowth;  but  his  division  is 
impugned  by  Taylor  {Fragin.  Calmet),  who  pro- 
poses one  of  6  days ;  and  considers  the  drama  to  be 
]X)st-nuptial,  not  ante-iiujHial,  as  it  is  explained 
by  Bossuet.  The  entire  nuptial  theory  has  been 
severely  handled  by  J.  U.  MichaeUs,  and  the  hteral 
school  of  interpreters  in  general.  Michaelis  attacks 
the  first  day  of  Bossuet,  and  involve  in  its  destruc- 
tion the  remaining  six  (Not.  ad  Lowth.  Prcel.  xxxi.). 
It  should  be  observed  that  Lowth  does  not  com- 
promise himself  to  the  fierfectly  dramatic  character 
of  the  poem.  He  makes  it  a  drama,  but  only  of 
the  minor  kind,  i.  e.  dramatic  as  a  dialogue ;  and 
therefore  not  more  dramatic  than  an  Idyl  of  The- 
ocritus, or  a  Satire  of  Horace.  The  fact  is,  that 
he  was  unable  to  discover  a  plot;  and  evidently 
meant  a  good  deal  more  by  the  term  "  pastoral " 
than  by  the  term  "  drama."  Moreover,  it  seems 
clear,  that  if  the  only  dramatic  element  in  Cant, 
be  the  dialogue,  the  rich  pastoral  character  of  its 
scenery  and  allusions  renders  the  term  drama  less 
applicable  than  that  of  idyl.  Bossuet,  however, 
claims  it  as  a  regular  drama  with  all  the  proprieties 
of  the  classic  model.  Now  the  question  is  not  so 
much  whether  the  Canticles  make  up  a  drama,  or 
a  series  of  idyls,  as  which  of  these  two  Greek  names 
the  more  nearly  expresses  its  form.  And  if  with 
Lowth  we  recognize  a  chorus  completely  sympathetic 
and  assistant,  it  is  difficult  to  see  how  we  can  avoid 
calling  the  poem  a  drama.  But  in  all  the  transla- 
tions of  the  allegorical  school  which  are  based  upon 
the  dramatic  idea,  the  interference  of  the  chorus  is 
so  infrequent  or  so  indefinite,  the  absence  of  any- 
thing Uke  a  dramatic  progress  and  development 
sufficient  to  enhst  the  sympathy  of  a  chorus  is  so 
evident,  that  the  strongly  marked  idyllic  scenery 
could  not  fail  to  outweigh  the  scarcely  perceptible 
elements  of  dramatic  intention.  Accordingly  the 
idyllic  theory,  propounded  by  Sig.  Melesegenio, 
confirmed  by  the  use  of  a  similar  form  among  the 
Arabians,  under  the  name  of  "Cassides"  (Sir  W. 
Jones,  Poes.  As.  Comment,  iii.),  and  adopted  by 
Good,  became  for  a  time  the  favorite  hj-pothesis  of 
the  allegorical  school.  After  Markham's  transla 
tion,  however  (see  above),  and  the  division  of  Ghisle- 
rius, we  cannot  consider  this  theory  as  originating 
either  with  the  learned  Italian  translator,  or,  as 
suggested  by  Mr.  Home,  with  Sir  W.  Jones. 

The  idyllic  form  seems  to  have  recommended 
itself  to  the  allegorical  school  of  translators  as  get- 
ting rid  of  that  dramatic  unity  and  plot  which 
their  system  of  inteipretation  reduced  to  a  succes- 
sion of  events  without  any  culminating  issue.  In 
fact,  it  became  the  estabUshed  method  of  division 
both  with  literal  and  allegorical  translators;  e.  g. 
Herder,  Pye  Smith,  Kleuker,  Magnus;  and  as  late 
as  1846  was  maintained  by  Dr.  Noyes  of  Hai-vard 
University,  an  ultra  hteralist.  But  the  majority 
of  recent  translators  belonging  to  the  hteral  school 
have  adopted  the  theory  of  Jacobi,  originally  pro- 
posed in  1776,  and  since  developed  by  Urabreit, 
Ewald,  Meier,  &c.  Based  as  this  theory  is  upon 
the  dramatic  evolution  of  a  simple  love-story,  it 
supplies  that  essential  movement  and  interest,  the 


378 


CANTICLES 


want  of  which  was  felt  by  Lowth ;  and  justifies  the 
application  of  the  term  drama  to  a  composition  of 
which  it  manifests  the  vital  principle  and  organic 
structure. 

By  the  reactionary  allegorists,  of  whom  Rosen- 
miiller  may  be  considered  the  representative,  the 
Song  of  Solomon  has  either  been  made  absolutely 
continuous,  or  has  been  divided  with  reference  to 
its  spiritual  meaning,  rather  tlian  its  external  form 
(e.  g.  Hengstenberg,  and  Vvot  JBurrowes). 

The  supi)Osition  that  the  Cant,  supplied  a  model 
to  Theocritus  seems  based  on  merely  verbal  coinci- 
dences, such  as  could  scarcely  fail  to  occur  between 
two  writers  of  pastoral  poetry  (comp.  Cant.  i.  9, 
vi.  10,  with  Theocr.  xviii.  30,  .'JO;  Cant.  iv.  11  with 
Theocr.  xx.  26,  27 ;  Cant.  viii.  6,  7,  with  Theocr. 
xxiii.  2;l-2G ;  see  other  passages  in  Pol.  Syii. ; 
Lowth,  Pnd. ;  Gray's  Kvy).  In  the  essential  mat- 
ters of  form  and  of  ethical  teaching,  the  resemblance 
does  not  exist. 

III.  Meaning.  —  The  schools  of  interpretation 
may  be  divided  into  three  :  —  the  mystical,  or 
typical ;  the  allegorical ;  and  the  literal. 

1.  The  mystical  interpretation  is  properly  an 
of&hoot  of  the  allegoiical,  and  probably  owes  its 
origin  to  the  necessity  which  was  felt  of  supplying 
a  literal  basis  for  the  speculations  of  the  allegorists. 
This  basis  is  either  the  marriage  of  Solomon  with 
Pharaoh's  daughter,  or  his  marriage  with  an  Israel- 
itish  woman,  the  Shulamite.  The  former  (taken 
together  with  Harnier's  variation)  was  the  favorite 
opinion  of  the  mystical  interpreters  to  the  end 
of  the  18th  century :  the  latter  has  obtained  since 
its  introduction  by  Good  (180-3).  The  mystical 
interpretation  makes  its  first  appearance  in  Origen, 
who  wrote  a  voluminous  commentary  upon  the 
Cant.  Its  literal  basis,  minus  the  mystical  ap- 
plication, is  condemned  by  Theodoret  (A.  D.  420.) 
It  reappears  in  Abulpharagius  (1226-1286),  and 
was  received  by  Grotius.  As  involving  a  literal 
basis,  it  was  vehemently  objected  to  by  Sanctius, 
Durham,  and  Calovius;  but  approved  of  and  sys- 
tematized by  Bossuet,  endorsed  by  Lowth,  and  used 
for  the  purpose  of  translation  by  Percy  and  AVil- 
liams.  The  arguments  of  Calovius  prevented  its 
taking  root  in  Germany :  and  the  substitution  by 
Good  of  an  Israelitish  for  an  I^gyptian  bride  has 
not  save<l  the  general  theory  from  the  neglect  which 
was  inevitable  after  the  reactionary  movement  of 
the  19th  century  allegorists. 

2.  Allegorical.  —  Notwithstanding  the  attempts 
which  have  heen.  made  to  discover  this  principle  of 
interpretation  in  the  LXX.  (Cant.  iv.  8);  Ecclus. 
(xlvii.  14-17);  AVisd.  (viii.  2);  and  Joseph,  (c. 
Apion.  i.  §  8);  it  is  impossible  to  trace  it  with  any 
certainty  further  kick  than  the  Talmud  (see  Gins- 
burg,  IntrKxL).  According  to  the  Talmud  the 
beloved  is  taken  to  be  God,  the  loved  one,  or  bride, 
is  the  congrei/atum.  of  Israel.  This  general  relation 
is  expanded  into  more  particular  detail  by  the  Tar- 
gum,  or  Chaklee  Paraphrase,  which  treats  the  Song 
of  songs  as  an  allegorical  hisUjry  of  the  Jewish 
people  from  the  Exodus  to  the  coming  of  the  Mes- 
siah and  the  building  of  the  third  temple.  In 
order  to  make  out  the  parallel,  recourse  was  had  to 
the  most  extraordinary  devices :  e.  g.  the  reduction 
of  words  to  their  numerical  value,  and  the  free  in- 
terchanging of  words  similar  to  eaeh  other  in  sound. 
Elaborate  as  it  was,  the  interpretation  of  the  Tar- 
gum  was  still  further  developed  by  the  medifinval 
Jews;  but  generally  constructed  upon  the  same 
lUegorical  hypothesis.    It  was  introduced  into  their 
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liturgical  services ;  and  during  the  persecutions  of 
the  middle  ages,  its  eonsoUng  appeal  to  the  past 
and  future  glories  of  Israel  maintained  it  as  the 
popular  exposition  of  a  national  poem.  It  would  ' 
be  strange  if  so  universal  an  influence  as  that  of 
the  scholastic  philosophy  had  not  obtained  an  ex- 
pression in  the  interpretation  of  the  Canticles.  Such  . 
an  expression  we  find  in  the  theory  of  Ibn  Caspi 
(1280-1340),  whicli  considers  the  book  as  repre- 
senting the  union  between  the  active  intellect  (in- 
tellectus  agens),  and  the  receptive  or  material 
intellect  (intellectus  materialis).  A  new  school  of 
Jewish  interpretation  was  originated  by  Jlendels- 
sohn  (1729-1786);  which,  without  actually  denying 
the  existence  of  an  allegorical  meaning,  determined 
to  keep  it  in  abeyance,  and  meanwhile  to  devote 
itself  to  the  literal  interpretation.  At  present  the 
most  learned  Kabbis,  following  Liiwisohn,  have 
abandoned  the  allegorical  interpretation  in  toto 
(Herxheimer,  1848;  Philippson,  1854). 

In  the  Christian  Church,  the  Talnmdical  inter- 
pretation, imported  by  Origen,  was  all  but  imivei- 
saUy  received.  It  was  impugned  by  Theodore  of 
Mopsuestia  (360-429),  but  continued  to  hold  its 
ground  as  the  orthodox  theory  till  the  revival  of 
letters ;  wlien  it  was  called  in  question  by  Erasmus 
and  Grotius,  and  was  gradually  superseded  by  the 
typical  theory  of  Grotius,  liossuet,  Lowth,  &c. 
This,  however,  was  not  effected  without  a  severe 
struggle,  in  which  Sanctius,  Durham,  and  Calovius 
were  the  champions  of  the  allegorical  against  the 
typical  theory.  The  latter  seems  to  have  been 
mainly  identified  with  Grotius  (Pol.  Syn.),  and  was 
stigmatized  by  Calovius  as  the  heresy  of  Theodore 
Mopsuest.,  condemned  at  the  2d  council  of  Con- 
stantinople, and  revived  by  the  Anabaptists.  In 
the  18th  century  the  allegorical  theory  was  reas- 
serted, and  reconstructed  by  Puffendorf  (1776)  and 
the  reactionary  allegorists ;  the  majority  of  whom, 
however,  with  Kosenmiiller,  return  to  the  system 
of  the  Chaldee  Paraphrase. 

Some  of  the  more  remarkable  variations  of  the 
allegorical  school  are:  —  (a.)  The  extension  of  the 
Chaldee  allegory  to  the  Christian  Church,  originally 
projected  by  Aponius  (7th  century),  and  more  fully 
wrought  out  by  De  Lyra  (1270-1340),  Brightman 
(1600),  and  Cocceius  (1603-1699).  According  to 
De  Lyra,  chaps,  ii.-vii.  describe  the  history  of  the 
Israelites  from  the  Exodus  to  the  birth  of  Christ; 
chap.  vii.  ad  Jin.  the  history  of  the  Christian 
Church  to  Constantine.  Brightman  divides  the 
Cant,  into  a  history  of  the  Legal,  and  a  history  of 
the  Evangelical  Church;  his  detail  is  highly  elabo- 
rate, e.  g.  in  Cant.  v.  8,  he  discovers  an  allusion  to 
Peter  Waldo  (1160),  and  in  verse  13  to  Kobert 
Trench  (1290).  (i.)  Luther's  theory  limits  the 
allegorical  meaning  to  the  contemporaneous  history 
of  the  Jewish  jieople  under  Solomon,  (c. )  Accord- 
ing to  Ghislerius  and  Com.  a  Lapide  the  liride  is 
the  Virgin  Mary,  {d.)  Puffendorf  refers  the  spir- 
itual sense  to  the  circumstances  of  our  Saviour's 
death  and  burial. 

3.  The  literal  interpretation  seems  to  have  been 
connected  with  the  general  movenjent  of  Theodore 
Mopsuest.  (360-429)  and  his  followers,  in  opposi- 
tion to  the  extravagances  of  the  early  Christian  al- 
l^orists.  Its  scheme  was  nuptial,  with  Pharaoh's 
daughter  as  the  liride.  That  it  was  by  many  re- 
garded as  the  only  admissilile  interpretation  npi)ear8 
from  Theodoret,  who  mentions  this  opinion  only  to 
condemn  it.  Borne  down  and  overwhelme<l  by  the 
prolific  genius  of  mediajval   allegory,  we  have  a 


CANTICLES 

glimpse  of  it  in  Abulpharagius  {vUl.  supr.);  and  in 
the  MS.  commentary    (Bodl.  Oppenh.   Coll.  No. 
625),  cited  by  Mr.  Ginsburg,  and  by  him  referred 
sonjecturally  to  a  French  Jew  of  the  12th  or  1.3th 
cent.     This  Commentary  anticipates  more  recent 
criticism  by  interpreting  the  Song  as  celebrating 
the  humble  love  of  a  shepherd  and  shephei-dess. 
The  extreme  literal  view  was  propounded  by  Cas- 
tellio  (1544),  who  called  the  Cant.   "Colloquium 
Salomonis  cum  amica  quadam  Sulamitha,"  and  re- 
jected it  from  the  Canon.    Following  out  this  idea, 
Whiston  (1723)  recognized  the  book  as  a  composi- 
tion of  Solomon;  but  denounced  it  as  foolish,  las- 
cii'ious,   and   idolatrous.      Jleanwhile  the  nuptial 
theory  was  adopted  by  Grotius  as  the  literal  basis 
of  a  secondary  and  spiritual  interpretation;  and, 
after  its  dramatical  development  by  Bossuet,  long 
continued  to  be  the  standard  scheme  of  the  mys- 
tical  school.     In   1803   it   was   reconstructed   by 
Good,  with  a  Jewish  instead  of  an  Egyptian  bride. 
The  purely  literal  theory,  opposed  on  the  one  hand 
to  the  allegorical  interpretation,  and  on  the  other 
to  Castellio  and  Whiston,  owes  its  origin  to  Ger- 
many.    MichaeUs  (1770)  regarded  the  Song  as  an 
exponent   of    wedded    lave,    innocent   and  happy. 
But,  while  justifying  its  admission  into  the  Canon, 
he  is  betrayed  into  a  levity  of  remark  altogether  in- 
consistent with  the  supposition  that  the  book  is 
inspired  {Not.  ad  Lowth.  PrceL).     From  this  time 
the  scholarship  of  Germany  was  mainly  enlisted  on 
the  side  of  the  literalists.     The  literal  basis  became 
thoroughly  dissociated   from   the  mystical  super- 
structure ;  and  all  that  remained  to  be  done  was  to 
elucidate  the  true  scheme  of  the  former.     The  most 
generally  received  interpretation  of  the  modem  Ut- 
lists  is  that  which  was  originally  proposed  by 
IJacobi  (1771),  adopted  by  Herder,  Ammon,  Um- 
treit,   Ewald,   &c.;   and   more   recently  by  Prof. 
iHeier  of  TUbingen  (1854),  and  in  England  by  ilr. 
iGinsburg,  in  his  very  excellent  translation  (1857). 
lAccording  to  the  detailed  application  of  this  view, 
1  given  by  Mr.  Ginsburg,  the  Song  is  intended  to 
Idisplay  the  victory  of  humble  and  constant  love 
ver  the  temptations  of  wealth  and  royalty.     The 
{tempter  is  Solomon ;  the  object  of  his  seductive  en- 
deavors is  a  Shulamite  shepherdess,  who,  surrounded 
{by  the  glories  of  the  court  and  the  fascinations  of 
|nnwoiited  splendor,  pines   for   the   shepLdrd-iover 
Ifrom  whom  she  has  been  involuntarily  separated. 
The  drama  is  divided  into  5  sections,  indicated 
by  the  thrice  repeated  formula  of  adjuration  (ii.  7, 
liii.  5,  viii.  4),  and  the  use  of  another  closing  sen- 
[tence  (v.  1). 

Section  1  (Ch.  i. — ii.  7):  scene  —  a  country  seat 
lot  Solomon.  The  shepherdess  is  committed  to  the 
Icharge  of  the  com-t-ladies  ("  daughters  of  Jerusa- 
llem"),  who  have  been  instructed  to  prepare  the 
|Way  for  the  royal  approach.  Solomon  makes  an 
unsuccessful  attempt  to  win  her  affections. 

Sect.  2  (ii.  8 — iii.  5):  the  shepherdess  explains  to 
the  court-ladies  the  cruelty  of  her  brothers,  which 
had  led  to  the  separation  between  herself  and  her 
beloved. 

Sect.  3  (iii.  6— v.  1):  entry  of  the  royal  train 
into  Jerusalem.  The  shepherd  follows  his  betrothed 
into  the  city,  and  proposes  to  rescue  her.  Some 
of  her  court  companions  are  favorably  impressed  by 
her  constancy. 

Sect.  4  (v.  2— viii.  4):  the  shepherdess  tells  her 
dream,  and  still  further  engages  the  sympathies  of 
her  companions.  The  king's  flatteries  and  prom- 
ises are  unavailing. 
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Sect.  5  (viii.  5-14):  the  conflict  is  over;  virtue 
and  truth  have  won  the  victory,  and  the  shep- 
herdess and  her  beloved  return  to  their  happy 
home;  visiting  on  the  way  the  tree  l)eneath  whose 
shade  they  first  phghted  their  troth  (viii.  5).  Her 
brothers  repeat  the  promises  which  they  had  once 
made  conditionally  upon  her  virtuous  and  irre- 
proachable conduct. 

Such  is  a  brief  outline  of  the  scheme  most  re- 
cently projected  by  the  literalists.  It  must  not  be 
supposed,  however,  that  the  supporters  of  the  alle- 
gorical interpretation  have  been  finally  driven  from 
the  field.  Even  in  Germany  a  strong  band  of  re- 
actionary allegorists  have  maintained  their  groimd, 
including  such  names  as  Hug,  Kaiser,  KosenmiU- 
ler,  Hahn,  and  Hengstenberg.  On  the  whole,  their 
tendency  is  to  return  to  the  Chaldee  Paraplirase ; 
a  tendency  which  is  specially  marked  in  Kosenmiil- 
ler.  In  England  the  battle  of  the  literaUsts  has 
been  fought  by  Dr.  Pye  Smith  {Congreg.  Mag. 
for  1837-38);  in  America  by  Prof.  Noyes,  who 
adopts  the  extreme  erotic  theory,  and  is  miwiUing 
to  recognize  in  Cant,  any  moral  or  religious  de- 
sign. It  should  be  observed  that  such  a  sentiment 
as  this  of  Dr.  Noyes  is  utterly  alien  to  the  views 
of  Jacobi  and  his  followers,  who  conceive  the  rec- 
ommendation of  virtuous  love  and  constancy  to  be  a 
portion  of  the  very  highest  moral  teachmg,  and  in 
no  way  unworthy  of  an  inspired  writer. 

The  allegorical  interpretation  has  been  defended 
in  America  by  Professors  Stuart  and  Biurowes. 
The  internal  arguments  adduced  by  the  allegorists 
are  substantially  the  same  which  were  lu^ed  by 
Calovius  against  the  literal  basis  of  the  mystical  in- 
terpretation.    The  following  are  specimens : — 

(a.)  Particulars  not  applicable  to  Solomon  (v. 
2):  (6.)  particulars  not  applicable  to  the  wife  of 
Solomon  (i.  6,  8;  v.  7;  vi.  13,  cf.  i.  6):  (c.)  Solo- 
mon addressed  in  the  second  person  (viii.  12):  (d.) 
particulars  inconsistent  with  the  ordinary  condi- 
tions of  decent  love  (v.  2):  (c.)  date  20  years 
after  Solomon's  marriage  with  Pharaoh's  daughter 
(comp.  Cant.  v.  4,  and  1  K.  vi.  38).  It  will 
readily  be  obsen^ed  that  these  arguments  do  not  in 
any  way  aff'ect  the  literal  theory  of  Jacobi. 

For  external  arguments  the  allegorists  depend 
principally  upon  Jewish  tradition  and  the  analogy 
of  Oriental  poetry.  The  value  of  the  former,  as 
respects  a  composition  of  the  10th  cent.  b.  c,  is 
estimated  by  Mich.  {Not.  ad  Lowth.)  at  a  very  low 
rate.  For  the  latter,  it  is  usual  to  refer  to  such 
authors  as  Chardin,  Sir  AV.  Jones,  Herbelot,  Ac. 
(see  Rosenm.  Animad.).  Rosenmiiller  gives  a  song 
of  Hafiz,  with  a  paraphrase  by  a  Turkish  conmien- 
tator.  which  unfolds  the  spiritual  meaning.  For 
other  specimens  of  the  same  kind  see  Lane's  Egyp- 
tians. On  the  other  hand  the  objections  taken  by 
Dr.  Noyes  are  very  important  {New  Transl.).  It 
would  seem  that  there  is  one  essential  difference  be- 
tween the  Song  of  Solomon  and  the  allegorical 
compositions  of  the  poets  in  question.  In  the  lat- 
ter the  allegory  is  more  or  less  avowed ;  and  distinct 
reference  is  made  to  the  Supreme  Being:  in  the 
former  there  is  nothmg  of  the  kind.  But  the  most 
important  consideration  adduced  by  the  literaUsts 
is  the  fact  that  the  Cant,  are  the  production  of  a 
different  country,  and  separated  from  the  songs  of 
the  Sufis  and  the  Hindoo  mystics  by  an  interval 
of  nearly  2000  years.  To  which  it  may  be  added 
that  the  Song  of  Solomon  springs  out  of  a  religion 
which  has  nothing  in  common  with  the  Pantheism 
of  Persia  and  India.     In  short,  the  conditions  of 
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production  in  the  two  cases  are  utterly  dissimilar. 
But  the  literalists  are  not  content  with  destroying 
this  analogy ;  they  proceed  further  to  maintain  that 
allegories  do  not  generally  occur  m  the  sacred  writ- 
ings without  some  intimation  of  their  secondary 
meaning,  which  intimation  in  the  case  of  the  Cant. 
is  not  forthcoming.  They  argue  from  the  total 
silence  of  our  Lord  and  his  Apostles  respecting  this 
book,  not  indeed  that  it  is  unmspired,  but  that  it 
was  never  intended  to  bear  withui  its  poetic  en- 
velope that  mystical  sense  which  would  have  ren- 
dered it  a  perfect  treasury  of  reference  for  St.  Paul, 
when  unfolding  the  spiritual  relation  between 
Christ  and  His  church  (see  2  Cor.  xi.  2 ;  Rom.  vii. 
4;  Eph.  V.  2.3-32).  Agam,  it  is  urged  that  if 
this  poem  be  aUegorically  spiritual,  then  its  spirit- 
ualism is  of  the  very  highest  order,  and  utterly  in- 
consistent with  the  opinion  which  assigns  it  to  Sol- 
omon. The  philosophy  of  Solomon,  as  given  in 
Eccl.,  is  a  philosophy  of  indifference,  apparently 
suggested  by  the  exhaustion  of  all  sources  of  phys- 
ical enjoyment.  The  religion  of  Solomon  had  but 
little  practical  influence  on  hLs  life;  if  he  wrote  the 
glowing  spiritualism  of  the  Cant,  when  a  young 
man,  how  can  we  account  for  his  fearful  degener- 
acy ?  If  the  poem  was  the  production  of  his  old 
age,  how  can  we  reconcile  it  with  the  last  fact  re- 
corded of  him  that  "  his  heart  was  not  perfect  with 
the  Lord,  his  God?"  For  the  same  reason  it  is 
maintained  that  no  other  writer  would  have  selected 
Solomon  as  a  symbol  of  the  Messiali.  The  exces- 
sively amative  character  of  some  passages  is  desig- 
nated as  almost  blasphemous  when  supposed  to  be 
addressed  by  Christ  to  his  church  (vii.  2,  3,  7,  8); 
and  the  fact  that  the  dramatis  personce  are  three, 
is  regarded  as  decidedly  subversive  of  the  allegor- 
ical theory. 

The  strongest  argument  on  the  side  of  the  alle- 
gorists  is  the  matrimonial  metaphor  so  frequently 
employed  in  the  Scriptures  to  describe  the  relation 
between  Jehovah  and  Israel  (Ex.  xxxiv.  15,  16; 
Num.  XV.  39;  Ps.  Ixxiii.  27;  Jer.  iii.  1-11;  Ez. 
xvi.,  xxiii.,  &e..).  It  is  fully  stated  by  Prof.  Stuart 
{0.  T.  Canon).  On  the  other  hand  the  literalists 
deny  so  early  a  use  of  tlie  metaphor.  They  con- 
tend that  the  plirase  "  to  go  whoring  after  other 
gods  "  describes  a  literal  fact;  and  that  even  the 
metaphor  as  used  by  the  prophets  who  lived  after 
Solomon  implies  a  wedded  relation,  and  therefore 
cannot  te  compared  with  the  ante-nuptial  affection 
which  forms  the  subject  of  Cant. 

IV.  Canonicily.  —  It  has  already  been  observed 
that  the  book  was  rgected  from  the  Canon  by  Cas- 
tellio  and  Whiston ;  but  in  no  case  has  its  rejection 
been  defended  on  external  grounds.  It  is  found  in 
the  LXX.,  and  in  the  translations  of  Aquila,  Sj-m- 
machus,  and  Theodotion.  It  is  contained  in  the 
catalogue  given  in  the  Talmud,  and  in  the  cata- 
logue of  Melito;  and  in  short  we  have  the  same 
evidence  for  its  canonicity  as  that  which  is  com- 
monly adduced  for  the  canonicity  of  any  book  of 
the  O.  T. 

(In  addition  to  the  ordinary  sources,  reference  is 
advised  to  Lowth,  Prcelect.  xxx.,  xxxi.,  together 
with  the  notes  of  Michaelis,  and  the  animadversions 
of  Kosenmiiller,  Oxon.  1821;  Ilarmer's  Outlines, 
Ac.,  London,  2d  ed.  1775;  Transl.  with  notes  by 
Mason  Good,  Ia)nd.  1803;  Congreg.  Mag.  for  1837 
And  1838 ;  New  Traml.  of  Prm\,  Keel,  ami  Cant. 
by  Prof.  Noyes,  Boston,  1846  [2d  ed.  1867] ;  Conv- 
mentary  on  Song,  &c.,  by  Prof.  Burrowes,  Phila- 
delphia. 1853  [2d  ed.  New  York,  1866] ;  Das  Ge- 
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rettete  Hohelied,  by  J.  T.  Jacobi,  1771 ;  Salomon''$ 
Lieder  der  Lithe,  &c.,  in  vol.  iii.  of  Herder's  works, 
Stuttgart  and  Tiibingen,  1852 ;  Das  Hohelied  Sal- 
omo's,  &c.,  by  Ewald,"  Giittingen,  1826 ;  Das  Hohe 
Lied  Salomonis  ausgelegt  von  W.  Hengstenberg, 
Berlin,  1853;  Das  Hohe  Lied,  &c.,  by  Ernst  Meier, 
Tiibingen,  1854;  The  Song  of  Songs,  &c.,  by  C. 
D.  Ginsburg,  Lond.  1857;  the  last  mentioned  is 
specially  recommended  to  the  EngUsh  reader. ) 

T.  E.  B. 
*  Among  the  names  of  other  writers  on  Canticles 
should  be  mentioned  Kenan  {Cantique  dts  Can- 
tiques,  translating  and  treating  of  the  plan,  age, 
and  character  of  the  poem,  2d  ed.,  1861);  Ewald  in 
his  Dichterd.  A.  B.  (ed.  1866-7);  Dehtzsch  (1851) 
who  mauitains  the  mystical  theory  {das  Mysterium 
der  Ehe  ist  das  Mysterium  des  Hohenliedes),  ac- 
cording to  which  the  reader  has  the  deeper  spiritual 
sense  brought  near  to  him,  not  so  much  by  the  au- 
thor as  by  the  Spirit  that  guided  the  author ;  Um- 
breit,  Hohes  Lied  (in  Herzog's  ReaUEncyk.  vi. 
206-220),  almost  a  treatise  by  itself,  and  occupied 
chiefly  with  a  critique  of  the  later  expositions ;  Bleek 
{Kinl.  in  das  A.  T.  pp.  635-41)  who  finds  in  it 
not  so  much  the  hand  as  the  character  of  Solomon ; 
and  Kev.  W.  Houghton  (Ix)ndon,  1865),  a  Trans- 
lation and  Short  Exjilanatory  Notes:  the  Song 
viewed  as  secular,  and  the  theme  the  fidelity  of 
chaste  love,  constant  and  devoted.  Isaac  Taylor 
(Spirit  of  Hebrew  Poetry,  New  York,  1862)  has  a 
very  instructive  chapter  (ch.  x.)  on  this  book.  He 
supposes  Solomon  to  have  invented  the  characters 
and  incidents  which  form  the  ground-work  of  the 
poem,  and  not  to  have  drawn  them  from  his  own 
history.  He  does  not  admit  the  objections  to  its 
ethical  character  to  be  well  founded.  "  It  is  a 
divinely  inspired  myth,  conveying  the  deepest  and 
most  sacred  elements  of  the  spiritual  economy  in 
the  terms  and  under  the  forms  of  instinctive  Imman 
feeUng  and  passion.  ...  It  has  justified  its  pres- 
ence in  the  Canon  by  tlie  undoubtedly  religious 
purposes  it  has  served,  in  giving  animation,  and 
depth,  and  intensity,  and  warmest  tone  to  the  de- 
vout meditations  of  thousands  of  the  most  devout 
and  of  the  purest  minds."  The  symbolical  view  is 
ably  supported  by  Dr.  L.  Withington,  Solomon's 
Song,  Translated  and  Explained  (Boston,  1861). 
The  Song  represents  the  love  which  exists  between 
Christ  and  the  church  —  the  bride,  the  Iamb's  wife 
—  with  special  reference  to  the  conversion  of  the 
Gentiles,  when  a  more  sublime  and  spiritual  re- 
ligion should  prevail.  Tlie  arguments  for  this  po- 
sition are  drawn  out  with  singular  acuteness  and 
power.  The  version  is  avowedly  free,  so  as  "to 
give  not  only  the  meaning,  but  to  preserve  the 
poetic  and  moral  shading,  and  thus  make  it  to  the 
reader  now  what  it  was  to  the  Hebrews."  It  is 
seldom  that  so  many  remarks  profoundly  suggest- 
ive l)eyond  the  direct  scoi)e  of  the  book,  and  so 
many  expressions  of  rare  beauty  are  found  in  the 
pages  of  a  Commentary.  The  translation',  on  the 
whole,  is  less  highly  wrought  than  the  other  parts. 
Among  the  more  recent  writers  who  adojtt  the 
literal  theory,  i)esides  Uleek  and  Kenan,  alrea<ly 
referred  to,  may  he  mentioned  Heiligstedt  (1848, 
in  Maurer's  Comm.  vol.  iv.;,  Bi  ttcher  (1849), 
Friedrich  (1855),  Hitzig  (1855,  Exegtt.  Handb. 
xvi.),  Vaihinger  (1858),  ^Vei8sbach  "(1858),  and 
Davidson  {Introd.  to  the  0.  T.,  1862,  ii.  389- 
421).  Ginsburg's  art.  Solomon's  Song  in  the  3d 
edition  of  Kitto's  Cycl.  of  Bibl.  Lit.  will  repay 
perusal.  H. 
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I  OAPER'NAUM  (Rec.  Text,  Kavepvaoifi; 
Lachm.  [Tisch.  and  Treg.]  with  B  [D  Z  Sin.  etc.] 

Kcupapvou)vix,  as  if  DITO  "123,  "  village  of  Na- 
3hum;"  Syriac  Nitr.  JOCUaJ  i.<^  ,VD,  Pesh. 
PCJAA I    ;  °>^;     Caphamaum),   a  name    with 

which  all  are  familiar  as  that  of  the  scene  of  many 
acts  and  incidents  in  the  Ufe  of  Christ.  There  is 
no  mention  of  Capernaum  in  the  0.  T.  or  Apocry- 
pha, but  the  passage  Is.  ix.  1  (in  Hebrew,  viii.  23) 
is  applied  to  it  by  St.  Matthew.  The  word  Caphar 
in  the  name  perhaps  indicates  that  the  place  was 
of  late  foundation.     [Caphak.] 

The  few  notices  of  its  situation  in  the  N.  T.  are 

not  sufficient  to  enable  us  to  determine  its  exact 

position.     It  was  on  the  western  shore  of  the  Sea 

of   Galilee   (r^y  irapadaKcurffiav,   Matt.   iv.   13; 

comp.  John  vi.  2-t),  and  if  recent  discoveries  are  to 

be  trusted  (Cureton's  Nitnan  Rec.  John  vi.  17), 

was  of  sufficient  importance  to  give  to  that  Sea,  in 

whole  or  in  part,  the  name  of  the  ''  lake  of  Caper- 

namn."     (This  was  the  case  also  with  Tiberias,  at 

the  other  extremity  of  the  lake.     Comp.  John  vi. 

1,  "the  sea  of  Galilee  of  Tiberias.")     It  was  in 

the  "  land  of  (Jennesaret "  (Matt.  xiv.  34,  compared 

■  with  John  vi.  17,  21,  24),  that  is,  the  rich,  busy 

[  plain  on  the  west  shore  of  the  lake,  which  we  know 

[from  the  descriptions  of  Josephus  and  from  other 

I  sources  to  have  been  at  that  time  one  of  the  most 

[prosperous  and  crowded  districts  in  all  Palestine. 

[Gennesaret.]     Being  on  the  shore,  Capema- 

Lum  was  lower  than  Nazareth   and  Cana  of  Gal- 

tUee,  from  which  the  road  to  it  was  one  of  descent 

|(John  ii.  12;  Luke  iv.  31),  a  mode  of  speech  which 

'would  apply  to  the  general  level  of  the  spot  even 

'  if  our  Lord's  expression  "  exalted   unto  heaven  " 

(wfwfl^tTT?,  Matt.  xi.  23)  had  any  reference  to  height 

of  position  in  the  town  itself     It  was  of  sufficient 

size  to  be  always  called  a  "  city  "  {irSXis,  Matt.  ix. 

1;  Mark  i.  33);  had  its  own  synagogue,  in  which 

our  Lord  frequently  taught  (John  vi.  59 ;  Mark  i. 

;21;  Luke  iv.  33,  38)  —  a  synagogue  built  by  the 

centurion   of  the  detachment  of  Roman  soldiers 

which  appears  to  have  been  quartered  in  the  place" 

(Luke  vii.  1,  comp.  8;  Matt.  viii.  8).     But  besides 

the  garrison  there  was  also  a  customs  station,  where 

the  dues  were  gathered  both  by  stationary  (Matt. 

ix.  9;  Slark  ii.  14;  Luke  v.  27)  and  by  itinerant 

(Matt.  xvii.  24)  officers.     If  the  "  way  of  the  sea  " 

was  the  great  road  from  Damascus  to  the  south 

(Ritter,  Jordan,  p.  271),  the  duties  may  have  been 

levied  not  only  on  the  fish  and  other  commerce  of 

the  lake,  but  on  the  caravans  of  merchandise  pass- 

i  ing  to  Galilee  and  Judtea. 

The  only  interest  attaching  to  Capernaum  is  as 
'  the  residence  of  our  I^ord  and  his  Apostles,  the 
scene  of  so  many  miracles  and  "  gracious  words." 
At  Nazareth  He  was  "brought  up,"  but  Caper- 
naum was  emphatically  his  "own  city;"  it  was 
when  He  returned  thither  that  He  is  said  to  have 
been  "at  home"  (Mark  ii.  1;  such  is  the  force  of 
iv  otKca  —  A.  V.  "  in  the  house  ").  Here  he  chose 
the  Evangelist  Matthew  or  Levi  (Matt.  ix.  9).  The 
brothers  Simon-Peter  and  Andrew  belonged  to  Ca- 
pernaum (Mark  i.  29),  and  it  is  perhaps  allowable 
to  imagine  that  it  was  on  the  sea-beach  below  the 
town  (for,  doubtless,  like  true  orientals,  these  two 
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fishermen  kept  close  to  home),  while  Jesus  was 
"walking"  there,  before  "great  multitudes"  had 
learned  to  "gather  together  unto  Him,"  that  they 
heard  the  quiet  call  which  was  to  make  thepi  for- 
sake all  and  follow  Him  (Mark  i.  16, 17,  comp.  28). 
It  was  here  that  Christ  worked  the  miracle  on  the 
centurion's  servant  (Matt.  viii.  5;  Luke  ^ii.  1),  on 
Simon's  wife's  mother  (Matt.  viii.  14;  Mark  i.  30; 
Luke  iv.  38),  the  paralytic  (Matt.  ix.  1;  Mark  ii. 
1;  Luke  v.  18),  and  the  man  afflicted  with  an  un- 
clean devil  (Mark  i.  23;  Luke  iv.  33).  The  son  of 
the  nobleman  (John  iv.  46)  was,  though  resident  at 
Capernaum,  healed  by  words  which  appear  to  have 
been  spoken  in  Cana  of  Galilee.  At  Capernaum 
occurred  the  incident  of  the  child  (Mark  ix.  33; 
Matt,  xviii.  1;  comp.  xvii.  24);  and  in  the  syna- 
gogue there  was  spoken  the  wonderful  discourse  of 
John  vi.  (see  verse  59). 

The  doom  which  our  Lord  pronounced  against 
Capernaum  and  the  other  unbelieving  cities  of  the 
plain  of  Gennesaret  has  been  remarkably  fulfilled. 
In  the  present  day  no  ecclesiastical  tradition  even 
ventures  to  fix  its  site;  and  the  contest  between 
the  rival  claims  of  the  two  most  probable  spots  is 
one  of  the  hottest,  and  at  the  same  time  the  most 
hopeless,  in  sacred  tojwgraphy.  Fortunately  noth- 
ing hangs  on  the  decision.  The  spots  in  dispute 
are  (1.)  Khan  Minyeh,  a  mound  of  ruins  which 
takes  its  name  from  an  old  khan  hard  by.  This 
mound  is  situated  close  upon  the  seashore  at  the 
northwestern  extremity  of  the  plain  (now  el-Ghn~ 
weir).  It  is  of  some  extent,  but  consisting  of  heaps 
only  with  no  visible  ruins.  These  are  south  of  the 
ruined  khan;  and  north  of  them,  close  to  the 
water-Une  of  the  lake,  is  a  large  spring  surrounded 
by  vegetation  and  overshadowed  by  a  fig-tree  which 
gives  it  its  name  —  ^Ain  ct-Tin  (the  spring  of  the 
fig-tree).  Three  miles  south  is  another  large  spring 
called  the  "  Round  Fountain,"  which  is  a  mile  and 
a  half  from  the  lake,  to  which  it  sends  a  consider- 
able stream  with  fish. 

2.  Three  miles  north  of  Khan  Minyeh  is  the 
other  claimant.  Tell  Hum,  —  ruins*  of  walls  and 
foimdations  covering  a  space  of  "  half  a  mile  long 
by  a  quarter  wide,"  on  a  point  of  the  shore  pro- 
jecting into  the  lake  and  backed  by  a  very  gently 
rising  ground.  Rather  more  than  three  miles  fur- 
ther is  the  point  at  which  the  Jordan  enters  the 
north  of  the  lake. 

The  arguments  in  favor  of  Khan  Minyeh  will 
be  found  in  Robinson  ii.  403-4,  iii.  344-358). 
They  are  chiefly  founded  on  Josephus's  account  of 
his  visit  to  Cephamome,  which  Dr.  R.  would  iden- 
tify with  the  mounds  near  the  khan,  and  on  the 
testimonies  of  successive  travellers  from  Arculfus  to 
Quaresmius,  whose  notices  Dr.  R.  interprets  — 
often,  it  must  be  confessed,  not  without  difficulty 
—  in  reference  to  Khan  Minyeh.  The  fountain 
Caphamaum,  which  Josephus  elsewhere  mentions 
{B.  J.  iii.  10,  §  8)  in  a  very  emphatic  manner  as  a 
chief  source  of  the  water  of  the  plain  of  Gennesa- 
ret and  as  abounding  with  fish,  Dr.  R.  believes  to 
be  the  ^Ain  et-Tin.  But  the  "Round  Fountain" 
certainly  answers  better  to  Josephus's  account  than 
a  spring  so  close  to  the  shore  and  so  near  one  end 
of  the  district  as  is  'Ain  et-Tin.  The  claim  of 
Khan  Minyeh  is  also  strongly  opposed  by  a  later 
traveller  (Bonar,  pp.  437-41).  StUl  this  makes 
nothing  for  Tell  Hum. 


o  The  fact  of  a  Roman  having  built  the  synagogue 
certainly  seems  some  argument  against  the  prosperity 
of  the  town. 


b  Vast  ruins  ...  no  ordinary  city 
great  town  (Bonar,  pp.  414,  415). 
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The  arguments  iii  favor  of  Tell  Hum  date  from 
about  1675.  Tliey  are  urged  by  Dr.  Wilson.  The 
principal  one  is  the  name,  which  is  maintained  to 
be  a  relic  of  the  Hebrew  original  —  Caphar  having 
given  place  to  TtU.  Dr.  Wilson  also  ranges  Jo- 
sephus  on  his  side  {Lands  of  the  Bible,  ii.  1.39-149. 
See  also  Ritter,  Jordan,  pp.  335-34-3,  who  supports 
Tell  Hum).  Khan  M'myeh^  et-Tdbu/hah,  and 
Tell  Hum,  are  all,  without  doubt,  ancient  sites, 
but  the  conclusion  from  the  whole  of  the  evidence 
is  irresistible:  that  it  is  impossible  to  say  which  of 
them  represents  Capernaum,  which  Chorazin,  or 
which  Bethsaida.  Those  anxious  to  inquire  further 
into  this  subject  may  consult  the  originals,  as  given 
above.  For  the  best  general  description  and  re- 
production of  the  district,  see  Stanley,  S.  ^  P. 
ch.  X.  G. 

*  Tlie  later  travellers  in  Palestine  leave  the  ques- 
tion as  to  the  spot  on  which  Capernaum  stood 
hardly  less  perplexed  than  it  was  before.  "  The 
disputed  sites  of  the  cities  of  Gennesai-et,"  says 
Dean  Stanley,  after  his  second  visit  to  the  East 
{Notices  of  Localities,  etc.,  p.  195),  "  must  still  re- 
main disputed."  I'orter  {Handbook  of  Syna,  ii. 
425)  accepts  Dr.  Robinson's  conclusion  in  favor  of 
Khan  Minyeh,  so  called  from  an  old  cararansarai 
near  a  heap  of  ruins,  on  the  northern  edge  of  Gen- 
nesaret.  Mm  et-Tin  is  only  another  name  for 
the  same  place,  derived  from  a  fig-tree  which  over- 
hangs a  fountain  in  the  neighborhood.  Dr.  Thom- 
son {Land  and  Book,  i.  542-548)  and  Mr.  Dixon 
{Hdy  Lnnil,  ii.  173,  Ix)ndon,  18G5)  decide  for  Tell 
Hum,  at  the  head  of  the  lake,  about  three  miles 
northeast  of  Khan  Minyeh.  The  claim  of  Mi« 
Mwlawarah,  or  the  Round  Fountain,  near  the 
south  end  of  the  plain  of  Gennesaret,  and  so 
uamed  from  being  "enclosed  by  a  low  circular  wall 
of  mason-work,"  has  for  some  time  past  been  kept 
in  abeyance;  but  Mr.  Tristram  {Land  of  Israel, 
p.  442,  Ix)ndon,  1805)  has  brought  it  forward  once 
more,  and  certainly  with  reasons  for  it  which  are 
not  without  weight.  He  speaks  with  greater  au- 
thority on  some  branches  of  the  argument  from  his 
character  as  an  eminent  naturalist.  Josephus  states 
{B.  J.  iii.  10,  §  8)  that  the  fountain  of  Capernaum 
produced  the  /copa/cti/oy,  a  fish  like  that  of  the  lake 
near  Alexandria.  Mr.  Tristram  now  maintains 
that  neither  of  the  places  except  the  Round  Foun- 
tain furnishes  this  mark  of  identification.  "  The 
remarkable  siluroid,  the  catfish  or  coracine  (/copo/c*- 
vos)i  altounds  to  a  remarkable  degree  in  the  Ilound 
Fountain  to  this  day.  .  .  .  We  obtained  specimens 
a  yard  long,  and  some  of  them  are  deposited  in  the 
British  Jfuseum.  The  loose,  sandy  bottom  of  this 
fountain  is  peculiarly  adapted  for  this  singular  fish, 
which  buries  itself  in  the  sediment,  leaving  only 
its  feelers  exposed.  .  .  .  Here,  in  the  clear  shallow 
water,  it  may,  when  disturbed,  be  at  once  detected, 
swimming  in  numbers  along  the  bottom.  .  .  .  But 
it  is  not  found  at  Min  el-Tin,  where  the  fountain 
could  neither  supply  it  with  cover  nor  ibod;  nor 
could  we  discover  it  at  Mire  Tdhifjhah  "  (the  nearest 
fountain  to  Tell  Hum,  though  distant  two  miles  to 
the  southward),  "  where  the  water  is  hot  and  brack- 
bh."  Mr.  Tristram  thinks  it  wortli  while  to  men- 
tion that  fever  is  very  prevalent  at  this  day  at  '-4t« 
Mudawarah  (the  Round  Fountain),  whereas  "the 
dry,  elevated,  rocky  ground  of  TeU  Hum  "  would  be 
comparatively  free  from  it.  "  Peter's  wife's  mother 
lay  sick  of  a  fever"  at  Capernaum  (Mark  i.  30). 
For  other  details  of  his  able  argument  the  reader 
b  referred  to  his  work  as  above.    The  Ahb6  Michon 
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( \le  de  Jesus,  i.  220-24,  Paris,  1866)  who  hiu 
travelled  in  Palestine,  holds  in  like  manner  that  the 
Capharnaum  of  Joseplms  {B.  J.  iii.  10,  §  8)  is 
identical  with  the  Round  Fountain,  and  lience  that 
the  Capernaum  of  the  New  Testament  must  be  • 
found  at  that  place.  So  Norton,  Trans,  of  the 
Gospels,  with  Notes,  ii.  55,  56.  On  the  other  hand 
the  English  explorers.  Captain  Wilson  and  his  as-  . 
sociates,  are  reported  to  have  found  indications 
which  point  to  Tell  Hum  as  the  disputed  site. 
They  regard  as  such  the  discovery  of  a  synagogue 
in  a  state  of  fine  preservation,  remarkable  for  its 
elegant  architecture,  and  Ijelonging  in  all  probability 
to  an  age  earlier  than  that  of  Christ  {Athemeum, 
Feb.  24,  1866).  It  may  have  been  one  of  the  Gal- 
ilean synagogues  in  which  the  Saviour  himself 
taught  and  performed  some  of  his  mighty  works. 
It  is  certain  that  such  a  discovery  shows  that  an 
important  town  must  once  have  existed  on  this 
spot ;  but  this  of  itself  wovdd  not  settle  the  ques- 
tion of  the  name  of  the  town.  Mr.  Thrupp  {Joiiim. 
of  Class,  and  Sacr.  Philol.  ii.  290-308)  also  con- 
tends for  Tell  Hum  as  the  site  of  Capernaum :  Dr. 
TregeUes  {ibid.  iii.  141-154)  presents  a  widely  differ- 
ent view,  placing  Capernaum  close  by  Bethsaida 
(Julias),  near  the  mouth  of  the  Upper  Jordan,  in 
the  Batihah,  which  (and  not  the  Ghuweir)  he  re- 
gards as  the  plain  of  Gennesaret  described  by  Jose- 
phus. 

It  may  be  added  in  regard  to  Khan  Minyeh  that 
the  recent  excavations  of  the  English  exploring  ex- 
pedition (see  Athemeum,  March  31,  1866)  have 
brought  to  Hght  nothing  there  except  some  frag- 
ments of  "masonry  and  pottery  of  comparatively 
modern  date."  H. 

CA'PHAR  ("155,  from  a  root  signifying  "to 
cover,"  Ges.  p.  707),  one  of  the  numerous  words 
employed  in  the  Bible  to  denote  a  village  or  col- 
lection of  dwellings  smaller  than  a  city  (/r).  Mr. 
Stanley  proposes  to  render  it  by  "hamlet"  (S.  <f 
P.  App.  §  85),  to  distinguish  its  occurrences  from 
those  of  Chawah,  Chalzer,  Benoteh,  and  other 
similar  words.  As  an  appellative  it  is  found  only 
three  times:  1  Chr.  xxvii.  25;  Cant.  vii.  11,  and  1 
Sam.  vi.  18  (in  the  last  the  pointing  being  differ- 
ent, Copher,  "^53);  but  in  neither  is  there  any- 
thing to  enable  us  to  fix  any  special  force  to  the 
word. 

In  names  of  places  it  occurs  in  Chepiiar-Am- 
MOXAi,  Chephikaii,  Caphar-salama.  But  the 
number  of  places  compounded  therewith  mentioned 
in  the  Talmuds  shows  that  the  name  became  a 
much  commoner  one  at  a  time  subsequent  to  the 
Biblical  history.  In  Arabic  Kefr  is  in  frequent 
use  (see  the  lists  in  the  Index  to  Robinson,  ii.  and 
iii.).  To  us  its  chief  interest  arises  from  its  form- 
ing a  part  of  the  name  Capkknau.m,  i.  e.  Caphar- 
nahum.  G. 

OA'PHAR-SAL'AM A  {XcupapffoKafid ; 
Alex.  Xap<(>ap(rapa/xa'  Capharsalama),  a  place 
{KdfjLVt  Joseph.  Ant.  xii.  10,  §  4)  at  whicli  a  battle 
was  fought  between  Judas  ^Maccabanis  and  Nicanor 
(1  Mace.  vii.  31).  From  the  fugitives  having  taken 
refuge  in  the  "  city  of  David,"  it  would  apjxiar  to 
have  been  near  Jerusalem.  Is  it  not  possil)le  that 
it  was  Siloam,  the  Arabic  name  of  which  in  Kifr- 
selimn  f  I'Avald  places  it  north  of  Ramla  on  the 
Samaritan  boundary  {Gesch.  iv.  368,  note),  but  no 
certain  traces  of  it  seem  to  have  teen  yet  found. 

G. 
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CAPHEN'ATHA  {Xa<l>efa9d:  Caphetetka), 
a  place  apparently  close  to  and  on  the  east  side  of 
Jerusalem,  which  was  repaired  by  Jonathan  Macca- 
bseus  (1  Mace.  xii.  37).  The  name  is  derived  by 
Lightfoot  from  Caphnioth,  the  Talmudic  word  for 
unripe  figs.  If  this  be  correct,  there  is  a  remark- 
able correspondence  between  the  name  Caphenatha 
and  those  of  Bethany  (house  of  dates),  Bethphage 
(house  of  figs),  and  of  the  Mount  of  Olives  itself, 
on  which  the  three  were  situated  —  all  testifying  to 
the  ancient  fruitfulness  of  the  place.  G. 

CAPHI'RA  (Kacpelpa;  [Vat.  Ueipa;  Aid. 
Alex.  Kouptpa'-]  Enocadks),  1  Esdr.  v.  19.     [Che- 

PHtRAH.] 

CAPH'TOR  (n""in!:2:  KairTraSo/cfa  [ex- 
cept in  Jer.]:  Cappadocia) :  CAPH'TORIM 
(□"^nriDS :  [in  Gen.,]  rcupOopielfx,  [Alex.]  Xa^ 
dopieifji;  [in  1  Chr.,  Rom.  Vat.  omit;  Alex.  Xacjy 
opiet/j. ;  Comp.  xUd.]  KapOopieifj. ;  [in  Deut.  Kair- 
TraSoKes-]  Caphtoriin,  Cappadoces),  a  country 
thrice  mentioned  as  the  primitive  seat  of  the  Phi- 
listines (Deut.  ii.  23 ;  Jer.  xlvii.  4;  Am.  ix.  7),  who 
are  once  called  Caphtorim  (Deut.  ii.  23),  as  of  the 
same  race  as  the  Mizraite  people  of  that  name 
(Gen.  X.  14;  1  Chr.  i.  12).  The  position  of  the 
country,  since  it  was  peopled  by  Mizraites,  must  be 
supposed  to  be  in  Egypt  or  near  to  it  in  Africa,  for 
the  idea  of  the  southwest  of  Palestine  is  excluded 
by  the  migration  of  the  Philistines.     In  Jer.  it  is 

spoken  of  as  "lli^D?   '''l?)  and  has  therefore  been 

supposed  to  be  an  island.  "*Sj  however,  has  a 
wider  signification;  commonly  it  is  any  maritime 
land,  whether  coast  or  island,  as  in  the  expression 

^D'^'ISn  "^fS  (Gen.  X.  5),  by  which  the  northern 
sts  and  the  islands  of  the  Mediterranean  seem 
be  intended,  the  former,  in  part  at  least,  being 
inly  included.     It  must  be  remembered,  how- 

ver,  that  the  Nile  is  spoken  of  as  a  sea  (C*)  by 

Tahum  in  the  description  of  No,  or  Thebes  (iii.  8). 

fo.]  It  is  also  possible  that  the  expression  in 
ler.  merely  refers  to  the  maritime  position  of  the 
Philistines  (comp.  Ez.  xxv.  16),  and  that  Caphtor 

I  here  poetically  used  for  Caphtorim. 
The  writer  {Encydopcedia  Britannica,  8th  ed., 
^gypt,  p.  419)  has  proposed  to  recognize  Caphtor 
the  ancient  Egyptian  name  of  Coptos.      This 

ame,  if  literally  transcribed,  is  written  in  the  hiero- 
glyphics Kebtu,  Kebta,  and  Keb-Her,  probably  pro- 
Bounced  Kubt,  Kabt,  and  Kebt-Hor  (Brugsch, 
"ieogr.  Inschr.  Taf.  xxxviii.  no.  899,  900),  whence 

optic   Kec[T,    KenTO,    KenTcu, 

CeSTtU,  Gr.  K6irros,  Arab.  Jaij*,  Kuft.  The 
irity  of  came  is  so  great  that  it  alone  might 
atisfy  us,  but  the  correspondence  of  Myxnrros,  as 

Ala  yvTTTOi,  to  "nFIDD  ''S,  unless  ^S  refer  to 

lie  Philistine  coast,  seems  conclusive.     We  must 

not  suppose,  however,  that  Caphtor  was  Coptos :  it 


«  The  conquest  of  the  Avim  does  not  seem  to  have 
Deen  complete  when  the  Israelites  entered  the  Prom- 
ised Land,  for  they  are  mentioned  after  the  "  five  lords 
of  the  Philistines"  in  Josh.  (xiii.  3).  The  expression 
•Jierefore  in  Deut.  ii.  23,  "  And  the  Avim  who  dwelt  in 

villages  (C^~l'!'n2,  wrongly  made  a  proper  name  in 
the  A.  v.,  and  in  the  UCX.,  where  the  fem.  plural 
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must  rather  be  compared  to  the  Coptite  nome,  prob- 
ably in  primitive  ages  of  greater  extent  than  undar 
the  Ptolemies,  for  the  number  of  nomes  was  in  the 
course  of  time  greatly  increased.  'Ilie  Caphtorim 
stand  last  in  the  hst  of  the  Mizraite  peoples  in  Gen. 
and  Chr.,  probably  as  dwellers  in  Upper  I'^Ji^t,  the 
names  next  before  them  being  of  Egyptian,  and  the 
earliest  names  of  Libyan  peoples  [Egypt].  It  is 
not  necessary  to  discuss  other  identifications  that 
have  been  proposed.  The  chief  are  Cappadocia, 
Cyprus,  and  Crete,  of  which  the  last  alone,  froia 
the  evident  connection  of  the  Philistines  with  Crete, 
would  have  any  probability  in  the  absence  of  more 
definite  evidence.  There  would,  however,  be  great 
difficulty  in  the  way  of  the  supiX)sition  that  in  the 
earliest  times  a  nation  or  tribe  removed  from  an 
island  to  the  mainland. 

The  migration  of  the  Philistines  is  mentioned  or 
alluded  to  in  all  the  passages  speaking  of  Caphtor 
or  the  Caphtorim.  It  thus  api^ears  to  have  been 
an  event  of  great  importance,  and  tlus  supposition 
receives  support  from  the  statement  in  Amos.  In 
the  hsts  of  Gen.  and  Chr.,  as  the  text  now  stands, 
the  Phihstines  are  said  to  have  come  forth  from 
the  Casluhim  —  "  the  Casluhim,  whence  came  forth 
the  Philistines,  and  the  Caphtorim," — where  the 
Hebrew  forbids  us  to  suppose  that  the  Phihstines 
and  Caphtorim  both  came  from  the  Casluhim. 
Here  there  seems  to  have  been  a  transjwsition,  for 
the  other  passages  are  as  expUcit,  or  more  so,  and 
their  form  does  not  admit  of  this  explanation.  The 
period  of  the  migration  must  have  been  very  re- 
mote, since  the  Philistines  «  were  alreatly  established 
in  Palestine  in  Abraham's  time  (Gen.  xxi.  32,  34). 
The  evidence  of  the  Egyptian  monuments,  which 
is  indirect,  tends  to  the  same  conclusion,  but  takes 
us  yet  further  back  in  time.  It  leads  us  to  suppose 
that  the  Philistines  and  kindred  nations  were  cog- 
nate to  the  I^yptians,  but  so  different  from  them 
in  manners  that  they  must  have  separated  before 
the  character  and  institutions  of  the  latter  had  at- 
tained that  development  in  which  they  continued 
throughout  the  period  to  which  their  monuments 
belong.  We  find  from  the  sculptures  of  Ramesea 
III.  at  Medeenet  Haboo,  that  the  Egyptians  about 
1200  B.  c.  were  at  war  with  the  Philistines,  the 
Tok-karu,  and  the  Shayratana  of  the  Sea,  and  that 
other  Shayratana  served  them  as  mercenaries.  The 
Philistines  and  Tok-karu  were  physically  cognate, 
and  had  the  same  distinctive  dress;  the  Tok-karu 
and  Shayratana  were  also  physically  cognate,  and 
fought  together  in  the  same  ships.  There  is  reason 
to  believe  that  the  Tok-karu  are  the  Carians,  and 
the  Shayratana  cannot  be  doubted  to  be  the  Chere- 
thim  of  the  Bible  and  the  earUer  Cretans  of  the 
Greeks,  inhabiting  Crete,  and  probably  the  coast  of 
Palestine  also  {£nc.  Biit.  art.  Enypt,  p.  462).  All 
bear  a  greater  resemblance  to  the  Eg^'ptians  than 
does  any  other  group  of  foreign  peoples  represented 
in  their  sculptures.  This  evidence  points  therefore 
to  the  spread  of  a  seafaring  race  cognate  to  the 
Egyptians  at  a  very  remote  time.  Their  origin  is 
not  alone  spoken  of  in  the  record  of  the  migration 
of  the   Phihstines,  but   in   the   tradition  of  the 


m~1^ri  has  become,  through  the  previous  change 

of  T  to  ^,  'AoTjScod),  even  to  Azzah  (Gaza), Caphtorim 
who  came  forth  from  Caphtor  destroyed  them  and  dwelt 
in  their  stead,"  may  mean  that  a  part  of  the  Avim 
alone  perished. 
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Phoenicians  that  they  came  from  the  Erythraean 
Sea  [Arabia],  and  we  must  look  for  the  primeval 
seat  of  the  whole  race  on  the  coasts  of  Arabia  and 
Africa,  where  all  ancient  authorities  lead  us  mainly 
to  place  the  Cushites  and  the  Ethiopians.  [Cush.] 
The  difterence  of  the  PhiUstines  from  the  Egyptians 
in  dress  and  manners  is,  as  we  have  seen,  evident 
on  the  Egyptian  monuments.  From  the  Bible  we 
learn  that  their  laws  and  religion  were  Ukewise  dif- 
ferent from  those  of  Egypt,  and  we  may  therefore 
consider  our  previous  supposition  as  to  the  time  of 
the  separation  of  the  peoples  to  which  they  belong 
to  be  positively  true  in  their  particular  case.  It  is 
probable  that  they  left  Caphtor  not  long  after  the 
first  arrival  of  the  Mizraite  tribes,  while  they  had 
not  yet  attained  that  attachment  to  the  soil  that 
afterwards  so  eminently  characterized  the  -descend- 
ants of  those  which  formed  the  Egyptian  nation. 
The  words  of  the  prophet  Amos  seem  to  indicate  a 
deliverance  of  the  Phihstines  from  bondage.    "  [Are] 

ye  not  as  children  of  Ethiopians  (D^llC-lS)  mito 
me,  [0]  children  of  Israel?  hath  the  Lord  said. 
Have  not  I  caused  Israel  to  go  up  out  of  the  land 
of  Egj-pt,  and  the  Philistines  from  Caphtor,  and 
Aram  from  Kir?  "  (Am.  ix.  7).  The  mention  of 
the  Ethiopians  is  worthy  of  note:  here  they  are 
perhaps  spoken  of  as  a  degraded  people.  The  in- 
tention appears  to  be  to  show  that  Israel  was  not 
the  only  nation  which  had  been  providentially  led 
from  one  country  to  another  where  it  might  settle, 
and  the  interposition  would  seem  to  imply  oppres- 
sion preceding  the  migration.  It  may  be  remarked 
that  Manetho  speaks  of  a  revolt  and  return  to 
allegiance  of  the  Libyans,  probably  the  Lehabim, 
or  Lubim,  from  whose  name  IJbya,  &c.,  certainly 
came,  in  the  reign  of  the  first  king  of  the  third 
dynasty,  Necherophes  or  Necherochis,  in  the  earUest 
age  of  Egyptian  historv,  b.  c.  cir.  2600  (Cory,  Anc. 
/'m^.  2d  ed.  pp.  100,-101).  R.  S.  P. 

CAPHTHORIM  (CnhS?  :  Vat.  omits; 
Alex.  Xtx(popieiiJ.  ;  [Comp.  Aid.  Ka<pOopiel/i  :] 
Capht&rim).  1  Chr.  i.  12.    [Caphtok.] 

CAPHTORIMS  (□''"ihlpS:  oi  Kainrd- 
SoKfs-   Caj)padoces).     Deut.  ii.  23.     [Caphtor.] 

CAPPADO'CIA  (KairiraSoKia).  This  eastern 
district  of  Asia  Minor  is  interesting  in  reference  to 
New  Testament  history  only  from  the  mention  of 
its  Jewish  residents  among  the  hearers  of  St.  Peter's 
first  sermon  (Acts  ii.  9),  and  its  Christian  residents 
among  the  readers  of  St.  Peter's  first  Epistle  (1 
Pet.  i.  1).  The  Jewish  commtmity  in  this  region, 
doubtless,  formed  the  nucleus  of  the  Christian :  and 
the  former  may  probably  l>e  traced  to  the  first  in- 
troduction of  Jewish  colonists  into  Asia  Minor  by 
Seleucus  (Joseph.  Ant.  xii.  3,  §  4).  The  Roman 
period,  through  the  growth  of  large  cities  and  the 
construction  of  roads,  would  afford  increased  facili- 
ties for  the  spread  both  of  Judaism  and  Christianity. 
It  should  be  observed  that  Cappadocia  was  easily 
approached  from  the  direction  of  Palestine  and 
Syria,  by  means  of  the  pa.ss  called  the  Cilician 
Gates,  which  led  up  through  the  Taurus  from  the 
low  coast  of  Cilicia,  and  that  it  was  connected,  at 
least  under  the  later  Emperors,  by  good  roads  with 
the  district  teyond  the  Euphrates. 

The  range  of  Mount  Taurus  and  the  upper  course 
of  the  Euphrates  may  safely  he  mentioned,  in  gen- 
eral terms,  as  natural  Iwundaries  of  Cappadocia  on 
the  south  and  east.  Its  geographical  limits  on  the 
west  and  north  were  variable.     In  early  times  the 
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name  reached  as  far  northwards  as  the  Euxine  Sea. 
The  region  of  Cappadocia,  viewed  in  this  extent, 
constituted  two  satrapies  under  the  Persians,  and 
afterwards  two  independent  monarchies.  One  was 
Cappadocia  on  the  Pontus,  the  other  Cappadocia' 
near  the  Taurus.  Here  we  have  the  germ  of  the 
two  Roman  provinces  of  Pontus  and  Cappadocia. 
[Pontus.]  Several  of  the  monarchs  who  reigned 
in  Cappadocia  Proper  bore  the  name  of  Ariarathes. 
One  of  them  is  mentioned  in  1  Mace.  xv.  22.  The 
last  of  these  monarchs  was  called  Archelaus  (see 
Joseph.  AtU.  xvi.  4,  §  6).  He  was  treacherously 
treated  by  the  Emperor  Tiberius,  who  reduced  his 
kingdom  to  a  province  A.  D.  17.  Tliis  is  the 
position  in  which  the  country  stood  during  the 
time  of  St.  Peter's  apostolic  work. 

Cappadocia  is  an  elevated  table-land  intersected 
by  mountain-chains.  It  seems  always  to  have  been 
deficient  in  wood ;  but  it  was  a  good  grain  countr)', 
and  it  was  particularly  famous  for  grazing.  Its 
Roman  metropolis,  afterwards  both  the  birthplace 
and  episcopal  see  of  St.  Basil,  was  Caesarea  (now 
Kaisariyeh),  formerly  Mazaca,  situated  near  Mount 
Argseus,  the  highest  mountain  in  Asia  Minor. 
Some  of  its  other  cities  were  equally  celebrated  in 
ecclesiastical  history,  especially  Nyssa,  Nazianzus, 
Samosata  and  Tyana.  The  native  Cappadocians 
seem  originally  to  have  belonged  to  the  Syrian 
stock :  and  since  Ptolemy  (v.  6 )  places  the  cities  of 
Iconium  and  Derbe  within  the  hmits  of  this  region, 
we  may  possibly  obtain  from  this  circumstance  some 
Ught  on  "the  speech  of  Lycaonia,"  Acts  xiv.  11. 
[Lycaonia.]  The  best  description  of  these  parts 
of  Asia  Minor  wUl  be  found  Ln  Hamilton's  Re- 
searches, and  Texier's  Asie  Mineure.      J.  S.  H. 

CAPTAIN.  (1.)  As  a  purely  military  title, 
Captain  answers  to  "1tt7  in  the  Hebrew  army,  and 
XiA^opx"*  {inbunvs)  in  the  Roman.  [Army.] 
The  "  captain  of  the  guard "  ((TTpaTOTrfSapx'')^) 
in  Acts  xxviii.  16,  is  also  spoken  of  under  Army 

[p.  164].  (2.)  ]"'VP»  which  is  occasionally  ren- 
dered captain,  applies  sometimes  to  a  military  (Josh. 
X.  24;  Judg.  xi.  6,  11;  Is.  xxii.  3;  Dan.  xi.  18), 
sometimes  to  a  civil  command  (e.  y.  Is.  i.  10,  iii. 
6):  its  radical  sense  is  division,  and  hence  decision 
without  reference  to  the  means  employed :  the  term 

illustrates  the  double  office  of  the  taCtT.  (3.)  The 
"  captain  of  the  temple  "  (orTpaTriyhs  rod  iepov) 
mentioned  by  St.  Luke  (xxii.  4;  Acts  iv.  1,  v.  24) 
in  connection  with  the  priests,  was  not  a  miUtary 
officer,  but  superintended  the  guard  of  priests  and 
Levites,  who  kept  watch  by  night  in  the  Temple. 
The  office  appears  to  have  existed  from  an  early 
date;  the  "  priests  that  kept  the  door"  (2  K.  xii. 
9,  XXV.  18)  are  described  by  Josephus  {Ant.  x.  8,  § 
5)  as  Tovs  (pvXdffffovTas  rh  Uphv  Tiy(fj.6vas'  a 
notice  occurs  in  2  Mace.  iii.  4  of  a  TroocrTOTTjs  rod 
Upovi  this  officer  is  styled  crrparnydt  by  Josephus 
{Ant.  XX.  6,  §  2;  B.  J.  vi.   5,  §  3);  and  in  the 

Mishna  {Middoth,  i.  §  2)  HSn  "IH  W^i^,  "  the 
captain  of  the  mountain  of  the  Temple;  "  his  duty, 
as  described  in  the  place  last  quoted,  was  to  visit 
the  posts  during  the  night,  and  see  that  the  sentries 
were  doing  their  duty.  (4.)  The  term  apxvy^^t 
rendered  "  captain  "  (Heb.  ii.  10),  has  no  reference 
whatever  to  a  military  office.  W.  L.  B. 

*  CAPTAIN  OF  THE  GUARD.  Title 
of  the  officer  (A.  V.)  to  whose  custody  Paul  and 
other  prisoners  were  committed   at   Rome   (Acts 
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xxviii.  16),  where  a  stricter  translation  would  be] 
Prsetorian  prefect  or  commander  of  the  Praetorian 
camp.  See  Wieseler's  Chronol.  des  apostol.  Ztitalt. 
p.  86.  The  force  of  the  article  in  that  place  (t^ 
(TTpaToirfSapxi?)  °^^^  ^^  interesting  question. 
The  command  of  the  praetorian  guard  was  originally 
divided  between  two  prefects,  but  during  the  reign 
of  Claudius,  Burrus  or  Burrhus  Afranius,  a  distin- 
guished Roman  general,  was  appointed  sole  prasfec- 
tus  prcetorio,  and  retained  this  office  as  Lite  cer- 
tamly  as  the  beginning  of  a.  d.  62.  On  his  death 
the  command  was  committed  again  to  two  prefects, 
as  it  had  been  at  first,  and  this  continued  to  be  the 
arrangement  until  a  late  period  of  the  empire.  The 
time  of  Paul's  arrival  at  Rome  could  not  have  been 
&r  from  A.  D.  62,  a.s  admits  of  being  shown  by  an 
independent  calculation.  Wieseler  supposes  TtJ? 
ffrpaToireSdpxil  to  refer  to  this  BiuTus,  as  sole 
prefect  at  that'  time,  and  he  ui^es  the  expression 
as  a  reason  for  assigning  the  apostle's  arrival  to  a. 
D.  62,  or  the  year  preceding.  So  also  Anger,  De 
iemponim  in  Actis  AjK>st.  ratione,  p.  100,  and  I>ew- 
in,  Fasti  Sacri,  p.  325.  It  is  very  possible  that  this 
view  is  the  correct  one.  It  would  furnish  a  striking 
coincidence  between  Luke's  narrative  and  the  his- 
tory of  the  times.  Yet,  in  speaking  of  the  pnetorian 
prefect,  the  writer  of  the  Acts  may  have  meant  the 
one  who  acted  in  this  particular  case,  the  one  who 
took  into  his  charge  the  prisoners  whom  the  cen- 
turion transferred  to  him,  whether  he  was  sole 
perf.'ct  or  had  a  colleague  with  him;  comp.  xxiv. 
23.  De  Wette  assents  to  Meyer  in  this  explanation 
of  the  article.  The  expression,  as  so  understood, 
does  not  affirm  that  there  was  but  one  prefect,  or 
deny  it. 

But  if  the  words  6  tKa.T6vTapxos  •  •  ■  Tcp  <rrpa- 
TOveSapxr)  (Acts  xxviii.  16)  are  not  genuine,"  this 
question  concerning  T<p  falls  away,  so  far  as  it 
depends  on  Luke's  authority.  At  the  same  time 
the  words  (if  added  to  the  text)  express  what  was 
unquestionably  true,  according  to  the  Roman  usage 
(see  Plin.  Kpist.  x.  65);  but  of  course  we  have 
then  the  testimony  only  of  some  glossator  who  (if 
we  may  conjectiu-e  a  motive),  knowing  what  the 
rule  was,  apprises  the  reader  of  its  observance  as  to 
the  other  prisoners,  because  he  would  represent  Paul 
in  being  '-suffered  to  dwell  by  himself"  as  ex- 
empted from  the  rule,  or  if  at  first  subjected  to  the 


«  *  For  6  eKaroi'Tapxo?  .   .   .  t<3  5e  IIai!A.(j)  iireTpdnri, 
Lachmann,   Tischendorf.   and  Tregelles     read   simply 
cn-erpaTTT)  t^  IlavAw.     The   wonls  in  question,  corre- 
;  i     sponding  to  ''  the  centurion  delivered  the  prisoners  to 
-  I     the  captain  of  the  guard,  but  "  of  the  A.  V.,  were  also 
i    rqected  as  a  gloss  by  Mill  and  Bengcl,  and  marked  as 
i    !     very  doubtful  by  Griesbach.    Though  found  in  a  great 
I    m^ority  of  the  manuscripts,  they  are  wanting  in  all 
;    i    of  the  oldest  and  best  class  which  contain  the  passage, 
'        namely,  the  Sinaitie,  Vatican,  Alexandrine,  and  a  very 
t    1    valtiable  St.  Petersburg  palimpsest  of  the  fifth  century  ; 
I    j    also  in  the  two  best  cursive  .MSS.  (loti,  13),  another  very 
good  one  (40),  and  one  or  two  more.     (The  MSS.  CDE 
are  unfortunately  mutilated  here.)     They  are  like\vise 
absent  from  the  oldest  and  best  of  the  ancient  ver- 
sions (Peshito  Syri;u;,  Coptic,  Vulgate,  Armenian,  and 
the  .Ethiopic  in  T.  P.  Platfs  edition),  and  Chrysos- 
tom  ignores  them  both  in  his  text  and  commentary. 
"The  earliest  witness  for  them  appears  to  be  the  later 
Syriac  version,  as  revised  by  Thomas  of  Harkel  A.  D. 
)16,  which  hiis  them  marked  with  an  asterisk,  indi- 
cating that  they  did  not  originally  belong  to  it.     (The 
Ethiopic  of  the  Polyglott  is  here  of  no  authority.) 
The  oldest  Greek  MS.  which  has  them  (L)  is  not  earlier 
ikan  ihe  middle  of  the  ninth  century  ;  the  oldest  Greek 
25 
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same  custody  (which  no  doubt  was  the  fact),  as  after- 
wards treated  with  special  indulgence.  —  "  Captain 
of  the  guard  "  in  Gen.  xxxix.  1,  xl.  3,  4,  &c.  prob- 
ably should  be  "  captain  "  or  "  officer  of  the  execu- 
tioners."    [Joseph;  Potiphak.]  H. 

CAPTIVITIES  OF  THE  JEWS.  The 
bondage  of  Israel  in  Egypt,  and  their  subjugation 
at  different  times  by  the  Philistines  and  other  na- 
tions, are  sometimes  included  under  the  above  title ; 
and  the  Jews  themselves,  perhaps  with  reference  to 
Daniel's  vision  (ch.  vii.),  reckon  their  national  cap- 
tivities as  four  —  the  Babjlonian,  Median,  Grecian, 
and  Roman  (Eisenmenger,  Entdecktes  Jttdenihum, 
vol.  i.  p.  748).  But  the  present  article  is  confined 
to  the  forcible  deportation  of  the  Jews  from  their 
native  land,  and  their  forcible  detention,  under  the 
Assyrian  or  Babylonian  kings. 

The  kingdom  of  Isi^ael  was  invaded  by  three  or 
four  successive  kings  of  AssjTia.  Pul  or  Saa-dana- 
palus,  according  to  Rawlinson  ( Outline  of  Assyrian 
History,  p.  14,  but  compare  Rawl.  Herodotus,  vol. 
i.  p.  466),  imposed  a  tribute,  b.  c.  771  (or  762 
Rawl.)  upon  Menahem  (1  Chr.  v.  26,  and  2  K.  xv. 
19).  Tiglath-Pileser  carried  away  b.  c.  740  the 
trans^ordanic  tribes  (1  Chr.  v.  26)  and  the  inhab- 
itants of  Galilee  (2  K.  xv.  29,  compare  Is.  ix.  1),  to 
AssjTia.  Shalmaneser  twice  invaded  (2  K.  xvii.  3, 
5)  the  kingdom  which  remained  to  Hoshea,  took 
Samaria  b.  c.  721  after  a  siege  of  three  years,  and 
earned  Israel  away  into  AssjTia.  In  an  inscription 
interpreted  by  Rawlinson  {Herodotus,  vol.  i.  p.  472), 
the  capture  of  Samaria  is  claimed  by  King  Sargou 
(Is.  XX.  1)  as  his  own  achievement.  The  cities  of 
Samaria  were  occupied  by  people  sent  from  Babylon, 
Cuthah,  Ava,  Hamath,  and  Sepharvaim :  and  Halah, 
Habor,  Hara,  and  the  river  of  Gozan  became  the 
seats  of  the  exiled  Israelites. 

Sennacherib  b.  c.  713  is  stated  (Rawl.  Outline, 
p.  24,  but  compare  Demetrius  ap.  Clem.  Alexand. 
StromaUi,  i.  21,  incorrectly  quoted  as  confinuing 
the  statement)  to  have  carried  into  Assyria  200,000 
captives  from  the  Jewish  cities  which  he  took  (2  K. 
xviii.  13).  Nebuchadnezzar,  in  the  first  half  of  his 
reign,  b.  c.  606-562,  repeatedly  invaded  Juda;a, 
besieged  Jerusalem,  carried  away  the  inhabitants  to 
Babylon,  and  destroyed  the  city  and  Temple.  Twn 
distinct  deportations  are  mentioned  in  2  K.  xxiv. 
14  (including  10,000  persons)  and  xxv.  11.     One 

father  cited  for  them  (CEcumenius)  flourished  at  the  end 
of  the  tenth.  This  concurrence  of  all  the  oldest  and 
most  independent  authorities  in  the  omissiou  of  words 
which  might  so  easily  creep  m  from  a  marginal  gloss, 
seems  irreconcilable  with  the  supposition  of  their  gen- 
uineness. They  are,  however,  defended  by  Bome- 
mann,  De  Wette,  Meyer,  and  Alford,.  who  would  ex- 
plain their  omission  by  the  homccoteleuton  in  eKarov 
T  a  p  Y  o  5  .  .  .  oTpaTOTrefi  d  p  \  tj  .  Thifi  is  unsatisrac* 
tory,  (1)  because  the  homccoteleuton  is  so  Imperfect  that 
it  was  not  likely  to  catise  any  error ;  (2)  because  it  would 
only  occasion  the  loss  of  the  words  foUoiviTig  iKarov 
Topxo?  ;  (3)  because  it  does  not  appear  how  or  why  it 
should  affect  all  our  oldest  and  best  authorities  (in- 
cluding the  versions  used  by  all  the  principal  churches), 
and  leave  hardly  a  trace  of  its  iufiueuce  on  the  great 
mass  of  modem  manuscripts.  Alford,  it  should  be 
noticed,  in  his  fourth  edition  (1861)  brackets  the  words 
as  doubtful.  The  critical  scholax  may  find  it  instruct- 
ive to  compare  other  examples  of  glossarial  additions 
in  the  Received  Text  and.  tlis  mass  of  later  manu- 
scripts of  the  Acts,  in  opposition  to  the  most  ancient 
authorities  :  see  Acts  ii.  30,  31 ;  viii.  37  ;  xiii.  42 ;  xv. 
18,  24,  34  ;  xviii.  21 ;  xxi.  8,  25  ;  xxiii.  9  ;  xxiv.  6-8, 
22,  23,  26  ;  xxv.  16 ;.  xxviii.  29,.etc.  A. 
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in  2  Chr.  xxxvi.  20.  Three  iu  Jer.  lii.  28,  29,  in- 
cluding 4G00  persons,  and  one  in  Dan.  i.  3.  The 
two  principal  deportations  were,  (1)  that  which  took 
place  B.  C.  598,  when  Jehoiachin  with  all  the 
nobles,  soldiei-s,  and  artificers  were  carried  away; 
and  (2)  that  which  followed  the  destruction  of  the 
Temple  and  the  capture  of  Zedekiah  b.  c.  588.  The 
three  which  Jeremiah  mentions  may  have  been  the 
contributions  of  a  particular  class  or  district  to  the 
genend  captivity;  or  they  may  have  tiiken  place, 
under  the  ordei-s  of  Nebuchadnezzar,  before  or  after 
the  two  principal  depoi-tatious.  The  captivity  of 
certain  selected  children,  b.  c.  G07,  mentioned  by 
Daniel,  who  was  one  of  them,  may  have  occurred 
when  Nebuchadnezzar  was  colleague  or  lieut«nant 
of  his  father  Nabopolassar,  a  year  tefore  he  reigned 
alone.  The  70  years  of  captivity  predicted  by 
Jeremiah  (xxv.  12)  are  dated  by  Prideaux  from 
B.  c.  COG  (see  Connection,  anno  GOG;  and  comp. 
Davison,  On  Prophecy,  I^ect.  vi.  pt.  1).  If  a  sym- 
bolical interpretation  were  required,  it  would  be 
more  difficult  to  regard  (with  Winer  and  Rosen- 
miiller)  these  70  years  as  an  indefinite  period  desig- 
nated arbitrarily  by  a  sacred  number,  than  to  be- 
lieve with  St.  Augustine  {Knarratio  in  Ps.  cxxvi. 
1)  that  they  are  a  symbol  of  "all  time."  The 
captivity  of  Ezekicl  dates  from  b.  c.  598,  when 
that  prophet,  hke  Mordecai  the  uncle  of  Esther 
(ii.  G),  accompanied  Jehoiachin. 

We  know  nothing,  except  by  inference  from  the 
book  of  Tobit,  of  the  religious  or  social  state  of  the 
Israelitish  exiles  in  Assyria.  Doubtless  the  con- 
stant policy  of  17  successive  kings  had  effectually 
estranged  the  {jeople  from  that  religion  which  cen- 
tered in  the  Temple,  and  had  reduced  the  number 
of  faithful  men  below  the  7000  who  were  revealed 
for  the  consolation  of  Elijah  Some  priests  at  least 
were  among  them  (2  K.  xvii.  28),  though  it  is  not 
certain  that  these  were  of  the  tribe  of  Levi  (1  K. 
xii.  31).  The  people  bad  been  nurtured  for  250 
years  in  idolatry  in  their  own  land,  where  they  de- 
parted not  (2  K.  xvii.  22)  from  the  sins  of  Jeroboam, 
notwithstanding  the  proximity  of  the  Temple,  and 
the  succession  of  inspired  prophets  (2  K.  xvii.  13) 
among  them.  Deprived  of  these  checks  on  their 
natural  inclinations  (2  K.  xvii.  15),  torn  from  their 
native  soil,  destitute  of  a  hereditary  king,  they 
probably  became  more  and  more  closely  assimilated 
to  their  heathen  neighbors  in  !Media.  And  when, 
after  the  lapse  of  more  than  a  century,  they  were 
joined  i$.  c.  598  by  the  first  exiles  from  Jerusalem, 
very  few  families  probably  retained  sufficient  faith 
in  the  God  of  tlieir  fathers  to  appreciate  and  follow 
the  instruction  of  Ezekiel.  ]?ut  whether  they  were 
many  or  few,  their  genealogies  were  probably  lost, 
a  fusion  of  them  with  the  Jews  took  place,  Israel 
ceasing  to  envy  Judah  (Is.  xi.  13);  and  Ezekiel 
may  have  seen  his  own  symbolical  prophecy  (xxxvii. 
15-19)  partly  fulfilled. 

The  captive  Jews  were  probably  prostrated  at 
first  by  their  great  calamity,  till  the  glorious  vision 
of  Ezekiel  in  the  5th  year  of  the  ('a])tivity  revived 
and  reuniteil  them.  The  wishes  of  tlieir  conqueror 
were  satisfied  when  he  had  displayed  his  power  by 
transporting  tliem  into  another  land,  and  gratified 
his  pride  by  inscribing  on  the  walls  of  the  ro3'al 
palace  his  victorious  progress  and  the  numV)er  of  his 
captives.  He  could  not  have  designed  to  increase 
the  jxtpulation  of  Ikbylon,  for  he  sent  Babylonian 
colonists  into  Samaria.  One  political  end  certainly 
was  attiintnl  —  the  more  easy  government  of  a 
people  separated  from  local  traditions  and  associ- 
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atious  (see  Gesenius  on  Is.  xxxvi.  16,  and  compare 
Gen.  xlvii.  21 ).  It  was  also  a  great  advantage  to 
the  Assyrian  king  to  remove  from  the  Egyptian 
border  of  his  empire  a  people  who  were  notoriously 
well-affected  towards  Egypt.  The  captives  wefe 
treated  not  as  slaves  but  as  colonists.  There  was 
nothing  to  hinder  a  Jew  from  rising  to  the  highest 
eminence  in  the  state  (Dan.  ii.  48),  or  holding  tbe 
most  confidential  office  neai-  the  person  of  the  king 
(Neh.  i.  11;  Tob.  i.  13,  22).  The  advice  of  Jere- 
miah (xxix.  5,  &c.)  was  generally  followed.  The 
exiles  increased  in  numbers  and  in  wealth.  They 
observed  the  Mosaic  law  (Esth.  iii.  8;  fob.  xiv.  9). 
They  kept  up  distinctions  of  rank  among  themselves 
(liz.  XX.  1).  And  though  the  assertion  in  the  Tal- 
nmd  be  unsupported  by  proof  that  they  assigned 
thus  early  to  one  of  their  countrymen  the  title  of 
Head  of  the  Captivity  (or,  captain  of  the  people,  2 
Esdr.  v.  16),  it  is  certain  that  they  at  least  pre- 
served their  genealogical  tables,  and  were  at  no  loss 
to  tell  who  was  the  rightful  heir  to  David's  throne. 
They  had  neither  place  nor  time  of  national  gather- 
ing, no  Temple ;  and  they  offered  no  sacrifice.  But 
the  rite  of  circumcision  and  their  laws  respecting 
food,  &c.  were  obsened  ;  their  priests  were  with 
them  (Jer.  xxix.  1 ) ;  and  possibly  the  practice  of 
erecting  synagogues  in  every  city  (Acts  xv.  21)  was 
begun  by  the  Jews  in  the  Babylonian  captivity. 

The  Captivity  is  not  without  contemporaneous 
literature.  In  the  apocryphal  book  of  Tobit, 
which  is  generally  believed  to  be  a  mixture  of  jx)- 
etical  fiction  with  historical  facts  recorded  by  a 
contemjwrary,  we  have  a  picture  of  the  imier  life 
of  a  family  of  the  tribe  of  Naplitali,  among  the 
captives  whom  Shalmaneser  brought  to  Nineveh. 
The  apocryphal  book  of  Baruch  seems,  in  Mr. 
Layard's  opinion,  to  have  been  written  l)y  one 
whose  eyes,  like  those  of  Ezekiel,  were  familiar 
with  the  gigantic  forms  of  Assyrian  sculpture. 
Several  of  the  Bsahns  appeal-  to  express  the  senti- 
ments of  Jews  who  were  either  partakers  or  wit- 
nesses of  the  AssjTian  captivity.  Ewald  assigns 
to  this  period  Ps.  xlii.,  xliii.,  Ixxxiv.,  xui.,  xvi., 
xlix.,  xxii.,  xxv.,  xxxviii.,  Ixxxviii.,  xl.,  Ixix.,  cix.,  Ii., 
Ixxi.,  xxv.,  xxxiv.,  Ixxxii.,  xiv.,  cxx.,  exxi.,  cxxiii., 
cxxx.,  cxxxi.  And  in  Ps.  Ixxx.  we  seem  to  have 
the  words  of  an  Israelite,  dwelluig  perhaps  in  Ju- 
daea (2  Chr.  xv.  9,  xxxi.  G),  who  had  seen  the 
departure  of  his  countrymen  to  Assyria:  and  in  Ps. 
cxxxvii.  an  outj)ouring  of  the  first  intense  fwliiigs 
of  a  Jewish  exile  in  Babylon.  But  it  is  from  the 
three  great  prophets,  Jeremiah,  Ezekiel,  and  Daniel, 
that  we  leani  most  of  the  condition  of  the  children 
of  the  captivity.  The  distant  warnings  of  Jere- 
miah, advising  and  cheering  them,  followed  them 
into  Assyria.  There,  for  a  few  years,  they  liad  no 
prophetic  guide ;  till  suddenly  the  vision  of  Ezekiel 
at  Chebar  (in  the  immediate  vicinity  of  Nineveh, 
according  to  Layard,  or,  according  to  others,  near 
Carcheniish  on  the  Euphrates)  assured  them  tliat 
the  glory  which  filled  the  Temple  at  Jerusalem  was 
not  hopelessly  withdrawn  from  the  outcast  jieople 
of  God.  As  Jeremiah  warned  fliem  of  coming 
woe,  so  Ezekiel  taught  them  how  to  bear  that  whi(4 
was  come  ujwn  them.  And  when  he  died,  after 
passing  at  Iciust  27  years  (I'i.  xxix.  17)  in  captivity, 
Daniel  survived  even  beyond  the  Ketuni;  and 
though  his  high  station  and  ascetic  life  jjrobaMy 
secluded  him  from  fretpient  familiar  intercourse  with 
his  people,  he  filled  the  place  of  chief  interfireter  «f  J 
God's  will  to  Israel,  and  gave  the  most  conspicwuttj^ 
example  of  devotion  and  otedience  to  His  laws. 
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The  Babylonian  captivity  was  brought  to  a  close 
by  the  decree  (l'2zr.  i.  2)  of  Cjtus  b.  c.  536,  and 
the  return  of  a  portion  of  the  nation  under  Shesh- 
bazzar  or  Zerubbabel  b.  c.  535,  I^ra  b.  c.  458,  and 
Nehemiah  b.  c.  445.  The  number  who  returned 
upon  the  decree  of  b.  c.  536  (which  was  possibly 
fhimed  by  Daniel,  Milnian,  IlisL  of  Jews,  ii.  8) 
was  42,360,  besides  servants.  Among  them  about 
30,000  are  specified  (compare  Ezr.  ii.  and  Neh. 
vii.)  as  belonging  to  the  tribes  of  Judah,  Benjamin, 
and  Levi.  It  has  been  inferred  (Prideaux,  anno 
536)  that  the  remaining  12,000  belonged  to  the 
tribes  of  Israel  (compare  Ezr.  vi.  17).  And  from 
the  fact  that  out  of  the  24  courses  of  priests  only 
4  returned  (Ezr.  ii.  36),  it  has  been  inferred  that 
the  whole  number  of  exiles  who  chose  to  continue 
in  AssyTia  was  about  six  times  the  number  of  those 
who  returned.  Those  who  remained  (Esth.  viii.  9, 
11),  and  kept  up  their  national  distinctions,  were 
known  as  The  Dispersion  (John  vii.  35 ;  1  Pet.  i. 
1;  James  i.  1):  and,  in  course  of  time,  they  served 
a  great  purpose  in  diffusing  a  knowledge  of  the 
true  God,  and  in  affording  a  point  for  the  com- 
mencement of  the  efforts  of  the  Evangelists  of  the 
Christian  faith. 

ilany  attempts  have  been  made  to  discover  the 
ten  tribes  existing  as  a  distinct  community.  Jo- 
sephus  {Ant.  xi.  5,  §  2)  believed  that  in  his  day 
they  dwelt  in  large  multitudes,  somewhere  beyond 
the  Euphrates,  in  Arsareth,  according  to  the  author 
of  2  lisdr.  xiii.  45.  Rabbinical  traditions  and  fa- 
bles, committed  to  writing  in  the  middle  ages,  assert 
the  same  fact  (Lightfoot,  Ilor.  Ilthr.  in  1  Cor.  xiv. 
Appendix),  with  many  marvellous  amplifications 
(Eisenmenger,  Ent.  J  ml.  vol.  ii.,  ch.  x. ;  Jahn,  //e- 
rtw  Coinnmnwealth,  App.  bk.  vi.).  The  imagina- 
on  of  Christian  writers  has  sought  them  in  the 

^hborhood  of  their  last  recorded  habitation: 
lewish  features  have  been  traced  in  the  Affghan 
ibes:  rumors  are  heard  to  this  day  of  a  Jewish 
olony  at  the  foot  of  the  Himalayas:  the  Black 
lews  of  Malabar  claim  affinity  with  them :  elabo- 
»te  attempts  have  been  made  to  identify  them  re- 

atly  with  the  Nestorians,  and  in  the-  17th  cen- 

ry  with  the  Indians  of  North  America.  But 
bough  history  bears  no  witness  of  their  present 

stinct  existence,  it  enables  us  to  track  the  foot- 

eps  of  the  departing  race  in  four  directions  after 
be  time  of  the  Captivity.  (1.)  Some  returned 
ad  mixed  with  the  Jews  (Luke  ii.  36 ;  Phil.  iii.  5, 

•  )  (2.)  Some  were  left  in  Samaria,  mingled  with 
•"the  Samaritans  (Ezr.  vi.  21;  John  iv.  12),  and 
became  bitter  enemies  of  the  Jews.  (3.)  Many 
remained  in  Assyria,  and  mixing  with  the  Jews, 
formed  colonies  throughout  the  East,  and  were 
recognized  as  an  integral  part  of  the  Dispersion 
(see  Acts  ii.  9,  xxvi.  7;  Buchanan's  Christian  Re- 
searches, p.  212),  for  whom,  probably  ever  since 
the  days  of  Ezra,  that  plaintive  prayer,  the  tenth 
of  the  Shemoneh  Esre,  has  been  daily  offered, 
"  Sound  the  great  trumpet  for  our  deliverance,  lift 
up  a  banner  for  the  gathering  of  oiu-  exiles,  and 
unite  us  all  together  from  the  four  ends  of  the 
earth."  (4.)  ^Iost,  probably,  apostatized  in  As- 
svria,  as  Prideaux  (anna  677)  supposes,  and  adopted 
the  usages  and  idolatry  of  the  nations  among  whom 
Uiey  were  planted,  and  became  wholly  swallowed  up 
in  them.     Dissertations  on  the  Ten  Tribes  have 
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"  From  nT[|7,  "  to  bum."    Cf.  the  Arabic  —.JlS, 


been  written  by  Calmet,  Commentaire  litleral,  voL 
iii.  and  vi. ;  by  Witsius,  JEyyptiaca;  and  by  J. 
D.  Michaelis. 

The  Captivity  was  a  period  of  change  in  the  ver- 
nacular language  of  the  Jews  (see  Neh.  viii.  8)  and 
in  the  national  character.  The  Jews  who  returned 
were  remarkably  free  from  the  old  sin  of  idolatry : 
a  great  spiritual  renovation,  in  accordance  with  the 
divine  promise  (Ez.  xxxvi.  24-28),  was  wrought  in 
them.  A  new  and  deep  feeling  of  reverence  for 
the  letter  of  the  law  and  for  the  person  of  ^Moses 
was  probably  a  result  of  the  religious  service  which 
was  performed  in  the  synagogues.  A  new  impulse 
of  commercial  enterprise  and  activity  was  implanted 
in  them,  and  developed  in  the  days  of  the  Disper- 
sion (see  James  iv.  13).  W.  T.  B. 

CARABA'SION  {'Pa^afflcoV,  [Vat.  Kapa- 
ffaffeiwv,  Aid.]  Alex.  Kapa^affiwV.  Marimoth), 
a  corrupt  name  to  which  it  is  difficult  to  find  any- 
thing corresponding  in  the  Hebrew  text  (1  Esdr. 
is.  34). 

CARBUNCLE.  The  representative  in  the 
A.  V.  of  the  Hebrew  words  ^ekddch  and  bdr'kath 
or  bdr^keth. 

1.  'Ekddch  (rr^pM  :  \idos  KpvffrdWov;  \i6os 
'y\v(prji,  Sym.  Theod. ;  A.  rpr]irTavt(rfx,ov,  Aq. : 
lapiaes  sculpti)  occurs  only  in  Is.  liv.  12  in  the  de- 
scription of  the  beauties  of  the  new  Jerusalem: 
"  I  will  make  thy  windows  of  agates  and  thy  gates 
of  carbuncles  "  (comp.  Tob.  xiii.  16,  17,  and  Kev. 
xxi.  18-21)  —  "  general  images,"  as  Ix)wth  (Notes 
on  Is.  1.  c.)  has  remarked,  "to  express  beauty, 
magnificence,  purity,  strength,  and  solidity,  agree- 
ably to  the  ideas  of  the  Eastern  nations."  The 
translators  of  the  A.  V.,  having  in  mind  the  ety- 
mology of  the  Hebrew  word,"  render  it  "  carbun- 
cle; "  but  as  many  precious  stones  have  the  quality 
of  "  shining  like  fire,"  it  is  obvious  that  such  an 
interpretation  is  very  doubtful.  Symmachus,  re- 
ferring the  word  to  a  Chaldee  signification  of  the 
root,  namely,  "to  bore,"  understands  "sculptured 
stones,"  whence  the  Vulg.  lapides  sculpti  (see  Ro- 
senmiiller,  Sckol.  ad  Jes.  liv.  13).  Perhaps  the 
term  may  be  a  general  one  to  denote  any  briijht 
sparkling  gem,  but  as  it  occurs  only  once,  without 
any  collateral  evidence  to  aid  us,  it  is  impossible  to 
determine  the  real  meaning  of  the  word. 

2.  Bdrekath,  bdreketh  (n|7,"!2,  rip.Tl^ : 
(T/^apaySos,  Kepavvios,  Sym.  :  smaragdm),  the 
third  stone  in  tne  first  row  of  the  sacerdotal  breast- 
plate (Ex.  xxviii.  17,  xxxix.  10),  also  one  of  the 
mineral  treasures  of  the  king  of  Tyre  (Ez.  xxviii. 
13).  Braun  (De  Vestit.  Sacerd.  Ileb.  p.  652, 
Amst.  1680)  supposes  with  much  probability  that 
the  smaragdus  or  emerald  is  the  precious  stone  sig- 
nified. This  view  is  supported  by  the  LXX.  (which 
always  gives  a-ftapaySos  as  the  representative  of  the 
bdrekath),  the  Vulgate,  and  Josephus  (Ant.  iii.  7, 
§  5).  Pliny  (xxxvii.  5)  speaks  in  terms  of  the 
■warmest  admiration  of  the  smaragdus,  and  enu- 
merates no  fewer  than  twelve  kinds,  but  it  is  prob- 
able some  of  them  are  malachites  or  glass.  It  is 
certain  that  the  smaragdus  which,  according  to 
Theophrastus  (Fr.  ii.  24,  ed.  Schneider),  was  sent 
as  a  present  from  the  king  of  Babylon  into  Egypt, 


"  extundere  instituit  ignem  ex  igniario  "  (Freytag,  I^x. 
Arab.  s.  v.). 

b   From  p'^2,  "  to  send  forth  lightning,"   "  to 
flash." 
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aud  which,  an  P^yptian  chroniclers  relate,  was  four 
cubits  long  by  three  wide,  must  have  been  made  of 
some  other  material  than  emerald ;  but  afiapaySos 
is  used  by  Theophrastus  to  denote  the  emerald. 
"  Tliis  gem,"  he  says,  "  is  very  rare  and  of  a  small 
size  ...  It  has  some  peculiar  properties,  for  it 
renders  water  of  the  same  color  with  itself.  .  .  . 
It  soothes  the  eyes,  and  people  wear  seals  of  this 
stone  in  order  that  they  may  look  at  them."  «  jMr. 
King  {Antique  Gems,  p.  30)  is  of  opinion  that  the 
smaragdi  of  Pliny  may  be  confined  to  the  green 
ruby  and  the  true  emerald.  Braun  believes  that 
the  Greek  a-fidpaySos,  fj.a.paySos  is  etymologically 
allied  to  the  Hebrew  tenn,  and  Kalisch  (Ex.  xxviii. 
17)  is  incluied  to  this  opinion:  see  also  Gesenius, 

Heb.  et  Ch.  Lex.  s.  v.  npHS.  Some,  however, 
believe  the  Greek  word  is  a  corruption  of  the  Sans- 
krit smnrahita,  and  that  both  the  gem  and  its 
name  were  imported  from  Bactria  into  Europe, 
while  others  hold  that  the  Sanskrit  term  came  from 
the  West.  See  Mr.  King's  valuable  remarks  on 
the  Smaragdus,  "Antique  Gems,"  p.  30-37. 

W.  H. 

CAR'CAS  (D3"1D  :  'ApKeuaios  [this  form 
belongs  to  Carshena,  ver.  14;  ©apafidi  or  -pd; 
Alex.  0a/8o^;  Comp.  Xapafidsi]  Charckas),  the 
seventh  of  the  seven  "chamberlains  "  {i.  e.  eunuchs, 

D'<P'^~!D)  of  king  Ahasueras  (Esth.  i.  10).  The 
name  has  been  compared  with  the  Sanskrit  kar- 
A;afa  =  severe  (see  Gesenius,  713). 

*  CAR'CHAMIS  {XapKafiis;  Alex.  Ka\- 
Xa/iuj;  11  MSS.  Kapxafivs-  Charcamis),  a  city 
on  the  Euphrates  (1  Lsdr.  i.  23),  the  same  as  Cae- 

CHEJIISll.  A. 

CAR'CHEMISH  (d''p3"l3  :  [in  Jer.,] 
Xapfieis;  [Comp.  Kaoxa/J-'fli-]  Charcamis).  The 
Scriptural  Carchemish  is  not,  as  has  generally  been 
supposed,  the  classical  Circesium.  It  lay  very  much 
higher  up  the  Euphrates,  occupying  nearly  the  site 
of  the  later  Maho;/,  or  Hierapolis.  The  Assyrian 
inscriptions  show  it  to  have  been,  from  about  b.  c. 
IIOO  to  u.  C.  850,  a  chief  city  of  the  Hittites,  who 
were  masters  of  the  whole  of  Syria  fiom  the  bor- 
ders of  Damascus  to  the  Euphrates  at  Bir,  or  Bireh- 
jik.  It  seems  to  have  commanded  the  ordinary 
passage  of  the  Euphrates  in  this  part  of  its  course, 
and  thus  in  the  contentions  between  Egypt  and 
Assyria  its  possession  was  of  primary  consequence 
(comp.  2  Chr.  xxxv.  20  with  Jer.  xhi.  2).  [Add 
Is.  X.  9.]  Cai'chemish  appears  to  have  been  taken 
by  Phai-aoh-Necho  shortly  after  the  battle  of  Me- 
giddo  (ab.  b.  c.  608),  and  retaken  by  Nebuchad- 
nezzar after  a  battle  three  years  later,  b.  c.  605 
(Jer.  xlvi.  2).  The  word  Carchemish  would  mean 
'•'the  fort  of  Chemosh,"  the  well-known  deity  of 
tlie  Moabites.  [In  the  A.  V.  2  Chr.  xxxv.  20  it 
is  wTitten  Chabchemish;  in  1  Esdr.  i.  23,  Cak- 

CHAMIS.]  G.  K. 

CARE  AH  (rn|7  [haM-head]:  Kop^je;  Alex. 
Kap-os'i  [Aid.  Koprje':]  Caree),  father  of  Johanan 
(2  K.  XXV.  23),  elsewhere  in  the  A.  V.  spelt  Ka- 

Ri:AH. 

CA'RIA  (Kapia),  the  southern  part  of  the  re- 
gion which  in  the  N.  T.  is  called  Asja,  and  the 


n  The  smaragdus  of  Cyprus,  however,  of  which 
Theophrasttis  speaks,  is  the  copper  emerald,  Chryso- 
Tolla ;  which  he  seems  himself  to  have  suspected. 
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southwestern  part  of  the  peninsula  of  Asia  Minor. 
In  the  Roman  times  the  name  of  Caria  was  prol)- 
ably  less  used  than  previously.  At  an  earlier  pe- 
riod we  find  it  mentioned  as  a  separate  district  (1 
Mace.  XV.  23).  At  this  time  (b.  c.  139)  it  was  in 
the  enjoyment  of  the  privilege  of  freedom,  granted 
by  the  Romans.  A  little  before  it  had  been  as- 
signed by  them  to  Rhodes,  and  a  little  later  it  was 
incorporated  in  the  province  of  Asia.  From  the 
context  it  appears  that  many  Jews  were  resident  in 
Caria.  The  cities  where  they  lived  were  probably 
Halicamassus  (J6.),  Cnidus  (ih.  also  Acts  xxvii.  7), 
and  Miletus  (Acts  xx.  15-38).  Off  the  coast  of 
Caria  were  the  islands  Patmos,  Cos,  Rhodes. 

J.  S.  H. 

OARMA'NIANS  (Carmomi).  The  inhabit- 
ants of  Carmania,  a  province  of  Asia  on  the  north 
side  of  the  Persian  Gulf  (2  Esdr.  xv.  30).  They 
are  described  by  Strabo  (xv.  p.  727)  as  a  warlike 
race,  worshipping  Ares  alone  of  all  the  gods,  to 
whom  they  sacrifice  an  ass.  None  of  them  mar- 
ried till  he  had  cut  off  the  head  of  an  enemy 
and  presented  it  to  the  king,  who  placed  it  on  his 
palace,  having  first  cut  out  the  tongue,  which  was 
chopped  up  into  small  pieces  and  mixed  with  meal, 
and  in  this  condition,  after  being  tasted  by  the 
king,  was  given  to  the  warrior  who  brought  it,  and 
to  his  family  to  eat.  Nearchus  says  that  most  of 
the  customs  of  the  Carmanians,  and  their  Linguage, 
were  Persian  and  Median.  An-ian  gives  the  same 
testimony  (Ind.  38),  adding  that  they  used  the 
same  order  of  battle  as  the  Persians.   \V.  A.  W. 

CAR'ME  {Xapfil;  [Vat.]  Alex.  Xap^ur;;  [Aid. 
Kop/i^:]  Caree),  1  Esdr.  v.  25.     [Hakim.] 

CAR'MEL.  Nearly  alwaj-s  with  the  definite 
article,  /Si'lSn,  i.  e.  "the  park,"  or  "the  well- 
wooded  place"  [ffarden-land,  YuTst].  1.  (6  Kdp- 
yitjjA.oy:  Caimel  [C«n«e/u5,  Charmet\.    In  Kings, 

generally  "Mount  C,"  SH  "^n:  6pos  rh  Kapfiij- 
\iov'-  in  the  Prophets,  "Carmel.")  A  mountain 
which  forms  one  of  the  most  striking  and  charac- 
teristic features  of  the  country  of  Palestine.  As 
if  to  accentuate  more  distinctly  the  bay  which  forma 
the  one  indentation  in  the  coast,  this  noble  ridge, 
the  only  headland  of  lower  and  central  Palestine, 
forms  its  southern  boundary,  nmning  out  with  a 
bold  bluff  promontory  all  but  into  the  very  waves 
of  the  Mediterranean.  From  this  point  it  stretches 
in  a  nearly  straight  line,  bearing  about  S.  S.  E., 
for  a  little  more  than  twelve  miles,  when  it  termi- 
nates suddenly  by  a  bluff  somewhat  corresponding 
to  its  western  end,  breaking  down  abruptly  into  the 
hills  of  Jvnin  and  Samaria  which  form  at  that  part 
the  central  mass  of  the  country. 

Carmel  thus  stands  as  a  wall  between  the  mari- 
time plain  of  Sharon  on  the  south,  and  the  more 
inland  expanse  of  ICsdraelon  on  the  north.  Towards 
the  former  the  slojies  or  spurs,  by  which  tlie  central 
ridge  descends,  are  gradual ;  l)ut  on  the  north  side 
the  gradients  are  more  sudden,  in  many  jjlaces  de- 
scending almost  by  precipices  to  the  Kishon,  which 
runs  at  the  foot  of  the  mountain  in  a  direction  gen- 
erally parallel  to  the  central  axis. 

The  structure  of  Carmel  is  in  tlie  main  the  Jura 
formation  (upper  oolite),  which  is  prevalent  in  the 
centre  of  Western  Palestine  —  a  soft  while  lime- 
stone, with  nodules  and  veins  of  flint.  As  usual  in 
limestone  fonnations  it  abounds  in  caves  ("  more 
than  2000,"  Mislin,  ii.  46),  often  of  great  length 
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and  extremely  t»rtuous.  At  the  west  end  are  found 
chalk  and  tertiary  breccia  fonned  of  fragments  of 
chalk  and  flint  (Russegger,  in  Kitter,  Pal.  p.  712). 
On  the  northeast  of  the  Mount,  beyond  the  Nahr 
el-Mukatta,  plutonic  rocks  appear,  breaking  through 
the  deposited  strata  and  forming  the  beginning  of 
the  basalt  formation  which  runs  through  the  Plain 
of  Esdraelon  to  Tabor  and  the  Sea  of  Galilee  (Rit- 
ter,  712-13).  The  round  stones  known  by  the 
names  of  " Lapides  Judaici "  and  "Elijah's  melons," 
are  the  bodies  known  to  geologists  as  "  geodes." 
Their  exterior  is  chert  or  flint  of  a  lightish  brown 
color;  the  interior  hollow,  and  Uned  with  crystals 
of  quartz  or  chalcedony.  They  are  of  the  form, 
and  often  the  size,  of  the  large  water-melons  of  the 
east.  Formerly  they  were  easily  obtained,  but  are 
now  very  rarely  found  (Seetzen,  ii.  131-4 ;  Parkin- 
son's Organic  Remains^  i.  322,  451).  The  "ol- 
ives "  are  commoner.  They  are  the  fossil  spines  of 
a  kind  of  echinus  {cklans  glandifera)  frequent  in 
these  strata,  and  in  size  and  shape  are  exactly  Uke 
the  fruit  (Parkinson,  iii.  45).  The  "apples  "  are 
probably  the  shells  of  the  cidaris  itself.  For  the 
legend  of  the  origin  of  these  "fruits,"  and  the 
position  of  the  "  field  "  or  "  garden  "  of  Elyah  in 
which  they  are  found,  see  Mislin,  ii.  64,  65." 

In  form  Carmel  is  a  tolerably  continuous  ridge, 
at  the  W.  end  about  600,"  and  the  E.  about  1600 
feet  above  the  sea.  The  highest  part  is  some  four 
miles  from  the  east  end,  at  the  village  of  Esfieli, 
which,  according  to  the  measurements  of  the  Eng- 
lish engineers,  is  1728  feet  above  the  sea.  In  ap- 
pearance Carmel  still  maintains  the  character  which 
there  is  no  reason  to  doubt  was  the  origin  of  its 
name.  It  is  stiU  clothed  with  the  same  "  excel- 
lency"  of  "  wood,"  wliich  supplied  the  prophets  of 
Israel  and  Judah  alike  with  one  of  their  most 
fevorite  illustrations  (Is.  xxxiii.  !);  Mic.  vii.  14). 
Modem  travellers  delight  to  describe  its  "rocky 
deUs  with  deep  jungles  of  copse," — its  "shrub- 
beries thicker  than  any  others  in  central  Palestine  " 
(Staidey,  MS.),  —  its  "impenetrable  brushwood  of 
oaks  and  other  evergreens,  tenanted  in  the  wilder 
parts  by  a  profusion  of  game  and  wild  animals  " 
(Porter,  Haivld.),  but  in  other  places  bright  with 
"  hollyhocks,  jasmine,  and  various  flowering  creep- 
ers" (Van  de  Velde).  "There  is  not  a  flower," 
■ays  the  last-named  traveller,  "  that  I  have  seen  in 
Galilee,  or  on  the  plains  along  the  coast,  that  I  do 
not  find  here  on  Carmel  ....  still  the  fragrant, 
lovely  mountain  that  he  was  of  old"   (i.  317-18). 
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«  The  legend  is  sometimes  told  of  lAzarus  (Seetzen, 
Heisen,  1854,  ii.  134). 

b  Tlie  cupola  of  the  convent  is  560  ft.  above  the  sea 
(Admiralty  Chart,  1585).  For  the  general  form  of  the 
ridge,  see  the  section  on  Tan  de  Velde's  new  map. 

c  •  "  The  Flora  of  Carmel,"  says  Schubert,  writing 
on  the  spot.  <•  is  one  of  the  richest  and  most  diversified 
in  all  Palestine,  since  it  unites  the  products  of  the 
mountain  with  those  of  the  valley  and  the  sea-coast." 
He  enumerates  forty-seven  different  kinds  of  flowers 
found  there,  without  pretending  to  complete  the  list. 
'■  A.  botanist,"  he  remarks,  ■'  might  spend  a  year  there, 
and  every  day  be  adding  new  specimens  to  his  collec- 
tion "  {Reise  in  das  Mor^enlan/i,  iii.  212). 

Mr.  Tristram,  who  wandered  at  leisure  over  the  Car- 
mel range,  speaks  of  ■'  the  wonderful  profusion  of  flow- 
aring  shrubs,  in  all  their  glory  "  (about  the  middle  of 
^larch),  as  the  grand  characteristic  of  the  "excellency 
if  Carmel."  He  mentions  (giving  at  the  same  time 
he  botanical  names)  the  arbutus,  myrtle,  scented  bay, 
?uelder-roge,  a  sweet-scented  evergreen  like  the  laurus- 
inas,  elder,  carob-tree  or  locust,  wild-olive,  terebinth. 


"  The  whole  mountain-side  was  dressed  with  blos- 
soms, and  flowering  shrubs,  and  fragrant  herbs  " 
(Martineau,  p.  539  ).c 

Carmel  fell  within  the  lot  of  the  tribe  of  Asher 
(Josh.  xix.  26),  which  was  extended  as  far  south  as 
Dor  ( Tantura),  probably  to  give  the  Asherites  a 
share  of  the  rich  corn-growing  plain  of  Sharon. 
The  king  of  "  Jokneam  of  Carmel "  was  one  of  the 
Canaanite  chiefs  who  fell  before  the  arms  of  Joshua 
(xii.  22).  These  are  the  earliest  notices  which  we 
possess  of  the  name.  There  is  not  in  them  a  hint 
of  any  sanctity  as  attaching  to  the  mount.  But 
taking  into  account  the  known  propensity  of  the 
early  inhabitants  of  Palestine  to  convert  "  high 
places  "  into  sanctuaries,  —  the  prominence  of  Car- 
mel, —  the  fact  that  an  altar  of  Jehovah  did  exist 
there  before  the  introduction  of  Baal  worship  into 
the  kingdom  (1  K.  xviii.  30),  —  Elijah's  choice  of 
the  place  for  the  assembly  of  the  people,  such  as- 
semblies being  commonly  held  at  holy  places,— 
and  the  custom,  which  appears  to  have  b^n  preva- 
lent, of  resorting  thither  on  new-moon  and  sabbath 
(2  K.  iv.  23),  —  taking  these  into  account,  there 
seem  to  be  grounds  for  believing  that  from  very 
early  times  it  was  considered  as  a  sacred  spot.  In 
later  times  we  know  that  its  reputation  was  not 
confined  to  Palestine.  Pythagoras  was  led  to  it  by 
that  reputation;  such  is  the  express  statement  of 
his  biographer  lamblichus,  who  liimself  visited  the 
mountain;  Vespasian  too  came  thither  to  consult 
—  so  we  are  told  by  Tacitus,  with  that  mixture  of 
fact  and  fable  which  marks  all  the  heathen  notices 
of  Palestine  —  the  oracle  of  the  god,  whose  name 
was  the  same  as  that  of  the  mountain  itself;  an  or- 
acle without  image  or  temple,  —  "  ara  tantum  et 
reverentia"  {Diet,  of  Geoyr.  Carmelus). 

But  that  which  has  made  the  name  of  Carmel 
most  familiar  to  the  modern  world  is  its  intimate 
connection  with  the  history  of  the  two  great 
prophets  of  Israel  —  Elijah  and  Elisha.  The  fiery 
zeal  of  the  one,  the  healing  tenderness  of  the  other, 
are  both  inseparably  connected  in  our  minds  with 
this  mountain.  Here  Elyah  brought  back  Israel 
to  allegiance  to  Jehovah,  and  slew  the  prophets  of 
the  foreign  and  false  god ;  here  at  his  entreaty  were 
consumed  the  successive  "fifties"  of  the  royal 
guard;  but  here,  on  the  other  hand,  Elisha  re- 
ceived the  visit  of  the  bereaved  mother  whose  son 
he  was  soon  to  restore  to  her  arms  (2  K.  iv. 
25,  &c.). 

The  first  of  these  three  events,  without  doubt, 


tree-broom,  Judas-tree  (one  mass  of  bunches  of  brill- 
iant red  laburnum-shaped  bloom),  hoary -leafed  haw- 
thorn, service-apple,  and  most  abundant  of  all,  the 
storax-tree,  "  one  sheet  of  pure  white  blossom,  rivalling 
the  orange  in  its  beauty  and  its  perfume ;  all  these  in 
flower  together  wafted  their  firagrance  in  volumes 
through  the  air." 

"  Then  the  ground,  wherever  there  was  a  fragment 
of  open  space,  was  covered  with  tall  red  hollyhocks, 
pink  convolvulus,  valerians,  a  beautiful  large  red 
linum,  a  gladiolus,  a  gigantic  mottled  arum,  red  tu- 
lips, ranunculuses  (large  and  red),  pheasant's  eye,  of 
endless  varieties,  tufts  of  exquisite  cyclamen,  a  mass 
of  bloom  under  every  tree,  five  species  of  orchis,  —  the 
curious  Ophrys  atrata,  with  its  bee-like  lip,  another 
Uke  the  spider-orchis,  and  a  third  like  the  man-orchis ; 
while  four  species  of  Onosma,  and  especially  the  brill- 
iant yellow  Onosma  Syriacum,  hung  from  every  rock. 
It  was  the  garden  of  Eden  run  wild;  yet  all  this 
beauty  scarcely  lasts  a  month  "  {Land  of  Israel,  pp. 
,  497,  2d  ed.).  H 
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^k  place  at  the  eastern  end  of  the  ridge.  In  fact 
it  is  difficult  to  find  another  site,  the  actual  name 
of  which  has  not  been  presened,  in  which  every 
particular  is  so  minutely  fulfilled  as  in  this.  The 
tradition  preserved  in  the  convent,  and  among  the 
Druses  of  the  neighboring  villages,  —  the  names  of 
the  places,  —  the  distance  from  Jezreel,  —  the  na- 
ture of  the  locality,  —  the  presence  of  the  never- 
faiUiig  spring,  —  all  are  in  its  favor.  It  is,  how 
ever,  remarkable  that  the  identification  has  been 
made  but  lately,  and  also  that  it  should  have  been 
made  by  two  travellers  almost  at  the  same  time 
—  Lieut.  Van  de  V^de  in  1852,  and  Professor 
Stanley  in  1853.  lliis  interesting  site  cannot  be 
better  described  than  in  the  words  of  the  latter 
traveller. 

"  The  tradition  is  unusually  trustworthy ;  it  is 
perhaps  the  only  ca.se  in  Palestine  in  which  the 
recollection  of  an  alleged  event  has  been  actually 
retained  in  the  native  Arabic  nomenclature.  Many 
names  of  towns  have  been  so  preserved ;  but  here  is 
no  town,  only  a  shapeless  ruin,  yet  the  sjwt  has 
a  name,  —  Kl-Maharrakah,  —  '  the  Burning,'  or 
'  the  Sacrifice.'  The  Druses  come  here  from  a 
distance  to  perform  a  yearly  sacrifice;  and,  though 
it  is  possiljle  this  practice  may  have  originated  the 
name,  it  is  more  probable  that  the  practice  itself 

arose  from  an  earlier  tradition But  be  the 

tradition  good  or  bad,  the  localities  adapt  them- 
selves to  the  event  in  almost  every  particular.  The 
summit  thus  marked  out  is  the  extreme  eastern 
point  of  the  range,  commanding  the  last  view  of 
the  sea  behind,  and  the  first  view  of  the  great  plain 
in  front.  .  .  .  There  on  the  highest  ridge  of  the 
mountain  may  well  have  stood,  on  its  sacred  '  high- 
pLice,'  the  altar  of  Jehovah  which  Jezebel  had  cast 
down,  (.'lose  beneath,  on  a  wide  upland  sweep, 
under  the  shade  of  ancient  ohves,  and  round  a  well « 
of  water,  said  to  be  perennial,  and  which  may 
therefore  have  escaped  the  general  drought,  and 
have  been  alJe  to  furnish  water  for  the  trenches 
round  the  altar,  must  have  been  ranged  on  one 
side  the  king  and  people  witli  the  850  prophets  of 
Baal  and  Astarte,  and  on  the  other  the  solitary  and 
commanding  figure  of  the  prophet  of  Jehovah. 
Full  Ijefbre  them,  opened  the  wliole  plain  of  Es- 
draelon;  the  city  of  Jezreel,  with  Ahab's  pakice  and 
Jezebel's  temple,  distinctly  visible;  in  the  nearer 
foreground,  immediately  tmder  the  base  of  the 
mountain,  was  clearly  seen  the  winding  stream  of  the 
Kishon."  To  this  may  be  added  that  a  knoll  is 
pointed  out  between  the  ridge  and  the  plain,  bear- 
ing the  name  of  Tell  Kogigb  "the  hill  of  the 
Priests,"  and  that  the  modem  name  of  the  Kishon 
is  Ndlir  tUMukatla,  "the  river  of  slaughter." 
"The  closing  scene  still  remains.  From  the 
slaughter  by  the  side  of  the  Kishon  the  king  went 
up  to  the  glades  of  Cannel  to  join  in  the  sacrificial 
feast.  And  Elijah  too  ascended  to  the  '  top  of  the 
mountain,"  and  there  with  his  face  on  the  earth  re- 
mained rapt  in  prayer,  while  his  s(!r\ant  mounted 
to  the  highest  point  of  all,  whence  there  is  a  wide 
view  of  the  blue  reach  of  the  Mediterranean,  over 

the  western  shoulder  of  the  ridge Seven 

times  the  senant  climlied  and  looked,  and  seven 


a  Joseph  us  distinctly  says  that  the  water  was  ob- 
tained from  the  neighboring  well :  irto  rrfi  xp^t^f 
[Ant.  viii.  13,  §  5).  There  is  therefore  no  occasion 
tor  the  "  coincidence  "  discovered  by  Prof.  Blunt,  Und. 
Coinridfticrs  (II.  xxli.). 

b  But  this  knoll  appears,  from  the  description  of 
Van  de  Velde  (i.  330),  and  from  his  new  map  (Dec. 
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times  there  was  nothing At  last  out  of  the 

far  horizon  there  rose  a  little  cloud,*"  and  it  grew 
in  the  deepening  shades  of  evening  till  the  whole 
sky  was  overcast,  and  the  forests  of  (  armel  shook 
in  the  welcome  sound  of  the  mighty  winds,  which 
in  eastern  regions  precede  a  commg  tempest  "  {Si- 
nai <f  Palestine,  353-6). 

There  is  good  reason  to  beUeve  that  a  later  inci- 
dent in  the  life  of  the  same  great  prophet  took 
place  on  Cannel.  This  was  when  he  "  caused  fire 
to  come  down  from  heaven  "  and  consume  the  two 
"fifties"  of  the  guard  which  Ahaziah  had  de- 
spatched to  take  him  prisoner,  for  having  stopped 
his  messengers  to  Baal-zebub  the  god  of  Ekron  (2 
K.  i.  0-15).  [See  Elijah,  §  3.]  In  tliis  nar- 
rative our  Version,  as  is  too  f"re(]uently  the  case, 
conceals  the  force  of  the  original  by  imperfect  trans- 
lation.    "A  hill"  (v.  9)  should  be  "themomit" 

("^nn),  the  word  always  used  for  Carmel,  and,  in 

connection  with  Elijah,  for  Carmel  only,  with  the 
exception  of  Sinai,  which  of  course  cannot  be  in- 
tended here.  Josephus  {Ant.  is.  2,  §  1),  with 
equal  force,  has  inl  rfjs  Kopviprfs  rov  opovs. 

The  tradition  in  the  present  convent  is,  that 
Elijah  and  EUsha  both  resided  on  the  mountain, 
and  a  care  is  actually  shown  under  the  high-altar 
of  the  church  as  that  of  Elijah.  There  is  nothing 
in  the  Scripture  to  sanction  such  a  statement  with 
regard  to  Elijah,  but  in  the  case  of  Elisha,  the  tra- 
dition may  rest  on  better  grounds.  After  the  as- 
cent of  Elijah,  Elisha  went  to  Jlount  Carmel  (2  K. 
ii.  25),  tliough  only  for  a  time;  but  he  was  again 
there  at  the  Shunammite's  visit  (iv.  25),  and  that 
at  a  time  when  no  festival,  no  "  new-moon  or  sab- 
bath "  (iv.  23),  required  his  presence.  (In  iv.  27, 
there  is  nearly  the  same  error  as  was  noticed  above 
in  reference  to  i.  9 ;  "  the  hiU  "  should  be  rendered 
"the  mount.") 

This  is  the  last  mention  of  Carmel  as  the  scene 
of  any  event  in  the  sacred  history.  Its  sanctity  no 
doubt  remainetl,  but  it  is  its  richness  and  its  prom- 
inence,—  "Tabor  among  the  mountains;  Carmel 
by  the  sea,"  —  which  appear  to  have  taken  hold  of 
the  poets  of  the  nation,  both  of  Israel  and  Judah, 
and  their  references  to  it  are  frequent  and  charac- 
teristic (Cant.  vii.  5;  Is.  xx.xv.  2,  xxxvii.  24:  Jer. 
xlvi.  18, 1.  19;  Am.  i.  2,  ix.  3;  Mic.  vii.  14;  Nah. 
i.  4). 

Cannel  has  derived  its  modern  name  from  the 
great  prophet;  Mar  Elyas  is  the  common  desig- 
nation, Kunnel  being  occasionally,  but  only  sel- 
dom, heard.  It  is  also  the  usual  name  of  the  con- 
vent, though  dedicated  "  in  houorem  BB.  A'irginis 
Marise." 

Professor  Stanley  has  pointed  out  {S.  <f  P.  852) 
that  it  is  not  any  connection  with  Elijah  that  gives 
the  convent  its  interest  to  the  western  world,  but 
the  celebrated  order  of  the  l$arefooted  CarnieUte 
I''riars,  that  has  sprung  from  it,  and  carried  its 
name  into  Europe.  The  order  is  said  in  the  tradi- 
tions of  the  I-atin  Church  to  have  originated  with 
FJyah  himself  (St.  John  of  Jerus.  quoted  in  Mislin, 
49),  biit  the  convent  was  founded  by  St.  l^uis, 
and  its  French  origin  is  still  shown  by  the  practice 


1858),  the  only  one  in  which  it  ia  marked,  to  be  too 
fer  off. 

c  This  cloud  is  treated  in  the  formularies  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  Church  as  a  typo  of  the  Virgin 
Mary.  (See  Mislin,  ii.  p.  46,  and  Breviwiutn  Horn. 
July  16.) 
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Df  unfurling  the  French  flag  on  various  occasions. 
Edward  I.  of  England  was  a  brother  of  the  order, 
and  one  of  its  most  famous  generals  was  Simon  , 
Stokes  of  Kent  (see  the  extracts  in  Wilson's  Lancls^ 
ii.  246.  For  the  convent  and  the  singular  legends 
connecting  Mount  Carmel  with  the  Virgin  Mary 
and  our  Ivord,  see  Mislin,  ii.  47-50).  By  Napo- 
leon it  was  used  as  a  hospital  during  the  siege  of 
Acre,  and  after  his  retreat  was  destroyed  by  the 
Arabs.  At  the  time  of  Irby  and  Mangles's  visit 
(1817)  only  one  friar  remained  there  (Irby,  60). 

G. 
*  It  is  instructive,  as  a  means  of  learning  the 
relative  position  of  places,  to  know  what  points  of 
geographical  interest  can  be  seen  from  such  watch- 
towers  of  the  Holy  Land.  The  best  position  for 
viewing  the  prospect  from  Carmel  is  that  furnished 
from  the  flat  roof  of  the  convent.  Standing  there, 
with  our  faces  toward  the  east,  the  attitude  of  the 
Hebrew  in  naming  the  points  of  the  compass,  we 
have  behind  us  "the  great  and  wide  sea,"  as  the 
Psalmist  calls  it  (civ.  25),  whicli  suggested  to  the 
sacred  writers  so  many  of  their  grandest  images  for 
setting  forth  an  idea  of  God's  power.  Before  us  lies 
an  extensive  reach  of  the  plain  of  Esdraelon  (Jez- 
reel),  and  the  summits  of  Gilboa  and  the  lesser 
Hermon.  On  the  southeast  is  the  mountainous 
tract,  known  as  that  of  Ephraim  or  Samaria,  filled 
up  with  a  rolling  sea  of  hUl-tops  to  an  indefinite 
extent.  Looking  to  the  south,  along  the  coast,  at 
the  distance  of  ten  miles,  is  Athlit,  the  site  of  a 
famous  castle  of  the  Crusaders,  one  of  the  last  foot^ 
holds  which  they  reUnquishe-d  to  the  Saracens.  A 
few  miles  beyond  there,  though  not  in  sight,  are 
the  ruins  of  Caesarea,  so  interesting  from  its  con- 
nection with  the  fortunes  of  the  great  apostle.  The 
line  of  vision  on  the  north  is  bounded  by  the  hUls 
near  Nazareth  and  Saftd.  Indeed,  the  path  which 
leads  up  to  the  monastery  of  Carmel,  indented  in 
the  white  limestone,  is  distinctly  visible,  like  a  strip 
of  snow,  from  the  Wely  so  famous  for  its  view  of 
Esdraelon  behind  Nazareth.  It  would  be  easy,  so 
far  as  the  distance  is  concerned,  to  make  out  the 
position  of  ancient  Tyre,  now  Sur ;  but  the  projec- 
tion of  Jias  el-Abind,  the  White  Promontory,  hides 
it  from  view.  The  graceful  curve  of  the  bay  of 
Akka,  sweeping  from  that  city  (Accho  of  the  0.  T. 
and  Ptolemais  of  the  N.  T.)  to  the  head  of  Carmel, 
appears  from  here  to  great  advantage.  Glimpses  of 
the  Kishon  (d-Makatta)  as  its  waters  flash  under 
the  sun-light  mark,  at  points  here  and  there,  the 
course  of  that  stream  as  it  winds  its  way  from  the 
foot  of  Tabor  to  the  Mediterranean.  Directly  at 
the  base  of  the  mount  is  the  Uttle  sea-port  of  Haifa^ 
one  of  the  harbors  of  Asher,  but  actually  held  by 
the  Sidonians  (Judg.  i.  31).  A  rich  landscape  of 
oUve-yards,  gardens  of  vegetables,  wheat-fields,  and 
a  few  palms,  fiUs  up  the  narrow  margin  between 
the  sea  and  tlie  roots  of  the  mountain. 

For  a  description  of  the  scene  from  other  hands, 
see  Lord  Nugent's  Lands,  Classical  ami  Sacred, 
ii.  157 ;  Tristram's  Land  of  Israel,  p.  65 ;  Pres- 
sens^'s  Land  of  the  Gospel,  p.  150  ff;  and  Tischen- 
l^dorf  s  Reise  in  den  Orient,  ii.  222-225.  H. 

H_2.  {XepixfK  in  Josh.;  rh  Kdpij.7}\ov  in  Sam.: 
^^■Parroei  \^Carmelus].)     A  town  in  the  mountain- 
^^Kns  country  of  Judah  (Josh.  xv.  55),  familiar  to  us 
I^M  the  residence  of  Nabal  (1  Sam.  xxv.  2,  5,  7,  40), 
and  the  native  place  of  David's  favorite  wife,  "  Ab- 
igail the  Carmelitess  "  (I.Sam,  xxvii.  3;  1  Chr.  iii. 
1).     This  was  doubtless  the  Carmel  at  which  Saul 
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set  up  a  "place"  (T,  i.e.  literally  a  "hand;" 
comp.  2  Sam.  xviii.  18,  "Absalom's  place,"  where 
the  same  word  is  used)  after  his  victory  over  Am- 
alek  (1  Sam.  xv.  12).  And  this  Carmel,  and  not 
the  northern  mount,  must  have  been  the  spot  at 
which  king  Uzziah  had  his  vineyai'ds  (2  Chr.  xxvi. 
10).  In  the  time  of  luisebius  and  Jerome  it  was 
the  seat  of  a  Koman  garrison  ( Onoinasticon,  Car- 
melus).  The  place  appears  in  the  wars  of  the  Cru- 
sades, having  been  held  by  king  Amafrich  against 
Saladin  in  1172.  The  ruins  of  the  town,  now 
Kurmul,  still  remain  at  ten  miles  below  Hebron  in 
a  slightly  S.  E.  direction,  close  to  those  of  Main 
(Maon),  Zif  (Ziph),  and  other  places  named  with 
Carmel  in  Josh.  xv.  55.  They  are  described  both 
by  Robinson  (i.  494-8)  and  by  Van  de  Velde  (ii. 
77-79),  and  appear  to  be  of  great  extent.  Con- 
spicuous among  them  is  a  castle  of  great  strength, 
in  the  walls  of  which  are  still  to  be  seen  the  large 
bevelled  masomy  characteristic  of  Jewish  buildings. 
There  is  also  a  very  fine  and  large  reservoir.  This 
is  mentioned  in  the  account  of  king  Amalrich's 
occupation  of  the  place,  and  now  gives  the  castle 
its  name  of  Kasr  el-Birkeh  (Van  de  Velde,  ii.  78). 

G. 

CAR'MBLITE  C'^P'!'?  =  Kap/i^Ajos,  Xop- 
juoSot  [Vat.  FA.  -Sat]  in  i  Chr.  xi.  37 ;  ^Vlex.  Kap- 
/xr//\.«T7js  in  2  Sam.  ii.  2,  Kap/Ar)A.j  in  1  Chr.  xi. 
37 :  Carmeli,  de  Carmelo,  Carmelites).  A  native 
of  Carmel  in  the  mountains  of  Judah.  The  term 
is  applied  to  Nabal  (1  Sam.  xxx.  5;  2  Sam.  ii.  2, 
iii.  3)  and  to  Hezrai,  or  Hezro,  one  of  David's 
guard  (2  Sam.  xxiii.  35;  1  Chr.  xi.  37).  In  2 
Sam.  iii.  3  the  LXX.  [KopjU^Ata]  must  have  read 

n''bp~l3,  "  CarmeUtess."  W.  A.  W. 

CAR'MELITESS  (i'T'bp")?  :  Kapju^Aios, 
Kop/aTJAjo:  Carmeli,  Carmelitis).  A  woman  of 
Carmel  in  Judah :  used  only  of  Abigail,  the  favorite 
wife  of  David  (1  Sam.  xxvii.  3;  1  Chr.  iii.  1).  In 
the  former  passage  both  LXX.  and  Vulg.  appear  to 

have  read  '^'pP'^S,  "  Carmelite."       W.  A.  W. 

CAR'MI  C^PI?  [rt  vine-dresser,  Ges.;  a  di»- 
tinguished  one,  Fiirst] :  Xapfil  [Vat.  -fiei]  ■  Char- 
mi).  1.  A  man  of  the  tribe  of  Judah,  father  of 
Achan,  the  "troubler  of  Israel"  (.Josh.  vii.  1,  18; 
1  Chr.  ii.  7),  according  to  the  first  two  passages 
the  son  of  Zabdi  or  Zimri.  [Zabdi.]  In  1  Chr. 
iv.  1  the  name  is  given  as  that  of  a  "  son  of  Ju- 
dah;" but  the  same  person  is  probably  intended; 
because  (1)  no  son  of  Judah  of  that  name  is  else- 
where mentioned;  and  (2)  because,  out  of  the  five 
names  who  in  this  passage  are  said  to  be  "  sons  " 
of  Judah,  none  but  Pharez  are  strictly  in  that  rela- 
tion to  him.  Hezron  is  the  2d  generation,  Hm: 
the  4th,  and  Shobal  the  6th. 

2.  [Alex.  Xapfjiei  in  Num. ;  Vulg.  Carmi  in  1 
Chr.]     The  4th  son  of  Reuben,  progenitor  of  the 

family  of  the  Carmites  (''^"iSn)  (Gen.  xlvi. 
9;  Ex.  vi.  14;  Num.  xxvi.  6;  1  Chr.  v.  3).     G. 

CAR'MITES,  THE  C^aiSH:  6  Xapfii; 
[Vat.  o  Xapfj.fi:]  Charmita;).  A  branch  of  the 
tribe  of  Reuben,  descended  from  Carmi  2  (Num. 
xxvi.  6). 

CARNA'IM  (Kopj/ofj/;  Alex.  KapveiV,  [Sin. 
in  1  Mace.  v.  26,  KapvaiS:]  Carnaim),  a  large  and 
fortified  city  in  the  country  east  of  Jordan  —  "  the 
land   of  Galaad  ; "    containing  a   "  temple "   (rk 
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rtfievos  4v  K.  )•  It  was  besieged  and  taken  by 
Judas  Maccabaeus  (1  Mace.  v.  26,  43,  44).  Under 
the  name  of  Cahmox  (tJ»  Kapvloy)  the  same 
occurrence  is  related  in  2  Mace.  xii.  21,  26,  the 
temple  being  called  the  Atakgateion  (rh  'Atoo- 
yareiov)-  This  enables  us  to  identify  it  with 
Ashterotii-Karnaim.  G. 

CARN'ION.  [Carxaim.] 
CARPENTER.  [Handicraft.] 
CAR'PUS  (Kapwos  [J'i~uit,  or  rorist],  on  the 
accentuation,  see  Winer's  Grammar,  6th  ed.  p.  49), 
a  Christian  at  Troas,  with  whom  St.  Paul  states 
that  he  left  a  cloak  [and  also  his  books  and  certain 
parchments]  (2  Tim.  iv.  13);  on  which  of  his 
journeys  it  is  uncertain,  but  probably  in  passing 
through  Asia  Jlinor  after  his  first  captivity,  for  the 
last  tune  before  his  martyrdom  at  Konie.  Accord- 
ing to  Hippolytus,  Carpus  was  bishop  of  Berytus 
in  Thrace,  called  Berrhcea  in  the  Syncpsis  de  Vita 
et  Morte  Prophetarum,  which  passes  under  the 
name  of  Dorotheus  of  TyTe.  H.  A. 

CARRIAGE.  This  word  occurs  only  six  times 
in  the  text  of  the  A.  V.,  and  it  may  be  useful  to 
remind  the  reader  that  in  none  of  these  does  it  bear 
its  modern  sense,  but  signifies  what  we  now  call 
"  baggage."     The  Hebrew  words  so  rendered  are 

three.  1.  "•  v3,  c'le,  generally  translated  "  stuff" 
or  "vessels."  It  is  Uke  the  Greek  word  trKtvos; 
and  in  its  numerous  applications  perhaps  answers 
most  nearly  to  the  English  word  "  things."  This 
word,  rendered  "  carriage,"  occurs  in  1  Sam.  xvii. 
22  —  "  David  left  his  '  baggage '  in  the  hands  of 
the  keeper  of  the  'baggage:'  "  also  Is.  x.  28  — 
"  At  Michmash  he  hath  left  his  '  baggage.'  " 

2.  n^^22,  Cebncldh,  "  heavy  matters,"  Judg. 
xviii.  21  only,  though  perhaps  the  word  may  bear 
a  signification  of  "  preciousness,"  which  is  some- 
times attached  to  the  root,  and  may  allude  to  the 
newly  acquired  treasures  of  the  Danites  (LXX. 
Alex.  T^v  KTTjaiv  ttiv  ^vSo^ov). 

3.  The  word  rendered  "  carriages  "  in  Is.  xlvi. 
1  should,  it  would  apjjear  (Ges.  Thes.  917  b; 
Jesaia,  ii.  101),  be  "yoiu-  burdens." 

4.  In  the  N.  T.,  Acts  xxi.  15,  "  we  took  up  our 
carriages"  is  the  rendering  of  iiruTKevaaifjuvoi, 
and  here  also  the  meaning  is  simply  "  baggage " 
(Jer.  prceixirati)." 

5.  But  in  the  margin  of  1  Sam.  xvii.  20,  and 
xxvi.  5,  7  —  and  there  only  —  "carriage"  is  em- 
ployed in  the  sense  of  a  wagon  or  cart;  the  "  place 
of  the  carriage"  answering  to  "trench"  in  the 

text.  The  Hebrew  word  is  b^VJ2,  from  71X2237, 
a  wagon,  and  the  allusion  is  to  the  circle  of  wagons 
which  surrounded  the  encampment  (Ges.  Thes. 
989). 

For  carriages  in  the  modem  sense,  see  Cart; 
Chariot.  G. 

CAR'SHENA  (S3^"13 :  LXX.  omits  ; 
[rather,  'ApKtaaios !  FA.i  ApKfcraos ;  Comp.  Kap- 
rfvd'J  CJtnrsemi),  one  of  the  seven  princes  ("^'^tf) 
of  Persia  and  Media  who  "  saw  the  king's  face,  and 


a  •  The  incident  referred  to  in  Acts  xxi.  15  (sec 
No.  4  above)  shows  the  presence  of  an  e.ve-witness. 
What  Paul  anil  his  travelling  companions  did  was  to 
place  thi-ir  baggage,  in  part  perhaps  the  alms  which 
they  were  carrying  up  to  Jerusalem  (Acts  xxlv.  17), 
oa  their  boasts  of  burden.    The  loading  and  unloading 


CART 

sat  the  first  in  the  kingdom '"  of  Ahasuerus  (Esth. 
i.  14).  A  similar  name,  Carshtn,  is  found  in 
modem  Persian,  lor  other  derivations  from  the 
ancient  dialects  of  Persia,  see  Gesenius,  717. 

CART  (n^257 :  Syuofa:  phtisli-um ;  also  ren- 
dered "wagon,"  Gen.  xlv.  19,  27;  Num.  vii.  3,  7, 
8:  from  v4^,  roll,  Ges.  p.  989),  a  vehicle  drawn 
by  cattle  (2  Sam.  vi.  6),  to  be  distinguished  from 
the  chariot  drawn  by  horses.  [Chariot.]  Carts 
and  wagons  were  either  open  or  covered  (Num.  vii. 
3),  and  were  used  for  conveyance  of  persons  (Gen. 
xlv.  19),  burdens  (1  Sam.  vi.  7,  8),  or  produce 
(Am.  ii.  13).  As  there  are  no  roads  in  Syria  and 
Palestine  and  the  neighboring  countries,  wheel- 
carriages  for  any  purpose  except  conveyance  of 
agricultural  produce  are  all  but  unknown  ;  and 
though  modem  usage  has  introduced  Eurojiean  car- 
riages drawn  by  horses  into  Egypt,  they  were  un  ■ 
known  there  also  in  times  comparatively  recent. 
(Stanley,  S.  <f  P.  135 ;  Porter,  Damascus,  i.  339 ; 
Lynch,  Nar-rative,  75,84;  Niebuhr,  Voyage,  i.  123; 
Layard,  Nin.  ii.  75 ;  Mrs.  Poole,  EnglisJiwoman  in 
Eyypt,  2d  series,  77.)  The  only  cart  used  in  Wes- 
tern Asia  has  two  wheels  of  solid  wood  (f  )learius, 
rmi-eZjj,  418 ;  SirK.  [K.]  Porter,  Trawls,  ii.  533). 
For  the  machine  used  for  threshing  in  Egypt  and 
Syria,  see  Threshing.  But  in  the  monuments 
of  ancient  Egypt  representations  are  found  of  carts 


Egyptian  cart  with  two  wheels.     (Wilkinson.) 

with  two  wheels,  having  four  or  six  spokes,  used 
for  carrying  produce,  and  of  one  used  for  religious 
purposes  having  four  wheels  with  eight  spokes.     A 


I^ptian  cart  with  four  wheels.     (Wilkinson.) 

bas-relief  at  Nineveh  represents  a  cart  having  two 
wheels  with  eight  sjwkes,  drawn  by  oxen,  conveying 
female  captives  ;  and  others  represent  carts  cap- 
tured from  enemies  with  captives,  and  also  some 

of  the  camels  or  mules  forms  ever  an  important  item 
in  Eastern  travelling.  It  is  a  circumstance  that  would 
interest  the  author  of  the  narrative  as  one  of  the  party, 
but  otherwise  seems  mentioned  without  any  motive. 
Luke,  who  wrote  the  Acts,  was  with  the  apostle  on 
this  journey  (iifuU,  Acts  xz.  6,  xxi.  1  ind  15).     U. 
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med  in  carrying  timber  and  other  articles  (Layard, 
Nin.  ii.  396,  Nin.  #  BcA.  134,  447,  583,  Mon.  of 
Bab.  pt.  ii.  pis.  12,  17).  Four-wheeled  carriages 
are  said  by  Pliny  (Jv.  //.  vii.  56)  to  have  been  in- 
vented by  the  Phrygians  (Wilkinson,  Anc.  Egypt. 
Abridgm.  i.  384,  385;  ii.  39,  47).     The  carts  used 
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Assyrian  cart  drawn  by  oxen.    (Layard,  ii. 


in  India  for  conveying  goods,  called  Suggar  or 
Hackeri,  have  two  wheels,  in  the  former  ease  of 
solid  wood,  in  the  latter  with  spokes.  They  are 
drawn  by  oxen  harnessed  to  a  pole  (Capper,  India, 
pp.  346,  352).  H.  W.  P. 


Modem  Indian  cart. 

CARVING.    (1.)  nV^pn,   carved  vxyrh  in 

ief,  fix)m  2?7|7,  carve;  in  pi.  nil^bp^,  carved 

figures.    (2.)  Htt^in,    from    W'lH,    carve  = 

{opdaa-w-  (3.)  nf^nD,  participle  in  Pual  of  (Hpn 

bused)  pfl'^'  cut,  delineate  :  engraved,  or  carved 

rk),  1 K.  vi.  35.  (4.)  nWS,  carved  work,  from 

tnS,  open,  apphed  to  wood,  1  K.  vii.  36;  to 
s,  Ex.  xxviu.  9,  36;  2  Chr.  ii.  7,  14;  to  stone, 

ch.  iii.  9:  y\v<f)i\,  yKv/xfta,  iyKoKairrSv:  ccdor- 

'a. 

The  arts  of  carving  and  engraving  were  much  in 

quest  in  the  construction  both  of  the  Tabernacle 
iid  the  Temple  (Ex.  xxxi.  2,  5,  xxxv.  33;  1  K.  vi. 
^B,  35;  Ps.  Ixxiv.  6),  as  well  as  in  the  ornamenta- 
^on  of  the  priestly  dresses  (Ex.  xxviii.  9-36 ;  Zech. 
i.  9;  2  Chr.  ii.  7,  14).  In  Solomon's  time  Huram 
lie  Phoenician  had  the  chief  care  of  this  as  of  the 

?er  architectural  works.  H.  W.  P. 

CASEMENT.     [Lattice.]       W.  A.  W. 

CASIPH'IA  (^'I^^^PS  [white,^  said  of  snowy 

ountams,  Fiirst]  :  ^v  apyv^io)  tov  -ri-iroxj ;  [Comp. 
Ka(r(l)te    tov   r6irou :]  in    Chasphi^   toco),   a 


place  of  uncertain  site  on  the  road  between  Babylon 
and  Jerusalem  (Ezr.  viii.  17).  Neither  the  Caspiee 
Pylae  nor  the  city  Kasicin,  with  which  some  writers 
have  attempted  to  identify  it,  are  situated  upon 
this  route.      (Gesen.  Tkes.  703.) 

*  Fiirst  has  a  long  note  in  his  Lexicon  on  this 
enigmatical  word.  He  supposes  it  to  denote  "  the 
snowy-mountainous  Caucasian  region."  It  is  not 
said  that  lizra  himself  came  to  this  place  on  his 
journey  from  Babylonia  to  Jerusalem;  but  only 
that  the  river  Ahava  (Ez.  viii.  15),  from  the  banks 
of  which  he  sent  messengers  to  the  Jewish  exiles  in 
Casiphia,  lay  on  his  route.  This  stream  (mentioned 
only  in  Ezra)  may  have  been  in  the  extreme  north 
of  Babylonia;  and  the  caravan  in  this  instance, 
taking  a  more  northern  track  than  usual,  may  have 
passed  so  near  this  point  as  to  render  it  practicable, 
while  they  halted  tliere,  to  send  the  messengers  to 
Casiphia  and  await  their  return.  Kitto  suggests 
on  Ahava  {Cycl.  of  Bibl.  Lit.,  3d  ed.)  that  in  this 
instance  a  more  circuitous  route  may  have  been  a 
safer  one  for  the  wayfarers,  and  was  chosen  on  that 
account.  Fiirst,  guided  by  an  ancient  Jewish  tra- 
dition, would  identify  the  "large  country"  (Is. 
xxii.  18)  to  which  Sheljna,  the  treasurer  of  Hezekiah, 
was  to  be  driven,  with  this  same  Caspiana  or 
Casiphia.  H. 

CAS'LEU  (Xao-eXeC:  Casleu),  1  Mace.  i.  54, 
iv.  52,  59  ;  2  Mace.  i.  9,  18,  x.  5.  [Chisleu: 
Months.] 

CAS'LUHIM  (D'TlbpS  :  Xacr/xwuifi/x;  [in 
1  Chr.,  Rom.  Vat.  omit,  Alex.  Comp.  Xao-A.coj'ietjU  0 
Chasluiin,  [Casluijn]),  a  Jlizraite  people  or  tribe 
(Gen.  X.  14;  1  Chr.  i.  12).  In  both  passages  in 
which  this  word  occurs,  it  would  appear,  as  the 
text  now  stands,  as  if  the  Philistines  came  forth 
from  the  Casluhim,  and  not  from  the  Caphtorim, 
as  is  elsewhere  expressly  stated :  here  therefore  there 
would  seem  to  be  a  transposition  [Caphtoij].  The 
only  clew  we  have  as  yet  to  the  position  of  the 
Casluhim  is  their  place  in  the  list  of  the  sons  of 
Mizraim  between  the  Pathrusim  and  the  Caphtorim, 
whence  it  is  probable  that  they  were  seated  in  Upper 
Egypt  [Pathros;  Caphtor].     The  LXX.  seem 

to  identify  them  with  the  CSptt^n  of  Ps.  Ixviii. 

31  (A.  V.  "princes  "),  which  some,  though  not  the 
LXX.  in  that  place,  take  to  be  a  proper  name,  and 
compare  with  the  native  civil  name  of  Hermopolis 
Magna.  This  would  place  the  Casluhim  in  the 
Heptanomis  [Hashmanmm].  Bochart  (Phnleg,iv. 
31)  suggests  the  identity  of  the  Casluhim  and  the 
Colchians,  who  are  said  to  have  been  an  Egyptian 
colony  (Herod,  ii.  104;  Diod.  Sic.  i.  28),  but  this 
story  and  the  similarity  of  name  (Ges.  T/ies.  s.  v.)  do 
not  seem  sufficient  to  render  the  supposition  a  prob- 
able one.  Gesenius,  however,  gives  it  his  support 
(Tkes.  1.  c.).  Forster  conjectures  the  Casluhim  to 
be  the  inhabitants  of  Cassiotis,  the  tract  in  which 
is  the  slight  elevation  called  Mount  Casius  (Epp. 
ad  Michaelis,  p.  16  fF.).  Bunsen  assumes  this  to 
be  proved  {Bibelwerk,  p.  26).  There  is,  however, 
a  serious  difficulty  in  the  way  of  this  supposition  — 
the  nature  of  the  ground,  a  low  httoral  tract  of  rock, 
covered  with  shifting  and  even  quick  sand,  like  the 
neighboring  "  Serbonian  bog,"  and  vfhich  we  can- 
not suppose  ever  to  have  supported  much  animal  or 
vegetable  life,  far  less  a  whole  people  or  tribe. 

R.  S.  P. 

*  On  the  name  Dietrich  says  (Ges.  Heh:  «. 
Chald.  Handw.,  6te   Aufl.l  •    "  The  Greek  name 
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KiJAx"'  '^^  ^*^®  arisen  out  of  the  old  Kasluch-im, 
not  the  reverse :  for  no  sure  example  of  the  inser- 
tion of  an  s  can  be  adduced  in  the  Semitic  lan- 
guages." H. 

CAS'PHON  iXaa^ciy,  Alex.  XafffwO:  [Cas- 
bon]),  1  Mace.  v.  3G.     C.\sphok.] 

CAS'PHOR  iXa(T<pcip;  [Alex.  Kao-<pwp;  Sin. 
Kaff<t>o>'-]  Qisphar),  one  of  the  fortified  cities  in  the 
"land  of  Gakiad"  (1  Mace.  v.  26),  in  which  the 
Jews  took  refuge  from  the  Ammonites  under  Tim- 
otheus  (comp.  ver.  6),  and  which  with  other  cities 
was  taken  by  Judas  Maccabaeus  (v.  36).  In  the 
latter  passage  the  name  is  given  as  Casphon,  and 
in  2  Mace.  xii.  13  as  C.\spis,  if  indeed  the  same 
place  is  refen-ed  to,  which  is  not  quite  clear  (see 
Ewald,  iv.  359,  note).  G. 

CASTIS  (Kdffwtv,  [Alex.  KoffTrfiV.]  Cas- 
phin),  a  strong  fortified  city  —  whether  east  or  west 
of  Jordan  is  not  plain  —  having  near  it  a  lake 
(\lfivri)  two  stadia  in  breadth.  It  was  taken  by 
Judas  Maccabaeus  with  great  slaughter  (2  Itlacc. 
xii.  13,  10).  The  parallel  history  of  the  1st  Book 
of  Maccabees  mentions  a  city  named  Casphob  or 
Casphon,  with  which  Caspis  may  be  identical  — 
but  the  narratives  diiFer  materially.  G. 

CAS'SIA.  The  representative  in  the  A.  V.  of 
the  Hebrew  words  kidddli  and  ketzVvth. 

1.  Kidddh  (rT^f? :  Jpt'j :  cada,  stacte)  occurs 
in  Ex.  XXX.  24,  as  one  of  the  ingredients  in  the 
composition  of  the  "  oil  of  holy  ointment;  "  and  in 
Ez.  xxvii.  19,  where  "bright  iron,  cassia,  and 
calamus  "  are  mentioned  as  articles  of  merchandise 
brought  by  Dan  and  Javan  to  the  market  of  Tyre. 
There  can  be  no  doubt  that  the  A.  V.  is  correct  in 
the  translation  of  the  Hebrew  word,  thougli  there 
is  considerable  variety  of  reading  in  the  old  versions. 
The  LXX.  and  Josephus  (Ant.  iii.  8,  §  3)  have 
iris,  i.  e.  some  siiecies  of  fluff,  perhaps  the  Iris 
florentimi,  which  has  an  aromatic  root-stock.  Sym- 
machus  and  the  Vulg.  (in  Ez.  I.  c.)  read  stacte, 
"liquid  myrrh."  The  Arabic  versions  of  Saadiaa 
and  Erpenius  conjecture  costus,  which  Dr.  Koyle 
(Kitto's  Cyc.  art.  '  Ketzioth ')  identifies  with  Auck- 
landia  Costus,  to  which  he  refers  not  the  Iddddh, 
but  the  kttzVoth  of  the  Hebrew  Scriptures  (see  be- 
low). The  Chaldee  and  Syriac,  with  most  of  the 
European  versions,  understand  cassia  by  kidddh : 
they  are  followed  by  Gesenius,  Simonis,  Fiirst,  Lee, 
and  all  the  lexicographers.  The  accounts  of  cassia 
as  given  by  ancient  authors  are  confused ;  and  the 
investigation  of  the  subject  is  a  difficult  one.  It  is 
clear  that  the  I^tin  writers  by  the  term  casia  un- 
derstood lx>th  the  Oriental  product  now  under  con- 
sideration, as  well  as  some  low  sweet  herbaceous 
plant,  perhaps  the  Daphne  gnidium,  linn,  (see  F^e, 
FUrre  de  Vivfjile,  p.  32,  and  Du  Mohn,  Flor.  Poet. 
Ancienne,  277):  but  the  Greek  word,  which  is  first 
used  by  Herodotus  (ii.  86),  who  says  (iii.  110)  the 
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Arabians  procured  it  from  a  shallow  lake  in  their 
country,  is  limited  to  the  Ivastern  product.  Dioa- 
corides  mentions  several  kuids  of  cassia,  and  sayg 
they  are  produced  in  Spicy  Arat)ia  (i.  12).  One 
kind  is  known  by  the  name  of  nwsyktis,  or  accord- 
ing to  Galen  {L>e  Theriac.  ad  Pis.  p.  108),  of 
mosylbs,  from  the  ancient  city  and  promontory 
MosyUon,  on  the  coast  of  Africa  and  the  sea  of  ' 
Babel  Mandeb,  not  faf  from  the  modem  Cape 
Guardafui  (Sprengel,  Annot.  ad  Diotcor.  i.  12). 
WUl  not  this  throw  some  light  on  Ez.  xxvii.  19, 
where  it  will  be  observed  that,  mstead  of  the  ren- 
dering "  going  to  and  fro  "  in  the  text  of  the  A.  V^., 
the  margin  has  Miuzal  f  "  Dan  and  Javan  and 
Meuzal  traded  in  thy  markets  with  cassia,  calamus," 
&c.  The  cassia  would  be  brought  from  India  to 
Meuzal,  and  from  thence  exjwrted  to  Tyre  and  other 
countries  under  the  name  of  Meuzalitis,  or  Meuzal 
cassia.* 

Dioscorides  speaks  of  another  kind  of  cassia  called 
Kitto,  which  has  been  supposed  by  some  to  be  sub- 
stantially the  same  as  the  Hebrew  word  Kidddh,  to 
which  it  certainly  bears  a  strong  resembkuce.  If 
the  woi"ds  are  identical,  they  must  denote  cassia 
of  different  qualities,  for  the  kitto  of  Dioscorides 
was  very  inferior,  while  we  cannot  doubt  that  the 
cassia  used  in  the  composition  of  the  holy  ointment 
would  be  of  the  best  kind. 

Cassia  is  not  produced  by  any  trees  which  are 
now  found  growing  in  Arabia.  It  is  probable  there- 
fore that  the  Greek  authors  were  mistaken  on  this 
subject,  and  that  they  occasionally  liave  regarded 
products  imported  into  Arabia,  and  thence  exjwrted 
northwards  to  other  countries,  as  the  natural  pro- 
ductions of  that  country.  The  cassia-bark  of  com- 
merce is  yielded  by  various  kinds  of  Cinnamomum, 
which  grow  in  diflferent  parts  of  India,  and  is  not 
the  product  of  only  one  species  of  tree.  Cinna- 
iTwmum  ■malabathricum  of  S.  India  supplies  much 
of  the  cassia-bark  of  commerce.  Dr.  Hooker  says 
that  cassia  is  an  inferior  cinnamon  in  one  sense, 
though,  as  it  never  comes  from  the  same  species  as 
the  true  cinnamon,  the  statement  is  ambiguous. 

2.  KetzVoth  (n3?^2i7:''  Kaaia-  casia),  only  in 
Ps.  xlv.  8,  "  All  thy  garments  smell  of  mjTrh,  aloes, 
and  cassia."  This  word  is  generally  supiwsed  to 
be  another  term  for  cassia :  the  old  versions  are  in 
favor  of  this  interpretation,  as  well  as  the  etymology 
of  the  Hebrew  word.  The  Arabic  reads  Salicha,'' 
which,  from  its  description  by  Abul  Fadli  and 
Avicenna  (Celsius,  llitrob.  ii.  364-5),  evidently 
denotes  some  cassia-yielding  tree.  Dr.  Boyle  sug- 
gests (see  above)  that  ketzVoth  is  identical  in  mean- 
ing and  in  form  with  the  Arabic  kooth,  koost,  or 
[Syriac]  kooshtn,<^  whence  is  probably  derived  the 
costus  of  the  Greeks  and  liomans.  Dioscorides 
(i.  15)  enumerates  three  kinds  of  costu.%  an  Arabian, 
Indian,  and  S}Tian  sort :  the  first  two  are  by 
Sprengel  referred  to  Costus  aral/icm,  Linn.  {Ziitr- 


a  From  'Vl\)  '.  Arab.  JOj  or  cXSj  "  *<>  cleaTe," 
"  to  tear  lengthwise  ;  "  so  called  from  the  splitting  of 
the  bark. 

b  The  country  of  the  Mosylli  was  in  the  Cinnamo- 
mophora  regio,  and  not  far  from  Aromata  Emporium, 
tnd  the  author  of  the  Periplus  particularizes  cassia 
Amongst  the  exports  of  the  same  coast  (Tennent,  Ceylon, 

1.  600,  note).  As  to  biTSQ,  see  Bochart,  Geog.  Sac. 
p.  i.  lib.  ii.  c.  21,  and  RoscnmuUer,  Schol.  ad  Ez.  1.  c, 
who,  however,  identify  it  with  Sanaa,  in  Arabia. 


c  From  the  root  V^p,  Arab.   »  U  V   "  to  lop  off," 
"  to  scrape,"  "  to  peel." 

<*   R*^  ^Awi  fro™  *l^e  root  ^JL*a<,  delraxit, 

quasi  cortex  dctractus. 
8    o  > 
e    {»^  y.  V  eostus,  i.  o.  radicia  aromatictB  Indies  tt 
Aiabicte  species,  Kam.  I)J.    See  Freytag. 
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ffiberacexB).  The  koost  of  India,  called  by  Euro- 
peans Indian  orris,  is  the  root  of  what  Eoyle  has 
named  Aucklandia  costus.  There  is  no  reason, 
however,  why  we  should  abandon  the  explanation 
of  the  old  versions,  and  depart  from  the  satisfactory 
etymological  evidence  afforded  by  the  Hebrew  term 
to  the  doubtful  question  of  identity  between  it  and 
the  Arabic  koost.  __  W.  H. 

CASTLE.     [FoETiFic^Tioxs.] 

CAS'TOR  AND  POL'LUX,  the  Dioscuri 
(AtScTKOvpoi,  Acts  xxviii.  11).  For  the  mythology 
of  these  two  heroes,  the  twin-sons  of  Jupiter  and 
Leda,  we  must  refer  to  the  Diet,  of  Bioy.  ami 
Mythol.  We  have  here  to  do  with  them  only  so 
far  as  they  were  connected  with  seafaring  life. 
They  were  regarded  as  the  tutelary  divinities  (0eoj 
crwT^pe?)  of  sailors.  They  appeared  in  heaven  as 
the  constellation  of  Gemini.  Immediately  on  ship- 
board they  were  recognized  in  the  phosphoric  Ughts, 
called  by  modern  Italian  sailors  the  Jires  of  St. 
£lino,  which  play  about  the  masts  and  the  sails 
("  In  magna  tempestate  apparent  quasi  stellae  velo 
insidentes :  adjuvari  se  tunc  periclitantes  existimant 
Pollucis  et  Castoris  numine,"  Senec.  iVat.  Quuest.  i. 
1;  comp.  Plin.  ii.  37).  Hence  the  frequent  allu- 
sions of  Roman  poets  to  these  divinities  in  con- 
nection with  navigation  (see  especially  Hor.  Carm. 
i.  3.  2,  ''fratres  Helense,  lucida  sidera,"  and  iv.  8. 
31).  As  the  ship  mentioned  here  by  St.  Luke  was 
from  Alexandria,  it  may  be  worth  while  to  notice 
that  Castor  and  Pollux  were  specially  honored  in 
the  neighboring  district  of  Oyrenaica  (Schol.  Pind. 
Pyth.  v.  6).  In  Catull.  iv.  27,  we  have  distinct 
mention  of  a  boat  dedicated  to  them.  See  also 
Lxviii.  G.5.  In  art  these  divinities  were  sometimes 
repi-esented  simply  as  stars  horering  over  a  ship, 
but  more  frequently,  as  young  men  on  horseback 
with  conical  caps,  and  stars  above  them  (see  the 
coins  of  Khegium,  a  city  of  Bruttii,  at  which  St. 
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iTer  coin  of  Bruttii.  Obv. :  Heads  of  Castor  and 
Pollux  to  right.  Kev. :  Castor  and  Pollux  mounted, 
advancing  to  right.     In  the  exergue  BPETTinN. 

Paul  touched  on  the  voyage  in  question,  ver.  13). 
Such  figures  were  probably  painted  or  sculptured 
at  the  bow  of  the  ship  (hence  irapdcrriiJLOv;  see  Diet, 
of  Antiq.  art.  Insiyne).  This  custom  was  very 
frequent  in  ancient  shipbuilding.  Herodotus  says 
(iii.  37)  that  the  Phcenicians  used  to  place  the  fig- 
ures of  deities  at  the  bow  of  their  vessels.  Virgil 
{jEn.  X.  209)  and  Ovid  (Trist.  i.  10.  2)  supply  us 
with  illustrations  of  the  practice;  and  Cyril  of 
Alexandria  (Cramer's  Catena,  ad  1.  c.)  says  that 
such  was  always  the  Alexandrian  method  of  orna- 
menting each  side  of  the  prow.     [Ship.] 

J.  S.  H. 


a  The  word  Ccuta  occurs  once  only  in  classical  Latin, 
namely,  in  Martial,  Epig.  xiii.  69  ;  but  that  some  bird 
\b  intended  is  beyond  a  doubt.  The  ancient  Greeks 
ind  Romans  do  not  appear  to  have  kept  domestic  cats. 
We  have  sought  in  vain  for  the  slightest  allusion  to 
Fdis  domesticiis  in  classical  authors. 
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CATS  (oi  aX\ovpoi-  cattce")  occurs  only  in 
Baruch  vi.  22  [Epist.  of  Jer.  22],  in  the  passage 
which  sets  forth  the  vanity  of  the  Babylonish  idols : 
"  \j\>on  their  bodies  and  heads  sit  bats,  swallows, 
and  birds,  and  the  cats  also."  The  Greek  atKoir- 
pas,  as  used  by  Aristotle,  has  more  particular  ref- 
erence to  the  wild  cat  {Felis  caius,  &c.).  Herod- 
otus, in  the  well-known  passage  (ii.  06)  which  treats 
ef  the  cats  of  Egypt,  uses  aXKovpos  to  denote  the 
domestic  animal ;  similarly  Cicero  ( Tuse.  v.  27, 
78)  employs  felis;  but  both  Greek  and  Latin 
words  are  used  to  denote  other  animals,  apparently 
some  kinds  of  mai'ten  (Martes).  The  context  of 
the.  passage  in  Baruch  appears  to  point  to  the  do- 
mesticated animal.  Perhaps  the  people  of  Babylon 
originally  procured  the  cat  from  ligjpt. 

The  domestic  cat  of  the  ancient  Egj-ptians  is 
supix)sed  by  some  to  be  identical  with  the  Felis 
maiiiculnta,  Riippell,  of  Nubia,  and  with  our  own 
domestic  animal,  but  there  is  considerable  doubt 
on  this  matter.  The  Egyptians,  it  is  well  known, 
paid  an  absurd  reverence  to  the  cat ;  it  accompanied 
them  in  their  fowling  expeditions;  it  was  deemed 
a  capital  offense  to  kill  one;  when  a  cat  died, it  was 


Felis  maniculata. 

embalmed  and  buried  at  Bubastis,  the  city  sacred 
to  the  moon,  of  which  divinity  the  cat  was  reckoned 
a  symbol  (Herod,  ii.  06 ;  Wilkinson,  Ane.  Egypt,  i. 
246,  Lond.  1854;  Jablonski,  Panth.  ^gxjpt.  ii.  66, 
&c.;  Diod.  Sic.  i.  83).  It  is  generally  believed 
that  the  cat  was  employed  by  the  ancient  Egj-p- 
tians  as  a  retriever  to  bring  them  the  game  they 
kUIed  in  their  fowling  exijeditions ;  we  cannot  credit 
anything  of  the  kind :  that  the  cat,  as  a  great  fa- 
vorite, was  allowed  to  accompany  the  fowler,  is 
beyond  dispute,  but  it  was  doubtless  for  the  sake 
of  a  share  in  the  booty,  and  not  for  the  benefit  of 
the  fowler.  Without  laying  much  stress  on  the 
want  of  sufficient  sagacity  for  retrieving  purposes, 
we  cannot  beUeve  that  the  cat  could  ever  have  been 
trained  to  go  into  the  water,  to  which  it  has  a  very 
strong  aversion.*  See  the  wood-cuts  in  Wilkinson, 
where  the  fowler  is  in  a  boat  accompanied  by  his 

cat.  As  to  n''*!^,  which  Bochart  takes  to  mean 
vMd  cats,  see  Beast.  The  cat  belongs  to  the 
family  Felidce,  order  Carnivora. 

CATERPILLAR.      The    representative  in 
the  A.  V.  of  the  Hebrew  words  chdsU  and  yelek. 

1.  Chdsil  (7*'pn:   i,Kpis,  Ppovxos,  ipvalfii)'. 


6  Even  to  a  proverb  :  — 
"  Catus  amat  pisces,  sed  non  Tult  tingere  plantam." 
"  Letting  I  dare  not  wait  upon  I  would. 

Like  the  poor  cat  i'  the  adage."  —  Shakap.  Macbttkf 
i.  7. 

See  Trench's  Lessons  in  Proverbs,  p.  149. 
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rubigo,  bruchus,  arucjo).  The  Hebrew  word  occurs 
in  1  K.  viii.  37 ;  2  Chr.  vi.  28 ;  Ps.  Ixxviii.  46 ;  Is. 
xxxiii.  4 ;  Joel  i.  4.  It  is  evident  ftoni  the  incon- 
sistency of  the  two  most  important  old  versions  in 
their  renderings  of  this  word,  that  nothing  is  to  be 
learnt  fix)m  them.  Bochart  has  endeavored  to  show 
that  there  are  nine  or  ten  Hebrew  names  to  denote 
different  species  of  locusts;  it  has  been  shown 
[Locust]  tliat  this  cannot  really  be  the  case,  that 
the  destructive  kinds  of  locust  which  at  times  visit 
the  Bible  lands  must  be  limited  to  two  or  three 
species,  the  most  destructive  being  the  Acndium 
peregnnum  and  the  (J£dipoila  migratorin ;  conse- 
quently some  of  these  names  must  stand  either  for 
different  conditions  in  the  life  of  the  locust,  or  they 
may  be  sjmonyms,  or  else  they  may  denote  other 
insect  devourers.  The  term  now  under  notice 
seems  to  be  applied  to  a  locust,  perhaps  in  its  larva 
state.  The  indefinite  rendering  of  the  A.  V.  may 
well,  we  think,  be  retained  to  express  the  Chdsil,  or 
the  consumer. 


2.   Yelek.     [See  Locust,  8.] 


W.  H. 


CATHU'A  (KoOouo;  [Vat.  Koua:]  Canna), 
1  Esdr.  v.  30.  Apparently  answers  to  Giddel  in 
Hebrew  text.  [Fritzsche  {Exeg.  Handb.  in  loc.) 
makes  Ti^^oup  the  representative  of  Giddel,  and 
finds  no  Hebrew  correspondent  of  Kafiovi..     A.] 

CATTLE.     [Bull.] 

CAULS  (2^P^nt?7:  li^-K^Kia.  :  torques). 
The  margin  of  the  A.  V.  gives  "  net-works."  The 
Old  English  word  "caul"  denoted  a  netted  cap 
worn  by  women.  Compare  Chaucer  ( Wyf  of 
Bathes  Tale,  C  T.  1.  6599): 

"  Let  se,  which,  is  the  proudest  of  hem  alle, 
That  werith  on  a  coverchief  or  a  calle." 

The  Hebrew  word  shebktm  thus  rendered  in  Is.  iii. 
18,  is,  like  many  others  which  occur  in  the  same 
passage,  the  subject  of  much  dispute.  It  occurs 
but  once,  and  its  root  is  not  elsewhere  found  in 
Hebrew.      The  Kabbinical  commentators  connect 

it  with  V5^^  sJtMeis,  rendered  "  embroider  "  in 
Ex.  xxviii.  39,  but  properly  "  to  work  in  squares, 
make  checker-work."  So  Kimchi  (Lex.  s.  v.)  ex- 
plains shel/isim  as  "the  name  of  garments  wrought 
ia  checker- work."  liashi  says  they  are  "a  kind  of 
net-work  to  adorn  tlie  head."  Abarbanel  is  more 
full :  he  describes  them  as  "  head-dresses,  made  of 
silk  or  gold  thread,  with  which  the  women  bound 
their  heads  about,  and  they  were  of  checker-work." 
The  word  occurs  again  in  the  Mishna  (Celim, 
xxviii.  10),  but  notliing  can  possildy  \ye  inferred 
from  the  passage  itself,  and  the  explanations  of  the 
commentators  do  not  throw  much  light  upon  it. 
It  there  ap[)ears  to  be  used  as  part  of  a  net-work 
worn  as  a  head-dress  by  women.  Bartenora  says  it 
was  "  a  figure  which  they  made  ujwn  the  net-work 
for  ornament,  standing  in  front  of  it  and  going 
round  from  one  ear  to  the  other."  Beyond  the 
fact  that  the  sMInsitn  were  head-<lresses  or  orna- 
ments of  the  head-dress  of  Hebrew  ladies,  nothing 
can  be  said  to  I*  known  about  them. 

Schroeder  {De  Vest.  AfuL,  cap.  ii.)  cojyectured 
that  they  were  medallions  worn  on  the  necklace, 

vid  identified  sMbUAm  with  the  Arab  x  y  a  ^  //.^ 

So-; 
thomaiteh,  the  diminutive  of  yy  »  v',  shams,  the 

nm,  wbich  is  applied  to  denote  the  sun-shaped 
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ornaments  worn  by  Arab  women  about  their  necks 
But  to  this  Gesenius  very  properly  objects  (Jes.  i. 
209),  as  well  as  to  the  explanation  of  Jahn  {Archaol. 
i.  2,  139),  who  renders  the  word  "gauze  veils." 

The  Versions  give  but  Uttle  assistance.  The 
LXX.  render  4fnr\6Kia,  "  plaited  work,"  to  which 
KoavfjiPovs,  "  fringes,"  appears  to  have  been  added 
originally  as  a  gloss,  and  afterwards  to  have  crept 
into  the  text.  Aquila  'has  reAo/icSvay,  '•  belts." 
The  Targum  merely  adopts  the  Hebrew  word  with- 
out translating  it,  and  the  Syriac  and  Arabic 
vaguely  render  it  "  their  ornaments." 

W.  A.  W. 

*  CAUSEY  (French  chaussee),  a  raised  or 
paved  way  (H Vptt),  in  1  Chr.  xxvi.  16,  18,  and 
Prov.  XV.  19  {margin),  in  the  A.  V.  ed.  1611,  but 
afterwards  changed  to  causeway,  a  corruption  for 
causey.  "  Causeway,"  however,  is  found  in  the 
margin  of  Is.  vii.  3  in  A.  V.  ed.  1611.  See  Wor- 
cester's and  Webster's  Dictionaries,  and  Eastwood 
and  Wright's  Bible  Wwd-Book,  p.  90.  H. 

*  CAUSEWAY.     [Causey.] 

CAVE  (nnytt  :  ffTrfjXaiov:  spelunca  :  in  A. 
V.  Is.  ii.  19,  hole  ;  [Is.  xxxii.  14;]  Jer.  vii.  11,  den; 
Josh.  xiii.  4,  literatim,  Mearah  ;  Maara,  Vulg.). 
I.  The  chalky  Umestone  of  which  the  rocks  of 
Syria  and  Palestine  chiefly  consist  presents,  as  is 
the  case  in  all  limestone  formations,  a  vast  number 
of  caverns  and  natural  fissures,  many  of  which  have 
also  been  artificially  enlarged  and  adapted  to  various 
purposes  both  of  shelter  and  defense.  (Page,  Text- 
Booh  of  Geology,  p.  141 ;  Kitto,  Phys.  Geogr.  of 
Pal.  p.  72.)  This  circumstance  has  also  given  oc- 
casion to  the  use  of  so  large  a  number  of  words  as 
are  employed  in  the  Scriptures  to  denote  caves, 
holes,  and  fissures,  some  of  them  giving  names  to 
the  towns  and  places  in  their  neighborhood.  Out 
of  them,  besides  No  I.,  may  be  selected  tlie  follow- 
ing:— 

II.  "Pin  or  ~l*in  (Ges.  p.  458),  a  hole ;  usu- 
ally TpdyyXt),  and  caverrm.     I'rom  tliis  come  («.) 

"'"^n,  dweller  in  caves,  the  name  of  the  Horites  of 
Mount  Seir,  Wady  Ghoeyer,  exjielled  by  the  lulom- 
ites,  probably  alluded  to  by  Job,  a  Troglodyte  race 
spoken  of  by  Strabo.  (Gen.  xiv.  6,  xxxvi.  21; 
Deut.  ii.  12 ;  Job  xxx.  6 ;  Strab.  i.  p.  42,  xvi.  pp. 
775-776 ;  Burckhardt,  Syria,  p.  410 ;  Kobinson,  ii. 
69, 157;  Stanley,  -S.  </  P.  §§  68-71.)    [Hoiutes.] 

(^•)  T^in,  land  of  caverns  (Ez.  xlvii.  16,  18; 
Burckhairdt,  /Syria,  pp.  110,  286):  hvpavlTts, 
LXX.:  .4Mra«,  Vulg.     [Haurak.]     (c.)   T!''? 

^"nn,  house  of  caverns,  the  two  towns  of  lieth- 
horon   (Josh.  xvi.  3,  5).     [Beth-iiohon.]     {d.) 

D"'3"in,  tiBO  caverns,  the  town  Horonaim  (Is.  xv. 
5).     [Horonaim.] 

HI.  D^^!in,  places  of  refuge  in  rocks  (Ges.  p. 
445)  for  birds,  Cant.  ii.  14:  aKimn:  foramiiui; 
[Jer.  xlix.  16,  rpvixoKiai:  carema;]  Obad.  3, 
oTtai:  scissura:  A.  V.  cUfls. 

IV.  nnnpp  :  rpv/jLoXia :  antrum :  A.  V.  den ; 
a  ravine  through  which  water  flows  (Ges.  p.  858), 
Judg.  vi.  2. 

The  caves  of  SjTia  and  Palestine  are  still  used, 
either  occasionally  or  perma'.iently,  as  habitations; 
as  at  Andb,  near  Szalt,  liarnoth-Gilead  (Bucking- 
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ham,  Travels  in  Syria,  p.  62).  The  shepherds  near 
Hebron  leave  their  villages  in  the  summer  to  dwell 
in  caves  and  ruins,  in  order  to  be  nearer  to  their 
flocks  and  fields  (Robinson,  i.  212).  Almost  all  the 
habitations  at  Oin-keis,  Gadara,  are  caves  (Burck- 
hardt,  p.  273).  An  extensive  system  of  caves  exists 
at  Beit  Jibrin,  Eleutheropohs,  in  Judah,  which  has 
served  for  residence  or  concealment,  though  now 
disused  (Robinson,  ii.  53);  and  another  between 
Bethlehem  and  Hebron  (Irby  and  Mangles,  p.  103). 
The  most  remarkable  caves  noticed  in  Scripture 
are:  —  1.  That  in  which  Lot  dwelt  after  the  de- 
struction of  Sodom  (Gen.  xix.  30).  2.  The  cave 
of  Machpelah  (xxiii.  17).  3.  Cave  of  ^lakkedah 
(.Josh.  x.  16).  4.  Cave  of  Adullam  (1  Sam.  xxii. 
1).  5.  Cave  of  En-gedi  (xxiv.  3).  6.  Obadiah's 
cave  (1  K.  xviii.  4).  7.  Elijah's  cave  in  Horeb 
(xix.  9).  8,  9.  The  rock  sepulchres  of  I^azarus, 
and  of  our  Lord  (.John  xi.  38;  Matt,  xxvii.  60). 
Some  of  these  may  be  identified,  and  to  others  ap- 
proximate, If  not  absolutely  identical,  sites  may  be 
assigned.  Thus  the  existing  caverns  near  the  S.  E. 
end  of  the  Dead  Sea  sen'e  fully  to  justify  the  men- 
tion of  a  cave  as  the  place  of  Ix>t's  retirement ;  as 
those  on  the  W.  side  agree  both  in  situation  and 
in  name  with  the  caves  of  En-gedi  (Lynch,  Narra- 
tive, p.  234 ;  Robinson,  i.  500 ;  Stanley,  p.  296).  The 
cave  of  Machpelah  undoubtedly  lies  beneath  the 
mosque  at  Hebron  (liobinson,  ii.  79 ;  Stanley,  p.  149 ; 
Benj.  of  Tudela,  Early  Trav.  p.  86).  The  cave  of 
Makkedah  can  hardly  be  the  one  to  which  tradition 
has  assigned  the  name  (Irby  and  JIangles,  p.  93); 
for  though  it  is  not  necessary  to  suppose  that  the 
cave  was  close  to  the  town  of  ^lakkedah,  yet  the 
situation  of  the  great  caverns  both  at  Beit  Jibnn 
and  at  Deir  Duhban  in  neither  case  agrees  with 
that  of  Makkedah  as  given  by  Eusebius,  eight  miles 
from  Eleutheropolis  (Reland,  p.  885;  Robinson,  ii. 
23,  53;  Stanley,  p.  211).  The  site  assigned  by  the 
same  ancient  authority  to  Adullam,  10  m.  E.  of 
Heutheropolis,  agrees  as  nttle  with  that  of  the  cave 
believed  by  tradition  to  have  been  David's  hiding- 
place,  namely,  in  the  Wady  KhUreitun  at  the  S.  E. 
of  Bethlehem,  which  in  some  respects  agrees  with 
the  Scripture  narrative  better  than  the  neighbor- 
hood of  Deir  DMan,  assigned  to  it  by  Mr.  Stan- 
ley. (See  1  Sam.  xx.  6,  and  particularly  xxii.  3, 
4;  Joseph.  Ant.  vi.  12,  §  3;  Reland,  p.  549;  Irby 
and  Mangles,  p.  103;  Robinson,  i.  482;  Stanley, 
^p.  2.59.)  [See  Odollam.] 
■Hb;  The  cave  in  which  Obadiah  concealed  the  proph- 
I^Bls  cannot  now  be  identified,  but  it  was  probably 
m  the  northern  part  of  the  country,  in  which  abun- 
dant instances  of  caves  fit  for  such  a  purpose  might 
be  jwinted  out. 

The  sites  of  the  cave  of  Elijah,  as  well  as  of  the 
"cleft"  of  Moses  on  Mount  Horeb  (Ex.  xxxiii.  22) 
are  also  obviously  indetei-minate ;  for  though  tradi- 
tion has  not  only  assigned  a  place  for  the  former 
on   Jebel   Musa,  and  consecrated  the   spot  by  a 
chapel,  there  are  caves  on  the  competing  summit 
of  Serbal,  to  one  or  other  of  which  it  might  with 
equal  probability  be  transferred.     (Stanley,  p.  49; 
Robinson,  i.  103;  Burckhardt,  p.  608.) 
H^L  Besides  these  special  caves  there  is  frequent  men- 
BBP>p  in  0.  T.  of  caves  as  places  of  refuge.     Thus 
^^9ie  Israelites  are  said  to  have  taken  refuge  from  the 
i         Philistines  in  "  holes  "  (1  Sam.  xiv.  11) :  to  which 
i         the  name  of  the  scene  of  Jonathan's  conflict,  Mukh- 
j        mas  (Michmash),  sufiiciently  answers.     (Stanley, 
I        p.  204;  Rob.  i.  440;  Irby,  p.  89.)     So  also  in  the 
time  of  Gideon  they  had  taken  refuge  from  the  Mid- 
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ianites  in  dens  and  caves  and  strongholds,  such  aa 
abound  in  the  mountain  region  of  Manasseh. 
(Judges  vi.  2;  Stanley,  p.  341.) 

Not  only  have  the  caves  of  Palestine  afforded 
refuge  from  enemies,  but  during  the  earthquakes 
also,  by  which  the  country  has  been  so  often  vis- 
ited, the  inhabitants  have  found  in  them  a  safe 
retreat.  This  was  the  case  in  the  great  convulsion 
of  1837,  when  Safed  was  destroyed;  and  to  this 
mode  of  retreat  the  prophet  Isaiah  probably  alludes 
(Is.  ii.  10,  19,  21;  liobinson,  ii.  422;  Stanley, 
p.  151). 

But  Adullam  is  not  the  only  cave,  nor  were  its 
tenants  the  only  instances  of  banditti  making  the 
caves  of  Palestine  their  accustomed  haunt.  Jose- 
phus  {Ant.  xiv.  15,  §  5)  relates  the  manner  in 
which,  by  order  of  Herod,  a  cave  occupied  by  rob- 
bers, or  rather  insurgents,  was  attacked  by  soldiers 
let  down  from  above  in  chests  and  baskets,  from 
which  they  dragged  forth  the  inmates  with  hooks, 
and  killed  or  thrust  them  down  the  precipices;  or, 
setting  fire  to  their  stores  of  fuel,  destroyed  them 
by  suftbcation.  These  caves  are  said  to  have  been 
in  Galilee,  not  far  from  Sepphoris ;  and  are  prob- 
ably the  same  as  those  which  Josephus  himself,  iii 
providhig  for  the  defense  of  Gahlee,  fortified  near 
Gennesaret,  which  elsewhere  he  calls  the  caves  of 
Arbela  {B.  J.  i.  16,  §  2-4,  ii.  20,  §  6,  Vit.  §  37). 
Bacchides,  the  general  of  Demetrius,  in  his  expedi- 
tion against  Judaea,  encamped  at  Messaloth,  near 
Arbela,  and  reduced  to  submission  the  occupants 
of  the  caves  {Ant.  xii.  11,  §  1;  1  Mace.  ix.  2). 

Messaloth  is  probably  DIvOD,  steps,  or  terraces 
(comp.  2  Chr.  ix.  11;  Ges.p.'957).  The  Messaloth 
of  the  book  of  Maccabees  and  the  robber-caves  of 
Arbela  are  thus  probably  identical,  and  are  the 
same  as  the  fortified  cavern  near  Medjdel  (Mag- 
dala),  called  Kalaat  Ibn  Mnan,  or  Pigeon's  Castle, 
mentioned  by  several  travellers.  They  are  said  by 
Burckhardt  to  be  capable  of  containing  600  men. 
(Reland,  pp.  358,  575 ;  Burckhardt,  Syria,  p.  331 ; 
Irby  and  Mangles,  p.  91 ;  Lightfoot,  Cent.  Chwogr. 
ii.  231;  Robinson,  ii.  .398;  Raumer,  p.  108:  comp 
also  Hos.  X.  14.)     [Beth-Arbel.] 

Josephus  also  speaks  of  the  robber  inhabitants 
of  Traehonitis,  who  Uved  in  large  caverns,  present- 
ing no  prominence  above  ground,  but  widely  ex- 
tended below  {Ant.  xv.  10,  §  1).  Tliese  banditti 
annoyed  much  the  trade  with  Damascus,  but  were 
put  down  by  Herod.  Strabo  alludes  very  distinctly 
to  this  in  his  description  of  Trachonitis,  and  de- 
scribes one  of  the  caverns  as  capable  of  holding 
4000  men  (Strabo,  xvi.  p.  756;  Raumer,  p.  08; 
JolUffe,  Travels  in  Pal.  i.  197). 

Lastly,  it  was  the  caves  which  he  beneath  and 
around  so  many  of  the  Jewish  cities  that  formed 
the  last  hiding-places  of  the  Jewish  leaders  in  the 
war  with  the  Romans.  Josephus  himself  relates 
the  story  of  his  own  concealment  in  the  caves  of 
Jotapata;  and  after  the  capture  of  Jerusalem,  John 
of  Gischala,  Simon,  and  many  other  Jews,  endeav- 
ored to  conceal  themselves  in  the  caverns  beneath 
the  city ;  whilst  in  some  of  them  great  spoil  and 
vast  numbers  of  dead  bodies  were  foimd  of  those 
who  had  perished  during  the  siege  by  hunger  or 
from  wounds  (Joseph.  B.  J.  iii.  8,  §  1,  vi.  9,  §  4). 

The  rock  dweUings  and  temples  of  Petra  are  de- 
scribed in  a  separate  article. 

Natural  cavities  in  the  rock  were  and  are  fre- 
quently used  as  cisterns  for  water,  and  as  places  of 
imjaisonment  (Is.  xxiv.  22;  Ez.  xxxii.  23;  Zech. 
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ii.  11)  [Cistern;  Prison]  ;  also  as  stalls  for  horses 
and  for  granaries  (Irby  and  Mangles,  p.  146).  No 
use,  however,  of  rock  caverns  more  strikingly  con- 
nects the  modern  usages  of  Palestine  and  the  adja- 
cent regions  with  their  ancient  history  than  the 
employment  of  them  as  burial-places.  The  rocky 
soil  of  so  large  a  jxirtion  of  the  Holy  Land  almost 
forbids  interment,  excepting  in  cavities  either  nat- 
ural or  hewn  from  the  rock.  The  dwelling  of  the 
demoniac  among  the  tombs  is  thus  explained  by 
the  rock  caverns  abounding  near  the  Sea  of  Galilee 
(JoUiffe,  i.  30).  Accordingly  numerous  sites  are 
shown  in  Palestine  and  at\jacent  lands  of  (so-called) 
sepulchres  of  saints  and  heroes  of  Old  and  New 
Test.,  venerated  both  by  Christians  and  Moham- 
medans {Enrlij  Trmeh,  p.  36;  Stanley,  p.  148). 
Among  these  may  be  mentioned  the  cave  of  Mach- 
Iiekh.  the  tomb  of  Aaron  on  Moimt  Hor,  of  Joseph, 
and  of  Rachel,  as  those  for  which  every  probability 
of  identity  in  site  at  least  may  be  claimed  (Irby 
and  Mangles,  p.  134;  Robinson,  1.218,  219,  ii.  275- 
287).  More  questionable  are  the  sites  of  the  tombs 
of  Elisha,  Obadiah,  and  John  the  Baptist,  at  Sa- 
maria ;  of  Habakkuk  at  JdMllia  (Gabatha),  Micah 
near  K<iila.,  and  of  Deborah,  Rebekah's  nurse,  at 
Bethel  (Stanley,  pp.  143, 14!);  Reland,  pp.  772,  698, 
981;  Rob.  ii.  304).  The  questions  so  much  debated 
relating  to  the  tombs  in  and  near  Jerusalem  and 
f?ethany  will  be  found  treated  under  those  heads. 
But  wliatever  value  may  belong  to  the  connection 
of  the  names  of  judges,  kings,  or  prophets,  with 
the  very  remarkable  rock-tombs  near  Jerusalem, 
there  can  be  no  doubt  that  the  caves  bearing  these 
names  are  sepulchral  caverns  enlarged  and  embel- 
lished by  art.  The  sides  of  the  valley  of  Jehosh- 
aphat  are  studded  witli  caves,  many  of  which  are 
inhabited  by  Arab  families.  (Sandj's,  p.  188 ;  Maun- 
drell,  p.  446;  Robinson,  1.  241,  349,  364;  Bartlett, 
Walks  about  Jeintsnlein,  p.  117).  It  is  no  doubt  the 
va.st  number  of  caves  throughout  the  country,  to- 
gether with,  perhaps,  as  Maundrell  remarks,  the 
taste  for  hermit  life  which  prevailed  in  the  5th  and 
6th  centuries  of  the  Christian  era,  which  has  placed 
the  sites  of  so  many  important  events  in  caves  and 
grottoes ;  e.  /y.  the  birth  of  the  Virgin,  the  Annun- 
ciation, the  Salutation,  the  birth  of  the  Baptist  and 
of  our  I^rd,  the  scene  of  the  Agony,  of  St.  Peter's 
denial,  the  composition  of  the  Apostles'  Creed,  the 
Transfiguration  (Shaw,  pt.  ii.  c.  1;  Maundrell,  E. 
T.  p.  479):  and  the  like  causes  have  created  a  tra- 
ditionary cave-site  for  the  altar  of  Elyah  on  Mount 
Carmel,  and  peopled  its  sides,  as  well  as  those  of 
Mount  Tabor,  with  hermit  inhabitants.  (1  K. 
xviii.  19;  Irby  and  Mangles,  p.  60;  Reland,  p.  329; 
Winer,  s.  v.  Cnriml ;  Am.  ix.  3 ;  Sir  J.  Maunde- 
ville,  Travels,  p.  31;  Sandys,  p.  203;  Maundrell, 
L\  T.  p.  478;  Jahn,  Arch.  Bibl.  p.  9;  Stanley,  p. 
353;  Kitto,  PAys.  Geogr.  pp.  30,31;  Van  I^mont, 
Travels,  ii.  5-7.)  H.  W.  P. 

CEDAR  (n^:  KtZpos'-  cedrvs:  from  T^^', 

root  of  T^"1S,  coiled  or  compressed,  Gesen.  p.  148). 
The  term  is  expressive  of  a  mighty  and  deeply 
rooted  tree,  and  is  usually  understood  to  apply  here 
to  one  of  tlie  coniferous  kind,  but  not  always  to 
that  which  is  commonly  known  as  the  Cedar  of 
Lebanon. 

The  conditions  to  be  fulfilled  m  order  to  answer 

o  The  difTercnce  between  the  Lebanon  ced&r  and 
the  Deodara  consists  chiefly  in  the  cones,  which  in 
the  latter  grow  in  pairs,  and  upon  stalks ;  tlie  leares 
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all  the  descriptions  in  the  Bible  of  a  cedar-tree  are 
that  it  should  te  tall  (Is.  ii.  13),  spreading  (Vj:. 
xxxi.  3),  abundant  (1  K.  v.  6,  10),  fit  for  beams, 
pillars,  and  boards  (1  K.  vi.  10,  15,  vii.  2),  masts 
of  ships  (Ez.  xxvii.  5),  and  for  carved  work  as  • 
images  (Is.  xliv.  14).  To  these  may  be  added  qual- 
ities ascril)ed  to  cedar-wood  by  profane  writers. 
Pliny  speaks  of  the  cedar  of  Crete,  Africa,  and. 
Syria  as  being  most  esteemed  and  imperishable. 
The  same  quality  is  ascribed  also  to  juniper.  In 
Egypt  and  Syria  ships  were  built  of  cedar,  and  in 
Cyprus  a  tree  was  cut  down  120  feet  long  and  pro- 
portionately thick.  The  durability  of  cerUu:  was 
proved,  he  says,  by  the  duration  of  the  cedar  roof 
of  tlie  temple  of  Diana  at  Ephesus,  which  had  lasted 
400  years.  At  Utica  the  beams,  made  of  Numid- 
ian  cedar,  of  a  temple  of  Apollo  had  lasted  1170 
years !  Vitruvius  sj^eaks  of  the  antiseptic  proper- 
ties of  the  oil  of  cedar  and  also  of  juniper  (Plin. 
//.  A",  xiii.  5,  xvi.  40 ;  Vitruv.  ii.  9 ;  Joseph.  Ant. 
\iii.  5,  §  2;  Sandys,  Travels,  pp.  166,  167). 

Not  only  was  cedar  timber  used  by  David  and 
Solomon  in  their  buildings  (2  Sam.  v.  11;  1  K.  v. 
6,  vi.  15,  vii.  2),  but  also  in  the  second  Temple 
rebuilt  under  ZerultbaM,  the  timber  employed  was 
cedar  from  I^banon  (Ezr.  iii.  7 ;  1  Esdr.  iv.  48,  v. 
55).  Cedar  is  .iLso  said  by  Josephus  to  have  been 
used  by  Herod  hi  the  roof  of  his  temple  (B.  .7.  v. 
5,  §  2).  The  roof  of  the  Rotunda  of  the  Church 
of  the  Holy  Sepulchre  at  Jerusalem  is  said  to  have 
been  of  cedar,  and  that  of  the  Church  of  the  Vir- 
gin at  Betldehem  to  have  been  of  cedar  or  cypress. 
(Williams,  Holy  City,  ii.  202;  Quaresmius,  Jiltic. 
Terr.  Sand.  vi.  12;  Per.  p.  2;  Tobler,  Belldehem, 
pp.  110,  112.) 

Now  in  some  important  respects  no  tree  but  the 
cedar  {Pinus  cedrus),  or  its  almost  equivalent,  the 
Pimts  Deodara,"-  can  answer  the  above  conditions. 
The  characteristics  of  these  two  trees,  of  which 
gi-eat  numbers  are  found  from  Mount  Taurus  to  the 
Himalayas,  are  so  often  interdianged  that  they  are 
scarcely  to  be  distinguished  the  one  from  the  other. 
No  tree  is  at  once  so  lofty,  spreading,  and  umbra- 
geous, and  the  wood  of  the  l)eodara  at  least  is  ex- 
tremely durable.  The  difficulties  which  are  found 
\n  reconciluig  the  ancient  descriptions  with  the 
modem  specimens  of  cedar  wood  lie,  (1)  in  the  fit- 
ness of  cedar  trees  for  masts  of  ships  (Ez.  xxvii.  5) ; 
(2)  still  more  in  the  very  general  ^reement  as  to 
the  inferior  quality  of  the  timber,  which  is  usually 
described  as  less  valuable  than  the  worst  sorts  of 
deal.  Of  authorities  quoted  by  Dr.  Royle  in  his 
article  on  the  suliject  in  Dr.  Kitto's  Cyclopaxlia  (art. 
Eres),  two  only  ascribe  serviceable  qualities  to  the 
cedar-wood,  whether  grown  in  England  or  in  sjieci- 
mens  brought  from  the  ancient  cedar  grove  on  .Mount 
Lebanon.  Accordingly,  Celsius  in  his  Hierohotan 
icon  has  endeavored  to  prove  that  by  the  cedar  of 
Scripture  is  meant  the  Pinus  sylvestris  or  Scotch 
fir,  and  that  by  "  fir "  is  intended  the  cypress. 
Others  have  supposed  that  the  Sandarac  tree,  the 
citrus  of  Pliny,  CoUitris  qundnvalris,  or  Thuja 
articulnta,  represents  the  cedar,  llie  tinil)er  of 
this  tree  is  extremely  hard  and  durable :  the  roof 
of  the  mosque  of  Cordova,  built  in  the  9th  century, 
is  constructed  of  it,  which  was  formerly  sujiposed 
from  the  Spanish  name  alerce  to  have  been  made 
of  larch  (Cook,  Sketclies  in  Sjjain,  p.  5,  and  note; 


also  are  longer  and  more  distinctly  8-8ided.    The  wood 
of  both  is  extremely  resinous. 
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son,  Ilandh.  of  Arch.  i.  456).  Besides  these 
tre^,  the  Cephaloniau  pine,  the  common  yew,  Taxus 
baccata,  and  the  juniper  cedar,  Cedrus  bnccifera,  or 
oxycedrtis,  each  of  them  possesses  qualities  which 
answer  to  some  at  least  of  those  ascribed  to  the 
cedar.  The  opinion  of  Celsius  is  founded  in  great 
measure  on  the  use  by  the  Arabs  and  Arabic  writers 

of  the  word  '\\\,  arz,  evidently  the  equivalent  of 

T^S,  erez,  to  express  the  cedar  of  Lebanon,  and 
also  at  Aleppo  the  Pinus  sylvegtris,  which  is  abun- 
dant both  near  that  city  and  on  Lebanon.  A  sim- 
ilar argument  will  apply  also  to  the  Thuja  articulata 
of  Mount  Atlas,  which  is  called  by  the  Arabs  el- 
arz,  a  name  which  led  to  the  mistake  as  to  the  ma- 
terial of  the  Cordova  roof  from  its  similarity  to 
the  Spanish  alerce  (Niebuhr,  Descr.  de  I' Arable, 
p.  131,  (fee,  and  Questions,  xc.  p.  109,  &c. ;  Pliny, 
IT.   N.  xiii.  11,  15;    Kitto,   £res,    Thuja;   Hay, 
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West.  Barb.  c.  iv.  49;  Gesen.  p.  148,  who  rqecU 
the  opinion  of  Celsius;  Winer,  s.  v.). 

It  may  be  obsened,  (1.)  That  unsuccessful  exper- 
iments on  English-growni  cedar,  or  on  wood  derived 
from  the  trees  of  the  ancient  cedar  grove  of  Leba- 
non, do  not  as  yet  invalidate  all  claim  of  the  cedar, 
whether  Lebanon  or  Deodara  cedar,  to  share  in  the 
quaUties  anciently  ascribed  to  it.  Besides  the  trees 
which  belong  to  the  one  grove  known  by  the  name 
of  "the  Cedars,"  groves  and  green  woods  of  cedar 
are  found  in  other  parts  of  the  range  (Buckingham, 

Travels  amonrj  Arabs,  p.  4G8;  £"w(/.  Cycl.  s.  v. 
Syria;  Robinson,  iii.  593;  Burckhardt,  Syiia,  p, 
19;  Loudon,  Arboretum,  vol.  iv.  pp.  2406,  2407; 
Celsius,  Hierobotanicon,  i.  89 ;  Belon,  Obs.  de  Ar- 
bmnbus  conif'eris,  ii.  162,  165,  106).  (2.)  That  it 
has  been  already  shown  that  the  Deodara  cedar 
certainly  possesses  in  a  remarkable  degree  the  prop- 
erty of  durability,  said  to  be  wanting  in  the  Leb- 


''j.'.tes;.' 


Ce  lars  of  Lsbanon.     (From  a  Photograph.) 
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ion  cedar.     But  (3.)  The  remains  of  wood  used 
the  Nineveh  palaces  were  supposed  by  Layard  to 
cedar,  a  supposition  confirmed  by  the  inscrip- 
ns,  which  show  that  the  Assyrian  kings  imported 
,ar  from  I>ebanon.     This  wood  is  now  proved  by 
icroscopic  examination  to  be  yew  (I.«ayard,  N.  and 
pp.  356,  357;  Loudon,  u.  s.  p.  2431). 
In  speaking,  therefore,  of  cedar  of  I-^;banon  used 
building  for  beams,  pillars,  or  ceihng  boards,  it 
probable  that  the  wood  of  more  than  one  tree 
employed,  but  mmer  the  one  name  of  cedar, 
that  the  trees  which  furnished  the  material 
!,  besides  the  Pinus  cedrus.  the  Cedrus  Deodara, 
le  yew,  {Taxus  baccata),  and  also  the  Scotch  pine 
(Pinus  sylvesttis).    The  Sandarac  tree  ( Th uja  artic- 
ulata) is  said  by  Van  Egmont  {Travek,  ii.  280)  to 
have  been  found  on  Lebanon,  but  no  hint  of  im- 
portation of  foreign  timlter  is  anywhere  given  in 
Scriptiu-e,  or  by  Josephus,  whilst  each  of  the  above- 
named  trees  grows  there  in  greater  or  less  abun- 
dance.    The  Pinus  sylcestris  may  have  furnished 
the  material  of  the  ship-ma.sts  mentioned  by  Eze- 


kiel ;  and  it  may  be  added,  that  the  LXX.  rend« 
"masts"  in  that  passage  by  Icttous  iXarlvovs, 
made  of  fir,  or  like  fir. 

But  there  is  another  use  of  cedar-wood  men- 
tioned in  Scripture,  namely,  in  purification  (Lev. 
xiv.  4;  Num.  xix.  0).  The  term  cedar  is  applied 
by  PUny  to  the  lesser  cedar,  oxycednis,  a  Phoenician 
juniper,  which  is  still  common  on  the  Lebanon, 
and  whose  wood  is  aromatic.  The  wood  or  fruit 
of  this  tree  was  anciently  burnt  by  way  of  per- 
fume, esi^ecially  at  funerals  (Phn.  H.  N.  xiii.  1,  5; 
Ov.  Fast.  ii.  558 ;  Hom.  Od.  v.  60).  Tlie  tree  is 
common  in  Egypt  and  Nubia,  and  also  in  Arabia, 
in  the  Wady  Mousa,  where  the  greater  cedar  is  not 
found.  It  is  obviously  likely  that  the  use  of  the 
more  common  tree  should  be  enjoined  while  the 
people  were  still  in  the  wilderness,  rather  than  of 
the  uncommon  (Shaw,  Travels^  p.  464;  Burck- 
hardt, Syria,  p.  430;  Russell,  Nubia,  p.  425). 

The  grove  of  trees  known  as  the  Cedars  of  Leb- 
anon consists  of  about  400  trees,  standing  quite 
alone  in  a  depression  of  the  mountain  with  no  trees 
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near,  about  6400  feet  above  the  sea,  and  3000  be- 
low the  summit.  About  11  or  12  are  very  large 
and  old,  25  large,  50  of  middle  size,  and  more  than 
300  younger  and  smaller  ones."  The  older  trees 
have  each  several  trunks  and  spread  themselves 
widely  round,  but  most  of  the  others  are  of  cone- 
like  form  and  do  not  send  out  wide  lateral  brancnes.'' 
In  1550  there  were  28  old  trees,  in  1739  Pococke 
counted  15,  but  the  number  of  trunks  makes  the 
operation  of  counting  uncertain.  They  are  re 
garded  with  much  reverence  by  the  native  inhab- 
itants as  living  records  of  Solomon's  power,  and 
the  Maronite  patriarch  was  formerly  accustomed  to 
celebrate  there  the  festival  of  the  Transfiguration 
at  an  altar  of  rough  stones.  Within  the  last  10 
years  a  chapel  has  been  erected  (Uobinson,  iii.  590, 
591;  Stanley,  S.  f  P.  p.  140).  H.  W.  P. 

There  can,  we  think,  be  little  doubt  that  the  He- 
brew word  erez  (T^S),  invariably  rendered  "cedar" 
by  the  A.  V.,  does  stand  for  that  tree  in  most  of 
the  passages  where  the  word  occurs.  The  erez,  or 
"  firmly  rooted  and  strong  tree,"  from  an  Arabic 
root  which  has  this  signification,"^  is  particularly  the 
name  of  the  cedar  of  Lebanon  {Cednis  Libani); 
but  that  the  word  is  used  in  a  wider  sense  to  denote 
other  trees  of  the  ConifercB,  is  clear  from  some 
Scriptural  passives  where  it  occurs.  For  instance, 
the  "  cedar  wood ' '  mentioned  in  Lev.  xiv.  6  can 
hardly  be  the  wood  of  the  Lebanon  cedars,  seeing 
that  the  Ctdrus  Libani  could  never  have  grown  in 
the  peninsula  of  Sinai,  where  the  Israelites  were  at 
the  time  the  law  for  the  cleansing  of  the  leper  was 
given;  nor  in  Egypt,  whence  they  had  departed 
"Cedars,"  says  Dr.  Hooker,  "are  found  on  the 
mountains  of  Algeria,  on  the  whole  range  of  Tau- 
rus, and  in  the  Kedisha  valley  of  Lebanon :  they 
have  also  l)een  observed  by  Ehrenberg  in  forests  of 
oak  between  Bsherre  and  Bshinnate."  There  is 
another  passage  (Ez.  xxvii.  5)  where  the  Tyrians 
are  said  to  have  made  use  of  "  cedars  of  Lebanon  " 
for  masts  of  ships,  in  which  perhaps  erez  denotes 
some  fir;  in  all  probabiUty,  as  Dr.  Hooker  con- 
jectures, the  Pinui  JIdkpengis,  which  grows  in 
Lebanon,  and  is  better  fitted  for  furnishing  ship- 
masts  than  the  wood  of  the  Cedrus  Libani.  With 
regard  to  the  objection  that  has  been  made  to  the 
wood  of  the  Cedrus  Libani  —  (see  Dr.  Lindley's 
remark  in  the  Gardener's  Chron.  i.  099,  "  the 
worthless  though  magnificent  cedar  of  Mount  Leb- 
anon ")  —  that  its  inferior  quality  could  never  have 
allowed  it  to  form  the  "cedar  pillars,"  Ac.  of 
Solomon's  temple,  it  may  be  obsen'ed  that  this  in- 
feriority applies  only  to  English  grown  trees,  and 
not  to  Lebanon  specimens.  At  the  same  time  it 
must  be  admitted  that,  though  the  wood  is  of  close 
grain,  it  hi\s  no  particular  quaUty  to  recommend  it 
for  building  purjxKjes;  it  wiis  probably,  therefore, 
not  very  extensively  used  in  the  construction  of  the 
Temple. 

The  Cedrm  Libani,  Pinits  Ilalepetuis,  and  Ju- 


CEDAR 

niperus  exceka,  were  probably  all  included  under 
the  term  erez ;  though  there  can  be  no  doubt  that 
by  this  name  is  more  especially  denoted  the  cedar  of 
Lebanon,  as  being  kot'  e|oxV  ^^^  firmest  and 
grandest  of  the  conifers. 

The  Piniis  sylvestris  is  by  old  writers  often  men- 
tioned as  one  of  the  pines  of  Lebanon;  but  Dr. 
Hooker  says  he  has  little  doubt  that  the  P.  Hale-- 
pensis  must  be  the  tree  meant,  for  the  P.  sylvestris 
("  Scotch  fir  ")  is  not  found  in  Lebanon  or  Syria. 

The  claim  of  the  Deodar  to  represent  a  Bible 
Conifer  may  be  dismissed  at  once.  Deodars  are 
not  found  nearer  to  the  I^banon  than  within  a  dis- 
tance of  several  hundred  miles.  As  to  the  "  cedar 
wood  "  used  in  purifications,  it  is  probable  that  one 
of  the  smaller  junipers  is  intended  {J.  sabina  ?), 
for  it  is  doubtful  whether  the  Juniperui  ezcelta 
exists  at  all  in  Arabia.     [Juniper.] 

Dr.  Hooker  has  favored  us  with  the  following 
valuable  communication  relative  to  the  true  cedars 
of  Lebanon:  "As  far  as  is  at  present  known,  the 
cedar  of  Lebanon  is  confined  in  SjTia  to  one  valley 
of  the  Lebanon  range,  namely,  that  of  the  Kedisha 
river,  which  flows  from  near  the  highest  point  of 
the  range  westward  to  the  Mediterranean,  and 
enters  the  sea  at  the  port  of  Tripoli.  The  grove 
is  at  the  very  upper  part  of  the  vaUey,  about  15 
miles  from  the  sea,  6000  feet  above  that  level,  and 
their  position  is  moreover  above  that  of  all  other 
arboreous  vegetation.  The  valley  here  is  very  broad, 
open,  and  shallow,  and  the  grove  forms  a  mere 
speck  on  its  flat  floor.  The  mountains  rise  above 
them  on  the  N.  E.  and  S.  in  steep  stony  slopes, 
without  precipices,  gorges,  ravines,  or  any  other 
picturesque  features  whatever.  Nothing  can  be 
more  dreary  than  the  whole  surrounding  landscape. 
To  the  W.  the  scenery  abruptly  changes,  the  valley 
suddenly  contracts  to  a  gorge,  and  becomes  a  rocky 
ravine  of  the  most  picturesque  description,  with  vil- 
lages, groves,  and  convents  perched  on  its  flanks, 
base,  and  summits,  recalling  Switzerland  vividly 
and  accurately.  At  the  time  of  my  visit  (October, 
1860)  the  flanks  of  the  valley  about  the  cedars  were 
perfectly  arid,  and  of  a  pale  yellow  red;  and  the 
view  of  this  great  red  area,  perhaps  two  or  three 
miles  across,  with  the  minute  patch  of  cedar  grove, 
seen  from  above  and  at  a  distance  of  ten  miles  or 
so,  was  most  singular.  I  can  give  you  no  idea  of 
what  a  speck  the  grove  is  in  the  yawning  hollow. 
I  have  said  the  floor  of  the  valley  is  flat  and  broad ; 
but,  on  nearer  inspection,  the  cedars  are  found  to 
be  confined  to  a  smsill  portion  of  a  range  of  low 
stony  hills  of  rounded  outlines,  and  j)erhaps  60  to 
100  feet  above  the  plain,  which  sweep  across  the 
valley.  These  liills  are,  I  believe,  old  moraines,  de- 
posited by  glaciers  that  once  debouched  on  to  the 
plain  from  the  surrounding  tops  of  I^banon.  I 
have  many  reasons  for  believing  this,  as  also  for 
supposing  that  their  formation  dates  from  the  glacial 
epoch,  'fhe  restriction  of  the  cedars  to  these  mo- 
raines is  absolute,  and  not  without  analogy  in  re- 


a  *  Mr.  Jessup  (see  addition  to  this  article)  says 
that  the  largest  of  these  "  is  forty-eight  feet  in  circum- 
feronce,  and  the  remaining  eleven  vary  from  twenty  to 
thirty  feet"  (Hours  at  Home  for  March,  1867;  iv. 
408).  A. 

6  •Dr.  Thomson  (J/inrf  and  Book,  1.  297)  remarks 
on  a  striking  pccuUarity  in  the  shape  of  this  tree 
which  is  illustrated  by  the  engraving  here  given.  He 
sayg :  "  The  branches  are  thrown  out  horizontally  from 
the  parent  trunk.  These,  again,  part  into  limbs  which 
preserve  the  same  horizontal  direction,  and  so  on  down 


to  the  minutest  twigs,  and  even  the  arrangement  of 
the  clustered  leaves  has  tlic  same  general  tendency. 
Clhnb  into  one,  and  you  are  deliglited  with  a  succea 
sion  of  verdant  floors  spread  around  the  trunk,  and 
gradually  narrowing  as  you  ascend.  The  beautiful 
cones  seem  to  stand  upon,  or  rise  out  of  this  green 
flooring."  ■*. 

c  From  the  unused  root  T'^S,  t.  ?.  Arab.  Vj|,  eonr- 
traxit,  coUegit  Jirmairitque  se.     Oesen.  Thes.  «.  T. 
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gard  to  other  coniferous  trees  in  Swiss  and  Hima- 
layan valleys." 

Dr.  Hooker  draws  attention  to  the  unfortunate 
disr^ard  shown  with  respect  to  the  seedUngs  an- 
nually produced  from  the  old  cedar-trees  in  Leb- 
anon. It  is  a  remarkable  but  lamentable  fact  that 
no  trees  are  seen  much  less  than  50  years  old! 
The  browsing  goats  and  the  drought  destroy  all  the 
young  SeedUngs ;  and  it  is  a  sad  pity  that  no  means 
are  adopted  to  encourage  their  growth,  which  might 
easily  be  done  by  fencing  and  watering." 

W.  H. 

*  It  has  been  popularly  supposed  and  often  as- 
serted (even  by  Stanley,  S.  cf  P.  p.  140,  3d  ed.) 
that  the  B'sherreh  grove  above  described  was  the 
only  remaining  representative  of  the  ancient  "  cedars 
of  Lebanon,"  though  Seetzen  found  cedars  to  the 
number  of  several  thousands  at  Etnub,  north  of 
Ehden,  and  speaks  of  two  other  groves  which  he 
did  not  personally  visit  (Kob.  Later  Bibl.  Res.  iii. 
593).  Ehrenberg  also  in  1823  found  the  cedar 
growing  abundantly  on  those  parts  of  the  Lebanon 
range  which  lie  north  of  the  road  between  Ba'albek 
and  Tripoli  (Kob.  ibkl.).  More  recently,  other 
large  groves  were  described  by  Berggren  and  the 
botanist  Bov^  (Hitter,  Erdk.  xvii.  038).  But  we  are 
indebted  for  the  fullest  information  on  this  subject 
to  the  Rev.  Henry  H.  Je.ssup,  an  American  mis- 
sionary in  Syria,  who  has  visited  and  described  no 
less  than  "  eleven  distinct  groves  of  cedars  in 
Mount  Lebanon,  two  of  them  of  great  size  and 
numbering  thousands  of  trees.  Five  of  these 
groves  are  in  Northern  and  six  in  Southern  Leb- 
anon, and  their  situation  and  relative  altitude  above 
the  sea,"  ilr.  Jessup  remarks,  "are  such  as  to  in- 
dicate that  at  some  time  in  the  past,  the  whole 
Lebanon  range,  at  an  average  height  of  from  3000 
to  7000  feet  above  the  sea,  was  covered  with  forests 
of  this  imperial  tree."  (See  his  article  on  the 
"Cedar  Forests  in  Mount  Lebanon"  in  Hours  at 
Home  for  March  and  April,  1867;  iv.  405  flf.,  499 
ff.) 

Of  the  groves  in  Northern  Lebanon  the  most 
remarkable,  besides  the  famous  B'sherreh  grove,  is 
one  at  el-Hatlith,  first  visited  by  Mr.  Jessup  in 
1856,  in  which,  as  he  says,  "  the  trees  are  literally 
innumerable,  extending  for  a  mile  along  the  I'ange, 
and  containing  cedars  enough  to  buQd  a  city  of 
temples"  (Hours  at  Home,  iv.  409).  Jlr.  Tris- 
tram visited  the  same  pl:\ce  in  1864,  and  describes 
the  largest  of  the  trees  as  "  fifteen  or  eighteen  feet 
in  circumference,"  but  he  found  "none  that  ap- 
proached the  patriarchs  of  the  grove  either  in  size 
or  magnificence"  (Laiul  of  Israel,  p.  034,  2d  ed.). 

In  Southern  I>ebanon  there  was  a  forest  of  cedars 
a  few  years  ago  near  '^\in  Zehalteh,  con  tabling 
"more  than  10,000  trees,  many  of  them  of  im- 
mense size;  "  but  "the  Vandal  of  a  Sheik,"  as  Mr. 
Tristram  calls  him,  "  sold  them  to  a  native  specu- 
lator, who  cut  them  down  for  pitch."  The  stimips, 
however,  remain,  and  luxuriant  young  plants  are 
springing  up  on  ever}'  side.  Mr.  Jessup  visited  the 
place,  and  measured  one  stump  "  nearly  15  feet  in 
diameter"  {Hours  at  Home,  iv.  499).  Among  the 
more  remarkable  groves  now  flourishing  in  South- 
em  Lebanon  is  one  near  Maasir,  "  not  inferior  in 
interest  to  the  '  Cedars  of  the  Lord  '  themselves." 

n  See  Dr.  Hooker's  paper  "  On  the  Cedars  of  Leba- 
non, Taurus,  &c."  in  the  Nat.  Hist.  Review,  No.  v. 
p.  11. 

*  Dean  Stanley  has  a  beautiful  paragraph  (founded 
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It  contains  about  300  trees,  the  largest  measuring 
over  30  feet  in  circumference.  "  Perhaps  20  of 
them,"  says  3Ir.  Jessup,  "  will  measure  from  20  to 
25  feet  in  circumference,  and  almost  all  of  them 
are  Large  and  venerable  in  appearance.  There  is 
not  an  insignificant  tree  in  the  grove."  Near  el- 
Bariik  there  is  a  much  larger  grove  or  rather  forest, 
containing  thousands  of  trees.  They  cover  an  area 
of  nearly  one  hundred  acres  along  the  mountain 
side,  and  up  and  down  a  gradually  sloping  ravine. 
.  .  .  The  largest  of  the  trees  measure  in  girth 
about  20  feet,  and  they  vary  in  size  down  to  a  foot 
in  diameter."  Below  this,  at  about  fifteen  minutes' 
ride,  lies  the  northeastern  grove  of  el-Baruk,  on 
the  southern  side  of  a  deep  ravine,  containing 
about  200  noble  trees,  the  largest  24  feet  in  circum- 
ference. 

Mr.  Jessup  in  his  visits  to  these  groves  was  ac- 
companied by  Dr.  Post,  an  experienced  botanist, 
who  pronounces  the  trees  to  be  the  genuine  Pinu$ 
cedrus.  A. 

CE'DRON  (^  KfSpdip;  Alex.  [1  Mace.  xv. 
39,  KatSpov;  41,]  KeSpai:  [1  Mace.  xv.  39,  41,] 
Gedor  [but  Cedran,  ed.  1590,  as  in  xvi.  9]).  1. 
A  place  fortified  by  Cendebseus  under  the  orders  of 
king  Antiochus  (Sidetes),  as  a  station  from  which 
to  command  the  roads  of  Judaea  (1  Slacc.  xv.  39, 
41,  xvi.  9).  It  was  not  far  from  Jamnia  (Jabne), 
or  ii-om  Azotus  (Ashdod),  and  had  a  winter-torrent 
or  wady  (xeift-dpSovs),  on  the  eastward  of  it,  which 
the  army  of  the  Maccabees  had  to  cross  before  Cen- 
debaeus  could  be  attacked  (xvi.  5).  These  condi- 
tions are  well  fulfilled  in  the  modern  place  Katra 
or  Kutrah,  which  lies  on  the  maritime  plain  below 
the  river  Rubin,  and  three  miles  southwest  of  Akir 
(Ekron).  Schwarz  (p.  119)  gives  the  modem  nanie 
as  Kadrun,  but  this  wants  confirmation.  Ewald 
{Gesch.  iv.  390,  note)  suggests  Tell  el-Turmm,  five 
or  six  miles  further  south. 

2.  In  this  form  is  given  in  the  N.  T.  the  name 

of  the  brook  Kidron  ("!")"T|7  ^n3  =  "the  black 
torrent")  in  the  ravine  below  the  eastern  wall  of 
Jerusalem  (John  xviii.  1,  only).  Beyond  it  was 
the  garden  of  Gethsemane.  Lachmann,  with  AD 
[AS  A,  not  D,  see  below],  has  xf'fJ-o,ppovs  rod 
KfSpiiv;  but  the  Kec.  Text  with  B  [CL  and  most 
of  the  uncials]  has  rwy  KfSpwv,  i.  e.  "  the  brook 
of  the  cedars  "  (so  too  the  LXX.  in  2  Sam.  xv.  23). 
Other  MSS.  [as  Sin.  D]  have  the  name  even  so 
far  corrupted  as  tov  KeSpov,  cedri,  and  rwy  dev- 
Spwu.  In  English  the  name  is  often  erroneously 
read  (like  Cephas,  Cenchrese,  Chuza,  <fec.)  with  a 
soft  C ;  but  it  is  unnecessary  to  point  out  that  it 
has  no  connection  with  "  Cedar."     [Kidron.] 

G. 

CEIXAN  (KtXdv,  [Aid.  KeiKaV.']  Ciaso). 
Sons  of  Ceilan  andAzetas,  according  to  1  Eadh  v. 
15,  returned  with  Zorobatel  from  Babylon.  There 
are  no  names  corresponding  to  these  in  the' lists  of 
ILzra  or  Nehemiah. 

CEILING  (]J12P,  fi-om  ^SD :  iKoiXoardid- 
firjae,  1  K.  vi.  9 ;  to  cover  with  rafters^  Gesen.  p. 

695;  Scldeusner,  Lex.  V.  T.  KoiXotrr.,  or  ^"^nt^ 
(Ez.  xli.  16),  a  plank).     The' descriptions  of  Script- 


on  a  visit  to  the  cedars)  in  which  he  brings  togethw 
in  a  striking  picture  all  the  Scripture  allusions  to  this 
celebrated  forest  (Notices  of  Looalilies,  g.  216  ff.). 
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ure  (1  K.  vi.  9,  15,  vii.  3;  2  Chr.  iii.  5,  9,  Jer. 
xxii.  14;  Hag.  i.  4),  and  of  Josephus  (Arit.  viii.  3, 
§§  2-9,  xv/11,  §  5),  show  that  the  ceilings  of  the 
Temple  and  the  palaces  of  tlie  Jewish  kings  were 
formed  of  cedar  planks  applied  to  the  beams  or 
joints  crossing  from  wall  to  wall,  probably  with 
sunk  panels  {tpaTv^ixara),  edged  and  ornamented 
with  gold,  and  caned  with  incised  or  other  patterns 
{fiadvi,vKois  y\v(j>a7s),  sometimes  painted  (Jer. 
xxii.  14). 

It  is  probable  that  both  Egyptian  and  Assyrian 
models  were,  in  this  as  in  other  branches  of  archi- 
tectural construction,  followed  before  the  Roman 
period.  [Akchitectuke.]  The  construction  and 
designs  of  Assyrian  ceilings  in  the  more  important 
buildings  can  only  be  conjectured  (Layard,  Niti- 
eveh,  ii.  265,  289),  but  the  proportions  in  the  walls 
themselves  answer  in  a  great  degree  to  those  men- 
tioned in  Scripture  (Nin.  ami  Bab.  p.  fi42 ;  Fer- 
gusson,  Tlandbook  of  Architecture,  i.  201).  Ex- 
amples, however,  ai-e  extant  of  Egyptian  ceihngs  in 
stucco  painted  with  devices  of  a  date  much  earlier 
than  that  of  Solomon's  Temple.  Of  these  devices 
the  principal  are  the  guilloche,  the  chevron,  and 
the  scroll.  Some  are  painted  in  blue  with  stars, 
and  others  bear  representations  of  birds  and  other 
emblems  (Wilkinson,  Anc.  Egypt,  ii.  290).  Tlie 
excessive  use  of  vermilion  and  other  glaring  colors  in 
Roman  house-painting,  of  which  Vitruvius  at  a  later 
date  complains  (vii.  5),  may  have  been  introduced 
fix>m  Egypt,  whence  also  came  in  all  probability  the 
taste  for  vermilion  painting  shown  in  Jehoiakim's 
palace  (Jer.  xxiL  14;  Am.  iii.  15;  Wilkinson,  i. 
19).  See  also  the  descriptions  given  by  Athenseus 
(v.  p.  196)  of  the  tent  of  Ptolemy  Philadelphus,  and 
the  ship  of  I'hilopator  {ib.  p.  206),  and  of  the  so- 
called  sepulchres  of  the  kings  of  Syria  near  Tyxe 
(Hasselquist,  p.  165). 

The  panel  work  in  ceilings,  which  has  been  de- 
scribed, is  found  in  Oriental  and  North  African 
dweUings  of  late  and  modem  times.  Shaw  de- 
scribes the  ceilings  of  Moorish  houses  in  Barbary 
as  of  wainscot,  either  "  very  artfully  painted,  or 
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Panelled  ceiling  from  houso  in  Cairo.     (Lane,  Modern 
Egyptians.) 

ehe  thrown  into  a  variety  of  panels,  with  gilded 
mouldings  and  scrolls  of  the  Koran  intermixed  " 
{Travels,  p.  208).  Mr.  Porter  describes  the  ceil- 
ings of  houses  at  Damascus  as  delicately  painted, 
and  in  the  more  ancient  houses  with  "  arabesques 
encompassing  panels  of  blue,  on  which  are  inscribed 
verses  and  chapters  of  the  Koran  in  Arabic.  Also 
a  tomb  at  I'almyra,  with  a  stone  ceiling  l)eautifully 
panelled  and  painted  {Damascus,  i.  34,  37,  57,  60, 
232;  cf.  Dent.  vi.  9;  also  Lane's  Mod.  Egypt,  i. 
37,  38).  Many  of  the  rooms  in  the  Palace  of  the 
Moors  at  the  Alhambra  were  ceiled  and  ornamented 
with  the  richest  geometrical  patterns.  ITiese  still 
remain,  and  restorations  of  them  may  be  seen  at 
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the  Alhambra  Court  of  the  Crystal  Palace.  The 
ancient  Egyptians  used  colored  tiles  in  their  build- 
ings (Athen.  v.  206;  Wilkinson,  ii.  287).      The 


(Lane,  Modem 


Panelled  ceiling  from  house  iu  Cairo. 
Egyptiaris.) 

like  taste  is  observed  by  Chardin  to  have  prevailed 
in  Persia,  and  he  mentions  beautiful  specimens  of 
mosaic,  arabesque,  and  inlaid  wood-work  in  ceilings 
at  Ispahan,  at  Koom  in  the  mosque  of  Fatima,  and 
at  Ardevil.  These  ceilings  were  constructed  on 
the  ground  and  hoisted  to  their  position  by  ma- 
chinery (Chardin,  Voyage,  ii.  434,  iv.  126,  vii. 
387,  viii.  40,  plate  39;  Olearius,  p.  241). 

H.  W.  P. 

*  CELLARS.     [JoASH,  No.  7.] 
CELOSYR'IA.     [CasLESYKiA.]     • 
CEN'CHREA  (accurately  CEN'CHREJB, 

K«7/cp60i':  [Cenchrai]),  the  eastern  harbor  of  Cor- 
inth («'.  c.  its  harbor  on  the  Saronic  Gulf)  and  the 
emporium  of  its  trade  with  the  Asiatic  shores  of 
the  Mediterranean,  as  Lechasum  (Lutrdki)  on  the 
Corinthian  Gulf  connected  it  with  Italy  and  the 
west.  A  line  of  walls  extended  from  the  citadel 
of  Corinth  to  Lechajum,  and  thus  the  pass  of  Ceu- 
chreae  was  of  peculiar  military  importance  in  refer- 
ence to  the  approach  along  the  Isthmus  from 
Northern  Greece  to  the  Morea.     [Corinth.] 

St.  Paul  sailed  from  Cenchrese  (Acts  xviii.  18) 
on  his  return  to  Syria  from  his  second  missionary 
journey;  and  when  he  wrote  his  epistle  to  the 
Romans  in  the  course  of  the  third  journey,  an  or- 
ganized church  seems  to  have  been  formed  here 
(Rom.  xvi.  1.  See  Pikebe).  The  first  bishop  of 
this  church  is  said  {Ajwst.  Const,  vii.  46)  to  have 
been  named  Lucius,  and  to  have  been  apjxiinted  by 
St.  Paul. 

The  distance  of  Cenchreae  from  Corinth  was  70 
stadia  or  atout  nine  miles.  Pausanias  (ii.  3)  de- 
scribes tlie  road  as  having  tombs  and  a  grove  of 
cypresses  by  the  wayside.  The  modem  village  of 
Kikries  retains  the  ancient  name,  which  is  conjec- 
tured by  Dr.  Sibthorpe  to  be  derived  from  the  mil- 
let {KeyKpi),  whicli  still  grows  there  (Walpole's 
Travels,  p.  41).  Some  traces  of  the  moles  of  the 
port  are  still  visible  (see  Leake's  Morea,  iii.  pp. 
23.3-235).  The  following  coin  exhibits  the  port 
exactly  as  it  is  descril)ed  by  Pausanias,  witii  a  tem- 
ple at  the  extremity  of  each  mole,  and  a  statue  of 
Neptune  on  a  rock  between  them.  J.  S.  H. 

*  K(Kxf>its  is  the  Noilgar  form,  but  in  modern 
Greek  the  educated  still  write  Kevxpfo/  (Rangabes, 
TO  'EAAtjviko,  ii.  318).  It  is  situated  near  the 
mouth  of  a  little  river  which  l)ears  the  same  name, 
as  does  also  the  bay  (xoAirdj)  into  which  the  rivfw 
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empties.  It  is  a  little  south  of  Kalamaki,  the 
eastern  station  of  the  steamers,  and  therefore  under 
the  traveller's  eye  who  crosses  the  isthmus.  ^\'Tien 
Paul  was  there  he  saw  the  place  fuU  of  the  monu- 
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Colonial  Coin  of  Corinth.  On  the  obverse  the  head 
of  Antoninus  Pius  ;  on  the  reverse  the  port  of  Cen- 
chre«e,  with  c.  l.  i.  c,  that  is,  colonia  lavs  fvlia 

CORIXTHOS. 

ments  of  idolatry.  On  the  road  thither  from  Cor- 
inth he  passed  a  temple  and  statue  of  Minerva. 
In  the  harbor  itself  was  a  shrine,  and  a  figure  of 
Aphrodite  in  marble,  a  brazen  image  of  Neptune 
holding  a  trident  in  one  hand  and  a  dolphin  in  the 
other,  and  temples  of  Asclepius  and  Isis.  The 
Greek  mythology  made  Cenchrius,  a  son  of  Nejv 
tune,  founder  of  Cenchreae,  but  in  that  may  only 
have  ennobled  some  trivial  name  already  in  use 
(Rangabes,  as  above).  H. 

CENDEBE'US  (accurately  CENDEB^'- 
US,  K€i/5e/3oros;  [Sin.  in  1  Mace.  xvi.  1,  8,  Ae- 
fiaios,  Aai^eos-  Cerukbmiis]),  a  general  left  by 
Antiochus  VII.  in  command  of  the  sea-board  of 
Palestine  (1  Mace.  xv.  38  ff.)  after  the  defeat  of 
Tryphon,  B.  c.  1.38.  He  fortified  Kedron  and 
harassed  the  Jews  for  some  time,  but  was  after- 
wards defeated  by  Judas  and  John,  the  sons  of  Si- 
mon Maccabseus,  with  great  loss  (1  Mace.  xvi.  1- 
10).     [A>TiocHtTs  VII.]  B.  F.  W. 

CESSER  (nnnp  and  n-l^pa  :  in  LXX. 
mostly  irvpfTov,  but  also  QviffKj)  and  dvfjuariipiov- 
thuribulum).      The  former  of  the  Hebrew  words 

(from  i^^n,  to  seize  or  lay  hold  of,  especially  of 
fire)  seems  used  generally  for  any  instrument  to 
seize  or  hold  burning  coals,  or  to  receive  ashes,  &c., 
such  as  the  appendages  of  the  brazen  altar  and 
golden  candlestick  mentioned  in  Ex.  xxv.  38, 
xxxvii.  23,  in  which  senses  it  seems  rendered  by 
the  LXX.  by  iirapvffTpis,  eirapva-r-fip,  or  perhaps 
virdBe/xa-  It,  however,  generally  bears  the  limited 
meaning  which  properly  belongs  to  the  second  word, 
found  only  in  the  later  books  (c.  ff.  2  Chr.  xxvi.  19 ; 

Ez.  viii.  11),  (der.  H^bp,  incense),  that,  namely, 
of  a  small  portable  vessel  of  metal  fitted  to  receive 
burning  coals  from  the  altar,  and  on  which  the  in- 
cense for  burning  was  sprinkled  by  the  priest  to 
whose  office  this  exclusively  belonged,  who  bore  it 
in  his  hand,  and  with  whose  personal  share  in  the 
most  solemn  ritual  duties  it  was  thus  in  close  and 
vivid  connection  (2  Chr.  xxvi.  18;  Luke  i.  9). 
Thus  "  Korah  and  his  company  "  were  bidden  to 


a  Gesenius  8.  v.  njTin^  seems  to  prefer  the  gen- 
eral meaning  of  a  fire-shovel  in  this  passage ;  but,  from 
Num.  xvi.  17,  it  was  probably  the  same  fashion  of 
thing  as  that  used  by  Aaron  in  the  priestly  function. 
Nor,  as  the  rebellion  was  evidently  a  deliberately  con- 
»rted  movement,  is  there  any  difficulty  in  supposing 
the  amount  of  preparation  suggested  in  the  text. 

The  word  for  censer  here  is  Ai/Savwroj,  from  the 


take  "  censers,"  with  which  in  emulation  of  Aaron 
and  his  sons  they  had  perhaps  provided  themselves  " 
(comp.  Ez.  viii.  11);  and  Moses  teUs  Aaron  to  take 
"iAe  censer"  (not  a  as  in  A.  V.),  i.  e.  that  of  the 
sanctuary,  or  that  of  the  high-priest,  to  stay  the 
plague  by  atonement.  The  only  distinct  precepts 
regarding  the  use  of  the  censer  are  found  in  Num. 
iv.  14,  where  among  the  vessels  of  the  golden  altar, 
i.  e.  of  incense,  "censers"  are  reckoned;  and  in 
I>ev.  xvi.  12,  where  we  find  that  the  high-priest 
was  to  carry  it  (here  also  it  is  "  the  "  not  "  n  cen- 
ser" that  he  is  ordered  to  "take")  into  the  most 
holy  place  within  the  vail,  where  the  "  incense " 
was  to  be  "put  on  the  fire,"  i.  e.  on  the  coals  in 
the  censer,  "before  the  Lord."  This  must  have 
been  on  the  Day  of  Atonement,  for  then  only  was 
that  place  entered.  Solomon  prepared  "  censers  of 
pure  gold  "  as  part  of  the  same  furniture  (1  K.  vii. 
50;  2  Chr.  iv.  22).  Possibly  their  general  use  may 
be  explained  by  the  imagery  of  Eev.  viii.  3,  4,*  and 
may  have  been  to  take  up  coals  from  the  brazen 
altar,  and  convey  the  incense  while  burning  to  the 
"  golden  altar,"  or  "  altar  of  incense,"  on  which  it 
was  to  be  offered  morning  and  evening  (Ex.  xxx. 
7,  8).  So  Uzziah,  when  he  was  intending  "to 
burn  incense  upon  the  altar  of  incense,"  took  "  a 
censer  in  his  hand  "  (2  Chr.  xxvi.  16,  19).  The 
Mishna  (Joma,  iv.  4)  mentions  a  silver  censer 
which  had  a  handle,  and  was  fetched  from  some 
chamber  where  such  utensils  were  kept  {ib.  v. 
1,  and  Bartenora's  comment);  and  was  used  to 
gather  the  coals  from  the  altar,  which  were  then 
transferred  to  a  golden  censer.  On  the  great  Day 
of  Atonement,  however,  a  golden  one  of  finer  stand- 
ard {Tamid,  v.  5)  was  used  tlu-oughout.  The 
word  Ovfiiar-iipiov,  rendered  "  censer  "  in  Heb.  ix. 
•i,  probably  means  the  "  altar  of  incense."  =  [Al- 
tar.] (In  Ugolini,  vol.  xi.  a  copious  collection  of 
authorities  on  the  subject  will  be  found;  Sonne- 
schmid  de  Thym.  Sanct.  is  referred  to  by  Winer, 
s.  V.  Rauchfass.)  H.  H. 

CENSUS  OV^^^,  or  TT^^%  numbenng 
combined  mth  lustration,  from  '^\2^,  survey  in  or- 
der to  purge,  Gesen.  1120:  LXX.  ipidfiis;  N.  T., 
awoypa(l)'fi  •  dinumeratio,  descriptio).  I.  Moses 
laid  down  the  law  (Ex.  xxx.  12,  13)  that  whenever 
the  people  were  numbered,  an  offering  of  |  a  shekel 
should  be  made  by  every  man  above  20  years 
of  age  by  way  of  atonement  or  propitiation.  A 
previous  law  had  also  ordered  that  the  firstborn  of 
man  and  of  beast  should  be  set  apart,  as  well  as 
the  first  fruits  of  agricultural  produce ;  the  first  to 
be  redeemed,  and  the  rest  with  one  exception 
offered  to  God  (Ex.  xiii.  12,  13,  xxii.  29).  The 
idea  of  lustration  in  connection  with  numbering 
predominated  also  in  the  Roman  census  {Diet,  of 
Antiq.  s.  v.  Lustrian),  and  among  Mohammedan 
nations  at  the  present  day  a  prejudice  exists  against 
numbering  their  possessions,  especially  the  fruits  of 
the  field  (Hay,  Western  Barbary,  p.  15;  Crichton, 
Arabia,  ii.  180;  see  also  Lane,  Mod.  Egypt,  ii.  72, 


kCpa.v(K  of  Matt.  ii.  11 ;   in  Rev.  v.  8,  (pidXr)  is  used 
apparently  to  mean  the  same  vessel. 

c  This  word  imdeniably  bears  this  sense  in  Joeeph. 
Ant.  iii.  8,  §  3,  who  gives  it  similarly  the  epithet 
XpvtTovv ;  as  also  in  Philo,  De  Vit.  Mos.  p.  668,  ed. 
Paris.  It  thus  becomes  =  9v<na<TTrjpi.ov  ^/liia^iaTO?, 
the  expression  for  the  same  thing  in  LXX.,  Ex.  xxx- 
1,  but  its  simpler  meaning  is  merely  that  of  an  "  in- 
strument for  the  evfiiaiia  (incense),"  and  thus  either 
censer,  or  incense  altar.     See  also  1  Mace.  1.  21,  22. 
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73).     The  instances  of  numbering  recorded  in  the 
0.  T.  are  as  follows : 

1.  Under  the  express  direction  of  God  (Ex. 
xxxviii.  20),  in  the  3d  or  4th  month  after  the  Ex- 
odus, during  the  encampment  at  Sinai,  chiefly  for 
the  purpose  of  raising  money  for  the  Tabernacle. 
The  numbers  then  taken  amounted  to  603,550 
men,  which  may  be  presumed  to  express  with 
greater  precision  the  round  numbers  of  600,000 
who  are  said  to  have  left  Egj-pt  at  first  (Ex.  xii. 
37). 

2.  Again,  in  the  2d  month  of  the  2d  year  after 
the  Exodus  (Xum.  i.  2,  3).  This  census  was  taken 
for  a  double  purpose,  (a.)  to  ascertain  the  number 
of  fighting  men  from  the  age  of  20  to  50  (Joseph. 
Ant.  iii.  12,  §  4).  The  total  number  on  this  occa- 
sion, exclusive  of  the  Levites,  amounted  at  this  time 
also  to  603,550  (Num.  ii.  32),  Josephus  says  603,- 
650;  each  tribe  was  numbered,  and  placed  under  a 
special  leader,  the  head  of  the  tribe,  (b.)  To  as- 
certain the  amount  of  the  redemption  offering  due 
on  account  of  all  the  first-torn  both  of  persons  and 
cattle.  Accordingly  the  numbers  were  taken  of  all 
the  first-bom  male  persons  of  the  whole  nation  above 
one  month  old^  including  all  of  the  tribe  of  Levi 
of  the  same  age.  The  Levites,  whose  numbers 
amounted  to  22,000,  were  taken  in  lieu  of  the  first- 
bom  males  of  the  rest  of  Israel,  whose  numbers 
were  22,273,  and  for  the  surplus  of  273  a  money 
payment  of  1365  shekels,  or  5  shekels  each,  was 
made  to  Aaron  and  his  sons  (Num.  iii.  39,  51). 
If  the  numbers  in  our  present  copies,  from  which 
those  given  by  Josephus  do  not  materially  differ, 
be  correct,  it  seems  Ukely  that  these  two  number- 
ings  were  in  fact  one,  but  applied  to  different  pur- 
poses. We  can  hardly  otherwise  account  for  the 
identity  of  numbers  even  within  the  few  months 
of  interval  (Calmet  on  Num.  i.  Pictorial  Bible, 
ibid.).  It  may  be  remarked  that  the  system  of 
appointing  head  men  in  each  tribe  as  leaders,  as 
well  as  the  care  taken  in  preserving  the  pedigrees 
of  the  families  corresponds  with  the  practice  of  the 
Arab  tribes  at  the  present  day  (Crichton,  Arabia, 
ii.  185,  186;  Niebuhr,  Descr.  de  V Arable,  14; 
Buckingham,  Arab  Tribes,  88;  Jahn,  Ilist.  Book 
ii.  8,  11;  Malcolm,  Sketches  of  Persia,  xiv.  157, 
159). 

3.  Another  numbering  took  jdace  38  years  after- 
wards, previous  to  the  entrance  into  Canaan,  when 
the  total  number,  excepting  the  Levites,  amounted 
to  601,730  males,  showing  a  decrease  of  1,870.  All 
tribes  presented  an  increase  except  the  following: 
Eeuben,  [showing  a  decrease]  of  2,770;  Simeon, 
37,100;  Gad,  5,150;  Ephraim  and  Najjhtali,  8,000 
■each.  The  tribe  of  Levi  had  increased  by  7.27 
i(Num.  xxvi.).  The  great  diminuti<m  which  took 
place  in  the  tribe  of  Simeon  may  pnAably  Ix;  as.- 
signed  to  the  plague  consequent  on  the  misconduct 
of  Zimri  (Calmet,  on  Num.  xxv.  9).  On  the  other 
Iiand,  the  chief  instances  of  increase  are  found  in 
Manasseh,  of  20,500;  Beryamin,  10,200;  Asher, 
11,900,  and  Issochar,  9,900.  None  were  mttntered 
at  this  census  who  liad  been  above  20  years  of  age 
:at  the  previous  one  in  the  2d  year,  excepting  Caleb 
:and  Joshua  (Jfum.  xxvi.  63-65). 

4.  The  next  formal  numbering  of  the  whole 
rpeople  was  in  Qie  reign  of  David,  who  in  a  moment 
lof  presumption,icontrary  to  the  advice  of  Joab,  gave 
■orders  to  number  tiie  people  without  requiring  the 
•tatutable  offering  of  J  a  shekel.  The  men  of  Israel 
♦bove  20  years  of  .age  were  800,000,  and  of  Judah 
«00^00,  total  1,300,000.    The  book  of  Chron.  gives 
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the  numbers  of  Israel  1,100,000,  and  of  Judah 
470,000,  total  1,570,000;  but  informs  us  that  Leri 
and  Benjamin  were  not  numbered  (1  Chr.  xxi.  6, 
xxvii.  24).  Josephus  gives  the  numbers  of  Israel 
and  Judah  respectively  900,000  and  400,000  (2 
Sam.  xxiv.  1,  9,  and  Calmet,  ad  he. ;  1  Chr.  xxi 
1,  5,  xxvii.  24;  Joseph.  Ant.  vii.  13,  §  1.). 

5.  The  census  of  Uavid  was  completed  by  Solo- 
mon, by  causing  the  foreigners  and  remnants  of 
the  conquered  nations  resident  within  Palestine  to 
be  numbered.  Their  number  amounted  to  153,- 
600,  and  they  were  employed  in  forced  labor  on 
his  great  architectural  works  (Josh  ix.  27 ;  IK.  v. 
15,  ix.  20,  21;  1  Chr.  xxii.  2;  2  Chr.  ii.  17, 18). 

Between  this  time  and  the  Captivity,  mention  is 
made  of  the  numbers  of  armies  under  successive 
kings  of  Israel  and  Judah,  from  which  may  be 
gathered  with  more  or  less  probabiUty,  and  with 
due  consideration  of  the  circumstances  of  the  times 
as  influencing  the  numbers  of  the  levies,  estimates 
of  the  population  at  the  various  times  mentioned. 

6.  liehoboam  (u.  c.  975-958)  collected  from 
Judah  and  Beryamin  180,000  men  to  fight  against 
Jeroboam  (1  K.  xii.  21). 

7.  Abijam  (958-955),  with  400,000  men,  made 
war  on  Jeroboam  with  800,000,  of  whom  500,000 
were  slain  (2  Chr.  xiii.  3,  17). 

8.  Asa  (955-914)  had  an  army  of  300,000  men 
from  Judah,  and  280,000  (Josephus  says  250,000) 
from  Benjamin,  with  which  he  defeated  Zerah  the 
Ethiopian,  with  an  army  of  1,000,000  (2  Chr.  xiv. 
8,  9;  Joseph.  Ant.  \iii.  12,  §  1). 

9.  Jehoshaphat  (914-891),  besides  men  in  gar- 
risons, had  under  arms  1,160,000  men,  including 
perhaps  subject  foreigners  (2  Chr.  xvii.  14-19; 
Jahn,  Hist.  v.  37). 

10.  Amaziah  (838-811)  had  from  Judah  and 
Benjamin  300,000,  besides  100,000  mercenaries 
from  Israel  (2  Chr.  xxv.  5,  6). 

11.  Uzziah  (811-759)  could  bring  into  the  field 
307,500  men  (307,000,  Josephus),  well  amied,  imder 
2600  ofiicers  (2  Chr.  xxvi.  11-15 ;  Joseph.  Ant.  ix. 
10,  §  3). 

Besides  these  more  general  statements,  we  have 
other  and  partial  notices  of  numbers  indicating 
population.  Thus,  {n.)  Gideon  from  4  tribes  col- 
lected 32,000  men  (Judg.  vi.  35,  vu.  3).  (6.) 
Jephthah  put  to  deatli  42,000  Ephraimites  (Judg. 
xii.  6).  The  numbers  of  Ephraim  300  years  before 
were  32,500  (Num.  xxvi.  37).  (c.)  Of  Benjamin 
25,000  were  slain  at  the  battle  of  Gibeah,  by  which 
slaughter,  and  that  of  the  inhabitants  of  its  cities, 
the  tribe  was  reduced  to  600  men.  Its  numbers 
in  the  wilderness  were  45,600  (Num.  xxvi.  41; 
Judg.  XX.  35,  40).  (f/.)  The  number  of  those  who 
joined  David  after  Saul's  death,  besides  the  tribe 
of  Issiichar,  was  340,922  (1  Chr.  xii.  2-3-38).  (e.)  At 
the  time  when  Jehoshaphat  could  muster  1,160,000 
•men,  Ahab  in  Israel  could  only  bring  7000  against 
the  Syrians  (1  K.  xx.  15).  (/)  The  numlicrs  car- 
ried captive  to  Babylon  n.  c.  599  from  Judah,  are 
sa^d  (2  K.  xxiv.  14,  16)  to  have  been  from  8000  to 
10,000,  by  Jeremiah  4000  (Jer.  Iii.  30). 

12.  The  number  of  those  who  returned  with 
Zerubbab«l  in  the  first  caravan  is  reckonwl  at  42,- 
360  (Ij:r.  ii.  64);  but  of  these  jK-rhaps  12,542 
l)ck)nged  to  otlier  tribes  than  Judah  and  licnjamin. 
It  is  th«8  that  the  difference  between  the  total 
(ver.  64)  and  the  several  details  is  to  lie  accoimted 
for.  The  purpose  of  this  census,  wliich  does  not 
materially  differ  from  the  st^itement  in  Neheniiah 
(Neh.  m.),  was  to  settle  with  reference  to  the  year 
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af  Jubilee  the  inheritances  in  the  Holy  Land,  which 
had  been  disturbed  by  the  Captivity,  and  also  to 
ascertain  the  family  genealogies,  and  ensure,  as  far 
as  possible,  the  purity  of  the  Jewish  race  (Ezr.  ii. 
59,  X.  2,  8,  18,  U;  I^v.  xxv.  10). 

In  the  second  caravan,  b.  c.  458,  the  number 
was  1,496.  Women  and  children  are  in  neither 
case  included  (Ezr.  viii.  1-14). 

It  was  probably  for  kindred  objects  that  the 
pedigrees  and  enumerations  which  occupy  the  first 
9  chapters  of  the  1st  book  of  Chronicles  were  either 
composed  before  the  Captivity,  or  compiled  after- 
wards from  existing  records  by  Ezra  and  others  (1 
Chr.  iv.  38,  3-2,  39,  v.  9,  vi.  57,  81,  vii.  28,  ix.  2). 
In  the  course  of  these  we  meet  with  notices  of  the 
numbers  of  the  tribes,  biit  at  what  periods  is  uncer- 
tain. Thus  Reuben,  Gad,  and  half  the  tribe  of 
Manasseh  are  set  down  at  44,700  (v.  18),  Issachar 
at  87,000  (vu.  5),  Benjamin  59,434  (vu.  7,  9,  11), 
Asher  26,000  (vii.  40).'  Besides  there  are  to  be 
reckoned  priests,  Levites,  and  residents  at  Jerusalem 
from  the  tribes  of  Benjamin,  Ephraim,  and  Manasseh 
(ix.  3). 

Throughout  all  these  accoimts  two  points  are 
clear.  1.  That  great  pains  were  taken  to  ascertain 
and  register  the  numbers  of  the  Jewish  people  at 
various  times  for  the  reasons  mentioned  above.  2. 
That  the  numbers  given  in  some  cases  can  with 
difficulty  be  reconciled  with  other  numbers  of  no 
very  distant  date,  as  well  as  with  the  presumed 
capacity  of  the  country  for  supporting  population. 
Thus  the  entire  male  population  above  20  years  of 
age,  excepting  Levi  and  Benjamin,  at  David's  cen- 
sus, is  given  as  1,300,000  or  1,570,000  (2  Sam. 
xxiv.  1 :  1  Chr.  xxi.),  strangers  153,600,  total 
1,453,600  or  1,723,000.  These  numbers  (the  ex- 
cepted tribes  being  borne  in  mind)  represent  a 
population  of  not  less  than  4  times  this  amount,  or 
at  least  5,814,000,  of  whom  not  less  than  2,000,000 
belonged  to  Judah  alone  (2  Sam.  xxiv.  9).  About 
100  years  after  Jehoshaphat  was  able  to  gather  from 
Judah  and  Bergamin  (including  subject  foreigners) 
an  army  of  1,160,000  besides  garrisons,  represent- 
ing a  population  of  4,640,000.  Fifty  j'ears  later, 
Amaziah  could  only  raise  300,000  from  the  same 
2  tribes,  and  27  years  after  this,  Uzziah  had  307,- 
500  men  and"  2,600  officers.  Whether  the  number 
of  the  foreigners  subject  to  Jehoshaphat  constitutes 
the  difference  at  these  periods  must  remain  uncer- 
tain. 

To  compare  these  estimates  with  the  probable 

capacity  of  the  country,  the  whole  area  of  Palestine, 

including  the  trans-Jordanic  tril^es,  so  far  as  it  is 

possible  to  ascertain  their  limits,  may  be  set  down 

as  not  exceeding  11,000  square  miles;  Judah  and 

Benjamin  at  3,135,  and  Galilee  at  930  sq.  miles. 

The  population,  making  allowance  for  the  excepted 

tribes,  would  thus  be  not  less  than  530  to  the 

square  mile.     Xow  the  population  of  Belgium  in 

1850  was  4,426,202,  or  at  the  rate  of  388  to  the 

sq.  mile,  the  area  being  alwut  11,400  sq.   miles. 

i     The  area  of  the  kingdom  of  Saxony  Ls  5,752  sq. 

i     miles,  and  its  population  in  1852  was  1,987,832,  or 

'     an  average  of  345|,  but  in  some  districts  500,  to 

J    the  sq.  mile.     The  counties  of  Yorkshire,  West- 

l    moreland  (the  least  populous  county  in  England), 

[    and  Lancashire,  whose  united   area  is  8,042  sq. 

i     miles,  contained  in  1852  a  population  of  3,850,215, 

1     or  rather  more  than  445  to  the  sq.  mile;  while  the 

I    county  of  [^ncashire  alone  gave  1,064  persons,  the 

West  Riding  of  Yorkshire  496,  and  Warwickshire 

539  to  the  sq.  mile.     The  island  of  Barbadoes  con- 
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tains  about  166  sq.  miles,  and  in  1850  contained 
a  population  of  145,000,  or  873  to  the  sq.  mile. 
The  population  of  Malta  in  1849  was  115,864,  or 
1,182  to  the  sq.  mile.  The  two  last  instances,  there- 
fore, alone  supply  an  average  superior  to  that 
ascribed  to  Palestine  in  the  time  of  David,  while 
the  average  of  Judah  and  Benjamin  in  the  time  of 
Jehoshaphat,  would  seem,  with  the  exception  men- 
tioned above,  to  give  1,480  to  the  sq.  mile,  a  popula- 
tion exceeded  only,  in  England,  by  the  county  of 
Middlesex  (0,683),  and  approached  by  that  of  Lan- 
cashire (1,064). 

But  while,  on  the  one  hand,  great  doubt  rests  on 
the  genuineness  of  numerical  expressions  in  0.  T. 
it  must  be  considered  on  the  other,  that  the  read- 
ings on  which  our  version  is  founded  give,  with 
trifling  variations,  the  same  results  as  those  pre- 
sented by  the  LXX.  and  by  Josephus  (Jahn,  v.  36 ; 
Wmer,  Zahlen ;  Glasse,  Phil.  Sacr.  de  caussis  cor- 
Tvjptmiis,  i.  §  23,  vol-  ii.  p.  189). 

In  the  list  of  cities  occupied  by  the  tribe  of  Judah, 
includmg  Simeon,  are  found  123  "  with  their  vii 
lages,"  and  by  Benjamin  26.  Of  one  city,  Ai, 
situate  in  Benjamin,  which  like  many,  if  not  all  the 
others,  was  waUed,  we  know  that  the  population, 
probably  exclusive  of  children,  was  12,000,  whilst 
of  Gibeon  it  is  said  that  it  was  larger  than  Ai 
(Josh.  viii.  25,  29,  x.  2,  xv.  21-62,  xviii.  21-28, 
xix.  1-9).  If  these  "cities"  may  be  taken  as 
samples  of  the  rest,  it  is  clear  that  Southern  Pales- 
tine, at  least,  was  very  populous  before  the  entrance 
of  the  people  of  Israel. 

But  Josephus,  in  his  accounts  (1)  of  the  popula- 
tion of  Galilee  in  his  own  time,  and  (2)  of  the 
numbers  congregated  at  Jerusalem  at  the  time  of 
the  Passover,  shows  a  large  population  inhabiting 
Palestine.  He  says  there  were  many  cities  in 
Galilee,  besides  villages,  of  which  the  least,  whether 
cities  or  .villages  is  not  quite  certain,  had  not  less 
than  15,000  inhabitants  {B.  J.  iii.  3,  §  2,  4;  comp. 
Tac.  Hist.  v.  8).  After  the  defeat  of  Cestius,  A.  d. 
66,  before  the  formal  outbreak  of  the  war,  a  census 
taken  at  Jerusalem  by  the  priests,  of  the  numbers 
assembled  there  for  the  Passover,  founded  on  the 
number  of  lambs  sacrificed,  compared  with  the  prob- 
able number  of  persons  partaking,  gave  2,700,000 
persons,  besides  foreigners  and  those  who  were  ex- 
cluded by  ceremonial  defilement  (see  Tac.  Hist.  v. 
12).  In  the  siege  itself  1,100,000  perished,  and 
during  the  war  97,000  were  made  captives.  Besides 
these  many  deserted  to  the  Romans,  and  were  dis- 
missed by  them  {B.  J.  vi.  8,  9,  3).  These  numbers, 
on  any  supposition  of  foreign  influx  {6fj.6(pv\ov  oAA' 
ovK  eirix^piov)  imply  a  large  native  population; 
and  63  years  later,  in  the  insurrection  of  Barcho- 
chebas,  Dion  Cassius  says  that  50  fortified  towns 
and  980  villages  were  destroyed,  and  580,000  per- 
sons were  slain  in  war,  besides  a  countless  multitude 
who  perished  by  famine,  fire,  and  disease,  so  that 
Palestine  became  almost  depopulated  (Dion  Cas" 
Ixix.  14). 

I^astly,  there  are  abundant  traces  throughout  the 
whole  of  Palestine  of  a  much  higher  rate  of  fertility 
in  former  as  compared  with  present  times,  a  fertility 
remarked  by  profane  wTiters,  and  of  which  the 
present  neglected  state  of  cultivation  affords  no  test. 
This,  combined  with  the  positive  divine  promises  of 
populousness,  increases  the  probability  of  at  least 
approximate  correctness  in  the  foregoing  estimates 
of  population  (Tac.  Hist.  v.  6;  Amm.  Marc,  xiv 
8;  Joseph.  B.  J.  iii.  3;  St.  Jerome  on  Ezek.  xx., 
and  Rabbinical  authorities  in  Reland,  c.  xxvi. ;  Shaw, 
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Travek,  ii.  pt.  2,  c.  1,  pp.  336,  340,  and  275;  Has- 
selquist,  Travels,  pp.  120,  127,  130;  Stanley,  S.  f 
Pal.  pp.  120,  374  ;  Kitto,  Phys.  Geofjr.  p.  33 ; 
Raunier,  Paldsdna,  pp.  8,  80,  83,  App.  ix.  Comp. 
Gen.  xiii.  16,  xxii.  17;  Num.  xxiii.  10;  1  K.  iv. 
20;  Actsxii.  20). 

II.  In  N.  T.,  St.  Luke,  in  his  account  of  the 
"  taxing,"  says  a  decree  went  out  from  Augustus 
WKoypd^ecrQai  iraaav  r)]v  olKOv/jiftnriv  oSttj  tj  diro- 
ypacpi]  irpdrr)  eytvero  riyefj.ov(vovros  t?)s  'Svpias 
Kvp-nviov,  and  in  tlie  Acts  alludes  to  a  disturbance 
raised  by  Judas  of  Galilee  in  the  days  of  the 
"taxing"  (Luke  ii.  1;  Acts  v.  37). 

The  Roman  census  under  the  Republic  consisted, 
so  far  as  the  present  purpose  is  concerned,  in  an 
enrolment  of  persons  and  proi)erty  by  tribes  and 
households.  Every  paterfamilias  was  required  to 
appear  before  the  Censors,  and  give  his  own  name 
and  his  father's;  if  married,  that  of  his  wife,  and 
the  number  and  ages  of  his  children :  after  this  an 
account  and  valuation  of  his  property,  on  which  a 
tax  was  then  imposed.  By  the  lists  thus  obtained 
every  man's  position  in  the  state  was  regulated. 
After  these  duties  had  been  i)erformed,  a  lustrum, 
or  solemn  purification  of  the  people  followed,  but 
not  always  immediately  (Diet,  of  Aniiq.  arts.  Cen- 
sus, Litstrun ;  Dionys.  iv.  15,  22 ;  Cic.  de  Legg. 
iii.  3;  Dig.  50,  til.  15;  Cod.  11,  tit.  48;  Clinton, 
Fast.  Hell.  iii.  p.  457,  c.  10). 

The  census  was  taken,  more  or  less  regularly,  in 
the  provinces,  under  the  Republic,  by  provincial 
censors,  and  the  tribute  regulated  at  their  discretion 
(Cic.  Verr.  ii.  lib.  ii.  53,  56),  but  no  complete  census 
was  made  before  the  time  of  Augustus,  who  carried 
out  3  general  inspections  of  this  kind,  namely, 
(1)  B.  c.  28;  (2)  B.  c.  8;  (3)  a.  n.  14;  and  a 
partial  one,  A.  d.  4.  The  reason  of  the  partial  ex- 
tent of  this  last  was  that  he  feared  disturbances  out 
of  Italy,  and  also  that  he  might  not  appear  as  an 
exactor.  Of  the  returns  made,  Augustus  himself 
kept  an  accurate  account  {breviarium),  like  a  private 
man  of  his  property  (Dion  Cass.  liv.  35,  Iv.  13; 
Suet.  Aug.  27,  101;  Tac.  Ann.  i.  11;  Tab.  Ancyr. 
ap.  Tac.  ii.  188,  Emesti). 

A  special  assessment  of  Gaul  under  commissioners 
sent  for  the  purpose  is  mentioned  in  the  time  of 
Tiberius  (Tac.  Ann.  i.  31,  ii.  6  ;  Liv.  Ji:p.  134, 
136). 

The  difficulties  which  arise  in  the  passage  from 
St.  Luke  are  discussed  under  Cyhkmus. 

H.  W.  P. 

CENTURION.  [As  a  military  title,  see 
Akmy.  p.  364.] 

*  It  is  worth  notice  that  all  tlie  centurions  men- 
tioned in  the  N.  T.  of  whom  we  learn  any  thing 
beyond  the  strict  line  of  their  office,  appear  in  a 
favorable  light.  To  the  one  of  whom  we  read  in 
Matt.  viii.  5  ff.  the  Jews  bore  testimony  that  "  he 
loved  their  nation  and  had  built  them  a  synagogue." 
His  faith  and  humility  were  so  great  that  wlien 
Christ  proposed  to  come  and  heal  his  ser\^ant,  he 
repUed,  "  Lonl,  I  am  not  worthy  that  thou  shouldest 
come  under  my  roof;  but  S|)eak  the  word  only  and 
my  servant  shall  lie  healed."  He  had  been  boni 
a  heathen,  but  Christ  declared  of  him,  "  I  have 
lot  found  so  great  faith,  no,  not  in  Israel."  llie 
centurion  who  was  on  guard  at  the  time  of  the  cruci- 
fixion, saw  the  portentous  character  of  the  events 
which  accompanied  the  Saviour's  death  (Mark 
t\.  39;  Luke  xxiii.  47),  acknowledge<l  the  right- 
'ulness  of  his  claims,  and  confessed,  "  Truly  this 
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man  was  the  Son  of  God."  The  name  of  Cornelius 
(Acts  X.  1  fF.)  marks  a  distinct  period  in  the  history 
of  the  church.  Before  he  had  any  knowledge  of 
the  Gospel  he  had  renounced  idolatry  and  become 
a  worshipper  of  Jehovah  (t ucre/Srjj).  He  "  feared 
God  with  all  his  house,"  a))Ounded  in  alms-gning, 
and  had  a  "  good  repute  among  all  the  nation  of 
the  Jews."  His  praters  for  light  and  guidance 
were  heard  and  answered.  By  a  remarkable  ad- 
justment of  visions  and  providences  he  was  at  length 
honored  as  the  first  Gentile  convert  who  was  re- 
ceived into  the  church  under  such  circumstances  as 
to  settle  the  question  of  the  universahty  of  Christ's 
religion  and  its  independence  of  the  rites  of  Judaism. 
It  is  not  certain  that  Juhus,  Paul's  keeper  on  the 
journey  to  Rome  (Acts  xxvii.  1  ff.},  became  a 
Christian ;  but  he  is  described  as  a  model  of  cour- 
tesy and  kindness,  and,  as  may  be  inferred  from  the 
ascendency  which  the  apostle  gained  over  him 
during  the  voyage,  was  capable  of  appreciating  the 
noble  character  and  rare  endowments  of  his  pris- 
oner. H. 

CETHAS  [KTj^aj].     [Petee.] 

CE'RAS  {Kripds:  Car-ice),  1  Esdr.  v,  29. 
[Keros.] 

*  CE'SAR,  A.  V.  ed.  1611,  etc.    [C^ae.] 

*  CESARE'A,  A.  V.  ed.  1611,  etc.  [Ces- 
aeea.] 

CE'TAB  iK7iT<i&:  Cetha),  1  Esdr.  y.  30. 
There  is  no  name  corresponding  with  this  in  the 
lists  of  Ezra  and  Nehemiah. 

CHA'BRIS  CAjSp.'s,  [Xa$pis ;  Yat.  Sin.] 
Alex.  Xafipeis-  Vulg.  omits  [exc.  Jud.  viii.  10  (9) 
Chab)-i]),  the  son  of  Gothoniel  (6  rov  T.),  one  of 
the  three  "rulers"  i&pxovres),  or  "ancients" 
(irpfcr^vTfpoi)  of  Bethulia,  in  the  time  of  Judith 
(Jud.  vi.  15,  viii.  10,  x.  6). 

CHA'DIAS.  "  They  of  Chadias  (oi  XaStoffod 
[Alex.  OvxaSiacraf,  Aid.  ol  XaSias]),  and  Am- 
midioi,"  according  to  1  Esdr.  v.  20,  returned  from 
Babylon  with  Zorobabel.  There  are  no  correspond- 
ing names  in  Ezra  and  Nehemiah. 

*  Fritzsche  (J-'xeg.  llnndb.  in  loc.)  identifies 
Chadias  with  Kedesh,  Josh.  xv.  23.  A. 

*  CH^'REAS,  the  proper  orthography  for 
Cheeeas,  2  Mace.  x.  32,  37.  A. 

CHAFF  (tt'tt'P,  V^»  ]?^  '■  Chald.  "I^ll^: 
yvovs,  &X"P^^'  stijndn,  pulris,  favilla).  The  Heb. 
words  rendered  chuff  in  A.  V.  do  not  seem  to  have 
precisely  the  same  meaning:  It" tt'^P  =  rfry  gi'a$t, 
hay;  and  occurs  twice  only  in  0.  T.,  namely.  Is.  v. 
24,  xxxiii.  11.  The  root  t*  t?'n  is  not  used.  Prob- 
ably the  Sanskrit  hiLsch^hay,  is  the  same  word 
(Bopp,  Gloss,  p.  41). 

yiD  or  yT2  is  chaff  separated  by  winnowing 
from  the  grain  —  the  husk  of  the  wheat.  The  car- 
rying away  of  chaff  by  the  wind  is  an  ordinary 
Scriptural  image  of  the  destruction  of  tiie  wicked, 
and  of  their  jwwerlessness  to  resist  Goil's  judgments 
(Is.  xvii.  13;  Hos.  xiii.  3;  Zeph.  ii.  2  [Job  xxi. 
18;  Ps.  i.  4,  XXXV.  5;  Is.  xxix.  5]).     The  root  of 

the  word  is  Y^f^,  to  press  out,  as  of  milk ;  whenft 
its  second  meaning,  to  sejmrate. 

1^!^  is  rendered  strate  in  Ex.  v.  7,  10,  11,  Ac., 
and  stubble  in  Job  xxi.  18.     In  Ex.  v.  12,  we  read 
W\l,  stubble  for  str  ate ;  so  that  it  is  not 
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Ihe  same  as  stubble.  It  means  straw  cut  into  short 
portions,  in  wliich  state  it  was  mixed  with  the  mud 
of  which  bricks  were  made  to  give  it  consistency. 
In  1  K.  iv.  28,  mention  is  made  of  a  mixed  fodder 

for  horses  and  camels  of  barley  and  "l"!!!^,  such  as 
the  Arabs  call  tibn  to  this  day.  The  derivation  of 
the  word  is  doubtful.    Gesenius  was  of  opinion  that 

^Iin  was  for  n.^ZSi^,  from  root  1732,  to  build, 
in  reference  to  edifices  of  bricks  made  with  straw. 
Koediger  prefers  to  connect  it  with  ^3,  which 
properly  implies  a  separation  and  division  of  parts, 
and  is  thence  transferred  to  the  mental  power  of 

discernment;  so  that  ]5^  signifies  properly  any- 
thing cut  into  small  parts  (Gres.  Thes.  1492). 

The  Chaldaic  word  "1^17  occurs  but  once,  in  Dan. 

ii.  35.     It   is  connected  with  the  Syr.   jlQ_i 

and  Arab.  \  I  >.£;  i.  e.  a  straw  or  small  bit  of  chaff 

flying  into  and  uyuring  the  eye.  W.  D. 

CHAIN.     Chains  were  used,  (1)  a.s  badges  of 
office;  (2)  for  ornament;  (3)  for  confining  prisoners. 

(1.)  The  gold  chain  (~F^^"l)  placed  about  Joseph's 
neck  (Gen.  xli.  42),  and  that  promised  to  Daniel 
(Dan.  v.  7,  named  Tf'jpn),  are  instances  of  the 
first  use.  In  Egypt  it  was  one  of  the  insignia  of  a 
judge,  who  wore  au  image  of  truth  attached  to  it 
(Wilkinson's  Anc,  Egijpt.  ii.  26);  it  was  also  worn 
by  the  prime  minister.  In  Persia  it  was  considered 
not  only  as  a  mark  of  royal  favor  (Xen.  Anab.  i.  2, 
§  27),  but  a  tokun  of  hivestiture  (Dan.  I.  c. ;  Morier's 
Second  Journey,  p.  93).  In  Ez.  xvi.  11,  the  chain 
is  mentioned  as  the  symbol  of  sovereignty.  (2.) 
for  ornamental  purposes  were  worn  by  men 
I  well  as  women  in  many  countries  both  of  Europe 
Asia  (Wilkinson,  iii.  375),  and  probably  this 
1  the  case  among  the  Hebrews  (Prov.  i.  9).   The 

cklace  (PS^)  consisted   of  pearls,   corals,   <fec., 

led    on    a    string;    the    beads    were   called 

'*W'nn)  from  t^n,   to  perforate  (Cant.  i.  10, 

.V.  "chains,"  where  "of  gold  "  are  interpolated). 

sides  the  necklace,  other  chains  were  worn  (Jud. 
,  4)  hanging  down  as  far  as  the  waist,  or  even 

urer.     Some  were  adorned  with  pieces  of  metal, 

aped  in  the  form  of  the  moon,  named  □'^Din^ 
vflviffKOL,  LXX. ;  lunula,  Vulg. ;  round  tires  tike 
■  'moon,  A.  V.;  Is.  iii.  18);  a  similar  ornament, 
kilal,   still   exists   in   Egypt  (r>ane's    Modern 
ijptians,  App.  A.).    The  Midianites  adorned  the 
cks  of  their  camels  with  it  (Judg.  viii.  21,  26); 
Arabs  still  use  a  similar  ornament  (Wellsted,  i. 
W).     To  other   chains   were   suspended   various 

kets  — as  scent-bottles,  tt72|;n  "^JTlil  (tablets 
houses  of  the  soul,  A.  V.,  Is.  iii.  20),  and  mir- 
s,  D'^i'V^a  (Is.  m.23).  Step-chains,  PiMVI^ 
lUnJcling  ornaments,  A.  V.),  were  attached  to  the 
ankle-rings,  which  shortened  the  step  and  produced 
a  mincing  gait  (Is.  iii.  16,  18).     (3.)  The  means 
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"  "  Our  calcedoay  being  often  opalescent  — t.  e.  hav- 
«g  something  of  Pliny's  "  Carbuneulorum  ignes"  in 
It  —  got  confounded  with  the  Carchedouius  or  Punic 
sarbuncle  of  a  pale  color,  and  this  again  with  his  green 
Chaloedonius.     Kapxv^ovio^  and  KoAxijSdvio?  are  con- 


adopted  for  confining  prisoners  among  the  Jews 

were  fetters  similar  to  our  hand-cuffs  uD^PtTn? 
(ht.  two  brasses,  as  though  made  in  halves),  fast>- 
ened  on  the  wrists  and  ankles,  and  attached  to  each 
other  by  a  chain  (Judg.  xvi.  21 ;  2  Sam.  iii.  34 ; 
2  K.  XXV.  7;  Jer.  xxxix.  7).  Among  the  Romans, 
the  prisoner  was  hand-cuffed  to  one,  and  occasionally 
to  two  guards  —  the  hand-cuff  on  the  one  being 
attached  to  that  on  the  other  by  a  chain  (Acts  xii. 
6,  7,  xxi.  33  [xxviii.  16,  20;  Eph.  vi.  20;  2  Tim.  i. 
16];  Diet,  of  Ant.,  art.  Catena).  W.  L.  B. 

*  The  "chains"  (A.  V.)  with  which  the  Gad- 
arene  maniac  was  bound  (Mark  v.  3,  4)  were  ap- 
parently ropes  or  withes,  which  he  pulled  apart  in 
his  phrensy  (Sifffnao'dai),  while  he  crushed  or 
shivered  to  pieces  the  iron  fetters  {cruvrerpicpdai)- 
See  Fetters.  H. 

CHALCEDONY  (xaXKriSdiv :  chalcedonius), 
only  in  Rev.  xxi.  19,  where  it  is  mentioned  as  being 
the  stone  which  garnished  the  third  foundation  of 
the  heavenly  Jerusalem.  The  name  is  applied  in 
modern  mineralogy  to  one  of  the  varieties  of  agate ; 
specimens  of  this  sub-species  of  quartz,  when  of  a 
pearly  or  wax-like  lustre  and  of  great  translucency, 
are  known  by  the  name  of  chalcedony,  sometimes 
popularly  called  "  white  carnelian."  "  There  is  also 
a  stalactitic  form  found  occasionally  in  cavities. 
There  can,  however,  be  little  doubt  that  the  stone 
to  which  Theophrastus  {De  Lajnd.  §  25)  refers,  as 
being  found  in  the  island  opposite  Chalcedon  and 
used  as  a  solder,  must  have  been  the  green  trans- 
parent carbonate  of  copper,  or  our  copper  emerald. 
It  is  by  no  means  easy  to  determine  the  mineral 
indicated  by  Phny  {N.  H.  xxxvii.  5);  the  white 
agate  is  mentioned  by  him  {N.  H.  xxxvii.  10)  as 
one  of  the  numerous  varieties  of  Achates  (Agate), 
under  the  names  Cerachates  and  Leucackates.  The 
Chalcedonius  was  so  called  from  Chalcedon,  and 
was  obtained  from  the  copper-mines  there.  It  was  a 
smaU  stone  and  of  no  great  value ;  it  is  described 
by  Pliny  as  resembling  the  green  and  blue  tints 
which  are  seen  on  a  peacock's  tail,  or  on  a  pigeon's 
neck.  Mr.  King  (Antique  Gems,  p.  8)  says  it  was 
a  kind  of  inferior  emerald,  as  Pliny  understood  it. 

W.  H. 

*  Thomson  (Land  and  Book,  i.  437)  speaks 
of  this  mineral  as  not  uncommon  in  Syria.  In  one 
of  the  valleys  of  GaUlee  (3^^  hours  on  the  way  from 
Safed  to  Acre)  "  are  beautiful  geodes  of  chalcedony, 
which  I  have  spent  days,  first  and  last,  in  gathering. 
In  the  spring  of  1838  I  sent  four  donkey-loads  to 
Beirut,  and  from  there  they  have  been  dispersed  by 
friends  to  almost  every  part  of  the  world.  Some 
five  years  ago  I  discovered  a  new  locality  of  it  ex- 
tending from  Jisr  Kuraone,  below  Mushgarah,  quite 
up  to  the  south  end  of  the  Buk'ah,  at  Jub  Jennin. 
The  whole  country  there  for  many  miles  is  literally 
covered  with  these  geodes,  from  the  size  of  a  walnut 
to  that  of  a  large  melon.  I  have  discovered  jasper 
and  agate  in  great  variety  and  very  beautiful,  along 
the  southern  and  eastern  base  of  Mount  Casius,  and 
in  a  few  other  places.  Of  the  twelve  manner  of 
stones  in  the  breast-plate  of  the  high-priest  (Ex. 
xxviii.  17-20)  there  are  native  to  this  country  the 
jasper,  the  agate,  the  beryl,  and  the  sardius.     If 

tinually  interchanged  in  MS.  Marbodus  already  under- 
stood it  of  our  Calcedony,  as  shown  by  his  "  Pal- 
Icnsque  Chalcedonius  ignis  habet  effigiem."  —  C.  W 
King. 
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tbe  sapphire  is  the  lapis  lazuli,  it  is  also  met  with 
in  certain  parts  of  Syria." 

It  is  surprising  to  notice  with  what  famiUarity 
the  sacred  writers  refer  to  the  names  and  qualities 
of  precious  stones.  This  is  specially  true  of  John  in 
the  Apocalypse  (xxi.  18-21),  who  exhibits  a  knowl- 
edge of  such  matters  which  an  expert  only  in  this 
species  of  learning  among  us  would  be  expected  to 
possess.  But  in  the  East,  where  such  stones  abound 
and  are  applied  to  so  many  uses,  persons  of  the 
most  ordinary  intelligence  in  other  respects  show 
themselves  almost  the  equals  of  artisans  and 
scholars.  "  I  venture  to  say  "  (says  the  writer  just 
quoted),  "that  this  donkey-boy  coming  to  meet 
us  could  confound  nine-tenths  of  Bible-readers  in 
America  by  his  familiar  acquaintance  with  the 
names,  appearance,  and  relative  value  of  the  precious 
stones  mentioned  in  the  Word  of  God.  We  need 
not  be  surprised,  therefore,  at  the  constant  mention 
of  them  by  plain  and  unlettered  prophets  and 
apostles.  John  was  not  a  scholar  nor  a  lapidary, 
and  yet  he  is  perfectly  at  home  among  precious 
stones,  and  without  effort  gives  a  Ust  which  has 
puzzled  and  does  stUl  puzzle  our  wisest  scholars 
even  to  understand,  nor  are  they  yet  agreed  in 
r^ard  to  them.  In  our  translation,  and  in  every 
other  with  which  I  am  acquainted,  the  same  Hebrew 
word  is  made  to  stand  for  entirely  different  gems, 
and  lexicographers,  commentators,  and  critics  are 
equally  uncertain."  H. 

CHAL'COL,  1  K.  iv.  31.  [Calcol.] 
CHALDE'A,  more  correctly  CHALD^'A 
(C^'^ti^S  :  fj  XoASota:  Chaklcea)  is  properly  only 
the  most  southern  portion  of  Babylonia.  It  is  used, 
however,  in  our  version,  for  the  Hebrew  ethnic  ap- 
pellative Casdim  (or  "  Chaldaeans  " ),  under  which 
term  the  inhabitants  of  the  entire  country  are 
designated ;  and  it  will  therefore  here  be  taken  in 
this  extended  sense.  The  origin  of  the  term  is 
very  doubtful.      Casdim  has  been  derived  by  some 

from  Chesed  (11^^^),  the  son  of  Nahor  (Gen.  xxii. 
22) ;  but  if  Ur  was  ah«ady  a  city  "  of  the  Casdim  " 
before  Abraham  quitted  it  (Gen.  xi.  28),  the  name 
of  Casdim  cannot  possibly  have  been  derived  from 
his  nephew.  On  the  other  hand  the  term  ChaJdiea 
haa  been  connected  with  the  city  Knlwadha  (Chil- 
mad  of  Ezekiel,  xxvii.  23).  This  is  possibly  correct. 
At  any  rate,  in  searching  for  an  etymology  it  should 
be  borne  in  mind  that  KaMi  or  Kaldai,  not  Casdim, 
is  the  native  form. 

1.  Extent  and  boundaries.  —  The  tract  of  country 
viewed  in  Scripture  as  the  land  of  the  Chaldteans 
is  that  vast  alluvial  plain  which  has  been  formed 
by  the  deposits  of  the  Euphrates  and  the  Tigris  — 
at  least  so  far  as  it  lies  to  the  west  of  the  latter 
stream.  The  country  to  the  east  is  Elam  or 
Susiana;  but  the  entire  tract  between  the  rivers, 
as  well  as  the  low  country  on  the  Arabian  side  of 
the  Euphrates,  which  is  cultivable  by  irrigation 
from  that  stream,  must  be  considered  as  comprised 
within  the  (Jhaldoea  of  which  Nebuchadnezzar  was 
king.  This  extraordinary  flat,  unbroken  except  by 
the  works  of  man,  extends,  in  a  direction  nearly 
N.  W.  and  S.  E.,  a  distance  of  41K)  miles  along  the 
course  of  the  rivers,  and  is  on  the  average  alwut 
100  miles  in  width.  A  line  drawn  from  Hit  on 
Jie  Euphrates  to  'i'ekrit  on  the  Tigris,  may  be  con- 
sidered to  mark  its  northern  limits;  the  eastern 
boundary  is  the  Tigris  itself;  the  southern  the 
Pcniaa  Gulf;  on  the  west  its  boundary  is  some- 
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what  ill-defined,  and  in  fact  would  vary  according 
to  the  degree  of  skill  and  industry  devoted  to  the 
regulation  of  the  waters  and  tlie  extension  of  works 
for  irrigation.  In  the  most  flourishing  times  of 
the  Chaldffian  empire  the  water  seems  to  have  been 
brought  to  the  extreme  limit  of  the  alluvium,  a 
canal  having  been  cut  along  the  edge  of  the  ter- 
tiary formation  on  the  Arabian  side  throughout  its 
entire  extent,  running  at  an  average  distance  from 
the  Euphrates  of  about  30  miles. 

2.  General  character  of  the  country.  —  The 
general  aspect  of  the  country  is  thus  described  by 
a  modem  traveller,  who  well  contrasts  its  condition 
now  with  the  appearance  which  it  must  have  pre- 
sented in  ancient  times.  "  In  former  days,"  he 
says,  "  the  vast  plains  of  Babylon  were  nourished 
by  a  comphcated  system  of  canals  and  water  -courses, 
which  spread  over  the  surface  of  the  country  like  a 
net-work.  The  wants  of  a  teeming  popuktion  were 
suppUed  by  a  rich  soil,  not  less  bountiful  than  that 
on  the  banks  of  the  Egyptian  Nile.  Like  islands 
rising  from  a  golden  sea  of  waving  com,  stood 
frequent  groves  of  palm-trees  and  pleasant  gardens, 
affording  to  the  idler  or  traveller  their  grateful  and 
highly-valued  shade.  Crowds  of  passengers  hurried 
along  the  dusty  roads  to  and  from  the  busy  city. 
The  land  was  rich  in  corn  and  wine.  How  changed 
is  the  aspect  of  that  region  at  the  present  day! 
Long  lines  of  mounds,  it  is  true,  mark  the  courses 
of  those  main  arteries  which  formerly  diffused  life 
and  vegetation  along  their  banks,  but  their  chan- 
nels are  now  bereft  of  moisture  and  choked  with 
drifted  sand  ;  the  smaller  offshoots  are  wholly 
effaced.  '  A  drought  is  upon  her  waters,'  says  the 
prophet,  '  and  they  shall  be  dried  up ! '  All  that 
remains  of  that  ancient  civilization  —  that  '  glory 
of  kingdoms,'  — '  the  praise  of  the  whole  earth,'  — 
is  recognizable  in  the  numerous  mouldering  heaps 
of  brick  and  rubbish  which  overspread  the  surface 
of  the  plain.  Instead  of  the  luxurious  fields,  the 
groves  and  gardens,  nothing  now  meets  the  eye  but 
an  arid  waste  —  the  dense  population  of  former 
times  is  vanished,  and  no  man  dwells  there." 
(Loflus's  Chalda;a,  pp.  14,  15.)  The  cause  of  the 
change  is  to  be  found  in  the  neglect  of  man. 
"  There  is  no  physical  reason,"  the  same  writer 
observes,  "  why  Babylonia  should  not  be  as  beauti- 
ful and  as  thickly  mhabited  as  in  days  of  yore;  a 
little  care  and  labor  bestowed  on  the  ancient  canals 
would  again  restore  the  fertihty  and  population 
which  it  originally  possessed."  The  prosperity  and 
fertihty  of  the  country  dejiend  entirely  on  the  reg- 
ulation of  the  waters.  Carefully  and  properly  ap- 
plied and  husbanded,  they  are  sufficient  to  make 
the  entire  plain  a  garden.  I>eft  to  themselves,  they 
desert  the  river  courses  to  accumulate  in  lakes  and 
marshes,  leaving  large  districts  waterless,  and  others 
most  scantily  supplied,  while  they  overwhelm  tracts 
formerly  under  cultivation,  which  l)ecome  covered 
with  a  forest  of  reeds,  and  during  the  summer  heats 
breed  a  pestilential  miasma.  This  is  the  present 
condition  of  the  greater  part  of  Babylonia  under 
Turkish  rule;  the  evil  is  said  to  be  advancing;  and 
the  whole  country  threatens  to  become  within  a 
short  time  either  marsh  or  desert. 

3.  JJirisions.  —  In  a  country  so  uniform  and  so 
devoid  of  natural  filatures  as  this,  y)olitical  divisions 
could  be  only  accidental  or  arbitrary.  Few  are 
found  of  any  inij>ortance.  The  tnie  (^haldsea,  as 
ha.s  l)eeji  already  noticed,  is  always  in  the  geog- 
raphers a  distinct  r^ion,  being  the  most  southern 
portion  of  Babylonia,  lying  chiefly  (if  not  soldy)  on 
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the  right  bank  of  the  Euphrates  (Strab,  xvi.  1,  §  6 ; 
Ptol.  V.  20).  Babylonia  above  this  is  separated 
into  two  districts,  called  respectively  Amordada  and 
Auranitis.  The  former  is  the  name  of  the  central 
territory  round  Babylon  itself;  the  latter  is  applied 
to  the  regions  towards  the  north,  where  Babylonia 
borders  on  AssjTia  (Ptol.  v.  20). 

4.  Citks.  —  Babylonia  was  celebrated  at  all 
times  for  the  number  and  antiquity  of  its  cities. 
"  Babel,  and  Erech,  and  Accad,  and  Calneh  in  the 
land  of  Shinar,"  are  the  first  towns  mentioned  in 
Scripture  (Gen.  x.  10).  The  "  vast  number  of  great 
cities"  which  the  country  possessed,  was  noted  by 
Herodotus  (i.  178),  and  the  whole  region  is  in  fact 
studded  with  huge  mounds,  each  mound  marking 
beyond  a  doubt  the  site  of  a  considerable  town. 
The  most  important  of  those  which  have  been 
identified  are  Borsippa  {Birs-Nimrvd),  Sippara  or 
Sepharvaim  (Mosaib),  Cutha  (Ibrahim),  Calneh 
(Niffer),  Erech  (  Wnrka),  Ur  {Mugheir),  Chilmad 
(Kalwadha),  Larancha  (Senkerek),  Is  (Hit),  Du- 
raba  (Akkerkuf) ;  but  besides  these  there  were  a 
multitude  of  others,  the  sites  of  which  have  not 
been  determined,  as  the  Accad  of  Genesis  (x.  10); 
4he  Teredon  of  Abydenus  (Fr.  8);  Asbi,  Bubesi, 
Ac.,  towns  mentioned  in  the  inscriptions.     Two  of 

eae  places  —  Ur  and  Borsippa  —  are  particularly 
ticed  in  the  following  article  [Chaldeans].  Of 
rest  Erech,  Larancha,  and  Calneh,  were  in 
,rly  times  of  the  most  consequence;  while  Cutha, 
ippara,  and  Teredon  attained  their  celebrity  at  a 
mparatively  recent  epoch. 

5.  Canals.  —  One  of  the  most  remarkable  feat- 
of  ancient  Babylonia  was,  as  has  been  already 

lerved,  its  net-work  of  canals.    A  more  particular 
lunt  will  now  be  given  of  the  chief  of  these, 
principal  canals  carried  off  the  waters  of  the 
Euphrates    towards    the   Tigris    above    Babylon, 
lese  were,  (1.)  The  original  "Royal  River,"  or 
[r-Makha  of  Berosus,  which  left  the  Euphrates  at 
'erisabor  or  Anbar,  and  followed  the  line  of  the 
lodem  Saklnwyeh  canal,  passing  by  Akkerkuf, 
id  entering  the  Tigris  a  little  below  Baghdad; 
.)   The   Nahr    Malcha  of    the   Arabs,    which 
ibranched  off  at  Ridhivaniyeh,  and  ran  across  to  the 
;te  of  Seleucia;  and  (3.)  The  Nahr  Kuiha,  which 
starting  from  the  Euphrates  about  12  miles  above 
Mosaih,  passed   through   Cutha,  and  fell  into  the 
Tigris  20  miles  below  the  site  of  Seleucia.     On  the 
other  side  of  the  stream,  a  large  canal,  perhaps  the 
:Ost  important  of  all,  leaving  the  Euphrates  at 
'Hit,  where  the  alluvial  plain  commences,  skirted 
the  deposit  on  the  west  along  its  entire  extent,  and 
fell  mto  the  Persian  Gulf  at  the  head  of  the  Bubian 
creek,  about  20  miles  west  of  the  Shat-el-Arab ; 
while  a  second  main  artery  (the  Pallacopas  of  Ar- 
rian)  branched  from  the  Euphrates  nearly  at  Mo- 
saib, and  ran  into  a  great  lake  in  the  neighborhood 
of  Borsippa,  whence  the  lands  to  the  southwest  of 
Babylon  were  irrigated.      From  these  and  other 
similar  channels,  numerous  branches  were  carried 
out,  from  which  further  cross  cuts  were  made,  imtil 
at  length  every  field  was  duly  supplied  with  the 
precious  fluid. 

6.  Sea  of  Nedjef,  CJialdoean  marshes,  (fc. — 
Chaldsea  contains  one  natural  feature  deserving  of 
special  description— the  "great  inland  freshwater 
sea  of  Nedjef "  (Loftus,  p.  45).  This  sheet  of 
water,  which  does  not  owe  its  origin  to  the  inunda- 
tions, but  is  a  permanent  lake  of  considerable 
depth,  surrounded  by  cliflS  of  a  reddish  sandstone 
in  places  40  feet  high,  extends  in  a  south-easterly 


CHALDEANS 


409 


direction  a  distance  of  40  miles,  from  about  lat.  31^ 
53',  long.  44°,  to  lat.  31°  20',  long.  44°  35'.  Its 
greatest  width  is  35  miles.  It  lies  thus  on  the 
right  bank  of  the  Euphrates,  from  which  it  is  dis- 
tant (at  the  nearest  point)  about  20  miles,  and  re- 
ceives from  it  a  certain  quantity  of  water  at  the 
tune  of  the  inundation,  which  flows  through  it, 
and  is  carried  back  to  the  Euphrates  at  Samava, 
by  a  natural  river  course  known  as  the  Shat-eU 
Atchan.  Above  and  below  the  Sea  of  Nedjef, 
from  the  Birs-Nimrud  to  Kufa,  and  from  the 
south-eastern  extremity  of  the  Sea  to  Samava,  ex- 
tend the  famous  Chaldsean  marshes  (Strab.  xvi.  1, 
§  12;  Arrian,  Eoop.  Al.  vii.  22),  where  Alexander 
was  nearly  lost,  but  these  are  entirely  distinct  from 
the  sea  itself,  depending  on  the  state  of  the  Hindi- 
yeh  canal,  and  disappearing  altogether  when  that  is 
effectually  closed. 

7.  Productions.  —  The  extraordinary  fertility  of 
the  Chaldsean  soil  has  been  noticed  by  various 
writers.  It  is  said  to  be  the  only  country  in  the 
world  where  wheat  grows  wUd.  Berosus  noticed 
this  production  (Fr.  1,  §  2),  and  also  the  sponta- 
neous growth  of  barley,  sesame,  ochrys,  palms,  ap- 
ples, and  many  kinds  of  shelled  fruit.  Herodotus 
declared  (i.  193)  that  grain  commonly  returned 
200-fold  to  the  sower,  and  occasionally  300-fold. 
Strabo  made  nearly  the  same  assertion  (xvi.  1, 
§  14);  and  PUny  said  (77.  N.  xviii.  17),  that  the 
wheat  was  cut  twice,  and  afterwards  was  good  keep 
for  beasts.  The  palm  was  undoubtedly  one  of  the 
principal  objects  of  cultivation.  According  to 
Strabo  it  furnished  the  natives  with  bread,  wine, 
vinegar,  honey,  porridge,  and  ropes;  with  a  fuel 
equal  to  charcoal,  and  with  a  means  of  fattening 
cattle  and  sheep.  A  Persian  poem  celebrated  its 
360  uses  (Strab.  x^i.  1,  14).  Herodotus  says  (i. 
193)  that  the  whole  of  the  flat  country  was  planted 
with  palms,  and  Ammianus  Marcellinus  (xxiv.  3) 
observes  that  from  the  point  reached  by  JuUan's 
army  to  the  shores  of  the  Persian  GulJF  was  one 
continuous  forest  of  verdure.  At  present  palms 
are  almost  confined  to  the  vicinity  of  the  rivers,  and 
even  there  do  not  grow  thickly,  except  about  the 
villages  on  their  banks.  The  soil  is  rich,  but  there 
is  little  cultivation,  the  inhabitants  subsisting 
chiefly  upon  dates.  More  than  half  the  country  is 
left  dry  and  waste  from  the  want  of  a  proper  sys- 
tem of  irrigation ;  while  the  remaining  half  is  to  a 
great  extent  covered  with  marshes,  owing  to  the 
same  neglect.  Thus  it  is  at  once  true  that  "  the 
sea  has  come  up  upon  Babylon  and  she  is  covered 
with  the  waves  thereof"  (jer.  li.  42);  that  she  is 
made  "  a  possession  for  the  bittern,  and  pools  of 
water"  (Is.  xiv.  23);  and  also  that  "a  drought  is 
upon  her  waters,  and  they  are  dried  up  "  (.ler.  1. 
38),  that  she  is  "  wholly  desolate  "  —  "  the  hinder- 
most  of  the  nations,  a  wilderness,  a  dry  land,  and 
a  desert "  (ib.  12,  13).  (See  Loftus's  Ckaldcen 
and  Susiana ;  Layard's  Nineveh  and  Bab.  chs. 
xxi.-xxiv. ;  Rawlinson's  Herodotus,  vol.  i.  Essay 
ix. ;  and  Mr.  Taylor's  Paper  in  the  Journal  of  the 
Asiatic  Society,  vol.  xv.  [Also :  —  RawUnson, 
Five  Great  Monarchies  of  the  Ancient  Heathen 
World,  vol.  i.  Lond.  1862;  and  Oppert.  Histoire 
des  empires  de  Chaldee  et  d'Assyrie  d'apres  les 
monuments,  Versailles,  1866  (iram  the  Annales  d* 
philos.  chretienne,  1865).    A.]).  G.  R. 

CHALDEANS,  or  CHAL'DEES 
(□"^■^tt^S  :  XaXSoToi :  Chaldasi),  appear  in  Script- 
ure until  the  time  of  the  Captivity,  as  the  peojda 
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of  the  country  which  h<as  Babylon  for  its  capital, 
and  which  is  itself  termed  Shinar  ("1^327)  ;  but 
nA  the  book  of  Daniel,  while  this  meaning  is  still 
found  (v.  30,  and  ix.  1),  a  new  sense  shows  itself. 
The  Chaldaeans  are  classed  with  the  magicians  and 
astronomers;  and  evidently  form  a  sort  of  priest 
class,  who  have  a  peculiar  "tongue"  and  "learn- 
ing "  (ii.  4),  and  are  consulted  by  the  king  on  re- 
ligious subjects.  The  same  variety  appears  in  pro- 
fetue  writers.  Berosus,  the  native  historian,  himself 
«  Chaldsean  in  the  narrower  sense  (Tatian,  Or. 
adv.  Gr.  58),  uses  the  term  only  in  the  wider; 
whUe  Herodotus,  Diodorus,  Strabo,  and  the  later 
writers  almost  universally  employ  it  to  signify  a 
sect  or  portion  of  the  people,  whom  they  regard 
either  as  priests  or  as  philosophers.  With  this 
view,  however,  is  joined  another,  which  but  ill  har- 
monizes with  it;  namely,  that  the  Chaldseans  are 
the  inhabitants  of  a  particular  part  of  Babylonia, 
viz.,  the  country  bordering  on  tiie  Persian  Gulf  and 
on  Arabia  (Strab.  xvi.  1,  §  G;  Ptol.  v.  20).  By 
help  of  the  inscriptions  recently  discovered  in  the 
country,  these  discrepancies  and  apparent  contra- 
dictions are  explicable. 

It  appears  that  the  Chaldieans  (Kaldai  or  KaMi) 
were  in  the  earhest  times  merely  one  out  of  the 
many  Cushite  tribes  inhabiting  the  great  alluvial 
plain  known  afterwards  a.s  Chaldaea  or  Babylonia. 
Their  special  seat  was  probably  that  southern  por- 
tion of  the  country  which  is  found  to  have  so  late 
retained  the  name  of  Chaldtea.  Here  was  Ur  "  of 
the  Chaldees,"  the  modern  Mugheir,  which  lies 
south  of  the  Euphrates,  near  its  junction  with  the 
ShatneUIIie.  Hence  would  readily  come  those 
"three  bands  of  Chaldaians"  who  were  instru- 
ments, simultaneously  with  the  Sabceans,  in  the 
aflSiction  of  Job  (Job.  i.  15-17).  In  process  of 
time,  as  the  KaUi  grew  in  power,  their  name  grad- 
ually prevailed  over  that  of  the  other  tribes  inhabit- 
ing the  country ;  and  by  the  era  of  the  Jewish  Cap- 
tivity it  had  begun  to  be  used  generally  for  all  the 
inhabitants  of  Babylonia.  We  may  suspect  that 
when  the  name  is  applied  by  Berosus  to  the  dynas- 
ties which  preceded  the  Assyrian,  it  is  by  way  of 
prolepsis.  The  dynasty  of  Nalwpolassar,  however, 
was  (it  is  probable)  really  Chaldaean,  and  this 
greatly  helped  to  establish  the  wider  use  of  the  ap- 
pellation. It  had  thus  come  by  this  time  to  have 
two  senses,  both  ethnic :  in  the  one  it  was  the  spe- 
cial appellative  of  a  particular  race  to  whom  it  had 
belonged  from  the  remotest  times,  in  the  other  it 
designated  the  nation  at  large  in  which  this  race 
was  predominant.  We  have  still  to  trace  its  trans- 
ference from  an  ethnic  to  a  mere  class  sense —  from 
the  name  of  a  people  to  that  of  a  priest  caste  or 
sect  of  philosophers. 

It  has  been  observed  above  that  the  KaUi  proper 
were  a  Cushite  race.  This  is  proved  by  the  re- 
mains of  theu-  language,  which  closely  resembles 
the  GaUn  or  ancient  language  of  Ethiopia.  Now 
it  appears  by  the  inscriptions,  that  while  both  in 
Assyria  and  in  later  Babylonia  the  Semitic  type 
of  speech  prevailed  for  civil  purposes,  the  ancient 
Cushite  dialect  was  retained,  as  a  learned  language, 
for  scientific  and  religious  literature.  Tliis  is  no 
doubt  the  "  learning  "  and  the  "  tongue  "to  which 
reference  is  made  in  the  book  of  l^niel  (i.  4).  It 
became  gradually  inaccessible  to  the  great  mass  of 
'he  people,  who  were  Scmitizetl,  by  means  (chiefly) 
of  AssjTian  influence.  But  it  was  the  Chalda:'an 
leamftig,  in  the  old  Chalda;an  or  Cushite  language. 
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Hence  all  who  studied  it,  whatever  their  origin  or 
race  were,  on  account  of  their  knowledge,  termed 
Chaldaeans.  In  this  sense  Daniel  himself,  the 
master  of  the  Chalda?ans"  (Dan.  v.  11),  would 
no  doubt  have  been  reckoned  among  them ;  and  so 
we  find  Seleucus,  a  Greek,  called  a  Chaldsean  by 
Strabo  (xvi.  1,  §  6).  It  may  be  doubted  whether 
the  Chaldaeans  at  any  time  were  all  priests,  though " 
no  doubt  priests  were  required  to  be  Chalda?ans. 
They  were  really  the  learned  class,  who  by  thoir 
acquaintance  with  the  language  of  science  had  b^- 
come  its  depositaries.  They  were  priests,  magi- 
cians, or  astronomers,  as  their  preference  for  one  or 
other  of  those  occupations  inclined  them ;  and  in 
the  last  of  the  three  capacities  they  probably 
effected  discoveries  of  great  importance. 

According  to  Strabo,  who  well  distinguishes  (xvi. 
1,  §  6)  between  the  learned  Chaldaeans  and  the 
mere  race  descended  from  the  ancient  Kaldi,  which 
continued  to  predominate  in  the  country  bordering 
upon  Arabia  and  the  Gulf,  there  were  two  chief 
seats  of  Chaldfean  learning,  Borsippa,  and  Ur  or 
Orclioe.  To  these  we  may  add  from  I'hny  (//.  N. 
vi.  26)  two  others,  Babylon,  and  Sippara  or  Se- 
phanaim.  The  Chaldaeans  (it  would  appear)  con- 
gregated into  bodies,  forming  what  we  may  perhaps 
call  universities,  and  pursuing  the  studies,  in  which 
they  engaged,  together,  lliey  probably  mixed  up 
to  some  extent  astrology  with  their  astronomy, 
even  in  the  earlier  times,  but  they  certainly  made 
great  advances  in  astronomical  science,  to  which 
their  serene  sky,  transparent  atmosphere,  and  reg- 
ular horizon  specially  invited  them.  The  observa)- 
tions,  covering  a  space  of  1903  years,  which  CaUis- 
thenes  sent  to  Aristotle  from  Babylon  (Simplic.  ad 
Arist.  de  Cod.  ii.  123),  indicate  at  once  the  antiq- 
uity of  such  knowledge  in  the  country,  and  the  care 
with  which  it  had  been  preserved  by  the  learned 
class.  In  later  times  they  seem  certainly  to  have 
degenerated  into  mere  fortune-tellers  (Cic.  de  Div. 
i.  1;  Aul.  GeU.  i.  9;  Juv.  vi.  552,  x.  94,  Ac);  but 
this  reproach  is  not  justly  levelled  against  the  Chal- 
daeans of  the  empire,  and  indeed  it  was  but  par- 
tially deserved  so  late  as  the  reign  of  Augustus  (see 
Strab.  xvi.  1,  §  6).  G.  R 


Costumes  of  the  Chaldasans.     (Rawlinson.     From  An- 
cient Monuments.) 

•  CHALDEE    or    CHALDAIC     LAN- 
GUAGE.    [Shemitic  Languages,  §§  14-18.] 

CHALDEES.     [Chaldeans.] 

*  CHALDEE  VERSIONS.     [Veksiosb, 
Ancient  (Targum).] 

CHALK  STONES.     [Lime.] 
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CHAMBER 
*  CHAMBER,  UPPER.     [House.] 

CHAMBERLAIN  {oIkop6hos'-  arcanus). 
Erastus,  "  the  chamf/erlain  "  of  the  city  of  Corinth, 
was  one  of  those  whose  salutations  to  the  Roman 
Christians  are  given  at  the  end  of  the  Ep.  addressed 
to  them  (Rom.  xvi.  23).  The  office  which  he  held 
was  apparently  that  of  public  treasurer  or  arcarius, 
as  the  Vulgate  renders  his  title.  These  arcarii 
were  inferior  magistrates,  who  had  the  charge  of 
the  public  chest  {urcn  piMica),  and  were  under  the 
authority  of  the  senate.  They  kept  the  accounts 
of  the  public  revenues.  In  the  Glossary  of  Philox- 
enus  the  word  olKov6fxos  is  explained  6  4ir\  rijs 
drifjLOcrias  rpawe^ris,  and  in  the  Pandects  the  term 
arcarius  is  applied  to  any  one  who  attends  to  pub- 
lic or  private  money.  It  is,  as  Grotius  remarks, 
one  of  those  words  which  have  been  transferred 
from  the  house  to  the  state.  In  old  glosses  quoted 
by  Suicer  (Thesatir.)  we  find  arca?-8?«  explained 
by  inroSeKTTjs  xp^<^ov,  and  in  accordance  with  this 
the  translators  of  the  Geneva  Version  have  placed 
"  receiver  "  in  the  margin.  Erasmus  interpreted 
the  word  qtuBstor  cBrarii.  St.  Ambrose  thought 
that  the  office  of  the  oeconomus  principally  con- 
sisted in  regulating  the  prices  of  the  markets,  and 
hence  PanciroUus  was  erroneously  led  to  interpret 
the  term  of  the  aedile.  Theophylact  rendered  it 
6  SioiKriTris,  6  irpovo7]T^s  rrjs  ir^Aeajj  KopivBov, 
and  is  followed  by  lieza,  who  gives />»'OCMrata/". 

In  an  inscription  in  the  Marm.  Oxon.  (p.  85, 
ed.  1732)  we  find  NeiAij)  otKovSixifi  'Affi'os;  and  in 
another,  mention  is  made  of  Miletus,  who  was 
cecononius  of  Smyrna  (Ins.  xxx.  26;  see  Prideaux's 
note,  p.  477).  Another  in  Gruter  (p.  mxci.  7,  ed. 
Scaliger,  1616)  contains  the  name  of  "  Secundus 
Arkarius  Reipublicae  Amerinorum ;  "  but  the  one 
which  bears  most  upon  our  point  is  given  by  Orel- 
lius  (No.  2821),  and  mentions  the  ^'■arcarius  pro- 
vincise  Achaiae." 

For  further  information  see  Reinesius,  Syntagm. 
Jnscr.  p.  431;  La  Cerda,  Advers.  Sacr.  cap.  56; 
Eisner,  Obs.  Sacr.  ii.  68 ;  and  a  note  by  Reinesius 
to  the  Marmara  Oxonkns'm,  p.  515,  ed.  1732. 

Our  translators  had  good  reason  for  rendering 
oiKov6fxos  by  "  chamljerlain."  In  Stow's  Survey 
of  Lomlon  (b.  v.  p.  162,  ed.  Strype)  it  is  said  of 
the  Chamberlain  of  the  city  of  London:  "His 
office  may  he  termed  a  publiek  treasury,  collecting 
the  customs,  monies,  and  yearly  revenues,  and  all 
other  payments  belonging  to  the  corporation  of  the 
city." 

The  office  held  by  Blastus,  "  the  king's  chamber- 
lam  (rhv  (irl  rod  koituivos  tov  ficuTiXtais)"  was 
entirely  different  from  that  above  mentioned  (Acts 
xii.  20).  It  was  a  post  of  honor  which  involved 
great  intimacy  and  influence  with  the  king.  The 
margin  of  our  version  gives  "  that  was  over  the 
king's  bed-chamber,"  the  office  thus  corresponding 
to  that  of  the  prcefecim  cvbiculo  (Suet.  Dom.  16). 

For  Chamberlain  as  used  in  the  0.  T.,  see 
Eunuch,  ad  fin.  W.  A.  W. 

CHAMELEON  (Plb,  coach:  xa^oiAeW: 
chamaleon).  The  Hebrew  word  which  signifies 
"strength"  occurs  in  the  sense  of  some  kind  of 
unclean  animal  in  I^v.  xi.  30 ;  the  A.  V.  follows 
the  LXX.  and  Vulg.  Various  other  interpreta- 
tions of  the  word  have  been  given,  for  which  see 
Bochart  {Hieroz.  ii.  493).  It  is  not  possible  to 
some  to  any  satisfactory  conclusion  on  the  subject 
Df  the  identity  of  this  word ;  Bochart  accepts  the 
Ajabic  reading  of  el-warlo,  i.  e.  the  lizard,  known 


CHAMOIS  411 

by  tHe  name  of  the  "  Monitor  of  the  Nile  "  (Mon^ 
tor  Nibticits,  Grey),  a  large  strong  reptile  common 
in  E^ypt  and  other  parts  of  Africa.  Arabian  writ- 
ers have  recorded  many  wonderful  things  of  this 
creature,  and  speak  especially  of  its  power  in  fight- 
ing with  snakes,  and  with  the  dabb,  a  closely  allied 
species  [Tortoise].  No  doubt  much  they  relate 
is  fabulous,  and  it  seems  that  there  is  some  confu- 
sion between  the  dcibb  «  ( Uromastix  spinipei)  and 
the  crocodile,  whose  eggs  the  "  Nilotic  Monitor " 
devours.  Forskal  (Descr.  Arum.  p.  13)  speaks  of 
this  last-named  lizard  under  the  Arabic  name  of 
Wdran.  See  also  Hasselquist  {Trav.  p.  221). 
The  Hebrew  root  of  coach  has  reference  to 
strength,  and  as  the  Arabic  verb,  of  almost  similar 
form,  means  "  to  conquer  any  one  in  fighting." 
Bochart  has  been  led  to  identify  the  lizard  named 
above  with  the  Heb.  coach.  It  is  needless  to  add 
how  far  from  conclusive  is  the  evidence  which  sup- 
ports this  interpretation.  W.  H. 

CHAMOIS  ("IpT,  zeTwer ;  Ka/iT;A.oTrap5aXjs : 
camelopardalus).  In  the  list  of  animals  allowed 
for  food  (Deut.  xiv.  5)  mention  is  made  of  the 
zemer ;  the  LXX.,  Vulg.,  and  some  other  versions, 
give  "  camelopard  "  or  "  giraffe  "  as  the  rendering 
of  this  term ;  it  is  improbable  that  this  animal  is 
intended,  for  although  it  might  have  been  known 
to  the  ancient  Jews  from  specimens  brought  into 
Egypt  as  tributes  to  the  Pharaohs  from  Ethiopia, 
where  the  giraffe  is  found,  it  is  in  the  highest  degree 
improbable  that  it  should  ever  have  been  named  as 
an  article  of  food  in  the  Levitical  law,  the  animals 
mentioned  therein  being  doubtless  all  of  them  such 
as  were  well  known  and  readily  procured.  The 
"  chamois  "  of  the  A.  V.  can  hardly  be  allowed  to 
represent  the  zemer ;  for  although,  as  Col.  H. 
Smith  asserts,  this  antelope  is  still  found  in  Central 
Asia,  there  is  no  evidence  that  it  has  ever  been  seen 
in  Palestine  or  the  Lebanon.  The  etymology 
points  to  some  "springing"  or  "leaping"  animal, 
a  definition  which  would"  suit  any  of  the  AntelqpecB 


Aoiidad  Sheep. 

or  Capreoi,  &c.  Col.  H.  Smith  (in  Kitto's  Cyc. 
art.  Zemer)  suggests  that  some  mountain  sheep  ia 
intended,  and  figures  the   Kebsch    (Ammotragus 


a  See  some  interesting  observations  on  the  Dabb,  by 
Mr.  Tristram,  in  Zo'dl.  Proc.  for  1859. 
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IVagelaphtts),  a  wld  sheep  not  uncomnion,  he 
says,  in  the  Mokattam  rocks  near  Cairo,  and  found 
aiso  in  Sinai ;  it  is  not  improbable  that  this  is  the 
animal  denoted,  for  the  names  of  the  other  rumi- 
nants mentioned  in  the  catalogue  of  beasts  allowed 
for  food,  are,  for  the  most  part,  identifiable  with 
other  wild  animals  of  the  Bible  lands,  and  there 
can  be  no  doubt  that  the  Kebsch  or  Aoudad  was 
known  to  the  Israelites;  again.  Col.  Smith's  sug- 
gestion has  partly  the  sanction  of  the  Syriac  ver- 
sion, which  reads  as  the  equivalent  of  the  Heb. 
word,  "a  mountain  goat,"  the  ^o«/<fo(7,  although 
really  a  sheep,  being  in  general  form  more  like  a 
goat.  This  animal  occurs  not  unfrequently  figured 
on  the  monuments  of  Egypt;  it  is  a  native  of  N. 
Africa,  and  an  inhabitant  of  high  and  inaccessible 
places.  W.  H. 

*  CHAMPIAN,  CHAMPION,  old  forms 
for  champnujn  in  A.  V.  ed.  1611,  Ez.  xxxvii.  2, 
marg.,  and  Deut.  xi.  30.  A. 

CHAIfAAN  {Xavaav\  the  manner  in  which 
the  word  Canaan  is  spelt  in  the  A.  V.  of  the 
Apocrypha  and  N.  T.  (comp.  Charran  for  Haran, 
&c.)  Jud.  V.  3,  9,  10;  Bar.  iii.  22;  Sus.  56;  1  Mace, 
ix.  37;  Acts  vii.  11,  xiii.  19. 

CHA'NAANITE  for  Canaanite,  Jud.  v.  16. 
[Also  1  Esdr.  viii.  69.] 

*  CHANEL-BONE,  Job  xxxi.  22,  margin 
of  A.  V.  An  old  term  for  the  coUar-bone  or  clav- 
icle, also  written  "  curid  bone."  See  Eastwood 
and  Wright's  Bible  Word-Book,  p.  94.  A. 

CHANNUNEIJS  (Xavowahs:  ChannjncB- 
««),  1  Esdr.  viii.  48.  This  answers  to  Merari,  if  to 
anything,  in  the  parallel  list  of  Ezra  (viii.  19). 

*  CHA'NOCH,  Gen.  iv.  17,  marg.  A  form 
of  Enoch,  more  nearly  representing  the  Hebrew. 

A. 

*  CHAPEL  occurs  in.  Am.  vii.  13  as  the  trans- 
lation of  ti.''"^pp  (Sept.  aylaa-na,  and  Vulg.  sanc- 
tificaiio  reffis),  i.  e.  sanctuary  or  place  of  worship, 
and  is  applied  there  not  to  any  single  shrine  or 
temple,  but  Bethel  itself,  which  in  the  time  of  Jer- 
oboam II.  was  crowded  with  altars  (Am.  iii.  14) 
which  that  king  had  erected  to  Baal.  The  render- 
ing is  as  old  certainly  as  the  Bishops'  Bible,  and 
perhaps  arose  from  an  idea  that  the  king  had  a 
private  place  of  worship  at  Bethel.  The  term 
"chapel"  is  also  applied  in  the  A.  V.  to  places 
for  idol-worship  (eiSw\eia,  rtfifUT])  1  Mace.  i.  47; 
2  Mace.  X.  2,  xi.  3.  H. 

CHAPITER.  (1.)  nnnb,  in  pi.  nhinis, 

from  "^n^,  to  surround:    4iridfp.a.'   cnpitellum. 

(2.)  nCf*,  from  n?'^,  to  draw  out  (Ges.  912- 
914):  ai  KetpaXai'-  capita.  The  upper  member  of 
a  pillar  —  the  same  word  which  is  now  in  use  in 
the  sUglitly  different  form  of  "capital;  "  also  possi- 
bly a  roll  moulding  at  the  top  of  a  building  or  work 
of  art,  as  in  the  case  (a)  of  the  pillars  of  the  Tal)- 
emacle  and  Temple,  and  of  tlie  two  pillars  called 
especially  Jachin  and  \ni:v/.:  and  (b)  of  the  lavers 
belonging  to  the  Temple  (ILx.  xxxviii.  17;  1  K.  vii. 
27,  31,  38).  As  to  the  form  and  dimensions  of 
the  former,  see  Tabkknacle,  Temple,   Boaz, 

and  of  the  latter.  Layer.  (3.)  The  word  IL'b^l, 
rSth  =  head,  is  also  occasionally  rendered  "  Chap- 
iter," as  ill  the  description  of  the  Tabernacle,  Ex. 
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xxxvi.  38,  xxxviii.  17,  19,  28 ;  but  in  the  account 
of  the  temple  it  is  translated  "top,"  as  1  K.  viL 
16,  &c.  H.  W.  P. 

CHARAATH'ALAR  {XapaaOaXdu;  Alex. 
Xopo  ada\ap'-  Carmellam  et  Careth),  1  Esdr.  v. 
36.  The  names  "  Cherub,  Addan,  and  Immer," 
in  the  lists  of  Ezra  and  Nehemiah,  are  here  changed 
to  "  Charaathalar  leading  them,  and  Aalar." 

CHAR'ACA  ids  rhu  XdpuKa  (?  Xdpa^): 
[in]  Churaca),  a  place  mentioned  only  in  2  Mace, 
xii.  17,  and  there  so  obscurely  that  nothing  can  be 
certainly  inferred  as  to  its  position.  It  was  on  the 
east  of  Jordan,  being  inhabited  by  the  Jews  called 
"  Tubieni,"  or  of  "  Tobie  "  [Ton],  who  were  in 
GUead  (comp.  1  Mace.  v.  9,  13);  and  it  was  750 
stadia  from  the  city  Caspin ;  but  where  the  latter 
place  was  situated,  or  in  which  direction  Charax 
was  with  regard  to  it,  there  is  no  clew.  Ewald  (iv. 
359,  note)  places  it  to  the  extreme  east,  and  identi- 
fies it  with  Eaphon.  The  only  name  now  known 
on  the  east  of  Jordan  which  recalls  Charax  is  Kerak, 
the  ancient  Kir-Moab,  on  the  S.  E.  of  the  Dead 
Sea,  which  in  post-biblical  times  was  called  XapaK- 
ixie^a,  and  Ma!/3ouxapa|  (see  the  quotations  in 
Reland,  705).  The  Sji-iac  Peshito  has  V^iSi^ 
Carca,  which  suggests  Kakkok  (Judg.  viii.  10). 

G. 

CHAR'ASHIM,  THE  VALLEY  OF 
(D^tZ7'^n  W2,  "ravine  of  craftsmen;"  'AyeoS- 
iaip  [Vat.  -€(p]  ;  Alex.  Trja'paffeifji,  on  rtKrovts 
?lffaVi  [Comp.  rTJxapao-i'jU :]  V(dUs  artificum),  a 
place  mentioned  twice ;  —  1  Chr.  iv.  14,  as  having 
been  founded  or  settled  by  .Joab,  a  man  of  the  tribe 
of  Judah  and  family  of  Othniel;  and  Neh.  xi.  35, 
as  being  reinhabited  by  Benjamites  after  tlie  Cap- 
tivity. In  this  [the  latter]  passage  it  is  rendered 
"valley  of  craftsmen"  [Alex,  yr)  Apaa-iiJ.]-  Its 
mention  by  Nehemiah  with  Lod  (Lydda),  Neballat, 
etc.,  fixes  its  position  as  in  the  swelling  ground  at 
the  back  of  the  plain  of  Sharon,  east  of  Jaffa.  The 
Talmud  (as  quoted  by  Schwarz,  p.  135)  reports  the 
valley  of  Charashim  to  consist  of  Lod  and  Ono, 
which  lay  therein.  "Whether  Joab  the  son  of  Se- 
raiah  is  the  same  person  as  the  son  of  Zeruiah  will 
be  best  examined  under  the  name  Joab.         G. 

*  Dr.  Eobinson  argues  that  the  valley  (S'^S) 
of  Charashim  may  have  been  a  side  valley  opening 
into  the  plain  of  Beit  Nuba  near  Lod  (Lydda), 
which  latter  he  supposes  to  be  the  plain  or  valley 

(nrpa)  of  Ono  (Neh.  xi.  35),  and  a  different  one 
therefore,  from  that  of  Lod  and  Ono.  See  his 
Phys.  Geogr.  p.  113.  H. 

CHAR'CHAMIS  {XapKanis;  Alex.  KoXxa 
fws'  Cliarcamis),  1  Esdr.  i.  25.     [Cahcukmish.j 

*  The  A.  V.  ed.  Ifll  1,  and  apparently  in  most 
3ditions,  if  not  all,  reads  (  aiu  iiamis.  A. 

CHAR'CHEMISH  (E^^Sn?:  I.XX.  [in 
most  MSS.]  omits ;  [Comp.  XopxoM*'^"]  C//a)-f((- 
mis),  2  Chr.  xxxv.  20.     [Cakcuemish.] 

CHAR'CUS  (Bopx""*';  [Vat.  M.  Bopxour, 
H.  Baxot/s;  Aid.  XapKovs'^  Barcus),  1  I^sdr.  v. 
32.  Corrupted  from  Bahkos,  the  corresjwnding 
name  in  the  pariillel  lists  of  l^zra  and  Nehemiah  — 

possibly  by  a  change  of  2  into  "D,  But  it  does  not 
appear  whence  the  translators  of  the  A.  V.  got 
their  reading  of  the  name.     [Evidently  from  the 
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Aldine  edition.]  In  the  edition  of  1611  it  is 
"Chareus." 

CHA'REA  iXap4a;  [Vat.  omits:]  Caree),  1 
Esdr.  V.  32.     [Haksha.] 

CHARGER  (1.  nn^i7,  from  a  root  signify- 
ing  hollowness:  rpv^Kiov,  kotvKi\'-  acetabulum. 
2.  7l3"]5^. :  if/uKT^p :  phiala  ;  only  found  Ezr.  i. 
9),  a  shallow  vessel  for  receiving  water  or  blood, 
also  for  presenting  offerings  of  fine  -flour  with  oil 
(Num.  vii.  79;  Ges.  Thes.  22).  The  "chargers" 
mentioned  in  Numbers  are  said  to  have  been  of 
silver,  and  to  have  weighed  each  130  shekels,  or 
65  oz.  (Hussey,  Anc.  Welf/hts,  c.  ix.  p.  190). 

2.  The  daughter  of  Herodias  brought  the  head 
of  St.  John  Baptist  "in  a  charger,"  i-n-l  TriuuKL 
(Matt.  xiv.  8  [11;  Mark  vi.  25,  28];  probably  a 
trencher  or  platter,  as  Horn.  Od.  i.  141 :  — 

Sai.Tp(K  Se  KpeMV  rrCvoJcai  irapddrjKev  aeipat 


navTOiuiV. 


Comp.  [ir/voliLuke  xi.  39,  A.  V.  "  platter,"  and] 
Luke  i.  63,  TrivaKiSiov,  a  writing-tablet.     [Basin.] 

H.  W.  P. 

*  The  English  "charger"  as  "that  on  which 
anything  is  laid,  a  dish,"  comes  from  the  French 
charger,  and  the  old  English  charge,  i.  e.   "to 

load."  The  A.  V.  renders  n^^p  dish'm'Es..  xxv. 
29,  joxvii.  16,  and  Num.  iv.  7.  H. 

*  CHARGES.  " Be  at  charges  with  them" 
A.  V.  Acts  xxi.  24,  or  rather /br  them  "  {handvi)- 
cov  iir'  avTols),  means  "  pay  the  expense  of  their 
offerings."  A. 

CHARIOT.  (1.)  33"^,  fhjm  33^,  to  ride: 
.ipiia-  currus:  sometimes  including  the  horses  (2 
;  Sam.  viii.  4,  x.  18).    (2.)  3^31,  a  chariot  or  horse 

(Ps.  civ.  3).  (3.)  33"^^,  m.  from  same  root  as 
■  (1),  A  chariot,  litter,  or  seat  (Lev.  xv.  9,  Cant.  iii. 

[9).  (4.)  nnsnp,  f.    (5.)  nbay,  from  by^, 

'roll  (Ps.  T^vi.  9,  evpe6s--  scutum).     (6.)  p'^'ISM, 

.Cant.  iii.  9:  (popuoV-  ferculum.  [(7.)  HSD*!, 
'Ez.  xxvii.  20;  Ges.,  Ewald,  riding;  Vulg.,  ad  se- 

dendum.  (8.)  ^^H, Ez.  xxiii.  24,  a  difficult  word: 
Ges.,  arms ;  Fiirst,  batlle-ixe ;  Hitzig,  by  alter- 
ing  the  points,  and  etymological  conjecture,  rat^- 
ig.   A.]     (Between  1-4  no  difference  of  signifi- 

l  cation).  A  vehicle  used  either  for  warlike  or  peaceful 
purposes,  but  most  commonly  the  former.  Of  the 
latter  use  the  following  only  are  probable  instances : 

i  as  regards  the  Jews,  1  K.  xviii.  44 ;  and  as  regards 

I  other  nations.  Gen.  xli.  43,  xln.  29 ;  2  K.  v.  9 ; 

'  Acts  viii.  28. 

The  earliest  mention  of  chariots  in  Scripture  is 
in  Egypt,  where  .Joseph,  as  a  mark  of  distinction, 
was  placed  in  Pharaoh's  second  chariot  (Gen.  xli. 
43),  and  later  when  he  went  in  his  own  chariot  to 
meet  his  father  on  his  entrance  into  Egj'pt  from 
Canaan  (xlvi.  29).  In  the  funeral  procession  of 
Jacob  chariots  also  formed  a  part,  possibly  by  way 
of  escort  or  as  a  guard  of  honor  (1.  9).  The  next 
mention  of  Egyptian  chariots  is  for  a  warlike  pur- 
pose (Ex.  xiv.  7).  In  this  point  of  view  chariots 
»mong  some  nations  of  antiquity,  as  elephants 
itrsong  others,  may  lie  regarded  as  filling  the  place 
Df  heavy  artillery  in  modern  times,  so  that  the  mil- 
itary power  of  a  nation  might  be  estimated  by  the 
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number  of  its  chariots.  Thus  Pharaoh  in  pursuing 
Israel  took  with  him  600  chariots.  The  Canaan- 
ites  of  the  valleys  of  Palestine  were  enabled  to  resist 
the  Israehtes  successfully  in  consequence  of  the 
number  of  their  chariots  of  iron,  *'.  e.  perhaps 
armed  with  iron  scythes  (Ges.  s.  v. ;  Josh.  xvii. 
18;  Judg.  i.  19).  Jabin,  king  of  Canaan,  had  900 
chariots  (Judg.  iv.  3).  The  PhiUstines  in  Saul's 
time  had  30,000,  a  number  wliich  seems  excessive 
(1  Sam.  xiii.  5 ;  but  comp.  LXX.  and  Joseph.  Ant. 
vi.  6,  §  1).  David  took  from  Hadadezer  king  of 
Zobah  1000  chariots  (2  Sam.  viii.  4),  and  from  the 
Syrians  a  little  later  700  (x.  18),  who  in  order  to 
recover  their  ground  collected  32,000  chariots  (1 
Chr.  xLx.  7).  Up  to  this  time  the  Israelites  pos- 
sessed few  or  no  chariots,  partly  no  doubt  in  conse- 
quence of  the  theocratic  prohibition  against  multi- 
pljing  horses,  for  fear  of  intercourse  with  Eg)'pt, 
and  the  regal  despotism  implied  in  the  possession 
of  them  (Deut.  xvii.  16 ;  1  Sam.  viii.  11,  12). 
But  to  some  extent  David  (2  Sam.  viii.  4),  and  in 
a  much  greater  degree  Solomon,  broke  through  the 
prohibition  from  seeing  the  necessity  of  placing  his 
kingdom,  under  its  altered  circumstances,  on  a 
footing  of  military  equaUty  or  superiority  towards 
other  nations.  He  nxised,  therefore,  and  main- 
tained a  force  of  1400  chariots  (1  K.  x.  25)  by 
taxation  on  certain  cities  agreeably  to  Eastern  cus- 
tom in  such  matters  (1  K.  ix.  19,  x.  25;  Xen. 
Anab.  i.  4,  9).  The  chariots  themselves  and  also 
the  horses  were  im[X)rted  chiefly  from  Egypt,  and 
the  cost  of  each  chariot  was  GOO  shekels  of  silver, 
and  of  each  horse  150  (1  K.  x.  29).  [Shekel.] 
From  this  time  chariots  were  regarded  as  among 
the  most  important  anns  of  war,  though  the  sup- 
plies of  them  and  of  horses  appear  to  have  been 
still  mainly  drawn  from  Egypt  (1  K.  xxii.  34;  2 
K.  ix.  16,  21,  xiii.  7,  14,  xviii.  24,  xxiii.  30;  Is. 
xxxi.  1).  The  prophets  also  allude  frequently  to 
chariots  as  typical  of  power,  Ps.  xx.  7,  civ.  3 ;  Jer. 
li.  21;  Zech.  vi.  1. 

Chariots  also  of  other  nations  are  mentioned,  as 
of  Assyria  (2  K.  xix.  23;  Ez.  xxiii.  24),  Syria 
(2  Sam.  viii.  and  2  K.  vi.  14,  15),  Persia  (Is.  xxii. 
6),  and  lastly  Antiochus  Eupator  is  said  to  have 
had  300  chariots  armed  with  scythes  (2  ^lacc. 
xiii.  2). 

In  the  N.  T.,  the  only  mention  made  of  a  chariot 
except  in  Rev.  ix.  9,  is  in  the  case  of  the  Ethiopian 
or  Abyssinian  eunuch  of  Queen  Candace,  who  is  de- 
scribed as  sitting  in  his  chariot  reading  (Acts  viii. 
28,  29,  38). 

Jewish  chariots  were  no  doubt  imitated  from 
Egyptian  models,  if  not  actually  imported  from 
Egypt.  The  following  description  of  Egyptian 
chariots  is  taken  from  Sir  G.  Wilkinson.  They 
appear  to  have  come  into  use  not  earUer  than  the 
18th  dynasty  (b.  c.  1530).  The  war  chariot,  from 
which  the  chariot  used  in  peace  did  not  essentially 
differ,  was  extremely  simple  in  its  construction.  It 
consisted,  as  appears  both  from  Egyptian  paint- 
ings and  reliefs,  as  well  as  from  an  actual  speci- 
men preserved  at  Ilorence,  of  a  nearly  semicircular 
wooden  frame  with  straightened  sides,  resting  poste- 
riorly on  the  axle-tree  of  a  pair  of  wheels,  and 
supporting  a  rail  of  wood  or  ivory  attached  to  the 
frame  by  leathern  thongs  and  one  wooden  upright 
in  front.  The  floor  of  the  car  was  made  of  rope 
net-work,  intended  to  give  a  more  springy  footing 
to  the  occupants.  Thie  car  was  mounted  from  the 
back,  which  was  open,  and  the  sides  were  strength- 
ened and  ornamented  with  leather  and  metal  bind- 
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ing.  Attached  to  the  off  or  right-hand  side,  and 
crossing  each  other  diagonally,  were  the  bow-case, 
and  inclining  backwards,  the  quiver  and  spear-case. 
If  two  i«rsons  were  in  the  chariot,  a  second  bow- 
case  was  added.  The  wheels,  of  which  there  were  2, 
had  6  spokes:  those  of  peace  chariots  had  some- 


An  Egyptian  war-chariot,  with  bow-cases  and  complete  ftmiture. 
(Wilkinson.) 

times  4,  fastened  to  the  axle  by  a  linchpin  secured 
by  a  thong.  There  were  no  traces ;  but  the  horses, 
which  were  often  of  different  colors,  wore  only  a 
breast-band  and  girths  which  were  attached  to  the 
saddle,  together  with  head  furniture  consisting  of 
cheek  pieces,  throat-lash,  head  stall  and  straps 
across  the  forehead  and  nose.  A  bearing-rein  was 
fastened  to  a  ring  or  hook  in  front  of  the  saddle, 
and  the  driving-reins  passed  through  other  rings 
on  each  side  of  both  horses.  From  the  central 
point  of  the  saddle  rose  a  short  stem  of  metal,  end- 
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ing  in  a  knob,  whether  for  use  or  mere  ornament  a 
not  certain.  The  driver  stood  on  the  off-side,  and 
in  discharging  his  arrow  hung  his  whip  from  the 
MTist.  In  some  instances  the  king  is  represented 
alone  in  his  chariot  with  the  reins  fastened  round 
his  body,  thus  using  his  weapons  with  his  hands 
at  liberty.  Most  commonly  2  persons, 
and  sometimes  3  rode  in  the  chariot,  of 
whom  the  third  was  employed  to  carry 
the  state  umbrella  (2  K.  ix.  20,  24 ;  1  K. 
xxii.  3-t;  Acts  viii.  38).  A  second  chariot 
usually  accompanied  the  king  to  battle  to 
be  used  in  case  of  necessity  (2  Chr.  xxxv. 
U). 

On  peaceable  occasions  the  Egyptian 
gentleman  sometimes  drove  alone  in  his 
chariot  attended  by  servants  on  foot.  The 
horses  wore  housings  to  protect  them  from 
heat  and  insects.  For  royal  personages 
and  women  of  rank  an  umbrella  was  car- 
ried by  a  bearer,  or  fixed  upright  in  the 
chariot.  Sometimes  mules  were  driven  in- 
stead of  horse,s,  and  in  travelling  sometimes 
oxen,  but  for  travelling  purposes  the  sides 
of  the  chariot  apjwar  to  have  l)een  closed. 
One  instance  occurs  of  a  4-wheeled  car, 
which,  hke  the  rerpaKUKAoi  &fxa^a  (Her- 
od, ii.  63),  was  used  for  religious  puiposes. 
[Caut.]  The  processes  of  manufacture 
of  chariots  and  harness  are  fully  illustrated 
by  existing  sculptures,  in  which  also  are 
represented  the  chariots  used  by  neighbor- 
ing nations  (Wilkinson,  Anc.  Egypt,  i. 
368,  386;  ii.  75,  76,  2d  ed.). 

The  earlier  Assyrian  war  chariot  and 
harness  did  not  differ  essentially  from  the 
Egyptian.     Two  or  three  persons  stood  in 
the  car,  but  the  driver  is  sometimes  rep- 
resented as   standing  on   the  near  side, 
whilst  a  third  warrior  in  the  chariot  held  a  shield 
to  protect  the   archer  in  discharging  his  arrow. 
The  car  appears  to  have  had  closed  sides.    The  war 
chariot  wheels  had  6  spokes;  the  state  or  peace 
chariot  8  or  more,  and  a  third  person  in  state  pro- 
cessions carried  the  royal  umbrella.    A  third  horse, 
like  the  Greek  irap-fiopos,  was  generally  attached 
(Layard,  Nineveh,  ii.  3.50). 

In  later  times  the  third  horse  was  laid  aside,  the 
wheels  were  made  higher,  and  had  8  spokes;  and 
the  flvnt  of  the  car,  to  which  the  quiver  was  to 


Egyptian  princes  in  their  chwriot.     (Wllkinaon.) 
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moved  from  its  former  side  position,  was  made 
square  instead  of  round.  The  cars  were  more 
higlily  ornamented,  panelled,  and  inlaid  with  val- 
uable woods  and  metals,  and  painted.  The  em- 
broidered housings  in  which  in  earlier  times  the 


Assyrian  chariot. 

horses  were  clothed,  were  laid  aside,  and  plumes 
and  tassels  used  to  decorate  their  necks  and  fore- 
heads. (Layard,  Nineveh,  ii.  353,  356;  Nineveh 
and  Babylon,  pp.  341,  587,  603,  618;  Mm.  of 
Nin.  2d  series,  pi.  24;  Ez.  xxvii.  20.) 

The  Persian  art,  as  appears  from  the  sculptures 
at  Persepolis,  and  also  at  Kouyunjik,  shows  great 
similarity  to  the  AssjTian ;  but  the  procession  rep- 
resented at  the  former  place  contains  a  chariot  or 
car  with  wheels  of  12  spokes,  while  from  the  sculpt- 
ures at  the  latter,  it  appears  that  the  Elamites,  or 
Persians,  besides  chariots  containing  2  persons 
which  were  sometimes  drawn  by  4  horses,  used  a 
kind  of  cart  drawn  by  a  single  mule  or  more,  con- 
sisting of  a  stage  on  high  wheels  capable  of  hold- 
ing 5  or  6  persens,  of  whom  the  driver  sat  on  a 
pjow  stool,  with  his  legs  hanging  on  each  side  of  the 

le.     (Xenoph.  Cyrop.  iv.  3,  1,  and  2,  §  22 ;  Is. 

ii.  6;  Ez.  xxiii.  24;  Niebuhr,  Voyage,  ii.  105; 
irdin,  Voyage,  viii.  257,  pi.  lix. ;  Layard,  Nin. 
\Bab.  pp.  447-449;  Olearius,  Travels,  i^.  302.) 


Assyrian  chariot. 

Chariots  armed  with  scythes  {ap/xuTa  Spetravri- 
'6pa,  Xen.  Anab.  i.  7,  §  10)  may  perhaps  be  in- 
i  by  the  "chariots  of  iron"  of  the  Canaan- 
they  are  mentioned  as  part  of  the  equipment 
Antiochus  (2  Mace.  xiii.  2),  and  of  Darius  (Diod. 
3.  xvii.  53;  Appian.  Syr.  c.  32).  Xenophon 
entions  a  Persian  chariot  with  4  poles  and  8  horses 
Cyrop.  vi.  4). 

Among  the  parts  of  wheeled-carriages  mentioned 

A.  V.  are,  (1.)  the  Wheels,  n"'35iS:  &^ou€s: 

;  also  D^iyilba  :  rpexoi'-  rotcB.    (2.)  Spokes," 


frotoe 


CHEBAR  415 

Q>")t^n :  radii.  (3.)  Naves,"  D"^3?  [or  ^122] : 
modioli.  (4.)  Felloes,"  D'^pt^H :  vSnoi:  apsidet. 
(5.)  Axles,  m")"^ :  x*"?"'  ^^^'-  '^'^  ?"*■  *^® 
horses  to  the  carriage,  IDS  :  ^fv^ai-jungere;  and 

once  (Mic.  i.  13),  DH^- 

The  Persian  custom  of  sacrificing  horses  to  the 
Sun  (Xen.  Cyrop.  viii.  3,  12),  seems  to  have  led 
to  offerings  of  chariots  and  horses  for  the  same 
object  among  the  Jewish  monarchs  who  fell  into 
idolatry  (Ez.  viii.  16;  2  K.  xxiii.  11;  P.  della 
Valle,  XV.  ii.  255;  Winer,  Wagen).     H.  W.  P. 

*  CHARMER,  Deut.  xviii.  11;  Ps.  Iviii.  5; 
Is.  xix.  3.  See  Divination,  §§  5, 10;  Enchant- 
ments, §§  3,  5;  Sekpent-charming.  A. 

CHAR'MIS  {Xapixls;  [Vat.  Sin.  Xap^uejs;] 
Alex.  Xa\/i€is:  Charmi),  son  of  Melchiel,  one  of 
the  three  "ancients"  {irpea-fivrfpoi),  or  "rulers" 
i&pxomfs)  of  Bethulia  (Jud.  vi.  15,  viii.  10,  x. 
6). 

CHAR'RAN  (Xappdy.  Charan),  Acts  vii.  2, 
4.     [Haran.] 

CHASE.     [Hunting.] 

CHAS'EBA  (Xaa-e^d  :  Caseba),  a  name 
among  the  list  of  the  "  Ser\'ants  of  the  Temple" 
(1  Esdr.  V.  31),  which  has  nothing  corresponding 
to  it  in  Ezra  and  Nehemiah,  and  is  probably  a 
mere  corruption  of  that  succeeding  it  —  Gazeka. 

*  CHA'VAH,  Gen.  iii.  20,  marg.  A  fonn  of 
Eve,  more  nearly  representing  the  Hebrew.    A. 

*  CHAWS,  an  old  form  for  jaics,  Ez.  xxix.  4 
and  xxxviii.  4,  in  A.  V.  ed.  1611  and  other  early 
editions.  A. 

CHE'BAR  (")33  :  Xo^Ap-,  [Vat.  M.  Ez.  x. 
22,  Xopafi :]  Chobar),  a  river  in  the  "  land  of  the 
Chaldseans  "  (Ez.  i.  3),  on  the  banks  of  which  some 
of  the  Jews  were  located  at  the  time  of  the  Captiv- 
ity, and  where  Ezekiel  saw  his  earlier  visions  (Ez. 
i.  1,  iii.  15,  23,  &c.).     It  is  commonly  regarded  as 

identical  with  the  Habor  ("IISH),  or  river  of  Go- 
zan,  to  which  some  portion  of  the  Israelites  were  re- 
moved by  the  Assyrians  (2  K.  xvii.  6).  But  this 
is  a  mere  conjecture,  resting  whoUy  upon  the  sim- 
ilarity of  name;  which  after  all  is  not  very  close. 
It  is  perhaps  better  to  suppose  the  two  streams  dis- 
tinct, more  especially  If  we  regard  the  Habor  as 
the  ancient  'AjSdp^as  (modem  Khabour),  which  fell 
into  the  Euphrates  at  Circesium ;  for  in  the  Old  Tes- 
tament the  name  of  Chaldiea  is  never  extended  so  far 
northwards.  The  Chebar  of  Ezekiel  must  be  looked 
for  in  Babylonia.    It  is  a  name  which  might  properly 

have  been  given  to  any  great  stream  (comp.  "123, 
great).  Perhaps  the  view,  which  finds  some  sup- 
port in  Pliny  {II.  N.  vi.  20),  and  is  adopted  by 
Bochart  {Phaleg,  i.  8)  and  Cellarius  (Geograph. 
c.  22),  that  the  Chebar  of  Ezekiel  is  the  Nahr 
Malcha  or  Royal  Canal  of  Nebuchadnezzar  —  the 
greatest  of  all  the  cuttings  in  Mesopotamia  —  may 
be  regarded  as  best  deserving  acceptance.  In  that 
case  we  may  suppose  the  Jemsh  captives  to  have 
been  employed  in  the  excavation  of  the  channel. 


"  *  The  writer  has  here  followed  the  erroneous  ren- 
dering of  the  A.  v.  in  1  K.  vii.  33.  According  to  the 
best  lexicographers  and  commentators  the  spokes  are   ffl^e^  by  D"^]I12. 


denoted  by  D'^pSSTl,  the  naves  by  D''1J27n,  <Mid  the 

A. 
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That  Chaldea,  not  upper  Mesopotamia,  was  the 
scene  of  Ezekiel's  preaching,  is  indicated  by  the 
tradition  which  places  his  tomb  at  Keffil  (Loftus's 
Chaldcea,  p.  35).  G.  R. 

CHE'BEL  (^50)5  one  of  the  singular  topo- 
graphical terms  in  which  the  ancient  Hebrew  lan- 
guage abounded,  and  which  give  so  much  force  and 
precision  to  its  records.  The  ordinary  meaning  of 
the  word  Chebel  is  a  "rope"  or  "cord;"  and  in 
this  sense  it  frequently  occurs  both  Uterally  (as 
Josh.  ii.  15,  "cord;"  1  K.  xx.  31,  "ropes;"  Is. 
xxxiii.  23,  " tacklijigs ;  "  Am.  vii.  17,  "Une")  and 
metaphorically  (as  Eccl.  xii.  6 ;  Is.  v.  18 ;  Hos.  xi. 
4).  From  this  it  has  passed  —  with  a  curious  cor- 
respondence to  our  own  modes  of  speech  —  to  de- 
note a  body  of  men,  a  "  band  "  (as  in  Ps.  cxix.  61). 
In  1  Sam.  x.  5,  10,  our  word  "string"  would  not 
be  inappropriate  to  the  circumstances  —  a  "  string 
of  prophets  coining  down  from  the  high  place." 
Further  it  is  found  in  other  metaphorical  senses, 
arising  out  of  its  original  meaning  (as  Job  xviii. 
10;  Ps.  xviii.  4;  Jer.  xiii.  21).  From  the  idea  of 
a  measuring-line  (Mic.  ii.  5),  it  has  come  to  mean 
a  "portion"  or  "allotment"  (as  1  Chr.  xvi.  18; 
Ps.  cv.  11;  Ez.  xlvii.  13).  It  is  the  word  used  in 
the  familiar  passage  "  the  lines  «  are  fallen  unto  me 
in  pleasant  places  "  (Ps.  xvi.  6).  But  in  its  topo- 
graphical sense,  as  meaning  a  "tract"  or  "dis- 
trict," we  find  it  always  attached  to  the  region  of 
Argob,  which  is  invariably  designated  by  this,  and  by 
no  other  term  (Deut.  iii.  4, 13, 14;  IK.  iv.  13).  It 
has  been  already  shown  how  exactly  applicable  it  is 
to  the  circumstances  of  the  case.  [Aegob.]  But 
in  addition  to  the  observations  there  made,  the 
reader  should  be  referred  to  the  report  of  the  latest 
traveller  in  those  interesting  regions,  who  abun- 
dantly confirms  the  statements  of  his  predecessors 
as  to  the  abrupt  definiteness  of  the  boundary  of  the 
district.  (Mr.  C.  C.  Graham,  in  Cambridge  Essays, 
1858.)  No  clew  is  aflforded  us  to  the  reason  of  this 
definite  localization  of  the  term  (Jhebel ;  but  a  com- 
parison of  the  fact  that  Argob  was  taken  possession 
of  by  Manasseh  —  a  part  of  the  great  tribe  of  Jo- 
seph—  with  the  use  of  this  word  by  that  tribe, 
and  by  Joshua  in  his  retort,  in  the  very  early  and 
characteristic  fragment.  Josh.  xvii.  5,  14  (A.  V. 
"portion"),  prompts  the  suggestion  that  it  may 
have  been  a  provincialism  in  use  amongst  that  large 
and  independent  part  of  Israel.  Should  this  be 
thought  untenable,  its  application  to  the  "rocky 
shore"  of  Argob  maybe  illustrated  and  justified 
by  its  use  (Zeph.  ii.  5-7;  A.  V.  "coast")  for  the 
"coast  line"  of  the  Mediterranean  along  Philistia. 
In  connection  with  the  sea-shore  it  is  also  employed 
in  Josh.  xix.  29. 

The  words  used  for  Chebel  in  the  older  versions 
are  (rxoivKr/xa,  irtplij.fTpov,  irepixoipov'-  rer/io, 
funiculus.  [See  Argob,  and  the  addition  to 
Bashan  in  Amer.  ed.]  G. 

CHEDORLAO'MER  ("ip!?^-)!?  :  Xo- 
ioKKoyoft.6p-  Chwloi-luhmnor),  a  king  of  Elam,  in 
the  time  of  Abraham,  who  with  three  other  chiefs 
made  war  upon  the  kings  of  Sodom,  Gomorrah, 
Admab,  Zeboim,  and  Zoar,  and  reduced  them  to 
servitude.  For  twelve  years  he  retained  his  hold 
over  them ;  in  the  thirteenth  they  rebelled ;  in  the 


a  The  use  of  the  word  in  this  sense  in  our  own 
Idiomatic  expression  —  "  hard  linos  "  will  not  be  for- 
^tten.  Other  correspondences  between  Oiebel  as  ap- 
plied to  measurement,  and  our  own  words  "  rod  "  and 
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next  year,  however,  he  and  his  allies  marched  upon 
their  country,  and  after  defeating  many  neighbor- 
ing tribes,  encountered  the  five  kings  of  the  plain 
in  the  vale  of  Siddim.  He  completely  routed  them ; 
slew  the  kings  of  Sodom  and  Gomorrah,  and  car- 
ried away  much  spoil,  together  with  the  family  of 
Lot.  Chedorlaomer  seems  to  have  perished  in  the 
rescue  which  was  effected  by  Abraham  upon  hear- 
ing of  the  captivity  of  his  nephew  (Gen.  xiy.  17). ' 
According  to  Gesenius  the  meaning  of  the  word 

may  be  '■'■handful  of  sheaves,  from  ^■^iyS',  handful 
and  "1^37,  sheaf;  "  but  this  is  mftatisfactory.  The 
name  of  a  king  is  found  upon  the  bricks  recently 
discovered  in  Chaldsea,  which  is  read  Kudur-ma- 
pula.  This  man  has  been  supposed  to  be  identical 
with  Chedorlaomer,  and  the  opinion  is  confirmed 
by  the  fact  that  he  is  further  distinguished  by  a 
title  which  may  be  translated  "Ravager  of  the 
west."  "  As  however  one  type  alone  of  his  legends- 
has  been  discovered,"  says  Col.  Rawlinson,  "it  b 
impossible  to  pronounce  at  present  on  the  identifi- 
cation. The  second  element  in  the  name  "  Chedor- 
laomer "  is  of  course  distinct  from  that  in  "  Kudur- 
mapula."  Its  substitution  may  be  thus  accounted 
for.  In  the  names  of  Ribylonian  kings  the  latter 
portion  is  often  dropped.  Thus  Shalmaneser  be- 
comes Shalman  in  Hoshea;  Merodach-bal-adan, 
becomes  Mardocempal,  &c.  Kudur-mapula  might 
therefore  become  known  as  Kudur  simply.     The 

epithet  "d-Ahmar,"  w^^^t,  which  means  the 

Eed,  may  afterwards  have  been  added  to  the  name, 
and  may  have  been  corrupted  into  Isomer,  which, 
as  the  orthography  now  stands,  has  no  apparent 
meaning.  Kedar-el-Ahmar,  or  "  Kedar  tlie  Red," 
is  in  fact  a  famous  hero  in  Arabian  tradition,  and 
his  history  bears  no  inconsiderable  resemblance  to 
the  Scripture  narrative  of  Chedor-laomer.  It  is 
also  very  possible  that  the  second  element  in  the 
name  of  Chedor-laomer,  whatever  be  its  true  form, 
may  be  a  Semitic  translation  of  tlie  original  Ilamite 
term  mapula."  "Chedorlaomer  may  have  been 
the  leader  of  certain  immigrant  Chaldoean  Elamites 
who  founded  the  grejit  (^'haldsean  empire  of  Berosus 
in  the  early  part  of  the  20th  century  b.  c,  while 
Amraphel  and  Arioch,  the  Ilamite  kings  of  Shinar 
and  Ellasar,  who  fought  under  his  banner  in  the 
Syrian  war  as  subordinate  chiefs,  and  Tidal,  who 
led  a  contingent  of  Median  Scyths  belonging  to  the 
old  population,  may  have  been  the  local  governors 
who  had  submitted  to  his  power  when  he  invaded 
Chaldsea"  (Rawlinson's  IleroiL,  i.  436,  446). 

S.  L. 


CHEESE  is  mentioned  only  three  times  in  the 
Bible,  and  on  each  occasion  under  a  different  name 

in  the  Hebrew:  (1)  n3^32,  from  ^32,  to  curdle 
(Job  X.  10),  referred  to,  not  historically,  but  by 
way  of  illustration:  (2)  \'^'~!0,  from  y^H,  to 
cut  (Tpv<pa\lSfs  rod  ydhaKTos,  LXX. ;  formellce 
casei,  Vulg.,  1  Sam.  xvii.  18);  the  Chaldee  and 

Syriac  give  ^32^3 


Hesychius  explains  rpvipa\lSfs 
as  Tfi-fipLara  rod  aira\ov  rvpod'-  (3)  "^f^^  iT^Dtp, 
from    nSt27,   to  scrape   {"Xoupiid  $ouy,   LXX.; 


"  chain,"  and  also  "  rood  "  as  applied  in  the  proviDcea 
and  colonies,  to  solid  measure  of  wood,  &c.,  are  ob- 
vious. 


CHELAL 

cheae  ofkine,  A.  V.  2  Sam.  xvii.  29:  the  Vul- 
gate, following  Theodotion's  rendering,  ya\a6r}va 
fixxTX^P^"^-!  gives  pingues  vitulos,  guided  by  the  posi- 
tion of  the  words  after  "  sheep  " :  the  Targum  and 
other  Jewish  authorities,  however,  identify  the  sub- 
stance with  those  mentioned  above).  It  is  difficult 
to  decide  how  far  these  terms  correspond  with  our 
notion  of  cheese ,  tor  they  simply  express  various 
d^ees  of  coagulation.  It  may  be  observed  that 
cheese  is  not  at  the  present  day  common  among 
the  Bedouin  Arabs,  butter  being  decidedly  preferred ; 
but  there  is  a  substance,  closely  corresponding  to 
those  mentioned  in  1  Sam.  xvii.,  2  Sam.  xvii., 
consisting  of  coagulated  butter-milk,  which  is  dried 
until  it  becomes  quite  hard,  and  is  then  ground : 
the  Arabs  eat  it  mixed  with  butter  (Burckhardt, 
Notex  on  the  Bedouins,  i.  60).  In  reference  to  this 
subject,  it  is  noticeable  that  the  ancients  seem  gen- 
erally to  have  used  either  butter  or  cheese,  but  not 
both :  thus  the  Greeks  had  in  reality  but  one  ex- 
pression for  the  two,  for  povrvpov  =  $ovs,  Tvp6s, 
"cheese  of  kine:"  the  Komans  used  cheese  ex- 
clusively, while  all  nomad  tribes  preferred  butter. 
The  distinction  between  cheese  proper,  and  coagula- 
ted milk,  seems  to  be  referred  to  in  Pliny,  xi.  96. 

W.  L.  B. 
CHE'LAL  (bb?  [perfection]  :  Xa\-{,\  ; 
[Vat.  Nexai^)  Ne-  belonging  to  the  preceding 
word:]  Chalal),  Ezr.  x.  30  [where  he  is  mentioned 
as  one  of  the  eight  sons  of  Pahath-Moab  who  had 
all  taken  "  strange  wives  "]. 

CHELCI'AS  (XeA/ci'ay:  Helcias).  1.  Ancestor 
of  Baruch  (Bar.  i.  1). 

2.  Hilkiah  the  high -priest  in  the  time  of  Isaiah 
(Bar.  i.  7).  W.  A.  W. 

CHELCI'AS    (X€\K.'os,  i.  e.  H^f^bn,  the 
rtion  of  the  Lord,  Hilkiah  :  Helcias),  the  father 
Susanna  {Tlist.  of  Sus.  2,  29,  63).     Tradition 
lippol.  in  Susann.  i.  689,  ed.  Mignjs)  represents 
as  the  brother  of  .Jeremiah,  and  identical  with 
he  priest  who  found  the  copy  of  the  law  in  the 
'  Qe  of  Josiah  (2  K.  xxii.  8).  B.  F.  W. 

CHEL'LIANS,  THE  (.Jud.  ii.  23).    [Ghel- 

DS.] 

CHEL'LUH  (^HJlbS,  Keri,  imb^ 
irenyth,  Fiirst] :  XeA/cia; '[Vat.  FA.  X(\Keia; 
'1.  Alex.  XeA./a:]    Chelinu),  Ezr.  x.  35   [one  of 

1  sons  of  Baiii,  who  had  foreign  wives]. 

CHEL'LUS  iXfWois;  [Sin.  Xfa-\ous;  Vat.] 
Jex.  XfKovs'-  Vulg.  omits),  named  amongst  the 
■  ces  beyond  {i.  e.  on  the  west  of)  Jordan  to  which 
ffabuchodonosor   sent   his  summons   (Jud.  i.   9). 
"scept  its  mention  with  "  Kades  "  there  is  no  clew 
I  its  situation.     Reland  (Pal.  p.  717)  conjectures 
at  it  may  be  Chalutza,  H^^bn,  a  place  which, 
ader  the  altered  form  of  Elusa,  was  weU  known 
to  the  Roman  and  Greek  geographers.     With  this 
agrees  the  subsequent  mention  of  the  "  land  of  the 
Chellians"   (r^y  XeWalccu  [Vat.  M.  XaKSa^v, 
Sin.  Alex.  XeAetuj/],  tei-ra  Cellon),  "  by  the  wilder- 
ness," to  the  south  of  whom  were  the  children  of 
Ishmael  (Jud.  ii.  23).  G. 

*  Volkmar  (Einl.  in  die  Apohr.  i.  191)  adopts 
the  reading  XaK^aiw,  which  is  supported  by  the 
Syriac.  ^_ 

CHEXOD  (X€\6ou\;  Alex.  XeXeovZ;  [Sin. 
XeAaiouS:  Aid    X6A(^5:]   Vulg.  omits).     "Many 
nations  of  the  sons  of  Chelod  "  were  amoncr  those 
27 
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who  obeyed  the  summons  of  Xabuchodonosor  to 
his  war  with  Arphitxad  (Jud.  i.  6).  The  word  is 
apparently  corrupt.  Simonis  suggests  X6.\wv,  perh. 
Ctesiphon.     Ew^d  conjectures  it  to  be  a  nickname 

for  the  Syrians,  "  sons  of  the  moles  "  T/H  {Gesch. 
iv.  543). 

*  Volkmar  gives  the  same  interpretation,  only 
applying  the  term,  in  accordance  with  his  theory  of 
the  book,  to  the  Roman  armies  as  a  Schanzyrdber- 
Heer,  famous  for  intrenching.  See  his  Einl.  in 
die  Apokr.  i.  31  f.,  153.  A. 

CHE'LUB  (3-lb3  [bird-cage]).  1.  A  man 
among  the  descendants'of  Judah,  described  [1  Chr. 
iv.  11]  as  the  brotlier  of  Shuah  and  the  father  of 
Mechir  [1  Chr.  iv.  11].  (In  the  LXX.  the  name 
is  given  as  Caleb,  Xa\40,  the  father  of  Ascha;  the 
daughter  of  the  well-known  Caleb  was  Achsah; 
Vulg.  Caleb.) 

2.  {dX€\ov0;  [Vat.  Xo/8ouS:]  Chelub).  Ezri 
the  son  of  Chelub  was  the  overseer  of  those  who 
"  did  the  work  of  the  field  for  tillage  of  the  ground," 
one  of  David's  officers  (1  Chr.  xxvii.  26).  i 

CHELU'BAI  [3  syl.]  (^^-ib?  [heroic, 
Fiirst] :  6  Xa\f$;  [Vat.  M.  OxakeK,  'i-  e.  6  Xa- 
)3€\:]  Calui/i),  the  son  of  Hezron,  of  one  of  the 
chief  families  of  Judah.  The  name  occurs  in  1 
Chr.  ii.  9  only,  and  from  a  comparison  of  this  pas- 
sage with  ii.  18  and  42,  it  would  appear  to  be  but 
another  form  of  the  name  Caleb.  It  is  worth 
noting  that,  while  in  this  passage  Jerahmeel  is 
stated  to  be  a  brother  of  Chelubai,  it  appears  from 
1  Sam.  xxvii.  10  that  the  Jerahmeelites  were  placed 
on  the  "  south  of  Judah,"  where  also  were  the  pos- 
sessions of  the  house  of  Caleb  (Judg.  i.  15;  1  Sam. 
XXV.  3,  XXX.  14).  In  the  Syriac  Vers,  the  name  is 
UiO  >rri,  Said ;  probably  a  transcriber's  error  for 
*^^^^^^,  Celubi  (Burrhigton,  i.  209).  G. 

CHEM'ARIMS,  THE  (D">na3rr :  (in  2 
K.  xxiii.  5]  oi  Xcofxapifj.;  [Vat.]  Alex,  oi  Xct>fj.ap€tfi: 
ainispices,  ceditui).  This  word  only  occurs  in  the 
text  of  the  A.  V.  in  Zeph.  i.  4.  In  2  K.  xxiii.  5 
it  is  rendered  "  idolatrous  priests,"  and  hi  Hos.  x. 
5  "priests,"  and  in  both  cases  "chemarim"  is 
given  in  the  margin.  So  far  as  regards  the  Hebrew 
usage  of  the  word  it  is  exclusively  applied  to  the 
priests  of  the  false  worship,  and  was  in  all  prob- 
ability a  term  of  foreign  origm.     In  Syriac  the 

word  Ji-^Q-Oj  cumro,  is  found  without  the  same 
restriction  of  meaning,  being  used  m  Judg.  xvii.  5, 
12,  of  the  priest  of  Micah,  while  in  Is.  Ixi.  6  it 
denotes  the  priests  of  the  true  God,  and  in  Heb.  ii. 
17  is  applied  to  Christ  himself.  Tlie  root  in  Syriac 
signifies  "  to  be  sad,"  and  hence  cumro  is  supposed 
to  denote  a  mournful,  ascetic  person,  and  hence  a 

priest  or  monk  (compare  Arab.  JlAjf,  abil,  and 
Syr.  jAx^J,  abilo,  in  the  same  sense).  Kimchi 
derived  it  from  a  root  signifying  "  to  be  black," 
because  the  idolatrous  priests  wore  black  garments ; 
but  this  is  without  foundation.  [Idolatry,  II.] 
In  the  Peshito-Syriac  of  Acts  xix.  35  the  feminine 
form  of  the  word  is  used  to  render  the  Greek 
vecoKSpoy,  "a  temple  keeper."  Compare  the  Vul". 
cedilui,  which  is  the  translation  of  Chemarim  in 
two  passages.  W.  A.  W. 

CHE'MOSH  {Vyya3  [^t\\.  siAduer,  Ges.; 
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fire,  hearth,  i.  e.  ffod  of  fire,  FiiretJ :  Xa/xd>s ;  [Vat. 
I  in  Judg.  A/iOjy:]  Chanws),  the  national  deity  of 
the  Moabites  (Num.  xxi.  29;  Jer.  xlviii.  7, 13,  46). 
In  Judg.  xi.  24,  he  also  appears  a.s  the  god  of  the 
Ammonites:  he  must  not,  however,  be  identified 
with  Molech.  Solomon  introduced,  suid  Josiah 
abolished,  the  worship  of  Chemosh  at  Jerusalem 
(1  K.  xi.  7;  2  K.  xxiii.  13).  With  regard  to  the 
meaning  of  the  name,  and  the  position  which 
Chemosh  held  in  mythology,  we  h.ave  nothing  to 
record  beyond  doubtful  and  discordant  conjectul-es. 
Jerome  {Omim.  in  Is.  xv.  2)  identifies  liim  wth 
Baal-Peor;  others  with  Baal-Zebub,  on  etymologi- 
cal grounds;  others,  as  Gesenius  {Thesuur.  693), 
with  Mars,  or  the  god  of  war,  on  similar  grounds ; 
and  others  (Ifeyer  ad  Sddm,  p.  323)  with  Saturn, 
as  the  star  of  ill  omen,  Chemosh  having  been  wor- 
shipped, according  to  a  Jewish  tradition,  under  the 
form  of  a  black  star.  Jerome  (on  Is.  xv.)  notices 
Dibon  as  the  chief  seat  of  his  worship. 

W.  L.  B. 
CHENA'ANAH  (n33?33:  Xauavi  [Vat. 
XavoMv;  Alex.  XavavaV.^  Chaiwna ;  according  to 
Gesen.fem.  of  Canaan).  1.  Son  of  Bilhan,  son  of 
Jediael,  son  of  Benjamin,  head  of  a  Benjamite  house 
(1  Chr.  vii.  10),  probably  of  the  family  of  the 
Belaites.     [Bkla.] 

2.  [Xovoac;  Vat.  51.  1  K.  xxii.  11,  Xauiva; 
Alex.  Xavava,  Xavaav,  Xavaava  ■  Chanaana.] 
Father,  or  ancestor,  of  Zedekiah,  the  false  prophet 
who  made  him  horns  of  iron,  and  encouraged  Ahab 
to  go  up  against  liamoth-Gilead,  and  smote  Micaiah 
on  the  cheek  (1  K.  xxii.  11,  24;  2  Chr.  xviii.  10, 
23).     He  may  be  the  same  as  the  preceding. 

A.  C.  H. 
CHENA'NI  (*'33?  [Jehovah  appointed  or 
made']:  Xwvevi;  F A3. 'Alex.  Xavavi;  FAi.  Vat. 
omit:]  et  Chanani),  one  of  the  Levites  who  assisted 
at  the  solemn  purification  of  the  people  under  Ezra 
(Neh.  ix.  4  only).  By  the  LXX.  the  word  Bani 
("^33)  preceding  is  read  as  if  meaning  "  sons  "  — 
«  sons  of  Chenani."  The  Vulgate  and  A.  V.  ad- 
hering to  the  Masoretic  pointing,  insert  "  and." 

CHENANFAH  (-in^DSS  [as  above]:  Xw- 
vfvia,  Xaivfvias;  [Vat.  Kasvf via,  Xoiveveia;  Alex. 
Koivtvia,  Xmvivias'i  in  1  Chr.  xv.  27,  Alex.  Xfvt- 
vias;  Vat.  Uxovtas'i  FA.  Ei€x<'»"«s']  Chonenias), 
chief  of  the  Levites,  when  David  carried  the  ark  to 
Jerusalem  (1  Chr.  xv.  22,  xxvi.  29).  In  1  Chr.  xv. 
27,  his  name  is  written  iT'SS^. 

T :     : 

CHE'PHAR-HAAMMO'NAI         (153 

■^^^^^^n,  "  Hamlet  of  the  Ammonites;  "  Kapa(pa 
KOI  Kf(j)ipd  Kal  Movl  [Vat.  -((>ft-  and  -j/f j] ;  Alex. 
Ka(prjpafii.fjLtv;  [Comp.  Kafpapa/xfA.wi'a'-]  Villa  Em- 
omi),  a  place  mentioned  among  the  towns  of  Ben- 
jamin (Josh,  xviii.  24).  No  trace  of  it  has  yet 
iMjen  discovered,  but  in  its  name  is  doubtless  pre- 
served the  memory  of  an  incursion  of  the  Ammonites 
up  the  long  r.ivines  which  lead  from  the  Jordan 
valley  to  the  highlands  of  Beiyamin.  G. 

CHEPHI'RAH  (nn^pin,  with  the  definite 
article,  except  in  the  later  books,  —  "  the  hamlet :  " 
[Rom.]  Kf<bipi,  [etc.  ;  Vat.  K«<^€ipo,  *6ipo, 
Ka(p(tpa;  FA.  in  Neh.  Kapetpa;  Alex.]  Xf(pftpa, 
[etc. :]  Caphi.ra,  C'iphara),  one  of  the  four  cities 
of  the  Gibeonitcs  (Josh.  ix.  17),  and  namefl  after- 
KArds  among  the  towns  of  Benjamin,  with  Kamah, 
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Beeroth,  and  Mizpeh  (xviii.  26).  The  men  of 
Chephirah  returned  with  Zerubbaliel  from  Babylon 
(Ezr.  ii.  25;  Neh.  vii.  29).  The  Samaritan  Ver- 
sion, at  Gen.  xiii.  3,  renders  Hai  (Ai)  by  Cephrah, 
n~15D  :  but  this  cannot  be  Chephirah,  since  both 
Ai  and  it  are  mentioned  together  in  Josh.  ix.  (comp. 
3  witli  17),  and  in  the  lists  of  lira  and  Neheniiah 
already  quoted.  And  indeed  Dr.  Kobinson  seems" 
to  have  discovered  it  under  the  scarcely  altered 
name  of  Kefir,  in  the  mountain-country  on  the 
western  confines  of  Benjamin,  about  2  miles  east 
of  Yah  (Ajalou)  (Rob.  iii.  14G).     [Caphika.] 

G. 

CHE'RAN  (^1?  :  Xapf,dv :  Charan),  one 
of  the  sons  of  Dishon  (so  A.  V.,  but  Hebrew  is 
Dishan),  the  Horite  "duke"  (Gen.  xxxvi.  26;  1 
Chr.  i.  41).  No  name  corresponding  with  this 
has  yet  been  discovered  amongst  the  tribes  of 
Arabia. 

CHE'REAS  (Xatptas;  [Alex.  Xtptoj:]  ChcB- 
reas),  a  brother  of  Timotheus,  the  leader  of  the 
Ammonites  agauist  Judas  Maccabreus  (1  Mace.  v. 
6),  who  held  Gazara  (Jazar,  1  Mace.  v.  8),  where 
he  was  slain  on  the  capture  of  the  fortress  by  the 
Jews  (2  Mace.  x.  32,  37).  B.  F.  W. 

CHER'ETHIMS  [prqterhj  Cherethim] 
(n\nn?),  Ez.  xxv.  IG.  The  plural  form  of  the 
word  elsewhere  rendered  Cheuktihtes  ;  which 
see.  The  Hebrew  word  occurs  again  in  Zeph.  ii. 
5;  A.  V.  "  Cherethites."  In  these  passages  the  . 
LXX.  render  Cretans,  and  the  Vulgate  by  Palaestini 
and  Philistines  (Kp^res'-  Alex,  [in  Ez.]  Kpnas 
(rtSoivos:  Palcestiin,  PhiUsihini). 

CHER'ETHITES  AND  PEL'ETHITES 

(\nb?ni  "^m?  :  b  Xepeei  Kal  5  *€At0/,  [etc.;] 
ffWfiarotpvXaKfs,  Joseph.  Ant.  vii.  5,  §  4:  Cerethi 
et  Phekthi),  the  life-guards  of  King  I)avid  (2  Sam. 
viii.  18,  XV.  18,  xx.  7,  23;  1  K.  i.  38,  44;  1  Chr. 
xviii.  17).  These  titles  are  commonly  said  to  sig- 
nify "executioners  and  couriers"  (S77apo()  from 
m3,  to  slay,  and  Dv?,  to  run.  It  is  plain  that 
these  royal  guards  were  employed  as  executioners 
(2  K.  xi.  4),  and  as  couriers  (1  K.  xiv.  27).  Sim- 
ilarly I'otiphar  w.os  captain  of  the  guard  of  Pharaoh, 
.and  also  chief  of  the  executioners  (Gen.  xxxvii.  36), 
as  was  Arioch,  Nebuchadnezzar's  officer  (Dan.  ii.  14). 
In  the  latter  part  of  David's  reign  the  Cherethites 
and  Pelethites  were  commanded  by  Benaiah  (2  Sam. 
viii.  18,  XX.  23,  xxiii.  23).  But  it  has  been  con- 
jectured that  the  roj'al  body-guards  may  have  been 
foreign  mercenaries,  like  the  Pope's  Swiss  guards. 
They  are  connected  with  the  Gittites,  a  foreign 
trite  (2  Sam.  xv.  18);  and  the  Cherethites  are 
mentioned  as  a  nation  (1  Sam.  xxx.  14),  dwelling 
apparently  on  the  coast,  and  therefore  jirobably 
Philistines,  of  which  name  I'elethites  may  be  only 
another  form.  R.  W.  B. 

CHE'RITH,  THE  BROOK  (n"'1?  bn? 

[torrent  of  the  ciit  or  gorge]  :  xcud^^ovs  Xo^jxid: 
ton-ens  Cai-ith),  the  torrent  bed  or  wady  —  to  use 
the  modem  Arabic  word  which  exactly  answers  to 
the  Hebrew  Nachnl  —  in  (not  "by,"  as  the  trans- 
lators of  the  A.  V.  were  driven  to  say  by  their  u.se 
of  the  word  "brook")  which  Elijali  hid  iiimself 
during  the  early  part  of  the  three  years'  drought 
(1  K.  xvii.  3,  5).     No  further  mention  of  it  ii 
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found  in  the  Bible,  and  by  Josephus  (Ant.  viii.  13, 
§  2)  it  is  spoken  of  merely  as  xfip-'i'ppovs  tis- 

The  position  of  the  Cherith  has  been  much  dis- 
puted. The  words  of  the  passage  unfortunately 
give  no  clew  to  it:  —  "get  thee  hence  («".  e.  ap- 
parently from  the  spot  where  the  interview  with 
Ahab  had  taken  place,  and  which  may  or  may  not 

be  Samaria),  and  turn  thy  face  eastward  {7M2rX\f), 
and  hide  thee  in  the  torrent  Crith,  which  is  facing 
(\2S  757)  the  Jordan."  The  expression  "  facing 
the  Jordan,"  which  occurs  also  in  verse  5,  seems 
simply  to  indicate  that  the  stream  in  question  ran 
into  that  river  and  not  into  either  the  Mediter 
ranean  or  the  Dead  Sea.  Josephus,  as  we  have 
seen,  does  not  name  the  torrent,  and  he  says  that 
Elijah  went,  not  "  eastward,"  but  towards  the 
south  —  ej$  TO  TTphs  p6tov  fiepri-  Eusebius  and 
Jerome  on  the  other  hand  ( Onomasticon,  Chorath) 
pLace  the  Cherith  beyond  Jordan,  where  also 
Schwarz  (51)  would  identify  it  in  a  Wady  Alias, 
opposite  Bethshean.  This  is  the  IVady  tl-Ydbis 
(Jabesh),  which  Benj.  Tudela  says  is  a  corruption 

of  DH'^bS  1S1  (ii.  408;  Asher).  The  only  tra- 
dition on  the  subject  is  one  mentioned  by  Marinus 
Sanutus  in  1321;  that  it  ran  by  Phasaelus,  Herod's 
city  in  the  Jordan  valley.  This  would  make  it  the 
'Ain  Fiisdil  which  falls  from  the  mountains  of 
Ephraim  into  the  Glwr,  south  of  Kui-n  Sth-tabeh, 
and  about  15  miles  above  Jericho.  This  view  is 
supported  by  Bachiene,  and  in  our  own  time  by 
Van  de  Velde  (ii.  310).  The  spring  of  the  brook 
is  concealed  under  high  cliffs  and  under  the  shade 
of  a  dense  jungle  (V.  de  Velde,  Memoir,  339).  Dr. 
Robinson  on  the  other  hand  would  find  the  name 

in  the  Wady  Kelt  (vi>Jj}),  behind  Jericho.  The 
two  names  are  however  so  essentially  unlike,  —  not 
so  much  in  the  change  of  the  Cajih  to-  Kaph,  and 
Resh  to  Lam,  both  of  which  are  conceivable,  as  in 
the  removal  of  the  accent  from  the  end  in  Crith  to 
the  beginning  in  Kelt,  —  that  this  identification  is 
difficult  to  receive,  especially  in  the  absence  of  any 
topographical  grounds.  (See  the  same  doubt  ex- 
pressed by  Winer,  Chrith.) 

The  argument  from  probability  is  in  favor  of  the 
erith  being  on  the  east  of  Jordan,  of  which 
ijah  was  a  native,  and  where  he  would  be  more 
t  of  Ahab's  reach  than  in  any  of  the  recesses  of 
e  mountains  of  Ephraim  or  Benjamin.  With 
icreasefl  knowledge  of  that  part  of  the  country, 
,e  name  may  possibly  te  discovered  there.      G. 

Dr.  Kobinson  reaffirms  the  identity  of  Cherith 

d  Kelt  in   his  PItys.  Ueoij.  p.  94,  f.     Wilson 

unds  of  the  Bible,  ii.  5)  holds  the  same  view. 

is  impossible  to  press  the  argument  from  any 

pposed  affinity  in  the  names.     Dr.  Van  Dyck, 

one  of  the  best  living  authorities,  says :  "  I  do  not 

see  how  Kelt  can  be  derived  from  Cherith,  except 

on  principles  of  etymology  which  make  no  account 

of  vowels  and  consonants."  "    Hence  in  this  respect, 

Kelt  may  have  no  advantage  over  'Ain  Fumil,  or 

any  other  place  put  forward  for  this  identification. 

But  it  must  be  owned  that  a  brook  or  ravine  better 

suited  to  have  been  the  asylum  of  the  prophet  could 

hardly  be  found  anywhere.    Jlr.  Tristram  {Land  of 

Israel,  p.  202,  2d   ed.)  mentions  some  traits  of  the 

locality  which  accord  remarkably  with  the  Scripture 

Mcount.    In  going  down  from  .Jerusalem  to  Jericho 
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«  ♦  ftom  a  note  to  the  writer. 


the  frightful  gorge  opens  suddenly  upon  us  at  a 
bend  of  the  road,  about  two  miles  from  the  Plain : 
there  "the  traveller  finds  himself  in  front  of  a 
precipice,  perhaps  500  feet  high,  pierced  by  many 
inaccessible  anchorite  caverns,  and  with  a  steep, 
rugged  hiU  above.  We  gaze  down  into  the  steep 
ravine,  and  see  the  ravens,  eagles,  and  griffon-vul- 
tures sailing  beneath  us.  These  are  now  the  sole 
inhabitants  of  these  caves,  the  monarchs  of  the 
waste."  It  will  be  seen  how  well  this  description 
answers  to  the  import  of  the  ancient  name.  In  a 
retreat  like  this,  too,  the  prophet  could  easily  have 
hid  himself  from  the  knowledge  and  pursuit  of 
Ahab,  and  the  birds  of  prey,  which  must  have 
haunted  the  place  of  old  as  now,  could  have  brought 
to  him  the  food  which  God  prepared  through  them 
for  the  preservation  of  nis  servant. 

There  is  a  treatise  "  Elias  corvorum  con  victor" 
in  the  Critici  Sacri.  Gumpach's  "  Elias  und  die 
Raben"  in  his  Alttestamentliche  Studien,  p.  200  ff. 
(Heidelberg,  1852),  is  an  attempt  to  remove  from 
the  narrative  all  traces  of  a  miraculous  inter\-en- 
tion.  We  have  the  various  opinions  on  the  subject 
canvassed,  and  the  obvious  meaning  of  the  history 
vindicated,  in  Deyling's  Observationes  Sacrce,  Pars 
i.,  Xo.  XXV.  H. 

CHE'RUB  (3^"1|5 :  Xfpoi$,Xapo{,0;  [Vat. 
in  Ezr.  corrupt:]  Cheiiib),  apparetitly  a  place  in 
Babylonia  from  which  some  persons  of  doubtful 
extraction  returned  to  Judiea  with  Zerubbabel  (Ezr. 
ii.  59;  Neh.  vii.  61).  In  the  parallel  list  of  1  Esdr. 
V.  this  name,  with  the  next,  Addan,  seems  to  be 
corrupted  to  Charaath-alar. 

CHERUB,  CHERUBIM  (3113,  plur. 
□■^nnS,  or,  as  mostly  in  Pentateuch,  D"'ZI"13  : 
Xfpov0,  xfpoufiifi  [Vat.  Alex,  -fiei/x  or  -Peiv]). 
The  symbolical  figure  so  called  was  a  composite 
creature-form,  which  finds  a  parallel  in  the  religious 
insignia  of  Assyria,  Egj-pt,  and  Persia,  e.  g.  the 
sphinx,  the  winged  bulls  and  lions  of  Nineveh,  Ac., 


Fig.  1.  The  winged  female-sphinx.     (Wilkinson.) 


a  general  prevalence  which  prevents  the  necessity 
of  our  regarding  it  as  a  mere  adoption  from  the 
Egyptian  ritual.  In  such  forms  (comp.  the  Chi- 
maera  of  Greek  and  the  Griffin  of  northeastern 


Kg.  2.  An  Egyptian  winged  animal.    (Wilkinson. 
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&bles)  every  imaginative  people  has  sought  to  em- 
body its  notions  either  of  the  attributes  of  Divine 
essence,  or  of  the  vast  powers  of  nature  which 
transcend  that  of  man.  In  the  various  legends 
of  Hercules  the  bull  and  the  lion  constantly  appear 
as  forms  of  hostile  and  evil  power ;  and  some  of  the 
Persian  sculptures  apparently  represent  evil  genii 
under  similar  quasi-cherubic  forms.  The  Hebrew 
idea  seems  to  limit  the  number  of  the  cherubim. 


Assyrian  Gryphon.     (Layard,  ii.  459.) 


A  pair  (Ex.  xxv.  18,  &c.)  were  placed  on  the  mercy- 
seat  of  the  ark ;  a  pair  of  colossal  size  «  overshad  - 
owed  it  in  Solomon's  Temple  with  the  canopy  of 
their  contiguously  extended  wings.  Ezekiel,  i.  4- 
14,  sjjcaks  of  four,*  and  similarly  the  apocalyptic 
(ua  (Rev.  iv.  6)  are  four.  So  at  the  front  or  east 
of  Eden  were  posted  "  ihe  cherubim,"  as  though 
the  whole  of  some  recognized  number.  They  utter 
no  voice,  though  one  is  "  heard  from  above  them," 
nor  have  dealings  with  men  save  to  awe  and  repel. 
A  "man  clothed  in  linen  "  is  introduced  as  a  me- 
dium of  communication  between  them  and  the 
prophet,  whereas  for  a  similar  office  one  of  the  ser- 
aphim personally  officiates;  and  these  latter  also 
"  cry  one  to  another."  The  cherubim  are  placed 
beneath  the  actual  presence  of  Jehovah,  whose 
monng  throne  they  appear  to  draw  (Gen.  iii.  24; 
Ez.  i.  5,  25,  26,  x.  1,  2,  6,  7:  Is.  vi.  2,  3,  6).    The 

expression,  however,  "the  chariot  (niSS'lKi)  of 
the  cherubim  "  (1  Chr.  xxnii.  18),  does  not  imply 
wheels,  but  the  whole  apparatus  of  ark  and  cheru- 
bim is  probably  so  called  in  reference  to  its  being 
carried  on  staves,  and  the  words  "chariot"  and 
"  cherubim  "  are  in  apposition.     So  a  sedan  might 

be  called  a  "  carriage,"  and  23"}X2  is  used  for  the 
body  of  a  litter.  See,  however,  Dorjen,  De  Cheitib. 
Sand.  (ap.  Ugolini,  vol.  viii.),  where  the  opposite 
opinion  is  ably  supported.  The  glory  symbolizing 
that  presence  which  eye  cannot  see,  rests  or  rides 
on  them,  or  one  of  them,  thence  dismounts  to  the 
temple  threshold,  and  then  departs  and  mounts 
again  (Ez.  x.  4,  18;  comp.  ix.  3;  Ps.  xviii.  10). 
■Kiere  is  in  them  an  entire  absence  of  human  sym- 
pathy, and  even  on  the  mercy-seat  they  probably 
appeared  not  merely  as  admiring  and  wondering 
(1  Pet.  i.  12),  but  as  guardians  of  the  covenant 
and  avengers  of  its  breach.  A  single  figure  there 
would  have  suggested  an  idol,  which  two,  especially 
when  represented  regarding  something  greater  than 
themselves,  could  not  do.     They  thus  became  sub- 
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ordinate,  like  the  supporters  to  a  shield,  and  are 
repeated,  as  it  were  the  distinctive  bearings  of  di- 
vine heraldry,  —  the  mark,  carved  or  wrought, 
everywhere  on  the  house  and  furniture  of  God  (Ex. 
xxv.  -20;  IK.  vi.  29,  35,  vii.  29,  36). 

Those  on  the  ark  were  to  be  placed  with  wings 
stretched  forth,  one  at  each  end  of  the  mercy-seat, 
and  to  be  made  "  of  the  mercy-seat,"  which  Abar- 
benel  (Spencer,  Be  Ley.  Ileb.  ritiial.  iii..  Diss,  v.), 
and  others  hiterpret  of  the  same  mass  of  gold  with 
it,  namely,  wrought  by  hammering,  not  cast  and 
then  joined  on.    This  seems  doubtful,  but  from  the 

word  ntt^pp,  the  soliflity  of  the  metal  may  per- 
haps be  inferred.  They  are  called  ytpov^lfx  5o|7)$ 
(Heb.  ix.  5),  as  on  them  the  glory,  when  visible, 
rested ;  but,  whether  thus  visibly  symbohzed  or  not, 
a  perpetual  presence  of  God  is  attributed  to  the 
Holy  of  Holies.  They  were  anointed  with  the  holy 
oil,  Uke  the  ark  itself,  and  the  other  sacred  furni- 
ture. Their  wings  were  to  be  stretched  upwards, 
and  their  faces  "  towards  each  other  and  towards 
the  mercy-seat."  It  is  remarkable  that  with  such 
precise  directions  as  to  their  position,  attitude,  and 
material,  nothing,  save  that  they  were  winged,  is 
said  concerning  their  shape. 


a  It  is  perhaps  questionable  whether  the  smaller 
iherubim  on  the  mercy-scat  wore  there  in  Solomon's 
temple,  as  well  as  the  coloiisal  overshadowing  ones. 
That  they  were  on  the  ark  when  brought  from  Shiloh 
to  the  battle  seenig  most  likely  ;  and  it  is  hnrdly  con- 
sistent with  the  reverential  awe  shown  in  the  treat- 
ment of  the  ark,  even  by  the  enemy,  to  suppoie  that 


Fig.  4.  Assyrian  winged  bull.    (Layard,  Nin.  and  Bab. 
276.) 

Was  this  shape  already  familiar,  or  kept  design- 
edly mysterious?  From  the  fact  that  cherubim 
were  bLizoned  on  the  doors,  walls,  curtains,  Ac,  of 
the  house,  and  from  the  detailed  description  of 
shapes  by  Ezekiel,  the  latter  notion  might  be 
thought  absurd.     But  if  the  text  of  Ezekiel,  and 


they  could  have  been  lost  in  the  course  of  its  wander- 
ings [sec  Ark  of  CovE.^A^T] ;  still,  the  presence  of  the 
two  pairs  together  seems  hardly  consistent  and  appro- 
priate. 

b  The  number  four  was  one  of  those  which  werf 
sacred  among  the  Jews,  like  seven,  and  forty  (Biihr, 
D»  Symbol.).     [Numbbb.] 
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the  carvings,  &c.,  of  the  temple  had  made  them 
popular,  Josephus  coiild  not  possibly  have  said  (Ant. 
viii.  3,  §  3)  ray  5e  x^povfifis  ouSels  dTro7al  rives 
?l(Tav  fhtf^if  ovS"  uKacrai  Svyarai.  It  is  also  re- 
markable that  Ez.  i.  speaks  of  them  as  "  living 

treatm-es "  (H  rH,  ^wa),  under  mere  animal 
forms.  Into  which  description  in  ch.  x.  14,  the 
remarkable  expression,  "  the  face  of  a  cherub,"  is 
introduced,  and  the  prophet  concludes  by  a  refer- 
ence to  his  former  vision,  and  an  identification  of 
those  creatures  with  the  cherubim — (v.  20)  "I 
knew  that  they  were  cherubim."  On  the  whole 
it  seems  likely  that  the  word  "  cherub  "  meant  not 
only  the  composite  creature-form,  of  which  the  man, 
lion,  ox,  and  eagle  were  the  elements,  but,  further, 
some  peculiar  and  mystical  form,  which  Ezekiel, 
being  a  priest,  would  know  and  recognize  as  "  the 
face  of  a  chercb,"  kut  i^ox'fiyi  but  which  was 
kept  secret  from  all  others ;  and  such  probably  were 
Jthose  on  the  ark,  which,  when  it  was  moved,  was 
always  covered  [Ark  of  Covenant],  though 
those  on  the  hangings  and  panels  might  be  of  the 
popular  device."  What  this  pecuUar  cherubic  form 
was  is  perhaps  an  impenetrable  mj'stery.  It  was 
probably  believed  popularly  to  be 
something  of  the  bovine  type  (though 
in  Ps.  cvi.  20  the  notion  appears  to 
be  marked  as  degraded):  so  Spencer 
(De  Leg.  Htbr.  rit.  iii.  Diss.  5,  4,  2) 
thinks  that  the  ox  was  the  foi-ma 
prcecipua,  and  quotes  Grotius  on  Ex. 
XXV.  18;  Bochart,  Hitrozoic.  p.  87, 
ed.  1690.  Hence  the  "golden  calf." 
The  sj-mbolism  of  the  visions  of  Eze- 
kiei  is  more  complex  than  that  of  the 
earlier  Scriptures,  and  he  certainly 
means  that  each  composite  creature- 
form  had  four  faces  so  as  to  look  four 
ways  at  once,  was  four-sided  *  and 
four-winged,  so  as  to  move  with  in- 
stant rapidity  in  every  direction  with- 
out turning,  whereas  the  Mosaic  idea 
was  probably  single-faced,*^  and  with 
but  one  pair  of  wings.  Ezekiel  adds 
also  the  imagery  of  the  wheels  —  a 
mechanical  to  the  previous  animal 
forms.  This  might  typify  inanimate 
nature  revolving  in  a  fixed  course,  informed  by  the 
spu-itual  power  of  God.  The  additional  sj-mbol  of 
being  "full  of  eyes  "  is  one  of  obvious  meaning. 

This  mysterious  form  might  well  be  the  symbol 
of  Him  whom  none  could  behold  and  live.  For 
as  symbols  of  Divine  attributes,  e.  g.  omnipotence 
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and  omniscience,  not  as  representations  of  actual 
beings  (Clem.  Alex.  Strom,  v.  p.  241),  the  cherubim 
should  be  regarded.'^  Philo  indeed  assigns  a  varied 
signification  to  the  cherubim :  in  one  place  he  makes 
them  allegories  of  the  beneficent  and  avenging  en- 
ergies of  God ;  in  another,  of  the  two  hemispheres 
of  the  then  astronomical  system,  one  of  which  sup- 
ported the  planets  and  the  other  the  fixed  stars ; 
elsewhere,  of  power  and  goodness  simply.  They 
are  symbolical  in  Gen.  iii.  24,  just  as  the  serpent  is 
a  symbol  in  iii.  1-14,  though  functions  and  actions 
are  attributed  to  each.  When  such  symbolical 
forms  have  become  conventional,  the  next  step  is 
to  literalize  them  as  concrete  shapes  of  real  beings. 
The  (wa  of  Rev.  iv.  G-8  are  related  both  to  the 
cherubim  and  to  the  seraphim  of  prophecy,  com- 
bining the  syinbols  of  both.  They  are  not  stem 
and  unsympathizing  like  the  former,  but  invite  the 
seer  to  "  come  and  see;  "  nor  like  the  latter  do  they 
covei*  their  face  (Is.  vi.  2)  from  the  presence  of 
deity,  or  use  their  wings  to  speed  on  liis  errands, 
but,  in  a  state  of  rest  and  praise,  act  as  the  choregi 
of  the  heavenly  host.  And  here,  too,  symbolism 
ever  sliding  into  realism,  these  have  been  diversely 


Fig.  5.     Assyrian  sphinx.     (Layard,  ii.  348.) 

construed,  e.  g.  as  the  four  evangelists,  four  arch- 
angels, (fee. 

Many  etymological  sources  for  the  word  ^^"^T* 
have  been  proposed.  The  two  best  worth  noticing, 
and  between  which  it  is  difficult  to  choose  are,  (1) 


«  The  "  cherubim,  lions,  and  oxen,"  which  orna- 
mented certain  utensils  in  the  temple  (1  K.  vii.  29), 
are  probably  all  to  be  viewed  as  cherubic  insignia,  the 
former  of  composite  form,  the  two  latter  of  simple. 

>>  Schoettgen,  Hor.  Hehr.  ad  Apoc.  iv.  3,  quotes 
Pirke  Rah.  E'iezer,  "  Ad  quatuor  pedes  (throni)  sunt 
quatuor  animalia  quorum  ununiquodque  quatuor  facies 
et  tot  alas  habet.  Qusndo  Deu.s  loquitur  ab  oriente, 
tunc  id  fit  inter  duos  cherubinos  facie  hominis  ;  quando 
a  meridie,  tunc  id  fit  inter  duos  cherubinos  facie  leo- 
nis,"  &c. 

c  Bahr,  Symbolik,  vol.  i.  pp.  313-14  (whose  entire 
remarks  on  this  subject  are  valuable  and  often  pro- 
'ound),  inclines  to  think  that  the  precise  form  varied 
within  certain  limits  ;  e.  ?.  the  cherubic  figure  might 
have  one,  two.  or  four  faces,  two  or  four  feet,  one  or 
.•wo  pair  of  wings,  and  might  have  the  bovine  or  leo- 
nine type  as  its  basis ;  the  imagery  being  modified  to 
TOlt  the  prominently  intended  attribute,  and  the  high- 


est forms  of  creature-being  expressing  best  the  highest 
attributes  of  the  Creator.  Thus  he  thinks  the  human 
form  might  indicate  spirituality  (p.  340).  (Comp. 
Grot,  on  Exod.  xxv.  18,  and  Heb.  ix.  5.)  Some  useful 
hints  as  to  the  connection  of  cherubic  with  other 
mythological  forms  may  be  found  in  Creuzer,  Sym- 
j  bol.  i.  441,  540. 

!  rf  In  Ez.  xxviii.  14,  16,  the  Tyrian  king  is  addressed 
I  as  the  "  anointing  cherub  that  covereth."  This  seems 
j  a  mistake  in  the  A.  V.,  arising  irom  a  confusion  of 

niTtttt,  which  means  "  stretched  out "  (Vulg.  cherub 

extentus),  from  ntTO,  Aram,  to  extend,  with  some 

j  word  from  ntt'tt,  to  anoint.  The  notion  is  bor- 
'  rowed  no  doubt  from  the  "extended  "  attitude  of  the 
I  cherubim  of  the  sanctuary,  "  covering  "  the  ark,  &c., 
I  with  their  wings.  So  the  king  should  have  been  tba 
I  guardian  of  the  law. 
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Fig.  6.     A  Grecian  griffln. 


the  Syriac  c^Oi^O,  great,  strong  (Gesen.  s.  v. ; 

3omp.  Philo  de  Profugis,  p.  465).  The  fact  that 
idl  the  symbols  embody  various  forms  of  strength, 
the  Uon  among  wild,  and  the  ox  among  tame  beasts, 
the  eagle  among  birds,  the  man  as  supreme  over  all 

nature,  is  in  favor  of  this;  (2)  the  Syriac  »-Si-Oj 
to  plough,  i.  e.  to  cut  into ;  hence  Arab. 


sctdpdt ;  and  here  a  doubt  occurs  whether  in  the 
active  or  passive  sense,   "  that  which  ploughs  "  = 

the  ox  (comp.  "IpS,  "ox,"  from  same  word  in 
Arab,  "to  plough"),  which  brings  us  to  the /orma 
jrracijma  of  Spencer ;  or,  that  which  is  carved  = 
an  image.     In  favor  of  the  latter  is  the  fact  that 

D1"1D  is  rabbinical  for  "  image  "  generically  (Si- 
monis,  Bouget,  and  Pagninus,  Lexx.  s.  v.),  perhaps 
as  the  only  image  known  to  the  law,  all  others  be- 
ing deemed  forbidden,  but  possibly  also  as  contain- 
ing the  true  germ  of  meaning."  Itesides  these  two 
wisdom  or  intelligence  has  l)een  given  by  high 
authority  as  the  true  meaning  of  the  name  (Jerome 
xm  Js.  vi.  2);  so  I'hilo  de  Vit.  Mos.  668  —  diy  S'  hv 
"EAAijj'ey  (Xironv,  iiriyvaxris  /col  4iricrTr}fiTi  iroA- 
\il  [Opp:  ii.  150  ed.  Mang.] ;  and  Clem.  Alex. 
Strom,  v.' c.  6,  p.  240  [667  ed.  I'oUer]  — iBtKet 
Se  rh  uyofM  tS>v  x^P^^^^H-  StjAoDv  diffdrjcriv 
iroWrjV. 

Though  the  exact  form  of  the  cherubim  is  uncer- 
tain, they  must  have  borne  a  general  resemblance 
to  the  composite  religious  figures  found  ujwn  the 
monuments  of  I'^ypt,  Ass3Tia,  IJabylonia,  and 
Persia.  The  first  two  figures  are  winged  creatures 
from  the  Egyptian  monuments.     The  next  three 


a  The  griffin  of  Northern  fable  watching  the  gold 
In  the  wilderness  has  (see  abovel  been  compared  with 
the  cherub,  botli  as  regards  his  composite  form,  and 
bis  function  as  the  guardian  of  a  treasure.  The 
"watchful  dragon"  of  the  Hesperides  seems  [xjrhaps 
a  febulous  reftex  of  the  same,  where  possibly  the  "  ser- 
pent "  (SpoKiov)  may,  by  a  change  not  uncommon  in 
myth,  have  taken  the  place  of  the  "  cherubim."  The 
dragon  and  the  bull  have  their  place  also  in  the  legend 
ef  the  golden  fleece.    There  is  a  very  near  resemblance 


are  taken  from  Assyrian  scidptures.  No.  6  repre- 
sents th»  griffin  of  Northern  fable,  as  we  see  from 
the  griffin  found  as  an  ornament  in  Scythian  tombs, 
but  drawn  by  Grecian  artists.  In  the  sacred  boats 
or  arks  of  the  Egyptians,  there  are  sometimes  found 


Fig.  7.     A  sacred  Egyptian  boat  or  ark,  with  two  fig- 
ures perhaps  resembling  cherubim.     (Wilkinson.) 

two  figures  with  extended  wings,  which  remind  us 
of  the  description  of  the  cherubim  "  covering  the 
mercy-seat  with  their  wings,  and  their  faces  [look- 
ing] one  to  another  "  (I>x.  xxv.  20).  H.  H. 

*  Were  the  cherubim  merely  ideal  symbols,  hav- 
ing no  objective  personal  re:ility,  or  were  they  act- 
usJ  beings  represented  under  these  ideal  sjinbols? 
In  support  of  the  foniier  view,  it  is  alleged,  (1)  that 
we  meet  with  these  ideal  forms  only  in  jwetic  de- 
scription, or  prophetic  vision,  or  symbolic  worship, 


too  between  the  names  ypim-  (with  j  affomiaiive)  and 
2^13  ;  and  possibly  an  affinity  between  ypOTr-  and  the 
Qreek  forms  yAun-o),  y\v<j>i>>,  ypd<(>u>,  y\a<t>vpoi  (cf.  Get 
man  graben),  all  related  to  carving,  as  between  S^l^S 
and  the  Syriac  and  Arab,  words  signifying  ararit,  snilp- 
sit,  &c.,  as  above.  \Ve  have  another  form  of  the  same 
root  probably  in  rup^it,  the  block  or  tablet  on  which 
the  laws  were  engravi  d. 
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and  the  like;  (2)  that  the  forms  are  manifestly  of 
a  symbolic  character;  aiid  (3)  that  they  correspond 
witn  similar  symbohc  representations,  of  Egj-ptian, 
AssjTian,  and  Indian  antiquity.  So  Hengstenberg 
{Die  Bdcher  .Ifoses,  p.  157  ff.),  Keil  (Archdol.  § 
19),  Havemick  ( Comm.  uber  Ezech. ;  Vm-les.  fiber  d. 
Theol.  cks  A.  T.  pp.  79,  80),  Nemnann  {Ztitschr. 
f.  luth.  Theol.  1853,  i.  137  ff.),  Lange  {Bibelmr/c, 
Gen.  iii.  23,  24). 

In  favor  of  the  other  view,  it  is  maintained,  that 
the  representation  of  these  beings  under  sjinbolic 
forms,  for  purposes  of  poetical  description,  &c.,  does 
not  exclude  their  objective  reality;  that  similar 
representations  among  ancient  heathen  nations  are 
only  relics  of  early  tradition,  or  of  a  primitive  revela- 
tion ;  furthermore,  that  in  the  Scriptures  (e.  <j.  Ps. 
xnii.  10,  compared  with  Ps.  civ.  3,  4)  angels  and 
cherubim  are  placed  in  the  same  category,  and 
hence  the  real  existence  of  both  must  stand  or  fall 
together;  and  finally,  that  the  mention  of  them  in 
a  narration  of  actual  facts,  in  the  third  chapter  of 
Genesis,  is  decisive  of  the  question,  if  we  hold  to 
the  historical  reality  of  what  is  there  related.  So 
Kurtz  ( Gesch.  des  Allen  Bundes,  p.  63  ff. ;  art. 
Cherubim,  in  Herzog's  ReaUEncykkip.),  Delitzsch 
{Genesis,  3te  Aufl.  p.  196),  Hofmann  {Schriftbe- 
weis,  i.  179  ff.,  317  ff.)»  Niigelsbach  {Der  Gott- 
mensch,  i.  324). 

On  the  reasons  for  the  first  view,  it  may  be  re- 
marked, that  the  sj-mbolic  character  of  the  forms 
certainly  does  not  exclude  an  objective  reality ;  but 
on  the  other  hand,  it  may  be  said,  that  the  symbol 
is  sufficient  in  itself  for  any  purpose  that  can  fairly 
be  claimed  in  the  connection,  and  requires  no  cor- 
responding personality. 

I  In  the  reasons  given  for  the  other  view,  it  is 
plainly  a  false  inference  from  the  comparison  of 
Ps.  xviii.  10  with  Ps.  civ.  3,  4,  that  angels  and 
cherubim  stand  in  the  same  category  in  the  repre- 
•entations  of  the  Scriptures.  The  personal  exist- 
ence of  the  former  is  attested  by  their  frequent  ap- 
pearance on  earth;  while  to  the  existence  of  the 
latter  there  is  no  similar  attestation,  unless  it  be 
found  in  the  third  chapter  of  Genesis.  But  the 
historical  reality  of  the  facts  there  narrated  is  not 
'  1  impaired  by  regarding  the  cherubim,  spoken  of  hi 
V.  24,  as   symbolic  representations   of  the  divine 

B  majesty  and  power,  in  whatever  way  these  were 
manifested. 
In  the  Hebrew  text  of  this  passage  we  have  the 
definite  form,  "the  cherubim  and  the  flaming 
sword;  "  not  "as  though  the  whole  of  some  recog- 
nized number"  (as  stated  in  the  first  paragraph  of 
the  preceding  article)  but  denoting  well  known  and 
^miliar  objects  or  conceptions. 

One  of  the  statements  in  the  last  paragraph  but 
two  of  the  preceding  article  is  founded  on  a  very 
injurious  perversion  of  the  Greek  tett  in  Rev.  vi.  1, 
3,  5,  7.  It  is  one  of  the  instances  in  which  Erasmus 
followed  the  later  corrupted  copies  of  the  I^tin  Vul- 
gate (translating  from  it  into  Greek)  instead  of  the 
Greek  manuscript  which  was  before  him,  as  shown 
by  Prof.  Dehtzsch  in  his  collation  of  it  with  Eras- 
mus's printed  Greek  text  {Ilandschri/tl.  Fumle, 
1861).  Instead  of  the  false  reading  of  the  current 
text,  the  true  reading  is  "Come!"  Instead  of 
'inviting  the  seer  to  ' come  and  see,'  "  it  is  an  au- 
thoritative summons,  calling  forth  the  several  per- 

a  Possibly  referring  to  the  village  now  Beit  Iksa, 
between  Jerusalem  and  Nebi  Samvnl,  and  therefore  in 
Beivjamia 


sonages,  on  the  white,  the  red,  the  bla-k,  and  the 

pale  horse,  to  the  service  assigned  to  each. 

^  T.  J.  0. 


CHES'ALON  C|'"^^9?  [Dietr.,  strength,  frm- 
ness;  Furst,  fatness,  fertility]:  XaaXdiV,  [Alex. 
Xao-aActfi':]  Cheslon),  a  place  named  as  one  of  the 
landmarks  on  the  west  part  of  the  north  boundary 
of  Judah,  apparently  situated  on  the  shoulder  (A. 
V.  "  side  ")  of  Mount  Jearim  (.Josh.  xv.  10).  The 
name  does  not,  however,  reappear  in  the  list  of 
to-svns  of  -Judah  later  in  the  same  chapter.  Mount 
Jearim,  the  "Mount  of  Forests,"  has  not  necessa- 
rily any  connection  with  Kirjath  Jearim,  though  the 
two  were  evidently,  from  their  proximity  in  this 
statement  of  the  boundary,  not  far  apart.  Chesa- 
lon  was  the  next  landmark  to  Beth-shemesh,  and  it 
is  quite  in  accordance  with  this  that  Dr.  Robinson 
has  observed  a  modern  village  named  Kesla,  about 
six  miles  to  the  N.  E.  of  'Ain  Shews,  on  the  west- 
em  mountains  of  Judah  (Rob.  ii.  30,  note;  iii. 
154).  Eusebius  and  Jerome,  in  the  Onomasticon, 
mention  a  Chaslon,  but  they  differ  as  to  its  situ- 
ation, the  former  placing  it  in  Benjamin,"  the  latter 
in  Judah :  both  agree  that  it  was  a  very  large  vil- 
lage in  the  neighborhood  of  Jerusalem.  The  mean- 
ing of  the  name  is  thought  by  l^rofessor  Stanley, 
like  Chesulloth,  to  have  reference  to  its  situation 
on  the  "  loins  "  of  the  mountain.  G. 

CHE'SED  {1^'3  :  XoCo5;  [Alex.  Xao-CaS:] 
Cased),  fourth  son  gf  Nahor  (Gen.  xxii.  22). 
[Chaldea,  p.  408.] 

CHE'SIL  (Vp3  [a fool  or  impious]:  Bat- 
e^fiK;  Alex.  Xotreip;  [Aid.  Xea-'iS:]  Cesil),  a  town 
in  the  extreme  south  of  Palestine,  named  with  Hor- 
mah  and  Ziklag  (Josh.  xv.  30).  The  name  does 
not  occur  ^ain,  but  in  the  list  of  towns  given  out 
of  Judah  to  Simeon,  the  name  Bethul  occurs 
in  place  of  it  (xix.  4),  as  if  the  one  were  identical 
with,  or  a  corruption  of,  the  other.  This  is  con- 
firmed by  the  reading  of  1  Chr.  iv.  30,  Betiiuel; 
by  that  of  the  LXX.  as  given  above,  and  by  the 
mention  in  1  Sam.  xxx.  27  of  a  Bethel  amor^g  the 
cities  of  the  extreme  south.     In  this  case  we  can 

ily  conclude  that  v"'DD  was  an  early  variation  of 

bins.  G. 

CHEST.     By  this  word  are  translated  in  the 

A.  V.  two  distinct  Hebrew  terms:  (1.)  P"^^  or 

"I'^W,  firom  mS,  to  gather:  Ki$a)T6s-  ffczq^hyl- 
actum.  This  is  invariably  used  for  the  Ark  of  the 
Covenant,  and  with  two  exceptions,  for  that  only. 
It  is  instructive  to  be  reminded  that  there  is  no 


I 


Egyptian  chest  or  box  from  Thebes.     (Wilkinson.) 
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connection  whatever  between  this  word  and  that  for 
the  "ark"  of  Noah,  and  for  the  "ark"  in  which 

Moses  was  hid  among  the  flags  (both  n3J|^,  Te- 
6aA).  The  two  exceptions  alluded  to  are  [n)  the 
"  coffin  "  in  which  the  bones  of  Joseph  were  carried 
from  Egypt  (Gen.  1.  26 ;  rendered  in  the  Targ.  Ps. 
Jon.  by  yXoiffcrSKOfjiov  —  comp.  John  xii.  C  —  in 
Hebrew  letters :  the  reading  of  the  whole  passage 
is  very  singular);  and  {h)  the  "chest"  in  which 
Jehoiada  the  priest  collected  the  alms  for  the  repairs 
of  the  Temple  (2  K.  xii.  9,  10;  2  Chr.  xxiv.  8-11). 
Of  the  former  the  following  wood-cut  is  probably  a 

near  representation.     (2.)  C^WS,  "  chests,"  from 

t32,  to  hoard  (Ez.  xxvii.  24  only) :  A.  V.  "  chests." 

CHESTNUT-TREE  (l^SJ"!^,  'anwn: 
wXaravos,  e'AoTT/:  platcinus).  Mention  is  made 
of  the  'drnwn  in  Gen.  xxx.  37,  as  one  of  the  trees 
from  which  Jacob  took  rods  in  which  "  he  pilled 
white  strakes,"  to  set  them  before  Laban's  flocks 
when  they  came  to  drink  (see  on  this  subject 
Sheep)  ;  in  Ez.  xxxi.  8,  the  ^dnnm  is  spoken  of  as 
one  of  the  glories  of  Ass^Tia.  The  balance  of  au- 
thority is  certainly  in  favor  of  the  "  plane-tree  " 
being  the  tree  denoted  by  ^drmon,  for  so  read  the 
LXX.  (in  Gen.  I.  c),  the  Vulg.,  the  Chaldee,  with 
the  Syriac  and  Arabic  versions  (Celsius,  Hierob.  i. 
513).  The  A.  V.,  which  follows  the  Kabbins,  is 
certainly  to  be  rejected,  for  the  context  of  the  pas- 
sages where  the  word  occurs  indicates  some  tree 
which  thrives  best  in  low  and  moist  situations, 
whereas  tlie  chestnut-tree  is  rather  a  tree  which 
prefers  dry  and  hilly  ground.  Dr.  Kitto  ( Cyc.  art. 
Arnwn),  in  illustration  of  Ez.  (1.  c.)  says  that  "the 
planes  of  Assyria  are  of  extraordinary  size  and 
beauty,  in  both  respects  exceeding  even  those  of 
Palestine ;  it  consists  with  our  own  experience,  that 
one  may  travel  far  in  Western  Asia  without  meet- 
ing such  trees,  and  so  many  together,  as  occur  in 
the  Chenar  (plane)  groves  of  Assyria  and  Media." 
The  plane-trees  of  Persia  are  now  and  have  been 
long  held  in  the  greatest  veneration ;  with  the  Greeks 
abo  these  trees  were  great  favorites;  Herodotus 
(vii.  31)  tells  a  story  of  how  Xerxes  on  his  way  to 
Sardis  met  with  a  plane-tree  of  exceeding  beauty, 
to  which  he  made  an  offering  of  golden  ornaments. 
A  fine  specimen  of  the  plane-tree  was  growing  a 
few  years  ago  (1844)  at  Vostitza,  on  the  Gulf  of 
Lepanto ;  it  measured  46  feet  in  circumference,  ac- 
cording to  the  Kev.  S.  Clark  of  Battersea,  who  has 
given  an  interesting  account  of  it  in  John's  Foi'est 
Trees  of  Biilnin  (ii.  206 ).  The  plane-trees  of  Pal- 
estine in  ancient  days  were  probably  more  numerous 
than  they  are  now ;  though  modem  travellers  occa- 
sionally refer  to  tliem.  Belon  {Obs.  ii.  105)  speaks 
of  very  high  plane-trees  near  Antioch ;  I)e  la  Koque 
(  Voyay.  de  Syrie  et  du  M.  Libnn,  p.  197)  men- 
tions entire  forests  of  planes  which  line  the  margin 
of  the  Orontes;  and  in  another  place  (p.  76)  he 
speaks  of  having  passed  the  night  under  planes  of 
great  beauty  in  a  valley  near  Lelianon. 

In  Ecclus.  xxiv.  14,  Wisdom  is  compared  to  "  a 
plane-tree  Viy  the  water."  W.  H. 

CHESUL'LOTH  (with  the  definite  article, 
nivDin:  Xaa-aKdiO:  Cagaloth),  one  of  the 
towns  of  Issachar,  meaning  in  Hebrew  "  the  loins,"' 
and  therefore,  perhaps,  deriving  its  name  from  its 
Bituation  on  the  slope  of  some  mountain  (.Tosh.  xix. 
18.      S<!e   the  quotation    from   Jarchi   in   Keil's 
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Joshua,  p.  338).  From  its  position  in  the  lists  it 
appears  to  be  between  Jezreel  and  Shunem  {So- 
lam),  and,  therefore,  not  far  enough  north  to  be 
the  Iksdl  mentioned  by  Kobinson  (ii.  332)  or  the 
place  noted  by  Eusebius  a«id  Jerome  under  Ac- 
chaseluth,  'AxfceKoiO,  in  the  Ommiaslidon.     G. 

CHETTITM  or  CHET'TIIM  (Xfrrdflfi; 
Alex.  [Sin.  Aid.]  XerTjej/u:  Cetliim),  1  Mace.  i. 
1.     [Chittim.]  W.  a.  W. 

CHE'ZIB   (2">t.?    [lying,  Ges.;  lying  brook, 

Furst];  Sam.  Cod.  Tl^fD;  Sam.  Vers.  raiTD: 
Xaxr^U  Vulg.  translating  qtia  nato  parere  ultra 
cessavit,  and  comp.  a  similai-  translation  by  Aquila, 
in  Jer.  Qu.  Ilebr.),  a  name  which  occurs  but  once 
(Gen.  xxxviii.  5).  Judah  was  at  Chezib  when  the 
Canaanitess  Bath  shua  bore  his  third  son  Shelah. 
The  other  places  named  in  this  remarkable  narra- 
tive are  all  in  the  low  country  of  Judah,  and  there- 
fore in  the  absence  of  any  specification  of  the  po- 
sition of  Chezib,  we  may  adopt  the  opinion  of  the 
interpreters,  ancient  and  modern,  who  identify  it 
with  AcHziB  (2''T5S).  It  is  also  probably  iden- 
tical with  Chozeba.  G. 

CHI^DON  ('l""T*'3  :  LXX.  Vat.  omits;  Alex. 
XeidwV-  Chidon),  the  name  which  in  1  Chr.  xiii.  9 
is  given  to  the  thresliingrfloor  at  which  the  accident 
to  the  ark,  on  its  transport  from  Kirjath-jearim  to 
Jerusalem,  took  place,  and  the  death  of  Uzzah.  In 
the  parallel  account  in  2  Sam.  vi.  the  name  is  given 
as  Nachon.  The  word  Chidon  signifies  a  "jave- 
lin; "  Nachon,  "prepared"  or  "firm."  Whether 
there  were  really  two  distinct  names  for  the  same 
spot,  or  whether  the  one  is  simply  a  corruption  or 
alteration  of  the  other  is  quite  uncei-tain  (see  Ges. 
Thes.  683;  Simonis,  On&ni.  339,  340).  Josephus 
(Ant.  vii.  4,  §  2)  has  XtiSdiv-  The  Jewish  tradi- 
tion (Jerome,  Qiuxst.  Heb.  on  1  Chr.  xi.  9)  was 
that  Chidon  acquired  its  name  from  being  the  spot 
on  which  Joshua  stood  when  he  stretched  out  the 
weapon  of  that  name  (A.  V.  "si^ear  ")  towards  Ai 
(Josh.  viii.  18).  But  this  is  irreconcilable  with  all 
our  ideas  of  the  topography  of  the  locality.       G. 

*  \\'ords  so  obscure  justify  other  conjectures.  It 
is  more  satisfactory  to  regard  the  terms  as  conmiem- 
orative  of  events  rather  than  names  of  tJie  own- 
ers: (1)  the  threshing-floor  of  smiting  (from  n33, 
to  smite),  because  Jehovah  smote  Uzzah  there;  and 
(2)  threshing-floor  of  the  blow  or  (figurative)  jave- 
lin with  which  Uzzah  was  there  smittten.  Pkrez- 
uzzAH  (2  Sam.  vi.  8)  seems  to  have  been  the  per- 
sonal designation  under  which  the  fatal  sjxit  was 
known  to  subsequent  times.  See  Movers,  Kiit. 
Untersuch.  iib.  die  Idbl.  Chnmik,  p.  166;  Keil, 
Books  of  Samuel,  p.  332  (Clark's  Library);  and 
Wordsworth,  Holy  Bible  u'ith  Notes,  ii.  82.     H. 

CHILDREN  (Caa  [sons] :  T^/c;'a,  ■iraiSla: 
liberi,flii.  From  the  root  n33,  to  built/,  are  de- 
rived both  ]2,  son,  as  in  Bcn-hanan,  &c.,  and  n2, 

daughter,  as  in  Bath-sheba.  llie  Chald.  also  "12, 
son,  occurs  in  0.  T.,  and  appears  in  N.  T.  in  such 
words  as  Barnabas,  but  which  in  plur.  T^J??,  Ezr. 
vi.  16,  resembles  more  the  Hebrew.  Cognate  word* 
are  the  Aral)ic  Beni,  s<»;w,  in  the  sense  of  descend- 
ants, and  Benat,  daughters,  (Jes.  pp.  21.1,  236; 
Shaw,    Travels,  Pr.  p.  8).     The  blessing  of  oft- 
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spring,  but  especially,  and  sometimes  exclusively,  1 
of  the  male  sex,  is  hicrhly  valued  among  all  li^tem 
nations,  while  the  absence  is  regarded  as  one  of  the 
severest  punishments  (Her.  i.  136 ;  Strab.  xv.  733 ; 
Gen.  xvi.  2,  xxix.  31,  xxx.  1,  14;  Deut.  vii.  14;  1 
Sam.  i.  6,  ii.  5,  iv.  20;  2  Sam.  vi.  23,  xviii.  18;  2 
K.  iv.  14;  Is.  xlvii.  9;  Jer.  xx.  15;  Hos.  ix.  14; 
Esth.  V.  11 ;  Ps.  cxxvii.  3,  -5 ;  Eccl.  vi.  3 ;  Drusius, 
Pi-ov.  Ben-Sirce, '  ap.  Crit.  Sacr.  viii.  1887 ;  Lane, 
Mod.  Egypt,  i.  208,  240;  Mrs.  Poole,  Englishw.  in 
Egypt,  iii.  163:  Niebuhr,  Descr.  de  VArab.  67: 
Chardin,  Voyage,  vii.  440 ;  Kussell,  Nubia,  343). 
Childbirth  is  in  the  East  usually,  but  not  always, 
attended  with  little  difficulty,  and  accomplished 
with  Uttle  or  no  assistance  (Gen.  xxxv.  17,  xxxviii. 
28,  Ex.  i.  19;  1  Sani.  iv.  19,  20;  Burckhardt, 
Notes  on  Bedouins,  i.  96;  Harmer,  Obs.  iv.  425; 
Lady  M.  W.  Jlontagu,  LeUers,  ii.  217,  219,  222). 
As  soon  as  the  child  was  bom,  and  the  umbilical 
cord  cut,  it  was  washed  in  a  bath,  rubbed  with  salt, 
and  wrapfied  in  swaddluig  clothes.  Arab  mothers 
sometimes  rub  their  children  with  earth  or  sand 
(Ez.  xvi.  4 ;  .Job  xxxviii.  9 ;  Luke  ii.  7 ;  Burckhardt, 
I.  c).  On  the  8th  day  the  rite  of  circumcision  in 
the  case  of  a  boy,  was  performed,  and  a  name  given, 
sometimes,  but  not  usually,  the  same  as  that  of  the 
father,  and  generally  conveying  some  special  mean- 
ing. Among  Mohammedans,  circumcision  is  most 
commonly  delayed  till  the  5th,  6th,  or  even  the 
14th  year  (Gen.  xxi.  4,  xxix.  32,  35,  xxx.  6,  24; 
Lev.  xii.  3 ;  Is.  vii.  14,  viii.  3 ;  Luke  i.  59,  ii.  21, 
and  Lightfoot,  ml  loc. ;  Spencer,  de  Legg.  Hebr.  v. 
62;  Strab.  xvu.  824:  Her.  ii.  36,  104;  Burckhardt, 
Md.  i.  96 ;  Lane,  Mod.  Egypt,  i.  87 ;  Mrs.  Poole, 
Englishw.  in  Egypt,  iii.  158;  Niebuhr,  Descr.  p. 
70).  [CiRCUMCisiox.]  After  the  birth  of  a 
male  child,  the  mother  was  considered  unclean  for 
7  -j-  33  days ;  if  the  child  were  a  female,  for  double 
that  i^eriod  14  -{-  60  days.  At  the  end  of  the  time 
she  was  to  make  an  offering  of  purification  of  a 
lamb  as  a  burnt-offering,  and  a  pigeon  or  turtle- 
dove as  a  sin-offering,  or  in  case  of  poverty,  two 
doves  or  pigeons,  one  as  a  burnt-offering,  the  other 
as  a  sin-offering  (Lev.  xii.  1-8;  Luke  ii.  22).  The 
period  of  nursing  appears  to  have  been  sometimes 
prolonged  to  3  years  (Is.  xlix.  15;  2  Mace.  vii.  27; 
comp.  Livingstone,  Travels,  c.  vi.  p.  126;  but 
Burckhardt  leads  to  a  different  conclusion).  The 
Mohammedan  law  enjoins  mothers  to  suckle  their 
children  for  2  full  years  if  possible  (Lane,  Mod. 
Egypt,  i.  83;  Mrs.  Poole,  Englishw.  in  Egypt,  iii. 
161).  Nurses  were  employed  in  cases  of  necessity 
(Ex.  ii.  9;  Gen.  xxiv.  59,  xxxv.  8;  2  Sam.  iv.  4; 
2  K.  xi.  2;  2  Chr.  xxii.  11).  The  time  of  weaning 
was  an  occasion  of  rejoicing  (Gen.  xxi.  8).  Arab 
children  wear  little  or  no  clothing  for  4  or  5  years ; 
the  young  of  both  sexes  are  usually  carried  by  the 
mothers  on  the  hip  or  the  shoulder,  a  custom  to 
which  allusion  is  made  by  Isaiah  (Is.  xlix.  22,  kvi. 
12;  Lane,  Mod.  Egypt,  i.  83).  Both  boys  and 
girls  in  their  early  years,  boys  probably  till  their 
5th  year,  were  under  the  care  of  the  women  (Prov. 
xxxi.  1 ;  Herod,  i.  136 ;  Strab.  xv.  p.  733 ;  Niebuhr, 
Descr.  p.  24).  Afterwards  the  boys  were  taken 
by  the  father  under  his  charge.     Those  in  wealthy 

families  had  tutors  or  governors  (D"^DPW,  iratSo- 

7C070O  who  were  sometimes  eunuchs  (Num.  xi.  12 ; 
2  K.  X.  1,  5;  Is.  xlix.  23;  Gal.  iii.  24;  Esth.  ii. 
7;  Joseph.  Vit.  76;  Lane,  Mod.  Egypt,  i.  83). 
Daughters  usually  remained  in  the  women's  apart- 
ments till  raarriag  >,  or,  among  the  poorer  classes, 
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were  employed  in  household  work  (Lev.  xxi.  9; 
Num.  xii.  14;  1  Sam.  ix.  11;  Prov.  xxxi.  19,  23; 
Ecclus.  vii.  25,  xUi.  9;  2  Mace.  iii.  19).  The  ex- 
ample, however,  and  authority  of  the  mother  were 
carefully  upheld  to  children  of  both  sexes  (Deut. 
xxi.  20;  Prov.  x.  1,  xv.  20;  1  K.  ii.  19). 

The  first-bom  male  children  were  regarded  as  de- 
voted to  God,  and  were  to  be  redeemed  by  an  offer- 
ing (Ex.  xiii.  13;  Num.  xviii.  15;  Luke  ii.  22). 
Children  devoted  by  special  vow,  as  Samuel  was, 
appear  to  have  been  brought  up  from  very  early 
years  in  a  school  or  place  of  education  near  the  tab- 
ernacle or  temple  (1  Sam.  i.  24,  28).  [Educa- 
tion.] 

The  authority  of  parents,  especially  the  father, 
over  children  was  very  great,  as  was  also  the  rev- 
erence enjoined  by  the  law  to  be  paid  to  parents. 
The  disoljedient  child,  the  striker  or  revUer  of  a 
parent,  was  liable  to  capital  punishment,  though 
not  at  the  independent  wiU  of  the  parent.  Chil- 
dren were  liable  to  be  taken  as  slaves  in  case  of 
non-payment  of  debt,  and  were  expected  to  perform 
meniiil  offices  for  them,  such  as  washing  the  feet, 
and  to  maintain  them  in  poverty  and  old  age. 
How  this  last  obligation  was  evaded,  see  Corban. 
The  like  obedience  is  eryoined  by  the  Gospel  (Gen. 
xxxviii.  24 ;  Lev.  xxi.  9 ;  Num.  xii.  14 ;  Deut.  xxiv. 
16 ;  1  K.  ii.  19 ;  2  K.  xiv.  6,  iv.  1 ;  Is.  1. 1 ;  Neh.  v. 
5;  Job  xxiv.  9;  Prov.  x.  1,  xv.  20,  xxix.  3;  Dru- 
sius, Qucest.  Hebr.  ii.  63,  ap.  Crit.  Sacr.  viii.  1547 ; 
Col.  iii.  20;  Eph.  vi.  1;  1  Tim.  i.  9;  comp.  Virg. 
yEn.  vi.  609 ;  and  Servius,  ad  be. ;  Aristoph.  Ran. 
146;  Plato,  Phcedo,  144;  de  Legg.  ix.). 

The  l^^l  age  was  12,  or  even  earlier  in  the  case 
of  a  female,  and  13  for  a  male  (Maimon.  de  Pros, 
c.  v.;  Grotius  and  Calmet  on  John  ix.  21). 

The  inheritance  was  divided  equally  between  all 
the  sons  except  the  eldest,  who  received  a  double 
portion  (Deut.  xxi.  17;  Gen.  xxv.  31,  xUx.  3;  1 
Chr.  V.  1,  2;  Judg.  xi.  2,  7).  Daughters  had  by 
right  no  jwrtion  in  the  inheritance;  but  if  a  man 
had  no  son,  his  inheritance  passed  to  his  daughters, 
but  they  were  forbidden  to  marry  out  of  theii 
father's  tribe  (Num.  xxvii.  1,  8,  xxxvi.  2,  8). 

The  term  sons  was  applied  also  to  the  disciples 
and  followers  of  the  teachers  of  the  various  sects 
which  arose  after  the  Captivity  [Education  ; 
Scribes].  (Lightfoot,  Hor.  Hebr.  on  John  xiii. 
33,  Luke  xi.  45,  John  x\i.  [x\'.  ?]  16.)  [Comp. 
Matt.  xii.  27 ;  Luke  xi.  19.  See  also  1  Cor.  iv.  14, 
15,  17;  1  Tim.  i.  2;  2  Tim.  i.  2;  Philem.  10;  3 
John  4.     A.]  H.  W.  P. 

CHIL'EAB.     [Abigail;  Daniel.] 

CHIL'ION  [properly  Chilyon]  (^'T'^?  : 
Xf\ai(i>v;  [Vat.  Ruth  i.  2,  Ke\.;]  Alex.  XeXtoav, 
[Xat\€a>v:]  Chelion),  the  son  of  Elimelech  and 
Naomi,  and  hiisband  of  Orpah  (Ruth  i.  2-5,  iv.  9). 
He  is  described  as  "  an  Ephrathite  ( ?  Ephraimite) 
of  Bethlehem-judah." 

*  The  etymology  usually  assigned  for  the  names 
of  the  brothers  (Ruth  i.  2)  is  nbs  for  Chilion, 
sickly,  and  H  vM  for  Mahlon,  pining ;  either  given 
to  them  at  first  from  prognostics  of  their  early  fate, 
which,as  they  died  young, were  fulfilled,  or  substi- 
tuted for  other  original  names,  after  their  death,  in 
the  family  traditions.  Considering  how  readily  the 
orientals  change  the  names  of  persons  both  living 
and  dead,  the  latter  supposition  is  by  no  means  im- 
possible.    See  Bertheau  {Richter  u.  Ruth,  p.  239). 


426 


CHILMAD 


But  the  deriratiou  is  uncertain.  So  good  a  scholar 
18  Cassel  {Richter  u.  Ruth,  p.  205)  refers  Chilion  to 

V^S,  and  Mahlon  to  ^^H,  i.  e.  the  former,  orna- 
ment, and  the  latter, /oy;  so  that  the  names  could 
have  been  given  to  them  at  their  birth  as  terms  of 
parental  fondness.  Mr.  Wright  {Ruth  in  Hebrew 
atid  Chalclee,  p.  2)  conjectures  that  the  children 
were  so  named  (sickness ;  destruction)  on  account 
of  the  sad  condition  of  tlie  land  at  the  time.  That 
the  laud  was  specially  afflicted  at  the  time  they 
were  born  we  do  not  know.  The  famine  which 
drove  the  family  to  Moab  was  later.  The  names, 
in  whatever  way  explained,  afford  but  a  slight  foot- 
hold for  asisailing  the  historical  claims  of  the  book. 

H. 

CHIL'MAD  (T»^3:  Xapfjiiv,  [Aid.  XoA- 
fiAv'i  Comp.  XaA/xc{j3:]  Chelmad),  a  place  or  coun- 
try mentioned  in  conjunction  with  Sheba  and  As- 
shur  (l^z.  xxvii.  23).  The  only  name  bearing  any 
fiimilarity  to  it  is  Charmande,  a  to^^'n  near  the  Eu- 
phrates between  the  Mascas  and  the  Babylonian 
frontier  (Xen.  Anal),  i.  5,  §  10).  As  however  no 
other  writer  notices  this  place,  it  is  highly  improb- 
able that  it  was  of  sufficient  importance  to  rank 
with  Sheba  and  Asshur.  llitzig  {Comment,  on 
Ezi\.  c.)   proposes   to   alter   the   punctuation   to 

"TS 73,  with  the  sense,  "  Asshur  was  as  thy  jnijnl 
in  commerce.  W.  L.  B. 

*  Kawhnson  identifies  Chilmad  with  Kalwadha. 
[Chaldea,  §  4.]  A. 

CHIM'HAM  (Cn'^S  [pining,  hnginy], 
but  see  below;  Xafxadfi;  Alex.  XavaaV,  [Comp.  Xj- 
fxadv,  'Axifrndf,  LXX.  in  Jer.  corrupt;]  Joseph. 
^Axi/J-ayos'-  Chnmaam),  a  follower,  and  probably  a 
son  (Joseph.  Ant.  vii.  11,  §  4;  and  comp.  1  K.  ii. 
7)  of  Barzillai  the  Gileadite,  who  returned  from  be- 
yond Jordan  with  David  (2  Sam.  six.  37,  38,  40). 
David  appears  to  have  bestowed  on  him  a  posses- 
sion at  Bethlehem,  on  which,  hi  later  times,  an  inn 

or  Khan  {rVni)  was  standing,  well  known  as  the 
starting-point  for  travellers  from  Jerusalem  to 
Egypt  (Jer.  xli.  17)."  There  is  some  uncertainty 
about  the  name,  possil)ly  from  its  not  beuig  that 
of  a  Hebrew.  In  2  Sam.  xix.  40,  it  is  in  the  He- 
brew text  Chimhan,  ^np3,  and  in  the  ChetS)  of 
Jer.  xli.  17,  Chemoham,  Dn'ia?.  .  G. 

CHINIfERETH  [//eJ.  Cmne'reth  w  Km- 
ne'reth]  (accurately  [?J  Cinnareth,  n^33  [?  in 

pause  n^3~]:  KivtptB;  Alex.  Xecepofl;  [Aid. 
Xei'epe'OO  Cenereth),  a  fortified  city  in  the  trite 
of  Naphtali  (Josh.  xix.  35  only),  of  which  no  trace 
is  found  m  later  writers,  and  no  remams  by  travel- 
lers. Whether  it  gave  its  name  to,  or  received  it 
from,  the  lake,  which  was  jwssibly  adjiicent,  is  quite 
uncertain.  By  St.  Jerome  Chinnereth  was  identi- 
fied with  tljc  later  Tiberias.  This  may  have  been 
from  some  tradition  then  existing ;  the  only  corrob- 
oration which  we  can  find  for  it  is  the  mention  in 
Joshua  of  Hammath  as  near  it,  which  was  possibly 
the  Il&mmdm  or  Emmaus,  near  the  shore  of  the 
lake  a  lifle  south  of  Tiberias.     This  is  denied  by 
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Eeland  (161),  on  the  ground  that  Capernaum  ig 
said  by  St.  jNIatt.  (iv.  13)  to  have  been  on  the  very 
borders  of  Zebulun  and  Naphtali,  and  tliat  Zebu- 
lun  was  to  the  south  of  Naphtali.  But  St.  Mat- 
thew's expi-ession  will  hardly  bear  this  strict  inter- 
pretation.  The  town,  or  the  lake,  appears  to  have 
given  its  name  (sUghtly  altered)  to  a  district  —  "all 
ClXNKROTH  "  (IK.  XV.  20).  G.       • 

*  The  name  (Josh.  xix.  35)  is  spelt  "  Cinnereth" 
in  the  A.  V.  ed.  1611,  and  other  early  editions. 
According  to  Fiirst,  the  city  "  In  later  times  was 

called  "10^32  Genusar  (Jlegilla  C^  ).  .  .  .  At  the 
time  of  Farchi  (at  the  beginning  of  the  14th  cent- 
ury) it  was  stUl  in  existence,  lying,  without  doubt, 
one  hour  northwest  of  Tabariyya  [Tiberias],  where 
the  ruins  of  Gansur  are  still  found  at  the  present 
day"  {Heh.  Lex.  s.  v.,  Davidson's  transl.).     A. 

CHIN'NERETH,  SEA  OF  (H"?.?  CJ : 
7)  BiKacrcra  XeueptO  [etc. :]  mnre  Cenereth,  Num. 
xxxiv.  11;  Josh.  xiii.  27),  the  inland  sea  which  is 
most  familiarly  known  to  us  as  the  "  lake  of  Gen- 
nesaret."  This  is  evident  from  the  mode  in  which 
it  is  mentioned  in  various  passages  in  the  Penta- 
teuch and  Joshua  —  as  being  at  the  end  of  Jordan 
opposite  to  the  "  Sea  of  the  Arabah,"  i.  e.  the 
Dead  Sea ;  as  having  the  Arabah  or  Ghor  below  it, 
&c.  (Deut.  iii.  17;  Josh.  xi.  2,  xii.  3).  In  the  two 
former  of  these  passages  the  word  "sea"  is  omit- 
ted; in  the  two  latter  it  is  in  a  plural  form  — 

"  Chiuneroth "    (ace.    Cinnaroth,    m"122,    and 

n*"1132,  Cmnroth,  [Yulg.  Ceneroth] ).  The  word 
is  by  some  derived  from  ('innoor  {Kivvvpa,  cithara, 
a  "harp"),  as  if  in  allusion  to  the  oval  shape  of 
the  lake.  But  this,  to  say  the  least,  is  doubtful. 
It  seems  more  Ukely  that  Cinneretli  was  an  ancient 
Canaanite  name  existing  long  prior  to  the  Israelite 
conquest,  and,  like  other  names,  adopted  by  the  Is- 
raelites into  their  language.  The  subsequent  name 
"  Gennesar  "  was  derived  from  "  Cinnereth  "  by  a 
change  of  letters  of  a  kind  frequent  enough  in  the 
East.     [Gejjnesaket.]  G. 

CHIN'NEROTH  ("l"">~'3T»  nS^^jS  :  Ktv 
eptie,  Xevtpfd;  Alex.  XtvepeOdt,  XevvfpfO-  Cetir- 
eroth).  Josh.  xi.  2,  xii.  3.     [Ciiixseheth.] 

W.  A.  W. 

*  In  A.  V.  ed.  1611,  and  other  early  editions, 
the  word  is  spelt  "  Cinneroth,"  as  in  1  K.  xv.  20. 
See  CixNEKOTH.  A. 

CHFOS  (Xi'oj:  [CAiVs]).  The  position  of  this 
island  in  reference  to  the  neighboring  islands  and 
coasts  could  hardly  be  better  described  than  in  the 
detailed  account  of  St.  Paul's  return  \oyagc  from 
Troas  to  Ctesarea  (Acts  xx.,  xxi.).  Having  come 
from  Assos  to  Mitylene  in  I.esbos  (xx.  14),  he  ar- 
rived the  next  day  over  against  Chios  (v.  15),  the 
next  day  at  Samos  and  tarried  at  Trogyllium  {ib.); 
and  the  following  day  at  Miletus  {ib.)\  thence  he 
went  by  Cos  and  Kliodes  to  I'atara  (xxi.  1). 
[Mitylene;  Samos.]  With  this  it  is  worth 
while  to  compare  the  accoiuit  of  Herod'«  voyage  to 
join  !Marcu8  Agrippa  in  the  Black  Sea.  We  are 
told  (Joseph.  Ant.  xvi.  2,  §  2)  that  after  passing 
by  Rhodes  and  Cos,  he  was. detained  some  time  by 
north  winds  at  Chios,  and  sailed  on  to  jNIitylene, 


a  *  We  see  from  Jer.  xli.  17  that  this  Khan  bore 
Thimham's  name  for  at  lea.st  4  centuries,  and  (as  the 
usages  of  the  Kast  are  so  unchanging)  may  have  been 
th«  Khan  {KariKviia)  which  almost  6  centuries  later 


"  furnished  shelter  for  two  travellers  with  their  in&nt 
child  when  '  there  was  no  room  in  the  inn,'  and  when 
they  too  from  that  spot  fled  Into  Egypt "  (Stanley, 
Jewish  Church,  U.  201).  H. 
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Irhen  the  winds  became  more  favorable.  It  appears 
that  during  this  stay  at  Chios  Herod  gave  very  lib- 
eral sums  towards  the  restoration  of  some  public 
works  which  had  suffered  ui  the  Mithridatic  war. 
This  island  does  not  appear  to  have  any  other  asso- 
ciation with  the  Jews :  nor  is  it  specially  mentioned 
in  connection  with  the  first  spread  of  Christianity 
by  the  Apostles.  When  St.  Paul  was  there  on  the 
occasion  referred  to,  he  did  not  land,  but  only 
passed  the  night  at  anchor.  At  that  time  Chios 
enjoyed  the  privilege  of  freedom  (Plin.  v.  38),  and 
it  is  not  certam  that  it  ever  was  politically  a  part 
of  the  province  of  Asia,  though  it  is  separated  from 
the  mainland  only  by  a  strait  of  5  miles.  Its 
length  is  about  32  miles,  and  in  breadth  it  varies 
from  8  to  18.  Its  outline  is  mountainous  and 
bold;  and  it  has  always  been  celebrated  for  its 
beauty  and  fruitfulness.  In  recent  times  it  has 
been  too  well  known,  under  its  modem  name  of 
Scio,  for  the  dreadful  sufferings  of  its  inhabitants 
in  the  Greek  war  of  independence.  Chios  is  de- 
scribed by  the  older  travellers,  Thevenot,  Tourne- 
fort,  and  Chandler.  J.  S.  H. 

CHISLEU.     [Months.] 
CHIS'LON  (]""l^p3  [hope,  confidence] :  Xour- 
C/tasehm),  father  of  Elidad,   the  prince  of 
lie  tribe  of  Benjamin,  chosen  to  assist  in  the  di- 
ision  of  the  land  of  Canaan  among  the  tribes 
(Num.  xxxiv.  21). 

CHIS'LOTH-TA'BOR    ("ibn  nbp3, 

bins   of   Tabor:    Xa<Te\<odaie;    Alex.    Xaa-akcad 

jPadup;   [Aid.  'AxatraKdO  @a0(ip;  Comp.  Xa<Te\- 

jSda^dp-]    Ceseltththabor),  a   place  to  the  bor- 

(7^112)  of  which  reached  the  border  of  Zebu- 
un  (Josh.  xix.  12).    It  may  be  the  village  of  Iksdl, 

'which  is  now  standing  about  two  miles  and  a  half 
to  the  west  of  Mount  Tabor.  Josephus  names  a 
village  Xaloth  as  in  the  great  plain,  i.  e.  of  Esdrae- 
lon,  and  as  one  of  the  landmarks  of  lower  Galilee, 
{B.  J.  iii.  3,  §  1;  and  see  llt't,  §  44),  but  it  is 
impossible  to  say  if  this  was  identical  with  Chisloth- 

tTabor  or  with  Chesulloth.     [See  Tabok.]       G. 

CHIT'TIM,   KIT'TIM   (3"^?,  D"'"^?  : 

IX'^Tfot,  KiTiot,  KriTieifj.,  Xerrjef/U,  [etc. :]  Cetthim, 

^CeiAim),  a  family  or  race  descended  from  Javan 

iGea.  X.  4;  1  Chr.  i.  7;  A.  V.  Kittim),  closely 

ated  to  the  Dodanim,  and  remotely  (as  we  may 

onclude  from  the  absence  of  the  conjunction  before 

it)  to  the  other  descendants  of  Javan.     Chittim  is 

pently  noticed  in  Scripture:  Balaam  predicts 

at  a  fleet  should  thence  proceed  for  the  destruc- 

l^on  of  AssjTia  (Num.  xxiv.  24,  D^FI?  "^-^  i " 
enient  in  trieribm  de  Itnlii,  Vulg.):  in  Is.  xsiii. 
L,  12,  it  appears  as  the  resort  of  the  fleets  of  Tyre : 

Jer.  ii.  10,  the  "  isles  of  Chittim "  ("'.^S,  i.  e. 
aritime  districfs)  are  to  the  far  west,  as  Kedar  to 
de  east  of  Palestine :  the  Tyrians  procured  thence 
lie  cedar  or  box-wood,  which  they  inlaid  with  ivory 

l^for  the  decks  of  their  vessels  (Ez.  xxvii.  6,  "HS 

D^niTS,  A.  V.  "  the  company  of  the  Ashurites," 
but  rather  [ivory]  the  dn tighter  of  cedar,  i.  e.  in- 
closed in  cedar):  in  Dan.  xi.  30,' "ships  of  Chit- 
wm"  {koX  ^|oi/<n  'Voijxaioi:   Trieres  et  Romani) 


a  Hengstenberg  (Hist,  of  Bnl.)  explains  this  expres- 
*on  as  =  from  the  side  of  Cyprus,  i.  e.  from  that  isl- 
and as  a  rendezvous. 
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advance  to  the  south  to  meet  the  king  of  the  north  J 
at  a  later  period  we  find  Alexander  the  Great  de- 
scribed as  coming  4k  rrji  yrjs  [Horn.  Xerrfteiix', 
Alex.  Sin.]  Xerrtfifj.  (1  Mace.  i.  1 ;  A.  V.  Chkt- 
TiiJi),  and  Perseus  as  KitUwv  Pairi\fvs  [Ctteorwn 
rex]  (1  Mace.  viii.  5;  A.  V.  Citims).  Josephus 
considered  Cyprus  as  the  original  seat  of  the  Chit- 
tim, adducing  as  evidence  the  name  of  its  principal 
town,  Citium  (Xefli^os  Se  XeOi^a  tV  vf)aov  tff- 
X^v'  Kuirpos  auT77  vvv  KuAiTrat,  Ant.  i.  6,  §  1). 
Citium  was  without  doubt  a  Phoenician  town,  and 
the  name,  as  it  appears  in  Phoenician  inscriptions, 
exactly  accords  with  the  Hebrew  (Gesen.  Thts.  726). 
From  the  to%vn  the  name  extended  to  the  whole 
island  of  Cyprus,  which  was  occupied  by  Phoenician 
colonies,  and  remained  under  Tyre  certainly  until 
about  B.  c.  720  (Joseph.  Ant.  ix.  14,  §  2).  With 
the  decay  of  the  Phoenician  power  (circ.  b.  c.  600) 
the  Greeks  began  to  found  flourishing  settlements 
on  its  coasts,  as  they  had  also  done  in  Crete,  Rhodes, 
and  the  islands  of  the  .^Egsean  Sea.  The  name 
Chittim,  which  in  the  first  instance  had  applied  to 

Phoenicians  only  (for  II''ri?=D"'rin,  Jlittiies, 
a  branch  of  the  Canaanitish  race),  passed  over  to 
the  islands  which  they  had  occupied,  and  thence  to 
the  people  who  succeeded  the  I'hojnicians  ii^  the 
occupation  of  them  (air'  avrris,  sc.  Kvirpov,  vr\(roi 
re  Trotrai,  /col  to,  irKfita  ro>v  irapa.  daAacrcrav,  Xe- 
dlfx  inrh  "Efipaioov  ovoixi^eTai,  Joseph.  Ant.  i.  6, 
§  1).  Thus  in  Mace.,  Chittim  evidently  =;  il/nce- 
donia,  and  was  perhaps  more  especially  applied  to 
that  country  from  the  apparent  similarity  of  the 
name  in  the  form  Ma/cerio,  which  they  supposed 
=  Ma  and  Kirioi,  the  land  of  the  Cetii.  The  use 
of  the  term  was  extended  yet  further  so  as  to  em- 
brace Italy  according  to  the  LXX.  (Dan.),  and  the 
Vulgate  (Num.  and  Dan.),  to  which  we  may  add 
the  rendering  of  the  Chaldee  Targum,'  which  gives 

]Vbl2S  (Italia)  in  1  Chr.  i.  7,  and'  S'^blSS 
(Apulia)  In  Ez.  xxvii.  6.  The  "  ships  of  Chittim  " 
in  Dan.  have  been  explained  as  Macedonian,  which 
PopiUius  Laenas  may  have  seized  at  Delos  after  the 
defeat  of  Perseus,  and  taken  on  his  expedition  to 
Egypt  against  Antiochus;  but  the  assumption  on 
which  this  interpretation  rests  is  not  borne  out  by 
the  narrative  (Liv.  xliv.  29,  xlv.  10),  nor  does  there 
appear  any  difficulty  in  extending  the  tenn  to  Italy, 
as  one  of  the  lands  in  the  far  west  with  which  the 
Hebrews  were  but  Uttle  acquainted.  In  an  ethno- 
logical point  of  view,  Chittim,  associated  as  the 
name  is  with  Javan  and  Elishah,  must  be  regarded 
as  applying,  not  to  the  original  Phoenician  settlers 
of  Cyprus,  but  to  the  race  which  succeeded  them ; 
namely,  the  Carians,  who  were  widely  dispersed 
over  the  Mediterranean  coasts,  and  were  settled  In 
the  Cyclades  (Thucyd.  i.  8),  Crete  (Herod,  i.  171) 
and  in  the  islands  called  Macariae  Insulse,  perhaps 
as  being  the  residence  of  the  Carians.  From  these 
islands  they  were  displaced  by  the  Dorians  and  lo- 
nians  (Herod.  I.  c),  and  emigrated  to  the  main  land, 
where  they  occupied  the  district  named  after  them. 
The  Carians  were  connected  with  the  Leleges,  and 
must  be  considered  as  related  to  the  Pelasgic  family, 
though  quite  distinct  from  the  Hellenic  branch 
(Knobel,  Volkertafel,  p.  95  &.).  W.  L.  B. 

CHFUN  (1=1*2).     [Remphan.] 

CHLO'E  {X\6rj)  [tender  shoot  or  herbage],  a 
woman  mentioned  in  1  Cor.  i.  11,  some  of  whose 
household  [virh  rwv  XAtfjjs,  comp.  Rom.  xvi.  10, 
11]  had  informed  St.  Paul  of  the  fact  that  thera 
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were  divisions  in  the  Corinthian  church.  She  is 
supposed  by  Theoplijlact  and  others  to  liave  been 
an  iuliabitawt  of  Corinth;  by  Estius,  some  Chris- 
tian woman  known  to  the  Corinthians  elsewhere; 
by  Michaelis  and  Meyer,  an  Epliesian,  having  friends 
at  Corinth.  It  is  iniiwssible  to  decide.  [See  Ak- 
iSTOBUi.us,  Amer.  ed.]  H.  A. 

OHO'BA  (Xoifid.:  [Sin.  Xa/3o]:  Vulg.  omits), 
a  place  mentioned  in  .Jud.  iv.  4,  apparently  situated 
m  the  central  part  of  Palestine.  It  is  probably  the 
same  place  as 

CHO'BAI  [2  syl.]  (X<c$at;  [Sin.  Xufia.: 
Vulg.  omits]),  which  occurs  in  Jud.  xv.  4,  5;  in 
the  latter  verse  the  Greek  is  XwPd.     The  name 

suggests  Hobah  (H^in,  which  is  the  reading  of 
the  Syriac),  especially  in  connection  with  the  men- 
tion of  Damascus  in  v.  5,  if  the  distance  from  the 
probable  site  of  Bethuli.v  were  not  too  great. 

*  CHCENIX  (xor^tj),  Rev.  vi.  6,  marg.  See 
Weights  and  Mkasukes,  II.  §  2,  near  the  end. 

CHOR-A'SHAN  {']^'3"^'^'2  [fui-nwe  of 
smoke]:  Br/po-ajSee;  Alex-BupaffaV-  in lacu Asan), 
one  of  the  places  in  which  "  David  and  his  men 
were  wont  to  haunt,"  and  to  his  friends  in  which 
he  sent  presents  of  the  plunder  taken  from  the 
Amalekites  (1  Sam.  xxx.  30).  The  towns  named 
in  this  catalogue  are  all  south  of  Hebron,  and  Chor- 
ashan  may,  therefore,  be  identical  with  Ashan  of 
Simeon.  This  is.  however,  quite  uncertain,  and 
the  name  has  not  been  discovered.  G. 

CHORA'ZIN  (XopaClv  [text,  rec],  XopaCelv 
[Tisch.,  Treg.],  XopaCdtv  [D];  Corozain),  one  of 
the  cities  in  which  our  Ix)rd's  mighty  works  were 
done,  but  named  only  in  His  denunciation  <Matt. 
xi.  21;  Luke  x.  13).  It  was  known  to  St.  Jerome, 
who  descrites  it  {Comm.  in  Esai.  ix.  1)  as  on  the 
shore  of  the  lake,  two  miles  from  Capernaum.  St. 
Willibald  (about  A.  D.  750)  visited  the  various 
places  along  the  lake  in  the  following  order  —  Tibe- 
rias, Magd;ilum,  Capemaiun,  Bethsaida,  Chorazhi. 
Dr.  Robinson's  conclusion  is  that  Khan  Minyeh 
being  Capernaum,  et-Tabighah  is  Bethsaida,  and 
TeU  Hum  Cborazin,  but  the  question  Ls  enveloped 
in  great  obscurity.  The  origin  of  the  name  is  also 
very  uncertain.  Origen  writes  the  name  as  x'^P"- 
Ziv,  i-  e.  the  district  of  Zin ;  but  this  appears  to  be 
only  conjecture,  and  has  no  support  from  MSS. 
A  place  of  this  name  is  mentioned  in  the  Talmud 
(see  Keland,  p.  722)  as  famous  for  wheat,  which  is 
still  grown  in  large  quantities  in  this  neighbor- 
hood. G. 

*  Dr.  Thomson  {Land  and  Bool;  ii.  8)  found  a 
heap  of  shapeless  ruins  aljout  2  miles  north  of  TeU 
Hum,  known  among  the  natives  as  Chornzy.  "  The 
name  is  nearly  the  Arabic  for  Chorazin,  and  the 
situation  just  where  wo  might  expect  to  find  Cho- 
razin." Discoveries  more  recently  made  have 
strengthened  this  presumption  from  the  name  and 
position  of  Choi-azy.  Mr.  Grove,  speaking  of  the 
excavations  by  Messrs.  Wilson  and  Anderson,  says : 
"Tlie  ruins  of  Chorazin  at  Kerazeh"  (so  he 
writes  the  word),  "turn  out  to  be  far  more  im- 
portant than  was  previously  suspected ;  they  cover 
»  much  larger  extent  of  ground  than  TeU  JJum, 
and  many  of  the  private  houses  are  almost  perfect, 
^th  the  exception  of  the  roofs;  the  openings  for 
doors  and  windows  remaining  in  some  cases.  All 
the  buildings,  including  a  synagocue  or  church  [  ?], 
are  of  basalt,  and  it  is  not  till  one  is  right  in 
smong  them  that  one  sees  clearly  what  they  are ; 
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50  or  100  yards  off  they  look  nothing  more  than  tIM 
rough  heaps  of  basaltic  stones  so  common  in  this 
country"  (Athe7ueum,Veh.2i,lSW),p.27S).  H. 
*   CHOSAME'US.     [See   Simon    Chosa- 

M.EUS.] 

CHOZE'BA  (WatS  [lying,  fake]:  XcoCnfid; 
[Vat.  2&>x''7^  ■]  '"'''*  ^nendacii).  The  "  men  of 
Chozeba  "  are  named  (1  Chr.  iv.  22)  amongst  the 
descendants  of  Shelah  the  son  of  Judah.  The 
name  does  not  reapijear,  but  it  is  sufficiently  Uke 
Chezib  (and  es[)ecially  the  reading  of  the  Samar- 
itan Codex  of  that  name)  to  suggest  that  the  two 
refer  to  the  same  place,  that,  namely,  elsewhere 
called  AcHZiB,  at  which  place  ShelaJi  was  bom. 
(The  Vulgate  version  of  this  passage  is  worth  no- 
tice). G. 
CHRIST.     [Jesus.] 

CHRISTIAN     {XpiffTiavSs  :     Christians). 
Tlie  disciples,  we  are  told  (Acts  xi.  26),  were  first 
called  Christians  at  Antioch  on  the  Orontes,  some- 
where about  A.  D.  43.     The  name,  and  the  place 
where  it  was  confeired,  are  both  significant.     It  is 
clear  that  the  appellation   "  Christian "   was  one 
which,  though  eagerly  adopted  and  gloried  in  by 
the  early  followers  of  Christ,  could  not  have  been 
imposed  by  themselves.     They  were  known  to  each 
other  as  brethren  of  one  family,  as  disciples  of  the 
same  Master,  as  believers  in  the  same  faith,  and  as 
distinguished  by  the  same  endeavors  after  holiness 
and  consecration  of  Ufe;  and  so  were  called  brethren 
(Acts  XV.  1,  23;  1  Cor.  vii.  12),  disciples  (Acts  ix. 
2G,  xi.  29),  beUevers  (Acts  v.  14),  saints  (Kom.  viii. 
27,  XV.  25).    But  the  outer  world  could  know  noth- 
ing   of   the  true  force  and  significance   of   these 
terms,  which  were  in  a  manner  esoteric;  it  was 
necessary  therefore  that  the  followers  of  the  new 
religion  should  have  some  distinctive  title.     To  the 
contemptuous  Jew  they  were  Na^irenes  and  Gali- 
leans, names  which  carried  with  them  the  infamy 
and  turbulence  of  the  places  whence  they  sprung, 
and  from  whence  nothing  good   and  no  prophet 
might  come.     The  Jews  could  add  nothing  to  the 
scorn  which  these  names  expressed,  and  had  they 
endeavored  to  do  so  they  would  not  have  defiled 
the  glory  of  their  Messiah  by  applying  bis  title  to 
those  whom  they  could  not  but  regard  as  the  fol- 
lowers of  a  pretender.     The  name  "  Christian," 
then,  which,  in  the  only  other  cases  where  it  ap- 
pears in  the  N.  T.  (Acts  xxvi.  28;  1  Pet.  iv.  16: 
comp.  Tac.  Ann.  xv.  44),  is  used  contemptuously, 
could  not  have  l)een  applied  by  the  early  disciples 
to  themselves,  nor  could  it  have  come  to  them  from 
their  own   nation   the  Jews;    it  must,   therefore, 
have  been  imposed  upon  them  by  the  Gentile  world, 
and  no  place  could  have  so  appropriately  given  rise 
to  it  as  Antioch,  where  the  first  Church  was  i)lanted 
among    the   heathen.      It   was    manifest   by   the 
preacMng  of  the  new  teachei-s  that  they  were  dis- 
tinct from  the  Jews,  so  distinct  as  to  be  remarked 
by  the  heathen  themselves ;  and  as  no  name  was 
so  frequently  in  their  mouths  as  tliat  of  Christ," 
the  Messiah,  the  Anointed,  the  jieople  of  Antioch, 
ever  or.  the  alert  for  a  gibe  or  mocking  taunt,  and 
taking  Christ  to  lie  a  projier  name  and  not  a.  title 
of  honor,  called  his  followers  Xpio'Tioj'OJ,  Christians, 
the  partisans  of  Christ,  just  as  in  the  early  strug- 
gles for  the  I'jnpire  we  meet  with  the  Cfpsariani, 
Pompeiani,  and  Octaviani.    The  Latin  form  of  the 

a  "Christ,"  and   not  "Jesus,"  Is  the  term  moil 
commonly  appUed  to  our  Lord  in  the  Epistles. 
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name  is  what  would  be  expected,  for  Antioch  had 
long  been  a  Koman  city.  Its  inhabitants  were 
celebrated  for  their  wit  and  a  propensity  for  con- 
ferring nicknames  (Procop.  Pers.  ii.  8,  p.  105). 
The  Emperor  Julian  himself  was  not  secure  from 
their  jests  (Amm.  Marc.  xxii.  14).  ApoUonius  of 
Tyana  was  driven  from  the  city  by  the  insults  of 
the  inhabitants  (Philostr.  VU.  Ajwll.  iii.  IG).  Their 
wity  however,  was  often  harmless  enough  (Luciun, 
Be  Saltat.  76),  and  there  is  no  reason  to  suppose 
that  the  name  "Christian  "  of  itself  was  intended 
as  a  term  of  scurrility  or  abuse,  though  it  would 
naturally  be  used  with  contempt. 

Suidas  (s.  V.  Xpicrnavoi)  says  the  name  was  given 
in  the  reign  of  Claudius,  when  Peter  appointed 
Evodius  bishop  of  Antioch,  and  they  who  were  for- 
merly called  Nazarenes  and  GaUleans  had  their 
name  changed  to  Christians.  According  to  Ma- 
lalas  ( Chronog.  x.)  it  was  changed  by  Evodius  him- 
self, and  William  of  Tyre  (iv.  9 )  has  a  story  that  a 
synod  was  held  at  Antioch  for  the  purpose.  Igna- 
tius, or  the  author  of  the  Epistle  to  the  Magne- 
sians  (c.  x.),  regards  the  prophecy  of  Isaiah  (Lxii. 
2,  12)  as  first  fulfilled  in  Syria,  when  Peter  and 
Paul  founded  the  Church  at  Antioch.  But  rea- 
sons have  already  been  given  why  the  name  did 
not  originate  within  the  Church. 

Another  form  of  the  name  is  Xpriffriavol,  aris- 
ing from  a  false  etymology  (Lact.  iv.  7 ;  TertuUian, 
Aj}oL  c.  3 ;  Suet.  Clavd.  25),  by  which  it  was  de- 
rived from  ;tpr;(rT({s.  W.  A.  W. 

CHRONICLES,  First  and  Second  Books  of 

(in  Heb.  D^Q*n  "''j?"!  •  verba  dierum,  as  Jerome 
translates  it,  and  sernumes  dienim,  as  Hilar.  Pictav. 
in  Wolf,  but  rather  actn  dierum ;  journals,  or  dia- 
ries, i.  e.  the  record  of  the  daily  occurrences),  the 
name  originally  given  to  the  record  made  by  the 
appointed  historiographers  in  the  kingdoms  of  Israel 
and  Judah.  In  the  LXX.  these  books  are  called 
napaXenro/ievccv  irpOnov  and  Sevrepou,  which  is 
understood,  after  Jerome's  explanation,  as  meaning 
that  they  are  supplementary  to  the  books  of  Kings. 
The  Vulgate  retains  both  the  Hebrew  and  Greek 
name  in  Latin  characters,  Dabre  jamim,  or  ha- 
jamim,  and  Paralipomenon'  Jerome  tells  us  {ad 
Domnion.  et  Rogatian.)  that  in  his  time  they 
formed  only  one  book  in  the  Hebrew  MSS.,  but 
had  been  divided  by  the  Christian  churches  using 
the  LXX.  for  convenience,  on  account  of  their 
length.  In  his  Ep.  to  Paulinus,  he  thus  further 
explains  the  name  Parcdipomenon,  and  eulogizes  the 
book.  "  ParaUporaenon  liber,  id  est  Instrum.  Vet. 
epitome,  tantus  ac  tahs  est,  ut  absque  illo  si  quis 
scientiam  Scripturarum  sibi  voluerit  arrogare,  seip- 
sum  irrideat.  Per  singula  quippe  nomina  junctu- 
msque  verborum,  et  praetermissse  in  Regum  libris 
tauguntur  historise,  et  innumerabiles  explicantur 
Evangelii  qusestiones."  The  name  Chronica,  or 
Chronicorum  liber,  which  is  given  in  some  copies 
of  the  Vulgate,  and  from  whence  we  derive  our 
English  name  of  "Chronicles,"  seems  to  be  taken 
from  Jerome's  saying  in  his  Prologus  galeatm, 
"  Dibre  hajamin,  ?.  e.  verba  dierum :  quod  signifi- 
cantius  Chronicon  totius  divinae  historiae  possumus 
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«  As  far  as  2  Chr.  xxi.  2,  saya  the  Bava  Bathra,  as 
«plained  by  R.  Gedaliah,  and  by  Buxtorf.  See  Wolf. 
Bib.  Hebr.  vol.  ii.  p.  82. 

b  Bor  an  explanatioa  of  Zerubbabel's  genealogy  in 
1  Chr.  iii.  see  Geneal.  of  our  Lord,  by  Lord  A.  Ilervey, 
p.   97  ff.      But  even    if  this  explanation  is  not  ac- 


appellare."  It  was  possibly  suggested  to  him  by 
his  having  translated  the  Chronica  of  Eusebius  into 
Latin.  Later  Latin  ^vriters  have  given  them  the 
name  of  Ephemeridum  libri.  The  constant  tradi- 
tion of  the  Jews,  in  which  they  have  been  followed 
by  the  great  mass  of  Christian  commentators,  is 
that  these  books  were  for  the  most  part  compiled 
by  Ezra ;  «  and  the  one  genealogy,  that  of  Zerub- 
babel,  which  comes  down  to  a  later  time,''  is  no  ob- 
jection to  this  statement,  without  recurring  to  the 
strange  notion  broached  by  the  old  commentators, 
and  even  sanctioned  by  Dr.  Davidson  (in  Kitto's 
Cycl.  of  Bihl.  Lit.,  art.  Chronicles),  that  the  knowl- 
edge of  these  generations  was  commimicated  to 
lizra  by  inspiration.  In  fact,  the  internal  evidence 
as  to  the  time  when  the  book  of  Chronicles  was 
compiled,  seems  to  tally  remarkably  with  the  tradi- 
tion concernmg  its  authorship.  Notwithstanding 
this  agreement,  however,  the  authenticity  of  Chron- 
icles has  been  vehemently  impugned  by  De  Wette 
and  other  German  critics,*^  whose  arguments  have 
been  successfully  reftited  by  Dahler,  Keil,  Movers, 
and  others.  It  has  been  clearly  shown  that  the 
attack  was  grounded  not  upon  any  real  marks  of 
spuriousness  in  the  books  themselves,  but  solely 
upon  the  desire  of  the  critics  in  question  to  remove 
a  witness  whose  evidence  was  fatal  to  their  favorite 
theory  as  to  the  post-Babylonian  origin  of  the  books 
of  Moses.  If  the  accounts  in  the  books  of  Chron- 
icles of  the  courses  of  priests  and  Levites,  and  the 
ordinances  of  divine  service  as  arranged  by  David, 
and  restored  by  Hezekiah  and  Josiah,  are  genuine, 
it  necessarily  follows  that  the  Levitical  law,  as  set 
forth  in  the  Pentateuch,  was  not  invented  after  the 
return  from  the  Captivity.  Hence  the  successful 
vindication  of  the  authenticity  of  Chronicles  has  a 
very  important  bearing  upon  many  of  the  very 
gravest  theological  questions.  As  regards  the  plan 
of  the  book,  of  which  the  book  of  Ezra  is  a  contin- 
uation, forming  one  work,  it  becomes  apparent  im- 
mediately [as  soon  as]  we  consider  it  as  the  compi- 
lation of  I]zra,  or  some  one  nearly  contemporary 
with  him.  One  of  the  greatest  difficulties  connected 
with  the  Captivity  and  the  return  must  have  been 
the  maintenance  of  that  genealogical  distribution 
of  the  lands  which  yet  was  a  vital  point  of  the 
Jewish  economy.  Accordingly  it  appears  to  have 
been  one  to  which  both  Ezra  and  Nehemiah  gave 
their  earnest  attention,  as  David,  Hezekiah,  and 
other  kings,  had  done  before  them.  Another  dif- 
ficulty intimately  connected  with  the  former  was 
the  maintenance  of  the  temple  services  at  Jerusa- 
lem. This  could  only  be  effected  by  the  residence 
of  the  priests  and  Levites  in  Jerusalem  in  the  order 
of  their  courses :  and  this  residence  was  only  prac- 
ticable in  case  of  the  payment  of  the  appointed 
tithes,  first-fruits,  and  other  offerings.  Immedi- 
ately [as  soon  as]  these  ceased  the  priests  and  Le- 
vites were  obliged  to  disperse  to  their  own  villages 
to  obtain  a  livelihood,  and  the  temple  sendees  were 
neglected.  But  then  again  the  registers  of  the 
Levitical  genealogies  were  necessary,  in  order  that 
it  might  be  known  who  were  entitled  to  such  and 
such  allowances,  as  porters,  as  singers,  as  priests, 
and  so  on ;  because  all  these  offices  went  by  fami- 


cepted,  there  is  no  difficulty.  The  hand  which  added 
Neh.  xii.  10,  11,  22,  23,  might  equally  have  added 
1  Chr.  iii.  22-24. 

c  Keil  says  that  Spinoza  led  the  way,  by  suggesting 
that  they  were  compiled  after  Judas  Maccabaeus  (p.  9). 
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fies;  and  again  the  payment  of  the  tithes,  firstr- 
fi^ts,  &c.,  was  dependent  upon  the  different  fami- 
lies of  Israel  being  established  each  in  his  inherit- 
ance. Obviously  therefore  one  of  the  most  pressing 
wants  of  the  Jewish  community  after  their  return 
firom  Babylon  would  be  trusty  genealogical  records, 
and  if  there  were  any  such  in  existence,  the  arrange- 
ment and  publication  of  them  would  be  one  of  the 
greatest  services  a  jierson  in  Ezra's  situation  could 
confer.  But  further,  not  only  had  Zerubbabel  (lizr. 
iii.,  v.,  vi.),  and  ;ifter  him  Ezra,  and  Nehemiah  (Ezr. 
ii.,  viii.;  Neh.  vii.,  viii.)  labored  most  earnestly,  in 
the  teeth  of  immense  difficulties,  to  restore  the  tem- 
ple and  the  public  worship  of  God  there  to  the 
condition  it  had  been  in  under  the  kings  of  Judah ; 
but  it  appears  clearly  from  their  policy,  and  from 
the  language  of  the  contemporary  prophets,  Haggai 
and  Zechariah,  that  they  had  it  much  at  heart  to 
re-infuse  something  of  national  life  and  spirit  into 
the  heart  of  the  people,  and  to  make  them  feel  that 
they  were  still  the  inheritors  of  God's  covenanted 
mercies,  and  that  the  Captivity  had  only  temporarily 
interrupted,  not  dried  up,  the  stream  of  God's 
favor  to  their  nation.  Now  nothing  could  more 
effectually  aid  these  pious  and  patriotic  designs 
than  setting  before  the  people  a  compendious  his- 
tory of  the  kingdom  of  David,  which  should  em- 
brace a  full  account  of  its  prosjDerity,  should  trace 
the  sins  which  led  to  its  overthrow,  but  should  carry 
the  thread  through  the  period  of  the  Captivity,  and 
continue  it  as  it  were  unbroken  on  the  other  side; 
and  those  passages  in  their  former  history  would 
be  especially  important  which  exhibited  their  great- 
est and  best  kings  as  engaged  in  bHilding  or  restor- 
ing the  temple,  in  reforming  all  corruptions  in  re- 
ligion, and  zealously  regulating  the  services  of  the 
house  of  God.  As  regards  the  kingdom  of  Israel 
or  Samaria,  seeing  it  had  utterly  and  hopelessly 
passed  away,  and  that  the  existing  inhabitants  were 
among  the  bitterest  "  adversaries  of  Judah  and 
Beiyamin,"  it  would  naturally  engage  very  little 
of  the  compiler's  attention.  These  considerations 
explain  exactly  the  plan  and  scope  of  that  histor- 
ical work  which  consists  of  the  two  books  of  Chron- 
icles and  the  book  of  Ezra.  For  after  having  in 
the  first  eight  chapters  given  the  genealogical  divis- 
ions and  settlements  of  the  various  tribes,  the  com- 
piler marks  distinctly  his  own  age  and  his  own 
purpose,  by  informing  us  in  ch.  ix.  1  of  the  dis- 
turbance of  those  settlements  by  the  Babylonish 
Captivity,  and,  in  the  following  verses,  of  the  partial 
restoration  of  them  at  the  return  from  Babylon 
(2-24);  and  that  this  list  refers  to  the  families 
who  had  returned  from  Babylon  is  clear,  not  only 
from  the  context,  but  from  its  re-insertion,  Neh.  xi. 
3-22,"  with  additional  matter  evidently  extracted 
from  the  public  archives,  and  relating  to  times  sub- 
sequent to  the  return  from  Babylon,  extending  to 
Neh.  xii.  27,  where  Nehcmiah's  narrative  is  again 
resumed  in  continuance  with  Neh.  xi.  2.  Having 
thus  shown  the  reestablfshment  of  the  returned 
&milies,  each  in  their  own  inheritance  according  to 
the  houses  of  their  fathers,  the  compiler  proceeds 
to  the  other  part  of  his  plan,  which  is  to  give  a 
continuous  history  of  the  kingdom  of  Judah  from 
David  to  his  own  times,  intrcduced  by  the  closirfj; 
scene  of  Saul's  life  (ch.  x.),  which  introduction  is 
Itself  prefaced  by  a  genealogy  of  the  house  of  Saul 
(ix.  35-44),  extracted  from  the  genealogical  tables 


a  Cktmparo  also  1  Chr.  ix.  19,  with  Ezr.  ii.  42.  Neh. 
Vii.  45. 
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drawn  up  in  the  reign  of  king  Hezekiah,  as  is  at 
once  manifest  by  counting  the  13  or  14  generations, 
from  Jonathan  to  the  sons  of  Azel  inclusive,  ex- 
actly corresponding  to  the  14  irom  Uavid  to  Hez- 
ekiah inclusive.  This  part  of  the  plan  extends 
from  1  Chr.  ix.  35  to  the  end  of  the  book  of  Ezra: 
1  Chr.  xv.-xvii.,  xxii.-xxix. ;  2  Chr.  xiii.-xv.,  xxiv. 
xxvi.,  xxix.-xxxi.  and  xxxv.,  are  among  the  passages 
wholly  or  in  part  peculiar  to  the  books  of  Chron-  ' 
icles,  which  mark  the  purjwse  of  the  compiler,  and 
are  especially  suited  to  the  age  and  the  work  of 
Ezra.  Many  Chaldaisms  in  the  language  of  these 
books,  the  resemblance  of  the  style  of  Chron.  to 
that  of  Ezra,  which  is,  in  parts,  avowedly  Ezra's 
composition,  the  reckoning  by  Darics  (1  ciir.  xxix. 
7),  as  most  explam  C^DSIIK,  as  well  as  the 
breaking  off  of  the  narrative  in  the  lifetime  of 
Ezra,  are  among  other  valid  arguments  by  which 
the  authorship,  or  rather  compilation  of  1  and  2 
Chr.  and  Ezr.  is  vindicated  to  lizra.  As  regards 
the  materials  used  by  him,  and  the  sources  of  his 
mformation,  they  are  not  difficult  to  discover.  The 
genealogies  are  obviously  transcribed  from  some 
register,  in  which  were  preserved  the  genealogies 
of  the  tribes  and  families  drawn  up  at  different 
times.  This  appears  from  the  very  different  ages 
at  which  different  genealogies  terminate,  indicating 
of  course  the  particular  reign  when  each  was  drawn 
up.  Thus  e.  ff.  the  genealogy  of  the  descendants 
of  Sheshan  (1  Chr.  ii.  34-41)  was  drawn  up  in 
Hezekiah's  reign,  since,  including  Zabad,  who  lived 
in  David's  time,  and  Azariah  in  the  time  of  Joash, 
it  ends  with  a  generation  contemporary  with  Heze- 
kiah [AzAKiAii,  No.  5].  The  line  of  the  high- 
priests  (1  Chr.  vi.  1-15)  must  have  been  drawn  up 
during  the  Captivity;  that  in  50-53,  in  the  time  of 
David  or  Solomon;  those  of  Heman  and  Asaph  b 
the  same  chapter  in  the  time  of  David ;  that  of  the 
sons  of  Azel  (1  Chr.  viii.  38)  in  the  time  of  Heze- 
kiah ;  that  of  the  sons  of  Zerubbabel  (1  Chr.  iii. 
19-24)  in  the  time  of  E^ra,  and  so  on. 

The  same  wide  divergence  in  the  age  of  other 
materials  embodied  in  the  books  of  Chronicles  is 
also  apparent.  Thus  the  information  in  1  Chr.  i. 
concerning  the  kings  of  Edom  before  the  reign  of 
Saul,  was  obviously  compiled  from  very  ancient 
sources.  The  same  may  be  said  of  the  incident  of 
the  slaughter  of  the  sons  of  Ephraim  by  the  Git- 
tites,  1  Chr.  vii.  21,  viii.  13,  and  of  the  account  of 
the  sons  of  Shela,  and  their  dominion  in  Moab, 
1  Chr.  iv.  21,  22.  The  curious  details  concerning 
the  Keubenites  and  Gadites  in  1  Chr.  v.  must  have 
been  drawn  from  contemiiorary  documents,  em- 
bodied probably  in  the  genealogical  records  of  Jo- 
tham  and  Jeroboam,  while  other  records  used  by 
the  compiler  are  as  late  .is  after  the  return  from 
Babylon,  such  as  1  Chr.  ix.  2  ff. ;  2  Chr.  xxxvi.  20 
ff. ;  and  others,  as  Y^.r.  ii.  and  iv.  6-23,  are  as  late 
as  the  time  of  Artaxerxes  and  Nehemiah.  Hence 
it  is  further  manifest  that  the  Ixxjks  of  Chronicles 
and  Ezra,  though  put  into  their  present  form  by 
one  hand,  contain  in  fact  extracts  from  the  writings 
of  many  different  writers,  which  vere  extant  at  the 
time  the  compilation  was  made.  For  the  full  ac- 
count of  the  reign  of  David,  he  made  copious  ex 
tracts  from  the  l)ooks  of  Samuel  the  seer,  Nathan 
the  prophet,  and  Gad  the  seer  (1  Chr.  xxix.  29). 
For  the  reign  of  Solomon  he  copied  from  "the 
book  of  Nathan,''  from  "  the  prophecy  of  Ahijah 
the  Shilonite,"  and  from  "the  visions  >f  Iddo  the 
seer"  (2  Chr.  ix.  29).     Another  wirk  of  Iddo 
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ealled    "the    story    (or    interpretation,  Mklrash, 

Q7"1*T!3)  of  the  prophet  Iddo,"  supplied  an  account 

of  the  acts,  and  the  ways,  and  sayings  of  king 
Abijah  (xiii.  22);  while  yet  another  book  of  Iddo 
concerning  genealogies,  with  the  book  of  the  prophet 
Shemaiah,  contained  the  acts  of  king  Rehoboam 
(xii.  15).  For  later  times  the  "Book  of  the  kings 
of  Israel  and  Judah  "  is  repeatedly  cited  (2  Chr. 
XXV.  26,  xxvii.  7,  xxxii.  32,  xxxiii.  18,  &c.),  and 
"the  sayings  of  the  seers,"  or  rather  of  Chozai 
(xxxiii.  19);  and  for  the  reigns  of  Uzziah  and  Hez- 
ekiah  "the  vision  of  tlie  prophet  Isaiah""  (xxvi.  22, 
xxxii.  32).  In  9ther  cases  where  no  reference  is 
made  to  any  book  as  containing  further  information, 
it  is  probable  that  the  whole  account  of  such  reign 
Ls  tnuiscribed.  Besides  the  above-named  works, 
there  was  also  the  public  national  record  called 

t3''a*n  ^i:?.!  I^p,  mentioned  in  Neh.  xii.  23, 

from  which  doubtless  the  present  books  took  their 
name,  and  from  which  the  genealogies  and  other 
matters  in  them  were  probably  derived,  and  which 
are  alluded  to  as  having  existed  as  early  as  the  reign 
of  David,  1  Chr.  xxvii.  21.     These  "  Chronicles  of 

David,"  1^17  "ii^f^"^  D^»*n  nni,  are  prob- 
ably the  same  as  the  "f"^")7  "^  "5"7,  above  referred 
to,  as  written  by  Samuel,  Nathan,  and  Gad.  From 
this  time  the  affairs  of  each  king's  reign  were  reg- 
ularly recorded  in  a  book  called  at  first  '^^Il'T  IDD 
nb'7t??,  "  the  book  of  the  acts  of  Solomon  "  (1 
K.  xi.  41),  by  the  name  of  the  king,  as  before  of 
David,  but  afterwards  in  both  kingdoms  by  the 

;eneral  name  of  D'^D^H    "^   D,  as  in  the  con- 
itly  recurring  formula,  —  "  Now  the  rest  of  the 
acts  ("""ISl)  of  Rehoboam,  Abijam,  &c. ;  Jeroboam, 
Nadab,  &c.,  are  they  not  written  in  the  book  of 
the  Chronicles  of  the  kings  of  Judah  "  or  "of  Is- 
rael" (1  K.  xiv.  29,  XV.  7,  &c.)?     And  this  con- 
tinues to  the  end  of  Jehoiakim's  reign,  as  appears 
by  2  K.  xxiv.  5;  2  Chr.  xxxvi.  8.     And  it  was 
doubtless  from  this  common  source  that  the  pas- 
sages in  the  books  of  Samuel  and  Kings  identical 
with  the  books  of  Chronicles  were  derived.      All 
lese  several  works  have  perished,  but  the  most  im- 
»rtant  matters  in  them  have  been  providentially 
Bserved  to  us  in  the  Chronicles. 
As  regards  the  closing  chapter  of  2  Chr.  subse- 
ent  to  v.  8,  and  the  1st  ch.  of  Ezra,  a  compar- 
in  of  them  with  the  narrative  of  2  K.  xxiv.,  xxv., 
U  lead  to  the  conclusion  that,  while  the  writer  of 
le  narrative  in  Kinc/s  lived  in  Judah,  and  died 
nder  the  dynasty  of  Nebuchadnezzar,  the  writer 
_    the  chapter  in  Chronicles  lived  at  Babylon,  and 
survived  till  the  commencement  at  least  of  the  Per- 
sian dynasty.     For  this  Last  writer  gives  no  details 
of  the  reigns  of  Jehoiachin  or  Zedekiah,  or  the 
events  in  Judah  subsequent  to  the  burning  of  the 
temple;  but  only  dweUing   on   the  moraf  lessons 
connected  with  the  destruction  of  Jerusalem,  passes 
on  quickly  to   relate  the  return   from   captivity. 
Moreover,  he  seems  to  speak  as  one  who  had  long 
been   a   subject   of  Nebuchadnezzar,  calling  him 
simply  "King  Nebuchadnezzar;"  and  by  the  re- 
peated use  of  the  expression  "  brmiriht  him,  or  these, 
to  Babylon,"  rather  encourages  the  idea  that  the 
wnt«r  was  there  himself.     The  first  chapter  of 
hjsra  strongly  confirms  this  view,  for  we  have  co- 
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pious  details,  not  likely  to  be  known  except  to  one 
at  Babylon,  of  the  decree,  the  presents  made  to  the 
captives,  the  bringing  out  of  the  sacred  vessels,  the 
very  name  of  the  Chaldee  treasurer,  the  number 
and  weight  of  the  vessels,  and  the  Chaldee  name 
of  Zerubbabel,  and' hi  this  chapter  the  writer  speaks 
throughout  of  the  captives  going  up  to  Jerusalem, 

and  Sheshbazzar  taking  them  up  {T^^VTl,  as  op- 
posed to  S^rin).  But  with  this  clew  we  may  ad- 
vance a  little  further,-  and  ask,  who  was  there  at 
Babylon,  a  prophet,  as  t||e  writer  of  sacred  annals 
musfr  be,  an  author,  a  subject  of  Nebuchadnezzar 
and  his  sons,  and  yet  who  survived  to  see  the  Per- 
sian dynasty,  to  whom  we  can  with  probability  as- 
sign this  narrative?  Surely  the  answer  will  be 
Daniel.  Who  so  likely  to  dwell  on  the  sacred  ves- 
sels taken  by  Nebuchadnezzar  (Dan.  v.  2,  23);  who 
so  likely  to  refer  to  the  prophecy  of  Jeremiah  (Dan. 
ix.2);  who  so  likely  to  bewail  the  stubbornness  of  the 
people,  and  their  rejection  of  the  prophets  (Dan. 
ix.  5-8);  who  so  likely  to  possess  the  text  of  Cy- 
rus's decree,  to  know  and  record  the  name  of  the 
treasurer  (Dan.  i.  3,  11);  and  to  name  Zerubbabel 
by  his  Chaldee  name  (Dan.  i.  7)  ?  Add  to  this, 
that  Ezr.  i.  exactly  supplies  the  unaccountable  gap 
between  Dan.  ix.  and  x.  [Ezra],  and  we  may  con- 
clude with  some  confidence  that  as  Jeremiah  wrote 
the  closing  portion  of  the  book  of  Kings,  so  did 
Daniel  write  the  corresponding  portion  in  Chron- 
icles, and  down  to  the  end  of  I<^r.  i.  I';j:ra  perhaps 
brought  this  with  him  from  Babylon,  and  made  use 
of  it  to  carry  on  the  Jewish  history  from  the  pomt 
where  the  old  Chronicles  failed  him.  As  regards 
the  TEXT  of  the  Chronicles,  it  is  in  parts  very  cor- 
rupt, and  has  tlie  appearance  of  having  been  copied 
from  MSS.  which  were  partly  effaced  by  age  or  in- 
jury. Jerome  {Prmf.  ad  Parul.)  speaks  of  the 
Greek  text  as  being  hopelessly  confused  in  his  days, 
and  assigns  this  as  a  reason  why  he  made  a  new 
translation  from  the  Hebrew.  However,  in  several 
of  the  differences  between  the  text  of  Chronicles 
and  the  parallel  passages  in  the  other  books,"  the 
Chronicles  preserve  the  purest  and  truest  reading, 
as  e.  g.  2  Chr.  ix.  25,  compared  with  1  K.  iv.  26 ; 
1  Chr.  xi.  11  compared  with  2  Sam.  xxiii.  8 ;  xxi. 
12  comp.  with  2  Sam.  xxiv.  13;  2  Chr.  xxvi.  1,  3, 
8,  &c.,  comp.  with  2  K.  xv.  1,  6,  &c.  As  i-egards 
the  LANGUAGE  of  these  books,  as  of  Ezra,  Nehe- 
miah,  Esther,  and  the  later  prophets,  it  has  a 
marked  Chaldee  coloring,  and  Gesenius  says  of 
them,  that  "  as  literary  works  they  are  decidedly 
inferior  to  those  of  older  date"  (/ntrocl.  to  Heb. 
Gram.).  The  chief  Chaldaisms  ai-e  the  use  of  cer- 
tain words  not  found  in  old  Hebrew,  as  tt7n\nrT, 
ip?j  ^"^^j  &c.,  or  of  words  in  a  different  sense,  as 
~IDM,  n337,  &c.,  or  of  a  different  orthography,  aa 
T''l'iT  for  n.'l,  nil  for  n"1,  &c.,  and  the  inter- 
change of  K  and  n  at  the  end  and  at  the  beginning 
of  words,  and  other  peculiarities  pointed  out  by  Ge- 
senius and  others.  For  further  information  see  C. 
F.  Keil,  Apologet.  Verstich  iib.  d.  Biicher  d.  Chronr- 
ik;  F.  C.  Movers,  Kritische  Untersuchungen  ub. 
d.  Bibl.  Chronik;  WoWa  Biblioth.  Eebr. ;  Kitto's 


«  For  a  careful  comparison  of  the  text  of  1  Chr.  xi. 
with  2  Sam.  v.  and  xxiii.,  see  Dr.  KeQnicott's  disser- 
tation. 
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Cgckp.  of  Bibl.  Lit,  art.    Chronicles,  and  other 
works  cited  by  the  above-named  writers. 

A.  C.  H. 


•  Additional  Literature.  —  It  would  be  unjust  to 
withhold  from  the  reader  Dean-  Stanley's  represen- 
tation (as  he  understands  it)  of  the  compilation  and 
spirit  of  the  book  of  Chronicles.      "  Though  the 
latest  of  all  the  canonical  writings,  it  represents  the 
workmiinship  of  many  generations.     It  resembles 
the  structure  of  an  ancient  cathedral,  with  frag- 
ments of  every  style  worked  into  the  building  as  it 
proceeded,  —  here  a  piec%  of  the  most  hoary  anti- 
quity, there  a  precious  relic  of  a  lost  hymn  or  g*ueal- 
o^y  of  some  renowned  psalmist  or  warrior,  —  but  all 
preserved,  and  wrought  together,  as  by  the  work- 
men of  medieval  times,  under  the  guidance  of  the 
same  sacerdotal  mind,  with  the  spirit  of  the  same 
priestly  order.     Far  below  the  prophetic  books  of 
the  Kings  in  interest  and  sohdity,  it  yet  furnishes 
a  useful  counterpart  by  filling  up  the  voids  with 
materials  which  none  but  the  peculiar  traditions 
and  feelings  of  the  Levitical  caste  could  have  sup- 
plied.    It  is  the  culminating  point  of  the  purely 
Levitical  system,  both  in  what  it  relates,  in  what  it 
omits,  and  the  manner  of  its  relations  and  omis- 
sions "  {History  of  the  Jewish  Church,  ii.  461-2). 
Dillmann  has  an  article  on  the  Chronicles  in 
Herzog's   ReaJ^Encykl.    ii.    690-95.      Hiivemick 
{Handb.  der  Einl.  in  dm  Alte  Test.  ii.  264  ff.); 
Scholz   {Einl.  in  die  h.   Schriften,  ii.  391-460); 
Welte  (in  BerhsV s  Einleittmy,  ii.  162-2-31);  and 
Keil  {Eiid.  in  das  Alte  Test.  pp.  473-520)  furnish 
valuable  summaries  of  the  results  of  their  respective 
investigations.    See  also  De  Wette,  Einl,  7e  Ausg. 
1852,  pp.  237-257 ;    Ewald,  Gesch.  d.  Volkes  Isr. 
i.  244-285,  3*  Aufl.,  1864;  Bleek,  Einl.  in  das  A. 
T.   1860,  pp.  391-401;  Davidson,  Introd.   to  the 
Old  Test.  ii.  47-120,  I^nd.  1862 ;  Graf,  Die  ges- 
diichtl.  Bucher  des  A.  T.  I^ipz.,  1866,  pp.  114- 
247,  comp.  the  notice  by  Bertheau  in  the  Jahrb. 
f.  deutsche  Theol.  1866,  xi.  150  ff. ;  and  Kuenen, 
Hisl.  crit.  des  livres  de  VAnden  Test.,  trad,  par 
Pierson,  i.  442-495,  Paris,  1866.     Of  commenta- 
ries may  be  mentioned  Bertheau's  Die  Bucher  der 
Chronik  (1854),  vol.  xv.  of  the  Exeget.  Handb. 
zum  A.  T.;    Maurer's  Comment,  in  Vet.    Test.  i. 
232  ff.  (the  notes  very  meagre);  and  Wordsworth's 
Holy  BMe,  mth  Notes,  iii.  167  ff.  (1866).     The 
relation  of  the  books  of  Chronicles  to  those  of  1 
and  2  Kings  and  1  and  2  Samuel,  both  as  to  the 
parts  common  to  both  as  well  as  those  peculiar  to 
each,  is  well  illustrated  by  this  last  writer  in  his 
"  Introduction  to  the  Books  of  Kings  and  to  the 
Books  of  Chronicles,"  pp.  vii.-xxv.     Keil  {Einieit- 
ung,  p.  473)  refers  to  the  Tiibingen  Tlieol.  Quar- 
taischrift,  1831,  ii.  201-282,  as  treating  ably  of 
the  credibility  and  time  of  the  composition  of  these 
writings.      Against   the  objections  raised   by  De 
Wette,  Graml)erg  and  others,  the  replies  of  Kijppen 
and  of  his  editor,  Scheil«l  {Die  Bibel,  ein  Werk 
der  gottl.  Weisheit,  ii.  548  ff.),  are  concise  and  to 
the  point.  H.  and  A. 

CHRONOLOGY.  I.  Introduction.  — 
The  object  of  this  article  is  to  indicate  the  present 
state  of  Biblicid  chronology.  By  this  term  we 
understand  the  technical  and  historical  chronology 
of  the  Jews  and  their  ancestors  from  the  earliest 
time  to  the  close  of  the  New  Testament  Canon. 
The  technical  division  must  be  discussed  in  some 
detail,  the  historical  only  as  far  as  the  return  from 
Babylon,  the  disputed  matters  of  the  period  fol- 


CHRONOLOGY 

lowing  that  event  being  separately  treated  in  other 
articles. 

The  character  of  the  inquiry  may  be  made  clearer 
by  some  remarks  on  the  general  nature  of  the  sub- 
ject.    Formerly  too  great  an  exactness  was  hoped- 
for  in  the  determination  of  Hebrew  chronology. 
Where  the  materials  were  not  definite  enough  to 
fix  a  date  within  a  few  j'ears,  it  was  expected  thati 
the  very  day  could  be  ascertained.     Hence  arose 
great  unsoundness  and  variety  of  results,  which  ul- 
timately produced   a   general   feeling  of  distrust. 
At  present  critics  are  rather  prone  to  run  into  this 
latter  extreme  and  to  treat  this  subject  as  altogether 
vague  and  uncertain.     The  truth,  as  might  be  ex- 
pected, lies  between  these  two  extreme  judgments. 
The  character  of  the  records  whence  we  draw  our 
information  forbids  us  to  hope  for  a  complete  sys- 
tem.    The  Bible  does  not  give  a  complete  his- 
tory of  the  times  to  which  it  refers :  in  its  histor- 
ical portions  it  deals  with  special  and  detached  pe- 
riods.    The  chronological  information  is,  therefore, 
not  absolutely  continuous,  although  often,  with  the 
evident  purpose  of  forming  a  kind  of  connection 
between  these  different  portions,  it  has  a  more  con- 
tinuous character  than  might  have  been  expected. 
It  is  rather  historical  than  strictly  chronological  in 
its  character,  and  thus  the  technical  part  of  the 
subject  depends,  so  far  as  the  Bible  is  concerned, 
almost  wholly  upon  inference.     It  might  be  sup- 
posed that  the  accuracy  of  the  information  would 
compensate  in  some  degree  for  its  scantiness  and 
occasional  want  of  continuity.     This  was,  doubt- 
less, originally  the  case,  but  it  has  suffered  by  de- 
signed alteration  and  by  the  carelessness  of  copyista. 
It  is,  therefore,  of  the  highest  moment  to  ascertain, 
as  far  as  possible,  what  are  the  indications  of  alter- 
ations by  design,  and  the  character  of  the  data  in 
which  they  occur,  and  also  what  class  of  data  has 
been  shown  to  have  suffered  through  the  carelessness 
of  copyists.     Designed  alteration  of  numbers  has 
only  been  detected  in  the  two  genealogical  lists  of 
Abraham's  ancestors  in  Genesis,  in  which  the  char- 
acter of  the  differences  of  the  Hebrew  text,  the  Sep- 
tuagint,  and  the  Samaritan  Pentateuch,  is  such  as  to 
indicate  separate  alteration  by  design  of  two  out  of 
the  three  records.     The  object  of  these  alterations 
may  have  been  either  to  shorten  or  to  lengthen  the 
chronology.    With  the  same  purpose  alterations  may 
may  have  been  made  in  the  prominent  detached  large 
numbers  in  the  Old  Testament,  and  even  in  the 
smaller  numbers,  when  forming  part  of  a  series,  or, 
in  either  case,  in  the  accompanying  words  determin- 
ing the  historical  place  of  these  numbers.    Hence 
there  is  great  value  in  indejjendent  evidence  in  the 
New  Testament  and  in  incidental  evidence  in  the 
Old.    Of  the  former  class  are  St.  Paul's  mentions  of 
the  period  of  the  Judges,  and  of  that  from  the  prom- 
ise to  Abraham  until  the  libcodus,  especially  consid- 
ered in  coimection  with  his  speaking  of  the  duration 
of  Saul's  reign,  as  to  which  the  Hebrew  Scriptures 
are  silent.    Of  the  latter  class  are  such  statenienU  as 
Jephthah's  of  the  300  years  that  the  Israelites  had 
held  the  country  of  the  Amorites  before  his  days, 
and  the  indications  of  time  afforded  by  the  growth  of 
a  trilw  or  family,  and  changes  in  national  character 
and  habits,  which  indications,  from  their  requiring 
careful  study  and  acute  criticism,  have  been  greatly 
neglected.    The  evi<k'nce  of  the  genejilogies  without 
numbers  is  weakened  not  so  much  by  designed  at 
teration,   of   which   the  presence    of    the   second 
Cainan  in  two  lists  affords  the  only  positive  in- 
stances, but  by  the  abundant  indications  they  show 
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of  the  carelessness  of  copyists.  Their  very  nature 
also  renders  them  guides  to  which  we  cannot  trust, 
since  it  appeal's  that  they  may  be  in  any  case  broken 
without  being  technicdly  imperfect.  Even  were 
this  not  the  case,  it  must  be  proved,  before  they  can 
be  made  the  grounds  of  chronological  calculation, 
that  the  length  of  man's  life  and  the  time  of  man- 
hood were  always  what  they  now  are,  and  even  then 
the  result  could  only  be  approximative,  and  when 
the  steps  were  few,  very  uncertain.  This  inquiry 
therefore  demands  the  greatest  caution  and  judg- 
ment. 

II.  Technical  Chronology.  —  The  technical 
part  of  Hebrew  chronology  presents  great  difficul- 
ties. The  Biblical  information  is  almost  wholly  in- 
ferential, although  in  many  cases  the  inferences  to 
be  drawn  are  of  a  very  positive  nature,  not  always 
absolutely,  but  in  their  historical  application.  For 
instance,  although  the  particular  nature  of  each 
year  of  the  common  kind  —  for  there  appear  to  have 
been  two  years  —  cannot  be  fixed,  yet  the  general 
or  average  character  of  all  can  be  determined  with  a 
great  approach  to  exactness.  In  this  part  we  may 
use  with  more  than  ordinary  confidence  the  evidence 
of  the  earlier  Rabbinical  commentators,  who,  in  such 
matters,  could  scarcely  be  ill-informed.  They  lived 
near  to  the  times  at  which  all  the  .Jewsh  observances 
connected  with  the  calendar  were  strictly  kept  in 
the  country  for  which  they  were  framed,  and  it  has 
not  been  shown  that  they  had  any  motive  for  mis- 
representation. We  can,  however,  make  no  good 
use  of  our  materials  if  we  do  not  ascertain  what 
character  to  expect  in  Hebrew  technical  chronology. 
There  is  no  reason  to  look  for  any  great  change, 
either  in  the  way  of  advance  or  decline,  although 
it  seems  probable  that  the  patriarchal  division  of 
time  was  somewhat  ruder  than  that  established  in 
connection  with  the  Ijiw,  and  that,  after  the  time 
of  Moses  until  the  establishment  of  the  kingdom, 
but  little  attention  was  paid  to  science.  In  our 
endeavor  to  ascertain  how  much  scientific  knowl- 
edge the  jiatriarchs  and  Israelites  are  likely  to  have 
had,  we  must  not  expect  either  the  acciuucy  of 
modern  science  or  the  inaccuracy  of  modern  igno- 
rance. As  to  scientific  knowledge  connected  with 
chronology,  particularly  that  of  astronomy,  the 
cases  of  the  Egyptians  and  the  Chaldees  will  assist 
us  to  form  a  judgment  with  respect  to  the  Hebrews. 
These  last,  however,  we  must  remember,  had  not 
the  same  advantage  of  being  wholly  settled,  nor  the 
same  inducements  of  national  religions  connected 
with  the  heavenly  bodies.  The  Arabs  of  the  desert, 
from  somewhat  before  the  time  of  Mohammed  — 
that  is,  as  far  as  our  knowledge  of  them  in  this 
respect  extends  — to  the  present  day,  afl^ord  the  best 
parallel.  We  do  not  find  tliem  to  have  been  a 
mathematical  people  or  one  given  to  chronological 
computation  depending  on  astronomy,  but  to  have 
regulated  their  calendare  by  observation  alone.  It 
might  have  been  expected  that  their  observations 
would,  from  their  constant  recurrence,  have  acquired 
an  extraordinary  delicacy  and  gradually  given  place 
to  computations ;  but  such  we  do  not  find  to  have 
been  the  case,  and  these  observations  are  not  now 
more  accurate  than  would  be  the  earlier  ones  of 
any  series  of  the  kind.  The  same  characteristics 
appear  to  have  teen  those  of  the  scientific  knowl- 
edge and  practice  of  the  Hebrews.  We  have  no 
reason  for  sup[3osing  that  they  had  attained,  either 
by  discovery  or  by  the  instruction  of  foreigners, 
even  in  individual  ca.ses,  to  a  liigh  knowledge  of 
mathematics  or  accuracy  of  chronological  computa^ 
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tion  at  any  period  of  their  history.  In  these  par- 
ticulars it  is  probable  that  they  were  always  far 
below  the  Egyptians  and  the  ChaMees.  But  there 
is  sufficient  evidence  that  they  were  not  inattentive 
obseners  of  the  heavens  in  the  allusions  to  stars 
and  constellations  as  well-known  objects.  We  may 
therefore  expect,  in  the  case  of  the  Hebrews,  that 
wherever  observation  could  take  the  place  of  com- 
putation it  would  be  employed,  and  that  its  ac- 
curacy would  not  be  of  more  than  a  moderate 
degree.  If,  for  instance,  a  new  moon  were  to  be 
observed  at  any  town,  it  would  be  kno\\'n  within 
two  days  when  it  might  be  first  seen,  and  one  of 
the  clearest-sighted  men  of  the  place  would  ascend 
to  an  eminence  to  look  for  it.  This  would  be  done 
throughout  a  period  of  centuries  without  any  close 
average  for  computation  being  obtained,  since  the 
observations  would  not  be  kept  on  record.  So  also 
of  the  rising  of  stars  and  of  the  times  of  the  equi- 
noxes. These  probable  conclusions  as  to  the  im- 
portance of  obsen'ation  and  its  degree  of  accuracy 
must  be  kept  in  view  in  examining  this  section. 

Before  noticing  the  divisions  of  time  we  must 
speak  of  genealogies  and  generations. 

It  is  commonly  supposed  that  the  genealogies 
given  in  the  Bible  are  mostly  continuous.  When, 
however,  we  come  to  examine  them  closely,  we  find 
that  many  are  broken  without  being  in  consequence 
technically  defective  as  Hebrew  genealogies.  A 
modern  pedigree  thus  broken  would  be  defective, 
but  the  principle  of  these  genealogies  must  have 
been  different.  A  notable  instance  is  that  of  the 
genealogy  of  oiu*  Saviour  given  by  St.  Matthew. 
In  this  genealogy  Joram  is  immediately  followed  by 
Ozias,  as  if  his  son  —  Ahaziah,  .Joash,  and  Amaziah 
being  omitted  (Matt.  i.  8).  Tiat  this  is  not  an 
accidental  omission  of  a  copjist  is  evident  from  the 
specification  of  the  number  of  generations  from 
Abraham  to  David,  from  David  to  the  Babylonish 
Captivity,  and  from  the  Babylonish  Captivity  to 
Christ,  in  each  case  fourteen  generations.  Prob- 
ably these  missing  names  were  purposely  left  out 
to  make  the  number  for  the  interval  equal  to  that 
of  the  other  intervals,  such  an  omission  being  ob- 
vious and  not  liable  to  cause  error.  In  Ezra's  gen- 
ealogy (Ezr.  vii.  1-5)  there  is  a  similar  omission, 
which  in  so  famous  a  line  can  scarcely  be  attributed 
to  the  carelessness  of  a  copyist.  There  are  also 
examples  of  a  man  being  called  the  son  of  a  remote 
ancestor  in  a  statement  of  a  genealogical  form,  as 
the  following :  "  Shebuel  the  son  of  Gershon  [Ger- 
shorn],  the  son  of  Moses"  (1  Chr.  xxvi.  24),  where 
a  contemporary  of  David  is  placed  in  the  same  re- 
lation to  Gershom  the  son  of  Moses,  as  the  latter 
is  to  Closes  himself.  That  th&se  are  not  exceptional 
instances  is  evident  from  the  occurrence  of  examples 
of  the  same  kind  in  historical  narratives.  Thus 
Jehu  is  called  "  the  son  of  Nimshi  "  (1  K.  xix.  IG ; 
2  K.  ix.  20;  2  Chr.  xxii.  7)  as  well  as  "the  son  of 
•lehoshaphat  the  son  of  Nimshi''  (2  K.  ix.  2,  14). 
In  the  same  manner  Laban  is  called  "  the  son  of 
Nahor"  (Gen.  xxix.  5),  whereas  he  was  his  grand- 
son, being  the  son  of  Bethuel  (xxviii.  2,  5,  comp. 
xxii.  20-2-3).  We  cannot,  therefore,  venture  to  use 
the  Hebrew  genealogical  lists  to  compute  inter- 
vals of  time  except  where  we  can  prove  each  descent 
to  be  immediate.  But  even  if  we  can  do  this  we 
have  still  to  be  sure  that  we  can  determine  the 
average  length  of  each  generation.  (flistoncal 
Chronolofjy.)  Ideler  remarks  that  !Moses,  like 
Herodotus,  reckons  by  generations.  {Ilandbitch,  i. 
506.)     Certainly  in  the  Pentateuch  generations  are 
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connected  with  chronology  by  the  length  of  each  in 
a  series  being  bidicated,  but  this  is  not  the  manner 
of  Herodotus,  who  reckons  by  generations,  assum- 
ing an  average  of  three  to  a  century  (ii.  142). 
There  is  no  use  of  a  generation  as  a  division  of 
time  in  the  i'entateuch,  unless,  with  some,  we  sup- 
pose that  "T^"^  in  Gen.  xv.  16  is  so  used.  Those, 
however,  who  hold  this  opinion  make  it  an  interval 
of  a  hundred  years,  since  it  would,  if  a  period  of 
time,  seem  to  lie  the  fourth  part  of  the  400  yeare 
of  verse  13:  most  probably,  however,  the  meaning 
is  that  some  of  the  fourth  generation  should  come 
forth  from  Egypt.     [Gknealogy;  Gexekatiox.] 

We  have  now  to  speak  of  the  divisions  of  time, 
commencing  with  the  least.  There  is  no  evidence 
that  the  ancient  Hebrews  had  any  such  diWsion 
smaller  than  an  hour. 

Hour.  —  The  hour  is  supposed  to  be  mentioned 
in  Daniel  (iii.  6,  15,  iv.  16,  30,  A.  V.  19,  33,  v. 
5),  but  in  no  one  of  these  cases  is  a  definite  pe- 
riod of  time  clearly  intended  by  ^^?^>  ^*P5^5 

Si^VB?,  Chald.,  the  word  employed.  The  Eg}'p- 
tians  divided  the  day  and  night  into  hours  like  our- 
selves from  at  least  b.  c.  cir.  1200.  (See  Lepsius, 
Chronologic  der  jE<j.  i.  130.)  It  is  therefore  not 
improbable  that  the  Israelites  were  acquainted  with 
the  hour  from  an  early  period.  The  "  sun-dial  of 
Ahaz,"  whatever  instrument,  fixed  or  movable,  it 
may  have  been,  implies  a  division  of  the  kind.  In 
the  N.  T.  we  find  the  same  system  as  the  modem, 
the  hours  being  reckoned  from  the  beginning  of  the 
Jewish  night  and  day.     [HouKS.] 

Day.  —  For  the  civil  day  of  24  hours  we  find 
in  one  place  (Dan.  viii.  14)  the  term  "^|7.2l  IS'^"?? 
"evening-morning,"  LXX.  vux^'^M^P'"'  ^^^  ^°  ^ 
Cor.  xi.  25  A.  V.  "a  night  and  a  day").  What- 
ever may  be  the  proper  meaning  of  this  Hebrew 
term,  it  cannot  be  doubted  here  to  signify  "  nights 
and  days."  The  common  word  for  day  as  distin- 
guished from  night  is  also  used  for  the  civil  day,  or 
else  both  day  and  night  are  mentioned  to  avoid 
vagueness,  as  in  the  case  of  Jonah's  "  three  days 
and  three  nights"  (Jon.  ii.  1,  A.  V.  i.  17;  comp. 
Matt.  xii.  40).  The  civil  day  was  divided  into 
night  and  natural  day,  the  periods  of  darkness  and 
light  (Gen.  i.  5).  It  commenced  with  night,  which 
stands  first  in  the  special  term  given  above.     Ilie 

night,  f\2i  and  therefore  the  civil  day,  is  generally 
held  to  have  begun  at  sunset.  Ideler,  however, 
while  admitting  that  this  point  of  time  was  that  of 
the  commencement  of  the  civil  day  among  all  other 
nations  known  to  us,  which  followed  a  lunar  reck- 
oning, objects  to  the  opinion  that  this  was  the  case 
with  the  Jews.  He  argues  in  favor  of  the  begin- 
ning of  deep  night,  reasoning  that,  for  instance,  in 
the  ordaining  of  the  Day  of  Atonement,  on  the 
10th  of  the  7th  month,  it  is  said  "  in  the  ninth 
[day]  of  the  month  at  even,  from  even  unto  even, 
shall  ye  celebrate  {lit.  rest)  your  Sabbath  "  —  (I.ev. 
xxiii.  32),  where,  if  the  civil  day  began  at  sunset, 
it  would  have  been  said  that  they  should  commence 
the  observance  on  the  evening  of  the  10th  day,  or 
merely  on  the  10th  day,  supposing  the  word  even- 
ing, S'H^y,  to  mean  the  later  part  of  our  afternoon. 
He  cites,  as  probably  supporting  this  wew,  the  ex- 
pression D"]3~l^n  ^''2,  " between  the  two  even- 
ings "  used  of  the  time  of  offering  the  passovcr  and 
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the  daily  evening  sacrifice  (Ex.  xii.  6 ;  Num.  ix.  3, 
xxviii.  4);  for  the  Pharisees,  whom  the  present 
Jews  follow,  took  it  to  be  (he  time  between  the  9th 
and  11th  hours  of  the  day,  or  our  3  and  5  v.  M., 
although  the  Samaritans  and  Karaites  supposed  it 
to  be  the  time  between  sunset  and  fuU  darkness, 

particularly   on   account    of    the    phrase    S133 

tZ^ttt^n,  "  when  the  sun  is  setting,"  used  in  "a 
parallel  passage  (Deut.  xvi.  6)  (see  Handbuch,  i. 
482-484).  These  passages  f«id  expressions  may, 
however,  te  not  unreasonably  held  to  support  the 
common  opinion  that  the  civil  day  began  at  sunset. 
The  term  "  between  the  two  evenings  "  can  scarcely 
be  supposed  to  have  originally  indicated  a  long  pe- 
riod :  a  special  short  period,  though  scarcely  a  point, 
the  time  of  sunset,  is  shown  to  correspond  to  it. 
This  is  a  natural  division  between  the  late  aftenioon 
when  the  sun  is  low,  and  the  evening  when  big 
light  has  not  wholly  disapjjeared, — the  two  evenings 
into  which  the  natural  evening  would  be  cut  by  the 
commencement  of  the  civil  day  if  it  began  at  sun- 
set. There  is  no  difficulty  in  the  command  that 
the  observance  of  so  solemn  a  day  as  that  of  atone- 
ment should  commence  a  little  before  the  true  be- 
giiming  of  the  civil  day,  that  due  preparation  might 
be  made  for  the  sacrifices.  In  Judsea,  where  the 
duration  of  twiUght  is  very  short  at  all  times, 
the  most  natural  division  would  be  at  sunset.    The 

natural  day,  CT^,  probably  was  held  to  commence 
at  sunrise,  morning-twilight  being  included  in  the 
last  watch  of  the  night,  according  to  the  old  as 
well  as  the  later  division ;  some,  however,  made  the 
morning-watch  part  of  the  day.  Four  natural  pe- 
riods, smaller  than  the  civil  day,  are  mentioned. 

These  are  3'!1^»  evening,  and  "'i/.S?  morning,  of 
which  there  is  frequent  mention,  and  the  less  usual 

□''"in!?,   "the  two  Ughts,"  as  though  "double 

light,"  noon,  and  H^^^-pn  ni!?n,  or— ''!^rT, 
"  half  the  night,"  midnight.  No  one  of  these  with 
a  people  not  given  to  astronomy  seems  to  indicate 
a  point  of  time,  but  all  to  designate  periods,  even- 
ing and  morning  being,  however,  much  longer  than 
noon  and  midnight.     The  night  was  divided  into 

watches  (n"l"l72tt'S).  In  the  0.  T.  but  two  are 
expressly  mentioned,  and  we  have  to  infer  the  ex- 
istence of  a  third,  the  first  watch  of  the  night." 

The  middle  watch  (n313  rinini^b:?;!^!!)  occurs 
in  Judg.  vii.  19,  where  the  connection  of  watches 
with  miUtary  affairs  is  evident  —  "  And  Gideon  and 
the  hundred  men  that  [were]  with  him  went  down 
unto  the  extremity  of  the  camp  at  the  beginning 
of  the  middle  watch ;  [and]  they  had  but  set  the 

watchmen  C^Dt^H;"  and  the  morning-watch 
(~1(^2n  rrn^iirS)  is  mentioned  in  Ex.  xiv.  24 
aiid  1  Sam.  xi.  11;  in  the  former  case  in  the  ac- 
count of  the  passage  of  the  Red  Sea,  in  the  latter, 
in  that  of  Saul's  surprise  of  the  Ammonites  when 
he  relieved  Jabesh-gilead.  Some  Rabbins  hold  that 
there  were  four  watches  {FInndbuch,  i.  480).  In 
the  N.  T.  four  night-watches  are  nientioneti,  which 
were  probably  adopted  from  the  Romans  as  a  mod- 
ification of  the  old  system.    All  four  occur  together 


a  In  liun.  U.  19,  niiptVS  ITi^l  of  course  re- 
fers to,  without  absolutely  designating,  the  first  watch. 
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In  Mark  xiii.  35,  otpe,  the  late  watch ;  fuecrovvKTiov, 
midnight;  dA€KTopo<^w>'ra,  the  cock-crowing ;  and 
irpwi,  the  early  watch.  [Day,  Night,  Watches 
OF  Night.] 

Week  (V^3tt?,  a  hebdomad). —The  Hebrew 
week  was  a  period  of  seven  days  ending  with  the 
Sabbath ;  therefore  it  could  not  have  been  a  division 
of  the  month,  which  was  lunar,  without  intercala- 
tion. But  there  was  no  such  intercalation,  since 
the  Sabbath  was  to  be  every  seventh  day,  its  name 
is  used  for  week,"  and  weeks  are  counted  on  with- 
out any  additional  day  or  days.  The  mention  to- 
gether of  Sabbaths  and  new  moons  proves  nothing 
but  that  the  two  observances  were  similar,  the  one 
closing  the  week,  the  other  commencing  the  month. 
The  week,  whether  a  period  of  seven  days,  or  a 
quarter  of  the  month,  was  of  common  use  in  an- 
tiquity. The  Egyptians,  however,  were  without 
it,*  dividing  their  month  of  thirty  days  into  decads 
as  did  the  Athenians.  The  Hebrew  week  there- 
fore cannot  have  been  adopted  fi-om  Egypt;  proba- 
bly both  it  and  the  Sabbath  were  used  and  observed 
by  the  patriarchs.     [Week;  Sabbath.] 

^fonth  (m;,  tt?Yn,  D^n;  irih).— The 

months  by  which  the  time  is  measured  in  the  ac- 
count of  the  Flood  would  seem  to  be  of  30  days 
each,  probably  forming  a  year  of  360  days,  for  the 
1st,  2d,  7th,  and  10th  months  are  mentioned  (Gen. 
viii.  13,  vii.  11,  viii.  14,  4,  5).  Ideler  contests 
this,  arguing  that  as  the  water  first  began  to  sink 
after  150  days  (and  then  had  been  15  cubits  above 
all  high  mountains),  it  must  have  sunk  for  some 
days  ere  the  Ark  could  have  rested  on  Ararat,  so 
that  the  second  date  must  be  more  than  150  days 
later  than  the  first  (IlanMuch,  i.  69,  70,  478,  479). 
This  argument  depends  upon  the  meaning  of  "  high 
mountains,"  and  upon  the  height  of  those  —  "the 
mountains  of  Ararat"  (viii.  4),  on  which  the  Ark 
rested,  questions  connected  with  that  of  the  univer- 
saUty  of  the  Flood.  [Noah.]  On  the  other  hand 
it  must  be  urged  that  the  exact  correspondence  of 
the  interval  to  five  months  of  30  days  each,  and  the 
use  of  a  year  of  360  days,  a  faet  strangely  ignored 
by  Ideler,  in  prophetic  passages  of  both  Testaments, 
are  of  no  slight  weight.  That  the  months  from 
the  giving  of  the  Law  until  the  time  of  the  Second 
Temple,  when  we  have  certain  knowledge  of  their 
character,  were  always  lunar,  appears  from  the  com- 
mand to  keep  new-moons,  and  from  the  unlike- 
lihood of  a  change  in  the  calendar.  These  Imiar 
months  have  been  supposed  to  have  been  always 
alternately  of  29  and  30  days.  Their  average 
length  would  of  course  be  a  lunation,  or  a  little 
(44')  above  23  J  days,  and  therefore  they  would  in 
general  be  alternately  of  29  and  30  days,  but  it  is 
possible  that  occasionally  months  miglit  occur  of 
28  and  31  days,  if,  as  is  highly  probable,-the  com- 
mencement of  each  was  strictly  determined  by  ob- 
senation :  that  observation  was  employed  for  this 
purpose  is  distinctly  affirmed  in  the  Babylonian 
L^Talmud  of  the  practice  of  the  time  at  which  it  was 
■Bfritten,  when,  however,  a  month  was  not  allowed 
■^H>  be  less  than  29,  or  more  than  30  days  in  length. 

I^Bbe  first  day  of  the  month  is  called  ^"ih,  "  new 
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moon;"  LXX.  yeofirivia,  from  the  root  tLntl, 
it  was  new"  (as  to  the  primary  sense  o!'  which, 
see  Month)  ;  and  in  speakins;  of  the  first  day  of  the 
month  tills  word  was  soiuetimes  used  with  the  ad- 
dition of  a  number  for  the  whole  expression,  "  in 

such  a  month  on  the  first  day,"  as    tt7^^^ 

n-yn  Dvn •^BS'^bt^n.    «on  the 

third  new  moon on  that  day,"  badly  ren- 
dered by  the  LXX.  Tod  5e  fj.r]vhs  rod  rpirov  .  .  . 
rp  Vf^fpf  TavTTi  (Ex.  xix.  1);  hence  the  word 
came  to  signify  month,  though  then  it  was  some- 
times quaUfied  as  D'^Q^  ^'^I'n.  The  new  moon 
was  kept  as  a  sacred  festival.  [Festivals.]  In 
the  Pentateuch,  and  Josh.,  Judg.,  and  Ruth,  we 
find  but  one  month  mentioned  by  a  special  name, 
the  rest  being  called  according  to  their  order.  The 
month  with  a  special  name  is  the  first,  which  is 

caUed  ^''3Sn  Wyi  (LXX.  ^V  tcSv  p4uv), 
"the  month  of  ears  of  corn,"  or  "  Abib,"  that  is, 
the  month  in  which  the  ears  of  corn  became  full  or 
ripe,  and  on  the  16th  day  of  which,  the  second 
day  of  the  feast  of  unleavened  bread,  ripe  ears, 

3''3S,  were  to  be  oflTered  (Lev.  ii.  14;  comp.  xxiii. 
10,  11, 14).  This  undoubted  derivation  shows  how 
monstrous  is  the  idea  that  Abib  comes  from  the 
Egyptian  Epiphi.     In  1  K.  three  other  names  of 

months  occiu-,  Zif,  IT,  or  VT,  the  second,  Ethanim, 

D'^an'^M,  the  seventh,  and  Bui,  b-12,  the  eighth. 
These  names  appear,  like  that  of  Abib,  to  be  con- 
nected with  the  phenomena  of  a  tropical  j-ear.  No 
other  names  are  found  in  any  book  prior  to  the 
Captivity,  but  in  the  books  wTitten  after  the  return 
the  later  nomenclature  still  in  use  apjiears.  This 
is  evidently  of  Babylonian  origin,  as  the  Jews  them- 
selves affirm.     [Months.] 

Year  (HSE?).  —  It  has  been  supposed,  on  ac- 
count of  the  dates  in  the  narrative  of  the  Flood,  as 
already  mentioned,  that  in  Noah's  time  there  was 
a  year  of  360  days.  These  dates  might  indeed  be 
explained  in  accordance  with  a  year  of  365  days. 
The  evidence  of  the  prophetic  Scriptures  is,  however, 
conclusive  as  to  the  knowledge  of  a  3'ear  of  the  for- 
mer length.  The  time,  times  and  an  half  of  Dan. 
(vii.  25,  xii.  7),  where  time  means  year  (see  xi.  13), 
cannot  be  doubted  to  be  equivalent  expressions  to 
the  42  months  and  1260  days  of  Rev.  (xi.  2,  3,  xii. 
6)  for  360  X3i  =  1260;  and  30X42  =  1260. 
We  have  also  the  testimony  of  ancient  \\Titers  that 
such  a  year  was  known  to  some  nations,  so  that  it 
is  almost  certain  that  the  year  of  Noah  was  of  this 
length.  Tlie  characteristics  of  the  year  instituted 
at  the  Exodus  can  be  clearly  determined,  though 
we  cannot  absolutely  fix  those  of  any  single  year. 
There  can  be  no  doubt  that  it  was  essentially  trop- 
ical, since  certain  observances  connected  with  the 
produce  of  the  land  were  fixed  to  particular  days. 
It  is  equally  clear  that  the  months  were  lunar,  each 
commencing  with  a  new  moon.  It  would  appear 
therefore  that  there  must  have  been  some  mode  of 
adjustment.     To  ascertain  what  this  was,  it  is  ne- 


«  Ideler  corrects  Gesenius  (Handwort.  a.  v.  riStt?) 
for  affirming  that  the  usual  meaning,  "  sabbath^"'  is 
satisfeetory  in  Lev.  xxui.  15.  In  the  Thes.  (s.  v.), 
Rodiger,  possibly  on  the  authority  of  Gesenius,  admits 
•hat  the  signification  is  perhaps   "  week."      Ideler's 


argument  seem*  however  unanswerable  {Handbitch,  i. 
481,  note  1). 

h  The  passage  of  Dion  Cassius  (xxxvii.  19),  in  itself 
ambiguous,  is  of  no  vjilue  against  the  strong  negative 
evidence  of  the  moniunenta.  (See  Lepsius,  Chronolo- 
g-f'e  rffriE^.  i.  131-133.) 
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cessary  first  to  decide  when  the  year  commenced. 
On  the  16th  day  of  the  month  Abib,  as  ah-eady 
mentioned,  ripe  ears  of  com  were  to  be  offered  as 
first-fruits  of  the  harvest  (Lev.  ii.  14,  xxiii.  10,  11). 
The  reaping  of  the  barley  commenced  the  harvest 
(2  Sam.  xxi.  9),  the  wheat  following  (Ruth  ii.  23). 
Josephus  expressly  says  that  the  offering  was  of 
barley  {Arit.  iii.  10,  §  5).  It  is  therefore  necessary 
to  find  when  the  barley  becomes  ripe  in  Palestine. 
According  to  the  observation  of  travellers  the  bar- 
ley is  ripe,  in  the  warmest  parts  of  the  country,  in 
the  first  days  of  April.  The  barley-harvest  there- 
fore commences  about  half  a  month  after  the  ver- 
nal equinox,  so  that  the  year  would  begin  at  about 
that  tropical  point  were  it  not  divided  into  lunar 
months.  \Ve  may  conclude  tliat  the  nearest  new 
moon  about  or  after  the  equinox,  but  not  much  be- 
fore, was  chosen  as  the  commencement  of  the  year. 
Ideler,  whom  we  have  thus  far  followed,  as  to  this 
year,  concludes  that  the  right  new  moon  was 
chosen  through  observation  of  the  forwardness  of 
the  barley-crops  in  the  warmer  districts  of  the 
country  (Handbuck,  i.  490).  There  is,  however, 
this  difficulty,  that  the  different  times  of  barley- 
harvest  in  various  parts  would  have  been  liable  to 
cause  confusion.  It  seems,  therefore,  not  unlikely 
that  the  Hebrews  adopted  the  surer  means  of  deter- 
mining their  new  year's  day  by  observations  of  heli- 
acal risings  or  similar  stellar  phenomena  known 
to  mark  tlie  right  time  before  the  barley-harvest. 
Certainly  the  ancient  Egyptians  and  the  Arabs 
made  use  of  such  means.  The  method  of  interca- 
lation can  only  have  been  that  which  obtained  after 
the  Captivity  —  the  addition  of  a  thirteenth  month, 
whenever  the  twelfth  ended  too  long  before  the 
equinox  for  the  first-fruits  of  the  harvest  to  be 
offered  in  the  middle  of  the  month  following,  and 
the  similar  offerings  at  the  times  appointed.  This 
method  would  be  in  accordance  with  the  permission 
granted  to  postpone  the  celebration  of  the  Passover, 
in  the  case  of  any  one  who  was  either  legally  un- 
clean or  journeying  at  a  distance,  for  a  whole  month 
to  the  14th  day  of  the  second  month  (Num.  ix.  9- 
13),  of  which  permission  we  find  Hezekiah  to  have 
availed  himself  for  both  the  reasons  allowed,  because 
the  priests  were  not  sufficiently  sanctified,  and  tlie 
people  were  not  collected  (2  Chr.  xxx.  1-3,  15). 
The  later  Jews  had  two  beginnings  to  the  year,  or, 
as  it  is  coinmo!ily  but  somewhat  inaccurately  said, 
two  years.  At  the  time  of  the  Second  Temple  (as 
Ideler  admits)  these  two  beginnings  obtained,  the 
seventh  month  of  the  civil  reckoning  being  Abib, 
the  first  of  the  sacred.  Hence  it  has  been  held 
that  the  institution  at  the  time  of  the  Exodus  was 
merely  a  change  of  commencement,  and  not  the  in- 
troduction of  a  new  year;  and  also  that  from  this 
time  tliere  were  the  two  beginnings.  The  former 
opinion  is  at  present  purely  hj-jxithetical,  and  has 
been  too  much  mixed  up  with  the  latter,  for  which, 
on  the  contrary,  there  is  some  evidence.  The 
strongest  point  in  this  evidence,  although  strangely 
unnoticed  by  Ideler  as  such,  is  the  circumstance 
that  the  sabbatical  and  jubilee  years  commenced  in 
the  seventh  month,  and  doubtless  on  its  first  day. 
That  tlie  jubilee  year  commenced  in  this  month  is 
distinctly  stated,  since  its  solemn  proclamation  was 
on  the  10th  day  of  the  seventh  month,  the  Day  of 
Atonement  (Lev.  xxv.  9,  10);  and  as  this  year  im- 
mediately followed  a  sabbatical  year,  the  latter 
must  have  commenced  in  the  same  manner.  As 
however  these  were  whole  years,  it  must  be  sup- 
posed that  they  began  on  the  first  day  of  the 
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month,  the  Day  of  Atonement  standing  in  the 
same  relation  to  their  beginning,  and  perhaps  to 
the  civil  l)egiiming  of  the  year,  as  did  the  Passover 
to  the  sacred  begimiing.  It  is  perfectly  clear  that 
this  would  be  the  most  convenient,  if  not  the  neces- 
sary, commencement  of  single  years  of  total  cessa- 
tion from  the  labors  of  the  field,  since  each  year  so 
commencing  would  comprise  the  whole  round  of 
these  occupations  in  a  regular  order  from  seed-time 
to  harvest,  and  from  hardest  to  vintage  and  gather- 
ing of  fruit.  This  is  indeed  plain  from  the  injunc- 
tion as  to  both  Sabbatical  and  Jubilee  years  apart 
from  the  mention  of  the  Day  of  Atonement,  unless 
we  suppose,  and  this  would  be  very  unwarrantable, 
that  the  injunction  follows  the  order  of  the  seasons 
of  agriculture,  but  that  the  observance  did  not.  It 
might  seem,  at  first  sight,  that  the  seventh  month 
was  chosen,  as  itself  of  a  kind  of  sabbatical  charac- 
ter; but  this  does  not  explain  the  fact  that  Sabbat- 
ical and  Jubilee  years  were  natural  years,  nor  would 
the  seventh  of  twelve  months  be  analogous  to  every 
seventh  year.  We  can  therefore  come  to  no  other 
conclusion  but  that  for  the  purposes  of  agriculture 
the  year  was  held  to  begin  with  the  seventh  monA, 
while  the  months  were  still  reckoned  from  the 
^acred  commencement  in  Abib.  lliere  are  two 
expressions  used  with  respect  to  the  time  of  the 
celebration  of  the  Feast  of  Ingathering  on  the  15th 
day  of  the  seventh  month,  one  of  which  leads  to  the 
conclusion  at  which  we  have  just  arrived,  while  the 
other  is  in  accordance  with  it.     The  first  of  these 

speaks  of  this  feast  as  TO'^^n  HS^S,  "in  the 
going  out"  or  end  "of  the  year"  (Ex.  xxiii.  16), 
and  the  second,  as  n3t»rT  n^^lpri,  "  [at]  the 
change  of  the  year  "  (Ex.  xxxiv.  22),  a  vague  ex- 
pression, as  far  as  we  can  understand  it,  but  one 
fully  consistent  with  the  idea  of  the  turning-point 

of  a  natural  year.  By  the  term  HSIprt  the 
Rabbins  denote  the  commencement  of  each  of  the 
four  seasons  into  which  their  year  is  divided  (Iland- 
buch,  i.  550,  551).  Evidence  corroborative  of  our 
conclusion  is  also  afforded  by  the  similar  distinctive 
character  of  the  first  and  seventh  months  in  the 
calendar  with  respect  to  their  observances.  The 
one  was  distinguished  by  the  Feast  of  Unleavened 
Bread  from  the  15th  to  the  21st  inclusive;  the 
other  by  that  of  Tabernacles,  from  the  15th  to  the 
22d.  There  is  besides  this  some  evidence  in  the 
special  sanctification,  alx>ve  that  of  the  ordinary 
new  moon,  of  the  first  day  of  the  seventh  month, 
which  in  the  blowing  of  trumiiets  bears  a  resem- 
blance to  the  celebration  of  the  commencement  of 
the  jubilee  year  on  the  Day  of  Atonement.  On 
these  grounds  we  hold  that  there  were  two  begin- 
nings to  the  year  from  the  time  of  the  Exodus. 

[YEAR.J 

Seasons.  —  The  ancient  Hebrews  do  not  appear 
to  have  divided  their  year  into  fixed  seasons.     We 

find  mention  of  the  natural  seasons,  V^*2)  "  """'' 

nier,"  and  ^I^H    "winter,"  which  are  used  for 

the  whole  year  in  the  expression  ^"T.nT  y^j2  (?'• 
Ixxiv.  17;  Zech.  xiv.  8;  and  perhaps  Gen.  viii.  22). 
The  former  of  these  properly  means  the  time  of 
cutting  fruits,  and  the  latter,  that  of  gathering 
fruits ;  the  one  referring  to  the  early  fruit  season, 
the  other  to  the  late  one.  llieir  true  significations 
are  therefore  rather  summer  and  autumn  than  sum- 
mer and  winter.     There  can  be  no  doubt,  however, 
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that  they  came  to  signify  the  two  grand  divisions 
of  the  year,  both  from  their  use  together  as  the  two 
seasons,  and   from   the  mention   of   "  the  winter 

house,"  'lT!'nn"i*T'2,  and  "  the  summer  house," 

V'!)"^  n"'2  (Am.  iii.  15).  The  latter  evidence 
is  the  stronger,  since  the  winter  is  the  time  in 
Palestine  when  a  palace  or  house  of  different  con- 
struction would  be  needed  to  the  hght  summer 
pavilion,  and  in  the  only  passage  besides  that  re- 
ferred to  in  which  the  winter-house  is  mentioned, 
we  read  that  Jehoialiim  "  sat  in  the  winter-house 
in  the  ninth  month :  "  that  is,  almost  at  mid-winter : 
"  and  [there  was  a  fire]  on  the  hearth  burning 
before  him  "  (Jer.  xxxvi.  22).  It  is  probable,  how- 
ever, that  nr?n,  when  used  without  reference  to 
the  year,  as  in  Job  xxix.  4,  has  its  original  significa- 
tion. The  phrase  Cm  ~lp,  "cold  and  heat,"  in 
Gren.  viii.  22,  is  still  more  general,  and  cannot  be 
held  to  indicate  more  than  the  great  alternations 
of  temperature,  which,  Uke  those  of  day  and  night, 
were  promised  not  to  cease.  (Comp.  Ideler,  Hand- 
buck,  i.  p.  494:).  There  are  two  agricultural  seasons 
of  a  more  special  character  than  the  preceding  in 

their  ordinary  use.    These  are  ^^I^T,  "  seed-time," 

and  "I^^P,  "  harvest."  Ideler  (foe.  cit.)  makes 
these  equal  to  the  foregoing  seasons  when  similarly 
used  together;  but  he  has  not  proved  this,  and  the 
passage  he  quotes  (Gen.  /.  c.)  cannot  be  held  to 
afford  any  evidence  of  the  kind,  until  some  other 
two  terms  in  it  are  proved  to  be  strictly  corres- 
pondent.    [Seasons.] 

Festivals  and  holy  days.  —  Besides  the  sabbaths 
and  new  moons,  there  were  four  great  festivals  and 
a  fast  in  the  ancient  Hebrew  year,  the  Feast  of  the 
Passover,  that  of  Weeks,  that  of  Trumpets,  the  Day 
of  Atonement,  and  the  Feast  of  Tabernacles.     The 

Feast  of  the  Passover,  np5,  was  properly  only 
the  time  of  the  sacrifice  and  eating  of  the  paschal 
lamb,  that  is,  the  evening,  D'^Sl'irn  ]^2,  "  be- 
tween the  two  evenings  "  (I>ev.  xxiii.  5)  —  a  phrase 
previously  considered  —  of  the  1-lth  day  of  the  first 
month,  and  the  niglit  following,  —  the  Feast  of 

Unleavened  Bread  niS^n  ^H,  commencing  on 
the  morning  of  the  1.5th  day  of  the  month,  and 
lasting  seven  days  until  the  21st  inclusive.  The 
15th  and  21st  days  of  the  month  were  sabbaths, 
'       that  is,  holy  days.     [Passover.]     The  F'east  of 

Weeks,  H'^VT^  37,  or  Pentecost,  was  kept  at 

;       the  close  of  seven  weeks,  counted  from  the  day  in- 

I       dusive  following  the  16th  of  the  1st  month.    Hence 

I       its  name  means  the  feast  of  seven  weeks,  as  indeed 

it  is  called  in  Tob.  {ayia  kirra  i$3ofj.dSci>v,  ii.  1). 

I       As  the  ears  of  barley  as  first-fruits  of  the  harvest 

were  offered  on  the  IGth  day  of  the  1st  month,  so 

on  this  day  thanksgiving  was  paid  for  the  blessing 

of  the  harvest,  and  first-fruits  of  wheat  offered  as 

well  as  of  fruits :  hence  the  names  "T^lfpn  2n, 

^  •  't  -         -  ' 

Feast  of  Harvest,  and  a''"1^32n  dV,  Day  of 
I       First-fruits.  —  The     Feast    of    Trumpets,     DV 

^^!l~li"^  (lit.  of  the  sound  of  the  trumpet),  also 
!  lalled  n;J^^n  l^n^T  ^Snat?',  »  a  great  sab- 
!      "ath  of  celebration  by  the  sound  of  the  trumpet," 

*as  the  1st  day  of  tlie  7th  month,  the  civil  com- 1 
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mencement  of  the  year.  The  Day  of  Atonement, 
□""nQSn  DV,   was  the   10th   day   of  the   7th 

month.  It  was  a  sabbath,  that  is  a  holy  day,  and 
also  a  fast,  the  only  one  in  the  Hebrew  year  biefore 
the  Babylonish  Captivity.  Upon  this  day  the  high- 
priest  made  an  offering  of  atonement  for  the  nation. 
This  annual  solemn  rite  seems  more  appropriate  to 
the  commencement  than  to  the  middle  of  the  year; 
and  the  time  of  its  celebration  thus  aftbrds  some 
evidence  in  favor  of  the  theory  of  a  double  begin- 
ning. —  The  Feast  of  Tabernacles,  mSDn  HFl, 

was  kept  in  the  7th  month,  from  the  loth  to  the 
22d  days  inclusive.  Its  chief  days  were  the  first 
and  last,  which  were  sabbaths.  Its  name  was  taken 
from  the  people  dwelling  in  tabernacles,  to  com- 
memorate the  Exodus.     It  was  otherwise  called 

?]^pSn  3n,  "  the  Feast  of  Gathering,"  because  it 
was  also  instituted  as  a  time  of  thanksgiving  for 
the  end  of  the  gathering  of  fruit  and  of  the  vintage. 
The  small  number  and  simplicity  of  these  primitive 
Hebrew  festivals  and  holy  days  is  especially  worthy 
of  note.  It  is  also  obsen-able  that  they  are  not  of 
an  astronomical  character ;  and  that  when  they  are 
connected  with  nature,  it  is  as  directing  the  grati- 
tude of  the  people  to  Him  who,  in  giving  good 
things,  leaves  not  Himself  without  witness.  In 
later  times  many  holy  days  were  added.  Of  these 
the  most  worthy  of  remark  are  the  Feast  of  Purim, 
or  "  Lots,"  commemorating  the  deliverance  of  the 
Jews  from  Haman's  plot,  the  Feast  of  the  Dedica- 
tion, recording  the  cleansing  and  re-dedication  of 
the  Temple  by  Judas  Maccabreus,  and  fasts  on  the 
anniversaries  of  great  national  misfortunes  con- 
nected with  the  Babylonish  Captivity.  These  last 
were  doubtless  instituted  during  that  period  (comp. 
Zech.  vii.  1-5).     [Festivals,  &c.] 

Sabbatical  and  Jubilee  Years.  —  Tlie  sabbatical 
year,  H^at^^n  TWp,  "  the  fallow  year  "  or  pos- 
sibly "  year  of  remission,"  or  ntSptf  alone,  also 
called  a  "sabbath,"  and  a  "great  sabbath,"  was 
an  institution  of  strictly  the  same  character  as  the 
sabbath,  —  a  year  of  rest,  like  the  day  of  rest.  It 
has  not  been  sufficiently  noticed  that  as  the  day 
has  a  side  of  physical  necessity  with  reference  to 
man,  so  the  year  has  a  side  of  physical  necessity 
with  reference  to  the  earth.  Every  seventh  year 
appears  to  be  a  very  suitable  time  for  tlie  recur- 
rence of  a  fallow  year,  on  agricultural  grounds. 
Besides  the  rest  from  the  labors  of  the  field  and 
vineyard,  there  was  in  this  year  to  be  remission, 
temiK)rary  or  absolute,  of  debts  and  obligations 
among  the  people.  The  sabbatical  year  must  have 
commenced  at  the  civil  beginning  of  the  year,  with 
the  7th  month,  as  we  have  already  shown.  Although 
doubtless  held  to  commence  with  the  1st  of  the 
month,  its  beginning  appears  to  have  been  kept  at 
the  Feast  of  Tabernacles  (Deut.  xxxi.  10),  while 
that  of  the  jubilee  year  was  kept  on  the  Day  of 
Atonement.  This  institution  seems  to  have  been 
greatly  neglected.  Tliis  was  prophesied  by  Moses, 
who  speaks  of  the  desolation  of  the  land  as  an 
enjoying  the  sabbaths  which  had  not  been  kept 
(Lev.  xxvi.  34,  35,  43).  The  seventy  years'  cap- 
tivity is  also  spoken  of  in  2  Chr.  (xxxvi.  21)  as  an 
enjoying  sabbath ;  but  this  may  be  on  account  of 
the  numlier  being  sabbatical,  as  ten  times  seven, 
which  indeed  seems  to  be  indicated  in  the  passage. 
^Viter  the  lapse  of  seven  sabbatical  periods,  or  forty 
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nine  years,  a  year  .of  jubilee  was  to  be  kept,  imme- 
diately followLng  the  last  sabbatical  year.    This  was 

called  7I2VrT  H?^?  "  ^^  year  of  the  trumpet," 

or  y'^y^  alone,  the  latter  word  meaning  either  the 
sound  of  the  trumpet  or  the  instrument  itself,  be- 
cause the  commencement  of  the  year  was  announced 
on  the  Day  of  Atonement  by  somid  of  trumpet.  It 
was  similar  to  the  sabbatical  year  in  its  character, 
although  doubtless  yet  more  important.  In  the 
jubilee  year  debts  were  to  be  remitted,  and  lands 
were  to  l)e  restored  to  their  former  owners.  It  is 
obvious  from  the  words  of  the  law  (Lev.  xxv.  8-11) 
that  this  year  followed  every  seventh  sabbatical 
year,  so  that  the  opinion  that  it  was  always  identi- 
cal with  a  sabbatical  year  is  untenable.  There  is  a 
further  question  as  to  the  length  of  each  jubilee 
period,  if  we  may  use  the  term,  some  holding  that 
it  had  a  duration  of  50,  but  others  of  49  years. 
The  latter  opinion  does  not  depend  upon  the  sup- 
position that  the  seventh  sabbatical  year  was  the 
jubilee,  since  the  jubilee  might  be  the  first  year  of 
the  next  seven  years  after.  Tliat  such  was  the  case 
is  rendered  most  probable  by  the  analogy  of  the 
weekly  sabbath,  and  the  custom  of  the  Jews  in  the 
first  and  second  centuries  b.  c.  ;  although  it  must 
be  noted  that,  according  to  Mainionides,  the  jubilee 
period  was  of  50  years,  the  51st  year  commencing 
a  new  period,  and  that  the  same  WTiter  mentions 
that  the  Jews  had  a  tradition  that  after  the  destruc- 
tion of  the  first  Temple  only  sabbatical  years,  and 
no  jubilee  years,  were  observed.  (Ideler,  Handbuch, 
i.  pp.  503,  504.)  The  testimony  of  Josephus  does 
not  seem  to  us  at  all  conclusive,  although  Ideler 
(J.  c. )  holds  it  to  be  so ;  for  the  expression  ravra 
•KevriiKovTa  fxtv  iffriv  errj  ret  iravra  {Ant.  iii.  12, 
§  3)  cannot  be  held  to  prove  absolutely  that  the 
jubilee  year  was  not  the  first  year  of  a  sabbatical 
period  instead  of  standing  between  two  such  periods. 
It  is  important  to  ascertain  when  the  first  sabbati- 
cal year  ought  to  have  been  kept ;  whether  the  sab- 
batical and  jubilee  periods  seem  to  have  been  con- 
tinuous ;  what  positive  record  there  is  of  any  sab- 
batical or  jubilee  years  having  been  kept;  and  what 
indications  there  are  of  a  reckoning  by  such  years 
of  either  kind.  1.  It  can  scarcely  be  contested  that 
the  first  sabbatical  year  to  be  kept  after  the  Israelites 
had  entered  Canaan  would  be  about  the  fourteenth. 
(Jennings,  Jewish  Anti'iuities,  bk.  iii.  cap.  9 :  and 
infr.  IhsUn-icttl  Chroiuthyy.)  It  is  possible  that  it 
might  have  Ixjen  somewhat  earlier  or  later;  but  the 
narrative  will  not  admit  of  much  latitude.  2.  It  is 
clear  that  any  sabbatical  and  jubilee  years  kept 
from  the  time  of  Joshua  until  the  destruction  of 
the  first  Temple,  would  have  been  reckoned  Irom 
the  first  one,  but  it  may  he  questioned  if  any  kept 
after  the  return  would  be  counted  in  the  same 
manner:  from  the  nature  of  the  institutions,  it  is 
rather  to  be  supposed  that  the  reckoning,  in  the 
second  case,  would  be  from  the  first  cultivation  of 
the  coutitry  after  its  re-occu])ation.  The  recorded 
sabbatical  years  do  not  enal)le  us  to  test  this  sup- 
position, l>ecause  we  do  not  know  exactly  the  year 
of  return,  or  that  of  the  first  cultivation  of  the 
country.  'I'he  recorded  dates  of  sabbatical  years 
would  make  that  next  after  the  return  to  commence 
in  n-  v..  528,  and  be  current  in  n.  c.  527,  which 
vould  make  the  first  year  of  the  i)eriod  n.  c.  534-3, 
which  would  not  improbably  l)e  the  first  year  of 
»ultivation :  but  in  the  case  of  so  short  a  period 
this  cannot  be  regarded  as  evidence  of  much  weight. 
^.  There  is  no  positive  record  of  any  jubilee  year 
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ha\dng  been  kept  at  any  time.  The  dates  of  three 
sabbatical  years  have,  however,  been  preserved.  These 
were  current  b.  c.  163, 135,  and  137,  and  therefore 
conmienced  in  each  case  about  three  months  earliw 
than  the  beginning  of  these  JuUan  years.  (Jo.seph. 
Ant.  xii.  9,  §  5;  xiii.  8,  §  1;  xiv.'lG,  §  2:  xv  1, 
§  2;  5.  J.  i.  2,  §  4;  and  1  Mace.  vi.  49,  53.)  4. 
There  are  some  chronological  indications  in  the 
O.  T.  that  may  not  unreasonably  be  supposed  to 
be  connected  with  the  sabbatical  system.  The 
prophet  Ezekiel  dates  his  first  prophecy  of  those  in 
the  book  "in  the  thirtieth  year,"  &c.,  "which 
[was]  the  fifth  year  of  king  Jehoiachin's  captivity  " 
(i.  2);  thus  apparently  dating  in  the  fomier  case 
from  a  better  known  era  than  that  of  Jehoiachin's 
captivity,  which  he  employs  in  later  places,  with- 
out, however,  in  general  again  describing  it.  This 
date  of  the  30th  year  has  been  variously  explained: 
some,  with  Ussher,  suppose  that  the  era  is  the  18th 
year  of  Josiah,  when  the  book  of  the  Law  was 
found,  and  a  great  passover  celebrated.  (See  Iliiver- 
nick,  Commentar  iibtr  Eztch.  pp.  12, 13).  This  year 
of  Josiah  would  certainly  be  the  first  of  the  reckon- 
ing, and  might  be  used  as  a  kind  of  reformation- 
era,  not  unlike  the  era  of  Simon  the  Maccabee. 
[-tV-ffs.]  Others  suppose  that  the  thirtieth  year  of 
the  prophet's  life  is  meant;  but  this  seems  very 
unlikely.  Others  again,  including  ScaUger  (i>e 
Emendatione  Ttrnporum,  pp.  79,  218,  ed.  1583) 
and  Rosenmiiller  {ScJwl.  ad  he),  hold  that  the 
date  is  from  the  commencement  of  the  reign  of 
Nabopolassar.  There  is  no  record  of  an  era  of 
Naboj)olassar;  that  king  had  been  dead  some  years; 
and  we  have  no  instance  in  the  0.  T.  of  the  use  of 
a  foreign  era.  The  evidence  therefore  is  in  favor 
of  Josiah's  18th  year.  There  seems  to  be  another 
reference  to  tliis  date  in  the  same  book,  where  the 
time  of  the  iniquity  of  Judah  is  said  to  be  40  years, 
for  the  final  captivity  of  Judah  (Jer.  Iii.  30)  was 
in  the  40th  year  of  this  reckoning.  In  the  same 
place  the  time  of  the  iniquity  of  Israel  is  said  to  be 
390  years,  which  sum,  added  to  the  date  of  the 
captivity  of  this  part  of  the  nation  in  the  A.  V. 
B.  c.  721,  goes  back  to  b.  c.  1111  (lilz.  iv.  5,  6). 
This  result  leads  to  the  indication  of  possible  jubilee 
dates,  for  the  interval  between  b.  c.  1111  and  B.  c. 
G23-2  is  488-9  years,  within  two  jcars  ef  ten 
jubilee  periods;  and  it  must  be  remembered  that 
the  seventy  weeks  of  the  prophet  Daniel  seem  to 
indicate  the  use  of  such  a  great  cycle.  In  the 
latter  case,  however,  as  in  that  of  the  seventy  years' 
captivity,  it  is  proijable  that  the  year  of  300  days 
is  used,  so  that  the  agreement  i.s  not  absolute. 
( Year. )  It  remains  to  be  asked  whether  the  ac- 
counts of  Josiah's  reformation  present  any  indica- 
tions of  celebrations  connected  with  the  sabbatical 
system.  The  finding  of  the  book  of  the  Law  might 
seem  to  pouit  to  its  being  sjjecially  required  for 
some  public  sen-ice.  Such  a  service  was  the  great 
reading  of  the  Law  to  the  whole  congregation  at 
the  Feast  of  Talieniacles  in  every  sabbatical  year 
(Deut.  xxxi.  10-13).  The  finding  of  the  book  was 
certainly  followed  by  a  public  reading,  apparently 
in  the  first  month,  by  the  king  to  the  wliole  people 
of  Judah  and  Jerusalem,  and  afterwanls  a  solemn 
passover  was  kept.  Of  the  latter  cclclmition  is  it 
said  in  Kings,  "  Surely  there  was  not  holden  such 
a  pa-ssover  from  tlie  days  of  the  Judges  that  judge*! 
Israel,  nor  in  all  the  days  of  the  kings  of  Israel,  nor 
of  the  kings  of  Judah"  (2  K.  xxiii.  22);  and,  in 
Chronicles,  "  There  was  no  j)assovcr  like  to  that 
kept  in  Israel  from  the  days  of  Samuel  the  prophet; 
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neither  did  all  the  kings  of  Israel  keep  such  a  pass- 
over  as  Josiah  kept "  (2  Chr.  xxxv.  18).  The  men- 
tion of  Samuel  is  remarkable,  since  in  his  time  the 
earlier  supposed  date  falls.  It  may  be  objected  that 
the  passover  is  nowhere  connected  with  the  sab- 
batical reckoning,  but  these  passovers  can  scarcely 
have  been  greater  in  sacrifices  tlian  at  least  one  in 
Solomon's  reign,  nor  is  it  likely  that  they  are  men- 
tioned as  characterized  by  greater  zeal  than  any 
others  whatever;  so  that  we  are  ahnost  driven  to 
the  idea  of  some  relation  to  chronology.  This  re- 
sult would  place  the  Exodus  in  the  middle  of  the 
17th  century  b.  c,  a  time  for  which  we  believe 
there  is  a  preponderance  of  evidence  (Historical 
Chronoloyy).     [Sabbatical  Year;  Jubilee.] 

Eras.  —  There  are  indications  of  several  histor- 
ical eras  having  been  used  by  the  ancient  Hebrews, 
but  our  information  is  so  scanty  that  we  are  gen- 
erally unable  to  come  to  positive  conclusions.  Some 
of  these  possible  eras  may  be  no  more  than  dates 
employed  by  writers,  and  not  national  eras ;  others, 
however,  can  scarcely  have  been  used  in  this  spe- 
cial or  individual  manner  from  their  referring  to 
events  of  the  highest  importance  to  the  whole 
people. 

1.  The  Exodus  is  used  as  an  era  in  1  K.  vi.  1, 
in  giving  the  date  of  the  foundation  of  Solomon's 
Temple.  This  is  the  only  positive  instance  of  the 
occurrence  of  this  era,  for  we  cannot  agree  with 
Ideler  that  it  is  certainly  employed  in  the  Penta- 
teuch. He  refers  to  Ex.  xix.  1,  and  Num.  xxxiii. 
38  {Hmidbuch,  i.  507).  Here,  as  elsewhere  in  the 
same  part  of  the  Bible,  the  beginning  of  the  Exo- 
dus-year—  not,  of  course,  the  actual  date  of  the 
Exodus  {Refjnal  years,  &c.)  is  used  as  the  point 
whence  time  is  counted;  but  during  the  interval 
of  which  it  formed  the  natural  commencement  it 
cannot  be  shown  to  be  an  era,  though  it  may  have 
been,  any  more  than  the  beginning  of  a  sovereign's 
reign  is  one. 

2.  The  foundation  of  Solomon's  temple  is  con- 
jectured by  Ideler  to  have  been  an  era.  The  pas- 
sages to  which  he  refers  (1  K.  ix.  10;  2  Chr.  viii. 
1),  merely  speak  of  occurrences  subsequent  to  the 
interval  of  20  years  occupied  in  the  building  of  the 
temple  and  the  king's  house,  both  beuig  distinctly 
specified ;  so  that  his  reading  —  "  Zwanzig  Jahre, 
nachdem  Salomo  das  Haus  des  Herrn  erbaute"  — 
leaves  out  half  the  statement  and  so  makes  it  in- 
correct {ILuidb.  1.  c).  It  is  elsewhere  stated  that 
the  building  of  the  temple  occupied  7  years  (1  K. 
vi.  37,  38),  and  that  of  Solomon's  house  13  (vii. 
1),  making  up  the  interval  of  20  years. 

3.  The  era  once  used  by  Ezekiel,  and  commenc- 
ing in  .Josiah's  18th  year,  we  have  previously  dis- 
cussed, concluding  that  it  was  most  probably  con- 
nected with  the  sabbatical  system  {Sabbatical  and 
Jtcbilee  i'enrs). 

i.  The  era  of  Jehoiachin's  captivity  is  constantly 
used  by  Ezekiel.  The  earliest  date  is  the  5th  year 
(i.  2)  and  the  latest,  the  27th  (xxix.  17).  The 
prophet  generally  gives  the  date  without  applying 
any  distinctive  term  to  the  era.  He  speaks,  how- 
ever, of  "  the  fifth  year  of  king  Jehoiachin's  captiv- 
ity "  (i.  2),  and  "  the  twelfth  year  of  our  captivity  " 
(xxxiii.  21),  the  latter  of  which  expressions  may 
explain  his  constant  use  of  the  era.  The  same  era 
13  necessarily  employed,  though  not  as  such,  where 
the  advancement  of  Jehoiachin  in  the  37th  year  of 
his  captivity  is  mentioned  (2  K.  xxv.  27 ;  Jer.  lii. 
Jl).  We  have  no  proof  that  it  was  used  except 
by  those  to  whose  captivity  it  referred.     Its  1st 
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year  was  current  b.  c.  596,  commencing  in  the 
spring  of  that  year. 

5.  The  beginning  of  the  seventy  years'  captivity 
does  not  appear  to  have  been  used  as  an  era  {His- 
torical  Chronology). 

6.  The  return  from  Babylon  does  not  appear  to 
be  employed  as  an  era:  it  is,  however,  reckoned 
from  in  Ezra  (iii.  1,  8),  as  is  the  Exodus  in  the 
Pentateuch. 

7.  The  era  of  the  Seleucidse  is  used  in  the  first 
and  second  books  of  Maccabees. 

8.  The  liberation  of  the  Jews  from  the  Syrian 
yoke  in  the  1st  year  of  Simon  the  Maccabee  is 
stated  to  have  been  commemorated  by  an  era  used 
in  contracts  and  agreements  (1  Mace.  xiii.  41). 
The  years  1,  2,  and  3  on  the  coins  ascribed  to  Si- 
mon [Money,  Shekel]  are  probably  of  this  era, 
although  it  is  related  that  the  right  of  coining 
money  with  his  own  stamp  was  not  conceded  to 
him  until  somewhat  later  than  its  beginning  (xv. 
G ) ;  for  it  may  be  reasonably  supposed,  either  that 
Antiochus  VII.  confirmed  privileges  Ixifore  granted 
by  his  brother  Demetrius  II.  (comp.  xv.  5),  or  that 
he  gave  his  sanction  to  money  already  issued  {Enc. 
Brit.,  8th  ed.,  Numismatics,  pp.  379,  380). 

Regnal  Years.  —  By  the  Hebrews  regnal  years 
appear  to  have  been  counted  from  the  beguming  of 
the  year,  not  from  the  day  of  the  king's  accession. 
Thus,  if  a  king  came  to  the  throne  in  the  last 
month  of  one  year,  reigned  for  the  whole  of  the 
next  year,  and  died  in  the  1st  month  of  the  3d 
year,  we  might  have  dates  in  his  1st,  2d  and  3d 
years,  although  he  governed  for  no  more  than  13 
or  14  months.  Any  dates  in  the  year  of  his  acces- 
sion, before  that  event,  or  in  the  year  of  his  death, 
after  it,  would  be  assigned  to  the  last  year  of  his 
predecessor,  and  the  1st  of  his  successor.  The 
same  principle  would  apply  to  reckoning  from  eras 
or  important  events,  but  the  whole  stated  lengths 
of  reigns  or  intervals  would  not  be  aftected  by  it. 

III.  Historical  Chronology.  —  The  histor- 
ical part  of  Hebrew  Chronology  is  not  less  difficult 
than  the  technical.  The  information  in  the  Bible 
is  indeed  direct  rather  than  mferential,  although 
there  is  very  important  evidence  of  the  latter  kind ; 
but  the  present  state  of  the  numbers  makes  abso- 
lute certainty  in  many  cases  impossible.  If,  for 
instance,  the  Hebrew  and  LXX.  differ  as  to  a  par- 
ticular number,  we  cannot  in  general  positively  de- 
termine that  the  original  form  of  the  number  has 
been  preserved,  when  we  have  decided,  and  this  we 
are  not  always  able  to  do,  which  of  the  present 
forms  has  a  preponderance  of  evidence  in  its  favor. 
In  addition  to  this  difficulty  there  are  several  gaps 
in  the  series  of  smaller  numbers  which  we  have  no 
means  of  supplying  with  exactness.  AVhen,  there- 
fore, we  can  compare  several  of  these  smaller  num- 
bers with  a  larger  number,  or  with  independent 
evidence,  we  are  frequently  prevented  from  putting 
a  conclusive  test  by  the  deficiencies  in  the  first  se  ■ 
ries.  The  frequent  occurrence  of  round  numbers  is 
a  matter  of  minor  importance,  for,  although  wheu 
we  have  no  other  evidence  it  manifestly  precludes 
our  arriving  at  positive  acciu^acy,  the  variation  of 
a  few  years  is  not  to  be  balanced  against  great  dif- 
ferences apparently  not  to  be  positively  resolved,  as 
those  of  the  primeval  numbers  in  the  Hebrew,  LXX., 
and  Samaritan  Pentateuch.  Lately  some  have  laid 
great  stress  upon  the  frequent  occurrence  of  the 
number  40,  alleging  that  it  and  70  are  vague  terms 
equivalent  to  "many,"  so  that  "40  years,"  or  "70 
years,"  would  mean  no  more  than  "  many  years." 
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Primd  facie,  this  idea  would  seem  reasonable,  but 
on  a  further  examination  it  will  be  seen  that  the 
details  of  some  periods  of  40  years  are  given,  and 
show  that  the  number  is  not  indefinite  where  it 
would  at  first  especially  seem  to  be  so.  Thus  the 
40  years  in  the  wilderness  can  be  divided  into  three 
periods:  (1.)  from  the  Exodus  to  the  sending  out 
of  the  spies  was  about  one  year  and  a  quarter  (1 
year  1  -\-  x  (2'^)  months,  Num.  ix.  1,  x.  11;  comp. 
ver.  29,  showing  it  was  this  year,  and  xiii.  20  prov- 
ing that  the  search  ended  somewhat  after  midsum- 
mer): (2.)  the  time  of  search,  40  days  (Num.  xiii. 
25):  (3.)  the  time  of  the  wandering  until  the 
brook  Zered  was  crossed,  38  years  (Deut.  ii.  14): 
making  altogether  almost  39  J  years.  This  per- 
fectly accords  with  the  date  (yr.  40,  m.  11,  d.  1)  of 
the  address  of  Moses  after  the  conquest  of  Sihon 
and  Og  (Deut.  i.  3,  4),  which  was  subsequent  to 
the  crossing  of  the  brook  Zered.  So  again  David's 
reign  of  40  years  is  divided  into  7  years  6  m.  in 
Hebron,  and  33  in  Jerusalem  (2  Sam.  ii.  11,  v.  5 ; 
1  Chr.  iii.  4,  but  1  K.  ii.  11,  7  years,  omitting  the 
months,  and  33).  This  therefore  cannot  be  an  in- 
definite number,  as  some  might  conjecture  from  its 
following  Saul's  40  years  and  preceding  Solomon's. 
The  last  two  reigns  again  could  not  have  been 
much  more  or  less  from  the  circumstances  of  the 
history.  The  occurrence  of  some  round  numbers 
therefore  does  not  warrant  our  supposing  the  con- 
stant use  of  vague  ones.  In  discussing  the  tech- 
nical part  of  the  subject  we  have  laid  some  stress 
upon  the  opinions  of  the  earlier  Rabbinical  com- 
mentators :  in  this  part  we  place  no  reliance  upon 
them.  As  to  divisions  of  time  connected  with  re- 
ligious observances  they  could  scarcely  be  far  wrong ; 
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in  historical  chronology  they  could  hardly  be  ex« 
pected  to  be  right,  having  a  very  small  knowledge 
of  foreign  sources.  In  fact,  by  comparing  their 
later  dates  with  the  chronology  of  the  time  astro- 
nomically fixed,  we  find  so  extraordinary  a  depart^ 
ure  from  correctness  that  we  must  abandon  the  idea 
of  their  having  held  any  additional  facts  handed 
down  by  tradition,  and  serving  to  guide  them  to  a' 
true  system  of  chronology.  'There  are,  however, 
imiwrtant  foreign  materials  to  aid  us  in  the  deter- 
mination of  Hebrew  chronology.  In  addition  to 
the  literary  evidence  that  has  been  long  used  by 
chronologers,  the  comparatively  recent  decipher- 
ment of  the  Egyptian  and  AssjTian  inscriptions 
has  afforded  us  valuable  additional  evidence  from 
contemporary  monuments. 

Biblical  data.  —  It  will  be  best  to  examine  the 
Biblical  infonuation  under  the  main  periods  into 
which  it  may  be  separated,  beginning  with  the 
earliest. 

A.  First  Period,  from  Adam  to  Abram's  depart- 
ure from  Haran.  —  All  the  numerical  data  in  the 
Bible  for  the  chronology  of  this  interval  are  com- 
prised in  two  genealogical  lists  in  Genesis,  the  first 
from  Adam  to  Noah  and  his  sons  (Gen.  v.  3  ndjin.), 
and  the  second  from  Shem  to  Abram  (xi.  l()-26), 
and  in  certain  passages  in  the  same  book  (vii.  6, 11, 
viii.  13,  ix.  28,  29,  xi.  32,  xii.  4).  The  Masoretic 
Hebrew  t«xt,  the  LXX.,  and  the  Samaritan  Pen- 
tateuch greatly  differ,  as  may  be  seen  by  the  fol- 
lowing table,  which  we  take  from  the  Genesis  of 
the  Earth  and  of  Man  (p.  90),  adding  nothing 
essential  but  a  various  reading,  and  the  age  of 
Abram  when  he  left  Haran,  but  also  inclosing  in 
parentheses  numbers  not  stated  but  obtained  by 


Age  of  each  when  the 
next  was  born. 

Tears  of  each  after 
the  next  was  born. 

Total  length  of  the 
life  of  each. 

Sept. 

Heb. 

Sam. 

Sept. 

Heb. 

Sam. 

Sept. 

Heb. 

Sam. 

230 
205 
190 
170 
165 
162 
165 
187 
167 
188 
502 
100 

\i 

iO 

700 

707 

715 

740 

730 

800 

200 

(782) 

802 

565 

448 

500 

This 

400 
330 
330 
270 
209 
207 
200 
129 

(185) 

« 

)0 

930 
912 
905 
910 
895 
962 
365 
969 

758 
960 
600 

777 

847 
720 
663 

Seth 

105 
90 

807 
815 
840 
830 
..  1  785 

Cainan 

Mahalaleel 

Jafed 

< 
182 

0 
>5 
62 

67 

53 

Enoch 

Methuselah 

Lamech 

Noah 

Shem 

Arphaxad  

Cainan 

■  Salah 

Ebcr 

782 
595 

K) 
653 

600 

2264 
2244 

1658 

1309 

was  "  two  yea 

rs  after  the  Flood." 

136 

130 

180 

134 

130 

132 

130 

79 

179 

70 

75 

85 

30 
34 
30 
82 
80 
29 

403 

403 
480 

ii9 

(136) 

808 
803 

107 
100 
69 

(75) 

(536) 
(460) 
(460) 
(4()4) 
(339) 
(339) 
(330) 
(208) 

206 

(438) 

(433) 
(464) 
(239) 
(239) 
(230) 
(148) 

438 

433 
404 
239 
239 
230 
148 

145 

Peieg 

Reu 

Nahor 

Abram  leaves  Haran .... 

1145 
1245 

365 

1015 

somputation  from  others,  and  making  some  alter- 
ations consequently  necessary.  The  advantage  of 
the  system  of  this  table  is  the  clear  manner  in 
which  it  shows  the  differences  and  agreements  of 
the  three  versions  of  the  data.  The  dots  indicate 
numbers  agreeing  with  the  LXX. 


The  numl>er  of  generations  in  the  LXX.  is  one 
in  excess  of  the  Heb.  and  Sam.  on  account  of  the 
"  second  Cainan,"  whom  the  best  chronologers  are 
agreed  in  rejecting  as  spurious.  He  is  found  in 
the  present  text  of  the  LXX.  in  l)oth  Gen.  and  1 
Chr.,  and  in  the  present  text  of  St.  Luke's  Gospel. 
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Josephus,  Philo,  and  the  earlier  Christian  writers 
appear  however  to  have  known  nothing  of  him,  and 
it  is  therefore  probable  either  that  he  was  first  in- 
troduced by  a  copyist  into  the  Gospel  and  thence 
into  the  LXX.,  or  else  that  he  was  found  in  some 
codd.  of  the  LXX.  and  thence  introduced  into  the 
Gospel,  and  afterwards  into  all  other  copies  of  the 
LXX.  [Caixan.]  Before  considering  the  varia- 
tions of  the  numbers  it  is  important  to  notice  that 
"  as  two  of  the  three  sources  must  have  been  cor- 
rupted, we  may  reasonably  doubt  whether  any  one 
of  them  be  preserved  in  its  genuine  state  "  {Genesis 
of  tfte  Earth,  ifc,  p.  92)  —  a  check  upon  our  con- 
fidence that  has  strangely  escaped  chronologers  in 
general.  The  variations  are  the  result  of  design, 
not  accident,  as  is  evident  from  the  years  before  the 
birth  of  a  son  and  the  residues  agreeing  in  their 
sums  in  almost  all  cases  in  the  antediluvian  gen- 
erations, the  exceptions,  save  one,  being  apparently 
the  result  of  necessity  that  lives  should  not  overlap 
the  date  of  the  Flood  (comp.  CUnton,  Fasti  Uellen. 
i.  285).  We  have  no  clew  to  the  date  or  dates 
of  the  alterations  beyond  that  we  can  trace  the 
LXX.  form  to  the  first  century  of  the  Christian 
era,  if  not  higher,"  and  the  Heb.  to  the  fourth  cen- 
tiu-y :  if  the  Sam.  numbers  be  as  old  as  the  text, 
we  can  assign  them  a  higher  antiquity  than  what 
is  known  as  to  the  Heb.  The  little  acquaintance 
most  of  the  early  Christian  writers  had  with  Hebrew 
makes  it  impossible  to  decide,  on  their  evidence, 
that  the  variation  did  not  exist  when  they  wrote: 
the  testimony  of  Josephus  is  here  of  more  weight, 
but  in  his  present  text  it  shows  contradiction, 
though  preponderating  in  favor  of  the  LXX.  num- 
bers. A  comparison  of  the  lists  would  lead  us  to 
suppose,  on  internal  evidence,  that  they  had  first 
two  forms,  and  that  the  third  version  of  them 
originated  from  these  two.  This  supposed  later 
version  of  the  Usts  would  seem  to  be  the  Sam., 
which  certainly  is  less  internally  consistent,  on  the 
supposition  of  the  original  correctness  of  the  num- 
bers, than  the  other  two.  The  cause  of  the  altera- 
tions is  most  uncertain.  It  has  indeed  been  con- 
jectured that  the  Jews  shortened  the  chronology  in 
order  that*  an  ancient  prophecy  that  the  Messiah 
should  come  in  the  sixth  millenary  of  the  world's 
age  might  not  be  known  to  be  fulfilled  in  the  advent 
of  our  Lord.  The  reason  may  be  sufficient  in  itself, 
but  it  does  not  rest  upon  sufficient  evidence.  It  is, 
however,  worthy  of  remark,  that  in  the  apostolic 
age  there  were  hot  discussions  respecting  genealogies 
(Tit.  iii.  9),  which  would  seem  to  indicate  that  great 
importance  was  attached  to  them,  perhaps  also  that 
the  differences  or  some  difference  then  existed.  The 
different  proportions  of  the  generations  and  lives  in 
the  LXX.  and  Heb.  have  been  asserted  to  afford 
an  argument  in  favor  of  the  former.  At  a  later 
period,  however,  when  we  find  instances  of  longevity 
recorded  in  all  versions,  the  time  of  marriage'  is 
not  different  from  what  it  is  at  the  present  day, 
although  there  are  some  long  generations.  A 
stronger  argument  for  the  LXX.,  if  the  unity  of 
the  human  race  be  admitted,  is  found  in  the  long 
period  required  from  the  Flood  to  the  Dispersion 
and  the  establishment  of  kingdoms :  this  supposition 
would,  however,  require  that  the  patriarchal  gen- 
erations should  be  either  exceptional  or  represent 
periods :  for  the  former  of  these  hypotheses  we  shall 
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"  The  earliest  supposed  indication  of  the  LXX. 
numbers  is  in  the  passage  of  Polyhistor  (ap.  Euseb. 
Pn^i.  ix.  21,  p.  422)  giving  the  same  as  the  computa- 


see  there  is  some  ground  in  the  similar  case  of  cer- 
tain generations,  just  alluded  to,  from  Abraliam 
downwards.  With  respect  to  probabihty  of  accu- 
racy arising  from  the  state  of  the  text,  the  Heb. 
certainly  has  the  advantage.  There  is  every  reason 
to  think  that  the  Rabbins  have  been  scrupulous  in 
the  extreme  in  making  alterations:  the  LXX.,  on 
the  Other  hand,  shows  signs  of  a  carelessness  that 
would  ahnost  permit  change,  and  we  have  the  prob- 
able interpolation  of  the  second  Cainan.  If,  how- 
ever, we  consider  the  Sam.  form  of  the  lists  as 
sprung  from  the  other  two,  the  LXX.  would  seem 
to  be  earlier  than  the  Heb.,  since  it  is  more  prob- 
able that  the  antediluvian  generations  would  have 
been  shortened  to  a  general  agreement  with  tha 
Heb.,  than  that  the  postdiluvian  would  have  been 
lengthened  to  suit  the  LXX.;  for  it  is  obviously 
most  likely  that  a  sufficient  number  of  years  having 
been  deducted  from  the  earlier  generations,  the 
operation  was  not  carried  on  with  the  later.  It  is 
noticeable  that  the  stated  sums  in  the  postdiluvian 
generations  in  the  Sam.  generally  agree  with  the 
computed  sums  of  the  Heb.  and  not  with  those  of 
the  LXX.,  which  would  be  explained  by  the  theory 
of  an  adaptation  of  one  of  these  two  to  the  other, 
although  it  would  not  give  us  reason  for  supposing 
either  fonn  to  be  the  earlier.  It  is  an  ancient  con- 
jecture that  the  term  year  was  of  old  applied  to 
periods  short  of  true  years.  There  is  some  plausi- 
bility in  this  theory,  at  first  sight,  but  the  account 
of  the  Deluge  seems  fatal  to  its  adoption.  The  only 
passage  that  might  be  alleged  in  its  support  is  that 
in  which  120  years  is  mentioned  as  if  the  term  of 
man's  life  after  the  great  increase  of  wickedness 
before  the  Deluge,  compared  with  the  lives  assigned 
to  the  antediluvian  patriarchs,  but  this  from  the 
context  seems  rather  to  mean  a  period  of  probation 
before  the  catastrophe  (Gen.  vi.  3).  A  question 
has  been  raised  whether  the  generations  and  num- 
bers may  not  be  independent,  the  original  genera- 
tions in  Gen.  having  been,  as  those  in  1  Chr.,  simply 
names,  and  the  numbers  having  been  added,  per- 
haps on  traditional  authority,  by  the  Jews  (comp. 
Genesis  of'  the  Earth,  cfc,  pp.  92-94:).  If  we  sup- 
pose that  a  period  was  thus  portioned  out,  then  the 
character  of  Hebrew  genealogies  as  not  of  necessity 
absolutely  continuous  might  somewhat  lessen  the 
numbers  assigned  to  individuals.  Some  have  sup- 
posed that  the  numbers  were  originally  eychcal,  an 
idea  perhaps  originating  in  the  notion  of  the  dis- 
tribution of  a  space  of  time  to  a  certain  number  of 
generations.  This  particular  theory  can  however 
scarcely  be  reconciled  with  the  historical  character 
of  the  names.  Turning  to  the  evidence  of  ancient 
history  and  tradition,  we  find  the  numbers  of  the 
LXX.  confirmed  rather  than  those  of  the  Heb. 
The  history  and  civilization  of  Egypt  and  Assyria 
with  Babylonia  reach  to  a  time  earher  than,  in  the 
first  case,  and  about  as  early  as,  in  the  second,  the 
Heb.  date  of  the  Flood.  Moreover  the  concurrent 
evidence  of  antiquity  carries  the  origin  of  gentile 
civilization  to  the  Noachian  races.  The  question 
of  the  unity  of  the  species  does  not  therefore  affect 
this  argument  (Man),  whence  the  numbers  of  the 
LXX.  up  to  the  Deluge  would  seem  to  be  correct, 
for  an  accidental  agreement  can  scarcely  be  admit- 
ted. If  correct,  are  we  therefore  to  suppose  them 
original,  that  is,  of  the  original  text  whence  the 

tion  of  Demetrius  ;  but  we  cannot  place  reliance  on 
the  correctness  of  a  single  ftagmentary  text. 
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LXX.  version  was  made?  This  appears  to  be  a 
necessary  consequence  of  tlieir  correctness,  since  the 
translators  were  probably  not  sufficiently  acquainted 
with  external  sources  to  obtain  nunibere  either 
actually  or  approximatively  tnie,  even  if'  they  ex- 
ternally existed,  and  had  they  had  this  Icnowledge, 
it  is  scarcely  likely  that  they  would  have  used  It  in 
the  manner  supposed.  On  the  whole,  therefore,  we 
are  inclined  to  prefer  the  LXX.  numbers  after  the 
Deluge,  and,  as  consistent  with  them,  and  probably 
of  the  same  authority,  those  before  the  Deluge  also. 
It  remains  for  us  to  ascertain  what  appears  to  be 
the  best  form  of  each  of  the  three  versions,  and  to 
state  the  intervals  thus  obtained.  In  the  LXX. 
antediluvian  generations,  that  of  Methuselah  is  187 
or  167  years :  the  former  seems  to  be  undoubtedly 
the  true  number,  since  the  latter  would  make  this 
patriarch,  if  the  subsequent  generations  be  correct, 
to  siu^'ive  the  Flood  14  years.  In  the  postdilumn 
numbers  of  the  LXX.  we  must,  as  previously  shown, 
reject  the  second  Cainan,  from  the  preponderance 
of  evidence  against  his  genuineness.  [Cainan.] 
Of  the  two  forms  of  Nahor's  generation  in  the 
LXX.  we  must  prefer  79,  as  more  consistent  with 
the  numbers  near  it,  and  as  also  found  in  the  Sam. 
An  inifwrtant  correction  of  the  next  generation  has 
been  suggested  in  all  the  lists.  According  to  them 
it  would  apijear  that  Terali  was  70  years  old  at 
Abram's  birth.  "  Terah  lived  seventy  years,  and 
begat  Abram,  Nahor,  and  Ilaran"  (Gen.  xi.  26). 
It  is  afterwards  said  that  Terah  went  from  Ur  of 
the  Chaldees  to  Haran  and  died  there  at  the  age 
of  205  years  (145  Sam.)  (w.  31,  32),  and  the  de- 
parture of  Abram  from  Haran  to  Canaan  is  then 
narrated  (comp.  Acts  vii.  4),  his  age  being  stated 
to  have  been  at  that  time  75  years  (xii.  1-5).  Usher 
therefore  conjectures  that  Terah  was  130  years  old 
at  Abram's  birth  (205  —  75  =  130),  and  supposes 
the  latter  not  to  have  been  the  eldest  son  but  men- 
tioned first  on  account  of  his  eminence,  as  is  Shem 
in  several  places  (v.  32,  vi.  10,  vii.  13,  ix.  18,  x.  1), 
who  yet  appears  to  have  been  the  third  son  of  Noah 
and  certainly  not  the  eldest  (x.  21,  and  arrange- 
ment of  chap.).  There  is,  however,  a  serious  objec- 
tion in  the  way  of  this  supposition.  It  seems 
scarcely  probable  that  if  Abram  had  been  bom  to 
his  father  at  the  age  of  130  years,  he  should  have 
asked  in  wonder  "  Shall  [a  child]  be  bom  unto 
him  that  is  an  hundred  years  old  ?  and  shall  Sarah, 
that  is  ninety  years  old,  bearV"  (Gen.  xvii.  17.) 
Thus  to  suit  a  single  number,  that  of  Terah' s  age 
at  his  death,  where  the  Sam.  does  not  agree  with 
the  Heb.  and  LXX.,  a  hypothesis  is  adopted  that 
at  least  strains  the  consistency  of  the  narrative. 
We  should  rather  supiwse  the  number  might  have 
l^n  changed  by  a  copyist,  and  take  the  145  years 
of  the  Sam.  —  It  has  been  generally  supposed  that 
the  Dispersion  took  place  in  the  days  of  I'eleg,  on 
account  of  what  is  said  in  Gen.  x.  as  to  him :  [of 
the  two  sons  of  Eber]  "the  name  of  one  [was] 

Peleg  (2^f?,  division),  for  in  his  days  was  the 

earth  divided  "  (n2  yS3,  25).  It  cannot  be  posi- 
tively affimied  that  the'  "  Dispersion  "  sj^ken  of  in 
Gen.  xi.  is  here  meant,  since  a  physical  catastrophe 
might  be  intended,  although  the  foraier  is  jjcrhaps 
'he  more  natural  inference.  The  event,  whatever 
it  was,  must  have  happened  at  Peleg's  birth,  rather 
than,  as  some  have  supjwseil,  at  a  later  time  in  his 
Ufe,  for  the  easterns  have  always  given  names  to 
children  at  birth,  as  may  l)e  noticed  in  the  cases 
cf  Jacob  and  his  sons.  —  We  should  therefore  con- 
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sider  the  following  as  the  best  forms  of  the  numben 
according  to  the  three  sources. 


Creation 

Flood  (occupying  chief 

part  of  thin  year)  .  . 
Birth  of  Peleg  .  .  .  . 
Departure     of     Abram 

from  Ilaran    .... 


2262 
401  J 

noi7 

61G1 


401  J 

51017 
616  S 


B.  Second  Period,  from  Abram's  departure  from 
Haran  to  tlie  Exodus.  —  The  length  of  this  period 
is  stated  by  St.  I'aul  as  430  yeai-s  from  the  promise 
to  Abraham  to  the  giving  of  the  Law  (Gal.  iii.  17), 
the  first  event  being  held  to  be  that  recorded  in 
Gen.  xii.  1-5.     The  same  number  of  years  is  given 
in  Ex.,  where  the  Hebrew  reads  —  "  Now  the  so- 
journing of  the  children  of  Israel  who  dwelt  in 
Egypt  [was]  four  hundred  and  thirty  years.     And 
it  came  to  pass  at  the  end  of  the  four  hundred  and 
thirty  years,  even  the  selfsame  day  it  came  to  pass, 
that  all  the  hosts  of  the  Lord  went  out  from  the 
land  of  Egypt"   (xii.  40,  41).     Here  the  LXX. 
and  Sam.  add  after  "in  Egypt"  the  words  "and 
in  Canaan,"  while  the  Alex,  and  other  JISS.  of  the 
former  also  add  after  "  the  children  of  Israel  "  the 
words  "and  their  fathers."     It  seems  most  reason- 
able to  regard  both  these  additions  as  glosses ;  if 
they  are  excluded,  the  passage  appears  to  make  the 
duration  of  the  sojourn  in  Egypt  430  years,  but 
this  is  not  an  absolutely  cert^iin  conclusion.     The 
"  sojourning  "  might  well  include  the  period  after 
the  promise  to  Abraham  while  that  patriarch  and 
his  descendants  "  sojourned  in  the  land  of  promise 
as  [in]  a  strange  country"  (Heb.  xi.  0),  for  it  is 
not  positively  said  "  the  sojourning  of  the  children 
of  Israel  in  Egypt,"  but  we  may  read  "  who  dwelt 
in  Egypt."     As  for  the  very  day  of  close  being 
that  of  commencement,  it  might  refer  either  to 
Abraham's  entrance,  or  to  the  time  of  the  promise. 
A  third  passage,  occurring  in  the  same  essential 
form  in  both  Testaments,  and  therefore  especially 
satisfactory  as  to  its  textual  accuracy,  throws  light 
upon  the  explanation  we  have  oflered  of  this  last, 
since  it  is  impossible  to  understand  it  except  ujion 
analogical  principles.     It  is  the  divine  declaration 
to  Abraham  of  the  future  history  of  his  children : 
"  Know  of  a  surety  that  thy  seed  shall  be  a  stran- 
ger in  a  land  [that  is]  not  theirs,  and  shall  serve 
them;  and  they  shall  afflict  them  four  hundred 
years ;  and  also  that  nation  whom  they  shall  serve, 
will  I  judge;  and  afterward  shall  they  come  out 
with  great  substance"   (Gen.  xv.   13,  14;  comp. 
Acts  vii.  6,  7).      The  four  hundred  years  cannot 
be  held  to  be  the  period  of  oppi-ession  without  a 
denial  of  the  historical  character  of  the  narrative  of 
that  time,  but  can  only  be  supposed  to  mean  the 
time  from  this  declaration  to  the  Exodus.     This 
reading,  which  in  the  A.  Y.  requires  no  more  than 
a  slight  change  in  the  punctuation,  if  it  suppose  an 
unusual  construction  in  Hebrew,  is  perfectly  admis-  . 
sible  according  to  the  principles  of  Semitic  gram-  ' 
mar,  and  might  be  used  in  Arabic.     It  is  also 
noticeable  that  after  the  citation  given  above,  the 
events  of  the  whole  sojourn  ar^  repeated,  showing 
that  this  was  the  period  spoken  of,  and   jwrhaps, 
therefore,  the  period  defined  (15,  16).     The  mean- 
ing of  the  "fourth  generation"   here  mentioned 
has  been  previously  considered.     It  cannot,  there- 
fore, be  held  that  the  statement  of  St.  Paul  that 
from  the  promise  to  Abraham  until  the  liodus 
was  430  years  is  irreconcilable  with  the  two  other 
statements  of  the  same  kind.     In  order  to  arrive  at 
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18  certain  a  conclusion  as  may  be  attainable,  we 
must  examine  the  evidence  we  have  for  the  details 
of  this  interval.  First,  however,  it  will  be  neces- 
sary to  form  a  distinct  opinion  as  to  the  length  of 
life  of  the  patriarchs  of  this  age.  The  Biblical  nar- 
rative plainly  ascribes  to  them  lives  far  longer  than 
what  is  held  to  be  the  present  extreme  limit,  and 
we  must  therefore  carefully  consider  the  evidence 
upon  which  the  general- correctness  of  the  numbers 
rests,  and  any  independent  evidence  as  to  the 
length  of  life  at  this  time.  The  statements  in  the 
Bible  regarding  longevity  may  be  separated  into 
two  classes,  those  given  in  genealogical  lists,  and 
those  interwoven  with  the  relation  of  events.  To 
the  former  class  virtually  belong  all  the  statements 
relating  to  the  longevity  of  the  patriarchs  before 
Abraham,  to  the  latter  nearly  all  relating  tjo  that 
of  Abraham  and  his  descendants.  In  the  ease  of 
the  one  we  cannot  arrive  at  certainty  as  to  the 
original  form  of  the  text,  as  already  shown,  but  the 
other  rests  upon  a  very  different  kind  of  evidence. 
The  statements  as  to  the  length  of  the  lives  of 
Abraham  and  his  nearer  descendants,  and  some  of 
his  later,  are  so  closely  interwoven  with  the  histor- 
ical narrative,  not  alone  in  form,  but  in  sense,  that 
their  general  truth  and  its  cannot  be  separated. 
Abraham's  age  at  the  birth  of  Isaac  is  a  great  fact 
in  his  history,  equally  attested  in  the  Old  Testa- 
ment and  in  the  New.  Again,  the  longevity  as- 
cribed to  Jacob  is  confirmed  by  the  question  of 
Pharaoh,  and  the  patriarch's  remarkable  answer,  in 
which  he  makes  his  then  age  of  130  years  less  than 
the  years  of  his  ancestors  (Gen.  xlvii.  9),  a  minute 
point  of  agreement  with  the  other  chronological 
[■tatements  to  be  especially  noted.  At  a  later  time 
be  age  of  Jloses  is  attested  by  various  statements 
the  Pentateuch,  and  in  the  N.  T.  on  St.  Ste- 
phen's authority,  though  it  is  to  be  observed  that 
de  mention  of  his  having  retained  his  strength  to 
Ithe  end  of  his  120  years  (Deut.  xxxiv.  7),  is  per- 
aps  indicative  of  an  unusual  longevity.  In  the 
learlier  part  of  the  period  following,  we  notice  simi- 
instances  in  the  case  of  Joshua,  and,  inferen- 
lly,  in  that  of  Othniel.  Nothing  in  the  Bible 
ould  be  cited  against  this  evidence,  except  it  be 
he  common  explanation  of  Ps.  xc.  (esp.  ver.  10) 
ombined  with  its  ascription  to  Moses  {title).  The 
title  cannot,  analogically,  be  considered  a  very  sure 
guide,  but  the  style  and  contents  seem  to  us  to  sup- 
port it.  It  may  be  questioned,  however,  whether 
the  general  shortness  of  man's  life  forms  the  subject 
of  this  psalm.  A  shortness  of  life  is  lamented  as 
the  result  of  God's  anger,  the  people  are  described 
as  under  his  wrath,  and  prayer  is  made  for  a  hap- 
pier condition.  Nothing  could  be  more  applicable 
to  the  shortening  of  life  in  the  desert  in  order  that 
none  who  were  twenty  years  old  and  upwards  at 
the  Exodus  should  enter  the  Land  of  Promise. 
With  these  the  ordinary  term  of  life  would  be  three- 
score years  and  ten,  or  fourscore  years.  If,  there- 
fore, we  ascribe  the  psalm  to  Moses,  we  cannot  be 
certain  that  it  gives  the  average  of  long  life  at  his 
time  independently  of  the  peculiar  circumstances 
of  the  wandering  in  the  desert.  Thus  it  is  evident 
that  the  two  classes  of  statements  in  the  Bible  bear- 
ing on  longevity  stand  upon  a  very  different  basis. 
It  must  be  obsen-ed  that  all  the  supposed  famous 
modern  instances  of  great  longevity,  as  those  of 
Parr,  Jackson,  and  the  old  Countess  of  Desmond, 
have  utterly  broken  down  on  examination,  and  that 
the  registers  of  this  country  prm-e  no  greater  ex- 
Ireme  than  about  110  years.     We  have  recently 
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had  the  good  fortune  to  discover  some  independent 
contemporary  evidence  bearing  upon  this  matter. 
There  is  an  Egyptian  hieratic  papyrus  in  the  Bib- 
liotheque  at  Paris  bearing  a  moral  discourse  by  one 
Ptah-hotp,  apparently  eldest  son  of  Assa  (b.  c.  cir. 
1910-1860),  the  fifth  king  of  the  Fifteenth  Dy- 
nasty, which  was  of  Shepherds  [Egyit].  At  the 
conclusion  Ptah-hotp  thus  speaks  of  himself :  "  I 
have  become  an  elder  on  the  earth  (or  in  the  land) ; 
I  have  traversed  a  hundred  and  ten  years  of  life  by 
the  gift  of  the  king  and  the  approval  of  the  elders, 
fulfilling  my  duty  towards  the  king  in  the  place  of 
favor  (or  blessing)."  (Facsimile  d'un  Papyrus 
E(/ypiien,  par  E.  Prisse  d'Avennes,  pi.  xix.,  lines 
7,  8).  The  natural  inferences  from  this  passage 
are  that  Ptah-hotp  wrote  in  the  fuU  possession  of 
his  mental  faculties  at  the  age  of  110  years,  and 
that  his  father  was  still  reigning  at  the  time,  and, 
therefore,  had  attained  the  age  of  about  130  years, 
or  more.  The  analogy  of  all  other  documents  of 
the  kind  known  to  us  does  not  permit  a  different 
conclusion.  That  Ptah-hotp  was  the  son  of  Assa 
is  probable  from  inscriptions  in  tombs  at  Memphis; 
that  he  was  a  king's  eldest  son  is  expressly  stated 
by  himself  (Facsimile,  &c.,  pi.  v.,  lines  6,  7).  Yet 
he  had  not  succeeded  his  father  at  the  time  of  Ms 
writing,  nor  does  he  mention  that  sovereign  as 
dead.  The  reigns  assigned  by  Manetho  to  the 
Shepherd-Kings  of  this  dynasty  seem  indicative  of 
a  greater  age  than  that  of  the  Egyptian  sovereigns 
(Cory's  Ancient  Fragments,  2d  ed.,  pp.  114,  136). 
It  has  been  suggested  to  us  by  Mr.  Goodwin  that 
110  years  may  be  a  vague  tenn,  meaning  "  a  very 
long  life; "  it  seems  to  be  so  used  in  papyri  of  a 
later  time  (b.  c.  cir.  1200).  We  rarely  thus  em- 
ploy the  term  centenarian,  more  commonly  employ- 
ing sexagenarian  and  octogenarian,  and  this  term 
is  therefore  indicative  of  a  greater  longevity  than 
ours  among  the  Egyptians.  If  the  110  years  of 
Ptah-hotp  be  vague,  we  must  still  suppose  him  to 
have  attained  to  an  extreme  old  age  during  his 
father's  lifetime,  so  that  we  can  scarcely  reduce  the 
numbers  110  and  about  130  more  than  ten  years 
respectively.  This  Egyptian  document  is  of  the 
time  of  the  Fifteentli  Dynasty,  and  of  so  realistic 
and  circumstantial  a  character  in  its  historical  bear- 
ings that  the  facts  it  states  admit  of  no  dispute. 
Other  records  tend  to  confirm  the  inferences  we 
have  here  drawn.  It  seems,  however,  probable  that 
such  instances  of  longevity  were  exceptional,  and 
perhaps  more  usual  among  the  foreign  settlers  in 
Egypt  than  the  natives,  and  we  have  no  ground  f(w 
considering  that  the  length  of  generations  was  then 
generally  different  from  what  it  now  is.  For  these 
reasons  we  find  no  difficulty  in  accepting  the  state- 
ments as  to  the  longevity  of  Abraham  and  certain 
of  his  descendants,  and  can  go  on  to  examine  the 
details  of  the  period  under  consideration  as  made 
out  from  evidence  requiring  this  admission.  The 
narrative  afl^ords  the  following  data  which  we  place 
under  two  periods  —  (1)  that  from  Abram's  leaving 
Haran  to  Jacob's  entering  Egypt;  and  (2)  that 
from  Jacob's  entering  Egypt  to  the  Exodus. 

1.  Age  of  Abram  on  leaving  Haran       75  yrs. 

at  Isaac's  birth     .  100  * 

Age  of  Isaac  at  Jacob's  birth  .     .     60 
Age  of  Jacob  on  entering  Egypt .  130 

216  or  215  yrsi  a 


a  Bunsen  reckons  Abraham's  yr.  75  as  1,  and  yr. 
100  as  25,  and  makes  the  sum  of  this  interval  from  tbs 
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2.  Age  of  Levi  on  entering  Egypt     ....     cir.  45 

Residue  of  his  life 92 

Oppression  after  the  death  of  Jacob's  sons 

(Ex.  i.  6,  7,  ff  ). 
Age  of  Moses  at  Exodus 80 

172 

Age  of  Joseph  in  the  saine  year 39 

Residue  of  his  life 71 

Age  of  Moses  at  Exodus 80 

151 

These  data  make  up  about  387  or  388  years,  to 
which  it  is  reasonable  to  make  some  addition,  since 
it  appears  that  all  Joseph's  generation  died  before 
the  oppression  commenced,  and  it  is  probable  that 
it  had  begun  some  time  before  the  birth  of  Moses. 
The  sum  we  thus  obtain  cannot  be  far  different 
from  430  years,  a  period  for  the  whole  sojourn  that 
these  data  must  thus  be  held  to  confirm.  The 
genealogies  relating  to  the  time  of  the  dwelling  in 
Egypt,  if  continuous,  which  there  is  much  reason 
to  suppose  some  to  be,  are  not  repugnant  to  this 
scheme;  but  on  the  other  hand,  one  alone  of  them, 
that  of  Joshua,  in  1  Chr.  (vii.  23,  25,  26,  27)  if  a 
succession,  can  be  reconciled  with  the  opinion  that 
dates  the  430  years  fi-om  Jacob's  entering  into 
Egypt.  The  historical  evidence  should  be  carefully 
weighed.  Its  chief  point  is  the  increase  of  the  Is- 
raelites from  the  few  souls  who  went  with  Jacob 
into  Egypt,  and  Joseph  and  his  sons,  to  the  six 
hundred  thousand  men  who  came  out  at  the  Exo- 
dus. At  the  former  date  the  following  are  enumer- 
ated—  "besides  Jacob's  sons'  wives,"  Jacob,  his 
twelve  sons  and  one  daughter  (13),  his  fifty-one 
grandsons  and  one  granddaughter  (52),  and  his 
four  great-grandsons,  making,  with  the  patriarch 
himself,  seventy  souls  (Gen.  xlvi.  8-27).  The  gen- 
eration to  which  children  would  be  born  about  this 
date  may  thus  te  held  to  have  been  of  at  least  51 
pairs,"  since  all  are  males  except  one,  who  most 
probably  married  a  cousin.  This  computation 
takes  no  aecount  of  polygamy,  which  was  certainly 
practised  at  the  time  by  the  Hebrews.  This  first 
generation  must,  except  there  were  at  the  time 
other  female  grandchildren  of  Jacob  besides  the  one 
mentioned  (comp.  Gen.  xlvi.  7),  have  taken  foreign 
wives,  and  it  is  reasonable  to  suppose  the  same  to 
have  been  constantly  done  afterwards,  though  prob- 
ably in  a  less  degree.  We  cannot  therefore  found 
our  calculation  solely  on  these  51  pairs,  but  must 
allow  for  polygamy  and  foreign  marriages.  These 
admissions  being  made,  and  the  especial  blessing 
which  attended  the  people  borne  in  mind,  the  in- 
terval of  alx)ut  215  years  does  not  seem  too  short 
for  the  increase.  On  the  whole,  we  have  no  hesi- 
tation in  accepting  the  430  years  as  the  length  of 
the  interval  from  Abram's  leaving  Haran  to  the 
Exodus. 

C.  Third  Period,  from  the  Exodus  to  the  Foun- 
dation of  Solomon's  Temple.  —  There  is  but  one 
passage  from  which  we  obtain  the  length  of  this 
period  as  a  whole.  It  is  that  in  which  the  Founda- 
tion of  the  Temple  is  dated  in  the  480th  (Heb.),  or 
440th  (LXX.)  year  after  the  Exodus,  in  the  4th  yr. 
2d  m.  of  Solomon's  reign  (1  K.  vi.  1).    Subtracting 

numbers  216  (Egypt's  Place,  \.  180).  This  is  Inaccu- 
lafc,  since  if  75  =  1,  then  100  »=  26,  and  the  interval 
b21S. 

a  Bunsen  ridicules  Dr.  Baumgarten  of  Kiel  for  sup- 
(XMing  a  residue  of  56  pairs  from  70  souls.     "This  re- 
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from  480  or  440  yrs.  the  first  three  yrs.  of  Solomon 
I  and  the  40  of  David,  we  obtain  (480  —  43  =  )  437 
or  (440  —  43  =  )  397  yrs.  These  results  we  have 
first  to  compare  with  the  detached  numbers.  These 
are  as  follows:  —  (a.)  From  Exodus  to  death  of 
Moses,  40  jTs.  (6.)  Leadership  of  Joshua,  7-4- a; 
yrs.  (c.)  Interval  between  Joshua's  death  and  the 
First  Servitude  a;  yrs.  (rf.)  Servitudes  and  rule  of 
Judges  until  Eli's  death,  430  jts.  (e.)  Period  from 
Hi's  death  to  Saul's  accession,  20 -f- a:  yrs.  (/.) 
Saul's  reign,  40  yrs.  (</.)  David's  reign,  40  jts. 
Qi.)  Solomon's  reign  to  Foundation  of  Temple,  3 
yrs.  Sum,  3  a;  -f-  580  yrs.  It  is  jjossible  to  obtain 
approximatively  the  length  of  the  three  wanting 
numbers.  Joshua's  age  at  the  I'jiodus  was  20  or 
20  + a;  yrs.  (Num.  xiv.  29,  30),  and  at  his  death, 
110:  therefore  the  utmost  length  of  his  rule  must 
be  (110  —  20  +  40  =  )  50  yrs.  After  Joshua  there 
is  the  time  of  the  Elders  who  overlived  him,  then  a 
period  of  disobedience  and  idolatry,  a  servitude  of 
8  yrs.,  deliverance  by  Othniel  the  son  of  Kenaz, 
the  nephew  of  Caleb,  and  rest  for  40  yrs.  until 
Othniel's  death.  The  duration  of  Joshua's  govern- 
ment is  limited  by  the  circumstance  that  t'aleb's 
lot  was  apportioned  to  him  in  the  7th  year  of  the 
occupation,  and  therefore  of  Joshua's  rule,  when  he 
was  85  yrs.  old,  and  that  he  conquered  the  lot  after 
Joshua's  death.  Caleb  cannot  be  supposed  to  have 
been  a  very  old  man  on  taking  his  portion,  and  it 
is  unlikely  that  he  would  have  waited  long  before 
attacking  the  heathen  who  held  it,  to  say  nothing 
of  the  jwrtion  being  his  claimed  reward  for  not 
having  feared  the  Anakim  who  dwelt  there,  a  reward 
promised  him  of  the  Ix)rd  by  Moses  and  claimed 
of  Joshua,  who  alone  of  Ills  fellow-spies  had  shown 
the  same  faith  and  courage  (Num.  xiv.  24;  Deut. 
i.  36;  Josh.  xiv.  6  ad  Jin.,  xv.  13-19;  Judg.  i.  9- 
15,  20).  If  we  suppose  that  Caleb  set  out  to  con- 
quer his  lot  about  7  years  after  its  apportionment, 
tlien  Joshua's  rule  would  be  about  13  yrs.,  and  he 
would  have  been  a  little  older  than  Caleb.  The 
interval  between  Joshua's  death  and  the  First 
Servitude  is  limited  by  the  history  of  Othniel.  He 
was  already  a  warrior  when  Caleb  conquered  his  lot; 
he  lived  to  deUver  Israel  from  the  Mesopotamian 
oppressor,  and  died  at  the  end  of  the  subsequent 
40  yrs.  of  rest.  Supposing  Othniel  to  have  been 
30  yrs.  old  when  Caleb  set  out,  and  110  yrs.  at  his 
death,  32  yrs.  woidd  remain  for  the  interval  in 
question.  The  rule  of  Joshua  may  be  therefore 
reckoned  to  have  been  about  13  yrs.,  and  tlie  sub- 
sequent interval  to  the  First  Servitude  about  32 
yrs.,  altogether  47  yrs.  Tliese  numbers  cannot  be 
considered  exact ;  but  they  can  hardly  be  far  wrong, 
more  especially  the  sum.  The  residue  of  Samuel's 
judgeship  after  the  20  jts.  from  Eli's  death  until 
the  solemn  fast  and  victory  at  Mizpeh,  can  scarcely 
have  much  exceedetl  20  yi-s.  Samuel  must  have 
been  still  young  at  the  time  of  Mi's  death,  and  he 
died  very  near  the  close  of  Saul's  reign  (1  Sam. 
XXV.  1,  xxviii.  3).  If  he  were  10  yrs.  old  at  the 
former  date,  and  judged  for  20  yrs.  after  the  victory 
at  Mizpeh,  he  would  have  been  near  90  yre.  old 
(10  y  + 20 +  20'? +  38'?)  at  his  death,  wliich  ap- 
pears to  have  been  a  long  period  of  life  at  that  time. 
If  we  thus  suppose  the  three  uncertain  intervals, 


mainder  of  56  pair  out  of  70  souls  puts  U.S  very  much 
in  mind  of  FalstalTs  mode  of  reckoning.-'  (E'^'/rpt's 
Place,  i.  178).  Had  the  critic  read  Gen.  xlvi.  he  would 
not  have  made  tliis  extraordinary  mistake,  and  allowed 
only  three  wives  to  67  men. 
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the  residue  of  Joshua's  rule,  the  time  after  his 
death  to  the  First  Servitude,  and  Samuel's  rule 
after  the  victory  at  ilizpeh  to  have  been  respectively 
6,  32,  and  20  yrs.,  the  sum  of  the  whole  period  will 
be  (580  -f-  58  =  )  638  yrs.  Two  independent  large 
numbers  seem  to  confirm  this  result.  One  is  in 
St.  Paul's  address  at  Antioch  of  Pisidia,  where, 
after  speaking  of  the  Exodus  and  the  40  yrs.  in  the 
desert,  he  adds :  "  And  when  he  had  destroyed 
seven  nations  in  the  land  of  Chanaan,  he  divided 
their  land  unto  them  by  lot.  And  after  that  he 
gave  [unto  them]  judges  about  the  space  of  four 
hundred  and  fifty  yairs,  until  Samuel  the  prophet. 
And  afterward  they  desired  a  king"  (Acts  xiii.  19, 
20,  21).  This  interval  of  450  yrs.  may  be  variously 
explained,  as  commencing  with  Othniel's  deliver- 
suice  and  ending  with  Eli's  death,  a  period  which 
the  numbers  of  the  earlier  books  of  the  Bible,  if 
added  together,  make  422  jts.,  or  as  commencing 
with  the  First  Ser\'itude,  8  yrs.  more,  430  yrs.,  or 
with  Joshua's  death,  which  would  raise  these  num- 
bers by  about  30  jts.,  or  again  it  may  be  held  to 
end  at  Saul's  accession,  which  would  raise  the 
numbers  given  respectively  by  about  40  yrs.  How- 
ever explained,  this  sum  of  450  jts.  supports  the 
authority  of  the  smaller  numbers  as  forming  an 
essentially  correct  measure  of  the  period.  The  other 
large  number  occurs  in  Jephthah's  message  to  the 
king  of  the  Children  of  Animon,  where  the  period 
during  which  Israel  had  held  the  land  of  the  Amo- 
rites  from  the  first  conquest  either  up  to  the  begin- 
ning of  the  Servitude  from  which  they  were  about 
to  be  freed,  or  up  to  the  very  time,  is  given  as  300 
JTS.  (Judg.  xi.  26).  The  smaller  numbers,  with 
the  addition  of  38  yi"s.  for  two  uncertain  periods, 
would  make  these  intervals  respectively  346  and  364 
ijTs.  Here,  therefore,  there  appears  to  be  another 
ment  with  the  smaller  numbers,  although  it 
iocs  not  amount  to  a  positive  agreement,  since  the 
leaning  might  be  either  three  centuries,  as  a  vague 
,  or  about  300  yrs.  So  far  as  the  evidence  of 
tiie  numbers  goes,  we  must  decide  in  favor  of  the 
mger  interval  from  the  Exodus  to  the  building  of 
e  First  Temple,  in  preference  to  the  period  of  480 
ir  440  yrs.  The  evidence  of  the  genealogies  has 
been  held  by  some  to  sustain  a  diflferent  conclusion. 
These  Usts,  as  they  now  stand,  would,  if  of  con- 
tinuous generations,  be  decidedly  in  favor  of  an 
interval  of  about  300,  400,  or  even  500  years,  some 
being  much  shorter  than  others.  It  is,  however, 
impossible  to  reduce  them  to  consistency  with  each 
other  without  arbitrarily  altering  some,  and  the 
result  with  those  who  have  followed  them  as  the 
safest  guides  has  been  the  adoption  of  the  shortest 
of  the  numbers  just  given,  about  300  jts.«  The 
evidence  of  the  genealogies  may  therefore  be  con- 
sidered as  probably  leading  to  the  rejection  of  all 
numerical  statements,  but  as  perhaps  less  incon- 
sistent with  that  of  480  or  440  yrs.  than  with  the 
rest.  We  have  already  shown  (Technical  Chro- 
nology) what  strong  reasons  there  are  against  using 
the  Hebrew  genealogies  to  measure  time.  We  pre- 
fer to  hold  to  the  evidence  of  the  numbers,  and  to 
take  as  the  most  satisfactory  the  interval  of  about 
338  JTS.  from  the  Exodus  to  the  Foundation  of 
Solomon's  Temjjle. 

D.  Fourth  I'eriod,  from  the  Foundation  of  Sol- 
onon'a  Temple  to  its  Destruction.  —  We  have  now 
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a  Both  Buiisen  {Egypt's  Place,  \.  17&-77)and  Lepsius 
[Chrcn.  d.  jE^.  i.  339)  suppose  the  genealogy  of 
?haul  the  son   of  Uziiah  the  LeWte  (1  Chr.  vi.  22-24, 


reached  a  period  in  which  the  differences  of  chro- 
nologers  are  no  longer  to  be  measured  by  centuries 
but  by  tens  of  years  and  even  single  j"ears,  and 
towards  the  close  of  which  accuracy  is  attainable. 
The  most  important  niunbers  in  the  Bible  are  gen- 
erally stated  more  than  once,  and  several  means  are 
afforded  by  which  their  accuracy  can  be  tested. 
The  principal  of  these  tests  are  the  statements  of 
kings'  ages  at  their  accessions,  the  double  dating 
of  the  accessions  of  kings  of  Judali  in  the  reigns 
of  kings  of  Israel  and  the  converse,  and  the  double 
reckoning  by  the  years  of  kings  of  Judah  and  of 
Nebuchadnezzar.  Of  these  tests  the  most  valuable 
is  the  second,  which  extends  through  the  greater 
part  of  the  period  under  consideration,  and  prevents 
our  making  any  very  serious  error  in  computing  its 
length.  The  mentions  of  kings  of  Egypt  and 
AssjTia  contemporary  with  Hebrew  sovereigns  are 
also  of  importance,  and  .ire  likely  to  be  more  so, 
when,  as  we  may  expect,  the  chronological  places  of 
all  these  contemporaries  are  more  nearly  determined. 
All  records  therefore  tending  to  fix  the  chronologies 
of  Egypt  and  Assyria,  as  well  as  of  Babylonia,  are 
of  great  value  from  their  bearing  on  Hebrew  chro- 
nology. At  present  the  most  important  of  such 
records  is  Ptolemy's  Canon,  from  which  no  sound 
chronologer  will  venture  to  deviate.  If  all  the 
Biblical  evidence  is  carefully  collected  and  compared, 
it  will  be  found  that  some  small  and  great  incon- 
sistencies necessitate  certain  changes  of  the  num- 
bers. The  amount  of  the  former  class  has,  however, 
been  much  exaggerated,  since  several  supposed  in- 
consistencies depend  upon  the  non-recognition  of 
the  mode  of  reckoning  regnal  j-ears,  from  the  com- 
maicement  of  the  year  and  not  from  the  day  of  the 
king's  accession.  The  greater  difficulties  and  some 
of  the  smaller  cannot  be  resolved  without  the  sup- 
position that  numbers  have  been  altered  by  copyists. 
In  these  ca.ses  our  only  resource  is  to  propose  an 
emendation.  We  must  never  take  refuge  in  the 
idea  of  an  interregnum,  since  it  is  a  much  more 
violent  hypothesis,  considering  the  facts  of  the  his- 
tory, than  the  conjectural  change  of  a  number. 
Two  interregnums  have  however  been  supposed, 
one  of  11  JTS.  between  Jeroboam  II.  and  Zachariah, 
and  the  other,  of  9  jts.  between  Pekah  and  Hoshea. 
The  former  supposition  might  seem  to  receive  some 
support  from  the  words  of  the  prophet  Hosea  (x.  3, 
7,  and  perhaps  15),  which,  however,  may  as  well 
imply  a  lax  government,  and  the  great  power  of 
the  Israelite  princes  and  captains,  as  an  absolute 
anarchy,  and  we  must  remember  the  improbability 
of  a  powerful  sovereign  not  having  been  at  once 
succeeded  by  his  son,  and  of  the  people  havuig  been 
content  to  remain'  for  some  years  without  a  king. 
It  is  still  more  unUkely  that  in  Hoshea's  ease  a 
king's  murder*  should  have  been  abl6  to  take  his 
place  after  an  interval  of  9  yrs.  We  prefer  in  both 
cases  to  suppose  a  longer  reign  of  the  earlier  of  the 
two  kings  between  whom  the  interregnums  are  con- 
jectured. With  the  exception  of  these  two  inter- 
r^nums,  we  would  accept  the  computation  of  the 
interval  we  are  now  considering  given  in  the  margin 
of  the  A.  V.  It  must  be  added,  that  the  date  of 
the  conclusion  of  this  period  there  given  b.  c.  588 
must  be  corrected  to  586.  The  received  chronology 
as  to  its  intervals  cannot  indeed  be  held  to  be 
beyond  question  in  the  time  before  Josiah's  acces- 

comp.  33-38)  to  be  that  of  Saul  the  king  of  Israel,  an 
almost  unaccountable  mistake. 
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sioa  up  to  the  Foundation  of  the  Temple,  but  we 
cannot  at  present  attain  any  better  {wsitive  result 
than  that  we  have  accepted.  The  whole  jjeriod 
may  therefore  be  held  to  be  of  about  425  yrs.,  that 
of  the  undivided  kingdom  120  yrs.,  that  of  the 
kingdom  of  Judah  about  388  jts.,  and  that  of  the 
kingdom  of  Israel  about  255  yrs.  It  is  scarcely 
possible  that  these  nurabere  can  be  more  than  a 
very  few  years  wrong,  if  at  all.  (For  a  fuller  treat- 
ment of  the  chronology  of  the  kings,  see  Isr,vel, 
Kingdom  of,  and  JuiMii,  Kingdom  of.) 

E.  Fifth  Period,  from  the  Destruction  of  Solo- 
mon's Temple  to  the  Keturn  from  the  Babylonish 
Captivity.  —  The  determination  of  the  length  of 
this  period  depends  upon  the  date  of  the  return  to 
Palestine.  The  decree  of  Cjtus  leading  to  that 
event  was  made  in  the  1st  year  of  his  reign,  doubt- 
less at  Babylon  (Ezr.  i.  1),  b.  c.  538,  but  it  does 
not  seem  certain  that  the  Jews  at  once  returned. 
So  great  a  migration  must  have  occupied  much 
time,  and  about  two  or  three  yrs.  would  not  seem 
too  long  an  interval  for  its  complete  accomphsh- 
ment  after  the  promulgation  of  the  decree.  Two 
numbers,  held  by  some  to  be  identical,  must  here 
be  considered.  One  is  the  period  of  70  yrs.,  during 
which  the  tyranny  of  Babylon  over  Palestine  and 
the  East  generally  was  to  last,  prophesied  by  Jere- 
miali  (xxv.),  and  the  other,  the  70  jts.  Captivity 
(xxix.  10;  2  Chr.  xxxvi.  21;  Dan.  ix.  2).  The 
commencement  of  the  former  period  is  plainly  the 
1st  year  of  Nebuchadnezzar  and  4th  of  Jehoiakim 
(Jer.  xxv.  1),  when  tlie  successes  of  the  king  of 
Babylon  began  (xlvi.  2),  and  the  miseries  of  Jeru- 
salem (xxv.  29),"  and  the  conclusion,  the  fall  of 
Babylon  (ver.  20).  Ptolemy's  Canon  counts  from 
the  accession  of  Nebuchadnezzar  to  that  of  Cyrus 
66  yrs.,  a  number  sufficiently  near  to  the  round 
sum  of  70,  which  may  indeed,  if  the  yrs.  be  of  3G0 
days  ( I'eai-)  represent  at  the  utmost  no  more  than 
about  69  tropical  years.  The  famous  70  years  of 
captivity  would  seem  to  be  the  same  period  as  this, 
since  it  was  to  terminate  with  the  return  of  the 
captives  (Jer.  xxix.  10).  The  two  passages  in  Zech., 
which  speak  of  such  an  interval  as  one  of  desolation 
(i.  12),  and  during  which  fasts  connected  with  the 
last  captivity  had  been  kept  (vii.  5),  are  not  irre- 
concilable with  this  explanation:  a  famous  past 
period  might  be  sjwken  of,  as  the  moderns  speak 
of  the  Thirty  Years'  War.  These  two  passages  are, 
it  must  be  noticed,  of  different  dates,  the  first  of 
the  2d  year  of  Darius  llystaspis,  the  second  of  the 
4th  year.  —  This  period  we  consider  to  be  of  48  -(-a; 
yrs.,  the  doubtful  numter  being  the  time  of  the 
reign  of  Cjtus  before  the  return  to  Jerusalem, 
probably  a  space  of  about  two  or  three  years. 

Prindpnl  Sysltms  of  Biblical  Chronology. — 
Upon  the  data  we  have  considered  *three  principal 
systems  of  Biblical  Chronology  have  been  founded, 
which  may  be  termed  the  I^ng  System,  the  Short, 
and  the  Kabbinical.  There  is  a  fourth,  which, 
although  an  ofi&hoot  in  part  of  the  last,  can  scarcely 


a  In  the  book  of  Daniel  (i.  1)  the  3d  year  of 
Jehoiakim  is  given  instead  of  the  4th,  which  may  be 
accounted  for  by  the  circumstance  that  the  Babylonian 
year  commenced  earlier  than  the  Hebrew,  «o  that 
Nebuchadnezzar's  1st  would  commence  in  Jehoiakim's 
3d,  and  be  current  in  his  4th.  In  other  books  of  the 
Bible  the  years  of  Babylonian  kings  seem  to  be  gener- 
ally Hebrew  current  years.  Two  other  difficulties  may 
be  noticed.  The  18th  yciir  of  Nebuchadnezzar  in  Jer. 
111.  29  seems  to  be  for  the  19th.     The  difficulty  of  the 
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be  termed  Biblical,  inasmuch  as  it  depends  foi  Uie 
most  part  upon  theories,  not  only  independent  of, 
but  repugnant  to  the  Bible :  this  last  is  at  present 
{jeculiar  to  Baron  Bunsen.  Before  noticing  these 
systems  it  is  desirable  to  point  out  some  character-, 
istics  of  those  who  have  supiwiied  them,  which 
may  sen'e  to  aid  our  judgment  in  seeing  how  far 
they  are  trustworthy  guid&s.  All,  or  almost  all 
have  erred  on  the  side  of  claiming  for  their  results* 
a  greater  accuracy  than  the  nature  of  the  evidence 
upon  which  they  rested  rendered  possible.  An- 
other failing  of  these  chronologers  is  a  tendency  to 
accept,  through  a  kind  of  false  analogy,  long  or 
short  numbers  and  computations  for  intervals,  rather 
according  as  they  have  adopted  the  long  or  the  short 
reckoning  of  the  patriarchal  genealogies  than  on  a 
consideration  of  si)ecial  evidence.  It  is  as  though 
they  were  resolved  to  make  the  sum  as  groat  or  as 
small  as  possible.  The  Kabbins  have  in  their  chro- 
nology afforded  the  strongest  example  of  this  error, 
havuig  so  shortened  the  intervals  as  even  egre- 
giously  to  throw  out  the  dates  of  the  time  of  the 
Persian  rule.  The  Gennan  school  is  here  an  ex- 
ception, for  it  has  generally  fallen  into  an  opposite 
extreme  and  required  a  far  greater  time  than  any 
derivable  from  the  Biblical  numbers  for  the  earlier 
ages,  while  taking  the  Kabbinical  date  of  the  Ex- 
odus, and  so  has  put  two  portions  of  its  chronology 
in  violent  contrast.  We  do  not  lay  much  stress 
upon  the  opinions  of  the  early  Christian  writers,  or 
even  Josephus:  their  method  was  uncritical,  and 
they  accepted  the  numbers  best  known  to  them 
without  any  feeling  of  doubt.  AVe  shall  therefore 
confine  ourselves  to  the  moderns. 

The  principal  advocates  of  the  Long  Chronology 
are  Jackson,  Hales,  and  Des-Vignoles.  They  take 
the  LXX.  for  the  patriarchal  generations,  and  adopt 
the  long  interval  from  the  Exodus  to  the  Founda- 
tion of  Solomon's  Temple.  The  Short  Chronology 
has  had  a  multitude  of  illustrious  supporters  owing 
to  its  having  been  from  Jerome's  time  the  recog- 
nized system  of  the  West.  Ussher  may  be  con- 
sidered as  its  most  able  advocate.  He  follows  the 
Hebrew  in  the  patriarchal  generations,  and  takes 
the  480  years  from  the  Exodus  to  the  Foundation 
of  Solomon's  Temple.  The  Kabbinical  Chronology 
has  lately  come  into  much  notice  from  its  partial 
reception,  chiefly  by  the  German  school.  It  accepts 
the  Biblical  numbers,  but  makes  the  most  arbitrary 
corrections.  For  the  date  of  the  Exodus  it  has 
been  virtually  accepted  by  Bunsen,  Lepsius,  and 
Lord  A.  Hervey.  The  system  of  Bunsen  we  have 
been  compelled  to  constitute  a  fourth  class  of  itself. 
For  the  time  before  the  Exodus  he  discai'ds  all  Bib- 
lical chronological  data,  and  reasons  altogether,  as 
it  appears  to  us,  on  philological  considerations. 
The  following  table  exhibits  the  principal  dates  ac- 
cording to  five  writers. 

The  principal-  disagreements  of  these  chronol- 
ogers, besides  those  iilready  indicated,  nuist  be  no- 
ticed.   In  the  post-diluvian  period  Hales  rejects  the 


37th  year  of  Jehoiachin's  captirity,  12m.  25d.  (Jer.), 
or  27  (2  K.),  falling  nooording  to  the  rendering  of  the 
A.  V.  in  the  1st  year  of  Kvil-Merodach  (Jer.  lii.  31  ;  2 
K.  xxv.  27),  niiiy  be  explained,  as  Dr.  Hincks  suggests, 
cither  by  supposing  tlie  Heb.,  "  in  the  year  when  h* 
was  king,"  to  mean  that  he  reigned  but  one  year  in- 
stead of  two,  as  in  the  canon,  or  that  Kvil-Merod.ich  !• 
not  the  Iluarodamus  of  the  canou  (Joum.  Saer.  Lit. 
Oct.  1858). 
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Creation 

Flood 

Abram  leaves  Haran 

Exodus 

Foundation  of  Solomon's  Temple 
Destruction  of         "  " 


Hales. 


B.  C. 

6411 
3155 
2078 
1648 
1027 
586 


B.  C. 

5426 
3170 
2023 
151« 
1014 


Ussher. 


B.  C. 

4004 
2348 
1921 
1491 
1012 
588 


B.  C. 

3983 
2327 
1961 
1531 
1012 
589 


(Adam)    cir.  20,000 
(Noah)    cir.  10,000 

1320 
1004 


aecond  Cainan  and  reckons  Tei-ah's  age  at  Abram's  | 
birth  130  instead  of  70  years ;  Jackson  accepts  the  1 
second  Cainan  and  does  not  make  any  change  in  the 
second  case ;  Ussher  and  Petavius  follow  the  He-  | 
brew,  but  the  former  alters  the  generation  of  Terah,  ■ 
while  the  ktter  does  not.    Bunsen  requires  "  for  the  : 
Noachian  period  about  ten  mUlennia  before  our  era, 
and  for  the  beginning  of  our  race  another  ten  thou- 
sand years,  or  very  little  more  "  ( Outlines,  vol.  ii.  p. 
12).     These  conclusions  necessitate  the  abandon- 
ment of  all  belief  in  the  historical  character  of 
the  BibUcal  account  of  the  times  before  Abraham. 
We  cannot  here  discuss  the  grounds  upon  which 
they  seem  to  be  founded:  it  may  be  stated,  how- 
lever,  that  those  grounds  may  be  considered  to  be 
Iwholly  philological.     The  writer  does  indeed  speak 
"facts  and  traditions:"  his  facts,  however,  as 
as  we  can  perceive,  are  the  results  of  a  theory 
language,  and  tradition  is,  from  its  nature,  no 
flide  in  chronology.     How  far  language  can  be 
ken  as  a  guide  is  a  very  hard  question.     It  is, 
iiowever,  certain  that  no  Semitic  scholar  has  ac- 
epted  Bunsen's  theory.     For  the  time  from  the 
xodus  to  the  Foundation  of  Solomon's  Temple, 
^0s.sher  alone  takes  the  480  years ;  the  rest,  except 
Junsen,  adopt  longer  periods  according  to  their 
fjaplanations  of  the  other  numbers  of  this  interval ; 
but  Bunsen  calculates  by  generations.     We  have 
iy  seen  the  great  risk  that  is  run  in  adopting 
lebrew  genealogies  for  the  measure  of  time,  botli 
enerally  and  in  this  case.      The  period  of  the 
Kings,  from  the  foundation  of  Solomon's  Temple, 
riS  very  nearly  the  same  in  the  computations  of 
packson,  Ussher,  and  Petavius :  Hales  lengthens  it 
oy  supposing  an  interregnum  of  11  years  after  the 
^  ath  of  Amaziah ;  Bunsen  shortens  it  by  reducing 
be  reign  of  Manasseh  from  55  to  45  years.     The 
'former  theory  is  improbable  and  uncritical;    the 
latter  is  merely  the  result  of  a  supposed  necessity, 
which  we  shall  see  has  not  been  proved  to  exist ;  it 
is  thus  needless,  and  in  its  form  as  uncritical  as  the 
other. 

Probable  determination  of  dates  and  intervals.  — 
Having  thus  gone  over  the  Biblical  data,  it  only 
remains  for  us  to  state  what  we  believe  to  be  the 
most  satisfactory  scheme  of  chronology,  derived 
from  a  comparison  of  these  with  foreign  data. 
We  shall  endeavor  to  establish  on  indei>endent  ev- 
idence, either  exactly  or  approximatively,  certain 
main  dates,  and  shall  be  content  if  the  numbers 
we  have  previously  obtained  for  the  intervals  be- 
tween them  do  not  greatly  disagree  with  those  thus 
afforded. 

1.  Date  of  the  Destruction  of  Solomon's  Temple. 
—  The  Temple  was  destroyed  in  the  19th  year  of 
Nebuchadnezzar,  in  the  5th  month  of  the  Jewish 
year  (.Jer.  lii.  12,  13;  2  K.  xxv.  8,  9).  In  Ptol- 
emy's Canon,  this  year  is  current  in  the  proleptic 
Julian  year,  b.  c.  586,  and  the  5th  month  may 
be  considered  as  about  equal  to  August  of  that 
year. 


2.  Synchronism  of  Josiah  ami  Pharaoh  Necho. 
—  The  death  of  Josiah  can  be  clearly  shown  on 
Biblical  evidence  to  have  taken  place  in  the  22d 
year  before  that  in  which  the  Temple  was  destroyed, 
that  is,  in  the  Jewish  year  from  the  spring  of  B.  c. 
G08  to  the  spring  of  607.  Necho's  1st  year  is 
proved  by  the  Apis-tiiblets  to  have  been  most  prob- 
ably the  Egyptian  vague  year,  Jan.  b.  c.  009-8, 
but  possibly  b.  c.  610-9.  The  expedition  in  op- 
posing which  Josiah  fell,  cannot  be  reasonably  dated 
earUer  than  Necho's  2d  year,  b.  c.  609-8  or  608-7. 
It  is  important  to  notice  that  no  earUer  date  of  the 
destruction  of  the  Temple  than  b.  c.  586  can  be 
reconciled  with  the  chronology  of  Necho's  reign. 
We  have  thus  b.  c.  008-7  for  the  last  j'ear  of  Jo- 
siah, and  638-7  for  that  of  his  accession,  the  for- 
mer date  falling  within  the  time  indicated  by  the 
chronology  of  Necho's  reign. 

3.  Synchronism  of  Ilezekiah  and  Tirhakah.  — 
Tirhakah  is  mentioned  as  an  opponent  of  Sennach- 
erib shortly  before  the  miraculous  destruction  of 
his  army  in,  according  to  the  present  text,  the  14th 
year  of  Hezekiah.  It  has  been  lately  proved  from 
the  Apis-tablets  that  the  1st  year  of  Tirhakah'a 
reign  over  I'^ypt  was  the  vague  year  cun-ent  in  b. 
c.  689.  The  14th  j'ear  of  Hezekiah,  according  to 
the  received  chronology,  is  b.  c.  713,  and,  if  we 
correct  it  two  years  on  account  of  the  lowering  of 
the  date  of  the  destruction  of  the  Temple,  b.  c. 
711.  If  (Rawhnson's  Heroil.  vol.  i.  p.  479,  n.  1) 
we  hold  that  the  expedition  dated  in  Hezekiah's 
14th  year  was  different  from  that  which  ended  in 
the  destruction  of  the  AssjTian  army,  we  must  still 
place  the  latter  event  before  b.  c.  695.  There  is, 
therefore,  a  prima  facie  discrepancy  of  at  least  6 
years.  Bunsen  (Bibehcerk,  i.  p.  cccvi.)  unhesitat- 
ingly reduces  the  reign  of  I^Ianasseh  from  55  to  45 
years.  Lepsius  {Konigsbuch,  p.  104)  more  crit- 
ically takes  the  35  years  of  the  LXX.  as  the  true 
duration.  Were  an  alteration  demanded,  it  would 
seem  best  to  make  Manasseh's  computation  of  his 
reign  commence  with  his  father's  illness  in  prefer- 
ence to  taking  the  conjectural  number  45  or  the 
very  short  one  35.  The  evidence  of  the  chronol- 
ogy of  the  Assyrian  and  Babylonian  kings  is,  how- 
ever, we  think,  conclusive  in  favor  of  the  sum  of  55. 
In  the  Bible  we  are  told  that  Shalmaneser  laid 
siege  to  Samaria  in  the  4th  year  of  Hezekiah,  and 
that  it  was  taken  in  the  6th  year  of  that  kuig  (2 
K.  xviii.  9,  10).  The  Assyrian  inscriptions  indi- 
cate the  taking  of  the  city  by  Sargon  in  his  1st  or  2d 
year,  whence  we  must  suppose  either  that  he  com- 
pleted the  enterprise  of  Shalmaneser,  to  whom  the 
capture  is  not  expressly  a-scribed  in  the  Scriptures,  or 
that  he  took  the  credit  of  an  event  which  happened 
just  before  his  accession.  The  1st  year  of  Sargon 
is  shown  by  the  inscriptions  to  have  been  exactly 
or  nearly  equal  to  the  1st  of  Merodach-Baladan, 
Mardocempaidus :  therefore  it  was  current  b.  c.  721 
or  720,  and  the  2d  year,  720  or  719.  This  would 
place  Hezekiah's  accession  b.  c.  726,  725,  or  724, 
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the  3d  leing  the  very  date  the  Hebrew  numbers 
■  give.  Again,  Jlerodach-Baladan  sent  messengers 
to  Hezekiah  immediately  after  his  sickness,  and 
therefore  in  about  his  15th  year,  b.  c.  710.  Ac- 
cording to  Ptolemy's  Canon,  Mardocempadus 
reigned  721-710,  and,  according  to  Berosus,  seized 
the  regal  power  for  6  months  before  Elibus,  the 
Belibus  of  the  Canon,  and  therefore  in  about  703, 
this  being,  no  doubt,  a  second  reign.  Here  the 
preponderance  of  evidence  is  in  favor  of  the  earlier 
dates  of  Hezekiali.  Thus  far  the  chronological 
data  of  Egypt  and  AssjTia  appear  to  clash  in 
a  manner  that  seems  at  first  sight  to  present  a 
hopeless  knot,  but  not  on  this  account  to  be  rashly 
cut.  An  examination  of  the  facts  of  the  history 
has  afforded  Dr.  Hincks  what  we  believe  to  be  the 
true  explanation.  Tirhakah,  he  observes,  is  not 
explicitly  termed  Pharaoh  or  king  of  Egypt  in  the 
Bible,  but  king  of  Cush  or  Ethiopia,  from  which 
it  might  be  inferred  that  at  the  time  of  Sennach- 
erib's disastrous  invasion  he  had  not  assumed  the 
crown  of  Egypt.  The  Ass}Tian  inscriptions  of 
Sennacherib  mention  kings  of  Egj'pt  and  a  con- 
temporary king  of  Ethiopia  in  alliance  with  them. 
The  history  of  Egypt  at  the  time,  obtained  by  a 
comparison  of  the  evidence  of  Herodotus  and  others 
with  that  of  Manetho's  lists,  would  lead  to  the 
same  or  a  similar  conclusion,  which  appears  to  be 
remarkably  confirmed  by  the  prophecies  of  Isaiah. 
We  hold,  therefore,  as  most  probable,  that  at  the 
time  of  Sennacherib's  disastrous  expedition,  Tir- 
hakah wa-s  king  of  Ethiopia  in  alliance  with  the 
king  or  kings  of  Egypt.  It  only  remains  to  ascer- 
tain what  evidence  there  is  for  the  date  of  this  ex- 
pedition. First,  it  must  be  noted  that  the  warUke 
operations  of  Sennacherib  recorded  in  the  Bible 
have  Ijeen  conjectured,  as  already  mentioned,  to  be 
those  of  two  expeditions.  The  fine  paid  by  Heze- 
kiah is  recorded  in  the  inscriptions  as  a  result  of 
an  expedition  of  Sennacherib's  3d  year,  which,  by  a 
comparison  of  Ptolemy's  Canon  with  Berosus,  must 
be  dated  u.  c.  700,  which  would  fall  so  near  the 
close  of  the  reign  of  the  king  of  Judah,  if  no 
alteration  be  made,  that  the  supposed  second  ex- 
pedition, of  which  there  would  naturally  be  no 
record  in  the  Assyrian  annals  on  account  of  its  ca- 
lamitous end,  could  not  be  placed  much  later.  Tlie 
Biblical  account  would,  however,  be  most  reason- 
ably explained  by  the  supposition  that  the  two  ex- 
peditions were  but  two  campaigns  of  the  same  war,  a 
war  but  temporarily  interrupted  by  Hezekiali's  sub- 
mission. Since  the  first  expedition  fell  in  b.  c.  700, 
we  have  not  to  suppose  that  the  reign  of  Tirhakah 
in  Ethiopia  commenced  more  than  11  years  at  the 
utmost  before  his  accession  in  Eg3'pt,  a  supposition 
which,  on  the  whole,  is  far  preferable  to  the  dis- 
locating attempts  that  have  been  made  to  lower  the 
reign  of  Hezekiah.  This  would,  however,  necessi- 
tate a  substitution  of  a  later  date  in  the  place  of 
the  14th  year  of  Hezekiah  for  the  first  expedition. 
(See  especially  Dr.  Hincks's  paper  "  On  the  Recti- 
fications of  Sacred  and  Profane  Chronology,  which 
the  newly-discovered  Apis-steles  render  necessary," 
in  the  Journal  of  Sacred  Literature,  Oct.  18.58 ; 
and  RawUnson's  Ihi-od.  i.  478-480).  'Hie  sjti- 
chronisms  of  Hoshea  and  Shalmaneser,  Pekah  and 
Tiglath-Pileser,  Menahem  and  I'ul,  have  not  yet 
been  approximatively  determined  on  double  evi- 
dence. 

4.  Synchronism  of  Rehoboam  and  Slmhak.  —  The 
Biblical  evidence  for  this  synchronism  is  as  follows : 
Rehoboam   appears  to  have   come  to  the   throne 
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about  249  years  before  the  accession  of  Htzekiah, 
and  therefore  b.  c.  cir.  973.  The  invasion  of  Shi- 
shak  took  place  in  his  5th  year,  by  this  computa- 
tion, 969.  Shishak  was  already  on  the  throne 
when  Jeroboam  fled  to  him  from  Solomon.  This, 
event  happened  during  the  building  of  Slillo,  &c., 
when  Jeroboam  was  head  of  the  workmen  of  the 
house  of  Joseph  (1  K.  xi.  26-40,  see  esp.  ver.  29). 
The  building  of  Millo  and  repairing  of  the  breachesj 
of  the  city  of  David  was  after  the  building  of  the 
house  of  Pharaoh's  daughter,  that  was  constructed 
about  the  same  time  as  Solomon's  house,  the  com- 
pletion of  which  is  dated  in  his  23d  year  (1  K.  vi. 
1,  37,  38,  vii.  1;  2  Chr.  viii.  1).  This  building  is 
recorded  after  the  occurrences  of  the  24th  year  of 
Solomon,  for  Pharaoh's  daughter  remained  in  Je- 
rusalem until  the  king  had  ended  Ijuilding  his  own 
house,  and  the  temple,  and  the  wall  of  Jerusalem 
round  about  (1  K.  iii.  1),  and  Millo  was  built  after 
the  removal  of  the  queen  (ix.  24) ;  therefore,  as  Jer- 
oboam was  concerned  in  this  building  of  Jlillo  and 
repairing  the  breaches,  and  was  met  "  at  that  time  " 
(xi.  29)  by  Ahijah,  and  in  consequence  had  to  flee 
from  the  country,  the  24th  or  25th  year  is  the  most 
probable  date.  Thus  Shishak  appears  to  have  come 
to  the  throne  at  least  21  or  22  years  before  his  ex- 
pedition against  Kehoboam.  An  inscription  at  the 
quarries  of  Silsilis  in  Upper  Egypt  records  the  cut- 
ting of  stone  in  the  22d  year  of  Sheshonk  I.,  or 
Shishak,  for  constructions  in  the  chief  temple  of 
Thebes,  where  we  now  find  a  record  of  his  conquest 
of  Judah  (Champollion,  Lettres,  pp.  190,  191). 
On  these  grounds  we  may  place  the  accession  of 
Shishak  b.  c.  cir.  990.  The  evidence  of  !Manetho's 
Usts,  compared  with  the  monuments,  would  place 
this  event  within  a  few  years  of  this  date,  for  they 
do  not  allow  us  to  put  it  much  before  or  after  B.  C. 
1000,  an  approach  to  correctness  which  at  this 
period  is  very  valuable.  It  is  not  possible  here  to 
discuss  this  evidence  in  detail. 

5.  Exodus.  —  Arguments  founded  on  independ- 
ent evidence  aflford  the  best  means  of  deciding  which 
is  the  most  probable  computation  from  Biblical  evi- 
dence of  the  date  of  the  Exodus.  A  comparison 
of  the  Hebrew  calendar  with  the  Egyptian  has  led 
the  writer  to  the  following  result :  The  civil  com- 
mencement of  the  Hebrew  year  was  with  the  new 
moon  nearest  to  the  autumnal  equinox ;  and  at  the 
approximative  date  of  the  Exodus  obtained  by  the 
long  reckoning,  we  find  that  the  Egyptian  vague 
year  commenced  at  or  about  that  point  of  time. 
This  approximative  date,  therefore,  falls  about  the 
time  at  which  the  vague  year  and  the  Hebrew  year, 
as  dated  from  the  autunuial  equinox,  nearly  or  ex- 
actly couicided  in  their  commencements.  It  may 
be  reasonably  supposed  that  the  Israelites  in  the 
time  of  the  oppression  had  made  use  of  the  vague 
year  as  the  common  ye.ar  of  the  country,  which 
indeed  is  rendered  highly  probable  by  the  circum- 
stance that  they  had  mostly  adopted  the  Egyptian 
religion  (Josh.  xxiv.  14;  Ez.  xx.  7,  8),  the  celebra- 
tions of  which  were  kept  according  to  this  year. 
When,  therefore,  the  festivals  of  the  Law  rendered 
a  year  virtually  tropical  necessary,  of  the  kind  either 
restored  or  instituted  at  the  Exodus,  it  seems  most 
probable  that  the  current  vague  year  was  fixed  un- 
der Moses.  If  this  suijposition  be  correct,  we  shoiUd 
expect  to  find  that  tiie  14tli  day  of  Abib,  on  which 
fell  the  full  moon  of  the  Pa.ssover  of  the  I'jtodus, 
corresponded  to  the  14th  day  of  a  Phamcnoth,  in  a 
vague  year  commencing  about  the  autumnal  equi- 
nox.    It  has  been  ascertained  by  computation  that 
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a  full  moon  fell  on  the  14th  day  of  Phamenoth,  on 
Thursday,  April  21st,  in  the  year  b.  c.  1652.«  A 
full  moon  would  not  fall  on  the  same  day  of  the 
vacue  year  at  a  shorter  interval  than  25  years  be- 
fore or  after  this  date,  while  the  triple  coincidence 
of  the  new  moon,  vague  year,  and  autumnal  equi- 
nox could  not  recur  in  less  than  1500  vague  years 
{Enc.  Brit.  8th  ed.  Ef/ypt,  p.  -158).  The  date  thus 
obtained  is  but  4  years  earlier  than  Hales's,  and  the 
interval  from  it  to  that  of  the  Foundation  of  Sol- 
omon's Temple,  b.  c.  cir.  1010,  would  be  about 
642  years,  or  4  years  in  excess  of  that  previously 
obtained  from  the  numerical  statements  in  the  Bi- 
ble. It  must  be  borne  in  mind  that  the  inferences 
from  the  celebration  of  great  passovers  also  led  us 
to  about  the  same  time.  In  later  articles  we  shall 
show  the  manner  in  which  the  history  of  Egypt 
agrees  with  this  conclusion.  [Egypt;  Exodus, 
THE.]  Setting  aside  Ussher's  preference  for  the 
480  ysirs,  as  resthig  upon  evidence  far  less  strong 
than  the  longer  computation,  we  must  mention  the 
principal  reasons  urged  by  Bunsen  and  Lepsius  in 
support  of  the  Rabbinical  date.  The  reckoning  by 
the  genealogies,  upon  which  this  date  rests,  we  have 
already  shown  to  be  unsafe.  Several  points  of  his- 
torical evidence  are,  however,  brought  forward  by 
these  writers  as  leading  to  or  confirming  this  date. 
Of  these  the  most  important  is  the  supposed  ac- 
count of  the  Exodus  given  by  Manetho,  the  Egyp- 
tian historian,  placing  the  event  at  about  the  same 
time  as  the  Rabbinical  date.  This  nari-ative,  how- 
ever, is,  on  the  testimony  of  Josephus,  who  has 
preserved  it  to  us,  wholly  devoid  of  authority,  be- 
ing, according  to  Manetho' s  own  showing,  a  record 
of  uncertain  antiquity,  and  of  an  unknown  writer, 
and  not  part  of  the  Egj'ptian  annals.  An  indica- 
tion of  date  has  also  been  supposed  in  the  mention 
that  the  name  of  one  of  the  treasure-cities  built  for 
Pharaoh  by  the  Israelites  during  the  oppression 
was  Raamses  (Ex.  i.  11),  probably  the  same  place  as 
the  Rameses  elsewhere  mentioned,  the  chief  town 
of  a  tract  so  called.  [Rameses.]  This  name  is 
the  same  as  that  of  certain  well-known  kings  of 
Egypt  of  the  period  to  which  by  this  scheme  the 
Exodus  would  be  referred.  If  the  story  given  by 
Manetho  be  founded  on  a  true  tradition,  the  great 
oppressor  would  have  been  Rameses  II.,  second  king 
of  the  19th  dynasty,  whose  reign  is  variously  as- 
signed to  the  14th  and  13th  centuries  B.  C.  It  is 
further  urged  that  the  first  king  Rameses  of  the 
Egyptian  monuments  and  Manetho's  lists  is  the 
grandfather  of  this  king,  Rameses  I.,  who  was  the 
last  sovereign  of  the  18th  dynasty,  and  reigned  at 
the  utmost  about  60  years  before  his  grandson.  It 
must,  however,  be  observed,  that  there  is  great  rea- 
son for  taking  the  lower  dates  of  both  kings,  which 
would  make  the  reign  of  the  second  after  the  Rab- 
binical date  of  the  Exodus,  and  that  in  this  case 
both  Manetho's  statement  must  be  of  course  set 
aside,  as  placing  the  ]'ao<1us  in  the  reign  of  this 
king's  son,  and  the  order  of  the  Biblical  narrative 
must  be  transposed  that  the  building  of  Raamses 
should  not  fall  before  the  accession  of  Rameses  I. 
I'he  argument  that  there  was  no  king  Rameses  be- 
fore Itameses  I.  is  obviously  weak  as  a  negative 
one,  more  especially  as  the  names  of  very  many 
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«  This  was  calculated  for  the  writer  at  the  Royal 
Observatory,  through  the  kindness  of  the  Astronomer- 
Royal.  —  Hnrce  JEg.  p.  217. 

b  Abraham  is  said  to  have  been  75  years  old  when 
he  left  Haran  (Gen.  xii.  4),  but  this  does  not  neces- 
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kings  of  Egypt,  particularly  those  of  the  period  to 
which  we  assign  the  Exodus,  are  wanting.  It  loses 
almost  all  its  force  when  we  find  that  a  son  of  Aah- 
mes,  Amosis,  the  head  of  the  18th  dynasty,  vari- 
ously assigned  to  the  17th  and  16th  centuries  b.  c. 
bore  the  name  of  Rameses,  which  name  from  its 
meaning  (son  of  Ra  or  the  sun,  the  god  of  Heli- 
opolis,  one  of  the  eight  great  gods  of  Egypt)  would 
almost  necessarily  be  a  not  very  uncommon  one, 
and  Raamses  might  therefore  have  been  named 
from  an  earlier  king  or  prince  bearing  the  name 
long  before  Rameses  I.  The  history  of  Egypt  pre- 
sents great  difficulti&s  to  the  reception  of  the  theory 
together  with  the  Biblical  narrative,  difficulties  so 
great  that  we  think  they  could  only  be  removed  by 
abandoning  a  belief  in  the  historical  character  of 
that  narrative :  if  so,  it  is  obviously  futile  to  found 
an  argument  upon  a  minute  point,  the  occurrence 
of  a  single  name.  The  historical  diffic\dties  on 
the  Hebrew  side  in  the  period  after  the  Exodus  are 
not  less  serious,  and  have  induced  Bunsen  to  ante- 
date Moses'  war  beyond  .Jordan,  and  to  compress 
Joshua's  rule  into  the  40  years  in  the  wilderness 
(Bibelicerk,  i.  pp.  ccxxnii.-ix.),  and  so,  we  venture 
to  think,  to  forfeit  his  right  to  reason  on  the  details 
of  the  narrative  relating  to  the  earlier  period.  This 
compression  arises  from  the  want  of  space  for  the 
Judges.  The  chronology  of  events  so  obtained  is 
also  open  to  the  objection  brought  against  the  longer 
schemes,  that  the  Israelites  could  not  have  been  in 
Palestine  during  the  campaigns  in  the  East  of  the 
Pharaohs  of  the  18th,  19th,  and  20th  dynasties, 
since  it  does  not  seem  possible  to  throw  those  of 
liameses  III.  earlier  than  Bunsen's  date  of  the  be- 
ginning of  the  conquest  of  western  Palestine  by  the 
Hebrews.  This  questian,  involving  that  of  the  pol- 
icies and  relation  of  Egypt  and  the  Hebrews,  will 
be  discussed  in  later  articles.  [Egyi>t  ;  Exodus, 
THE.]  We  therefore  take  b.  c.  1052  as  the  most 
satisfactory  date  of  the  Exodus  (see  Duke  of  North- 
umberland's paper  in  Wilkinson's  Anc.  Eg.  i.  77- 
81;  \\uns&n,  Bibelwerlc,  i.  pp.  ccxi.-ccxiii.,  ccxxiii. 
ft".;  Lepsius,  Chronohgie  der  jEgijpter,  \.  314  ft".). 

6.  Diite  of  the  Commencement  of  the  4-30  years 
of  Sojouiii.  —  We  have  already  given  our  reasons 
for  holding  the  4-30  years  of  Sojourn  to  have  com- 
menced when  Abraham  entered  Palestine,  and  that 
it  does  not  seem  certain  that  the  Exodus  was  the 
anniversary  of  the  day  of  arrival.  It  is  reasonable, 
however,  to  hold  that  the  interval  was  of  430  com- 
plete years  or  a  little  more,  commencing  about  the 
time  of  the  vernal  equinox,  b.  c.  2082,  or  nearer 
the  beginning  of  that  proleptic  Julian  year.  Before 
this  date  we  cannot  attempt  to  obtain  anything  be- 
yond an  approximative  chronology. 

7.  Date  of  the  Dlspeision.  —  Taking  the  LXX. 
numbers  as  most  probable,  the  Dispersion,  if  co- 
incident with  the  birth  of  Peleg,  must  be  placed 
B.  c.  cir.  2698,  or,  if  we  accept  Ussher's  correction 
of  the  age  of  Terali  at  the  birth  of  Abraham,  cir. 
2758.*  We  do  not  give  round  numbers,  since  doing 
so  might  needlessly  enlarge  the  limits  of  error. 

8.  Date  of  the  Flood  —  The  Flood,  as  endmg 
about  401  years  before  the  birth  of  Peleg,  would  be 
placed  B.  c.  cir.  3099  or  3159.  The  year  preced- 
ing, or  the  402d,  was  that  mainly  occupied  by  the 

garily  imply  that  he  had  done  more  than  enter  upon 
his  75th  year.  (Comp.  the  case  of  Noah,  vii.  6,  11, 
13.)  All  the  dat«?,  therefore,  befbre  b.  c.  2082,  might 
have  to  be  lowered  one  year. 
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catastrophe.  It  is  most  reasonable  to  suppose  the 
Noachian  colonists  to  have  begun  to  spread  about 
thi-ee  centuries  after  the  Flood.  If  the  Division  at 
Peleg's  birth  be  really  the  same  as  the  Dispersion 
after  the  building  of  the  Tower,  this  supposed  in- 
terval would  not  be  necessarily  to  be  lengthened, 
for  the  text  of  the  account  of  the  building  of  the 
Tower  does  not  absolutely  prove  that  all  Xoah's 
descendants  were  concerned  in  it,  and  therefore 
some  may  have  previously  taken  their  departure 
from  the  primeval  settlement.  The  chronology  of 
Egypt,  derived  from  the  monuments  and  Manetho, 
is  held  by  some  to  indicate  for  the  foundation  of 
its  first  kingdom  a  much  earlier  period  than  would 
be  consistent  with  this  scheme  of  approximative 
Biblical  dates.  The  evidence  of  the  monuments, 
however,  does  not  seem  to  us  to  carry  back  this 
event  earlier  than  the  latter  part  of  the  28th  cent- 
ury B.  c.  The  Assyrians  and  Babylonians  have 
not  been  proved,  on  satisfactory  grounds,  to  have 
reckoned  back  to  so  remote  a  time ;  but  the  evi- 
dence of  their  monuments,  and  the  fragments  of 
their  history  preserved  by  ancient  writers,  as  in  the 
case  of  the  Egyptians,  cannot  be  reconciled  with 
the  short  interval  preferred  by  Ussher.  As  far  as 
we  can  learn,  no  independent  historical  evidence 
points  to  an  earlier  jieriod  than  the  middle  of  the 
28th  century  k.  c.  as  the  time  of  the  foundation  of 
kingdoms,  although  the  chronology  of  Eg)-pt  reaches 
to  about  this  period,  while  that  of  Babylon  and  other 
states  does  not  greatly  fall  short  of  the  same  antiq- 
uity. 

9.  Date  of  the  Creation  of  Adam.  —  The  num- 
bers given  by  the  LXX.  for  the  antediluvian  patri- 
archs would  place  the  creation  of  Adam  22G2  years 
before  the  end  of  the  Flood,  or  i$.  c.  cir.  5361  or 
5421.  R.  S.  P. 

*  The  a.ssignment  of  only  215  years  to  the  so- 
journ in  l'>gJT3t  (see  No.  C  above)  is  far  from  meet- 
ing with  general  acceptance.  It  has  indeed  come 
down  from  tlie  Septuagint  as  the  traditional  theory, 
but  in  modern  times  has  been  strongly  opposed. 
Of  those  who  dissent  from  that  view  are  Kosen- 
miiller,  Hofmann,  Jahn,  Ewald,  Gesenius,  Winer, 
Tuch,  Kurtz,  Delitzsch,  Keil,  Knobel,  Kalisch,  and 
many  others  of  similar  rank  as  scholars.  On  this 
question  the  reader  may  consult  especially,  Knobel 
on  Ex.  xii.  40  (Exef/et.  llandb.  xii.  121),  and  Kurtz 
{History  of  the  Old  Covenant,  ii.  1.35  ff.,  Eng.  tr.). 
There  are  two  texts  that  seem  quite  distinct  and 
unequivocal.  Ex.  xii.  40  asserts  that  the  abode  in 
Eyyid  was  430  years  —  even  though  we  translate 
"who  abode  m  ligypt."  And  here  is  found  no 
manuscript  variation  in  the  Hebrew  text.  It  is 
supported  by  Targum  Onkelos,  the  Syriac,  and 
Vulgate.  The  Septuagint  ((,Wex  Vatican.),  how- 
ever, has  introduced  the  words  "  and  in  the  land 
of  Canaan,"'  while  the  Alexandrian  Codex  adds  also, 
"  they  and  their  fathers."  This  change,  though 
found  in  the  Targum  Jonathan  and  the  Samaritan 
version,  at  once  suggests,  by  its  two- fold  expkna- 
tion,  the  suspicion  of  an  artificial  emendation  to 
meet  a  difficulty.  That  tliese  words,  once  in  the 
t«xt,  should  have  lieen  omitted,  is  hardly  probable : 
that  they  should  have  crept  in  to  solve  various  dif- 
ficulties, is  quite  natural.  Again,  Gen.  xv.  13  de- 
clares the  future  servitude  and  affliction,  not  of 
Abraham,  but  of  his  "seed"  "in  a  land  not 
theirs,"  to  be  "  400  years,"  in  round  numbers. 
The  suggestion  tliat  this  was  to  be  partly  in  (,'a- 
naan,  is  cut  off  by  the  statement  that  it  should  be 
m  a  land  not  theirs  —  one  land  too  —  in  strong 
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contrast  to  the  rei^eated  guaranty  of  the  land  of 
Canaan  (vs.  7,  8,  18)  to  Abraham  and  his  seed  as 
their  own.  The  inclusion  of  any  part  of  Abra- 
ham's own  history  in  this  period  of  servitude  and 
affliction  seems  forbidden  by  the  positive  assurance 
(ver.  15)  that  he  should  go  to  his  grave  in  peace, 
and  the  manifest  assignment  of  this  servitude  (as 
Tuch  remarks)  to  the  distant  future.  Besides, 
Abraham's  residence  in  Egypt  had  taken  place  be- 
fore the  prophecy  was  uttered,  llie  statement  of 
Stephen  (Acts  vii.  6,  7)  accords  with  this  interpre- 
tation. Paul,  however  (Gal.  iii.  17),  reckons  4.30 
years  between  the  promise  to  Abraham  and  the 
giving  of  the  law;  but  it  is  remarked  by  Kurta, 
Keil,  and  others,  that  he  simply  conforms  to  the 
traditional  view  of  the  synagogue  and  the  phrase- 
ology of  the  Septuagint,  which  alone  was  in  the 
hands  of  his  Gentile  readers,  and  because  the  pre 
cise  length  of  time  did  not  affect  his  argument. 
It  was,  on  any  view,  4-30  years.  (It  should  be 
mentioned  in  passing  that  Josephus  gives  400 
years.  Ant.  ii.  9,  §  1 ;  5.  /.  v.  9,  §  4 ;  and  215  years, 
Ant.  ii.  15,  §  2;  comp.  c.  Apion.  i.  33.) 

It  is  alleged  against  the  430  years  that  the  time 
was  but  four  generations  (Gen.  xv.  16).  But  the 
reply  is  obvious  that  verses  13  and  15  cannot  con- 
flict, and  the  generation  is  therefore  "  the  sum 
total  of  the  lives  of  all  the  men  living  at  the  same 
time  "  (Hofmann),  or,  in  the  time  of  the  jjatri.orchs, 
a  hundred  years  (Gesenius).  But  it  is  still  affirmed 
that  but  four  generations  are  commonly  mentioned 
in  the  genealogy  of  individuals.  To  which  it  is 
answered,  the  specification  of  four  main  links  (per- 
haps in  conformity  to  the  very  language  of  proph- 
ecy) does  not  exclude  others;  and  we  actually  find 
six  generations  mentioned  from  Joseph  to  Zelo- 
phehad  (Num.  xxvi.  29  ff.),  seven  from  Judah  to 
liezaleel  (1  Chr.  ii.  3  ff.),  and  ten  or  eleven  from 
Epliraim  to  Joshua  (1  Chr.  vii.  22  ff.).  And  a 
comparison  of  the  two  genealogies  of  Levi  in  F^x. 
vi.  and  1  Chr.  vi.,  shows  that  there  are  names  omit- 
ted in  the  former  which  have  been  procured  from 
other  sources  for  the  latter. 

The  one  real  difficulty  is  found  in  the  parentage 
of  Moses.  If  Amram  his  father  (Ex.  vi.  20)  was 
the  same  with  Amram  the  grandson  of  Levi  (Ex. 
vi.  18),  and  if  Jochebetl  his  mother  was  strictly 
I^evi's  daughter  (F^x.  vi.  20  ;  Num.  xxvi.  59),  it  is  a 
fatal  objection.  But  that  Closes'  father  could  not 
te  the  tri))e  or  family-father  Amram,  has  been,  we 
think,  shown  from  Num.  iii.  27,  28,  where  it  ap- 
pears that  in  Moses^  time  tlie  Amraniites,  Izehar- 
ites,  Ilebronites,  and  Uzzielites  (the  four  affiliated 
branches  of  Kohath's  descendants),  numljered  8,600 
males.  Allowing  one-fourth  of  these  to  the  Am- 
ramites  would  give  them  over  two  thousand  males; 
and  as  Moses  had  but  two  sons  to  be  included  with 
him.self  in  this  numl)er,  it  follows  that  if  this  Am- 
ram, the  head  of  this  family,  were  the  father  of 
Moses,  then  Moses  must  have  had  over  2,000  broth- 
ers and  l)rothers'  sons  —  the  women  and  girls  of 
the  family  not  lieing  reckoned.  The  tritni-father 
nmst  therefore  have  l)een  a  difllerent  man  from  the 
father  of  Moses.  But  was  Jo<'hebed  Levi's  daugh- 
ter? In  Ex.  ii.  1  she  is  callwl  "a  daughter  of 
I^evi;"  but  the  connection  admits  the  same  gen- 
eral sense  as  the  phrase  "  a  danghfer  of  .\br!»ham  " 
(Luke  xiii.  16).  That  she  was  her  husband's  aunt 
(Ex.  vi.  20),  even  if  we  interjjret  the  ex|>ression 
rigidly,  will  decide  nothing  as  to  her  parentage  ex- 
cept in  connection  with  his  parentage.  The  pas- 
sage Num.  xxvi.  59  certainly  presents  a  diflBculty. 
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But  the  original  leaves  it  more  indefinite  than  our 
version,  "  a  daughter  of  Levi,  whom  one  hore  [who 
was  bom]  to  him  in  Egypt."'  Here  the  LXX. 
read  thus:  &vya.Tr}p  Afvi,  ^  ere/ce  tovtovs  ry 
Afvl  iy  AlyvwTa), — the  tovtovs  evidently  refer- 
ring to  Moses,  Aaron,  and  Miriam.     One  Hebrew 

manuscript  has  a  similar  reading,  DHS  instead  of 

nnS.  Kurtz  does  not  hesitate,  under  the  cir- 
cumstances  (including  this  divereity  between  the 
Gr.  and  Heb.),  to  regard  the  whole  clause  after 

**!  V"jn2  as  a  gloss,  api)ended  by  some  one  who 
understood  the  phrase  "  daughter  of  I>evi  "  in  a 
strict  sense,  and  endeavored  to  soften  down  the 
improbability  by  explaining  that  the  daughter  was 
born  in  Egypt.  Without  going  this  length,  we 
venture  to  regard  the  verse  in  the  original  as  not  ab- 
solutely decisive,  —  although  its  first  aspect  seems 
to  be  so.  But  when  we  consider  the  vagueness  of 
the  expression  used ;  when  we  remember  that  Levi 
must  have  been  at  least  135  years  old  at  her  birth 
if  Jochebed  were  his  daughter;  when  we  recall  the 
ten  or  eleven  generations  from  Ephraim  to  Joshua ; 
when  we  observe  the  distinctness  of  the  declarations 
in  Ex.  xii.  40  and  Gen.  xv.  13,  as  to  the  time  spent 
in  Egypt;  when  we  remember  the  increase  from  70 
souls  to  000,000  fighting  men ;  —  we  seem  to  en- 
counter far  less  difficulty  in  fixing  the  time  of 
sojourn  in  Egypt  at  i-iO  than  at  215  years. 

S.  G.  B. 
*  Literature.  —  Among  the  more  recent  works 
relating  to  Biblical  chronology  may  be  mentioned : — 
Gumpach,  t/ber  den  altjiidiscken  Kcdender,  zw- 
ndchst  in  seiner  Bezithumj  zur  neiitest  Geschichte, 
Briissel,  1848;  and  Die  Zeitrechnung  der  Babyh- 
nier  u.  Assijrer,  Heidelb.  1852;  Seyfferth,  Chro- 
nohyia  Sacra,  Leipz.  1846  ;  Bei-ichtiyungen  d. 
rom.,  ffi-iech.,  pers.,  dr/ypt.,  hebrdiscken  Gesch.  u. 
Zeitrechnung,  Leipz.  1855;  and  Summary  of  Re- 
cent Discoveries  in  Biblical  Chronology,  New  York, 
1857  ;  Fausset,  Sacred  Chronology,  Oxf.  1855; 
Oppert,  Chronologie  des  Assyriens  et  des  Babylo- 
niens,  Paris,  1857  (from  the  Ann.  de  la  phil.  chre- 
tienne);  Lehmann,  Chronol.  Bestimmung  der  in  d. 
Apostelgesch.  Cap.  13-28  erzdhlten  Begebenheiten 
(in  the  Theol.  Stud.  u.  Krit.  1858,  pp.  312-339); 
Wolff,  0.,  Versuch,  die  Widerspriiche  in  denJahr- 
reiken  der  Konige  Juda^s  u.  Isr.  u.  andere  Differ- 
enzen  in  d.  bibl.  Chronol.  auszugleichen  (ibid.  pp. 
625-688);  Bunsen,  Bibelwerk,  Bd.  i.  p.  cci.  fF.,  and 
Bd.  v.  (1858-60);  Parker,  F.,  Chronology,  Lond. 
1859;  Shimeall,  Our  Bible  Chronology  .  .  .  crit- 
ically examined  and  demonstrated.  New  York,  1860, 
—  finds  the  end  of  the  world  a.  d.  1868 ;  Bosan- 
quet,  Assyrian  and  Hebrew  Chronology  compared 
(in  the  .hum.  of  the  Roy.  As.  Soc.  of  Great  Brit- 
ain, 1884,  N.  S.  i.  145-180);  and  Cojispectus  of 
Hebrew  Chronology  from  Solomim  to  the  Birth  of 
Christ,  Lond.  (1886"?);  Rosch,  art.  Zeitrechnung, 
bihlische,  in  Herzog's  Real-EncyU.  xviii.  421-471 
(1864);  Rockerath,  Biblische  Chronologie,  u.  s.  w. 
nach  den  bibl.  u.  ausserbibl.  Quellen  bearbeitet, 
Miinster,  1865;  Lewin,  Fasti  Sacri  (from  b.  c.  70 
to  A.  D.  70),  Ix)nd.  1865;  and  Wieseler,  art.  Zeit- 
rechnung, neutestamentUche,  in  Herzog's  Real-En- 
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«  Epiphaniiis.  in  his  Tipdve  Stones  of  the  Rationale, 
has  got  "Ciirysolite,  by  some  called  clirysophyllus,  of 
a.  golden  •^olor,  and  found  close  to  the  walls  of  Baby- 
lon." Pliny  makes  several  varieties  of  this  name  ; 
'lis  first  is  doubtless  the  Oriental  topaz.  —  C-  W.  King. 


cykl.  xxi.  543-570  (1866).  The  art.  Chronology 
ill  the  3d  edition  of  Kitto's  Cycl.  of  Bib.  Lit.  is  by 
the  Rev.  Henry  Browne,  author  of  Ordo  Scecbrum. 
See  further  the  statements  and  references  under 
Acts  of  the  Apostles  ;  Assyria  ;  Egypt; 
Gospels;  Jesus  Christ;  Paul.  A. 

CHRYSOLITE  (xpuo-tJA^eos:  chrysoUthus), 
one  of  the  precious  stones  in  the  foundation  of  the 
heavenly  Jerusalem  (Rev.  xxi.  20).  It  has  been 
already  stated  [Beryl]  that  the  chrysolite  of  the 
ancients  is  identical  with  the  modern  Oriental  to- 
paz, the  tarshish  of  the  Hebrew  Bible."  There  is 
much  reason  for  believing  that  the  topaz  is  the  stone 
indicated  by  the  xpv(t6kiQos  of  St.  John's  vision. 
See  Beryl.  W.  H. 

CHRYSOPRASE  {xpv(T6Trpaaos  ■  chryso- 
prasm)  occurs  only  in  Rev.  xxi.  20  [in  A.  V.  there 
"chrj'soprasus"],  as  one  of  the  precious  stones 
mentioned  in  St.  John's  vision.  The  chrysoprase 
of  the  ancients  *  is  by  some  supposed  to  be  identi- 
cal with  the  stone  now  so  called,  namely,  the  apple 
or  leek-green  variety  of  agate,  which  owes  its  color  to 
oxide  of  nickel ;  this  stone  at  present  is  found  only 
in  Silesia;  but  Mr.  King  (Antique  Gems,  p.  59, 
note)  says  that  the  true  chrysoprase  is  sometimes 
found  in  antique  Egyptian  jewelry  set  alternately 
with  bits  of  lapis-lazuli ;  it  is  not  improbable  there- 
fore that  this  is  the  stone  which  was  the  tenth  in 
the  walls  of  the  heavenly  Jerusalem.         W.  H. 

*  The  Anglicized  form  "chrysoprase"  occurs 
in  the  margin  of  Ez.  xxvii.  16,  and  xxviii.  13  (A. 
V.)  where  it  stands  for  "agate"  and  "emerald" 
in  the  text,  which  represent  different  Hebrew  words. 
See  Chalcedony.  H. 

CHUB  (3^2  :  Aleves  ■■  Chub),  a  word  occur- 
ring only  once  in  the  Heb.,  the  name  of  a  people 
in  alliance  with  Egypt  in  the  time  of  Nebuchad- 
nezzar (Ez.  XXX.  5).     "Cush,  and  Phut,  and  Lud, 

and  aU  the  mingled  people  (37!!^)?  and  Chub,  and 
the  children  of  the  land  of  the  covenant,  shall  fall 
by  the  sword  with  them  '"  (i.  e.  no  doubt  the  Egypt- 
ians: see  ver.  4).  The  first  three  of  these  names 
or  designations  are  of  African  peoples,  unless,  but 
this  is  improbable,  the  Sheraite  Lud  be  intended 
by  the  third  (see  however,  xxvii.  10,  xx.xviii.  5 ;  Is. 
Ixvi.  19;  Jer.  xlvi.  9);  the  fourth  is  of  a  people  on 
the  Egyptian  frontier;  and  the  sixth  probably  ap- 
plies to  the  remnant  of  the  Jews  who  had  fled  into 
Egypt  (comp.  Dan.  xi.  28,  30;  32,  especially  the 
last,  where  the  covenant  is  not  qualified  as  "  holy  "), 
which  was  prophesied  to  perish  for  the  most  part 
by  the  sword  and  otherwise  in  that  country  (Jer. 
xiii.  16,  17,  22,  xliv.  12,  13,  14,  27,  28).  This 
fifth  name  is  therefore  that  of  a  country  or  people 
in  alliance  with  Egypt,  and  probably  of  northern 
Africa,  or  of  the  lands  near  Egj'pt  to  the  south. 
Some  have  proposed  to  recognize  Chub  in  the  names 
of  various  African  places  —  Ko0ii,  a  port  on  the 
Indian  Ocean  (Ptol.  iv.  7,  §  10),  Xw/Sar  or  Xw$de 
in  Mauritania  (iv.  2,  §  9),  and  Ku>$iov  or  Kco^lov 
in  the  Mareotic  nonie  in  Egypt  (iv.  5)  — conject- 
ures which  are  of  no  value  except  a»  showing  the 
existence  of  similar  names  where  we  might  expect 
this  to  have  had  its  place.     Others,  however,  think 


6  That  of  Solinus  (Iv.)  exactly  agrees  with  our  In- 
dian chrysolite  :  "  Ohrysoprasos  quoque  ex  auro  et 
porraceo  mixtam  lucem  trahentcs  sbque  beryllorum 
generi  adjudicaverunt." 
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the  present  Heb.  text  coirupt  in  this  word.  It  has 
been  therefore  proposed  to  read  iI3^3  for  Nubia,  as 
the  Arab.  vers,  has  "the  people  the  Noobeh," 
whence  it  might  be  supposed  that  at  least  one  copy 
of  the  LXX.  had  y  as  the  first  letter:  one  Heb. 

MS.  indeed  reads  213.3  (Cod.  409,  ap.  de  Kossi). 
The  Arab.  vers,  is,  however,  of  very  sUght  weight, 
and  although  3133  might  be  the  ancient  Egyptian 

form  or  pronunciation  of  313,  as  Winer  observes 
(«.  v.),  yet  we  have  no  authority  of  this  kind  for 
applying  it  to  Nubia,  of  rather  the  Nubfe,  the 
countries  held  by  whom  from  Strabo's  time  to  our 
own  are  by  the  I^yptian  mscriptions  included  in 
Keesh  or  Kesh,  that  is,  Cush :  the  Nubse,  however, 
may  not  in  the  prophet's  days  have  been  settled  in 
any  part  of  the  territory  which  has  taken  from  them 
its  name.     Far  better,  on  the  score  of  probability, 

is  the  emendation  which  Hitzig  proposes,  3^7 
{Begriffder  Kritik,  p.  129).  The  Lubim,  doubt- 
less the  Mizraite  Lehabim  of  Gen.  x.  13;  1  Chr. 
i.  11,  are  mentioned  as  serving  with  Cushim  in  the 
army  of  Shishak  (2  Chr.  xii.  2,  3),  and  in  that  of 
Zerah  (xvi.  8;  comp.  xiv.  9),  who  was  most  prob- 
ably also  a  king  of  Egypt,  and  certainly  the  leader 
of  an  Egyptian  army  [Cusn;  Zerah].  Nahum 
speaks  of  them  as  helpei"s  of  Thebes,  together  with 
Put  (Phut),  while  Cush  and  Egypt  were  her 
strength  (iii.  8,  9):  and  Daniel  mentions  the  Lu- 
bim and  Cushim  as  submitting  to  or  courting  a 
conqueror  of  Eg3'pt  (xi.  43).  The  Lubim  might 
therefore  well  occur  among  the  peoples  suffering  in 
the  fall  of  Egypt.  There  is,  however,  this  objection, 
that  we  have  no  instance  of  the   supposed  form 

31 V,  the  noun  being  always  given  in  the  plural  — 
Lubim.  In  the  absence  of  better  evidence  we  pre- 
fer the  reading  of  the  present  Heb.  text,  against 
which  little  can  be  urged  but  that  the  word  oc- 
curs nowhere  else,  although  we  should  rather  expect 
a  well-known  name  in  such  a  passage.    R.  S.  P. 

CHUN  ((•l3  :  iK  Twv  iKXfKTwv  iriXtwv  ; 
Joseph.  Mox'o'"'  Chun.  The  words  of  the  LXX. 
look  as  if  they  had  read  Berothai,  a  word  very  like 

which  —  ^n2  —  they  frequently  render  by  iK\fic- 
tSs),  1  Chr.  xwii.  8.     [Berotiiah.] 

CHURCH  CEKK\riaia)-  —  l-  The  derivation 
of  the  word  Church  is  uncertain.  It  is  found  in  the 
Teutonic  and  Slavonian  languages  (Anglo-Saxon, 
Circ,  Circe,  Cyric,  Cyricen ;  EngUsh,  CInirch ; 
Scottish,  Kirk;  Gertnan,  Kirche ;  Swedish,  Kyi-ka; 
Danish,  Kyrke  ;  Dutch,  Karke ;  Swiss,  Kilche  ; 
Frisian,  Tzitrk;  Bohemian,  Cyrkew ;  Polish,  6'e»"- 
kieio ;  Russian,  Zerkow),  and  answers  to  the  deriv- 
atives of  iKieXricrla,  which  are  naturally  found  in 
the  Romance  knguages  (French,  Eylise ;  Italian, 
Chivg'i ;  old  Vaudois,  Gleisa ;  Spanish,  Jf/lesin), 
and  by  foreign  importation  elsewhere  (Gothic, 
Aikklcgj'u  ;  Gaelic,  ICaglais  ;  Welsh,  Egltoys ;  Cor- 
nish, Ju/los).  The  word  is  generally  said  to  be 
derived  from  the  Greek  KvpiuKSv  (Walafrid  Stnilw, 
De  Rebus  Kccleiiait.  c.  7;  Suicer,  s.  v.  KvpiaK6v; 
Glossarium,  s.  v.  "  Dominicum ;  "  Casaubon,  Kx- 
ercit.  Baron,  xiii.  §  xviii. ;  Hooker,  Jiccl.  Pol.  v. 
xiii.  1;  Pearson,  On  (he  Creed,  Art.  ix. ;  Iteveridge, 
On  the  Thirty-Nine  Articles,  Art.  xix. ;  Words- 
worth, Theopkiliis  Anglicanus,  c.  1 ;  Gieseler,  h'ccles. 
History,  c.  i;  Trench,  Stmly  of  Words,  p.  75). 
But  the  derivation  has  been  too  hastily  assumed. 
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The  arguments  in  its  favor  are  the  following:  (1.) 
A  similarity  of  sound.  (2. )  The  statement  of  Wala« 
frid  Strabo.  (3.)  The  fact  that  the  word  KvpianSf. 
was  undoubtedly  used  by  Greek  ecclesiastics  in  the 
sense  of  "a  church,"  as  proved  by  a  reference  to' 
the  Canons  of  the  Council  of  Aucyra  (Can.  xiv.), 
of  NeociBsarea  (Can.  v.,  xiii.),  of  Laodicea  (Can. 
xxviii.),  and  of  the  Council  in  Tmllo  (Can.  Ixxiv.); 
to  Maximin's  Edict  (in  Euseb.  //.  A',  ix.  10),  to 
Eusebius'  Oration  in  praise  of  Constantine  (c.  xviii.), 
to  the  Apostolical  Constitutions  (ii.  59),  to  Cyril 
of  .Jerusalem  (Calech.  xviii.),  and  to  a  similar  use 
of  "  Dominicum  "  by  Cyprian,  Jerome,  Rufinus, 
(fee.  (4.)  The  possibility  of  its  having  passed  as  a 
theological  term  from  the  Greek  into  the  Teutonic 
and  Slavonian  languages.  (5.)  The  analogous 
meaning  and  derivation  of  the  Ethiopic  word  for 
Church,  which  signifies  "the  house  of  Christ." 
On  the  other  hand  it  requires  little  acquaintance 
with  philology  to  know  that  (1.)  similarity  of  sound 
proves  nothing,  and  is  capable  of  raising  only  the 
barest  presumption.  (2.)  A  mediaeval  writer's 
guess  at  an  etjmology  is  probably  founded  wholly 
on  similarity  of  sound,  and  is  as  worthless  as  the 
derivations  with  which  St.  Augustine's  works  are 
disfigured  (Moroni  derives  Chiesa  from  KvpianSv 
in  his  Dizionario  Storico-ecclesiastico,  and  M  alafrid 
Strabo  derives  the  words  vater,  mutter,  from  the 
Greek  through  the  I>atin,  herr  from  heros,  moner 
and  monath  from  fi.i]vr],  in  the  same  breath  as 
kirche  from  KvpianSv)-  (3.)  Although  KvpiaK6v 
is  found,  signifying  "  a  church,"  it  is  no  more  the 
common  terra  used  by  Greeks,  than  Dominicum  is 
the  common  term  used  by  Latins.  It  is  therefore 
very  unlikely  that  it  should  have  been  adopted  by 
the  Greek  missionaries  and  teachers,  and  adopted 
by  them  so  decidedly  as  to  be  thrust  into  a  foreign 
language.  (4.)  Nor  is  there  any  probable  way 
pointed  out  by  which  the  inqwrtiition  was  eftected. 
Walafrid  Strabo,  indeed  (toe.  dt.),  attributes  it,  not 
obscurely,  so  far  as  the  Teutonic  tongues  are  con- 
cerned, to  Ulfilas;  and  following  him.  Trench  saj-s 
(toe.  cit.),  "  These  Goths,  the  first  converted  to  the 
Christian  faith,  the  first  therefore  that  had  a 
Christian  vocabulary,  lent  the  word  in  their  turn 
to  the  other  German  tril^es,  among  others  to  our 
Anglo-Saxon  forefathers."  Had  it  been  so  intro- 
duced, Ulfilas's  "peaceful  and  populous  colony  of 
shepherds  and  herdsmen  on  the  pastures  below 
Mount  Hsemus"  (Milman,  i.  272),  could  never 
have  affected  the  language  of  the  whole  Teutonic 
race  in  all  its  dialects.  But  in  matter  of  fact  we  find 
that  the  word  employed  by  Ulfilas  in  his  version 
of  the  Scriptures  is  not  any  derivative  of  KvpiaM6v\ 
but,  as  M'e  should  have  expected,  aikkley'u  (Kom. 
xvi.  23;  1  Cor.  xvi.  19  et  passim).  This  theory 
therefore  falls  to  the  ground,  and  with  it  any  attempt 
at  showing  the  way  in  which  the  word  passed  across 
into  the  Teutonic  languages.  No  special  hyixrthesis 
has  been  brought  forward  to  account  for  its  admis- 
sion into  the  Slavonic  tongues,  and  it  is  enough  to 
say  that,  unless  we  have  evidence  to  the  contrary, 
we  are  justified  in  assuming  that  the  Greek  mis- 
sionaries in  the  9th  century  did  not  adopt  a  term 
in  their  intercourse  with  strangers,  wliich  they 
hardly,  if  at  all,  used  in  ordinary  conversation 
amongst  themselves.  (5.)  Further,  there  is  no 
reason  why  the  word  sliould  have  passed  into  these 
two  Languages  rather  than  into  I>atin.  The  Roman 
Church  was  in  its  origin  a  Greek  community,  and 
it  introduced  the  Greek  word  for  Church  into  the 
Latin  tongue;  but  this  word  was  not  cyriacum; 
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it  was  ecdesia ;  and  the  same  influence  would  no 
doubt  have  introduced  the  same  word  into  the 
northern  languages,  had  it  introduced  any  word  at 
all.  (6.)  Finally,  it  is  hard  to  find  examples  of  a 
Greek  word  being  adopted  into  the  Teutonic  dialects, 
except  through  the  medium  of  I>atin.  On  the  whole, 
this  etymology  must  be  abandoned.  It  is  strange 
that  Strabo  should  have  imposed  it  on  the  world  so 
long.  It  is  difficult  to  say  what  is  to  be  substituted. 
There  was  probably  some  word  which,  in  the  lan- 
guage from  which  the  Teutonic  and  Slavonic  are 
descended,  designated  the  old  heathen  places  of 
religious  assembly,  and  this  word,  having  taken 
different  forms  in  different  dialects,  was  adopted  by 
the  Christian  missionaries.  It  was  probably  con- 
nected with  the  Latin  circus,  circulus,  and  with 
the  Greek  kvk\os,  possibly  also  with  the  Welsh 
cylch,  cyl,  cynchle,  or  cner.  Lipsius,  who  was  the 
first  to  reject  the  received  tradition,  was  probably 
right  in  his  suggestion,  "  Credo  et  a  circo  Kirck 
nostrum  esse,  quia  veterum  templa  instar  Circi 
rotunda"  {Epist.  ad  Belt/as,  Cent.  iii.  Ep.  44). 

II.  The  word  iKKX-na-ia  is  no  doubt  derived  from 
iKKa\€7u,  and  in  accordance  with  its  derivation  it 
originally  meant  an  assembly  called  out  by  the 
magistrate,  or  by  legitimate  authority.  This  is  the 
ordinary  classical  sense  of  the  word.  But  it  throws 
no  Ught  on  the  nature  of  the  institution  so  designa- 
ted in  the  New  Testament.  For  to  the  writers  of 
the  N.  T.  the  word  had  now  lost  its  primary  signi- 
fication, and  was  either  used  generally  for  any  meet- 
ing (Acts  six.  32),  or  more  particularly,  it  denoted 
(1)  the  religious  assemblies  of  the  Jews  (Deut.  iv. 
10,  xviii.  16,  op.  LXX.);  (2)  the  whole  assembly 
or  congregation  of  the  Israelitish  people  (Acts  vii. 
38;  Heb.  ii.  12;  Ps.  xxii.  22;  Deut.  xxxi.  30,  ap. 
LXX.).     It  was  in  this  last  sense,  in  which  it 

answered  to  ^SlJi?"]  vHp,  that  the  word  was 
adopted  and  applied  by  the  writers  of  the  N.  T.  to 
the  Christian  congregation.  The  word  iKKKrjffla, 
therefore,  does  not  carry  us  back  further  than  the 
Jewish  Church.  It  implies  a  resemblance  and  cor- 
respondence between  the  old  Jewish  Church  and  the 
recently  established  Christian  Church,  but  nothing 
more.  Its  etymological  sense  having  been  already 
lost  when  adopted  by  and  for  Christians,  is  only 
misleading  if  pressed  too  far.  The  chief  difference 
between  the  words  "ecclesia  "  and  "  church,"  would 
probably  consist  in  this,  that  "ecclesia  "  primarily 
signified  the  Christian  body,  and  secondarily  the 
place  of  assembly ;  while  the  first  signification  of 
"church"  was  the  place  of  assembly,  which  im- 
jwrted  its  name  to  the  body  of  worshippers. 

III.  The  Church  as  c/escribed  in  the  Gospels.  — 
The  word  occurs  only  twice,  each  time  in  St.  j\Iat- 
thew  (Matt.  xvi.  18,  "  On  this  rock  will  I  build  my 
Church;"  xviii.  17,  "Tell  it  unto  the  Church"). 
In  every  other  case  it  is  spoken  of  as  the  kingdom 
of  heaven  by  St.  Matthew,  and  as  the  kingdom  of 
God  by  St.  Mark  and  St.  Luke.  St.  Mark,  St. 
Luke,  and  St.  John,  never  use  the  expression  king- 
dom of  heaven.  St.  John  once  uses  the  phrase 
kingdom  of  God  (iii.  3).  St.  Matthew  occasionally 
speaks  of  the  kingdom  of  (iod  (vi.  33,  xxi.  31,  43), 
and  sometimes  simply  of  the  kingdom  (iv.  23,  xiii. 
19,  xxiv.  14).  In  xiii.  41  and  xvi.  28,  it  is  the 
Son  of  Man's  kingdom.  In  xx.  21,  thy  kingdom, 
'..  e.  Christ's.  In  the  one  Gospel  of  St.  INIatthew 
the  Church  is  spoken  of  no  less  than  tliirty-six 
araes  as  the  Kingdom.  Other  descriptions  or  titles 
are  hardly  found  in  the  Evangelists.     It  is  Christ's 
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household  (Matt.  x.  25),  the  salt  and  light  of  the 
world  (v.  13,  15),  Christ's  flock  (Matt.  xxvi.  31; 
John  X.  1),  its  members  are  the  branches  growing 
on  Christ  the  Vine  (John  xv.):  but  the  general 
description  of  it,  not  metaphorically  but  directly,  is, 
that  it  is  a  kingdom.  In  Matt.  xvi.  19,  the  king- 
dom of  heaven  is  formally,  as  elsewhere  virtually, 
identified  with  4KK\r](ria.  From  the  Gospel  then, 
we  learn  that  Christ  was  about  to  establish  his 
heavenly  kingdom  on  earth,  which  was  to  be  the 
substitute  for  the  Jewish  Church  and  kingdom, 
now  doomed  to  destruction  (Matt.  xxi.  43).  Some 
of  the  qualities  of  this  kingdom  are  illustrated  by 
the  parables  of  the  tares,  the  mustard  seed,  the 
leaven,  the  hid  treasure,  the  pearl,  the  draw-net: 
the  spiritual  laws  and  principles  by  which  it  is  to 
be  governed,  by  the  parables  of  the  talents,  the 
husbandmen,  the  wedding  feast,  and  the  ten  virgins. 
It  is  not  of  this  world  though  in  it  (John  xviii.  36). 
It  is  to  embrace  all  the  nations  of  the  earth  (Matt, 
xxviii.  19).  The  means  of  entrance  into  it  is 
Baptism  (Matt,  xxviii.  19).  The  conditions  of  be- 
longing to  it  are  faith  (^lark  xvi.  16)  and  obedience 
(Matt,  xxviii.  20).  Participation  in  the  Holy 
Supper  is  its  perpetual  token  of  membership,  and 
the  means  of  supporting  the  life  of  its  members 
(Matt.  xxvi.  26;  John  vi.  51;  1  Cor.  xi.  26).  Its 
members  are  given  to  Christ  by  the  Father  out  of 
the  world,  and  sent  by  Christ  into  the  world ;  they 
are  sanctified  by  the  truth  (John  xvii.  19);  and 
they  are  to  live  in  love  and  unity,  cognizable  by  the 
external  world  (John  xiii.  34,  xvii.  23).  It  is  to 
be  established  on  the  Rock  of  Christ's  Divinity,  as 
confessed  by  Peter,  the  representative  (for  the  mo- 
ment) of  the  Apostles  (Matt.  xvi.  18).  It  is  to 
have  authority  in  spiritual  cases  (Matt,  xviii.  17). 
It  is  to  be  never  deprived  of  Christ's  presence  and 
protection  (xxviii.  20),  and  to  be  never  overthrown 
by  the  power  of  hell  (xvi.  18). 

IV.  The  Church  as  described  in  the  Acts  and  in 
the  Epistles  —  its  Origin,  Nature,  Constitution,  and 
Growth.  —  From  the  (iospels  we  learn  little  in  the 
way  of  detail  as  to  the  kingdom  which  was  to  be 
established.  It  was  in  the  great  forty  days  which 
intervened  between  the  Resurrection  and  the  Asceur 
sion  that  our  I^rd  explained  specifically  to  his 
Apostles  "the  things  pertaining  to  the  kingdom 
of  God  "  (Acts  i.  3),  that  is,  his  future  Church. 

Its  Origin.  —  The  removal  of  Christ  from  the 
earth  had  left  his  followers  a  shattered  company 
with  no  bond  of  external  or  internal  cohesion,  ex- 
cept the  memory  of  the  Master  whom  they  had 
lost,  and  the  recollection  of  his  injunctions  to  unity 
and  love,  together  with  the  occasional  glimpses  of 
his  presence  which  were  vouchsafed  them.  They 
continued  together,  meeting  for  prayer  and  suppli- 
cation, and  waiting  for  Christ's  promise  of  the  gift 
of  the  Holy  Ghost.  They  numbered  ^n  all  some 
140  persons,  namely,  the  eleven,  the  faithful  women, 
the  Lord's  mother,  his  brethren,  and  120  disciples. 
They  had  faith  to  believe  that  there  was  a  work 
before  them  which  they  were  about  to  be  called  to 
perforin;  and  that  they  might  be  ready  to  do  it, 
they  filled  up  the  number  of  the  Twelve  by  the 
appointment  of  Matthias  "  to  be  a  true  witness  " 
with  the  eleven  "of  the  Resurrection."  The  Day  of 
Pentecost  is  the  birth-day  of  the  Christian  Church. 
The  Spirit,  who  was  then  sent  by  the  Son  from  the 
Father,  and  rested  on  each  of  the  Disciples,  com- 
bined them  once  more  into  a  whole  —  combined 
them  as  they  never  had  before  been  combined,  by 
an  internal  and  spiritual  bond  of  cohesion.     Before 
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they  had  been  individual  followers  of  Jesus,  now  i 
they  became  his  mystical  body,  animated  by  his 
Spirit.  The  nucleus  was  formed.  Agglomeration 
and  development  would  do  the  rest. 

Its  Nature.  —  St.  Luke  explains  its  nature  by 
describing  in  narrative  form  the  characteristics  of 
the  society  formed  by  the  union  of  the  original  140 
Disciples  with  the  3000  souls  who  were  converted 
on  the  Day  of  Pentecost.  "  Then  they  that  gladly 
received  his  word  were  baptized.  .  .  .  And  they 
continued  steadfastly  in  the  Apostles'  doctrine  and 
fellowship,  and  in  breaking  of  bread  and  in  prayers" 
(Acts  ii.  41).  Here  we  have  indirectly  exhibited 
the  essential  conditions  of  Church  Communion. 
They  are  (1)  Baptism,  Baptism  implying  on  the 
part  of  the  recipient  repentance  and  faith;  (2) 
Apostolic  Doctrine;  (3)  Fellowship  with  the  Apos- 
tles; (4)  the  Lord's  Supper;  (5)  Public  Worship. 
Every  requisite  for  church-membership  is  here  enu- 
merated not  only  for  the  Apostolic  days,  but  for 
future  ages.  The  conditions  are  exclusive  as  well 
as  inclusive,  negative  as  well  as  positive.  St.  Luke's 
definition  of  the  Church,  then,  would  be  the  con- 
gregation of  the  baptized,  in  which  the  faith  of  the 
Apostles  is  maintained,  connection  with  the  Apos- 
tles is  preserved,  the  Sacraments  are  duly  adminis- 
tered, and  public  worship  is  kept  up.  The  earliest 
definition  (virtually)  given  of  the  Church  is  like- 
wise the  l)est.  To  this  body  St.  Luke  applies  the 
name  of  "  The  Church  "  (the  first  time  that  the 
word  is  used  as  denoting  an  existing  thing),  and  to 
it,  constituted  as  it  was,  he  states  that  tliere  were 
daily  added  ol  aa>Q6fi(voi  (ii.  47).  By  this  expres- 
sion he  probably  means  those  who  were  "  saving 
themselves  from  their  untoward  generation "  (ii. 
40),  "  added,"  however,  "to  the  Church  "  not  by 
their  own  mere  volition,  but  "  by  the  Lord,"  and 
so  become  the  elect  people  of  God,  sanctified  by 
his  Spirit,  and  described  by  St.  Paul  as  "  delivered 
from  the  power  of  darkness  and  translated  into  the 
kingdom  of  his  dear  Son  "  (Col.  i.  13).  St.  Luke's 
treatise  being  historical,  not  dogmatical,  he  does 
not  directly  enter  further  into  the  essential  nature 
of  the  Church.  The  community  of  goods,  which 
he  describes  as  being  universal  amongst  tlie  mem- 
bers of  the  infant  society  (ii.  44,  iv.  32),  is  specially 
declared  to  be  a  voluntary  practice  (v.  4),  not  a 
necessary  duty  of  Christians  as  such  (comp.  Acts 
ix.  3G,  39,  xi.  29). 

Prom  the  illustrations  adopted  by  St.  Paul  in 
his  Epistles,  we  have  additional  light  thrown  upon 
the  nature  of  the  Church.  Tims  (Kom.  xi.  17), 
the  Christian  Church  is  described  as  being  a  branch 
grafted  on  the  already  existing  olive-tree,  showing 
that  it  was  no  new  creiition,  but  a  development  of 
that  spiritual  life  which  had  flourished  in  the 
Patriarchal  and  in  the  Jewish  Church.  It  is 
described  (]|pm.  xii.  4;  1  Cor.  xii.  12)  as  one  body 
made  up  of  many  members  with  different  offices, 
to  exhibit  the  close  cohesion  which  ought  to  exist 
between  Christian  and  ( Christian ;  still  more  it  is 
descril)ed  as  the  Vx)dy,  of  which  Christ  is  the  Head 
(Eph.  i.  22),  80  that  members  of  his  (church  are 
members  of  Christ's  body,  of  his  flesh,  of  his  Iwnes 
(Eph.  v.  23,  30;  Col.  i.  18,  ii.  19),  to  show  the 
close  union  between  Christ  and  his  people :  again, 
as  the  temple  of  God  built  uiwn  the  foundation- 
stone  of  Jesus  Christ  (1  Cor.  iii.  11),  and,  by  a 
slight  change  of  metaphor,  as  the  temjjle  in  which 
Ciod  dwells  by  his  Spirit,  the  Apostles  and  propliets 
iorming  the  foundation,  and  Jesus  ("hrist  the  cliief 
comer-stone,  *'.  e.  probably  the  foundation  conier- 
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stone  (Eph.  ii.  22).  It  is  also  the  city  of  the  saints 
and  the  household  of  God  (Eph.  ii.  19).  But  the 
passage  which  is  most  illustrative  of  our  subject  in 
the  Epistles  is  Eph.  iv.  3,  G.  "  Endeavoring  to 
keep  the  unity  of  the  Spirit  in  the  bond  of  i)eace! 
There  is  one  body,  and  one  Spirit,  even  as  ye  are 
called  ui  one  hope  of  your  calling ;  one  Ix)rd,  one 
faith,  one  baptism,  one  God  and  Father  of  all,  who 
is  above  all,  and  through  all,  and  in  you  all."  Here 
we  see  what  it  is  that  constitutes  the  unity  of  the 
Church  in  the  mind  of  the  Apostle:  (1)  unity  of 
Heatlship,  "one  I^rd;"  (2)  unity  of  belief,  "one 
faith;"  (3)  unity  of  Sacraments,  "one  baptism;" 
(4)  unity  of  hope  of  eternal  life,  "  one  hope  of  your 
callhig "  (comp.  Tit.  i.  .2)  ;  (5)  unity  of  love, 
"unity  of  the  Spirit  in  the  bond  of  peace;"  (6) 
unity  of  organization,  "  one  body."  The  Church, 
then,  at  this  jieriod  was  a  body  of  Ivaptized  men 
and  women  who  beheved  in  Jesus  as  the  Christ,  and 
in  the  revelation  made  by  Him,  who  were  united 
by  having  the  same  faith,  hope,  and  animating 
Spirit  of  love,  the  same  Sacraments,  and  the  same 
spiritual  invisible  Head. 

What  was  the  Constitutitm  of  this  body  f  — 
On  the  evening  of  the  Day  of  Pentecost,  the  3,140 
members  of  which  it  consisted  were  (1)  Apostles, 
(2)  previous  disciples,  (3)  converts.  AVe  never 
afterwards  find  any  distinction  drawn  between  the 
previous  disciples  and  the  later  converts ;  but  the 
Apostles  throughout  stand  apart.  Here,  then,  we 
find  two  classes.  Apostles  and  converts  —  teachers 
and  taught.  At  this  time  the  Church  was  not 
only  morally  but  actually  one  congregation.  Soon, 
however,  its  numbers  grew  so  considerably  that  it 
was  a  physical  impossibility  that  all  its  members 
should  come  together  in  one  spot.  It  became, 
therefore,  an  aggregate  of  congregations.  But  its 
essential  unity  was  not  affected  liy  the  .accidental 
necessity  of  meeting  in  separate  rooms  for  pubUc 
worship ;  the  bond  of  cohesion  was  still  the  same. 
The  Apostles,  wlio  had  been  closest  to  the  I^rd 
Jesus  in  his  life  on  earth,  would  doubtless  have 
formed  the  centres  of  the  several  congregations  of 
listening  believers,  and  besides  attending  at  the 
Temple  for  the  national  Jewish  praj'er  (Acts  iii.  1), 
and  for  the  purpose  of  preaching  (lirist  (ii.  42), 
they  would  have  gone  round  to  "every  house" 
where  their  converts  a.ssembled  "teaching  and 
preaching,"  and  "breaking  bread,"  and  "distribut- 
ing "  the  common  goods  "  as  each  had  need  "  (ii. 
46,  iv.  35,  V.  42).  Thus  the  Church  continued  foi 
apparently  some  seven  years,  but  at  the  end  of  that 
time  "  the  number  of  disciples  was "  so  greatly 
"multiplied"  (Acts  vi.  1)  that  the  Twelve  Apos- 
tles found  themselves  to  be  too  few  to  carry  out 
tliese  works  unaided.  They  thereujwn  for  the  first 
time  exercised  the  jjowers  of  mission  intrusted  to 
them  (John  xx.  21),  and  by  laying  their  liands  on 
the  Seven  who  were  recommended  to  them  by  the 
general  Ixxly  of  Christians,  they  ap|K)inted  them  to 
fulfill  the  secular  task  of  distributing  the  common 
stock,  wliich  they  had  themselves  hitherto  per- 
formed, retaining  the  fimctions  of  praying,  and 
preaching,  and  administering  the  sacraments  in 
their  own  hands.  It  is  a  question  which  cannot  be 
certainly  answered  whether  tlie  office  of  these  Seven 
is  to  be  identified  with  that  of  the  SidKovoi  else- 
where found.  They  are  not  called  deacons  in  Script- 
ure, and  it  has  lieen  supposed  by  some  that  they 
were  extraordinary  officers  appointed  for  the  occa- 
sion to  see  that  the  Hellenistic  widows  had  tlieir 
fair  share  of  tlie  goods  distributed  amongst  the 
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poor  believers,  and  that  they  had  no  successors  in 
their  office.  If  this  be  so,  we  liave  no  account  given 
us  of  the  institution  of  the  Diaconate:  the  Dea- 
cons, Uke  the  Presbyters,  are  found  existing,  but  tlie 
circumstances  under  which  they  were  brought  into 
existence  are  not  related.  We  incline,  however, 
to  the  other  hypothesis,  which  makes  the  Seven  the 
originals  of  the  Deacons.  Being  found  apt  to  teach, 
they  were  likewise  invested,  almost  immediately 
after  their  appointment,  with  the  power  of  preach- 
ing to  the  unconverted  (vi.  10)  and  of  baptizing 
(viii.  38).  From  this  time,  therefore,  or  from  about 
this  time,  there  existed  in  the  Church — (1)  the 
Apostles;  (2)  the  Deacons  and  Evangehsts;  (3) 
the  multitude  of  the  faithful.  We  hear  of  no 
other  Chm'ch-officer  till  the  year  44,  seven  years 
after  the  appointment  of  the  deacons.  We  find 
that  there  were  then  in  the  Church  of  Jerusalem 
oflBcers  named  Presbyters  (xi.  30)  who  were  the  as- 
sistants of  James,  the  chief  administrator  of  that 
Church  (xii.  17).  The  circumstances  of  their  first 
appointment  are  not  recounted.  No  doubt  they 
were  similar  to  those  under  which  the  Deacons  were 
appointed.  As  in  the  year  37  the  Apostles  found 
that  the  whole  work  of  the  ministry  was  too  great 
for  them,  and  they  therefore  placed  a  portion  of  it, 
namely,  distributing  alms  to  the  brethren  and 
preaching  Christ  to  the  lieathen,  on  the  deacons, 
so  a  few  years  later  tliey  would  have  found  that 
what  they  still  retained  was  yet  growing  too  bur- 
densome, and  consequently  they  devolved  another 
portion  of  their  ministerial  authority  on  another 
order  of  men.  The  name  of  Presbyter  or  Elder 
implies  that  the  men  selected  were  of  mature  age. 
We  gather  incidentally  that  they  were  ordained  by 
Apostohc  or  other  authority  (xiv.  23,  Tit.  i.  5). 
^e  find  them  associated  with  the  Aiwstles  as  dis- 
iguished  from  the  main  body  of  the  Church 
.cts  XV.  2,  4),  and  again  as  standing  lietween  the 
.postles  and  the  brethren  (xv.  23).  Their  office 
to  pasture  the  Church  of  God  (xx.  28),  to  rule 
(1  Tim.  V.  17)  the  flocks  over  which  the  Holy  Ghost 
had  made  them  overseers  or  bishops  (Acts  xx.  28 ; 
Phil.  i.  1;  1  Tim.  iii.  1,  2;  Tit.  i.  7),  and  to  pray 
with  and  for  the  members  of  their  congregations 
(James  v.  14).  Thus  the  Apostles  would  seem  to 
have  invested  these  Presbyters  with  the  full  powers 
which  they  themselves  exercised,  excepting  only  in 
respect  to  those  functions  which  they  discharged 
in  relation  to  the  general  regimen  of  the  whole 
Church  as  distinct  from  the  several  congregations 
which  formed  the  whole  body.  These  functions 
they  still  reserved  to  themselves.  By  the  year  44, 
therefore,  there  were  in  the  Church  of  Jerusalem 
—  (1)  the  Apostles  holding  the  government  of  the 
whole  body  m  their  own  hands;  (2)  Presbyters 
invested  by  the  Apostles  with  authority  for  con- 
ducting public  worship  in  eaeh  congregation;  (3) 
Deacons  or  Evangelists  similarly  invested  with  the 
lesser  power  of  preaching  and  of  baptizing  unbe- 
lievers, and  of  distributing  the  common  goods 
among  the  brethren.  The  same  order  was  estab- 
hshed  in  the  Gentile  Churches  founded  by  St.  Paul, 
the  only  difference  being  that  those  who  were  called 
Presbyters  in  Jerusalem  bore  indifferently  the  name 
of  Bishops  (Phil.  i.  1;  1  Tim.  iii.  1,  2;  Tit.  i.  7) 
jr  of  Presbyters  (1  Tim.*  v.  17;  Tit.  i.  5)  elsewhere. 
It  was  in  the  Church  of  Jerusalem  that  another 
order  of  the  ministry  found  its  exemplar.  The 
Apostles,  we  find,  remained  in  Jerusalem  (Acts  viii. 
1)  or  in  the  neighborhood  (viii.  14)  till  the  perse- 
3Ution  of  Herod  Agrippa  in  the  year  44.     The 
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death  of  James,  the  son  of  Zebedee,  and  the  im- 
prisonment and  flight  of  Peter,  were  the  signal  for 
the  dispersion  of  the  Apostles.  One  remained  be- 
hind—  James  the  brother  of  the  Lord,  whom  we 
identify  with  the  Apostle,  James  the  son  of  Al- 
phfeus  [James].  He  had  not  the  same  cause  of 
dread  as  the  rest.  His  Judaical  asceticism  and 
general  character  would  have  made  him  an  object 
of  popularity  with  his  countrymen,  and  even  with 
the  Pharisaical  Herod.  He  remained  unmolested, 
and  from  this  time  he  is  the  acknowledged  head 
of  the  Church  of  Jerusalem.  A  consideration 
^f  Acts  xii.  17,  XV.  13,  19,  xxi.  18;  Gal.  ii.  2, 
9,  12;  will  remove  all  doubt  on  tliis  head.  In- 
deed, four  years  before  Herod's  persecution  he  had 
stood,  it  would  seem,  on  a  level  with  Peter  (Gal.  i. 
18,  19;  Acts  ix.  27),  and  it  has  been  thought  that 
he  received  special  instructions  for  the  functions 
which  he  had  to  fulfill  from  the  Lord  himself  ( 1  Cor. 
XV.  7;  Acts  i.  3).  Whatever  his  i)reeminence  was, 
he  appears  to  have  borne  no  special  title  indicating 
it.  The  example  of  the  ilother  Church  of  Jerusa- 
lem was  again  followed  by  the  Pauline  Churches. 
Timothy  and  Titus  had  probably  no  distinctive 
title,  but  it  is  impossible  to  read  the  I'^pistles  ad- 
dressed to  them  without  seeing  that  they  had  an 
authority  superior  to  that  of  tlie  ordinary  bishops 
or  priests  with  regard  to  whose  conduct  and  ordi- 
nation St.  Paul  gives  them  instruction  (1  Tim.  iii., 
V.  17,  19;  Tit.  i.  5).  Thus,  then,  we  see  that 
where  the  Apostles  were  themselves  able  to  superin- 
tend the  Churches  that  they  had  founded,  the 
Church-officers  consisted  of — (1)  Apostles;  (2) 
Bishops  or  Priests;  (3)  Deacons  and  Evangelists. 
When  the  Apostles  were  unable  to  give  personal 
superintendence,  they  delegated  that  power  which 
they  had  in  common  to  one  of  themselves,  as  in 
Jerusalem,  or  to  one  in  whom  they  had  confidence, 
as  at  Ephesus  and  in  Crete.  As  the  Apostles  died 
oflP,  these  Apostolic  Delegates  necessarily  multiplied. 
By  the  end  of  the  first  century,  when  St.  John  was 
the  only  Apostle  that  now  survived,  they  would 
have  been  established  in  every  country,  as  Crete, 
and  in  every  large  town  where  there  were  several 
bishops  or  priests,  such  as  the  seven  towns  of  Asia 
mentioned  in  the  book  of  Revelation.  These  super- 
intendents appear  to  be  addressed  by  St.  John  under 
the  name  of  .4.ngels.  With  St.  John's  death  the 
Apostolic  College  was  extinguished,  and  the  Apos- 
tohc Delegates  or  Angels  were  left  to  fill  their  places 
in  the  government  of  the  Church,  not  with  the  full 
unrestricted  power  of  the  AjK)stles,  but  with  au- 
thority only  to  be  exercised  in  limited  districts.  In 
the  next  century  we  find  that  these  officers  bore 
the  name  of  Bishops,  while  those  who  in  tlie  first 
century  were  called  indifferently  Presbj-ters  or 
Bishops  had  now  only  the  title  of  Presbyters.  We 
conclude,  therefore,  that  the  title  bishop  was  grad- 
ually dropped  by  the  second  order  of  the  ministry, 
and  applied  specifically  to  those  who  represented 
what  James,  Timothy,  and  Titus  had  been  in  the 
Apostolic  age.  Theodoret  says  expressly,  "The 
same  persons  were  anciently  called  promiscuously 
both  bishops  and  presbyters,  whilst  those  who  are 
now  called  bishops  were  called  apostles,  but  shortly 
after  the  name  of  apostle  was  appropriated  to  such 
as  were  apostles  indeed,  and  then  the  name  bishop 
was  given  to  those  before  called  apostles  "  (Com.  in 
1  Tim.  iii.  ] ).  There  are  other  names  found  in 
the  Acts  and  in  the  Epistles  which  the  light  thrown 
backward  by  early  ecclesiastical  history  shows  us 
to  have  been  the  titles  of  those  who  exercised  fune 
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tions  which  were  not  destined  to  continue  in  the 
Church,  but  only  belonging  to  it  while  it  was  be- 
ing brought  into  being  by  help  of  miraculous 
agency.  Such  are  prophets  (Acts  xiii.  1;  Kom. 
xii.  6;  1  Cor.  xii.  28;  Kph.  iv.  11),  whose  function 
was  to  proclaim  and  expound  the  Christian  revela- 
tion, and  to  inteqjret  God's  will,  especially  as  veiled 
in  the  Old  Testament;  teachers  (Acts  xiii.  1;  Horn. 
xii.  7;  1  Cor.  xii.  28;  Eph.  iv.  11)  and  pastors 
(Eph.  iv.  11)  whose  special  work  was  to  instruct 
those  already  admitted  into  the  fold,  as  contrasted 
with  the  evangelists  (ibid.)  who  had  primarily  to 
instruct  the  heathen.  Prophecy  is  one  of  the  ex- 
tram-diiiary  ^apiff/xara  which  were  vouchsafed,  and 
is  to  be  classed  with  the  gifts  of  healing,  of  speak- 
ing ecstatically  with  tongues,  of  interjjretation  of 
tongues,  i.  e.  explanation  of  those  ecstatic  utter- 
ances, and  discernment  of  spirits,  i.  e.  a  power  of 
distinguishing  between  the  real  and  supposed  pos- 
sessors of  spiritual  gifts  (1  Cor.  xii.).  Teaching 
(xapicfm  StSaffKaKlas;  Rom.  xii.  7;  1  Cor.  xii. 
28)  is  one  of  the  ordinary  gifts,  and  is  to  be  classed 
with  the  word  of  wisdom  and  the  word  of  knowl- 
edge (1  Cor.  xii.  8),  perhaps  with  "faith  "  {ib.  9), 
with  the  gift  of  government  {xdpt(T/j,a  Kv^epvT)- 
ffiois,  ib.  28),  and  with  the  gift  of  ministration 
(xctpjc/xa  StaKovias  or  avTi\-(}\peci)s,  Eom.  xii.  7; 
1  Cor.  xii.  28).  These  ;fap/(r^oTa,  whether  extra- 
ordinary or  ordinary,  were  "  divided  to  every  man 
as  the  Spirit  willed,"  according  to  the  individual 
character  of  each,  and  not  officially.  Those  to 
whom  the  gifts  of  prophecy,  teaching,  and  govern- 
ment were  vouchsafed  were  doubtless  selected  for 
the  office  of  Presbyter,  those  who  had  the  gift  of 
ministration  for  the  office  of  Deacon.  In  the 
Apostles  they  all  alike  resided. 

Its  external  Growth.  —  The  3000  souls  that  were 
added  to  the  Apostles  and  to  the  120  brethren  on 
the  day  of  Pentecost  were  increased  daUy  by  new 
converts  (Acts  ii.  47,  v.  14).  These  converts  were 
without  exception  Jews  residing  in  Jerusalem, 
whether  speaking  Greek  or  Hebrew  (vi.  1).  After 
seven  or  eight  yeiirs  a  step  was  made  outwards. 
The  persecution  which  followed  the  martyrdom  of 
Stephen  drove  away  the  adherents  of  the  new 
doctrines,  with  the  exception  of  the  Apostles,  and 
"  they  that  were  scattered  abroad  went  everywhere 
preaching  the  word  "  to  the  Jews  of  the  Dispersion. 
Philip,  ui  his  capacity  of  Evangelist,  preached 
Christ  to  the  Samaritans,  and  admitted  them  into 
the  Church  by  baptism.  In  Philistia  he  made  the 
first  Gentile  convert,  but  this  act  did  not  raise  the 
question  of  the  admission  of  the  Gentiles,  because 
the  Ethiopian  eunuch  was  already  a  proselyte  (viii. 
27),  and  probably  a  proselyte  of  liigliteousness. 
ConieUus  was  a  proselyte  of  the  Gate  (x.  2).  The 
first  purely  Gentile  convert  that  we  hear  of  by 
name  is  Sergius  Paulus  (xiii.  7),  but  we  are  told 
that  Cornelius's  companions  were  (ientiles,  and  by 
their  baptism  the  admission  of  the  (Jentiles  was  de- 
cided l)y  the  agency  of  St.  Peter,  approved  by  the 
Apostles  and  Jewish  Church  (xi.  18),  not,  as  might 
have  been  expected,  by  the  agency  of  St.  Paul. 
This  great  event  took  place  after  the  peace  caused 
by  Caligula's  jiersecutlon  of  the  Jews,  which  oc- 
curred A.  i>.  40  (ix.  31),  and  more  than  a  year  l)e- 
fore  the  famine  in  the  time  of  (JL-mdius,  a.  n.  44 
(xi.  28,  2!)).  (ialilee  had  already  l)een  evangelized 
aa  well  as  Judwa  and  Samaria,  though  the  special 
*gent  in  the  work  is  not  declared  (ix.  31). 

The  history  of  the  growth  of  the  (ientile  Church, 
■0  £ir  as  we  kno  w  it,  is  identical  with  the  history 
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of  St.  Paul.  In  his  three  journeys  he  carried 
Christianity  through  the  chief  cities  of  Asia  Minor 
and  Greece.  His  method  appears  almost  invariably 
to  have  been  this :  he  presented  himself  on  the  Sab- 
bath at  the  Jewish  synagogue,  and  having  first 
preached  the  doctrine  of  a  sufiering  Messiah,  he 
next  identified  Jesus  with  the  Messiah  (xvii.  3). 
His  arguments  on  the  first  head  were  listened  to 
with  patience  by  all ;  those  on  the  second  point 
wrought  conviction  in  some  (xvii.  4),  but  roused 
the  rest  to  persecute  him  (xvii.  5).  On  finding  his 
words  rejected  by  the  Jews,  he  turned  from  them 
to  the  Gentiles  (xviii.  6,  xxviii.  28).  His  captivity 
in  Rome,  a.  d.  63-65,  had  the  effect  of  forming  a 
Church  out  of  the  Jewish  and  Greek  residents  in 
the  imperial  city,  who  seem  to  have  been  joined  by 
a  few  Italians.  His  last  journey  may  have  spread 
the  Gospel  westward  as  far  as  Spain  (Rom.  xv.  28; 
Clemens,  Eusebius,  Jerome,  Chrysostom).  The 
death  of  James  at  Jerusalem  and  of  I'eter  and  Paul 
at  Rome,  a.  d.  67,  leaves  one  only  of  the  Apostles 
presented  distinctly  to  our  view.  In  the  year  70 
Jerusalem  was  captured,  and  l)efore  St.  John  fell 
asleep  in  98,  the  Petrine  and  Pauline  converts,  the 
Churches  of  the  circumcision  and  of  the  imcircum- 
cision,  had  melted  into  one  harmonious  and  accord- 
ant body,  spreading  in  scattered  congregations  at 
the  least  from  Babylon  to  Spain,  and  from  Mac- 
edonia to  Africa.  How  far  Christian  doctrine  may 
have  penetrated  beyond  these  limits  we  do  not  know. 

Its  further  Growth.  —  As  this  is  not  an  ecclesi- 
astical history,  we  can  but  glance  at  it.  There 
were  three  great  impulses  which  enlarged  the  bor- 
ders of  the  Church.  The  first  is  that  which  began 
on  the  day  of  Pentecost,  and  continued  down  to 
the  conversion  of  Constantine.  By  this  the  Roman 
Empire  was  converted  to  Christ,  and  the  Church 
was,  speaking  roughly,  made  conterminous  with 
the  civilized  world.  The  second  impulse  gathered 
within  her  borders  the  hitherto  barbarous  nations 
foniied  by  the  Teutonic  and  Celtic  tribes,  thus 
winning,  or  in  spite  of  the  overthrow  of  the  Empire, 
retaining  the  countries  of  France,  Scotland,  Ire- 
land, England,  I>ombardy,  Germany,  Denmark, 
Sweden,  Norway.  The  third  impulse  gathered  in 
the  Slavonian  nations.  The  first  of  these  impulses 
lasted  to  the  fourth  century;  the  second  to  the 
nintli  century ;  the  third  (beginning  Ijefore  the  sec- 
ond had  ce-ased)  to  the  tenth  and  eleventh  centu- 
ries. We  do  not  reckon  the  Nestorian  missionary 
efforts  in  the  seventh  century  in  Syria,  Persia,  In- 
dia, and  China,  nor  the  post-Reformation  exertions 
of  the  Jesuits  in  the  I'^t  and  W'esX,  Indies,  for 
these  attempts  have  producetl  no  permanent  results. 
Nor,  again,  do  we  sjieak  of  tlie  ett()rts  now  being 
made  in  Africa,  India,  Australia,  New  Zealand,  lie- 
cause  it  has  not  yet  l)een  proved,  except  perhaps  in 
the  case  of  New  Zealand,  whether  they  will  be  suc- 
cessful in  bringing  these  countries  within  the  fold 
of  Christ. 

V.  Alterntums  in  its  Constitutiim.  —  We  have 
said  that  ecclesiastical  authority  resideil  (1)  in  the 
Apostles;  (2)  in  the  Apostles  and  the  Deacons;  (3) 
in  the  Apostles,  the  Presbj-ters,  and  the  Deacons; 
(4)  in  the  Aiwstolic  Delegates,  the  Prt>sbyters,  and 
the  Deacons;  (5)  in  those  who  succeeded  the  Apos- 
tolic Delegates,  the  Presbl^-ters,  and  the  Deacons. 
And  to  these  successors  of  the  Apostolic  Delegates 
came  to  be  appropriated  the  title  of  Bislio]),  which 
was  originally  applied  to  Presbyters.  At  the  com- 
mencement of  the  second  century  and  thencefor- 
wards  Bishops,  Presbj-ters,  and  Deacons  are  the 
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oflScers  of  the  Church  wherever  the  Church  existed. 
Ignatius's  Epistles  (in  their  unadulterated  form), 
and  the  other  records  which  are  preserved  to  us, 
are  on  this  point  decisive.  (See  Pearson's  Vindi- 
cice  Iffiiatiance,  pars  ii.  c.  xiii.  p.  534,  ed.  Churton.) 
Bishops  were  looked  ujwn  as  Christ's  Vicegerents 
(Cyprian,  £p.  65  (or  59)  with  Rigaltius's  notes), 
and  as  having  succeeded  to  the*  Apostles  (id.  Jip. 
69  (or  66)  and  42  (or  45),  Firniilian,  Jerome), 
every  bishop's  see  being  entitled  a  "  sedes  apostpl- 
ica."  They  retained  in  their  own  hands  authority 
over  presbyters  and  the  function  of  ordination,  but 
with  respect  to  each  other  they  were  equals,  whether 
their  see  was  "at  Home  or  at  Eugubium." 

Within  this  equal  college  of  bishops  there  soon 
arose  difference  of  rank  though  not  of  order.  Be- 
low the  city-bishops  there  sprang  up  a  class  of 
country-bishops  (chorepiscopi)  answering  to  the 
archdeacons  of  the  Enghsh  Church,  except  that 
they  had  received  episcopal  consecration  (Ham- 
mond, Beveridge,  Cave,  Bingham),  and  were  en- 
abled to  perform  some  episcopal  acts  with  the  sanc- 
tion of  the  city-bishops.  Their  position  was  am- 
biguous, and  in  the  fifth  century  they  began  to 
decay  and  gradually  died  out. "  Above  the  city- 
bishops  there  were,  in  the  second  century  appar- 
ently, Metropolitans,  and  in  the  third.  Patriarchs 
or  Exarchs.  The  metropolitan  was  the  chief  bishop 
in  the  civil  division  of  the  empire  which  was  called 
a  province  (eVopx^").  His  see  was  at  the  nietrop- 
ohs  of  the  province,  and  he  presided  over  liis  suffra- 
gans with  authority  similar  to,  but  greater  than, 
that  which  is  exercised  in  their  respective  provinces 
by  the  two  archbishops  in  England.  The  authority 
of  the  patriarch  or  exarch  extended  over  the  still 
larger  division  of  the  civil  empu-e  which  was  called 
a  diocese.  The  ecclesiastical  was  framed  in  accord- 
ance with  the  exigencies  and  after  the  model  of  the 
civil  ix)lity.  When  Constantine,  therefore,  divided 
the  empire  into  13  dioceses,  "each  of  which 
equalled  the  just  measure  of  a  powerful  kingdom  " 
(Gibbon,  c.  xviii.),  the  Church  came  to  be  distrib- 
uted into  13  (including  the  city  and  neighborhood 
of  Rome,  14)  diocesan,  or,  as  we  should  say,  na- 
tional churches.  There  was  no  external  bond  of 
government  to  hold  these  churches  together.  They 
were  indeiiendent  self-nded  wholes,  combined  to- 
gether into  one  greater  whole  by  having  one  invis- 
ible Head  and  one  animating  Spirit,  by  maintain- 
ing each  the  same  faith  and  exercising  each  the 
same  discipline.  The  only  authority  which  they 
recognized  as  capable  of  controlling  their  separate 
action,  was  that  of  an  Gicumenical  Council  com- 
posed of  delegates  from  each ;  and  these  CouncUs 
passed  canon  after  canon  forbidding  the  interference 
of  the  bishop  of  any  one  diocese,  that  is,  district, 
or  country,  with  the  bishop  of  any  other  diocese. 
"  Bishops  outside  a  '  diocese '  are  not  to  invade  the 
Churches  across  the  borders,  nor  bring  confusion 
mto  the  Churches,"  says  the  second  canon  of  the 
Council  of  Constantinople,  "lest,"  says  the  eighth 
canon  of  the  Council  of  P^phesus,  "the  pride  of 
worldly  power  be  introduced  under  cover  of  the 
priestly  function,  and  by  little  and  Uttle  we  be  de- 
prived of  the  Uberty  which  our  I^rd  Jesus  Christ, 
the  deliverer  of  all  men,  has  given  us  by  his  own 


«  An  attempt  was  made  to  resuscitate  this  class  in 
England,  under  the  title  of  sufifragan  bishops,  by  the 
stiU  unrepealed  26th  Ueury  VIU.  c.  14,  by  which 
twenty-3ix  to-.vns  were  named  as  the  seats  of  bishops, 
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blood."  *  But  there  was  a  stronger  power  at  work 
than  any  which  could  be  controlled  by  canons. 
Home  and  Constantinople  were  each  the  seats  of 
imperial  power,  and  symptoms  soon  began  to  ap- 
pear that  the  patriarchs  of  the  imperial  cities  were 
rival  claimants  of  imiMrial  power  in  the  Church. 
Rome  was  in  a  better  position  for  the  struggle  than 
Constantinople,  for,  besides  having  the  prestige  of 
being  Old  Rome,  she  was  also  of  Apostolic  founda- 
tion. Constantinople  could  not  boast  an  Apostle 
as  her  founder,  and  she  was  but  New  Rome.  Still 
the  imperial  power  was  strong  in  the  East  when  it 
had  fallen  in  the  West,  and  furthermore  the  Coun- 
cil of  Chalcedon  had  so  far  dispensed  ■with  the 
canons  and  with  precedent  in  respect  to  Constanti- 
nople as  to  grant  the  patriarch  jurisdiction  over 
three  dioceses,  to  establish  a  right  of  appeal  to  Con- 
stantinople from  any  part  of  the  Church,  and  to 
confirm  the  decree  of  the  second  Council,  which 
elevated  the  see  of  Constantinople  above  that  of 
Alexandria  and  of  Antioch.  It  wa-s  by  the  Pope 
of  Constantinople  that  the  first  overt  attempt  at 
erecting  a  Papal  Monarchy  was  made;  and  by  the 
Pope  of  Rome,  in  consequence,  it  was  fiercely  and 
indignantly  denounced.  John  of  Constantinople, 
said  Gregory  the  Great,  was  destroying  the  patri- 
archal system  of  government  (lib.  v.  43;  ix.  68); 
by  assuming  the  profane  appellation  of  Universal 
Bishop  he  was  anticipating  Antichrist  (hb.  vii.  27, 
33),  invading  the  rights  of  Christ,  and  imitating 
the  Devil  (lib.  v.  18).  John  of  Constantinople 
failed.  The  successors  of  Gregory  adopted  as  their 
own  the  claims  which  John  had  not  been  able  to 
assert,  and  on  the  basis  of  the  False  Decretals  of 
Isidore,  and  of  Gratian's  Decretum,  Nicholas  I., 
Gregory  VII.,  and  Innocent  III.  reared  the  struct- 
ure of  the  Roman  in  place  of  the  Constantinopolitan 
Papal  Monarchy.  From  this  time  the  federal 
character  of  the  constitution  of  the  Church  was 
overthrown.  In  the  West  it  became  whoUy  des- 
potic, and  in  the  F^ast,  though  the  theory  of  aris- 
tocratical  government  was  and  is  maintained,  the 
stiU-cherished  title  of  Oecumenical  Patriarch  indi- 
cates that  it  is  weakness  which  has  prevented  Con- 
stantinople from  erecting  at  least  an  Eastern  if  she 
could  not  an  Universal  Monarchy.  In  the  six- 
teenth century  a  further  change  of  constitution 
occurred.  A  great  part  of  Europe  revolted  from 
the  Western  despotism.  The  Churches  of  Fjigland 
and  Sweden  returned  to,  or  rather  retained,  the 
episcopal  form  of  government  after  the  model  of  the 
fiirst  centuries.  In  parts  of  Germany,  of  F'rance, 
of  Switzerland,  and  of  Great  Britain,  a  Presbyte- 
rian, or  still  less  defined  form  was  adopted,  while 
Rome  tightened  her  hold  on  her  yet  remaining  sub- 
jects, and  by  destroying  aU  peculiarities  of  national 
liturgy  and  custom,  and  by  depressing  the  order 
of  bishops  except  as  interpreters  of  her  decrees,  con- 
verted that  part  of  the  Church  over  which  she  had 
sway  into  a  jealous  centralized  absolutism. 

VI.  The  existing  Church.  —  Its  members  fall 
into  three  broadly-marked  groups,  the  Greek 
Churches,  the  Latin  Churches,  the  Teutonic 
Churches.  The  orthodox  Greek  Church  consists 
of  the  Patriarchate  of  Constantinople  with  135  sees, 
of  Alexandria  with  4  sees,  of  Antioch  with  16  sees, 

who  were  to  act  under  the  bishops  of  the  diocese  in 
which  they  were  situated. 

b  See  Canons  v.,  vi.  of  Nicaxi ;  ii.,  iii.,  vi.  of  Constan- 
tinople ;  i.,  viii.  of  Ephesus ;  be.,  xrii.,  xxvii.,  xxx.  of 
Chalcedon. 
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of  Jerusalem  with  13  sees,  of  the  Russian  Church 
with  65  sees;  besides  whicli,  there  are  in  Cyprus 
I  sees,  in  Austria  11  sees,  in  Mount  Sinai  1  see,  in 
Montenegro  1  see,  in  Greece  24  sees.  To  tliese 
must  be  added,  (1.)  the  Nestorian  or  Chaldaean 
Church,  once  spread  from  China  to  the  Tigris,  and 
from  Lalie  Baikal  to  Cape  Comorin,  and  ruled  by 
twenty-tive  Metropolitans  and  a  Patriarch  possess- 
ing a  plenitude  of  power  equal  to  that  of  Innocent 
III.  (Keale,  Eastei-n  Church,  i.  143),  but  now 
shrunk  to  16  sees.  (2.)  The  Christians  of  St. 
Thomas  under  the  Bishop  of  Malabar.  (3.)  The 
Syrian  Jacobites  under  the  Patriarch  of  Antioch 
resident  at  Caramit  or  Diarbekir.  (4.)  The  Mar- 
onites  with  9  sees.  (5.)  The  Copts  with  13  sees. 
(6.)  The  savage,  but  yet  Christian  Abyssinians, 
and  (7.)  the  Armenians,  the  most  inteUigent  and 
active  minded,  but  at  the  same  time  the  most  dis- 
tracted body  of  I'^stern  believers. 

The  I^tin  Churches  are  those  of  Italy  with  262 
sees,  of  Spain  with  54,  of  France  with  81,  of  Por- 
tugal with  17,  of  Belgium  and  Holland  with  11, 
of  Austria  with  64,  of  Germany  with  24,  of  Switz- 
erland with  5.  Besides  these,  the  authority  of  the 
Boman  See  is  acknowledged  by  63  Asiatic  bishops, 
10  African,  136  American,  43  British,  and  36 
Prelates  scattered  through  the  countries  where  the 
Church  of  Greece  is  predominant. 

The  Teutonic  Churches  consist  of  the  Anglican 
communion  with  48  sees  in  Europe,  51  in  Canada, 
America,  and  the  West  Indies,  8  in  Asia,  8  in 
Africa,  and  15  in  Australia  and  Oceanica;  of  the 
Church  of  Norway  and  Sweden,  with  17  sees ;  of 
the  Churches  of  Denmark,  Prussia,  Holland,  Scot- 
land, and  scattered  congregations  elsewhere.  The 
members  of  the  Greek  Churches  are  supjwsed  to 
number  80,000,000 ;  of  the  Teutonic  and  Protestant 
Churches  90,000,000;  of  the  l^itin  Churches  170,- 
000,000 ;  making  a  total  of  25  i)er  cent,  of  the  pop- 
ulation of  the  glol)e. 

VII.  Dtjinitioiis  of  the  Church.  —  The  Greek 
Church  gives  the  following :  "  The  Church  is  a 
divinely  instituted  community  of  men,  united  by 
the  orthodox  faith,  the  law  of  God,  the  hierarchy, 
and  the  Sacraments"  {Full  Catechhm  of  the  Or- 
thodox, CaOwlic,  Enslern  Church,  Moscow,  1839). 
The  I>atin  Chiu-ch  defines  it  "  the  company  of 
Christians  knit  together  by  the  profession  of  the 
same  faith  and  the  communion  of  the  same  sacra- 
ments, under  the  government  of  lawful  pastors,  and 
especially  of  the  Koman  bishop  as  the  only  Vicar 
of  Christ  upon  earth"  (Bellarm.  De  Eccl.  Mil.  iii. 
2;  see  also  Devoti  In»t.  Canon.  1,  §  iv.,  Komfe, 
1818).  The  Church  of  England,  "  a  congregation 
of  faithful  men  in  which  tlie  pure  word  of  God  is 
preached,  and  the  Sacraments  be  duly  ministered 
according'to  Christ's  ordinance  in  all  those  things 
that  of  necessity  are  requisite  to  the  same  "  (Art. 
xix.).  'ITie  Lutheran  Church,  "  a  congregation  of 
saints  in  which  the  Gospel  is  rightly  taught  and 
the  sacraments  rightly  administered"  (Corfessio 
Auf/uslnna,  1631,  Art.  vii.).  The  (."onfessio  Hel- 
vetica, "a  coftgregation  of  faithful  men  called,  or 
collected  out  of  the  world,  the  communion  of  all 
saints"  (Art.  xvii.).  The  Confessio  Saxonica,  "a 
congregation  of  ipen  embracing  the  (iospel  of 
Christ,  and  rightly  using  the  Sacraments "  (.\rt. 
xii.).  The  Confessio  Belgica,  "a  true  congrega- 
tion, or  assembly  of  all  faithful  t^hristians  who  look 
for  the  whole  of  their  salvation  from  Jesus  Christ 
alone,  as  being  washed  by  his  blood,  and  sanctified 
and  sealed  by  his  Spirit"  (.\rt.  xxvii.). 
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These  definitions  show  the  difficulty  in  which  the 
different  sections  of  the  divided  Church  find  them- 
selves in  framing  a  definition  which  will  at  once 
accord  with  the  statements  of  Holy  Scripture,  and 
be  applicable  to  the  pre8e]it  state  of  the  Christian 
world.  We  have  seen  that  according  to  the  Script- 
ural view  the  Church  is  a  holy  kingdom,  estab- 
lished by  God  on  earth,  of  which  Christ  is  the 
invisible  King  —  it  is  a  divinely  organized  body, 
the  members  of  which  are  knit  together  amongst 
themselves,  and  joined  to  Christ  their  Head,  by  the 
Holy  Spirit,  who  dwells  in  and  animates  it;  it  is 
a  spiritual  but  \isible  society  of  men  united  by 
constant  succession  to  those  who  were  personally 
united  to  the  Ajwstles,  holding  the  same  faith  that 
the  Ajwstles  held,  administering  the  same  sacra- 
ments, and  like  them  forming  separate,  but  only 
locally  separate,  assemblies,  for  the  public  worship 
of  God.  This  is  the  Church  according  to  the 
Divine  intention.  But  as  God  permits  men  to  mar 
the  {perfection  of  his  designs  in  their  behalf,  and 
as  men  have  both  corrupted  the  doctrines  and 
broken  the  unity  of  the  Church,  we  must  not  ex- 
pect to  see  the  Church  of  Holy  Scripture  actually 
existing  in  its  perfection  on  eartli.  It  is  not  to  be 
found,  thus  perfect,  either  in  the  collected  frag- 
ments of  Christendom,  or  still  less  in  any  one  of 
these  fragments  ;  though  it  is  possible  that  one  of 
those  fragments  more  than  another  may  approach 
the  Scriptural  and  Apostolic  ideal  which  existed 
only  imtil  sin,  heresy,  and  schism,  had  time  suffi- 
ciently to  develop  themselves  to  do  their  work.  It 
has  been  questioned  by  some  whether  Hooker,  in 
his  anxious  desire  after  charity  and  liberality,  has 
not  founded  his  definition  of  the  Church  upon  too 
wide  a  basis ;  but  it  is  certain  that  he  has  pointed 
out  the  true  principle  on  which  the  definition  must 
be  framed  (Eccl.  Pol.  v.  68,  6).  As  in  defining  a 
man,  he  says,  we  pass  by  those  qualities  wlierein 
one  man  excels  another,  and  take  only  those  essen- 
tial properties  whereby  a  man  differs  from  creatures 
of  other  kinds,  so  in  defining  the  Church,  which  is 
a  technical  name  for  the  professors  of  the  Christian 
religion,  we  must  fix  our  attention  solely  on  that 
which  makes  the  Christian  religion  differ  from  the 
reUgions  which  are  not  Christian.  This  difference 
is  constituted  by  the  Christian  religion  having  Jesus 
Christ,  his  revelation,  and  his  precepts  for  the  ob- 
ject of  its  contemplations  and  the  motive  of  its 
actions.  The  Church,  therefore,  consists  of  all  who 
acknowledge  the  Lord  Jesus  Christ  the  blessed 
Saviour  of  mankind,  who  give  credit  to  his  Gospel, 
and  who  hold  his  sacraments,  the  seals  of  eternal 
life,  in  honor.  To  go  further,  would  Ije  not  to 
define  the  Church  by  that  which  makes  it  to  be 
what  it  is,  i.  e.  to  declare  the  brinr/  of  the  Church, 
but  to  define  it  by  accidents,  which  may  conduce 
to  its  ictll  being,  but  do  not  touch  its  innermost 
nature.  From  this  view  of  the  Church  the  impor- 
tant consequence  follows,  that  all  the  baptized  be- 
long to  tlie  visible  Church,  whatever  be  their 
divisions,  crimes,  misbeliefs,  provided  only  they  are 
not  plain  apostates,  and  directly  deny  and  utteriv 
reject  the  Christian  faith,  a?  far  as  the  sjune  n 
professedly  different  from  infidelity.  "  Heretics  M 
tf)uching  those  points  of  doctrine  in  which  they 
fail;  schismatics  as  touching  the  quarrels  for  which, 
or  thie  duties  in  which  they  divide  themselves  firom 
their  brethren;  loose,  licentious,  and  wicked  pfi- 
sons,  as  touching  their  several  offences  or  crimes, 
have  all  forsaken  the  true  Church  of  (Jod  —  the 
Church  which  is  sound  and  sincere  in  the  doctrtnf 
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irhich  they  corrupt,  the  Church  that  keepeth  the 
bond  of  unity  which  they  violate,  the  Church  that 
walketh  in  the  laws  of  righteousness  which  they 
transgress,  this  very  true  Church  of  Christ  they 
have  left  —  howbeit,  not  altogether  left  nor  forsaken 
simply  the  Church,  upon  the  foundation  of  which 
they  continue  built,  notwithstanding  these  breaches 
whereby  they  are  rent  at  the,  top  asunder"  (v. 
68,  7). 

VIII.  The  Faith,  Attributes,  and  Notes  of  the 
Church.  —  The  Nicene  Creed  is  the  esijecial  and 
authoritative  exponent  of  the  Church's  faith,  having 
been  adopted  as  such  by  the  (Ecumenical  Councils 
of  Nicsea  and  Constantinople,  and  ever  afterwards 
regarded  as  the  sacred  summary  of  Christian  doc- 
truie.  We  have  the  Western  form  of  the  same 
Creed  in  that  which  is  called  the  Creed  of  the 
Apostles  —  a  name  probably  derived  from  its  hav- 
ing been  the  local  Creed  of  Kome,  which  was  the 
chief  Apostolic  see  of  the  West.  An  expansion  of 
the  .same  Creed,  made  in  order  to  meet  the  Arian 
errors,  is  found  in  the  Creed  of  St.  Athanasius. 
The  Confessions  of  Faith  of  the  Synod  of  Bethlehem 
(a.  d.  1G7'2),  of  the  Council  of  Trent  (commonly 
known  as  Pope  Pius'  Creed,  A.  d.  1504),  of  the 
Synod  of  I^ndon  (.v.  v.  1562),  of  Augsburg,  Swit- 
zerbnd,  Saxony,  &c.,  stand  on  a  lower  level,  as 
binding  on  the  members  of  certain  portions  of  the 
Church,  but  not  being  the  Church's  Creeds.  The 
attributes  of  the  Church  are  drawn  from  the  ex- 
pressions of  the  Creeds.  The  Church  is  described 
as  One,  Holy,  Catholic,  Apostolic.  Its  Unity  con- 
sists in  having  one  object  of  worship  (Eph.  iv.  6), 
one  Head  (Eph.  iv.  15),  one  body  (Rom.  xii.  5), 
one  Spirit  (Eph.  iv.  4),  one  faith  (ib.  13),  hope  (ib. 
4),  love  (1  Cor.  xiii.  13),  the  same  sacraments  (ib. 
X.  17),  discipline  and  worship  (Acts  ii.  42).  Its 
HoUness  depends  on  its  Head  and  Spirit,  the  means 
of  grace  wliich  it  offers,  and  the  holiness  that  it 
demands  of  its  membei-s  (Eph.  iv.  24).  Its  Catho- 
licity coasists  in  its  being  composed  of  many 
national  Churches,  not  confined  as  the  Jewish 
Church  to  one  country  (Mark  xvi.  15) ;  in  its 
enduring  to  the  end  of  time  (Matt,  xxviii.  20);  in 
its  tttiehing  the  whole  truth,  and  having  at  its 
disposal  all  the  means  of  grax;e  vouchsafed  to  man. 
Its  Apostolicity  in  being  built  on  the  foundation 
of  the  Apostles  (Eph.  ii.  2t)),  and  continuing  in 
their  doctrine  and  fellowship  (Acts  ii.  42).  The 
•notes  of  the  Church  are  given  by  Bellarmine  and 
theologians  of  his  school,  as  being  the  title  "  Cath- 
ohc,"  antiquity,  succession,  extent,  papal  succession, 
primitive  doctrine,  miity,  sanctity,  efficacy  of  doc- 
trme,  holiness  of  its  authors,  miracles,  prophecy, 
confession  of  foes,  unhappy  end-  of  opponents,  tem- 
poral good-fortune  (Bellarm.  Contr.  torn.  ii.  lib.  iv. 
p.  12;j-J,  Ingoldst,  1580):  by  Dean  Field  as  (1)  the 
complete  profession  of  the  Christian  faith ;  (2)  the 
use  of  certaui  appointed  ceremonies  and  sacraments ; 
(3)  the  union  of  men  in  their  profession  and  in  the 
use  of  thase  sacraments  under  lawful  pastors  ( Of 
the  Church,  bk.  ii.  c.  ii.  p.  05).  It  is  evident  that 
the  notes  by  which  the  Church  is  supposed  to  be 
distinguished  must  differ  according  to  the  definition 
of  the  Clmrch  accepted  by  the  theologian  who 
assigns  them,  because  the  true  notes  of  a  thing 
must  necessarily  be  the  essential  properties  of  that 
thing.  But  each  theologian  is  likely  to  assume 
those  particulars  in  which  he  believes  his  own 
branch  or  part  of  the  Church  to  excel  others  as  the 
notes  of  the  Church  Universal. 

IX.  Distinctions.  —  "  For  lack  of  diligent  ob- 
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serving  the  differences  first  between  the  Church  of 
God  mystical  and  visible,  then  between  the  visible 
sound  and  corrupted,  sometimes  more,  sometimes 
less,  the  oversights  are  neither  few  nor  light  that 
have  been  committed"  (Hooker,  £ccl.  Pol.  iii.  1, 
9).  The  word  Church  is  employed  to  designate 
(1)'  the  place  in  which  Christians  assemble  to 
worship  (possibly  1  Cor.  xiv.  19);  (2)  a  household 
of  Christians  (Col.  iv.  15);  (3)  a  congregation  of 
Christians  assembling  from  time  to  time  for  worehip, 
but  generally  living  apart  from  each  other  (Kom. 
xvi.  1);  (4)  a  body  of  Christians  living  in  one  city 
assembling  for  worship  in  different  congregations 
and  at  different  times  (1  Cor.  i.  2);  (5)  a  body  of 
Christians  residing  in  a  district  or  country  (2  Cor. 
i.);  (6)  the  whole  visible  Church,  including  sound 
and  unsound  members,  that  is,  all  the  baptized 
professors  of  Christianity,  orthodox,  heretical,  and 
schismatical,  moral  or  immoral ;  (7 )  the  visible 
Church  exclusive  of  the  manifestly  unsound  raem- 
bei-s,  that  is,  consisting  of  those  who  appear  to  be 
orthodox  and  pious;  (8)  the  mystical  or  invisible 
Church,  that  is,  the  body  of  the  elect  known  to 
God  alone  who  are  ui  very  deed  justified  and  sancti- 
fied, and  never  to  be  plucked  out  of  their  Saviour's 
hands,  com}X)sed  of  the  Church  Triumphant  and 
of  some  members  of  the  Church  Militant  (.John  x. 
28;  Heb.  xii.  22);  (9)  the  Church  MiUtant,  that 
is,  the  Church  in  its  warfare  on  earth  —  identical 
therefore  with  the  Church  visible;  (10)  the  Church 
Triumphant,  consistuig  of  those  who  have  passed 
from  this  world,  exjiectaut  of  glory  now  in  paradise, 
and  to  be  glorified  hereafter  in  heaven.  The  word 
may  be  fairly  used  in  any  of  these  senses,  but  it  is 
plain  that  if  it  is  employed  by  controvei-siaUsts 
without  a  clear  understanding  in  which  sense  it  is 
used,  mextricable  confusion  must  arise.  And  such 
in  fact  has  been  the  case.  F.  M. 

*  The  list  of  works  relating  to  the  Church,  sub- 
joined to  this  article  in  the  English  edition,  has 
here  been  greatly  enlarged  and  more  strictly  clas- 
sified by  Professor  H.  B.  Smith,  D.  D.,  of  the 
Union  Theological  Seminary,  N.  Y.  The  Uterature 
of  the  different  religious  confessions  is  more  equally 
represented.  H. 

*  X.  Literature.  The  Nature  and  Constitit- 
tion  of  the  Church :  Cyprian,  De  Unitate  L'cclesice, 
0pp.  FeU's  ed.  Oxf.  1700,  Paris,  1726,  Goldhorn's 
ed.  Leips.  1838 ;  Krabinger's  ed.  of  the  De  Unitate, 
1853 ;  transl.  in  Oxf.  Lib.  of  Fathers ;  comp.  Nevin 
in  Mercersburg  Rev.  1852-3,  and  Huther,  Cy- 
prian's Lehre,  1839.  Optatus  of  Mileve,  De 
Schismate  Donatist.  Vincentius  of  I^erins,  Com- 
nwnitorium  adv.  Hcereses,  ed.  Herzog,  1839 ;  transl. 
Oxf.  1841.  Augustine,  De  Unitate  Ecclesim.  Hus, 
Tractatus  de  Ecclesia.  Roman  Catholic 
Theory;  Bellarmine,  De  Conciliis  et  Ecclesia 
(Disps.  i.  1084,  Ingolstadt  ed.  1580);  Notes  m 
Church,  Holdsworth's  ed.  repr.  1840.  Tliomassin, 
Vetus  et  Nova  EcclesicB  DiscipUna,  Luc«,  1728. 
Mohler,  Die  Einheit  in  der  Kirche,  Tiibing.  1825. 
H.  Klee,  Treatise  on  the  Church,  transl.  by  Ed. 
Cox,  U.  D.,  I^nd.  1827.  F.  Oberthiir,  Idea  Bibl. 
EccksuB   Dei,  2d  ed.  6  vol.    Sulzbach,  1817-28. 

LUTHERAX    AND    KEFORMED     (PRESBYTERIAN) 

Theory  :  Calvin,  Institutes,  iv.  1—4.  Kiistliu, 
Luther''s  Lehre  von  der  Kirche,  Stuttg.  1853. 
Gerhard,  Loci,  tom.  xii.  Th.  Beza,  De  Verts  et 
Visibilibus  Eccl.  Cath.  Notis,  Genev.  1579.  Ph. 
Mornay,  Tr.  de  VEylise,  Lond.  1575.  Van  der 
Marck,  Led.  Acad,  ii.,  iii.  Stahl,  Kirchenverfas- 
sung  nach  Recht  und  Lehre  der  Protestanten,  1840. 


460 


CHURCH 


Kist,  Die  chrlsil.  Kivche  (from  the  Dutch),  Leips. 
1838.  Petersen,  Die  hhe  der  dnistl.  K.  3  Bde. 
Leips.  1839-44.  Th.  Kliefotli,  Acht  Biicher  von  der 
Kirche,  1854.  Lohe,  JJrei  Biicher  von  d.  Kirche, 
1845.  Delitzsch,  Vier  Biicher  von  d.  Kirche, 
1847.  J.  W.  F.  Hcfling,  Grvndsdize  d.  evang. 
Kirchenverfassung,  2«  Aufl.  I'Maiig.  1851.  L.  Rich- 
ter,  GescJi.  der  evung.  Kiichenverfassung  in  Deut- 
schland,  1851.  Scherer,  Esquisse  d^une  Theorie 
de  rEylise  direiienne,  Paris,  1845.  Julius  Miiller, 
Die  unsichtbm-e  und  die  sichtbnre  Kirche,  Deutsche 
Zeitschrift,  1850.  Miinchmeyer,  Die  unsichtbnre 
und  sichtbare  Kirche,  Getting.  1854.  G.  V.  Lechler, 
Gesch.  der  Presbyt.  Vtrfassung  seit  der  Refonnn- 
tion,  Leyden  (prize  essay),  1854.  Vitringa,  De 
Synagoga -Vetere  libii  Ires,  Leucop.  1726.  Blondel, 
De  Episoopis,  etc.  Planck,  Gesch.  d.  chr.-kirchl. 
Gesellscha/lsver/assung,  5  Bde.  1805-9.  Ziegler, 
Gesch.  d.  Kirchenverfassung,  1825.  Peter  King, 
Inquiry  into  the  Const,  of  Prim.  Church,  1712. 
George  Gillespie,  Aarmi's  Itod  Blussoniing,  etc. 
Lond.  1646.  Ed.  Calamy,  Vind.  of  Presb.  Gov. 
1654.  Jtis  Divinum  Jiegiminis  Ecdesics,  1646. 
N.  Y.  1844.  Ayton's  Original  Const,  of  Church. 
Rutherford,  Right  of  Presbyteries.  D.  King,  Ex- 
pos, of  Presb.  Gov.  Edinb.  1853.  J.  M.  Mason, 
Essays  on  Church.  Hetherington's  Hist.  West- 
minster Assembly.  Ghas.  Hodge,  On  the  Church,  in 
Princeton  Review,  1853-5.  Essays  on  the  Prim- 
itive Church  Officers,  New  York,  1851.  L.  Cole- 
man, The  AjMstoUcal  and  Primitive  Church,  2d 
ed.  Bost.  1844.  Thos.  Smyth,  Presbytery  and  not 
Prelacy,  1840.  William  Cunningham,  Discus- 
sions on,  Church  Principles,  Edinb.  1863.  W.  D. 
KiUen,  The  Ancient  Church,  1801.      Congkega- 

TIONALISM  AND  IXDKI'KNDENCY :  John  Cotton, 
Doctrine  of  Church,  1643-8.  Owen's  Woi-ks,  vols. 
XV.,  xvi.  Thos.  Goodwin's  Works,  vol.  vi.  Thos. 
Hooker,  Church  Discipline,  1648.  John  Wise, 
Gov.  of  Church,  1715,  1860.  Kobinson's  Just  and 
Necessary  Apology,  Works,  i.  S.  Davidson,  Eccl. 
Polity  N.  Test.  Congl.  l>ects.  vol.  xiii.  Lond.  A. 
C.  Dick,  Church  Polity,  2d  ed.  1851.  Cambridge 
and  Saybrook  Platforms.  The  Works  of  Upham, 
Punchard,  Dexter  (1865).  Ei'iscorAL  Church: 
Cranmer,  Works,  i.  376,  ii.  11,  Camb.  1843.  Kid- 
ley,  Conference  with  Latimer,  p.  122,  Cambr.  1843. 
Hoojier,  Works,  ii.  41,  Cambr.  1852.  Becon, 
Works,  i.  293,  u.  41,  Camb.  1843.  Hooker,  Eccl. 
Polity,  iii.  1,  v.  68,  78.  Andrewes,  Woi-ks,  viii. 
Oxf.  1854.  K.  Field,  BL  of  Church,  Cambr.  1847- 
52.  Thos.  Jackson,  Works,  xii.  Lond.  I^aud,  Con- 
ference with  Fisher,  Oxf.  1849.  Jeremy  Taylor, 
Works,  v.  Lond.  1849.  Bramhall,  Works,  i.-iii. 
Oxf.  1842.  Thorndike,  Works,  i.-vi.  Oxf.  1844. 
Bilson's  Perpetual  Gov.  1693.  John  liogers.  Visi- 
ble and  Invisible  Church,  2d  ed.  1719.  R.  Sander- 
son, The  Church,  ed.  W.  Goode.  G.  Hickes, 
Treatises,  3  vols.  1847.  K.  Cosin,  Eccl.  Angl. 
Politeia,  1G84.  Pearson,  on  Art.  JX.  of  Creed; 
Browne,  on  same,  N.  Y.  1805.  StQlingfleet,  Ireni- 
cum.  Works,  iii.  Treatises  by  Abps.  Wake,  Potter 
(8th  ed.  1852),  and  Whately,  Kingdom  of  Christ, 
N.  Y.  1841.  Slater's  Original  Draft,  1717,  1830. 
Crakanthorp,  Defensio  Eccl.  Angl.  new  ed.  1847. 
Courayer,  English  Ordinations,  new  ed.  1840.  A. 
Litton,  The  Church,  etc.  Lond.  1851,  N.  Y.  1856. 
W.  Palmer,  Treatise  on  the  Church,  3d  ed.  2  vols. 
1842.  W.  Goodc,  Vind.  Ch.  Engl.  1851,  N.  Y.  1853. 
Arnold,  Fragment  on  Church,  in  Miscellaneous 
Works,  1850.  Coleridge,  lAy  Sermons.  The  An- 
tiquities of  Bingham,  Bates,  Kiddle.  Hook's  Church 
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Dictionary,  1852.  J.  J.  Blunt,  Const,  of  Earlg 
Church.  Kaye,  Gov.  and  Disapline  first  Three 
Centuries,  Lond.  1855.  Wordsworth,  Theophilus 
Anglicanus.  Ix)nd.  1857;  N.  Y.  1858;  in  French 
1861. 

Church  and  State.  De  Marca,  De  Concor- 
dia Sacerdotii  et  Imperii,  Paris,  1663.  Cenni, 
Monumenta  Domimttiimis  Pontif  2  vols.  4to,  Kom. 
1760-61.  Bellarniine,  De  Potest.  Rom.  Pontif. 
Kome,  1618.  Theiner,  Codex  Diplomaticus,  3  vols, 
fol.  Rome,  1802.  Gosselin,  Poicer  of  PoiJes,  etc.  2 
vols.  Bait.  1860. '  De  Dominis,  De  Rejnib.  EccL 
Fraiicof.  1617-1668.  Pithou,  Les  Libertes  de 
P  Eglise  GalUcane,  I'aris,  1594.  Bossuet,  Defensio 
Declarationis,  1730.  Dupin,  Trail£  de  la  Puis- 
sance eccles.  et  tempoi-eUe,  1707.  Dupin,  Manuel 
du  Droit  eccles.  Paris,  4th  ed.  1845.  Febronius, 
De  Statu  Ecclesia,  2  vols.  2d  ed.  1770.  Scharpff, 
Entstehunp  des  Kirchenstaats,  1854,  transl.  Bait. 
1860.  Sugenheim,  Gesch.  des  Kirchenstaats,  1854. 
Hasse,  Vereinigung  der  geistl.  und  welt.  Obergewalt, 
1855.  Btihmer,  Entstehung  des  Kirchenstaats, 
1753;  De  Jure  Episc.  Princijmm  evangel.  Hal. 
1712.  Zacharise,  Einheit  des  Staats  und  der 
Kirche,  1797.  C.  Kiffel,  Geschichtliche  DarsieU 
lung  des  Verhdltnisses,  Mainz,  1836.  Dillinger, 
The  Church  and  Churches,  transl.  1803.  De 
Maistre,  Du  Pape.  Dupanloup,  La  Souverainete 
Pontificale,  2d  ed.  Paris,  1800.  F.  P.  Kenrick, 
Primacy  of  the  Holy  See,  Pliil.  1845.  McCUntock, 
Temporal  Power,  etc.  Vinet,  Essoi  sur  la  Man- 
ifestation des  Convictioms  relig.  I'aris,  1826 ;  Sur 
la  Conscience,  etc.  1829.  Abp.  Wake,  The  Au- 
thotity  of  Princes,  1697.  S.  Rutherford,  Lex  Rex, 
I>ond.  1644.  Warburton,  Alliance  Church  and 
State,  1736.  Hobbes,  Leviathan,  1608.  J.  R.  Prety- 
man,  Ch.  of  Engl,  and  Erastianism,  1854.  H.  W. 
Wilberforce,  History  of  Erastianism,  1851.  Glad- 
stone, State  in  Relation  to  Church,  2  vols.  4th  ed. 
1841 ;  Church  Prindples,  1840.  Pusey,  Royal  Su- 
premacy, 1847.  Coleridge,  Constitution  of  Church 
and  State,  1830.  Maurice,  Kingdom  of  Christ, 
N.  Y.  repr.  1838.  Thos.  Arnold,  Principles  Church 
Ref  1833.  Chalmers,  Natiomd  Churches,  1838. 
Wardlaw,  National  Church  Establishments,  1839. 

General  Church  History.  Eusebius,  Soc- 
rates, Sozomen,  etc.  Camb.  1720 ;  transl.  6  vols.  \xmA. 
1838.  Rufinus,  Hist.  EccL  (contin.  Eus.)  Rom.  1740- 
41.  Annals  of  Gregory  of  Tours,  Yen.  Bede,  Adam 
of  Bremen,  Nicephorus.Callisti,  etc.  Roman  (Jath- 
oLic  Historians:  Baronius,  Annales  Eccles.  cont. 
by  Raynaldus,  Bzovius,  Mansi,  38  vols.  fol.  Lucse, 
1738-59.  Natalis  Alexander,  Hist.  Eccl.  Paris, 
8  vols.  fol.  1699.  Mansi,  Cimdlimum  Collectio, Flor- 
ence, 31  vols.  fol.  1759  ff.  Fleury,  Hist.  Eccles. 
cont.  Fabre,  36  torn.  Paris,  1691-1740.  Sacharelli,  6 
torn.  4to,  Rom.  1773-95.  Stolberg,  Gesch.  d.  Relig. 
Jesu,  cont.  v.  Kerz.  38  Bde.  1825-34.  Dillinger, 
Gesch.  d.  K.  transl.  4  vols.  Lond.  1840-8.  Kitter, 
Ifandbuch,^  Bde.  6th  ed.  1854;  Alzog,  5th  ed. 
1850.  Kohrbacher,  Hist.  Univ.  de  l'£glise,  29 
tomes,  Paris,  1842  ff. ;  Hcnrion,  25  toni.  newed. 
1859.  Darras,  Chh.  Hist.  20  vols,  transl.  vols. 
1-4,  New  York,  18()5-<;6.  Pahna,  Prahct.  Hist. 
Eccl.  3  vols.  Rome,  18.'J8-42.  Protestant  Histo- 
rians: Centuriie  Mugdelnirgtnses,  13  torn.  fol. 
1559-1674.  Hottinger",  Hist.  Eccles.  9  torn.  1655- 
67.  Mosheim,  Inst.  Hist.  Eccl.  1755;  transl. 
Murdock,  New  York,  5th  ed.  1854.  Veiiema,  Inst. 
Hist.  Eccl.  7  vols.  Lugd.  Hat.  1777-83.  Sf  hrJ  ckh^ 
AUgemeine  Kirchengeschichfe,  45  This.  176^-  1810k 
Henke,  AUg.   Geschichte  der  Kirche,  9  Thle.  ed. 
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Vater,  1823.  Neander,  AlUj.  Gesch.  (General  His- 
tory of  the  Church),  6  Bde.  Berl.  1824-57;  trans- 
lated by  Jos.  Torrey,  Bost.  1848-54,  5  vols. ;  re- 
printed in  London  and  Edinburgh.  Gieseler, 
Lehrbuch  (Text  Book  of  Church  History),  6  Bde. 
1824-57 ;  3  vols,  to  Keformation,  trausl.  by  Cun- 
ningham, Phila.  183(j;  translated  by  Davidson, 
and  in  part  by  H.  B.  Smith,  to  1G48,  4  vols.  New 
York,  1858-60.  Ease,  Lehrbuch,  7th  ed.  transl. 
by  Wing,  New  York,  1855.  Guericke,  Hamlbuch, 
3  Bde.  8th  ed.  1855,  1st  vol.  transl.  by  Shedd, 
Andover,  1857;  Niedner,  Lehrbuch,  new  ed.  1860; 
Gfrorer,  7  Bde.  to  1305,  1841-80;  Kurtz,  transl. 
by  Schffifter,  Phila.  2  vols.  1860;  F.  C.  Baur,  5 
Bde.;  Hasse,  3  Bde.  1864;  Ehrard,  2  Bde.  1865. 
A.  J.  flatter,  Hist.  univ.  dt  tE(jUse,  4  torn.  Paris, 
1839.  Chas.  Hardwick,  Middle  Ayes  and  Ref.  2 
vols.  1853-6.  J.  C.  Robertson,  Ancient  and  Medi- 
eval, 2  vols.  3d  ed.  1864.  Waddington,  thro'  Ref. 
6  vols.  1835  ff.     Bates,  College  Lectures. 

HisTOKY  OF  THE  Early  Church  :  Tillemont, 
Meinoires  2>our  servir,  etc.,  16  vols.  4to,  Paris, 
1693-1701  (first  six  cent.).  Mosheim,  Hist.  Com- 
mentaries, 2  vols,  transl.  by  Murdock,  N.  Y.  1852. 
H.  H.  Milman,  3  vols,  new  ed.  N.  Y.  1866.  Cave, 
Lives  of  the  Fathers,  new  ed.  Oxf.  1840;  Hist.  Litt. 
Oxf.  1740.  Ed.  Burton,  Lectures,  4th  ed.  Oxf. 
1855.  Blunt,  First  Three  Cent.  \jonA.  1856. 
Baumgarten's  Apost.  Hist.  2  vols,  transl.  Edinb. 
Schaff,  A/X)stolic  Church,  N.  Y.  1853;  Church  to 
600, 3  vols.  1859-67.  Capefigue,  4  vols.  Paris,  1850. 
Pressens*?,  Trois  prem.  Siecles,  Paris,  4  torn.  1858 
ff.  Hagenbach,  Vorlesungen,  2  Thle.  1855-6.  J. 
P.  Lange,  2  Bde.  1854.  F.  D.  Maurice,  Lectures, 
Camb.  1854.  Wm.  Bright,  313  to  451,  I>ond.  1860. 
T.  W.  Allies  (Rom.  Cath. ),  Formation  of  Christen- 
dom,  i.  Lond.  1865.  Moberly,  Christians  at  Rome, 
Lond.  1861. 

History,  of  the  Eastern  Churches  :  Le 
Quien,  Oriens  Christianus,  Paris,  1732.  Assemani, 
Bibliotheca  Orientalis,  Rome,  1765.  Renaudot, 
Liturginriim  Orientalium  Collectio,  Paris,  1720. 
Mouravieff,  Church  of  Russia,  Oxf.  1842.  R.  W. 
Blackmore,  Doctrine  of  Russian  Church,  Aberdeen, 
1845.  Waddington,  Hist,  of  Greek  Church,  new 
ed.  Lond.  1854.  Palmer,  Diss,  on  the  Orthodox 
Communion,  I^nd.  1853.  Prince  Galitzin,  LEglise 
greco-7-usse,  Paris,  1861.  Badger,  Nestorians  and 
their  Ritual,  Lond.  1852.  J.  M.  Neale,  Int.  to 
Hist,  of  the  Eastern  Church,  and  Patriarchate 
of  Alexandria,  4  vols.  Lond.  1847-50.  Pitzipios, 
L'Eglise  Oiientale,  3  vols.  1855.  Stanley,  Lect- 
ures on  the  Eastern  Church,  Lond.  and  N.  Y.  1862. 
A.  Pichler,  Gesch.  der  Trennung  zmschen  Orient 
uml  Occident,  2  Bde.  Munchen,  186.3-5.  Macaire, 
Theol.  dogmatique  orthodoxe,  2  vols.  Paris,  1860. 
W.  Beveridge,  Synodikon,  sive  Pamlectce  Canonum 
ab  Eccl.  Grceca  recept.  2  vols.  Oxf.  1672-82.  John 
G.  King,  The  Greek  Church  in  Russia,  4to,  Lond. 
1772.  Latin  Church  :  Milman's  Latin  Chris- 
tianity, 8  vols.  N.  Y.,  ed.  1860-1.  Ranke,  Hist, 
of  Popes,  etc.  3  vols.  Lond.  Phila.  1851.  Gibbon's 
Decline  ami  Fall  of  Rom.  Enip.  Thos.  Greenwood, 
Cathedra  Petri,  5  vols.  1856-64.  P.  JafK,  Re- 
gesta  Pontifcum,  Berol.  1851  (to  a.  d.  1198). 
Bowser,  Hist,  of  Popes,  ed.  S.  H.  Cox,  3  vols. 
,  Phila.  1840.  Phil.  Miiller,  Die  romischen  Pdbste, 
i  14  Bde.  1855.  J.  E.  Riddle,  History  of  Papacy, 
:  2  vols.  Lond.  1854. 

\      History  of  the  Reformation:   Jo.  Sleid- 

;  ;vnu8,  De   Statu   Religionis,   etc.,  1555  ;   English 

'ransl.  1689,  by  Bohun.    Spalatini,  Annal.  Ref  ed. 
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Cyprian.  I^ips.  1718.  Seckendorf,  Comment.  llisl. 
ed.  2,  1694.  Hagenbach,  Vorlesungen,  6  Bde. 
1851-4.  iMerie  d'Aubign(5,  Hist.  Ref.  5  vols.  N. 
Y.  1843.  Marheineke,  Gesch.  d.  teutschen  Ref.  4 
Thle.  Berl.  1831.  Neudecker,  Gesch.  d.  Ref.  1843; 
(/.  Protest.  2  Bde.  1844 ;  Urk-unden,  1836 ;  Acten- 
stucke,  1838 ;  Neue  Beitrage,  2  Bde.  1841.  Villers' 
Essay,  transl.  Phila.  1833.  J.  Dcillinger  (Rom. 
Cath.),  Die  Reformation,  3  Bde.  1851.  H.  Soamra, 
Hist.  Ref  4  vols.  1826.  L.  Ranke,  Deutsche  Gesch. 
im  Zdtalter  d.  Ref.  5  Bde.  Berl.  1839  fF.,  transl. 
Phila.  1844.  J.  H.  Hottinger,  Hist.  Eccl.  1655 : 
J.  J.  Hottinger,  Helvetische  Kirchengesch.  1808 
flP.  J.  de  Beausobre,  Hist,  de  la  Ref.  3  vols.  Berne, 
1785.  Jlerle  d'Aubign^,  Ref.  in  Switzerhind,  2  v. 
1864.  Theod.  Beza,  Hist.  Eccl.  3  torn.  1580.  De 
Thou,  Hist,  sui  Temp.  5  v.  fol.  1620.  G.  de  Fehce, 
Hist.  Protest,  in  France,  transl.  N.  Y.  1851.  W. 
Haag,  La  France  Protest.  10  vols.  1850  ff.  Smed- 
ley,  Ref.  Religion  in  France,  3  vols.  Von  Polenz, 
Gesch.  d.  franz.  Protest.  4  Bde.  1858-64.  L. 
Ranke,  Civil  Wars  in  France,  N.  Y.  1854.  Ger- 
hard Brandt's  Hist.  Ref  in  Low  Countries,  4  v.  fol. 
1770.  Thos.  McCrie,  Hist,  of  Ref.  in  Italy  and 
Spain,  2  vols.  1833.  Rosseeuw-St.  Hilaire,  Hist, 
d' Espagne,  torn,  vii.,  viii.  Ref  and  Anti-Ref  in 
Bohemia,  from  the  German,  2  vols.  Lond.  1845. 
Gindely,  Buhmen  und  Mdhren,  etc.  2  Bde.  Prag, 
1857.  Palacky,  Bohmen's  Gesch.  3  Bde.  1854. 
Krasinski,  Ref.  in  Poland,  2  vols.  Lond.  1838. 
Hist,  of  Protest,  in  Hungary,  Lond.  1854.  Miinter, 
Kirchengesch.  v,  Ddnemark  u.  Norwegen,  3  Thle. 
Leips.  1833.  Knox,  Hist.  Ref.  in  Scotkind,  Edinb. 
1732;  Gilb.  Stuart's,  Lond.  1780;  PubUcations  of 
the  Wodrow  and  Spottiswoode  Societies ;  Hethering- 
ton's  Church  Hist,  of  S.  2  \ols.  1843.  Stephen's 
Hist.  4  vols.  Lond.  1844;  Stevenson's  Hist.  Edmb. 
1845;  McCrie's  Sketches,  2  vols.  1824;  Cunning- 
ham's History,  2  vols.  Edinb.  1859.  Thos.  M(f- 
Lachlan,  Early  Scottish  Church,  Edinb.  1865. 

History  of  the  Church  of  England  :  Bede, 
Hist.  Eccl.  Oxf.  1846.  Ussher,  Britan.  Eccles. 
Antiq.  Works,  v.,  vi.  Collier,  Eccl.  Hist.  9  v.  1845. 
Fuller,  Church  Hist.  6  vols.  ed.  Brewer.  Buniet, 
Hist.  Ref.  4  vols.  Oxf.  1829.  Massingberd,  Hist. 
Engl.  Ref.  Lond.  1842.    Southey,  Book  of  Church, 

2  vols.  Lond.  1837.  Short,  Sketches  of  Hist.  Lond. 
1847.  Churton,  Early  Eng.  Ch.  Lond.  1841. 
Stubbs,  Registrum  Sacrum  Angl.  Oxf.  1858.  De- 
bary,  Hist.  Ch.  Eng.  1635-1717,  Lond.  1860. 
G.  G.  Perry,  Hist.  Ch.  Engl,  from  Death  of  Eliz, 

3  vols.  1861.  Baxter,  Ch.  Hist.  Engl.  2  vols.  Lond. 
1846.  Wilkins,  Condi.  Mag.  Brit.  4  vols.  Lond. 
1737,  fol. ;  new  ed.  in  preparation  for  Oxf  Univ. 
Press.  Wordsworth,  Eccl.  Biog.  4  vols.  Ix>nd. 
1839.  Hook,  Lives  Abps.  Canterb.  vols.  1-5,  Lond. 
1860-67.  Anderson,  Hist.  Colonial  Ch.  Eng.  3 
vols.  2d  ed.  Ix>nd.  1856.  Skinner,  Eccl.  Hist. 
Scotland,  \jonA.  1788;  Russell,  Hist.  Ch.  in  Scot- 
land, Lond.  1834.  Thos.  Lathbury,  Hist.  oflSon- 
Jurors,  Lond.  1845.  Mant,  Hist.  Ch.  Ireland, 
2d  ed.  2  vols.  Lond.  1841;  King,  Church  Hist. 
Ireland,  Dublin,  1845.  ,  Wilberforce,  Hist.  Prot. 
Ep.  Ch.  in  Am.  Lond.  1844;  Bp.  White's  Memoirs; 
Hawks,  Doc.  Hist.  Maryland,  Va.,  Conn.,  etc. 

History  of  other  Branches  of  the 
Church  in  England  and  America:  Daniel 
Neal,  Hist,  of  Puritans,  1723-38;  New  York,  2 
vols.  1858.  J.  B.  Marsden,  History  of  Earlier  and 
Later  Puritans,  2  vols.  Lond.  1852 ;  Hist,  of  Chris- 
tian Churches  and  Sects,  2  vols.  Lond.  1856.  Benj. 
Hanbury,  Memorials  of  the  Congregationalists,  3 


462 


CHURCHES 


vols.  lA)nd.  1839-44.  Sam.  Hopkins,  The  Puritans, 
3  vols.  IJost.  1860.  Th.  Price,  Hut.  of  P rot.  Noiv^ 
Conformity,  2  vols.  18-30-8.  Ed.  C'alamy,  Non- 
Conf.  Memorial,  ed.  Palmer,  2d  ed.  3  vols.  Lond. 
1802.  Benj.  IJrook,  Lives  of  the  Puritans,  3  vols. 
Lond.  1813.  Bogue  and  Bennett's  Hist,  of  Dis- 
tenters  to  1808,  2d  ed.  I^nd.  1835.  James  lien- 
nett,  Hijst.  of  Dissenters,  1808-1838,  I.ond.  1839. 
W.  Wilson,  Hist,  and  Antiq.  of  Diss.  Churches,  4 
vols.  1808.  C.  Walker,  Hist.  Indepemkncy,  1660- 
61.  Waddington,  C<mg.  Hist,  to  1662,  Lond.  1862. 
Thos.  Read,  Non-Confannists  in  Wales,  1861.  L 
D.  Kupp,  Oriyinal  Hist,  of  Religious  Denominntiims 
in  United  States,  Pbila.  1844.  R.  Baird.  Religion 
in  America,  1844.  Is.  Backus,  Hist,  of  Baptists, 
3  vols.  1801;  Benedict,  Baptists,  N.  Y.  1848;  Cut- 
ting, Hist.  Vindications,  1859.  Young's  Chronicle 
of  the  Pilgrims,  2d  ed.  1844.  Felt's  Kcclesiastical 
Hist,  of  N.  Englaml,  2  vols.  1855.  Palfrey's  Hist. 
New  England,  3  vols.  Bost.  1858-64.  Tracy,  The 
Great  Awakening,  Bost.  1842.  Uhden,  Xetv  Eng. 
Theocracy,  transl.  Boston,  1858.  Asti^,  Hist,  dts 
J^ats-Unis,  2  torn.  Paris,  1865.  Abel  Stevens, 
Hist,  of  Methodism,  3  vols.  1858-61 ;  Hist.  Meih. 
Ep.  Ch.  in  U.  S.  2  vols.  1864.  Hazelius,  Am. 
LuOieran  Ch.  1846  ;  Schmucker,  A7n.  Luthernn- 
istn,  1851.  Demarest,  Ref.  Dutch  Church,  1859. 
Chas.  Hodge,  Cotistitutimud  Hist.  Presb.  Church, 
2  vols.  1839.  E.  H.  Gillett,  Hist.  Presb.  Ch.  2 
vols.  1864.  H.  B.  S.  &  F.  M. 

*  CHURCHES,   ROBBERS   OF,  is  the 

translation  (A.  V.)  of  Upo(rvKovs  (Acts  xix.  37) 
which  should  be  "  robbers  of  temple-s  "  or  "  sacrile- 
gious." The  Ephesian  town-clerk  declared  that  no 
accusation  like  this  could  be  brought  against  Paul's 
companions.  Gains  and  Aristarchus.  The  temples 
of  the  heathen  contained  images  of  gold  and  silver, 
vjtive  offerings  and  other  gifts,  which  were  often 
plundered.  "  Churches,"  when  our  version  was 
made,  denoted  places  of  pagan  as  well  as  of  Christian 
worship,  and  hence  this  latter  application  of  the 
term,  which  is  now  so  incongruous,  was  not  im- 
proper then.  For  examples  of  this  wider  usage  in 
the  older  writers,  see  Trench,  Auihorized  Version, 
&c.,  p.  42  (ed.  1859).  H. 

CHU'SHAN  -  RISHATHA'IM     (7tt?^2 

C\n'l''ttJ"n :  Xov<rapa-a0aifi ;  [Corap.  Xovaav- 
peffaOai/x-}  Clmsan  Ra.i'ilhaim),  the  king  of  Meso- 
potamia who  oppressed  Israel  during  eight  years  in 
the  generation  immediately  following  Joshua  (Judg. 
iii.  8).  The  seat  of  his  dominion  was  probably  the 
region  lietween  the  Euphrates  and  the  Khabour,  to 
which  the  name  of  llesopotamia  always  attached 
in  a  special  way.  In  the  early  cuneiform  inscrip- 
tions this  country  appears  to  be  quite  distinct  from 
Ass}Tia;  it  is  inhabited  by  a  jjeople  called  Nairi, 
who  are  divided  into  a  vast  number  of  petty  tribes 
and  ofter  l)ut  little  resistance  to  the  Assjrian  armies. 
No  centralized  monarchy  is  found,  but  as  none  of 
the  Assyrian  historical  inscriptions  date  earlier  than 
alx)ut  II.  C.  1100,  which  ^  some  centuries  later 
than  the  time  of  (^hushan,  it  is  of  course  quite 
possible  that  a  very  difterent  condition  of  things 
may  have  existed  in  his  day.  In  tlie  weak  and 
divide<l  state  of  Western  Asia  at  this  time,  it  was 
easy  for  a  brave  and  skillful  chief  to  Iniild  up  rapidly 
a  vast  power,  which  was  apt  to  crumble  aw.ay  almost 
as  quickly.  'Ilie  case  of  Solomon  is  an  instance. 
Chushan-Uishathaim's  yoke  was  broken  from  the 
neck  of  the  people  of  Israel  at  the  end  of  eight 
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years  by  Othniel,  Caleb's  nephew  (Judg.  iii.  10>, 
and  nothing  more  is  heard  of  Jleso|X)taniia  as  an 
aggressive  power,  llie  rise  of  the  Assyrian  empire, 
about  B.  c.  1270,  would  naturally  reduce  the  bor- 
dering nations  to  insignificance.  G.  R.    ■ 

CHU'SI  (Xow;  Alex.  Xoixrei;  [Aid.  Comp. 
Xoii(7i:]  Vulg.  omits),  a  place  named  only  in  .Judith 
vii.  18,  as  near  Ekrebel,  and  upon  the  brook  Mocl*- 
mur.  It  was  doubtless  in  central  Palestine,  but 
all  the  names  appear  to  be  very  corrupt,  and  are 
not  recognizable. 

CHU'Z A  (properly  Chuzas  ;  Xov^as  ■  [  Chnsas 
or  -sa\ ),  (Tr'npoiros,  or  house-steward  of  Herod  (An- 

tipas),  whose  wife  Johanna  {^\uidvva,  i^SHT*),  hav- 
ing been  healed  by  our  Lord  either  of  possession  by 
an  evil  spirit  or  of  a  disease,  became  attached  to 
that  body  of  women  who  accompanied  Him  on  his 
journeyings  (Luke  viii.  3);  and,  together  with  Mary 
^Magdalen  and  Mary  the  mother  ['?]  of  James, 
having  come  early  to  the  sepulchre  on  the  morning 
of  the  resurrection,  to  bring  spices  and  ointments 
to  complete  the  burial,  brought  word  to  the  Apostles 
that  the  Lord  was  risen  (Luke  xxiv.  10). 

H.  A. 

CIC'CAR  ("133).  [Johdan;  Topoguaph- 
ICAL  Terms.] 

CILICIA  (KiA.((cia),  a  maritime  province  in 
the  S.  E.  of  Asia  Minor,  bordering  on  Pamphylia 
in  the  W.,  Lycaonia  and  Cappadocia  in  the  N.,  and 
Syria  in  the  E.  Lofty  mountain  chains  separate 
it  from  these  provinces,  INIons  Amanus  from  Syria, 
and  Antitaurus  from  Cappadocia  :  these  barriers 
can  be  surmounted  only  by  a  few  difficult  p.^sses; 
the  former  by  the  Portie  Amanides  at  the  head  of 
the  valley  of  the  Pinarus,  the  latter  by  the  Portee 
Cilicise  near  the  sources  of  the  Cydnus;  towards 
the  S.,  however,  an  outlet  was  afforded  I»etween  the 
Sinus  Issicus  and  the  spurs  of  Amanus  for  a  road, 
which  afterwards  cros.sed  the  Portae  Syrise  in  the 
direction  of  Antioch."  The  sea-coast  is  rook-bound 
in  the  W.,  low  and  shelving  in  the  E. ;  the  chief 
rivers,  Sarus,  Cydnus,  and  Calyeadnus,  were  inac- 
cessible to  vessels  of  any  size  from  sand-bars  fonned 
at  their  mouths.  The  western  portion  of  the 
province  is  intersected  with  the  ridges  of  Anti- 
taurus, and  was  denominated  Trachea,  rough,  in 
contradistinction  to  Pedias,  the  lertl  district  in  the 
E.  The  latter  jwrtion  was  remarkable  for  its  beauty 
and  fertility,  as  well  as  for  its  luxurious  climate: 
hence  it  became  a  favorite  residence  of  the  Greeks 
after  its  incorporation  into  the  IMacedonian  empire, 
and  its  capital  Taksus  was  elevated  into  the  seat 
of  a  celebrated  school  of  philosophy.  The  connec- 
tion lietween  the  Jews  and  Cilicia  dates  from  the 
time  when  it  became  part  of  the  Syrian  kingdom. 
Antiochus  the  Great  is  said  to  have  introduced 
2000  families  of  the  Jews  into  Asia  Minor,  many 
of  whom  probably  settled  in  Cilicia  (Joseph.  Ant. 
xii.  3,  §  4).  In  the  Apostolic  age  they  were  still 
there  in  considerable  numljers  (Acts  ri.  9).  Cilician 
mercenaries,  probably  from  Trachea,  ser\ed  in  the 
body-guard  of  Alexander  Janna-us  (Joseph.  Ant. 
xiii.  13,  §  5;  B.  ./.  i.  4,  §  3).  Josephus  identified 
Cilicia  with  the  Tarshish  of  Gen.  x.  4;  Qapfyhs  5J 
Qapati^,  ovrus  y^p  iKuXuTO  rh  naAaihv  r]  KiKiKia 
(Ant.  i.  6,  §  1 ).     Cilicia  was  from  its  geographical 


a  Hence  the  close  connection  which  existed  between 
Syria  and  Cilicia,  as  indicated  in  Acts  xv.  28,  41; 
Oal.  i.  21. 
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position  tlie  high  road  between  SjTia  and  the  West ; 
It  was  also  the  native  country  of  St.  Paul:  hence  it 
was  \'isited  by  him,  first,  soon  after  his  conversion 
(Gal.  i.  21;  Acts  ix.  30),  on  which  occasion  he 
probably  founded  the  church  there;  «  and  again  in 
his  second  apostolical  journey,  when  he  entered  it 
on  the  side  of  S}Tia,  and  crossed  Antitaurus  by  the 
Pylae  Cilicise  into  hyeaonia  (Acts  xv.  41). 

W.  L.  B. 

CINNAMON  n^?i?,  V^^Sp  :  KivvitxwtJiov. 
dnnanwmum),  a  well-known  aromatic  substance, 
the  rind  of  the  Laurus  cinnainomum,  called  Ko- 
runda-(/auliah  in  Ceylon.  It  is  mentioned  in  Ex. 
XXX.  2-3  as  one  of  the  component  parts  of  the  holy 
anointing  oil,  which  Moses  was  commanded  to  pre- 
pare; in  Prov.  vii.  17  as  a  perfume  for  the  bed; 
and  in  Cant.  iv.  14  as  one  of  the  plants  of  the 
garden  which  is  the  image  of  the  spouse.  In  Kev. 
xviii.  13  it  is  enumerated  among  the  merchandise 
of  the  great  Babylon.  "  It  was  imiMrted  into 
Judaea  by  the  Phoenicians  or  by  the  Arabians,  and 
is  now  found  in  Sumatra,  Borneo,  China,  Ac.,  but 
chiefly,  and  of  the  best  quality,  in  the  S.  W.  part 
of  Ceylon,  where  the  soil  is  light  and  sandy,  and 
the  atmosphere  moist  with  the  prevalent  southern 
winds.  The  stem  and  boughs  of  the  cinnamon-tree 
are  surrounded  by  a  double  rind,  the  exterior  teing 
whitish  or  gray,  and  almost  inodorous  and  tasteless ; 
but  the  inner  one,  which  consists  properly  of  two 
closely  connected  rinds,  furnishes,  if  dried  in  the 
sun,  that  much-valued  brown  cinnamon  which  is 
imiKirted  to  us  in  the  shape  of  fine  thin  barks, 
eight  or  ten  of  which,  rolled  one  into  the  other,  form 
sometimes  a  quill.     It  is  this  inner  rind  which  is 

called  in  Ex.  xxx.  23,  CJi?Sl"^Q3|7,  "  spicy  cin- 
namon" (Kalisch  ad  he).  From  the  coarser  pieces 
oil  of  cinnamon  is  obtained,  and  a  finer  kind  of  oil 
is  also  got  by  boiling  the  ripe  fruit  of  the  tree. 
This  last  is  used  in  the  composition  of  incense,  and 
diffuses  a  most  delightful  scent  when  burning. 

Herodotus  (iii.  Ill)  ascribes  to  the  Greek  word 
KivvdfiaifjLov  a  Phoenician,  i.  e.  a  Semitic  origin. 
His  words  are  :  iipvidas  Se  Ktyovai  fxeyaXa^ 
^opeeiv  ravra  ra  Kdp<pfa,  to,  rj/xus  airh  ^oiv'iKuv 
yMdivTes  Kivva.fi.(a^ov  KaKeofiev. 

The  meanins:  of  the  Heb.  root  D3p  is  doubtful. 
The  Arab.   j^j3  =  to  smell  offensively  like  rancid 

nut-oil.  Gesenius  suggests  that  the  word  might 
have  had  the  notion  of  lifting  up  or  standing  up- 
right, like   n3i7,  ^^p,  ^3p,  and  so  be  identical 

with  n3^,  canna.  calamus,  which  the  cinnamon- 
rind  resembles  in  form  when  prepared  for  the 
market,  and  has  hence  been  called  in  the  later 
Latin  cannella,  in  Italian  canella,  and  in  French 
canelle.    Gesenius  ( Tlies.  1223)  corrects  his  former 

derivation  of  the  word  (in  Lex.  Man. )  from  71211, 
as  bemg  contrary  to  grammatical  analogy. 

W.  D. 

The  reader  is  referred  to  Sir  E.  Tennent's  Ceylon 

(i.  599)  for  much  interesting  information  on   the 

subject  of  the  early  history  of  the  cinnamon  plant ; 

*iiis  writer  believes  that  "  the  earliest  knowledge 
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*  «  Probably  "  churches,"  for  the  plural  (Acta  xv. 
41)  naturally  refers  to  churches  in  each  of  the  two 
pcoTinces,  not  to  one  church  in  each  of  the  two. 


of  this  substance  possassed  by  the  \yestem  nations 
was  derived  from  China,  and  that  it  first  reached 
India  and  Phoenicia  overland  by  way  of  Pei-sia;  at 
a  later  period  when  the  Arabs,  '  the  merchants  of 
Sheba,'  competed  for  the  trade  of  Tyre,  and  carried 
to  her  '  the  chief  of  all  spices '  (F^.  xxvii.  22),  their 
supplies  were  drawn  from  their  African  possessions, 
and  the  cassia  of  the  Troglodytic  coast  supplanted 
the  cinnamon  of  the  far  l^^t,  and  to  a  great'extent 
excluded  it  from  the  market." 

With  regard  to  the  origin  of  the  word,  it  is 
probable  that  it  is  derived  from  the  Persian  "  Cin- 
namon"  i.  e.  "  Chinese  amomum  "  (see  Tennent 
in  /.  c).  Dr.  Royle,  however,  conjectures  that  it 
is  allied  to  the  Cingalese  Cacynnama,  "  sweet  wood," 
or  the  Malagan  Kaimanis.  The  brothers  C.  G. 
and  Th.  F.  L.  Nees  von  Esenbeck  have  published 
a  valuable  essay,  "  De  Cinnamomo  DisjnUatio " 
{Ammnitates  botnn.  Boimenses,  Fasc.  i.  l^nnse, 
1823,  4to),  to  which  the  reader  is  referred  for 
additional  infonnation.  W.  H. 

CIN'NEROTH,  ALL  (n""n?3-b3  :  iracav 
ri]v  XfVffpfO;  [Vat.  Xe^paO ;  Alex.  Xej/epefl:] 
universam  Ceneroth),  a  district  named  with  the 
"  land  of  Naphtali  "  and  other  northern  places  as 
having  been  laid  waste  by  Benhadad  king  of  Damas- 
cus, the  ally  of  Asa  king  of  Judah  (1  K.  xv.  20). 
It  probably  took  its  name  from  the  adjacent  city  or 
lake  of  the  same  name  (in  other  passages  of  the 
A.  V.  [in  modern  editions]  spelt  Chinneroth); 
and  was  possibly  the  small  enclosed  district  [3  miles 
long  and  1  wide]  north  of  Tiberias,  and  by  the  side 
of  the  lake,  afterwards  known  as  "the  plain  of 
Gennesaret."  The  expression  "All  Cinneroth" 
is  unusual  and  may  be  compared  with  "All 
Bithron,"  —  probably,  like  this,  a  district  and  not 
a  town.  G. 

CIRA'MA.  Tlie  people  of  Cirama  Hk  Kipafias; 
[Vat.  Keipayu;  Alex.  Kipana-]  Oram^is)  and  Gab- 
des  came  up  with  Zorobabel  from  Babylon  (1  Esdr. 
V.  20).     [Ramah.] 

CIRCUMCISION  (nb^a  :  ■nepiTOfjL-h-  cir- 
cumdsio)  was  peculiarly,  though  not  exclusively,  a 
Jeroish  rite.  It  was  enjoined  upon  Abraham,  the 
father  of  the  nation,  by  God,  at  the  institution, 
and  as  the  token,  of  the  Covenant,  which  assured 
to  him  and  his  descendants  the  promise  of  the 
Messiah  (Gen.  xvii.).  It  was  thus  made  a  neces- 
sary condition  of  Jewish  nationality.  Every  male 
child  was  to  be  circumcised  when  eight  days  old 
(Lev.  xii.  3)  on  pain  of  death;  a  penalty  which,  in 
the  case  of  Closes,  appears  to  have  been  demanded 
of  the  father,  when  the  IjotA  "  sought  to  kill  him  " 
because  his  son  was  uncircumcised  (Ex.  iv.  24-26). 
If  the  eighth  day  were  a  Sabbath  the  rite  was  not 
postponed  (John  vii.  22,  23).  Slaves,  whether 
home-born  or  purchased,  were  circumcised  (G^n. 
xvii.  12,  13);  and  foreigners  must  have  their  males 
circumcised  before  they  could  be  allowed  to  partake 
of  the  passover  (Ex.  xii.  48),  or  become  Jewish 
citizens   (Jud.  xiv.   10.     See  also  Esth.  viii.  17, 

where  for  Heb.  t3^"!L!\*ip,  "  became  Jews,"  the 
LXX.  have  TrepierffiouTO  Kol  'lovSd'C^ov).  The 
operation,  which  was  performed  with  a  sharp  instru- 
ment (Ex.  iv.  25;  Josh.  v.  2  [Knike]),  was  a 
painful  one,  at  least  to  grown  persons  (Gen.  xxxiv. 
25;  Josh.  V.  8).  It  seems  to  have  been  customary 
to  name  a  child  when  it  was  circumcised  (Luke  L 
59). 
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Various  explanations  have  been  given  of  the  fact, 
that,  though  the  Israelites  practised  circumcision 
in  Egj'p'^,  they  neglected  it  entirely  during  their 
ioumeying  in  the  wilderness  (Josh.  v.  5).  The 
most  satisfactory  account  of  the  matter  appears  to 
be,  that  the  nation,  while  bearing  the  punishment 
of  disobedience  in  its  forty  years'  wandering,  was 
regarded  as  under  a  temporary  rejection  by  God, 
and  was  therefore  prohibited  from  using  the  sign 
of  the  Covenant.  This  agrees  with  the  mention 
of  their  disobedience  and  its  punishment,  which 
immediately  follows  in  the  passage  in  Joshua  (v.  6), 
and  with  the  words  (v.  9),  "  This  day  have  I  rolled 
away  the  reproach  of  Egypt  from  off  you."  The 
"reproach  of  Egypt "  was  the  threatened  taunt  of 
their  former  masters  that  God  had  brought  them 
into  the  wilderness  to  slay  them  (Kx.  xxxii.  12; 
Num.  xiv.  13-16;  Deut.  is.  28),  which,  so  long  as 
they  remained  uncircumcised  and  wanderers  in  the 
desert  for  their  sin,  was  in  danger  of  falling  upon 
them.  (Other  views  of  the  passage  are  given  and 
discussed  in  Keil's  Commentary  cm  Joshua,  in 
Clark's  Theol.  Libr.,  p.  129,  &c.) 

The  use  of  circumcision  by  other  nations  beside 
the  Jews  is  to  be  gathered  almost  entirely  from 
sources  extraneous  to  the  Bible.     The  rite  has  been 
found  to  prevail  extensively  both  in  ancient  and 
modem  times;  and  among  some  nations,  as,  for  in- 
stance, the  Abyssinians,  Nubians,  modern  Egypt- 
ians, and  Hottentots,  a  similar  custom  is  said  to  be 
practiced  by  both  sexes  (see  the  Penny  Cyclopcedia, 
article  Circumcision).     The  Biblical  notice  of  the 
rite  describes  it  as  distinctively  Jevrish ;  so  that  in 
the  N.  T.   "the  circumcision"   {{]  ■KtpiTOfiii)  and 
the  uncircmncision  (^  aKpo0vcrTla)  are  frequently 
used  as  synonyms  for  the  Jews  and  the  Gentiles. 
Circumcision  certainly  belonged  to  the  Jews*  as  it 
did  to  no  other  people,  by  virtue  of  its  divine  insti- 
tution, of  the  reUgious  privileges  which  were  at- 
tached to  it,  and  of  the  strict  reguktions  which 
enforced  its  observance.     Moreover,  the  O.  T.  his- 
tory incidentally  discloses  the  fact  that  many,  if 
not  all,  of  the  nations  with  whom  they  came  in 
contact  were  uncircumcised.     One  tribe  of  the  Ca- 
naanites,  the  Hivites,  were  so,  as  appears  from  the 
story  of  Hamor  and  Shechem  (Gen.  xxxiv.).     To 
the  Philistines  the  epithet  "  uncircumcised  "  is  con- 
stantly appUed  (Judg.  xiv.  3,  &c.     Hence  the  force 
of  the  narrative,  1  Sam.  xviii.  25-27).     From  the 
great  unwillingness  of  Zipjxirah  to  allow  her  son  to 
be  circumcised  (Ex.  iv.  25),  it  would  seem  that  the 
Midianites,  though  descended  from   Abraham  by 
Keturah  (Gen.  xxv.  2),  did  not  practice  the  rite. 
The  expression  "  lying  uncircumcised,"  or  "  lying 
with  the  uncircumcised,"  as  used  by  F^ekiel   (c. 
xxxii.)  of  the  Egyptians,  Assyrians,  and  othere, 
does  not  necessarily  affirm  any  thing  either  way,  as 
to  the  actual  practice  of  circumcision  by  those  na- 
tions.    The  origm  of  the  custom  amongst  one  large 
section  of  tliose  Gentiles  who  follow  it,  is  to  be 
found  in  the  Biblical  record  of  the  circumcision  of 
Ishmael  (Gen.  xvii.  25).     Joseplnis  relates  that  the 
Arabuins  circumcise  after  the  thirteenth  year,  be- 
cause Ishmael,  the  founder  of  their  nation,  was  cir- 
cumcised at  that  age  (Anl.  i.  12,  §  2;  see  Ijine's 
Mod.  Efiypt.  ch.  ii.).    Though  lyiohammed  did  not 
eiyoin  circumcision  in  the  Koran,  he  was  circum- 
cised himself,  according  to  the  custom  of  his  coun- 
try; and  circumcision  is  now  as  common  amongst 
the  Mohammedans  as  amongst  the  Jews. 

Another  passage  in  the  Bible  has  been  thought 
by  some  to  speak  of  certain  Gentile  nations  at  cir- 
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cumcised.     In  Jer.  ix.  25,  26  (Heb.  24,  25)  the 
expression  (nb~l^2  b^^tS'bS,  ver.  24)  which  is 


translated  in  the  A'.  V.  "  all  them  which  are  cir- 
cumcised with  the  uncircumcised,"  is  rendered  by, 
Michaelis  and  Ewald  "  all  the  uncircumcised  cir- 
cumcised ones,"  and  the  passage  understood  to  de- 
scribe the  Egyptians,  Jews,  Edomites,  Ammonites,^ 
and  Moabites,  as  ahke  circumcisetl  in  flesh  and  un-' 
circumcised  in  heart.  But,  whatever  meaning  be 
assigned  to  the  particular  expression  (Kosenmiiller 
agrees  with  the  A.  Y. ;  Maurer  suggests  "  circum- 
cised in  foreskin"),  the  next  verse  makes  a  plain 
distinction  between  two  classes,  of  which  all  the 

Gentiles  (C";'l2n"b2),  including  surely  the 
Egyptians  and  others  just  named,  was  one,  and  the 
house  of  Israel  the  other;  the  former  being  uncir- 
cumcised both  in  flesh  and  heart,  the  latter,  though 
possessing  the  outward  rite,  yet  destitute  of  the  cor- 
responding state  of  heart,  aud  therefore  to  be  vis- 
ited as  though  uncircumcised.  The  difticulty  that 
then  arises,  namely,  that  the  Egyptians  are  called 
imcircumcised,  whereas  Herodotus  and  others  state 
that  they  were  circumcised,  has  been  obviated  by 
supposing  those  statements  to  refer  only  to  the 
priests  and  those  initiated  into  the  mysteries,  so 
that  the  nation  generally  might  still  be  spoken  of 
as  uncircumcised  (Herod,  ii.  36,  37, 104;  and  AVes- 
seling  and  BiUir  in  he).  The  testimony  of  Herod- 
otus must  be  received  with  caution,  especially  as  he 
asserts  (ii.  104)  that  the  Syrians  in  I'alestiue  con- 
fessed to  having  received  circumcision  from  the 
Egyptians.  If  he  means  the  Jews,  the  assertion, 
though  it  has  been  ably  defended  (see  Spencer,  de 
Leg.  Ilebr:  i.  5,  §  4)  cannot  be  reconciled  with 
Gen.  xvii. ;  John  vii.  22.  If  other  Syrian  tribes 
are  intended,  we  have  the  contradiction  of  Josephus, 
who  writes?,  "  It  is  evident  that  no  other  of  the 
Syrians  that  live  in  Palestine  besides  us  alone  are 
circumcised  "  (Ant.  viii.  10,  §  3.  See  Whiston's 
note  there).  Of  the  other  nations  mentioned  by 
Jeremiah,  the  Moabites  and  Ammonites  were  de- 
scended from  Ix)t,  who  had  left  Abraham  before  he 
received  the  rite  of  circumcision ;  and  the  Edomites 
cannot  be  shown  to  have  been  circmncised  until 
they  were  comi)elled  to  be  so  by  Hyrcanus  (Joseph. 
Ant.  xiii.  9,  §  1).  The  subject  is  fully  discussed 
by  MichaeUs  ( Commentaries  on  the  Laws  of  Motes, 
iv.  3,  clxxxiv.-clxxxvi.). 

The  process  of  restoring  a  circumcised  person  to 
his  natural  condition  by  a  surgical  ojjeration  was 
sometimes  undergone  (Celsus,  de  Be  Medico,  vii. 
25).  Some  of  the  Jews  in  the  time  of  Antiochus 
Epiphanes,  wishing  to  assimilate  themselves  to  the 
heathen  around  tliem,  built  a  gymnasium  (yvfxvd- 
ffiov)  at  Jerusalem,  and  that  they  might  not  be 
known  to  be  Jews  when  they  appeared  naked  in 
the  games,  "  made  themselves  uncircumcised"  (1 
Mace.  i.  15,  iiroi7\(Tav  eauTois  aKpo^varias  •  y<?ce- 
nmt  aibi  pnnjmtia ;  Joseph.  Ant.  xii.  §  5,  1,  rifV 
tS>v  aiSoiaiv  trepiTO/x^v  iiviKa\inrT(iv,  k.  t.  X.)« 
Against  having  i-ecourse  to  this  practice,  from  an 
excessive  anti-.Iudaistic  tendency,  St.  Paul  cautions 
the  Corinthians  in  the  words  "  Was  any  one  called 
being  circumcised,  let  him  not  become  uncircum- 
cised "  (n^,  4iri(rnd(Teu,  1  Cor.  vii.  18).  See  the 
Essay  of  Groddeck,  De  Judteis  jn-osputitm,  &c.,  m 
Schiittgen's  //"/•.  Uebr.  ii. 

The  attitude  which  Christianity,  at  its  introduc- 
tion, a.ssume<l  towards  circumcision  was  one  of  ab- 
solute hostility,  so  f:u-  as  the  necessity  of  the  rite 
to  salvation,  or  its  possession  of  any  religious  or 
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moral  worth  were  concerned  (Acts  xv. ;  Gal.  v.  2). 
But  while  the  Apostles  resolutely  forbade  its  im- 
position by  authority  on  the  Gentiles,  they  made 
no  objection  to  its  practice,  as  a  mere  matter  of 
feeling  or  expediency.  St.  Paul,  who  would  by  no 
means  consent  to  the  demand  for  Titus,  who  was  a 
Greek,  to  be  circumcised  (Gal.  ii.  3-5),  on  another 
occasion  had  Timothy  circumcised  to  conciUate  the 
Jews,  and  that  he  might  preach  to  them  with  more 
effect  as  being  one  of  themselves  (Acts  xvi.  3). 
The  Abyssinian  Christians  still  practice  circum- 
cision as  a  national  custom.  In  accordance  with 
the  spirit  of  Christianity,  those  who  ascribed  effi- 
cacy to  the  mere  outward  rite,  are  spolcen  of  in  the 
N.  T.  almost  with  contempt  as  "  the  concision  "  or 
"amputation  "  (ttjj/  KaraTOfiriv) ;  while  the  claim 
to  be  tlie  true  circumcision  is  vindicated  for  Chris- 
tians themselves  (Phil.  iii.  2,  3).  An  ethical  idea 
is  attached  to  circumcision  even  in  the  O.  T.,  where 
uncircumcised  hps  (Ex.  vi.  12,  30),  or  ears  (Jer.  vi. 
10),  or  hearts  (Lev.  xxvi.  41)  are  spoken  of,  i.  e., 
either  stammering  or  dull,  closed  as  it  were  with  a 

foreskin  (Gesen.  Heb.  Lex.  s.  v.  v'n^),  or  rather 
rebellious  and  unholy  (Deut.  xxx.  6;  Jer.  iv.  4), 
because  circumcision  was  the  symbol  of  purity  (see 
Is.  hi.  1).  Thus  the  fruit  of  a  tree  is  called  uncir- 
cumcised, or  in  other  words  unclean  (Lev.  xix.  23). 
In  the  N.  T.  the  ethical  and  spiritual  idea  of  purity 
and  holiness  is  fully  developed  (Col.  ii.  11,  13; 
Rom.  ii.  28,  29).  T.  T.  P. 

CIS  (Rec.  T.  Kiy  [and  so  written  because  the 
Greek  alphabet  did  not  express  sh] ;  I^achm.  [Tisch. 
Treg.]  with  [Sin.]  A  B  C  D,  Kei's:  Cis),  Acts 
xiii.  21.     [KisH,  1.] 

CI'SAI  [2  syl]  iKi(ra7os;  [Vat.  Alex.  FA. 
Ketffaios--]  Cis),  Esth.  xi.  2.      [KiSH,  2.] 

CISTERN  ("l'l2,  from  ~?«3,  dig  or  bare, 
Gesen.  176:  usually  KaKKos-  cistei-na  or  ladus),  a, 
receptacle  for  water,  either  conducted  from  an  ex- 
ternal spring,  or  proceeding  from  rain-fall. 

The  dryness  of  the  summer  months  between  May 
and  September,  in  Syria,  and  the  scarcity  of  springs 
in  many  parts  of  the  country,  make  it  necessary  to 
collect  in  reservoirs  and  cisterns  the  rain-water,  of 
which  abundance  falls  in  the  intermediate  period 
(Shaw,  Travels,  335 ;  S.  Jerome,  quoted  by  Har- 
mer,  i.  148;  Robinson,  i.  430;  Kitto,  Pliys.  Geogr. 
of  U.  L.  302,  303).     Thus  the  cistern  is  essentially 

f  distinguished  from  the  living   spring  ^^Vj  ^-Ain; 

but  from  the  well  "tSa,  Beer,  only  in  the  fact 
that  Beer  is  almost  always  used  to  denote  a  place 
ordinarily  containing  water  rising  on  the  spot,  while 

*112,  Bor,  is  often  used  for  a  dry  pit,  or  one  that 
may  be  left  dry  at  pleasure  (Stanley,  S.  tf  P.  512, 
514).  [Aix;  Well.]  The  larger  sort  of  public 
tanks  or  reservoirs,  in  Xrahic,  Birkeh,  Hebrew  Be- 
recah,  are  usually  called  in  A.  V.  "pool,"  while 
for  the  smaller  and  more  private  it  is  convenient  to 
i"eserve  the  name  cistern. 

Both  birkehs  and  cisterns  are  frequent  through- 
out the  whole  of  Syria  and  Palestine,  and  for  the 
construction  of  them  the  rocky  nature  of  the  ground 
affords  pecuhar  facilities  either  in  original  excava- 
tion, or  by  enlargement  of  natural  cavities.  Dr. 
Robinson  remarks  that  the  inhabitants  of  all  the 
hill  country  of  Judah  and  Benjamin  are  in  the 
habit  of  collecting  water  during  the  rainy  season  in 
tanks  and  cisterns,  in  the  cities  and  fields,  and 
30 
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along  the  high  roads,  for  the  sustenance  of  them- 
selves and  their  flocks,  and  for  the  comfort  of  the 
passing  traveUer.  Many  of  these  are  obviously  an- 
tique, and  exist  along  ancient  roads  now  deserted. 
On  the  long  forgotten  way  from  Jericho  to  Bethel, 
"  broken  cisterns  "  of  high  antiquity  are  found  at 
regular  intervals.  Jerusalem,  described  by  Strabo 
as  well  supplied  with  water,  in  a  dry  neighborhood 
(xvi.  760),  depends  mainly  for  this  upon  its  cis- 
terns, of  which  almost  every  private  house  possesses 
one  or  more,  excavated  in  the  rock  on  which  the 
city  is  built.  The  following  are  the  dimensions  of 
4,  belonging  to  the  house  in  which  Dr.  Robinson 
resided.  (L)  15  ft.  X8X12  deep.  (2.)  8X4 
X15.  (3.)  10X10X15.  (4.)  30X30X20. 
The  cisterns  have  usually  a  round  opening  at  the 
top,  sometimes  built  up  with  stonework  above,  and 
furnished  with  a  curb  and  a  wheel  for  the  bucket 
(Eccl.  xii.  6),  so  that  they  have  externally  much 
the  appearance  of  an  ordinary  well.  The  water  is 
conducted  into  them  from  the  roofs  of  the  houses 
during  the  rainy  season,  and  with  care  remains 
sweet  during  the  whole  summer  and  autumn.  In 
this  manner  most  of  the  larger  houses  and  public 
buildings  are  supplied  (Robinson,  i.  324-5).  Jose- 
phus  (B.  J.  iv.  4,  §  4)  describes  the  abundant  pro- 
vision for  water  supply  in  the  towers  and  fortresses 
of  Jerusalem,  a  supply  which  has  contributed 
greatly  to  its  capacity  for  defense,  while  the  dryness 
of  the  neighborhood,  verifying  Strabo's  expression 
T^v  kvk\o}  ■)((Sipav  exov  XxTTtphv  koX  &vv'Spov,  has 
in  all  cases  hindered  the  oj)erations  of  besiegers. 
Thus  Hezekiah  stopped  the  supply  of  w.iter  outside 
the  city  in  anticipation  of  the  attack  of  Sennach- 
erib (2  Chr.  xxxii.  3,  4).  The  progress  of  Antio- 
chus  Sidetes,  b.  c.  134,  was  at  first  retarded  by 
want  of  water,  though  this  want  was  afterwards 
unexpectedly  relieved  (Joseph.  Ant.  xiii.  8,  §  2; 
Clinton,  iii.  331).  Josephus  also  imputes  to  divine 
interposition  the  supply  of  water  with  which  the 
army  of  Titus  was  furnished  after  suffering  from 
want  of  it  (5.  J.  v.  9,  §  4).  The  crusaders  also, 
during  the  siege  a.  d.  1099,  were  harassed  by  ex- 
treme want  of  water  while  the  besieged  were  fully 
supplied  (Matth.  Paris,  Hist.  pp.  46,  49,  ed.  Wat.). 
The  defense  of  Masada  by  Joseph,  brother  of  Herod, 
against  Antigonus,  was  enabled  to  be  prolonged, 
owing  to  an  unexpected  replenishing  of  the  cisterns 
by  a  shower  of  rain  (Joseph.  Ant.  xiv.  15,  §  2),  and 
in  a  subsequent  passage  he  describes  the  cisterns 
and  resenoirs,  by  which  that  fortress  was  plenti- 
fully supplied  with  water,  as  he  had  previously  done 
in  the  case  of  .Jerusalem  and  Machaerus  {B.  J.  iv. 
4,  §  4,  iv.  6,  §  2,  vii.  8,  §  3).  Benjamin  of  Tudela 
says  very  little  water  is  found  at  Jerusalem,  but  the 
inhabitants  drink  rain-water,  which  they  collect  in 
their  houses  (Early  Trm.  p.  84). 

Burckhardt  mentions  cisterns  belonging,  to  pri- 
vate houses,  among  other  places,  at  Sermein,  near 
Aleppo  (Syria,  p.  121),  El  Bara,  in  the  Orontes 
valley  (p.  132),  Dhami  and  jMissema  in  the  Lejah 
(pp.  "no,  112,  118),  Tiberias  (p.  331),  Kerek  in 
Moab  (p.  377),  Mount  Tabor  (p.  334).  Of  some 
at  Hableh,  near  Gilgal,  the  dimensions  are  given 
by  Robinson:  — (1.)  7  ft.  X  5X3  deep.  (2.) 
Nearly  the  same  as  (1).  (3.)  12X9X8.  They 
have  one  or  two  steps  to  descend  into  them,  as  is 
the  case  with  one  near  Gaza,  now  disused,  described 
by  Sandys  as  "  a  mighty  cistern,  filled  only -by  the 
rain-water,  and  descended  into  by  stairs  of  stone  " 
(Sandj's,  p.  150;  Robinson,  ii.  39).  Of  those  at 
Hableh,  some  were  covered  with  flat  stones  resting 
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on  arches,  some  entirely  open,  and  all  evidently  an- 
cient (Robinson,  iii.  137). 

Empty  cisterns  were  sometimes  used  as  prisons 
and  places  of  confinement.     Joseph  was  cast  into  a 

"pit,"  "li2  (Gen.  xxxvii.  22),  and  his  "dun- 
geon "  in  Egypt  is  called  by  the  same  name  (xli. 
14).  Jeremiah  was  thrown  into  a  miry  though 
empty  cistern,  whose  depth  is  indicated  by  the 
cords  used  to  let  him  down  (Jer.  xxxviii.  6).  'i"o 
this  prison  tradition  has  assigned  a  locality  near 
the  gate  called  Herod's  gate  (Hasselquist,  p.  140 ; 
Maundrell,  Early  Trav.  p.  448).  Vitruvius  (viii. 
7)  describes  the  method  in  use  in  his  day  for  con- 
structing water  tanks,  but  the  native  rock  of  Pal- 
estine usually  superseded  the  necessity  of  more  art 
in  this  work  than  is  sufficient  to  excavate  a  basin 
of  the  required  dimensions. 

The  city  of  Alexandria  is  supplied  with  water 
contained  in  archetl  cisterns  supported  by  piUars, 
extending  under  a  great  part  of  the  old  city  (Van 
Egmoiit,  Travels,  ii.  134).     [Pool;  Well.] 

H.  W.  P. 
CITHERN  i-^ckhara,  KiOdpa,  1  Mace.  iv. 
54),  a  musical  instrument  most  probably  of  Greek 
origin,  employed  by  the  Chaldeans  at  balls  and 
routs,  and  introduced  by  the  Hebrews  into  Pales- 
tine on  their  return  thither  after  the  Babylonian 
Captivity.  The  cithern  was  of  the  guitar  species, 
and  was  known  at  a  later  period  as  the  Cittern, 
under  which  name  it  is  mentioned  by  the  old  dram- 
atists as  having  constituted  part  of  the  furniture 
of  a.  barber's  shop.  Of  the  same  species  is  the 
Cither  or  Zither  of  Southern  Germany,  Tyrol,  and 
Switzerland. 

With  respect  to  the  shape  of  the  Cithern  or 
Cithara  mentioned  in  tlie  Apocrypha,  the  opinion 
of  the  learned  is  divided :  according  to  some  it  re- 
sembled in  form  the  Greek  Delta  (A),  others  repre- 
sent it  as  a  half -moon,  and  others  again  like  the 
modem  guitar.  In  many  eastern  countries  it  is 
still  in  use,  with  strings  varying  in  number  from 
three  to  twenty-four.  Under  the  name  of  Koothir, 
the  traveller  Niebuhr  describes  it  as  a  wooden  plate 
or  dish,  with  a  hole  teneath  and 
a  piece  of  skin  stretched  above 
likje  a  drum.  Two  sticks,  joined 
after  the  manner  of  a  fan,  pass 
through  the  skin  at  the  end,  and 
where  the  two  sticks  stand  apart 
they  are  connected  by  a  trans- 
versal piece  of  wood.  From 
the  upper  end  of  this  wooden 
triangle  to  the  point  below  are 
fastened  five  chords,  which  at  a 
little  distance  above  their  junc- 
tion, pass  over  a  bridge,  Uke  the 
strings  of  a  violin.  The  chords 
are  made  to  vibrate  by  means  of  a  leather  thong 
fastened  to  one  of  the  lateral  sticks  of  the  triangle. 
In  Mendelssohn's  edition  of  the  Psalms  represen- 
tations are  given  of  the  several  musical  instruments 
met  with  in  the  sacred  books,  and  Koothir  or  Kolh- 
ros  is  described  by  the  accompanying  figure. 

The  Cithara,  if  it  \>e  not  the  same  witli,  resem- 
bles very  closely,  the  instruments  mentioned  in  the 

Dook  of  Psalms  under  the  denominations  of  "1123, 

D2V)  ^5.'?)  respectively  rendered  in  the  A.  V. 
"harp,"  "psaltery,"  "organ."  In  Chaldee,  Cithara 
\m  translated  D'Tini^,  the   Keri  for  O'l^n'^n 
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(Dan.  iii.  5).  In  the  A.  V.  Dlinn  is  rendered 
"harp,"  and  the  same  word  is  employed  instead  of 
Cithern  (1  Mace.  iv.  54)  in  Robert  Barker's  edition 
of  the  KnijUgh  Bible,  Ix)ndon,  1615.  Gesenius 
considers  Cithara  as  the  same  with  harp;  but  Lu- 
ther translates  Kiddpats  by  mit  Pfeifen,  "with 
pipes."  (See  Biour  to  Mendelssohn's  Psalms,  2d 
Pref. ;    Niebuhr,    Travels;    Fiirst's   Concordance; 

Gesenius  on  the  word  D'^nHI^.)         D.  W.  M. 

CITIES.  (1.)  OnV,  plur.  of  both  "^V,  'Ar, 
and  also  "T'^,  '/»*,  from  ^13?,  to  keep  watch  —  Ges. 

p.  1004,  5;  once  (Judg.  x.  4)  in  plur.  a'^'V'V,  for 
the  sake  of  a  play  with  the  same  word,  plur.  of 
"T^^^,  a  young  ass:  irSKeis-  civitates,  or  urbes. 
(2.)  n"*"!)?,  Kirjath;    once   in   dual,    DinT"^!?? 

Kiljathaim  (Num.  xxxii.  37),  from  H^p,  apjiroach 
as  an  enemy,  prefixed  as  a  name  to  many  names  of 
towns  on  both  sides  of  the  Jordan  existing  before 
the  conquest,  as  Kirjath-Arba,  probably  the  most 
ancient  name  for  city,  but  seldom  used  in  prose  as 
a  general  name  for  town  (Ges.  p.  1236;  Stanley, 
S.  #  P.  App.  §  80). 

The  classification  of  the  human  race  into  dwellers 
in  towns  and  nomad  wanderers  (Gen.  iv.  20,  22) 
seems  to  be  intimated  by  the  etymological  sense  of 
both  words,  M?-,  or  'Jr,  and  Kirjath,  namely,  as 
pjaces  of  security  against  an  enemy,  distingtiished 
from  the  unwalled  village  or  hamlet,  whose  resist- 
ance is  more  easily  overcome  by  the  marauding 
tribes  of  the  desert.  This  distinction  is  found  act- 
ually existing  in  countries,  as  Persia  and  Arabia,  in 
which  the  tent-dwellers  are  found,  like  the  Recha- 
bites,  almost  side  by  side  with  the  dwellers  in  citieS, 
sometimes  even  sojourning  wthin  them,  but  not 
amalgamated  with  the  inhabitants,  and  in  general 
making  the  desert  their  home,  and,  unhke  the 
Rechabites,  robbery  their  undissembled  occupation 
(Judg.  V.  7 ;  Jer.  xxxv.  0,  11 ;  Eraser,  Persi'i,  366, 
380:  'SMcolm,  Sketches  of  Persia,  147-156;  Burck- 
hardt.  Notes  on  Bedouins,  i.  157 ;  Wellsted,  Travels 
in  Arabia,  i.  335;  Porter,  Bamascits,  ii.  96,  181, 
188 ;  Vaux,  Nineveh  and  Pei-sepolis,  c.  ii.  note  A ; 
Layard,  Nineveh,  ii.  272;  Nin.  (f  Bab.  141). 
[Villages.] 

The  earliest  notice  in  Scripture  of  city-building 
is  of  Enoch  by  Cain,  in  the  land  of  his  "  exile  " 

(lis,  Nml,  Gen.  iv.  17).  After  the  confusion  of 
tongues,  the  descendants  of  Nimrod  founded  Babel, 
I>ech,  Accad,  and  Cahieh,  in  the  land  of  Shinar, 
and  Asshur,  a  branch  from  the  same  stock,  built 
Nineveh,  Rehoboth-by-the-river,  Calah,  and  Resen, 
the  last  being  "  a  great  city."  A  subsequent  pas- 
sage mentions  Sidon,  Gaza,  Sodom,  Gomorrah,  Ad- 
niah,  /eboim,  and  Lasha,  as  cities  of  the  Canaan- 
ites,  but  without  implying  for  them  antiquity  equal 
to  that  of  Nineveh  and  the  rest  (Gen.  x.  10-12,  19, 
xi.  3,  9,  xxxvi.  37).  Sir  H.  Rawlinson  supposes, 
(1)  that  the  expedition  of  Chedorlaomer  (Gen.  xiv.) 
was  prior  to  the  building  of  Babylon  or  Nineveh, 
indicating  a  migration  or  conquest  from  Persia  or 
Assyria;  (2)  that  by  Nimrod  is  to  l)e  understood, 
not  an  individual,  but  a  name  denoting  the  "  set- 
tlers" in  the  Assyrian  ])Lain;  and  (3)  tliat  the 
names  Rehoboth,  Calah,  Ac,  when  first  mentioned, 
only  denoted  sites  of  buildings  afterwards  erected. 
He  supposes  that  Nineveh  was  built  about  1280 
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B.  C,  and  Calah  about  a  centurj'  later,  while  Bab- 
ylon appears  to  have  existed  in  the  loth  century 
B.  c.  If  this  be  correct,  we  must  infer  that  the 
places  then  attacked,  Sodom,  Gomorrah,  &c.,  ^vere 
cities  of  higher  antiquity  than  Nineveh  or  Babylon, 
inasmuch  as  when  they  were  destroyed  a  few  years 
later,  they  were  cities  in  every  sense  of  the  term. 
The  name  Kirjathaim,  "  double-city "  (Gres.  p. 
1236),  indicates  an  existing  city,  and  not  only  a  site. 
It  may  be  added  that  the  remains  of  civic  buildings 
existing  in  Moab  are  evidently  very  ancient,  if  not, 
in  some  cases,  the  same  as  those  erected  by  the  ab- 
original Emims  and  Kephaims.  (See  also  the  name 
Avith,  "ruins,"  Ges.  p.  1000;  Gen.  xix.  1,  29,  xxxvi. 
35 ;  Is.  xxiii.  13 ;  Wilkinson,  Anc.  Egypt,  i.  308 ; 
Layard,  Nin.  cf  Bnb.  p.  532;  Porter,  Damascus,  i. 
309,  ii.  196;  Rawlinson,  Outlines  of  Assyr.  Hist. 
4,  5.)  But  though  it  appears  probable  that,  what- 
ever dates  may  be  assigned  to  the  building  of  Bab- 
ylon or  Nineveh  in  their  later  condition,  they  were 
in  fact  rebuilt  at  those  epochs,  and  not  founded  for 
the  first  time,  and  that  towns  in  some  form  or  other 
may  liave  occupied  the  sites  of  the  later  Nineveh 
or  Calah;  it  is  quite  clear  that  cities  existed  in 
Syria  prior  to  the  time  of  Abraham,  who  himself 
came  from  "  Ur,"  the  "city"  of  the  Chaldaeans 
(Ges.  p.  55;  Rawlinson,  p.  4). 

The  earliest  description  of  a  city,  properly  so 
called,  is  that  of  Sodom  (Gen.  xix.  1-22);  but  it 
is  certain  that  from  very  early  times  cities  existed 
on  the  sites  of  Jerusalem,  Hebron,  and  Damascus. 
The  last,  said  to  be  the  oldest  city  in  the  world, 
must  from  its  unrivalled  situation  have  always  com- 
manded a  congregated  population ;  Hebron  is  said 
to  have  been  built  seven  years  before  Zoan  (Tanis) 
in  Egypt,  and  is  thus  the  only  Syrian  town  which 
presents  the  elements  of  a  date  for  its  foundation 
(Num.  xiii.  22;  Stanley,  -S.  if  P.  p.  409;  Joseph. 
Ant.  i.  6,  §  4;  Conybeare  and  Howson,  Life  and 
Ep.  of  St.  Paul,  i.  94,  96). 

But  there  can  be  no  doubt  that,  whatever  date 
may  be  given  to  Egyptian  civilization,  there  were 
inhabited  cities  in  Egypt  long  before  this  (Gen.  xii. 
14,  15 ;  ilartineau.  East.  Life,  i.  151 ;  Wilkinson, 
i.  307;  Diet,  of  Geoyr.  art.  Tanis).  llie  name, 
however,  of  Hebron,  Kirjath-Arba,  indicates  its  ex- 
istence at  least  as  early  as  the  time  of  Abraham, 
as  the  city,  or  fortified  place  of  Arba,  an  aboriginal 
province  of  southern  PaJestine  (Gen.  xxiii.  2 ;  Josh. 
xiv.  15).     The  "tower  of  Edar,"  near  Bethlehem, 

or  "  of  flocks  "  "T^S  'H^^j  indicates  a  position 
fortified  against  marauders  (Gen.  xxxv.  21). 
Whether  "  the  city  of  Shalem  "  be  a  site  or  an 
existing  town  cannot  be  determined,  but  there  can 
be  no  douI)t  that  the  situation  of  Shechem  is  as 
well  identified  in  the  present  day,  as  its  importance 
as  a  fortified  place  is  plain  from  the  Scripture  nar- 
rative (Gen.  xxxiii.  18,  xxxiv.  20,  26;  Robinson, 
ii.  287).  On  the  whole  it  seems  plain  that  the  Ca- 
naanite,  who  was  "  in  the  land  "  before  the  coming 
of  Abraham,  had  already  built  cities  of  more  or  less 
importance,  which  had  been  largely  increased  by 
the  time  of  the  return  from  Egypt. 

Even  before  the  time  of  Abraham  there  were 
cities  in  Eg}'pt  (Gen.  xii.  14,  15;  Num.  xiii.  22; 
Wilkinson,  i.  4,  5).  The  Israelites,  duinng  their 
sojourn  tliere,  were  employed  in  building  or  forti- 
fying the  "  treasure  cities  "  of  Pithom  {Abbnsieh) 
ind  Raamses  (Ex.  i.  11;  Herod,  ii.  158;  Winer, 
Gesenius,  s.  w.;  Robinson,  i.  54,  55);  but  their 
pastoral  habits  make  it  unUkely  that  they  should 
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build,  still  less  fortify,  cities  jf  their  own  in  Goshen 
(Gen.  xlvi.  34,  xlvii.  1-11). 

Meanwhile  the  settled  inhabitants  of  Syria  on 
both  sides  of  the  Jordan  had  grown  in  power  and 
in  number  of  "  fenced  cities."  In  the  kingdom  of 
Sihon  are  many  names  of  cities  preserved  to  the 
present  day;  and  in  the  kingdom  of  Og,  in  Bashan, 
were  60  "great  cities  with  walls  and  brazen  bars," 
besides  unwalled  villages  ;  and  also  23  cities  in 
Gilead,  which  were  occupied  and  perhaps  partly 
rebuilt  or  fortified  by  the  tribes  on  the  east  of  Jor- 
dan (Num.  xxi.  21,  32,  33,  35,  xxxii.  1-3,  34,  42; 
Deut.  iii.  4,  5,  14;  Josh,  xi.,  xiii.;  1  K.  iv.  13; 
1  Chr.  ii.  22;  Burckhardt,  Syiia,  pp.  311,  457; 
Porter,  Damascus,  ii.  195,  196,  206,  259,  275). 

On  the  west  of  Jordan,  whilst  31  "  royal "  cities 
are  enumerated  (.Josh,  xii.),  in  the  district  assigned 
to  Judah  125  "cities  "  with  villages  are  reckoned 
(Josh.  XV.);  in  Benjamin  26;  to  Simeon  17;  Zab- 
ulun  12;  Issachar  16;  Asher  22;  Naphtali  19; 
Dan  17  (Josh,  xviii.,  xix.).  But  from  some  of 
these  the  possessors  were  not  expelled  tiU  a  late  pe- 
riod, and  Jerusalem  itself  was  not  captured  till  the 
time  of  David  (2  Sam.  v.  6-9). 

From  this  time  the  Hebrews  became  a  city- 
dwelling  and  agricultural  rather  than  a  pastoral 
people.  David  enlarged  Jerusalem,  and  Solomon, 
besides  embellishing  his  capital,  also  built  or  re- 
built Tadmor,  Palmyra,  Gezer,  Beth-horon,  Hazor, 
and  Megiddo,  besides  store-cities  (2  Sam.  v.  7,  9, 
10;  1  K.  ix.  15-18;  2  Chr.  viii.  6).  To  Solomon 
also  is  ascribed  by  eastern  tradition  the  building 
of  Persepolis  (Chardin,  Voyuije,  viii.  390;  Man- 
delslo,  i.  4;  Kuran,  ch.  xxxviii.). 

The  works  of  Jeroboam  at  Shechem  (1  K.  xii. 
25;  Judg.  ix.  45),  of  Rehoboam  (2  Chr.  xi.  5-10), 
of  Baasha  at  Rama,  interrupted  by  Asa  (1  K.  xv. 
17,  22),  of  Omri  at  Samaria  (xvi.  24),  the  rebuild- 
ing of  Jericho  in  the  time  of  Ahab  (xvi.  34),  the 
works  of  Jehoshaphat  (2  Chr.  xvii.  12),  of  Jotham 
(2  Chr.  xxvii.  4),  the  rebuilding  of  Jerusalem,  and 
later  still,  the  works  of  Herod  and  his  family,  be- 
long to  their  respective  articles. 

Collections  of  houses  in  Syria  for  social  habita- 
tion may  be  classed  under  three  heads:  —  (1)  cit- 
ies; (2)  towns  with  citadels  or  towers  for  resort 
and  defense;  (3)  unwalled  villages.  The  cities 
may  be  assumed  to  have  been  in  almost  all  cases 
"fenced  cities,"  i.  e.  possessing  a  wall  with  towers 
and  gates  (Lev.  xxv.  29;  Deut.  ix.  1;  Josh.  ii.  15, 
vi.  20;  1  Sam.  xxiii.  7;  1  K.  iv.  13;  2  K.  vi.  26, 
vii.  3,  xviii.  8, 13 ;  Acts  ix.  25) ;  and  that  as  a  marie 
of  conquest  was  to  break  down  a  portion,  at  least, 
of  the  city  wall  of  the  captured  place,  so  the  first 
care  of  the  defenders,  as  of  the  Jews  after  their 
return  from  captivity,  was  to  rebuild  the  fortifica- 
tions (2  K.  xiv.  13,  22;  2  Chr.  xxvi.  2,  6,  xxxiii 
14;  Neh.  iii.,  iv.,  vi.,  vii.;  1  Mace.  iv.  60, 61,  x.  45, 
Xen.  mil.  ii.  2,  §  15). 

But  around  the  city,  especially  in  peaceable  times, 

lay  undefended  suburbs   (D^tt^n^p,  irept<rir6ptay 

suburbana.  1  Chr.  vi.  57  ff. ;  Num.  xxxv.  1-5,  Josh, 
xxi.),  to  which  the  privileges  of  the  city  extended. 
The  city  thus  became  the  citadel,  while  the  popula- 
tion overflowed  into  the  suburbs  (1  Mace.  xi.  61). 
The  absence  of  walls  as  indicating  security  in  peace- 
able times,  combined  with  populousness,  as  was  the 
case  in  the  flourishing  period  of  Egypt,  is  illustrat- 
ed by  the  prophet  Zechariah  (ii.  4 ;  IK.  iv.  25 ; 
Martineau,  East.  Life,  i.  306). 

According  to  F«"fitem  custom,  special  cities  were 
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appointed  to  furnish  special  supplies  for  the  service 
of  the  state ;  cities  of  store,  for  chariots,  for  horse- 
men, for  building  purposes,  for  provision  for  the 
royal  table.  Special  governors  for  these  and  their 
surrounding  districts  were  appointed  by  David  and 
by  Solomon  (1  K.  iv.  7,  ix.  19 ;  1  Chr.  xxvil.  25 ; 
2  Chr.  xvii.  12,  xxi.  3;  1  Mace.  x.  39;  Xen.  Anab. 
i.  4,  §  10).  To  this  practice  our  Lord  alludes  in 
his  parable  of  the  pounds,  and  it  agrees  with  the 
theory  of  Hindoo  government,  which  was  to  be 
conducted  by  lords  of  single  townships,  of  10,  100, 
or  1000  towns  (Luke  xix.  17,  19;  Elphinstone, 
Imlia,  ch.  ii.,  i.  39,  and  App.  v.  p.  485). 

To  the  Levites  48  cities  were  assigned,  distribut- 
ed througliout  the  country,  together  with  a  certain 
amount  of  suburban  ground,  and  out  of  these  48, 
13  were  specially  reserved  for  the  family  of  Aaron, 
9  in  Judah  and  4  in  Benjamin,  and  6  as  refuge 
cities  (Josh.  xxi.  13,  42),  but  after  the  division  of 
the  kingdoms  the  Levites  in  Israel  left  their  cities 
and  resorted  to  Judah  and  Jerusalem  (2  Chr.  xi. 
13,  14). 

The  internal  government  of  Jewish  cities  was 
vested  before  the  Captivity  in  a  council  of  elders 
with  judges,  who  were  required  to  be  priests :  Jose- 
phus  says  seven  judges  with  two  Levites  as  officers, 
virripfTaL  (Deut.  xxi.  5,  19,  xvi.  18,  xix.  17 ;  Kuth 
iv.  2;  Joseph.  Ant.  iv.  8,  §  l4).  Under  the  kings 
a  president  or  governor  appears  to  have  been  ap- 
pointed (1  K.  xxii.  26;  2  Chr.  xviii.  25);  and 
judges  were  sent  out  on  circuit,  who  referred  mat- 
ters of  doubt  to  a  council  composed  of  priests,  Le- 
vites, and  elders,  at  Jerusalem  (1  Chr.  xxiii.  4,  xxvi. 
29;  2  Chr.  xix.  5,  8,  10,  11).  After  the  Captivity 
Ezra  made  similar  arrangements  for  the  appoint- 
ment of  judges  (Ezr.  vii.  25).  In  the  time  of  Jo- 
sephus  there  appear  to  have  been  councils  in  the 
provincial  towns,  with  presidents  in  each,  under  the 
directions  of  the  great  council  at  Jerusalem  (Jo- 
seph. Ant.  xiv.  9,  §  4;  B.  J.  ii.  21,  §  3;  lit.  12, 
13,  27,  34,  57,  01,  08,  74).     [Saxhedkim.] 

In  many  Ijistern  cities  much  space  is  occupied 
by  gai-dens,  and  tlius  the  size  of  the  city  is  much 
increased  (Niebuhr,  Voyage,  ii.  172,  239;  Cony- 
beare  and  Howson,  i.  90;  Eothen,  p.  240).  The 
vast  extent  of  Nineveh  and  of  Babylon  may  thus 
be  in  part  accounted  for  (Diod.  ii.  70;  Quint.  Curt. 
V.  i.  20;  Jon.  iv.  11;  Chardin,  Voij.  vii.  273,  284; 
Porter,  Damascus,  i.  153;  P.  della  VaUe,  ii.  33). 
In  most  Oriental  cities  the  streets  are  extremely 
narrow,  seldom  allowing  more  than  two  loaded 
camels,  or  one  camel  and  two  foot  passengers,  to 
pass  each  other,  though  it  is  clear  that  some  of  the 
streets  of  Nineveh  must  have  been  wide  enough  for 
chariots  to  pass  each  other  (Nah.  ii.  5;  Olearius, 
Trav.  pp.  294,  309;  Burckliardt,  Trav.  in  Arabia, 
i.  188;  Buckingham,  Arab  Tribes,  p.  330;  Mrs. 
Poole,  Enylisliic.  in  Egypt,  i.  141).     The  word  for 

Btreets  used  by  Nahum — m^H^,  from  3n"^, 

brvad,  ir\ar(7at  —  is  used  also  of  streets  or  broad 
places  in  Jerusalem  (Prov.  i.  20;  Jer.  v.  1,  xxii.  4; 
Cant.  iii.  2);  and  it  may  be  remarked  tliat  the 
■3r\aTf7at  into  which  the  sick  were  brought  to  re- 
ceive the  shadow  of  St.  Peter  (Acts  v.  15)  were 
more  likely  to  be  the  ordinary  streets  than  the 
special  piazte  of  the  city.  It  seems  likely  that  tlie 
immense  concourse  which  resorted  to  Jerusalem  at 
the  feasts  would  induce  wider  streets  than  in  other 
cities.  Herod  built  in  Aiitioch  a  wide  street  paved 
with  stone,  and  having  covered  ways  on  each  side. 
Agrippa  II.  paved  Jerusalem  with  white  stone  (Jo- 
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seph.  Ant.  xvi.  5,  §  2,  3,  xx.  9,  §  7).  The  Straight 
street  of  Damascus  is  still  clearly  defuied  and  recog- 
nizable (Irby  and  Mangles,  v.  86 ;  Robinson,  iii. 
454,  455). 

In  building  Caesarea,  Josephus  says  that  Herod 
was  careful  to  carry  out  the  drainage  eiTectually 
(Joseph.  Ant.  xv.  19,  §  6);  we  cannot  determine 
whether  the  internal  commerce  of  Jewish  cities  was 
carried  on  as  now  by  means  of  bazaars,  but  we 
read  of  the  bakers'  street  (Jer.  xxxvii.  21),  and  Jo- 
sephus speaks  of  the  wool  market,  the  hardware 
market,  a  place  of  blacksmiths'  shops,  and  the 
clothes  market,  at  Jerusalem  {B.  J.  v.  8,  §  1). 

The  open  spaces  {irXarfTai)  near  the  gates  of 
towns  were  in  ancient  times,  as  they  are  still,  used 
as  places  of  assembly  by  the  elders,  of  holding 
courts  by  kings  and  judges,  and  of  general  resort 
by  citizens  (Gen.  xxiii.  10;  Ruth  iv.  1;  2  Sam.  xv. 
2,  xviii.  24;  2  K.  vii.  1,  3,  20;  2  Chr.  xviii.  9, 
xxxii.  6;  Neh.  viii.  13;  Job  xxix.  7;  Jer.  xvii.  19; 
Matt.  vi.  5;  Luke  xiii.  26).  They  were  also  used 
as  places  of  pubUc  exposure  by  way  of  punishment 
(Jer.  XX.  2;  Am.  v.  10). 

Prisons  were  under  the  kingly  government,  with- 
in the  royal  precinct  (Gen.  xxxix.  20;  IK.  xxii. 
27 ;  Jer.  xxxii.  2 ;  Neh.  iii.  25 ;  Acts  xxi.  34,  xxiii. 
35). 

Great  pains  were  taken  to  supply  both  Jerusalem 
and  other  cities  with  water,  both  by  tanks  and  cis- 
terns for  rain-water,  and  by  reservoirs  supplied  by 
aqueducts  from  distant  springs.  Such  was  the 
fountain  of  (iihon,  the  aqueduct  of  Hezekiah  (2  K. 
XX.  20;  2  Chr.  xxxii.  30;  Is.  xxii.  9),  and  of  Solo- 
mon (Eccl.  ii.  6),  of  which  last  water  is  still  con- 
veyed from  near  Bethlehem  to  Jerusalem  (Maun- 
drell,  Early  Trav.  p.  457;  Robinson,  i.  347,  348). 
Josephus  also  mentions  an  attempt  made  by  Pilatfl 
to  bring  water  to  Jerusalem  (Ant.  xviii.  3,  2). 
[Conduit.] 

Burial-places,  except  in  special  cases,  were  out- 
side the  city  (Num.  xix.  11,  16;  Matt.  viii.  28; 
Luke  vii.  12;  John  xix.  41;  Heb.  xiii.  12). 

H.  W.  P. 

CITIES  OF  REFUGE  (r3bf7an  •'-ly, 

from  tD_p,  to  contract  \tahe  in,  i.  e.  a  fugitive, 
hence,  cities  of  receptimi],  Gesen.  p.  1216:  t?6\hs 
Twv  (pvyaSevTripiwv,  (pvyaSevTTjpia,  <l>vya5f7a' 
oppula  in  fugitivorum  auxHia,  prasidia,  separata; 
urbes  fugitiromni).  Six  Levitical  cities  sjtecially 
chosen  for  refuge  to  the  involuntary  homicide  until 
released  from  banishment  by  the  death  of  the  high- 
priest  (Num.  XXXV.  6,  13,  15;  Josh.  xx.  2,  7,  9). 
[Blood,  Rkvengek  of.]  There  were  three  on 
each  side  of  Jordan.  (1.)  Kedesh,  in  Naphtali, 
Kedes,  about  twenty  miles  E.  S.  E.  from  Tyre, 
twelve  S.  S.  W.  from  Banias  (1  Chr.  vi.  76;  Rob- 
inson, ii.  439;  Ifenj.  of  Tudela,  Early  Trar.  p.  89). 
(2.)  SilECHEM,  in  Mount  Ephraim,  iXdbidiis  (Josh. 
xxi.  21 ;  1  Chr.  vi.  67 ;  2  Chr.  x.  1 ;  Robinson,  ii. 
287,  288).  (3.)  Hebkon,  in  Judah,  eUKIiilU. 
The  two  last  were  royal  cities,  and  the  latter  sacer- 
dotal also,  inhabited  by  David,  and  fortified  by  Re- 
hoboam  (Josh.  xxi.  13;  2  Sam.  v.  5;  1  Chr.  vi.  55, 
xxix.  27;  2  Chr.  xi.  10;  Robinson,  i.  213,  ii.  89). 
(4.)  On  the  E.  side  of  Jordan  —  Bkzek,  in  the 
tribe  of  Reuben,  in  the  plains  of  Moab,  said  in  the 
(Jemara  to  lie  opjiosite  to  Hel)ron,  perhaps  Busor, 
but  the  site  has  not  yet  been  found  (Deut.  iv.  43; 
Josh.  XX.  8,  xxi.  36 ;  1  Mace.  v.  26 ;  Joseph.  Ant. 
liv.  7,  §  4;  Reland,  p.  6G2).     (5.)  KAMOTir-Gli/- 
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BAD,  in  the  tribe  of  Gad,  supposed  to  be  on  or 
near  the  site  of  es-Szalt  (Deiit.  iv.  43 ;  Josh.  xxi. 
38;  1  K.  xxii.  3;  Keland,  iii.  966).  (G.)  Golax, 
in  Bashan,  in  the  half-tribe  of  Manasseh,  a  town 
whose  site  has  not  been  ascertained,  but  which 
doubtless  gave  its  name  to  the  district  of  Gauloni- 
tis,  Jaidtm  (Deut.  iv.  43;  Josh  xxi.  27;  1  Clir.  vi. 
71;  Joseph.  Ant.  iv.  7,  §  4;  Keland,  p.  815;  Por- 
ter, Damascus,  ii.  251,  254;  Burckhardt,  Sifria,  p. 
286). 

The  Gemara  notices  that  the  cities  on  each  side 
of  the  Jordan  were  nearly  opposite  each  other,  in 
accordance  with  the  direction  to  divide  the  land 
into  three  parts  (Deut.  xLx.  2;  Keland,  iii.  662). 
Maimonides  says  all  the  48  Levitical  cities  had  the 
privilege  of  asylum,  but  that  the  six  refuge-cities 
were  required  to  receive  and  lodge  the  homicide 
gratuitously  (Calmet,  On  JVum.  xxxv.). 

Most  of  the  Kabbitiical  refinements  on  the  Law 
are  stated  under  Blood,  Kkvexger  of.  To 
them  may  be  added  the  following.  If  the  homi- 
cide committed  a  fresh  act  of  manslaughter,  he  was 
to  flee  to  another  city ;  but  if  he  were  a  Levite,  to 
wander  from  city  to  city.  An  idea  prevailed  that 
when  the  ilessiah  came  three  more  cities  would  be 
added;  a  misinterpretation,  as  it  seems,  of  Deut. 
six.  8,  9  (Lightfoot,  CeiU.  Chor.  clii.  208).  The 
altar  at  Jerusalem,  and,  to  some  extent  also,  the 
city  itself,  possessed  the  privilege  of  asylum  under 
similar  restrictions;  a  privilege  claimed,  as  regards 
the  former,  successfully  by  Adonijah  and  in  vain 
by  Joab;  accorded,  as  regards  the  city,  to  Shimei, 
but  forfeited  by  him  (1  K.  i.  53,  ii.  28,  33,  36,  46). 
The  directions  respecting  the  refuge-cities  pre- 
sent some  difficulties  in  interpretation.  The  I>evit- 
ical  cities  were  to  have  a  space  of  1000  cubits 
(about  583  yards)  beyond  the  city  wall  for  pasture 
and  other  purposes.  Presently  after,  2000  cubits 
are  ordered  to  be  the  suburb  limit  (Xum.  xxxv.  4, 
5).  The  solution  of  the  difficulty  may  be,  either 
the  2000  cubits  are  to  be  added  to  the  1000  as 
"  fields  of  the  suburbs  "  (Lev.  xxv.  34)  as  appears 
to  have  been  the  case  in  the  gift  to  Caleb,  which 
excluded  the  city  of  Hebron,  but  included  the 
"  fields  and  villages  of  the  city  "  (Josh.  xxi.  11, 12, 
Patrick),  or  that  the  additional  2000  cubits  were 
a  special  gift  to  the  refuge-cities,  whilst  the  other 
Levitical  cities  had  only  1000  cubits  for  suburb. 
Calmet  supposes  the  line  of  2000  cubits  to  be  meas- 
ured parallel,  and  the  1000  perpendicular  to  the 
city  wall;  an  explanation,  however,  which  supposes 
all  the  cities  to  l)e  of  the  same  size  (Calmet,  On 
"um.  xxxv.). 
The  right  of  asylum  possessed  by  many  Greek 
id  Roman  towns,  esjDecially  Ephesus,  was  in  pro- 
of time  much  al)used,  and  was  curtailed  by 
iberius  ( Tac.  Ann.  iii.  60,  63).  It  was  granted, 
ider  certain  limitations,  to  churches  by  Christian 
iperors  (Cod.  i.  tit.  12;  Gibbon,  ch.  xx.  iii.  35, 
imith).  Hence  came  the  right  of  sanctuary  pos- 
bj-  so  many  churches  in  the  middle  ages 
■am,  Mi;ldk  Ages,  ch.  ix.  pt.  1,  vol.  iii.  p.  302, 
th  ed.).  H.  W.  P. 

CIT'IMS  _  (KiT(*ot    [rather    K.Tie.j] ;    Alex. 
'.iTMLoi:  Cetei),  1  Mace.  viii.  5.     [Chitti.m.] 

CITIZENSHIP  (TToAtrei'a:  cidtas).  The 
use  of  this  term  in  Scripture  has  exclusive  reference 
to  the  iis!i<;es  of  the  Roman  empire;  in  the  Hebrew 
coninioiiwoalth.  which  was  framed  on  a  basis  of  re- 
ligious rather  than  of  political  privileges  and  distinc- 
'ions,  the  idea  of  the  commonwealth  was  merged 
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in  that  of  the  congregation,  to  which  every  Hebrew, 
and  even  strangers  under  certain  restrictions,  were 
admitted.  [Congregation;  Strakgeks.]  The 
privilege  of  Roman  citizenship  was  widely  extended 
under  the  emperors ;  it  was  originally  acquired  in 
various  ways,  as  by  purchase  (Acts  xxii.  28 ;  Cic. 
ad  Fam.  xiii.  30;  Dion  Cass.  Lx.  17),  by  military 
services  (Cic.  pro  Balb.  22;  Suet.  Au(/.  47),  by 
favor  (Tac.  Hist.  iii.  47),  or  by  manumission.  The 
right  once  obtained  descended  to  a  man's  children 
(Acts  xxii.  28).  The  Jews  had  rendered  signal 
services  to  Julius  Caesar  in  the  Egj-ptian  war  (Jo- 
seph. Ant.  xiv.  8,  §  1,  2),  and  it  is  not  improbable 
that  many  obtained  the  freedom  of  the  city  on  that 
ground :  certain  it  is  that  great  numbers  of  Jews, 
who  were  Roman  citizens,  were  scattered  over 
Greece  and  Asia  Minor  (Ant.  xiv.  10,  §  13,  14). 
Among  the  privileges  attached  to  citizenship,  we 
may  note  that  a  man  could  not  be  bound  or  impris- 
oned without  a  formal  trial  (Acts  xxii.  29),  stUl 
less  be  scourged  (Acts  xvi.  37;  Cic.  in  Verr.  v.  63, 
66);  the  simple  assertion  of  citizenship  was  suffi- 
cient to  deter  a  magistrate  from  such  a  step  (Acts 
xxii.  25;  Cic.  in  Vtn:  v.  62),  as  any  infringement 
of  the  privilege  was  visited  with  severe  punislnnent. 
A  Jew  could  only  plead  exemption  from  such  treat- 
ment before  a  Roman  magistrate ;  he  was  still  liable 
to  it  from  Jewish  authorities  (2  Cor.  xi.  24;  Seld. 
de  Syn.  ii.  15,  §  11).  Another  privilege  attaching 
to  citizenship  was  the  appeal  from  a  provincial  tri- 
bunal to  the  emperor  at  Rome  (Acts  xxv.  11). 
[See  the  addition  to  Appeal,  Amer.  ed.] 

VV.  L.  B. 
.   CITRON.     [Apple-tree.] 

CLAU'DA  (KAouSt;,  Acts  xxvii.  16;  called 
Gaudos  by  Mek  and  Pliny,  KKavSos  by  Ptolemy, 
and  KAavSia  in  the  Stadiasnius  Mai-is  Magni :  it 
is  still  called  Clauda-nesa,  or  Gandonesi,  by  the 
Greeks,  which  the  ItaUans  have  corrupted  into 
Gozzo).  This  small  island,  unimportant  in  itself 
and  in  its  history,  is  of  very  great  geographical  im- 
portance m  reference  to  the  removal  of  some  of  the 
difficulties  connected  with  St.  Paul's  shipwreck  at 
!Melita.  The  position  of  Clauda  is  nearly  due  W. 
of  Cape  Matala  on  the  S.  coast  of  Crete  [F.viu 
Havens],  and  nearly  due  S.  of  Phcenice.  (See 
Ptol.  ui.  17,  §  1;  Stadiasm.  p.  496,  ed.  Gail.) 
The  ship  was  seized  by  the  gale  a  little  after  pass- 
ing Cape  Matala,  when  on  her  way  from  Fair  Ha- 
vens to  Phoenioe  (Acts  xxvii.  12-17).  The  storm 
came  down  ft-om  the  island  (kut  avTTJs,  v.  14), 
[?  see  under  Crete],  and  there  was  danger  lest 
the  ship  should  be  driven  into  the  African  Syrtis 
(v.  17).  It  is  added  that  she  was  driven  to  Clauda 
and  ran  under  the  lee  of  it  (v.  16).  We  see  at 
once  that  this  is  in  harmony  with,  and  confirmatory 
of,  the  arguments  derivable  from  all  the  other  geo- 
graphical circumstances  of  the  case  (as  well  as  from 
the  etymology  of  the  word  Euroclydon  or  Euro- 
Aquilo),  which  lead  us  to  the  conclusion  that  the 
gale  came  from  the  N.  E.,  or  rather  E.  N.  E. 
Under  the  lee  of  Clauda  there  would  be  smooth 
water,  advantage  of  which  was  taken  for  tiie  pur- 
pose of  getting  the  boat  on  board  and  making 
preparations  for  riding  out  the  gale.  [Ship.] 
(Smith,  Voy.  and  Sliipwreck  of  St.  Paid,  2d  ed. 
pp.  92,  98,  253.)    [3d  ed.  1866,  pp.  94,  100,  250.] 

J.  S.  H. 

CLAU'DIA  (KKavSla),  a  Christian  female 
mentioned  in  2  Tim.  iv.  21,  as  salutuig  Timotheus. 
There  is  reason  for  supposing  that  tliis  Claudia 
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CLAUDIA 


CLAY 


was  a  British  maiden,  daughter  of  king  Cogidifb-  I  ological  difficulty.     "  Paul's  Pudens  and  Claudia, 


nus,  an  ally  of  Rome  (Tacit.  Ai/ricvl.  14),  who 
took  the  name  of  his  imperial  patron,  Tibeinus 
Claudius.  She  appears  to  have  become  the  wife 
of  Pudens,  who  is  mentioned  in  the  same  verse. 
(See  Martial,  lib.  iv.  Epigr.  13.)  This  Pudens,  we 
gather  from  an  inscription  found  at  Chichester,  and 
now  in  the  gardens  at  Goodwood,  waa  at  one  time 
in  close  connection  with  king  Cogidubnus,  and  gave 
an  area  for  a  temple  of  Neptune  and  ilinerva, 
which  was  built  by  that  king's  authority.  And 
Claudia  is  said  in  ^Martial  (xi.  53)  to  have  been 
aerukis  Bntminis  edita.  Moreover,  she  is  there 
also  called  Jttifinn.  Now  Ponifjonia,  wife  of  the 
late  commander  in  Britaui,  Aulus  Plautius,  under 
whom  Claudia's  father  wa.s  received  into  alliance, 
belonged  to  a  house  of  which  the  Kufi  were  one  of 
the  chief  branches.  If  she  herself  were  a  Kufa, 
and  Claudia  her  protegee,  the  latter  might  well  be 
called  Ku&ia;  and  we  know  that  Pomponia  was 
tried  as  svperslitionU  exUrme  rea  in  the  year  57, 
Tacit.  Ann.  xii.  32;  so  that  there  are  many  circum- 
stances concurrent,  tending  to  give  verisimilitude 
to  the  conjecture.  See  Archdeacon  Williams's 
pamphlet,  "  On  Pudens  and  Claudia;"  —  an  arti- 
cle in  the  Quarterly  lieview  for  .July,  1858,  entitled 
"  The  Romans  at  Colchester;  "  —  and  an  Excursus 
in  Alford's  Greek  Testament,  vol.  iii.  Prolegg.  p. 
104.  in  which  the  contents  of  the  two  works  first 
mentioned  are  embodied  in  a  summary  form. 

H.  A. 
*  Coriybeare  and  Howson  also  are  disposed  to 
adopt  the  foregoing  view  of  the  personal  and  his- 
torical relations  of  Pudens  and  Claudia  {Lift  ami 
Epistles  of  Paul,  ii.  594,  Anier.  ed.).    One  obvious 
ex^etical  difficulty  is  that  Linus  stands  nearer  than 
Pudens  to  Claudia  in  the  order  of  the  names  ('2 
Tim.  iv.  21),  and  if  Claudia  was  the  wife  of  either, 
it  is  arbitrary  to  make  her  the  wife  of  the  latter 
rather  than  of  the  former.    The  reply  made  to  this 
is  that  the  amaimensis,  confused  by  Paul's  rapid 
dictation,  may  have  written  down  the  names  incor- 
rectly.   The  German  critics,  as  De  Wette,  Matthies, 
Huther   (in    Meyer's    Comm.   iib.   das   N.    Test.), 
Wiesinger,   find   no   such   point   of  contact   here 
between  secukir  and  sacred  history,  but  pass  over 
the  name  simply  with  the  remark  that  (.laudia  is 
otherwise  unknown.     Winer  and  Ilerzog  have  no 
articles  on  the  name.      The  combinations  which 
the  writers  assume  who  maintain  that  Claudia  was 
a  British  prince.ss,  are  strained  and  Iiyi^thetical. 
Pudens   and  Claudia  were,   confessedly,  everyday 
names  among   the    Romans,   and   therefore  prove 
nothing  as  to  the  identity  of  the  i)ersons.     The 
character  of  Martial  forbids  the  idea  tliat  he  could 
have  had  intimate  friends  among  tlie  friends  of  St. 
Paul;  and  still  more,  his  uivoking  on   them  the 
favor  of  heathen  gods  on   the  occasion   of  their 
marriage  (iv.  13)  shows  that  tliey  were  still  addict«l 
to  idolatry  and  not  worshippers  of  the  true  tiod. 
The  "inscription  found  at  (Jhichester"  also  (see 
above)  rejjresents  Pudens  as  a  pagan.     To  meet 
these  [wints,  we  are  required  to  "suppose  either 
that  Pudens  concealed  his  faith,  or  tliat  his  rel- 
atives, in  their  anxiety  to  shield   him,   did   idol- 
atrous acts  in  his  name "  (Life  and  Jpisltes  of 
Paid,  ii.  5it5).    North  of  the  Twce<l  this  ingenious 
theory  of  the  British  origin  of  (  laudia  has  found 
much  less  favor.     See  the  objections  to  it  forcibly 
stated  in  l>r.  Kitto's  Cyd.  of  Bibl.  Lit.  i.  52:i,  3d 
ed.,  1862.     The  writer  of  the  article  there  \m\\i* 
out  a  near  approach,  at  least,  to  a  serious  chron- 


if  husband  and  wife,  must  have  been  married  be- 
fore A.  D.  67,  the  latest  date  that  can  be  assigned 
to  Paul's  writing.  But  ^Martial's  epigram  must 
have  been  written  after  this,  perhaps  several  years 
after,  for  he  came  to  Rome  only  in  A.  D.  66;  so 
that  if  they  were  married  persons  in  67,  it  is  not 
hkely  Martial  would  celebrate  tlieir  nuptials  years  ■ 
after  this."  H. 

CLAUDIUS   (K\ow8io$;    in  full,   Tiberius 
Claudius  Nero  Drusus  Germanicus),  fourth  Roman 
emjieror,  successor  of  Caius  Caligula,  reigned  from 
41  to  54  A.  D.     He  was  son  of  Nero  Drusus,  was 
bom  in  Lyons,  Aug.  1,  b.  c.  9  or  10,  and  Uved  pri- 
vate and  unknown  till  the  day  of  his  being  called 
to  the  throne,  January  24,  A.  D.  41.      He  was 
nominated  to  the  supreme  power  mainly  through 
the  influence  of  Herod  Agrippa  the  First  (.Joseph. 
Ant.  xix.  2,  §§  1,  3,  4;  Suet.  Cliud.  p.  10);  and 
when  on  the  throne  he  proved  himself  not  ungrate- 
ful to  him,  for  he  enlarged  the  territory  of  Agrippa 
by  adding  to  it  Judsea,  Samaria,  and  some  districts 
of  Lebanon,  and  appointed  his  brother  Herod  to 
the  kingdom  of  Chalcis,  (.Joseph.  Ant.  xix.  5,  §  6; 
Dion  Cass.  k.  8),  givitig  to  this  latter  also,  after 
his  brother's  death,  the  presidency  over  the  Temple 
at  Jerusalem  (Joseph.  Ant.  xx.  1,  §  3).     In  Clau- 
dius's reign  there  were  several  famines,  arising  from 
unfavorable  harvests   (Dion  Cass.  Ix.   11;   Euseb. 
Chrm.  Armen.  i.  269,  271;  Tacit.  Ann.  xii.  13), 
and  one  such  occurred  in  Palestine  and  Syria  (Acts 
xi.  28-30)  under  the  procurators  Cuspius  Fadus 
and  Tiberius  Alexander  (Joseph.  Ant.  xx.  2,  §  6, 
and   5,   §  2),  which  perhaps   lasted   some   years. 
Claudius  was  induced  by  a  tumult  of  the  Jews  in 
Rome,  to  exjiel  them  from  the  city  (Suet.  Clfiud. 
p.  25,  "  Juda-os  impulsore  Chresto  assidue  tumultu- 
antes  Roma  expulit;  "  cf.  Acts  xviii.  2).    It  is  prob- 
able that  Suetonius  here  refere  to  some  open  dis- 
sension between  Jews  and  Christians,  but  when  it, 
and  the  consequent  edict,  took  place,  is  very  uncer- 
tain.    Orosius  (Hist.  vii.  6)  fixes  it  in  the  SJth  year 
of  Claudius,  A.  i).  49  or  50;  referring  to  Josephus, 
who,  however,   siiys  nothing   about  it.      Pearson 
(Annal.  Paul.  p.  22)  thinks  the  12th  year  more 
probable  (a.  d.  52  or  53).     As  Anger  remarks  {De 
femjm-um  in  Actis  App.  ratiwie,  p.  117),  tlie  edict 
of  expulsion  would  hardly  be  published  as  long  as 
Herod  Agrippa  was  at  Rome,  ».  e.  before  the  year 
49.  Claudius,  after  a  weak  and  foohsa  reign  ("non 
princii)em  se,  sed  ministrum  egit,"  Suet.   p.  29), 
was  poisoned   by  his  fourth  wife  A>rripi)iiia.   the 
mother   of   Nero,    (Tac.   Ann.    xii.    66,  7;    Suet. 
Cl'nul.  pp.  44,  45 ;  Joseph.  Ant.  xx.  8,  §  1 ;   B.  J. 
ii.  12.  §  8),  Octoter  13,  a.  p.  54.  H.  A. 

CLAUTHUS  LYS'IAS.  [Lysias-I 
CLAY  (^^tp  :  irT)A<{j:  humus  or  lutum),  a  sed- 
imentary earth,  touirh  and  pla.stic.  arising  from  the 
disintegration  of  feldspar  and  similar  minerals,  aiid 
always  containing  silica  and  alumina  combined  in 
variable  proportions.  As  the  sediment  of  water 
remaining  in  pits  or  in  street*,  the  word  is  used 
frequentlv  in  O.  T.  (e.  >/.  Is.  Ivii.  20;  Jer.  xxxviu. 
6;  Ps.  xviii.  42),  and  in  N.  T.  {irri\6s,  John  ix.  6), 
a  mixture  of  sand  or  dust  with  spittle.  It  is  also 
found  in  the  sense  of  letter's  clay  (Is.  xii.  25). 
The  alluvial  soils  of  I'alestine  would  no  doubt  sup- 
ply material  for  jiottery,  a  manufacture  which  we 
know  was,  as  it  still  is,  carried  on  in  the  country 
(■Jer.  xviii.  2,  6),  but  our  knowledge  on  the  subject 
is  80  small  as  to  afford  little  or  no  means  of  deter- 
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mining,  and  the  clay  of  Palestine,  like  that  of 
Egypt,  is  probably  more  loam  than  clay  (Birch, 
Hist,  of  Pottery,  i.  55,  152).  [Pottery.]  The 
word  most  commonly  used  for  "potter's  clay"  is 

"idn  (Ex.  i.  14;  Job  iv.  19;  Is.  xxix.  16;  Jer. 
xviii.  4,  &c.).  Bituminous  shale,  convertible  into 
clay,  is  said  to  exist  largely  at  tlie  source  of  the 
Jordan,  and  near  the  Dead  Sea.  The  great  seat 
of  the  lottery  of  the  present  day  in  Palestine  is 
Gaza,  where  are  made  the  vessels  in  dark  blue  clay 
80  frequently  met  with. 

The  use  of  clay  ui  brick-making  is  described 
dsewhere.     [Brick.] 

Another  use  of  clay  was  in  sealing  (Job  xxxviii. 
14).  The  bricks  of  AssjTia  and  Egypt  are  most 
commonly  found  stamped  either  with  a  die  or  with 
marks  made  by  the  fingers  of  the  maker.  Wine 
jars  in  Egypt  were  sometimes  sealed  with  clay; 
mummy  pits  were  sealed  with  the  same  substance, 
and  remains  of  clay  are  still  found  adhering  to  the 
stone  door-jambs.  Our  Lord's  tomb  may  have  l)een 
thus  sealed  (Matt,  xxvii.  66),  as  also  the  earthen 
vessel  containing  the  evidences  of  Jeremiah's  pur- 
chase (.ler.  xxxii.  14).  iSo  also  in  Assyria  at 
Kouyunjik  pieces  of  fine  clay  have  been  found 
bearing  impressions  of  seals  with  Assyrian,  Egypt- 
ian, and  PhcEuician  devices.  The  seal  used  for 
public  documents  was  rolled  on  the  moist  clay,  and 
the  tablet  .vas  then  placed  in  the '  fire  and  baked. 
The  practice  of  sealing  doors  with  clay  to  facilitate 
detection  in  case  of  malpractice  is  still  conmion  in 
the  East  (WUkinson,  Anc.  Eyypt.  i.  15,  48,  ii. 
364;  Layard,  Nln.  cf  B«b.  pp.  153, 158, 608;  Herod. 
ii.  38;  Harmer,  06s.  iv.  376).  [Bkick;  Pottery; 
Seals.]  H.  W.  P. 

♦CLEAN.     [Unclean  Meats;  Unclean- 

NE8S.] 

CLEM'ENT  (K\7j/i»js:  [Clemens;  clement] 
Phil.  iv.  3),  a  fellow-laborer  of  St.  Paul,  when  he 
was  at  Philippi  (for  so  the  t«xt  implies).  It  was 
generally  believed  in  the  ancient  church,  that  this 
Clement  was  identical  with  the  Bishop  of  Home, 
who  afterwards  became  so  celebrated.  Whether 
this  was  so,  it  is  impossible  to  say.  The  practice 
of  supposing  X.  T.  characters  to  be  identical  with 
persons  who  were  afterwards  known  by  the  same 
names,  was  too  frequent,  and  the  naflie  Clemens  too 
common,  for  us  to  be  able  to  pronounce  on  the 
question.  The  identity  is  asserted  in  Euseb.  //. 
£.  iii.  4 ;  Origen,  vol.  i.  p.  262,  ed.  Lommatzsch ; 
and  Jerome,  Sciipior.  Eccl.  p.  176  a.  Chrysostom 
does  not  mention  it.  H.  A. 

_  CLE'OPAS  {K\i6Tras\  one  of  the  two  dis- 
ciples who  were  going  to  Emmaus  on  the  day  of 
the  resurrection,  when  Jesus  himself  drew  near  and 
talked  with  them  (Luke  xxiv.  18).  luisebius  in  his 
Ommisticon  makes  him  a  native  of  Enmiaus.  It 
is  a  question  whether  this  Cleopas  is  to  be  con- 
sidered as  identical  with  Cleophas  (a«cur.  Clopas) 
or  Alphaeus  m  .lolm  xix.  25.  [Alph.eus.]  Their 
identity  was  assumed  by  the  later  fathers  and 
chm-ch  historians.  But  Eusebius  (H.  E.  iii.  11) 
writes  the  name  of  Alphteus,  Joseph's  brother,  Clo- 
pas, not  Cleopas.  And  Chrysostom  and  Theodoret, 
on  the  Epistle  to  the  Galatians,  call  James  the  Just 
the  son  of  Clopas.  Ifesides  which,  Clopas,  or  Al- 
(Aseus,  is  an  Aramaic  name,  whereas  Cleopas  is  a 
Greek  name,  probably  contracted  from  KAerJn-orpor, 
as  'AiTi'iros  from  'AiriTraTpos.  Again,  as  we  find 
the  wife  and  children  of  Clopaa  constantly  with  the 


CLOUD  471 

family  of  Joseph  at  the  time  of  our  Lord's  minis- 
try, it  is  probable  that  he  himself  was  dead  before 
that  time.  On  the  whole,  then,  it  seems  safer  to 
doubt  the  identity  of  Cleopas  with  Clopas.  Of 
the  further  history  of  Cleopas  nothing  is  known. 

H.  A. 
CLEOPATRA  (KA.€07r:£T/»a),  the  name  of 
numerous    Egyptian   princesses  derived   from  the 
daughter  of  Antiochus  III.,  who  married  Ptolemy 
V.  Epiphanes,  b.  c.  193. 

1.  "The  wife  of  Ptolemy"  (Esth.  xi.  1)  was 
probably  the  granddaughter  of  Antiochus,  and  wife 
of  Ptol.  VI.  Philometor.     [Ptol.  Philosietor.] 

2.  A  daughter  of  Ptol.  VI.  Philometor  and 
Cleopatra  (1),  who  was  married  first  to  Alexander 
Balas,  B.  c.  150  (1  Mace.  x.  58),  and  afterwards 
given  by  her  father  to  Demetrius  Nicator  when  he 
invaded  SjTia  (1  Mace.  xi.  12;  Joseph.  Ant.  xiii.  4, 
§7).  During  the  captivity  of  Demetrius  in  Parthia 
[Demetrius]  Cleopatra  married  his  brother  Anti- 
ochus VII.  Sidetes,  and  was  probably  privy  to  the 
murder  of  Demetrius  on  his  return  to  SjTia  b.  c. 
125  (App.  Syr.  c.  68 :  yet  see  Joseph.  Ant.  xiii.  9, 
§  3;  Just,  xxxix.  1).  She  afterwards  murdered 
Seleucus,  her  eldest  son  by  Demetrius  (.\pp.  Syr. 
c.  69);  and  at  length  was  herself  poisoned  b.  c.  120 
by  a  draught  which  she  had  prepared  for  her  second 
son  Antiochus  VIII.,  because  he  was  unwilling  to 
gratify  the  ambitious  designs  which  she  formed 
when  she  raised  him  to  the  throne  (Justin,  xxxix. 
2).  B.  F.  W. 

CLE'OPHAS.     [Cleopas;  Alph.eus.] 

*  CLERK.     [Town  Clerk.] 

*  CLIFT,  an  old  form  of  deJX,  Ex.  xxxiii.  22 
(cf.  Is.  ii.  21);  Is.  Ivii.  5.  So  in  Job  xxx.  6,  A. 
V.  ed.  1611,  where  cliff  has  been  injudiciously  sub- 
stituted in  modem  editions.  C/i/i,  however,  ap- 
peal's to  be  used  for  cliff  in  the  margin  of  the  A. 
v..  Is.  xxxii.  14,  as  it  is  elsewhere  in  old  English 
writers.  A. 

*  CLOAK.     [Dress.] 

*CLO'PAS  (KAcoTfaj:  Cleophas),  John  xix. 
25,  marg.,  the  correct  form  for  Cleophas  in  the  text 
of  the  A.  V.     See  Alph.eus.  A. 

CLOTHING.     [Dress.] 

CLOUD  ("DV).  The  word  CS'^Jp?,  so  ren- 
dered in  a  few  places,  properly  means  "  vapors,"  the 
less  dense  form  of  cloud  which  rises  higher,  and 
is  often  absorbed  mthout  falling  in  rain;  Arab. 
9     -'--  S     o^ 

p-LmO  and   ^/lmlJ.      The  word  DV,  sometimes 

rendered  "  cloud,"  means  merely  "  darkness,"  and 
is  applied  also  to  "a  thicket"  (Jer.  iv.  2J).  The 
shelter  given,  and  refreshment  of  rain  promised, 
by  clouds,  give  them  their  peculiar  prominence  in 
Oriental  imagery,  and  the  individual  cloud  in  that 
ordinarily  cloudless  region  becomes  well  defined  and 
is  dwelt  upon  like  the  individual  tree  in  the  bare 
landscape  (Stanley,  S.  cj-  P.  p.  140).  Similarly, 
when  a  cloud  appears,  rain  is  ordinarily  appre- 
hended, and  thus  the  "  cloud  without  rain  "  becomes 
a  proverb  for  the  man  of  promise  without  perform- 
ance (Prov.  xvi.  15;  Is.  xviii.  4,  xxv.  5;  Jude  12; 
comp.  Prov.  xxv.  14).  The  cloud  is  of  course  a 
figure  of  transitoriness  (Job  xxx.  15;  Hos.  vi.  4), 
and  of  whatever  intercepts  divine  favor  or  human 
supplication  (Lam.  ii.  1,  iii.  44).  Being  the  least 
substantial  of  visible  forms,  undefined  in  shape, 
and  unrestrained  in  position,  it  is  the  one  amongst 
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material  things  which  suggests  most  easily  spiritual 
being.  Hence  it  is,  so  to  speak,  the  recognized 
machinery  by  which  sujjernatural  appearances  are 
introduced  (Is.  xix.  1;  Ez.  i.  4;  Kev.  i.  7,  and 
passim),  or  the  veil  between  things  visible  and  in- 
visible ;  but,  more  especially,  a  mysterious  or  super- 
natural cloud  is  the  symbolical  seat  of  the  Divine 
presence  itself — the  phenomenon  of  deity  vouch- 
safed by  Jehovah  to  the  prophet,  the  priest,  the 
king,  or  the  people.  Sometimes  thick  darkness, 
sometimes  intense  luminousness,  often,  apparently, 
and  es{)ecially  by  night,  an  actual  fire  (as  in  tlie 
descent  of  Jehovah  on  Sinai,  Ex.  xix.  18),  is  attrib- 
uted to  this  glory-cloud  (Ueut.  iv.  11;  Ex.  xl. 
35,  xxxiii.  22,  23;  2  Sam.  xxii.  12,  13).  Such  a 
bright  cloud,  at  any  rate  at  times,  visitrtl  and  rested 
on  the  Mercy  Seat  (Ex.  xxix.  42,  43;  1  K.  viii. 
11;  2  Chr.  v.  14;  Ez.  xliii.  4)  and  was  by  later 
writers  named  Shekinah.  For  the  curious  ques- 
tions which  the  Eabbins  and  others  have  raised  con- 
cerning it,  e.  ff.  whether  its  light  was  created  or 
not,  whether  the  actual  "light"  created  on  the 
"  first  day  "  (Gen.  i.  3),  or  an  emanation  therefrom, 
Buxtorf 's  history  of  the  Ark,  ch.  xi.-xiv.  (Ugolini, 
vol.  vii.),  may  be  consulted.  H.  H. 

CLOUD,  PILLAR  OF  Cl^^n  1^'^'S). 
This  was  the  active  fonn  of  the  symbolical  glory- 
cloud,  betokening  God's  presence  to  lead  his  chosen 
host,  or  to  inquire  and  visit  offenses,  as  the  lumin- 
ous cloud  of  the  sanctuary  exhibited  the  same 
under  an  aspect  of  repose.  The  cloud,  which  be- 
came a  pillar  when  the  host  moved,  seems  to  have 
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rested  at  other  times  on  the  tabernacle,  whence  GSod 
is  said  to  have  "come  down  in  the  pillar"  (Num. 
xii.  5;  so  Ex.  xxxiii.  9, 10).  It  preceded  the  host, 
apparently  resting  on  the  ark  which  led  the  way 
(Ex.  xiii.  21,  xl.  36,  Ac. ;  Num.  ix.  15-23,  x.  34). 
So  by  night  the  cloud  on  the  tabernacle  became 
fire,  and  the  guiding  pUlar  a  pillar  of  fire.  A  re- 
markable passage  in  Ourtius  (v.  2,  §  7),  descriptive 
of  Alexander's  army  on  the  march,  mentions  a 
beacon  hoisted  on  a  pole  from  heatl-quarters  as  the 
signal  for  marching ;  ''  observabatur  ignis  noctu,  fu- 
mus  iiiterdiu."  This  was  probably  an  adoption  of 
an  eastern  custom.  Similarly  the  Persians  used  as 
a  conspicuous  signal,  an  image  of  the  sun  inclosed 
in  crystal  (ib.  iii.  3,  §  9).  Caravans  are  still  known 
to  use  such  beacons  of  fire  and  smoke ;  the  cloud- 
lessness  and  often  stilhiess  of  the  sky  giving  the 
smoke  great  density  of  volume,  and  boldness  of 
outline.  H.  H. 

♦CLOUTED,  Josh.  ix.  5,  "old  shoes  and 
clouted"  i.  e.  patched;  compare c/bttfo,  Jer.  xxxviii. 
11,  12.  A. 

CNI'DUS  (KviSos)  is  mentioned  in  1  Mace. 
XV.  23,  as  one  of  the  Greek  cities  which  contained 
Jewish  residents  in  the  second  century  before  the 
Christian  era,  and  in  Acts  xxvii.  7,  as  a  harbor 
which  was  passed  by  St.  Paul  after  learing  Jlyra, 
and  before  running  under  the  lee  of  Crete.  It  was 
a  city  of  great  consequence,  situated  at  the  extreme 
S.  W.  of  the  peninsula  of  Asia  Minor  [Cakia],  on 
a  promontory  now  called  Cape  Crio,  which  projects 
between  the  islands  of  Cos  and  Khodes  (see  Acta 
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xxi.  1).  Cape  Crio  is  in  fact  an  island,  so  joined 
by  an  artificial  causeway  to  the  mainland,  as  to 
form  two  harbors,  one  on  the  N.,  the  other  on  the 
S.  The  latter  was  the  larger,  and  its  moles  were 
noble  constructions.  All  the  remains  of  Cnidus 
show  that  it  must  have  been  a  city  of  great  mag- 
nificence. Few  ancient  cities  have  received  such 
ample  illustration  from  travels  and  engravings. 
We  may  refer  to  IJeaufort's  Karamania,  Hamil- 
ton's Researches,  and  Texier's  Asie  Mineure,  also 
Laborde,  I>eake,  and  Clarke,  with  the  drawings  in 
the  Ionian  Antiquities,  published  by  tlie  Dilettanti 
Society,  and  the  English  Admiralty  C/Mrti,  Nos. 


1533,  1604.     [Newton,  C.  T.,  Discoveries  at  Hal- 
icamassus,  Cnidus,  and  Branchidee,  Lond. -1862.] 

J.  S.  II. 
COAL.     In  A.  V.  this  word  represents  no  less 
than  five  diflFerent  Hebrew  words.     (1.)  The  first 

and  most  frequently  used  is  Gacheleth,  n!?n2 
(ivdpai,  kvOpaKti.--  pntna,  carbo),  a  live  ember, 
burning  fuel,  as  distinguished  from  CP^  (Prov. 
xxvi.  21).  It  is  written  more  fully  in  Ez.  x.  2, 
tt^H  ^^nS,  and  in  Ez.  i.  13,  n^nV^  tt'S  ^^05- 
In  2  Sam.  xxii.  9, 13,  "  coals  of  fire  "  are  put 
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metaphorically  for  the  lightnings  proceeding  from 
God  (Ps.  xviii.  8,  12,  13,  cxl.  10). 

In  Prov.  XXV.  •22  we  have  the  proverbial  expres- 
sion, "  Thou  shalt  heap  coals  of  fire  upon  his  head," 
which  has  been  adopted  by  St.  Paul  in  Rom.  xii. 
20,  and  by  which-  is  metaphorically  expressed  the 
burning  shame  and  confusion  which  men  must  feel 
when  their  evil  is  requited  by  good.  In  Ps.  cxx. 
4,  "  coals  ":=  burning  brands  of  wood  (not  "juni- 
per," but  broom),  to  which  the  false  tongue  is  com- 
pared (.James  iii.  6). 

In  2  Sam.  xiv.  7  the  quenchuig  of  the  live  coal 
is  used  to  indicate  the  threatened  destruction  of 
the  single  remaining  branch  of  the  family  of  the 
widow  of  Tekoah  suborned  by  Joab ;  just  as  Lucian 
( Tim.  §  3)  uses  the  word  ^dirvpov  in  the  same  con- 
nection. 

The  root  of  n^^nS  is  ^HS,  which  is  possibly 

the  same  in  meaning  as  the  Arab.  iv^V^,  to  light 
a  fire,  with  the  change  of  7  into  ZD. 

2.  Pecham,  QHS  (eVxa^o,  &vdpa^  ■  carbo, 
pruna).  In  Prov.  xxvi.  21,  this  word  clearly  sig- 
nifies fuel  not  yet  lighted,  as  contrasted  with  the 
burning  fuel  to  which  it  is  to  be  added;  but  in 
Is.  xliv.  12,  and  Uv.  16,  it  means  fuel  lighted,  hav- 
ing reference  in  both  cases  to  smiths'  work.     It  is 

^   i    -^ 
derived  from  DHQ  :  Arab.  (V^EVj,  to  be  very 
black.  ^  ' 

The  fuel  meant  in  the  above  pa.ssages  is  probably 
charcoal,  and  not  coal  in  our  sense  of  the  word. 

^^  3.  Retseph,  or  RitsiAh,  ^"T^,  HSIST  (fii/flpo^: 

I^HkIc2</u5  in  Is.  \A.  6;  but  in  1   K.  xix.  6,  HSr 

D'*2^'^,  •  is  rendered  by  the  LXX.  iyKpvtpias 
6\vplr-ris,  and  by  the  Vulg.  pnnis  subdnericius). 
In  the  narrative  of  Elijah's  miraculous  meal  the 
word  is  used  to  describe  the  mode  in  which  the 
cake  was  baked,  namely,  on  a  hot  stone,  as  is  still 

Go- 
usual  in  the  East.     Comp.  the  Arab.  s_PL'C\,  a 

hot  stone  on  which  flesh  is  laid.  HQ^'n,  in  Is. 
vl.  6,  is  rendered  in  A.  V.  "  a  live  coal,"  but  prop- 
erly means  "  a  hot  stone."  The  root  is  P|5"^,  to 
stones  together  as  a  pavement. 

^'  n^V"!?  ill  Hab.  iii.  5,  is  rendered  in  A.  V. 

luming  coals,"  and  in  the  margin  "  burning  dis- 

The  former  meanhig  is  supported  by  Cant. 

i.  6,  the  latter  by  Deut.  xxxii.  24.     According 

to  the  Rabbinical  writers,  ^""T?  =  ^^"Hi  prur.a. 

5.  Shechor.  —  In  Lam.  iv.  8,  "l'"in!!?K!  ^WH 

D^Sri  is  rendered  in  A.  V.  "their  visage  is 
blacker  than  a  coal,"  or  in  the  marg.  "  darker  than 
blackness."    "linC"  is  found  but  this  once,  and 

signifies  to  be  black,  from  root  ~int^\  The  LXX. 
render  it  by  a(T&6\f],  the  Vulg.  by  carbones.  In 
other  forms  the  word  is  frequent,  and  Shihor  is  a 
usual  name  for  the  Nile.     [Shihor.]       W.  D. 

There  can,  we  think,  be  no  doubt  that  the  fuel 
denoted  by  the  Heb.  words  gacheleth  (."ibpS) 
and  pecham  (Cn^)  is  charcoal,  and  not  mmeral 
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■  coal.  There  is  no  evidence  to  show  that  the  ancient 
Hebrews  were  acquainted  with  the  substance  we 
now  denominate  "coal;"  indeed  it  seems  pretty 
clear  that  the  ancients  generally  used  charcoal  for 
their  fuel;  and  although  there  is  a  passage  in  The- 
ophrastus  (Fr.  ii.  61,  ed.  Schneider)  from  which 
we  learn  that  fossil  coal  was  found  in  Liguria  and 
Elis,  and  used  by  "the  smiths,"  yet  its  use  must 
have  been  very  Umited.  The  houses  of  the  ancient 
Greeks  and  Romans  were  without  chimneys  in  our 
sense  of  the  word  (see  this  subject  admiralily  dis- 
cussed by  Beckmann,  Hist.  Invent,  i.  295).  As  the 
houses  had  merely  an  opening  in  the  centre  of  the 
roof,  the  burning  of  "  coal "  would  have  made  even 
their  kitchens  intolerable.  Little  as  has  been  done 
for  the  zoology  and  botany  of  Palestine,  still  less 
has  been  done  for  its  geology.  "Indications  of 
coal  are  exhibited,"  says  Kitto  {Pliys-  Hist.  Pal. 
p.  67),  "  in  various  parts  of  the  I^banon  moun- 
tains ;  here  and  there  a  narrow  seam  of  this  min- 
eral protrudes  through  the  superincumbent  strata 
to  the  surface;  and  we  learn  from  Mr.  Elliot  (ii. 
2.57)  that  the  enterprise  of  ^lohammed  Ali  has  not 
suffered  even  this  source  of  national  wealth  to 
escape  his  notice."  At  Cornale,  8  miles  from  Bei- 
rut, and  2500  feet  above  the  level  of  the  sea,  where 
the  coal-seams  are  3  feet  in  thickness,  good  coal  is 
obtained,  whence  it  was  transported  on  mules  to 
the  coast. 

The  following  wosks  contain  all  that  is  at  pres- 
ent known  respecting  the  geology  of  Syria:  — 
Lynch's  United  States  Exploring  Expedition  to 
the  Dead  Sea  and  the  River  Jordan ;  Russegger's 
Geognostiche  Karte  des  Libanon  und  Aniilibanon  ; 
Kitto's  Physical  History  of  Palestine ;  Dr.  Bow- 
ring's  Report  on  the  Commercial  Statistics  of 
Syria.  W.  H. 

*  The  Greek  words  in  the  N.  T.  for  "  coals '' 
(Rom.  xii.  20)  and  "  fire  of  coals  "  (John  xviii.  18, 
and  xxi.  9)  are  avdpaKes  and  ayOpaKid.,  i-  e.  char- 
coal or  coal  made  of  wood.  The  incident  of  Peter's 
warming  himself  at  such  a  fire  on  the  night  of  the 
crucifixion,  tallies  both  with  the  climate  of  the 
country  at  the  end  of  March  or  b^uming  of  April, 
and  with  the  present  customs  of  the  people.  The 
nights  at  Jerusalem,  at  that  season  of  the  year, 
are  cool,  though  the  days  may  be  warm.  The  air, 
after  sundo\vn,  becomes  chiUy,  and,  under  the  open 
sky,  a  person  needs  to  increase  his  raiment  or  have 
recourse  to  a  fire.  Coal  is  one  of  the  articles  of 
fuel  which  the  inhabitants  of  Jerusalem  bum  at  the 
present  day.  Much  of  the  wood  which  they  con- 
sume, says  Tobler  (Denkbldtter  aus  .lerusidem,  p. 
180),  and  probably  much  of  that  out  of  which  the 
coal  is  made,  is  procured  from  the  region  of  Hebron. 
This  writer  mentions  also  that  the  coal  fire  is  often 
built,  especially  in  houses  of  the  better  class,  in  a 
vessel  like  a  brazier,  around  which  the  family 
gather,  and,  with  out-stretched  hands,  stand  and 
warm  themselves.  It  is  a  custom,  as  he  remarks 
{DenkbUUter,  p.  181),  that  vividly  recalls  the  an- 
cient scene  in  the  court  of  the  high-priest  (/col 
iOfp/xaiuovTO,  John  xviii.  18). 

Dr.  Robinson  furnishes  an  outline  of  the  re- 
sults of  the  observations  of  such  professional  explor- 
ers as  Seetzen,  Russegger,  Schubert,  Anderson, 
and  others,  in  relation  to  the  "  Geological  Fea- 
tures "  of  Palestine  (chapter  iv.  Phys.  Geogr.  p. 
311  fF.),  which  the  general  reader  will  find  con- 
venient and  interesting.  Mr.  (rage  has  inserted  in 
his  Ritter's  Geography  of  Paledine,  iii.  351  ff. 
(.\ppendix)  the  elaborate  articles  on  the  "  I'orma- 
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tion  of  the  Basin  of  the  Dead  Sea,"  and  other  re- 
lated topics  by  JI.  Louis  I^artet,  etc.,  etc.,  trans- 
lated by  Mr.  Grove  ftx)m  the  French.  Air.  Grove 
deals  largely  with  questions  of  this  nature  in  his 
article  on  Sea,  The  Salt,  in  this  Dictionary. 
(See  additions  in  Anier.  ed.)  On  that  particular 
sulgect,  and  on  the  geology  of  the  country  gener- 
ally, we  have  much  valuable  information  in  Mr. 
Tristram's  Lniul  of  Israel  (scattered  tl*ough  the 
work,  but  especially  in  chapter  xv.).  H. 

*  COAST  (derived  through  the  French  coste, 
from  the  Latin  costa,  "a  rib,"  "  side"),  stands  often 
in  the  A.  V.  for  "  border  "  (Judg.  xi.  20;  1  Sam. 
V.  6;  JIatt.  viii.  34,  &c.).  The  present  usage  re- 
stricts the  term  to  the  sea-shore.  H. 

COAT.     [DKE.SS.] 

*  COAT  OF  MAIL,  1  Sam.  xvii.  5,  38. 
See  Ak.ms,  IL  §  1,  p.  161. 

COCK  {kKfKTwp:  gallus).  There  appears  to 
be  no  mention  of  domestic  poidtry  in  the  0.  T., 
the  passages  where  the  LXX.  and  Vulg.  (as  in 
Prov.  xxK.  31;  Is.  xxii.  17)"  read  a\eKTODp  and 
gaUus  having  no  reference  to  that  bird.  In  the 
N.  T.  the  "cock"  is  mentioned  in  reference  to  St. 
Peter's  denial  of  our  Ix)rd,  and  indirectly  in  the 
word  a.\tKTOpo(pa>i'ia  (Matt.  xxvi.  34;  Mark  xiv. 
30,  xiii.  35,  &c.).  The  origin  of  the  numerous  va- 
rieties of  our  domestic  poultry  is  undoubtedly  Asi- 
atic, but  there  is  considerable  doubt  as  to  the 
precise  breed  whence  they  were  sprung,  as  well  as 
to  the  locality  where  they  were  found.  Temminck 
is  of  opinion  that  we  are  chiefly  indebted  to  the 
I^Ialay  GaUus  Giynnttus  and  the  Indian  G.  Ban- 
hivn  for  our  domestic  birds.  We  know  that  the 
domestic  cock  and  hen  were  early  known  to  the  an- 
cient Greeks  and  Komans.  Pisthetaerus  (Aristoph. 
Aves,  483)  calls  the  cock  the  Persian  bird  (Ilepo-i- 
Kbs  opvis)-  It  is  not  at  all  improbable  that  the 
Greeks  obtained  domestic  birds  from  Persia.  As 
no  mention  is  made  in  the  O.  T.  of  these  birds, 
and  as  no  figures  of  them  occur  on  the  Egyptian 
monuments  (Wilkinson,  Anc.  Eyyjri.  i.  234,  ed. 
1854),  we  are  inclined  to  think  that  they  came  into 
Judaea  with  the  Komans,  who,  as  is  well  known, 
prized  the.se  birds  both  as  articles  of  food  and  for 
cock-fighting.  The  Mishna  {Bnba  Kama,  vii.  7) 
says  "  they  do  not  rear  cocks  at  .Jerusalem  on  ac- 
coimt  of  the  holy  things;"*  and  this  assertion 
has  by  some  been  quoted  as  an  objection  to  the 
evangelical  history.  On  this  subject  a  writer  in 
Harris  (Diet,  of  Nat.  llUt.  of  Bib.  p.  72,  ed.  1833), 
very  properly  remarks,  "  If  there  was  any  restraint 
in  the  use  or  domestication  of  this  bird  it  must 
have  been  an  arbitrary  practice  of  the  Jews,  but 
could  not  have  lieen  binding  on  foreigners,  of  whom 
many  resided  at  Jerusalem  as  officei-s  or  traders." 
Thomson  {Lund  and  Bixtk,  p.  672)  says  the  fowls 
are  now  common  in  Jerusalem,  "  that  they  swarm 
round  every  door,  share  in  the  food  of  their  pos- 
sessors, are  at  home  among  the  children  in  every 
room,  roost  over  head  at  night,  and  with  their 
cackle  and  crowing  are  the  town  clock  and  the 
morning  l)ell  to  call  up  sleepers  at  early  dawn." 
As  to  the  cock-croiviny  see  Time.  W.  H. 

COCKATRICE.  A  not  very  happy  render- 
ing by  the  A.  V.  of  the  Hebrew  words  tziphU'mi 
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C^ai??!?)  and  Uepha'  (Vp'.p.  See  Prov.  xxSL. 
32,  margin;  Is.  xi.  8,  lix.  5;  Jer.  viii.  17.  The 
cockatrice  is  a  fabulous  animal  concerning  which 
absurd  stories  are  told.     [Ai)1>ek.]  W.  H< 

COCKLE  (nr'S2,  hoshah:  ^dros:  spina) 
occurs  only  in  Job  xxxi.  40 :  "  I^t  thistles  grow 
instead  of  wheat,  and  cockle  instead  of  barley." 

The  plural  form  of  a  Heb.  noun,  namely,  CITMS 
(beuslnm),  is  found  in  Is.  v.  2,  4,  A.  V.  "  wild 
grapes."  It  is  uncertain  whether  these  two  words 
denote  "  noxious  weeds  "  generally,  or  some  partic- 
ular plant.  Celsius  has  argued  in  favor  of  the  aco- 
nite, the  Aconitum  Nopdlus,  which  however  is 
quite  a  mountain  —  never  a  field  —  plant.  He 
traces  the  Hebrew  name  to  a  Persian  word  (Bisk) 
of  somewhat  similar  form.  The  btusJiim  of  Isaiah 
(l.  c),  which  the  LXX.  render  "  thoms  "  (aKavOai), 
the  Vulg.  labi-usoB,  are  by  some  thought  to  be  the 
fruit  of  the  Vitis  Itbnisca  of  Linnseiis,  a  N.  Amer- 
ican plant !  Hasselquist  thought  he  had  discovered 
the  bemhhn  in  the  berries  of  the  hoary  nightshade, 
which  the  Arabs  call  anib-ed-dib,  i.  e.  "  wolfs 
grape."  He  says  {Trav.  p.  290),  "the  prophet 
could  not  have  found  a  plant  more  opposite  to  the 
vine  than  this,  for  it  grows  much  in  the  vineyards, 
and  is  very  pernicious  to  them."  Some,  as  Park- 
hurst  {Lex.  Ileb.  s.  v.),  believe  some  "stinking 
weed  "  is  intended  by  boshdJi,  in  Job  I.  c,  from  the 

root  tL"S2,  "  to  smell  as  carrion."  If  the  word 
denotes  a  plant  in  so  limited  a  sense,  we  would  sug- 
gest the  hound's  tongue  (Cyno(jIos,ii(m).  which  has 
literally  a  carrion  smell.  I5ut  we  are  iiicUned  to 
believe  that  the  boshah  and  beushim  denote  any  bad 
weeds  or  fruit :  the  bevslnm  of  the  prophet's  vine- 
yard may  thus  be  understood  to  represent  "  sour  or 
bad  grajjes;  "  with  which  view  accord  the  aa-Kpiai 
of  Aquila  and  the  a.Tf\9)  of  Sjinmachus  (see  also 
Hiller,  Hiercj)hyt.  i.  293),  and  the  boshah  of  Job 
{I.  c.)  may  denote  bad  or  smutted  barley.  The 
bunt  or  stinking  rust  (  Uredo  foelkla)  which  some- 
times attacks  the  ears  of  wheat  and  barley  is  char- 
acterized by  its  disgusting  odor,  which  property 
would  suit  the  etymology  of  the  Hebrew  name;  or 
the  word  may  probably  denote  some  of  the  useless 
grasses  which  have  somewhat  the  appearance  of 
barley,  such  as  Ilordeum  miuimcm,  &c.     W.  H. 

CCELESYR'IA  (Kol\ri  %vpla:  Cmksyria)^ 
"the  holhw  Syria,"  was  (strictly  speaking)  the 
name  given  by  the  (ireeks,  after  the  time  of  Alex- 
ander, to  the  remarkable  valley  or  hollow  (KotXla) 
which  intervenes  between  Libanus  and  Aiiti-Liba- 
nus,  stretching  from  lat.  33°  20'  to  34°  40',  a  dis^ 
tance  of  nearly  a  hundred  miles.  As  applied  to 
this  region  the  word  is  strikingly  descriptive.  Dio- 
nysius  the  geographer  well  observes  ujwn  this,  in 
the  lines  — 

*Hi'  Koi'Aiji'  ifeirovirtv  irruyyvtiov,  ovvck  ap'  ounjl' 

MeVirnf  Ka'i  vSau.aAiii'  opc'ioi'  Svi>  irpwi'e!  fxoi'<rn'. 
'  ■^     f-      '      f  p^^j^^   g{j9^  9Q0. 

A  modem  traveller  says,  more  particularly—* 
"  We  finally  lookal  down  on  the  vast  green  and 
red  valley  —  green  from  its  yet  unripe  com,  red 
from  its  vineyanls  not  yet  verdant  —  which  divide* 
the  range  of  Ix?banon  and  Anti-I.ebanon;  the  for- 
mer reaching  its  highest  point  in  the  snowy  cre«4 


a  •  So  the  Vulg.  in  Ic.  xxll.  17,  but  not  the  LXX. 
I^e  have  i\(KTpvu}v.  sa'liif.  in  3  Mace.  v.  28.         H. 
6  •  Lightfoot  has  shown  tlint  tlic  Talmud  is  not  con- 


sistent with  itself  on  thif  point  (Hnr.  Hebr.  on  Btoti 
xxvi.  84).  See  aluo  I'riedlieb's  Artkaol.  dir  Ltident' 
gtsehithte,  p.  88  H. 
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to  the  north,  behind  which  lie  the  Cedars ;  the  lat- 
ter, in  the  still  more  snowy  crest  of  Hermon  —  the 
culmination  of  the  range  being  thus  in  the  one  at 
the  northern,  in  the  other  at  tlie  southern  extremity 
of  the  valley  which  they  bound.  The  view  of  this 
great  valley  is  chiefly  remarkable  as  being  exactly 
to  (lie  eye  what  it  is  on  maps  —  the  '  hollow '  be- 
tween the  two  mountain  ranges  of  Syria.  A  screen 
through  which  the  I^eontes  {Litnny)  breaks  out, 
closes  the  south  end  of  the  plain.  There  is  a 
similar  screen  at  the  north  end,  but  too  remote  to 
be  visible"  (Stanley's  Sin.  i/-  Pa/,  p.  407).  The 
plain  gradually  rises  towards  its  centre,  near  which, 
but  a  little  on  the  southern  declivity,  stand  the 
ruins  of  Ba  ilbek  or  lleliopolis.  In  the  immediate 
neighborhood  of  Baalbek  rise  the  two  streams  of 
the  Oroiites  (Ndhr-ei-Asy)  and  the  Litany,  which 
flowing  in  opposite  directions,  to  the  N.  W.  and 
the  S.  E.,  give  freshness  and  fertility  to  the  tract 
inclosed  between  the  mountain  ranges. 

The  term  Coele-Syria  was  also  used  in  a  nmch 
wider  sense.  In  the  first  place  it  was  extended  so 
as  to  include  the  inhabited  tract  to  the  east  of  the 
Anti-Libanus  range,  between  it  aud  the  desert,  in 
which  stood  the  great  city  of  Damascus ;  and  then 
it  was  further  carried  on  upon  that  side  of  .Jordan, 
through  Trachonitis  and  Fera;a,  to  Idumsea  and 
the  borders  of  Egypt  (Strab.  xvi.  §  21;  Polyb.  v. 
80,  §  3;  Joseph.  Ant.  i.  11,  §  5).  Ptolemy  (v.  15) 
and  .Josephus  {Ant.  xiii.  1-3,  §  2)  even  place  Scy- 
thopolis  in  Coele-Syria,  though  it  was  upon  the 
west  side  of  Jordan;  but  they  seem  to  limit  its 
extent  southwards  to  about  lat.  31°  30',  or  the 
country  of  the  Ammonites  (Ptol.  v.  15 ;  Joseph,  i. 
11).  Ptolemy  distinctly  includes  in  it  the  Damas- 
cus country. 

None  of  the  divisions  of  Sj-ria  (Aram)  in  the 
Jewish  Scriptures  apj)ear  to  correspond  with  the 
Coele-Syria  of  the  Greeks ;  for  there  are  no 
grounds  for  sup[X)siug,  with  Calmet  (Diet,  of  the 
Bible,  art.  Ceeltsyrin),  that  "  Syria  of  Zobah  " 
is  Ccele-SjTia.  Coele-Syria  seems  to  have  been 
included  under  the  name  of  "  Syria  of  Damascus  " 

'?^^?'^"'^),  and  to  have  formed  a  portion  of 
at  kingdom.  [Aram.]  The  only. distinct  ref- 
ence  to  the  region,  as  a  separate  tract  of  country, 
Wch  the  Jewish  Scriptures  contain,  is  probably 
at  b  Amos  (i.  5),  where  "  the  uihabitants  of  the 

ain  of  Aven"  O.li^TI  ^^PS,  Bikalh-Aven)  are 
atened,  in  conjunction  with  those  of  Damascus. 
iUcath  is  exactly  such  a  plain  as  Ccele-Sj-ria  (Stan- 
ey's  Palestine,  Append,  p.  484),  and  the  expression 
Bik'ith-At-en,  "  the  plain  of  Idols,"  would  be  well 
appUed  to  the  tract  immediately  around  the  great 
sanctuary  of  Baaltek.  [Avkn.]  In  the  Apocry- 
phal Hooks  there  is  frequent  mention  of  Coele-Syria 


yiii.  8,  x.  11).    In  all  these  cases  the  word  is  given 
m  A.  V.  as  Cklosykia.  G.  R. 

COFFER  (T2"1S,  probably  from  T^n,  to  be 
moved:  ecfj.a:  cnpsella),  a  movable  box  hanging 
ft-om  the  side  of  a  cart  (1  Sam.  vi.  8,  11,  15). 
This  word  is  found  nowhere  else,  and  in  each  of 
the  above  examples  has  the  definite  article,  as  if  of 
some  sijecial  significance.  H.  W.  P. 

COFFIN.     [Burial.] 

*  A  few  points  require  notice  under  this  head, 
which  are  not  found  under  Burial.     One  is  that 
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I  in  Gen.  1  26,  the  body  of  Joseph,  after  being  efia- 
balmed,  is  said  to  have  been  put  into  a  "  coffin  " 

(A.  V.)  or  wooden  chest  (P"l>").     Objectors  have 

urged  from  this  expression  that  the  writer  of  Gen- 
esis was  ignorant  of  Egyptian  customs,  and  hence 
could  not  have  been  Moses,  if  Moses  was  boni  and 
brought  up  in  Egypt.  But  tliis  objection  mis- 
states the  usage  in  such  cases.  Basaltic  sarcophagi 
were  very  uncommon,  and,  as  the  general  rule,  the 
mummy  was  placed  in  a  wooden  cotiin.  Herodotus 
says  expressly  (ii.  86)  that  the  body,  alter  being 
duly  prepared, -was  "given  back  to  the  relatives, 
who  inclosed  it  in  a  wooden  case  which  tliey  made 
for  the  pui-pose,  shaped  into  the  figure  of  a  man." 
See  Kawlinson's  Herodotus,  ii.  143,  and  Hengsten- 
berg's  Die  Biich^r  Mose's  und  jEyyplen,  p.  71 
(Uobbins's  trans,  p.  76).  "  If  a  massive  tomb  or 
lofty  pyramid  had  been  erected  to  his  memory,  and 
if  his  mortal  remains  had  been  deposited  there  like 
those  of  the  princes  of  ligypt,  it  would  have  been 
supposed  that  his  body  would  remaui  in  Egypt  till 
the  day  of  doom.  But  he  would  not  pennit  this 
to  be  done ;  he  '  took  an  oath  of  the  children  of 
Israel  that  they  should  cany  up  his  bones '  from 
Egypt  to  Canaan ;  and  he  was  content  with  a  simple 
cottin  of  wood."      (Wordsworth,  Genesis,  p.  Itt7.) 

"  Coffin,"  the  marg.  rendering  of  the  A.  V.  for 
ffopSs  in  Luke  vii.  14,  is  probably  more  correct  than 
"  bier  "  in  the  text.  The  proper  Greek  for  "  bier  " 
is  (pfperpov,  kKIvt),  \exos  (in  modem  Greek  |uA»- 
Kpeparov).  With  this  stricter  meaning  we  must 
infer  that  the  cofiin  was  an  open  one,  .since  otlier- 
wise  the  young  man  whom  the  Saviour  restored  to 
life  could  not  have  "  sat  up  "  at  once,  as  he  did  in 
obedience  to  our  Lord's  command.  But  if  aopds 
refers  to  the  bier  or  litter  on  which  the  body  was 
carried,  it  must  be  from  an  accommodated  sense  of 
the  word,  corresponding  perhaps  to  the   Hebrew 

n^SD,  as  in  2  Sam.  iii.  31.     (Comp.  Lightfoot, 

Ilor.  Hebr.  on  Luke  vii.  12,  14.)  This  latter  ex- 
planation is  not  necessary.  Nearly  all  admit  that 
the  coflin  was  not  only  sometimes  used  among  the 
Hebrews,  but  was  occasionally  at  least,  if  not  as  a 
general  rule,  so  made  as  to  be  open  at  the  top- 
See  Winer,  Realm,  ii.  16 ;  Herzog,  Real-Encykl.  i. 
773;  Paulus,  Comm.  Ob.  das  N.  Test.  i.  824. 

The  present  customs  of  Palestine  are  not  incon- 
sistent with  either  view.  We  are  pennitted  to  laj 
before  the  reader  the  following  statement  of  Dr. 
Van  Dyck.  "  At  present  coffins  are  used  only  in 
the  cities,  and  even  there  Ihey  have  been  in  use  for 
only  a  comparatively  short  period.  The  general 
way  of  burial  is  to  array  the  corpse  in  its  best 
dress,  as  if  it  were  living,  and  lay  it  on  a  bier  with 
no  covering  at  all,  or  with  a  cloak  thrown  over  the 
body,  leaving  the  face  exposed.  The  shroud,  a 
long  piece  of  white  cotton  stuff",  is  wrapped  around 
the  body  at  the  grave.  The  grave  has  at  the  bot- 
tom, on  all  four  sides,  a  ledge  of  stones  built  up 
against  its  sides  high  enough  to  allow  the  body  to 
be  deposited  in  the  niche  thus  made,  and  be  cov- 
ered with  boards,  the  ends  of  which  rest  on  this 
ledge  and  prevent  the  earth  from  actually  touching 
.the  body.  I  have  attended  scores  of  funerals  on 
Lebanon,  and  I  never  saw  a  corpse  carried  that 
could  not  have  sat  up  at  once  had  it  been  restored 
to  life.  In  Beirut  coffins  have  more  recently 
come  into  use,  which  may  be  left  uncovered  until 
the  grave  is  reached,  or,  as  is  often  the  case  with 
Christians,  they  are  closed  at  the  house  or  church. 
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Mohsuumedans  in  Beirut  carry  the  dead  to  the 
grave  on  a  bier,  as  above  mentioned,  and  then 
sometimes  put  the  body  into  a  rude  coffin  at  the 
grave."  II. 

CO'LA  (Xa)A.a;  Alex.  KwAo:  [Sin.  Vulg. 
omit]),  a  place  named  with  Chobai  (Jud.  xv.  4, 
only),  the  position  or  real  name  of  which  has  not 
been  ascertained.  Simonis  {0mm.  N.  T.  170) 
suggests  Ahe\-me.cholah. 

COLHO'ZEH  (ntrrbs  laHseeing]  :  [in 
Neh.  iii.  15,]  XoAefe';  [Vat.  omits;  in  xi.  5,  Xo- 
Aafo,  Vat.  FA.  XaAea :]  Cliollif>za),  a  man  of 
the  tribe  of  Judah  in  the  time  of  Nehemiah  (Neh. 
iii.  15,  xi.  5). 

CO'LIUS  (K:6i-os:  [Vat.  Kccvos;  Aid.]  Alex. 
Kc^Ajos:  Colitis),  1  Esdr.  ix.  23.     [Kelaiah.] 

COLLAR.  For  the  proper  sense  of  this  term, 
as  it  occurs  in  Judg.  viii.  26,  see  Eakkings.    The 

expression  "^23  {as  the  collar)  in  Job.  xxx.  18,  is 

better  read  as  "^02  (comp.  Job  xxxiii.  6),  in  which 
case  the  sense  would  be  "  it  bindeth  me  as  my 
coat,"  referring  to  the  close  Jit  of  the  cethonelh. 

The  "'S,  literally  the  "  mouth,"  as  a  part  of  a  gar- 
ment, refers  to  the  orifice  for  the  head  and  neck, 
but  we  question  whether  it  would  be  applied  to  any 
other  robe  than  the  sacerdotal  ephod  (Ex.  xxxix. 
23;  Ps.  cxxxiii.  2).  The  authority  of  the  LXX. 
iSxrirtp  rh  TrfptcTTS/iiov),  of  the  Vulg.  (qiuisi  capi- 
Uo),  and  of  Gesenius  {Tlits.  p.  1088),  must  how- 
ever be  cited  in  favor  of  the  ordinary  rendering. 

W.  L.  B. 

COLLEGE,  THE  (n^t^'sn :  f,  ^laatyd: 
Secunda).  In  2  K.  xxii.  14  it  is  said  in  the  A.  V. 
that  Huldah  the  prophetess  "  dwelt  in  Jerusalem 
in  the  college"  or,  as  the  margin  has  it,  "in  the 
second  part."  The  same  i^art  of  the  city  is  un- 
doubtedly alluded  to  in  Zeph.  i.  10  (A.  V.  "  the 
second  ").  Our  translators  derived  their  rendering 
"the  college"  from  the  Targum  of  Jonathan, 
which  has  "  house  of  instruction,"  a  school-house 
supposed  to  have  been  in  the  neighborhood  of  the 
Temple.  This  translation  must  have  lieen  based 
upon  the  meaning  of  the  Hebrew  mishneli,  "  rejie- 
tition,"  which  has  been  adopted  by  tlie  Teshito- 
Syriac,  and  the  word  was  thus  taken  to  denote  a 
place  for  the  repetition  of  the  law,  or  perhaps  a 
place  where  copies  of  the  law  were  made  (comp. 
Deut.  xvii.  18;  Josh.  viii.  32).  Kashi,  after  quot- 
ing the  rendering  of  the  Targum,  says,  "  there  is 
a  gate  in  the  [Teuiple]  court,  the  name  of  which 
is  the  gate  of  Huldah  in  the  treatise  Middoth  [i. 

3],  and  some  translate  Hptt'SS  without  the  wall, 
between  the  two  walls,  which  was  a  second  part 
(niishneh)  to  the  city."  The  latter  is  substantially 
the  opinion  of  the  author  of  Qiuest.  in  Libr.  Reg. 
attributed  to  Jerome.  Keil's  explanation  ( Cotnm. 
in  loc.)  is  probably  the  true  one,  that  the  Mishneh 
was  the  "  lower  city,"  called  by  Josephus  ^  SaAtj 
ir6\is  {Ant.  XV.  11,  §  5),  and  built  on  the  hill 
Akra.  'Ewald  {on  Zeph.  i.  10)  renders  it  Neu- 
atadt,  that  is,  Beeztha,  or  New  Town. 

Others  have  explained  the  word  as  denoting  the 
quarter  of  the  city  allotted  to  the  I>evites,  who 
were  a  second  or  inferior  order  as  comimred  with 
the  priests,  or  to  the  priests  who  were  second  in 
rank  as  compared  with  the  high-priest.  Junius 
and  Tremellius  render  "  in  parte  secunda  ab  eo," 
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that  is,  from  the  kmg,  the  position  of  Iluldah's 
house,  next  the  king's  palace,  accounting  for  the 
fact  that  she  was  first  appealed  to.  Of  conjectures 
like  these  there  is  no  end.  \V.  A.  W. 

*  In  Neh.  xi.  9,  the  A.  V.  has  the  enoueoug 
construction,    "was  second  over  the  city."      The 

Hebrew,  nitt'P  T'^^n,  means  the  city  second  io 
order  =  the  second  city,  i.  e.  the  second  part  of  it 
(Kr)diger,  Ges.  Thes.  iii.  1451,  pars  urbis  secunda- 
ria), which  Josephus  (Ant.  xv.  11,  §  5)  calls  the 
other  city,  tV  &\\r}v  ir6Mv,  namely,  the  lower 
city,  or  Akra  (Robinson,  Bibl.  lies.  i.  412).  The 
Syriac  version  follows  the  true  construction,  and 
translates,  "  was  governor  over  the  second  city," 

In  the  same  sense  the  word  n^irp  alone  is 
used  in  2  K.  xxii.  14,  and  2  Clir.  xxxiv.  22  (A. 
V.  in  both  passages,  "college"),  and  in  Zeph. 
i.  10  (A.  V.  "second").  The  Latin  Vulgate,  in 
2  K.  and  2  Chr.,  translates,  "  quae  habitabat  in 
Jenisalem  in  Secunda;  "  and  in  Zeph.,  "et  ululatus 
e  Secunda,"  as  in  the  A.  V. 

The  absurd  idea  of  a  "  college  "  was  received  by 
the  first  Christian  Hebraists,  at  the  time  of  the 
Reformation,  from  their  Jewish  teachers.  The 
Targum  of  Jonathan,  2  K.  xxii.  14,  acting  the 
interpreter  here  as  elsewhere  (Herzog's  Real-En- 

cyli.  XV.  678)  has  S^^^^S  n''3,  house  of  in- 
stitiction,  school,  and  is  followed  in  the  Syriac  ver- 
sion of  the  parallel  passage  in  2  Chr.  xxxiv.  22. 
Accordingly,  Sebastian  Miinster  (Hebrew  Bible, 
with  Latin  translation  and  notes,  Iksle,  1546) 
translates,  in  2  K.  "in  domo  doctrine;"  with 
the  annotation:   "Exponmit  hie  communiter  He- 

br«i   natyn    pro  W-)l}2  il'^n ;  vel,  ut  Chal. 

interpres  vertit,  S25v1S  n*'2,  id  est,  domus 
doctrinse  sen  studii  legis  dinnse."  He  adds,  from 
the  Rabbinic  writers  :  "  Eratque  certus  quidam 
locus  juxta  templum,  in  quo  docti  quique  convenie- 
bant,  et  conferebant  de  lege  et  vaticiniis  propheta- 
rum."  Having  no  Tai-gum  on  the  parallel  jiassage 
in  2  Chr.,  he  there  retained  the  rendering  of  the 
I.atin  Vulgate. 

This  Rabbinic  notion  thus  became  current  among 
Christian  scholars,  and  was  at  length  incorporated 
in  our  authorized  English  version. 

It  is  interesting  to  trace  this  rendering  of  the 
A.  V.  in  the  earlier  stages  of  our  vernacular  Bible. 
Coverdale's  Bible  (first  published  in  1535)  has  in 
2  K.  xxii.  14,  "  she  dwelt  in  Jerusalem  in  the 
second  porte  "  (probably  a  misprint  for  "  parte," 
which  appears  in  his  version  of  the  parallel  passage 
in  2  Chr.).  Matthew's  Bible,  so  ealletl  (1537), 
generally  understood  to  be  essentially  Tyndale's 
version  of  the  Old  Testament,  has  in  both  pass-tges, 
"dwelt  in  Jerus.aleni  in  the  second  ward."  Cran- 
nier's  Bible  (1540)  has  in  2  K.,  "in  the  house 
of  the  doctrine,"  but  in  2  Chr.  "within  the  second 
wall;"  followed  in  both  passages  by  the  Bishops' 
Bible  (1568).  The  Geneva  version  (1560)  has  in 
2  K.,  "  in  the  college,"  2  Chr.  "  within  the  college  " 
(with  the  marginal  note  on  the  former  passage, 
"  or,  the  house  of  doctrine,  wiiicli  was  neitr  to  the 
temple,"  &c.,  as  in  the  Rabbinic  commentaries  re- 
ferred to  alx>ve),  and  in  both  passages  was  followed 
by  King  James's  revisers.  T.  J.  C. 

»  COLLOPS  stands  in  Job  xv.  27  for  HO"'?, 
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vhicli  means  simply  "  fat "  or  "  fatness."  It  is 
said  to  be  a  Yorkshire  word,  still  used,  signifying 
lumps  or  slices  of  nie;it  (Eastwood  and  AVright's 
Bible  IVord-Book,  p.  114).  As  "fatness"  occurs 
just  before,  the  translators  may  have  wished  to 
vary  the  expression,  or  may  have  been  guided  by 
caprice.  Dr.  Conant  ( Translation  of'  the  Book  of 
Job^  p.  54)  renders  "fatness"  in  one  luie  of  the 
parallelism,  and  "  fat "  in  the  other.  H. 

COLONY,  a  designation  of  Philippi,  the  cel- 
ebrated city  of  Macedonia,  in  Acts  xvi.  12.  After 
the  battle  of  Actium,  Augustus  assigned  to  his 
veterans  those  parts  of  Italy  which  had  espoused 
the  cause  of  Antony,  and  transported  many  of  the 
expelled  inhabitants  to  Philippi,  Dyrrachium,  and 
other  cities  (Dion  Cass.  li.  4).  In  this  way  Phi- 
lippi was  made  a  Roman  colony  with  the  "  Jus  Ital- 
icum  "  (comp.  Dig.  50,  tit.  15,  s.  8),  and  accord- 
ingly we  find  it  described  as  a  "  colonia  "  both  in 
inscriptions  and  upon  the  coins  of  Augustus 
(OrelU,  Inscr.  512,  3(358,  3746,  4064;  Rasche,  vol 
iii.  pt.  2,  p.  1120.)  On  the  "Jus  Italicum,"  see 
Diet,  of  Ant.,  arts.  Colonia  and  Latinitas. 

*  Traces  of  this  colonial  rank  of  Philippi  appear 
at  the  present  time  among  the  ruins  on  the  ground 
The  traveller  even  at  Neapolis  {Kavalla),  the  sea- 
ix)rt  of  the  ancient  city,  sees  around  him  Latin 
inscriptions  on  sarcophagi,  tablets,  and  fallen  col- 
umns. T-wo  of  the  epitaphs  there  contain  the  name 
of  Claudius,  the  emperor  who  was  on  the  throne 
when  Paul  passed  through  Neajwlis  to  the  colony 
where  he  gathered  his  first  church  in  Europe. 
At  the  distance  of  half  an  hour  before  coming  to 
the  ancient  site,  stands  a  massive  block  of  marble 
which  no  doubt  once  supported  a  statue  or  some 
monumental  column,  on  which  the  names  of  "  Caius 
Mbius  et  Cornelius  Quartus  "  are  distinctly  legible, 
with  other  Roman  letters  not  easily  deciphered. 
Near  them  are  also  Turkish  cemeteries  with  frag- 
ments of  marble  at  the  head  of  the  graves,  obtained 
evidently  from  Philippi,  on  which  Latin  letters  and 
occasionally  entire  words  are  found.  On  some  of 
the  stones  among  the  ruins  at  Philippi  are  Greek 
inscriptions ;  but  those  in  Latin  are  far  more  nu- 
merous. Many  of  the  seats  of  the  theatre,  or 
amphitheatre,  which  rise  in  tiers,  one  above  another, 
on  the  sides  of  the  hill,  are  marked  with  what 
seem  to  be  the  names  of  the  owners,  nearly  all  of 
which  are  in  I>atin.  The  remarkable  tomb,  mono- 
lithic, except  the  lid  or  roof,  12  feet  long,  8J  high, 
and  6  wide,  situated  near  one  of  the  roads  which 
intersect  the  plain,  was  a  Roman  sepulchre,  as  the 
mutilated  epitaph  on  it  shows  beyond  a  doubt. 
We  evidently  have  before  us  there  the  ruins  of  a 
Roman  city  on  Greek  soil. 

Nothing  can  be  more  unstudied  than  the  way  in 
which  this  Roman  relationship  of  Philippi  shows 
itself  in  the  text  of  Luke.  After  speaking  of  the 
seizing  of  Paul  and  Silas  by  a  mob,  and  their  being 
dragged  before  the  rulers  {apxovTes)  of  the  city 
(Acts  xvi.  19),  Luke  suddenly  drops  that  term,  and 
in  the  next  verse,  speaks  of  officers,  whom  he 
denominates  "commanders"  (n-rparriyol)-  The 
fiict  now  was  that  in  a  Roman  colony  the  chief 
magistrates,  instead  of  being  called  duumviri  or 
quatnorviri  (the  number  was  not  always  the  same), 
frequently  took  the  name  of  jyrcetores  as  one  of 
gKAter  honor,  and  that  in  Greek  was  arparrj-yoi. 
This  is  the  only  occasion  in  the  book  of  Acts  on 
which  Luke  has  made  use  of  this  peculiar  designa- 
tion :  and  it  is  the  only  occasion,  as  far  as  appears,  on 
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which  he  could  have  introduced  it  with  propriety. 
It  occurs  five  times  in  this  brief  recital,  and  shows 
that  the  government  of  this  particular  city  {■n6\is, 
KoKojvia)  was  modelled  after  the  Roman  form.« 
It  is  also  at  PhiUppi  only  that  the  "  rod-bearers  " 
or  "  lictors  "  {pa$Sovxoi)i  holding  one  of  the  most 
distinctive  of  all  the  Roman  insignia,  make  their 
appearance.  (See  Pauly's  Real-Encykl.  ii.  507,  1st 
ed. ;  Wetstein,  Nov.  Test.  ii.  556;  Kiunoel,  Acta 
Apost.  p.  543;  Lechler's  Apostclgesch.  p.  231,  and 
Schaff's  Am.  ed.  p.  306;  Conybeare  &  Howson's 
Life  and  Letters  of  Paul,  i.  345,  Amer.  ed. ;  and 
Bibl.  Sacra,  Oct.  1860,  pp.  866-898.)  H. 

COLORS.  The  terms  relative  to  color,  oc- 
curring in  the  Bible,  may  be  arranged  in  two 
classes,  the  first  including  those  appliwi  to  the  de- 
scription of  natural  objects,  the  second  those  arti- 
ficial mixtures  which  were  employed  in  dyeing  or 
painting.  In  an  advanced  state  of  art,  such  a  dis- 
tinction can  hardly  be  said  to  exist;  all  the  hues 
of  nature  have  been  successfully  imitated  by  the 
artist;  but  among  the  Jews,  who  fell  even  below 
their  contemporaries  in  the  cultivation  of  the  fine 
arts,  and  to  whom  painting  was  unknown  until  a 
late  period,  the  knowledge  of  artificial  colors  was 
very  restricted.  Dyeing  was  the  object  to  which 
the  colors  known  to  them  were  applied.  So  exclu- 
sively indeed  were  the  ideas  of  the  Jews  limited  to 
this  application  of  color,  that  the  name  of  the  dye 
was  transferred  without  any  addition  to  the  ma- 
terial to  which  it  was  applied.  The  Jews  were  not 
however  by  any  means  insensible  to  the  influence 
of  color :  they  attached  definite  ideas  to  the  various 
tints,  according  to  the  use  made  of  them  in  robes 
and  vestments:  and  the  subject  exercises  an  im- 
portant influence  on  the  interpretation  of  certain 
portions  of  Scripture. 

1.  The  natural  colors  noticed  in  the  Bible  are 
white,  black,  red,  yellow,  and  green.  It  will  be 
observed  that  only  three  of  the  prismatic  colors 
are  represented  in  this  list;  blue,  indigo,  violet, 
and  orange  are  omitted.  Of  the  three,  yellow  is 
very  seldom  noticed ;  it  was  apparently  regarded  as 
a   shade   of  green,  for   the    same  term  greenish 

(Pir?"!?^)  is  applied  to  gold  (Ps.  Ixviii.  13),  and  to 
the  leprous  spot  (Lev.  xiii.  49),  and  very  probably 
the  golden  {'DTT^)  or  yellow  hue  of  the  leprous  hair 
(Lev.  xiii.  30-32)  differed  little  from  the  greenish 
spot  on  the  garments  (Lev.  xiii.  49).  Green  is 
frequently  noticed,  but  an  examination  of  the  pas- 
sages in  which  it  occurs,  will  show  that  the  refer- 
ence is  seldom  to  color.     The  Hebrew  terms  are 

raandn  (]35*^)  and  ydrdk  ip^*'^;  the  first  of 
these  applies  to  what  is  vigorous  and  flourishing ; 
hence  it  is  metaphorically  employed  as  an  image 
of  prosperity  (Job  xv.  32;  Ps.  xxxvii.  35,  Iii.  8, 
xcii.  14;  Jer.  xi.  16,  xvii.  8;  Dan.  iv.  4;  Hos.  xiv. 
8);  it  is  invariably  employed  wherever  the  expres- 
sion ^^ green  tree"  is  used  in  connection  with  idol- 
atrous sacrifices,  as  though  with  the  view  of  con- 
veying the  idea  of  the  outspreading  branches  which 
served  as  a  canopy  to  the  worshippers  (Deut.  xii. 
2;  2  K.  xvi.  4);  elsewhere  it  is  used  of  that  which 
is  fresh,  as  oil  (Ps.  xcii.  10),  and  newly  plucked 
boughs  (Cant.  i.  16).     The  other  term,  ydrdk,  has 


«  *  Walch,  in  hia  Dissertationesin  Acta  Apostolorum 
(%TpaTr)yol  P/tUippensium,  iii.  281-302),  treats  fully  of 
this  municipal  peculiarity  of  Philippi.  H 
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the  radical  signification  of  putting  fortli  haves, 
^ouiiw]  (Gesen.  Thes.  p.  632):  it  is  used  indis- 
criminately for  all  productions  of  the  eartli  fit  for 
food  (Gen.  i.  30,  ix.  3 ;  Ex.  x.  15 ;  Num.  xxii.  4 ; 
Is.  XV.  6;  cf.  ^\a)p6s,  Rev.  viii.  7,  ix.  4),  and  again 
for  all  kinds  of  garden  lierbs  (Deut.  xi.  10 ;  IK. 
xxi.  2 ;  2  K.  xix.  26 ;  Prov.  xv.  17 ;  Is.  xxxvii.  27 ; 
contrast  tlie  restricted  application  of  our  ^r^ens); 
when  applied  to  grass,  it  means  specifically  tlie 

young,  fresh  grass  (SIT'^,  Ps.  xxxvii.  2),  which 
springs  up  in  the  desert  (.Job  xxxix.  8).  Elsewhere 
it  describes  the  siclcly  yellowish  hue  of  mildewed 
com  (Deut.  xxviii.  22;  1  K.  viii.  37;  2  Chr.  vi. 
28;  Am.  iv.  9;  Hag.  ii.  17);  and  lastly,  it  is  used 
for  the  entire  absence  of  color  produced  by  fear 
(Jer.  XXX.  6;  compare  j(^\wp6s,  Jl-  x.  376);  hence 
XKo>p6s  (Kev.  vi.  8)  describes  tlie  ghastly,  livid  hue 
of  death.  In  other  passages  "  green  "  is  errone- 
ously used  in  the  A.  V.  for  whUe  (Gen.  xxx.  37 ; 
Esth.  i.  6),  young  (I>ev.  ii.  14,  xxiii.  14),  nwist 
(Judg.  xvi.  7,  8),  Slippy  (Job.  viii.  16),  and  unripe 
(Cant.  ii.  13).  Thus  it  may  be  said  that  green  is 
never  used  in  the  Bible  to  convey  the  impression 
of  proper  color. 

The  only  fundamental  color  of  which  the  He- 
brews api^ear  to  have  had  a  clear  conception  was 
red;  and  even  this  is  not  very  often  noticed.  They 
had  therefore  no  scientific  knowledge  of  colors,  and 
we  cannot  but  thinli  that  the  attempt  to  explain 
such  passages  as  Rev.  iv.  3  by  the  rules  of  philo- 
sophical truth,  must  fail  (see  Hengstenljerg,  Comm. 
in  loc.).  Instead  of  assuming  that  the  emerald 
represents  green,  the  jasper  yellow,  and  the  sardine 
red,  the  idea  intended  to  be  conveyed  by  these  im- 
ages may  be  simply  that  of  pure,  brUliant,  trans- 
parent light.  The  emerald,  for  instance,  was 
chiefly  prized  by  the  ancients  for  its  glittering, 
scintillating  qualities  (cu-yA.^jejs,  Orpheus  de  Itp.  p. 
608),  whence  perhaps  it  derived  its  name  (afidpay- 
Sos,  from  liopiJLaipeiv)-  The  jasper  is  character- 
ized by  St.  John  himself  (Kev.  xxi.  11)  as  being 
crystal-clear  {Kpv<rra\\l.C<ev),  and  not  as  liaving  a 
certain  hue.  The  sardine  may  be  compared  with 
the  amber  of  Ez.  i.  4,  27,  or  the  burnished  brass 
of  Dan.  X.  6,  or  again  the  fine  brass,  "  as  if  burn- 
ing in  a  furnace,"  of  Rev.  i.  15,  each  conveying  the 
impression  of  the  color  of  fire  in  a  state  of  pure  in- 
candescence. Similarly  the  beryl,  or  rather  the 
chrysolite  (the  Hebrew  Tharsis),  may  be  selected 
by  Daniel  (x.  6)  on  account  of  its  transparency. 
An  exception  may  be  made  perhaps  in  regard  to 
the  sapphire,  in  as  far  as  its  hue  answers  to  the 
deep  blue  of  the  firmament  (Ex.  xxiv.  10;  cf.  liz.  i. 
26,  X.  1),  but  even  in  tliis  case  the  pellucidity 

(n35^,  omitted  in  A.  V.,  Ex.  xxiv.  10)  or  polish 
of  the  stone  (comp.  \j»m.  iv.  7)  forms  an  important, 
if  not  the  main,  element  in  the  comparison.  The 
highest  development  of  color  in  tlie  mind  of  the 
Hebrew  evidently  was  light,  and  hence  the  predom- 
inance given  to  white  as  its  representative  (comp. 
the  connection  between  K^vkSs  and  lux).  This 
feeling  ap[jears  l)0th  in  tlie  more  numerous  allusions 
to  it  than  to  any  other  color  —  in  tlie  variety  of 
terms  by  which  tliey  discriminated  the  shades  from 

a  i)ule,  dull  tmt  (HT^'S,  blachlsh.  Lev.  xiii.  21  ff.) 
up  to  the  most  brilliant  splendor  ("^HT,  l'>..  viii. 
2;  Dan.  xii.  3)  — and  in  the  comparisons  by  which 
they  sought  to  heighten  their  ideas  of  it,  an  in- 
■tanoe  of  which  occurs  in  the  three  accounts  of  the 
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Transfiguration,  where  the  countenance  and  rol  es 
are  described  as  like  "  the  sun  "  and  "  the  light," 
(Matt.  xvii.  2),  "shining,  exceeding  white  as 
snow"  (Mark  ix.  3),  "glistening"  (Luke  ix.  29). 
Snow  is  used  eleven  times  in  a  similar  way ;  the 
sun  five  times;  wool  four  times;  milk  once.  In 
some  instances  the  point  of  the  comparison  is  not 
so  obvious,  e.  g.  in  Jol)  xxxviii.  14,  "  they  stand 
as  a  garment  "  in  reference  to  the  ichite  color  of  the 
Hebrew  dress,  and  in  Ps.  bcviii.  13,  where  the 
glancing  hues  of  the  dove's  plumage  suggested  an 
image  of  the  brilliant  effect  of  the  while  liolyday 
costume.  Next  to  white,  black,  or  rather  dark, 
holds  the  most  prominent  place,  not  only  as  its  op- 
posite, but  also  as  representing  the  complexion  of 
the  Orientals.  Tliere  were  various  shades  of  it, 
including  the  broum  of  the  Nile  water  (wlience  its 
name  Sihor)  —  the  reddish  tint  of  early  dawTi,  to 
which  the  complexion  of  the  bride  is  likened  (Cant, 
vi.  10),  as  well  as  the  lurid  hue  produced  by  a 
flight  of  locusts  (Joel  ii.  2)  —  and  the  darkness  of 
blackness  itself  (I>am.  iv.  8).  As  before,  we  have 
various  heightening  images,  such  as  the  tents  of 
Kedar,  a  flock  of  goats,  the  raven  (Cant.  i.  5,  iv.  1, 
v.  11)  and  sackcloth  (Rev.  vi.  12).  Red -was  also 
a  color  of  which  the  He1)rews  had  a  vivid  concep- 
tion; this  may  be  attributed  partly  to  the  preT^a- 
lence  of  that  color  in  the  outward  asjiect  of  the 
countries  and  peoples  with  which  they  were  famU- 
iar,  as  attested  by  the  name  Edom,  and  by  the 
words  adamah  (earth),  and  adam  (man),  so  termed 
either  as  being  formed  out  of  the  red  earth,  or  aa 
being  red  in  comparison  with  the  fair  color  of  the 
Assj-rians,  and  the  lilack  of  the  Ethiopians.  Red 
was  regarded  as  an  element  of  personal  beauty; 
comp.  1  Sam.  xvi.  12 ;  Cant.  ii.  1,  where  the  lily  is 
the  red  one  for  which  Syria  was  famed  (Plin.  xxi. 
11);  Cant.  iv.  3,  vi.  7,  where  the  complexion  is 
compared  to  the  red  fruit  of  the  pomegranate ;  and 
I.am.  iv.  7,  where  the  hue  of  the  skin  is  redder 
than  coral  (A.  V.  "rubies")  contrasting  with  the 
white  of  the  garments  before  noticed.  The  three 
colors,  white,  black,  and  red,  were  sometimes  in- 
termixed in  animals,  and  gave  rise  to  the  terras, 

"in!J,   "dappled"    (A.   V.    "white"),    probably 

white  and  red  (Judg.  v.  10);  "Tp^,  "  ringstniked," 
either  with  white  bands  on  the  legs,  or  white-footed; 
lp3,  "speckled,"  and    W^^j   "spotted,"  white 

and  black;  and  Lastly  1^3,  "piebald"  (A.  V. 
"grisled"),  the  spots  being  larger  than  in  the  two 
former  (Gen.  xxx.  32,  35,  xxxi.  lo);  the  latter  term 
is  used  of  a  horse  (Zech.  vi.  3,  6)  with  a  syinlKtlical 
meaning:  Hengstenberg  {Cliristol.'m  \oc.)  consid- 
ers the  color  itself  to  l»e  unmeaning,  and  that  the 
prophet  has  added  the  term  strong  (A.  V.  "  bay") 
by  >vay  of  explanation:  Hitzig  {Comm.  in  loc.)  ex- 
plains it,  in  a  peculiar  manner,  of  tlie  com])lexion 
of  the  Egyptians.  It  remains  for  us  now  t<)  notice 
the  various  terms  applied  to  these  three  colors. 

1.  Whitk.  The  most  common  term  is  ]5t  ' 
which  is  applied  to  such  objects  as  milk  (Gen.  xlix.  ' 
12),  manna  (Ex.  xvi.  31),  snow  (Is.  i.  18),  horses 
(Zech.  i.  8),  raiment  (Iu;cl.  ix.  8);  and  a  oognat« 
word  expresses  the  color  of  the  moon  (Is.  xxiv.  23). 
n?,  dazzling  white,  is  applied  to  the  complexion 

(Cant.  v.  10) ;  1^n»  *  ^'■"'  "^  *  ^^""  ^®'  ^  *""* 
(Dan.  \ii.  9  only),  and  to  the  paleness  of  shame  (I» 
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xxk.  22,  "I5n);;3'^tt^,  to  the  hair  aloue.  An- 
other class  of  terms  arises  from  rhe  textures  of  a 
naturally  white  color,  as  WW  and  ^^2.  These 
words  appear  to  have  been  originally  of  foreign  ori- 
gin, but  were  connected  by  the  Hebrews  with  roots 
in  their  own  language  descriptive  of  a  white  color 
(Gesen.  Thesaur.  pp.  190,  1384:).  The  terms  were 
without  doubt  primarily  applied  to  the  material ; 
but  the  idea  of  color  is  also  prominent,  particularly 
in  the  description  of  the  curtains  of  the  tabernacle 
(Ex.  xxvi.   1),   and   the   priests'    vestments    (Ex. 

xxviii.  C ).  WW  is  also  appUed  to  white  marble 
(Esth.  i.  6;  Cant.  v.  15);  and  a  cognate  word, 
IW'yW,  to  th»  lily  (Cant.  11.  16).  In  addition  to 
these  we  meet  with  I^H  ()3i5<r<ros,  Esth.  i.  6,  viii. 

15),  and  DQ"}?  (Kdpirouros;  A.  V.  "green," 
Esth.  i.  6),  also  I'escriptive  of  white  textures. 

White  was  symboUcal  of  innocence:  hence  the 
raiment  of  angels  (Mark  xvi.  5 ;  John  xx.  12),  and 
of  glorified  saints  (Kev.  xix.  8,  14),  is  so  described. 
It  was  also  symbolical  of  joy  (Eccl.  ix.  8);  and, 
lastly,  of  victory  (Zech.  vi.  3;  Kev.  vi.  2).  In  the 
Kevelation  the  term  \evK6s  is  applied  exclusively 
to  what  belongs  to  Jesus  Christ  (Wordsworth's 
AjMc.  p.  105). 

2.  Black.  The  shades  of  this  color  are  ex- 
pressed in  the  terms  *nn27,  applied  to  the  hair 
(Lev.  xiii.  31;  Cant.  v.  11);  the  complexion  (Cant, 
i.  5),  particularly  when  affected  with  disease  (Job 

XXX.  30);  horses  (Zech.  vi.  2,  6):  Q^Wl,  literally 
scorched  {<l>ai6s;  A.  V.  "brown,"  Gen.  xxx.  32), 
applied  to  sheep ;  the  word  expresses  the  color  pro- 
duced by  influence  of  tlTe  sun's  rays :  "I'TPj  literally 
to  be  dirty,  applied  to  a  complexion  blackened  by 
sorrow  or  disease  (Job  xxx.  30);  mourner's  robes 
(Jer.  viii.  21,  xiv.  2;  compare  sordldte  vestes);  a 
clouded  sky  (1  K.  xviii.  45);  night  (Mic.  iii.  6; 
Jer.  iv.  28;  Joel  ii.  10,  iii.  15);  a  turbid  brook 
(whence  possibly  Keduon),  particularly  when  ren- 
dered so  by  melted  snow  (Job  vi.  16).  Black,  as 
being  the  opiwsite  to  white,  is  symbolical  of  evil 
(Zech.  vi.  2,  6;  Kev.  vi.  5). 

3.  Red.     DIM  is  applied  to  blood  (2  K.  iii. 

22);  a  garment  sprinkled  with  blood  (Is.  bciii.  2); 
a  heifer  (Num.  xix.  2);  pottage  made  of  lentiles 
(Gen.  XXV.  30);  a  horse  (Zech.  i.  8,  vi.  2);  wine 
(Prov.  xxiii.  31);  the  complexion  (Gen.  xxv.  25; 

Cant.  V.  10;  Lam.  iv.  7).  Q'^DIM  is  a  slight 
degree  of  red,  reddish,  and  is  applied  to  a  leprous 
spot  (Lev.  xiii.  19,  xiv.  37).  p'^W,  literally /oa;- 
cohred;  bay,  is  applied  to  a  horse  (A.  V.  "  speck- 
led; "  Zech.  i.  8),  and  to  a  species  of  vine  bearing 
a  purple  grape  (Is.  v.  2,  xvi.  8):  the  transktion 
"bay"  in  Zech.  vi.  3,  A.  V.  is  incorrect.  The 
corresponding  term  in  Greek  is  -KvppSs,  literally 
red  as  fire.  This  color  was  symbolical  of  blood- 
shed (Zech.  vi.  2;  Kev.  vi.  4,  xii.  3). 

II.  Artificial  Colors.  The  art  of  extract- 
ing dyes,  and  of  applying  them  to  various  textures, 
appears  to  have  [>een  knowi  at  a  very  early  period. 
We  read  of  scarlet  tliread  at  the  time  of  Zarah's 
birth  (Gen.  xxxviii.  28);  of  blue  and  purple  at  the 
time  of  the  Exodus  (Ex.  xxvi.  1).  There  is  how- 
ever no  evidence  to  show  that  the  Jews  themselves 
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I  were  at  that  period  acquainted  with  the  art :  the 
I  profession  of  the  dyer  is  not  noticed  in  the  Bible, 
though  it  is  referred  to  in  the  Talmud.  They  were 
probably  uidebted  both  to  the  Egyptians  and  the 
Phoenicians;  to  the  latter  for  the  dyes,  and  to  the 
former  for  the  mode  of  applying  them.  The  purple 
dyes  which  they  chiefly  used  were  extracted  by  the 
Phoenicians  (Ez.  xxvii.  16;  Plin.  ix.  60),  and  in 
certain  districts  of  Asia  Minor  (Horn.  //.  iv.  lil), 
especially  Thyatira  (Acts  xvi.  14).  It  does  not 
appear  that  those  particular  colors  were  used  in 
Egypt,  the  Egyptian  colors  being  produced  from 
various  metallic  and  earthy  substances  (Wilkinson, 
Ana.  Egypt,  iii.  301).  On  the  other  hand,  there 
was  a  remarkable  similarity  in  the  mode  of  dyeing 
in  Egypt  and  Palestine,  inasmuch  as  the  color  was 
appUed  to  the  raw  material,  previous  to  the  pro- 
cesses of  spinning  and  weaving  (Ex.  xxxv.  25, 
xxxix.  3;  Wilkinson,  iii.  125).  The  dyes  consisted 
of  purples,  light  and  dark  (the  latter  being  the 
"blue"  of  the  A.  V.),  and  crimson  {scarlet,  A. 
V. ) :  vermilion  was  introduced  at  a  late  period. 

1.  Purple  (]^21W  :  Chaldaic  form,  ^I^IM, 

Dan.  v.  7,  16:  vopipvpa.  jnirpura).  This  color 
was  obtained  from  the  secretion  of  a  species  of  shell- 
fish (PUn.  ix.  60),  the  Murex  trunculas  of  Liimaeus, 
which  was  found  in  various  parts  of  the  Mediterra- 
nean Sea  (hence  called  irop<pvpa  OaKourala,  1  Mace, 
iv.  23),  particularly  on  the  coasts  of  Phoenicia 
(Strab.  xvi.  p.  757),  Mrica  (Strab.  xvii.  p.  835), 
Laconia  (Hor.  Od.  ii.  18,  7),  and  Asia  Minor. 
[Elishail]  The  derivation  of  the  Hebrew  name 
is  uncertain:  it  has  been  connected  with  the  San- 
skrit rayaman,  "  tinged  with  red ;  "  and  again  with 
arghamdna,  "  costly  "  (Hitzig,  Comment,  in  Dan. 
V.  7).  Gesenius,  however  {Thesaur.  p.  1263),  con- 
siders it  highly  improbable  that  a  color  so  peculiar 
to  the  shores  of  the  Mediterranean  should  be  de- 
scribed by  a  word  of  any  other  than  Semitic  origin, 

and  connects  it  with  the  root  D^"^,  to  heap  up  c 

overlay  with  color.  The  coloring  matter  was  con- 
tained in  a  small  vessel  in  the  throat  of  the  fish ; 
and  as  the  quantity  amoimted  to  only  a  single  drop 
in  each  animal,  the  value  of  the  dye  was  propor- 
tionately high :  sometimes,  however,  the  whole  fish 
was  crushed  (Plin.  ix.  60).  It  is  difiicult  to  state 
with  precision  the  tint  described  under  the  Hebrew 
name.  The  Greek  equivalent  was,  we  know,  ap- 
plied with  great  latitude,  not  only  to  all  colors  ex- 
ti acted  from  the  shell-fish,  but  even  to  other  brill- 
iant colors :  thus  in  John  xix.  2,  iixwriov  iroprpv- 
po{)>'  =  x^°M"*  KOKKim),  in  Matt,  xxvii.  28  (cf. 
Plin.  ix.  62).  The  same  may  be  said  of  the  Latin 
purpureiis.  The  Hebrew  term  seems  to  be  appUed 
in  a  similarly  broad  sense  in  Cant.  vii.  5,  where  it 
either  =  6/acfc  (comp.  v.  11),  or,  still  better,  shining 
with  oiL  Generally  speaking,  however,  the  tint 
must  be  considered  as  having  been  defined  by  the 
distinction  between  the  purple  proper,  and  the 
other  purple  dye  (A.  V.  "blue"),  which  was  pro- 
duced from  another  species  of  shell-fish.  The  lat- 
ter was  undoubtedly  a  dark  violet  tint,  while  the 
former  had  a  light  reddish  tinge.  Robes  of  a  pur- 
ple color  *ere  worn  by  kings  (Judg.  viii.  26),  and 
by  the  highest  officers,  civil  and  religious;  thus 
Mordecai  (Esth.  viii.  15),  Daniel  (A.  V.  "scarlet," 
Dan.  V.  7,  16,  29),  and  Andronicus,  the  deputy  of 
Antiochus  (2  Mace.  iv.  38),  were  invested  with 
purple  in  token  of  the  offices  they  held  (cf.  Xen. 
Anib.  i.  5,  §  8):  so  also  Jonathan,  as  high- priest 
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(1  Mace.  X.  20,  64,  xi.  58).  They  were  also  worn 
by  the  wealthy  and  luxurious  (Jer.  x.  9 ;  Ez.  xxvii. 
7;  Luke  xvi.  19;  Kev.  xvii.  4,  xviii.  16).  A  simi- 
lar value  was  attached  to  purple  robes  both  by  the 
Greeks  (Horn.  Od.  xix.  225;  Herod,  ix.  22;  Strab. 
xiv.  648),  and  by  the  Romans  (Virg.  Gtorg.  ii. 
495;  Hor.  Ep.  12,  21;  Suet.  Cces.  43;  Ntro,  32). 
Of  the  use  of  this  and  the  other  dyes  in  the  text- 
ures of  the  tabernacle,  we  shall  presently  speak. 

2.  Blue  (H  vpitl :  haKivdos,  vaKivdtvos,  6Ko- 

vSpcpvpos,  Num.  iv.  7:  hyachithus,  hyacintldnus). 
This  dye  was  procured  from  a  species  of  shell-fish 
found  on  the  coast  of  Phoenicia,  and  called  by  the 
Hebrews  Chilzon  (Targ.  Pseudo-Jon.,  in  I)eut. 
xxxiii.  19),  and  by  modem  naturalists  Htl'iJ: 
lanthina.  The  Hebrew  name  is  derived,  accordi>ig 
to  Gesenius  {Thesaur.  p.  1502),  from  a  root  signi- 
fying to  unskell;  but  according  to  Hitzig  (Com- 
ment, in  Ez.  xxiii.  6),  from    vv3,  in  the  sense  of 

"  -  T  ' 

dulled,  blunted,  as  opposed  to  the  brilliant  hue  of 
the  proper  purple.  The  tint  is  best  ex-plained  by 
the  statements  of  Josephus  (Ant.  iii.  7,  §  7)  and 
Philo  that  it  was  emblematic  of  the  sky,  in  which 
case  it  represents  riot  the  hght  blue  of  our  northern 
climate,  but  the  deep  dark  hue  of  the  eastern  sky 
(otpoy  Se  (tv/jl^oKov  vaKivQos,  fifXa^  yap  ovtos 
(pia-fi,  Phil.  Ojj/).  i.  536).  The  tenn  adopted  by 
the  LXX.  is  applied  by  classical  writers  to  a  color 
approaching  to  black  (Hom.  Od.  vi.  231,  xxiii.  158; 
Theoc.  Jd.  10,  28);  the  flower,  whence  the  name 
was  boiTowed,  being,  as  is  well  known,  not  the 
modem  hyacinth,  but  of  a  dusky  red  color  (/er- 
rugineus,  Virg.  Georg.  iv.  183;  ccelesiis  luminis 
hyacinlhus,  Colum.  ix.  4,  4).  The  A.  V.  has 
rightly  described  the  tint  in  Esth.  i.  6  (margin)  as 
violet;  the  ordinary  term  blue  is  incorrect:  the 
Lutheran  translation  is  still  more  incorrect  in  giving 
it  gelbe  Seide  (yellow  silk),  and  occasionally  simply 
ISeide  {V,z.  xxiii.  6).  This  color  was  used  in  the 
same  way  as  purple.  Princes  and  nobles  (Ez.  xxiii. 
6;  Ecclus.  xl.  4),  and  the  idols  of  Babylon  (Jer.  x. 
9),  were  clothed  in  robes  of  this  tint:  the  riband 
and  the  fringe  of  the  Hebrew  dress  was  ordered  to 
be  of  this  color  (Num.  xv.  38):  it  was  used  in  the 
tapestries  of  the  Persians  (Esth.  i.  6).  The  effect 
of  the  color  is  well  described  in  Ez.  xxiii.  12,  where 

such  robes  are  termed  7lv5^  "'ti^pv,  robes  of 
perfection,  i.  e.  gorgeous  robes.  We  may  remark, 
in  conclusion,  that  the  LXX.  treats  the  term  tt7nj^ 
(A.  V.  "  badger  ")  as  indicative  of  color,  and  has 
translated  it  vaKivdivos,  ianthinus  .{Yjn.  xxv.  5). 

3.  ScAKLET  (CuiMsoN,  Is.  i.  18;  Jer.  iv.  30). 
The  terms  by  which  this  color  is   expressed   in 

Hebrew  vary;  sometimes  "^3127  simply  is  used,  as 

inGen.xxxviU.  28-30;  sometimes  "'ptt?  DVbhn, 

as  in  Ex.  xxv.  4;  and  sometimes  37vin  simply, 

as  in  Is.  i.  18.  The  word  b"'I2"13  (A.  V.  "  crim- 
son; "  2  Chr.  ii.  7,  14,  iii.  14)  was  introduced  at  a 
late  period,  probably  from  Armenia,  to  express  the 
same  color.     The  first  of  these  temis  (derived  from 

51307,  to  shine)  expresses  the  brilliancy  of  the  color; 

the  second,  HV^in,  the  wtyrm,  or  grub,  whence 

the  dye  was  procured,  and  which  gave  name  to  the 

Ojlor   occasionally  without   any  wldition,  just  as 

rmiiion  is  derived  from  vermictdus.     The  LXX. 
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generally  renders  it  KSKKivoy,  occasionally  with  the 
addition  of  such  terms  as  KtK\wcriJi.4vov  (Ex.  xxvi. 
1),  or  Stav(i/r](Tfifyoy  (Ex.  xxviii.  8);  the  Vulgate 
has  it  generally  coccinum,  occasionally  coccus  bit 
tinctus  (Ex.  xxviii.  8),  apparently  following  the 
erroneous  uiterpretatiou  of  Aquila^and  Synmiachus, 
who  render  it  Sificupos,  double-dyed  (Ex.  xxv.  4), 

as  though  from  Hiti?,  to  repeat.  The  process  of 
double-dyeing  was  however  peculiar  to  the  Tyrian 
purples  (Phn.  ix.  39).  The  dye  was  produced  from 
an  insect,  somewhat  resembUng  the  cochineal,  which 
is  found  hi  considerable  quantities  in  Armenia  and 
other  eastern  countries.  The  Arabian  name  of  the 
insect  is  kermez  (whence  crimson):  the  Linnrean 
name  is  Coccus  Ilicis.  It  frequents  the  boughs  of 
a  species  of  ilex  :  on  these  it  lays  its  eggs  in  groups, 
which  become  covered  with  a  kind  of  down,  so  that 
they  present  the  appearance  of  vegetable  galls  or 
excrescences  from  the  tree  itself,  and  are  described 
as  such  by  Pliny,  xvi.  12.  The  dye  is  procured 
from  the  female  grub  alone,  which,  when  alive,  is 
about  the  size  of  a  kemel  of  a  cherry  and  of  a  dark 
amaranth  color,  but  when  dead  shrivels  up  to  the 
size  of  a  grain  of  wheat,  and  is  covered  with  a  bluish 
mould  (Parrot's  Journey  to  Ararat,  p.  114).  The 
general  character  of  the  color  is  expressed  by  the 

Hebrew  term  '^^ttH  (Is.  Ixiii.  1),  lit.  sharp,  and 
hence  dazzUng  (compare  the  expression  xp&fxa  o^i), 
and  in  the  Greek  \afx.Trp6.  (Luke  xxiii.  11),  com- 
pared with  KoKKivr)  (Matt,  xxvii.  28).  The  tint 
produced  was  crimson  rather  than  scarlet.  The 
only  natural  object  to  which  it  is  applied  in  Script- 
ure is  the  lips,  which  are  compared  to  a  scarlet 
thread  (Cant.  iv.  3).  Josephus  considered  it  as 
symbolical  of  fire  {Ant.  iii.  7,  §  7 ;  cf.  Phil.  i.  536). 
Scarlet  threads  were  selected  as  distinguishing 
marks  from  their  brilliancy  (Gen.  xxxviii.  28 ;  Josli. 
ii.  18,  21);  and  hence  the  color  is  expressive  of 
what  is  excessive  or  glaring  (Is.  i.  18).  Scarlet 
robes  were  worn  by  the  luxurious  (2  Sam.  i.  24; 
Prov.  xxxi.  21;  Jer.  iv.  30;  I^am.  iv.  5;  Kev.  xvii. 
4,  xviii.  12,  16);  it  was  also  the  appropriate  hue 
of  a  warrior's  dress  from  its  similarity  to  blood 
(Nah.  ii.  3;  cf.  Is.  ix.  5),  and  was  especially  worn 
by  officers  in  the  Roman  army  (Plin.  xxii.  3 ;  Matt, 
xxvii.  28). 

The  three  colors  above  described,  purple,  blue, 
and  scarlet^  together  with  white,  were  employed  in 
the  textures  used  for  the  curtains  of  the  tatemacle 
and  for  the  sacred  vestments  of  the  priests.  The 
four  were  used  in  combination  in  the  outer  curtains, 
the  vail,  the  entrance  curtain  (Ex.  xxvi.  1,  31,  36), 
and  the  gate  of  the  court  (Ex.  xxvii.  16):  as  also 
in  the  high-priest's  ephod,  girdle,  and  breastplate 
(Ex.  xxviii.  5,  6,  8^  15).  The  three  first,  to  the 
exclusion  of  white,  were  used  in  the  pomegranates 
about  the  hem  of  the  higli-priest's  rote  (Ex.  xxviii. 
33).  The  loops  of  the  curtains  (Ex.  xxvi.  4),  the 
lace  of  the  high-priest's  breasti)late,  the  rol)e  of  the 
ephod,  and  the  lace  on  his  mitre  were  exclusively 
of  blue  (I'jc.  xxviii.  28,  31,  37).  Cloths  for  wrap- 
ping the  sacred  utensils  were  either  blue  (Num.  iv. 
6),  scarlet  (8),  or  puq)le  (13).  Scarlet  thread  was 
specified  in  connection  with  the  rites  of  cleansing 
the  leper  (I^v.  xiv.  4,  6,  51),  and  of  burning  the 
red  heifer  (Num.  xix.  6),  apparently  for  the  purpose 
of  binding  the  hyssop  to  the  cedar  wood.  The 
hangings  for  the  court  (Ex.  xxvii.  9,  xxxviii.  9), 
the  coats,  mitres,  bonnets,  and  breeches  of  the 
priests,  were  white  (I'jc.  xxxix.  27,  28).     The  appli- 
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cation  of  these  colors  to  the  service  of  the  tabernacle 
has  led  writers  both  in  ancient  and  modern  times 
to  attach  some  symbolical  meaning  to  them:  refer- 
ence has  already  been  made  to  the  statements  of 
Philo  and  Josephus  on  this  subject:  the  words  of 
the  latter  are  as  follow:  ^  fivffffos  rrji/  yrjv  cnroffr}- 
fiaiveiif  eoiKe-,  5io  rh  i^  avTrjs  ave7ffdai  rh  Kivov 
^  T6  itop(pvpa  TTjv  Oa\a(T<Tav,  Tcfi  incpoivix^o-i  tov 
k6x^ov  T<f  a'l/xaTi-  rhv  Se  atpa  fiov\eTai  S7)Koui> 
6  viKivdos'  Kal  6  (po7vL^  5'  hy  ei-q  TeK/j.rjpioi'  rod 
TTupos,  Ant.  iii.  7,  §  7.  The  subject  has  been  fol- 
lowed up  with  a  great  variety  of  interpretations, 
more  or  less  probable.  Without  entering  into  a 
disquisition  on  these,  we  will  remark  that  it  is  un- 
necessary to  assume  that  the  colors  were  originally 
selected  with  such  a  view ;  their  lieauty  and  costli- 
ness is  a  sufficient  explanation  of  the  selection. 
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4.  Vermilion  ("1t??l!7 :  /iiXros  '■  sinopis).  This 
was  a  pigment  used  in  fiesco  paintings,  either  for 
drawing  figures  of  idols  on  the  walls  of  temples  (Ez. 
xxiii.  14),  for  coloring  the  idols  themselves  (Wisd. 
xiii.  14),  or  for  decorating  the  walls  and  beams  of 
houses  (Jer.  xxii.  14).  The  Greek  term  fii\Tos  is 
applied  both  to  minium,  red  lead,  and  rubi-ica,  red 
ochre;  the  Latin  sinopis  describes  the  best  kind  of 
ochre,  which  came  from  Sinope.  Vermilion  was  a 
favorite  color  among  the  Assyrians  {Ez.  xxiii.  14), 
as  is  stiU  attested  by  the  sculptures  of  Nimroud 
and  Khorsabad  (Layard,  ii.  303).  W.  L.  B. 

COLOS'SE  (more  properly  COLOS'S^,  Ko- 
A.O(r<rat,  Col.  i.  2;  but  the  preponderance  of  MS. 
authority  is  in  favor  of  KoAocro-ot,  Colagsm,  a  form 


used  by  the  Byzantine  writers,  and  which  perhaps 
represents  the  provincial  mode  of  pronouncing  the 
name.  On  coins  and  inscriptions,  and  in  classical 
writers,  we  find  KaA.o(r(rai'.  See  Ellicott,  (ul  lac). 
A  city  in  the  upper  part  of  the  basin  of  the  Maean- 
der,  on  one  of  its  affluents  named  the  Lycus. 
Hierapolis  and  I^aodicea  were  in  its  immediate 
neighborhood  (Col.  ii.  1,  iv.  1.3,  15,  16;  see  Rev. 
i.  11,  iii.  14).  Colossse  fell,  a.s  these  other  two 
cities  rose,  in  importance.  Herodotus  (vii.  30) 
and  Xenophon  (Awtb.  i.  2,  §  0)  speak  of  it  as  a 
city  of  consideralile  consetjuence.  Strabo  (xii. 
p.  576 )  describes  it  as  only  a  ■ir6Ki<TfjLCi,  not  a  xd- 
A.is;  yet  elsewhere  (p.  578)  he  implies  that  it  had 
some  mercantile  importance  ;  and  Pliny,  in  St. 
Paul's  time,  descrites  it  (v.  41)  as  one  of  the  "  cel- 
et)errima  oppida "  of  its  district.  Colossaj  was 
situated  close  to  the  great  road  which  led  from 
F.phesus  to  the  Euplirates.  Hence  our  impulse 
would  be  to  conclude  tliat  St.  Paul  passed  this 
way,  and  founded  or  confirmed  the  Colossian 
Church  on  his  third  missionary  journey  (Acts 
w'm.  23,  xix.  1).  He  might  also  easily  have 
31 


visited  Colossae  during  the  prolonged  stay  at  Eph- 
esus,  which  immediately  followed.  The  most  com- 
petent commentators,  however,  agree  in  thinking 
that  Col.  ii.  1  proves  that  St.  Paul  had  never  been 
there,  when  tiie  Epistle  was  written.  Theodoret's 
argument  that  he  must  have  visited  Colossfe  on  the 
journey  just  referred  to,  because  he  is  said  to  have 
gone  tlirough  the  whole  region  of  Phrygia,  may  be 
proved  fallacious  from  geographical  considerations: 
Colossoe,  though  ethnologically  in  Phrygia  (Herod. 
/.  c,  Xen.  I.  c),  was  at  this  period  ix)litically  in  the 
province  of  Asia  (see  Rev.  I.  c).  That  the  Apostle 
hofjed  to  visit  the  place  on  being  delivered  from  his 
Roman  imprisonment  is  clear  from  Philemon  22 
(compare  Phil.  ii.  24).  Philemon  and  his  slave 
Oiiesimus  were  dwellers  in  Colossaj.  So  also  were 
Archippus  and  Epaphras.  From  Col.  i.  7,  iv.  12, 
it  has  been  naturally  concludefl  that  the  latter  Chris- 
tian was  the  founder  of  the  Colossian  Church  (see 
.\lford's  Prolegomena  to  Gr.  Test.  vol.  iii.  p.  35). 
[Epaphkas.]  The  worship  of  angels  mentioned 
by  the  Apostle  (Col.  ii.  18)  curiously  reappears  in 
Christian  times  in  connection  with  one  of  the  topo- 
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graphical  features  of  the  place.  A  church  in  honor 
of  the  archangel  Michael  was  erected  at  the  entrance 
of  a  chasm  in  consequence  of  a  legend  connected 
with  an  inundation  (Hartlej-'s  Researches  in  Greece, 
p.  52),  and  there  is  good  reason  for  identifying  this 
chasm  with  one  which  is  mentioned  by  Herodotus. 
This  kind  of  superstition  is  mentioned  by  Theodo- 
ret  as  subsisting  in  his  time ;  also  by  the  I5yzan- 
tine  writer  Nicetas  Choniates,  who  was  a  native  of 
this  place,  and  who  says  that  Colossoe  and  Chonre 
ff-ere  the  same.  The  neighborhood  (visited  by 
PocDcke)  was  explored  by  Mr.  Arundell  (Seven 
Churches,  p.  158;  Asia  Minor,  ii.  160);  but  Mr. 
Hamilton  was  tlie  first  to  determine  the  actual 
site  of  the  ancient  city,  which  appeal's  to  be  at 
some  little  distance  from  the  modem  village  of 
Chonas  {Jieseurches  in  A.  M.  1.  508).   J.  S.  H. 

COLOSSIANS,  THE  EPISTLE  TO 
THE,  was  written  by  the  Apostle  St.  I'aul  during 
his  first  captivity  at  Rome  (Acts  xxviii.  10),  and 
apparently  in  that  portion  of  it  (Col.  iv.  3,  -1)  when 
the  .Apostle's  imprisonment  had  not  assumed  the 
more  severe  character  which  seems  to  be  reflected 
in  the  Epistle  to  tlie  I'hilippians  (ch.  i.  20,  21,  30, 
ii.  27),  and  which  not  improbably  succeeded  the 
death  of  Burrus  in  A.  d.  62  (Clinton,  Fosli  Rom. ! 
i.  44),  and  the  decline  of  the  influence  of  Seneca. 

This  important  and  profound  epistle  was  ad- 
dressed to  the  Christians  of  the  once  large  and  in- 
fluential, but  now  smaller  and  declining,  city  of 
Colossae,  and  was  delivered  to  them  by  Tychicus, 
whom  the  Apostle  had  sent  both  to  them  (ch.  iv. 
7,  8)  and  to  the  church  of  Ephesus  (Eph.  vi.  21), 
to  inquire  into  their  state  and  to  administer  ex- 
hortation and  comfort.  The  epistle  seems  to  have 
been  called  forth  by  the  information  St.  Paul  had 
received  from  Epaphras  (ch.  iv.  12;  Philem.  23) 
and  from  Onesinuis,  both  of  whom  appear  to  have 
been  natives  of  Colosste,  and  the  former  of  whom 
was,  if  not  the  special  founder,  yet  certainly  one 
of  the  very  earliest  preachers-  of  the  gospel  in  that 
city.  The  main  object  of  the  epistle  is  not  merely, 
as  in  the  case  of  the  Epistle  to  the  Philippians,  to 
exhort  and  to  confirm,  nor,  as  in  that  to  the  Ephe- 
siaiis,  to  set  forth  the  great  features  of  the  church 
of  the  chosen  in  Christ,  but  is  especially  designed 
to  warn  the  Colossians  against  a  spirit  of  semi-Ju- 
daistic  and  semi-Oriental  philoso|»hy  which  was 
corrupting  the  simplicity  of  their  belief,  and  was 
noticeably  tending  to  obscure  the  eternal  glory  and 
dignity  of  Christ. 

This  main  design  is  thus  carried  out  in  detail. 

After  his  usual  salutation  (ch.  i.  1,  2)  the  Apostle 
returns  thanks  to  (iod  for  the  faith  of  the  ('olos- 
sians,  the  spirit  of  love  they  had  shown,  and  the 
progress  which  the  Gospel  liad  matle  among  them, 
as  preached  by  Epapliras  (ch.  i.  3-8).  This  leads 
him  to  pray  without  ceasing  that  tliey  may  be 
fruitful  in  good  works,  and  especially  thankful  to 
the  Father,  who  gave  them  an  inheritance  with  His 
saints,  and  translated  them  into  the  kingdom  of 
His  Son  —  ///.<  Sort,  the  imnr/e  of  the  invisible  Got/, 
the  first-born  before  every  creature,  the  Creator  of 
all  things  earthly  and  heavenly,  the  Head  of  the 
church.  He  in  whom  all  things  consist,  and  by 
whom  all  things  have  l)een  reconciled  to  the  eternal 
Father  (ch.  i.  0-20).  This  reconciliation,  the 
Apostle  reminds  them,  was  exemplifiefl  in  their  own 
ea.ses:  they  were  once  alienated,  but  now  so  recon- 
ciletl  as  to  be  presented  holy  and  lilamcloss  liefore 
God,    if  only   they   continued    firm  in  tiie  faitli. 
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and  were  not  moved  from  the  hope  of  wliich  the 
Gospel  was  the  source  and  origin  (ch.  i.  21-24). 
Of  this  Gospel  the  Apostle  declares  himself  the 
minister;  the  mystery  of  salvation  was  that  for 
which  he  toiled  and  for  which  he  suffered  (ch.  i.' 
24-29).  And  his  suflferings  were  not  only  for  the 
church  at  lange,  but  for  them  and  others  whom  he 
had  not  personally  visited,  —  even  tliat  they  might 
come  to  the  J'lill  knowledge  of  Christ,  and  might 
not  fall  victims  to  plausible  sophistries :  they  were 
to  walk  in  Christ  and  to  be  built  on  Him  (eh.  ii. 
1-7 ).  Especially  were  they  to  be  careful  that  no 
philosophy  was  to  lead  tiiem  from  Him  in  whom 
dwelt  aJl  the  fidlness  of  the  Godhead,  who  was  the 
head  of  all  spiritual  jxnoers,  and  who  had  quick- 
ened them,  forgiven  them,  and  in  His  deiith  had 
triumphed  over  all  the  hosts  of  darkness  (ch.  ii. 
8-15).  Surely  with  such  spiritual  privileges  they 
were  not  to  be  judged  in  the  matter  of  mere  cere- 
monial observances,  or  beguiled  into  creature- wor- 
ship. Christ  loas  the  head  of  the  body;  if  they 
were  truly  united  to  Him,  to  what  need  were  bodily 
austerities  (ch.  ii.  16-23).  They  were,  then,  to 
mind  things  above  —  spiritual  things,  not  carnal 
ordinances,  for  their  life  was  hidden  with  Christ 
(ch.  iii.  1-4):  they  were  to  mortify  their  members 
and  the  evil  principles  in  which  they  once  walked ; 
the  old  man  was  to  be  put  oft",  and  the  new  man 
put  on,  in  which  all  are  one  in  Christ  (ch.  iii.  5- 
12).  Furthermore,  they  were  to  give  heed  to  spe- 
cial duties ;  they  were  to  be  forgiving  and  loving,  as 
was  Christ.-  In  the  consciousness  of  His  abiding 
word  were  they  to  sing;  in  His  name  were  they  to 
be  thankful  (ch.  iii.  1.3-17).  A\'ives  and  husbands, 
children  and  parents,  were  all  to  perform  their 
duties ;  servants  were  to  be  faithful,  masters  to  be 
just  (ch.  iii.  18 -iv.  1). 

In  the  last  chapter  the  Aiwstle  gives  further  spe- 
cial precepts,  strikingly  similar  to  those  given  to 
his  Ephesian  converts.  They  were  to  pray  for  the 
Apostle  and  for  his  success  in  preaching  the  Gos- 
pel, they  were  to  walk  circumspectly,  and  to  be 
ready  to  give  a  seasonalJe  answer  to  all  who  ques- 
tioned them  (ch.  iv.  2-7).  Tychicus,  the  l)earer 
of  the  letter,  and  Onesiinus,  woidd  tell  them  all  the 
state  of  the  Ajxistle  (ch.  iv.  7-9):  Aristarclius  and 
others  sent  them  friendly  greetings  (ch.  iv.  10-14). 
M'ith  an  iiyunction  to  interchange  this  letter  witli 
that  sent  to  the  neighboring  church  of  Laodicea 
(ch.  iv.  16),  a  special  message  to  Archippus  (ch.  iv. 
17),  and  an  autograph  salutation,  this  short  but 
striking  epistle  comes  to  its  close. 

With  regard  to  its  ijemuneness  and  authenticity, 
it  is  satisfactory  to  be  able  to  say  with  distinctness 
that  there  are  no  grounds  for  doubt.  The  external 
testimonies  (Just.  M.  Trypho,  [c.  85,]  p.  311  b; 
Theophil.  ad  Autol.  ii.  [c.  22,]  p.  100,  ed.  Col. 
1086;  Irenaeus,  Ilcer.  iii.  14, 1;  (,'lem.  .Mex.  Strom. 
i.  [c.  1,]  p.  325,  iv.  [c.  7,]  p.  588,  al,  cl.  Potter; 
TertuU.  de  Pr<Escr.  c.  7 ;  de  ResuiT.  c.  23 ;  Origen, 
contra  Cels.  v.  8)  are  explicit,  and  tlie  intenial  ar- 
guments, founded  on  the  style,  balance  of  sentences, 
positions  of  adverbs,  uses  of  the  relative  |)i-oiiouii. 
])articipial  anacolutha,  —  unusually  strong  and  well- 
defined.  It  is  not  riirht  to  sujipress  the  fact  that 
Mayerliofl^(/>>e»-  Brief  an  die  Kot.  Peri.  1838)  and 
Paur  {Der  A/xistel  Pnuhis,  p.  417)  have  deliberately 
reje<?ted  this  epistle  as  claiming  to  be  a  production 
of  St.  Paul.  The  first  of  these  critics,  however, 
has  been  briefly,  but,  as  it  would  seem,  completely 
answered,  by  Meyer  (Comment,  p.  7);  and  to  the 
second,  in  liis  siiljeotive  and  anti-historical  attempt 
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to  make  individual  writings  of  the  N.  T.  mere  the- 
osophi.stic  productions  of  a  later  Gnosticism,  the 
intelligent  and  critical  reader  will  naturally  j'ield 
but  little  credence.  It  is  indeed  remarkable  that 
the  strongly  marked  peculiarity  of  style,  the  nerve 
and  force  of  the  arguments,  and  the  originality  that 
appears  in  every  paragraph  should  not  have  made 
both  these  writers  pause  in  their  ill-considered  at- 
tack on  this  epistle. 

A  few  special  points  demand  from  us  a  brief 
notice. 

1.  The  opinion  that  this  epistle  and  those  to  the 
Ephesians  and  to  Philemon  were  \vritten  during 
the  Apostle's  imprisonment  at  Csesarea  (Acts  xxi. 
27-xxvi.  32),  i.  e.  between  Pentecost  a.  d.  58  and 
the  autumn  of  A.  u.  60,  has  been  recently  advocated 
by  several  writers  of  ability,  and  stated  with  such 
cogency  and  clearness  by  Meyer  {A'inleit.  z.  Ephes. 
p.  15  ff.),  as  to  desen'e  some  consideration.  It 
will  be  found,  however,  to  rest  on  ingeniously  urged 
plausibilities ;  whereas,  to  go  no  further  than  the 
present  epistle,  the  notices  of  the  Apostle's  impris- 
onment in  ch.  iv.  3,  4,  10,  certainly  seem  historically 
inconsistent  with  the  nature  of  the  imprisonment 
at  Caesarea.  The  permission  of  Felix  (Acts  xxiv. 
23)  can  scarcely  be  strained  into  any  degree  of 
liberty  to  teach  or  preach  the  Gospel,  while  the 
facts  recorded  of  St.  Paul's  imprisonment  at  Rome 
(Acts  xxviii.  23,  31)  are  such  as  to  harmonize  ad- 
mirably with  the  freedom  in  this  respect  which  our 
present  epistle  represents  to  have  been  accorded 
both  to  the  Apostle  and  his  companions :  see  ch.  iv. 
11,  and  comp.  I)e  Wette,  Einkit.  z.  Coloss.  pp.  12, 
13;  Wieseler,  Chronol.  p.  420. 

2.  The  nature  of  the  erroneous  teaching  con- 
demned in  this  epistle  has  been  very  differently 
estimated.  Three  opinions  only  seem  to  deserve 
any  serious  consideration;  («)  that  these  erroneous 
teachers  were  adherents  of  Neo-Platonism,  or  of 
some  forms  of  Occidental  philosophy;  (6)  that  they 
leaned  to  Essene  doctrines  and  practices;  (c)  that 
they  advocated  tliat  admixture  of  Christianity, 
Judaism,  and  Oriental  philosophy  which  afterwards 
became  consolidated  into  Gnosticism.  Of  these  («) 
has  but  little  in  its  favor,  except  the  somewhat 
vague  term  <pi\o(TO(pia  (ch.  ii.  8),  which,  however, 
it  seems  arbitrary  to  restrict  to  Gveci^tn  philosophy; 
{h)  is  much  more  plausiblj  as  far  as  the  usages 
alluded  to,  but  seems  inconsistent  both  with  the 
exclusive  nature  and  circumserited  localities  of 
Essene  teaching;  (c)  on  the  contrary  is  in  accord- 
ance with  the  Gentile  nature  of  the  church  of  Co- 
lossse  (ch.  i.  21),  with  its  very  locality  —  s(jeculative 
and  superstitious  Phrygia  —  and  with  that  tendency 
to  associate  Judaical  observances  (ch.  ii.  16)  with 
more  purely  theosophistic  s[)eculations  (ch.  ii.  18), 
which  l)ecame  afterwards  so  conspicuous  in  de- 
veloped Gnosticism.  The  jwrtions  in  our  analysis 
of  the  epistle  marked  in  italics  serve  to  show  how 
deeply  these  perverted  opinions  were  felt  by  the 
A[)ostle  to  strike  at  the  doctrine  of  the  eternal  God- 
h(sid  of  Christ. 

3.  The  striking  similarity  between  many  por- 
tions of  this  epistle  and  of  that  to  the  Ephesians 
has  given  rise  to  much  si>eculation,  both  as  to  the 
reason  of  this  studied  similarity,  and  as  to  the 
priority  of  order  in  respect  to  composition.  These 
points  cannot  here  be  discussed  at  length,  but  must 
be  souiewhat  briefly  dismissed  with  the  simple  ex- 
pression of  an  opinion  that  the  similarity  may  rea- 
sonably be  accounted  for,  (1)  by  the  proximity  in 
time  at  which  the  two  epistles  were  written :  (2) 
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by  the  high  probability  that  in  two  cities  of  Asia 
within  a  moderate  distance  from  one  another,  there 
would  be  many  doctrinal  prejudices,  and  many 
social  relations,  that  would  call  forth  and  need  pre- 
cisely the  same  language  of  warning  and  exhorta- 
tion. The  priority  in  composition  must  remain  a 
matter  for  a  reasonable  difference  of  opinion.  To 
us  the  shorter  and  perhaps  more  vividly  expressed 
Epistle  to  the  Colossians  seems  to  have  been  first 
written,  and  to  have  suggested  the  more  compre- 
hensive, more  systematic,  but  less  individualizing, 
epistle  to  the  church  of  Ephesus. 

For  further  inibrmation  the  student  is  directed  to 
Davidson's  Introduction,  ii.  394  ff. ;  Alford,  Pro- 
legom.  to  N.  T.  iii.  33  ff. ;  and  the  introduction  to 
the  excellent  Commentary  of  Meyer. 

The  editions  of  this  epistle  are  very  numerous. 
Of  the  older  commentaries  those  of  Davenant,  Ei>- 
pos.  Ep.  Fault  ad  Col.,  ed.  3;  Suicer,  in  Ep.  Pauli 
ad  Col.  Comment.,  Tig.  1699,  may  be  specified ;  and 
of  modem  commentaries,  those  of  Biihr  (Bas.  1833), 
Olshausen  (Kcinigsb.  1840),  Huther  (Hamb.  1841, 
a  very  good  exeyetiad  commentary),  De  Wette 
(Leipz.  1847),  Meyer  (Gi.tt.  1848);  and  in  our  own 
country  those  of  I*^lie  (Glasg.  [also  New  i'ork] 
1856),  Alford  (Lond.  1857),  and  Ellicott  (Lond. 
1858).  C.  J.  E. 

*  Later  editions  of  Commentaries  —  Meyer, 
1865;  Alford,  1865;  EUicott,  1865,  and  Amer. 
reprint,  1865.  Other  recent  works  —  Ewald,  Send- 
schreiben  des  Apostels  Paulas,  1857;  Schenkel, 
Bi-ie/e  an  die  Ephes.,  Philipp.  u.  Kolosser,  1862; 
Dr.  Karl  Braune,  Die  Brr.  an  die  Epheser,  Ko- 
losser, Philipper,  1867  (intended  as  a  substitute  for 
Schenkel  on  these  epistles  in  Lange's  Bibdwerk); 
Bleek,  Vorlesungen  iib.  die  Briefe  an  die  Kolosser, 
u.  s.  w.,  1865,  and  Einl.  in  das  N.  Test.,  1862,  p.  434 
ff.;  Wordsworth,  Greek  Testament,  1866  (4th ed.); 
and  J.  Llewelyn  Davies,  The  Epistles  of  St.  Paul 
to  the  Ephesians,  the  Colossians,  and  Philemxm, 
with  Introductions  and  Notes,  London,  1866.  There 
are  many  good  thoughts  on  this  epistle,  exegetical 
and  practical,  though  quaintly  expressed,  in  Trapp's 
Commentary  on  the  New  Testament,  pp.  613-21 
(Webster's  ed.,  London,  1865). 

For  a  vindication  of  the  genuineness  of  the  epistle 
in  opposition  to  the  Tiibingen  critics,  see  Klopper, 
De  Orif/ine  Epp.  ad  Ephesios  et  Colossenses, 
Gryph.  1853,  and  KJibiger,  J)e  Christokxjia  Paul- 
ina contra  Baurium  Commentatio,  Vratisl.  1852. 
Prof.  Weiss  also  defends  the  genuineness  of  the 
epistle  against  Baur's  assumptions  (Herzog's  Eeal- 
Encykl.  xix.  717-723).  But  as  to  the  place  where 
it  was  written,  he  sides  with  those  who  maintain 
that  Paul  was  imprisoned  at  the  time  at  Caesarea 
and  not  at  Rome.  He  insists  with  sj^ecial  earnest- 
ness on  the  fact  that  in  Philem.  ver.  22  the  Apostle 
intimates  that  he  might  be  expected  soon  at  (Jolos- 
sae;  whereas  he  appears  from  PhiL  ii.  24  to  be  medi- 
tating a  journey  to  Macedonia  and  not  to  Asia  ilinor, 
on  regaining  his  Uberty.  But  the  implication  here 
that  Paul  could  not  have  taken  Colossffi  and  Mace- 
donia in  his  way  on  the  same  journey  (provided  he 
was  at  Rome),  seems  not  well  founded-  For,  cross- 
ing from  Italy  to  Dyrrachium,  he  could  traverse  the 
Egnatian  Way  through  Macedonia  to  Philippi,  and 
then  embarkuig  at  NeapoUs  (Kavalla),  the  port  of 
Philippi,  proceed  to  Troas  or  the  mouth  of  the  Cay- 
ster,  and  thence  to  Ephesus  or  Coloss*  as  his  plan 
might  require.  Pressense  also  assigns  the  Colossian 
epistle  to  Caesarea  (Hist,  des  troispj'emiers  Siecles, 
il.  55  ff.);  but  natural  as  it  may  seem  that  Paul 
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should  have  written  to  the  Asiatic  churches  during 
the  two  years  that  lie  was  kept  at  Csesarea,  that  con- 
sideration (on  which  Pressense  mainly  relies)  can 
hardly  have  more  weight  than  tlie  opposite  consid- 
eration that  Paul  might  be  expected  also  to  write 
to  the  Colossians  while  he  was  at  Koine.  The  fuller 
doctrinal  development  in  the  letters  to  the  Colossians 
and  the  Ephesians  favors  a  later  rather  than  an  earlier 
period  in  the  history  of  these  churches.  The  same 
writer's  allegation  that  Paid  must  have  written  this 
group  of  letters  (Colossians,  Ephesians,  Philemon) 
at  Ctesarea,  because  a  slave  like  Onesimus  could  not 
have  been  the  apostle's  fellow-prisoner  at  Kome, 
where  his  captivity  was  less  rigorous  than  at  Cses- 
area, is  inconclusive ;  for  in  fact  there  is  no  evidence 
at  all  that  Onesimus  was  a  prisoner  anpvhere. 

Yet  it  should  be  stated  there  is  a  strong  current 
of  opinion  among  critics  at  present  in  favor  of  Caes- 
area.  In  support  of  that  view,  see  especially  Reuss, 
GescMchte  der  heil.  Schriften,  p.  100  ff.  (3te  Aufl.). 
Biittger,  Meyer,  Thiersch,  Schenkel,  Laurent  {Neii- 
test.  Siudien,  p.  100  fF.),  and  others,  advocate  the 
same  opinion.  On  the  other  hand,  Hemsen,  Cred- 
ner,  Guericke,  Ewald,  Neander,  Lange,  Bleek, 
Braune  (in  lunge's  Bibelu-erk),  and  nearly  all  the 
English  critics,  refer  the  epistle  to  Paul's  first  Ko- 
man  captivity.  Bleek  in  his  Vorlesungen  and 
Einleilung,  mentioned  above,  states  very  fully  and 
forcibly  the  grounds  for  this  conclusion.  H. 

*  COME  BY.  "We  had  much  work  to 
come  by  the  boat "  (Acts  xxvii.  16),  irepiKpaTtis 
yivtadai  t^s  (rK(i<pris,  lit.  "  to  become  masters  of 
the  boat,"  i.  e.  to  secure  it  so  as  to  hoist  it  into 
the  ship  (ver.  17).  A. 

*  COMFORTER.  One  of  the  titles  and 
oflSces  of  the  .Spikit  (which  see). 

COMMERCE  (1.  n"nnp,  Gesen.  p.  946: 
i/XTTopla :  neyotiatio ;  from  "IHO,  a  merchant, 
fronj  '^n'O,  travel,  Ez.  xxvii.  15 ;  A.  V.,  merchan- 
dise, traffic:  2.  ilbpH,  Gcsen.  p.  1289 :  Ez.  xxvi. 
12,  TO  vTrdpxovra,  negotiaiiones ;  in  xxviii.  5,  16, 
18,  ifiTopla,  negotiatio,  from  ^?"I!)  travel). 

From  the  time  that  men  b^an  to  live  in  cities, 
trade,  in  some  shape,  must  have  been  carried  on 
to  supply  the  town-dwellers  with  necessaries  (see 
Heeren,  Afr.  Nat.  i.  469),  but  it  is  also  clear  that 
international  trade  must  have  existed  and  affected 
to  some  extent  even  the  pastoral  nomad  races,  for 
we  find  that  Abraham  was  rich,  not  only  in  cattle, 
but  in  silver,  gold,  and  gold  and  silver  plate  and 
ornaments  (Gen.  xiii.  2,  xxiv.  22,  53);  and  further, 
that  gold  and  silver  in  a  manufactured  state,  and 
silver,  not  improbably  in  coin,  were  in  use  both 
among  the  settled  inhabitants  of  Palestine  and  the 
pastoral  tribes  of  SjTia  at  that  date  (Gen.  xx.  16, 
xxiii.  16,  xxxviii.  18;  Job  xlii.  11),  to  whom  those 
metals  must  in  all  probability  have  been  imported 
from  other  countries  (Hussey,  Anc.  Weights,  c.  xii. 
3,  p.  193:  Kitto,  Phys.  Hist,  of  Pal,  p.  109,  110; 
Herod,  i.  21.5). 

Among  tra<ling  nations  mentioned  in  Scripture, 
Egypt  holds  in  very  early  times  a  prominent  posi- 
tion, though  her  external  trade  was  carried  on,  not 
by  her  own  citizens,  but  by  foreigners,  chiefly  of 
the  nomad  races  (Ileeren,  Afr.  Nat.  i.  468,  ii.  371, 
372).  It  was  an  Ishmaelite  carax-an,  laden  with 
spices,  which  carried  Joseph  into  Egypt,  and  the 
account  shows  that  slaves  formed  sometimes  a  part 
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of  the   merchandise   imiwrted    (Gen.   xxxvii.    25, 
xxxix.  1;  Job  vi.   19).     From  I'^ypt  it  is  Ukely 
that  at  all  times,  but  especially  in  times  of  general 
scarcity,  corn  would   te  exported,  which  was  paid 
for  by  the  non-exporting  nations  in  silver,  which 
was  always  weighed  (Gen.  xli.  57,  xlii.   3,  25,  35, 
xUii.  11,  12,  21).    These  caravans  also  brought  the 
precious  stones  as  well  as  the  spices  of  India  int« 
Egypt  (Ex.  XXV.  3,  7 ;  Wilkinson,  Anc.  Eg.  ii.  235, 
237).     Intercourse  with  Tyre  does  not  appear  to 
have  taken  place  till  a  later  j)eriod,  and  thus,  though 
it   caimot   be   determined  whether  the  purple  in 
which  the  Egyptian  woolen  and  linen  cloths  were       _ 
dyed  was   brought  by  land   from   Phoenicia,  it  is      a 
certain  that  colored  cloths  had  long  been  made  and       ■ 
dyed   in    Egypt,  and  the  use,  at  least,  of  them 
adopted  by  the  Hebrews  for  the  tabernacle  as  early 
as  the  time  of  Moses  (Ex.  xxv.  4,  5;  Heeren,  Asiut.       _ 
Nat.  i.  352;  Herod,  i.  1).    The  pasture-ground  of      mt 
Shechem  appears  from  the  story  of  Joseph  to  have       ■ 
lain  in  the  way  of  these  caravan  journeys  (Gen. 
xxxvii.    14,   25;  Saalschiitz,  Arch.   Hehr.   15,  1. 
159). 

At  the  same  period  it  is  clear  that  trade  was 
carried  on  between  Babylon  and  the  Sjiian  cities, 
and  also  that  gold  and  silver  ornaments  were  com- 
mon among  the  Syrian  and  Arabian  races ;  a  trade 
which  was  obviously  carried  on  by  land-carriage 
(Num.  xxxi.  50;  Josh.  vii.  21;  Judg.  v.  30,  viii. 
24;  Job  vi.  19). 

Until  the  time  of  Solomon  the  Hebrew  nation 
may  be  said  to  have  had  no  foreign  trade.  Foreign 
trade  was  indeed  contemplated  by  the  Law,  and 
strict  rules  for  morality  in  commercial  deaUngs  were 
laid  down  by  it  (Deut.  xxviii.  12,  xxv.  1.3-16;  Lev. 
xix.  35,  36),  and  the  tribes  near  the  sea  and  the 
Phoenician  territory  appear  to  have  engaged  to 
some  extent  in  maritime  affairs  (Gen.  xlix.  13; 
Deut.  xxxiii.  18;  Judg.- v.  17),  but  the  spirit  of  the 
I^w  was  more  in  favor  of  agriculture  and  against 
foreign  trade  (Ueut.  xvii.  16,  17;  Lev.  xxv.;  .loseph. 
c.  Aldan,  i.  12).  Solomon,  however,  organized  an 
extensive  trade  with  foreign  countries,  but  chiefly, 
at  least  so  far  as  the  more  distant  nations  were 
concerned,  of  an  import  character.  He  imported 
linen  yam,  horses,  and  chariots  from  Egypt.  Of 
the  horses  some  apjiear  to  have  been  resold  to 
Syrian  and  Canaanite  princes.  For  all  these  he 
paid  in  gold,  which  was  imported  by  sea  from  India 
and  Arabia  by  his  fleets  in  conjunction  with  the 
Phoenicians  (Heeren,  As.  Nat.  i.  334;  1  K.  x.  22- 
29;  Ges.  p.  1202).  It  was  by  Phoenicians  also 
that  the  cedar  and  other  timber  for  his  great  archi- 
tectural works  was  brought  by  sea  to  Joppa,  whilst 
Solomon  foiuid  the  provisions  necessary  for  the 
workmen  in  Mount  Lebanon  (1  K.  v.  6,9;  2  Chr. 
ii.  16). 

The  united  fleets  used  to  sail  into  the  Indian 
Ocean  every  three  years  from  IClath  and  Iv.iongeljcr. 
ports,  on  the  ^Elanitic  gulf  of  the  Ked  Sea,  which 
David  had  probably  gained  from  lidom,  and  brought 
back  gold,  silver,  ivory,  sandal-wood,  eliony,  pre- 
cious stones,  apes,  and  jieacocks.  Some  of  these  may 
have  come  from  India  and  Ceylon,  and  some  from 
the  coasts  of  the  Persian  (iulf  and  the  E.  coast  of 
Africa  (2  Sam.  viii.  14;  IK.  ix.  26,  x.  11,  22;  2 
Chr.  viii.  17;  Her.  iii.  114;  livingstone,  Travels, 
pp.  637,  662). 

But  the  trade  which  Solomon  took  so  much  psuns 
to  encourage  was  not  a  maritime  trade  oidy.  He 
built,  or  more  proV)al)ly  fortified,  Baalliec  :uid  Pal- 
myra; the  latter  at  least  expressly  as  a  ciiravwi 
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station  for  the  land-commerce  with  eastern  and 
south-eastern  Asia  (1  K.  ix.  18). 

After  his  death  the  maritime  trade  declined,  and 
an  attempt  made  by  Jehoshaphat  to  revive  it  proved 
unsuccessful  (1  K.  xxii.  48,  49)  [Tarshish, 
Ophik].  We  know,  however,  that  Phoenicia  was 
supplied  from  Judaea  with  wheat,  honey,  oil,  and 
bahn  (1  K.  v.  11;  Ez.  xxvii.  17;  Acts  xii.  20; 
Joseph.  B.  J.  ii.  21,  §  2;  Vit.  13),  whilst  Tyrian 
dealers  brought  fish  and  other  merchandise  to 
Jeiiisalem  at  the  time  of  the  return  from  captivity 
(Neh.  xiii.  16),  as  well  as  timber  for  the  rebuilding 
of  the  temple,  which  then,  as  in  Solomon's  time, 
was  brought  by  sea  to  Joppa  (Ezr.  iii.  7).  Oil  was 
exported  to  Egypt  (Hos.  xii.  1),  and  fine  linen  and 
ornamental  girdles  of  domestic  manufacture  were 
sold  to  the  merchants  (Prov.  xxxi.  24). 

The  successive  invasions  to  which  Palestine  was 
subjected,  involving  both  large  abstraction  of  treas- 
ure by  invaders  and  heavy  imposts  on  the  inhal)- 
itants  to  purchase  immunity  or  to  satisfy  demands 
for  tribute,  must  have  impoverished  the  country 
from  time  to  time  (under  Kehoboam,  1  K.  xiv.  26 ; 
Asa,  XV.  18;  Joash,  2  K.  xii.  18;  Amaziali,  xiv. 
13;  Ahaz,  xvi.  8;  Hezekiah,  xviii.  15,  16;  Jehoahaz 
and  Jehoiakim,  xxiii.  33,  35 ;  Jehoiachin,  xxiv.  13), 
but  it  is  idso  clear,  as  the  denunciations  of  the 
prophets  bear  witness,  that  much  wealth  must  some- 
where have  existed  in  the  country,  and  much  foreign 
merchandise  have  been  imported ;  so  much  so  that, 
in  the  language  of  Ezekiel,  Jerusalem  appears  as 
the  rival  of  T}Te,  and  through  its  port,  Joppa,  to 
have  carried  on  trade  with  foreign  countries  (Is.  ii. 
6,  10,  iii.  21-23;  Hos.  xii.  7;  Ez.  xxvi.  2;  Jonah 
i.  3;  Heeren,  As.  Nat.  i.  p.  328). 

Under  the  JIaccabees  Joppa  was  fortified  (1  Mace, 
xiv.  34),  and  later  still  Caesarea  was  buUt  and  made 
a  port  by  Herod  (Joseph.  Ant.  xv.  9,  §  0;  Acts 
xxvii.  2).  Joppa  became  afterwards  a  haunt  for 
pirates,  and  was  taken  by  Cestius ;  afterwards  by 
Vespasian,  and  destroyed  by  him  (Strab.  xvi.  p. 
759;  Joseph.  B.  J.  ii.  18,  §  10,  iii.  9,  §  1). 

The  internal  trade  of  the  Jews,  as  well  as  the 
external,  was  much  promoted,  as  was  the  case  also 
in  E^gypt,  by  the  festivals,  which  brought  large 
numbers  of  persons  to  Jerusalem,  and  caused  great 
outlay  in  victims  for  sacrifices  and  in  incense  (1  K. 
viii.  63:  Heeren,  Afr.  Nat.  ii.  363). 

The  places  of  public  market  were,  then  as  now, 
chiefly  the  open  spaces  near  the  gates,  to  which 
goods  were  brought  for  sale  by  tliose  who  came 
from  die  outside  (Neh.  xiii.  15,  16;  Zeph.  i.  10). 

The  traders  in  later  times  were  allowed  to  intrude 
into  the  temple,  in  the  outer  courts  of  which  victims 
were  pubUcly  sold  for  the  sacrifices  (Zech.  xiv.  21; 
Matt.  xxi.  12;  John  ii.  14). 

In  the  matter  of  buying  and  selling  great  stress 
is  laid  by  the  Law  on  fairness  in  dealing.  Just 
weights  and  balances  are  stringently  ordered  (Lev. 
six.  35,  36;  Deut.  xxv.  13-16).  Kidnapping  slaves 
is  forbidden  under  the  severest  penalty  (Ex.  xxi. 
16;  Deut.  xxiv.  7).  Trade  in  swine  was  forbidden 
oy  tlie  Jewish  doctors  (Surenhus.  Mishn.  de  damn. 
\  J,  vol.  iv.  p.  60;  Lightfoot,  H.  If.  on  Matth. 
\iii.  33 ;  Wmer,  Handel ;  Saalschiitz,  Arch.  Hebr. 
c.  15,  16).  H.  AV.  P. 

*  For  further  information  on  this  subject,  see 
the  art.  Phienicians,  III.;  Tychsen,  De  Comm. 
et  Navig.  Htbrceorum  ante  Exilium  Babyhnieum, 
in  the  Comm.  Soc.  Reg.  ScL  Gotting.,  vol.  xvi. 
(1808;  CI.  hist.,  pp.  150-179;  Vincent,  Commerce 
yfthe  Ancients  in  the  Indian  Ocean,  2  vols.  I>ond. 
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1807,  4to ;  F.  M.  Hubbard,  Commerce  of  AnderU 
Egypt,  in  the  Bibl.  Repos.  for  April  1836,  vii.  364- 
390;  Commerce  of  Ancient  Babylon,  ibid.  July 
1837,  x.  33-66 ;  Albert  Barnes,  The  Ancient  Com- 
mei-ce  of  Western  Asia,  in  the  Amer.  Bibl.  Repos. 
Oct.  1840,  and  Jan.  1841,  2d  sen,  iv.  310-328,  v. 
48-74;  J.  W.  Gilbart,  Lectures  on  Ancient  Com- 
merce, Lond.  1847,  1853,  repr.  in  Hunt's  Mer- 
chanVs  Mag.  vol.  xix. ;  and  Winer,  Bibl.  Realw. 
art.  Handel.  A. 

*  COMPASS.  To  «  fetch  a  compass "  (2 
Sam.  V.  23;  2  K.  iii.  9;  Acts  xxviii.  13)  is  to 
"  make  a  circuit,"  "  go  round."  A. 

*  COMPEL  (A.  V.  in  Matt.  v.  41,  Mark  xv. 
21).     See  Angakeuo. 

CONANI'AH  (=in;!?33  [Keri,  whom  Jeho- 
vah creates\  :  Xoii/ei'ias ;  Alex.  Xa>Xf '"*  •  Chone- 
nias),  one  of  the  chiefs  (^^27)  of  the  Levites  in 
the  time  of  Josiah  (2  Chr.  xxxv.  9).  The  same 
name  is  elsewhere  given  in  the  A.  V.  [as]  Cono- 

NLVH. 

*  CONCISION.  So  Paul,  by  the  use  of  an  ab- 
stract term  for  the  concrete  (Phil.  iii.  2),  denominates 
the  Judaizers  who  insisted  on  circumcision  as  neces- 
sary for  Gentile  converts.  They  carried  their  zeal 
so  far,  and  so  monstrously  perverted  the  real  char- 
acter of  the  rite,  that  instead  of  a  name  which  per- 
haps they  were  disposed  to  think  honorable  to  them 
—  r]  TTfpirofi'fi,  "the  circumcision," — they  might 
more  justly  be  called  i]  Kararofii),  "the  concision  " 
or  "mutilation."  The  article  before  tlie  names  points 
out  the  persons  as  well  known.  This  is  the  more 
approved  explanation  (Bengel,  Meyer,  Weiss,  Wie- 
singer,  Ellicott,  Wordsworth,  Alford).  l"or  Paul's 
use  of  such  paronomastic  expressions,  see  Wilke's 
Neutest.  Rhetor,  p.  413,  and  Winer's  Neuiest. 
Ch-amm.  §  68,  2  (6te  Aufl.).  H. 

CONCUBINE.  2^3^?  appears  to  have  been 
included  under  the  general  conjugal  sense  of  the 
word  n  j!?K,  which  in  its  limited  sense  is  rendered 
"  wife."  The  positions  of  these  two  among  the 
early  Jews  cannot  be  referred  to  the  standard  of 
our  own  age  and  country ;  that  of  concubine  being 
less  degraded,  as  that  of  wife  was,  especially  owing 
to  the  sanction  of  polygamy,  less  honorable  than 
among  ourselves.  The  natural  desire  of  offspring 
was,  in  the  .Jew,  consecrated  into  a  religious  hope, 
which,  tended  to  redeem  concubinage  from  the 
debasement  into  which  the  grosser  motives  for  its 
adoption  might  have  brought  it.  The  wJiole  ques- 
tion must  be  viewed  from  the  point  wiich  touches 
the  interests  of  propagation,  in  virtue^  of  which  even 
a  slave  concubine  who  had  many  children  would 
become  a  most  important  person  in  a  family,  espe- 
cially where  a  wife  was  barren.  Such  was  the  true 
source  of  the  concubinage  of  Nachor;  Abraham,  and 
Jacob,  which  indeed,  in  the  two  latter-  cases,  lost 
the  nature  which  it  has  in  our  eyes,  thjjough  the 
process,  analogous  to  adoption,  by  which  the  oflF- 
spring  was  regai'ded  as  thati  of  the  wife-  herself. 
From  all  this  it  follows  that?,,  save  in  so  far  as  the 
latter  was  generally  a  slave,  the-  difference  between 
wife  and  concubine  was  less  marked,  owing  to  the 
absence  of  moral  stigma,  than  among  us.  We  must 
therefore  beware  of  regarding  as  essential'  to  the 
relation  of  concubinage,  what  really  pertained  to 
that  of  bondage. 

The  concubine' s.coadita0Q  was  a  definite  one,  sad 
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quite  independent  of  the  fact  of  there  being  another 
woman  liaving  the  rights  of  wife  towards  the  same 
man.  The  difference  probably  lay  in  the  absence 
of  the  right  of  the  lihtllus  divoi-tii,  without  which 
the  wife  could  not  be  repudiated,  and  in  some  par- 
ticulars of  treatment  and  consideration  of  which  we 
are  ignonint ;  also  in  her  condition  and  rights  on 
the  death  of  her  lord,  rather  than  in  the  absence 
of  nuptial  ceremonies  and  dowry,  which  were  non- 
essential ;  yet  it  is  so  probable  that  these  last  did 
not  pertain  to  the  concubine,  that  the  assertion  of 
the  Gemara  (flierosol.  ChetuAotk,  v.)  to  that  effect, 
though  controverted,  may  be  received.  The  doc- 
trine that  a  concubine  also  could  not  be  dismissed 
without  a  formal  divorce  is  of  later  origin  —  not 
that  such  dismissals  were  more  frequent,  probably, 
than  those  of  wives  —  and  negatived  by  the  silence 
of  Ex.  xxi.  and  Deut.  xxi.  regarding  it.  From 
.  this  it  seems  to  follow  that  a  concubine  could  not 
become  a  wife  to  the  same  man,  nor  vice  vei-sa, 
unless  in  the  improbable  case  of  a  wife  divorced 
returning  as  a  concubine.  With  regard  to  the 
children  of  wife  and  concubine,  there  was  no  such 
difference  as  our  illegitimaey  implies;  the  latter 
were  a  supplementary  family  to  the  former,  their 
names  occur  in  the  patriarchal  genealogies  (Gen. 
xxii.  24:;  1  Chr.  i.  32),  and  their  position  and 
provision,  save  in  the  case  of  defect  of  those  former 
(in  which  ca.se  they  might  probably  succeed  to 
landed  estate  or  other  chief  hostage),  would  depend 
on  the  father's  will  (Gen.  xxv.  6).  The  state  of 
concubinage  is  assumed  and  provided  for  by  the 
law  of  Moses.  A  concubine  would  generally  be 
either  (1)  a  Hebrew  girl  bought  of  her  father,  i.  e. 
a  slave,  which  alone  the  Kabbins  regard  as  a  lawful 
connection  (Maimon.  Ilnlach-Mthikim,  iv.),  at  least 
for  a  private  person ;  (2 )  a  Gentile  captive  taken  in 
war;  (3)  a  foreign  slave  bought,  or  (4)  a  Canaanitish 
woman,  bond  or  free.  The  rights  of  (1)  and  (2) 
were  protected  by  law  (Ex.  xxi.  7;  Deut.  xxi.  10), 
but  (3)  was  unrecognized,  and  (4)  prohibited.  Free 
Hebrew  women  also  might  become  concubines.  So 
Gideon's  conculjine  seems  to  have  been  of  a  family 
of  rank  and  influence  in  Shechem,  and  such  was 
probably  the  state  of  the  Levite's  concubuie  (Judg. 
XX.).  The  ravages  of  war  among  the  male  sex,  or 
the  impoverishment  of  families,  might  often  induce 
this  condition.  The  case  (1)  was  not  a  hard  lot. 
The  passage  in  Ex.  xxi.  is  somewhat  obscure,  and 
seems  to  mean,  in  brief,  a-s  follows :  —  A  man  who 
bought  a  Hebrew  girl  as  concubine  for  himself 
might  not  treat  her  as  a  mere  Hebrew  slave,  to  be 
sent  "out"  {i.  e.  in  the  seventh,  v.  2),  but  might, 
if  she  displeased  him,  dismiss  her  to  her  father  on 
redemption,  i.  e.  repayment  probably  of  a  part  of 
what  he  paid  for  her.  If  he  had  taken  her  for  a 
concubine  for  his  son,  and  the  son  then  married 
another  woman,  the  concubine's  position  and  rights 
were  secured,  or,  if  she  were  refused  these,  she 
became  free  without  redemption.  Further,  from 
the  provision  in  the  case  of  such  a  concubine  given 
by  a  man  to  his  son,  that  she  should  be  dealt  with 
"  after  the  manner  of  daughters,"  we  see  that  the 
servile  merged  in  the  connuliial  relation,  and  that 
her  children  must  have  been  free.  Yet  some  degree 
of  contempt  attached  to  the  "  handmaid's  son " 

(nSM"^2),  used  reproachfully  to  the  son  of  a  con- 

lubine  merely  in  Judg.  ix.  18;  see  also  Vs.  cxvi. 
IC.  'I'he  provisions  relating  to  (2)  are  merciful  and 
considerate  to  a  rare  degree,  but  overlaid  by  the 
liabbis  with  distorting  comments. 


CONDUIT 

In  the  books  of  Samuel  and  Kings  the  concubines 
mentioned  belong  to  the  king,  and  their  condition 
and  number  cease  to  be  a  guide  to  the  ceneral 
practice.  A  new  king  stepped  into  the  rigiits  of 
his  predecessor,  and  by  Solomon's  time  the  custom 
had  approximated  to  that  of  a  Persian  harem  (2 
Sam.  xii.  8,  xvi.  21;  1  K.  ii.  22).  To  seize  on 
royal  concubines  for  his  use  was  thus  an  usurper's  . 
first  act.  Such  was  probably  the  intent  of  Abner's 
act  (2  Sam.  iii.  7),  and  similarly  the  request  on 
behalf  of  Adonijah  was  construed  (1  K.  ii.  21-24). 
For  fuller  information  Selden's  treatises  de  Uxm-e 
Hebrced  and  de  Jure  Natur.  et  Gent.  v.  7,  8,  and 
especially  that  de  Successionibvs,  cap.  iii.,  may  with 
some  caution  (since  he  leans  somewhat  easily  to 
rabbinical  tradition)  be  consulted;  also  the  treatises 
Sotah,  Kkkhishin,  and  Chetuboth  in  the  Gemara 
Hierosol.,  and  that  entitled  Sanhediin  in  the 
Gemara  Babyl.  The  essential  portions  of  all  these 
are  collected  in  Ugolini,  vol.  xxx.  de  Uxwe 
Hebrcea.  H.  H. 

CONDUIT   (nbVip  :  {,^paywy6s:  aquceduc- 

tus ;  a  trench  or  water-course,  from  H  ^27,  to  ascend, 
Gesen.  p.  1022). 

1.  Although  no  notice  is  given  either  by  Script-  _ 
ure  or  by  Josephus  of  any  connection  between  the  flj 
pools  of  Solomon  beyond  Bethlehem  and  a  supply  jj 
of  water  for  Jerusalem,  it  seems  unlikely  that  so 
large  a  work  as  the  pools  should  be  constructed 
merely  for  irrigating  his  gardens  (Eccl.  ii.  6),  and 
tradition,  both  oral  and  as  represented  by  Tal- 
mudical  writers,  ascribes  to  Solomon  the  formation 
of  the  original  aqueduct  by  which  water  was  brought 
to  Jerusalem  (MaundreU,  Early  Trav.  p.  458; 
Hasselquist,  Truv.  146;  Lightfoot,  Desa:  Tempi 
c.  xxiii.  vol.  i.  p.  612;  Kobinson,  i.  265).  Pontius 
Pilate  applied  the  sacred  treasure  of  the  Corban  to 
the  work  of  bringing  water  by  an  aqueduct  from  a 
distance,  Josephus  says  of  300  or  400  stadia  {B.  J. 
ii.  9,  §  4),  but  elsewhere  200  stadia,  a  distance 
which  would  fairly  correspond  witli  the  length  of 
the  existing  aqueduct  with  all  its  turns  and  wind- 
ings (Ant.  xviii.  3,  §  2;  Williams,  Jloly  Cily,  ii. 
501).  His  application  of  the  money  in  this  man- 
ner gave  rise  to  a  serious  disturbance.  'Whether 
his  work  was  a  new  one  or  a  reparation  of  Solomon's 
original  aqueduct  cannot  be  determined,  but  it 
seems  more  than  probable  that  the  ancient  work 
would  have  been  destroyed  in  some  of  the  various 
sieges  since  Solomon's  time.  The  aqueduct,  though 
much  injured,  and  not  serviceiible  for  water  beyond 
Bethlehem,  still  exists:  the  water  is  conveyetl  from 
the  fountains  which  supply  the  pools  about  two 
miles  S.  of  Bethlehem.  The  water-couree  then  passes 
from  the  pools  in  a  N.  E.  direction,  and  winding 
round  the  hill  of  Bethlehem  on  the  S.  side,  is  car- 
ried sometimes  above  and  sometimes  below  the 
surface  of  the  ground,  partly  in  earthen  pipes  and 
partly  in  a  chaimel  about  one  foot  square  of  rough 
stones  laid  in  cement,  till  it  ajiproaches  Jerusalem. 
There  it  crosses  the  valley  of  Hinnoni  at  the  S.  M'. 
side  of  the  city  on  a  bridge  of  nine  arches  at  a 
point  above  the  pool  called  Bivket^es-SultAn,  then 
returns  S.  V..  and  I'L  along  the  side  of  the  valley 
and  under  the  wall,  and  continuing  its  course  along 
the  east  side  is  finally  conducted  to  the  Haram.  It 
was  repaired  by  Sultan  Mohammad  Ibn-Kalafin  of 
Egypt  about  a.  i>.  1300  (Williams,  Ildy  City,  ii. 
498;  Kaumer,  Pal.  p.  280;  Robinson,  i.  2G5-2G7. 
347,  476,  iii.  247). 
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2.  Among  the  works  of  Hezekiah  he  is  said  to 
have  stopped  the  "  upper  water-course  of  Gihon," 
and  brought  it  down  straight  to  the  W.  side  of  the 
city  of  liavid  (2  Chr.  xxxii.  30).  The  direction  of 
this  >vater-course  of  course  depends  on  the  site  of 
Gihon.  Dr.  Robinson  identities  this  with  the  large 
pool  called  Birket-es- Mamilla  at  the  head  of  the 
valley  of  Hinnom  on  the  S.  W.  side  of  Jerusalem, 
and  considers  the  lately  discovered  subterranean 
conduit  within  the  city  to  be  a  branch  from  Heze- 
kiah's  water-course  (Kob.  iii.  24-3— 1,  i.  327 ;  Ges. 
pp.  G16,  1395).  Mr.  Williams,  on  the  other  hand, 
places  Gihon  on  the  N.  side,  not  far  from  the  tombs 
of  the  kings,  and  supposes  the  water-course  to  have 
brought  water  in  a  S.  direction  to  the  temple, 
whence  it  flowed  ultimately  into  the  Pool  of  Siloam, 
or  Lower  Pool.  One  argument  which  recommends 
this  view  is  found  in  the  account  of  the  interview 
between  the  emissaries  of  Sennacherib  and  the 
officers  of  Hezekiah,  which  took  place  "  by  the  con- 
duit of  the  upiier  pool  in  the  highway  of  the  fuller's 
field  "  (2  K.  xviii.  17),  whose  site  seems  to  be  indi- 
cated by  the  "  fuller's  monument "  mentioned  by 
Josephus  as  at  the  X.  E.  side  of  the  city,  and  by 
the  once  well-known  site  called  the  Camp  of  the 
Assj-rians  (Joseph.  B.  J.  v.  4,  §  2,  7,  §  3,  and  12, 
§  2).     [Gihon;  Jerusalem.]  H.  W.  P. 

CONEY  (?2^ '  Saainrovs,  xo'po7f)uA.A.ws, 
f.  I.  \ayai6s  '•  chcero(/ryllus,  herinaceus,  lepus- 
culus),  a  gregarious  animal  of  the  class  Pachyder- 
mata,  which  is  found  in  Palestine,  living  in  the 
caves  and  clefts  of  the  rocks,  and  has  been  erro- 
neously identified  with  the  Rabbit  or  Coney.     Its 

scientific  name  is  Hyrax  Syriacus.  The  ]Stt7  is 
mentioned  four  times  in  the  0.  T.  In  Lev.  xi.  5 
and  in  Deut.  xiv.  7  it  is  declared  to  be  unclean, 
because  it  chews  the  cud,  but  does  not  divide  the 
hoof.  In  Ps.  civ.  18  we  are  told  "  the  rocks  ai-e  a 
refuge  for  the  coneys,"  and  in  Prov.  xxx.  26  that 
"  the  coneys  are  but  a  feeble  folk,  yet  make  they 
their  houses  in  the  rocks."     The  Hyrax  satisfies 
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Hyrax  Syriacus.     (From  a  specimen  in  the  British 
Museum.) 

exactly  the  expressions  in  the  two  last  passages; 
and  its  being  reckoned  among  the  ruminating  an- 
imals is  no  difficulty,  the  hare  being  also  errone- 
ously placed  by  the  sacred  wxiters  in  the  same  class, 
because  the  action  of  its  jaws  resembles  that  of  the 
ruminating  animals.  Its  color  is  gray  or  brown  on 
the  back,  white  on  the  belly ;  it  is  like  the  alpine 
marmot,  scarcely  of  the  size  of  the  domestic  cat, 
having  long  hair,  a  very  short  tail,  and  round  ears. 
It  is  very  common  in  Syria,  especially  on  the  ridges 
of  Lebanon,  and  is  found  also  in  Arabia  Petraea, 
Upper  Egypt,  Abyssinia,  and  Palestine   (Wilson, 


Lands  of  the  Bible,  ii.  28  ff.).  The  Arabs  call  the 
]2B?  0«,  wabr;  but  among  the  southern  Arabs 

we  find  the  term  .  .vAJ,  ihofun=shaphan  (Fresnel 

in  Asiatic  Joum.  June,  18-38,  p.  514).  The  Am- 
haric  name  is  ashkoko,  under  which  name  the  hy- 
rax is  described  by  Bruce,  who  also  gives  a  figiure 
of  it,  and  mentions  the  fact  that  the  Arabs  also 

called  it  JofauM*  ,c<0   iV^X-,    "sheep  of    the 

children  of  Israel."  The  hyrax  is  mentioned  by 
Robinson  (iii.  387),  as  occurring  in  the  sides  of 
the  chasm  of  the  Litany  opposite  to  Btldt.  He 
says  that  it  is  seen  coming  out  of  the  clefts  of  the 
rocks  in  winter  at  midday ;  in  summer  only  towards 

evening.     The  derivation  of  ^DB?  from  the  unused 

root,  ]5t!7,  to  hide,  chiefly  in  the  earth,  is  obvious. 

W.  D. 

The  Hyrax  Syriacus  is  now  universally  allowed 
to  be  the  shaphdn  of  the  Bible,  and  the  point  may 
fairly  be  considered  satisfactorily  settled.  The 
'•  coney  "  or  rabbit  of  the  A.  V.,  altliough  it  suits 
the  Scriptural  allusions  in  every  particular,  except 
in  the  matter  of  its  ruminating,  is  to  be  rejected,  as 
the  rabbit  is  nowhere  found  in  the  Bible  lands; 
there  are  several  species  or  varieties  of  hare,  but 
the  rabbit  is  not  known  to  exist  there  in  a  wild 
state."  The  Jerboa  {Dipus  j-Efjyjitius)  which  Bo- 
chart  (Hieroz.  ii.  409),  Rosenmiiller  (Schol.  in  Lev. 
xi.  5),  and  others  have  sought  to  identify  with  the 
shaphdn,  must  also  be  rejected,  for  it  is  the  nature 
of  the  jerboas  to  inhabit  sandy  places  and  not  stony 
rocks.  It  is  curious  to  find  Bochart  quoting  Ara- 
bian WTiters,  in  order  to  prove  that  the  iviibr  de- 
notes the  jerboa,  whereas  the  description  of  this 
animal  as  given  by  Damir,  Giauhari,  and  others, 
exactly  suits  the  hyrax. 

"  The  !oaZ>;-,"  says  Giauhari,  "  is  an  animal  less 
than  a  cat,  of  a  brown  color,  without  a  tail,"  up<jn 
which  Damir  correctly  remarks,  "  when  he  says  it 
has  no  tail,  he  means  that  it  has  a  very  short  one." 
Now  this  description  entirely  puts  the  jerboa  out 
of  the  question,  for  all  the  species  of  jerboa  are 
remarkable  for  their  long  tails. 

With  regard  to  the  localities  of  the  hyrax,  it 
does  not  appear  that  it  is  now  very  common  in  Pal- 
estine, though  it  is  occasionally  seen  in  the  hilly 
parts  of  that  country.  Schubert  says  "of  the 
Wober  {Ilyrnx  Syriacus),  we  could  discover  no 
trace  in  either  Palestuie  or  Syria;  "  upon  this  Dr. 
Wilson  (Lands  of  the  Bible,  ii.  28)  remarks,  "We 
were,  we  believe,  the  first  European  travellers  who 
actually  noticed  this  animal  within  the  proper 
bounds  of  the  Holy  Land,"  this  was  amongst  the 
-rocks  at  Mar  Saba.  Bruce,  however,  noticed  these 
animals  plentifully  in  Lebanon,  and  among  the  rocks 
at  the  Pharan  Promontorium  or  Cape  Mohammed, 
near  the  Gulf  of  Suez ;  and  Shaw  ( Trav.  ii.  160, 
8vo  ed.)  also  saw  the  hyrax  on  Lebanon,  and  says 
"  it  is  common  in  other  places  of  this  country." 
Dr.  Hooker  in  his  recent  journey  to  the  Lebanon 
and  Palestine  saw  no  hyrax  anywhere,  and  says  he 


«  Russell  {Aleppo,  ii.  159,  2d  ed.)  mentions  rabbits 
as  being  occasionally  bred  in  houses,  "  for  the  use  of 
the  Franks"  at  Aleppo;  and  adds  that  the  fur  of  the 
white  and  black  rabbit  is  much  worn,  and  that  the 
tatter  kind  is  imported  from  Europe.     Even  if  the  an- 


cient Hebrews  had  ever  seen  imported  specimens  of 
the  rabbit,  there  can  be  no  doubt  that  it  would  have 
been  included  under  the  Hebrew  term  ameh,  which  is 
the  Arabic  name  at  Aleppo  both  of  this  animal  and 
the  hare. 
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was  told  it  is  confined  to  tlie  sterile  hills  of  the  Jor- 
dan and  Dead  Sea  valleys  only;  Thomson  (Land 
and  Book,  p.  298)  speaks  only  of  one  individual 
among  the  ruins  of  the  Castle  of  Kurein." 

Hemprich  {Symboke  Phys.  p.  i.)  enumerates 
three  species  of  h}Tax,  and  gives  the  localities  as 
follows:  H.  Syri'icus,  Mount  Sinai;  //.  habessin- 
icus,  mountains  on  the  coast  of  Abyssinia ;  —  this 
is  the  Aghkoko  of  Bruce  —  and  //.  mjictps,  Don- 
gala.  ITie  Amharic  name  of  Ashkoko  is,  accord- 
ing to  Bruce,  derived  from  "  the  long  herinaceous 
hairs  which  like  small  thorns  grow  about  his  back, 
and  which  in  Anihara  are  calletl  Ashok."  A  tame 
hjTax  was  kept  by  Bnice,  who  from  the  action  of 
the  animal's  jaws  was  led  into  the  error  of  suppos- 
ing that  "it  chewed  the  cud;  "  it  is  worthy  of  re- 
mark that  the  poet  Cowper  made  the  same  mistake 
with  resi)ec^t  to  his  tame  hares.  The  flesh  of  the 
hyrax  is  said  to  resemble  the  rabbit  in  flavor ;  the 
Arai)s  of  Mount  Sinai  esteem  it  a  delicacy ;  the  Chris- 
tians of  Abyssinia  do  not  eat  its  flesh,  nor  do  the 
Mohammedans:  see  Oedmann  (Vermisch.  Samin. 
pt.  v.  ch.  ii.).  Hemprich  states  that  the  urine  of 
the  Cape  hyrax  (H.  ccipensis),  as  well  as  that  of 
the  Asiatic  species,  is  regarded  as  medicinal.  See 
also  Sparman  (Trav.  p.  324)  and  Tliunberg  (Trav. 
i.  190).  Thb  is  confirmatory  of  the  remarks  of  an 
Arabic  writer  cited  by  Bochart  (Ilieroz.  ii.  413). 

The  hyrax  is  zoologically  a  very  interesting  an- 
imal, for  although  in  some  respects  it  resembles  the 
Bodentia,  in  which  order  this  genus  was  originally 
placed,  its  true  affinities  are  with  the  rhinoceros; 
its  molar  teeth  differ  only  in  size  from  those  of  that 
great  pachyderm.  Accordingly  Dr.  Gray  places  the 
hyrax  in  his  sub-family  Bhtnocenna,  family  Ele- 
phantuke ;  it  is  about  the  size  of  a  rabbit,  which  in 
some  of  its  habits  it  much  resembles ;  the  animals 
are  generally  seen  to  congregate  in  groups  amongst 
the  rocks,  in  the  cavities  of  which  they  hide  them- 
selves when  alarmed;  they  are  herbivorous  as  to 
diet,  feeding  on  grass  and  the  young  shoots  of 
shrubs.  Some  observers  have  remarked  that  an 
old  male  is  set  as  a  sentry  in  the  vicinity  of  their 
holes,  and  that  he  utters  a  sound  Uke  a  whistle  to 
apprise  his  companions  when  danger  threatens ;  if 
this  is  a  fact,  it  forcibly  illustrates  Prov.  xxx.  24, 
26,  where  the  shaplidn  is  named  as  one  of  the  four 
things  upon  earth  which,  though  little,  "  are  ex- 
ceeding wise."  W.  H. 

*  CONFECTION  (Ex.  xxx.  35)  stands  for 
compound  or  mixture,  a  Latin  sense  of  the  word. 

H. 

*  CONFIRMATION.    [B.utism,  p.  244.] 
CONGREGATION    (HI?,   bn)7,    from 

yT^p,  to  call  =  convocation :  (rvvayoyyf) ;  iKK\7]- 
ffla,  in  Deut.  xviii.  10,  xxiii.  1 :  cont/reyatio,  eccle- 
tia,  calus).  This  term  descril)es  the  Hebrew  i)eople 
in  its  collective  capacity  under  its  pecuUar  asj^ect 
as  a  holy  community,  held  together  by  religious 
rather  than  political  Iwnds.  Sometimes  it  is  used 
in  a  broad  sense  as  inclusive  of  foreign  settlers 
(Ex.  xii.  19);  but  more  properly,  as  exclusively  ap- 
propriate to  the  Hebrew  element  of  the  jwpuLition 
(Num.  XV.  15);  in  each  case  it  expresses  the  idea 
3f  the   Roman    Civitat  or  the   Greek   iroAirt/o. 


"•Mr.  Tristram ,  who  as  a  naturalist  was  the  more  ear- 
nest in  liiH  efforts,  cauglit  one  of  these  animals  (wliieh 
It  is  extremely  difficult  to  do)  among  the  cliUs  on  the 
N.  W  Bide  of  the  Dead  Sea,  and  describes  it  as  au- 
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Every  circumcised  Hebrew  (n"lW :  avrSx^oiv' 
indigenn ;  A.  V.  "  home-bom,  bom  in  the  land," 
the  term  specially  descriptive  of  the  Israehte  in  op- 
position to  the  non-IsraeUte,  Ex.  xii.  19 ;  Lev.  xvi. 
29;  Num.  ix.  14)  was  a  member  of  the  congrega- 
tion, and  took  part  in  its  proceedings,  probably 
from  the  time  that  he  bore  arms.  It  is  important, 
however,  to  observe  that  he  acquired  no  political" 
rights  in  his  individual  capacity,  but  only  as  a 
member  of  a  Iwuse ;  for  the  basis  of  the  Hebrew 
polity  was  the  house,  whence  was  fomied  in  an 
ascending  scale  the  family  or  collection  of  houses, 
the  hibe  or  collection  of  famihes,  and  the  cont/i-e- 

gation  or  collection  of  tribes.  Strangers  (C^jj) 
settled  in  the  land,  if  circumcised,  were  with  cer- 
tain exceptions  (Deut.  xxiii.  1  ff.)  admitted  to  the 
privilege  of  citizenship,  and  are  spoken  of  as  mem- 
bers of  the  congregation  in  its  more  extended  ap- 
plication (Ex.  xii.  19;  Num.  Ix.  14,  xv.  15);  it 
appears  doubtful,  however,  whether  they  were  repre- 
sented in  the  congr^ation  in  its  corporate  capacity 
as  a  deliberative  body,  as  they  were  not,  strictly 
speaking,  meml)ers  of  any  house;  their  position 
probably  resembled  that  of  the  irpS^fvoi  at  Athens. 
The  congrq^jation  occupied  an  important  position 
under  the  Theocracy,  as  the  comilia  or  national 
parliament,  invested  with  legislative  and  judicial 
iwwers.  In  this  capacity  it  acted  through  a  sys- 
tem of  patriarchal  representation,  each  house,  fam- 
ily, and  tribe  being  represented   by  its   head  or 

father.    These  delegates  were  named  n"T27n  ''SpT 

{■Kpffffivrepoi'-  seniores}  "elders");  D^S"'tt73  (Sp- 
XOVTfs'-  pnncipes  ;  "princes");  and  sometimes 
D''S^"1|'7  (^TTi/cAr/Tot :  quivocabanlur,'S\im.xvi.2; 

A.  V.  "renowned,"  "famous").  The  number  of 
these  representatives  being  inconveniently  large  for 
ordinary  business,  a  further  selection  was  made  by 
Moses  of  70,  who  formed  a  species  of  standing 
committee  (Num.  xi.  10).  Occasionally  indeed  the 
whole  body  of  the  people  was  assembled,  the  mode 
of  summoning  being  by  the  sound  of  the  two  sil- 
ver trumpets,  and  the  place  of  meeting  the  door 
of  the  tatsemacle,  hence  usuaUy  called  the  taber- 
nacle of  the  congregation  (^37^D,  lit.  place  of 
meeting)  (Num.  x.  3):  the  occasions  of  such  gen-> 
eral  assemblies  were  solemn  reUgious  services  (Ex. 
xii.  47;  Num.  xxv.  6;  Joel  ii.  15),  or  to  receive 
new  commandments  (Ex.  xix.  7,  8;  Lev.  viii.  4). 
The  elders  were  summoned  by  the  call  of  one  tmm- 
pet  (Num.  X.  4),  at  the  command  of  the  supreme 
governor  or  the  high-priest;  they  represented  the 
whole  congr^ation  on  various  occasions  of  public 
interest  (Ex.  iii.  10,  xii.  21,  xvii.  5,  xxiv.  1);  they 
acted  as  a  court  of  judicature  in  capital  oflenses 
(Num.  XV.  33,  xxxv.  12),  and  were  charged  with 
the  execution  of  the  sentence  (I>ev.  xxiv.  14;  Num. 
XV.  35);  they  joined  in  certain  of  the  sacrifices 
(I>ev.  iv.  14,  15);  and  they  exercised  the  usiuj 
rights  of  sovereignty,  such  as  declaring  war,  making 
peace,  and  concluding  treaties  (Josh.  ix.  15).  Tlie 
people  were  strictly  Iwund  by  the  acts  of  their  rep- 
resentatives, even  in  cases  where  they  disapproved 
of  them  (Josh.  ix.  18).     After  the  occupation  of 


swering  perfcrtly  to  what  Is  said  in  Prov.  xxx.  24,  26, 
both  as  to  its  feebleness  and  its  singular  cunning  and 
power  of  self-preservation.  See  his  Land  of  Israel,  2d 
ed.  p.  263  (Loudon,  1866).  H. 
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the  land  of  Canaan,  the  congregation  was  assembled 
only  on  matters  of  the  highest  impoilance.  The 
delegates  were  summoned  by  messengers  (2  Chr. 
XXX.  6)  to  such  places  as  might  be  appointed,  most 
frequently  to  Mizpeh  (Judg.  x.  17,  xi.  11,  xx.  1 ; 
1  Sam.  vii.  5,  x.  17;  1  Mace.  iii.  46);  they  came 
attended  each  with  his  band  of  retainers,  so  that 
the  number  assembled  was  very  considerable  (Judg. 
XX.  2  fF. ).  On  one  occasion  we  hear  of  the  congre- 
gation being  assembled  for  judicial  purposes  (Judg. 
XX. ) ;  on  other  occasions  for  religious  festivals  (2 
Chr.  XXX.  5,  xxxiv.  29 ) ;  on  others  for  the  election 
of  kings,  as  Saul  (1  Sam.  x.  17),  David  (2  Sam.  v. 
1),  Jeroboam  (1  K.  xii.  20),  Joash  (2  K.  xi.  19), 
Josiah  (2  K.  xxi.  24),  Jehoahaz  (2  K.  xxiii.  30), 
and  Uzziah  (2  Chr.  xxvi.  1).  In  the  later  periods 
of  Jewish  history  the  congregation  was  represented 
by  the  Sanhedrim;  and  the  term  (Tvyayuyf],  which 
in  the  LXX.  is  applied  exclusively  to  the  congre- 
gation itself  (for  the  place  of  meeting  ^3?^X3  vHW 
is  invariably  rendered  r]  (rKr]vi)  tow  fj,apTvpiov,  tab- 
ei-naadum  testinionii,  the  word  T^"^^  being  con- 
sidered =  ^^^^),  was  transferred  to  the  places  of 
worship  established  by  the  Jews,  wherever  a  certain 
number  of  families  were  collected.         W.  L.  B. 

*"  Congregation,"  assembly  of  the  people,  is 
the  proper  rendering  of  iKKKria-ia  in  Acts  vii.  38, 
instead  of  "  church  "  (A.  V.).  That  is  the  render- 
ing in  the  older  English  versions  (Tyndale's,  Cran- 
mer's,  the  Genevan).  Stephen  evidently  refers  in 
that  passage  to  the  congregation  of  the  Hebrews 
assembled  at  Sinai,  at  the  time  of  the  promulgation 
of  the  law.  So  nearly  all  the  best  critics  (Bengel, 
Kuinoel,  Olshausen,  De  Wette,  Meyer,  Lechler, 
Ahbrd).  H. 

CONI'AH.     [Jeconiah.] 

CONONI'AH  (=in^?3"l3  [whom  Jehovah  es- 

Mishes] :  Xuvevias ;  [Vat.  in  ver.  12  Xwfievias ;] 
Jex.  Xwxfvias'-  Chonenias),  a  Levite,  ruler  (T'33) 
of  the  offerings  and  tithes  in  the  time  of  Hezekiah 
(2  Chr.  xxxi.  12,  13).     [See  Coxaniah.] 

CONSECRATION.     [Priest.] 

*  CONVENIENT  signifies  "becommg,  fit- 
ng,  appropriate "  in  several  passages,  e.  g.  Prov. 

txx.  8;  Jer.  xl.  4;  Kom.  i.  28;  Eph.  v.  4;  Philem. 
ver.  8.  It  occurs  once  in  the  dedication  of  James's 
translators.  It  is  the  rendering  of  avriKov  and 
KodTjKov  in  the  N.  T.,  and  was  an  ancient  Latin 
sense  of  the  word.  It  belongs  to  the  class  of  terms 
of  which  Archbishop  Whately  remarks  that  "  they 
are  much  more  likely  to  perplex  and  bewilder  the 
reader,  than  those  entirely  out  of  use.  The  latter 
only  leave  him  in  darkness ;  the  others  mislead  him 
by  a  false  light."  See  his  Bacon's  L'ssays :  idth 
AnnotaUom  (Essay  xxiv.  p.  259,  5th  ed.  Boston, 
1863).  H. 

*  CONVERSATION  is  never  used  in  the 
A.  V.  in  its  ordinary  sense,  but  always  denotes 
"course  of  life,"  "  conduct."  In  the  X.  T.  it  com- 
monly represents  the  Greek  avaffrpotpij ;  once  rpS- 
■Kos.      In   Phil.   iii.   20,   "our  conversation  is  in 

-heaven,"  it  is  the  rendering  of  iro\lr(viJM.  The 
probable  meaning  is  well  expressed  by  Wakefield's 
translation,  "we  are  citizens  of  heaven."         A. 

CONVOCATION  («"J|?»,  from  Sn(7,  vo- 
Mre;  comp.  Num.  x.  2;  Is.  i'.  13).  This  term  is 
applied  mvariably  to  meetings  of  a  religious  char- 


COOKING 


489 


acter,  in  contradistinction  to  congregation,  in  which 
political  and  legal  matters  were  occasionally  settled. 

Hence  it  is  connected  with  tt^lTp,  holy,  and  is  aj)- 
plied  only  to  the  Sabbath  and  the  great  annual 
festivals  of  the  Jews  (Ex.  xii.  16 ;  Lev.  xxiii.  2  ff. ; 
Num.  xxviii.  18  fF.,  xxix.  1  fF.).  With  one  excep- 
tion (Is.  i.  13),  the  word  Is  peculiar  to  the  Penta- 
teuch. The  LXX.  treats  it  as  an  adjective  = 
k\71t6s,  firiKKriTos',  but  there  can  be  no  doubt 
that  the  A.  V.  is  correct  in  its  rendering. 

W.  L.  B. 

COOKING.  As  meat  did  not  form  an  ai-ticle 
of  ordinary  diet  among  the  Jews,  the  art  of  cook- 
ing was  not  carried  to  any  perfection.  The  diffi- 
culty of  preserving  it  from  putrefiujtion  necessi- 
tated the  immediate  consumption  of  an  animal, 
and  hence  few  were  slaughtered  except  for  purposes 
of  hospitality  or  festivity.  The  proceedings  on 
such  occasions  appear  to  have  been  as  follows :  On 
the  arrival  of  a  guest  the  animal,  either  a  kid, 
lamb,  or  calf,  was  killed  (Gen.  xviii.  7;  Luke  xv. 
23),  its  throat  being  cut  so  that  the  blood  might 
be  poured  out  (Lev.  vii.  26);  it  was  then  flayed 

and  was  ready  either  for  roasting  (H  v2),  or  boil- 
ing ( Vt^2)  :  in  the  former  case  the  animal  was 
preserved  entire  (Ex.  xii.  46),  and  roasted  either 
over  a  fire  (Ex.  xii.  8)  of  wood  (Is.  xliv.  16),  or 
perhaps,  as  the  mention  of  fire  impUes  another 
method,  in  an  oven,  consisting  simply  of  a  hole  dug 
in  the  earth,  well  heated,  and  covered  up  (Burck- 
hardt.  Notes  on  Bedouins,  i.  240);  the  Paschal 
lamb  was  roasted  by  the  first  of  these  methods  (Ex. 
xii.  8,  9;  2  Chr.  xxxv.  13).  BoiUng,  however,  was 
the  more  usual  method  of  cooking,  both  in  the  case 
of  sacrifices,  other  than  the  Paschal  lamb  (Lev.  viii. 
31),  and  for  domestic  use  (Ex.  xvi.  23),  so  much 

so  that  v2?2  :=  to  cook  generally,  including  even 
roasting  (Deut.  xvi.  7).  In  this  case  the  animal 
was  cut  up,  the  right  shoulder  being  first  taken  ofF 
(hence  the  priest's  joint,  I^v.  vii.  32),  and  the 
other  joints  in  succession ;  the  fl(«h  was  separated 
from  the  bones  and  minced,  and  the  bones  them- 
selves were  broken  up  (Mic.  iii.  3);  the  whole  mass 
was  then  thrown  into  a  caldron  (Ez.  xxiv.  4,  5) 
fiUed  with  water  (Ex.  xii.  9),  or,  as  we  may  infer 
from  Ex.  xxiii.  19,  occasionally  with  milk,  as  is 
still  usual  among  the  Arabs  (Burckhardt,  Notes, 
i.  63),  the  prohibition  "not  to  seethe  a  kid  in  his 
mother's  milk"  having  reference  apparently  to 
some  heathen  practice  connected  with  the  ofFering 
of  the  first-fniits  (Ex.  I.  c. ;  xxxiv.  26),  which  ren- 
dered the  kid  so  prepared  unclean  food  (Deut.  xiv. 
21).  The  caldron  was  boiled  over  a  wood  fire  (Ez. 
xxiv.  10);  the  scum  which  rose  to  the  surface  was 
from  time  to  time  removed,  otherwise  the  meat 
would  turn  out  loathsome  (6);  salt  or  spices  were 
thrown  in  to  season  it  (10);  and  when  sufficiently 

boiled,  the  meat  and  the  broth  (p"nX3 :  ^wfx6s, 
LXX.:  jus,  Vulg.),  were  served  up  separately 
(Judg.  vi.  19),  the  broth  being  used  with  unleav- 
ened bread,  and  butter  (Gen.  xviii.  8),  as  a  sauce 
for  dipping  morsels  of  bread  into  (Burckhardt's 
Notes,  i.  63).  Sometimes  the  meat  was  so  highly 
spiced  that  its  flavor  could  hardly  be  distinguished ; 

such  dishes  were  called  D"'J3P!pD  ((Jen.  xxvii.  4; 
Prov.  xxiii.  3).  There  is  a  striking  similarity  in 
the  culinary  operations  of  the  Hebrews  and  Egypt- 
ians (Wilkinson's  Anc.  Egypt,  ii.  374  fF.).     V^- 
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^bles  were  usuall}'  lioiled,  and  served  up  as  pottage 
(Gen.  XXV.  29;  2  K.  iv.  38).  Fish  was  also  cooked 
i'lXOvos  OTTTov  fifpos-  ^nscis  as»i ;  Luke  xxiv.  42), 
probably  broiled.  The  cooking  was  in  early  times 
performed  by  the  mistress  of  the  household  (Gen. 

xviii.  6);  professional  cooks  (Q'*n!il^)  were  after- 
wards employed   (1  Sam.  viii.  13,  ix.  23).     The 

utensils  required  were  —  tS'l'^'^S  ixvTp6iroSes  '■ 
chytrojxxles),  a  cooking  range,  having  places  for  two 
or  more  pots,  probably  of  earthenware  (Lev.  xi.  35) ; 

"11*3  (A.ej8rjs:  lebes),  a  caldron  (1  Sam.  ii.  14); 
S^T?*  (Kpedypa-  Juscinula),  a  large  fork  or  flesh- 
hook;  T'D  {Kt^ris'-  oUa),  a  wide,  open,  metal  ves- 
sel, resembling  a  fish-kettle,  adapted  to  be  used  as 
a  wash-pot  (I's.  k.  8),  or  to  eat  from  (Ex.  xvi.  3); 

"TnS,  "m,  nnv|2,  pots  probably  of  earthen- 
ware and  high,  but  how  difFermg  from  each  other 
does  not  appear;  and,  lastly,  iiny^,  or  n^Hw?, 
dishes  (2  K.  ii.  20,  xxi.  13 ;  Prov.  six.  24,  A.  V. 
"bosom").  W.  L.  B. 

CO'OS  (Rec.  Text,  eis  t^v  Kwv  ;  Lachm.  [and 
Tisch.]  with  ABC  [DE  Sin.],  Ki),  Acts  xxi.  1. 
[Cos.] 

COPPER  (nirn?.  This  word  in  the  A.  V. 
is  always  rendered  "  bniss,"  except  in  Ezr.  viii.  27. 
See  Bkass).  This  metal  is  usuaUy  found  as  pyrites 
(sulphuret  of  copper  and  iron),  malachite  (carb.  of 
copijer),  or  in  the  state  of  oxide,  and  occasionally 
in  a  native  state,  principally  in  the  New  World.  It 
was  almost  exclusively  used  by  the  ancients  for 
common  purposes ;  for  which  its  elastic  and  ductile 
nature  rendered  it  practically  available.  It  is  a 
question  whether  in  the  earliest  times  iron  was 
known  (fieXas  S'  ovk  effKs  ffldrjpos,  Hes.  0pp.  el 
Dies,  149;  Lucr.  v.  1285  ff.).  In  India,  how- 
ever, its  manufacture  has  been  practiced  from  a 
very  ancient  date  by  a  process  exceedingly  simple, 
and  possibly  a  similar  one  was  employed  by  the  an- 
cient Egyptians  (Napier,  Anc.  Workei's  in  Metal. 
p.  137).  There  is  no  certain  mention  of  iron  in 
the  Scriptures;  and,  from  the  allusion  to  it  as 
known  to  Tubalcain  (Gen.  iv.  22),  some  have  ven- 
tured to  doubt  whether  in  that  place  /THS  means 
iron  (Wilkinson,  Anc.  Et/ypl.  iii.  242). 

We  read  in  the  Bible  of  copper,  possessed  in 
countless  abundance  (2  Chr.  iv.  18),  and  used  for 
every  kind  of  instrument;  as  chauis  (Judg.  xvi. 
2\),inllars  (1  K.  vii.  15-21),  lavers,  the  great  one 
being  called  "the  copper  sea"  (2  K.  xxv.  13; 
1  Chr.  xviii.  8),  and  the  other  temple  vessels. 
Tliese  were  made  in  the  foundry,  with  the  assist- 
ance of  Hiram,  a  Phoenician  (1  K.  vii.  13),  although 
the  Jews  were  not  ignorant  of  metallurgy  (Ez.  xxii. 
18;  Deut.  iv.  20,  Ac),  and  apjjeai-  to  have  worked 
their  own  mines  (Deut.  viii.  9;  Is.  Ii.  1).  We  read 
also  of  copper  mirrors  (Ex.  xxxviii.  8;  Job  xxxvii. 
38),  since  the  metal  is  susceptible  of  brilliant  polish 
(2  Chr.  iv.  16) ;  and  even  of  copper  arms,  as  helmets, 
spears,  &c.  (1  Sam.  xvii.  5,  (i,  38;  2  Sam.  xxi.  16). 
The  expression  "bow  of  steel,"  in  Job  xx.  24,  Ps. 
xviii.  34,  should  be  rendered  "  bow  of  copper,"  since 

:he  term  for  steel  is  n"^bs  or  ]"122Ja  bt"1? 
{norOiern  iron).  Th 'V  could  hardly  have  applied 
copper  to  these  puqw  ;('s  without  ptssessing  some 
judicious  system  of  alloys,  or  perhaps  some  forgot- 
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ten  secret  for  rendering  the  metal  harder  and  more 
elastic  than  we  can  make  it. 

It  has  been  maintained  that  the  cutting-tools  of 
the  Egyptians,  with  which  they  worked  the  granite 
and  porphyry  of  their  monuments,  were  made  of 
bronze,  in  which  copper  was  a  chief  ingredient. 
The  arguments  on  this  point  are  found  in  Wilkin- 
son, iii.  249,  &c.,  but  they  are  not  conclusive. 
There  seems  no  reason  why  the  art  of  making  iron 
and  excellent  steel,  which  has  been  for  ages  prac- 
ticed in  India,  may  not  have  been  equally  known 
to  the  Egyptians.  The  quickness  with  which  iron 
decomposes  will  fully  account  for  the  non-discovery 
of  any  rtsiiains  of  steel  or  iron  implements.  For 
analyses  of  the  bronze  tools  and  articles  found  in 
ligypt  and  AssjTia,  see  Napier,  p.  88. 

The  only  place  in  the  A.  V.  where  "copper  "  is 
mentioned  is  Ezr.  viii.  27,  "  two  vessels  of  line  cop- 
per, precious  as  gold"  (cf.  1  YsAr.  viii.  57;  o-/ceu7j 
XaA/coO  ffriKfiovros,  Sia.(popa,  finOvfirjTd  iv  )^v- 
ffic/j ;  certs  J'ulyenlis ;  "  vases  of  Corinthian  brass," 
Syr.;  "ex  orichalco,"  Jun.),  jjerhaps  similar  to 
those  of  "  bright  brass  "  in  1  K.  vii.  45 ;  Dan.  x.  6. 
They  may  have  been  of  orichalcum,  like  the  Per- 
sian or  Indian  vases  found  among  the  treasures  of 
Darius  (Aristot.  de  Mirab.  Auscult.).  There  were 
two  kinds  of  this  metal,  one  natural  (Serv.  ad  ^n. 
xii.  87),  which  Pliny  (//.  N.  xxxiv.  2,  2)  says  had 
long  been  extinct  ui  his  time,  but  which  Chardin 
alludes  to  as  found  in  Sumatra  under  the  name 
Calmbac  (Kosenm.  I.  c);  the  other  artijiciul  (iden- 
tified by  some  with  i^KtKTpov,  whence  the  mistaken 
spelling  awn'-chalcum),  which  Bochart  (Ilieroz.  vi. 
ch.   16,  p.  871  ff.)  considers  to  be  the  Hebrew 

vDtt7n,  a  word  compounded  (he  says)  of  27n? 

(copper)  and  Chald.  Sbb??  (?  gold,  Ez.  i.  4,  27, 
viii.  2);  ^KtKrpov,  LXX. ;  electrum,  Vulg.  {tiK\i- 
TXTKOV  xpi'O'''"',  Hesych. ;  to  which  Suid.  adds, 
ixtixiyixivov  ud\(i>  Kal  KiOicc).  On  this  substance 
see  Pausan.  v.  12;  Phn.  xxxiii.  4,  §  23.  Gesenius 
considers  the  xoAkoAi'/Soi/ov  of  Pev.  i.  15  to  be 

Xa\Khs  Ai7rap(<s=b^^'n;  he  differs  from  Bo- 
chart, and  argues  that  it  means  merely  "  smooth  or 
polished  brass." 

In  Ez.  xxvii.  13,  the  importation  of  copper  ves- 
sels to  the  markets  of  Tyre  by  merchants  of  Ja- 
van.  Tubal,  and  Meshech,  is  alluded  to.  Probably 
these  were  the  Moschi,  &c.,  who  worked  tlie  cop- 
per mines  in  the  neighborhood  of  Mount  Cau- 
casus. 

In  2  Tim.  iv.  14,  xaXKeus  is  rendered  "  copper- 
smith," but  the  term  is  perfectly  general,  and  is 
used  even  for  workers  in  iron  (Od.  ix.  391);  x*^" 
Kfvi,  Ttas  reyviTTis,  Kal  6  apyvpoK6TTos  Kol  6 
XpvffoxSos  (Hesych.). 

"Copper"  is  used  for  money,  Ez.  xvi.  36  (A.  V. 
"  filthiness  " ) ;  ^^€x««s  "rhv  x'*^i(^i'  f^o^i  LX^*' 
"effiisumest  CCS  tuum,"  Vulg.;  and  in  N.  T.  (xoA- 
Kovi,  TovTO  iiri  xfivcov  Kol  TOv  kpyvpov  (\tyoy, 
Hesych.).  F.  W.  F. 

*  COPTIC  VERSION.  [Veksions,  An- 
cient (Egyptian).] 

*  COR  ("13  :  K6pos'  corm)  a  measure  of  ca- 
pacity, the  same  as  the  hcnner  (I'>.  xlv.  14 ;  1  K. 
iv.  22  and  v.  11,  marg.;  Ezr.  vii.  22,  marg).  See 
Weights  and  Measukes,  II.  §  2.  A. 

CORAL  (niaWn,  r&nwth:  ixtrfupa;  Symm. 
w\(frjX(£;  "Pa.ix6d:  sericum,  exctUa)  occurs  only,  as 
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the  somewhat  doubtful  rendering  of  the  Hebrew 
rdrnoth,  in  Job  xxviii.  18,  "  No  mention  shall  be 
made  of  coral  {ramoth,  margin)  or  of  pearls,  for 
the  price  of  wisdom  is  above  rubies; "  and  in  Ez. 
x.wii.  16,  where  coral  is  enumerated  amongst  the 
wares  which  Sjria  brought  to  the  markets  of  Tyre. 
The  old  versions  fail  to  afford  us  any  clew;  the 
LXX.  gives  merely  the  etymological  meaning  of  the 
Hebrew  term  "lofty  things;"  the  Vulg.  in  Ez. 
(I.  c.)  reads  "silk."  Some  have  conjectured  "rhi- 
noceros skins,"  deriving  the  original  word  from 
reem  (the  unicorn  of  the  A.  V. ),  which  word,  how- 
ever, has  nothing  to  do  with  this  animal.  [Uxi- 
COKN.]  Schultens  (Comment,  in  Jobum,  1.  c.) 
gives  up  the  matter  in  despair,  and  leaves  the  word 
untranslated,  ilany  of  the  Jewish  rabbis  under- 
stand "red  coral"  hy  rdmiith.  Gesenius  (Thes. 
8.  V.)  conjectures  "black  coral"  (?),  assigning  the 
red  kind  to  peninhn  ("rubies,"  A.  V^.):  see  Kuby. 
Michaelis  {Suppl.  Lex.  Hebr.  p.  2218)  translates 
rdnwth  by  Lapides  gazellorum,  i.  e.  L.  bezoardici, 
as  if  from  rim,  an  Arabic  name  for  some  species  of 
gazelle.  The  Lajm  bezoardicus  of  Linnaeus  de- 
notes the  calcareous  concretions  sometimes  found  in 
the  stomach  of  the  Indian  gazelle,  the  Sasin  {Anti- 
lope  ceificapt-a,  Pallas).  This  stone,  which  pos- 
sessed a  strong  aromatic  odor,  was  formerly  held  in 
high  repute  as  a  talisman.  The  Arabian  physi- 
cians attributed  valuable  medicinal  properties  to 
these  concretions.  The  opinion  of  Slichaelis,  that 
rdnwth  denotes  these  stones,  is  Uttle  else  than  con- 
jecture. On  the  whole,  we  see  no  reason  to  be  dis- 
satisfied with  the  rendering  of  the  A.  V.  "  Coral " 
has  decidedly  the  best  claim  of  any  other  substances 
to  represent  the  rdirwth.  The  natural  upward 
fonu  of  growth  of  the  Corallium  rvbrum  is  well 
suited  to  the  etjTnology  of  the  word.  The  word 
rendered  "  price  "  in  Job  xxviii.  18,  more  properly 
denotes  "a  drawing  out;"  and  appears  to  have 
reference  to  the  manner  in  which  coral  and  pearls 
were  obtained  from  the  sea,  either  by  diving  or 
dredging.  At  present,  Mediterranean  corals,  which 
constitute  an  important  article  of  commerce,  are 
broken  oft"  from  the  roeks  to  which  they  adhere  by 
long  hooked  poles,  and  thus  "drawn  out."  With 
regard  to  the  estimation  in  which  coral  was  held 
by  the  Jews  and  other  Orientals,  it  must  be  re- 
membered that  coral  varies  in  price  with  us.  Fine 
compact  specimens  of  the  best  tints  may  be  worth 
as  much  as  ^  10  per  oz.,  whUe  inferior  ones  are 
perhaps  not  worth  much  more  than  a  shilling  per 
lb.  Pliny  says  {N.  II.  xxxii.  2)  that  the  Indians 
valued  coral  as  the  Romans  valued  pearls.  It  is 
possible  that  the  Syrian  traders,  who  as  Jerome  re- 
marks (RosenmiiUer,  Schol.  in  Ez.  xxvii.  16),  would 
In  his  day  run  all  over  the  world  "  lucri  cupiditate," 
may  have  visited  the  Indian  seas,  and  brought 
home  thence  rich  coral  treasures;  though  they 
would  also  readily  procure  coral  either  from  the 
Red  Sea  or  the  ^lediterranean,  where  it  is  abund- 
antly found.  Coral,  Mr.  Eang  informs  us,  often 
occurs  hi  ancient  %yptian  jewelry  as  beads,  and 
cut  into  charms.  W.  H. 

CORE  AN  ("IS"}|7  [offenng]:  Swpoy:  ablatio; 
in  N.  T.  Kop^av  expl.  by  Supov,  and  in  Vulg.  do- 
num:  used  only  in  Lev.  and  Num.,  except  in  Ez. 
tx.  28,  xl.  4.3),  an  offering  to  God  of  any  sort, 
Dloody  or  bloodless,  but  particularly  in  fulfillment 
jf  a  vow.  The  law  laid  down  rules  for  vows,  (1) 
afiirmative;  (2)  negative.  By  the  former,  persons, 
anunab,  and  property  might  be  devoted  to  God, 
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but,  with  certain  limitations,  they  were  redeemable 
by  money  payments.  By  the  latter,  persons  inter- 
dicted themselves,  or  were  interdicted  by  their 
parents  from  the  use  of  certain  things  lawftil  in 
themselves,  as  wine,  either  for  a  limited  or  an  im- 
limited  period  (Lev.  xxvii. ;  Num.  xxx. ;  Judg.  xiii. 
7 ;  Jer.  xxxv. ;  Joseph.  Ant.  iv.  4,  §  4 ;  B.  ./.  ii.  15, 
§  1 ;  Acts  xviii.  18,  xxi.  2-3,  24).  Upon  these  rules 
the  traditionists  enlarged,  and  laid  down  that  a 
man  might  interdict  himself  by  vow,  not  only  from 
using  for  himself,  but  from  giving  to  another,  or 
receiving  from  him  some  particular  object  whether 
of  food  or  any  other  kind  whatsoever.  The  thing 
thus  interdicted  was  considered  as  Corban,  and  the 
form  of  interdiction  was  virtually  to  this  effect: 
"  I  forbid  myself  to  touch  or  be  concerned  in  any 
way  with  the  thing  forbidden,  as  if  it  were  devoted 
by  law,"  i.  e.  "let  it  be  Corban."  So  far  did  they 
carry  the  principle  that  they  even  held  as  binding 
the  incomplete  exclamations  of  anger,  and  called 

them  mT*,  handles.  A  person  might  thus  ex- 
empt himself  from  assisting  or  receiving  assistance 
from  some  particular  person  or  persons,  as  parents 
in  distress ;  and  in  short  from  any  inconvenient  ob- 
hgation  under  plea  of  corban,  though  by  a  legal 
fiction  he  was  allowed  to  suspend  the  restriction  in 
certain  cases.  It  was  with  practices  of  this  sort 
that  our  Lord  found  fault  (Matt.  xv.  5 ;  Mark  vU. 
11),  as  annulling  the  spirit  of  the  law. 

Theophrastus,  quoted  by  Josephus,  notices  the 
system,  miscaUing  it  a  Phoenician  custom,  but  in 
naming  the  word  corban  identifies  it  with  Judaism. 
Josephus  calls  the  treasury  in  which  offerings  for 
the  temple  or  its  services  were  deposited,  Kop^avas, 
as  in  Matt,  xxvii.  6.  Origen's  account  of  the  cor- 
ban-system  is  that  children  sometimes  refused  as- 
sistance to  parents  on  the  ground  that  they  had 
already  contributed  to  the  poor  fund,  from  which 
they  alleged  their  parents  might  be  relieved  (Jo- 
seph. B.  /.  ii.  9,  §  4:  Ap.  i.  22;  Mishna,  [ed.]  Su- 
renhus.,  de  Voiis,  i.  4,  ii.  2;  Capijellus,  Grotius, 
Hammond,  Lightfoot,  Ilor.  Ilebr.  on  Matt.  xv.  6; 
Jahn,  Arch.  Bibl.  v.  §  392,  394).  [Al.ms;  Vows; 
Ofb-ekixgs.]  H.  W.  p. 

COR'BE  (Xop^e;  [Aid.  Kop^f :]  Choraba),  1 
Esdr.  v.  12.  This  name  apparently  answers  to 
Zaccai  in  the  lists  of  Ezra  and  Nehemiah. 

CORD  (b?n,  -ii:i;,  "ip"'P,  ri^5).  of 

the  various  purposes  to  which  cord,  including  under 
that  term  rope  and  twisted  thongs,  was  applied,  the 
following  are  specially  worthy  of  notice.     (1.)  For 

fastening  a  tent,  in  which  sense  "liT^p  is  more 

particularly  used  (e.  g.  Ex.  xxxv.  18,  xxxix.  40;  Is. 
liv.  2).  As  the  tent  supplied  a  favorite  image  of 
the  human  body,  the  cords  which  held  it  in  its 
place  represented  the  principle  of  life  (Job  iv.  21, 
"Are  not  their  tent-cords  (A.  V.  "excellency") 
torn  away?";  Eccl.  xii.  6).  (2.)  For  leading  or 
binding  animals,  as  a  halter  or  rein  (Ps.  cxviii.  27 ; 
Hos.  xi.  4),  whence  to  "loosen  the  cord  "  (.Job  xxx. 
11)^  to  free  from  authority.  (3.)  For  yoking 
them  either  to  a  cart  (Is.  v.  18)  or  a  plough  (Job 
xxxix.  10).  (4.)  For  binding  prisoners,  more  par- 
ticularly n^S  (Judg-  XV.  13;  Ps.  ii.  3,  cxxix.  4; 
Ez.  iii.  25),  whence  the  metaphorical  expression 
'•^ bands  of  love"  (Hos.  xi.  4).  (5.)  For  bow- 
strings (Ps.  xi.  2),  made  of  catgut ;  such  are  spoken 

of  m  Judg.  xvi.  7  (H'Tlb  D"*")!"!^,  A.  V.  "  greeu 


492 


CORDS  OF  SHEOL 


withs;"  but  more  properly  vfvpal  vypai,  fresh  or 
moist  l)OW-strings).  (6.)  For  the  ropes  or  "  tack- 
lings  "  of  a  vessel  (Is.  xxxiii.  23).  (7-)  For  meas- 
uring  gromid,    the   full  expression   being     VSH 

TVTtl  (2  Sam.  viii.  2 ;  Ps.  Ijtxviii.  55 :  Am.  vii.  17  ; 
Zech.  ii.  1) :  hence  to  "  cast  a  cord  "  =  to  assign  a 
property  (Mic.  ii.  5),  and  cord  or  line  became  an 
expression  for  an  inheritance  (Josh.  xvii.  14,  xix.  9 ; 
Ps.  xvi.  6;  Ez.  xlvii.  13),  and  even  for  any  defined 
district  (e.  g.  the  line,  or  tract,  of  Argob,  Ueut.  iii. 
4).  [Chebel.]  (8.)  For  fishing  and  snaring 
[Fishing;  Fowling;  Hunting].  (9.)  For  at- 
taching articles  of  dress;  as  the  wreatlten  chains 

(rQj?)?  which  were  rather  twisted  cords,  worn  by 
the  high-priests  (Ex.  xxviii.  14,  22,  24,  xxxix.  15, 
17).  (10.)  For  fastening  awnings  (Esth.  i.  C). 
(11.)  For  attaching  to  a  plummet.  The  hne  and 
plummet  are  emblematic  of  a  regular  nile  (2  K. 
xxi.  13;  Is.  xxviii.  17);  hence  to  destroy  by  hne 
and  plummet  (Is.  xxxiv.  11;  Lam.  ii.  8;  Am.  vii. 
7)  has  been  understood  as  ^regular,  systematic 
destruction  (ad  ruyrmam  et  libtUnm,  Gesen.  Thes. 
p.  125):  it  may  however  be  referred  to  the  carpen- 
ter's level,  which  can  only  be  used  on  a  flat  surface 
(comp.  Thenius,  Comm.  in  2  K.  xxi.  13).  (12.) 
For  drawing  water  out  of  a  well,  or  raising  heavy 
weights  (Josh.  ii.  15;  Jer.  xxxviii.  6,  13).  To 
place  a  rope  on  the  head  (1  K.  xx.  31)  in  place  of 
the  ordinary  head-dress  was  a  sign  of  abject  sub- 
mission. The  mat«rials  of  which  cord  was  made 
varied  according  to  the  strength  required;  the 
strongest  rope  was  probably  made  of  strips  of  camel 
hide,  as  still  used  by  the  Bedouins  for  drawing 
water  (Burckhardt's  Notes,  i.  46);  the  Egyptians 
twisted  these  strips  together  into  thongs  for  sandals 
and  other  purposes  (Wilkinson,  Anc.  Egypt,  iii. 
145).  The  finer  sorts  were  made  of  flax  (Is.  xix. 
9).  The  fibre  of  the  date-palm  was  also  used  (Wil- 
kinson, iii.  210);  and  probably  reeds  and  rushes 
of  various  kinds,  as  implied  in  the  origin  of  the 
word  axoiviov  (Phn.  xix.  9),  which  is  generally 

used  by  the  LXX.  as  =  ^SHj  ^^^  ™o''c  particu 
larly  in  the  word  PDJS  (Job.  xli.  2),  which  pri- 
marily means  a  reed ;  in  the  Talmud  {Erubhin,  fol. 
58)  bulrushes,  osier,  and  flax  are  enumerated  as  the 
materials  of  which  rope  was  made;  in  the  Mishna 

{Solah,  i.  §  6)  the  "^"l^tt  b^fl  is  explained  as 
funis  vimineits  sen  saligrm-s.  In  the  N.  T.  the 
term  axoivia  is  appUed  to  the  whip  which  our 
Saviour  made  (John  ii.  15),  and  to  the  ropes  of  a 
ship  (Acts  xxvii.  32).  Alford  understands  it  in 
the  former  passage  of  the  rushes  on  which  the  cat- 
tle were  littered ;  but  the  ordinary  rendering  cords 
seems  more  consistent  with  tlie  use  of  the  term 
elsewhere.  W.  L.  B. 

*  CORDS  OF  SHEOL.  [Snares  of 
Death,  Amer.  ed.] 

CO'RE  (Kope,  N.  T.  6  K. :  Core),  Fxclus.  xlv. 
]8;Judell.     [Kokah,  1.] 

CORIANDER  (12:  K6piou:  coriandrum). 
The  plant  called  Coriandiiim  satirum  is  found  in 
F-gypt,  Persia,  and  India  (Plin.  xx.  82),  and  has  a 
round  tall  stalk;  it  bears  umbelliferous  white  or 
reddish  flowers,  from  which  arise  globular,  grayish, 
spicy  seed-corns,  marked  with  fine  strife.  It  is 
much  cidtivated  in  the  south  of  Europe,  as  its  seeds 
we  used  by  confectioners  and  druggists.    The  t'ar- 
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thaginians  called  it  yoiS  =  "T2  (Dioscorid.  iii.  64). 
The  etjTnok)gy  is  uncertain,  though  it  is  not  im- 
possible that  the  striated  appearance  of  the  seed-ves- 
sels may  have  suggested  a  name  derived  from  'T^2. 
to  ciU  (Gesen.).  It  is  mentioned  twice  in  the  Bible 
(Ex.  xvi.  31;  Num.  xi.  7).  In  both  passages  the 
manna  is  Ukened  to  coriander-seed  as  to  form,  and 
in  the  former  passage  as  to  color  also.        W.  D. 

COR'INTH  {KSpivOos--  [Coi-infhus]).  This 
city  is  alike  remarkable  for  its  distinctive  geograph- 
ical position,  its  eminence  in  Greek  and  Koman 
history,  and  its  close  connection  with  the  early 
spread  of  Christianity. 

Geographically  its  situation  was  so  marked,  that 
the  name  of  its  Isthmus  has  been  given  to  every 
narrow  neck  of  land  between  two  seas.  Thus  it 
was  "  the  bridge  of  the  sea  "  (Pind.  Nem.  vi.  44) 
and  "  the  gate  of  the  Peloponnesus"  (Xen.  Ages. 
2).  No  invading  anny  could  enter  the  Morea  by 
land  except  by  this  way,  and  without  forcing  some 
of  the  defenses  which  have  been  raised  from  one  sea 
to  the  other  at  various  intervals  between  the  great 
Persian  war  and  the  recent  struggles  of  the  Turks 
with  the  modem  Greeks,  or  with  the  Venetians. 
But,  besides  this,  the  site  of  Corinth  is  distin- 
guished by  another  conspicuous  physical  feature  — 
namely,  the  Acrocarinthus,  a  vast  citadel  of  rock, 
which  rises  abruptly  to  the  height  of  2000  feet 
above  the  level  of  the  sea,  and  the  summit  of  which 
is  so  extensive  that  it  once  contained  a  whole  town. 
Tlie  view  from  this  eminence  is  one  of  the  most  cel- 
ebrated in  the  world.  Besides  the  mountains  of 
the  Morea,  it  embraces  those  on  the  northern  shore 
of  the  Corinthian  gulf,  with  the  snowy  heights  of 
Parnassus  conspicuous  above  the  rest.  To  the 
east  is  the  Saronic  gulf,  with  its  islands,  and  the 
hills  round  Athens,  the  Acropolis  itself  being  dis- 
tinctly visible  at  a  distance  of  45  miles.  Immedi- 
ately below'  the  Acrocorinthus,  to  the  north,  was 
the  city  of  Corinth,  on  a  table-land  descending  in 
terraces  to  the  low  plain,  which  lies  between  Cen- 
chreaj,  the  harbor  on  the  Sai-onic,  and  Lechaeum, 
the  harbor  on  the  Corinthian  gulf. 

The  situation  of  Corinth,  and  the  possession  of 
these  eastern  and  western  harbors,  are  the  secrets 
of  her  history.  The  earliest  passage  in  her  prog- 
ress to  eminence  was  probably  Phoenician.  But 
at  the  most  remote  jieriod  of  which  we  have  any 
sure  record  we  find  the  (Jreeks  established  here  in 
a  position  of  wealth  (Horn.  Jl.  ii.  570;  Pind.  01. 
xiii.  4),  and  military  strength  (Thucyd.  i.  13). 
Some  of  the  earliest  efforts  of  Greek  ship-building 
are  connected  with  Corinth;  and  her  colonies  to 
the  westward  were  among  the  first  and  most  flour- 
ishing sent  out  from  (Jrceee.  So  too  in  the  latest 
passages  of  Greek  history,  in  the  struggles  with 
Macedonia  and  Pome,  Corinth  held  a  conspicuous 
place.  After  the  battle  of  Chseronea  (n.  c.  338) 
the  Macedonian  kings  placed  a  garrison  in  the 
Acrocorinthus.  After  the  battle  of  (  viioscephal* 
(b.  c.  197)  it  was  occupied  by  a  IJdiiiaii  garrison. 
Corinth,  however,  was  constitultil  tlic  lirad  of  the 
Acheean  league.  Here  the  Ponian  amliassadors 
were  maltreated:  and  the  consequemi  uas  tlie  ut- 
ter ruin  and  destruction  of  the  city. 

It  is  not  the  tnie  Greek  Corinth  with  wliich  we 
have  to  do  in  the  life  of  St.  Paul,  but  the  Corinth 
wliich  wa^;  rebuilt  and  established  as  a  Koman  col- 
ony. The  distinction  Ijetween  the  two  must  lie 
carefully   rememljered.     A   period   of  a  hundred 
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years  intervened,  during  which  the  place  was  al- 
most utterly  desolate.  The  merchants  of  the 
Isthmus  retired  to  Delos.  The  presidency  of  the 
Isthmian  games  was  given  to  the  people  of  Sicyon. 
Corinth  seemed  blotted  from  the  map;  till  Julius 
Csesar  refounded  the  city,  which  thenceforth  was 
called  Cohnid  Jidia  Corinihtts.  The  new  city  was 
hardly  less  distinguished  than  the  old,  and  it  ac- 
quired a  fresh  importance  as  the  metropolis  of  the 
Roman  province  of  Aciiaia.  We  find  Gallic, 
brother  of  the  philosopher  Seneca,  exercising  the 
functions  of  proconsul  here  (Achaia  was  a  senato- 
rial province)  during  St.  Paul's  first  residence  at 
Corinth,  in  the  reign  of  Claudius. 

This  residence  contin'ued  for  a  year  and  six 
months,  and  the  circumstances,  which  occurred 
during  the  course  of  it,  are  related  at  some  length 
(Acts  xviii.  1-18).  St.  Paul  had  recently  passed 
through  Macedonia.  He  came  to  Corinth  from 
Athens;  shortly  after  his  arrival  Silas  and  Timo- 
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theus  came  from  Macedonia  and  rejoined  him ;  and 
about  this  time  the  two  epistles  to  the  Tiiessalo- 
nians  were  \vritten  (probably  a.  n.  52  or  53).  It 
was  at  Corinth  that  the  apostle  first  became  ac- 
quainted with  Aquila  and  PrisciUa;  and  shortly 
after  his  departure  Apollos  came  to  this  city  from 
Ephesus  (Acts  xviii.  27). 

Coruith  was  a  place  of  great  mental  activity,  as 
well  as  of  commercial  and  manufacturing  enter- 
prise. Its  wealth  was  so  celebrated  as  to  bt;  pro- 
verbial; so  were  the  vice  and  profligacy  of  its 
inhabitants.  The  worship  of  Venus  here  was  at- 
tended with  shameful  licentiousness.  All  these 
points  are  indirectly  illustrated  by  passages  in  the 
two  epistles  to  the  Corinthians,  which  were  wiitten 
(probably  A.  D.  57)  the  first  from  Ephesus,  the 
second  from  Macedonia,  shortly  before  the  second 
visit  to  Corinth,  which  is  briefly  stated  (Acts  xx. 
3)  to  have  lasted  three  months.  During  this  visit 
(probably  A.  d.  58)  the  epistle  to  the  liomans  waa 


written.  From  the  three  epistles  last  mentioned, 
compared  with  Acts  xxiv.  17,  we  gather  that  St. 
Paul  was  much  occupied  at  this  time  with  a  collec- 
tion for  the  poor  Christians  at  .Jerusalem. 

There  are  good  reasons  for  believing  that  when 
St.  Paul  was  at  Ephesus  (a.  d.  57)  he  wrote  to  the 
Corinthians  an  epistle  which  has  not  been  preserved 
(see  below,  p.  495);  and  it  is  almost  certain  that 
about  the  same  time  a  short  visit  was  paid  to 
Corinth,  of  which  no  account  is  given  in  the  Acts. 

It  has  been  well  observed  that  the  srreat  number 
of  Latin  names  of  persons  mentioned  in  the  epistle 
to  the  Romans  is  in  diarmony  with  what  we  know 
of  the  colonial  origin  of  a  large  part  of  the  popu- 
lation of  Corinth.  From  Acts  xviii.  we  may  con- 
clude that  there  were  many  Jewish  converts  in  the 
Corinthian  church,  though  it  would  appear  (1  Cor. 
xii.  2)  that  the  (lentiles  predominated.  On  the 
other  hand  it  is  evident  from  the  whole  tenor  of 
both  epistles  that  the  Judaizing  element  was  very 
strong  at  Corinth.  Party-spirit  also  was  extremely 
prevalent,  the  names  of  Paul,  Peter,  and  Apollcw 


being  used  as  the  watchwords  of  restless  factions^ 
Among  the  eminent  Christians  who  lived  at  Cor- 
inth were  Stephanas  (1  Cor.  i.  16,  xvi.  15,  17), 
Crispus  (Acts  xviii.  8;  1  Cor.  i.  14),  Caius  (Rom. 
xvi.  23;  1  Cor.  i.  14),  and  Erastus  (Rom.  xvi.  23; 
2  Tim.  iv.  20).  The  epistles  of  Clement  to  the 
Corinthians  are  among  the  most  interesting  of  the 
post-apostolic  writings."  Corinth  is  still  an  epis- 
copal see.  The  cathedral  church  of  St.  Nicolas, 
"  a  very  mean  place  for  such  an  ecclesiastical  dig- 
nity," used  in  Turkish  times  to  be  in  the  Aerocor- 
inthus.  The  city  has  now  shrunk  to  a  wretched  vil- 
lage, on  the  old  site,  and  bearing  the  old  name, 
which,  however,  is  often  corrupted  into  Gortho. 

Pausanias,  in  descriliing  the  antiquities  of  Cor- 
inth as  they  existed  in  his  day,  distinguishes  clearly 
between  those  which  belonged  to  the  old  Greek 
city,  and  those  which  were  of  Roman  origin.    Two 

a  *  Of  the  two  epistles  to  the  Corinthians  ascribed 
to  Clement  of  Rome,  only  the  first  is  now  regarded  as 
genuine  by  respectable  scholars  A. 
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relics  of  Roman  work  are  still  to  be  seen,  one  a 
heap  of  brick-work  which  may  have  been  part  of 
the  baths  erected  by  Hadrian,  the  other  tlie  remains 
of  an  amphitheatre  with  subterranean  arrangements 
for  gladiators.  Far  more  interesting  are  the  ruins 
of  tiie  ancient  Greek  temple  —  the  "  old  columns, 
which  have  looked  down  on  the  rise,  the  prosperity, 
and  the  desolation  of  two  [in  fact,  three]  successive 
Corinths."  At  the  time  of  Wheler's  visit  in  1G76 
twelve  columns  were  standing:  before  1795  they 
were  reduced  to  five;  and  further  injury  has  very 
recently  been  inflicted  by  an  earthquake.  It  is 
believed  that  this  temple  is  the  oldest  of  which  any 
remains  are  left  in  Greece.  The  fountain  of  Pei- 
rene,  "fidlof  sweet  and  clear  water,"  as  it  is  de- 
scribed by  Strabo,  is  still  to  be  seen  in  the  Acro- 
coriuthus,  as  well  as  the  fountains  in  the  lower 
city,  of  which  it  was  supfwsed  by  him  and  Pausa- 
nias  to  be  the  source.  The  walls  on  the  Acrocor- 
inthus  were  in,  part  erected  by  the  Venetians,  who 
held  Corinth  for  twenty- five  years  in  the  17th  cen- 
tury. This  city  and  its  neighborhood  have  been 
described  by -many  travellers,  but  we  must  especially 
refer  to  Leake's  Moren,  iii.  22!)-304  (London, 
1830),  and  his  Ftlujxmnedacn,  p.  392  (London, 
lSA<i),  Curtius,  Pelqwunesos,  ii.  514  (Gotha,  1851- 
52);  Clark,  Febjxmnestis,  pp.  42-61  (London, 
1858).  There  are  foiu-  German  monographs  on 
the  subject,  Wilckens,  Kerura  Coiinthiacai-um  spec- 
imen ad  illustratumem  utiimque  Jtjnsfoke  Paulince, 
Bremen,  1747;  Walch,  Antiqvitates  Coi-intkiacce, 
Jena,  1761;  Wagner,  Rerum  Corinthincai~um  spec- 
imen, Darmstadt,  1824 ;  Barth,  Corinthiorum  Com- 
mercii  et  Mercatura  Historim  Particula,  Berlin, 
1844.  [The  eminent  archajologist,  Rangabes,  has 
a  sketch  of  Corinth,  its  earlier  and  later  history, 
and  its  antiquities,  in  his  'EWriviKo.,  ii.  287-314. 
-H.] 

This  article  would  be  incomplete  without  some 
notice  of  the  Posidonium,  or  sanctuary  of  Neptune, 
the  scene  of  the  Isthmian  games,  from  which  St. 
Paul  torrows  some  of  his  most  striking  imagery 
in  1  Cor.  and  other  epistles.  [See  Gasies,  Amer. 
ed.]  This  sanctuary  was  a  short  distance  to  the 
N.  p.  of  Corinth,  at  the  narrowest  part  of  the  Isth- 
mus, near  the  harbor  of  Schoenus  (now  Kalamdki) 
on  the  Saronic  gulf.  The  wall  of  the  inclosure 
can  still  be  traced.  It  is  of  an  irregular  shape, 
determined  by  the  form  of  a  natural  platform  at 
the  edge  of  a  ravine.  The  fortifications  of  the 
Isthmus  followed  this  ravine  and  abutted  at  the 
east  upon  the  inclosure  of  the  sanctuary,  which 
thus  served  a  military  as  well  as  a  religious  pur 
pose.  The  exact  site  of  the  temple  is  doubtful, 
and  none  of  the  objects  of  interest  remain,  which 
Pausanias  describes  as  seen  by  him  within  the  in- 
closure: but  to  the  south  are  the  remains  of  tlie 
stadium,  where  the  foot-races  were  run  (1  Cor.  ix. 
24);  to  the  east  are  those  of  the  tlieatre,  which 
was  probably  the  scene  of  the  pugilistic  contests 
{ib.  23 ) ;  and  al)undant  on  the  shore  are  the  small 
green  pine-trees  {irfVKai)  which  gave  the  fading 
wreath  {ib.  25)  to  the  victors  in  the  games.  An 
inscription  found  here  in  1676  (now  removed  to 
Verona)  affords  a  valualile  illustration  of  the  in 
terest  taken  in  these  games  in  Roman  times  (Bo- 
eckh,  No.  1104).  The  French  map  of  the  Morea 
does  not  include  the  Isthmus ;  so  that,  till  recently, 
Col.  I.eake*8  sketch  (reproduced  by  Curtius)  has 
been  the  only  trustworthy  representation  of  the 
■eene  of  the  Isthmian  games.  But  the  ground  has 
been  more  minutely  examined  by  Mr.  Clark,  who 
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gives  us  a  more  exact  plan.  In  the  immediate 
neighborhood  of  this  sanctuary  are  the  traces  of 
the  canal,  which  was  begun  and  discontinued  by 
Nero  about  the  time  of  St.  Paul's  first  visit  to 
Corinth.  J.  S.  H.  • 


Didrachm  of  Corinth  (Attic  talent).  Obv.,  Head  of 
Minerva,  to  right.  Kev.,  Pegasus,  to  right ;  below, 
?• 

CORINTHIANS,  FIRST  EPISTLE  TO 
THE,  was  written  by  the  Apostle  St.  Paul  toward 
the  close  of  his  nearly  three-year  stay  at  Ephesus 
(Acts  xix.  10,  XX.  31;  see  the  sul)seription  in  B 
and  in  Copt.  Vers.),  which  we  learn  from  1  Cor. 
xvi.  8,  probably  terminated  with  the  Pentecost  of 
A.  D.  57  or  58.  Some  supposed  allusions  to  the 
passover  in  ch.  v.  7,  8,  have  led  recent  critics  (see 
Mej'er  in  loc),  not  without  a  show  of  probability, 
to  fix  upon  Easter  as  the  exact  time  of  composition. 
The  bearers  were  probably  (according  to  the  com- 
mon subscription)  Stephanas,  Fortunatus,  and  Acha- 
icus,  who  had  been  recently  sent  to  the  Apostle, 
and  who,  in  the  conclusion  of  this  epistle  (ch.  x\i. 
17),  are  esi)ecially  commended  to  the  honorable  re- 
gard of  the  church  of  Corinth. 

This  varied  and  highly  characteristic  letter  was 
addressed  not  to  any  pai'ty,  but  to  the  whole  body 
of  the  large  (Acts  xviii.  8,  10)  Juda>o-Gentile  (Acts 
xviii.  4)  church  of  Corinth,  and  appears  to  have 
been  called  forth,  1st,  by  the  information  the  Apos- 
tle had  received  from  members  of  the  household  of 
Chloe  (ch.  i.  11)  of  the  divisions  that  were  existing 
among  them,  which  were  of  so  grave  a  nature  as 
to  have  already  induced  the  Apostle  to  desire  Tim- 
othy to  visit  Corinth  (ch.  iv.  17)  after  his  jouniey 
to  Macedonia  (Acts  xix.  22);  2dly,  by  tlie  infor- 
mation he  had  received  of  a  grievous  case  of  incest 
(ch.  V.  1),  and  of  tlie  defective  state  of  the  Corin- 
thian converts,  not  only  in  regard  of  general  habits 
(ch.  vi.  1  ff.)  and  church  discipline  (ch.  xi.  20  ff.), 
but,  as  it  would  also  seem,  of  doctrine  (ch.  xv.); 
3dly,  by  the  inquiries  that  had  been  specially  ad- 
dressed to  St.  Paul  by  the  church  of  Corinth  on 
several  matters  relating  to  Christian  practice. 

The  contents  of  this  epistle  are  thus  extremely 
varied,  and  in  the  present  article  almost  preclude  a 
more  specific  analysis  than  we  here  suljoin.  The 
Apostle  opens  with  his  usual  salutation  and  with 
an  expression  of  thankfulness  for  their  general  state 
of  Christian  progress  (ch.  i.  1-9).  He  then  at  once 
passes  on  to  tlie  lamentable  divisions  there  were 
among  them,  and  incidentally  justifies  his  own  con- 
duct and  mode  of  preaching  (ch.  i.  10-iv.  IC), 
concluding  with  a  notice  of  the  mission  of  '{"imothy, 
and  of  an  intended  authoritative  visit  on  his  own 
part  (ch.  iv.  17-21).  The  Ayxistle  next  deals  with 
the  case  of  incest  that  had  taken  place  among  them, 
and  had  provoked  no  censure  (ch.  v.  1-8).  noticing, 
as  he  pas.ses,  some  previous  remarks  he  had  made 
upon  not  keeping  company  with  fornicators  (ch.  v. 
9-13).  lie  then  comments  on  their  eril  practice 
of  litigation  ))efore  heathen  tribunals  (ch.  vi.  1-8), 
and  again  reverts  to  the  plague-spot  in  Corinthian 
Ufe,  fornication   and   uncleanness  (ch.  vi.  9-20). 
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The  last  subject  naturally  paves  the  way  for  his  an- 
swers to  their  inquiries  about  marriage  (eh.  vii.  1- 
24),  and  about  the  celibacy  of  virgins  and  widows 
(oh.  vii.  25-40).  The  Apostle  next  makes  a  transi- 
tion to  the  subject  of  the  lawfulness  of  eating  things 
sacrificed  to  idols,  and  Christian  freetlom  generally 
(eh.  viii.),  which  leads,  not  unnaturally,  to  a  di- 
gression on  the  manner  in  which  he  waived  his 
apostohc  privileges,  and  performed  his  apostoUc 
duties  (ch.  ix.).  He  then  reverts  to  and  concludes 
the  subject  of  the  use  of  things  offered  to  idols  (ch. 
x.-xi.  1),  and  passes  onward  to  reprove  his  con- 
verts for  their  behavior  in  the  assemblies  of  the 
church,  both  in  respect  to  women  prophesying  and 
praying  with  uncovered  heads  (ch.  xi.  2-16),  and 
also  their  great  irregularities  in  the  celebration  of 
the  Lord's  Supper  (ch.  xi.  17-34).  Then  follow 
full  and  minute  instructions  on  the  exercise  of  spir- 
itual gifts  (ch.  xii.-xiv.),  in  which  is  included  the 
noble  panegyric  of  charity  (ch.  xiii.),  and  further  a 
defense  of  the  doctrine  of  the  resurrection  of  the 
dead,  about  which  doubts  and  difficulties  api»ar  to 
have  arisen  in  this  unhappily  divided  church  (ch. 
XV.).  The  epistle  closes  with  some  directions  con- 
cerning the  contributions  for  the  saints  at  Jerusa- 
lem (ch.  xvi.  1-4),  brief  notices  of  his  own  intended 
movements  (ch.  xvi.  5-9),  commendation  to  them 
of  Timothy  and  others  (ch.  xvi.  10-18),  greetings 
firom  the  churches  (ch.  xvi.  19,  20),  and  an  auto- 
graph salutation  and  benediction  (ch.  xvi.  21-24). 
With  regard  to  the  (/enuinenesg  and  authenticity 
of  this  epistle  no  doubt  has  ever  been  entertained. 
The  external  evidences  (Clem.  Rom.  ad  Cor.  cc.  47, 
49;  Polycarp,  ad  PIdl.  c.  11;  Ignat.  ad  Eph.  c. 
2;  IreniEus,  H(bi:  iii.  11,  9;  iv.  27,  3;  Athenag. 
de  Resurr.  [c.  18,]  p.  61,  ed.  Col.;  Clem.  Alex. 
Pcednff.  i.  33  [?c.  6,  p.  42  f.  or  117  f.  ed.  Potter] ; 
TertuU.  de  Prwsci:  c.  33)  are  extremely  distinct, 
and  the  character  of  the  composition  such,  that  if 
any  critic  should  hereafter  be  bold  enough  to  ques- 
tion the  correctness  of  the  ascription,  he  must  be 
prepared  to  extend  it  to  all  the  epistles  that  bear 
the  name  of  the  great  Apostle.  The  baseless  as- 
sumption of  Bolten  and  Bertholdt  that  this  epistle 
is  a  translation  of  an  Aramaic  original  requires  no 
confutation.  See  further  testimonies  in  Lardner, 
Credilnlity,  ii.  36  ff,  8vo,  and  Davidson,  Introduc- 
tion, ii.  253  fF. 

Two  special  points  deserve  separate  consideration : 
1.  The.  state  of  parties  at  Corinth  at  the  time 
of  the  Apostle's  writing.  On  this  much  has  been 
written,  and,  it  does  not  seem  too  much  to  say,  more 
ingenuity  displayed  than  sound  and  sober  criticism. 
The  few  facts  supplied  to  us  by  the  Acts  of  the 
Apostles,  and  the  notices  in  the  epistle,  appear  to 
be  as  follows :  —  The  Corinthian  church  was  planted 
by  the  Apostle  himself  (1  Cor.  iii.  6),  in  his  second 
missionary  journey,  after  his  departure  from  Athens 
(Acts  xviii.  1  ff.).  He  abode  in  tlie  city  a  year  and 
a  half  (ch.  xviii.  11),  at  first  in  the  house  of  Aquila 
and  Priscilla  (ch.  xviii.  3),  and  afterwards,  apparently 
to  mark  emphatically  the  fivctious  nature  of  the 
conduct  of  the  Jews,  in  the  house  of  the  proselyte 
Justus.  A  short  time  after  the  Apostle  had  left 
the  city,  the  eloquent  Jew  of  Alexandria,  ApoUos, 
xfter  having  received,  when  at  Ephesus,  more  exact 
mstruction  m  the  Gospel  from  Aquila  and  Priscilla, 
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a  *  See  also  Hilgenfeld,  Die  Christm-Leute  in  Eor- 
mtk,  in  his  Zeitschr.  f.  wiss.  Theol.  1885,  vUi.  241-266, 
Mid  Beyschlag,  Ueber  die  Cliristuspartei  zu  Korinth, 
In  the  Theol.  Stud.  u.  Krit.  1865,  pp.  217-276.     It  is 


went  to  Corinth  (Acts  xix.  1),  where  he  preached, 
as  we  may  perhaps  infer  from  St.  Paul's  comments 
on  his  own  mode  of  preaching,  in  a  manner  marked 
by  unusual  eloquence  and  persuasiveness  (comp.  ch. 
ii.  1,  4).  There  is,  however,  no  reason  for  con- 
cluding that  the  suhstance  of  the  teaching  was  in 
any  resjiect  different  from  that  of  St.  Paul :  for  see 
ch.  i.  18,  xvi.  12.  Tliis  circumstance  of  the  visit 
of  ApoUos,  owing  to  the  sensuous  and  canial  spirit 
which  marked  the  church  of  (Jorinth,  appears  to 
have  formed  the  commencement  of  a  gradual  divis- 
ion into  two  parties,  the  followers  of  "St.  Paul,  and 
the  followers  of  Apollos  (comp.  ch.  iv.  6).  These 
divisions,  however,  were  to  be  multipUed ;  for,  as  it 
would  seem,  shortly  after  the  de[)arture  of  Apollos, 
Judaizing  teachers,  supplied  probably  with  letters 
of  commendation  (2  Cor.  iii.  1 )  from  the  church  of 
Jerusalem,  appesir  to  have  come  to  Corinth  and  to 
have  preached  the  Gospel  in  a  spirit  of  direct  an- 
tagonism to  St.  Paul  personally,  in  ever}'  way  seek- 
ing to  depress  his  claims  to  be  considered  an  Apostle 
(1  Cor.  xi.  2),  and  to  exalt  those  of  the  Twelve, 
and  perhaps  especially  of  St.  Peter  (ch.  i.  12).  To 
this  third  party,  which  appears  to  have  been  charac- 
terized by  a  spirit  of  excessive  bitterness  and  faction, 
we  may  perhaps  add  a  fourth,  that,  under  the  name 
of  '•  the  followers  of  Christ"  (ch.  i.  12),  sought  at 
first  to  separate  themselves  from  the  factious  ad- 
herence to  particular  teachers,  but  eventually  were 
driven  by  antagonism  into  positions  equally  sec- 
tarian and  inimical  to  the  unity  of  the  church.  At 
this  momentous  period,  before  parties  had  become 
consolidated,  and  had  distinctly  withdrawn  from 
communion  with  one  another,  the  Apostle  wTites; 
and  in  the  outset  of  the  epistle  (ch.  i.-iv.  21)  we 
have  his  noble  and  impassioned  protest  against  this 
fourfold  rending  of  the  robe  of  Christ.  This  spirit 
of  division  appears,  by  the  good  providence  of  God, 
to  have  eventually  yielded  to  his  Apostle's  rebuke, 
as  it  is  noticeable  that  Clement  of  Rome,  in  his 
epistle  to  this  church  (ch.  47),  alludes  to  these 
evils  as  long  past,  and  as  but  slight  compared  to 
those  which  existed  in  his  own  time.  For  further 
information,  beside  that  contained  in  the  writings 
of  Xeander,  Davidson,  Conybeare  and  Howson,  and 
others,  the  student  may  be  referred  to  the  special 
treatises  of  Schenkel,  de  Eccl.  Cor.  (Basel,  1838), 
Kniewel,  Eccl.  Coi:  Dissensiones  (Gedan.  1841), 
Becker,  Partheiunyen  in  die  Gemeinde  z.  Kor. 
(Altona,  1841),  Rabiger,  Krit.  Untersuch.  (Bresl. 
1847);  but  he  cannot  be  too  emphatically  warned 
against  that  tendency  to  construct  a  definite  history 
out  of  the  fewest  possible  facts,  that  marks  most 
of  these  discussions." 

2.  The  number  oj'  epistles  written  by  St.  Paul  to 
the  Corinthian  church.  This  will  probably  remain 
a  subject  of  controversy  to  the  end  of  time.  On 
the  one  side  we  have  the  a  priori  objection  that 
an  epistle  of  St.  Paul  should  have  ever  been  lost  to 
the  church  of  Christ;  on  the  other  we  have  certain 
expressions  which  seem  inexplicable  on  any  other 
hypothesis.  As  it  seems  our  duty  here  to  express 
an  opinion,  we  may  briefly  say  that  the  well-known 
words,  ^ypml/a  vjxiv  iv  rfj  iirtffToK^,  /xr?  awava- 
fiiyvvffdai.  ■ir6pvois  (ch.  v.  9),  do  certainly  seem  to 
point  to  some  former  epistolary  commimication  to 
the  church  of  Corinth  —  not  firom  linguistic,  but 


hardly  worth  while  to  refer  more  fuUy  to  the  copious 
literature  on  this  very  uncertain  subject.  For  a  brief 
review  of  the  various  hypotheses,  see  Uoltzmann  ia 
Bunsen's  Bibelwerk,  viii.  434  ff.  (.1866).  A. 
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from  simple  exegetical  considerations:  for  it  does 
seem  impossible  either  to  refer  the  definite  fi^ 
ffvvavvLixiyv.  k.  t.  A.  to  what  has  preceded  in  ver. 
2  or  ver.  6,  or  to  conceive  that  the  words  refer  to 
the  command  which  tlie  Ajxistle  is  now  giving  for 
the  first  time.  The  whole  context  seems  in  favor 
of  a  former  command  given  to  the  Corinthians,  but 
interpreted  by  them  so  literally  as  here  to  require 
further  explanation.  It  is  not  right  to  suppress  the 
fact  that  the  Greek  commentators  are  of  the  con- 
trary opinion,  nor  must  we  overlook  the  objection 
that  no  notice  has  been  taken  of  the  lost  epistle  by 
any  WTiters  of  antiquity.  Against  this  last  objec- 
tion it  may  perhaps  be  urged  that  the  letter  might 
have  been  so  short,  and  so  distinctly  occupied  with 
sptcijic  directions  to  this  jmrticiditr  church,  as 
never  to  have  gained  circulation  l)eyond  it.  Our 
present  epistles,  it  should  be  rememl)ered,  are  not 
addressed  exclusively  to  the  Christians  at  Corinth 
(see  1  Cor.  i.  2;  2  Cor.  i.  1).  A  sjiecial  treatise 
on  this  subject  (in  opposition,  however,  to  the  view 
here  taken),  and  the  number  of  St.  Paul's  jounieys 
to  Corinth,  has  been  written  by  MiJller,  Be  TiUms 
PnuU  Jtin.,  fc.  (Basil,  1831)." 

The  apocryphal  letter  of  the  church  of  Corinth 
to  St.  Paul,  and  St.  Paul's  answer,  existing  in 
Armenian,  are  worthless  productions  that  deserve 
no  consideration,  but  may  be  alluded  to  only  as 
perhaps  affording  some  sli(/h(  evidence  of  an  early 
belief  that  the  Apostle  hfid  written  to  his  converts 
more  than  twice.  The  original  Armenian,  with  a 
translation,  will  be  found  Ln  Aucher,  Ann.  Granh- 
mar,  p.  143-lCl. 

The  editions  of  [commentaries  on]  these  epistles 
have  been  somewhat  numerous.  Among  the  best 
aie  those  of  Bilh-oth  (Leipz.  1833  [trans,  in  Edin. 
Cab.  Libr.]),  liiickert  (Leipz.  1836-37),  Olshausen 
(Kcinigsb.  1840),  De  Wette  (Leipz.  1845  [3d  Aufl. 
by  Messner,  1855]),  Osiauder  (Stuttg.  1847  [2d 
Ep.  18.^8]),  Meyer  (1845  [4th  Aufl.  1861,  2d  Ep. 
1862]),  and  in  our  own  country,  Peile  (Lond. 
1848),  Alford  (Ix)nd.  1856  [4th  ed.  1865]),  and 
Stanley  (Lond.  1858  [3d  ed.  1865]).      C.  J.  E. 

*  The  following  works  should  be  added :  Adalb. 
Maier  (Cath.),  Cuinm.  iib.  den  ersten  Biief  Pauli 
an  die  Korinther,  1857;  Comm.  iib.  d.  zwei/en 
Brief,  1865;  Ewald,  Die  Setulschreiben  des  Ap. 
Pdulus,  1857;  Neander,  Ausleyung  der  beiden 
Biiefe  an  die  Connther  (a  posthumous  work 
edited  by  Beyschlag),  1859;  Chr.  Fr.  Kling,  i^/« 
Korintherbi-iefe,  in  Lange's  Bibelwerk,  5861; 
Chariea  Hodge,  KxjMdtkn  of  the  First  Fpistle  to 
the  Corint/dans,  New  York,  1857,  12mo,  and  Ex- 
positimi  of  the  Second  Epistle,  ditto ;  (,'hr.  Words- 
worth, in  his  Greek  Testament,  vith  Jnlnxhctum 
and  Notes,  4th  ed.,  1866;  W.  E.  Ifesser,  St.  Pauli 
erster  Brief  an  die  Cwinther  (1862),  and  Zweiter 
Brief  (1863),  in  Bibektunden  fiir  die  Genieinde 
aus<]ele(jt,  regarded  in  Germany  as  one  of  the  best 
specimens  of  a  happy  union  of  accurat*  exegesis 
and  practical  exposition;  and  J.  C.  K.  von  Hofmann, 
Erster  Brief  an  die  Kwinther  (1864),  Zweiter 
Brief  (\^m),  in  his  Die  heiliye  Sclnijl  Neuen 
TestamenU  zmnmmeidianf/end  untersucht,  with 
special  reference  to  the  development  of  the  doctrinal 
ideas,  llie  article  by  Holtzniann  (in  Her/og's 
Real-Encykl.  xix.  730-41)  on  the  relation  of  the 


a  *  Blcek  alao  maintains  the  view  that  Paul  wrote 
»n  epi«tle  to  the  CorinthiaM,  wliich  has  been  lost,  be- 
tween liis  Ist  and  2d  epistles  now  extant.  lie  states 
bia  reasons  at  length  for  so  thinking   iu  his  Einl.  m\  having  previously  declared  himself  against  it. 
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two  Corinthian  epistles  to  each  other  and  on  the 
course  of  thought  pursued  in  them  is  very  good. 
On  the  internal  condition  of  the  church  at  Corinth, 
when  Paul  wrote  his  epistles  to  the  Corinthians, 
see  Lechler's  Das  apost.  u.  diis  nachapost.  Ztitnller,- 
p.  385  ff.  H. 

CORINTHIANS,  SECOND  EPISTLE 
TO  THE,  was  written  a  few  months  subsequently, 
to  the  first,  in  the  same  year,  —  and  thus,  if  the 
dates  assigned  to  the  former  epistle  be  correct,  about 
the  autumn  of  A.  d.  57  or  58,  a  short  time  previous 
to  the  Apostle's  three  months'  stay  in  Achaia  (Acts 
XX.  3).  The  place  whence  it  was  written  was 
clearly  not  Ephesus  (see  ch.  i.  8),  but  IVIacedonia 
(ch.  vii.  5,  viii.  1,  ix.  2),  whither  the  Apostle  went 
by  way  of  Troas  (ch.  ii.  12),  after  waiting  a  short 
time  in  the  latter  place  for  the  return  of  Titus  (ch. 
ii.  13).  The  Vatican  MS.,  the  bulk  of  later  MSS., 
and  the  old  Syr.  vereion,  assign  Philippi  as  the 
exact  place  whence  it  was  written ;  but  for  this 
assertion  we  have  no  certain  grounds  to  rely  on : 
that  the  bearers,  however,  were  Titus  and  his  asso- 
ciates (LukeV)  is  apparently  substantiated  by  ch. 
viii.  23,  ix.  3,  5. 

The  epistle  was  occasioned  by  the  information 
which  the  Apostle  had  received  from  Titus,  and 
also,  as  it  would  certainly  seem  probable,  from 
Timothy,  of  the  reception  of  the  fii"st  epistle.  It 
has  indeed  recently  been  doubted  by  Neander,  De 
Wette,  and  others,  whether  Timothy,  who  had  been 
definitely  sent  t^  Corinth  (1  Cor.  iv.  17)  by  way  of 
Macedonia  (Acts  xix.  22),  really  reached  hisdestina^ 
tion  (comp.  1  Cor.  xvi.  10);  and  it  has  been  urged 
that  the  mission  of  Timothy  would  hardly  have 
been  left  unnoticed  in  2  Cor.  xii.  17, 18  (see  Kiickert, 
Comm.  p.  401)).  To  this,  however,  it  has  been 
replied,  apparently  convincingly,  that  as  Timothy 
is  an  associate  in  WTiting  the  epistle,  any  notice  of 
his  own  mission  in  the  third  person  would  have 
seemetl  inappropriate.  His  visit  was  assumed  as  a 
fact,  and  as  one  that  naturally  made  him  an  asso- 
ciate with  the  Apostle  iu  writing  to  the  church  he 
had  so  Lately  visited. 

It  is  more  difficult  to  assign  the  precise  reason 
for  the  mission  of  Titus.  That  he  brought  liack 
tidings  of  the  reception  which  St.  Pauls  first  epistle 
had  met  with  seems  perfectly  clear  (ch.  vii.  6  fi'.), 
but  whether  he  was  sjjecially  sent  to  ascertain  this, 
or  whether  to  convey  fresh  directions,  cannot  be 
ascertained.  There  is  a  show  of  plausibility  in  the 
supposition  of  Bleek  (Stwl.  u.  Krit.  for  1830,  p. 
625),  followed  more  recently  by  Neander  {J'tlanz. 
11.  Leit.  p.  437),  that  the  Apostle  had  made  Titus 
the  bearer  of  a  letter  couched  in  terms  of  decided 
severity,  now  lost,  to  which  he  is  to  be  supposed  to 
refer  in  ch.  ii.  3  (compared  with  ver.  4,  it),  vii.  8, 
11  ff. ;  but,  as  has  lieen  justly  urged  (see  Meyer, 
Einleit.  p.  3),  there  is  quite  rtiough  of  severity  in 
the  first  epistle  (consider  ch.  iv.  18-21,  v.  2  ff.,  vi. 
5-8,  xi.  17)  to  call  forth  the  Apostle's  affectionate 
anxiety.  If  it  be  desirable  to  hazard  a  conjecture 
on  this  mission  of  Titus,  it  would  seem  most  natural 
to  suppose  that  the  return  of  Timothy  and  the  in- 
telligence he  conveywl  might  have  been  such  as  to 
make  the  Apostle  feel  the  necessity  of  at  once 
despatching  to  the  contentious  church  one  of  his 
immediate  followers,  with  instructions  to  support 

doi  N.  Test.  p.  402  ff.  Neander  also  adopte  the  same 
opinion  in  the  4th  ed.  of  his  Gesr/i.  iter  Pfanzung  (1847), 
aud  in  his  Aaslet;.  der  Bn    on  dif  Cor.  (p.  345),  after 
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and  strengthen  the  effect  of  the  epistle,  and  to  bring 
back  the  most  recent  tidings  of  the  spirit  that  was 
prevailing  at  Corinth. 

These  tidings,  as  it  would  seem  irom  our  present 
epistle,  were  mainly  favorable ;  the  better  part  of 
the  church  were  returning  back  to  their  spiritual 
allegiance  to  their  founder  (ch.  i.  13,  14,  vii.  9.  15, 
16),  but  there  was  still  a  faction,  possibly  of  the 
Judaizing  members  (comp.  ch.  xi.  22),  that  were 
sharpened  into  even  a  more  keen  animosity  against 
the  Apostle  jiersonaUy  (ch.  x.  1,  10),  and  more 
strenuously  denied  his  claim  to  Apostleship. 

The  contents  of  this  epistle  are  thus  very  varied, 
but  may  perhaps  be  roughly  divided  into  three 
parts :  —  1st,  the  Apostle's  account  of  the  character 
of  his  spiritual  labors,  accompanied  with  notices  of 
his  affectionate  feelings  towards  his  converts  (ch. 
i.-vii.);  2dly,  directions  about  the  collections  (ch. 
viii.,  ix.);  3dly,  defense  of  his  own  apostolical 
character  (ch.  x.-xiii.  10).  A  close  analysis  is 
scarcely  compatible  with  the  limits  of  the  present 
article,  as  in  no  one  of  the  Apostle's  epistles  are  the 
changes  more  rapid  and  frequent.  Now  he  thanks 
God  for  then:  general  state  (ch.  i.  3  ff.);  now  he 
glances  to  his  purposed  visit  (ch.  i.  15  ff.);  now  he 
alludes  to  the  special  directions  in  the  first  letter 
(ch.  ii.  3  ff.);  again  he  returns  to  his  own  plans 
(ch.  ii.  12  ff. ),  pleads  his  own  apostolic  dignity  (ch. 
iii.  1  ff.),  dwells  long  upon  the  spirit  and  nature  of 
his  own  labors  (ch.  iv.  1  ff.),  his  own  hopes  (ch.  v. 
1  ff.),  and  his  own  sufferings  (ch.  vi.  1  ff.),  return- 
ing again  to  more  sijecific  declarations  of  his 
love  towards  his  children  in  the  faith  (ch.  vi.  11 
ff.),  and  a  yet  further  declaration  of  his  views 
and  feelings  with  regard  to  them  (ch.  vii.).  Then 
again,  in  the  matter  of  the  alms,  he  stirs  up  their 
liberaUty  by  alluding  to  the  conduct  of  the  churches 
of  Macedonia  (ch.  viii.  1  ff.),  their  spiritual  progress 
(ver.  7),  the  example  of  Christ  (ver.  9),  and  passes 
on  to  speak  more  fully  of  the  present  mission  of 
Titus  and  his  associates  (ver.  18  ff.),  and  to  reiterate 
his  exhortations  to  liberaUty  (ch.  ix.  1  ff.).  In  the 
third  portion  he  passes  into  language  of  severity 
and  reproof;  he  gravely  warns  those  who  presume 
to  hold  Ughtly  his  apostolical  authority  (ch.  x.  1 
ff.);  he  puts  strongly  forwaitl  his  apostolical  dignity 
(ch.  xi.  5  ff. ) ;  he  illustrates  his  forbearance  (ver.  8 
ff.);  he  makes  honest  boast  of  his  labors  (ver.  23 
ff.);  he  declares  the  revelations  vouchsafed  to  him 
(ch.  xii.  Iff.);  he  again,  returns  to  the  nature  of 
his  dealinsjs  with  his  con  veils  (ver.  12  ff.),  and  con- 
cludes with  grave  and  reiterated  warning  (ch.  xiii. 

ff.),  brief  greetings,  and  a  doxology  (ver.  11-14). 

The  genuineness  and  avthenlicity  is  supported  l)y 
16  most  decided  external  testimony  (Irenaeus,  Hoer. 
iii.  7,  1,  iv.  28,  3;  Athenagoras,  de  liesurr.  [c.  18,] 
p.  61,  ed.  Col.;  Clem.  .\lex.  Strom,  iii.  94,  iv.  101; 
[iii.  e.  11,  iv.  c.  16,  pp.  544,  608,  ed.  Potter;] 
Tertull.  de  PwUcit.  c.  13),  and  by  internal  evidence 
of  such  a  kind  that  what  has  been  said  on  this 
point  in  respect  of  the  first  epistle  is  here  even  still 
more  applicable.  The  only  doubts  that  modern 
pseudo-criticism  has  been  able  to  bring  forward 
relate  to  the  unity  of  the  epistle,  but  are  not  such 
as  seem  to  deserve  serious  consideration  (see  Meyer, 
Einleit.  p.  7). 

The  principal  historical  difficulty  connected  with 
the  epistle  relates  to  the  number  of  visits  made  by 
the  Apostle  to  the  church  of  Corinth.  The  words 
of  this  epistle  (ch.  xii.  14,  xiii.  1,  2)  seem  distinctly 
to  imply  that  St.  Paul  liad  visited  Corinth  iidce 
before  the  time  at  which  he  now  VTites.  St.  Luke, 
32 
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however,  only  mentions  one  visit  prior  to  that  time 
(Acts  xviii.  1  ff.);  for  the  visit  recorded  in  Acts 
XX.  2,  3,  is  confessedly  subsequent.  If  with  Grotius 
and  others  we  assume  that  in  ch.  xii.  14  rpirov 
belongs  to  eroi/xccs  ex'^y  '^"^  ^'^^  *-°  «^^e'"«'  ifp^s 
vfms,  we  still  have  in  ch.  xiii.  1,  the  definite  words 
rpirov  rovro  (pxa/J-ai,  which  seem  totally  to  pre- 
clude any  other  meaning  than  this  — '  that  the 
Apostle  had  visited  them  tieice  before,  and  was  now 
on  the  eve  of  going  a  third  time.  The  ordinary 
subterfuge  that  epxofiai  is  here  equivalent  to 
eroifiws  ex'^  iKdelv  (so  actually  A,  the  Arabic 
[Erp.],  and  the  Coptic  vereions)  is  grammatically 
indefensible,  and  would  never  have  been  thought 
of  if  the  narrative  of  the  Acts  had  not  seemed  to 
require  it.  We  must  assume  then  that  the  Apostle 
made  a  visit  to  Corinth  which  St.  Luke  was  not 
moved  to  record,  and  which,  from  its  probably  short 
duration,  might  easily  have  been  omitted  in  a  nar- 
rative that  is  more  a  general  history  of  the  church 
in  the  lives  of  its  chief  teachers,  than  a  chronicle 
of  annalistic  detail.  So  Chrysostom  and  his  fol- 
lowers, fficumenius  and  Theophylact,  and  in  recent 
times,  Miiller  (De  Tribm  Pavli  /tin.  Basil.  1831), 
Anger  {Eat.  Temp.  p.  70  ff.),  Wieseler  {Chronol. 
p.  239 ),  and  the  majority  of  modem  critics.  It  lias 
formed  a  further  subject  of  question  whether,  on 
this  supposition,  the  visit  to  Corinth  is  to  be  re- 
garded only  as  the  return  there  from  a  somewhat 
lengthened  excursion  during  the  18  months'  stay  at 
that  city  (Anger),  or  whether  it  is  to  be  referred  to 
the  period  of  the  3  years'  residence  at  Ephesus.  The 
latter  has  most  supporters,  and  seems  certainly  most 
natural;  see  Wieseler,  Chronol.  1.  c,  and  Meyer, 
Eirdeit.  p.  6. 

The  commentaries  on  this  epistle  are  somewhat 
numerous,  and  the  same  as  those  mentioned  in  the 
article  on  the  former  epistle.  [See  the  addition  on 
that  epistle.]  No  portion  of  the  Apostle's  writings 
desen-es  more  careful  study,  as  placing  before  us 
the  striking  power  of  Christian  rhetoric,  which  dis- 
tinguished its  great  and  inspired  author. 

C.  J.  E. 

*  CORIN'THUS.  This  Utin  form  occure 
(for  (JoiiixTH)  in  the  A.  V.  in  the  subscription  to 
the  Epistle  to  the  Romans.  A. 

CORMORANT.  The  representative  in  the 
A.  V.  of  the  Hebrew  words  kaath  (nSj?)  and 
shdldc  (Tf  vlf).     As  to  the  former,  see  Pelicak. 

Shdldc  (/caropa/CTTjs:  merr/ulus ;  nycticoraxf) 
occurs  only  as  the  name  of  an  unclean  bird  in  Lev 
xi.  17 ;  Deut.  xiv.  17.  The  word  has  been  vari- 
ously rendered  (see  Bochart,  Hieroz.  iii.  24),  but 
some  sea  bird  is  generally  understood  to  be  denoted 
by  it.  There  is  some  difficulty  in  identifying  the 
KarapdKTT]9  of  the  LXX. ;  nor  can  we  be  quite  sat- 
isfied with  Oedmann  ( Ver-m.  Saniml.  iii.  c.  rii. 
p.  68),  MichaeUs,  RosenmiiUer,  and  others,  that  the 
Solan  goose,  or  gannet  {Sula  alba),  is  the  bird  men- 
tioned by  Aristotle  {Hist.  An.  ii.  12,  §  15;  ix.  13, 
§  1)  and  the  author  of  the  Ixeulics  (Oppian,  ii.  2). 
Col.  H.  Smith  (Kitto's  Cyc.  art.  Snlnch)  has 
noticed  that  this  bird  {Karapp6.KTif)s)  is  described 
as  being  of  the  size  of  a  hawk  or  one  of  the  smaller 
gulls  {iis  ol  rwv  Xdpwv  fXaaaovts),  whereas  the 
gannet  is  as  large  as  a  goose.  The  account  given 
in  the  Ixeutics  {I.  c.)  of  this  bird  is  the  fullest  we 
possess;  and  certainly  the  description,  with  the  ex- 
ception above  noted,  is  well  suited  to  the  gannet, 
whose  habit  of  rising  high  into  the  ain,  and  par- 
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tially  closing  its  wings,  and  then  falling  straight  as 
an  arrow  on  its  prey,  emerging  again  in  a  few  sec- 
onds, is  gr.iiiliically  described  in  the  passage  alluded 
to.  It  is  probable  that  the  ancients  sometimes  con- 
fused this  bird  with  some  si^ecies  of  tern ;  hence  the 
diflBculty  as  to  size.  Col.  II.  Smith  suggests  the 
Caspian  tern  {Sterna  Cnspia)  as  the  representative 
of  the  KaTapf>dKTris ;  which  opinion  is  however  in- 
admissible, for  the  terns  are  known  never  to  dive, 
whereas  the  diving  habits  of  the  KarappaKTrjs  are 
expressly  mentioned  {KaraSoerai  fifXP'^  opyvias  v) 
Koi  TrAe'ov).  ^lodern  ornitliologists  apply  the  term 
cdtaractes  to  the  difierent  sjwcies  of  skuas  (kftris), 
birds  of  nortliern  regions,  to  which  the  description 
of  the  KUTappaKT-ns  is  wholly  inappUcable.  But 
though  the  gainiet  may  be  the  KarapfidKTris  of 
Aristotle  and  the  Ixtutics,  it  is  doubtful  whether 
this  bird  is  found  in  the  Bible-lands,  although  it 
has  a  wide  range,  being  seen  northward  in  New- 
foundland and  in  the  Hebrides,  and  southward  at 
the  Cape  of  Good  Hope.  The  etymology  of  the 
Hebrew  word  points  to  some  plunging  bird:  the 
common  cormorant  (Phahcrocorax  carbo),  which 
some  writers  have  identified  with  the  shaUic,  is 
unknown  in  the  eastern  Mediterranean;  another 
species  is  found  S.  of  the  Ked  Sea,  but  none  on 
the  W.  coast  of  Palestine.  W.  H. 

CORN  (P"^").  The  most  common  kinds  were 
wheat,  n^O;  barley,  nn!S?ip  ;  spelt  (A.  V.,  Ex. 
ix.  32,  and  Is.  xxviii.  2-5,  "rie;"  Ez.  iv.  9,  "fitch- 
es") riipDS  (or  in  plur.  form  CT^tpS);  and 
millet,  ITil :  oats  are  mentioned  only  by  rabbin- 
ical writers.  The  doubtful  word  rf^'tt?,  rendered 
"principal,"  as  an  epithet  of  wheat,  in  the  A.  V. 
of  Is.  xxviii.  25,  is  probably  not  distinctive  of  any 
species  of  grain  (see  Gesen.  mb  voc).  Com  crops 
are  still  reckoned  at  twentyfold  what  was  sown,  and 
were  anciently  much  more.  "  Seven  ears  on  one 
stalk"  (Gen.  xli.  22)  is  no  unusual  phenomenon  in 
Egypt  at  this  day.  The  many-eiired  stalk  is  also 
common  in  the  wheat  of  Palestine,  and  it  is  of 
course  of  the  bearded  kind.  The  "  heap  of  wheat 
set  about  with  lilies  "  (which  probably  grew  in  the 
field  together  with  it)  may  allude  t«  a  custom  of  so 
decorating  the  sheaves  (Cant.  vii.  2).  Wheat  (see 
2  Sam.  iv.  6)  was  stored  in  the  house  for  domestic 
purposes  —  the  "  midst  of  the  house  "  meaning 
the  part  more  retired  than  the  common  chamber 
where  the  guests  were  accommcxlated.  It  is  at 
present  often  kept  in  a  dry  well,  and  perhaps  the 
"  ground  com  "  of  2  Sam.  xvii.  19  was  meant  to 
imply  that  the  well  was  so  used.  From  Solomon's 
time  (2  Chr.  ii.  10,  1.5),  i.  e.  as  agriculture  became 
developed  undiT  a  settled  government,  Palestine 
was  a  corn-exporting  country,  and  her  grains  were 
largely  taken  by  her  commercial  neighbor  Tyre  (I"J!. 
xxvii.  17 ;  comp.  Amos  viii.  5).  "  Plenty  of  com  " 
was  part  of  Jacob's  blessing  (Gen.  xxvii.  28 ;  comp. 
Pa.  Ixv.  13).     The  "  store-houses "  mentioned  2 
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Chr.  xxxii.  28  as  built  by  Hezekiah,  were,  perhaps, 
the  consequence  of  the  havoc  made  by  the  Assyr- 
ian armies  (comp.  2  K.  xix.  29);  without  such  pro- 
tection the  country  in  its  exhausted  state  would 
have  been  at  the  mercy  of  the  desert  marauders.  ■ 

Grain  crops  were  liable  to   PP'IJ).'!?  "mildew," 

and  l''^2"^li^,  "bla.sting"  (see  1  K.  viii.  37),  as 
well  as  of  course  to  fire  by  accident  or  malice  (Ex. 
xxii.  6;  Judg.  xv.  5);  see  further  under  Aomcuiy- 
TUKE.  Some  good  general  remarks  will  be  found 
in  Saiilschutz,  jirclidol.  der  Ilthi:  H.  H. 

CORNE'LIUS  {Kopv-^tKios),  a  Roman  cen- 
turion of  the  Italian  cohort  stationed  in  Csesarea 
(Acts  v  1,  *c.),  a  man  full  of  good  works  and  alms- 
deeds,  who  was  atlmonished  in  a  vision  by  an  angel 
to  send  for  St.  Peter  from  Joppa,  to  tell  him  words 
whereby  he  and  his  house  should  be  saved.  Mean- 
time the  Apostle  had  himself  been  prepared  by  a 
symbolical  vision  for  the  admission  of  the  Gentiles 
into  the  Church  of  Christ.  On  his  arriving  at  the 
house  of  Cornelius,  and  while  he  was  explaining  to 
them  the  vision  which  he  had  seen  in  reference  to 
this  mission,  the  Holy  Ghost  fell  on  the  Gentiles 
present,  and  thus  anticipated  the  reply  to  the  ques- 
tion, which  might  still  have  proved  a  difficult  one 
for  the  Apostle,  whether  they  were  to  be  baptized 
as  Gentiles  into  the  Christian  Church.  They  were 
so  baptized,  and  thus  Cornelius  became  the  first- 
fruit  of  the  Gentile  world  to  Christ.  Tradition  has 
been  busy  with  his  Ufe  and  acts.  According  to 
Jerome  {Adv.  Jovin.  i.  301),  he  built  a  Christian 
Church  at  Cresarea;  but  later  tradition  makes  him 
Bishop  of  Scamandios  (-riaV),  and  ascrilics  to  him 
the  working  of  a  great  miracle  {Menokxj.  Gnec.  i. 
129).  H.  A. 

*  We  need  not  infer  from  Acts  xv.  7  that  Cor- 
nelius was  actually  the  first  Gentile  convert  who 
telieved  the  Gospel  and  was  brought  into  the 
church ;  for  at  the  time  of  his  conversion  and  bap- 
tism, Paul,  the  Apostle  of  the  Gentiles,  had  been 
laboring  several  years,  preaching,  in  all  probability, 
to  some  extent,  in  Arabia,  and  certainly  in  Syria 
and  Cilicia.  It  is  sufficient  to  understand  that  it 
was  so  ordered  of  God,  that  Cornelius,  when  he 
embraced  the  Gospel,  should  be  received  into  the 
church  under  such  circumstances  as  to  settle  au- 
thoritatively the  question  of  circumcision  in  oppo- 
sition to  tlie  Jewish  claim  that  the  rite  was  to  be 
imposed  on  all  Gentile  converts.  The  {wsition  of 
Cornelius  in  this  respect  was  one  of  great  interest, 
and  the  fullness  of  the  account  of  his  reception  into 
the  church  shows  the  importance  which  the  first 
Christians  attached  to  it.  The  precise  relation  of 
Comehus  to  Judaism  before  lie  ndcptcd  the  Cliris- 
tian  faith  is  not  jHjrfectly  clear,  llf  had  cntaiiily 
embrace<l  the  pure  theism  of  the  O.  T.  {(vffffiiis 
Kal  <po^oiix(vos  rhu  &(6v),  but  was  uncircumcised, 
and  may  not  openly  have  professed  the  Jewish  be- 
lief. Neander  thinks  that  he  belonged  at  least  to 
the  class  of  proselytes  of  the  gate.  It  appears  that 
the  Jews  regarded  him  as  belonging  at  this  time, 


I 
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fi  This  seems  the  general  word  for  com  as  it  grows. 
An  ear  is  nV2ti7 ;  standing  com  is  npi^ ;  the 
word  for  griin  in  its  final  state  as  fit  for  food  Is  "^2, 
apparently  from  the  same  word,  12,  pi're  :    comp. 


the  Arab.  ^,  wheat,  and   o,  i""'!  '• 


e.   a?  fitted. 


"12C?  (from  "1227,  to  break)  means  "grist.'' 
"  Parched  corn,"  useful  for  provision.*,  as  not  need- 
ing cookery,  is  "'bf?,  and  Wb^J :  comp.  the  Arab, 
ij-,  to  fry.  "  Pounded  wheat,"  mC'''],  2  Sam 
xvii.  19,  ProT.  xxTii.  22. 


CORNER 

legally  and  socially,  to  a  heathen  community  (Acts 
X.  28;  xi.  1  fF. ;  xv.  7).  Xeander  unfolds  the  in- 
structive history  in  a  very  interesting  manner 
{Pflanzuny,  u.  s.  w.  i.  118-131,  -le  Aufl.;  Kobm- 
son's  revised  trans.,  pp.  69-77).  H. 

CORNER.    The  /ISQ,  or  "comer,"  i.  e.  of 
the  field,  was  not  allowed  (Lev.  xix.  9)  to  be  wholly 
reaped.     It  fornie<J  a  right  of  the  poor  to  carry  off 
what  was  so  left,  and  this  was  a  part  of  the  main- 
tenance from  the  soil  to  which  that  class  were  enti- 
tled.     Similarly  the  gleaning  of  fields  and   fruit 
trees  [Gleaning],  and  the  taking  a  sheaf  acci- 
dentally left  on  the  ground,  were  secured  to  the 
poor  and   the  stranger  by  law  (xxiii.  22;    Dent. 
xxiv.  19-21).    These  seem  to  us,  amidst  the  sharply 
defined  legal  rights  of  which  alone  civilization  is 
cognizant,  loose  and  inadequate  provisions  for  the 
relief  of  the  poor.     But  custom  and  common  law 
had  probably  insured  their  observance  (Job  xxiv. 
10)  previously  to  the  Mosaic  enactment,  and  con- 
timied  for  a  long  but  indefinite  time  to  give  practi- 
cal force  to  the  statute.     Nor  were  the  "poor,"  to 
whom  appertained  the  right,  the  vague  class  of 
sufferers  whom  we  understand  by  the  term.     On 
the  principles  of  the  ^losaic  jwlity  every  Hebrew 
family  had  a  hold  on  a  certain  fixed  estate,  and 
could  by  no  ordinary  and  casual  calamity  be  wholly 
beggared.     Hence  its  indigent  members  had  the 
claims  of  kindred  on  the   "corners,"  &c.,  of  the 
field  which  their  landed  brethren  reajjed.     Simi- 
larly the  "stranger"  was  a  recognized  dependent; 
"  within  thy  gates  "  being  his  expressive  descrip- 
tion, as  sharing,  though  not  by  any  tie  of  blood, 
the  domestic  claim.     There  was  thus  a  further  se- 
curity for  the  maintenance  of  the  right  in  its  defi- 
nite and  ascertainable  character.     Neither  do  we, 
in  the  earher  period  of  the  Hebrew  polity,  closely 
detailed  as  its  social  fe;itures  are,  discover  any  gen- 
eral traces  of  agrarian  distress  and  the  unsafe  con- 
dition of  the  country  which  results  from  it  —  such, 
for  instance,  as  is  proved  by  the  banditti  of  the 
Herodian  period.     David,  a  iwpular  leader  (1  Sam. 
xviii.  30,  xxi.  11),  could  only  muster  from  four  to 
six  hundred  men  out  of  all  .Judah,  though  "  every 
one  that  was  in  distress,  in   debt,  and  every  one 
that  was  discontented  "  came  unto  him  (1  Sam. 
xxii.  2,  XXV.  13).     Further,  the  position  of  the  Le- 
vites,  who  had  themselves  a  similar  claim  on  the 
produce  of  the  land,  but  no  possession  in  its  soil, 
woiUd  secure  their  influence  as  expounders,  teach- 
ers, and  in  part  administrators  of  the  law,  in  favor 
of  such  a  claim.     In  the  later  period  of  the  proph- 
ets their  constant  complaints  concerning  the  de- 
frauduig  the  poor"  (Is.  x.  2:  Amos  v.  11,  viii.  6) 
seem  to  show  that  such  laws  had  lost  their  practi- 
cal force.     Still  later,  under  the  Scribes,  minute 
legislation  fixed  one-sixtieth  as  the  portion  of  a 
field  which  was  to  be  left  for  the  legal  "corner;  " 
but  provided  also  (which  seems  hardly  consistent) 
that  two  fields  should  not  be  so  joined  as  to  leave 
one  corner  only  where  two  should  fairiy  be  reck- 
oned.     I'he  proportion  being  thus  fixed,  all  the 
grain  might  be  reaped,  and  enough  to  satisfy  the 
regulation  subsequently  separated   from  the  whole 
crop.    This  "  corner  "  was,  like  the  gleaning,  tithe- 
n-ee.     Certain  fruit-trees,  e.  (/.  nuts,  pomegranates, 
vines,  and  oUves,  were  deemed  lialde  to  the  law  of 
the   corner.      JIaimonides   indeed  lavs  down   the 
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«  The  two  latter  passages,  speaking  of  "  biking  bur- 
lens  of  wheat  from   the  poor,"  and  of  "selling  the 


principle  (Const if utiones  de  donis  pnuperum,  cap. 
ii.  1)  that  whatever  crop  or  growth  is  fit  for  food, 
is  kept,  and  gathered  all  at  once,  and  carried  into 
store,  is  liable  to  that  law.  A  Gentile  holding  land 
in  Palestine  was  not  deemed  liable  to  the  obliga- 
tion. As  regards  Jews  an  evasion  seems  to  have 
been  sanctioned  :is  follows:  —  Whatever  field  was 
consecrated  to  the  Temple  and  its  serrices,  was 
held  exempt  from  the  claim  of  the  poor;  an  owner 
might  thus  consecrate  it  while  the  crop  was  on  it, 
and  then  redeem  it,  when  in  the  sheaf,  to  his  own 
use.  Thus  the  poor  would  lose  the  right  to  the 
"comer."  This  reminds  us  of  the  "Corban" 
( Jlark  vii.  11 ).  For  further  information,  see  un- 
der Aghiculture. 

The  treatise  Peak,  in  the  Mishna,  may  likewise 
be  consulted,  especially  chap.  i.  2,  3,  4,  5,  6;  ii.  • 
iv.  7,  also  the  above-quoted  treatise  of  Maimonides. 

H.  H. 
CORNER-STONE  (n33  pbJI :  j^ie^,  y^ 
vmlos,  or  aKpoywuLoios-  Inpis  ani/ulaiis ;  also 
7129  ITS"),  Ps.  cxviii.  22:  KecpoKij  yufias:  ca- 
put anffuli),  a  quoin  or  corner-stone,  of  great  im- 
portance in  binding  together  the  sides  of  a  build- 
ing. Some  of  the  corner-stones  in  the  ancient 
work  of  the  temple  foundations  are  17  or  19  feet 
long,  and  7j  feet  thick  (Robinson,  i.  280).  Cor- 
ner-stones are  usually  laid  sideways  and  endways 
alternately,  so  that  the  end  of  one  appears  above 
or  below  the  side-face  of  the  next.  At  Xineveh  the 
corners  are  sometimes  formed  of  one  angular  stone 
(Layard,  iVin.  ii.  254).  The  expression  in  Ps. 
cxviii.  22  is  by  some  understood  to  mean  the  cop- 
ing or  ridge,  "coign  of  vantage,"  of  a  building, 
but  as  in  any  part  a  corner-stone  must  of  necessity 
be  of  great  importance,  the  phrase  "  corner-stone  " 
is  sometimes  used  to  denote  any  principal  person, 
as  the  princes  of  Egypt  (Is.  xix.  13),  and  is  thus 
applied  both  to  our  Lord,  who,  having  been  once 
rejected,  was  afterwards  set  in  the  place  of  the 
highest  honor  (Is.  xxviii.  16;  jMatt.  xxi.  42;  1  Pet. 
ii.  6,  7;  Grotius  on  Ps.  cxviii.  and  Eph.  ii.  20; 
Harmer,  Obs.  ii.  356).  H.  W.  P. 

_  CORNET  (S%Artr,  ^5127  :  ^dKiriy^:  hue 
cina),  a  loud  sounding  instrument,  made  of  the 
horn  of  a  ram  or  of  a  chamois  (sometimes  of  an 
ox),  and  used  by  the  ancient  Hebrews  for  signals, 

for  announcing  the  ^i"^"*,  "Jubile"  (Lev.  xxv.  9), 
for  proclaiming  the  new  year  (.Alishna,  Bosk  Hash- 
shannh,  iii.  and  iv.),  for  the  puqjoses  of  war  (.Jer.  iv. 
5,  19,  comp.  Job  xxxix.  25),  as  well  as  for  the  sen- 
tmels  placed  at  the  watch-towers  to  give  notice  of 

the  approach  of  an  enemy  (Ez.  xxxiii.  4,  5).  ^2^27 
is  generally  rendered  in  the  A.  V.  "  trumpet,"  but 
"  cornet"  (the  more  correct  translation)  is  used  in 
2  Chr.  XV.  14 ;  Ps.  xcviii.  0 ;  Hos.  v.  8 ;  and  1  Chr. 
XV.  28.  It  seems  probable  that  in  the  two  last  in- 
stances the  authors  of  the  A.  V.  would  also  have 
preferred  "trumpet,"  but  for  the  difficulty  of  find- 
ing different  English  names  in  the  same  passage 
for  two  things  so  nearly  resembling  each  other  in 

meaning   as  "13127,   buccina,   and    Chatzotzer&h, 

n*n^"1!jn,  tuha.     "  Comet "  is  also  employed  in 


re  use  (  vSQ)  of  the  wheat,"  i.  e.  perhaps,  the  glean- 
ing, seem  to  point  to  some  special  evasion  of  the  har- 
vest laws. 
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Dan.  iii.  5,  7,  10,  15,  for  the  Chaldee  noun  ]P)7., 
Keren  (literally  a  horn). 

Oriental  scholars  for  the  most  part  consider  sho- 
phar  and  keren  to  be  one  and  the  same  musical 
instrument;  but  some  Biblical  critics  regard  sho- 
phar  and  chnfzutzerdh  as  belonging  to  the  siiecies 
of  keren,  the  general  term  for  a  horn.  (Joel  Brill, 
in  preface  to  Mendelssohn's  version  of  the  Psalms.) 
Jahn  distinguishes  keren,  "  the  horn  or  crooked 
trumpet,"  from  chatzotzerdh,  the  straight  trumpet, 
"  an  instrument  a  cubit  in  length,  hollow  through- 
out, and  at  the  larger  extremity  so  shaped  as  to  re- 
semble the  mouth  of  a  short  bill  "  {Archceolog.  xcv. 
4,  5);  but  the  generally  received  opinion  is,  that 
keren  is  the  crooked  horn,  and  shqphar  the  long  and 
straight  one. 

The  silver  trumpets  (^D?  n*"n!J*1!Jri),  which 
Moses  was  charged  to  furnish  for  the  Israelites, 
were  to  be  used  for  the  following  purposes:  for 
the  calling  together  of  the  assembly,  for  the  jour- 
neying of  the  camps,  for  sounding  the  alarm  of 
war,  and  for  celebrating  the  sacrifices  on  festivals 
and  new  moons  (Num.  x.  1-10).  The  divine  com- 
mand through  Moses  was  restricted  to  two  trumpets 
only ;  and  these  were  to  be  sounded  by  the  sons  of 
Aaron,  the  anointed  priests  of  the  sanctuary,  and 
not  by  laymen.  It  should  seem,  however,  that  at 
a  later  period  an  impression  prevailed,  that  "  whilst 
the  trumpets  were  suffered  to  be  sounded  only  by 
the  priests  uilhin  the  sanctuary,  they  might  be 
used  by  others,  not  of  the  priesthood,  uithout  the 
sacred  edifice."  (Conrad  Iken's  Antiquiiates  Ile- 
braias,  pars  i.  sec.  vii.  "  Sacerdotum  cum  instru- 
mentis  ipsorum.")  In  the  age  of  Solomon,  the 
"silver  trumpets"  were  increased  in  number  to 
120  (2  Chr.  v.  12);  and,  independently  of  the  ob- 
jects for  which  they  had  been  first  introduced,  they 
were  now  employed  in  the  orchestra  of  the  temple 
as  an  accompaniment  to  songs  of  thanksgiving  and 
praise. 

Yobel,  ^?V,  used  sometimes  for  the  "  year  of 

Jubilee  "  ( vSI^H  n3tt7,  comp.  Lev.  xxv.  13,  15, 
with  xxv.  38,  40),  generally  denotes  the  institution 
of  Jubilee,  but  in  some  instances  it  is  spoken  of  as 
a  musical  instrument,  resembling  in  its  object, 
if  not  in  its  shape,  the  keren  and  the  shdphar. 
Gesenius  pronounces  y('>hi'l  to  be  "  an  onomato- 
poetic  word,  signifying  julnlum  or  a  joyful  sound, 
and  hence  applied  to  the  sound  of  a  trumpet  signal, 

like  nV^iri"  ("alarm,"  Num.  x.  5):  and  Dr. 
Munk  is  of  opinion  that  "  le  mot  yobkl  n'est 
qu'une  (ipithete  "  (Palestine,  p.  456  a,  note).  Still 
it  is  difficult  to  divest  yubel  of  the  meaning  Of  a 
sounding  instrument  in  the  following   instances: 

"  When  the  trumpet  ( vST'n)  soundeth  long,  they 
shall  come  up  to  the  mount  "  (Ex.  xix.  13);  "And 
it  shall  come  to  pass  that  when  they  make  a  long 

blast  with  the  ram's  horn  "  (  V31*n  "J^pS,  Josh. 
vi.  5);  "  And  let  seven  priests  bear  seven  trumpets 
of  rams'  honis  "  (D'^b^H'^  nilD'^ir,  Josh.  vi. 
8). 

The  sounding  of  the  comet  ("nDItt?  r\'^^\)r\) 
was  the  distinguishing  ritual  feature  of  the  festival 
appointed  by  Moses  to  l>e  held  on  the  first  day  of 
the  seventh  month  under  the  denomination  of  "  a 

day  of  blowing  trumpets"  (n^^"^ri  DV,  Num. 
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rxix.  1),  or  "a  memorial  of  blowing  of  trumpeta" 
(ny^n^  yyX?),  I>ev.  xxlil.  24);  and  that  rite  is 
still  observed  by  the  Jews  in  their  celebration  of  the 
same  festival,  which  they  now  call  "  the  day  of  me- 
morial" (p"l3-Tn  DT*),  and  also  "New  Year" 

(nSt^n  ITS")).  "  Some  commentators,"  sayj 
Eosenmiiller,  "  have  made  this  festival  refer  to  the 
preservation  of  Isaac  (Gen.  xxii.),  whence  it  is 
sometimes  called  by  the  Jews,  "the  Binding  of 

Isaac  "  (pnVI  •'"TJi?.!?).  But  it  is  more  probable 
that  the  name  "of  the  festival  is  derived  from  the 
usual  kind  of  trunii)ets  (rams'  horns)  then  in  use, 
and  that  the  object  of  the  festival  was  the  celebra- 
tion of  the  new  year  and  the  exhortation  to  thanks- 
givings for  the  blessings  experienced  in  the  year 
just  finished.  The  use  of  comets  by  the  priests 
in  all  the  cities  of  the  land,  not  in  Jemsalem  oidy 
(where  two  silver  tmmpets  were  added,  whilst  the 
Levites  chanted  the  81st  Psalm),  was  a  suitable 
means  for  that  object "  (Eosenmiiller,  Das  alte  und 
neue  Morgenland,  vol.  ii.,  No.  337,  on  Lev.  xxiii. 
24). 

Although  the  festival  of  the  first  day  of  the 
seventh  month  is  denominated  by  the  Mishna  "  New 
Year,"  and  notwithstanding  that  it  was  observed 
as  such  by  the  Hebrews  in  the  age  of  the  second 
temple,  there  is  no  reason  whatever  to  believe  that 
it  had  such  a  name  or  character  in  the  times  of 
Moses.  The  Pentateuch  fixes  the  vernal  equinox 
(the  period  of  the  institution  of  the  Passover),  as 
the  commencement  of  the  Jewish  year;  but  for 
more  than  twenty  centuries  the  Jews  have  dated 
their  new  year  from  the  autumnal  equinox,  which 
takes  place  about  the  season  when  the  festival  of 
"the  day  of  sounding  the  cornet"  is  held.  Kab- 
binicaJ  tradition  represents  this  festival  as  the  anni- 
versary of  the  creation  of  the  world,  but  the  state- 
ment receives  no  support  whatever  from  Scripture. 
On  the  contrary,  Moses  expressly  declares  that  the 
month  Amu  (the  Moon  of  the  Spring)  is  to  be 
regarded  by  the  Hebrews  as  the  first  month  of  the 
year:  —  "  This  month  shall  be  unto  you  the  begin- 
ning   (tCK"))   of   months;    it  shall  be   the   first 

(t^  M"')  month  of  the  year  to  you"  (Ex.  xii.  2). 
(Munk,  Palestine,  p.  184  b.) 

'J'he  intention  of  the  appointment  of  the  festival 
"  of  the  Sounding  of  the  Cornet,"  as  well  as  the 
duties  of  the  sacred  institution,  appear  to  be  set 
forth  in  the  words  of  the  prophet,  "  Sound  the 

cornet  ("IS^C)  in  Zion,  sanctify  the  fast,  proclaim 
the  solemn  assembly  "  (Joel  ii.  15).  Agreeably  to 
the  order  in  which  this  passage  runs,  the  institution 
of  "the  Festival  of  Sounding  the  Cornet,"  seems 
to  be  the  prelude  and  preparation  for  the  awful 
Day  of  Atonement.  The  Divine  conmiand  for  that 
fast  is  connected  with  that  for  •'  the  Day  of  Sound- 
ing the  Comet "  by  tlie  conjunctive  particle  TT^?. 
'■'■  Likeiriae  on  the  tenth  day  of  this  seventh  month 
is  the  Day  of  Atonement "  (Lev.  xxiii.  27).     Here 

TTS  (likewise)  unites  the  festival  "  of  the  Day  of 
Sounding  the  Comet "  with  the  solemnity  of  the 
Day  of  Atonement  precisely  as  the  same  particle 
connects  the  "  Festival  of  Tabernacles  "  with  the  ob- 
ser\ance  of  the  ceremonial  of  "the  fmit  of  the 
Ifndnr  tree,  the  palm  branches,"  &c.  (I^v.  xxiii. 

34-40).     The  word  "  solemn  assembly  "  (H^^S) 
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in  the  verse  from  Joel  quoted  above,  applies  to  the 
festival    "  Eighth    day    of    Solemn    Assembly  " 

(rrf^V  '^3"'Dl?7)  (Lev.  xxiii.  3G),  the  closing  rite 
of  the  festive  cycle  of  Tishri  (see  Religious  Dis- 
courses of  Rev.  Professor  Marks,  vol.  i.  pp.  291, 
292). 

Besides  the  use  of  the  cornet  on  the  festival  of 
"blowing  the  trumpets,"  it  is  also  sounded  in  the 
synagogue  at  the  close  of  the  service  for  the  day  of 
atonement,  and,  amongst  the  Jews  who  adopt  the 
ritual  of  the  Stphardim,  on  the  seventh  day  of  the 
feast  of  Tabernacles,  known  by  the  post-bibUcal  de- 
nomination of  "  the  Great  Hosannah  "  (nSV?^'''^ 

n2"1).  The  sounds  emitted  from  the  comet  in 
modem  times  are  exceedingly  harsh,  although  they 
produce  a  solemn  effect.    Gesenius  derives  the  name 

IDIK?  from  ~15tr  =  Arab.  ySU*/,  "to  be  bright, 

clear"  (compare  m2ti7,  Ps.  xvi.  6). 

D.  W.  M. 

COS  (Kajj,  now  Stanchio  or  Stanho :  [  Cotis] ).« 
This  small  island  has  several  interesting  points  of 
connection  with  the  Jews.  It  is  specified,  in  the 
edict  which  resulted  from  the  communications  of 
Simon  ilaccabaeus  with  Rome,  as  one  of  the  places 
which  contained  Jewish  residents  (1  Mace.  xv.  23). 
Josephus,  quoting  Strabo,  mentions  that  the  Jews 
had  a  great  amount  of  treasure  stored  there  during 
the  Mithridatic  war  (.Joseph.  Ant.  xiv.  7,  §  2). 
From  the  same  source  we  learn  that  Julius  Caesar 
issued  an  edict  in  favor  of  the  Jews  of  Cos  {ibid. 
10,  §  15).  Herod  the  Great  conferred  many  favors 
on  the  island  (.Joseph.  B.  J.  i.  21,  §  11);  and  an 
mscription  in  Biickh  (No.  2502)  associates  it  with 
Herod  the  tetrarch.  St.  Paul,  on  the  return  from 
his  third  missionary  journey,  passed  the  night  here, 
after  sailing  from  JIilktus.  The  next  day  he 
went  on  to  Rhodes  (Acts  xxi.  1).  The  proximity 
of  Cos  to  these  two  important  places,  and  to  Cxi- 
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tetradachui  of  Cos  (Phoenician?  talent).  Obv.,  Head 
of  young  Hercules,  to  rig^ht.  Rev.,  ji^x\°nN 
crab  and  bow  in  case,  all  within  dotted  square. 

Dus,  and  its  position  at  the  entrance  to  the  Archi- 
pelago from  the  east,  made  it  an  island  of  consid- 
erable consequence.  It  was  celebrated  for  its  light 
woven  fabrics  and  for  its  wnes,  —  also  for  a  temple 
of  ^sculapius,  to  which  a  school  of  physicians  was 
attached,  and  which  was  virtually,  from  its  votive 
models,  a  museum  of  anatomy  and  pathology.  The 
emperor  Claudius  bestowed  upon  Cos  the  privilege 
of  a  free  st:Ue  (Tac.  Ann.  xii.  61).  Tlie  chief  town 
■''  the  same  name)  was  on  the  N.  E.  near  a  prom- 


a  *  Stanchio  or  Sianko,  the  present  name  of  Cos,  has 
arisen  from  a  slurred  pronuuciatiouof  es  rkv  Kw  (mod- 
Jrn  Greek),  like  Stambul  from  U  rav  TroAif.  H. 

6  So  '^^|^,  ■'  white  "  in  A.  V.  ibid.,  is  probably  not 
»   color,    but   a   stuff,    possibly  silk:    comp.    Arabic 


ontory  called  Scandarium :  and  perhaps  it  is  to  the 
town  that  reference  is  made  in  the  Acts  (1.  c). 
There  is  a  monograph  on  Cos  by  Kiister  {De  Co 
Insula,  HaUe,  1833),  and  a  very  useful  paper  on 
the  subject  by  Col.  Leake  (in  the  Trans,  of  the 
Royal  Soc.  of  Literature,  vol.  i.,  second  series). 
An  account  of  the  island  will  be  found  in  Clarke's 
Travels,  vol.  ii.,  pt.  i.,  pp.  196-213,  and  vol.  ii.,  pt. 
ii.,  pp.  321-333 ;  but  the  best  description  is  in  Ross, 
Jteisen  nach  Kos,  Halicarnassus,  u.  s.  w.  (Halle, 
1852),  with  which  his  Reisen  auf  den  Griech.  Inseln 
should  he  compared,  vol.  ii.  (1843),  pp.  86-92,  vol. 
iii.  (1845),  pp.  126-139.  J.  S.  H. 

CO'SAM  (Kcotra/i :  Cosan,  a  name  that  occurs 
nowhere  else  either  in  the  0.  T.  or  N.  T.,  atid  ia 
of  doubtful  etymology),  son  of  Elmodam,  aiid  fifth 
before  Zorobabel,  in  the  line  of  Joseph  the  hus- 
band of  Mary,  Luke  iil.  28.  [Genealogies  of 
Chkist.]  a.  C.  H. 

♦COTTAGE.     In  Is.  xxiv.  20  the  Hebrew 

word  nS^vP,  Melundh,  rendered  "cottage"  in 
the  A.  v.,  would  be  better  translated  "  hammock." 
See  Bed,  p.  261.  A. 

COTTON  (DQ"1?  :  Kapnaaos,  ra  Kapwdcriya, 
Esth.  i.  6,  where  the  Vulg.  has  carbasini  colons,  ag 
if  a  color,*  not  a  material  (so  in  A.  V.  "  green  "), 
were  intended).     There  is  a  doubt  whether  under 

127K?,  Shesk,  in  the  earlier  and  ^^-IS,  BUtz,  in  the 
later  books  of  the  0.  T.  rendered  in  the  A.  V.  by 
"  white  linen,"  "fine  linen,"  &c.,  cotton  may  have 
been  included  as  well.  Both  shesh  and  bulz  are 
said  by  Gesen.  (s.  v.)  to  be  from  roots  signifying 
originally  mere  w-hiteness ;  a  sense  said  also  to  in- 
here in  the  word  *TS  (perhaps  Arab,  abyad, 
(ji^AJl ,  "  white  " ),  used  sometimes  instead  of,  and 
sometimes  together  with  shesh  to  mean  the  fabric. 
In  P^.  xxvii.  7,  16,  tCB?,  shesh,  is  mentioned  as 
imported  into  Tyre  from  Egypt,  and  butz  as  from 
Syria.  Each  is  found  in  turn  coupled  with  ^TiS'nM 
(purpura),  in  the  sei;se  of  "  purple  and  fine  Unen," 
i.  e.  the  most  sb.owy  and  costly  apparel  (comp. 
I'rov.  xxxi.  22  with  Esth.  viii.  15).  The  dress  of 
the  Egyptian  priests,  at  any  rate  in  their  ministra- 
tions, was  \\ithout  doubt  of  linen  (Herod,  ii.  37), 
in  spite  of  Pliny's  assertion  (six.  1,  2)  that  they 
prefeiTcd  cotton.  Yet  cotton  garments  for  the  wor- 
ship of  the  temples  are  said  to  be  mentioned  in  the 
Rosetta  stone  (Wilkinson,  Anc.  Kyypt.  iii.  117). 
The  same  with  the  Jewish  ephod  and  other  priestly 
attire,  in  whicli  we  cannot  suppose  any  carelessness 
to  have  prevailed.  If,  however,  a  Jew  hapiiened  to 
have  a  piece  of  cotton  cloth,  he  probably  would  not 
be  deterred  by  any  scruple  about  the  heterogenea 
of  Dent.  xxii.  11  from  wearing  that  and  linen  to- 
gether.    There  is,  however,  no  word  for  the  cotton 

plant  (like  nriK75  for  flax)  in  the  Hebrew,  nor 
any  reason  to  suppose  that  there  was  any  early 
knowledge  of  the  fabric. 

The  Egyptian  mummy  swathings  also,  many  o. 
which  are  said  to  remain  as  good  as  when  fresh 


fr^ 


.  hareer,  "  silk."    The  ^"'"TD,  "  sheets,"  marg. 


"shirts,"  of  A.  V.  Judg.  xiv.  12, 13,  and  "fine  linen," 
Is.  iii.  23,  is  perhaps  a  form  of  the  same  word  aii 
irivSwv,  Mark  xiv.  51. 
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from  the  loom,  are  decided,  after  much  controversy 
and  minute  analysis,  to  have  been  of  linen,  and 
not  cotton.  The  very  difficulty  of  deciding,  how- 
ever, shows  how  easily  even  scientific  observers 
may  mistake,  and,  much  more,  how  impossible  it 
would  have  been  for  ancient  popular  writers  to 
avoid  confusion.  Even  Greek  naturalists  sometimes 
clearly  include  "  cotton  "  under  \iuoy.  The  same 
appears  to  be  true  of  odSyr},  odoviov,  and  the  whole 
cl.iss  of  words  signifying  wliite  textile  vegetable 
fabrics.     The  proper  Oriental  name  for  the  article 

DQ"1!3  (said  to  occur  with  slight  variation  in  Sanskr. 
and  other  OrientiU  languages")  is  rendered  "green" 
in  the  A.  V.  of  l-^th.  i.  6,  but  Grecized  in  the 
LXX.  by  Kapvaaivois.  From  the  same  woid,  with 
which  either  their  Alexandrian  or  Parthian  inter- 
course might  familiarize  tliem,  the  I^atins  borrowed 
carbasug,  completely  current  in  poetical  use  in  the 
golden  and  silver  period  of  I^tinity,  for  sails,  awn- 
ings, &c.  Varro  knew  of  tree-wool  on  the  author- 
ity of  Ctesias,  contemporary  with  Herodotus.  The 
Greeks,  tlirough  the  commercial  consequences  of 
Alexander's  conquests,  must  have  known  of  cot- 
ton cloth,  and  more  or  less  of  the  plant.  Amasis'' 
indeed  (about  b.  c.  540)  sent  as  a  present  from 
Egypt  a  corslet  KfKofffxrifxevov  XP"'^V  *"*'  fpioiffi 
airh  |i)AoC  (Herod,  iii.  47),  which  I'liny  says  was 
still  existing  in  his  time  in  a  temple  in  Khodes,  and 
that  the  minuteness  of  its  fibre  had  provoked  the 
exi^rinients  of  the  curious.  Cotton  was  manu- 
factured and  worn  extensively  in  Egypt,  but  extant 
monuments  give  no  proof  of  its  growth,  as  in  the 
case  of  fiax,  in  that  country  (Wilkinson,  ib.  pp. 
116-i:i9,  and  plate  No.  35G);  indeed,  had  it  been  a 
general  product,  we  could  scarcely  have  missed  find- 
ing some  trace  of  it  ou  the  monumental  details  of 
ancient  ICgyptian  arts,  trades,  &c. ;  but,  especially, 
when  I'liny  (a.  d.  115)  asserts  that  cotton  was  then 
grown  in  I'^ypt,  a  statement  confirmed  by  Julius 
Pollux  (a  century  later),  we  can  hardly  resist  the 
inference  that,  at  least  as  a  curiosity  and  as  an  ex- 
periment, some  plantations  existed  there.  This  is 
the  more  Ukely  since  we  find  the  cotton-^/'f e  ((/os- 
sypiuin  arbo7-eum,  less  usual  than,  and  distinct  from, 
the  cotton  pl(int,  fjuss.  Iierbac.)  is  mentioned  still 
by  Pliny  as  the  onlij  remnrhtble  tree  of  the  adja- 
cent Ethiopia;  and  since  Arabia,  on  its  other  side, 
apjx^ars  to  have  known  cotton  <^  from  time  immemo- 
rial, to  grow  it  in  abundance,  and  in  parts  to  be 
highly  favorable  to  that  product.  In  India,  how- 
ever, we  have  the  earliest  records  of  the  use  of  cot- 
ton for  dress ;  of  which,  including  the  .starching  of 
it,  some  curious  traces  are  found  as  early  as  800  u. 
C,  in  the  Institutes  of  Manu;  also  (it  is  said,  on 
the  authority  of  Prof.  Wilson)  in  the  liig-Veda, 
105,  v.  8.  For  these  and  some  otlier  curious  an- 
tiquities of  the  subject,  see  Koyle's  Cullure  and 
Commerce  of  Cotton  in  Imlia,  pp.  117-122. 

Cotton  is  now  both  grown  and  manufactured  in 
various  parts  of  Syria  and  Palestine,  and,  owing 
prol)ably  to  its  being  less  conductive  of  heat,  seems 
preferred  for  turbans  and  shirts  to  linen ;  but  tliere 
is  no  proof  that,  till  they  came  in  contact  with  Per- 

a  Kiirpnsa  or  kiirpastim  \a  the  Sanskr.  Kupas  in 
lUndee  means  the  cotton  rose  or  pod  with  reed,  which 
In  the  Bengalee  is  kapasee,  and  in  the  Bombay  dialect, 
kapoo.i. 

b  So  Burckhardt  {Trav.  Nub.  App.  iii.  p.  515,  note) 
mentions  a  "  species  of  cuirii.ss  made  of  quilted  cot- 
ton "  as  still  worn  by  certain  tribes  adjacent  to  the 
Nile. 
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sia,  the  Hebrews  generally  knew  of  it  as  a  distinct 
fabric  from  linen,  whilst  the  negative  proof  of  lan- 
guage and  the  probabilities  of  fact  offer  a  strong 
presumption  that,  if  they  obtained  it  at  all  in  com- 
merce, they  confounded  it  with  linen  under  t^ 
terms  shesli  or  biitz.  The  greater  cleanliness  and 
durability  of  linen  probably  established  its  superi- 
ority over  cotton  for  sepuleln'al  purposes  in  the  N. 
T.  jieriod,  by  which  time  the  latter  must  have  befin 
commonly  known,  and  thus  there  is  no  reason  for 
assigning  cotton  as  the  material  of  the  oOdvia  and 
ivra<t)ia  of  which  we  read.  I'or  the  whole  subject, 
see  \ates's  Texlrinuni  Anliquorm/i^  pt.  i.  chap.  vi. 
and  app.  D.  H.  H. 

COUCH.     [Bed.] 

COUNCIL.  (1.)  ffvvfSptov,  the  great 
coimcil  of  the  Sanhedrim,  which  sat  at  Jerusalem. 
[Sanhkdkim.]  (2.)  (TvviSpia  (Matt.  x.  17; 
Mark  xiii.  9),  the  lesser  courts,  of  which  there  were 
two  at  Jerusalem,  and  one  in  each  tow7i  of  Pales- 
tine. The  constitution  of  these  courts  is  a  doubt- 
ful point;  according  to  Talmudical  writers  the 
number  of  judges  was  twenty-three  in  places  where 
there  was  a  population  of  120,  and  three  where  the 
population  fell  below  that  number  (Mishn.  Sonhedr. 
1,  §  6).  Josephus,  however,  gives  a  diflferent  ac- 
count :  he  states  that  the  court,  as  constituted  by 
Moses  (Ueut.  xvi.  18;  comp.  Ant.  iv.  8,  §  14),  con- 
sisted of  seven  judges,  each  of  whom  had  two  Le- 
■vites  as  assessors;  accordingly  in  the  reform  which 
he  carried  out  in  Galilee,  he  apjwinted  seven  judges 
lor  the  trial  of  minor  ofienses  (B.  ./.  ii.  20,  §  5). 
The  statement  of  Josephus  is  generally  accepted  as 
correct ;  but  it  should  be  noticed  that  these  courts 
were  not  always  in  existence ;  they  may  have  been 
instituted  by  himself  on  what  he  conceived  to  be 
the  true  Mo.saic  model :  a  supposition  which  is  ren- 
dered probable  by  his  further  institution  of  a  coun- 
cil of  Seventy,  which  served  as  a  court  for  capital 
offenses,  altogether  independent  of  the  Sanhedrim 
at  .lenisalem  ( Vit.  §  14;  B.  J.  ii.  20,  §  5).  The 
existence  of  local  courts,  however  constituted,  is 
clearly  implied  in  the  passages  quoted  from  the  N. 
T. ;  and  perhaps  the  Judy/uenl  (Slatt.  v.  21)  applies 
to  them.  (3.)  avfjL^ov\iov  (Acts  xxv.  12),  a  kind 
of  jury  or  privy  council,  consisting  of  a  certain 
number  of  assessors  {cinigiliarii,  Suet.  Tib.  33,  55), 
who  assisted  Koman  governors  in  the  administra- 
tion of  justice  and  other  public  matters. 

W.  L.  B. 

COURT,  an  open  inclosure,  applied  in  the  A. 
V.  most  commonly  to  the  inclosures  of  the  Taber- 
nacle and  the  Temple.  The  Hebrew  word  invaria- 
bly used  for  the  former  is  Chdtzei;  "I^IP;  fr""*'  " 
root,  ^^n,  to  surround  (Gesen.  p.  512).  (See, 
amongst  others,  Ex.  xxvii.  !),  to  xl.  33;  Lev.  vi.  16; 
Num.  iii.  26,  Ac.)  The  same  word  is  also  most 
frequently  used  for  the  "courts"  of  the  Temple, 
as  IK.  vi.  36,  vii.  8;  2  K.  xxiii.  12;  2  Chr.  xxxiii. 
5 ;  Ps.  xcii.  13,  &c.  In  2  Chr.  iv.  9,  and  vi.  13, 
however,  a  different  word  is  employed,  apjiarently 


c  Arab.    Coin,       >  {«| V   means :   (1)  any  annual; 

(2)  anything  between  two  leaves ;  (3)  the  well-known 
"cotton"  plant.  This  evolving  of  the  special  fttan 
the  general  sense  seems  to  indicate  that  the  name  "  cot- 
ton "  is  originally  Arabic  ;  though  it  may  be  true  that 
the  plant  is  indigenous  in  India. 
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for  the  same  places  —  Azdrdh,  n^T^?,  from  a  root 
of  similar  meaning  to  the  above.  This  word  also 
occurs  in  Ez.  xliii.  14,  17,  20,  xlv.  19  (A.  V.  "  set- 
tle"), but  {jerhaps  with  a  different  force.  Ckatzer 
also  designates  the  court  of  a  prison  (Neh.  iii.  25 ; 
Jer.  xxxii.  2,  &c.),  of  a  private  house  (2  Sam.  xvii. 
18),  and  of  a  palace  (2  K.  xx.  4;  Esth.  i.  5,  &c.). 
In  Am.  vii.  1^,  where  the  Hebrew  word  is  Beth  =  \ 
a  "house,"  our  translators,  anxious  to  use  a  term 
applicable  specially  to  a  king's  residence,  have  put 
"court."     [House;  Tabernacle;  Temple.] 

The  word  chdtzer  is  very  often  employed  for  the 
inclosures  of  the  villages  of  Palestine,  and  under 
the  form  of  Ilazer  or  Hazor  frequently  occurs  in 
the  names  of  places  in  the  A.  V.  [Hazek:  Vil- 
lage.] G. 

*  In  Matt.  xx\'i.  69  (ver.  58  may  be  doubtful) ; 
Mark  xiv.  6G  (i^erhaps  also  ver.  54)  and  xv.  1(5; 
John  xviii.  15,  ouAtj  should  be  rendered  "court," 
i.  e.  the  quadrangle  around  which  the  house  or 
palace  of  the  high-priest  was  built,  and  not  "  pal- 
ace" or  "hall"  (A.  V.).  Peter  himself  was  not 
in  the  room  of  the  palace  where  the  Saviour  was 
on  trial,  as  the  English  reader  would  be  led  to  sup- 
pose, but  was  in  the  court  outside.  [See  House  ; 
Peter.]  H. 

COU'THA  (Kovdd;  [Vat.  omits:]  Phusa),  1 
Esdr.  V.  32.  There  is  no  name  eorresponding  with 
this  in  the  lists  of  Ezra  and  Xehemiah.  [He  is 
mentioned  as  one  of  those  whose  sons  were  "  ser- 
vants of  the  temple  "  after  the  return  from  the  Cap- 
tivity. —  H.] 

COVENANT  (ri'^n?:  8<a0^«ij;  once, 
Wisd.  i.  16,  ffvvdriKi}'-  in  0.  T.  fvedus,  jmctum  — 
often  interchangeal)ly,  (Jen.  ix.,  xvii. ;  Num.  xxv. ; 
in  Apocr.  tesiruiientum,  but  sacrnmentuni,  2  lisdr. 
ii.  7 ;  sjXJiuiones,  Wisd.  i.  16 ;  in  N.  T.  testamentuin 
[absque  fcedu-e,  Kom.  i.  31;  Gr.  aavvOfrovs])- 
The  Hebrew  word  is  derived  by  Gesenius  from  the 

root  ri'I'S,  i.  q.  mS,  "  he  cut,"  and  taken  to 
mean  primarily  "  a  cutting,"  with  reference  to  the 
custom  of  cutting  or  dividing  animals  in  two.  and 
passing  between  tiie  parts  in  ratifying  a  covenant 
(Gen.  XV.;  Jer.  xxxiv.  18,  19).  Hence  the  expres- 
sion "to  cut  a  covenant"  (H'^nS  n"l3,  Gen. 

XV.  18,  or  simply  iT^S,  with  H'^'IS  understood, 
1  Sam.  xi.  2)  is  of  frequent  occurrence.  (Comp. 
opKM  refivetv,  rf/J-vetu  criroySas,  icere,  J'trire, 
jjercutere  f(Bdus.)     Professor  Lee  suggests  {Htb. 

Lex.  s.  V.  n^"^3)  that  the  proper  signification  of 
the  word  is  nn  tating  together,  or  banquet,  from 
the  meaning  "to  eat,"  which  the  root  m3  some- 

^  '  T  T 

tmies  bears,  because  among  the  Orientals  to  eat 
together  amounts  almost  to  a  covenant  of  friend- 
ship. This  view  is  supported  by  Gen.  xxxi.  46, 
where  Jacob  and  Laban  eat  together  on  the  heap 
of  stones  which  they  have  set  up  in  ratifying  the 
covenant  between  them.  It  affords  also  a  satisfac- 
tory explanatiou  of  the  expression  "  a  covenant  of 

salt "  (n^^ip  '~l''l?,  StaOriKv  a\6s,  Num.  xviii. 
19;  2  Chr.  xiil.  5),  when  the  Eastern  idea  of  eat- 

ting  salt  together  is  remembered.     If,  however,  the 

;er  derivation  of  iT^^Sl  be  adopted,  this  expres- 
ion  may  l)e  explained  by  supposing  salt  to  have 
been  eat«n,  or  offered  with  accompanying  sacrifices, 
»u  occasion  of  very  solemn  covenants,  or  it  may 
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be  regarded  as  figurative,  denoting,  either,  from 
the  use  of  salt  in  sacrifice  (Lev.  ii.  13;  Mark  ix. 
49),  the  sacredness,  or,  from  the  preserving  quali- 
ties of  salt,  the  perjietuity,  of  the  covenant. 

In  the  N.  T.  the  word  SiaO-fiKT)  is  frequently, 
though  by  no  means  uniformly,  translated  tesla- 
ment  in  tlie  English  Authorized  Version,  whence 
the  two  divisions  of  the  Bible  have  received  their 
common  English  names.  This  translation  is  per- 
haps due  to  the  Vulgjite,  which  having  adopted 
testamentum  as  the  equivalent  for  SmOtikj]  in  the 
Apocr.,  uses  it  always  as  such  in  the  N.  T.  (see 
above).  There  seems,  however,  to  be  no  necessity 
for  the  introduction  of  a  new  word  conveying  a 

new  idea.  The  LXX.  having  rendered  iT'lS 
(which  never  means  will  or  testament,  but  always 
covenant  or  agreement)  by  StaO-fjKri  consistently 
throughout  the  0.  T.,  the  N.  T.  writers,  in  adopt- 
ing that  word,  may  naturally  be  supposed  to  intend 
to  convey  to  their  readers,  most  of  them  familiar 
with  the  Greek  O.  T.,  the  same  idea.  Moreover, 
in  the  majority  of  cases  the  same  thing  which  ha.s 

been  called  a  "  covenant  "  (n^lS)  in  the  0.  T.  is 
referred  to  in  the  N.  T.  (e.  g.  2  Cor.  iii.  14;  Heb. 
vii.,  ix. ;  Rev.  xi.  19);  while  in  the  same  context 
the  same  word  and  thing  in  the  Greek  are  in  the 
English  sometimes  represented  by  "  covenant,"  and 
sometimes  by  "  testament "  (Heb.  vii.  22,  viii.  8- 
13,  ix.  15).  In  the  confessedly  difficult  passage, 
Heb.  ix.  16, 17,  the  word  Siad-fiKti  has  been  thought 
by  many  commentators  absolutely  to  require  the 
meaning  of  u-ill  or  tesinment.  On  the  other  side, 
however,  it  may  be  alleged,  that  in  addition  to  what 
has  just  been  said  as  to  the  usual  meaning  of  the 
word  in  N.  T.,  the  word  occurs  twice  in  the  con- 
text, where  its  meaning  must  necessarily  be  the 

same  as  the  translation  of  iT^^lBj  and  in  the  un- 
questionable sense  of  covenant  (cf.  StaOiiKr]  Katyfi, 
Heb.  ix.  15,  with  the  same  expression  in  viii.  8; 
and  Stofl^/crj,  ix.  16, 17,  with  ver.  20,  and  Ex.  xxiv. 
8).  If  this  sense  of  Siad^Kr}  be  retained,  we  may 
either  render  inl  veKpoh,  "  over,  or  in  the  case  of, 
dead  sacrifices,"  and  6  Sia9ffj.fvos,  "  the  mediating 
sacrifice"  (Scholefield's  Hints  for  an  improved 
Translation  of  the  N.  T.),  or  (with  Ebrard  and 
others)  restrict  the  statement  of  ver.  16  to  the  0. 
T.  idea  of  a  covenant  between  man  ami  God,  in 
which  man,  as  guilty,  must  always  be  represented 
by  a  sacrifice  with  which  he  was  so  completely 
identified,  that  in  its  person  he  (6  Stadefievos,  the 
human  covenanter)  actually  died  (cf.  Matt.  xxvi. 
28). 

In  its  Biblical  meaning  of  a  compact  or  agree- 
ment between  two  parties,  the  word  is  used  —  1. 
improperly,  of  a  covenant  between  God  and  man. 
ilan  not  being  in  any  way  in  the  position  of  an 
independent  covenanting  party,  the  plirase  is  evi- 
dently used  by  way  of  accommodation.  Strictly 
speaking,  such  a  covenant  is  quite  unconditional, 
and  amounts  to  a  promise  (Gal.  iii.  15  ff.,  where 
firayy(\ia  and  StaO-fjKT]  are  used  almost  as  syno- 
nyms) or  act  of  mere  favor  (Ps.  Ixxxix.  28,  where 

ipn  stands  in  parallelism  with  iT^HS)  on  God's 

part.  Thus  the  assurance  given  by  God  after  the 
Flood,  that  a  like  judgment  should  not  be  repeated, 
and  that  the  recurrence  of  the  seasons,  and  of  day 
and  night,  should  not  cease,  is  called  a  covenant 
(Gen.  ix. ;  Jer.  xxxiii.  20).  Generally,  however, 
the  form  of  a  covenant  is  maintained  by  the  bene- 
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fits  which  God  engages  to  bestow  being  made  by 
him  dependent  upon  the  fulfillment  of  certain  con- 
ditions which  lie  imposes  on  man.  Thus  the  cove- 
nant with  Abraham  was  conditioned  by  circumcision 
(Acts  vii.  8),  the  omission  of  which  was  declared 
tantamount  to  a  breach  of  the  covenant  (Gen.  xvii. ) ; 
the  covenant  of  the  priesthood,  by  zeal  for  God,  his 
honor  and  service  (Num.  xxv.  12,  1.3 ;  Deut.  xxxiii. 
9;  Neh.  xiii.  29;  Mai.  ii.  4,  5);  the  covenant  of 
Sinai,  by  the  observance  of  the  ten  commandments 
(I'jc.  xxxiv.  27,  28;  I^v.  xxvi.  15),  which  are  there- 
fore called  "  Jehovah's  covenant  "  (Ueut.  iv.  13),  a 
name  which  was  extended  to  all  the  books  of  Moses, 
if  not  to  the  whole  body  of  Jewish  canonical  Script- 
ures (2  Cor.  iii.  13,  14).  This  last-mentioned  cov- 
enant, which  was  renewed  at  different  periods  of 
Jewish  history  (Deut.  xxix.;  Josh,  xxiv.;  2  Chr. 
XV.,  xxiii.,  xxix.,  xxxiv.;  Ezr.  x.;  Neh.  ix.,  x.),  is 
one  of  the  two  principal  covenants  between  God  and 
man.  They  are  distinguished  as  old  and  new  (.Jer. 
xxxi.  31-34;  Heb.  viii.  8-13,  x.  IG),  with  reference 
to  the  order,  not  of  their  institution  but  of  their 
actual  development  (Gal.  iii.  17 ) ;  and  also  as  being 
the  instruments  resjiectively  of  bondage  and  free- 
dom (Gal.  iv.  24).  The  latter  of  these  covenants 
appears  to  be  represented  in  (ilal.  iii.  under  a  twofold 
aspect,  as  being  a  covenant  between  the  First  and 
Second  Persons  of  the  blessed  Trinity  (ver.  16  and 
ver.  20,  as  explained  by  Scholefield,  Ellicott,  &c.), 
and  also  a  co\enant,  conditioned  by  faith  in  Christ, 
between  God  and  man.  (See  Bishop  Hopkins's 
Works,  vol.  ii.  pp.  299-398,  and  WUsim  mi  the 
Covmanig,  for  the  theology  of  the  subject.)  Con- 
sistently with  this  representation  of  God's  dealings 
with  man  under  the  form  of  a  covenant,  such  cov- 
enant is  said  to  be  confirmed  in  conformity  to  hu- 
man custom  by  an  oath  (Ueut.  iv.  31 ;  I's.  Ixxxix. 
3),  to  be  sanctioned  by  curses  to  fall  upon  the  un- 
faithful (Ueut.  xxix.  21),  and  to  be  accompanied  by 

a  sign  (mis),  such  as  the  rainbow  (Gen.  ix.),  cir- 
cumcision (Gen.  xvii.),  or  the  Sabbath  (Ex.  xxxi. 
16, 17). 

2.  Properly,  of  a  covenant  between  man  and 
man,  i.  e.  a  solemn  compact  or  agreement,  either 
between  tribes  or  nations  (1  Sam.  xi.  1;  Josh.  ix. 
6,  15),  or  between  individuals  (Gen.  xxxi.  44),  by 
which  each  party  bound  himself  to  fulfill  certain 
conditions,  and  was  assured  of  receiving  certain  ad- 
vantages. In  making  such  a  covenant  (Jod  was 
solemnly  invoked  as  witness  (Gen.  xxxi.  50),  whence 

the  expression  "  a  covenant  of  Jehovah  "  (rT^nS 

nin^,  1  Sam.  XX.  8,  comp.  Ez.  xvii.  19),  and  an 
oath  was  sworn  (Gen.  xxi.  31);  and  accordingly  a 
breach  of  covenant  was  regarded  as  a  very  heinous 

sin  (Ez.  xvii.  12-20).     A  sign  (HIS)  or  witness 

(^V)  of  the  covenant  was  sometimes  framed,  such 
as  a  gift  (Gen.  xxi.  30),  or  a  ])ill:ir,  or  heap  of 
stones  erected  (Gen.  xxxi.  52).  I  lie  mairi.'iL'c 
C(m)p;u;t  is  callrd  "the  covenant  of  (ioil."  I'niN.  ii. 
17  (SCI-  Mai.  ii.  14).  'J'lie  word  ixiviMiaiit  eainc  to 
be  a|i|ilii(l  lo  a  sure  ordinanfc.  sncli  as  that  ot  tlic 
shew-lii-i'ail  (l.rx.  wiv.  Si:  ami  is  usnl  limirativi-lv 
in  sueli  cxiiiis^ioiis  as  a  cuMMiaiit  with  death  (Is. 
xxviii.  18),  or  with  the  wild   ln-asts   (llos.  ii.  J8). 

The  phrases  n^"}?  ^'^172,  H^-IS  ^tt^?8, 
"lords  or  men  of  one's  rci\ciiaiif."  arc  rniiiloxcd 
10  denote  confederacy  ((Jin.  xiv.  IJ,  <  »1'.  7). 

r.  T.  r. 


COVERING  OF  THE  EYES 
*  COVERING  OF  THE  EYES.  The 
Hebrew  word  iTlDS  occurs  in  eight  passages  of 
the  Old  Testament;  in  six  of  which  (Gen.  xx.  16, 
Ex.  xxii.  27,  Job  xxiv.  7,  xxvi.  6,  xxxi.  19,  Is.  1. 
3)  it  is  translated  "covering"  in  theA.  V. ;  in 
one  (Ex.  xxi.  10)  it  is  translated  "  raiment,"  and 
in  one  (Ueut.  xxii.  12)  "  vesture." 

The  meaning  of  the  phrase,  "  covering  of  the 
eyes,"  m  Gen.  xx.  16,  and  the  construction  and 
import  of  the  sentence,  are  still  subjects  of  discus- 
sion, even  among  the  latest  interpreters.  "  Tot 
peene  exstant  explicationes,  quot  sunt  interpretes  " 
(Ros.).  The  points  still  at  issue  have  respect  to 
almost  every  word  in  the  sentence.     The  pronoun 

S^n  {he  or  it)  may  be  referred  {a)  to  Abraham        « 
himself,  or  (6)  to  the  present  made  to  him.     "  A       ■ 
covering  of  the  eyes  "  may  mean  (c)  a  literal  veil,       •' 
or  (d)  a  veil  in  a  figurative  sense  as  a  protective 
influence,  or  (e)  with  a  dirterent  allusion,  a  means 
of  pacification.    By  "  the  eyes  "  may  be  meant  {f) 
those  of  Sarah  herself,  or  {g)  in  connection  with 

the  following    vD7,  those  of  all  around  her  and 

in  intercourse  with  her.  The  word  "  all "  (in  vDv) 
may  refer  {h)  to  things  (namely,  acts),  or  (i)  to 
persons.  In  the  last  clause,  HM  may  be  (_/)  a 
preposition,  or  {k)  the  sign  of  the  accusative  case, 
after  "^iJIH^,  or  {I)  as  the  punctators  have  indica- 
ted by  the  Athnnch,  ui  connection  with  the  follow- 
ing verb.  The  form  nn^3  may  be(w)  the  2d 
pers.  fem.  of  the  perfect,  or  {n)  the  participle  used 
as  the  3d  pers.  fem. 

No.  a,  in  conjunction  with  d,  was  well  expressed 
by  Calvin :  "  Uocetur  enim  Sara,  maritum  cui 
juncta  est,  instar  veli  esse,  quo  se  tegere  debeat,  ne 
exposita  sit  alienis."  So  Vitringa.  But  Tiele  justly 
objects,  that  in  this  view,  the  present  of  a  thousand 
silverlings,  with  which  Abimelech  prefaces  this  re- 
mark, has  no  significance. 

Ewald  {Aiiff.  Le\nii.  \^.  281),  combining  a,  d,  tj, 
i,  j,  m,  translates  and  ex])lains  thus:  "  JJi:  is  to  thee 
a  cocerin;/  of  the  eyes  for  every  one  who  is  mth 
thee  (so  that,  under  his  protection,  no  impure  eye 
can  with  impunity  venture  to  look  on  thee),  and 
toward  every  one ;  so  (lost  thou  right  thyself  (deimd 
thy  right)." 

Gesenius,  combuiing  b,  e,  f  h,  j,  n,  translates 
and  explains  thus:  "  iS'o  M/i  (the  thousand  silver- 
lings)  is  to  thee  a  penalty  [satisfaction]  /('/•  (dl  which 
(has  happened)  irilh  thr<-  <nid  lifore  all;  and  she 
W((s  (•oiiricli  d  (had  nothiiiij;  to  say  in  excu.se).  Com- 
pare (ien.  xxxii.  'il.  /  /'/'/''  <■..,•</•  his  f''icf  (appease 
him)  irilh  tin- prrsi  ///."    Su  Kcil,  aii<l  also  Dclitzsch; 

excejit  that  they  take  nH^^  (;«)  as  the  2d  pers., 

and  v3  (/)  as  referring  to  persons:  "  So  il  is  to 
tine  a  cdro-iiif/  (f  l/n  (//i.s'aii  expiatory  gift.)  in 
nfrtiiri  t,i  nil  iiiia  arc  irilh  l/n  ,  (liecause  all  in 
the  household  shared  their  mistress's  dishonor);  so 
tlmn  art  righted  (properly,  /'rnri'/,  iiainely,  to  be 
the  one  who  sufiered  wrong)." 

So  the  pas.sage  is  understood  by  Tuch.  lie  takes 
(>xception,   however  (aft*r  Schuniaiin)  to   Ewald's 

ami  (ieseiiiiis's  eoiistnic'tioii  of  the  second  HM, 
wliieh  sh(jiil(l  he  eoiistrtiud  as  the  one  iiiiniediately 
j  preiediiiii;  it:  for  73  nS")  Tfr.S  nmst  not  be 
i  arbitrarily  separated  in  construction  and  reference. 
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Hence  he  tiuiislates :  ^'■for  all  lohich  (has  been,  or, 
has  taken  place)  nith  thee  and  with  all,  that  thou 
may  est  be  nyhtecV' 

Baumgarteu  (Theol.  Comm.  zum  Pent.)  has  re- 
vived Schroeder's  interpretation  (followed  by  Rosen- 
miiller  and  others),  taking  "  covering  of  the  eyes  " 
(c)  in  the  sense  of  a  literal  veil ;  not,  however,  as 
Schroeder  viewed  it,  as  the  token  of  a  married 
woman,  but  simply  as  a  means  of  concealing  her 
beauty,  and  tlius  avoiding  the  danger  referred  to  in 
v.  11.     Baumgarten    supposes  that  after  Alhnach 

the  accusative  construction  is  resumed   in    ■n^?1 

(^■),  taking  nH^^  as  the  2d  pers.  perf.  (to),  and 
translates:  '■'■and  all  this  (I  do,  or,  I  give)  that  thou 
mayest  be  righted.'''' 

Lange,  understanding  by  "  covering  of  the  face  " 
a  veil  ui  the  figurative  sense,  finds  (with  Le  Clerc) 
a  double  meaning  in  the  expression ;  namely,  a  gift 
of  atonement  and  reconciliation,  which  at  the  same 
time  shall  be  as  a  veil  to  all  eyes,  by  indicating  the 
relation  of  one  married  to  a  husband. 

On  these  views  it  may  be  remarked,  that  the 
form  of  the  expression,  "  covering  of  the  eyes,"  (not 
"of  the  face,'')  seems  to  be  decisive  against  the 
supposition  that  a  veil  is  meant,  either  as  worn  by 
Sarah  for  concealing  her  person  from  the  sight  of 
others,  or  by  them  to  restrict  their  sight.  In  the 
former  case,  the  expression  should  have  been,  "  cov- 
ering of  the  face"  (D"^3Q).  A  "covering  of  the 
eyes,"  in  the  literal  sense,  can  mean  nothing  else 
than  the  repression  of  the  improper  use  of  the  eyes, 
as  of  wanton  looks.  This,  with  reference  to  Sarah, 
is  inapposite,  as  no  such  fault  is  laid  to  her  charge; 
and  if  understood  of  others  ("a  covering  of  the 
eyes  to  all  who  are  with  thee"),  a  veil  cannot  be 
meant,  for  that  is  used  for  concealment,  and  not 
for  the  purpose  of  obstructing  the  vision.  The  ob- 
jection lies  equally  against  the  supposition  of  a  veil 
in  a  figurative  sense,  since  this  must  conform  to 
the  literal  and  proper  use  of  the  term. 

The  only  alternative  remaining,  is  to  take  the 
expression,  "  covering  of  the  eyes,"  in  its  strict  and 
proper  sense,  instead  of  a  veil  for  the  face ;  either 
with  Ewald,  as  referring  to  Abraham,  her  lawful 
protector  from  the  wanton  gaze  of  others,  or  with 
Gesenius,  as  a  figurative  expression  for  a  peace- 
offering.    In  favor  of  the  former,  is  the  juxtaposition 

of  the  pronoun  S^H  (lie,  or  it)  with  "  thy  brother," 
making  this  its  most  natural  antecedent ;  an  objection 
to  the  latter  view,  which  is  but  partially  obviated 

by  the  use  of  S^H  for  both  genders  in  the  Penta- 
teuch. But  on  the  contrary,  against  Ewald's  view 
Ues  the  more  serious  objection,  that  Abimelech 
prefaces  this  remark  with  a  statement  which  has 
no  bearmg  on  it:  and  thus  a  part  of  what  he  says 
to  Sarah  herself  is  without  significance,  as  addressed 
to  her. 

The  ancient  versions  are  all  at  fault  here,  and 
throw  no  light  on  the  true  rendering  and  inter- 
pretation (unless  we  understand  the  Septuagint 
version  with  (iesenius),  showing  that  it  was  as 
difficult  then  as  it  is  now.  T.  J.  C. 

COW.     The  Heb.  words  102,  n^^V,   and 
'tt'        t  :  v' 

"ntC,  have  been  treated  of  under  Bull.  The  A. 
V.  renders  by  "cow,"  both  ^p2,  in  Ez.  iv.  15, 
und  "yW  in  Lev.  xxii.  28 ;  Num.  xviii.  17,  where 
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the  feminine  gen  Icr  is  required  by  the  sense.     In 
Job  xxi.  10  and  Is.  xi.  7,  the  A.  V.  has  "cow"  as 

the  rendering  of  n"15,  the  fern,  form  of  "1Q,  "a 
bullock."  ^  ^  "W.  D. 

COZ  (V"^P  [«  thorn]:  Ka>e:  Cos),  a  man 
among  the  descendants  of  Judah  (1  Chr.  iv.  8). 

*  The  name  also  of  one  of  the  Levites  (see  1 
Chr.  xxiv.  10;  Ezr.  ii.  61;  Neh.  iii.  4,  21;  vii.  63). 
The  article  is  prefixed  in  these  passages,  and  in  the 
first  of  them  retamed  in  the  A.  V.  (Hakkoz 
which  see).  H. 

COZ'BI  C'STS  [decejriive,  lying']  :  Xairfii; 
[Vat.  -)3ei;]  Jos.  Xoa&ia:  Cozhi),  a  Midiauite 
woman,  daughter  of  Zur,  one  of  the  chiefs  of  the 
nation  (Num.  xxv.  15,  18). 

*  CRACKNELS  (in  1  Kings  xiv.  3,  A.  V.), 
denotes  crumb-cakes,  "  so  called  from  the  sharp 
noise  made  when  breaking  "  (liastwood  &  Wright's 
BVjle  Word-Book,  p.  13-t).  They  formed  a  part 
of  the  present  which  the  wife  of  Jeroboam  carried 
to  the  prophet  Ahijah  (comp.  1  Sam.  ix.  7,  8;  xvi. 
20)  when  she  went  to  learn  from  him  the  issue  of 
her  son's  sickness.  They  were  different  from  ordi- 
nary loaves,  for  both  are  mentioned  together  in  the 
above  passage.  Fiirst  says  they  were  perhaps  small 
dried  cakes,  and  pricked  or  pointed  like  biscuit, 
such  as  common  people  carried  with  them  on  jour- 
neys {Htbr.  u.  Chald.  Worterb.  ii.  53).  Being 
thus  dry  and  hard,  they  would  have  the  quahty 
expressed  by  the  English  name,  but  inferred  only 
from  the  Hebrew.  The  queen  took  such  cakes  with 
her,  because  she  wished  to  conceal  her  rank  and 
appear  as  an  ordinary  person.  See  Bunsen's  Bibel- 
tvei-k  on  1  Kings  xiv.  3.  The  Hebrew  term  is  that 
in  Josh.  ix.  5,  12,  usually  understood  there  of  bread 
so  old  as  to  be  dry  and  spotted  with  mould.  But 
the  etymology  is  very  obscure.  See  Fiirst's  Con- 
cord, s.  v.,  and  Ges.  Thes.  ii.  909.  H. 

CRANE  {U'D  or  D"'p,  sus  or  sh  [horse, 
from  the  fleetness  of  the  swallow]  :  ^fMdwv'-  pullus 
hirundinis,  hirundo).  There  can  be  little  doubt 
that  the  A.  V.  is  incorrect  in  rendering  sus  by 
"crane,"  which  bird  is  probably  intended  by  the 
Hebrew  word  'dgur,  translated  "  swallow "  by 
the  A.  V.  [SwALix)\r.]  Mention  is  made  of 
the  sus  in  Hezekiah's  prayer  (Is.  xxxviii.  14), 
"Like  a  sus  or  an  'dgur  so  did  I  twitter;"  and 
again  in  Jer.  viii.  7  these  two  words  occur  in  the 
same  order,  "the  sU  and  the  'agur  observe  the 
time  of  their  coming :  "  from  which  passage  we 
learn  that  both  birds  were  migratory.  According 
to  the  testimony  of  most  of  the  ancient  versions, 
sus  denotes  a  "swaUow."  The  passage  in  Jere- 
miah (/.  c),  compared  with  the  twittering  notes  of 
the  sus  in  Hezekiah's  prayer,  goes  far  to  establish 
this  translation,  for  the  Hebrew  verb"  which  is 
rendered  "chatter"  by  the  A.  V.  more  properly 
signifies  to  "chirp"  or  to  "twitter,"  the  term  be- 
ing evidently,  as  Bochart  (flieroz.  ii.  605)  has 
shown,  onomatopoetie,  indicative  of  the  notes  of 
the  bird.  The  Italians  about  Venice  call  a  swallow 
zizilla,  and  its  chirping  tliey  express  by  zizillare 
(see  Bochart,  I.  c).  The  expression  "like  a  swal- 
low did  I  twitter"  may  perhaps  appear  to  us  not  a 
very  apt  illustration  of  mournful  comi)laint,  the 
notes  of  the  various  si)ecies  of  the  Ilii-undinida 
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being  expressive  of  happiness  ratlier  than  of  grief; " 
but  it  must  be  remembered  that  the  ancients  re- 
garded the  swallow  as  a  mournful  bird ;  and  it  is 
worthy  of  remark  that,  aecording  to  Dr.  Kennicott, 
in  thirteen  Codices  of  Jeremiah  (/.  c.)  the  word 
Isis  occurs  instead  of  sis :  it  is  probable  therefore 
that  the  story  of  Procne,  Tereus,  &c.,  of  Grecian 
mythology  had  its  source  in  ancient  Egyptian  fa- 
ble, Isis,  as  the  Egyptians  say,  having  been  changed 

into  a  swallow.  The  Hebrew  word  Deror  ("TIT?) 
is  noticed  under  tlie  article  S\valu)\v.     W.  II. 

CRA'TES  (Kpir-ns:  Vulg.  translates  jn-cel'ifiis 
est),  governor  of  the  Cyprians  (d  iirl  tS>v  K.  ),  who 
was  left  in  charge  of  the  "castle"  (r^y  o.Kpoir6- 
Aeoir)  of  Jerusalem  (?),  during  the  absence  of 
Sostratus,  in  the  reign  of  Antiochus  Epiphanes  (2 
Mace.  iv.  29). 

CREDITOR.     [Loan.] 

CRES'CENS  (KpVf^J  [tlie  Greek  for  the 
Latin  name  Crescens,  "  increashig"],  2  Tim.  iv.  10), 
an  assistant  of  St.  Paul  [who  went  from  Kome  to 
Galatia,  perhaps  sent  by  the  Aj^stle],  said  to  have 
been  one  of  the  seventy  disciples.  According  to 
the  Aposiolic'tl  Constilutions,  and  many  of  the 
fathers,  he  preached  the  Gospel  in  Galatia,  wliich 
perhaps  is  only  a  conjecture  built  on  the  "  Crescens 
to  Galatia  "  of  2  Tim.  iv.  10.  Later  tradition  (i-'o- 
phronius)  makes  him  preach  in  Gaul  (Galatia,  see 
Theodoret  on  2  Tim.  I.  c),  and  found  the  Church 
at  Vienne.  H.  A. 

CRETE  (Kp-firri'-  Crefn),  the  modern  Candia. 
This  large  island,  which  closes  in  the  Greek  Archi- 
pelago on  the  S.,  extends  through  a  distance  of 
140  miles  between  its  extreme  jwints  of  Cape  Sai-- 
MONE  (Acts  xxvii.  7)  on  the  E.,  and  Cape  Criunie- 
topon  beyond  Phiexice  or  Phcenix  {ib.  12)  on 
the  W.  The  breadth  is  comparatively  small,  the 
narrowest  part  (called  an  isthnms  by  Strabo,  x.  475) 
being  near  Phoenix.  Though  extremely  bold  and 
mountainous,  this  island  ha,s  very  fruitful  valleys, 
and  in  early  times  it  was  celebrated  for  its  hundred 
cities  (Virg.  y£«.  iii.  106).  Crete  has  a  conspic- 
uous position  in  the  mj-thology  and  earliest  history 
of  Greece,  imt  a  comparatively  unimportant  one  in 
its  later  history.  It  w:us  reduced  (n.  c.  (57)  by  the 
Romans  under  Metellus,  lience  called  Creticus,  and 
united  in  one  province  with  Cyrenaica,  which  was 
at  no  great  distance  (Strato,  x.  475)  on  the  opixj- 
Bite  coast  of  Africa  [Cyhexe].  It  is  possible  that 
in  Tit.  iii.  1,  there  may  Ite  an  implied  reference  to 
a  turbulent  condition  of  the  Cretan  part  of  the 
province,  especially  as  regarded  the  Jewish  resi- 
dents. 

It  seems  likely  that  a  very  early  acquaintance 
took  place  between  the  Cretans  and  the  Jews.  The 
story  in  Tacitus  {Hist.  v.  2),  that  the  Jews  were 
themselves  of  (Cretan  origin,  may  be  accounted  for 
by  supposing  a  confusion  between  the  Philistines 
and  the  Jews,  and  by  identifying  the  Cherethites 
of  1  Sam.  XXX.  14;  2  Sam.  viii.  18;  Ez.  xxv.  16; 
Zeph.  ii.  5,  with  Cretan  emigrants.  In  the  two 
last  of  these  passages  they  are  expres.sly  called 
Vipf\Tts  by  the  LXX.,  and  in  Zeph.  ii.  6,  we  have 
the  word  Kpi]ri\-  Whatever  conclusion  we  may 
arrive  at  on  this  point,  there  is  no  doubt  that  Jews 
were  settled  in  the  island  in  consideral)le  ntmibers 
during  the  period  between  the  death  of  Alexander 
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the  Great  and  the  final  destruction  of  Jerusalem. 
Gortyiia  seems  to  have  been  their  chief  residence; 
for  it  is  si)ecially  mentioned  (1  Mace.  xv.  23)  in 
the  letters  written  by  the  Romans  on  behalf  of  the 
Jews,  when  Simon  INIaccabreus  renewed  the  treaty, 
which  his  brother  Judas  had  made  with  liome. 
[GoKTYNA.]  See  1  Mace  x.  67.  At  a  later  pe- 
riod Josephus  saj's  {Ant.  xvii.  12,  §  1,  B.  J.  ii.  7, 
§  1)  that  the  Pseudo-Alexander,  Herod's  supposed 
son,  imposed  upon  the  Jews  of  ("rete,  when  on  his 
way  to  Italy.  And  later  still,  Philo  {Ltg.  iid  Cai. 
§  36)  makes  the  Jewish  envoys  say  to  Caligula 
that  all  the  more  noted  islands  of  the  Mediterra- 
nean, including  Crete,  were  full  of  Jews.  Thus 
the  special  mention  of  Cretans  (Acts  ii.  11)  among 
those  who  were  in  Jerusalem  at  the  great  Pentecost 
is  just  what  we  should  expect. 

No  notice  is  given  in  the  Acts  of  any  more  direct 
evangelization  of  Crete ;  and  no  absolute  proof  can 
be  adduced  that  St.  Paul  was  ever  there  before  his 
voyage  from  Csesarea  to  Puteoli ;  though  it  is  quite 
possil)le  that  he  may  have  visited  the  island  in  the 
course  of  his  residences  at  Corinth  and  Ephesus. 
For  the  speculations  which  have  been  made  hi  ref- 
erence to  this  point,  we  must  refer  to  what  is  written 
in  the  articles  on  Titus,  and  Titus,  Epistle  to. 
The  circumstances  of  St.  Paul's  recorded  visit 
were  briefly  as  follows.  The  wind  being  contrary 
when  he  was  off  Cnidus  (Acts  xxvii.  7),  the  ship 
was  forced  to  run  dowTi  to  Cape  Salmone,  and 
thence  under  the  lee  of  Crete  to  Fair  Havens, 
which  was  near  a  city  called  Las.ka  (ver.  8). 
Thence,  after  some  delay,  an  attempt  was  made, 
on  the  wind  becoming  favoralile,  to  reach  Phu>nice 
for  the  purpose  of  wintering  there  (ver.  12);  but  a 
sudden  gale  from  the  N.  E.  [Winds]  coming 
down  from  the  high  ground  of  Crete  (kot'  outtjs), 
in  the  neighborhood  of  Mount  Ida,  drove  the  ship 
to  the  little  island  of  Clauda  (vv.  13-10),  whence 
she  drifted  to  Malta.  It  is  inipossi1)le  to  say  how 
far  this  short  stay  at  Fair  Ha^ens  may  have  afforded 
opportunities  for  preaching  the  (Josiiel  at  I^asaea  or 
elsewhere. 

The  next  point  of  connection  between  St.  Paul 
and  this  island  is  found  in  the  epistle  to  Titus.  It 
is  evident  from  Tit.  i.  5,  that  the  Apostle  himself 
was  here  at  no  long  interval  of  time  before  he  wrote 
the  letter.  We  believe  this  to  have  been  between 
the  first  and  second  imprisonments.  In  the  course 
of  the  letter  (Tit.  i.  12)  St.  Paul  adduces  from 
F>pimenides,  a  Cretan  sage  and  poet  {0(7os  aHjp, 
Plat.  Le(/f/.  i.  642),  a  quotation  in  which  the  vices 
of  liis  countrymen  are  described  in  dark  colors. 
The  truth  of  what  is  said  by  F'pimenides  is  abun- 
dantly confirmed  by  the  passages  collected  (iv.  10) 
in  Meursius's  great  work  on  Crete  (Jleursii  Opera, 
Florence,  1744,  vol.  iii.).  He  has  also  a  chapter 
(iv.  4)  on  the  early  Christian  history  of  the  island. 
Titus  was  much  honore<l  here  during  the  middle 
ages.  The  cathedral  of  Megalo-Castron  was  dedi- 
cated to  him :  and  his  name  was  the  watchword  of 
the  Cretans,  when  they  fought  against  the  Vene- 
tians, who  themselves  seem  to  have  i)laced  him 
alKjve  St.  Mark  in  Candia,  when  they  became  mas- 
ters of  the  island.  See  P.oshley's  Tnirels  in  CreU, 
i.  6,  175  (Ix)ndon,  1837).  In  addition  to  this 
valuable  work,  we  nmst  refer  to  Hoeck's  Kretn  (Giit- 
tingen,  182!)),  and  to  some  jKipers  translated  from 
the  Italian,  and  published  by  Mr.  E.  Falkener  in  the 


a  Unless  perhaps  the  sis  may  have  reference  more   loud  squealing  may  appear  to  some  to  be  indlcatlTS  ol 
particularly  to  soiiic  Hptcies  of  swift  (Cypselus),  whose  I  restless  grief. 
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Mcond  volume  of  the  Museum  of  Classical  Anti- 
quities (London,  185G).  J-  S.  H. 

*  Kangabes  in  his  'EWTjuiKd  (iii-  453-579)  has 
sketched  the  ancient  history  and  the  geographical 
features  of  Crete  (nipuntains,  rivers,  promontories, 
and  harbors,  with  an  enumeration  of  the  cities  and 
villages),  and  (though  some  readjustment  may  be 
necessary  for  the  present  time)  furnishes  valuable 
statistics  respecting  the  population  of  the  island  at 
difterent  jwriods  (Greeks  and  Turks),  its  monastic 
establishments,  products,  exports,  imports,  and  the 
like.  This  author  represents  KaA.ol  Aifxfves  as  an 
insecure  roadstead,  to  which  vessels  resorted  only 
in  great  distress,  in  accordance  with  its  reputa- 
tion among  seamen  in  Paul's  time  (Acts  xxvii.  8). 
He  supposes  the  Lastea  which  was  near  there  to 
be  the  "  Lisia"  of  the  Peutinger  Table,  but  says 
nothing  of  any  place  still  known  by  that  name 
(Las.ka).  He  mentions  the  interesting  fact  that 
Phoenix  or  Phoenice  (Acts  xxvii.  12)  had  its  own 
bishops  at  an  early  period,  and  that  one  of  them 
named  I>eon  was  present  at  the  second  Nicene 
Council.  He  speaks  of  this  Phoenix  as  near  IaUvo 
(,Aovrp6y),  but  evidently  had  no  idea  that  they 
were  identical  (see  Pikenice).  The  opinion  of  so 
eminent  an  archseologist  on  these  points  deserves 
to  be  considered.  The  more  recent  publications  of 
Capt.  Spratt,  R.  N.  {Sidling  Directkms  for  the 
Island  of  Crete,  and  Travels  and  Researches  in 
Crete)  have  added  largely  to  our  knowledge  of 
the  topography  of  the  island.  Mr.  Smith  has 
availed  himself  of  these  later  discoveries,  with  good 
effect,  in  his  admirable  work  on  the  Voyage  and 
Shipwreck  of  St.  Paul  (M  ed.  1866). 

One  of  the  observations  reported  by  navigators 
is  that  on  the  south  side  of  Crete  a  light  southerly 
wind  is  often  succeeded  by  a  typhoon,  which  strikes 
down  from  the  high  mountains  on  the  island,  as 
happened  to  Paul's  vessel  in  going  fi-om  Fair  Ha- 
vens to  Phcenice  (Acts  xxvii.  1-3,  14).  It  is  said 
that  this  fact  favors  the  interpretation  of  e^aXe 
KUT  atiTrjs  (mentioned  in  the  article  above  and 
adopted  in  several  of  the  later  English  Commenta- 
ries) which  refers  avrrjs  to  the  island  (down  from 
it)  and  not  to  the  ship.  (  Voyage  ami  Shipwreck  of 
St.  Paul,  3d  ed.  p.  99).  It  was  true,  no  doubt,  that 
the  wind  in  that  instance  came  from  the  high  land 
on  shore,  but  it  does  not  follow  that  Kar  avrris 
points  out  that  circumstance.  No  proof  has  been 
given  that  ffdWai,  as  said  of  winds,  was  actually 
used  thus  with  the  genitive  of  the  quarter  whence 
the  wind  came.  Lechler's  view  (Der  Apostel  Ge- 
schichten,  p.  348,  in  Lange's  Bibelwerk)  seems  to 
be  more  correct,  that  ahTvis  refers  to  the  vessel 
which  the  wind  struck  and  drove  out  to  sea,  with 
vavs  as  the  mental  antecedent,  which  (actually  em- 
ployed in  ver.  41)  could  so  esisily  take  the  place  here 
of  Luke's  usual  irKolov.  This  is  the  explanation 
also  of  Winer  {N.  Test.  Gram.  §  47,  5,  h)  and  of 
Buttmann  {Neulest.  Gram.  p.  127).  It  is  known  to 
the  writer  that  Prof.  Sophocles  of  Harvard  College 
interprets  Luke  here  in  the  same  manner.       H. 

'  CRETES  (Kprirfs:  Cretes),  inhabitants  of 
Crete  (Acts  ii.  11),  where  probably  Jews  and  pros- 
elytes are  meant  (comp.  'Pco^atot  ='lovda7oi  re  Kol 
irpocrriAvTOL  in  the  previous  verse) ;  while  for  the 
game  term  we  have  Cretians  (A.  V.)  in  Tit.  i.  12, 
applied  there  to  native  Greeks.  "  Cretans  "  would 
\ie  a  better  rendering,  says  Trench  (Auth.  Vers. 
p.  78,  ed.  18-59),  in  both  passages.  The  subscrip- 
tion to  the  Epistle  to  Titus  (A.  V.)  states  that  it 
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was  ^vritten  to  him  as  the  "  first  bishop  or  overseer 
of  the  church  of  the  Cretians."  For  the  character 
of  the  ancient  Cretans,  see  Crete.  H. 

*  CRE'TIANS.     [Cketes.] 

*  CRIB.     This  is  the  rendering  (A.  V.)  of 

D^3M,  e.  g.  in  Is.  i.  3.     The  word  denotes  (from 

03^^,  to  fodder)  the  place  from  which  cattle  and 
horses  were  accustomed  to  eat  their  food,  but  throws 
no  light  on  the  sort  of  structure  provided  for  that 
purpose.  It  was,  no  doubt  (for  such  usages  in  the 
I'^st  remain  the  same  from  age  to  age),  a  box  or 
trough  "  built  of  small  stones  and  mortar,"  or  hol- 
lowed out  of  an  entire  block,  such  as  the  farmers 
of  the  country  use  at  the  present  time.  Dr.  Thom- 
son mentions  an  incident  connected  with  these  con- 
trivances which  illustrates  a  Scripture  passage.  At 
Tiberias,  as  "the  droves  of  cattle  and  donkeys 
came  down  from  the  green  hills  "  at  night,  "  I  hur- 
ried after  them  .  .  .  and  no  sooner  had  we  got 
within  the  walls  than  the  droves  began  to  disperse. 
Every  ox  knew  perfectly  well  his  owner,  his  house, 
and  the  way  to  it,  nor  did  he  get  bewildered  for  a 
moment  in  the  mazes  of  these  narrow  and  crooked 
alleys.  As  for  the  asses,  they  walked  straight  to 
the  door,  and  up  to  their  master's  crib.  ...  I  fol- 
lowed one  company  clear  into  their  habitation,  and 
saw  each  take  his  appropriate  manger,  and  b^in  his 
evening  meal  of  dry  til/n.  Isaiah  (i.  3,  4)  says  in  all 
this  they  were  wiser  than  their  owners,  who  neither 
knew  nor  considered,  but  forsook  the  Lord,  and 
provoked  the  Holy  One  of  Israel."  —  Land  and 
Book,  ii.  97. 

The  "mangers"  of  the  N.  T.  were  probably  like 
the  "cribs"  of  the  Old.  The  new  Paris  edition 
of  Stephens's  Thesaurus  Grmae  JJngtice  adopts 
the  representation  in  Suicer's  Thes.  Kccles.  ii.  1420, 
that  (parvT)  is  "  properly  a  hollow  place  in  the  stable 
which  contains  the  food  of  animals;  "  that  "it  is  a 
part  of  the  stable,  and  each  of  the  horses  has  his 
own  (pdryri  or  table,  as  it  were,  before  him.  Here 
(pdrvT)  and  rpdireQx  (crib  and  table)  are  used  in- 
terchangeably." But  while  the  writers  admit 
that  sense  in  Luke  xiii.  15  (where  the  A.  V.  has 
"  stall ")  they  regard  the  word  as  employed  out  of  its 
proper  signification  in  the  passages  relating  to  the 
nativity  of  our  Lord,  and  as  "  standing  there  by 
metonymy  for  a  stable  in  which  was  a  crib."  But 
such  an  exception  to  the  usual  meaning  is  the  less 
necessary  here,  because  the  locality  of  the  ipdrvri 
may  imply  the  stall,  if  for  any  reason  that  be  re- 
quired. Undoubtedly  the  true  conception  of  the 
history  is  that  the  holy  family,  excluded  from  the 
part  of  the  caravanserai  (KaraAu/xa)  allotted  to 
travellers,  repaired  to  the  part  where  the  animals 
were,  and  the  birth  taking  place  there,  the  new- 
born child  was  laid  in  one  of  the  feeding-troughs 
within  reach.  They  are  not  ill  adapted  to  such  a 
use ;  for  Dr.  Thomson  states  (Land  and  Book,  ii. 
98)  that  "his  own  children  have  slept  in  them  in 
his  rude  summer  retreats  on  the  mountains."  The 
Arabic  translation  from  the  Vulgate  by  the  INIaro- 
nite  bishop  Serkis  en-Kurr  (under  Pope  Urban 
VIII.)  adjusts  the  rendering  to  this  view  of  the 
word.  Dr.  Van  Dyck  says  that  he  has  no  doubt 
of  the  correctness  of  such  a  translation."  The 
writer  found  this  to  be  a  common  use  of  tpdrvt} 
among  the  modem  Greeks.  Biel  (Thts.  Phihl. 
iii.  534)  states  very  correctly  the  Sept.  usage,  and 
in  accordance  with  the  foregoing  view.  H. 


a  *  From  a  note  of  Dr.  Van  Dyck  to  the  writer. 
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CRIMSON.     [Coix>Ks.] 

•  CRISPING-PINS.  The  Hebrew  word  so 
translated  in  Is.  iii.  22;  D'*I2"'"in,  cbanttm,  de- 
notes the  reticules,  often,  probably,  elegant  and 
highly  ornamented,  carried  by  the  Helirew  ladies. 
In  2  K.  V.  23,  the  only  other  passage  in  which  it 
accurs,  it  is  rendered  buys.     See  Bag,  1.         A. 

CRIS'PUS  (Kpicrwos  \crhped,  curled] ;  found 
also  in  the  Talmudists  under  the  forms  S2D"^^p 

and  '•DD'^np.),  ruler  of  the  Jewish  synagogue  at 
Corinth  (Acts  xviii.  8);  baptized  with  his  family 
by  St.  Paul  (1  Cor.  i.  14).  According  to  tradi- 
tion, he  became  afterwards  Bishop  of  Jigina 
{Const.  Ajmt.  vii.  46).  H.  A. 

*  His  office  {a.pT(i(rvvd.y(t}yo^)  sliows  that  he  was 
a  Jew,  and  his  foreign  name  that  he  or  his  ances- 
tors had  mingled  freely  with  other  nations.  The 
guarded  manner  in  which  Paul  speaks  in  1  Cor.  i. 
14,  would  lead  us  to  think  that  he  baptized  Crispus 
only,  and  not  those  of  his  family  also  who  believed 
(Acts  xviii.  8).  H. 

CROSS  ((TTavpSs,  (r»c(5A.oi^).  Except  the  Latin 
O'ux  there  was  no  word  definitively  and  invariably 
applied  to  this  instrument  of  punishment.  The 
Greek  word  aravpSs  is  derived  from  'la-TTtm,  and 
properly,  like  ffK6Ko\\/,  means  merely  a  stake  (Horn. 
0(1.  xiv.  11;  //.  xxiv.  4.5-3).  Hence  Eustathius 
defines  aravpoi  to  !«  opQa  kclI  aira>^vfj,fj.eva  ^u\a, 
and  Hesych.  ul  KaTaircjrrtyoTes  ffKoXoins,  X°-P°-' 
Kfs.  Tlie  Greeks  use  the  word  to  translate  both 
palus  and  crux ;  e.  g.  aTavpw  irpoaSelv  in  Dion 
Cass.  (xlix.  22)  is  exactly  equivalent  to  the  Latin 
ad  paluin  delignre.  In  IJvy  even  cnix  means  a 
tnwe  stake  ("  in  tres  sustoUi  cruces,"  xxviii.  29), 
just  as,  vice  versa,  the  Fathers  use  ckSXo^  and 
evt-n  stipes  ("  de  stipite  [Xjndens  " )  of  a  cross  proper. 
(In  consequence  of  this  vagueness  of  meaning,  im- 
paling (Herod,  ix.  70)  is  sometimes  spoken  of, 
loosely,  as  a  kind  of  crucifixion,  and  avcuTKoKoirl- 
^eiv  is  nearly  equivalent  to  avacrTavpodv;  "alii  per 
obscoena  stipitem  egerunt,  alii  brachia  patibulo  ex- 
plicuerunt,"  Sen.  dmsol.  ad  Marc,  xx.;  and  J\p. 
xiv.).  Other  words  occasionally  applied  to  the 
cross  are  patibidum  and  farcn,  pieces  of  wood  in 
the  shape  of  n  (or  Y)  and  A  resjiectively  {Dl<j.  48, 
tit.  13;  I'laut.  Mil.  Gl.  ii.  47;  and  in  Sail.  fr.  ap. 
Non.  iv.  35.5,  "  patibulo  eminens  affligebatur  "  seems 
clearly  to  imply  crucifixion).  After  the  abolition 
of  this  mode  of  death  by  Constantine,  Trebonianus 
substituted /ttrca ^f/fw/<«,  for  crucijit/endos,  wher- 
ever the  word  occurred.  Jlore  generally  the  cross 
b  called  arbor  infelix  (Liv.  i.  20;  Sen.  Ep.  101), 
or  lifftium  in/'elix  (Cic.  jter  Rah.  3);  and  in  Greek 
^i\ov  (Deut.  xxi.  22).  'llie  Lathers,  in  controversy, 
used  to  quote  the  words  o  Kvptoi  ifiaalKtvafv 
(oirb  Tou  ivKov).,  from  I's.  xiv.  10,  or  Ps.  xcvi., 
as  a  prophecy  of  the  cross ;  but  these  words  are 
"  adulterina  et  Christiana  devotione  addita ; "  though 
Genelwardus  thought  them  a  prophetic  addition  of 
the  LXX.,  and  Agellius  conjectures  tliat  they  read 

y'S  for  V^  (Schleusner'g  Thes.).     The  Hebrews 

bad  no  word  for  a  cross  more  definite  than  \^V, 
"  wood  "  (Gen.  xl.  19,  Ac.),  and  so  they  called  the 
transverse  l)eam8  3^.371  '^T\Q3,  "  warp  and  woof" 

(Pearson,  On  the  Creed,  art.  iv.),  like  ^v\ov  SiSv- 
uov,  LXX.  Crux  is  the  root  of  crucio,  and  is 
ofien  used  proverbially  for  what  is  most  painful  (as 
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"  summum  jus,  summa  crux,"  Colum.  i.  7 ;  "  quserere 
in  malo  crucem,"  Ter.  Phonn.  iii.  3,  11),  and  as  a 
nickname  for  villains  ("Quid  ais,  crux?"  Plaut. 
Pen.  ii.  5,  17).  Karer  terms  are  &Kpiov  (luiseb. 
viii.  8),  aavts  (?),  and  Gabalus  (Varro  ap.  Non.  ii. 
373;  Maerinus  ap.  Capitol.  Macr.  11).     This  last 

word  is  derived  from  v53,  "  to  complete." 

As  the  emblem  of  a  slave's  death  and  a  murder- . 
er's  punishment,  the   cross  was  naturally  looked 
upon  with  the  profoundest  horror,  and  closely  con- 
nected "  with  the  ideas  of  pain,  of  guilt,  and  of 
ignominy  "  (Gibbon,  ii.  153 ;  "  Nomen  ipsum  crucis 
absit  non  modo  a  corpore  civium  Romanonnn,  sed 
etiam  a  cogitatione,  oculis,  auribus,"  C'k.  2>ro  Rab. 
5).     But  after  the  celebrated  vision  of  Constantine 
(Euseb.  Vit.  Const,  i.  27-30),  he  ordered  his  friends 
to  make  a  cross  of  gold  and  gems,  such  as  he  had 
seen,  and  "  the  towering  eagles  resigned  the  flags 
unto  the  cross  "  (Pearson),  and  "the  tree  of  curs- 
ing and  shame  "   "  sat  upon  the  sceptres  and  was 
engraved  and  signed  on  the  foreheads  of  kings" 
(Jer.  Taylor,  Life  of  Chi-ist,  iii.  xv.  1).     The  new 
standards  — 
"  In  quibus  effigies  crucis  aut  gemmata  refulget, 
Aut  longis  solido  ex  auro  pwefertur  ab  hastis,"' 
(Prudent,  in  Sijmm.  ii.  464  ff.) 
were  called  by  the  name  Labarum,  and  may  be 
seen    engraved   in   Baronius 
{Ann.  Eccl.  A.  d.  312,  No. 
36),  or  represented   on   the 
coins     of    Constantine     the 
Great   and   his   nearer  suc- 
cessors.      The    I^abarum    is 
described  in  Euseb.  ( V.  Con- 
stant, i.  25),  and,  besides  the 
pendent  cross,  supported  the 
celebrated    em- 
broidered mon- 
A  '^^  n  ogram  of  (Jhrist 
(Gibbon,  ii.  154; 
"  Transversa  X 
littera,  summo  capite  circum- 
flexo,"    Caecil.),    which   was 
also  inscribed  on  the  shields 
and  helmets  of  the  legions :  — 

"  Christus  purpureum    gem- 

nianti  tectus  in  auro 

Siguabat  labariun ;  clypeo- 

rum  insignia  Chritus 
Scrip.serat,  ardebat  sununis 
crux  addita  eristis." 
(Prudent.  I.  c.) 

i.>,ih.,«^6.x»^-T«p,..  o-™' "  5?'" '»  "■• 
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The  I^barum. 


was  even  more  prominently 
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honoretl  ;  for  Jerome  says,  "  Hegum  purpunis  et 
ardentes  diadematura  genmi.is  patibuli  Salvatoris 
pictura  condeconit  "  {F.p.  ad  Ijr.tiim). 

We  may  tabulate  thus  the  various  descriptions  • 
of  cross  (Ups.  de  Ci-uce,  i. ;  Godwyn's  Musts  and 
Aaron) :  — 

Crux. 


I 
1.  Simplex. 


Com  pacta. 


2.  Decussata,  3.  Coiiiiuisaa,  4.  InimUga, 
Andreana,  or  and  aiisata.  or  capitata. 
Burgundian. 

1.  The  crux  simplex,  or   mere  stake  "of  one 
single  piece  without  transom,"  was  probably  the 
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original  of  the  reit.  Sometimes  it  was  merely  driven  I 
through  the  man's  chest,  but  at  other  times  it  was 
driven  longitudinally,  Sia  ^<£x*'*'^  '^"^  vdrov 
(Hesj-ch.  s.  V.  ffK6Ko\l/),  coming  out  at  the  mouth 
(Sen.  Fp.  xiv.),  a  method  of  punishment  called 
avaffKivSvKfvffis,  or  infixlo.  The  nffixio  consisted 
merely  of  tyin(/  the. criminal  to  the  stake  {ad pedum 
deligare,  Liv.  xxvi.  13),  from  which  he  hung  by 
his  arms :  the  process  is  described  in  the  little  poem 
of  Ausonius,  Cupido  otwijixus.  Trees  were  nat- 
urally convenient  for  this  purpose,  and  we  read  of 
their  being  applied  to  such  use  in  the  Martyr- 
ologies.  TertuUian  too  tells  us  {Ajwl.  viii.  16)  that 
to  punish  the  priests  of  Saturn,  Tiberius  "  in  eisdem 
arboribus,  obumbratricibus  scelerum,  votivis  crucibus 
explicuit"  (of  Tac.  Germ,  xii.,  "  Proditores  et  trans- 
fuga-s  arboribus  suspendunt ").  How  far  the  expres- 
sion "accursed  tree  "  is  applicable  under  this  head 
is  examined  under  the  word  Crucifixion. 

2.  The  crux  decussata  is  called  St.  Andrew's 
cross,  although  on  no  good  grounds,  smce,  accord- 
ing to  some,  he  was  killed  with  the  sword;  and 
Hippolytus  Says  that  he  was  crucified  upright,  "  ad 
arborem  oUvse."  It  is  in  the  shape  of  the  Greek 
letter  X  (Jerome,  in  Jer.  xxxi. ;  "  X  littera  et  in 
figura  crucem,  et  in  numero  decem  demonstrat," 
Isidor.  Oriff.  i.  3).  Hence  Just.  Mart.  {Dial.  c. 
Tryph.  p.  200)  quotes  Plato's  expression,  e'xi'o^ej' 
avrhv  iv  tw  iraprl,  with  reference  to  the  cross. 
The  Fathers,  with  their  usual  luxuriant  imagination, 
discover  tyijes  of  this  kind  of  cross  in  Jacob's 
blessing  of  Joseph's  sons,  ;^«p(7ii'  (vr]\\ay/ji(vaLs 
(cf.  Tert.  de  Baptismo,  viii.);  in  the  anointing  of 
priests  "  decussatively "  (Su-  T.  Browne,  Garden 
of  Cyrvs);  for  the  rabbis  say  that  kings  were 
anointed    "in    forma    coronae,    sacerdotes   autem 

^3  ]"'^3,  ».  e.  ad  formam  X  Grsecorum"  (Schoett- 
gen's  Ilor.  Ilebr.  et  Talin.  iv.  odf.);  and  in  the 
crossing  of  the  hands  over  the  head  of  the  goat  on 
the  day  of  expiation  (Targ.  Jonath.  ad  Lev.  xvi 
21,  Sx.). 

3.  The  crux  commissi,  or  St.  Anthony's  cross 
(so  called  from  being  embroidered  on  that  saint's 
cope,  Jlrs.  Jameson's  Sacred  Art,  i.  xxxv.),  was  in 
the  shape  of  a  T.  Hence  Lucian,  in  his  amusing 
Ai/c>;  (pwvT)ivT(i>v,  jocosely  derives  ffravp6s  from 
Tov  {airb  r6vT0v  .  .  Kal  T<f  TexvVH-^'''^  "r^  iT0V7)p(^ 
r^v  Tovvpav  iTroDvu/j.iav  (xvveKBiiu),  and  makes 
mankind  accuse  it  bitterly  for  suggesting  to  tyrants 
the  instrument  of  torture  {Jml.  Vocal.  12).  This 
shape  is  often  alluded  to  as  "  the  mystical  Tau " 
( Garden  of  Cyrus ;  "  nostra  autem  T  species  crucis,' ' 
Tert.  ode.  Marc.  iii.  22;  Jer.  in  Ezech.  ix.,  &c.). 
As  that  letter  happens  to  stand  for  300,  opportunity 
was  given  for  more  elaborate  trifling;  thus  the  300 
cubits  of  the  ark  are  considered  t}-pical  (Clem.  Alex. 
Strom,  vi. ;  S.  PauUin.  Kp.  ii.) ;  and  even  Abraham's 
318  servants  (!);  since  318  is  represented  by  tjtj, 
they  deduced  rhv  ixeu  'lr}(rodi'  iv  rots  Svfft  ypdfjr 
fiacrtv  Kal  iy  evl  rhu  <TTavp6v  (Barnab.  Ep.  ix. ; 
Clem.  Alex.  Strom,  vi. ;  Anibros.  Prol.  in  I.  i.  de 
Fide ;  Pearson  (art.  iv.)  On  the  Creed,  in  whose 
notes  these  passages  are  quoted). 

A  variety  of  this  cross  (the  crux  ansata,  "  crosses 
with  circles  on  their  heads")  is  found  "in  ^^^ 
the  sculptures  from  Khorsabad  and  the  IF^ 
ivories  from  Nimroud.  il.  Lajard  ( Observa-  ' 
'iotis  stir  la  Croix  ansee)  refers  it  to  the  Assyrian 
symbol  of  divinity,  the  winged  figure  in  a  circle; 
f)ut  I*lgyptian  antiquaries  quite  reject  the  theory  "' 
'Layard's  Nineveh,  ii.  213,  note).    In  the  Egj-ptian 
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sculptures,  a  similar  object,  called  a  crux  ansata,  is 
constantly  borne  by  divinities,  and  is  variously 
called  "  the  key  of  the  Nile"  (Dr.  Young  in  Encycl. 
Britan.),  "  the  character  of  Venus,"  and  more  cor- 
rectly (as  by  I^croze)  "  the  emblem  of  life."  In- 
deed this  was  the  old  explanation  {ipixr)V€vde7cray 
(TTJIxayai  TduTr]u  •ypa<p7)v  Zw))  iirepxofJ.fi'rif  Sozo- 
men.  Hist.  Eccl.  vii.  15:  so  too  liufinus  (ii.  29), 
who  says  it  was  one  of  the  "  lepartKai  vel  sacer- 
dotalos  litterae").  "Tie  Egyptians  thereby  ex- 
pressed the  powers  and  motion  of  the  spirit  of  the 
world,  and  the  diffusion  thereof  upon  the  celestial 
and  elemental  nature "  (Sir  T.  Browne,  Gard.  of 
Cyrus).  This  too  was  the  signification  given  to  it 
by  the  Christian  converts  in  the  army  of  Theodosius, 
when  they  remarked  it  on  the  temple  of  Serapis, 
according  to  the  story  mentioned  in  Suidas.  The 
same  symbol  has  been  also  found  among  the  Copts, 
and  (perhaps  accidentally)  among  the  Indians  and 
Persians. 

4.  The  criix  immissa  (or  Latin  cross)  differed 
from  the  former  by  the  projection  of  the  S6pv 
ui^TjA-ov  (or  stipes)  above  the  Kepas  iyxapcrtov,  or 
patibulum  (Euseb.  de  V.  Constant,  i.  31).  That 
this  was  the  kind  of  cross  on  which  our  I^rd  died 
is  obvious  (among  other  reasons)  from  the  mention 
of  the  "  title,"  as  pLoced  above  our  Lord's  head,  and 
from  the  almost  unanimous  tradition ;  it  is  repeat- 
edly found  on  the  coins  and  columns  of  Constan- 
tine.  Hence  ancient  and  modern  imagination  has 
been  chiefly  tasked  to  find  symbols  for  this  sort  of 
cross,  and  has  been  eminently  successful.  They 
find  it  typified,  for  instance,  in  the  attitude  of 
Moses  during  the  battle  of  Kephidim  (Ex.  xvii.  12), 
saying  that  he  was  bidden  by  the  Spirit,  jVa  irofrjffri 
TVTTOV  arravpov  Kal  tov  /xtWovTOi  Tratrxeij' 
(Bamab.  Ep.  12;  Just.  Mart.  Biul.  a.  Tryph.  89; 
habitus  crucis,  Tert.  adv.  Marc.  iii.  18).  Finnic. 
Matemus  {de  Errore,  xxi.)  says  (from  the  Tal- 
mudists  V)  that  Jloses  made  a  cross  of  his  rod,  "  ut 
facilius  impetraret  quod  magnopere  {wstularet, 
crucem  sibi  fecit  ex  virga."  He  also  fantastically 
applies  to  the  cross  expressions  in  Hab.  iii.  3-5 ;  Is. 
ix.  6,  &c.  Other  supposed  types  are  Jacob's  ladder 
(Jer.  Com.  in  Ps.  xci. ;  "  Dominus  innixus  seal* 
Christus  crucifixus  ostenditur,"  August.  Serm.  de 
Temp.  Ixxix.);  the  paschal  lamb,  pierced  by  trans- 
verse spits  ((rx'?M"''"'C''M«''''j/  Sixoiws  tw  o-X'^M'*''"' 
TOV  ffTavpov  oirTarai,  Just.  JI.  Dial.  c.  Tryph. 
40) ;  and  "  the  Hebrew  Tenupha,  or  ceremony  of 
their  oblations  waved  by  the  priest  into  the  four 
quarters  of  the  world  after  the  form  of  a  cross  " 
(Vitringa,  Obs.  Sacr.  ii.  9;  Schoettgen,  i.  c).    A 

truer  type  (John  iii.  14)  is  the  elevation  (mD''p"', 
Chald.)  of  the  fiery  serpent  (Num.  xxi.  8,  9).  For 
some  strange  applications  of  texts  to  this  figure  see 
Cjijr.  Testim.  ii.  xx.  ff.  In  Matt.  v.  18,  Jcora  %v 
^  fxia  Kepaia  is  also  made  to  represent  a  cross  (1 
€(TTi  T^  opOhv  ^v\oy  Kal  Kepaia  rh  irXdyiov, 
Theophyl.  in  loc,  &e.).  To  the  four  aKpa  of  the 
cross  they  also  applied  the  v^pos  /cal  ^ddos  Kal 
ttAotos  Kal  fjirji-os  of  Eph.  iii.  18  (as  Greg.  Nyss. 
and  Aug.  Ep.  120);  and  another  of  their  fancies 
was  that  there  was  a  mystical  significance  in  this 
Sipv  TfTpd-n-Aevpou  (Nonn.  In  Joh.  xix.  18),  be- 
cause it  pointed  to  the  four  comers  of  the  world 
("Quatuor  inde  plagas  quadrati  coUigit  orbis," 
Sedul.  iii. ).  In  all  nature  the  sacred  sign  was  found  to 
be  indispensable  {KaravoriaaTe  irdi/Ta  iv  t<^  K6fffjL<f 
el  avev  tov  axiifjiaros  tovtov  Sioi/ceiTai,  Just.  M. 
Apol.  i.  72),  especially  in  such  things  as  involve 
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dignity,  energy,  or  deliverance;  as  tlie  actions  of 
digging,  plowing,  &c.,  the  human  face,  the  an/en- 
««e  of  a  ship  in  full  sail,  &c.  "  Aves  quando  volant 
ad  aetherd  signuui  crucis  assumunt.  Homo  natans, 
vel  orans,  foniia  crucis  vLsitur  "  (Jer.  in  Marc.  xi.). 
"  Signa  ipsa  et  cantabra  et  vexilla  quid  aliud  quam 
inaurat*  cnices  sunt?"  (Min.  Fel.  Oct.  xxix.)- 
SiniiLar  analogies  are  repeated  in  Firm.  JIatern.  de 
Ernyre,  xxi.;  Tert.  (ulv.  Nnt.  i.  12;  Ajwl.  Ifi;  de 
Coron.  Mil.  3,  and,  in  answer  to  the  sneers  of 
those  to  whom  the  cross  was  "foolishness,"  were 
considered  sufficient  proof  that  "  signo  crucis  aut 
ratio  naturalis  nititur  aut  vestra  religio  formatur" 
(Min.  Fel.,  &c.).  The  types  adduced  from  Script- 
ure were  valuable  to  silence  the  difficulties  of  the 
Jews,  to  whom,  in  consequence  of  Deut.  xxi.  22 
(iTriKaTapaTos  6  ffTavpovfifvos),  the  cross  was  an 
especial  "  stumbling-block  "  (Tert.  adv.  Jud.  9). 
IHany  such  fancies  (f .  f/-  the  harmlessness  of  cruci- 
form flowers,  the  southern  cross,  &c.)  are  collected 
in  "  CommunicatUms  with  the  Unseen  Wwld.'" 

Besides  the  four  &Kpa  (or  apices,  Tert.)  of  the 
cross,  was  a  fifth  (irTTy/xa),  projecting  out  of  the 
central  stem,  on  which  the  body  of  the  sufferer 
rested  (e(p'  £  iTroxovvrai  ol  (TTavpovfifvoi,  Just. 
M.  Tryph.  91,  who  {autre  suo)  compares  it  to  the 
horn  of  a  rhinoceros:  sedilis  excessus,  Tert.  adv. 
Nat.  i.  12;  "ubi  requiescit  qui  clavis  affigitur," 
Iren.  atlv.  fheres.  i.  12).  This  was  to  prevent  the 
weight  of  tjie  body  from  tearing  away  the  hands, 
since  it  was  imix>ssible  that  it  "  should  rest  ujwn 
nothing  but  four  great  wounds  "  (Jer.  Taylor,  Life 
of  Cliruit,  iii.  XV.  2,  who  erroneously  quotes  the 
S6pv  TfTpdwKevpov  of  Nonnus).  This  projection 
is  probal)ly  alluded  to  in  the  famous  lines  of  Mae- 
cenas (ap.  Sen.  £j).  101):  — 

"  Vita  dum  superest  bene  est ; 
Hanc  mihi  vel  aciitd 
Si  sedeam  cruce,  sustine." 

Ruhkopf  {ad  foe.)  so  eiplains  it,  and  it  is  not  so 
probable  that  it  refers  to  auourKivSvKevais  as 
Lipsius  thinks  (de  Cruce,  i.  G).  Whether  there 
was  also  a  {nrow6Siov  or  support  to  the  feet  (as  we 
see  in  pictures),  is  doubtful.  Gregory  of  Tours 
mentions  it;  but  he  is  the  earliest  authority,  and 
has  no  weight  (G.  J.  Voss.  Harm.  Passion,  ii. 
7,  28). 

An  inscription,  titidus  or  ehgium  (eiriypa(p7], 
Luke  xxiii. ;  cuVio,  Matt,  xxvii. ;  fi  etriypa^^  ttjs 
ahias,  Mark ;  t^tAoj,  John  xix.  ;  "  Qui  causam 
poenae  indicavit,"  Suet.  Cal.  32;  TriVaf,  Euseb.; 
ypd/i/jLaTa  t^v  aiTiav  ti)v  OavaTi^a foos  SriKovyra, 
Dion  Cass.  liv.  3 ;  tttux'^ov  iviypafnixa  ex'"'» 
Ilesych.;  mv)  was  generally  placed  above  the 
[K-rsoii's  head,  and  briefly  expressed  his  guilt,  as 
oItSs  t'o-Tti' ''AttoA.os  6  Xpiarriavoi  (Euseb.  v.  1), 
'•  Impie  lotutus  pannularius"  (Suet.  Dom.  x.),  and 
generally  was  carried  before  the  criminal  ("prnpce- 
dente  titulo,"  Suet.).  It  was  covered  with  white 
"•ypsum,  and  the  letters  were  black :  hence  Sozomen 
calls  it  \fvKWfi.a  {/list.  Keel.  ii.  1),  and  Nicephorus 
a  XtvKh  crivis  {!{•  Keel.  viii.  29).  But  Nicquctus 
{Tit.  Saiirt.  O-ucis,  i.  6)  says  it  was  white  with 
red  letters. 

A  common  tradition  a.ssigns  the  perpetual  shiver 
of  the  aspen  to  the  fact  of  the  cross  having  lieen 
fonned  of  its  wood.  Eipsius,  however  {de  Cnicc, 
iii.  13),  thinks  it  was  of  oak,  which  was  strong 
enough,  and  common  in  Judaea.  Few  will  attach 
uiy  consequence  to  his  other  reason,  tliat  the  relics 
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appear  to  be  of  oak.  The  legend  to  which  he 
alludes, 

"  Pes  crucis  est  cedrus,  corpus  tenet  alta  cupressus, 
Palma  nianus  retinet,  titulo  Isetatur  oliva,"' 

hardly  needs  refutation.  It  must  not  be  overlooked 
that  crosses  must  have  been  of  the  meanest  and 
readiest  materials,  because  they  were  used  in  such 
marvelous  numbers.  Thus  we  are  told  that  Alex- 
ander Jannaius  crucified  8D0  Jews  (Joseph.  Ant. 
xiii.  14,  §  2);  and  Varus  2000  (id.  xvii.  10,  §  10); 
and  Ilatirian  500  a  day;  and  Titus  so  many  that 
Xcopci  T«  iveXeliTfro  rois  aravpois  Kal  aTavpol 
To7s  (Twixaaiv  (Joseph.  B.  .J.  vi.  28,  where  Re- 
land  rightly  notices  the  strange  retribution,  "  so 
that  they  who  had  nothing  but  '  crucify  '  in  their 
mouth,  were  therewith  paid  home  in  their  own 
bodies,"  Sur  T.  Browne,  Vuhj.  Err.  v.  21).  In 
Sicily,  Augustus  crucified  600  (Oros.  vi.  18). 

It  is  a  question  whether  tying  or  binding  to  the 
cross  was  the  more  common  method.  In  favor  of 
the  first  are  the  expressions  liijnre  and  deligare ; 
the  description  in  Ausonius,  Cvpido  Crucif. ;  the 
Egy])tian  custom  (Xen.  Ephes.  iv.  2);  the  mention 
by  Pliny  (xxviii.  11)  of  spartum  e  cruce  among 
magical  implements ;  and  the  allusion  to  crucifixion 
noted  by  the  fathers  in  John  xix.  24  (Theophyl. 
ad  he.  and  Tert.  "  Tunc  Petrus  ab  altero  cingitur 
cum  cruci  astringitur " ).  On  the  other  side  we 
have  the  expression  irpoa-TjXovcrOat,  and  numljerless 
authorities  (Sen.  de  Vit.  Bentc'i,  19  ;  Artemidor. 
Oneirocr.,  in  several  passages;  Apul.  Met.  iii.  CO; 
Plant.  Mostel.  H.  1,  13,  et  jMis-um).  That  our 
Lord  was  nailed,  according  to  prophecy,  is  certain 
(.John  XX.  25,  27,  &c. ;  Zech.  xii.  10 ;  Ps.  xxii.  16 : 
"  Foderunt  manus  meas  et  pedes,  quae  propria 
atrocitas  crucis,"  Tert.  adv.  Marc.  iii.  19,  &c.; 
iipv^ai/,  LXX. ;  although  the  Jews  vainly  endeavor 

to  maintain  that  here  *^"lMD,  "  like  a  lion,"  is  the 
true  reading,  Sixt.  Senensis  Bibl.  Sand.  viii.  5,  p. 
640).  It  is,  however,  extremely  probable  that  both 
methods  were  u.sed  at  once :  thus  in  Lucan  (vi.  547, 
ft'.)  we  have  mention  both  of  "  nodos  nocentes  "  and 
of  "  insertum  manibus  chalybem":  and  Hilary  (de 
Trin.  x.)  mentions  together  "  colligantum  funiuni 
vincula  et  adactorum  clavorum  vulnera."  We  may 
add  that  hi  the  crucifixion  (as  it  is  sometimes 
called,  Tert.  adr.  Marc.  i.  1,  cf.  Manil.  de  Andrmn. 
V.)  of  Prometheus,  Jischylus,  besides  tlie  nails, 
speaks  of  a  fjiaffxa.\icrr'{ip  (Prom.  79).  AVhen 
either  method  was  used  alone,  the  tying  was  con- 
sidered more  painful  (as  we  find  in  the  Martyrolo- 
gies),  since  it  was  a  "  diutiiius  cruciatus." 

It  is  doubtful  whether  three  or  four  nails  were 
employed.  The  passat;i'  in  I'lnut.  . !/'>■/.  ii.  1.  13, 
i.s,  as  Lipsius  ((/e  Crun .  ii.  U)  sinews,  iiidecisive. 
Nonnus  speaks  of  the  two  foot  {dfxoirKoKffs)  being 
fastened  with  one  nail  (&Cvyi  y6tJ.(pv),  -i'"!  f'reg- 
Naz.  (De  Chi-ist.  pat.)  calls  the  cross  a  ^vKov 
Tpi(Tr)>.ov;  hence  on  gold  and  silver  crosses  the 
nails  were  represented  by  one  ruby  or  carbuncle  at 
each  extremity  (Mrs.  .Tameson,  /.  c).  In  the  "in- 
vention "  of  the  cross,  Socrates  (//.  K.  i.  17)  only 
mentions  the  hand-nails;  and  that  only  two  were 
found  is  argued  by  AViner  (s.  v.  Krevzi(/un(/)  from 
the  TO.  jueV,  to  5(  (instead  of  roiis  /xfv)  in  Theodor. 
//.  E.  i.  17.  liomish  writers,  however,  generally 
follow  Gregory  of  Tours  (De  Glor.  Mart,  vi.)  in 
maintaining  four,  which  may  also  be  implied  by  the 
plural  in  Cypr.  de  Passione  ("  clavis  .  .  .  I)ede9 
terebrantibus " ),  who  also  mentions  three  more, 
used  to  nail  on  the  title.     Cyprian  is  a  very  good 
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authority,  because  he  had  often  been  a  witness  of 
executions.  Tliere  is  a  monograph  on  the  subject 
by  Corn.  Curtius  {de  clavis  dominicis,  Antw.  1670). 
What  has  been  said  sufficiently  disproves  the 
calumny  against  the  Albigenses  in  the  following 
very  curious  passage  of  Lucas  Tudensis  (ii.  contra 
Albig.):  "  Albigensis  primi  pinxerunt  imaginem 
crucifixi  uno  clavo  siniul  utnimque  pedemconfigente, 
et  virginem  Mariam  Monoculam  ( ! )  ;  utrumque 
in  derisionem :  sed  postea  prior  figura  retenta  est, 
et  irrepsit  in  vulgarem  famam."  ((Juoted  by  Jer. 
Taylor,  I.  c.)  On  the  supposed  fate  of  the  nails, 
see  Theodor.  H.  E.  i.  17.  Constantine  fastened 
one  as  a  (pvKaKTJifiioy  on  his  horse's  bridle,  and 
one  (Zcraras  says  some)  on  the  head  of  the  statue 
which  he  intended  to  be  the  palladium  of  Constan- 
tinople, and  which  the  people  usal  to  surround  with 
lighted  torches  (^losheim,  Eccl.  Hist.  ii.  1,  3,  and 
notes).  The  clnvus  pedis  dextri  is  shown  at  Treves 
(Lips.  ii.  9,  note). 

The  story  of  the  so-called  "invention  of  the 
cross,"  A.  1).  326,  is  too  famous  to  be  altogether 
passed  over.  Besides  Socrates  and  Theodoret,  it  is 
mentioned  by  Rufinus,  Sozomen,  Paulinus,  Sulp. 
Severus,  and  Chrysostom,  so  that  Tillemont  {Afem. 
Ecc.  vii.)  says  that  nothing  can  be  move  certain; 
but,  even  if  tlie  story  were  not  so  intrinsically  ab- 
surd (for  among  other  reasons  it  was  a  law  among 
the  Jews  that  the  cross  was  to  be  burnt;  Othonis 
Lex.  li'ib.  s.  v.  SuppUcin),  it  would  require  far  more 
probable  evidence  to  outweigh  the  silence  of  Euse- 
bius.  It  clearly  was  to  the  interest  of  the  Church 
of  Rome  to  maintain  the  belief,  and  invent  the  story 
of  its  miraculous  multiplication,  because  the  sale 
of  the  relics  was  extremely  profitable.  The  story 
itself  is  too  familiar  to  need  rei^eating.  To  this 
day  the  supposed  title,  or  rather  fragments  of  it, 
are  shown  to  the  people  once  a  year  in  the  church 
of  Sta.  Croce  in  (ierusalemme  at  Rome.  On  the 
capture  of  the  true  cross  by  Chosroes  IL,  and  its 
rescue  by  Heraclius,  with  even  the  seals  of  the  ca.se 
unbroken,  and  the  subsequent  sale  of  a  large  frag- 
ment to  I^uis  IX.,  see  Gibbon,  iv.  326,  vi.  66. 
Those  sufficiently  interested  in  the  annals  of  ridicu- 
lous imposture  may  see  further  accounts  in  Baronius 
(.-Inn.  Ecc.  A.  d.  326,  Nos.  42-50),  Jortin,  and 
Schmidt  {Problem,  de  Crucis  Dominicm  Inven- 
tione,  Helmst.  1724);  and  on  the  fate  of  the  true 
cross,  a  paper  read  by  Lord  Mahon  before  the  So- 
ciety of  Antiquaries,  Feb.  1831  (cited  by  Dean 
Milman). 

It  was  not  till  the  6th  century  that  the  emblem 
of  the  cross  became  the  imriye  of  the  crucifix.  As 
a  symbol  the  use  of  it  was  frequent  in  the  early 
Church  ("  frontem  crucis  signaculo  terimus."  Tert. 
de  Cor.  Mil.  3).  It  was  not  till  the  2d  century  that 
any  particular  efficacy  was  attached  to  it  {Gjpe. 
Testim.  ii.  21,  22;  Lact.  Inst.  iv.  27,  &c.;  Mos- 
heim,  ii.  4,  5).  On  its  subsequent  worship  (latria) 
by  the  Church  of  Rome,  see  .Jer.  Taylor's  Diss, 
from  Popery,  i.,  ii.  7,  12;  and  on  the  use  of  the 
sign  in  our  Church,  Hooker's  Eccl.  Pol.  v.  65. 
Some  suppose  an  allusion  to  the  custom  in  Yjz..  ix. 
4  (Poll  Sijnops.  ad  loc.;  Gesen.  s.  v.  iri;  signum 
spec,  cruciforme,  Sixt.  Sen.  ii.  120). 

Besides  tlie  noble  monograph  of  Lipsius,  de  Cruce 
(from  which  we  have  largely  borrowed,  and  whose 
wealth  of  erudition  has  supplied  every  succeeding 
writer  on  the  subject  with  abundant  authorities), 
there  are  works  by  Salmasius  (de  Cruce,  Epp.  3); 
Kippingius  {de  Cntce  et  Cruciariis,  Brem.  1671); 
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Bosius  {de  Cruce  triumphante  et  gloriosd,  Ant- 
werp, 1617);  Gretser  {de  Cruce  Christi);  and 
Bartholinus  (//*/yx)wnfOT(7to  c?e  Cruce);  very  much' 
may  also  be  gleaned  from  the  learned  notes  of 
Bishop  Pearson  {On  the  Creed,  art.  iv.).  Other 
authorities  are  cited  or  alluded  to  in  the  article  it.- 
self.     [CuuciFi.viox.]  F.  W.  F. 

CROWN  (n"n^3?).  This  ornament,  which 
is  both  ancient  and  universal,  probably  originated 
from  the  fillets  used  to  prevent  the  hair  from  being 
dishevelled  by  the  wind.  Such  fillets  are  still  com- 
mon, and  they  may  be  seen  on  the  sculptures  of 
Persejwhs,  Nineveh,  and  Egypt;  they  gradually 
developed  into  turbans  (Joseph.  Ant.  iii.  7,  §  7), 
which  by  the  addition  of  ornamental  or  precious 
materials  assumed  the  dignity  of  mitres  or  crowns. 
The  use  of  them  as  ornaments  probably  was  sug- 
gested by  the  natural  custom  of  encircling  the  head 
with'  flowers  in  token  of  joy  and  triumph.  ("  Let 
us  crown  ourselves  with  rosebuds,"  Wisd.  ii.  8;  3 
Mace.  vii.  16 ;  Jud.  xv.  13,  and  the  classical  wTit- 
ers,  passim;  Winer,  s.  v.  Kranze).  The  first 
crown  was  said  to  have  been  woven  for  Pandora  by 
the  Graces  (comp.  (TTecpai/os  -xapiTtuv,  Prov.  iv.  9 
=  (TTf(pavos  rwv  irt/evfxaTiKciv  xapfO'juaTCOj',  Lex. 
Cyr.).  According  to  I'herecydes,  Saturn  was  the 
first  to  wear  a  crown ;  Diodorus  says  that  Jupiter 
was  first  crowned  by  the  gods  after  the  conquest  of 
the  Titans.  Phny,  Harpocration,  &c.,  ascribe  its 
earliest  use  to  Bacchus,  who  gave  to  Ariadne  a 
crown  of  gold  and  Indian  gems,  and  assumed  the 
laurel  after  his  conquest  of  India.  Leo  ylCgyptius 
attributes  the  invention  to  Isis,  whose  wreath  was 
cereal.  These  and  other  legends  are  collected  by 
TertuUian  from  the  elaborate  treatise  on  crowns  by 
Claud.  Satumius  ("  praestantissimus  in  hac  materia 
commentator  "  )•  Another  tradition  says  that  Nim- 
rod  was  the  first  to  wear  a  crown,  the  shape  of  which 
was  suggested  to  him  by  a  cloud  (ICutychius  Alex- 
andr.  Ann.  i.  63).  TertuUian  in  his  tract  De  Cor. 
Militis  (c.  7  ff.)  argues  against  them  as  unnatural 
and  idolatrous.  He  is,  however,  singularly  unsuc- 
cessful in  trying  to  disprove  the  countenance  given 
to  them  in  Scripture,  where  they  are  constantly 
mentioned.  Hesays"Qui8  .  .  .  episcopus  inven- 
itur  coronatus  ?  "  (c.  9).  But  both  the  ordinary 
priests  and  the  high-priest  wore  them.  The  com- 
mon mitre  (H^S^^,  KiSapis,  Ex-  xxviii.  40,  xxix. 
9,  &c.,  Taivia,  Joseph.  aTp6<piov  h  ol  if  pels  <po- 
povcTi,  Hesych.)  was  a  w7\os  iKcovos,  foiming  a 
sort  of  linen  tceni'i  or  crown   {ari<pavrt),  Joseph. 

Anl.  iii.  7.  The  H^.???  {^vffaivn  ridpa)  of  the 
high-priest  (used  also  of  a  regal  crown,  Ez.  xxi.  26) 
was  much  more  splendid  (Ex.  xxviii.  39 ;  Lev.  ^'iii. 
9 ;  "an  ornament  of  honor,  a  costly  work,  the  de- 
sire of  the  eyes,"  Ecclus.  xlv.  12 ;  "  the  holy  crown," 
Lev.  viii.  9,  so  called  from  the  Tetragrammaton  in- 
scribed on  it;  Sopranes,  de  Be  Vest.  Jud.,  p.  441). 
It  had  a  second  fillet  of  blue  lace  (e'l  vaKivdov 
ireTroiKi\fj.€vos,  the  color  being  chosen  as  a  type  of 

heaven),  and  over  it  a  golden  diadem  \^Xi^,  Ex. 
xxix.  6),  "on  which  blossomed  a  golden  calyx  Uke 
the  flower  of  the  vocrKvafjios^'  (Joseph.  Ant.  iii.  6). 

The  gold  band  (V"^?5  LXX.  TtiraKov,  Orig.  ixatr- 
riipiov.  Das  Stimblatt,  Luther)  was  tied  behind 
with  blue  lace  (embroidered  with  flowers),  and  be- 
ing two  fingers  broad,  bore  the  inscription  (not  in 
bas-relief  as  Abarbanel  says)  "  Holiness  to  the 
Lord."     (Comp.  Rev.  xvii.  5;  Braunius,  de  Vest. 


512 


CROWN 


Saceril.  ii.  22;  ^lainioii.  de  Apparatu  Templi,  ix. 
1;  Reland,  Antiq.  ii.  10;  Carpzov.  Appar.  Ctit.  p. 
85;  Joseph.  B.  J.  v.  5,  §  7;  Philo,  de  Vit.  Mosis, 
ill.  519.)  Some  suppose  that  Josephus  is  describ- 
ing a  later  crown  gi\en  by  Alexander  the  Great  to 
Jaddua.  (Jennings's  Jeic.  Ant.  p.  158.)  The  use 
of  the  crown  by  priests  and  in  religious  services 
was  universal,  and  perhaps  the  badge  belonged  at 


Crowns  worn  by  Assyrian  kings.     (From  Nimroud  and 
Kouyunjik.) 

first  '-rather  to  the  pontificalia  than  the  regaUa." 
Thus  Q.  Fabius  I'ictor  says  that  the  first  crown 
was  used  by  Janns  when  sacrificing.  "A  striped 
head-dress  and  queue,"  or  "a  short  wig,  on  which 
a  band  was  fastened,  ornamented  with  an  asp,  the 
symbol  of  royalty,"  was  used  by  the  kings  of  Egypt 
in  religious  ceremonies  (Wilkinson's  Anc.  h'yypt. 
iii.  354,  Jiy.  13).  The  crown  worn  by  the  kings 
of  Assyria  was  "  a  high  mitre  .  .  .  frequently 
adorned  witli  flowers,  &c.,  and  arranged  in  bands 
of  linen  or  silk.  Originally  there  was  only  one 
band,  but  afterwards  there  were  two,  and  the  orna- 
ments were  richer''  (Layard,  ii.  320,  and  the  illus- 
trations in  Jahn,  Arck.  Germ.  ed.  pt.  i.  vol.  ii.  tab. 
ix.  4  and  8). 

There  are  several  words  in  Scripture  for  a  crown 

Itesides  those  mentioned;  as  "^^?,  the  head-dress 
of  bridegrooms,  Is.  Ixi.  10,  /xlrpa,  LXX.;  Bar.  v. 
2;    Ez.  xxiv.   17  (rplxo/JUi),  and  of  women,   Is. 

iii.  20  {efj.ir\6Kiov'^);     n^^D?,  a  head-dress   of 

great  splendor  (Is.  xxviii.  5);  H^^w*  '^  wreath  of 
flowers  {(TTfcpavos),  Prov.  i.  9,  iv.  9 :  such  wreaths 
were  used  on  festal  occasions  (Is.  xxviii.  1).  H"*?^? 
a  common  tiara  or  turban,  Job  xxix.  14;  Is.  iii. 
23  (but  LXX.  5nr\oh,  dfpiarpov)-     The  words 

1T3.  "ins,  and  SvS'HS,  are  spoken   of  under 
V'*'       V  *.  f  :    :  ~ '  ^ 

Diadem.  The  general  word  is  iTn^V,  and  we 
must  attach  to  it  the  notion  of  a  costly  ttirbnn  irra- 
diated with  jiearls  and  gems  of  priceless  value, 
which  often  form  aigrettes  for  feathers,  as  in  the 
crowns  of  modern  Asiatic  sovereigns.  Such  was 
probably  the  cro\vn,  which  with  its  precious  stones 
weighe<i  (or  rather  "was  worth")  a  talent,  taken 
by  David  from  the  king  of  Ammon  at  Kabbah,  and 
used  as  the  state  crown  of  Judah  (2  Sam.  xii.  30). 
Some  groundlessly  suppose  that  teing  too  heavy  to 
wear,  it  was  suspended  over  his  l)ea<l.  The  royal 
crovm  was  sometimes  buried  with  the  king  (Schick- 
ard,  Jm  Reg.  vi.  19,  421).  Idolatrous  nations  also 
"made  crowns  for  the  head  of  their  gods"  (Ep. 
Jer.  9)  [or  Bar.  vi.  9]. 

Tlie  Jews  boast  that  three  crowns  were  given  to 
them:  rniH  "IDS,  the  crown  of  the  I^iw;  "IHS 
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nSinS,  the  crown  of  priesthood ;  and  iTlD^Xi, 

the  royal  crown,  better  than  all,  which  is  ^HD 

31tD  CtZ7,  the  crown  of  a  good  name  (Carpzov. 
Apparat.  Critic,  p.  60;  Othonis  Lex.  Talm.  s.  v. 
Corona). 

:S,rf<pavos  is  used  in  the  N.  T.  for  every  kind  of 
crown;  but  o-Te'/xjua  only  once  (Acts  xiv.  13)  foV 
the  garlands  used  with  victims.  \n  the  Byzantine 
Court  the  latter  word  was  confined  to  the  imperiid 
crown  (Du  Fresne,  Gloss.  Grcec.  p.  1442).  The 
use  of  funeral  crowns  is  not  mentioned  in  the 
Bible. 

In  Eev.  xii.  3,  xix.  12,  allusion  is  made  to 
"  many  crowns "  worn  in  token  of  extended  do- 
minion. Thus  the  kings  of  Egypt  used  to  be 
crowned  with  the  "  pshent "  or  united  crowns  of 
Upper  and  Lower  Egypt  (Wilkinson,  Anc.  Egypt. 
iii.  351  AT.;  comp.  Layard,  ii.  320);  and  Ptolemy 
Philometor  wore  two  diadems,  one  for  Europe  and 
one  for  Asia.  Similarly  the  three  crowns  of  the 
Papal  tiara  mark  various  accessions  of  power :  the 
first  corona  was  added  to  the  mitra  by  Alexander 
III.,  in  1159;  the  second  by  Boniface  VIII.,  in 
1303 ;  and  the  third  by  Url)an  V.,  in  1362. 

The  laurel,  pine,  or  parsley  crowns  given  to  vic- 
tors in  the  great  games  of  Greece  are  finely  alluded 
to  by  St.  Paul  (1  Cor.  ix.  25;  2  Tim.  ii.  5,  &c.).« 
They  are  said  to  have  originated  in  the  laurel- 
wreath  assumed  by  Apollo  on  conquering  the  Py- 
thon (Tert.  de  Cor.  Mil.  cc.  7,  15).  "Crown"  is 
often  used  figuratively  in  the  Bible  (Prov.  xii.  4, 
xvii.  0;  Is.  xxviii.  5;  Phil.  iv.  1,  &c.).  The  term 
is  also  applied  to  the  rims  of  altars,  tables,  &c. 
(Ex.  XXV.  25,  &c. ;  Deut.  xxii.  8,  •roiTjo'eiy  <ne<pi' 
vt)v  T<^  SiinuTl  <Tov.  "IVqjectura  coronai-um," 
Vitr.  ii.  8;  "  xVngusti  muri  corona,"  Q.  Curt.  ix.  4, 
30).  The  ancients  as  well  as  the  modems  had  a 
coin  called  "  a  crown  "  (Thv  aTtc^avov  hv  6(pei\fTe, 
1  Mace.  xiii.  39,  x.  29,  A.  V.  "crown-tax,"  v. 
Suid.  .f.  V.  ffTt<pavtKhv  rtKefffna).     [Diaokm.] 

The  chief  writers  on  crowns  are  Gaschalius  (de 
Coronis  (ibri  x.)  and  Meui-sius  {de  Corona,  Hafnise, 
16711.  For  others,  see  Fabricius,  Bibl.  Ant.  xiv. 
13.  F.  W.  F. 

CROWN  OF  THORNS  (o-t«>o^oj  ii,  o/cav- 
Qav,  JIatt.  xxvii.  29).  Our  Ix)rd  was  crowned 
with  thorns  in  mockery  by  the  Koman  soldiers. 
The  object  seems  to  have  been  insult,  and  not  the 
infliction  of  pain,  as  has  generally  been  sup{X)sed. 
The  Phamnus  or  Spina  Christi,  although  abundant 
in  the  neighborhood  of  Jerusalem,  camiot  be  the 
plant  intended,  because  its  thorns  are  so  strong  and 
large  that  it  could  not  have  been  woven  (irAe'- 
lai-Tes)  into  a  wreath.  The  large-leaved  acanthus 
(bear's-foot)  is  totally  unsuited  for  the  purpose. 
Ilad  the  acacia  been  intended,  as  some  supjwse,  the 
phra.se  would  have  been  i^  aK6.v0r)s.  Obviously 
some  small  flexile  thorny  shrub  is  meant ;  jjerhapa 
cappnres  spimiste  (Keland's  Pahestina,  ii.  523). 
Hasselquist  (Travels,  p.  260)  says  that  the  thorn 
used  was  the  Arabian  A'abk.  "  It  was  very  suit- 
able for  their  purpose,  as  it  has  many  sharp  thorns 
which  inflict  painful  wounds;  and  its  flexible, 
pliant,  and  round  branches  might  easily  be  plaited 
in  the  form  of  a  crown."  It  also  rcsemliles  the 
rich  dark  green  of  the  triumphal  ivy-wreath,  which 
would  give  additional  pungency  to  its  ironic;U  pur- 

«  •  On  Paul's  use  of  metaphors  Uerived  from  thte 
source,  see  Games  (Amer.  ed.).  H- 
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pose  (Eosenmuller,  Botany  of  Script,  p.  202,  Eng. 
ed.).  On  tlie  Empress  Helena's  supposed  discov- 
ery of  the  crown  of  thorns,  and  its  subsequent  fate, 
see  Gibbon,  11.  506,  vi.  66,  ed.  Milman. 

F.  W.  F. 

CRUCIFIXION  {(Travpovv,  avaa-ravpovv, 
ffKoKmi^fiv,  iTpo(Ti)Xovv  (and,  less  properly,  ava- 
aKiv^vMvtiv)  •  cruci  or  patibulo  affiyere,  sujfigtre, 
or  simply  fgere  (Tert.  de  Fat.  ill.),  ct-uciure 
(Auson.),  ad  palum  aUigare,  C7-ucem  alicui  stat- 
uere,  in  ci"ucem  agere,  tolkre,  &c. :  the  sufferer  was 
called  cvudm-ius).  The  variety  of  the  phrases 
shows  the  extreme  commonness  of  the  punishment, 
the  invention  of  which  is  traditionally  ascribed  to 
Semiramis.  It  was  in  use  among  the  Egyptians 
(as  in  the  case  of  Inaras,  Thuc.  i.  30;  Gen.  xl. 
19),  the  Carthaginians  (as  in  the  case  of  Hanno, 
Ac.,  Val.  Max.  ii.  7;  Sil.  Ital.  ii.  344),  the  Per- 
sians (Polycrates,  &c.,  Herod,  iii.  125,  iv.  43 ;  Esth. 
vii.  10,  ffTavpaidriTCi)  in  aurJ,  LXX.  v.  14),  the 
Assyrians  (Diod.  Sic.  ii.  1),  Scythians  {id.  ii.  44), 
Indians  {id.  ii.  18),  (Winer,  s.  v.  Kreuzigung,) 
Germans  (possibly,  Tac.  Germ.  12),  and  very  fre- 
quent from  the  earliest  times  {reste  suspendito,  Liv. 
i.  26)  among  the  Greeks  and  Romans.  Cicero, 
however,  refers  it,  not  (as  Livy)  to  the  early  kings, 
but  to  Tarquinius  Superbus  {pro  Rab.  4);  Aurel. 
Victor  Calls  it  "  Vetus  veterrimumque  (an  teten-.  ?) 
patibulorum  supplicium."  Both  Kpf/MV  and  sus- 
pendere  (Ov.  ihis,  299)  refer  to  death  by  crucijix- 
ion ;  thus  in  speaking  of  Alexander's  crucifixion  of 
2000  Tyrians,  avfKpeixacrev  in  Diod.  Sic.  answers 
to  the  crucibus  aj/ixus,  Q.  Curt.  iv.  4. 

Whether  this  mode  of  execution  was  known  to 
the  ancient  Jews  is  a  matter  of  dispute,  on  which 
Winer  quotes  a  monograph  by  Bormitius.  It  is  as- 
serted to  have  been  so  by  13aronius  {Annal.  i.  xxxiv.), 
Sigonius  {de  Rep.  Htbr.  vi.  8),  &c.,  who  are  re- 
futed by  Casaubon  (c.  Baron.  Exerc.  xvi. ;  Carp- 
zov.  Apparat.  Grit.  p.  591).     The  Hebrew  words 

said  to  allude  to  it  are  H?^  (sometimes  with  the 

T  T    "• 

addition  of  V?"^  ^^  i  bence  the  Jews  in  polemics 

caU  our  Lord  ""ibn,  and  Christians  "^1^/1  "^i:3'l3?, 

"worshippers  of  the  crucified  ")  and  3717^,  both  of 
which  in  A.  V.  are  generally  rendered  "to  hang" 
(2  Sam.  xviii.  10;  Deut.  xxi.  22;  Xum.  xxv.  4; 
Job  xxvi.  7);  for  which  a-ravpow  occurs  in  the 
LXX.  (Esth.  vii.  10),  and  cruclfixerunt  in  the 
Vulg.  (2  Sam.  xxi.  6,  9).  The  Jewish  account  of 
the  matter  (in  Maimonides  and  the  Rabbis)  is,  that 
the  exposure  of  tlie  body  tied  to  a  stake  by  its 
hands  (which  might  loosely  be  called  crucifixion), 
took  place  after  death  (lightfoot,  Hor.  Htbr.  in 
Matt,  xxvii.  31 ;  Othonis  Lex.  Rab.  s.  v.  Supplicia  ; 
Beland,  Ant.  ii.  6 ;  Sir  T.  Browne,  Vulg.  Errors,  v. 
21).  Even  the  placing  of  a  head  on  a  single  up- 
right pole  has  been  called  crucifixion.  This  cus- 
tom of  crucifixion  after  deatfi  (which  seems  to  be 
implied  in  Deut.  xxi.  22,  23),  was  by  no  means 
rare ;  men  were  frst  killed  in  mercy  (Suet.  Cas. ; 
Herod,  iii.  125;  Pint.  Cleom.  38).  According  to 
a  strange  story  in  Pliny  (xxxvi.  15,  §  24),  it  was 
adopted  by  Tarquin,  as  a  post  mortem  disgrace,  to 
prevent  the  prevalence  of  suicide.  It  seems  on  the 
whole  that  the  Rabbis  are  correct  in  asserting  that 
this  exposure  is  intended  in  Scripture,  since  the 
Mosaic  capital  punishments  were  four  (namely,  the 
■word,  Ex.  xxi.,  strangling,  fire,  I^v.  xx.,  and  ston- 
ing, Deut.  xxi.).  Philo  indeetl  says  {de  Leg.  spec.) 
33 
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that  Moses  adopted  crucifixion  as  a  murderer's  pun- 
ishment, because  it  was  the  tvwst  he  could  discover; 
but  the  passage  in  Deut.  (xxi.  23)  does  not  prove 
his  assertion.  Probably  therefore  the  Jews  bor- 
rowed it  from  the  Romans  (Joseph.  Ant.-sx.  6,  §  2; 
de  Bell.  Jiul.  ii.  12,  §  6;  Vit.  75,  &c.),  although 
there  may  have  been  a  few  isolated  instances  of  it 
before  (Joseph.  Ant.  xiii.  14,  §  2). 

It  was  unanimously  considered  the  most  horrible 
form  of  death,  worse  even  than  burning,  since  the 
"cross"  precedes  "burning"  in  the  law-books 
(Lips,  de  Cruce,  ii.  1).  Hence  it  is  called  "crude- 
lissimum  teterrimumque  supplicium  "  (Cic.  Fe?T.  v. 
66),  "extrema  poena"  (Apul.  rfe  Ars.  Asin.  x.), 
"summum  supphcium "  (Paul.  Sent.  v.  tit.  xxi., 
(fee.) ;  and  to  a  Jew  it  would  acquire  factitious  horror 
from  the  curse  in  Deut.  xxi.  2.3.  Among  the  Ro- 
mans also  the  degradation  was  a  part  of  the  inflic- 
tion, since  it  was  especially  a  sei-vile  supplicium 
(Tac.  H.  iv.  11;  Juv.  vi.  218;  Hor.  Sat.  i.  3,  8,  &c.; 
Plant,  passim),  so  that  even  a  freedman  ceased  to 
dread  it  (Cic.  pro  Rab.  5) ;  or  if  applied  to  freemen, 
only  in  the  case  of  the  vilest  crimmals,  thieves, 
&c.  (Joseph.  Ant.  xvii.  10,  §  10;  B.  J.  v.  11,  §  1; 
Paul.  Sent.  v.  tit.  xxiii. ;  Lamprid.  Alex.  Sev.  23). 
Indeed  exemption  from  it  was  the  privilege  of  every 
Roman  citizen  by  the  jus  civitatis  (Cic.  Verr.  ii. 
1,  3).  Our  Lord  was  condemned  to  it  by  the  pop- 
ular cry  of  the  Jews  (Matt,  xxvii.  23,  as  often  hap- 
pened to  the  early  Christians)  on  the  charge  of  se- 
dition against  Caesar  (Luke  xxiii.  2),  although  the 
Sanhedrim  had  previously  condemned  him  on  the 
totally  distinct  charge  of  blasphemy.  Hundreds 
of  Jews  were  crucified  on  this  charge,  as  by  Floras 
(Joseph.  Bell.  Jud.  ii.  14,  §  9)  and  Varus,  who 
crucified  2000  at  once  {Ant.  xvii.  10,  §  10). 

We  now  purpose  briefly  to  sketch  the  steps  of 
the  punishment,  omitting  only  such  parts  of  it  as 
have  been  already  detailed  under  Ckoss. 

The  scarlet  robe,  crown  of  thorns,  and  other  in- 
sults to  which  our  Lord  was  subjected  were  illegal, 
and  arose  from  the  spontaneous  jjetulance  of  the 
brutal  soldiery.  But  the  punishment  properly  com- 
menced with  scourging,  after  the  criminal  had  been 
stripped;  hence  in  the  common  form  of  sentence 
we  find  "  summove,  lictor,  despolia,  verbera,"  &c. 
(Liv.  i.  26).  For  this  there  are  a  host  of  authori- 
ties, Uv.  xxvi.  13;  Q.  Curt.  vii.  11 ;  Luc.  de  Piscat. 
2 ;  Jer.  Comment,  ad  Matt,  xxvii.  20,  &c.  It  was 
inflicted  not  with  the  comparatively  mild  virga,  but 
the  more  terrible  flagellum  (Hor.  Sat.  i.  3 ;  2  Cor. 
xi.  24,  25),  which  was  not  used  by  the  Jews  (Deut. 
xxv.  3).  Into  these  scourges  the  soldiers  often 
stuck  nails,  pieces  of  bone,  &c.,  to  heighten  the  pain 
(the  fidffTi^  aa-TpayaXwT-fi  mentioned  by  Athen- 
aeus,  &c. ;  "flagrum  pecuinis  ossibus  catenatum," 
Apul.),  which  was  often  so  intense  that  the  sufterer 
died  under  it  (Ulp.  de  Pcenis,  1.  viii.).  The  scourg- 
ing generally  took  place  at  a  column,  and  the  one 
to  which  our  Lord  was  bound  was  seen  by  Jerome, 
Prudentius,  Gregory  of  Tours,  &c.,  and  is  still 
shown  at  several  churches  among  the  relics.  In 
our  Lord's  case,  however,  this  infliction  seems 
neither  to  have  been  the  legal  scourging  after  the 
sentence  (Val.  Max.  i.  7 ;  Joseph.  B.  J.  v.  28,  ii. 
14,  §  9),  nor  yet  the  examination  by  torture  (Acts 
xxii.  24),  but  rather  a  scourging  before  the  sentence, 
to  excite  pity  and  procure  immunity  from  further 
punishment  (Luke  xxiii.  22;  John  xix.  1);  and  if 
this  view  be  correct,  the  (ppayfWdaas  in  Matt, 
xxvii.  26  is  retrospective,  as  so  great  an  anguish 
could  hardly  have  been  endured   tunce  (see  PoL 
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Synopsis,  ad  loc.).  How  severe  it  was  is  iiidicate<l 
In  prophecy  (Ps.  xxxv.  15;  Is.  1.  6).  Vossius  con- 
siders that  it  was  partly  legal,  partly  tentative 
{Hann.  Pass.  v.  13). 

The  criminal  carried  his  own  cross,  or  at  any 
rate  a  part  of  it  (Pint,  de  Us  qui  sero,  &c.  9;  Ar- 
teniid.  Oneirocr.  ii.  CI;  John  xix.  17;  "  Patibulum 
ferat  per  urbem,  deinde  affigatur  cruci,"  Plaut.  Car- 
bonar.).  Hence  the  term  /'«c«/'er,  =  crossbearer. 
This  was  prefigured  by  Isaac  carrying  the  wood  in 
Glen.  xxii.  6,  where  even  the  Jews  notice  the  paral- 
lel; and  to  this  the  fathers  fantastically  applied  the 
expression  in  Is.  ix.  6,  "  the  government  shall  be 
upon  his  shoulder."  They  were  sometimes  scourged 
and  goaded  on  the  way  (Plaut.  Mostd.  1.  1,  .52). 
"  In  some  old  figures  we  see  our  Ix)rd  described 
with  a  table  ajipendent  to  the  fringe  of  his  gar- 
ment, set  full  of  nails  and  pointed  iron  "  (Jer. 
Taylor,  Life  of  Christ,  iii.  xv.  2.  "  Haerebas  ligno 
quod  tuleras,"  Cypr.  de.  Pas.  p.  50).  [Simon  of 
Cykenk.] 

The  place  of  execution  was  outside  the  city 
("post  urbem,"  Cic.  Vei-r.  v.  G6;  " extra portam," 
Plaut.  Mil.  Gl.  ii.  4,  6;  1  K.  xxi.  13;  Acts  vii. 
58;  Heb.  xiii.  12;  and  in  camps  "extra  vallum  "), 
often  in  some  public  road  (Quinct.  Decl.  275)  or 
other  conspicuous  place  like  the  Campus  Martius 
(Cic.  pro  Jinbirio),  or  some  spot  set  apart  for  the 
purpose  (T;ic.  Ann.  xv.).  This  might  sometimes 
be  a  hill  (Val.  Max.  vi.);  it  is  however  merely  tra- 
dition to  call  Golgotha  a  kill ;  in  the  Evangelists  it 
is  called  T6iros  [Calvary].  Arrived  at  the  place 
of  execution,  the  sufferer  was  stripped  naked  (Ar- 
temid.  Oneirocr.  ii.  58),  the  dress  being  the  per- 
quisite of  the  saldiers  (Matt,  xxvii.  35;  Uig.  xlviii. 
20,  6);  possibly  not  even  a  cloth  round  the  loins 
was  allowed  him;  at  least  among  the  Jews  the  rule 
was  "that  a  man  should  be  stoned  naked,"  where 
what  follows  shows  that  "  naked  "  must  not  be  taken 
in  its  restricted  sense.  The  cross  was  then  driven 
into  the  ground,  so  that  the  feet  of  the  condemned 
were  a  foot  or  two  above  the  earth  (in  pictures  of 
the  cnicifixion  the  cross  is  generally  much  too  large 
and  high),  and  he  was  lifted  upon  it  ("agere,"  "ex- 
currere,"  "  toUere,"  "  ascendere  in  crucem ;  "  Pru- 
dent. TTfpl  CTec^;  Plaut.  Mostd.  "Crudsnlus;^''  Id. 
Biicch.  ii.  3.  128;  avriyov,  'hyov,  -fiyov  tls  &Kpov 
T€Aoj,  Greg.  Naz.),  or  else  stretched  upon  it  on  the 
ground,  and  then  lifted  with  it,  to  which  there  seems 
to  be  an  allusion  in  a  lost  prophecy  quoted  by  Barna- 
bas {Lj).  12),  Sray  ^v\ov  kMBTi  koI  avaar^  (Pear- 
sou  on  Creed,  Art.  iv.).  The  former  method  was 
the  commoner,  for  we  often  read  (as  in  Pith.  vii. 
10,  &c.)  of  the  cross  being  erected  beforehand  in 
terrorem.  Before  the  nailing  or  binding  took  place 
(for  which  see  Cro.ss),  a  medicated  cup  was  given 
out  of  kindness  to  confuse  the  senses  and  deaden 
the  pangs  of  the  sufferer  (Prov.  xxxi.  6),  usually 
of  oluos  iiTfjivpfitfffj.fi'os  or  AjAi/SovcBjueVos,  as 
among  the  Jews  (Lightfoot,  Tlor.  Ilebr.  ml  Matt. 
xxvii.),  Ijecause  myrrh  was  soiwrific.  Our  Ix)rd  re- 
fused it  that  his  senses  might  be  clear  (Matt,  xxvii. 
34;  Mark  xv.  23.      ]SIaimon.  Sanhed.  xiii.).     St. 

Matt.  caUs  it  ufoy/ierox"^'^^  (V?'^)j  *"  expres- 
sion used  in  reference  to  Ps.  Ixix.  21,  but  not  strictly 
accurate.  This  mercifidly  uitended  draught  must 
not  be  confounded  with  the  spongeful  of  vinegar 


a  »  The  malefactors  ((taicoOpyoi)  crucified  witfi  tlie 
Baviour  wer«  not  "  thieves  "  {KKiirrai)  as  in  the  A.  V., 
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(or  posca,  the  common  drink  of  Roman  soldiers, 
Spart.  Badr.;  Plaut.  Afil.  Gl.  iii.  2,  23),  which 
was  put  on  a  hyssop-stalk  and  offered  to  our  Lord 
in  mocking  and  contemptuous  pity  (Matt,  xxvii. 
48;  Luke  xxiii.  36);  this  He  tasted  to  allay  tke 
agonies  of  thirst  (.John  xix.  29). 

Our  [x)rd  was  crucified  between  two  "  thieves  "  " 
or  "malefactors"  (then  so  common  in  Palestine, 
Joseph.  B.  J.  ii.  6,  &c.),  according  to  prophecy  (fs. 
liii.  12);  and  was  watched  according  to  custom  by 
a  party  of  four  soldiers  (.John  xix.  23)  with  their 
centurion  (KovffTcaSla,  Matt,  xxvii.  66 ;  "  miles  qui 
cruces  assurabat,"  Petr.  Sat.  iii.  6;  Plut.  lit.  Ckom. 
c.  38),  whose  express  office  was  to  prevent  the  sur- 
reption  of  the  body.  This  was  necessary  from  the 
lingering  character  of  the  death,  which  sometimes 
did  not  supervene  even  for  three  days,  and  was  at 
last  the  result  of  gradual  benumbing  and  starva- 
tion (Euseb.  viii.  8;  Sen.  Pnw.  3).  But  for  this 
guard,  the  persons  might  have  been  taken  down 
and  recovered,  as  was  actually  done  in  the  case  of 
a  friend  of  Josephus,  though  only  one  survived  out 
of  three  to  which  the  same  Oepaireia  iirtfjLfXfffriTH 
was  applied  {Vit.  c.  75).  Among  the  ConvuLsion- 
naires  in  the  reign  of  Louis  XV.  women  would  be 
repeatedly  crucified,  and  even  remain  on  the  cross 
three  hours ;  we  are  told  of  one  who  underwent  it 
23  times  (h'ncyd.  Metr.  s.  v.  Cross):  the  pain  con- 
sisted almost  entirely  in  the  nailing,  and  not 
more  than  a  basinful  of  blood  was  lost.  StiU  we 
cannot  believe  from  the  Martyrologies  that  Victor- 
inus  (crucified  head  downwards)  lived  three  days, 
or  Timotheus  and  Maura  nine  days.  Fracture  of 
the  legs  (Pkiut.  Pcen.  iv.  2,  64)  was  especLally 
adopted  by  the  Jews  to  hasten  death  (John  xix. 
31 ),  and  it  was  a  mitigation  of  the  punishment,  as 
observed  by  Origen.  But  the  imusual  i-apidity  of 
our  Lord's  death  was  due  to  the  depth  of  his  previ- 
ous agonies  (which  appears  from  his  inability  to 
bear  his  own  cross  far)  and  to  his  mental  anguish 
(Schoettgen,  Ilor.  Heh:  vi.  3;  Be  Pass.  Messia;), 
or  may  be  sufficiently  accounted  for  simply  from 
pecuUarities  of  constitution.  There  is  no  need  to 
explain  the  "  giving  up  the  ghost "  as  a  miracle 
(Heb.  V.  7  ?),  or  say  with  ('yprian,  "  Prevento  car- 
nificis  officio,  spiritum  sponte  dimisit "  (adv.  De- 
metr.).  Still  less  can  the  common  cavil  of  infidel- 
ity be  thought  noteworthy,  since  had  our  I^ord 
l)een  in  a  swoon  the  piercing  of  his  pericardium 
(proved  by  the  appearance  of  IjTiiph  and  blood) 
would  have  insured  death.  (See  Eschenbach, 
Opusc.  Med.  de  Sei-vatore  iwn  apparenter  sed 
vere  niortuo,  and  Gruner  de  Morle  Christi  non 
synopticd,  quoted  by  Jiihn  in  the  Arch.  Bibl.) 
Pilate  expressly  satisfied  himself  of  the  actual 
death  by  questioning  the  centurion  (Mark  xv.  44); 
and  the  omission  of  the  breaking  of  the  legs  in  this 
case  was  the  fulfillment  of  a  type  (Ex.  xii.  46). 
Other  mo<les  of  hastening  death  were  by  Ughting 
fires  under  the  cross  (hence  the  nicknames  Sm-- 
menlitii  and  Semaxii,  Tert.  Apolog.  c.  50),  or  let- 
ting loose  wild  teasts  on  the  crucified  (Suet.  Ner. 
49). 

Generally  the  body  was  suffered  to  rot  on  the 
cross  (Cic.  Titsc.  Q.  i.  43;  .Sil.  Ital.  viii.  486),  by 
the  action  of  sun  and  rain  (Herod,  iii.  12),  or  to  be 
devoured  by  birds  and  beasts  (Apul.  de  Aur.  Asia. 
0.  6;  Hor.  Jip.  i.  16,  48;  Juv.  xiv.  77).     Sepulture 
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was  generally  therefore  forbidden,  though  it  might 
be  nranted  as  a  special  favor  or  on  grand  occasions 
(Uip.  1.  ix.  De  off.  Pascons.).  But  in  consequence 
of  Deut.  xxi.  22,  23,  an  express  national  exception 
was  made  in  favor  of  the  Jews  (Matt,  xxvii.  58 ;  of. 
Joseph.  B.  J.  iv.  5,  §  2). 

Having  thus  traced  the  whole  process  of  cruci- 
fixion, it  only  remains  to  speak,  of  the  manner  of 
death,  and  the  kind  of  physical  suffering  endured, 
which  we  shall  very  briefly  abridge  from  the  treatise 
of  the  physician  Kichter  (in  Jahn's  Arch.  BlbL). 
These  are,  1.  The  unnatural  position  and  violent 
tension  of  the  body,  which  cause  a  painful  sensation 
from  the  least  motion.  2.  The  nails  being  driven 
through  parts  of  the  hands  and  feet  which  are  full 
of  nerves  and  temlons  (and  yet  at  a  distance  from 
the  heart)  create  the  most  exquisite  anguish.  3. 
The  exposure  of  so  many  wounds  and  lacerations 
brings  on  inflammation,  which  tends  to  become 
gangrene,  and  every  moment  increases  the  poignancy 
of  sufl'ering.  4.  In  the  distended  parts  of  the  body 
more  blood  flows  through  the  arteries  than  can  be 
carried  back  into  the  veins :  hence  too  much  blood 
finds  its  way  from  the  aorta  into  the  head  and 
stomach,  and  the  blood-vessels  of  the  head  become 
pressed  and  swollen.  The  general  obstruction  of 
circulation  which  ensues  causes  an  internal  excite- 
ment, exertion,  and  anxiety,  more  intolerable  than 
death  itself.  5.  The  inexpressible  misery  of  grad- 
H'dlij  increasing  and  lingering  anguish.  To  all 
which  we  may  add,  6.  Hurning  and  raging  thirst. 

This  accursed  and  awful  mode  of  punishment 
was  happily  abohshed  by  Constantine  (Sozom.  i.  8), 
probably  towards  the  end  of  his  reign  (see  Lips. 
de  Cruce,  iii.  15),  although  it  is  curious  that  we 
have  no  more  definite  account  of  the  matter.  "  An 
edict  so  honorable  to  Christianity,"  says  Gibbon, 
'•  deserved  a  place  in  the  Theodosian  code,  instead 
of  the  indirect  mention  of  it  which  seems  to  result 
from  the  comparison  of  the  5th  and  18th  titles  of 
the  9th  book"  (ii.  154,  note) 

An  explanation  of  the  other  circumstances  attend- 
ing the  crucifixion  belongs  rather  to  a  commentary 
than  a  dictionary.  On  the  types  and  prophecies 
of  it,  besides  those  adduced,  see  Cypr.  Testim.  ii. 
20.  On  the  resurrection  of  the  saints,  see  Light- 
foot  ad  Matt,  xxvii.  52  (there  is  a  monograph  by 
Gebaverius  —  Dissert,  de  Resur.  sanctorum  cum 
Cliristo).  On  other  concomitant  prodigies,  see 
Schoettgen,  Hor:  Ilebr.  ei  TalmtuL  vi.  3, 8.  [Dark- 
ness; Cross.]  The  chief  authorities  are  quoted 
In  the  article,  and  the  undent  ones  are  derived  in 
part  from  Lipsius ;  of  whose  most  interesting  treatise, 
De  Cruce,  an  enlarged  and  revised  edition,  with 
notes,  would  be  very  acceptable.  On  the  points 
in  which  our  Lord's  crucifixion  diftered  from  the 
ordinary  Jewish  customs,  see  Othonis  Lex.  Rab- 
binicum,  s.  v.  Supplicia ;  Bjiiaeus  de  Morte  J. 
Cliristi;  Vossius,  Harm.  Passionis ;  Carpzov,  Ap- 
parat.  Crit.  p.  591  ff.  &c.  [See  also  Friedlieb, 
Archdobgie  der  Leidensgeschichte,  Bonn,  1843; 
Stroud,  Physical  cause  of  the  Death  of  Christ, 
Lond.  1847;  and  for  very  full  references  to  the 
literature  of  every  part  of  the  subject,  Hase,  Leben 
Jesii,  5e  Aufl.  iJeipz.  18B5.  —  A.]       F.  W.  F. 

*  The  question,  whether  the  feet  of  Jesus  were 
nailed  to  the  cross,  has  a  bearing  on  the  reality  of 
his  death  and  resurrection;  for,  if  they  were,  it 
cannot  reasonably  be  supposed  that,  having  been 
i-esttired,  without  a  miracle,  from  a  merely  apparent 
death,  he  was  able  to  walk  the  same  day  many 
miles  through  a  hilly  country.     The  wounds  of  his 
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feet  would  have  surely  prevented  the  journey  to 
Emniaus.  Influenced,  it  appears,  by  this  consid- 
eration, Dr.  Paulus  published  an  Essay  in  1792, 
asserting  that  the  feet  of  persons  crucified  were  not 
nailed  to  the  cross,  but  rather  bound  to  it  by  cords. 
Forty  years  later,  in  reply  to  arguments  against 
this  view,  he  attempted  to  show  that  the  feet  were 
not  even  bound  to  the  cross,  but  suffered  to  hang 
down  freely.  The  point  in  question  is  one  of  con- 
siderable interest  and  a  brief  survey  of  the  evidence 
which  relates  to  it  is  therefore  inserted.  (1.)  The 
narrative  of  Luke  (see  xxiv.  39),  seems  to  imply 
that  the  feet,  as  well  as  the  hands,  of  Jesus  were 
nailed  to  the  cross.  For,  according  to  this  narra- 
tive, when  the  two  disciples  whom  Christ  had 
joined  on  their  way  to  Emmaus  had  returned  to 
Jerusalem  and  were  reporting  to  the  eleven  what 
they  had  seen  and  heard,  Jesus  himself  stood  in 
the  midst  of  the  astonished  group,  saying :  "  Peace 
be  unto  you  " ;  and  then,  for  the  double  purpose 
of  enabling  them  to  identify  fully  his  person,  and 
ascertain  that  his  body  was  real,  he  added :  "  See 
my  hands  and  my  feet,  that  it  is  I  myself:  handle 
me  and  see ;  for  a  spirit  hath  not  flesh  and  bones, 
as  ye  see  me  have."  Had  it  been  the  sole  aim  of 
Christ  to  convince  his  disciples  that  they  were  not 
gazing  at  a  mere  apparition,  the  words,  "  handle 
me  and  see;  for  a  spirit  hath  not  flesh  and  bones, 
as  ye  see  me  have,"  would  have  been  quite  suffi- 
cient ;  for  the  act  of  grasping  his  hand  would  have 
afforded  evidence  of  his  possessing  a  genuine  body, 
as  complete  as  could  have  been  gained  by  touching 
his  feet  also.  But  if  he  wished  to  convince  them 
that  they  were  looking  once  more  upon  their  Lord, 
who  had  risen  with  his  own  body  from  the  dead, 
it  was  natural  for  him  to  call  their  attention  to 
those  parts  of  his  body  which  would  enable  them 
most  surely  to  identify  it,  that  is,  to  those  which 
bore  the  marks  of  his  recent  crucifixion.  Hence 
the  fact  that  he  showed  them  his  hands  and  his 
feet  aflfords  evidence  that  the  marks  of  his  peculiar 
death  were  visible  in  them  both.  (See  Meyer, 
Bleek,  Alford,  in  loc. )  Moreover,  the  narrative  of 
John  (see  xx.  19  ff.),  which  probably  describes  the 
same  meeting  of  Jesus  with  his  disciples,  confirms 
the  interpretation  now  given  to  the  words  preserved 
by  Luke.  For,  John  declares  that  Christ  "  showed 
unto  them  both  (/cat,  repeated,  Tisch.)  his  hands 
and  his  side  " ;  evidently,  as  appears  from  the  whole 
tenor  of  the  account,  that  they  might  identify 
him  beyond  a  doubt  by  the  known  marks  of  violence 
on  his  body,  and  thus  assure  ihemselves  of  his 
aetual  resurrection.  That  John  does  not  mention 
the  feet  of  Christ,  is  surely  no  evidence  that  they 
were  not  shown  for  the  same  purpose  as  his  hands 
and  his  side.  (2.)  Justin  Martyr  twice  refers  to 
the  nailing  of  Christ's  feet  as  a  fulfillment  of  the 
prophecy  in  Ps.  xxii.  17.  (See  Apol.  i.  c.  35 ;  Dial, 
c.  Tryjjh.  c.  97. )  In  the  former  passage  he  says : 
"  But  the  sentence,  '  they  pierced  my  hands  and 
my  feet,'  was  on  account  of  the  nails  fixed  in  his 
hands  and  feet  on  the  cross";  and  in  the  latter: 
"  In  the  twenty-second  Psalm  David  did  thus 
typically  speak  of  his  cross  and  passion :  '  They 
pierced  my  hands  and  my  feet.'  For  when  they 
crucified  him  they  pierced  his  hands  and  his  feet 
by  driving  nails  into  them."  Justin  distinctly 
afiirms  that  the  feet  as  well  as  the  hands  of  Christ 
were  nailed  to  the  cross,  and  that  by  this  act  a 
prediction  of  the  0.  T.  respecting  him  was  fulfilled. 
But  he  does  not  intimate  that  his  crucifixion  dif- 
fered in  any  respect  from  the  same  punishment 
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as  it  was  usually  inflicted  upon  criminals.  Had  he 
recognized  the  naihng  of  his  feet  as  a  peculiarity, 
he  would  have  been  likely  to  call  attention  to  it 
M  aggravating  his  suffering.  He  may  have  been 
misled  by  the  Septuagint  version  as  to  the  meaning 
of  the  verse  quoted  from  the  22d  Psalm,  but  he 
would  hardly  have  ventured  to  appeal,  without 
explanation,  to  its  fulfilhuent  in  the  manner  of 
Christ's  death,  had  it  not  been  customary  in  his 
own  day  to  nail  the  feet  of  j)ersons  crucified  to  the 
cross.  That  he  was  acquainted  with  the  process 
of  crucifixion  by  the  Romans  may  be  inferred  from 
his  minute  description  of  a  cross  (Dial.  c.  Tryph. 
c.  91),  and  from  his  general  intelligence.  (3.)  Ter- 
tuUian,  who  also  lived  before  this  kuid  of  punish- 
ment was  prohibited,  speaks  of  the  nailing  of  the 
feet  in  crucifixion.  (See  Adv.  Marc.  iii.  19).  He 
refers  to  the  twenty-second  Psalm  as  "  containing 
the  whole  passion  of  Christ,"  and  quotes  the  17th 
verse:  "Fodenuit  manus  meas  et  pedes,"  adding 
the  words,  "  quse  propria  atrocia  crucis."  These 
words  show  that  Tertullian  regarded  nailing  the 
hands  and  feet  as  a  characteristic  and  most  dread- 
ful feature  of  death  by  the  cross.  And  it  is  not 
easy  to  believe  that  such  writers  as  Justin  Martyr 
and  Tertullian  were  unacquainted  with  this  method 
of  punishment,  so  frequent  in  their  times,  or  that 
they  were  hkely,  in  refuting  adversaries,  to  bring 
forward  a  passage  from  the  O.  T.  as  prophetic  of 
Christ's  death,  the  words  of  which  were  but  half 
fulfilled  in  an  ordinary  crucifixion.  (Compare 
Winer,  Realw.  i.  679.)  (4.)  A  passage  in  Plautus 
(Mostellaria,  ii.  1)  appears  to  favor  the  view  that 
the  feet  were  nailed  to  the  cross.  It  is  the  language 
of  a  slave  on  the  approach  of  his  master,  gainst 
whom  he  had  committed  many  oflTenses  during  his 
absence.  He  cries  out  in  fear  of  the  punishment 
which  might  be  inflicted  on  himself:  — 

"  £go  dabo  el  talentum,  primus  qui  in  crucem  ezcu- 
currerit; 
Sed  ea  lege,  ut  affigantur  bis  pedes,  bis  brachia." 

The  unusual  severity  of  punishment  is  here  expressed 
by  the  word  bis ;  the  structure  of  the  sentence  does 
not  point  to  the  nailing  of  the  feet  as  peculiar.  (5.) 
Reference  is  made  by  several  writers  of  the  fifth 
century  to  certain  nails  which  the  Empress  Helena 
found  with  the  true  cross  and  sent  to  Constantine 
her  son.  (Socrates,  //.  E.  i.  17 ;  Theodoret,  H.  E. 
i.  18 ;  Sozomen,  //.  E.  ii.  1 ;  Rufinus,  //.  E.  ii.  8 ; 
Ambrose,  Oratio  de  ofritu  Tlieodos.  47.)  But  the 
statements  of  these  writers  are  apparently  contra- 
dictory, and  certainly  of  httle  value.  (6.)  The  fol- 
lowing cLassical  writers  have  also  been  referred  to 
on  the  point  in  question.  Xenophon  Ephesius  (iv. 
2)  asserts  that  in  Egypt  the  hands  and  feet  were 
simply  bound  to  the  cross,  but  this  only  provas 
that  the  Egj-jjtian  method  of  crucifixion  differed 
from  the  Roman.  Lucan  {Phar.  vi.  543  ff. )  men- 
tions the  nailing  of  the  hiiuds  and  the  use  of  cords, 
but  he  does  not  aim  to  give  a  full  account  of  cruci- 
fixion, and  the  cords  may  have  been  used  to  bind 
the  body  more  firmly  to  the  cross.  (See  AViner, 
Bealic.  i.  (i7S.)  In  the  mock  crucifixion  of  Amor, 
descril)ed  by  Ausonius  (Idyl.  viii.  5G  ff.),  tiie 
propria  atrocia  crucis  would  have  been  out  of 
place,  and  no  one  can  be  surprised  that  the  victim's 
hands  and  feet  are  represented  as  merely  bound  to 
the  tree.  And  though  the  dialogue  of  Lucian 
{Prometh.  i.  2)  speaks  only  of  nailing  the  hands, 
it  describes  no  proper  crucifixion,  and  hence  gives 
no  trustworthy  evidence  in  respect  to  the  usual 
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method.  The  nailing  of  the  feet  of  Jesus  to  tba 
cross  may  therefore  be  said  to  rest  on  satisfactory 
evidence;  but  whether  a  single  nail  was  driven 
through  both  feet,  or  they  were  fastened  separately 
to  the  cross,  cannot  be  ascertained  with  any  degree 
of  certainty.  Literature :  Paulus,  in  Memorab.  iv. 
36  ff. ;  Comment,  iii.  764  ff. ;  Exeget.  Handb.  iii. 
ii.  669  ff. ;  Hug,  in  the  Freib.  Zeitschrift,  iii.  167 
ff.  V.  18  ff.  vii.  141  ff.;  Biihr,  m  Hiiffel  und  lley- 
denreich's  Zeitschrijl,  ii.  ii.,  and  in  Tholuck's  Liter. 
Anzeig.  1835,  Nos.  1-6 ;  Winer,  de  Pedum  AJ/ixione, 
Lips.  1845,  and  Realm,  art.  Kreuzigung ;  Meyer, 
Comment,  on  Matt,  xxvii.  35,  and  Luke  xxiv.  39 ; 
Neander,  Life  of  Christ,  Amer.  ed.  p.  418 ;  ItlUicott's 
Life  of  Christ,  Amer.  ed.  p.  318,  note;  Andrews's 
Life  of  our  Jjyrd,  p.  537.  A.  H. 

CRUSE,  a  word  employed  in  the  A.  V.,  appa- 
rently without  any  special  intention,  to  translate 
three  distinct  Hebrew  words. 

1.  Tzappachath,  TinS^  (from  PIS!?,  a  root 
with  the  idea  of  widili ;  comp.  ampulla,  from  am^ 
plus).  Some  clew  to  the  nature  of  this  vessel  is 
perhaps  aflbrded  by  its  mention  as  being  full  of 
water  at  the  head  of  Saul  when  on  his  night  expe- 
dition after  David  (1  Sam.  xxvi.  11,  12,  16),  and 
also  of  Elijah  (1  K.  xix.  6).  In  a  similar  case  in 
the  present  day  this  would  be  a  globular  vessel  of 
blue  porous  clay  —  the  ordinary  Gaza  pottery  — 
about  9  inches  in  diameter,  with  a  neck  of  about  3 
inches  long,  a  small  handle  below  the  neck,  and 
opposite  the  handle  a  straight  spout,  with  an  orifice 
about  the  size  of  a  straw,  through  which  the  water 
is  drunk  or  sucked.  The  form  is  common  also  in 
Spain,  and  will  be  famiUar  to  many  from  pictures 
of  Spanish  life.  A  similar  globular  vessel  probably 
contained  the  oil  of  the  widow  of  Zarephath  (1  K. 
xvii.  12,  14,  16).  For  the  "box"  or  "horn"  in 
which  the  consecrated  oil  was  carried  on  special 
occasions,  see  Oil. 

2.  The  noise  which  these  vessels  make  when 
emptied  through   the   neck   is   suggestive  of  the 

second  term,  Balcbuk,  p^llSj??,  probably  like  the 
Greek  bombuhs,  fi6ij.Pv\os,  an  onomatopoetic  word. 
This  is  found  but  twice  —  a  "cruse  of  honey,"  1 
K.  xiv.  3;  and  an  "  earthen  bottle,"  Jer.  xix.  1. 

3.  Apparently  very  different  from  both  these  is 

the  other  term,   Tzeldchdh,    nJl^'^  (found  also 

m  the  forms  iT'rTbS  and  riflb^),  from  a  root 

(rT7!J)  signifying  to  sprinkle;   or  perhaps  from 

V /!J,  to  ring,  the  root  of  the  word  for  cj-mbal. 
This  was  probably  a  flat  metal  saucer  of  the  form 
still  common  in  the  Kost.  It  occurs  2  K.  ii.  20, 
"cruse;"  xxi.  13,  "dish;"  2  Chr.  xxxv.  13, 
"pans;"  also  Prov.  xix.  24,  xxvi.  15,  where  the 
figure  is  obscured  by  the  choice  of  the  word 
"  bosom."  G. 

*  What  is  related  of  "the  cruse  of  water" 
placed  by  Saul's  "  bolster  "  as  he  slept  in  the  cave, 
which  David  so  quietly  removed  without  awaking 
him  (1  Sam.  xxvi.  12),' and  of  "the  cruse  of  water 
at  the  head  "  of  Elijah  as  "  he  lay  and  slept  be- 
neath a  juniper-bush  "  (1  Kings  xix.  5,  6),  accord* 
perfectly,  says  Thomson,  with  the  habits  of  Eastern 
life  at  this  day.  "  No  one  ventures  to  travel  over 
the  deserts  there  without  his  cruse  of  water;  and  it 
is  very  common  to  place  one  at  the  bolster,  so  that 
the  owner  can  reach  it  during  the  night.  The 
Arabs  eat  their  dinner  in  the  evening,  and  it  i» 
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generally  of  such  a  nature  as  to  create  thirst,  and 
the  quantity  of  water  which  they  drink  is  enormous. 
The  cruse  is,  therefore,  in  .perpetual  demand." 
{Land  and  Book,  ii.  21.)  H. 

CRYSTAL,  the  representative  in  the  A.  V.  of 

the  Hebrew  words  zecucith  (iT'S^St)  and  kerach 

(nrn.). 

1.  Zecucith  (uoXoy:  vitrum)  occurs  only  in  Job 
xxviii.  17,  where  wisdom  is  declared  to  be  more 
valuable  than  "  gold  and  the  crystal."  Notwith- 
standing the  diiFerent  interpretations  of  "  rock 
crystal,"  "glass,"  "adamant,"  &c.,  that  have  been 
assigned  to  tliis  word,  there  can,  we  think,  be  very 
little  doubt  that  "glass"  is  .nitended.  The  old 
versions  and  paraphrases  are  in  favor  of  this  inter- 
pretation. The  Targum  has  zegougitha,  by  which 
the  Talmudists  understand  "  glass."  The  Syriac 
has  zagugiUo ;  the  Arabic  zujaj,  i.  e.  "  glass." 
Schultens  ( Comment,  in  Job.  1.  c. )  conjectiu-es  that 

the  words  zaliab  uzecucUh  (iT^lD^^W  DnT)  are  a 
hendiadys  to  denote  "  a  valuable  glass  or  crystal 
goblet,"  or  "  a  glass  vessel  gilt  with  gold,"  such  a 
one  perhaps  as  that  which  Nero  is  reported  to  have 
broken  to  pieces  in  a  fit  of  anger  (Fliny,  //.  N. 
xxxvii.  2).  Gary  (Job  I.  c.)  translates  the  words 
"  golden  glass;  "  and  very  aptly  compares  a  passage 
in  Wilkinson  (Anc.  Egypt,  ii.  61,  ed.  1854),  who. 
speaking  of  the  skill  of  the  Egyptians  in  making 
glass,  says  "  they  had  even  the  secret  of  introducing 
gold  between  two  surfaces  of  glass,  and  in  their 
bottles  a  gold  band  alternates  witliin  a  set  of  blue, 
green,  and  other  colors."  It  is  very  probable  that 
the  zecucith  of  Job  (/.  c.)  may  denote  such  a  work 
of  art  as  is  referred  to  in  this  quotation.   [Glass.] 

2.  Kerach  (KpixTraWos'.  crystallum)  occurs  in 
numerous  passages  in  the  0.  T.  to  denote  "  ice," 
"frost,"  &c. ;  but  once  only  (Ez.  i.  22),  as  is  gen- 
erally understood,  to  signify  "  crystal:  "  "  And  the 

likeness  of  the  firmament was  as  the  color 

of  the  magnificent  crystal."  The  ancients  sup- 
posed rock-crystal  to  lie  merely  ice  congealed  by 
intense  cold ;  whence  the  Greek  word  KpixrToWos, 
from  Kpvos,  "  cold  "  (see  I'liny,  iV.  //.  xxxvii.  2). 
The  similarity  of  appearance  between  ice  and  crystal 
caused  no  doubt  the  identity  of  the  terms  to  express 
these  substances.     The  A.  V.,  following  the  Vulg., 

translates  the  epithet  (S~l"13n)  "terrible"  in 
Ez.  (l.  c);  the  word  would  be  better  rendered 
"splendid."  It  has  the  same  meaning  as  the 
Latin  spectabUis.  The  Greek  KpwraWos  occurs 
in  Rev.  iv.  6,  xxii.  1.  It  may  mean  either  "ice" 
or  "crystal."  Indeed  there  is  no  absolute  necessity 
to  depart  from  the  usual  signification  of  the  Hebrew 
kerach  in  Ez.  {L  c).  The  upper  vault  of  heaven 
may  well  iae  compared  to  "  the  astonishing  bright- 
ness of  ice"  (see  Harris,  Nat.  Hist,  of  Bible,  art. 
Crystal).  W.  H. 

CUBIT.    [Measures.] 

;  CUCKOO     i^T^r*\     shnchaph    {leanness']  : 

\  \6.pos:  larus).     There  does  not  appear  to  be  any 

:  authority  for  this  translation  of  the  A.  V.;  the 

•  Heb.  word  occurs  only  in  I^v.  xi.  16;  Deut.  xiv. 

_  15,  as  the  name  of  some  unclean  bird.     Bochart 

;  (HienK.  iii.  1 )  has  attempted  to  show  that  shachaph 

;  denotes  the   Cepphus.     The  (Kfircpos)  of  Aristotle 

i  {Anim.  Hist.  viii.  5,  §  7 ;  ix.  23,  §  4),  Nicander 

'  {Alexipharm.  165),  and  other  Greek  writers,  has 
»en,  with  sufficient  reason  we  think,  identified  by 
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Schneider  with  the  storm-petrel  {Tkalassidroma 
pelagica),  the  Procellaria  pelagica  of  Linnaeus. 
The  Scholiast  on  Aristophanes  {Plutus)  describes 
the  cepphus  as  a  light  kind  of  gull.  Suidas,  under 
the  word  Kfir<pos,  says,  "  It  is  a  bird  Uke  a  gull, 
light  of  body,  and  sails  over  the  waves."  The 
notion  held  by  the  ancients  that  the  cepphus  lived 
on  the  foam  of  the  sea,  may  perhaps  be  traced  to 
the  habit  the  petrels  have  of  seeking  their  food, 
&c.,  in  the  midst  of  an  agitated  and  frothy  sea; 
the  folly  ascribed  to  the  bird,  whence  the  Greek 
verb  Kfir^6ofiai,  "  to  be  easily  deceived  "  (see  LXX. 
in  Prov.  vii.  22),  may  have  some  foundation  in  the 
fact  that  these  birds  when  on  the  nest  will  allow 
themselves  to  be  taken  by  the  hand.  The  etymol- 
ogy of  the  Hebrew  word  points  to  some  "  slender  " 
bird.  It  is  very  improbable,  however,  that  this 
diminutive  bird,  which  would  be  literally  but  a 
mouthful,  is  signified  by  tlie  shachaph ;  and  per- 
haps therefore,  as  Mr.  Tristram  suggests  to  us, 
some  of  the  larger  petrels,  such  as  the  Puffinus 
cinerens  and  P.  anghrum  (shearwater),  which 
abound  in  the  east  of  the  ilediterranean  and  which 
are  similar  ui  their  habits  to  the  storm-petrel,  may 
be  denoted  by  the  Hebrew  term."  Of  the  Laridse 
the  Larus  fuscus  and  the  L.  argentatus  are  two 
common  species  of  Palestine.  W.  H. 

CUCUMBERS  (S'^WS^r?,  Mshshuim :  oi 
(tIkvoi  ■  cucumeres).  This  word  occurs  once  only, 
in  Num.  xi.  5,  as  one  of  the  good  things  of  Egypt 
for  which  the  Israelites  longed.  There  is  no  doubt 
as  to  the  meaning  of  the  Hebrew  word,  which  is 
found  with  a  slight  variation  in  the  Arabic,  Syriac, 
Ethiopic,  &c.,  to  denote  the  plant  now  under  con- 
sideration (see  Celsius,  Hierob.  ii.  247).  I^ypt  pro- 
duces excellent  cucumbers,  melons,  &c.  [Melon], 
the  Cucumis  chate  being,  accorduig  to  Hasselquist 
{Trav.  p.  258),  the  best  of  its  tribe  yet  known. 
This  plant  grows  in  the  fertile  earth  around  Cairo 
after  the  inundation  of  the  Nile,  and  not  elsewhere 
in  Egypt.  The  fruit,  which  is  somewhat  sweet  and 
cool,  is  eaten,  says  Hasselquist,  by  the  grandees 
and  Europeans  in  Egypt  as  that  from  which  they 
have  least  to  apprehend.  Prosper  Alpinus  {Plant. 
JEgypt.  xxxviii.  p.  54)  speaks  of  this  cucumber  as 
follows :  "  The  li^^yptians  use  a  certain  kind  of 
cucumber  which  they  call  chate.  This  plant  does 
not  differ  from  the  common  kind,  except  in  size, 
color,  and  tenderness ;  it  has  smaller,  whiter,  softer, 
and  rounder  leaves,  and  the  fruit  is  longer  and 
greener  than  ours,  with  a  smooth  soft  rind,  and 
more  easy  of  digestion."  The  account  which 
Forskal  {FUn\  ^gypt.  p.  168)  gives  of  the  Cu^ 
cumis  chate,  which  he  says  is  called  by  the  Arabs 
Abdellavi  or  AdJUr,  does  not  agree  with  what  Has- 
selquist states  with  regard  to  the  locality  where  it 
is  grown,  this  plant  being,  according  to  the  testi- 
mony of  the  first-named  writer,  "  the  commonest 
fruit  in  Egj-pt,  planted  over  whole  fields."  The  C. 
chate  is  a  variety  only  of  the  common  melon  ( C. 
melo) ;  it  was  once  cultivated  in  England  and  called 
"the  round-leaved  Egyptian  melon;"  but  it  is 
rather  an  insipid  sort.  Besides  the  Cucumis  chate, 
the  common  cucumber  ( C.  saiivus),  of  which  the 
Arabs  distinguish  a  number  of  varieties,  is  common 
in  Egypt.  This  grows  with  the  water-melons ;  the 
poor  people  boil  and  eat  it  with  vuiegar;  the  richer 

a  P.  cinereus  and   P.  anglorum   are  both   exposed 
for  sale  as  articles  of  food  in  tlie  Arab  markets  on  the 
I  coast. 
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people  fill  it  with  flesh  and  aromatics,  and  make  a 
kind  of  jiuddings,  which,  says  Hasselquist  (p.  257), 
eat  very  well.  "  Both  Cucumis  chute  and  C. 
eaticiis"  says  Jlr.  Tristram,  "are  now  grown  ui 
great  quantities  in  Palestine :  on  visiting  the  Arab 
school  in  Jerusalem  (1858)  I  observe<l  that  the 
dinner  which  the  children  brought  with  them  to 
school  consisted,  without  exception,  of  a  piece  of 
barley  cake  and  a  raw  cucumber,  which  they  eat 
rind  and  all." 

The  prophet  Isaiah  (i.  8)  foretells  the  desolatioii 
that  was  to  come  upon  Judah  and  Jerusalem  in 
these  words:  "The  daughter  of  Zion  is  left  as  a 
cottage  in  a  vineyard,  as  a  lodge  in  a  garden  of 
cucumbers,  as  a  besieged  city."  The  cottage  or 
lodge  here  spoken  of  is  a  rude  temjwrary  shelter, 
erected  in  the  open  grounds  where  \ines,  cucum- 
bers, gourds,  &c.,  are  grown,  in  which  some  lonely 
man  or  boy  is  set  to  watch,  either  to  guard  the 
plants  from  robbers,  or  to  scare  away  the  foxes  and 
jackals  from  the  vines.  Dr.  Thomson  (Land  and 
Book,  ii.  11)  well  illustrates  this  passage  of  Script- 
ure, and  brings  out  its  full  force.  The  little  wood- 
cut which  he  gives  of  the  lodge  at  Butaiha  repre- 
sents such  a  shelter  as  is  alludeil  to  above :  by  and 
by,  when  the  crop  is  gathered  and  the  lodge  for- 
saken, the  "  poles  will  fall  down  or  lean  every  way, 
and  the  green  boughs  with  which  it  is  shaded  will 
be  scattered  by  the  winds,  leaving  only  a  ragged 
sprawling  wreck  —  a  most  affecting  type  of  utter 
desolation." 

It  is  curious  to  observe  that  the  custom  of  keep- 
ing off  birds,  &c.,  from  fruit  and  com  by  means  of 
a  scarecrow  is  as  old  as  the  time  of  Baruch  (vi.  70) 
[or  Epist.  of  Jer.  70]  :  "  As  a  scarecrow  (wpoficur- 
Ktiviou)  in  a  garden  of  cucumbers  keepeth 
nothing,  so  are  their  gods  of  wood,"  &c. 
W.  H. 

CUMMIN    [rather    Cumix]   Cjb? : 

KifJLivou'  cijminum),  one  of  the  cultivated 

plants  of   Palestine,    mentioned  by   Isaiah 

(xxviii.  25,  27)  as  not  being  threshed  in  the 

ordinary  wav  in  which  wheat  was  threshed,  .  ,  .  ,.,,,     ,. ..         ,  .       „ . 

,..,•,-,         J         .     ,  c     •        Modern  Egyptian  drinkiDg-cups,oiie-liltli  lit  the  real  size.  (LAne.) 

but  with  a  rod;  and  again  by  our  Saviour  "•"  »      i   > 

as  one  of  the  crops  of  which  the  Scribes  and  Phari-  |      The  use  of  gold  and  silver  cups  was  introduced 

sees  paid  tithe.     It  is  an  umbelliferous  plant  some-   into  Greece  after  the  time  of  Alexander  (Athen.  \\. 


:jup-bearer 

Egyptian  cups  wen.  ,if  various 
shai«s,  either  ha\ii!g  handles  or 
without  them.  In  Solomon's 
time  all  his  drinking  vessels 
were  of  gold,  none  of  silver  \1 
K.  X.  21).  Babylon  is  com- 
pared to  a  golden  cup  (.Jer.  li.  7). 
Assyrian  cups  from  Khorsa- 
bad  and  Nimroud  may  be  seen 
figured  in  Layard  (A7«.  ii.  303, 
304;  Nin.  and  Bab.  18G,  190, 
192),  some  perhaps  of  Phoeni- 
cian workmanship,  from  which 
source  both  Solomon  and  the 
AssyTian  monarch  possibly  de- 
rived both  their  workmen  and 
the  works  themselves.  The  cups 
and  other  vessels  brought  to 
Assyrian  cup  with  l^hylon  by  Nebuchadnezzar 
handle.  (Layard,  "I'^J'  thus  have  been  of  Phoeni- 
)  ciaii  origin  (Dan.  v.  2). 

On  the  bas-reliefs  at  Persep- 
olis  many  figures  are  represented 
bearing  cups  or  vases  which  may 
fairly  be  taken  as  tyjxs  of  the 
vessels  of  that  sort  described  in 
the  book  of  Esther  (Esth.  i.  7 ; 
Assyrian   drinking-  jy-jebuhr,  Voya(;e,  ii.  106;  Char- 
cup.  (Layard,  ii.  jj,,^   Voyayes,  "viii.  p.  268;  PI. 
*^'^  Iviii.).      The    great    kvver,    or 

"  sea,"  was  made  with  a  rim  like  the  rim  of  a  cup 
( Cos),  "  with  flowers  of  lilies  "  (1  K.  vii.  26),  a  form 
which  the  Persepolitan  cups  resemble  (Jahn,  Arch. 
§  144).  The  common  form  of  modern  Oriental  cups 
is  represented  in  the  accompanying  drawing :  — 


thing  like  fennel  (Cuminum  satirum,  Linn.).  The 
seeds  have  a  bitterish  warm  taste  with  an  aromatic 
flavor.  It  was  used  in  conjunction  with  salt  as  a 
sauce  (PUn.  xix.  8).  The  Maltese  are  said  to  grow 
cummin  at  the  present  day,  and  to  thresh  it  in  the 
manner  described  by  Isaiah.  W.  1>. 

*  CUNNING  originally  meant  "  skillful," 
"knowing,"  and  has  this  sense  in  (ien.  xxv.  27 
(where  Esau  is  called  a  "cunning  hunter");  in 
Exod.  xxvi.  1  ("cunning  work,"  said  of  figures  of 
the  Cherubim);  in  1  Sam.  xvi.  16  ("cunning 
player"  on  the  harp)  and  other  passages  (A.  v.). 

H. 

*  CUNNINGLY  (2  Pet«r  i.  16).  [Cuxning.] 
CUP.    nie  chief  words  rendered  "  cup  "  in  the 

A.  V.  are,  1.  D'"13:  iro7i)piov:  calix  ;  2.  DlJCi?, 

only  in  phinil  :  <rwoi>Sf7a  •  crnferes ;  3.  "9^23  '• 
vSv^v'  fri/phvg.  See  also,  further,  words  Basin 
Hnd  Bowl.  The  cups  of  the  .lews,  wliether  of 
metal  or  earthenware,  were  |K)ssil'lv  borrowefl,  in 
point  of  shape  and  design,  from  Egypt  and  from 
the  Plutnicians,  who  were  celelirated  in  that  liranch 
of  workmanship  (/?.  xxiii.  743;    Od.  iv.  615,  018). 


229,  30,   xi.  446,  465;  Birch,  Aiic.  Pott.  ii.  109). 

The  cups  of  the  X.  T.,  noT^pia,  were  ofttu  no 
doubt  formed  on  (Ireek  and  Homaii  models.  They 
were  sometimes  of  gold  (Kev.  xvii.  4).  Did.  of 
Antiq.  art.  Patera.  H.  W.  I . 

*  "  Cup  "  or  "  bowl "  would  undoubtedly  be  more 
correct  than,  "vial"  (A.  V.),  as  the  rendering  of 
<pii\-n  in  the  AjK)calypse.  The  term  designates  a 
vessel  with  breadth  rather  than  depth,  and  whether 
used  of  the  censer-<lish  (Uev.  v.  8),  or  of  the  cup 
with  its  contents  as  the  emblem  of  punishment 
(Bev.  XV.  7,  xvi.  2,  Ac),  does  not  correspond  to  our 
word  i-ial,  as  at  present  employed.  H. 

CUP-BEARER  i^\}\ '?  :  o\vo-)(6os:  ;««- 
cei-na),  an  officer  of  high  rank  with  ICgyptian, 
Persian,  Assyrian,  as  well  as  .lewish  monarchs. 
The  chief  cup-beirer.  or  butler,  to  tlie  king  of  I'^ypt 
was  the  means  of  raising  Josej)!!  to  his  higli  position 
(Cen.  xl.  1-21,  xli.  9).  liabsliakeh,  who  was  sent 
by  Sennacherib  to  Ilezekiah,  appears  from  his  name 
to  have  filled  a  like  ottice  in  the  Assyrian  court  (2 
K.  xviii.  17;  Ges.  p.  1225),  and  it  seems  prolwble. 
from  his  association  with  Bab-saris,  chief  of  Oi* 
eunvchs  (D''"ID"3"I1),   and  from  h:;istem  custom 
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in  general,  that  he  was,  Uke  him,  an  eunuch  (Ges. 
p.  973).  Herod  the  Great  had  an  establishment 
of  eunuchs,  of  whom  one  was  a  cup-beiirer  (Joseph. 
Ani.  xvi.  8,  1).  Nehemiah  was  cup-l>earer  to 
Artaxerxes  Longimanus  king  of  Persia  (Neh.  i.  11, 
ii.  1).  Cup-bearers  are  mentioned  among  the  at- 
tendants of  Solomon  (1  K.  x.  5;  conip.  Layard, 
Nin.  u.  324,  .326).  H.  W.  P. 

CURTAINS.  The  Hebrew  terms  translated 
in  the  A.  V.  by  this  word  are  three : 

1.  Yen' 6th,  HV^'^') :  the  ten  "  curtains  "  of 
line  linen,  &c.,  each  28  cubits  long  and  4  wide,  and 
also  the  eleven  of  goats'  hair,  which  covered  the 
Tabernacle  of  Moses  (Ex.  xxvi.  1-13,  xxxvi.  8-17). 
The  charge  of  these  curtains  and  of  the  other 
textile  fabrics  of  the  Tabernacle  was  laid  on  the 
Gershonites  (Num.  iv.  25).  Having  this  definite 
meaning,  the  word  came  to  be  used  as  a  synonym 
for  the  Tabernacle  —  its  transitoriness  and  slight- 
ness ;  and  is  so  employed  in  the  sublime  speech  of 
David,  2  Sam.  vii.  2  (where  "  curtains  "  should  be 
"the  curtain"),  and  1  Chr.  xvii.  1.  In  a  few 
later  instances  the  word  bears  the  more  general 
meaning  of  the  sides  of  a  tent ;  as  in  the  beautiful 
figure  of  Is.  liv.  2  (where  "  habitations  "  should 

be  "  tabernacles,"  m3Dtt?S5,  poetic  word  for 
"tents");  Jer.  iv.  20,  x.  20  (here  "tabernacle" 
and   "tent"  are  both  one  word,  vHS  =tent); 

Ps.  civ.  2  (where  "stretch,"  ")t23,  is  the  word 
usually  employed  for  extending  a  tent).  Also 
specially  of  nomadic  people,  Jer.  xlix.  29 ;  Hab.  iii. 
7 ;  Cant.  i.  5  (of  the  black  hair-cloth  of  which  the 
tents  of  the  real  Bedoueen  are  still  composed). 

2.  AMsdc,  "?yDQ  :  the  "  hanging  "  for  the  door- 
way of  the  tabernacle,  Ex.  xxvi.  36,  37,  xxxv.  15, 
xxxvi.  37,  xxxix.  38,  xl.  5;  Num.  iii.  25,  iv.  25: 
and  also  for  the  gate  of  the  court  round  the  tab- 
ernacle, Ex.  xxvii.  16,  xxxv.  17,  xxxviii.  18,  xxxix. 
40,  xl.  33;  Num.  iii.  26,  iv.  26.  Amongst  these 
the  rendering  "curtain"  occurs  but  once.  Num.  iii. 
26;  while  "hanging"   is  shared  equally  between 

Mdsdc  and  a  very  different  word  —  Keld't,  "^37  Vp. 
The  idea  in  the  root  of  Mdsdc  seems  to  be  of  shield- 
ing or  protecting  ("JSD,  Ges.  p.  951).  If  this  be 
so,  the  Mdsdc  may  have  been  not  a  curtain  or  veil, 
but  an  awning  to  shade  the  entrances  —  a  thing 
natural  and  common  m  the  fierce  sun  of  the  East 
(see  one  figured  in  Fergusson's  Nineveh  and  Per- 
sepolis,  p.  184).  But  the  natdre  of  this  and  the 
other  textile  fabrics  of  the  tabernacle  will  be  best 
examined  under  Tabeknacle. 

Besides  "  curtain  "  and  "  hanging,"  Mdsdc  is 
rendered  "covering"  in  Ex.  xxxv.  12,  xxxix.  34, 
xl.  21;  Num.  iv.  5;  2  Sam.  xvii.  19;  Ps.  cv.  39; 
Is.  xxii.  8. 

3.  Bok,  p'7.  There  is  nothing  to  guide  us  to 
the  meaning  of  this  word.  It  is  found  but  once 
(Is.  xl.  22),  in  a  passage  founded  on  the  metaphor 
of  a  tent.  G. 

CUSH  (tr^lS  [see  the  word  below]:  Xova-i; 
(Tat.  Sin.  -o-fj:]  yfJtliiopis,  and  Chum),  a  I?enja- 
mite  mentioned  only  in  the  title  to  Ps.  vii.  ITiere 
is  every  reason  to  lielieve  this  title  to  be  of  great 
antiquity  (Ewald,  Psilmen,  p.  9).  Cush  was  prob- 
ably a  follower  of  Saul,  the  head  of  his  tribe,  and 
had  sought  the  friendship  of  Uavid  for  the  purpose 
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of  "  rewarding  evil  to  him  who  was  at  peace  with 
him  "  —  an  act  in  which  no  Oriental  of  ancient  or 
modem  times  would  see  any  shame,  but,  if  success- 
ful, the  reverse.  HappUy,  however,  we  may  gather 
from  verse  15  that  he  had  not  succeeded. 

*  The  antiquity  of  the  name  has  been  less  ques- 
tioned than  its  application.  The  Jewish  interpret- 
ers very  generally  regard  the  name  as  symbolic: 
Ethiopian,  black  in  heart  and  character.  But 
among  those  who  accept  this  view  opinions  differ  as 
to  the  person  thus  enigmatically  designated.  Some 
suppose  Cush  to  be  Shimei  who  cursed  Uavid  when 
he  fled  from  Absalom  (2  Sam.  xvi.  5  ff.);  and  others 
suppose  him  to  be  Saul,  chiefly  because  the  Psalm 
seems  to  refer  to  the  times  of  Saul  rather  than  those 
of  Absalom.  The  latter  is  llengstenberg's  view 
(Die  Psalnien,  i.  138  ff.),  and  also  Alexander's 
(Psalms,  i.  49).  Rosenriiiiller  argues  against  both 
opinions  and  abides  by  the  name  as  that  of  some 
partisan  of  Saul,  and  an  enemy  and  calumniator 
of  David,  otherwise  unknown  (Scholia  in  Psalmos 
redacta,  iii.  56).  H. 

CUSH  (tt?*l3  \_dark-colored,  Fiirst;  perh.  an 
assembly,  people  hrouyht  Uigether,  Ges.,  6*  Aufl.] : 
Xow:    Chus  (Gen.  x.  6,  7,  8;  1  Chr.  i.  8,  9,  10); 

Al0ioiria,  Aldloires-  ^Ethiopia ;  Cush'ite,  "^K?!l3  : 

hleloy^i:    jEthiops;   pi.  D"^a7^3,  D''»1273 ;    fem. 

n*'tt7'l3),  the  name  of  a  son  of  Ham,  apparently 
the  eldest,  and  of  a  territory  or  territories  occupied 
by  his  descendants.  (1.)  In  the  genealogy  of 
Noah's  children  Cush  seems  to  be  an  individual, 
for  it  is  said  "  Cush  begat  Nimrod  "  (Gen.  x.  8;  1 
Chr.  i.  10).  If  the  name  be  older  than  his  time 
he  may  have  been  called  after  a  country  allotted  to 
him.  The  following  descendants  of  Cush  are 
enumerated:  his  sons,  Seba,  Havilah,  Sabtah  or 
Sabta,  Raamah,  and  Sabtechah  or  Sabtecha;  his 
grandsons,  the  sons  of  Kaamah,  Sheba  and  Dedan ; 
and  Nimrod,  who,  as  mentioned  after  the  rest, 
seems  to  have  been  a  remoter  descendant  than  they, 
the  text  not  necessarily  proving  him  to  have  been 
a  son.  The  only  direct  geographical  information 
given  in  this  passage  is  with  reference  to  Nimrod, 
the  beginning  of  whose  kingdom  was  in  Babylonia, 
and  who  afterwards  went,  accoi-ding  to  the  reading 
which  we  prefer,  into  AssjTia,  and  founded  Nin- 
eveh and  other  cities.  The  reasons  for  our  prefer- 
ence are,  (1)  that  if  we  read'- "Out  of  that  land 
went  forth  Asshur,"  instead  of  "he  went  forth 
[into]  Asshur,"  i.  e.  AssjTia,  there  is  no  account 
given  but  of  the  "beginning"  of  Nimrod's  king- 
dom; and  (2)  that  Asshur  the  patriarch  would 
seem  here  to  be  quite  out  of  place  in  the  geneal- 
ogy- 

(2.)  Cush  as  a  country  appears  to  be  African  in 
all  passages  except  Gen.  ii.  13.  We  may  thus  dis- 
tinguish a  primeval  and  a  post-diluvian  Cush.  The 
former  was  encompassed  by  Gihon,  the  second  river 
of  Paradise.  It  would  seem,  therefore,  to  have  been 
somewhere  to  the  northward  of  Assyria.  It  is 
possible  that  Cush  is  in  this  case  a  name  of  a  pe- 
riod later  than  that  to  which  the  history  relates,  but 
it  seems  more  probable  that  it  was  of  the  earhest 
age,  and  that  the  African  Cush  was  named  from 
tins  older  country.  JNIost  ancient  nations  thus 
connected  their  own  lands  with  Paradise,  or  with 
primeval  seats.  In  this  manner  the  future  Para- 
dise of  the  Egyptians  was  a  sacred  Egypt  watered 
by  a  sacred  Nile ;  the  Arabs  have  told  of  the  ter- 
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restrial  Paradise  of  Sheddad  the  son  of  'A'd,  as 
sometimes  seen  in  their  deserts ;  the  Greeks  located 
the  all-destroying  floods  of  Ogyges  and  Deucalion 
in  Greece ;  and  the  Mexicans  seem  to  have  placed  a 
similar  deluge  in  America ;  all  carrying  with  them 
their  traditions  and  fixing  tliem  in  the  territories 
where  they  established  themselves.  The  Cushan 
mentioned  in  Hab.  (iii.  7)  has  been  thought  to  be 
an  Asiatic  post-diluvian  Cush,  but  it  is  most  rea- 
sonable to  hold  that  Cushan-rishathaim  is  here  in- 
tended [Cushan].  In  the  ancient  Egyptian  in- 
scriptions Ethiopia  above  Egypt  is  term^  Keesh  or 
Kesh,  and  this  territory  probably  perfectly  corres- 
ponds to  the  African  Cush  of  the  Bible.  The 
Cushites  however  had  clearly  a  wider  extension,  like 
the  Ethiopians  of  the  Greeks,  but  apparently  with 
a  more  definite  ethnic  relation.  The  settlements 
of  the  sons  and  descendants  of  Cush  mentioned  in 
Gen.  X.  may  be  traced  from  Meroe  to  Babylon,  and 
probably  on  to  Nineveh.  We  have  not  alone  the 
African  Cush,  but  Seba  appears  to  correspond  to 
Meroe,  other  sons  of  Cush  ai-e  to  be  traced  in  Ara- 
bia [Arabia,  Raasiah,  Ac],  and  Nimrod  reigned 
in  Babylonia,  and  seems  to  have  extended  his  rule 
over  Assyria.  Thus  the  Cushites  appear  to  have 
spread  along  tracts  extending  from  the  higher  Nile 
to  the  Euphrates  and  Tigris.  Philological  and 
ethnological  data  lead  to  the  same  conclusion. 
There  are  strong  reasons  for  deriving  the  non- 
Semitic  primitive  language  of  Babylonia,  variously 
called  by  scholars  Cushite  and  Scythic,  from  an 
ante-Semitic  dialect  of  Ethiopia,  and  for  supposing 
two  streams  of  migration  from  Africa  into  Asia  in 
very  remote  periods ;  the  one  of  Nigritians  through 
the  present  Malayan  region,  the  other  and  later  one, 
of  Cushites,  "  from  Ethiopia  properly  so  called, 
through  Arabia,  Babylonia,  and  Persia,  to  Western 
India"  (Genesis  of  the  Earth,  (fc,  pp.  214,  215). 
Sir  H.  EawUnson  has  brought  forward  remarkable 
evidence  tending  to  trace  the  early  Babylonians  to 
Ethiopia ;  particularly  the  similarity  of  their  mode 
of  writing  to  the  Egyptian,"  and  the  indication  in 
the  traditions  of  Babylonia  and  Assyria  of  "  a  con- 
nection in  very  earl}'  times  between  Ethiopia, 
Southern  Arabia,  and  the  cities  on  the  Lower  Eu- 
phrates," the  Cushite  name  of  Nimrod  himself  as 
a  deified  hero,  being  the  same  as  that  by  which 
Meroe  is  called  in  the  Ass}Tian  inscriptions  (Raw- 
linson's  Herod,  i.  442,  443).  History  affords  many 
traces  of  this  relation  of  Babylonia,  Arabia,  and 
Ethiopia.  Zerah  the  Cushite  (A.  V.  "  Ethiopian  ") 
who  was  defeated  by  Asa,  was  most  probably  a 
king  of  Egypt,  certainly  the  leader  of  an  Egyptian 
army.  The  dynasty  then  niling  (the  22d)  bears 
names  that  have  caused  it  to  be  supposed  to  have 
had  a  Babylonian  or  Assyrian  origin,  as  Sheshonk, 
Shishak,  Slieshak;  Namuret,  Nimrod;  Tekrut, 
Teklut,  Tiglath.  The  early  spread  of  the  Mizraites 
illustrates  that  of  the  Cushites  [Caphtok]  :  it  may 
be  considered  as  a  part  of  one  great  system  of  mi- 
grations. On  these  grounds  we  suppose  that  these 
Hamite  races,  very  soon  after  their  arrival  in  Africa, 
began  to  spread  to  the  east,  to  the  north,  and  to 
the  west;  the  Cushites  establishing  settlements 
along  the  southern  Arabian  coast,  on  the  Arabian 
shore  of  the  Persian  Gulf  and  in  Babylonia,  and 
thence  onward  to  the  Indus,  and  probably  north- 
ward to  Nineveh ;  and  the  Mizraites  spreading  along 
the  south  and  east  shores  of  the  Metliterranean,  on 


a  Ideographic  writing  seems  characteristic  of  Tu- 
nnian  nations ;  at  least  such  alone  have  kept  to  it 
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part  of  the  north  shore,  and  in  the  great  islands- 
These  must  have  been  sea-faring  peoples,  not  wholly 
unhke  the  modern  Malays,  who  have  similarly 
spread  on  the  shores  of  the  Indian  Ocean.  They 
may  be  always  traced  where  very  massive  architect- 
ural remains  are  seen,  where  the  native  language  is 
partly  Turanian  and  partly  Semitic,  and  where  the 
native  religion  is  partly  cosmic  or  high  nature-wor- 
ship, and  partly  fetishism  or  low  nature-worship. 
These  indications  do  not  fail  in  any  settlement  of 
Cusliites  or  Mizraites  with  which  we  are  well  ac- 
quainted.    [Ethiopia.]  R.  S.  P. 

*  27^2,  as  the  name  of  a  country,  is  translated 
in  the  A.  V.  "Ethiopia"  or  "Ethiopians,"  in  all 
the  passages  in  which  it  occurs  except  Is.  xi.  11. 

A. 

CU'SHANOttnS:  A.'eWes;  [Sin.i  Etf«- 
oiresO  yEthiqna,  Hab.  iii.  7),  possibly  the  same 
as  Cushan-rishathaim  (A.  V.  Chushan-)  king  of 
Mesopotamia  (Judg.  iii.  8,  10).  The  order  of 
events  alluded  to  by  the  prophet  seems  to  favor  this 
supposition.  First  he  appears  to  refer  to  for- 
mer acts  of  Divine  favor  (ver.  2);  he  then  speaks 
of  the  wonders  at  the  giving  of  the  Law,  "  God 
came  from  Teman,  and  the  Holy  One  from  Mount 
Paran ;  "  and  he  adds,  "  I  saw  the  tents  of  Cushan 
in  affliction:  [and]  the  tent-curtains  of  the  land 
of  Midian  did  tremble,"  as  though  referring  to  the 
fear  of  the  enemies  of  Israel  at  the  manifestations 
of  God's  favor  for  His  people.  Cushan-rishathaim, 
the  first  recorded  oppressor  of  the  days  of  the 
Judges,  may  have  been  already  reigning  at  the  time 
of  the  entrance  into  Palestine.  The  Midianites, 
certainly  allied  with  the  Moabites  at  that  time, 
feared  the  Israelites  and  plotted  against  them  (Num. 
xxii.,  xxiii.,  xxiv.,  xxv.);  and  it  is  noticeable  that 
Balaam  was  sent  for  from  Aram  (xxiii.  7),  perhaps 
the  Aram-naharaim  of  the  oppressor.  Habakkuk 
afterwards  alludes  to  the  crossing  of  Jordan  or  the 
Red  Sea,  or  both,  (ver.  8-10,  15,)  to  the  standing 
still  of  the  sun  and  moon  (11),  and  apparently  to 
the  destruction  of  the  Canaanites  (12,  13,  14). 
There  is  far  less  reason  for  the  supposition  that 
Cushan  here  stands  for  an  Asiatic  Cush.  [Chu- 
shan-Rishathaim.]  R.  S.  P. 

CU'SHI  OWiQ  :  Xov(rl  [Vat.  -irei] :  Chusi), 
a  name  occurring  more  than  once  in  the  0.  T.  1. 
One  of  the  ancestors  of  Jehudi,  a  man  about  the 
court  of  king  Jehoiakim  (Jer.  xxx\i.  14). 

2.  [Vat.  Alex.  Xovcrei.]  Father  of  Zephaniah 
the  Prophet  (Zeph.  i.  1). 

3.  (With  the  article,  ^tp^SH,  t.  e.  "the  Cu- 
shite," "the  Ethiopian:"  6  Xovffl  [Vat.  Alex, 
-o-fi] :  Chusi),  a  man  apparently  attached  to  Joab's 
person,  but  unknown  and  unaccustomed  to  the  king, 
as  may  be  inferred  from  his  not  being  recognized 
by  the  watchman,  and  also  from  the  abrupt  man- 
ner in  which  he  l)reaks  his  evU  tidings  to  David, 
unlike  Ahimaaz,  who  was  well  aware  of  the  effect 
they  were  sure  to  produce.  That  Cushi  was  a  for- 
eigner —  as  we  should  infer  from  his  name  —  is  abo 
slightly  corroborated  by  his  ignorance  of  the  ground 
in  the  Jordan  valley  —  "  the  way  of  the  '  Ciccar '  " 
—  by  knowing  which  Ahimaaz  was  enabled  to  out- 
run him  (2  Sam.  xviii.  21,  22,  2-3,  31,  32).  Ewald, 
however,  conjectures  that  a  mode  of  runni)ig  is 
here  referred  to,  peculiar  to  Ahimaaz,  and  by  which 


partly  or  wholly,  in  spite  of  their  after  knowledge  of 
phonetic  characters. 
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he  was  recognized  a  long  distance  oflf  by  the  watch- 
man. 

CtJ'THAH  or  CUTH  (HH^S,  H^S : 
Xoved  [Vat.  Xowda,  Alex.  Xova],  XovO  [Alex, 
omits] ;  Joseph.  Xovdos:  Cutha),  one  of  the  coun- 
tries whence  Shahnaneser  introduced  colonists  into 
Samaria  (2  K.  xvii.  24,  30);  these,  intermixing 
with  the  remnant  of  the  ten  tribes,  were  the  pro- 
genitors of  the  Samaritans,  who  were  called  Cu- 
thaeans  by  the  Jews,  and  are  so  described  in  the 
Chaldee  and  Tahnud  (ol  Kara  tV  'E)3poicoi' 
jKaiTTav  Xov6a7oi,  Kara  Se  t^v  "E.K\i\v<j)v  'Zafj.a- 
pfTrai,  Joseph.  Ant.  ix.  14,  §  3).  The  position  of 
Cuthah  is  undecided ;  Josephus  speaks  of  a  river  of 
that  name  in  Persia,  and  fixes  the  residence  of  the 
Cuthaeans  in  the  interior  of  Persia  and  Media  (Ant. 
ix.  14,  §  3,  X.  9,  §  7).  Two  localities  have  been 
proposed,  each  of  which  corresponds  in  part,  but 
neither  wholly,  with  Josephus's  account.  For  the 
one  we  defiend  on  the  statements  of  Arabian  geog- 
raphers, who  speak  of  a  district  and  to\vn  named  Ku- 
tha,  between  the  Tigris  and  Euphrates,  after  which 
one  of  the  canals  (the  fourth  in  Xen.  Anab.  i.  7) 
was  named ;  the  town  existed  in  the  time  of  Abul- 
feda,  and  its  site  has  been  identified  with  the  ruins 
of  Totnbah  immediately  adjacent  to  Babylon  (Ains- 
worth's  Assyria,  p.  1(5.5;  Knobel,  Volkertafel,  p. 
252);  the  canal  may  be  the  river  to  which  Jo- 
sephus refers.  The  other  locality  corresponds  with 
the  statement  that  the  Cuthaeans  came  from  the 
Ulterior  of  Persia  and  Media.  They  have  been 
identified  with  the  Cossaei,  a  warlike  tribe,  who 
occupied  the  mountain  ranges  dividing  those  two 
countries,  and  whose  lawless  habits  made  them  a 
terror  even  to  the  Persian  emperors  (Strab.  xi.  p. 
524,  xvi.  p.  744).  They  were  never  wholly  subdued 
until  jVlexander's  expedition ;  and  it  therefore  ap- 
pears doubtful  whether  Shalmaneser  could  have 
gained  sufficient  authority  over  them  to  effect  the 
removal  of  any  considerable  number;  their  habits 
would  have  made  such  a  step  highly  expedient,  if 
practicable.  The  connection  between  the  Samar- 
itans and  the  Sidonians,  as  stated  in  their  letter  to 
Alexander  the  Great  (Joseph.  Ant.  xi.  8,  §  6,  xii 
5,  §  5),  and  between  the  Sidonians  and  the  Cuthae- 
ans as  expressed  in  the  version  of  the  Chaldee 
Paraphrast  Pseudo-Jonathan  iu  Gen.  x.  19,  who 

substitutes  D*''^3m3  for  l^^,  and  in  the  Tar- 
gum,  1  Chr.  i.  13,  where  a  similar  change  is  made, 
is  without  doubt  to  be  referred  to  the  traditional 
beUef  that  the  original  seat  of  the  Phoenicians  was 
the  shores  of  the  Persian  Gulf  (Herod,  i.  1). 
W.  L.  B. 

CUTTING  OFF  FROM  THE  PEOPLE. 

[E.XCOMMUNICATIOX.] 

CUTTINGS    [IN    THE    FLESH]   ((1.) 

n^nb,  s.  /.,  TD^i?',  s.  OT.,  both  from  isni^ 

(Buxtorf),    ta^tt?    (Gesen.  p.   1395),   cut;    (2.) 

m^^2,  from  "f"T2,  incise  (Gesen.  p.  264) :  ivro- 

idSes-  incisurce;  (3.)  ^|2?|2)  «•)  fro"i  ?^P>  «'*- 
grave  (Gesen.  p.  1208):  ypafifiara  ffriKrd--  stig- 
mata). The  prohibition  (Lev.  xix.  28)  against 
marks  or  cuttings  in  the  flesh  for  the  dead  must  be 
taken  hi  connection  with  the  parallel  passages  (Lev. 
xxi.  5;  Deut.  xiv.  1),  in  which  shaving  the  head 
with  the  same  view  is  equally  forbidden.  But  it 
appears  from  Jer.  xvi.  6,  7,  that  some  outward 
manifestation  of  grief  in  this  way  was  not  wholly 
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forbidden,  or  was  at  least  tolerated.  The  groimd, 
therefore,  of  the  prohibition  must  be  sought  else- 
where, and  will  he  found  in  the  superstitious  or  in- 
human practices  prevaiUng  among  heathen  nations. 
A  notion  apparently  existed  that  self-inflicted  bald- 
ness or  mutilation  had  a  propitiatory  efficacy  in 
respect  of  the  manes  of  the  dead,  perhaps  as  repre- 
senting, in  a  modified  degree,  the  solemnity  of 
human  or  animal  sacrifices.  Herodotus  (iv.  71) 
describes  the  Scythian  usage  in  the  case  of  a  de- 
ceased king,  for  whose  obsequies  not  fewer  than  six 
human  victims,  besides  offerings  of  animals  and 
other  effects,  were  considered  necessary.  An  ex- 
treme case  of  funereal  bloodshed  is  represented  on 
the  occasion  of  the  burial  of  Patroclus,  when  four 
horses,  two  dogs,  and  twelve  Trojan  captives  are 
offered  up  {II.  xxiil.  171,  176).  Together  with 
human  or  animal  sacrifices  at  funerals,  and  after 
these  had  gone  out  of  use,  the  minor  propitiatory 
acts  of  self-laceration  and  depilation  continued  in 
use  (//.  xxiii.  141 ;  Od.  iv.  197 ;  Virg.  uEn.  iii.  67, 
with  Servius  ad  he.  xii.  605;  Eurip.  Ale.  425; 
Seneca,  Hippol.  v.  1176,  1193).  Plutarch  says 
that  some  bai'barians  mutilate  themselves  {De  Con- 
sol,  ad  Apollon.  p.  113,  vol.  vi.  Keiske).  He  also 
says  that  Solon,  by  the  advice  of  Epimenides,  cur- 
tailed the  Athenian  practice  in  this  respect  {SoUm. 
12-21,  vol.  i.  pp.  184,  194).  Cicero  quotes  a  law 
of  the  twelve  tables  to  the  same  effect ;  "  mulieres 
genas  ne  radunto  "  (Be  Leg.  ii.  23). 

Such  being  the  ancient  heathen  practice  it  is  not 
surprising  that  the  I^w  should  forbid  similar  prac- 
tices in  every  case  ui  which  they  might  be  used  or 
misconstrued  in  a  propitiatory  sense.     "  Ye  shall 

not  make  cuttings  Jw  {propter)  the  dead  C?S3  V 
(Lev.  xix.  28;  Gesen.  p.  731;  Spencer  de  Leg. 
Ilebr.  ii.  xLx.  404,  405). 

But  the  practice  of  self-mutilation  as  an  act  of 
worship  belonged  also  to  heathen  religious  ceremo- 
nies not  funereal.  The  priests  of  Baal,  a  Syrian 
and  also  an  Assyrian  deity,  cut  themselves  with 
knives  to  propitiate  the  god  "  after  their  manner  " 
(1  K.  xviii.  28).  Herodotus  says  the  Carians,  who 
resided  in  Europe,  cut  their  foreheads  with  knives 
at  festivals  of  Isis;  in  this  respect  exceeding  the 
Egyptians,  who  beat  themselves  on  these  occasions 
(Herod,  ii.  61).  This  shows  that  the  practice  was 
not  then  at  least  an  Egyptian  one.  Lucian,  speak- 
ing of  the  Syrian  priestly  attendants  of  this  mock 
deity,  says,  that  using  violent  gestures  they  cut 
their  arms  ajid  tongues  with  swords  (Lucian,  Ad^ 
nus,  c.  37,  vol.  ii.  102,  Amst. ;  de  Dea  Syr.  ii.  658, 
681 ;  comp.  Ez.  viii.  14).  Similar  practices  in  the 
worship  of  Bellona  are  mentioned  by  Lucan  {Phars. 
i.  560),  and  alluded  to  by  ^^Elius  Lampridius 
{Comin.  p.  209),  by  TertuUian  {Apol.  c.  9),  and 
Lactantius  {Div.  Instit.  i.  c.  21,  29,  Paris).  He- 
rodotus, speaking  of  means  used  for  aUajdng  a 
storm,  uses  the  words  ^vrofMa  iroievyres,  which 
may  mean  cutting  the  flesh,  but  more  probably 
offering  human  sacrifices  (Herod,  vii.  191,  ii.  119, 
with  Schweighaeuser's  note;  see  also  Virg.  ^n.  ii. 
116;  Lucr.  i.  85). 

The  prohibition,  therefore,  is  directed  against 
practices  prevailing  not  among  the  Egyptians  whom 
the  Israelites  were  leaving,  but  among  the  Syrians, 
to  whom  they  were  about  to  become  neighbors 
(Selden,  de  Diis  Syris,  Syn.  ii.  c.  1). 

Practices  of  self-mutilation,  whether  propitiatory 
or  simply  funereal,  i.  e.  expressive  of  highly  excited 
feeUng,  are  mentioned  of  the  modem  Persians  on 


622 


CYAMON 


the  occasion  of  the  celebration  of  the  death  of  Ho- 
•eyn,  at  which  a  man  is  paraded  in  the  character 
of  the  saint,  with  points  of  lances  thrust  into  his 
fiesh.  At  funerals  also  in  general  the  women  tear 
their  hair  and  faces.  Tlie  Circassians  express 
grief  by  tearing  the  flesh  of  their  foreheads,  arms, 
and  breasts.  The  jMexicans  and  Peruvians  offered 
human  sacrifices  both  at  funerals  and  festivals. 
The  Gosayens  of  India,  a  class  of  Bralnninical 
friars,  endeavor  in  some  cases  to  extort  alms  by 
gashing  their  limbs  with  knives.  Among  the  na- 
tive negro  African  tribes  also  the  practice  appears 
to  prevail  of  offering  human  sacrifices  at  the  death 
of  chiefs  (Chardin,  Voyrtyes,  vi.  482,  ix.  58,  490; 
Olearius,  Travels,  p.  237 ;  Lane,  Mod.  Egypt,  ii. 
59;  Prescott,  Mexico,  i.  53,  63;  Peru,  i.  86;  El- 
phinstone.  Hist,  of  India,  i.  116;  Strab.  xv.  p.  711 
ff. ;  Niebuhr,  Voyages,'i\.b^\  Livingstone,  Travels, 
pp.  318,  588;  Col.  Ch.  Citron.  No.  cxxxi.  179;  Mu- 
ratori,  Anecd.  iv.  99,  100). 

But  there  is  another  usage  contemplated  more 
remotely  by  the  prohibition,  namely,  that  of  print- 
ing marks  {crriyfiara),  tattooing,  to  indicate  alle- 
giance to  a  deity,  in  the  same  manner  as  soldiers 
and  slaves  bore  tattooed  marks  to  indicate  allegi- 
ance or  adscription.  This  is  evidently  alluded  to 
in  the  Kevelation  of  St.  John  (xiii.  16,  xix.  20, 
xvii.  5),  ^dpayna  iirl  ttjs  x*'P^s  t^j  Sepias  Ka\ 
ivl  tS)v  /xeTciwcov,  and,  though  in  a  contrary 
direction,  by  Ezekiel  (ix.  4),  by  St.  Paul  (Gal.  vi. 
17),  in  the  Revelation  (vii.  3),  and  perhaps  by 
Isaiah  (xliv.  5)  and  Zechariah  (xiii.  6).  Lucian, 
speaking  of  the  priests  of  the  Syrian  deity,  says, 
ffrl^ovTai  irdvres,  ol  fxkv  is  Kapirovs,  ot  Se  is 
avxfvas,  Kal  OTrb  TovSe  airayres  'Kcravpioi  (rny- 
fj.aTo(pop4ov(n  (de  Dta  Syr.  [c.  59,]  ii.  p.  684). 
A  tradition,  mentioned  by  Jerome,  was  current 
among  the  Jews,  that  king  Jehoiakim  bore  on  his 
body  marks  of  this  kind  which  were  discovered 
after  his  death  (Spencer,  De  Leg.  Hebr.  ii.  xx. 
410).  Philo,  quoted  by  Spencer,  describes  the 
marks  of  tattooing  impressed  on  those  who  submit- 
ted to  the  process  in  their  besotted  love  for  idol- 
worship,  as  being  made  by  branding  {ffi^i)pif  ire- 
irvpwfifvcj},  Philo,  de  Momirch.  i.  819 ;  Spencer,  p. 
416).  The  Arabs,  both  men  and  women,  are  in 
the  habit  of  tattooing  their  faces,  and  other  parts 
of  the  body;  and  the  members  of  Brahminical  sects 
in  India  are  distinguished  by  marks  on  the  fore- 
head, often  erroneously  supposed  by  Europeans  to 
be  marks  of  caste  (Niebuhr,  Descr.  de  I'Arab.  p. 
58;  Voyages,  i.  242;  WelLsted,  Arabia,  ii.  206, 
445 ;  Olearius,  Travels,  p.  2SJ9 ;  Elphinstone,  India, 
i.  195).  H.  W.  P. 

CY'AMON  (KvafidiV-  Chdrrwn),  a  place 
named  only  in  Jud.  vii.  3,  as  lying  in  the  plain 
{av\(i>v,  A.  V.  "valley")  over  against  (direVom) 
Esdrelom.  If  by  "  lisdrelom  "  we  may  understand 
Jezreel,  this  description  answers  to  the  situation  of 
the  modern  village  Tell  Kaimm,  on  the  eastern 
slopes  of  Carniel,  on  a  conspicuous  position  over- 
looking the  Kishon  and  the  great  plain  (Rob.  iii. 
114;  Van  de  Velde,  i.  330).  The  place  was  known 
to  Eusebius  {Kafiixavi)  and  Jerome  (Cimana), 
»nd  is  mentioned  by  them  in  the  Onomasticon. 
They  identify  it  with  Camon,  the  burial-place  of 
Jair  the  Gileadite.    Robinson  suggests  its  identity 

«rith  JOKNKAM.  G. 

*  This  last  remark  may  be  misunderstood.  Dr. 
Robinson  assents  to  the  suggestion  that  Jokneam 
may  be  Tell  Kainwn  (iii.  114);  but  (see  iii.  339, 
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note)  he  regards  Gj'amon  (Jud.  vii.  3)  as  unknown, 
unless  it  be  Fuleh,  on  the  east  side  of  the  plain  of 
Esdraelon.  Cyamon  (Kua/xtiv)  and  Fiileh  both 
mean  a  bean  or  place  of  beans,  and  so  may  repre- 
sent an  earlier  name  (  vIS,  V-IS)  of  that  significa- 
tion. Raumer  (Paldstina,  p.  154)  identifies  Cya- 
mon with  Fiileh.  It  was  the  central  point  of  the 
battle  of  Kleber  against  the  Turks  in  1799,  in 
which  Bonaparte's  opportune  arrival  from  Akka 
saved  the  French  from  defeat.  H. 

CYMBAL,    CYMBALS     (C'^b^bs    or 

D^i?  7?P);  a  percussive  musical  instrument,  from 

7  V^,  to  tinkle  (comp.  his  two  ears  shall  tingle, 

rT3^*'iJ^,    1    Sam.   iii.    11,   and   a  fsh-spcar, 

7^7^,  Job  xli.  7);  possibly  so  called  from  its 
tinkling  sound.  The  three  instruments  which  ap- 
jjear  to  have  been  most  in  common  use  amongst 

the  Hebrews  were  Nebel,  vlij?,  Cimwr,  "^33, 
and  Tzilzel,  7!J72.  Two  kinds  of  cymbals  ate 
mentioned  in  Ps.  cl.  5,  VT^iW  ""bsb^,  «ioud 
cymbals,"  cymbala  bene  sonantia,  or  castagnettes, 
and  n^-'mri  "^b^b^,  "high-sounding  cym- 
bals," cymbala  JtiMlaiionis.  The  former  consisted 
of  four  small  plates  of  brass  or  of  some  other  hard 
metal ;  two  plates  were  attached  to  each  hand  of 
the  performer,  and  were  smote  together  to  produce 
a  loud  noise.  The  latter  consisted  of  two  larger 
plates,  one  held  in  each  hand,  and  struck  together 
as  an  accompaniment  to  other  instruments.  Asaph, 
Heraan,  and  Jeduthun,  the  renowned  conductors 
of  the  music  of  the  sanctuary,  employed  the  "  loud 
cymbals  "  possibly  to  beat  time,  and  to  give  the 
signal  to  the  choir  when  it  was  to  take  part  in  the 
sacred  chant.  I^ewis  says  —  but  he  does  not  sup- 
port his  statement  by  any  authority  —  that  "  there 
was  allowed  but  one  cymbal  to  be  in  choir  at  once." 
The  use  of  cymbals  was  not  necessarily  restricted  to 
the  worship  of  the  Temple  or  to  sacred  occasions: 
they  were  employed  for  military  purposes,  as  also 
by  the  Hebrew  women  as  a  nuisical  accompaniment 
to  their  national  dances.      The  "loud  cymbals" 

are  the  same  with  D^Fl/i-^j  A.  V.  "cymbals," 
performed  on  by  the  band  which  accompanied  Da- 
vid when  he  brought  up  the  ark  of  God  from  Kir- 
jath-jearim  (1  Chr.  xiii.  8). 

Both  kinds  of  cjnibals  are  still  common  in  the 
East  in  miUtary  music,  and  Niebuhr  often  refers  to 
them  in  his  travels.  "  II  y  a  chez  les  Orientaux," 
says  Munk,  "deux  espi-ces:  I'une  se  compose  de 
deux  petits  morceaux  de  bois  ou  de  fer  creux  et 
ronds  qu'on  tient  entre  les  doigts,  et  qui  sont  con- 
nus  sous  le  nom  de  castagnettes ;  I'autre  est  com- 
post'e  de  deux  demi-sphcrcs  creusi's  en  mc^'tal." 
Lampe  has  written  a  copious  dissertation  on  ancient 
cymbals,  and  his  work  may  be  consulted  with  ad- 
vantage by  those  who  desire  fidler  information  on 
the  subject. 

The  cymbals  used  in  modem  orchestras  and  mil- 
itary bands,  and  which  are  called  in  Italian  piatti, 
are  two  metal  plates  of  the  size  and  shape  of  sau- 
cers, one  of  which  is  fixed,  and  the  other  is  held  by 
the  performer  in  his  left  h.and.  These  resemble 
very  closely  the  "  high-somiding  cymbals  "  of  old, 
and  they  are  used  in  a  similar  manner  to  mark  the 
rhjlhm,  especially  in  music  of  a  loud  and  grand 
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♦haracter.  They  are  generally  played  by  the  person 
who  performs  on  the  large  side  drum  (also  an  in- 
strument of  pure  percussion);  and  whilst  he  holds 
'  one  cymbal  in  his  left  hand,  he  strikes  it  against 
the  other  which  is  fixed  to  the  drum,  his  right  hand 
remaining  free  to  wield  the  drumstick,  as  the  large 
drum  is  only  struck  on  one  side,  and  with  one 
stick.  In  practice  the  drum  and  the  cymbals  are 
struck  simultaneously,  and  an  effect  of  percussion 
is  thus  produced  which  powerfully  marks  the 
time. 

The  noun  metzilloth,  mv^D,  foimd  in  Zech. 
xiv.  20,  is  regarded  by  some  critics  as  expressive  of 
certain  musical  instruments  known  in  the  age  of 
the  second  Temple,  and  probably  introduced  by  the 
Israelites  on  their  return  from  Babylon.  The  A. 
V.  renders  the  word  "  bells,"  supposing  it  to  be 

derived  from  V/^.  The  most  generally  received 
opinion,  however,  is,  that  they  were  concave  pieces 
or  plates  of  brass  which  the  people  of  Palestine  and 
Syria  attached  to  horses  by  way  of  ornament.  (See 
Mendelssohn's  Preface  to  Book  of  Psalms ;  Kimchi, 
Comment,  in  loc. ;  Ixwis,  Oriyines  HebrcBce,  Lond. 
1724,  176-7;  Forkel,  Geschichte  d.  Musik;  Jahn, 
Archceology,  Amer.  ed.,  cap.  v.  §  96,  2;  Munk, 
Palestine,  p.  456;  Esendier,  Diet,  of  Music,  i. 
112).  D.  W.  M. 

CYPRESS  (nnn,  tirzah:  kypiofidKavoi, 
Alex.,  Aq.,  and  Theod. :  ilex).  The  Hebrew  word 
is  found  only  in  Is.  xliv.  14,  "  He  heweth  him  down 
cedars  and  taketh  the  tirzah  and  the  oak."  We 
are  quite  unable  to  assign  any  definite  rendering  to 
this  word.  Besides  the  cypress,  the  "beech,"  the 
"holm-oak,"  and  the  "fir"  have  been  proposed ; 
but  there  is  not!iing  in  the  etymology  of  the  He- 
brew name,  or  in  the  passage  where  it  occurs,  to 
guide  us  to  the  tree  intended.  The  word  is  de- 
rived from  a  root  which  means  "  to  be  hard,"  a 
quality  which  obviously  suits  many  kinds  of  trees. 
Celsius  {Hierob.  ii.  20;))  believes  the  "Ues"  or 
"holm-oak"  is  meant;  but  there  is  no  reliable  evi- 
dence to  show  that  this  tree  is  now  found  in  Pales- 
tine. With  respect  to  the  cbims  of  the  cj'press 
{Cupressus  sempeirirens),  which,  at  present,  at  all 
events,  is  found  cultivated  only  in  the  lower  levels 
of  Syria,  it  must  be  granted  that  they  are  unsup- 
ported by  any  authority.  Van  de  Velde's  cypress 
is  the  Juniperus  excels't,  which  is  also  the  cypress 
of  Pococke;  but  neither  juniper  nor  cypress,  as  is 
asserted  by  Pococke,  grow  anywhere  near  the  top 
of  Lebanon.  "  The  jimiper,"  says  Dr.  Hooker,  "  is 
found  at  the  height  of  7000  feet,  on  Lebanon,  the 
top  of  which  is  10,-500  feet  or  so."  The  true  cy- 
press is  a  native  of  the  Taurus.  The  Hebrew  word 
points  to  some  tree  with  a  hard  grain,  and  this  is 
all  that  can  be  positively  said  of  it.  W.  H. 

CYP'RIANS  (Kun-ptot:  Cyprii).  Inhabitants 
of  the  island  of  Cyprus  (2  Mace.  iv.  29).  At  the 
time  alluded  to  (that  is  during  the  reign  of  Antio- 
chus  Epiphanes),  they  were  under  the  dominion  of 
I^ypt,  and  were  governed  by  a  viceroy  who  was 
possessed  of  ample  powers,  and  is  called  in  the  in- 
scriptions (TTpoTrjT'bs  Koi  vavapxos  Kol  apx^fpf^'s 
6  Kara  tV  vrjcrov  (comp.  Boeckh,  Corp.  Insc.  No. 
2624).  Crates,  one  of  these  viceroys,  was  left  by 
Sostratus  in  command  of  the  castle,  or  acropolis, 
of  Jerusalem  while  he  was  summoned  before  the 
king.  W.  A.  W. 

*  Barnabas,  who  was  Paul's  associate  in  his  first 
missionary  journey,  was  a  CypHan  by  birth  (KvTr- 
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pioy  T9J  yevet,  Acts  iv.  36),  for  which  the  A.  V, 
substitutes  "  of  the  country  of  Cyprus."  This  ori- 
gin of  Barnabas  appears  to  have  been  the  provi- 
dential reason  why  the  first  missionaries  went  to 
the  particular  fields  of  labor  first  visited  by  them 
(Cyprus  and  the  southern  parts  of  Asia  Minor), 
where  Christianity  won  its  earUest  signal  victories 
among  the  heathen.  H. 

CY'PRUS  (Kwrpos).  This  island  was  in 
early  times  in  close  commercial  connection  with 
Phoenicia;  and  there  is  httle  doubt  that  it  is  re- 
ferred to  in  such  passages  of  the  0.  T.  as  Ez.  xxvii. 
6.  [Chittiji.]  Josephus  makes  this  identifica- 
tion in  the  most  express  terms  {Xedt/ia  .  .  .  Kv- 
npos  avTT}  vvv  KaXeTrai.  Ant.  i.  6,  §  1;  so  Epi- 
phan.  Hwr.  xxx.  25).  Possibly  Jews  may  have 
settled  in  Cyprus  before  the  time  of  Alexander. 
Soon  after  his  time  they  were  numerous  in  the 
island,  as  is  distinctly  implied  in  1  Mace.  xv.  23. 
The  first  notice  of  it  in  the  N.  T.  is  in  Acts  iv. 
36,  where  it  is  mentioned  as  the  native  place  of 
Barnabas.  In  Acts  xi.  19,  20,  it  appears  promi- 
nently in  connection  with  the  earliest  spreading  of 
Christianity,  first  as  receiving  an  impulse  among  its 
Jewish  population  from  the  persecution  which  drove 
the  disciples  from  Jerusalem,  at  the  death  of  Ste- 
phen, and  then  a.s  furnishing  disciples  who  preached 
the  gospel  to  GentUes  at  Antioch.  Thus  when 
Paul  was  sent  with  Barnabas  from  Antioch  on  his 
first  missionary  journey,  Cyprus  was  the  first  scene 
of  their  labors  (Acts  xiii.  4-13).  Again  when 
Paul  and  Barnabas  separated  and  took  different 
routes,  the  latter  went  to  his  native  island,  taking 
with  him  his  relative  Mark,  who  had  also  been 
there  on  the  previous  occasion  (Acts  xv.  39).  An- 
other Christian  of  Cyprus,  Mnason,  called  "  an  old 
disciple,"  and  therefore  probably  an  early  convert, 
is  mentioned  Acts  xxi.  16.  The  other  notices  of 
the  island  are  purely  geographical.  On  St.  Paul's 
return  .from  the  third  missionary  journey,  they 
"  sighted  ■'  Cyprus,  and  sailed  to  the  southward  of 
it  on  the  voyage  from  Patara  to  Tyre  (ib.  3).  At 
the  commencement  of  the  voyage  to  Rome,  they 
sailed  to  the  northward  of  it,  on  leaving  Sidon,  in 
order  to  be  under  the  lee  of  the  land  (Acts  xxvii. 
4),  and  also  in  order  to  obtain  the  advantage  of  the 
current,  which  sets  northerly  along  the  coast  of 
Phcenicia,  and  westerly  with  considerable  force 
along  CUicia. 

All  the  notices  of  Cyprus  contained  in  ancient 
writers  are  diligently  collected  in  the  great  work  of 
Meursius  (Meursii  Opera,  vol.  iii.  Flor.  1744). 
Situated  in  the  extreme  eastern  comer  of  the  Med- 
iterranean, with  the  range  of  Lebanon  on  the  east, 
and  that  of  Taurus  on  the  north,  distinctly  visible, 
it  never  became  a  thoroughly  Greek  island.  Its 
religious  rites  were  half  Oriental  [Paphos],  and 
its  political  history  has  almost  always  been  asso- 
ciated with  Asia  and  Africa.  Cyprus  was  a  rich 
and  productive  island.  Its  fruits  and  flowers  were 
famous.  The  mountains  also  produced  metals, 
especially  copper.  This  circumstance  gives  us  an 
interesting  link  between  this  island  and  Judsea. 
The  copper  mines  were  at  one  time  farmed  to 
Herod  the  Great  (Joseph.  Ant.  xvi.  4,  §  5),  and 
there  is  a  Cyprian  inscription  (Boeckh,  No.  2628) 
which  seems  to  refer  to  one  of  the  Herods.  The 
history  of  Cyprus  is  briefly  as  follows :  —  After  be- 
ing subject  to  the  Egyptian  king  Amasis  (Herod, 
ii.  182)  it  became  a  part  of  the  Persian  empire  {ib. 
iii.  19,  91),  and  furnished  ships  against  Greece  in 
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the  expedition  of  Xerxes  (ib.  vii.  90).  For  a  time 
it  was  subject  to  Greek  influence,  but  again  be- 
came tributary  to  Persia.  After  tlie  battle  of  Issus, 
it  joined  Alexander,  and  after  his  death  fell  to  the 
share  of  Ptolemy.  In  a  desperate  sea-fight  off 
Salamis  at  the  east  end  of  Cyprus  (b.  c.  306) 
the  victory  wks  won  by  Demetrius  Poliorcetes,  — 
but  the  island  was  recovered  by  his  rival,  and  after- 
wards it  remained  in  the  power  of  the  Ptolemies, 
and  was  regarded  as  one  of  their  most  cherished 
{wssessions.  It  became  a  Roman  province  (a.  c. 
58)    under  circumstances   discreditable  to  Home. 


Copper  Coin  of  Cyprus,  under  Emp.  Claudius. 
Obv.  [CL]AVDIVS.  C^.SA[R].     Head  of  Emp.  to  left. 
Kev.     Eni     KoMINIoY    n[POKA]OY    AN0VnA 
KYnPIwK. 

At  first  its  administration  was  joined  with  that  of 
Cilicia,  but  after  the  battle  of  Actium  it  was  sep- 
arately governed.  In  the  first  division  it  was  made 
an  imperial  province  (Dion  Ca.ss.  liii.  12).  J'rotji 
this  passage  and  from  Stralx)  (xiv.  683)  it  has  been 
supposed  by  .some,  as  by  Baronius,  that  St.  Luke 
used  the  word  ai/dviraros  {proconsul),  because  the 
island  was  still  connected  with  Cilicia;  by  others, 
as  by  Grotius  and  Hammond,  that  the  evangelist 
employs  the  word  in  a  loose  and  general  manner. 
But,  in  fact,  Dion  Cassius  himself  distinctly  tells 
us  {ib.  and  liv.  4)  that  the  emperor  afterwards 
made  this  island  a  senatorial  province ;  so  that  St. 
Luke's  language  is  in  the  strictest  sense  correct. 
Further  confirmation  is  supphed  by  coins  and  in- 
scriptions, which  mention  other  pi'oconsuls  of  Cyprus 
not  very  remote  from  the  time  of  Skkgius  Paul- 
us.  The  governor  a])pears  to  have  resided  at  Pa- 
phos  on  the  west  of  the  island.  Under  tlie  Roman 
empire  a  road  connected  the  two  towns  of  Paphos 
and  Salamis,  as  appears  from  the  Pent.  Table. 
One  of  the  most  remarkaUe  events  in  this  part  of 
the  history  of  Cyprus  was  a  terrible  insurrection  of 
the  Jews  in  the  reign  of  Tnijan,  which  led  to  a 
massacre,  first  of  the  Greek  inhabitants,  and  then 
of  the  insurgents  themselves  (Milman,  Hist,  of  Jews, 
liL  111,  112).  In  the  9th  century  Cyprus  fell  into 
the  power  of  the  Saracens.  In  the  ]2th  it  was  in 
the  hands  of  the  Crusaders,  under  our  king  Richard 
I.  Materials  for  the  description  of  Cyprus  are  sup- 
plied by  Pococke  and  Von  llammei-.  Hut  see  espe- 
cially Engel's  Kypros,  lierlin,  1843,  and  Ross's 
Rcisen  luich  Kos,  IlaUkurnassos,  Rhodos,  u.  der 
Jnsel  Cypern,  HaUe,  1852.  J.  S.  H. 

*  CYRA'MA,  1  Esdr.  v.  20,  an  incorrect  form 
in  the  A.  V.  ed.  1611,  and  other  early  editions,  for 

ClKAMA.  A. 

CYRB'NE  {Kvpifvri),  the  principal  city  of  that 
part  of  northern  Afirica,  which  was  anciently  called 
CjTenaica,  and  also  (from  its  five  chief  cities^  Pen- 
tapolitana.  This  district  was  that  wide  projecting 
portion  of  the  coast  (corresponding  to  the  modern 
7'ripoli),  which  was  separated  from  the  territory  of 
Tartba^  on  the  one  hand,  and  that  of  Ivgypt  on 
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the  other.  Its  surface  is  a  table-land  descending 
by  terraces  to  the  sea;  and  it  was  celebr||ed  for  its 
climate  and  fertihty.  It  is  observable  that  the  ex- 
pression used  in  Acts  ii.  10,  "  the  parts  of  Libya 
about  (/caret)  Cyrene,"  exactly  corresponds  with  a 
phrase  used  by  Dion  Cassius  (Ai/Sutj  tj  irepl  Kup^- 
vr]i',  liii.  12),  and  also  with  the  language  of  Jose- 
phus  {i)  irphs  Kvpi\tn)v  Aifiini;  Ant.  xvi.  6,  §  1). 
[Libya.] 

The  points  to  be  noticed  in  reference  to  Cyrene 
as  connected  with  the  N.  T.  are  these,  —  that, 
though  on  the  African  coast,  it  was  a  Greek  city; 
that  the  Jews  were  settled  there  in  large  numbers ; 
and  that  under  the  Romans  it  was  politically  con- 
nected with  Crete,  from  which  it  is  separated  by  no 
great  space  of  sea.  The  Greek  colonization  of  this 
part  of  Africa  under  Uattus  began  as  early  as  ».  c. 
631 ;  and  it  became  celebrated  not  only  for  its  com- 
merce, but  for  its  physicians,  philosophers,  and 
poets.  After  the  death  of  Alexander  the  Great,  it 
became  a  dependency  of  Egypt.  It  is  in  this  pe- 
riod that  we  find  the  Jews  established  there  with 
great  privileges.  Ptolemy,  the  son  of  Lagus,  in- 
troduced them,  because  he  thought  they  would  con- 
tribute to  the  secm-ity  of  the  place  (Joseph,  c.  Apion. 
ii.  4);  they  became  a  prominent  and  influential 
class  of  the  community  {Ani.  xiv.  7,  §  2);  and 
they  afterwards  received  much  consideration  from 
the  Romans  (xvi.  6,  §  5).  See  1  Mace.  xv.  23. 
We  learn  from  Josephus  {Life,  76)  that  soon  after 
the  Jewish  war  they  rose  against  the  Roman  power. 
Another  insurrection  in  the  reign  of  Trajan  led  to 
great  disasters,  and  to  the  beginning  of  the  decay 
which  was  completed  under  the  Mohammedans. 
It  was  in  the  year  b.  c.  75  that  the  territory  of 
CjTene  (having  previously  been  left  to  the  Romans 
as  a  legacy  by  Apion,  son  of  Ptolemy  Physcon) 
was  reduced  to  the  form  of  a  province.  On  the 
conquest  of  Crete  (b.  c.  67)  the  two  were  united 
in  one  province,  and  together  frequently  called 
Creta-CjTene.  Under  Constantine  they  were 
again  separated.     [Ckete.] 


Tetradrachm  (Attic  talent)  of  Cyrene. 

Odv.  Sacred  silphium  plant,     llev.  KYPA.     Head  of 

bearded  Jupiter  Ammon  to  the  rigbt. 

The  notices  above  given  of  the  numbers  and  po- 
sition of  the  Jews  in  ( 'yrene  (confirmed  by  Philo, 
who  speaks  of  the  diffusion  of  the  Jews  oTrb  rov 
vphi  Atfivriu  Kara$adfiov  M*XP'  '''dij'  dpluv  AiOi- 
onias,  "dv.  Flacc.  p.  523)  jirejmre  us  for  the  fre- 
quent mention  of  the  place  in  the  N.  T.  in  connec- 
tion with  (yhristianity.  Simon,  who  bore  our 
Saviour's  cross  (Matt,  xxvii.  32;  Mark  xv.  21; 
Luke  xxiii.  26),  was  a  native  of  CjTene.  Jewish 
dwellers  in  Cyrenaica  were  in  Jerusalem  at  Pente- 
cost (Acts  ii.  10).  They  even  gave  their  name  to 
one  of  the  synagogues  in  Jerusalem  {ib.  \i.  9). 
('hristiaa  converts  from  Cyrene  were  among  those 
who  contributed  actively  to  the  formation  of  the 
first  Gentile  church  at  Antioch  (ib.  xi.  20),  and 
among  those  who  are  specially  mentioned  as  labor- 
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bag  at  Antioch  when  Barnabas  and  Saul  were  sent 
on  their  missionary  journey  is  Lucius  of  Cyrene  (ib. 
xUi.  1),  traditionally  said  to  have  been  the  first 
bishop  of  his  native  district.  Other  traditions  con- 
nect Mark  with  the  first  establishment  of  Chris- 
tianity in  this  part  of  Africa. 

The  antiquities  of  Cyrene  have  been  illustrated 
in  a  series  of  recent  works.  See  Delia  Cella,  Vmggio 
da  Tripoli,  &c.,  Genoa,  1819 ;  Pa«ho,  Voyage  dans 
In.  Mai-marique,  la  Cyrenaique,  &c.,  Paris,  1827- 
1829 ;  Trige,  Res  Cyrenenses,  Hafh.  1848 ;  Beechey, 
Expeditiim  to  explore  the  north  coast  of  Africa, 
&c.,  London,  1828;  Barth,  Wanderungen  durch  das 
Punische  u.  Kyrendische  Kastenland,  Berlin,  1849 ; 
Hamilton,  Wanderings  in  North  Africa,  I^ndon, 
1856.  J.  S.  H. 

*  CYRE'NIAN  {Kvfnjvaios:  Cyrenaus),  Mark 
XV.  21 ;  Luke  xxiii.  26 ;  Acts  vi.  9,  a  native  or  in- 
habitant of  Cyrene,  which  see.  The  adjective 
also  occurs  in  the  original,  2  Mace.  ii.  23 ;  Matt. 
xxvii.  32 ;  Acts  xi.  20,  xiii.  1.  A. 

CYRE'NIUS  {Kvpi\vios-  {Cyrinus'\,  Luke  ii. 
2),  the  literal  English  rendering  in  the  A.  V.  of  the 
Greek  name,  which  is  itself  the  Greek  form  of  the 
Roman  nam*  Quirinus  (not  Quirinius ;  see  Meyer, 
in  loc. ;  Suet.  Tiber.  49;  Tac.  Ann.  ii.  30,  iii.  48). 
The  full  name  is  Publius  Sulpicius  Quirinus.  He 
was  consul  A.  u.  c.  742,  b.  c.  12,  and  made  gov- 
ernor of  Syria  after  the  banishment  of  Archelaus  in 
A.  D.  6  (Joseph.  Ant.  xvii.  13,  §  5).  He  was  sent 
to  make  an  enrolment  of  property  in  Syria,  and 
made  accordingly,  both  there  and  in  Judsea,  a  cen- 
sus or  airoypa<p'fi  (Joseph.  I.  c,  and  xviii.  1,  §  1). 
But  this  census  seems  in  Luke  (ii.  2)  to  be  identi- 
fied with  one  which  took  place  at  the  time  of  the 
birth  of  Christ,  when  Sentius  Satuminus  was  gov- 
ernor of  Syria.  Hence  has  arisen  a  considerable 
difficulty,  which  has  been  variously  solved,  either 
by  supposing  some  corruption  in  the  text  of  St. 
Luke  (a  supposition  which  is  not  countenanced  by 
any  external  critical  evidence),  or  by  giving  some 
unusual  sense  to  his  words,  outtj  t]  aTroypa(p^  irpcir 
TTj  iyevero  7]yffj.ovfvovros  Trjs  Swiax  Kvpr]viov. 
Many  commentators  and  chronologists,  e.  g.  Peri- 
zonius,  Ussher,  Petavius,  Storr,  Tholuck,  Wieseler, 
would  render  this,  "  was  made  before  Q.  was  gov- 
ernor of  Syria,"  by  a  usage  otherwise  confined  to 
St.  John  among  the  EvangeUsts.  But  this  is  very 
improbable,  both  in  itself  and  because  thus  there 
would  have  been  no  adequate  ground  for  inserting 
the  notice. 

An  imexpected  light  has  been  thro^vn  on  the 
matter  lately,  which  renders  it  only  necessary  to 
refer  to  summaries  and  criticisms  of  the  various 
hypotheses,  such  as  that  in  Winer,  art.  Quirinius. 
A.  W.  Zumpt,  of  Iterlin,  the  nephew  of  the  dis- 
tinguished grammarian,  in  his  Commentatio  de 
Syria  Romamn-um  provincia  a  Ccesare  Augusta  ad 
T.  Vespasianum,  has  shown  it  to  be  probable  that 
Quirinus  was  twice  governor  of  Syria.  This  he 
supports  by  the  following  considerations :  — 

In  9  B.  c.  Sentius  Satuminus  succeeded  M.  Ti- 
tius  in  the  province  of  Syria,  and  governed  it  three 
years.  He  was  succeeded  by  T.  QuintiUus  Varus 
(Joseph.  Ant.  xvii.  5,  §  2),  who,  as  it  appears,  re- 
mained governor  up  to  the  end  of  4  b.  c.  Thence- 
forward we  lose  sight  of  him  till  he  is  appointed  to 
the  command  in  Gennany,  in  which  he  lost  his  life 
m  A.  1).  7.  We  also  lose  sight  of  the  governors 
of  Sj-ria  till  the  apiwintment  of  P.  Sulpicius  Qui- 
rinus, in  ^.  D.  6.     Now  from  the  maxim  acted  on 
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by  Augustus  (Dion  Cass.  Iii.  23),  that  none  sboxild 
hold  an  imperial  province  for  less  than  three  or 
more  than  five  years.  Varus  cannot  have  been  gov- 
ernor of  Syria  during  the  twelve  years  from  b.  c. 
6  to  A.  D.  6.  Who  then  were  the  missing  govern- 
ors? One  of  them  has  been  found,  L.  Volusius 
Satuminus,  whose  name  occurs  as  "  l^atus  Syiise  " 
on  a  coin  of  Antioch,  A.  D.  4  or  5.  But  his  pro- 
consulate will  not  fill  the  whole  time,  and  one  or 
two  governors  must  be  suppUed  between  Varus, 
ending  4  b.  c,  and  Volusius,  4  or  5  A.  D. 

Just  in  that  interval  falls  the  census,  of  which  it 
is  said  in  Luke  ii.  2,  that  it  irpdrri  iyfvero  r]yf- 
fiovevovTos  TTjs  livplas  Kvprivlov.  Could  Quirinus 
have  been  governor  at  any  such  time  ?  From  Jan. 
to  Aug.  B.  c.  12  he  was  consul.  Soon  after  that 
he  triumphed  over  the  Homonadenses  ("  Mox  ex- 
pugnatis  per  CUiciam  Homonadensium  casteUis  in- 
signia triumphi  adeptus,"  Tac.  Ann.  iii.  48).  Now 
Zumpt  applies  the  exhaustive  process  to  the  prov- 
inces which  could  by  any  possibility  have  been  im- 
der  Quirinus  at  this  time,  and  eliminates  from  the 
inquiry  Asia  —  Pontus  and  Bithynia  —  and  Gala- 
tia.  Cilicia  only  remains.  But  at  this  time,  as  he 
shows,  that  province  had  been  reduced  by  successive 
diminutions,  had  been  separated  (Dion  Cass.  liv.  4) 
from  Cyprus,  and  —  as  is  shown  by  the  history  of 
the  misconduct  of  Piso  soon  afterwards,  who  was 
charged  with  having,  as  ex-governor  of  Syria,  at- 
tempted "repetere  provinciam  armis"  (Tac.  Arm. 
iii.  12),  because  he  had  attacked  Celenderis,  a  fort  in 
Cilicia  {ib.  ii.  78-80)  —  attached  to  the  province  of 
Syria.  This  Zumpt  also  confirms  by  the  accoimts 
in  Tacitus  (Ann.  vi.  41,  xii.  55)  of  the  Clitae,  a 
seditious  tribe  of  Cilicia  Aspera,  who  on  two  occa- 
sions were  repressed  by  troops  sent  by  the  governors 
of  Syria. 

Quirinus  then  appears  to  have  been  governor  of 
Syria  at  some  time  during  this  interval.  But  at 
what  time  f  We  find  him  in  the  East  (Tac.  Ann. 
iii.  48),  as  datus  rector  C.  Ccesari  Armeniam  obti- 
nenti ;  and  this  cannot  have  been  during  his  well- 
known  governorship  of  Syria,  which  began  in  a.  d. 
6 ;  for  Cains  Csesar  died  in  a.  d.  4.  Zumpt,  by 
arguments  too  long  to  be  reproduced  here,  but  very 
strikmg  and  satisfactory,  fixes  the  time  of  his  first 
governorship  at  from  b.  c.  4  to  b.  c.  1,  when  he 
was  succeeded  by  M.  Lollius. 

It  is  tme  this  does  not  quite  remove  our  diflS- 
culty.  But  it  brings  it  within  such  narrow  limits, 
that  any  slight  error  in  calculation,  or  even  the  lat- 
itude allowed  by  the  words  irpcirri  iyevero,  might 
well  cover  it. 

In  the  passage  of  Tacitus  referred  to  more  than 
once  {Ann.  iii.  48),  we  leani  that  in  a.  d.  21,  Tibe- 
rius asked  of  the  Senate  the  honor  of  a  public 
funeral  for  Quirinus.  The  historian  describes, 
however,  his  memory  as  not  being  popular  for 
other  reasons  (see  Ann.  iii.  22),  and  because  of 
his  "sordida  et  praepotens  senectus." 

For  the  controversy  respecting  the  census  under 
Quirinus,  as  it  stood  before  Zumpt's  discovery, 
see  Winer,  ut  supra ;  Greswell,  vol.  i.  Dissertation 
xii.;  Browne's  Ordo  Scechrum,  Appendix,  ii.  40 
fF. ;  and  Wieseler,  Ch-onologische  Synapse  der  vier 
Evnngelien,  p.  109  ff.  H.  A. 

*  Was  Cyrenius  or  Quirinius  —  not  Quirinus,  as 
many  call  him  —  govemor  or  hgatus  Augusti  pro 
prcetore  in  Syria  more  than  once  ?  A.  W.  Zumpt, 
in  his  Comment,  epigraph,  ii.  71-150  (Berlin,  1854) 
has  maintained  this,  and  his  conclusions  have  been 
accepted  by  many.     Quirinius,  consul  in  the  year 
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12  B.  c.  =  742  u.  c,  and  aftenvards  at  the  head 
of  an  army  in  Africa,  —  i^erhaps  as  proconsul  of  the 
provmce  of  Africa  in  7  b.  c.  =  747  v.  c.  (comp. 
Floras,  iv.  12)  —  appears  in  the  East  sometime  be- 
tween 2  B.  c.  =  752  u.  c,  and  2  a.  d.  Here  he 
won  a  triumph  over  a  people  in  Cilicia  Tnichea, 
was  appointed  "  rector  "  of  C.  Csesar,  when  he  was 
sent  to  Armenia,  and  visited  Tiberius  during  his 
stay  at  Rhodes  (Tac.  Ann.  iii.  48;  comp.  Strabo, 
xii.  p.  854  a.).  C.  Ctesar  went  to  the  I'^ast  late  in  2, 
or  early  in  1  b.  c,  and  Tiberius  returned  to  Rome 
in  2  A.  D.  As  Quirinius  needed  an  army  in  Cili- 
cia, he  must  have  been  a  governor  of  a  province,  or 
a  legate  of  the  enif>eror's  legate.  Zumpt  shows 
that  probably  at  this  time  Cilicia,  although  pop- 
ularly called  a  province,  was  under  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  legate  in  Syria,  who  had  with  him  a  large 
army,  while  the  other  provincial  governors  around 
Cilicia  had  no  army.  With  Syria,  then,  Quirinius 
is  at  this  time  brought  into  connection,  and,  as 
Zumpt  endeavors  to  make  out  on  probable  grounds, 
in  the  capacity  of  governor  of  that  province.  This 
could  have  hajjpened  only  after  the  departure  of 
Quintilius  Varus  from  his  Syrian  admmistration. 
Varus  followed  C.  Sentius  Satuminus,  is  known  by 
coins  to  have  been  governor  in  748-750  U.  c.  =  6- 
4  b.  c,  and  left  his  post  after  the  death  of  Herod 
the  Great  in  4  b.  c.  (Tac.  Hist.  v.  9 ;  Joseph.  Ant. 
xvii.  10).  It  happens  that  there  is  here  a  gap  in 
our  list  of  governors  of  Syria  until  4  A.  D.,  when 
L.  Volusius  Satuminus,  as  appears  from  coins,  held 
the  office.  Quiruiius  is  assigned  by  Zumpt  on 
probable  grounds  to  the  earlier  part  of  tliis  inter- 
val —  to  the  years  between  4  and  1  b.  c. 

It  is  then  far  from  being  improbable  that  this 
•Roman  filled  the  office  of  governor  of  SyTia  twice  — 
once  at  this  time,  and  once  from  6  a.  d.  onward, 
in  the  times  of  the  "taxing"  mentioned  Acts  v. 
37.  The  airoypcup'fi  in  Luke  ii.  2  might  thus  be 
called  '^thefirnl"  in  opposition  to  the  gecand  or 
tim-e  noted  07ie,  which  Luke  had  in  his  mind  with- 
out mentioning  it.  It  may  be  added  that  a  Latin 
inscription  speaks  of  some  one  as  twice  govenior 
of  Syria  under  Augustus.  The  name  is  lost. 
Mommsen  refers  it  to  our  Quirinius,  Zumpt  to  Sen- 
tius Satm-ninus,  his  second  predecessor.  Hut  these 
combmations  fail  to  remove  the  difficulties  which 
Luke  ii.  1-2  presents  to  us:  they  rather  bring 
Matthew  and  Luke  into  irreconcilable  variance.  For 
our  Lord  was  Iwrn  some  time  before  Herod's  death, 
and  Quirinius  cannot  have  commanded  in  Syria 
until  some  months  after  Herod's  death. 

Something,  however,  is  gained  from  the  known 
fact  that  Quirinius  was  in  the  East  and  in  active  ser- 
vice about  the  time  of  our  Saviour's  birth.  'Hyt/jidi/ 
of  S\Tia  he  could  not,  it  is  certain,  then  have  been. 
But  if  employed  there  as  a  special  commissioner,  he 
may  well  at  that  time  have  sulKlued  the  mountain- 
eers of  (.'ilicia,  and  superintended  the  census  in 
Syria.  Popularly  he  might  be  called  rrytfidv, 
while  acting  in  such  a  capacity;  but  the  airoypaxbr] 
itself  was  not  like  the  one  wliich  tiie  same  Quir- 
inius —  sent  tliere,  we  may  sujipose,  on  account  of 
his  previous  experience  —  undertook  in  6  A.  d., 
which  was  a  valuation  of  property  in  Judaea  with  a 
view  to  the  taxation  of  the  Jews,  now  no  longer 
under  a  king ;  while  the  prior  one  could  not  have 
gone  beyond  a  numbering  of  the  population. 

T.  D.  W. 

*  CYR'IA  (Kvpia'-  domina),  supposed  by  some 
to  be  a  proper  name  (2  John,  ver.  ] ).  See  John, 
Second  and  Thikd  Epistles  of.  H. 
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CY'RUS  (27^3,  or  ITl^^,  i.  e.  Coresh:  k5- 
pos;  probably  from  the  root  contained  in  the  Pers. 
ko/ir,  the  sun;  Sans,  sih-a:  so  Plut.  Artux.  c.  1; 
cf.  Gesen.  T/ies.  a.  v.),  the  founder  of  the  Persian 
empire  (cf.  Dan.  vi.  28,  x.  1,  13 :  2  Chr.  xxxvi.  22, 
23),  was,  according  to  the  common  legend  (Herod, 
i.  107;  Xen.  Cyrop.  i.  2,  1),  the  son  "of  ^Mandane, 
the  daughter  of  Astyages,  the  last  king  of  Media, 
and  Cambyses,  a  Persian  of  the  royal  family  of  the 
Achtemenidse."  In  consequence  of  a  dream,  As- 
tyages, it  is  said,  designed  the  death  of  his  infant 
grandson,  but  the  child  was  spared  by  those  whom 
he  charged  with  the  commission  of  the  crime 
(Herod,  i.  109  ffi),  and  Cyrus  grew  up  in  obscurity 
under  the  name  of  Agradates  (Strab.  xv.  p.  729). 
His  real  parentage  was  discovered  by  the  imperious 
spirit  which  he  displayed  while  yet  a  boy  (Herod, 
i.  114),  and  when  he  grew  up  to  manhood  his  cour- 
age and  genius  placed  him  at  the  he:id  of  the  Per- 
sians. The  tyranny  of  Astyages  had  at  that  time 
alienated  a  large  faction  of  the  Medes,  and  Cyras 
headed  a  revolt  which  ended  in  the  defeat  and  cap- 
ture of  the  Median  king  b.  c.  559,  near  Pasargadse 
{Murgh-Avh,  Strab.  xv.  p.  730).  After  consolidat- 
ing the  empire  which  he  thus  gamed,  Cjtus  entered 
on  that  career  of  conquest  which  has  made  him  the 
hero  of  the  East.  In  b.  c.  546  (?)  he  defeated 
Croesas,  and  the  kingdom  of  Lydia  was  the  prize 
of  his  success.  While  his  general  Harpagus  was 
engaged  in  completing  the  reduction  of  Asia  Minor, 
Cyrus  turned  his  arms  against  the  Babylonians. 
Babylon  fell  before  his  army,  and  the  ancient  do- 
minions of  Asspia  were  added  to  his  empire  (b.  c. 
538).  The  conquest  of  Babylon  opened  the  way 
for  greater  designs.  It  is  probable  that  Cjtus 
planned  an  invasion  of  Egypt ;  and  there  are  traces 
of  campaigns  in  Central  Asia,  in  which  he  appears 
to  have  attempted  to  extend  his  power  to  tlie  Indus 
(Ctos.  Pers.  cc.  5  ff.).  Aftenvards  he  attacked  the 
Massagetae,  and  according  to  Herodotus  (i.  214 ;  cf 
Joseph.  Ant.  xi.  2,  1)  he  fell  in  a  battle  against 
them  B.  c.  529  (Clinton,  F.  11.  ii.  301  if.).  His 
tomb  is  still  shown  at  Pasargadae  (Arr.  Kxp.  Al. 
vi.  29),  the  scene  of  his  first  decisive  victory  (Raw- 
linson,  Herod,  i.  351). 

It  is  impossible  to  insist  upon  the  details  of  the 
outline  thus  sketched.  In  the  time  of  Herodotus 
Cyrus  was  already  regarded  as  the  national  hero  of 
Persia,  and  his  history  had  received  various  popular 
embellishments  (Herod,  i.  95;  cf.  iii.  18,  100; 
Xen.  Cyrcp.  i.  2,  1).  In  the  next  century  Xeno- 
phon  chose  him  as  the  hero  of  his  romance,  and 
fact  and  fiction  became  thenceforth  hopelessly  con- 
fused in  classical  writers.  But  in  the  absence  of 
authentic  details  of  his  actions,  the  empire  which 
he  left  is  the  best  record  of  his  power  and  plans. 
Like  an  oriental  Alexander  he  aimed  at  universal 
dominion ;  and  the  influence  of  Persia,  like  that  of 
Greece,  survived  the  dynasty  from  which  it  sjiruiiir. 
In  every  aspect  the  reign  of  Cyrus  marks  an  eiweli 
in  universal  history,  'llie  faU  of  Sardis  atid  Baliy- 
lon  was  the  starting-point  of  F^uropean  life;  and  it 
is  a  singular  coincidence  that  the  beginning  of 
Grecian  art  and  philosophy,  and  the  foundation  of 
the  Roman  constitution  sjTichronize  with  the  tri- 
umph of  the  Aryan  race  in  the  East  (cf.  Niebuhr, 
Getch.  Ass.  p.  232). 


I 


a  In  an  in.scription  he  ii  described  as  "Son  of  Cam- 
byfies,  the  powerful  king  "  (Col.  RawUnaon,  on  Herod 
i.  107). 


CYRUS 

But  while  the  position  which  Cyrus  occupied 
with  regard  to  the  nations  of  the  world  is  strikingly 
Bignificant,  tlie  personal  relations  to  God's  people, 
with  which  he  is  invested  in  the  Scriptures,  are  full 
of  a  more  pecuUar  interest." 

Hitherto  the  great  kings,  with  whom  the  Jews 
had  been  brought  into  contact,  had  been  open  op- 
pressors or  seductive  allies ;  but  Cyrus  was  a  gen 
erous  liberator  and  a  just  guardian  of  their  rights. 
An  inspired  prophet  (Is.  xliv.  28)  recognized  in  him 
"a  shepherd"  of  the  Lord,  an  "anointed"  king 

(Is.  xlv.  1;  rr^lpP,  Messiah:  t^  XP^'^'^V  H-o^' 
Christo  meo) ;  and  the  title  seemed  to  later  writers 
to  invest  him  with  the  dignity  of  being  in  some 
sense  a  type  of  Christ  himself  (Hieron.  Comm.  in 
Is.  xlv.  1).  His  successes  are  connected  in  the 
prophecy  with  their  religious  issue ;  and  if  that  ap- 
pear to  be  a  partial  view  of  history  which  represents 
the  restoration  of  a  poor  remnant  of  captive  Israel- 
ites to  their  own  land  as  the  final  cause  of  his  vic- 
tories (Is.  xliv.  28-xlv.  4),  it  may  be  answered  that 
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the  permanent  effects  which  Persia  has  wrought 
upon  the  world  can  be  better  traced  through  the 
Jewish  people  than  through  any  other  channel. 
The  laws,  the  Hterature,  the  religion,  the  very  ruins 
of  the  material  grandeur  of  Persia  have  passed 
away;  and  still  it  is  possible  to  distinguish  the  ef- 
fects which  they  produced  in  preparing  the  Jews 
for  the  fulfillment  of  tlieir  last  mission.  In  this 
respect  also  the  parallel,  which  has  been  already 
hinted,  holds  good.  Cyrus  stands  out  clearly  as 
the  representative  of  the  East,  as  Alexander  after- 
wards of  the  West.  The  one  led  to  the  develop- 
ment of  the  idea  of  order,  and  the  other  to  that  of 
independence.  Ecclesiastically  the  first  crisis  was 
signalized  by  the  consolidation  of  a  Church;  the 
second  by  the  distinction  of  sects.  The  one  found 
its  outward  embodiment  in  "the  great  SjTia- 
gogue;"  the  other  in  the  dynasty  of  the  Asmo- 
naeans. 

The  edict  of  Cyrus  for  the  rebuilding  of  the 
Temple  (2  Chr.  xxxvi.  22-2-3;  Ezr.  i.  1-4,  iii.  7, 
iv.  3.  V.  13,  17,  vi.  3)  was  in  fact  the  beginning 


Tomb  of  Cyms  at  Mvtrgh-Aub,  the  aucieut  Pasargadae. 


of  Judaism ;  and  the  great  changes  by  which  the 
nation  was  transformed  into  a  church  are  clearly 
marked. 

1.  The  lesson  of  the  kingdom  was  completed  by 
the  Captivity.  The  sway  of  a  temporal  prince  was 
at  length  felt  to  be  at  best  only  a  faint  image  of 
that  Messianic  kingdom  to  which  the  prophets 
pointed.  The  royal  power  had  led  to  apostasy  in 
Israel,  and  to  idolatry  in  Judah ;  and  men  looked 
for  some  other  outward  form  in  which  the  law 
might  be  visibly  realized.  Dependence  on  Persia 
excluded  the  hope  of  absolute  political  freedom  and 
offered  a  sure  guarantee  for  the  Uberty  of  reUgious 
organization. 

2.  The  Captivity  which  was  the  pimishment  of 
iolatry  was  also  the  Umit  of  that  sin.  Thence- 
brth  the  Jews  apprehended  fully  the  spiritual  na- 


a  It  seems  unnecessary  to  enter  into  the  question 
"  the  identity  of  the  Cj'rus  of  Scripture  and  profane 
story,  though  the  opinion  of  the  Duke  of  Manches- 

:  that  the  Cyrus  of  Herodotus  is  the  Nebuchadnez- 


ture  of  their  faith,  and  held  it  fast  through  per- 
secution. At  tlie  same  time  wider  views  were 
opened  to  them  of  the  unseen  world.  The  powers 
of  good  and  evil  were  recognized  in  their  action  in 
the  material  world,  and  in  this  way  some  prepara- 
tion was  made  for  the  crowning  doctrine  of  Chns- 
tianity. 

3.  The  organization  of  the  outward  Church  was 
connected  with  the  purifying  of  doctrine,  and 
served  as  the  form  in  which  the  truth  might  be 
realized  by  the  mass.  Prayer  —  public  and  private 
—  assumed  a  new  importance.  The  prophetic  work 
came  to  an  end.  The  Scriptures  were  collected. 
The  "  law  was  fenced  "  by  an  oral  tradition.  Syn- 
agogues were  erected,  and  schools  formed.  Scribes 
shared  the  respect  of  priests,  if  they  did  not  super- 
sede them  in  popiUar  regard. 


zar  of  the  Bible  has  found  advocates  in  Germany 
(Pressel,  s.  v.  Cyrus  in  Herzog's  Encyklop.).  It  is 
impossible  that  the  great  conqueror  of  Isaiah  can  be 
merely  a  satrap  of  Xerxes. 
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4.  Above  all,  the  bond  by  which  "the  people 
of  God''  was  held  together  was  at  length  felt  to 
be  religious  and  not  local,  nor  even  primarily  na- 
tional. The  Jews  were  incorporated  in  difterent 
nations,  and  still  looked  to  Jerusalem  as  the  centre 
of  their  faith.  The  boundaries  of  Canaan  were 
passed;  and  the  beginnings  of  a  Spiritual  dispen- 
sation were  already  made  when  the  "  Dispersion  " 
was  established  among  the  kingdoms  of  the  earth 
(comp.  Niebuhr's  Gesch.  Asmrs  und  Babels,  p.  224 
ff.;  Ewald,  Gesch.  d.  Volkes  Israel,  iv.  60  ff'.; 
Jost,  Gesch.  d.  Judenthums,  i.  13  ff.).  [Disper- 
sion OF  THE  Jews.]  B.  F.  W. 


D. 

DAB'AREH  WTlT^  [pasture]  :  A€/3/3<£ ; 
Alex.  Ae^paO:  Dabereth),  Josh.  xxi.  28.  This 
name  is  incorrectly  spelt  in  the  A.  V.,  and  should 
be  Dabekath  ;  which  see. 

*  The  A.  V.  inherits  the  orthography  from  the 
older  English  versions.  The  pronunciation  of  the 
word  without  Metheg,  as  usually  read  in  1  Chr.  vi. 
57  (A.  V.  72),  would  be  Dwrath.  H. 

DABBA'SHETH  (HCt'Sl'^:  Batedpa$a: 
Alex.  Aa$a(Tdai:  Debbnseth),  a  town  on  the  boun- 
dary of  Zebulun  (Josh.  xix.  11  only). 

*  The  name  is  properly  Dabbesheth  (ntt?2l'?), 
the  vowel  being  changed  as  above  by  the  pause.  It 
signifies  a  hump  (Gesen.,  Fiirst)  as  of  a  camel 
(comp.  Is.  XXX.  6),  and  points  therefore  to  a  hUl  or 
town  on  a  hill.  Josephus  says  that  Gamala  was  so 
called  for  a  similar  reason  {B.  J.  iv.  1,  §  1).  Hence 
Knobel  {Jostia,  p.  458)  conjectures  among  other 
possibilities  that  Dabbasheth  may  be  the  present 
Jebdtha,  on  one  of  the  hills  which  skirt  the  plain 
of  Esdraelon  (Hob.  Bibl.  Res.  ii.  344,  2d  ed.)  be- 
tween Mejeidel  and  Kaimun.  But  the  position 
alone,  without  an  affinity  in  the  names,  would  not 
bear  out  that  conclusion.  H. 

DAB'ERATH  (with  the  article  in  Josh. 
^T'3'^n  ["'6  pasture,  fem.  of  "1?'^,  Fiirst]: 
Ao^ipcie  [Vat.  -/3€i-] ;  Alex.  AafipaO;  in  Chr.  by 
double  copying,  t^j/  Ae/Sepl  [Vat.  -p6i]  Koi  t^v 
Aafiiip.  Dabereth),  a  town  on  the  boundary  of 
Zebulun  (Josh.  xix.  12)  named  <is  next  to  Chisloth- 
Tabor.  In  the  list  of  I>evitical  cities,  however,  in 
1  Chr.  vi.  72,  and  in  Josh.  xxi.  28  (where  the  name 
in  the  origmal  is  the  same,  though  in  the  A.  V. 
"  Dabareh  "),  it  is  stated  as  belonging  to  Issachar. 
[DABAiiKii.]  It  is  no  doubt  the  Dabaritta  (Aa- 
^aplrrwy  Kii/xri)  mentioned  by  Josephus  (B.  J.  ii. 
21,  §  3).  Under  the  name  of  Dtburieh  it  still  lies 
at  the  western  foot  of  Tabor  ([Hob.  Bibl.  Res.]  ii. 
350).  A  tradition  mentioned  by  Van  de  Velde  (ii. 
374)  makes  this  the  scene  of  the  miracle  on  the 
lunatic  child  performed  by  our  IjotA  after  his  de- 
scent from  the  Mount  of  Transfiguration  (Matt. 
xvii.  14).  But  this  event  probably  took  place  far 
away.«  G. 

*  For  the  scene  of  the  Traflsfiguration,  see 
Hekjiox  and  Tabor.     Daberath  could  belong  to 


a  *  Thomson  thinks  that  Debtirieh  or  Dfbnrieh  may 
perpetuate  the  name  of  the  heroine  Deborah  (Land 
und  Book,  ii.  160) ;  but  the  site  of  Daberath  and  of 
Debtirieh  being  so  evidently  the  same,  it  is  most  nat- 
ural to  regard  them  as  forms  6f  the  same  mime-     "  I 
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Issachar  and  yet  be  on  the  border  of  Zebulun,  be- 
cause the  two  tribes  had  a  conterminous  boundary. 
Deburieh  Ues  in  the  way  of  the  traveller  in  going 
from  Nazareth  to  Tabor.  Like  other  Galilean  vU- 
lages,  it  illustrates  still  ancient  Scripture  customs. 
The  writer,  passmg  there,  observed  booths  made  of 
the  branches  of  trees  on  the  roofs  of  some  of  the 
houses,  occupied  as  an  apartment  of  the  house.  Al- 
lusion is  made  to  dwelUng  on  the  house-top  in  some  ■ 
such  way  as  this  in  Prov.  xxi.  9.  In  this  place,  says 
Mr.  Bartlett  (Footsteps  of  our  Lm-d  ami  his  Apos- 
tles, p.  199,  3d  ed.X  "we  established  our  bivouac  at 
night-fall  upon  the  roof  of  a  house,  amidst  heaps 
of  com  just  gathered  from  the  surrounding  plain." 
It  is  a  custom  that  reaches  back  to  the  age  of  the 
Canaanites.  Rahab  who  dwelt  at  Jericho  took  the 
two  Hebrew  spies  and  "  brought  them  up  to  the 
roof  of  the  house  and  hid  them  with  the  stalks  of 
the  flax  which  she  had  laid  in  order  u}X)n  the  roof" 
(Josh.  ii.  6).  The  flat  roof  furnishes  a  convenient 
place  for  storing  such  products,  because,  exposed 
there  to  the  sun,  they  ripen  or  become  dry  more 
speedily,  and  are  also  more  secure  from  pillage. 
[House.]  One  of  the  remoter  branches  of  the 
Kishon  has  its  source  near  Deburieh  (Rob.  Phys. 
Geogr.  p.  188).  H. 

DA'BRIA,  one  of  the  five  swift  scribes  who 
recorded  the  visions  of  Esdras  (2  Esdr.  xiv.  24; 
comp.  37,  42). 

DACO'BI  {AuKov^;  Alex.  AaKov^i;  [Aid. 
Ao(co)3i:]  Accvba),  1  Esdr.  v.  28.     [Akkub.] 

DADDE'US,  or  SADDE'US  (1  Esdr.  viii. 
45,  46),  a  name  which  answers  to  the  Greek  Ao5- 
Sojos  [Vat.  AoaSoios,  AoSaios])  or  AoASoioj 
[Alex.;  Aid.  AoSSalos,  Ao^idlos'-  Xorf</eMsJ,  which 
is  itself  a  corruption  of  Iddo  (Ezr.  viii.  17),  aris- 
ing out  of  the  preceding  word   yV.     [Iddo.] 

B.  F.  W. 
*  DAG^GER.  [Arms,  I.  1.] 
DA'GON  ('j"12'^,  Aa-ytev,  a  diminutive  of  2'^, 
ajish,  used  in  a  sense  of  endeannent:  cf.  Gesen. 
Thes.  8.  v.),  apparently  the  masculine  (1  Sam.  v. 
3,  4;  Sanchon.  p.  28;  Movers,  Phikiiz.  i.  144)  cor- 
relative of  Atargatis  [Atargatis],  was  the  na- 
tional god  of  the  Philistines.  ITie  most  famous 
temples  of  Dagon  were  at  Gaza  (Judg.  xvi.  21-30) 
and  Ashdod  (1  Sam.  v.  5,  6;  1  Chr.  x.  10).  The 
latter  temple  was  destroyed  by  Jonathan  in  the 
Maccabaean  wars  (1  Mace.  x.  83,  84,  xi.  4 ;  Joseph. 
Ant.  xiii.  4,  §  5).  Traces  of  the  worship  of  Da- 
gon likewise  appear  in  the  names  Caphar-Dagon 
(near  Jamnia)^id  Beth- 
Dagon  in  Judah  (Josh. 
XV.  41)  and  Asher  (Josh. 
xix.  27).  [15etii-Da- 
GOK.]  Dagon  was  rep- 
resented with  the  face 
and  hands  of  a  man  and 
the  tail  of  a  fish  (1 
Sam.  V.  4). 

In    the     Babylonian 

mythology     the     name 

Fish-god.      From  Khorsa-  Dagon,  Odakon   ('dU- 

Kav),  is    applied   to  a 


bad.     (Layard.) 


see  no  reason,"  says  Dr.  Van  Dyck,  one  of  the  trans- 
lators of  the  modem  Arabic  Bible,  "  against  consider- 
ing DeftftnVA  =  Daberath,  in  point  of  etymology  aa 
well  as  position." 


H. 


J 
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fish-like    being   who    "rose   from   the  waters   of 
the   IJcd   Sea  (Berosus,  in  Niebuhr,    Gesch.  As- 


rish-god.     From  Nimroud.     (layard.) 


turs,  p.  477)  as  one  of  the  great  benefactors  of 
men."  Niebuhr  appears  to  identify  this  being  with 
the  Phoenician  god,  but  KawHnson  {Herodotus,  i. 
523  fF.)  regards  them  as  wholly  distinct.  It  may 
have  been  from  a  confusion  with  the  Babylonian 
deity  that  the  Phcenician  Dagon  has  been  compared 
with  Zeus  ap6Tpios,  the  author  of  agriculture 
(Philo  Bybl.  ap.  Euseb.  Prap.  Ev.  i.  10 ;  Sanchon. 

p.  32),  as  if  the  name  were  connected  with  P"^, 
corn  {XiTwv,  Philo). 

The  fish-like  form  was  a  natural  emblem  of  fruit- 
fuhiess,  and  as  such  was  likely  to  be  adopted  by 

"  ring  tribes  in  the  representation  of  their  gods. 


rish-god  on  gems  in  British  Museum.     (Layard.) 

_  jious  kinds  of  fish  were,  as  is  well  known,  objects 
of  general  worship  among  the  Egyptians  (Herod,  ii. 
72;  Strab.  xvii.  812).  B.  F.  \V. 

DAI'S  AN  [2  syl.]  (Aoktoi';  Alex.  AeffaV- 
Desumn),  1  Esdr.  v.  31.  Kezin;  by  the  com- 
monly repeated  change  of  R,  *1,  to  D,  '1. 

DALA'IAH  [3  syl.]  {TX^'^  {Jehovah  deliv- 
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ers]:  AaAaata;  [Alex.  AaAaiaO  Dtdnia).  The 
sixth  son  of  Elioenai,  a  descendant  of  the  royal 
family  of  .Tudah  (1  Chr.  iii.  21). 

DALMANU'THA  {AaKixavovdi).  In  Matt. 
XV.  39  it  is  said  that  Jesus  "  came  into  the  borders 
of  Magdala,"  while  in  Mark  viii.  10  we  read  that 
he  "came  into  the  regions  (ei's  to.  /xepri)  oi  Dal- 
manutha."  From  this  we  may  conclude  that  Dal- 
manutha  was  a  town  on  the  west  side  of  the  Sea 
of  Galilee,  near  Magdala.  The  latter  stood  close 
upon  the  shore,  at  the  southern  end  of  the  httle 
plain  of  Gennesaret.  [Magdala.]  Immediately 
south  of  it  a  precipitous  hill  juts  out  into  the  sea. 
Beyond  this,  about  a  mile  from  Magdala,  a  narrow 
glen  breaks  down  from  the  west.  At  its  mouth 
are  some  cultivated  fields  and  gardens,  amid  which, 
just  by  the  beach,  are  several  copious  fountains, 
surrounded  by  heavy  ancient  walls,  and  the  ruins 
of  a  village.  The  place  is  called  ^ Aiti^el-Barideh, 
"  the  cold  Fountain."  Here  in  all  probabiUty  is 
the  site  of  the  long  lost  Dalmanutha.      J.  L.  P. 

*  JUr.  Tristram  {Lnnd  of  Israel,  p.  429,  2d 
ed.)  would  also  identify  Dalmanutha  with  ''Ain-el- 
Bdrideh.  Dr.  Thomson  {Land  and  Booh,  ii.  60) 
slightly  favors  the  idea  that  Dalmanutha  may  be 
the  present  Balhamla  or  Dnlmamia  on  the  Jannuk 
which  flows  into  the  Jordan  a  little  south  of  the 
lake  of  Galilee.  But  the  manifest  parallelism  be- 
tween Mark  viii.  10  and  Matt.  xv.  39  (where  there 
can  be  no  doubt  about  the  position  of  Magdala)  re- 
quires that  it  should  be  found  on  the  west  side  of 
the  lake  and  not  on  the  east.  It  may  be  that 
Mark,  with  his  characteristic  precision  (Westcott, 
Introduction  to  the  Stwiy  of  the  Gospels,  p.  366, 
Amer.  ed.),  mentions  the  more  exact  place,  and 
Matthew  the  one  near  which  the  Saviour  disem- 
barked. The  two  points  on  the  coast  are  so  near 
each  other  that  it  would  be  perfectly  natural  for 
the  writers  to  adopt  this  twofold  designation. 
Whether  the  Evangelists  agree  or  differ  in  cases 
Uke  this  the  critics  of  Baur's  school  find  fault  with 
them ;  if  they  agree  they  merely  copy  from  each 
other,  and  if,  as  here,  Jlatthew  wTites  Magdala  but 
Mark  Dalmanutha,  it  is  because  Mark  wished  to 
show  his  independence.  H. 

DALMA'TIA  (AoA/uaria),  a  mountainous 
district  on  the  eastern  coast  of  the  Adriatic  Sea, 
extending  from  the  river  Naro  in  the  S.  to  the  Sa- 
vus  in  the  N.  It  formed  a  portion  of  the  Eoman 
province  of  lUyricum,  subsequently  to  Tiberius's 
expedition,  a.  d.  9.  St.  Paul  sent  Titus  there  (2 
Tim.  iv.  10);  he  himself  had  preached  the  Gospel 
in  its  immediate  neighborhood  (Kom.  xv.  19),  for 
the  boundaries  of  lUyricum  and  Dalmatia  were  not 
well  defined,  and  the  two  names  were,  at  the  time 
St.  Paul  wrote,  almost  identical.     [Ili.yricum.] 

W.  L.  B. 

DAL'PHON  ("jiC^jT  [prob.  Persian] :  AeA- 
<pd)v,  some  MSS.  [FA*]'  km  aSe\(pooV-  Delphon), 
the  second  of  the  ten  sons  of  Haman ;  killed  by  the 
Jews  on  the  13th  of  Adar  (Esth.  ix.  7). 

DAM'ARIS  jAc£/iapis)  [a  heifer],  an  Athen- 
ian woman  converted  to  Christianity  by  St.  Paul's 
preaching  (Acts  xvii.  34).  Chrysostom  {de  Sacer- 
dotio,  iv.  7)  and  others  held  her  to  have  been  the 
wife  of  Dionysius  the  Areopagite,  but  apparently 
for  no  other  reason  than  that  she  is  mentioned  to- 
gether with  him  in  this  passage.  Grotius  and 
Ilemsterhuis  think  the  name  should  be  Ai/xa\is,- 
which  is  frequently  found  as  a  woman's  name ;  but 
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the  permutation  of  a  and  p  was  not  uncommon 
both  in  pronunciation  and  writing.  We  have  koI- 
Pavos  and  KXi^avos,  deriK6Kos  and  dfOKSpos, 
^ovKoKos  and  alyiKopevs,  from  the  obsolete  K6pw 
or  k6\c»,  euro,  colo  (Lobeck  on  Phrynichus,  p.  652). 

H.  A. 

*  If  Damaris  had  been  the  wife  of  Dionysius, 
she  would  properly  have  been  called  ■/;  yvv^  aurov 
(Acts  V.  1)  or  at  least  {)  yvvi]  (Acts  xxiv.  24). 
She  must  have  had  some  personal  or  social  distinc- 
tion, to  cause  her  to  be  thus  singled  out  by  name 
from  the  others.  H. 

*  DAMASCENES'  {Aa^laffla)voi :  Dnmas- 
ceni),  inhabitants  of  Damascus  (2  Cor.  xi.  32).  It 
repeats  cV  Aa/xaffKcS  just  before,  but  is  not  alto- 
gether pleonastic.  The  city  which  the  Ethnarch 
guarded  was  that  of  the  Damascenes,  while  he  him- 
self was  an  Arabian.  II. 

DAMAS'CUS      (p2^!2"I     [also     pWlS^l, 
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2  K.  xvi.  10,  and  p^')^"!"^  in  1  and  2  Chr.;  ac 
(ivify,  industry,  as  being  a  seat  of  traffic,  Ges.]  , 
Aoyuao-Kd^:  Damascm)  is  one  of  the  most  ancient, 
and  has  at  all  times  been  one  of  the  most  impor- 
tant, of  the  cities  of  Syria.  It  is  situated  in  a 
plain  of  vast  size  and  of  extreme  fertility,  which 
lies  east  of  the  great  chain  of  Anti-Libanus,  on  the 
edge  of  the  desert.  This  fertile  plain,  which  is 
nearly  circular,  and  about  30  miles  in  diameter,  is 
due  to  the  river  Baradii,  which  is  probably  the 
"  Abana  "  of  Scripture."  This  stream,  rising  high 
up  on  the  western  flank  of  .A.nti-Libanus,  forces  its 
way  through  the  chain,  nmning  for  some  time 
among  the  mountains,  till  suddenly  it  bursts 
through  a  narrow  cleft  upon  the  open  country  east 
of  the  hills,  and  diffuses  fertihty  far  and  wide. 
[Abaxa.]  "From  the  edge  of  the  mountain- 
range,"  says  a  modem  traveller,  "}-ou  look  down 
on  the  plain  of  Damascus.  It  is  here  seen  in  its 
widest  and  fullest  perfection,  with  the  visible  expla- 


nation of  the  whole  secret  of  its  great  and  enduring 
charm,  that  which  it  must  have  had  when  it  was 
the  solitary  seat  of  civilization  in  Syria,  and  which 
it  will  have  as  long  as  the  world  lasts.  The  river 
is  visible  at  the  bottom,  with  its  green  banks,  rush- 
ing through  the  cleft ;  it  bursts  forth,  and  as  if  in 
a  moment  scatters  over  the  plain,  through  a  circle 
of  30  miles,  the  same  verdure  which  had  hitherto 
been  confined  to  its  single  channel.  .  .  .  Far  and 
wide  in  front  extends  the  level  plain,  its  horizon 
bare,  its  lines  of  surrounding  hilLs  bare,  all  bare  far 
away  on  the  road  to  I'almyra  and  Bagdad.  In  the 
midst  of  this  plain  lies  at  your  feet  the  vast  lake  or 
island  of  deep  verdure,  walnuts  and  apricots  waving 
alK)ve,  corn  and  grass  lielow;  and  in  the  midst  of 
this  mass  of  foliage  rises,  striking  out  its  white 
arms  of  streets  hither  and  thither,  and  its  white 


minarets  above  the  trees  which  emliosom  them,  the 
city  of  Damascus.  On  the  rii;ht  towers  the  snowy 
height  of  Ilermon,  overlooking  the  whole  scene. 
Close  behind  are  the  sterile  limestone  mountains  — 
so  that  you  stand  hterally  lietwcen  the  living  and 
the  desul  "  (Stanley,  S.  if-  P.,  p.  410).  Another 
writer  mentions  among  the  produce  of  the  plain  in 
question  "  wahiuts,  pomegranates,  fiirs,  plums,  apri- 
cots, citrons,  pears,  and  apples  "  (.-Vddis<>n"s  Dniii. 
ami  Pdlmyrn,  ii.  92).  Olive-trees  are  also  a  jiriu- 
cipal  feature  of  the  scene.  Uesides  the  main 
stream  of  the  BarmUi,  which  nms  directly  through 
the  town,  supplying  its  public  cisterns,  baths,  and 
fountains,  a  number  of  branches  are  given  off  to 
the  right  and  to  the  left,  which  irrigate  the  mead- 
ows and  corn-fiekls,  turning  what  would  otlierwise 
be  a  desert  into  a  garden.     The  various  streams 


n  *  There  Is  a  river  of  considerable  size  a  few  hours   2  K.  t.  12  {Krri).     This  river  of  course  Is  a  dtedncf 
to  the  north  of  Damascus  still  callwl  Ammana.     See  '  cue  from  the  BaraJa,  C.  V.  A.  V, 
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reunite,  but  greatly  weakened  in  volume,  at  a  little 
distance  beyond  the  town ;  and  the  Barada  flows  on 
towards  the  east  in  a  single  channel  for  about  15 
miles,  when  it  separates,  and  pours  its  waters  into 
two  small  and  shallow  lakes,  which  lie  upon  the 
verge  of  the  desert.  Two  other  streams,  the  Wady 
Eelbon  upon  the  north,  and  the  Awaj  upon  the 
south,  which  flows  direct  from  Hermon,  increase 
the  fertiUty  of  the  Damascene  plain,  and  contend 
for  the  honor  of  representing  the  "Pharpar"  of 
Scripture.     [Pharpar.] 

Accordhig  to  Josephus  {Ant.  i.  6)  Damascus  was 
founded  by  Uz,  the  son  of  Aram,  and  grandson  of 
Shem.  It  is  iirst  mentioned  in  Scripture  in  con- 
nection with  Abraham,  whose  steward  was  a  native 
of  the  place  (Gen.  xv.  2).  We  may  gather  from 
the  name  of  this  person,  as  well  as  from  the  state- 
ment of  Josephus,  which  connects  the  city  with  the 
Aramaeans,  that  it  was  a  Semitic  settlement.  Ac- 
cording to  a  tradition  preserved  in  the  native 
writer,  Nicolaiis,  Abraham  stayed  for  some  time  at 
Damascus,  after  leaving  Chari-an  and  before  enter- 
ing the  promised  land,  and  during  his  stay  was 
king  of  tlie  place.  "Abraham's  name  was,"  he 
says,  "  even  in  his  own  day  familiar  in  the  mouths 
of  the  Damascenes,  and  a  village  was  shown  where 
he  dwelt,  which  was  called  after  him  "  {Fr.  p.  30). 
This  last  circumstance  would  seem  however  to  con- 
flict with  the  notion  of  Abraham  having  been  king, 
since  in  that  case  he  would  have  dwelt  in  the  capi- 
tal. Nothing  more  is  known  of  Damascus  until 
the  time  of  David,  when  "  the  Syrians  of  Damas- 
cus came  to  succor  Hadadezer,  king  of  Zobah," 
with  whom  David  was  at  war  (2  Sam.  viii.  5;  1 
Chr.  xviii.  5).  On  this  occasion  David  "  slew  of 
the  Syrians  22,000  men;  "  and  in  consequence  of 
this  victory  became  completely  master  of  the  whole 
territory,  which  he  garrisoned  with  Israelites. 
"  David  put  gamsons  in  Syria  of  Damascus ;  and 
the  SjTians  became  servants  to  David,  and  brought 
gifts"  (2  Sam.  viii.  6).  Nicolaiis  of  Damascus 
said  that  the  name  of  the  king  who  reigned  at  this 
time  was  Hadad ;  and  he  ascribes  to  him  a  domin- 
ion, not  only  over  Damascus,  but  over  "  all  Syria 
except  Phoenicia"  {Fr.  p.  31).  He  noticed  his 
attack  upon  David ;  and  related  that  many  battles 
were  fought  between  them,  the  last,  wherein  he 
suflfered  defeat,  being  "  up<m  the  Euphrates."  Ac- 
cording to  this  writer  Hadad  the  First  was  suc- 
ceeded by  a  son  who  took  the  same  name,  as  did 
his  descendants  for  ten  generations.  But  this  is 
irreconcilable  with  Scripture.  It  appears  that  in 
the  reign  of  Solomon,  a  certain  Eezon,  who  had 
been  a  subject  of  Hadadezer,  king  of  Zobah,  and 
had  escaped  when  David  conquered  Zobah,  made 
himself  master  of  Damascus  and  estabUshed  his 
own  rule  there  (1  K.  xi.  23-25).  He  was  "an  ad- 
versary to  Israel  all  the  days  of  Solomon 

and  he  abhorred  Israel,  and  reigned  over  Syria." 
After^vards  the  family  of  Hadad  api)ears  to  have 
recovered  the  throne,  and  a  Benhadad,  who  is  prob- 
ably Hadad  III.  of  Nicolaiis,  a  grandson  of  the  an- 
tagonist of  David,  is  found  in  league  with  Baasha, 
king  of  Israel,  against  Asa  (1  K.  xv.  19 ;  2  Chr. 
i     xvi.  3),  and  afterwards  in  league  with  Asa  against 
j     Baasha  (1  K.  xv.  20).     He  made  a  successful  in- 
rasion  of  the  Israelite  territory  in  the  reign  of  that 
I     dng:  and  in  the  reign  of  Oniri  he  not  only  cap- 
I     tured  a  number  of  Israelite  cities  which  he  added 
i     to  his  own  dominions,  but  even  seems  to  have  ex- 
j     srcised  a  species  of  lordship  o\er  Samaria  itself,  in 
I     irhich  he  acquired  the  right  of  "  making  himself 
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streets  "  (IK.  xx.  34;  comp.  Nic.  Dam.  Fr.  p.  31, 
ad  Jin.).  He  was  succeeded  by  his  son,  Hadad 
IV.  (the  Benhadad  II.  of  Scripture,  and  the  Ben- 
idri  of  the  Assyrian  inscriptions),  who  came  at  the 
head  of  thirty-two  subject  kings  against  Ahab,  and 
laid  siege  to  Samaria  (1  K.  xx.  1).  The  attack 
was  unsuccessful;  and  was  followed  by  wars,  in 
which  victory  declared  itself  unmistakably  on  the 
side  of  the  Israelites ;  and  at  last  Benhadad  was 
taken  prisoner,  and  forced  to  submit  to  a  treaty 
whereby  he  gave  up  all  that  his  father  had  gained, 
and  submitted  in  his  turn  to  the  suzerainty  of 
Ahab  {ib.  xx.  13-34).  The  terms  of  the  treaty 
were  perhaps  not  observed.  At  any  rate  three 
years  afterward  war  broke  out  afresh,  through  the 
claim  of  Ahab  to  the  city  of  liamoth-Gilead  {ib. 
xxii.  1-4).  The  defeat  and  death  of  Ahab  at  that 
place  {ib.  15-37)  seems  to  have  enabled  the  Syrians 
of  Damascus  to  resume  the  offensive.  Their  bands 
ravaged  the  lands  of  Israel  during  the  reign  of  Je- 
horam;  and  they  even  undertook  at  this  time  a 
second  siege  of  Samaria,  which  was  frustrated 
miraculously  (2  K.  vi.  24,  vii.  6,  7).  After  this, 
we  do  not  hear  of  any  more  attempts  against  the 
Israelite  capital.  The  cuneiform  inscriptions  show 
that  toward  the  close  of  his  reign  Benhadad  was 
exposed  to  the  assaults  of  a  great  conqueror,  who 
was  bent  on  extending  the  dominion  of  Assyria 
over  Syria  and  I'alestine.  Three  several  attacks 
appear  to  have  been  made  by  this  prince  upon  Ben- 
hadad, who,  though  he  had  the  support  of  the 
Phcenicians,  the  Hittites,  and  the  llamathites,  was 
unable  to  offer  any  effectual  opposition  to  the  As- 
syrian arms.  His  troops  were  worsted  in  several 
engagements,  and  in  one  of  them  he  lost  as  many 
as  20,000  men.  It  may  have  been  these  circum- 
stances which  encouraged  Hazael,  the  servant  of 
Benhadad,  to  murder  him,  and  seize  the  throne, 
which  Elisha  had  declared  would  certainly  one  day 
be  his  (2  K.  viii.  15).  He  may  have  thought  that 
the  Syrians  would  willingly  acquiesce  in  the  re- 
moval of  a  ruler  under  whom  they  had  suffered  so 
many  disasters.  The  change  of  rulers  was  not  at 
first  productive  of  any  advantage  to  the  Syrians. 
Shortly  after  the  accession  of  Hazael  (about  b.  c. 
884),  he  was  in  his  turn  attacked  by  the  Assyrians, 
who  defeated  liini  with  great  loss  amid  the  fast- 
nesses of  Anti-Libanus.  However,  in  his  other  wars 
he  was  more  fortunate.  He  repulsed  an  attack  on 
Kamoth- Gilead,  made  by  Ahaziah  king  of  Judah 
and  Jehoram  king  of  Israel  in  conjunction  (2  K. 
viii.  28,  29);  ravaged  the  whole  Israelite  territory 
east  of  Jordan  {ib.  x.  32,  33);  besieged  and  took 
Gath  {ib.  xii.  17;  comp.  Am.  vi.  2);  threatened  Je- 
rusalem, which  only  escaped  by  paying  a  heavy 
ransom  (2  K.  xii.  18);  and  established  a  species  of 
suzerainty  over  Israel,  which  he  maintained  to  the 
day  of  his  death,  and  handed  down  to  lienhadad, 
his  son  (2  K.  xiii.  3-7,  and  22).  This  prince  in 
the  earher  part  of  his  reign  had  the  same- good  for- 
tune as  his  father.  Like  him,  he  "oppressed  Is- 
rael," and  added  various  cities  of  the  Israelites  to 
his  own  dominion  (2  K.  xiii.  25);  but  at  last  a  de- 
liverer appeared  (verse  5),  and  Joash,  the  son  of 
Jehoahaz,  "  beat  Hazael  thrice,  and  recovered  the 
cities  of  Israel "  (verse  25).  In  tlie  next  reign  still 
further  advantages  were  gained  by  the  Israelites. 
Jeroboam  II.  (about  b.  c.  836)  is  said  to  have 
"recovered  Damascus"  («6.  xiv.  28),  and  though 
this  may  not  mean  that  he  captured  the  city,  it  at 
least  implies  that  he  obtained  a  certain  influence 
over  it.     The  mention  of  this-  circumstance  is- 161- 
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lowed  by  a  long  pause,  during  which  we  hear  noth- 
ing of  the  Syrians,  and  must  therefore  conclude 
that  their  relations  with  the  IsraeUtes  continued 
peaceable.  When  they  reappear  nearly  a  century 
Later  (about  b.  c.  742)  it  is  as  allies  of  Israel 
against  Judah  (2  K.  xv.  37).  We  may  suspect 
that  the  chief  cause  of  the  union  now  establislied 
between  two  powers  which  had  been  so  long  hostile, 
was  the  necessity  of  combining  to  resist  the  Assyr- 
ians, who  at  the'  time  were  steadily  pursuing  a  pol- 
icy of  encroachment  in  this  quarter.  Scripture 
mentions  the  invasions  of  Pul  (2  K.  xv.  19 ;  1  Chr. 
V.  26),  and  Tiglath-Pileser  (2  K.  xv.  29;  1  Chr.  v. 
26);  and  there  is  reason  to  believe  that  almost 
every  Assyrian  monarch  of  the  period  made  war  in 
this  direction.  It  seems  to  have  been  during  a 
pause  in  the  struggle  that  Kezin  king  of  Damascus 
and  Pekah  king  of  Israel  resolved  conjointly  to  at- 
tack Jerusalem,  intending  to  depose  Ahaz  and  set 
up  as  king  a  creature  of  their  own  (Is.  vii.  1-6;  2 
K.  xvi.  5).  Ahaz  may  have  been  already  suspected 
of  a  friendly  feeling  towards  Assyria,  or  the  object 
may  simply  have  been  to  consolidate  a  power  capa- 
ble of  effectually  opposing  the  arms  of  that  country. 
In  either  case  the  attempt  signally  failed,  and  only 
brought  about  more  rapidly  the  evil  against  which 
the  two  kings  wished  to  guard.  Jerusalem  success- 
fully maintained  itself  against  the  combined  attack ; 
but  Elath,  which  had  been  formerly  built  by  Aza- 
riah,  king  of  Judah,  in  ten-itory  regarded  as  Syrian 
(2  K.  xiv.  22),  having  been  taken  and  retained  by 
Kezin  (;ib.  xvi.  6),  Ahaz  was  induced  to  throw  him- 
self into  the  arms  of  Tiglath-Pileser,  to  ask  aid 
from  him,  and  to  accept  voluntarily  the  position  of 
an  Asssyrian  feudatory  {ih.  xvi.  7,  8).  The  aid 
sought  was  given,  with  the  importiint  result  that 
Rezin  was  slain,  the  kingdom  of  Damascus  brought 
to  an  end,  and  the  city  itself  destroyed,  the  inhab- 
itants being  carried  captive  into  Assyria  {ib.  verse 
9;  comp.  Is.  vii.  8  and  Am.  i.  5). 

It  was  long  before  Damascus  recovered  from  this 
serious  blow.  As  Isaiah  and  Amos  had  prophesied 
in  the  day  of  her  prosperity,  that  Damascus  should 
be  "  taken  away  from  being  a  city  and  be  a  ruinous 
heap"  (Is.  xvii.  1),  that  "a  fire  should  be  sent 
into  the  house  of  Hazael,  which  should  devour  the 
palaces  of  Benhadad "  (Am.  i.  4);  so  Jeremiah, 
writing  about  b.  c.  600,  declares  "Damascus  is 
waxed  feeble  and  tumeth  herself  to  flee,  and  fear 
hath  seized  on  her  ;  anguish  and  sorrows  have 
taken  her,  as  a  woman  in  travail.  How  is  the  city 
of  praise  not  left,  the  city  of  my  joy  V  "  (Jer.  xlix. 
24-5).  We  do  not  know  at  what  time  Damascus 
was  rebuilt ;  but  Strabo  says  that  it  was  the  most 
famous  place  in  Syria  during  the  Persian  periotl 
(xvi.  2,  §  1!));  and  we  find  that  before  the  battle 
of  Issus  it  was  selected  by  Darius  as  the  city  to 
which  he  should  send  for  better  security  the  greater 
part  of  his  treasures  and  valuables  (Arr.  Kxp.  Al. 
ii.  11).  Shortly  after  the  battle  of  Issus  it  was 
taken  by  Parmenio  (ibict.);  and  from  this  time  it 
continued  to  be  a  place  of  some  importance  under 
the  Greeks;  becoming  however  decidedly  second  to 
Antioch,  which  was  raised  up  as  a  rival  to  it  by 
the  SeleucidiE.  From  the  monarchs  of  this  house 
it  pa,s.sefl  to  the  Romans,  who  became  masters  of  it 
in  the  war  tetween  Pompey  and  Mithridates  {Mos. 
Choi-en.  i.  14;  comp.  Joseph.  Ant.  Jiul.  xiv.  2, 
§  .3;  and  App.  Bdl.  MitJir.  p.  244).  At  the  time 
of  the  <  jospel  history,  and  of  the  Apostle  Paul,  it 
formed  a  part  of  the  kingdom  of  Aretas  (2  Cor. 
xi.  32),  an  Arabian  prince,  who,  like  the  princes  of 
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the  house  of  Ilerod,  held  his  kingdom  under  the 
Romans  (Joseph.  Ant.  Jud.  xvi.  li,  §  9).  A  little 
later  it  was  reckoned  to  Decapolis  (PUn.  H.  N.  v. 
16),  after  which  it  became  a  part  of  the  province 
known  as  Phoenicia  Libanesia  (Hierocl.  Synecd.  p. 
717).  It  grew  in  magnificence  under  the  Greek 
emperors,  and  when  taken  by  the  Mohammedan 
Arabs  in  A.  D.  634,  was  one  of  the  first  cities  of  the 
eastern  world.  It  is  not  necessary  to  trace  its  sub- 
sequent glories  under  the  Caliphs,  the  Saracens,  and 
the  Turks.  It  may  however  be  noticed  that  there 
has  scarcely  been  an  interruption  to  its  prosperity, 
and  that  it  is  still  a  city  of  150,000  inhabitants. 

Damascus  has  always  been  a  great  centre  for 
trade.  The  difficulties  and  dangers  of  the  moun- 
tain passes  to  the  west  of  Anti-iibanus  made  the 
Une  of  traffic  between  Egypt  and  Upper  Syria  fol- 
low the  circuitous  route  by  Damascus  rather  than 
the  direct  one  through  Coele-Syria,  while  the  trade 
of  Tyre  with  Assyria  and  the  East  generally,  passed 
naturally  through  Damascus  on  its  way  to  Palmyra 
and  the  Euphrates,  l-lzekiel,  speaking  of  TjTe, 
says,  "  Damascus  was  thy  merchant  in  the  multi- 
tude of  the  wares  of  thy  making,  for  the  multitude 
of  all  Hches ;  in  the  wine  of  Helbon,  and  white 
wool."  It  would  appear  from  this  that  Damascus 
took  manufactured  goods  from  the  Phoenicians,  and 
supplied  them  in  exchange  with  wool  and  wine. 
The  Ibrmer  would  be  produced  in  abundance  in 
Coele-Syria  and  the  valleys  of  the  Anti-Libanus 
range,  whUe  the  latter  seems  to  have  been  grown 
in  the  vicinity  of  Helbon,  a  village  still  famous  for 
the  produce  of  its  vines,  10  or  12  miles  from  Da- 
mascus to  the  northwest  {Geogvaph.  Jour.  vol. 
xxvi.  p.  44).  But  the  passage  trade  of  Damascus 
has  probably  been  at  all  times  more  important  than 
its  direct  commerce.  Its  merchants  must  have 
profited  largely  by  the  caravans  which  continually 
passed  through  it  on  their  way  to  distant  countries. 
It  is  uncertain  whether  in  early  times  it  had  any 
important  manufactures  of  its  own.  According 
to  some  expositors,  the  passage  in  Amos  iii.  12, 
which  we  translate   "in  Damascus  on  a  couch" 

(li^'nl^  ptt7^"73^),  means  really  "  on  tlie  damask 
couch,"  which  would  indicate  that  the  Syrian  city 
had  become  famous  for  a  textile  fabric  as  early  as 
the  eighth  century  b.  c.  There  is  no  doubt  that 
such  a  fabric  gave  rise  to  our  own  word,  which  has 
its  coimterjxirt  in  Arabic  as  well  as  ui  most  of  the 
languages  of  modern  Europe;  but  it  is  questionar 
ble  whether  either  this,  or  the  peculiar  method  of 
working  in  steel,  which  has  impressed  itself  in  a 
similar  way  upon  the  speech  of  the  world,  was  in- 
vented by  the  Damascenes  before  the  Mobamniedan 
era.  In  ancient  times  they  were  probably  rather  a 
consuming  than  a  producing  people,  as  the  passage 
ui  Ezekiei  clearly  indicates. 

Certain  localities  in  Damascus  are  shown  as  the 
site  of  those  Scriptural  events  which  esiiecially  in- 
terest us  in  its  history.  A  "  long,  wide  thorough- 
fare "  — leading  direct  from  one  of  the  gates  to  the 
Castle  or  palace  of  the  Pasha  —  is  "  called  by  the 
guides  'Straiglit'  "  (Acts  ix.  11);  but  the  natives 
know  it  among  themselves  as  "  the  Street  of  Bar 
zaars  "  (Stanley,  p.  412).  The  hou.se  of  Judas 
is  shown,  but  it  is  not  in  the  street  "  Straight" 
(Pococke,  ii.  119).  That  of  Anani.as  is  also  jwinted 
out.  The  scene  of  the  conversion  is  confidently 
said  to  be  "an  open  green  sjwt,  surrounded  by 
trees,"  and  used  as  the  Christian  burial-ground; 
but  this  sjwt  is  on  the  eastern  side  of  the  city, 
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whereas  St.  Paid  must  have  approached  from  the 
south  or  west.  Aj^aiii  it  appears  to  be  certain  that 
"  four  distinct  spots  have  been  pointed  out  at  dif- 
ferent times  "  (Stanley,  p.  412)  as  the  place  where 
the  "  great  Ught  suddenly  shined  from  heaven  " 
(Acts  ix.  3);  so  that  httle  confidence  can  be  placed 
in  any  of  them.  The  point  of  the  walls  at  which 
St.  Paul  was  let  down  by  a  basket  (Acts  ix.  25; 
2  Cor.  xi.  33)  is  also  shown;  and,  as  this  locality 
is  free  from  objection,  it  may  be  accepted,  if  we 
think  that  the  tradition,  which  has  been  so  faith- 
less or  so  uncertain  in  other  cases,  has  any  value 
here. 

In  the  vicinity  of  Damascus  certain  places  are 
sho\vn,  tniditionaUy  connected  with  the  prophet 
Elisha;  but  tliese  local  legends  are  necessarily  even 
more  doubtful  than  those  which  have  reference  to 
the  comparatively  recent  age  of  the  Apostles. 

(See  Stanley's  Sinai  and  Palestine ;  Maundrell's 
Journey  to  B.imuscus  ;  Addison's  Damascus  and 
Palmyra  ;  Pococke's  Travels ;  and  esijecially  Por- 
ter's Flee  i'ears  in  Damascus,  and  his  accoimt  of 
the  country  round  Damascus  in  the  Geographical 
Journal,  vol.  xxvi.)«  G.  R. 

*  DAMN,  DAMNATION.  These  terms, 
when  the  common  Enghsh  version  was  made,  were 
not  restricted  to  their  present  meaning,  but  were 
used  also  in  their  primitive  sense  of  coiulemn  and 
condemnation  (oomp.  Pope's  "  damn  with  faint 
praise  ").  This,  often  with  the  associated  idea  of 
punishment,  is  all  that  the  Greek  words  which  they 
represent  properly  signify.  Damn  is  the  rendering 
of  KaraKpivoi,  Mark  xvi.  16 ;  Rom.  xiv.  23,  "  he 
that  doubteth  is  damned  (condemned)  if  he  eat;  " 
and  Kpiyai,  2  Thess.  ii.  12.  Damnation  is  the  ren- 
dering of  Kpifia,  literally  "judgment,"  Matt,  xxiii. 
14;  Mark  xii.  40;  Luke  xx.  47;  Kom.  iii.  8,  xiii. 
2,  "they  that  resist  shall  receive  to  themselves 
damnation"  (punishment);  1  Cor.  xi.  29,  "he  that 
eateth  and  drinketh  unworthily  eatetli  and  drinketh 
damnation  (condemnation,  judgment)  to  himself;  '' 
1  Tim.  V.  12 ;  —  Kpicris,  Matt,  xxiii.  3-3 ;  Mark  iii. 
29  ;  John  v.  2J  ;  —  KaraSiKti,  "  condemnation," 
"  punishment,"  Wisd.  xii.  27  ;  and  airdKeia, 
"destruction,"  2  Pet.  ii.  3.  A. 

DAN.  1.  C]!:  AoLf,  Joseph.  Aav,  deoKpt- 
rov  &v  Tives  itironv  Kara  rijv  'E\\.  yKSiTrav- 
Dan).  The  fifth  son  of  Jacob,  and  the  first  of 
Bilhah,  Rachel's  maid  (Gren.  xxx.  6).  The  origin 
of  the  name  is  given  ui  the  exclamation  of  liachel 

—  "  '  God  hath  judged  me  C'B?"^,  dananni)  .  .  . 
and  given  me  a  son,'  therefore  she  called  his  name 
Dan,"  i.  e.  "judge."  In  the  blessing  of  Jacob 
(Gen.  xlix.  16)  this  play  on  the  name  is  repeated 

—  "Dan  shall*  judge  ('(^'T'',  ^arf/«)  his  people." 
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a  *  It  is  understood  that  Mr.  Rogers,  the  English 
consul  at  Dj,inii.scu3,  has  in  preparation  au  elaborate 
work  on  the  manners  and  customs  of  the  Syrians, 
Bimilar  to  that  of  Mr.  Lane  on  Egypt.  H. 

6  Gesenius  has  pointed  out  a  slight  difference  be- 
tween the  t.vo  derivations  ;  the  verb  being  active  in 
toe  latter  and  pissive  in  the  former  {Tries.  336). 
:  This  is  quite  in  keeping  with  the  uncertainty  which 
I  attends  many  of  these  ancient  paronomastic  deriva- 
^  tions  (compare  Abel,  Bexj.vjilv,  and  others). 
\  c  The  frequent  variations  in  the  LXX.  forbid  abso- 

j      lute  reliance  on  these  numbers  ;  and,  In  addition,  it 
[      should  not  be  overlooked  that  the  census  in  Nunj .  i. 
8  of  fighting  men,  that  of  xxvi.  of  the  "  children  of  I 


Dan  was  own  brother  to  Naphtali ;  and  as  the  son 
of  Rachel's  maid,  in  a  closer  relation  with  Rachel's 
sons,  Joseph  and  Benjamin,  than  with  the  other 
members  of  the  family.  It  may  be  noticed  that 
there  is  a  close  affinity  between  his  name  and  that 
of  DixAH,  the  only  daughter  of  Jacob  whose  name 
is  preserved. 

The  records  of  Dan  are  unusually  meagre.  Of 
the  patriarch  himself  no  personal  history  is,  unfor- 
tunately, preserved.  Ordy  one  son  is  attributed  to 
him  (Gen.  xlvi.  23);  but  it  may  be  observed  that 
"  Hushim  "  is  a  plural  form,  as  if  the  name,  not 
of  an  individual,  but  of  a  family ;  and  it  is  remark- 
able —  whether  as  indicating  that  some  of  the  de- 
scendants of  Dan  are  omitted  in  these  Usts,  or  from 
other  causes  —  that  when  the  people  were  numbered 
in  the  wilderness  of  Smai,  this  was,  with  the  excep- 
tion of  Judah,  the  most  numerous  of  all  the  tribes, 
containing  62,700  men  able  to  serve.  The  position 
of  Dan  during  the  march  through  the  desert  was 
on  the  north  .side  of  the  tabernacle  (Num.  ii.  25). 
Here,  with  his  brother  Naphtali,  and  Asher,  the 
son  of  Zilpah,  before  him,  was  his  station,  the  hind- 
most of  the  long  procession  (ii.  31,  x.  25).     The 

names  ofrthe  "captain"  (S"^tt?3)  of  the  tribe  at 
this  time,  and  of  the  "  ruler  "  (the  Hebrew  word  is 
the  same  as  before),  who  was  one  of  the  spies  (xiii. 
12),  are  preserved.  So  also  is  the  name  of  one  who 
played  a  prominent  part  at  that  time,  "  Aholiab  the 
son  of  Ahisamach,  of  the  tribe  of  Dan,"  associated 
with  Bezaleel  in  the  design  and  construction  of  the 
fittings  of  the  tabernacle  (Ex.  xxxi.  6,  &e.).  The 
numbers  of  this  tribe  were  not  subject  to  the  vio- 
lent fluctuations  which  increased  or  diminished 
some  of  its  brethren  (comp.  the  figures  given  in 
Num.  i.  and  xxvi.),  and  it  arrived  at  the  threshold 
of  the  Promised  Land,  and  passed  the  ordeal  of  the 
rites  of  Baal-peor  (Num.  xxv.)  with  an  increase  of 
1700  on  the  earlier  census.''  The  remaining  notices 
of  the  tribe  before  the  passage  of  the  Jordan  are 
unimportant.  It  furnished  a  "  prince"  (Xasi,'^  as 
before)  to  the  apportionment  of  the  land;  and  it 
was  appointed  to  stand  on  Mount  Elial,  still  in 
company  with  Naphtali  (but  opposite  to  the  other 
related  tribes),  at  the  ceremony  of  blessing  and 
cursing  (Dent,  xxvii.  13).  After  this  nothing  is 
heard  of  Dan  till  the  specification  of  the  inherit- 
ance allotted  to  him  (Josh.  xix.  48).  He  was  the 
last  of  the  tribes  to  receive  his  portion,  and  that 
portion,  according  to  the  record  of  Joshua  —  strange 
as  it  appears  in  the  face  of  the  numbers  just  quoted 
—  was  the  smallest  of  the  twelve.^  But  notwith- 
standing its  smallness  it  had  eminent  natural  ad- 
vantages. On  the  north  and  east  it  was  completely 
embraced  by  its  two  brother-tribes  Ephraim  and 
Benjamin,  while  on  the  south-east  and  south  it 
jomed   Judah,  and   was  thus  surrounded  by  the 


Reuben,"  &c.,  and  therefore  probably  without  that 
limitation. 

d  This  one  word  is  rendered  in  the  A.  V.  by 
"  prince,"  "  ruler,"  "  captain,"  "  chief,"  and  "  gov- 
ernor." 

e  The  enumeration  of  the  tribes  in  this  record  is  in 
the  order  of  their  topographical  position,  from  S.  to  N. 
It  is  remarkable  that  Dan  is  named  after  Xaphtali  and 
Asher,  as  if  already  as.'iociated  with  the  northern  posi- 
tion afterwards  occupied  by  the  city  Dan.  This  is  also 
the  case  in  Judg.  i.  34,  and  1  Chr.  xii.  35.  The  writer 
is  not  aware  that  any  explanation  has  been  offered  of 
this  apparent  anomaly. 


634  DAN 

three  most  powerful  states  of  the  whole  confederacy. 
Of  the  towns  enumerated  as  forming  "  the  '  border  ' 
of  its  inheritance,"  the  most  easterly  which  can 
now  be  identified  are  Ajalon,  Zorah  (Zareah),  and 
I»-Shemesh  (or  Beth-shemesh ;  which  see).  These 
places  are  on  the  slopes  of  the  lower  ranges  of  hills 
by  which  the  highlands  of  Benjamin  and  Judah 
descend  to  the  broad  maritime  plain,  that  plain 
which  on  the  S.  bore  the  distinctive  name  of  "  the 
Shefelah,"  and  more  to  the  N.,  of  "  Sharon." 
From  Japho  —  afterwards  Joppa,  and  now  Yafa  — 
on  the  north,  to  Ekron  and  Gathrimmon  on  the 
south  —  a  length  of  at  least  14  miles  —  that  noble 
tract,  one  of  the  most  fertile  in  the  whole  of  Pales- 
tine, was  allotted  to  this  tribe.  By  Josephus  {Ant. 
V.  1,  §  22,  and  3,  §  1)  this  is  extended  to  Ashdod 
on  the  south,  and  Dor,  at  the  foot  of  Carmel,  on 
the  north,  so  as  to  embrace  the  whole,  or  nearly 
the  whole,  of  the  great  plain.  But  this  rich  dis- 
trict, the  corn-field  and  the  garden  of  the  whole 
south  of  Palestine  (Stanley,  S.  and  P.  258),  which 
was  the  richest  prize  of  Phoenician  conquest  many 
centuries  later,"  and  which  even  in  the  now  degen- 
erate state  of  the  country  is  enormously  productive, 
wa.s  too  valuable  to  be  given  up  without  j  struggle 
by  its  original  possessors.  The  Amorites  accord- 
ingly "  forced  the  children  of  Dan  into  the  moun- 
tain, for  they  would  not  suffer  them  to  come  down 
into  the  valley"  (Judg.  i.  34)  —  forced  them  up 
from  the  corn-fields  of  the  plain,  with  their  deep 
black  soil,  to  the  villages  whose  ruins  still  crown 
the  hills  that  skirt  the  lowland.  True,  the  help 
of  the  great  tribe  so  closely  connected  with  Dan 
was  not  wanting  at  this  juncture,  and  ■'  the  hand 
of  the  children  of  Joseph,"  i.  e.  Ephraim,  "pre- 
vailed against  the  Amorites  "  for  the  time.  But 
the  same  thing  soon  occurred  again,  and  in  the 
glimpse  with  which  we  are  afterwards  favored  into 
the  interior  of  the  tribe,  in  the  history  of  its  great 
hero,  the  Philistines  have  taken  the  place  of  the 
Amorites,  and  with  the  same  result.  Although 
Samson  "  comes  down  "  to  the  "  vineyards  of  Tini- 
nath"  and  the  valley  of  Sorek,  yet  it  is  from 
Mahaneh-Dan  —  the  fortified  camp  of  Dan,  between 
Zorah  and  Eshtaol,  behind  Kirjath-jearim  —  that 
he  descends,  and  it  is  to  that  natural  fastness,  the 
residence  of  his  father,  that  he  "goes  up"  again 
after  his  encounters,  and  that  he  is  at  last  borne 
to  his  family  sepulchre,  the  burying-place  of  Manoah 
(Judg.  xiv.  1,  5,  19,  xiii.  25,  xvi.  4;  comp.  xviii. 
12,  xvi.  31). 

These  considerations  enable  us  to  understand 
how  it  happened  that  long  after  the  partition  of  the 
land  "  all  the  inheritance  of  the  Danites  had  not 
fallen  to  them  among  the  tribes  of  Israel  "  (Judg. 


a  See  the  inscription  of  king  Esmuuazar,  as  inter- 
preted by  Stanley  (S.  if  P.  pp.  278,  2o8). 

6  *  The  '"all"  in  this  pussage  (A.  V.)  has  nothing 
answering  to  it  in  the  Hebrew,  and  hides  from  the 
reader  a  peculiarity  of  the  text.  The  Hebrew  writer 
states  that  the  Danites  had  not  yet  received  an  in- 
heritance among  the  tribes  of  Israel.  AVhat  is  mjant 
may  be  that  they  had  not  received  any  territory  ade- 
quate to  the  wants  of  an  overgrown  population  in  their 
original  settlement,  or,  more  probably,  had  received 
none  which  they  could  securely  occupy  as  a  ixrmanent 
possession  on  account  of  the  suixirior  power  of  the 
Philistines  (see  Berthcau,  Hichter  unil  Ruth,  p.  196). 
Cassel  suggests  that  the  Danites  may  have  complaioed 
in  these  terms  of  their  having  no  inheritjince  as  an 
excuse  for  their  rapacity,  when  the  complaint  was  not 
troe  in  feet  (Richter  und  Ruth,  p.  160).  H. 
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xviii.  1).*  Tliey  perhaps  furnish  a  reason  for  the 
absence  of  Dan  from  the  great  gathering  of  the 
tribes  against  Sisera^  (Judg.  v.  17).  They  also 
explain  the  warUke  and  independent  character  of 
the  tribe  betokened  in  the  name  of  their  head- 
quarters, as  just  quoted  —  Mahaneh-Dan,  "  the 
camp,  or  host,  of  Dan  "  —  in  the  fact  specially 
insisted  on  and  reiterated  (xviii.  11,  16,  17)  of  the 
complete  equipment  of  their  600  warriors  <*  "  ap- 
pointed with  weapons  of  war,"  —  and  the  lawless 
ireebooting  style  of  their  behavior  to  ^Micali.  There 
is  something  very  characteristic  in  the  whole  of 
that  most  fresh  and  interesting  story  preserved  to 
us  in  Judg.  xviii.  —  a  narrative  without  a  parallel 
for  the  vivid  glance  it  affords  into  the  manners  of 
that  distant  time  —  characteristic  of  boldness  and 
sagacity,  with  a  vein  of  grim  sai-donic  humor,  but 
undeformed  by  any  unnecessary  bloodshed. 

In  the  "security"  and  "quiet"  (Judg.  xviii. 
7,  10)  of  their  rich  northern  possession  the  Danites 
enjoyed  the  leisure  and  repose  which  had  been 
denied  them  in  their  original  seat.  But  of  the  fate 
of  the  city  to  which  they  gave  "  the  name  of  their 
father  "  (Josh.  xix.  47),  we  know  scarcely  anj-thing. 
The  strong  religious  feeling  which  made  the  Danites 
so  anxious  to  ask  counsel  of  God  from  iNIicah's 
Levite  at  the  commencement  of  their  expedition 
(Judg.  xviii.  5),  and  afterwards  take  him  away  with 
them  to  be  "  a  priest  unto  a  tril)e  and  a  family  in 
Israel,"  may  have  pointed  out  their  settlement  to 
the  notice  of  Jeroboam  as  a  fit  place  for  his  north- 
ern sanctuary.  But  beyond  the  exceedingly  obscure 
notice  in  Judg.  xviii.  30,  we  have  no  information  « 
on  this  subject.  From  2  Chr.  ii.  14  it  would 
appear  that  the  Danites  had  not  kept  their  purity 
of  lineage,  but  had  intermarried  with  the  Phoeni- 
cians of  the  country.  (See  an  elaboration  of  this 
in  Blunt,  Coincidences,  Pt.  II.  iv.) 

In  the  time  of  David  Dan  still  kept  its  place 
among  the  tribes  (1  Chr.  xii.  35).  Asher  is  omit- 
ted, but  the  "prince  of  the  tribe  of  Dan  "  is  men- 
tioned in  the  Ust  of  1  Chr.  xxvii.  22.  But  from 
this  time  forward  tlie  name  as  applied  to  the  tribe 
vanishes ;  it  is  kept  alive  only  by  the  nortliern  city. 
In  the  genealogies  of  1  Chr.  ii.  to  xii.  Dan  is  omit- 
ted entirely,  which  is  remarkable  when  the  great 
fame  of  Samson  and  the  warlike  character  of  the 
tril)e  are  considered,  and  can  only  be  accounted  for 
by  supposing  that  its  genealogies  had  jierished.  It 
is  perhaps  allowable  to  suppose  that  little  care  would 
be  taken  to  preserve  the  records  of  a  trilie  which 
had  left  its  original  seat  near  the  head-quarters  of 
the  nation,  and  given  its  name  to  a  distant  city 
notorious  only  as  the  seat  of  a  rival  and  a  forliidden 
worship.     Lastly,  Dan  is  omitted  from  the  hst  of 


c  Ewald  aiscribes  it  to  their  being  engaged  in  com- 
merce (Dichler,  i.  130).  This  may  have  b*>eu  the  case 
with  Asher,  but  can  hardly,  for  the  rojvsons  advance* 
above,  have  been  so  with  Dan.  The  "  ships  "  of  Deb- 
orah's song  are  probably  oul^-  a  bold  figure,  in  allu- 
sion to  Joppa. 

<l  The  complete  appointment  of  these  warriors  is 
perhaps  a  more  certain  sign  of  the  tribe  being  prac- 
ticed in  war,  when  we  recollect  that  it  was  the  Philis- 
tine policy  to  deprive  of  their  arms  those  whom  they 
had  conquered  (comp.  1  Sam.  xiii.  lft-21,  and  porhapi 
also  Samson's  rude  weapon,  the  jaw-bone). 

«  For  "  the  captivity  of  the  land,"   y^^S,   Ewald 

proposes  to  read  "  of  the  ark,"  ]"nS  :  that  Is,  UU  the 
time  of  Samuel  (1  Sam.  iv.  11),   Gesch.  U.   pt.  2,  p. 
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those  who  were  sealed  by  the  Angel  in  the  vision 
of  St.  John  (Kev.  vii.  5-7). 

The  mention  of  this  tribe  in  the  "  blessings "'  of 
Jacob  and  Moses  must  not  be  overlooked,  but  it  is 
difficult  to  extract  any  satisfactory  meaning  from 
them.  Herder's  interpretation  as  given  by  Prof. 
Stanley  will  fitly  close  this  notice. 

"  It  is  doubtful  whether  the  delineation  of  Dan 
in  Jacob's  blessing  relates  to  the  original  settlement 
on  the  western  outskirts  of  Judah,  or  to  the  north- 
ern outpost.  Herder's  explanation  will  apply 
almost  equally  to  both.  '  Dan,'  the  judge,  '  shall 
judge  his  people ; '  he,  the  son  of  the  concubine,  no 
less  than  the  sons  of  I^eah ;  he,  the  frontier  tribe,  no 
less  than  those  in  the  pliiees  of  honor,  shall  be  '  as 
one  of  the  tribes  of  Israel.'  '  Dan  shall  be  a  serpent 
by  the  way,  an  adder  in  the  path,'  that  is  of  the 
invading  enemy  by  the  north  or  by  the  west,  '  that 
bitetli  the  heels  of  the  liorse,'  the  indigenous  serpent 
biting  the  foreign  horse  unknown  to  Israelite  war- 
fere,  '  so  that  his  rider  shall  fall  backwards.'  And 
his  war-cry  as  from  the  frontier  fortresses  shall  be 
•  For  Thy  salvation,  O  Ixird,  I  have  waited ! '  «  In 
the  blessing  of  Moses  the  southern  Dan  is  lost  sight 
of.  The  northern  Dan  alone  appears,  with  the 
same  characteristics  though  under  a  different  image ; 
'  a  Uon's  whelp  '  in  the  far  north,  as  Judah  in  the 
far  south :  '  he  shall  leap  from  Bashan  '  —  from  the 
slopes  of  Hermon,  where  he  is  couched  watching 
for  his  prey." 

2.  (7^-  Adv,  Joseph,  rh  AtivoV-  Ban.)  The 
well-known  city,  so  familiar  as  the  most  northern 
landmark  of  Palestine,  in  the  common  expression 
"  from  Dan  even  to  lieersheba."  The  name  of  the 
place  was  originally  Laisii  or  Lesheji  (Josh.  xix. 
47).  Its  inhabitants  hved  "  after  the  manner  of 
the  Zidonians,"  i.  e.  engaged  in  commerce,  and 
without  defense.  But  it  is  nowhere  said  that  they 
were  Phoenicians,  though  it  may  perhaps  be  inferred 
from  the  parentage  of  Huram  —  his  mother  "of 
the  daughters  of  Dan,"  his  father  "  a  man  of  Tyre  " 
(2  Chr.  ii.  14).  Living  tlms  "  quiet  and  secure," 
they  fell  an  easy  prey  to  the  active  and  practiced 
freebooters  of  the  Danites.  They  conferred  upon 
their  new  acquisition  the  name  of  their  own  tribe, 
"  after  the  name  of  their  lather  who  was  born  unto 
Israel"  (Judg.  xviii.  29;  Josh.  xix.  47),  and  Laish 
became  Dan. 

The  locality  of  the  town  is  specified  with  some 
minuteness.     It  was  "far  from  Zidon,"  and  "in 

the  valley  (p^l?,  /unek)  that  is  by  (b)  Beth- 
rehob,"  but  as  this  latter  place  has  not  been  identi- 
fied with  certainty,  the  position  of  Dan  must  be 
ascertained  by  other  means. 

The  graven  image  which  the  wandering  Danites 
had  stolen  from  Micah  they  set  up  in  their  new 
home,  and  a  Une  of  priests  was  estabUshed,  which, 
though  belonging  to  the  tribe  of  Ixvi  and  even 
descended  from  Moses,*  was  not  of  the  family  of 
Aaron,  and  therefore  not  belonging  to  the  regular 
priesthood.  To  the  form  of  this  image  and  the 
nature  of  the  idolatry  we  have  no  clew,  nor  to  the 


o  According  to  Jewish  tradition,  Jacob's  blessing 
on  Dae  is  a  prophetic  allusion  to  Samson,  the  great 
"  Judge  "  of  the  tribe  ;  and  the  ejaculation  with  which 
It  closes  was  that  actually  uttered  by  Samson  when 
brought  into  the  temple  at  Gazii.  (See  the  Targum 
Pa.  Jonathan  on  GK-n.  xlix.  16,  17 ;  and  the  quotations 
m  Kalisch's  Ginesis  tid  loc.)  Modern  critics  likewise 
lee  an  allusion  to  Samson  in  the  terms  of  the  blessing, 
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relation,  if  any,  which  existed  between  it  and  the 
calf-worship  afterwards  instituted  there  by  Jeroboam 
(1  K.  xii.  29,  30).  The  latter  is  alluded  to  by  Amos 
(viii.  14)  in  a  passage  which  possibly  preserves  a 
fonnula  of  invocation  or  adjuration  in  use  among 
the  worshippers ;  but  the  passage  is  very  obscure. 

After  the  establishment  of  the  Danites  at  Dan  it 
became  the  acknowledged  extremity  of  the  country, 
and  the  formula  "  from  Dan  even  to  Beersheba " 
is  frequent  throughout  the  historical  books  (Judg. 
XX.  1;  1  Sam.  iii.  20:  2  Sam.  iii.  10,  xvii.  11, 
xxiv.  2,  15;  1  K.  iv.  25).  In  the  later  records  the 
fonn  is  reversed,  and  becomes  "  from  Beersheba 
even  to  Dan"  (1  Chr.  xxi.  2;  2  Chr.  xxx.  5). 

Dan  was,  with  other  northern  cities,  laid  waste 
by  Benhadad  (1  K.  xv.  20;  2  Chr.  xvi.  4),  and  tliia 
is  the  last  mention  of  the  place. 

Various  considerations  would  incline  to  the  sus- 
picion that  Dan  was  a  holy  place  of  note  from  a  far 
earlier  date  than  its  conquest  by  the  Danites.  These 
are:  (1.)  the  extreme  reluctance  of  the  Orientals 
—  apparent  in  numerous  cases  in  the  Bible  —  to 
initiate  a  sanctuary,  or  to  adopt  for  worship  any 
place  which  had  not  enjoyed  a  reputation  for  holi- 
ness from  pre-historic  times.  (2.)  The  con-espond- 
ence  of  Dan  with  Beersheba  in  connection  with 
the  life  of  Abraham  —  the  origin  of  Beersheba  also 
being,  as  has  been  noticed,  enveloped  in  some 
diversity  of  statement.  (3.)  Jlore  particularly  its 
ificidental  mention  in  the  very  clear  and  circum- 
stantial narrative  of  Gen.  xiv.  14,  as  if  well  known 
even  at  that  very  early  period.  Its  mention  in 
Dent,  xxxiv.  1  is  also  before  the  events  related  in 
Judg.  xviii.,  though  still  many  centuries  later  than 
the  time  of  Abraham.  But  the  subject  is  very 
dithcult,  and  we  can  hardly  hope  to  arrive  at  more 
than  coiyecture  upon  it. 

With  regard  to  Gen.  xiv.  14  three  explanations 
suggest  themselves.  1.  That  another  place  of  the 
same  name  is  intended.  (See  Kalisch,  ad  he.  for 
an  ingenious  suggestion  of  Dan-jaan;  another  is 
disposed  of  by  I'rof.  Stanley,  S.  (J"-  P.  p.  400.) 
Against  this  may  be  put  the  beUef  of  Josephus 
(comp.  Ant.  i.  10,  §  1,  with  v.  3,  §  1)  and  of 
Jerome  ( Onomast.  Laisa,  comp.  with  Qiuest.  flebr. 
ill  Genesiin,  xiv.  14),  who  both  unhesitatingly 
identify  the  Dan  of  the  Danites,  near  Paneas,  with 
the  Dan  of  Abraham.  2.  That  it  is  a  prophetic 
anticipation  by  the  sacred  historian  of  a  name  which 
was  not  to  exist  till  centuries  later,  just  as  Samson 
has  been  held  to  be  alluded  to  in  the  blessing  of 
Dan  by  Jacob.  3.  That  the  passage  originally 
contained  an  older  name,  as  Laish;  and  that  when 
that  was  sujjerseded  by  Dan,  the  new  name  was 
inserted  ui  the  ^ISS.  This  last  is  Ewald's  {Gesch. 
i.  73),  and  of  the  three  is  the  most  feasible,  espe- 
cially when  we  consider  the  characteristic,  genuine 
air  of  the  story  in  Judges,  which  fixes  the  origin 
of  the  name  so  circumstantially.  Josephus  {Ant. 
V.  3,  §  1)  speaks  positively  of  the  situation  of  Laish 
as  "  not  far  from  JMount  Libanus  and  the  springs 
of  the  lesser  Jordan,  near  (kotci)  the  great  plain 
of  the  city  of  Sidon  "  (compare  also  Ant.  viii.  8,  § 


which  they  presume  on  that  account  to  have  been 
written  after  the  days  of  the  Judges  (Ewald,  Gesch.  i. 
92).  Jerome's  observations  {Qu.  in  Gfn.)  on  this  pas- 
sage are  very  interesting. 

b  Moses  is  doubtless  the  genuine  reading  of  the 
name,  which,  by  the  insertion  of  an  N,  was  changed 
by  the  Jews  into  Manasseh,  as  It  stands  in  the  A.  V 
of  Judg.  xviii.  30.     [M.inasseh,  6.] 
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4);  and  this,  as  just  said,  he  identifies  with  the 
Dan  in  Gen.  xiv.  14  {A71L  i.  10,  §  1).  In  con- 
sonance with  this  are  the  notices  of  St.  Jerome, 
who  derives  tlie  word  '-Jordan"  from  the  names 
of  its  two  sources.  Dan,  the  westernmost  and  the 
smaller  of  the  two,  he  places  at  four  miles  from 
Paneas  on  the  road  to  Tyre.  In  perfect  agreement 
with  this  is  the  position  of  Tell  el- Kadi,  a  mound 
from  the  foot  of  which  gushes  out  "  one  of  the 
largest  fountiiins  in  the  world,"  the  main  source  of 
the  Jordan  (Kob.  iii.  390-393;  Stanley,  394,  395). 
The  Tell  itself,  rising  from  the  plain  by  somewhat 
steep  terraces,  has  its  long,  level  top  strewed  with 
ruins,  and  is  very  probably  the  site  of  the  to^\'n  and 
citadel  of  Dan.  The  spring  is  called  el  Leddan, 
possibly  a  corrvtption  of  Dan  (Hob.  iii.  392),  and 
the  stream  from  the  spring  Nuhr  ed-Dhan  (Wilson, 
ii.  173),  while  the  name.  Tell  el-K<kli,  "  the  Judge's 
mound,"  agrees  in  signification  with  the  ancient 
name."  Both  Dr.  Kobinson  and  Prof.  Stanley  give 
the  exact  agreement  of  the  spot  with  tlie  require- 
ments of  the  story  in  Judg.  xviii.  —  "a  good  laud 
and  a  large,  where  there  is  no  want  of  anything 
that  is  on  the  earth"  (Kob.  iii.  39G;  Stanley,  as 
above).  G. 

*  Delitzsch  accounts  for  the  name  of  Dan  in 
Gen.  xiv.  14,  by  his  theory  that  the  Pentateuch 
was  completed  by  some  of  the  companions  and  sur- 
vivors of  Moses.  JIurphy  ( Commentary  on  Gen- 
esis, p.  286,  Amer.  ed.)  argues  from  the  mode  of 
designation  here  employed  that  Dan  was  the  origi- 
nal name,  current  in  Abraham's  time.  He  sup- 
poses that  the  recollection  of  its  ancient  name  and 
story  attracted  the  Danites,  and  that  after  taking 
and  destroying  the  city,  they  displaced  the  inter- 
mediate name,  Leshem  (according  to  Josh.  xix.  47), 
by  the  original  designation.  But  the  conjecture 
not  only  lacks  foundation,  but  seems  in  conflict 
with  the  narrative,  wliich  refers  the  origin  of  the 
name  to  "  the  name  of  their  father "  Dan  (Josh. 
xix.  47;  Judg.  x\iii.  29).  Ewald's  suggestion  (No. 
3  above)  is  strongly  countenanced  by  the  character 
of  the  narrative  and  the  circumstances  of  the  ca.se. 
The  air  of  extreme  antiquity  which  invests  Gen. 
xiv.  has  been  recognized  even  by  such  questioners 
as  Ewald,  Tuch,  and  Knobel;  Ewald  ascribing  it 
to  patriarchal  times,  and  Tuch  to  a  period  prior  to 
the  IsraeUtish  invasion,  except  for  this  one  name. 
Even  the  general  phraseology  of  the  chapter  is  pe- 
culiar. But  the  names  of  places  have  this  peculiar- 
ity, that  several  of  them  were  obsolete  at  the  time 
of  the  conquest  of  Canaan,  and  are  interpreted  by 
other  names  appended;  thus,  Bela  which  is  Zoar; 
En-niishpat  which  is  Kadesh ;  the  vale  of  Siddim 
which  is  the  Salt  Sea.  In  one  or  two  other  cases 
we  ha\e  an  old  name  without  the  more  modern  ap- 
pended, as  though  the  later  were  not  yet  established 
or  originated;  thus,  I lazazon-tamar,  which  after- 
wards became  En-gedi  (2  Chr.  xx.  2),  and  El  Pa- 
ran,  the  older  name,  as  Keil  and  Knobel  argue,  for 
I'Llath. 

Now  in  the  midst  of  these  ancient  appellations 
occurs  one  place  not  designated  by  its  older  name, 
but  by  a  title  which,  a  few  years  after  the  time  of 


a  This  ap-eement  in  meaning  of  the  modem  name 
with  the  ancient  18  so  rare,  that  little  depeiult-nce  can 
De  placed  on  it.  Indeed,  Stanley  (S.  (f  P.  p.  394,  note) 
has  shown  grounds  for  at  leant  (luestioning  it.  The 
modern  names,  when  reprewnitiitivcs  of  the  ancient, 
geneniUy  agree  in  sound,  though  often  disagreeing  in 
tneaning. 
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Moses,  completely  displaced  and  eclipsed  the  oldei 
name.  When,  however,  we  bear  in  mind  the  en- 
tire obscurity  of  the  place  under  its  former  appella- 
tion, the  speedy  change,  the  renown  of  its  Liter 
name,  and  the  circumstances  under  which  it  was 
given,  it  can  be  no  matter  of  surprise  that  a  later 
hand,  instead  of  adding  the  explanatory  phrase 
"  which  is  Dan  "  or  leaving  the  old  and  unknown 
name  I.«shem,  should  directly  substitute  the  oile 
for  the  other.  The  solution  seems  equally  obvious 
and  simple,  and  the  transaction  itself  almost  un- 
avoidable. 

Keil,  however,  still  insists  with  Kalisch  and  oth- 
ers on  the  first  of  the  above  solutions,  namely,  that 
it  was  another  Dan,  the  Dan-Jaan  of  2  Sam.  xxiv. 
G,  and  belonging  to  Gilead  (Deut.  xxxiv.  1).  They 
say  that  l.aish-l)an  did  not  lie  on  either  of  the  two 
roads  leading  from  the  vale  of  Siddim  or  of  the 
Jordan  to  Damascus;  whereas  this  Dan,  sui)posed 
to  be  "  in  northern  Perea  to  the  southwest  of  Da- 
mascus "  (Keil),  "  between  Gilead  and  Sidon " 
(Kalisch),  would  be  perfectly  appropriate  to  the 
passage.*  The  argument  involves  too  many  as- 
sumptions to  be  of  much  weight.  Yet  on  the  other 
hand  it  must  be  admitted  that  we  cannot  deny  the 
existence  of  another  Dan  without  supposing  an  in- 
correct reading  in  2  Sam.  xxiv.  G  (the  interchange 

of  "]  for  V;  a  supposition  countenanced  by  the 
Vulgate,  though  not  so  clearly  by  the  Septuagint. 

S.  C.  B. 

3.  C|"J:  om.  in  LXX.  [in  most  MSS.;  Comp. 
Aciv;  Aid.  AeSaj/:]  Dan).  Apparently  the  name 
of  a  city,  associated  with  Jason  as  one  of  the 
places  in  Southern  Arabia  from  which  the  Phoeni- 
cians obtained  wrought  iron,  cassia,  and  calamus 
(Ez.  xxvii.  19).  Ewald  conjectures  that  it  is  the 
same  as  the  Keturahite  Dedan  in  Gen.  xxv.  3,  but 
his  conjecture  is  without  support,  though  it  is 
adopted  by  Fiirst  (Handw.).  Others  refer  it  to 
the  tribe  of  Dan,  for  the  Danites  were  skillful  work- 
men, and  both  Aholiab  (Ex.  xxxv.  34)  and  Huram 
(2  Chr.  ii.  13)  belonged  to  this  tribe.  But  for 
this  view  also  there  appears  to  be  as  little  founda- 
tion,.if  we  consider  the  connection  in  which  the 
name  occurs.  W.  A.  W. 

DANCE.  As  emotions  of  joy  and  sorrow 
universally  express  themselves  in  movements  and 
gestures  of  the  body,  eflbrts  have  been  made  among 
all  nations,  but  especially  among  those  of  the  south 
and  east,  in  proportion  as  they  seem  to  be  more 
demonstrative,  to  reduce  to  measure  and  to  strength- 
en by  unison  the  more  pleasurable  —  those  of  joy. 
The  dance  is  spoken  of  in  Holy  Scripture  univer- 
sally as  symbolical  of  some  rejoicing,  and  is  often 
coupled  for  the  sake  of  contrast  witli  mourning,  as 
in  Eccl.  iii.  4,  "  a  time  to  mourn  and  a  time  to 
dance"  (comp.  Ps.  xxx.  11;  Matt.  xi.  17).  In  the 
earUer  perio<l  it  is  found  combined  with  some  song 
or  refrain  (Ex.  xv.  20,  xxxii.  18,  19 ;  1  Sam.  xxi. 

11);  and  with  the  ^n,  or  tambourine  (A.  V. 
"  timbrel  "),  more  especially  in  those  impulsive  out- 
bursts of  popular  feeling  which  cannot  find  suffl- 


6  *  A  still  more  recent  writer,  Quarry  ( Genesis  and 
its  Authorship,  p.  472.  Ixjnd.  186<)),  deems  it  after  all  a 
tenable  position  that  the  Dan  of  Abraham  ((ien.  xIt. 
14)  was  a  different  one  from  that  of  the  later  Hebrew 
history.  Zeller  (Zeller's  Bibl.  Wiirttrb.  p.  213)  proposei 
the  same  view.  H. 
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jient  vent  in  voice  or  in  gesture  singly."  Nor  is 
there  any  more  strongly  popular  element  traceable 
in  the  religion  of  the  ancient  Jews  than  the  oppor- 
tunity so  given  to  a  prophet  or  prophetess  to  kin- 
dle enthusiasm  for  Jehovah  on  momentous  crises 
of  national  joy,  and  thus  root  the  theocracy  in  their 
deepest  feelings,  more  especially  in  those  of  the 
women,  themselves  most  easily  stirred,  and  most 
capable  of  exciting  others.  The  dance  was  regarded 
even  by  the  Romans  as  the  worship  of  the  body, 
and  thus  had  a  place  amongst  sacred  things:  "  Sane 
ut  in  religionibus  saltaretur,"  says  Servius  ad  Virg. 
Bucol.  V.  73,  "  haec  ratio  est,  quod  nuUam  majores 
nostri  partem  ^  corporis  esse  voluerunt,  quae  non 
sentiret  religionem."  A  similar  sentiment  is  con- 
veyed in  Ps.  XXXV.  10 :  "  All  my  bones  shall  say, 
Lord,  who  is  like  unto  thee?  "  So  the  "tongue" 
is  the  best  member  among  many,  the  "  glory  "  (Ps. 
Ivii.  8)  of  the  whole  frame  of  tiesh,  every  part  of 
which  is  to  have  a  share  in  the  praises  of  God. 
Similarly  among  the  Greeks  is  ascribed  by  Athen- 
seus  to  Socrates  the  following  fragment  — 

ol  a  xopois  <cdAAi<TTa  9eoiis  Ti^iaxrci'  dptoTOi 
€U  7roAe'fxa>* 

who  also  praises  among  styles  of  dancing  rb  etrye- 
Vis  KoX  Of 5pQ)5es  (Athen.  xiv.  p.  627 ;  comp.  Arr. 
Alex.  iv.  11). 

Dancing  formed  a  part  of  the  religious  ceremo- 
nies of  the  Egyptians,  and  was  also  common  in 
private  entertainments.  Many  representations  of 
dances  lx)th  of  men  and  women  are  found  in  tlie 
Egyptian  paintings.  The  "feast  unto  the  Lord," 
which   Closes   proposed  to  Pharaoh  to  hold,  was 

really  a  dance  (SH;  see  below). 

Plato  certainly  {L€(j.  vii.  (i)  reckons  dancing 
{6pXi)(ri.s]  as  part  of  gymnastics  {■yv/j.vacTTtK'fi)- 
So  far  was  the  feeling  of  the  purest  period  of  an- 
tiquity from  attaching  the  notion  of  effeminacy  to 
dancing,  that  the  ideas  of  this  and  of  warlike  exer- 
cise are  mutually  interwoven,  and  tlieir  terms  al- 
most correspond  as  synonyms  (Horn.  //.  xvi.  617; 
comp.  Creuzer,  Symb.  ii.  367,  iv.  474;  and  see 
especially  Lucian  de  Snlt,  passim).  Women,  how- 
ever, among  the  Hebrews  made  the  dance  their 
especial  means  of  expressing  their  feelings:  and 
when  their  husbands  or  friends  returned  from  a 
battle  on  behalf  of  life  and  home,  felt  that  they  too 
ought  to  have  some  share  in  the  event,  and  found 
that  share  in  the  dance  of  triumph  welcoming  them 
back.  The  "eating  and  drinking  and  dancing" 
of  the  Amalekites  Ls  recorded,  as  is  the  people's 

"  rising  up  to  play  "  (pH?,  including  a  revelling 
dance),  with  a  tacit  censure;  the  one  seems  to  mark 
the  lower  civilization  of  the  Amalekites,  the  other 
the  looseness  of  conduct  into  which  idolatry  led  the 
Israelites  (Ex.  xxxii.  6;  1  Cor.  x.  7;  1  Sam.  xxx. 
16).  So  among  the  Bedouins,  native  dances  of 
men  are  mentioned  (Lynch,  Dead  Sea,  p.  295; 
Stanley,  pp.  56,  466),  and  are  probably  an  ancient 
custom.  The  Hebrews,  however,  save  in  such  mo- 
ments of  temptation,  seem  to  have  left  dancing  to 
the  women.  But  more  esi>ecially  on  such  occasions 
oi  triumph,  any  woman  whose  nearness  of  kin  to 
champion  of  the  moment  gave  her  a  public 


^^ir 


The  proper  word  for  this  combination  is  pHK? 
idg.  xvi.  25 ;  1  Sam.  xviu.  6  ;  2  Sam.  vi.  5,  21 ;  1 
ir.  xiii.  8,  xv.  29 ;  Jer.  xxx.  19),  though  it  also  in- 
cludes other  senses. 
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character  among  her  own  .se.x,  seems  to  have  felt 
that  it  was  her  part  to  lead  such  a  demonstration 
of  triumph,  or  of  welcome;  so  Miriam  (Ex.  xv.  20) 
and  so  .Jeplithah's  daughter  (Judg.  xi.  34),  and 
similarly  there  no  doulit  was,  though  none  is  men- 
tioned, a  chorus  and  dance  of  women  led  by  Debo- 
rah, as  the  song  i-f  the  men  by  Barak  (comp.  Judg. 
v.  1  with  Ex.  XV.  1,  20).  Similarly,  too.  Judith 
(xv.  12,  13)  leads  her  own  song  and  dance  of  tri- 
umph over  Holofernes.     There  was  no  such  leader 


Egyptian  dances.     (Wilkinson.) 

of  the  choir  mentioned  in  the  case  of  David  and 
Saul.  Hence  whereas  Miriam  •"  answered  "  the 
entire  chorus  in  Ex.  xv.  21,  the  women  in  the  lat- 
ter case  "  answered  one  another  as  they  played  " 
(1  Sam.  xdii.  7),  that  "answer"  embodying  the 
sentiment  of  the  occasion,  and  forming  the  burden 
of  the  song.  The  "  coming  out "  of  the  women  to 
do  this  (Judg.  xi.  34;  1  Sam.  xviii.  6;  comp. 
"went  out,"  Ex.  xv.  20)  is  also  a  feature  worthy 
of  note,  and  implies  the  object  of  meeting,  attend- 
ing upon,  and  conducting  home.  So  Jephthah's 
daughter  met  her  father,  the  "  women  of  all  the 
cities "  came  to  meet  and  celebrate  Saul  and 
David,  and  their  host,  but  Miriam  in  the  same 
way  "goes  out"  before  "Jehovah"  the  "man  of 
war,"  whose  presence  seems  implied.     This  marks 


b  Among  Romans  of  a  late  period  the  sentiment 
had  expired.  "  Nemo  fere  saltat  sobrius,  nisi  forte  in- 
sanit"  (Oic.  pro  Mut.  p.  14).  Perhaps,  however,  the 
standard  of  morals  would  rather  lead  us  to  expect 
that  drunkenness  was  common  than  that  dancing  was 
rare. 
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the  peculiarity  of  David's  conduct,  when,  on  the  re- 
turn of  the  Ark  of  God  from  its  long  sojourn 
ainong  strangers  and  borderers,  he  (2  Sam.  vi.  5- 
22)  was  himself  choreyus ;  and  here  too  the  women, 
with  their  timbrels «  (see  especially  v.  5,  19,  20, 
22),  took  an  important  share.  This  fact  brings 
out  more  markedly  the  feelings  of  Saul's  daughter 
!Michai,  keeping  aloof  from  the  occasion,  and  "  look- 
ing through  a  window  "  at  the  scene.  She  should, 
in  accordance  with  the  e.Kamples  of  Miriam,  Ac., 
have  herself  led  the  female  choir,  and  so  come  out 
to  meet  the  Ark,  and  lier  lord.  She  stays  with 
the  "household"  (ver.  20),  and  '-comes  out  to 
meet"  him  with  reproaches,  i)erhaps  feeling  that 
his  zeal  was  a  rebuke  to  her  apathy.  It  was  before 
"  the  handmaids,"  /.  e.  in  leading  that  choir  which 
she  should  have  led,  that  he  had  "uncovered" 
himself;  an  unkingly  exjxisure  as  she  thought  it, 
which  the  dance  rendered  necessary  *  —  the  wear- 
ing merely  the  ephod  or  linen  tunic.  The  occasion 
was  meant  to  be  popularly  viewed  in  connection 
with  I'avid's  subjugation  of  various  enemies  and 
accession  to  the  throne  of  Israel  (see  1  Chr.  xii. 
23-xiii.  8);  he  accordingly  thinks  only  of  the  honor 
of  God  who  had  so  advanced  him,  and  in  that  for- 
gets self  (comp.  Miiller,  de  Duvide  ant.  Arc.  Ugo- 
lini,  xxxii.).  From  the  mention  of  "damsels," 
"timbrels,"  and  "dances"  (Ps.  Ixviii.  25,  cxlix. 
3,  cl.  4),  as  elements  of  religious  worship,  it  may 
perhaps  be  inferred  that  David's  feeUng  led  him  to 
incorporate  in  its  ritts  that  popular  mode  of  festive 
celebration.  This  does  not  seem  to  have  survived 
him,  for  as  Saalschiitz  remarks  {Archaol.  der  Ileln: 
vol.  i.  p.  299),  in  the  mention  of  religious  revivals 
under  Hezekiah  and  Josiah,  no  notice  of  them  oc- 
curs; and  this,  although  the  "words,"  the  "writ- 
ing," and  the  "commandment  of  David  "  on  such 
subjects,  are  distinctly  alluded  to  (2  Chr.  xxix.  30, 
xnv.  4,  1.5).  It  is  jwssible  that  the  banishing 
of  this  popular  element,  which  found  its  vent  no 
doubt  in  the  idolatrous  rites  of  Baal  and  Astarte 
(as  it  certainly  did  in  those  of  the  golden  calf,  Ex. 
•vaai.  19),  made  those  efforts  take  a  less  firm  hold 
on  the  people  than  they  might  have  done ;  and  that 
David's  more  comprehensive  scheme  might  have 
retained  some  ties  of  feeling  which  were  thus  lost. 
On  the  other  hand  was  doubtless  the  peril  of  the 
loose  morality  which  commonly  attended  festive 
dances  at  heathen  shrines.  Certainly  in  later  Ju- 
daism the  dance  was  included  among  some  relig- 
ious festivities,  e.  g.  the  feast  of  Tabernacles  (Mish- 
na,  Succnli,  v.  3,  4),  where,  however,  the  performers 
were  men.  lliis  was  probably  a  mere  following 
the  example  of  David  in  the  letter.  Also  in  the 
earlier  period  of  the  Judges  the  dances  of  the  vir- 
gins in  Shiloh  (Judg.  xxi.  19-23)  were  certainly 
part  of  a  religious  festivity.  It  seems  also  from  this 
last  instance  clear,  and  from  the  others  probable, 
that  such  dances  were  performwl  Ity  maidens  apart 
from  men,  which  gives  an  additional  jx)int  to  the 
reproach  of  Michal.  What  the  fashion  or  figure 
of  the  dance  was  is  a  doubtful  question ;  nor  is  it 
likely  to  have  lacked  such  variety  as  would  adapt  it 

to  the  various  occasions  of  its  use.    The  word  22n 

-  T 

means  to  move  in  a  ring,  or  round ;  whence  in  Ps. 

a  The  F]n  waa  clearly  the  women'g  instrument. 
Bee  the  allotment  of  the  other  different  instruments  to 
men  in  1  Chr.  xv.  16-21,  and  xvi.  6, 42 ;  comp.  also  the 

niDD'in  h^^2h's  a  Ps.  ixvm.  25. 

b  Some  commentators  bare  been  at  pains  to  point 
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xlii.  4  we  find  i.^lH  'JIXSH,  meaning  a  festive 

crowd,  apparently  as  dancing  in  a  ring.     So  7^n, 

whence  H^in??,  means  to  turn.  In  modern 
Oriental  dances  a  woman  leads  off  the  dance,  the 
others  then  follow  her  with  exact  imitation  of  her 
artistic  and  graceful  attitudes.  A  panallehsm  of. 
movement  is  also  incident  to  it  (Saalschiitz,  ib.  p. 
301).  Possibly  Miriam  so  led  her  countrvTvomen. 
The  same  WTiter  thinks  that  in  Cant.  vi.  13,  the 

words  D^3n^n  jlVriKi  (A.  V.  "company  of 
two  armies  ")  imply  two  rows  of  dancing  girls,  and 
that  the  address  in  the  singular  number,  "  return, 
return,"  and  again  in  vii.  1  apphes  to  the  move- 
ments of  the  mdividual  performer  in  a  kind  of 
contre-dftnse.  The  interpretation,  however,  does 
not  remove  the  obscurities  of  the  passage. 

Dancuig  also  had  its  place  among  merely  festive 
amusements  apart  from  any  religious  character  ( Jer 
xxxi.  4,  13;  Lam.  v.  15;  Mark  vi.  22;  Luke  xv. 
25).  The  accomplishments  exhibited  by  Ilerodias's 
daughter  seem,  however,  to  show  that  Dean  Trench's 
remark  on  the  last-named  passage  that  the  dancers 
were  of  course  not  the  guests  but  hired  performers 
is  hardly  to  be  received  with  strictness ;  although 
the  tendency  of  luxury  in  the  East  has  no  doubt 
been  to  reduce  the  estimation  in  which  the  pastime, 
as  shared  in,  is  there  held.  Children,  of  course, 
always  did  and  always  will  dance  (Job  xxi.  11; 
Matt.  xi.  17;  Luke  vii.  32).  Whilst  in  their 
"  dancing  dervishes "  the  Turks  seem  to  have 
adopted  into  their  system  the  enthusiastic  raptures, 
at  once  martial  and  sacred,  which  (e.  </.  in  the 
Roman  Salii)  seem  indigenous  in  many  southern 
and  eastern  races  from  the  earhest  times.  For 
further  remarks  Spencer,  de  Saltat.  vet.  Hdir.,  may 
be  consulted  (Ugolini,  xxx.);  and,  for  the  Greek 
and  Roman  dances,  see  Diet,  of  Ant.  art.  Scdtatio. 

H.  H. 

DANCE.  By  this  word  is  rendered  in  the 
A.  V.  the  Hebrew  tenn  Macliol,  ^IRtt,  a  musical 
instrument  of  percussion,  supposed  to  have  been 
used  by  the  Hebrews  at  an  early  period  of  their 
history.     Some  modern  lexicographers,  who  regard 

Machol  as  synonymous  with  linb'id,  l^pl  (Eccl. 
iii.  4),  restrict  its  meaning  to  the  exercise  or  amuse- 
ment of  dancing.  But  according  to  many  scholars, 
it  also  signifies  a  musical  instrument  used  for  ac- 
companying the  dance,  and  which  the  Heljrews 
therefore  called  by  the  same  name  as  tlie  dance  itself. 
The  Septuagint  generally  renders  machol  xop^^t 
"dancing:  "  occasionally,  however,  it  gives  a  dif- 
ferent meaning,  as  in  Ps.  xxx.  11  (Ileb.  Bible,  ver. 
12),  where  it  is  translated  xapd.,  "joy,"  and  in 
Jer.  xxxi.  4  and  14,  where  it  is  rendered  arwayaiyi], 
"assembly."  The  Semitic  versions  of  the  0.  T. 
almost  invariably  interpret  the  word  as  a  musical 
instrument. 

On  the  joyous  occasion  when  the  Israelites  escape 
from  their  l^yptian  pursuers,  and  nsich  the  Ara- 
bian shore  of  the  Red   Sea.  in  safety,  Miriam  is 

represented  as  going  forth  striking  the  ^^r\,  and 


out  that  it  was  not  the  act  of  dancing,  but  the  dress 
divested  of  upper  roi)e8  which  whs  the  subj^-t  of  re- 
mark. But  clearly  the  ''dancing  with  all  hit!  might" 
could  hardly  be  done  in  the  dignified  costume  of  roy- 
alty :  every  Hebrew  would  see  that  the  one  implied 
the  other.     Comp.  £z.  xxxii.  6,  25. 
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followed  by  her  sisters  in  faith,  who  join  in  "  with 
timbrels  and  dances  "  (Ex.  xv.  20).  Here  the  sense 
of  the  passage  seems  to  be,  agreeably  to  the  Auth. 
Vers.,  that  the  Hebrew  women  came  forth  to  dance, 
and  to  accompany  their  dance  by  a  performance 
on  timbrels ;  and  this  is  the  view  adopted  by  the 
majority  of  the  Latin  and  English  commentators. 
Parkhurst  and  Adam  Clarke  do  not  share  this 
opinion.  According  to  the  former,  niachol  is 
"some   fistular   wind-instrument   of    music,  with 

holes,  as  a  flute,  pipe,  or  fife,  from  vH,  to  make  a 
hole  or  opening;"  and  the  latter  says,  "I  know 
no  place  in  the  Bible  where  mnchol  and  machalath 
mean  dance  of  any  kind ;  they  constantly  signify 
some  kind  of  pipe."  The  Targumists  very  fre- 
quently render  machol  as  a  musical  instrument. 
In  Ex.  XV.  20,  Onkelos  gives  for  machalath  the 

Aramaic  word  ]"'H3n,  which  is  precisely  the  same 
employed  by  him  in  Gen.  xxxi.  27  for  cinnor  (A. 
V.  "  harp  ").     The  Arabic  version  has  for  machol 

0  c  ■-•  G   >  ) 

in  most  places  {j>JUd  pi-  UyJUC,  translated  by 
Freytag,  in  his  Arabic  Lexicon,  "  a  drum  with  either 

one  or  two  faces;"  and  the  word  mvPID^I 
(Judg.  xi.  3-i,  A.  V.  "and  with  dances")  is  ren- 
dered by  SuLfc,  "songs."     Gesenius,  Fiii-st,  and 

others,  adopt  for  the  most  part  the  Septuagint 
rendering  ;  but  Rosenmiiller,  in  his  commentary 
on  Ex.  XV.  20,  observes  that,  on  comparing  the 
passages  in  Judg.  xi.  34,  1  Sam.  xviii.  6,  and 
Jer.  xxxi.  4,  and  assigning  a  rational  exegesis  to 
their  contexts,  machol  must  mean  in  these  instances 
some  musical  instrument,  probably  of  the  flute 
kind,  and  principally  played  on  by  women. 

In  the  grand  Hallelujah  Psalm  (cl.)  which  closes 
that  magnificent  collection,  the  sacred  poet  exhorts 
mankind  to  praise  .Jehovah  in  His  sanctuary  with 
all  kinds  of  music ;  and  amongst  the  instruments 
mentioned  at  the  3d,  4th,  and  5th  verses  is  found 
niachol,  which  cannot  here  be  consistently  rendered 
in  the  sense  of  dancing.     Joel  Brill,  whose  second 

preface  (n''3527  ^Z2^p^)  to  Mendelssohn's 
Psalms  contains  the  best  treatise  extant  on  the 
musical  instruments  mentioned  in  the  Hebrew 
Bible,  remarks :  "  It  is  evident  from  the  passage, 
I*  Praise  Him  with  the  tof  and  the  machol,'  that 
chol  must  mean  here  some  musical  instrmiient, 
tid  this  is  the  opinion  of  the  majority  of  scholars." 

lendelssohn  derives  machol  from  vIvH,  "  hol- 
BW,"  on  account  of  its  shape;  and  the  author  of 
$hilte  Har/gibbm-im  denominates  it  DTllSD'^D, 
Irhich  he  probably  intends  for  Kiddpa- 
The  musical  instrument  used  as  an  accompani- 
ent  to  dancing  is  generally  believed  to  have  been 
ie  of  metal,  open  like  a  ring:   it  had  many 
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a  This  (late  has  given  rise  to  many  objections,  be- 
l.use  the  fourth  year  of  Jehoiakim  is  identified  with 
tie  Jirst  of  Nebuchadnezzttr  (Jer.  xxv.  1).  Various 
olutions  have  been  proposed  (of.  Keil,  Eiiil.  §  133,  2) ; 
|>nt  the  text  of  Daniel  itself  suggests  the  true  explana- 
on.  The  second  year  of  Nebuchadnezzar's  reign  (ii. 
|)  falls  after  the  completion  of  the  three  years'  train- 
Bg  of  Daniel  which  commenced  with  his  captivity 
[i.  1,  5) ;  and  this  is  a  clear  indication  that  the  expe- 
iition  mentioned  in  i  1,  wa-s  undertaken  in  the  last 
fear  of  the  reign  of  Nabopolassar,  while  as  yet  Nebu- 


smaU  bells  attached  to  its  border,  and  was  played 
at  weddings  and  mer- 
ry-makings by  wom- 
en, who  accompanied 
it  with  the  voice.  Ac- 
cording to  the  author 
of  Shilte  Haggibbo- 
rim,  the  mnchol  had 
tinkhng  metal  plates 
fastened  on  wires,  at 
.  Musical  Instruments.  Dance,  intervals,  within  the 
(Mendelssohn.)  cjrde  that  formed  the 

instrument,  Uke  the  modem  tambourine ;  according 
to  others,  a  similar  instrument,  also  fomied  of  a 
circular  piece  of  metal  or  wood,  but  furnished  with 
a  handle,  which  the  performer  might  so  manage  as 
to  set  in  motion  several  rings  strung  on  a  metal 
bar,  passing  from  one  side  of  the  instrument  to  the 
other,  the  waving  of  which  produced  a  loud,  merry 
sound. 

Some  modem  critics  consider  machalath  the 
same  with  machol.  Gesenius,  however,  translates 
the  latter  "  dancing,"  whilst  the  former  he  renders 

"  a  stringed  instrument,"  fi-om  the  root    TyTH, 

Ethiopic    "JAP,   "to  sing."  D.  W.  M. 

DAN'IEL  (vS*3^  [j^idge  of  God,  his  repre- 
sentative as  such,  or  God.  (El)  is  jwlge],  Dan.  i. 
6,  7,  8,  Ac.;  Ezr.  viii.  2;  Neh.  x.  6;  1  Chr.  iii.  1; 

and  vS3^,  Ez.  xiv.  14,  20;  xxviii.  3),  the  name 
of  three  (or  four)  persons  in  the  Old  Testament. 

1.  The  second  son  of  David  (AafxviTiA;  [Aid.] 
Alex.  AaKovta;  [Comp.  Aauffi\-  Daniel]),  "bom 
unto  him  in  Hebron,"  "  of  Abigail  the  Carmelitess  " 
(1  Chr.  iii.  1).    In  the  parallel  passage,  2  Sam.  iii. 

3,  he  is  called  Chileab  (^S/S,  i.  e.  Uke  his 
father  (?):  AaXouia)-  For  the  Jewish  explanation 
of  the  origin  of  the  two  names  see  Patrick ;  Bochart, 
Hierozoic.  ii.  55,  p.  663. 

2.  [Aoci^A.:  Banid.]  The  fourth  of  "the 
greater  prophets"  (cf.  Matt.  xxiv.  15,  irpo<^irjT7js)- 
Nothing  is  known  of  the  parentage  or  fiimily  of 
Daniel.  He  appears,  however,  to  have  been  of  royal 
or  noble  descent  (Dan.  i.  3 ;  cf.  Joseph.  Ant.  x.  10, 
§  1),  and  to  have  possessed  considerable  personal 
endowments  (Dan.  i.  4).  He  was  taken  to  Babylon 
in  "  the  third  year  of  Jehoiakim  (b.  c.  604),'«  and 
trained  for  the  king's  service  with  his  tliree  com- 
panions. Like  Joseph  in  earlier  times,  he  gained 
the  favor  of  his  guardian,  and  was  divinely  sup- 
ported in  his  resolve  to  abstain  from  the  "  king's 
meat"  for  fear  of  defilement  (Dan.  i.  8-16).  At 
the  close  of  his  three  years'  discipline  (Dan.  i.  5, 
18),  Daniel  had  an  opportunity  of  exercising  his 
peculiar  gift  (Dan.  i.  17)  of  interpreting  dreams, 
on  the  occasion  of  Nebuchadnezzar's  decree  against 
the  Magi  (Dan.  ii.  14  ff. ).  In  consequence  of  his 
success  he  was  made  "  ruler  of  the  whole  province 
of  Babylon,"  and  "  chief  of  the  governors  over  all 


chadnezzar  was  not  properly  king.  But  some  furthei 
difficulties  remain,  which  appear,  however,  to  have 
been  satisfactorily  removed  by  Niebuhr  ( Gfsch.  Assitr''s, 
p.  86  ff.)  The  date  iu  Jer.  xlvi.  2,  is  not  that  of  the 
battle  of  Carchemish,  but  of  the  warning  of  the 
prophet ;  and  the  threats  and  promises  in  Jer.  xxv. 
are  consistent  with  the  notion  of  a  previous  subjection 
of  Jerusalem  to  Nebuchadnezzar,  which  may  have  been 
accomplished  without  resistance  (cf.  Niebuhr,  a.  a.  0 
ff.  368  ff.). 
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the  wise  men  of  Babylon  "  (ii.  48).  He  afterwards 
interpreted  the  second  dream  of  Nebuchadnezzar 
(iv.  8-27),  and  the  handwriting  on  the  wall  which 
disturbed  tlie  feast  of  Belshazzar  (v.  10-28),  though 
he  no  longer  held  his  official  position  among  the 
magi  (Dan.  v.  7,  8,  12),  and  probably  lived  at  Susa 
(Daoi.  viii.  2;  cf.  Joseph.  Ant.  x.  11,  §  7;  Ikichart, 
Geogr.  Sacv.  iii.  14).  At  the  accession  of  Darius 
[Dakius]  he  was  made  first  of  the  "  three  presi- 
dents "  of  the  empire  (cf.  1  Esdr.  iii.  !)).  and  was 
delivered  from  the  lions'  den,  into  which  he  had 
been  cast  for  his  faithfulness  to  the  rites  of  his 
&ith  (vi.  10-23;  cf.  Bel  &  Dr.  2i)-42).  At  the 
accession  of  Cyrus  he  still  retained  his  prosperity 
(vi.  28;  cf.  i.  21;  Bel  &  1>.  2);  though  he  does 
not  appear  to  liave  remained  at  Babylon  (cf.  Dan. 
i.  21),  and  in  "the  third  year  of  Cyrus"  (b.  c. 
534)  he  saw  his  last  recorded  vision  on  the  banks 
of  tlie  Tigris  (x.  1,  4).  According  to  the  Jloham- 
medan  tradition  Daniel  returned  to  Juda;a,  held 
the  government  of  Syria,  and  finally  died  at  Susa 
(liosenmiiller,  Schol.  p.  5,  n.),  where  his  tomb  is 
still  shown,  and  is  visited  by  crowds  of  pilgrims. 
In  the  prophecies  of  I'iekiel  mention  is  made  of 
Daniel  as  a  pattern  of  righteousness  (xiv.  14,  20) 
and  wisdom  (xxviii.  3);  and  since  Daniel  was  still 
young  at  that  time  (c.  b.  c.  588-584),  some  have 
thought  that  anotlier  prophet  of  the  name  must 
have  lived  at  some  earlier  time  (Bleek),  perhaps 
during  the  captivity  of  Nineveh  (Ewald,  Die 
Prqphettn,  ii.  560),  whose  fame  was  transferred  to 
his  later  namesake.  Hitzig  imagines  (  Voi-bemerk. 
§  3)  that  the  Daniel  of  Ezekiel  was  purely  a  myth- 
ical personage,  whose  prototyj)e  is  to  be  sought 
in  Melchizedek,  and  that  the  character  was  bor- 
rowed by  the  author  of  the  book  of  Daniel  as  suited 
to  his  design.  These  suppositions  are  favored  by 
no  internal  probability,  and  are  imsupported  by  any 
direct  evidence.  The  order  of  the  names  "  Noah, 
Daniel,  and  Job"  (Ez.  xiv.  14)  seems  to  suggest 
the  idea  that  they  represent  the  first  and  last  his- 
toric tjpes  of  righteousness  before  the  law  and 
under  it,  combined  with  the  ideal  type  (cf.  DeUtzsch, 
p.  271).  On  the  other  hand  the  narrative  in  Dan. 
1.  11,  implies  that  Daniel  was  conspicuously  distin- 
guished for  purity  and  knowledge  at  a  very  early 
age  (cf.  Hist.  Sus.  45),  and  he  may  have  been 
nearly  forty  years  old  at  the  time  of  Ezekiel' s 
prophecy. 

Allusion  has  been  made  already  to  the  com- 
parison which  may  be  instituted  between  Daniel 
and  Joseph,  who  stand  at  the  beginning  and  the 
close  of  the  divine  history  of  the  Jews,  as  represen- 
tatives of  the  true  God  in  heathen  courts  (Auberlen, 
Daniel,  pp.  32,  33).  In  this  respect  the  position  of 
Daniel  must  have  exercised  a  powerful  influence 
upon  the  form  of  the  revelations  conveyed  through 
him.  And  in  turn  the  authority  which  he  enjoyed 
renders  the  course  of  the  exile  and  the  return 
clearly  intelligible.  By  station,  by  education,  and 
by  cliiracter,  he  was  peculiarly  fitted  to  fulfill  the 
work  assigned  to  him.  He  was  not  only  a  resident 
in  a  foreign  land,  like  Jeremiah  or  Ezekiel,  but  the 
minister  of  a  foreign  empire,  and  of  successive 
dynasties  (Dan.  ii.  48,  vi.  28).  His  poUtical  ex- 
perience would  naturally  qualify  him  to  give  dis- 
tinct expression  to  the  characteristics  of  nations  in 
themselves,  and  not  only  in  their  relation  to  Gotl's 
people.  His  intellectual  advantages  were  as  re- 
markable as  his  civil  dignity.  Like  the  great  law- 
giver who  was  "  trained  in  all  the  wisdom  of  the 
Egyptians,"  the  great  seer  was  trained  in  the  secrets 
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of  Chaldoean  wisdom,  and  placed  at  the  head  of  the 
school  of  the  Jlagi  (Dan.  ii.  48).  He  was  thus 
enabled  to  preserve  whatever  was  true  in  the  tradi- 
tional teaching  of  the  East,  and  to  cast  his  revela- 
tions into  a  form  suited  to  their  special  character. 
But  though  engaged  in  the  service  of  a  hejithen 
prince  and  familiar  with  Oriental  learning,  Daniel 
was  from  the  first  distinguished  by  his  strict  ob- 
senance  of  the  Mosaic  law  (i.  8-10;  cf.  vi.  10,  11). 
In  this  way  the  third  outward  condition  for  his 
work  was  satisfied,  and  at  the  close  of  the  exile 
he  offered  a  pattern  of  holiness  for  the  instruction 
of  the  Dispersion  of  after  times.  (Cf.  Auberlen, 
Daniel,  24,  &c.) 

The  exact  meaning  of  the  name  is  disputed.  The 

full  form  (7S_*3'^)  is  probably  more  correct,  and 
in  this  the  yod  apfjears  to  be  not  merely  formative, 
but  a  pronominal  suffix  (as  H!!!^  VHS,  vS"""1^2)' 

so  that  the  sense  will  be  God  is  my  Judye  (C.  B. 
Michaelis  ap.  Kosenmiiller,  Schol.  §  1).  Others 
interpret  the  word  (he  Judye  of  God,  and  the  use 
of  a  yod  formative  is  justified  by  the  parallel  of 
Melchizedek,  <ic.  (Hitzig,  §  2).  This  iuterpretatiou 
is   favored   by  the  Chalda^n   name,  Belteshiizzar 

("lySBJtpba,  i.  7,  i.  e.  the  piince  of  Bel:  Theod. 
LXX.  Ba\TO(rap  :  Vulg.  Baltassar),  which  was 
given  to  Daniel  at  Babylon  (Dan.  i.  7),  and  con- 
tains a  clear  reference  to  his  former  name.  Hitzig's 
interpretation  ("  I'ala  tscha<,'ara  =  Ernuhrer  tind 

Verzehrer  ")  has  nothing  to  recommend  it.  Such 
changes  have  been  common  at  all  times ;  and  for 
the  simple  assumption  of  a  foreign  name  compare 
Gen.  xli.  45;  Ezr.  i.  11,  v.  14  (Sheshbazzar). 

Various  apocryphal  fragments  attributed  to 
Daniel  are  collected  by  Fabricius  ( Cod.  Pseud.  V. 

T.  i.  1124),  but  it  is  snqirising  that  his  fame  in 
later  times  seems  to  have  been  obscured  (Hottinger, 

flist.  Oiient.  p.  92).  Cf  Epiph.  Vil.  Dan.  ii.  p. 
243,  ed.  Petav. ;  Vit.  Dan.  ap.  Fabric. ;  Joseph. 
Ant.  X.  11. 

3.  A  descendant  of  Ithamar,  who  returned  with 
Ezra  to  Judaea  in  the  time  of  "  Artaxerxes." 
[Aktaxkrxes'.]     (Ezr.  viii.  2.) 

4.  A  priest  who  sealed  the  covenant  drawn  up 
by  Nehemiah'B.  c.  445  (Neh.  x.  6).  He  is  prob- 
ably the  same  as  (3);  and  is  confounded  with  the 
prophet  in  the  apocryphal  addenda  to  1  )aniel :  Dan. 
xiv.  1  (LXX.,  not  TheoduL).  B.  F.  W. 

DANIEL,  THE  BOOK  OF,  is  the  earliest 
example  of  apocalyptic  literature,  and  in  a  great 
degree  the  model,  according  to  which  all  later 
a[)ocalypses  were  constructed.  In  this  aspect  it 
stands  at  the  head  of  a  series  of  writings"  in  which 
the  deepest  thoughts  of  the  Jewish  people  found 
expression  after  the  close  of  the  prophetic  era.  The 
liook  of  Enoch  [Enoch],  the  Jewish  Sibyllincs,  and 
the  fourth  book  of  Yjxa,  [2  E.smtAs],  carry  out 
with  varied  success  and  in  different  directions,  the 
great  outlines  of  imiversal  history  which  it  con- 
tains; and  the  "  Bevelation  "  of  Daniel  receivwl  at 
last  its  just  completion  in  the  lievelation  of  St. 
John.  Without  an  inspired  tyj)e  it  is  difficult  to 
conceive  how  the  later  wTitings  could  have  been 
fi-amed;  and  whatever  judgment  be  forme<l  as  to 
the  composition  of  the  book,  there  can  be  no  doubt 
that  it  exercised  a  greater  influence  upon  the  early 
("hristian  Church  than  any  other  writing  of  the 
Old  Testament,  while  in  the  (iosjjels  it  is  s[)ecially 
distinguished  by  the  emphatic  quotation  of  th« 
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Lord  (Matt.  xxiv.  15,  rh  f>r\0\v  5ia  Aavt^X  rod 
irpo<p{\Tov.  .   .  6  avayivcocTKOov  voeiru.   .   .)• 

1.  In  studying  the  book  of  Daniel  it  is  of  tlie 
utmost  importance  to  recognize  its  apocalyptic 
character.  It  is  at  once  an  end  and  a  beginning, 
the  last  form  of  prophecy  and  the  first  "  philosophy 
of  history."  The  nation  is  widened  into  the  world : 
the  restored  kingdom  of  Judah  into  a  universal 
kingdom  of  God.  To  the  old  prophets  Daniel 
stands,  in  some  sense,  as  a  commentator  (Dan.  ix. 
2-iy):  to  succeeding  generations,  as  the  herald  of 
immediate  deliverance.  The  form,  the  style,  and 
the  point  of  sight  of  prophecy,  are  relinquished 
upon  the  verge  of  a  new  period  in  the  existence  of 
God"s  people,  and  fresh  instruction  is  given  to  them 
suited  to  their  new  fortunes.  The  change  is  not 
abrupt  and  absolute,  but  yet  it  is  distinctly  felt. 
The  eye  and  not  the  ear  is  the  organ  of  the  Seer : 
visions  and  not  words  are  revealed  to  him.  His 
utterance  is  clothed  in  a  complete  and  artificial 
shape,  illustrated  by  symbolic  imagery  and  pointed 
by  a  specific  purpose.  The  divine  counsels  are 
made  known  to  him  by  the  ministry  of  angels  (vii. 
16,  viii.  16,  ix.  21),  and  not  by  "  the  Word  of  the 
Lord."  The  seer  takes  his  stand  in  the  future 
rather  than  in  the  present,  while  the  prophet  seized 
on  the  elements  of  good  and  evil  which  he  saw 
working  around  him  and  traced  them  to  their  final 
issue.  The  one  looked  forward  from  the  present 
to  the  great  "age  to  come;"  the  other  looked 
backward  from  "the  last  days"  to  the  trials  in 
which  he  is  still  placed.  In  prophecy  the  form  and 
the  essence,  the  human  and  divine  were  inseparably 
interwoven ;  in  revelation  the  two  elements  can  be 
contemplated  apart,  each  in  its  greatest  vigor,  — 
the  most  consummate  art,  and  the  most  striking 
predictions.  The  Babylonian  exile  suppUed  the 
outward  training  and  the  inward  necessity  for  this 
last  form  of  divine  teaching;  and  the  prophetic 
visions  of  Ezekiel  form  the  connecting  link  between 
the  characteristic  t^'pes  of  revelation  and  prophecy. 
(Cf.  Liicke,  Veisuch,  i.  17  ff. ;  Hitzig,  Daniel, 
Vorbem.  §  9;  Hilgenfeld,  Die  jiid.  ApoL,  1  ff.). 
[Daniel.] 

2.  The  language  of  the  book,  no  less  than  its 
general  form,  belongs  to  an  era  of  transition.  Like 
the  book  of  Ezra,  Daniel  is  composed  partly  in  the 
vernacular  Aramaic  (Chaldee),  and  partly  in  the 
sacred  Hebrew.  The  introduction  (i.-ii.  4  a) 
is  written   in  Hebrew.     On  the  occasion  of  the 

"  Syriac  "  (iT'P^M,  (Tvpiari,  syriace,  i.  e.  Ara- 
maic) answer  of  the  Chaldeans,  the  language 
,  changes  to  Aramaic,  and  this  is  retained  tin  the 
Jose  of  the  seventh  chapter  (ii.  4  6 -vii.).  The 
ersonal  introduction  of  Daniel  as  the  writer  of  the 
ext  (viii.  1)  is  marked  by  the  resumption  of  the 
lebrew,  which  continues  to  the  close  of  the  book 
Jviii.-xii.).  The  character  of  the  Hebrew  bears 
he  closest  affinity  to  that  of  Ezekiel  and  Habakkuk, 
or  in  other  words  to  those  prophets  who  lived 
■nearest  to  the  assumed  age  of  Daniel ;  but  it  is  less 
arked  by  peculiar  forms  and  comiptions  than  that 
pf  Ezekiel.  The  Aramaic,  like  that  of  Ezra,  is  also 
^of  an  earher  form  (cf.  Maurer,  Comm.  in  Dan.  p. 
87)  than  exists  in  any  other  Chaldaic  document,  but 
as  the  Targums  —  the  next  most  ancient  specimens 
of  the  language  —  were  not  committed  to  writing 
till  about  the  Christian  era,  this  fact  cannot  be 
insisted  on  as  a  proof  of  remote  antiquity.  It  is, 
however,  worthy  of  notice  that  J.  D.  Michaelis 
affirmed,  on  purely  linguistic   grounds,  that  the 
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book  was  no  late  compilation,  though  he  questioned 
the  authenticity  of  some  part  of  it  (c.  iii.-vii. ; 
cf.  Keil,  Lehr.  d.  Einl.  §  1.35,  n.  4).  In  addition 
to  these  two  great  elements  —  Aramaic  and  He- 
brew —  the  book  of  Daniel  contains  traces  of  other 
languages  which  indicate  the  peculiar  position  of 
the  writer.  The  use  of  Greek  technical  terms  (cf. 
§  10)  marks  a  period  when  commerce  had  already 
united  Persia  and  Greece;  and  the  occurrence  of 
peculiar  words  which  admit  of  an  explanation  by 
reference  to  Aryan  and  not  to  Semitic  roots  (De- 
Utzsch,  p.  274)  is  almost  inexplicalde  on  the  sup- 
position that  the  prophecies  are  a  Palestinian  forgery 
of  the  Maccabaean  age. 

3.  The  book  is  generally  divided  into  two  nearly 
equal  parts.  The  first  of  these  (i.-vi.)  contains 
chiefly  historical  incidents,  while  the  second  (vii.- 
xii.)  is  entirely  apocalyptic.  This  division  is  fur- 
ther supported  by  the  fact  that  the  details  of  the 
two  sections  are  arranged  in  order  of  time,  and  that 
the  commencement  of  the  second  section  falls  earlier 
than  the  close  of  the  first,  as  if  the  writer  himself 
wished  to  mark  the  division  of  subject.  But  on 
the  other  hand  this  division  takes  no  account  of  the 
difference  of  language,  nor  of  the  change  of  person 
at  the  beginning  of  ch.  viii.  And  though  the  first 
section  is  mainly  historical,  yet  the  vision  of  ch.  vii. 
finds  its  true  foundation  and  counterpart  in  ch.  ii. 
From  these  circumstances  it  seems  better  to  divide 
the  book  (Auberlen,  p.  36  ff.)  into  three  parts. 
The  first  chapter  forms  an  introduction.  The  next 
six  chapters  (ii.-vii.)  give  a  general  view  of  the 
progressive  history  of  the  powers  of  the  world,  and 
of  the  principles  of  the  divine  government  as  seen 
in  events  of  the  life  of  Daniel.  The  remainder  of 
the  book  (viii.-xii.)  traces  in  minuter  detail  the 
fortunes  of  the  people  of  God,  as  typical  of  the 
fortunes  of  the  Church  in  all  ages.  The  second 
section  is  distinguished  by  a  remarkable  sjTiimetry. 
It  opens  with  a  view  of  the  great  kingdoms  of  the 
earth  revealed  to  a  heathen  sovereign,  to  whom 
they  appeared  in  their  outward  unity  and  splendor, 
and  yet  devoid  of  any  true  hfe  (a  metal  colossus); 
it  closes  with  a  view  of  the  same  powers  as  seen  by 
a  prophet  of  God,  to  whom  they  were  displajed  in 
their  distinct  characters,  as  instinct  with  life,  though 
of  a  lower  nature,  and  displaying  it  with  a  terrible 
energy  of  action  {Orfpia,  four  beasts).  The  image 
under  which  the  manifestation  of  God's  kingdom 
is  foreshown  corresponds  exactly  vrith  this  twofold 
exhibition  of  the  worldly  powers.  "  A  stone  cut 
without  hands,"  "  becoming  a  great  mountain  and 
filling  the  whole  earth  "  (Dan.  ii.  34,  35)  —  a  rock 
and  not  a  metal  —  is  contrasted  with  the  finite 
proportions  of  a  statue  moulded  by  man's  art,  as 
"  the  Son  of  man,"  the  representative  of  humanity, 
is  the  true  Lord  of  that  lower  creation  (Gen.  i.  30) 
which  symbolizes  the  spirit  of  mere  earthly  domin- 
ions (Dan.  vii.  13,  14).  The  intermediate  chapters 
(iii.-vi.)  exhibit  a  similar  correspondence,  while 
setting  forth  the  action  of  God  among  men.  The 
deliverance  of  the  friends  of  Daniel  from  the  pun- 
ishment to  which  they  were  condemned  for  refusing 
to  perform  an  idolatrous  act  at  the  command  of 
Nebuchadnezzar  (ch.  iii.),  answers  to  the  deliver- 
ance of  Daniel  from  that  to  which  he  was  exposed 
by  continuing  to  serve  his  God  in  spite  of  the  edict 
of  Darius  (ch.  vi.);  and  in  the  same  way  the  degra- 
dation, the  repentance,  and  the  restoration  of 
Nebuchadnezzar  (ch.  iv.)  forms  a  striking  contrast 
to  the  sacrilegious  pride  and  death  of  Belshazzar 
(ch.  v.  22-31).    The  arrangement  of  the  last  section 
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(viii.-xii. )  is  not  equally  distinct,  though  it  offers 
traces  of  a  similar  disjwsition.  The  description  of 
the  progress  of  the  Grecian  power  in  oh.  viii.  is 
ftirther  developed  in  the  last  vision  (x.-xii.),  while 
the  last  chapter  appears  to  carry  on  the  revelation 
to  the  first  coming  of  Messiah  in  answer  to  the 
prayer  of  Daniel. 

4.  The  position  which  the  book  of  Daniel  occu- 
pies in  the  Hebrew  Canon  seems  at  first  sight 
remarkable.  It  is  placed  among  the  Holy  writings 
{KetJiuvim,  ayi6ypa(pa)  between  Esther  and  Ezra, 
or  immediately  before  I'^ther  (cf.  Hody,  Be  Bibl. 
tetct.  p.  644,  645),  and  not  among  the  prophets. 
This  collocation,  however,  is  a  natural  consequence 
>f  the  right  apprehension  of  the  different  functions 
}f  the  prophet  and  seer.  It  is  not,  indeed,  certain 
it  what  time  the  triple  division  of  the  Scriptures 
which  is  preserved  in  the  Hebrew  Bibles  was  first 
made;  but  the  characteristics  of  the  classes  show 
that  it  was  not  based  on  the  supposed  outward 
authority,  but  on  the  inward  composition  of  the 
books  [Canon].  Daniel,  as  the  truth  has  been 
well  stated,  had  the  spirit  but  not  the  work  of  a 
prophet ;  and  as  his  work  was  a  new  one,  so  was  it 
carried  out  in  a  style  of  which  the  Old  Testament 
offers  no  other  example.  His  Apocalypse  is  as  dis- 
tinct from  the  prophetic  writings  as  the  Apocalypse 
of  St.  John  from  the  apostolic  epistles.  The 
heathen  court  is  to  the  one  seer  what  the  isle  of 
Patmos  is  to  the  other,  a  place  of  exile  and  isola- 
tion, where  he  stands  alone  with  his  God,  and  is 
not  like  the  prophet  active  in  the  midst  of  a  strug- 
gling nation  (Auberlen,  p.  34)." 

5.  The  unity  of  the  book  in  its  present  form, 
notwithstanding  the  difference  of  language,  is  gen- 
erally acknowledged  (De  Wette,  Kinl.  §  256 ;  Hit- 
zig,  §  4).''  Still  there  is  a  remarkable  diflerence  in 
its  internal  character.  In  the  first  seven  chapters 
Daniel  is  spoken  of  hutoiically  (i.  8-21,  ii.  14-49, 
iv.  8-27,  V.  1-3-29,  vi.  2-28,  vii.  1,  2):  in  the  last 
five  he  appears  personally  as  the  writer  (vii.  15-28, 
viii.  1-ix.  22,  x.  1-19,  xii.  5).  This  peculiarity, 
however,  is  not  without  some  precedents  in  the 
>vritings  of  the  earlier  prophets  (e.  <;.  Is.  vii.  3,  xx. 
2),  and  the  seventh  chapter  prepares  the  way  for 
the  change ;  for  while  Daniel  is  there  spoken  of  in 
the  third  person  (vii.  1,  2),  the  substance  of  the 
chapter  is  given  in  his  words,  in  the  first  person 
(vii.  2,  15,  28).  The  cause  of  the  difference  of 
person  is  commonly  supposed  to  lie  in  the  nature 
of  the  case.  The  prophet  narrates  symlx>hc  and 
representative  events  historically,  for  the  event  is 
its  own  witness;  but  revelations  and  visions  need 
the  personal  attestation  of  those  to  whom  they  are 
communicated.  It  is,  however,  more  probable  that 
the  peculiarity  arose  from  the  maimer  in  which  the 
book  assumed  its  final  shape  (§  11). 

6.  Allusion  has  been  made  already  to  the  influ- 
ence which  the  book  exercised  upon  the  Christian 
Church.  Apart  from  the  general  type  of  apoca- 
lyptic composition  which  the  apostolic  writers 
derived  from  Daniel  (2  'ITiess.  ii. ;  Kev.  passim  ; 
cf.  Matt.  xxvi.  64,  xxi.  44?),  the  New  Testament 
incidentally  acknowledges  each  of  the  characteristic 
elements  of  the  book,  its  miracles  (Hebr.  xi.  33, 


a  The  Jewish  doctors  of  later  times  were  divided  as 
to  the  degree  of  the  inspiration  of  Daniel.  Abarbanel 
maintained  against  Maimonides  that  he  was  endowed 
witli  the  highest  prophetic  power  (Fabric.  Cod.  pseudep. 
V.  T.  i.  897,  n.). 
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34),  its  predictions  (Matt.  xxiv.  15),  and  its  doctrine 
of  angels  (Luke  i.  19,  26).  At  a  still  eariier  time 
the  same  influence  may  be  traced  in  the  Apocr3'pha. 
The  book  of  Baruch  [B.^KUCn]  exhibits  so  many 
coincidences  with  Daniel,  that  by  some  the  two 
books  have  been  assigned  to  the  same  author  (cf. 
Fritzsche,  Handb.  zu  d.  Apok.  i.  173 ) ;  and  the  first 
book  of  Maccabees  represents  ilattathias  quoting 
the  marvelous  deUverances  recorded  in  Daniel, 
together  with  those  of  earher  times  (1  Mace.  ii.  59, 
60),  and  elsewhere  exhibits  an  acquauitance  with 
the  Greek  version  of  the  book  (1  ^lacc.  i.  54  =  Dan. 
ix.  27).  The  allusion  to  the  guardian  angels  of 
nations,  which  is  introduced  into  the  Alexandrine 
translation  of  the  Pentateuch  (Dent,  xxxii.  8; 
LXX.),  and  recurs  in  the  Wisdom  of  Sirach 
(Ecclus.  xvii.  17),  may  have  been  derived  from 
Dan.  X.  21,  xii.  1,  though  this  is  uncertain,  as  the;^ 
doctrine  probably  formed  part  of  the  common  belief. 
According  to  Josephus  {Ant.  xi.  8,  §  4)  the  proph- 
ecies of  Daniel  gained  for  the  Jews  the  favor  of  ; 
Alexander  [Alexander  the  Gkeat]  ;  and  wha 
ever  credit  may  be  given  to  the  details  of  his  na 
rative,  it  at  least  shows  the  unquestioning  belief 
the  prophetic  worth  of  the  book  which 
among  the  Jews  in  his  time. 

7.  The   testimony  of  the  SjTiagogue  and 
Church  gave  a  clear  expression  to  the  judgme 
implied  by  the  early  and  authoritative  use  of 
book,  and  pronounced  it  to  contain  authentic  prop 
ecies   of  Daniel,  without  contradiction,  with  o 
exception,  till  modern  times.    Porphyry  alone  (t  C"^ 
305  a.  D.)  assailed  the  book,  and  devoted  the  12th 
of  his  fifteen  Discourses  against  Christians  {\iyoi' 
Kark  XpiariavHv)  to  a  refutation  of  its  claims  to  •• 
be  considered  a  prophecy.    "  The  history,"  he  said^' 
"  is  true  up  to  the  date  of  Antiochus  Epiphanes, 
and  false  afterwards ;  therefore  the  book  was  written 
in  his  time"  (Hieron.  PrcBf.  in  Ban.).    The  argu- 
ment of  PorphjTy  is  an  exact  anticipation  of  the 
position  of  many  modern  critics,  and  involves  a 
twofold  assumption,  that  the  whole  book  ought  to 
contain  predictions  of  the  same  character,  and  that ' 
definite  predictions  are  impossible.     Externally  the 
book  is  as  well  attested  as  any  book  of  Scripture, 
and  there  is  nothing  to  show  that  PorphjTy  urged 
any  historical  objections  against  it ;  but  it  brings 
the  belief  in  miracle  and  prediction,  in  the  divine 
power  and  foreknowledge  as  active  among  men,  to  ( 
a  startling  test,  and  according  to  the  character  ot~ 
this  belief  in  the  individual  must  be  his  judgment 
upon  the  book. 

8.  Tlie  history  of  the  assaults  upon  the  prophetic '! 
worth  of  Daniel  in  modem  times  is  full  of  interest.^ 
In  the  first  instance  doubts  were  raised  as  to  the  ; 
authorship  of  the  opening  chapters,  i.-vii.  (Spinoza,  '^ 
Newton),  which  are  perfectly  compatible  with  the' 
fullest  recognition  of  tlieir  canonicity.     Then  the 
variations  in  the  LXX.  suggested  the  belief  that ' 
cc.    iii.-vi.    were    a    later    interpolation    (J.   D. 
Michaelis).     As  a  next  step  the  last  six  chapter*' 
only  were  retauied  as  a  genuine  book  of  ScriptunF?;] 
(Eichhom,   1st   and    2d  edits.);  and   at  last  the'f 
whole  lKX)k  was  rejected  as  tlie  work  of  an  im«- 
[wstor,  who  lived  in  the  time  of  Antiochus  Epipb*^^ 


b  Eichhom  attributed  ch.  Ii  -vi.,  vil.-xii.,  to  dl^jj 
ferent  authors  ;  and  Bertholdt  supposed  that  each  < 
section  was  the  work  of  a  distinct  writer,  though  hi  j 
admitted  that  each  sucressive  writer  was  acquaintsdj 
with  the  composition  of  his  predecessors,  recognlxinf^ 
in  this  way  the  unity  of  the  book  (Einl.). 
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aues  (Corrodi,  178o.  Hitzig  fixes  the  date  more 
exactly  from  170  a.  c.  to  the  spring  of  164  b.  c.)- 
This  last  opinion  has  found,  especially  in  Germany, 
a  very  wide  acceptance,  and  Liicke  ventures  to  pro- 
nounce it  "  a  ctatain  result  of  historical  criticism." 

9.  The  real  grounds  on  which  most  modem 
critics  rely  in  rejecting  the  book,  are  the  "  fabulous- 
ness of  its  narratives  "  and  "  the  minuteness  of  its 
prophetic  history."  "  The  contents  of  the  book," 
it  is  said,  "  are  irrational  and  impossible  "  (Hitzig, 
§  5).  It  is  obvious  that  it  is  impossible  to  answer 
such  a  statement  without  entering  into  general 
views  of  the  Providential  government  of  the  world. 
It  is  admitted  that  the  contents  of  the  book  are 
exceptional  and  surprising;  but  revelation  is  itself 
i  miracle,  however  it  be  given,  and  essentially  as 
inconceivable  as  any  miracle.  There  are  times, 
j>erhaps,  when  it  is  required  that  exti^aordinary 
signs  should  arrest  the  attention  of  men  and  fix 
their  minds  upon  that  Divine  Presence  which  is 
ever  working  around  them.  Prodigies  may  become 
a  guide  to  nature.  Special  circumstances  may 
(Ittermine,  and,  according  to  the  Bible,  do  determine, 

■  jjeculiar  form  which  the  miraculous  working  of 
jil  will  assume  at  a  particular  time;  so  that  the 
question  is,  whether  there  is  any  discernible  rela- 
tion between  the  outward  wonders  and  the  moral 
condition  of  an  epoch.  Nor  is  it  impossible  to 
apply  this  remark  to  the  case  of  Daniel.  The 
position  which  he  occupied  [Daniel]  was  as  ex- 
ceptional as  the  book  which  bears  his  name.  He 
survived  the  exile  and  the  disappointment  which 
attended  the  first  hopes  of  the  Jews.  The  glories 
which  had  been  connected  with  the  return  in  the 
foreshortened  vision  of  earlier  prophets  were  now 
felt  to  be  far  off,  and  a  more  si^ecial  revelation  may 
have  been  necessary  as  a  preparation  for  a  period 
of  silence  and  conflict."  The  very  character  of  the 
Babylonian  exile  seems  to  have  called  for  some 
signal  exliibition  of  divine  power.  As  the  first 
exodus  was  distinguished  by  great  marvels,  it  might 
appear  natural  that  the  second  shou'd  be  aLso  (cf. 
5Iic.  vii.  15  ;  Delitzsch,  p.  272,  Ac).  National 
miracles,  so  to  speak,  formed  the  beginning  of  the 
theocracy :  personal  miracles,  the  beginning  of  the 
church.  To  speak  of  an  "  aimless  and  la\ish  dis- 
play of  wonders  "  is  to  disregard  the  representative 
significance  of  the  different  acts,  and  the  relation 
which  they  bore  to  the  future  fortunes  of  the  people. 
A  new  era  was  inaugurated  by  fresh  signs.  The 
Jews,  now  that  they  are  left  among  the  nations  of 
the  world,  looked  for  some  sure  token  that  God 
was  able  to  deliver  them  and  work  out  His  own 
purposes.  The  persecution  of  Antiochus  completed 
the  teaching  of  Daniel ;  and  the  people  no  longer 
sought  without,  that  which  at  length  they  had 
found  within.  They  had  withstood  the  assault  of 
one  typical  enemy,  and  now  they  were  prepared  to 
meet  all.  The  close  of  sjiecial  predictions  coin- 
cided with  the  consolidation  of  the  national  faith. 
[AxTiocHus  IV.  Epiph.] 

10.  The  general  o!)jections  against  the  "  legend- 
ary "  miracles  and  s[)ecific  predictions  of  Daniel  are 
strengthened  by  other  objections  in  detail,  which 
cannot,  however,  be  regarded  in  themselves  as  of 
any  considerable  weight.  Some  of  these  have  been 
already  answered  incidentally.  Some  still  require 
a  short  notice,  though  it  is  evident  that  they  are 


a  The  special  prophecies  of  Balaam  (Num.  xxIt.  24) 

tni  Igaiah  (xliv.,  xlv.)  centre  in  Daniel  (cf.  Dan.  xi. 

I       10):  and  the  predictions  of  Balaam  offer  a  remarkable 
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often  afterthoughts,  the  results  and  not  the  causes 
of  the  rejection  of  the  book.  Not  only,  it  is  said, 
is  the  book  placed  among  the  Hagiographa,  but 
Daniel  is  omitted  in  the  hst  of  prophets  given  in 
the  Wisdom  of  Sirach ;  the  language  is  corrupted 
by  an  intermixture  of  Greek  words ;  the  details  are 
essentially  unhistorical ;  the  doctrinal  and  moral 
teaching  betrays  a  late  date. 

In  reply  to  these  remarks,  it  may  lie  ui^ed,  that 
if  the  book  of  Daniel  was  already  placed  among  the 
Hagiographa  at  the  time  when  the  Wisdom  of 
Sirach  was  written,  the  omission  of  the  name  of 
Daniel  (Ecclus.  xhx.)  is  most  natural,  and  that 
under  any  circumstances  the  omission  is  not  more 
remarkable  than  that  of  Ezra  and  the  twelve  lesser 
prophets,  for  xlix.  10  is  probably  an  interpolation 
intended  to  supply  a  supposed  defect.  Nor  is  the 
mention  of  Greek  musical  instruments  (iii.  5,  7, 10, 

^'^i^V.ytidapis;  W5?P>  (raixBiitri;  TlVpll^^D, 

(TVfii(pa>yia;  I'^'^^Pt'ZDB,  ^^a\ri)piov),  for  these  words 
only  can  be  shown  to  be  derived  from  the  Greek 
(De  Wette,  Kinl.  p.  255  b.),  surprising  at  a  time 
when  the  intercourse  of  the  liast  and  West  was 
already  considerable,  and  when  a  brother  of  Alcaeus 
(c.  600-500  B.  c.)  had  gained  distinction  "at  the 
farthest  end  of  the  world,  aiding  the  Babylonians  " 
(Brandis,  in  Delitzsch,  p.  274;  Ale.  Frag.  33, 
Bergk.).     Yet  furthiT  the  scene  and  characters  of 

the  book  are  Onentnl.  The  colossal  image  (D^^, 
iii.  1,  not  necessarily  a  human  figure ;  the  term  is 
applied  familiarly  to  the  cross  ;  Buxtf.  Lex.  Rabb. 
s.  v.),  the  fiery  furnace,  the  martjT-like  boldness 
of  the  three  confessors  (iii.  16),  the  decree  of  Darius 

(vi.  7),  the  lions'  den  (vi.  7,  19,  D3),  the  demand 
of  Nebuchadnezzar  (ii.  5),  his  obeisance  before 
Daniel  (ii.  46),  his  sudden  fall  (iv.  33;  cf.  Euseb. 
Frcep.  Kv.  is.  41;  Jos.  c.  Ap.  i.  20),  are  not  only 
consistent  with  the  nature  of  Eastern  life,  but  in 
many  instances  directly  confirmed  by  other  evidence 
(cf.  Daniel  n.  and  Darius  the  Mede  for  the 
difficulties  of  i.  1,  ii.  1,  v.  31).  In  doctrine,  again, 
the  book  is  closely  connected  with  the  writings  of 
the  Exile,  and  forms  a  last  step  in  the  development 
of  the  ideas  of  Messiah  (vii.  13,  <&c.),  of  the  resur- 
rection (xii.  2,  3),  of  the  ministry  of  angels  (viii. 
16,  xii.  1,  &c.),  of  personal  devotion  (vi.  10,  11,  i. 
8),  which  formed  the  basis  of  later  speculations, 
but  received  no  essential  addition  in  the  interval 
before  the  coming  of  our  Lord. 

Generally  it  may  be  said  that  while  the  book 
presents  in  many  respects  a  startling  and  excep- 
tional character,  yet  it  is  far  more  difficult  to 
explain  its  composition  in  tiie  Maccabaean  period 
than  to  connect  the  peculiarities  which  it  exhibits 
with  the  exigencies  of  the  Return.  It  appears  as  a 
key  to  the  later  history  and  struggles  of  the  Jews, 
and  not  as  a  result  from  them.  The  {jeculiarities 
of  language,  the  acquaintance  with  Eastern  man- 
ners and  history,  which  is  seen  more  clearly  as  our 
knowledge  widens,  the  reception  into  the  canon,  the 
phenomena  of  the  Alexandrine  version,  all  point  in 
the  same  direction ;  and  a  sounder  system  of  inter- 
pretation, combined  with  a  more  worthy  view  of 
the  divine  government  of  men  and  nations,  will 
probably  do  much  to  remove  those  midefined  doubts 


parallel  to  those  of  Daniel,  both  from  their  particn- 
iarit}-,  and  from  the  position  wliich  the  prophet  occO' 
pied  (cf.  Delitzsch,  p.  273). 
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08  to  the  inspired  character  of  the  Revelation  which 
naturallj  arise  at  first  in  the  minds  of  thoughtful 
students. 

11.  But  while  all  historical  evidence  supports 
the  canonicity  of  the  book  of  Daniel,  it  does  not 
follow  that  the  recognition  of  the  unity  and  author- 
ity of  the  book  is  necessarily  connected  with  the 
belief  that  the  whole  is  to  be  assigned  to  the  author- 
ship of  Daniel.  According  to  the  Jewish  tradition 
{Bnva  BatJira,  f.  14G)  '-the  books  of  Ilzekiel,  the 
twelve  minor  prophets,  Daniel,  and  I'lsther  were 
written  (i.  e.  drawn  up  in  their  present  form)  by  the 
men  of  the  great  synagogue,"  and  in  the  case  of 
Daniel  the  tradition  is  supjwrted  by  strong  internal 
eWdence.  The  manner  in  which  Daniel  is  spoken 
of  (i.  17,  19,  20,  V.  11,  12;  the  title  in  ix.  23,  xii. 
is  different)  suggests  the  notion  of  another  writer; 
and  if  Daniel  wrote  the  passages  in  question,  they 
caimot  be  satisfactorily  explained  by  1  Cor.  xv.  10 ; 
2  Cor.  xi.  5,  6,  xii.  2  (Keil,  §  136),  or  by  the  con- 
sciousness of  the  typical  position  which  he  occupied 
(Auberlen,  p.  37).  The  substantial  authorship  of 
a  book  of  Scripture  does  not  involve  the  subor- 
dinate work  of  arrangement  and  revision ;  and  it  is 
scarcely  conceivable  that  a  writer  would  purposely 
write  one  book  in  two  languages,  though  there  may 
have  been  an  obvious  reason  why  he  should  treat 
in  separate  records  of  events  of  general  history  in 
the  vt-macular  dialect,  and  of  the  sj)ecial  fortunes 
of  God's  people  in  Hebrew.  At  the  return  we  may 
suppcse  that  these  records  of  Daniel  were  brought 
into  one  whole,  with  the  addition  of  an  introduction 
and  a  fuller  narrative,"  when  the  other  sacred  writ- 
ings received  their  final  revision.  The  visions  them- 
selves would  be  necessarily  preserved  in  their  orig- 
inal form,  and  thus  the  later  chapters  (vii.-xii.) 
exliibit  no  traces  of  any  subsequent  recension,  with 
the  exception,  perhaps,  of  two  introductory  verses, 
vii.  1,  X.  1. 

12.  The  interpretation  of  Daniel  has  hitherto 
proved  an  inexhaustible  field  for  the  ingenuity  of 
commentators,  and  the  certain  results  are  com- 
paratively few.  According  to  the  traditional  view, 
which  appears  as  early  as  the  fourth  book  of  Ezra 
[2  EsDKAs]  and  the  epistle  of  Barnabas  (c.  4),  the 
four  empires  described  in  cc.  ii.  vii.  are  tlie  Baby- 
lonian, the  Medo-Persian,  the  Greek,  and  the 
Boman.  With  nearly  equal  consent  it  has  been 
supposed  that  there  is  a  change  of  subject  in  the 
eleventh  chapter  (xi.  31  ff.),  by  which  the  seer 
passes  from  the  persecutions  of  Antiochus  to  the 
times  of  ^intichrist.  A  careful  comparison  of  the 
language  of  the  prophecy  with  the  history  of  the 
Syrian  kings  must,  however,  convince  every  candid 
student  of  the  text  that  the  latter  hypothesis  is 
wholly  unfounded  and  arbitrary.  The  whole  of  the 
eleventh  chapter  forms  a  history  of  the  struggles  of 
the  Jewish  church  with  the  Greek  powers  up  to 
the  death  of  its  great  adversary  (xi.  45).  This  con- 
flict, indeed,  has  a  typical  import,  and  foreshows 
in  its  cluiracteristic  outlines  the  abiding  and  final 
conflict  of  the  people  of  God  and  the  powers  of  evil, 
80  that  the  true  work  of  the  interpreter  must  be 
to  determine  historically  the  nature  of  each  event 
signalized  in  the  prophetic  picture,  that  he  may 
draw  from  the  past  the  lesson  of  the  future.  The 
traditional  interpretation  of  "the  four  empires" 
seems  to  spring  firom  the  same  error  as  the  other, 


<»  The  letter  of  Nebuchadnezzar  (c  iv.)  appears  to 
present  clear  traces  of  the  interweaving  of  a  com- 
mentary with  the  original  text. 
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though  it  still  finds  numerous  advocates  (Hofmaim, 
Auberlen,  Keil,  Hiivemick,  Hengstenberg,  and  most 
English  commentatoi-s).  It  originated  at  a  time 
when  the  triumphant  advent  of  Messiali  was  the 
object  of  imme<liate  expectation,  and  the  lioman 
empire  appeared  to  be  the  last  in  the  series  of 
earthly  kingdoms.  The  long  interval  of  conflict 
which  has  followed  the  fii-st  Advent  formed  no  place 
in  the  anticipations  of  the  first  Christians,  and  in 
succeeding  ages  the  Koman  period  has  been  unnat- 
urally prolonged  to  meet  the  requirements  of  a 
theory  which  took  its  rise  in  a  state  of  thought 
which  experience  has  proved  false.  It  is  a  still 
more  fatal  objection  to  this  interpretation  that  it 
destroys  the  great  idea  of  a  cyclic  development  of 
history  which  lies  at  the  basis  of  all  prophecy. 
Great  periods  {alwvis)  ajjpear  to  be  marked  out  iu 
the  fortunes  of  mankind  which  answer  to  another, 
so  that  that  divine  utterance  which  receives  its  first 
fulfillment  ui  one  period,  receives  a  further  and  more 
complete  fulfillment  in  the  corresponding  part  of 
some  Liter  period.  Thus  the  first  coming  of  Christ 
formed  the  close  of  the  last  age,  as  His  second 
coming  will  form  the  close  of  the  present  one.  The 
one  event  is  the  type  and,  as  it  were,  the  spring 
of  the  other.  This  is  acknowledged  with  regard  to 
the  other  prophecies,  and  yet  the  same  truth  is  not 
applied  to  the  revelations  of  Daniel,  which  appear 
then  first  to  gain  their  full  significance  when  the} 
are  seen  to  contain  an  outhne  of  all  history  in  the 
history  of  the  nations  which  ruled  the  world  before 
Christ's  coming.  The  first  Advent  is  as  nmch  a 
fulfillment  of  the  visions  of  Daniel  as  of  those  of 
the  other  prophets.  The  four  empires  precede  the 
coming  of  Messiah  and  pass  away  before  him.  At 
the  same  time  their  spirit  survives  (cf.  vii.  12),  and 
the  forms  of  national  existence  which  were  devel- 
oped on  the  plains  of  Mesopotamia  again  rejiroduce 
themselves  in  later  history.  According  to  this  view 
the  empires  of  Daniel  can  be  no  other  than  those 
of  the  Babylonians,  Medes,  Persians,  and  Greeks, 
who  all  placed  the  centre  of  their  power  at  Babylon, 
and  appear  to  have  exhibited  on  one  stsige  the  great 
types  of  national  life.  The  Koman  power  was  at 
its  height  when  Christ  came,  but  the  I'gyptian 
kingdom,  the  last  relic  of  the  empire  of  Alexander, 
had  just  been  destroyed,  and  thus  the  •'  stone  cut 
without  hands  struck  the  feet  of  the  image,"  and 
Christianity  destroyed  for  ever  the  real  supremacy 
of  heathen  dominion.  But  this  first  fulfillment  of 
the  vision  was  only  inchoative,  and  the  ecirri'latives 
of  the  four  empires  nmst  be  sought  in  post-<  hristian 
history.  The  corresponding  symbolism  of  Babylon 
and  Rome  is  striking  at  first  sight,  and  other 
parallels  may  be  drawn.  The  Byzantine  empire, 
for  instance,  "inferior  "to  the  Roman  (Dan.  ii. 
39)  may  be  compared  with  that  of  the  Medes.  The 
Teutonic  races  with  their  divided  enij)ire  recall  the 
image  of  Persia  (vii.  G).  Nor  is  it  difficult  to  see 
in  the  growing  might  of  the  northern  powers,  a 
future  kuigdom  which  may  rival  in  terrible  energy 
the  conquests  of  Alexander.  AVithout  insisting  on 
such  details  as  these,  which  still  require  cMeful 
examination,  it  appears  that  the  tnie  interiiretation 
of  Daniel  is  to  be  sought  in  the  recognition  of  the 
principle  which  they  involve.  In  this  way  the 
book  remains  a  "  proj)hecy,"  while  it  is  also  a 
"  revelation  ;  "  and  its  most  special  predictions 
acquire  an  abiding  significance.'' 


6  An  example  of  the  recurrent  and  advancing  com- 
pletiun  of  the  predictions  of  Daniel  occurs  in  Matt 
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13.  There  is  no  Chaldee  translation  of  Daniel, 
and  the  deficiency  is  generally  accounted  for,  as  in 
the  parallel  case  of  Ezra,  by  the  danger  which 
would  have  existed  in  such  a  case  of  confusing  the 
original  text  with  the  paraphrase ;  but  on  the  other 
hand  the  whole  book  has  been  published  in  He- 
brew. The  Greek  version  has  undergone  singular 
changes.  At  an  early  time  the  LXX.  version  was 
supplanted  in  the  Greek  Bibles  by  that  of  Theodo- 
tion,"  and  in  the  time  of  Jerome  the  version  of 
Theodotion  was  generally  "  read  by  the  Churches  " 
(c.  Rujin.  ii.  33 ;  Prof,  in  Comm.  "  Illud  quoque 
lectorem  admoneo,  Danielem  non  juxta  LXX.  inter- 
pretes  sed  juxta  .  .  .  Theodotionem  ecclesias  leg- 
ere "  .  .  •).  This  change,  for  which  Jerome  was 
unable  to  account  ("  hoc  cur  acciderit  nescio,"  Praf. 
in  Vers.  Dan.),  may  have  been  made  in  conse- 
quence of  the  objections  which  were  urged  against 
the  corrupt  LXX.  text  in  controversy  with  Jews 
and  heathen.  The  LXX.  version  was  certainly 
very  unfaithful  (Hieron.  I.  c);  and  the  influence 
of  Origen,  who  preferred  the  translation  of  Theo- 
dotion (Hieron.  in  Dan.  iv.  6),  was  probably  effect- 
ual in  bringing  about  the  substitution  (cf.  Credner, 
Beit)',  ii.  25G  ff. ).  In  the  course  of  time,  however, 
the  version  of  Theodotion  was  interpolated  from 
the  LXX.,  so  that  it  is  now  impossible  to  recover 
the  original  text.  [Daniel,  Apocryphal  ad- 
ditions TO.]  Meanwhile  the  original  IJCX. 
translation  passed  entirely  out  of  use,  and  it  was 
supposed  to  have  been  lost  till  the  last  century, 
when  it  was  published  at  Rome  from  a  Codex  Chi- 
sianus  {Daniel  secundum  LXX.  ....  Romae, 
1772,  ed.  P.  de  Magistris),  together  with  that  of 
Theodotion,  and  several  illustrative  essays.  It  has 
since  been  pubUshed  several  times  (ed.  Michaelis, 
Giotting.  1774;  ed.  Segaar,  1775;  Hahn,  1845),  and 
lastly  by  Tischendorf  in  the  second  edition  of  his 
Septuagint.  Another  recension  of  the  text  is  con- 
tained in  the  Syro-Hexaplaric  version  at  Milan  (ed. 
Bugatus,  1788),  but  a  critical  comparison  of  the 
several  recensions  is  still  required. 

14.  The  commentaries  on  Daniel  are  very  numer- 
ous. The  Hebrew  commentaries  of  R.  Saadijah 
Haggaon  (t  942),  Rashi  (t  c.  1105),  and  Aben  Ezra 
(t  c.  1167),  are  printed  in  the  great  Rabbinic  Bibles 
of  Bomberg  and  Basle.  That  of  Abarbanel  (t  c. 
1507)  has  been  printed  separately  several  times 
(AmstehJ.  1647,  4to);  and  others  are  quoted  by 
Eosenmiiller,  Scholia,  pp.  39,  40.  Among  the  pa- 
tristic commentaries  the  most  important  are  those 
of  Jerome  (vol.  v.  ed.  Jligne),  who  noticed  espe- 
cially the  olijections  of  Porphyry,  Theodoret  (ii. 
1053  ff.  ed.  Schulze),  and  Ephrem  Syrus  (Op.  Syr. 
ii.,  RoniiB,  1740).  Considerable  fragments  remain 
of  the  commentaries  of  Hippolytus  (collected  in 
Migne's  edition,  Paris,  1857),  and  Polychronius 
(Mai,  Script.  Vet.  Nov.  Coll.  vol.  i. ) ;  and  Mai  has 
pubUshed  (/.  c.)  a  catena  on  Daniel,  containing 
fragments  of  ApoUinarius,  Athanasius,  Basil,  Euse- 
bius,  and  many  others.  The  chief  reformers,  Lu- 
ther {Auslegung  d.  Proph.  Dan.  1530-1546;  Op. 
Germ.  vi.  ed.  Walch),  Qicolampadius  {In  Dan. 
Ubri  duo,  Basil.  1530),  Melanchthon   {Comm.  in 
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I  xxiv.  15,  compared  with  1  Mace  i.  54.  The  same 
f  truth  is  also  implied  in  the  interpretation  of  "  the 
f  seventy  sevens,"  as  springing  out  of  the  "  seventy  " 
(years)  of  Jeremiah.  On  this  there  are  some  good 
!  remarks  in  Browne's  Ordo  ScBclorum,  though  his  in- 
,  terpretation  of  the  four  empires  as  signifying  the 
I  Babylonian,  Grecian,  Koman,  and  some  future  empire 
\  (PP-  675  ff ),  seems  very  unnatural.  The  whole  force 
35 


Dan.  proph.  Vitemb.  1543),  and  Calvin  {Prmlect. 
in  Dan.,  Genevae,  1563,  &c. ;  in  French,  1565 ;  in 
English,  1852-3),  wrote  on  Daniel;  and  Rosenmiil- 
ler  enumerates  nearly  fifty  other  special  commenta- 
tors, and  his  list  now  requires  considerable  addi- 
tions. The  combination  of  the  Revelations  of  Dan- 
iel and  St.  John  (Sir  I.  Newton,  Observations  upon 
the  Prcqjhedes,  &c.,  Lond.  1733 ;  M.  F.  Roos,  Ausl. 
d.  Weissag.  Dan.  u.  s.  w.  Leipz.  1771)  opened  the 
way  to  a  truer  understanding  of  Daniel;  but  the 
edition  of  Bertholdt  {Daniel,  aus  dem  Ilebr.-Aram. 
neu  iibersetzt  iind  erkldrt,  u.  s.  w.  Erlangen,  1806- 
8),  in  spite  of  all  its  grave  faults,  marks  the  begin- 
ning of  a  new  era  in  the  study  of  the  book.  Ber- 
tholdt was  decidedly  unfavorable  to  its  authen- 
ticity ;  and  he  was  followed  on  the  same  side  by 
von  Lengerke  {Das  Buch  Dan.  verd.  u.  ausgel. 
Kiinigsb.  1835),  Maurer  {Comm.  Gramm.  Crit.  ii. 
Lips.  1838),  and  Hitzig  {Kurzgef.  Exeg.  Ilandb. 
[%.]  Leipz.  1850),  whose  commentary  is  among  the 
worst  specimens  of  supercilious  criticism  which  his 
school  has  produced.  On  the  other  side  the  com- 
mentary of  Hiivemick  {Comm.  iib.  d.  B.  Dan. 
Hamb.  1832)  is  the  most  complete,  though  it  leaves 
much  to  be  desired.  Auberlen  {Der  Proph.  Dan. 
u.  d.  Offenbanmg  Joh.  u.  s.  w.,  2te  Aufl.  Basel, 
1857,  translated  into  English  from  the  1st  ed.  by 
A.  Saphir,  1856)  has  thrown  considerable  light  up- 
on the  general  construction  and  relations  of  the 
book.  Cf.  Hofmann,  Weissag.  u.  Erfiillung,  i. 
276  ff.  The  question  of  the  authenticity  of  the 
book  is  discussed  in  most  of  the  later  commenta- 
ries; and  specially  by  Hengstenberg  {Die  Aitthentie 
d.  Dan.  .  .  .  erwiesen,  1831,  translated  by  E.  B. 
Pratten,  Edinb.),  Hiivemick  {Neue  ki-it.  Unter- 
such.  Hamb.  1838),  Delitzsch  (Herzog's  Real-En- 
cykl.  s.  V.  1854),  Keil  {Lehrb.  d.  Einl.  in  d.  A.  T. 
Frankf.  1853),  Davidson  {Introduction  to  the  0.  T. 
ii.  I^nd.  1856),  who  maintain  the  affirmative;  and 
by  Bleek  {Berl.  Theolog.  Zeitschr.  iii.  1822),  Ber- 
tholdt {Einleit.  Erlang.  1814),  Liicke  {Versiich 
einer  vollstdnd.  Einl,  u.  s.  w.  2te  Aufl.  Bonn,  1852), 
De  Wette  {Einleit.  7te  Aufl.  Berl.  1852),  who  deny 
its  authenticity.  Cf.  Ewald,  Die  Proph.  d.  Alt. 
Bund.  ii.  559  ff.  Among  English  works  may  be 
mentioned  the  Essays  of  T.  R.  Birks,  The  four 
prophetic  Empires,  &c.,  1844,  and  The  two  later 
Visions  of  Daniel,  &c.,  1846;  of  E.  B.  Elliott,  Eo- 
rce  Apocahjpticre,  1844 ;  of  S.  P.  Tregelles,  Remarks 
on  the  prophetic  ['%ions  of  Daniel,  1852;  and  the 
Commentary  of  Stuart  (Boston,  1850). 

B.  F.  W. 
*  Among  the  more  recent  works  on  the  Book  of 
Daniel  the  following  may  be  mentioned  :  —  Reichel, 
Die  70  Jahresioochen,  Dan.  ix.  24-27,  in  the  Thed. 
Stud.  u.  Krit.  1858,  pp.  73.5-752;  Bleek,  Die  mes 
sian.  Weissagttngen  im  Buche  Daniel,  in  the  Jahrb. 
f.  deutsche  Theol.  1860,  v.  45-101,  and  Einl.  in 
das  AUe  Test.  Berl.  1860,  pp.  577-611;  Zundel, 
Krit.  Untersuckungen  iiber  die  Abfassungszeit  d. 
Baches  Daniel,  Basel,  1861,  maintaining  the  gen- 
uineness of  the  book ;  Niebuhr,  M.  von,  Gesch.  As  ■ 
sur's  u.  Babel's,  p.  99  ff.,  vindicating  the  authenticity 
of  its  historical  traditions ;  Walter,  J.  C,  Genuine- 

of  his  argument  (after  Ben  Ezra  and  Maitland)lie8  in 
the  proof  that  the  Roman  was  not  the  fourth  empire. 
«  The  version  bears  in  the  tetraplar  text  the  singu- 

lar  title  to  Eip  aypvirvos  Aavi^Ai.  T^^  is  the  term 
which  Daniel  applies  to  the  angels,  "  watchers  "  (Dan 
iv.  13,  17,  23).     Cf.  Daniel  sec.  LXX.  125  ff. 
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ntst  of  the  Book  of  Daniel,  I^nd.  1862;  Boyle, 
W.  K.  A.,  Inspiration  of  the  Book  of  Daniel,  etc. 
Lond.  18G-i;  Baxmann,  Ueber  das  Buck  Daniel, 
in  the  Tlieol.  Stiid.  u.  Krit.  18G3,  pp.  452-532, 
reviewing  Ziindel;  Hilgenfeld,  Die  Propheten  Esra 
u.  Daniel  u.  ihre  neuesten  Bearbtitungen,  Halle, 
1863;  comp.  his  Judische,  Apokalyptik,  pp.  19-50; 
Davidson,  Introd.  to  the  0.  T.  iii.  158-2.31  (Lond. 
1863);  The  Book  of  Daniel  as  viewed  by  Hippoly- 
tns.  Porphyry,  and  others,  an  art.  in  the  Joum.  of 
Sac.  Lit.  for  Jan.  1864;  Fuller,  J.  M.,  Authenticity 
of  the  Book  of  Daniel,  Camb.  (Eng.)  1864;  Pusey, 
E.  B.,  Daniel  the  Prophet :  Nine  Lectures  .... 
tvith  Cojdous  Notes,  "a  contribution,"  he  tells  us, 
"  against  the  tide  of  scepticism  which  the  publica- 
tion of  the  '  Essays  and  Ke views '  let  loose  ;  "  Tre- 
gelles.  Remarks  on  the  Prophetic  Visions  in  Daniel, 
and  a  Defence  of  the  Authenticity  of  the  Book,  5th 
ed.,  Ix)nd.  1864;  Desprez,  P.  S.,  Daniel:  or.  The 
Apocalypse  of  the  0.  T. ;  unth  an  Introd.  by  Roic- 
land  WiUiams,  Lond.  1864 ;  Perowne,  J.  J.  S.,  Dr. 
Pusey  on  Daniel  the  Prophet,  in  the  Contemp.  Re- 
view for  Jan.  1866 ;  Bosanquet,  Messiah  the  Prince, 
or  the  Inspiration  of  the  Prophecies  of  Daniel, 
Lond.  1866.  See  also  Rawlinson's  Historical  Ev- 
idences  (Bampton  lectures),  Lect.  V. 

In  this  country,  besides  the  elaborate  commen- 
tary of  Prof.  Stuart,  we  have:  Chase,  Irah,  Re- 
marks on  the  Book  of  Daniel,  in  the  Chnstian  Re- 
view for  March,  1842,  reprinted  separately,  Boston, 
1844;  Folsom,  N.  S.,  Crit.  and  Hist.  Inteip.  of  the 
Book  of  Daniel,  Boston,  1842;  The  Prophecies  of 
Daniel,  an  art.  in  the  New  Ene/lander  for  April, 
1843;  Barnes,  Notes,  Cntical,  Illustrative,  and 
Practical,  on  the  Book  of  Daniel,  New  York,  1853, 
considered  one  of  the  best  of  his  commentaries; 
Palfrey,  Lectures  on  the  Jewish  Scnptures  and  An- 
tiquities, iv.  389-455  (Bost.  1852);  Herman,  H. 
M.,  The  Genuineness  of  Daniel,  in  the  Meth. 
Quar.  Rev.  for  Oct.  1854;  Noyes,  G.  R.,  Neto 
Transl.  of  the  Hebrew  Prophets,  vol.  ii.,  3d  ed., 
Boston,  1866.  Tlie  American  scholars  named 
above  (except  Barnes)  differ  from  the  majority  of 
English  commentators  in  finding  no  place  for  the 
Roman  empire  or  the  Pope  in  their  exposition  of 
the  visions  of  Daniel. 

Among  the  writers  here  referred  to,  the  follow- 
ing impugn  the  genuineness  of  the  book :  Bleek, 
Baxmann,  Davidson  (in  opposition  to  his  earlier 
view),  Hilgenfeld,  Desprez,  liowLand  Williams,  Pal- 
frey, Noyes.  So  Mihnan,  Hist,  of  the  Jews,  i. 
457,  note,  new  Amer.  edition.  A. 

DANIEL,  APOCRYPHAL  ADDI- 
TIONS TO.  Tlie  Greek  translations  of  Daniel, 
like  that  of  Esther,  contain  several  pieces  which  are 
not  found  in  the  original  text.  The  most  impor- 
tant of  these  additions  are  contained  in  the  Apoc- 
rypha of  the  English  Bible  under  the  titles  of  The 
Sonff  of  the  three  Holy  Children,  The  History  of 
Susanna,  and  The  Histoi-y  of  .  .  .  Bel  ami  the 
Dragon. 

1.  (a.)  The  first  of  these  pieces  is  incorporated 
into  the  narrative  of  Daniel.  After  the  three  con- 
fessors were  thrown  into  the  furnace  (Dan.  iii.  23), 
Azarias  is  represented  praying  to  God  for  deliv- 
erance (iSonjr  of  Three  Chiltlren,  3-22);  and  in 
answer  the  angel  of  the  I»rd  shields  them  from  the 
fire  which  consumes  their  enemies  (23-27 ),  where- 
upon "  the  three,  as  out  of  one  mouth,"  raise  a  tri- 
umphant song  (29-68),  of  which  a  chief  part  (35- 
66)  has  been  used  as  a  hymn  (Benedicile)  in  the 


Christian  Church  since  the  4th  century  {Rtifin. 
Apol.  ii.  35;  cf.  Concil.  Tolet.  iv.  Can.  14).  Like 
several  similar  fragments,  the  chief  parts  of  this 
composition  are  given  at  the  end  of  the  Psalter  in 
the  Alexandrine  MS.  as  separate  psalms,  under  the 
titles  "The  prayer  of  Azarias"  and  "  The  hymn 
of  our  Fathers;  "  and  a  similar  arrangement  occurs 
in  other  Greek  and  I^atin  Psalters. 

(h.)  The  two  other  pieces  appear  more  distinotly 
as  appendices,  and  offer  no  semblance  of  forming 
part  of  the  original  t«xt.  The  Histwy  of  Susanna 
(or  The  Jrulyment  of  Daniel)  is  generally  found  at 
the  beginning  of  the  book  (Gr.  MSS.  Vet.  Lat.); 
though  it  also  occurs  after  the  12th  chapter  (  Vulg. 
ed.  CompL).  The  History  of  Bel  and  the  Dragon 
is  placed  at  the  end  of  the  book ;  and  in  the  LXX. 
version  it  bears  a  special  heading  as  '^pnrt  of  the 
prophecy  of  Ilabukk-uk  "  {4k  trpo^riTfias  'A/x/3a- 
Kov/j,  viov  'iTjffoD  €K  Tijy  (pvXrjs  A«u(). 

2.  The  additions  are  found  in  both  the  Greek 
texts  —  the  LXX.  and  Theodotion,  in  the  Old 
Latin  and  Vulgate,  and  in  the  existing  Syriac  and 
Arabic  versions.  On  the  other  hand  tliere  is  no 
evidence  that  they  ever  formed  part  of  the  Hebrew 
text,  and  they  were  originally  wanting  in  the  Syriac 
(Polychronius,  ap.  Mai,  Soipt.  Vett.  Nov.  Coll.  i. 
113,  says  of  the  hymn  expressly  oh  Kelraj  iv  rois 
ffipaiKo7s  ^  iv  ro7s  ffvptuKoh  ^t^\iois).  From 
the  LXX.  and  Vulgate  the  fragments  passed  into 
common  use,  and  they  are  commonly  quoted  by 
Greek  and  I^tin  fathers  as  parts  of  Daniel  (Clem. 
Alex.  Eel.  proph.  i. ;  Orig.  Ep.  ad  Afric;  Ter- 
tull.  de  Putlic.  17,  &c.),  but  rejected  by  those  who 
adhered  to  the  Hebrew  canon.  Jerome  in  particu- 
lar called  attention  to  their  absence  from  the  He- 
brew Bible  {Prtef.  in  Dan.),  and  instead  of  any 
commentary  of  his  own  adds  shortly  Origen's  re- 
marks "  on  the  fables  of  Bel  and  Susaima  "  ( Comm. 
in  Dan.  xiii.  1).  In  a  similar  manner  he  notices 
shortly  the  Song  of  the  Three  Children,  "  lest  he 
should  seem  to  have  overlooked  it"  (Comm.  in 
Dan.  iii.  23). 

3.  Various  conjectures  have  been  made  as  to  the 
origin  of  the  additions.  It  has  l>een  supposed  that 
they  were  derived  from  Aramaic  originals  (\\'elte, 
Herbst's  Einl.  ii.  3,  Kap.  8,  gives  the  arguments  at 
length),  but  the  intricate  evidence  is  wholly  insuflS- 
cient  to  establish  the  point.  The  character  of  the 
additions  themselves  indicates  rather  tlie  hand  of 
an  Alexandrine  writer;  and  it  is  not  unlikely  that 
the  translator  of  Daniel  wrought  up  traditions 
which  were  already  current,  and  a])pended  them  to 
his  work  (cf.  Fritzsche,  Exeg.  Handb.  zu  den  Apok, 
i.  121).  The  abruptness  of  the  narrative  in  Dan- 
iel furnished  an  occasion  for  the  introduction  of  the 
prayer  and  hymn;  and  the  story  of  the  DragMi 
seems  like  a  strange  exaggeration  of  the  recoi-d  of 
the  deliverance  of  Daniel  (Dan.  vi.),  which  may 
natundly  have  fonned  the  basis  of  diflTerent  l^ends. 
Nor  is  it  difficult  to  see  in  the  History  of  Susanna 
a.  pointed  allusion  to  the  n;une  of  the  prophet, 
though  the  narrative  may  not  be  wlioUy  fictitious. 

4.  'Ilie  LXX.  appears  to  be  the  original  source 
from  which  all  the  existing  recensions  of  the  frag- 
ments were  derived  (cf.  Hody,  de  Bibl.  teit.  p. 
583).  Theodotion  seems  to  have  done  little  more 
than  transcrilje  the  LXX.  text  with  imijrovenients 
in  style  and  language,  which  are  considerably 
greater  in  the  appended  narratives  than  in  the 
Song  incorporated  into  the  cano!iical  text.  Thus 
while  the  llistory  of  Susanna  and  Bel  and  the 
Dragon  contain  large  additions  which  complete  and 
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embellish  the  story  (e.  g.  Hist.  Sus.  vv.  15-18;  20,; 
21;  24-27;  46,  47;  49,  50;  Bd  ami  Drag.  w.  1, 
9-13;  Eichh.  pp.  431  ff.),  the  text  of  the  Song  is 
little  more  than  a  repetition  of  that  of  the  LXX. 
(of.  De  Magistris,  Daniel,  &c.,  pp.  234  flf". ;  Eichh. 
Einl.  in  d.  Apok.  Sclirift.  p.  422  ff.).  The  Poly- 
glott-Syriac,  Arabic,  and  Latin  versions  are  derived 
from  Theodotion;  and  the  Hexaplar-Syriac  from 
the  LXX.  (Eichh.  p.  430,  &c.). 

5.  The  stories  of  Bel  and  Susanna  received  va- 
rious embellishments  in  later  times,  which  throw 
some  lis^ht  upon  the  manner  in  which  they  were 
originally  composed  (cf.  Orig.  Ep.  ad  Afiic.  §§  7, 
8;  Bochart,  Ilieroz.  iii.  3;  Eichhorn,  p.  446,  &c.); 
just  as  the  change  which  Theodotion  introduced 
into  the  narrative  of  Bel,  to  give  some  consistency 
to  the  facts,  illustrates  the  rationahzing  process 
through  which  the  legends  passed  (cf.  Delitzsch, 
De  Habacuci  vita  et  cetate,  1844).  It  is  thus  use- 
less to  institute  any  inquiry  into  the  historic  foun- 
dation which  lies  below  the  popular  traditions;  for 
though  the  stories  cannot  be  regarded  as  mere 
fables,  it  is  evident  that  a  moral  purpose  determined 
the  shape  which  they  assumed.  A  later  age  found 
in  them  traces  of  a  deeper  wisdom,  and  to  Chris- 
tian commentators  Susanna  appeared  as  a  type  of 
the  true  Church  tempted  to  infidelity  by  Jewish 
and  Pagan  adversaries,  and  lifting  up  her  voice  to 
God  in  the  midst  of  persecution  (Hippol.  In  Stir- 
sum.  p.  689  ff.  ed.  Migne).  B.  F.  W. 

*  On  these  apocryphal  additions  to  Daniel,  see, 
in  addition  to  the  works  referred  to  above,  David- 
son's Introd.  to  the  0.  T.,  1863,  iii.  227  ff. ;  Ewald, 
Gesch.  d.  Volkes  Israel,  3e  Aufl.  iv.  635  ff. ;  Gins- 
burg's  art.  in  the  3d  ed.  of  Kitto's  Cyd.  of  Bib. 
Lit. ;  Amald's  Comm.  on  the  Apoc.  Books ;  and 
Fritzsche,  Exeg.  Handb.  zu  den  Apokr.  de$  A.  T. 
i.  Ill  ff.  A. 

DAN'ITES,  THE  C'^'^n:  <5  Aavi  [Vat. 
-vei],  Adf,  6  Aav,  oi  Aavlrai  [Vat.  -vet-];  Alex. 
0  Aav,  01  Aauirai:  Dan).  The  descendants  of 
Dan,  and  members  of  his  tribe  (Judg.  xiii.  2,  xviii. 
1,  11;  1  Chr.  xii.  35). 

DAX-JA'AN  O^n?:  AafiSkv  [Vat. 
-vet-]  Kai  Ouddv,  Alex.  Aavtapav  Kat  lovBav', 
[Aid.  Aaj'iSaj';  Comp.  Aav:]  Dan  sylveslfia),  a 
place  named  only  in  2  Sam.  xxiv.  G  as  one  of  the 
points  visited  by  Joab  in  taking  the  census  of  the 
people.  It  occurs  between  Gilead  and  Zidon,  and 
therefore  may  have  been  somewhere  in  the  direction 
of  Dan  (Laish),  at  the  sources  of  the  .Jordan.  The 
reading  of  the  Alex.  LXX.  and  of  the  Vulg.  was 

evidently  "1^^  11,  Dan-jaar,  the  nearest  transla- 
tion of  which  is  "  Dan  in  the  wood."  This  read- 
ing is  approvetl  by  Gesenius,  and  agrees  with  the 
character  of  the  country  about  Tel  el  Kadi.  Fiirst 
(FI'Mdworterbuch,  p.  303)  compares  Dan-jaan  with 
Baal-jaan,  a  Phoenician  divinity  whose  name  is 
found  on  coins.     Thenius  suggests  that  Jaan  was 

originally  Laish,  the  7  having  fallen  away,  and  ^V 

having  been  substituted  for  W  (Exeg.  Handb.  on 
Sam.  p.  257)."  There  seems  no  reason  for  doubt- 
ing that  the  well-known  Dan  is  intended.  We 
have  no  record  of  any  other  Dan  in  the  north,  and 
»ven  if  this  were  not  the  case,  Dan,  as  the  accepted 


a  Not  a  bad  specimen  of  the  wild  and  gratuitous 
iBOggestions  which  sometimes  occur  even  in  these  gen- 
.RaUy  careful  Manuals. 
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northern  limit  of  the  nation,  was  too  important  a 
place  to  escape  mention  in  such  a  list  as  that  in 
the  text.  Dr.  Schultz,  the  late  Prussian  Consul  at 
Jerusalem,  discovered  an  ancient  site  called  Danian 
or  Danyal,  in  the  mountains  above  Khan-en-Nor- 
kura,  south  of  Tyre,  which  he  proposes  to  identify 
with  Dan-jaan  (Van  de  Velde,  Memoir,  p.  306), 
but  this  requires  confirmation.  G. 

DAN'NAH  (nS^  [depression,  low  ground, 
Ges.,  Fiirst]  :  "Pevvi  ■  Dunna),  a  city  in  the  moun- 
tains of  Judah  (Josh.  xv.  49),  and,  from  its  men- 
tion with  Debir  and  Socoh,  probably  south  or 
southwest  of  Hebron.  No  trace  of  its  name  has 
been  discovered.  G. 

DAPH'NE  {Ai(pv7\  •■  [Daphne] ),  a  celebrated 
grove  and  sanctuary  of  Apollo,  near  Antioch  in 
Syria  [Axtioch].  Its  establishment,  Uke  that  of 
the  city,  was  due  to  Seleucus  Nicator.  The  dis- 
tance between  the  two  places  was  about  5  miles, 
and  in  history  they  are  associated  most  intimately 
together.  Just  as  Antioch  was  frequently  called 
'A.  eVl  Aa.(pvr),  and  r}  irphs  AdcpvTiv,  so  conversely 
we  find  Daphne  entitled  A.  i]  irphs  'Avrioxelav 
(Joseph.  B.  J.  i.  12,  §  5).  The  situation  was  of 
extreme  natural  beauty,  with  perennial  fountains 
and  abundant  wood.  Seleucus  localized  here,  and 
appropriated  to  himself  and  his  family  the  fables 
of  Apollo  and  the  river  Peneus  and  the  nymph 
Daphne.  Here  he  erected  a  magnificent  temple  and 
colossal  statue  of  the  god.  The  succeeding  Seleu- 
cid  monarchs,  especially  Antiochus  Epiphanes,  em- 
bellished the  place  still  further.  Among  other 
honors,  it  possessed  the  privileges  of  an  asylum. 
It  is  in  this  character  that  the  place  is  mentioned, 
2  Mace.  iv.  33.  In  the  reign  of  Antiochus  Epiph- 
anes (b.  c.  171)  the  aged  and  patriotic  high-priest 
Onias,  having  rebuked  Menelaus  for  his  sacrilege  at 
Jerusalem,  took  refuge  at  Daphne ;  whence  he  was 
treacherously  brought  out,  at  the  instance  of  Men- 
elaus, and  murdered  by  Andronicus,  who  was  gov- 
ernor of  Antioch  during  the  king's  absence  on  a 
campaign.  Josephus  does  not  give  this  account  of 
the  death  of  Onias  {Ant.  xii.  5,  §  1).  When 
Syria  became  Roman,  Daphne  continued  to  be  fa- 
mous as  a  place  of  pilgrimage  and  vice.  "  Daph- 
nid  mores  "  was  a  proverb  (see  Gibbon's  23d  chap- 
ter). The  beginning  of  the  decay  of  Daphne  must 
be  dated  from  the  time  of  Jidian,  when  Christianity 
in  the  Empire  began  to  triumph  over  Heathenism. 
The  site  has  been  well  identified  by  Pococke  apd 
other  travellers  at  Beit-el-Maa,  "  the  House  of  the 
Water,"  on  the  left  bank  of  the  Orontes,  to  the 
S.  W.  of  Antioch,  and  on  higher  ground;  where 
the  fountains  and  the  wild  fragrant  vegetation  are 
in  harmony  with  all  that  we  read  of  the  natural 
characteristics  of  Apollo's  sanctuary.      J.  S.  H. 

*  Besides  the  famous  description  in  Gibbon's 
23d  chapter,  refeiTed  to  above,  an  account  of 
Daphne  and  its  worship  will  be  found  in  K.  0. 
Miiller's  dissertations  De  Antiquitatibus  Antioch- 
enis  (Getting.  1829),  p.  41  ff.  A  remarkable  Greek 
inscription  of  the  date  189  b.  c,  relating  to  the 
worship  of  Apollo  and  Artemis  at  Daphne,  was  dis- 
covered in  1858,  in  a  garden  on  the  ancient  site  of 
the  place,  by  the  Rev.  Homer  B.  Morgan,  an  Amer- 
ican missionary  in  Syria,  and  published,  with  a 
translation,  by  Prof.  James  Hadley  m  the  Journal 
of  /he  American  Oriental  Sodety,  vi.  550-555, 
comp.  vii.  p.  xliv.  The  inscription-stone  itself  is 
now  in  the  Library  of  Yale  College,  New  Haven. 


548 


DARA 


DATIA  (2^1''^  [contracted  for  the  word  be- 
low]:   AapdS;    [Vat.]   Alex.   Aapa;    Comp.  Ao- 

paSt:  Syr.  Pesh.  '*>>»:  Arab.  c|jOxtt>  : 
Dara),  1  Chr.  ii.  6.     [Darda.] 

DARDA  (V^1"l  [heai-t  of  loisdom;  perh. 
tiom,  thistle,  see  Dietr.  in  Ges.  s.  i'.] :  Aapd\a; 
Alex.  Tov  Sapaa;  [Aid.  with  17  MSS.  rhv  Aap- 
Sd;  Comp.  rhv  AapSat;]  Joseph.  AdpSavos  ■ 
Dorda),  a  son  of  Mahol,  one  of  four  men  of  great 
fame  for  their  wisdom,  but  who  were  excelled  by  Sol- 
omon (1  K.  iv.  31).  Ethan,  the  first  of  the  four,  is 
called  "  the  Ezrachite;  "  but  it  is  uncertain  whether 
the  designation  extends  to  the  others.  [Ethan.] 
In  1  Chr.  ii.  6,  however,  the  same  four  names  occur 
again  as  "sons  of  Zerach,"  of  the  great  family  of 
Pharez  in  the  tribe  of  Judah,  with  the  slight  dif- 
ference that  Darda  appears  as  Dara.  The  identity 
of  these  persons  with  those  in  1  K.  iv.  has  been 
greatly  debated  (see  the  argimients  on  both  sides 
in  Burrington,  i.  206-8);  but  there  cannot  be 
much  reasonable  doubt  that  they  are  the  same. 

1.  A  great  number  of  Hebrew  MSS.  read  Darda 
in  Chr.  (Davidson,  Hebr.  Text,  p.  210),  in  which 
they  are  followed  by  the  Targum  and  the  Syriac 
and  Arabic  versions.     [Daka.] 

2.  The  son  of  Zerach  would  be  without  diffi- 
culty called  in  Hebrew  the  Ezrachite,  the  change 
depending  merely  on  the  position  of  a  vowel  point. 
[EzHAHiTE.]  And  further,  the  change  is  actually 
made  by  the  Targum  Jonathan,  which  in  Kings 
has  "  son  of  Zerach." 

3.  The  word  "son "  is  used  in  Hebrew  so  often 
to  denote  a  descendant  beyond  the  first  generation, 
that  no  stress  can  be  laid  on  the  "  son  of  JIahol," 
as  compared  with  "son  of  Zerach."  For  instance, 
of  the  five  "sous  of  Judah"  in  1  Chr.  iv.  1,  tlie 
first  was  really  Judah's  son,  the  second  his  grand- 
son, the  third  his  great-grandson,  and  the  fourth 
and  fifth  still  later  descendants.  Besides  there  is 
great  plausibility  in  the  conjecture  that  "  Bene 
Mahol"'  means  "sons  of  the  choir;  "  in  which  case 
the  men  in  question  were  the  famous  musicians,  two 
of  whom  are  named  in  the  titles  to  Psalms  Ixxxviii. 
and  Ixxxix.     [Mahol.]  G. 

DARIC    (]'"ia?-|"!T,  V'^'-m,  only  in   pl.; 

Talm.  "JIS"!^:  ^pvffovs'-  solidtis,  drachma ;  F>zr. 
ii.  69,  viii.  27;  Neh.  vii.  70,  71,  72;  1  Chr.  xxix. 
7),  a  gold  coin  current  in  Palestine  in  the  period 
after  the  return  from  Babylon.  That  the  Hebrew 
wonl  is,  in  the  Bible,  the  name  of  a  coin  and  not 
of  a  weight  appears  from  its  similarity  to  the  Greek 
appellation  of  the  only  piece  to  which  it  could  refer. 
The  mentions  in  I'^r.  and  Neh.  show  that  the  coin 
was  current  in  Palestine  under  C^tus  and  Arta^ 
xerxes  lx)nginianus.  At  th&se  times  there  was  no 
large  issue  of  gold  money  except  by  the  Persian 
kings,  who  struck  the  coin  known  to  the  Greeks  as 
the  (TTariip  AaptiKSs,  or  AooeiKfJj.  The  Darics 
which  have  l)een  discovered  are  thick  pieces  of  pure 
gold,  of  archaic  style,  bearing  on  the  obverse  the 
figure  of  a  king  witli  bow  and  javelin,  or  bow  and 
dagger,  and  on  the  reverse  an  irregular  incuse 
square.  Their  full  weight  is  about  128  grains  troy, 
or  a  little  less  than  that  of  an  Attic  stater,  and  is 
most  probably  that  of  an  early  didrachm  of  the 
Phoenician  talent.  'Iliey  must  have  lieen  the  com- 
mon gold  pieces  of  the  I'ersian  empire.  The  oldest 
that  we  have  seen  cannot  1x3  referred  to  an  earlier 
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•period  than  about  the  time  of  Cyrus,  Cambj'ses,  or 
Darius  Hystaspis,  and  it  is  more  probable  that  they 
are  not  anterior  to  the  reign  of  Xerxes,  or  even 
that  of  Artaxerxes  Longimanus.  There  are,  how- 
ever, gold  pieces  of  about  the  same  weight,  but  of 
an  older  style,  found  about  Sardis,  which  cannot  be 
doubted  to  be  either  of  Croesus  or  of  an  earlier 
Lydian  king,  in  the  former  case  the  Kpoiff^loi 
(aTaTTJpes)  of  the  Greeks.  It  is  therefore  prob- 
able, as  these  followed  a  Persian  standard,  '.hat 
Darics  were  struck  under  Cyrus  or  his  nearer  suc- 
cessors. The  origin  of  this  coin  is  attributed  by 
the  Greeks  to  a  Darius,  supposed  by  the  modems 
to  be  either  Darius  the  Mede,  or  Darius  Hystaspis. 
That  the  Greeks  derived  their  distinctive  appella- 
tion of  the  coin  from  this  proper  name  cannot  be 
doubted;  but  the  difference  of  the  Hebrew  forms 

of  the  former  from  that  of  the  latter   ttJVIT 

VT  :  1-' 
renders  this  a  questionable  derivation.  Geseniug 
suggests  the  ancient  Persian  word  Dara  {Handw. 
a.  v.),  "king; "  but  (in  his  Thes.  s.  v.)  incUnes  to 
connect  the  Hebrew  names  of  the  coin  and  that  of 
Darius.  In  favor  of  the  derivation  from  Dara,  it 
must  be  noted  that  the  figure  borne  by  these  coins 
is  not  that  of  any  one  king,  but  of  the  king  of 
Persia  in  an  abstract  sense,  and  that  on  the  same 
principle  the  coins  would  rather  be  called  regal  coins 
than  Darics.  The  silver  Darics  mentioned  by  Plu- 
tarch (Cim.  p.  10)  are  probably  the  Persian  silvei 
pieces  similar  in  types  to  the  gold  Darics,  bul 
weighing  a  drachm  and  a  third  of  the  same  stan- 
dard.    See  Money  and  IHct.  of  Ant.  art.  Baricus- 

K.  S.  P. 


Daric.  Obv. :  King  of  Persia  to  the  right,  kneeling, 
bearing  bow  and  javelin.  Hev. :  Irregular  incuge 
square. 

DARI'US  (tt^.l^l"!!:  Darnyamish,  Tariya- 
vau.%  in  Inscr. :  Aapeioi,  LXX. ;  Aapii)K7ts,  Strab. 
xvi.  p.  785;  Aapiaios,  Ctes.),  the  name  of  several 
kings  of  Media  and  Persia.  Herodotus  (vi.  98) 
says  that  the  name  is  equivalent  to  ep^flijs  (f'lpyct), 
the  restrainer ;  and  this  is  probably  correct  from 
the  analogy  of  the  Persian  dai-vesh,  "restraint:" 
Sanskr.  (/Ad»J,  "firmly  holding"  (Gesen.  Thes.  a, 
v.y.  Hesychius  gives  a  double  derivation :  Aapuos 
inrh  tlfpffuv  6  (pp6viixos-  xnrh  5«  ^pvySiv  fKiup. 
Others  have  regarded  the  word  as  another  form  of 
the  modern  Persian  d((ra,  (/c(rri6,  "a  king;"  hut 
this  sense  of  dam  is  not  justified  by  usage,  and  it 
is  rather  the  epithet  of  a  king  (the  holder,  re- 
strainer,  as  above)  than  the  title  itself  (Ges.  /.  c). 
Three  kings  bearing  this  name  are  mentioned  in 
the  0.  T. 

1.  Dakius  the  Mede  (''"T^n  "^,  Dan.  xi.  1; 

Chald.  nSia  'l,  vi.  1),  "the  son  of  Ahasuenis 
of  the  seed  of  the  Medes  "  (ix.  1),  who  succeeded  to 
(b2I2)  the  Babylonian  kingdom  on  the  death  of 
Belshazzar,  being  then  sixty-two  years  old  (Dan. 
V.  31  (LXX.  ■ApTa|(p{T;j),  ix.  1).  Only  one  year 
of  his  reign  is  mentioned  (Dan.  ix.  1,  xi.  1);  but 
that  was  of  great  importance  for  the  Jews.  Daniel 
was  advanced  by  the  king  to  the  highest  dignity 
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(Dan.  vi.  1  ff.),  probably  in  consequence  of  his 
former  services  (cf.  Dan.  v.  17);  and  after  his 
miraculous  deliverance,  Darius  issued  a  decree  en- 
joining throughout  his  dominions  "reverence  for 
the  God  of  Daniel"  (Dan.  vi.  25  ff.) 

The  extreme  obscurity  of  the  Babylonian  annals 
has  given  occasion  to  three  different  hypotheses  as 
to  the  name  under  which  Darius  the  Mede  is  known 
in  history.  The  first  of  these,  which  identifies  him 
with  Darius  Hystaspis,  rests  on  no  plausible  evi- 
dence, and  may  be  dismissed  at  once  (Lengerke, 
Ban.  p.  219  ft".).  The  second,  which  was  adopted 
by  Josephus  (Ant.  x.  11,  §  4),  and  has  been  sup- 
ported by  many  recent  critics  (Bertholdt;  Von 
Lengerke;  Hiivernick;  Hengstenberg ;  Auberlen, 
Daniel  uml  d.  Offenbaininy,  p.  16  ff".)  is  more 
deserving  of  notice.  According  to  this  he  was 
(Cyaxares  II.)  "the  son  and  successor  of  Asty- 
ages"  (Joseph.  I.  c.  ^v  'Ao-rvdyovs  vi6s,  erepov 
he  irapa  raits  "EWrjatu  eVaAeiTO  ovo^xa),  who  is 
commonly  regarded  as  the  last  king  of  Media.  It 
is  supposed  that  the  reign  of  this  Cyaxares  has 
been  neglected  by  historians  from  the  fact  that 
through  his  indolence  and  luxury  he  yielded  the 
real  exercise  of  power  to  his  nephew  Cyrus,  wlio 
married  his  daughter,  and  so  after  his  death  re- 
ceived the  crown  by  direct  succession  (Xen.  Cyrop. 
I.  5,  §  2,  iv.  5,  §  8,  viii.  5,  §  19).  But  it  appears  to 
be  a  fatal  objection  to  this  hypothesis  that  the  only 
direct  evidence  for  the  existence  (jf  a  second  Cy- 
axares is  that  of  Xenophon's  romance  (cf.  Niebuhr, 
Gesch.  Ais.  u.  Bab.  p.  61).  The  title  Cyrus 
[fihus]  Cynxaris,  which  has  been  quoted  from  an 
inscription  (Auberlen,  Daniel  u.  d.  Offenbarung, 
p.  18 ),  is  either  a  false  reading  or  certamly  a  false 
translation  (Niebuhr,  Gesch.  Ass.  u.  Bab.  214,  n. 
4);  and  the  passage  of  .iEschylus  (Pers.  766  f.) 
is  inconsistent  with  the  character  assigned  to  Cy- 
axares II.  On  the  other  hand,  Herodotus  expressly 
states  that  "  Astyages  "  was  the  last  king  of  the 
Medes,  that  he  was  conquered  .by  Cjtus,  and  that 
he  died  without  leaving  any  male  issue  (Herod,  i. 
73,  109,  127  ff.) ;  and  Cyrus  apjjears  as  the  imme- 
diate successor  of  "Astyages"  in  the  Chronicle 
of  Eusebius  (Chi-on.  ad  01.  54:  Syncell.  p.  188; 
cf.  Bel  ami  Dragon.,  i.).  A  third  identification 
(Winer,  Jiealicort.  s.  v.;  Niebuhr,  Gesch.  Ass.  u. 
Bab.  pp.  45,  92)  remains,  by  which  Darius  is  rep- 
resented as  the  personal  name  of  "  Astyages,"  the 
last  king  of  the  Medes,  and  this  appears  to  satisfy 
all  the  conditions  of  the  problem.  The  name  "  As- 
tyages "  was  national  and  not  personal  [Astyages], 
and  Ahasuerus  (Achashverosh)  represents  the  name 
{Huw(ik'hshalrn)  Cyaxares,  borne  by  the  father  of 
"Astyages"  (Tob.  xiv.  la).  The  description  of 
Iho  unnamed  king  in  /Eschvlus  "  (I.  c.)  as  one  whose 
"feelings  were  guided  by  wisdom"  {(pptves  yap 
auTov  dviihy  riaKoffTp6(pouv),  is  applicable  to  the 
Darius  of  Scripture  and  the  Astya<];es  of  Herodotus. 
And  as  far  as  the  name  itself  is  concerned,  there  are 
traces  of  the  existence  of  an  older  king  Darius  be- 
fore the  time  of  Darius  Hystaspis  (Schol.  ad  Arist. 
Lccles.  598  AapEiKoi  —  ovk  awh  Aapdov  rov 
atp^ou  irarpSs,  aAA,'  a.(p'  trfpou  rivhs  iraKaiore- 
pov  ^aaiXecas  uvofj.a.crBr](rav.  cf.  Suidas  s.  v.  Aa- 
peiK6s).  If,  as  seems  most  probable,  Darius  (As- 
tyages) occupied  the  throne  of  Babylon  as  supreme 
lovereign  with  Nerigalsarassar  as  vassal-prince,  after 


«  It  is  most  worthy  of  notice  tliat  iEschylus  char- 
wterizes  Cyaxares  (I.)  as  M^So?  .  .  .  o  npwTK  vyeiJilov 
TTparoO,  while  Sir  H.  Rawlinson  {Notes  on  the  History 
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the  murder  of  Evil-merodach  (Belshazzar)  b.  c. 
559,  one  year  only  remains  for  this  Median  suprem- 
acy before  the  victory  of  Cyrus  b.  c.  558,  in  exact 
accordance  with  the  notices  in  Daniel  (Niebuhr, 
I.  c. ),  and  the  apparent  incompleteness  of  the  polit- 
ical arrangements  which   Darius   "  purposed "   to 

make  (Dan.  vi.  3,  Pi'^W'S).  For  the  short  dura- 
tion of  his  supreme  power  may  have  caused  his 
division  of  the  empire  (Dan.  vi.  1  ff". )  —  a  work 
congenial  to  his  character  —  to  fall  into  abeyance, 
so  that  it  was  not  carried  out  till  the  time  of  his 
namesake  Darius  Hystaspis :  a  supposition  at  least 
as  probable  as  that  there  is  any  confusion  of  the 
two  monarchs  in  the  book  of  Daniel. 

The  chronological  difficulties  which  have  been 
raised  (Rawlinson,  Herodotus,  i.  418)  against  the 
identification  of  Darius  with  Astyages  on  the  as- 
sumption that  the  events  in  Dan.  v.  relate  to  the 
taking  of  Babylon  by  Cyrus  (b.  c.  538),  in  which 
case  he  would  have  ascended  the  throne  at  seven 
years  of  age,  are  entirely  set  aside  by  the  view  of 
Marcus  Niebuhr,  which  has  been  adopted  above; 
and  this  coincidence  serves  to  confinn  the  general 
truth  of  the  hypothesis. 

2.  Darius  the  son  of  Hystaspes  (Vashtaspa), 
the  fifth  in  descent  from  Achsemenes,  the  founder 
of  the  Perso-Aryan  dynasty,  was,  according  to  the 
popular  legend  (Herod,  i.  209,  210),  already  marked 
out  for  empire  during  the  reign  of  Cyrus.  Upon 
the  usurpation  of  the  Magian  Smerdis  [Ak- 
TA.XEKXEs],  he  conspired  with  six  other  Persian 
chiefs  to  overthrow  the  impostor,  and  on  tlie  suc- 
cess of  the  plot  was  placed  upon  the  throne  b.  c. 
521.  He  devoted  himself  to  the  internal  organiza- 
tion of  his  kingdom,  which  had  been  impeded  by 
the  wars  of  Cjtus  and  Cambyses,  and  the  confusion 
of  the  reign  of  Smerdis.  His  designs  of  foreign 
conquest  were  interrupted  by  a  revolt  of  the  Baby- 
lonians, under  a  pretender  who  bore  the  royal  name 
of  Nabukudrassar  (Niebuhr,  Gesch.  Ass.  u.  Bab. 
p.  94),  which  was  at  length  put  down,  and  punished 
with  great  severity  (c.  b.  c.  516).  After  tlie  sub- 
jugation of  Babylon  Darius  turned  his  arms  against 
Scythia,  Libya  (Herod,  iv.  145  ff".),  and  India 
(Herod,  iv.  44).  Thrace  and  Macedonia  acknowl- 
edged his  supremacy,  and  some  of  tlie  islands  of 
the  ^gsean  were  added  to  his  dominion  in  Asia 
Minor  and  the  seaboard  of  Thrace  (b.  c.  613-505). 
Shortly  afterwards  he  came  into  collision  with 
Greece,  and  the  defeat  of  Marathon  (b.  c.  490) 
only  roused  him  to  prepare  vigorously  for  that 
decisive  struggle  with  the  West  which  was  now 
inevitable.  His  plans  were  again  thwarted  by  re- 
bellion. Domestic  quarrels  (Herod,  vii.  2)  fol- 
lowed on  the  rising  in  Egypt,  and  he  died,  b.  c. 
485,  before  his  preparations  were  completed  (Herod, 
vii.  4). 

With  regard  to  the  Jews,  Darius  Hystaspis  pur- 
sued the  same  policy  as  C3TUS,  and  restored  to 
them  the  privileges  which  they  had  lost.  For  the 
usurpation  of  Smerdis  involved  a  religious  as  well 
as  a  political  revolution,  and  the  restorer  of  the 
Magian  faith  willingly  hstened  to  the  enemies  of  a 
people  who  had  welcomed  Cyrus  as  their  deliverer 
(Ezr.  iv.  17  ft'.).  But  in  the  second  year  of  Darius, 
b.  c.  520,  as  soon  as  his  power  had  assumed  some 
solidity,  Haggai  (Hag.  i.  1,  ii.  1,  10)  and  Zechariah 


of  Babylonia,  p.  30,  n.)  shows  that  the  foundation  of 
the  Median  empire  was  really  due  to  Huwakhshatra 
(Cyaxares),  in  spite  of  the  history  of  Herodotus 
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jncouraged  their  countrymen  to  resume  the  work 
Df  restoration  (Ezr.  v.  1  fF.),  and  when  their  pro- 
ceedings came  to  the  king's  knowledge  he  confinned 
the  decree  of  Cyrus  by  a  new  edict,  and  the  temple 
was  finished  in  four  years  (b.  c.  516,  Ezr.  vi.  15), 
though  it  was  apparently  used  before  that  time 
(Zech.  vii.  2,  3). 

3.  Darius  the   Persian  (Neh.   xii.    22,     "^ 

''D"15n)  may  be  identified  with  Darius  II.  No- 
thus  (Ochus),  king  of  Persia  b.  c.  424-3—405-4, 
if  the  whole  passage  in  question  was  written  by  Ne- 
hemiah.  If,  however,  the  register  was  continued  to 
a  later  time,  as  is  not  improbable,  the  occurrence 
of  the  name  Jaddua  (vv.  11,  22),  who  was  high- 
priest  at  the  time  of  the  invasion  of  Alexander 
[Alexam)kr],  points  to  Darius  III.  Codomanus, 
the  antagonist  of  Alexander  and  last  king  of  Per- 
sia, B.  c.  330-330  (1  Mace.  i.  1).  Cf.  Jahn,  Arch- 
dol.  ii.  1,  272  ff. ;  Keil,  Lehr-b.  d.  Einl.  §  152,  7, 
who  defends  at  length  the  integrity  of  the  passage. 
[Nehemiah.]  B.  F.  W. 

4.  (Aoperos;  [Sin.]  Alex.  Aapios '■  Alius). 
Areus,  king  of  the  Lacedaemonians  (1  !Macc.  xii.  7). 
[Akeus.] 

DARKNESS  C?T??n,  fem.  form  nSITn, 
and  with  much  variation  in  the  vowel  points :  (tk6- 
Tos),  is  spoken  of  as  encompassing  the  actual  pres- 
ence of  (iod,  as  that  out  of  which  He  spciiks,  the 
envelope,  as  it  were,  of  Divine  glory  (Ex.  xx.  21; 
1  K.  viii.  12).  The  cloud  symbol  of  His  guidance 
offered  an  aspect  of  darkness  to  the  enemy  as  of 
light  to  the  people  of  Israel.  In  the  description 
of  His  coming  to  judgment,  darkness  overspreading 
nature  and  blotting  the  sun,  &c.,  is  constantly 
included  (Is.  xiii.  9,  10;  Joel  ii.  31,  iii.  15;  Matt, 
xxiv.  29;  Mark  xiii.  24;  Luke  xxi.  25;  Kev.  vi. 
12). 

The  plague  of  darkness  in  Egypt  has  been  as- 
cribed by  various  neologistic  commentators  to  non- 
miraculous  agency,  but  no  sufficient  account  of  its 
intense  degree,  long  duration,  and  limited  area, 
as  proceeding  from  any  physical  cause,  has  been 
given.  The  darkness  iirl  vaaav  rijv  •y7iv  of  Matt. 
xxvii.  45  attending  the  crucifixion  has  been  similarly 
attributed  to  an  eclipse.  Phlegon  of  Tralles  indeed 
mentions  an  eclipse  of  intense  darkness,  and  which 
began  at  noon,  combined,  he  sjiys,  in  IMthynia,  with 
an  earthquake,  which  in  the  uncertain  state  of  our 
chronology  (see  Clinton's  Fasti  Romani,  Olymp. 
202)  more  or  less  nearly  synchronizes  with  the 
event.  Nor  was  the  account  one  without  reception 
in  the  early  church.  See  the  testimonies  to  that 
eflfect  collected  by  Whiston  (  Testimony  of  Phle;ion 
vimlicfitnl,  Ix)nd.  1732).  Origen,  however,  ad  Inc. 
(I>atin  commentary  on  St.  Matt. )  denies  the  possi- 
bility of  such  a  cause,  arguing  that  by  the  fixed 
Paschal  reckoning  the  moon  must  have  been  al)Out 
full,  and  denying  that  Luke  xxiii.  45  by  the  words 
iffKOTiaOf]  6  i'jKtos  means  to  allege  that  fact  as  the 
cause.  The  genuineness  of  this  conmientary  has 
been  imjieached,  nor  is  its  tenor  consistent  with 
Origen  (i</r.  Cels.  p.  80;  but  the  argument,  unless 
on  such  an  assumption  as  that  mentioned  below, 
seems  decisive,  and  has  ever  since  l^een  adhered  to. 
He  limits  irairav  ttjv  yrji/  to  Juda'a.  Dean  Alford 
(ad  lac  ),  though  without  stating  his  reason,  prefers 
Jie  wider  interpretation  of  all  the  earth's  surface 
•)n  which  it  would  naturally  have  been  day.  That 
Phl^on's  darkness,  perceived  so  intense  in  Tralles 
smd  Bithynia,  was  felt  in  Judaea  is  highly  probable; 
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and  the  Evangelist's  testimony  to  similar  phenom. 
ena  of  a  coincident  darkness  and  earthquake,  taken 
in  connection  with  the  near  agreement  of  time, 
gives  a  probability  to  the  supposition  that  the  for- 
mer speaks  of  the  same  circumstances  as  the  latter. 
Wieseler  {Chrmi.  Synop.  p.  388),  however,  and  De 
Wette  {Cornvi.  on  !Matt.)  consider  the  year  of 
Phlegon's  eclipse  an  impossible  one  for  the  cruci- 
fixion, and  reject  that  explanation  of  the  darkness. 
The  argument  from  the  duration  (3  hours)  is  also 
of  great  force;  for  an  eclipse  seldom  lasts  in  great 
intensity  more  than  6  minutes.  On  the  other  hand, 
Seyffarth  {Chronohg.  Saci:  pp.  58,  59)  maintains 
that  the  Jewish  calendar,  owing  to  their  following 
the  sun,  had  become  so  far  out  that  the  moon  might 
possibly  have  been  at  new,  and  thus,  admitting  the 
3'ear  as  a  possible  epoch,  revives  tlie  argument  for 
the  eclipse  as  the  cause.  He,  however,  views  this 
rather  as  a  natural  basis  than  as  a  full  account  of 
the  darkness,  which  in  its  degree  at  Jerusalem  was 
still  preternatural  {ib.  p.  138).  The  pamphlet  of 
Whiston  above  quot«d,  and  two  by  Dr.  Sykes, 
Dissertation  on  the  A'clipse  mentiimed  by  Phleym, 
and  Defence  of  same,  Lond.  1733  and  1734,  may 
be  consulted  as  regards  the  statement  of  Phlegon. 
Darkness  is  also,  as  in  the  expression,  "  land  of 
darkness,"  used  for  the  state  of  the  dead  (Job  x. 
21,  22);  and  frequently  figuratively,  for  ignorance, 
and  unbelief,  as  the  privation  of  spiritual  light  | 
(Johni.  5;  iii.  19).  H.  H. 

DAR'KON  (VV"!U  [bearer,  Fiirst]":  Aa 
Kd}v,  AopKtiiv;  [Alex,  in  Ezr.  Aepfccoi/:]  Dercon). 
Children  [sons]  of  Darkon  were  among  the  "ser- 
vants of  Solomon,"  who  returned  from  Babylon 
with  Zerubbabel  (Ezr.  ii.  56;  Neh.  vii.  58).     [Lo- 

ZON.] 

*  DARLING,  twice  in  the  A.  V.,  Ps.  xxii.  20, 
and  XXXV.  17,  and  used  there  of  Ufe  as  something  in- 
expressibly dear  and  precious  to  men  (like  Homer's 
(plKov  KTJp,  and  Plato's  Tifiiandr-r]  sc.  \\ivxh)-  "  ^7 
only  one "  would  be  more  correct  for  TTl"',  the 
original  word,  applied  properly  (msisc.  or  fem.)  to 
something  which  exists  singly  and  cannot  be  replaced 
if  lost,  as  an  only  son  (Gen.  xxii.  2)  or  daughter 
(Jud.  xi.  34).  In  the  Psalms,  as  above,  the  Sept. 
has  r)}v  fiovoytprj  /xov,  and  the  Vulg.  "  unicam 
meam."  H. 

*  DART.     [Arms.] 

DATES,  margin  of  2  Chr.  xxxi.  5  only. 
[Palm  Tree.] 

DA'THAN  (^rr^  [perh.  fvutnnuf,  concerned 
with  fountains]:  AaOdv:  Dnthan),  a  Ueubenite 
chieftain,  son  of  Elial),  who  joined  the  conspiracy 
of  Korah  the  Invite  (Num.  xvi.  1,  [12,  24,  25,  27,] 
xxvi.  9;  Deut.  xi.  6;  Ps.  cvi.  17;  [I'^clus.  xlv. 
18]).  K.  W.  B. 

DATH'EMA  (Aiafltjuo:  Alex,  and  .losephus, 
Addfua;  oilier  MS.S.  A(X/uf0o;  [Sin.  Aaeoi/uo:] 
Dathenia).  a  fortress  {rh  6xvpa>ixa\  Joseph,  tppov- 
piov)  in  which  the  Jews  of  Gileiid  took  refuge  rrom 
the  heathen  (1  Mace.  v.  9).  Here  they  were  re- 
lieved by  Judas  and  .Jonathan  (24).  They  marched 
from  Bozora  to  Dathema  (28,  29)  and  left  it  for 
Maspha  (Mizpeh)  (35).  Tlie  reading  of  the  Pe- 
shito,  Eamlhn,  points  to  Ramoth-diilead,  which  can 
hardly  fail  tO'  be  the  correct  identification.  Ewald 
liowever  (iv.  359,  note)  would  correct  this  to  Dam- 
thn,  which  he  compares  with  Dhami,  a  place  it 
ported  by  Burckhardt.  G. 


DAUGHTER 

DAUGHTER  {Bath,  n2,  contr.  from  n55, 
fem.  of  ]5  :  OuyaT-fjp'  Jilia).  1.  The  word  is  used 
in  Scriptui-e  not  o.ily  for  daughter,  but  for  grand- 
daughter or  other  female  descendant,  much  in  the 

same  way  and  like  extent  with  ^3,  son  (Gen.  xxiv. 
48,  xxxi.  43).      [See  Children;    Education; 

WOMKN.] 

2.  In  a  kindred  sense  the  female  inhabitants  of 
a  place,  a  country,  or  the  females  of  a  particular 
race,  are  called  daughters  (Gen.  vi.  2,  xxvii.  46, 
xxviii.  6,  xxxvi.  2;  Num.  xxv.  1;  Deut.  xxiii.  17; 
Is.  iii.  16;  Jer.  xlvi.  11,  xlix.  2,  3,  4;  Luke  xxiii. 
28). 

3.  Women  in  general  (Prov.  xxxi.  29). 

4.  Those  addicted  to  particular  forms  of  idola^ 
trous  worship  (1  Sam.  i.  16;  Mai.  ii.  11). 

5.  The  same  notion  of  descent  explains  the 
phrase  "  daughters  of  music,"  i.  e.  singing  birds 
(Eccl.  xii.  4),  and  the  use  of  the  word  for  branches 
of  a  tree  (Gen.  xlix.  22),  the  pupil  of  the  eye, 
kSot)  (Lam.  ii.  18;  Ps.  xvii.  8),  and  the  expression 
"  daughter  of  90  years,"  to  denote  the  age  of  Sarah 
(Gen.  xvii.  17). 

6.  It  is  also  used  of  cities  in  general,  agreeably 
to  their  very  common  personification  as  belonging 
to  the  female  sex  (Is.  x.  32,  xxiii.  12,  xxxvii.  22, 
xlvii.  1,  hi.  2;  Jer.  vi.  2,  26,  ix.  1,  xxxi.  4,  xlvi.  11, 
24,  xlviii.  18,  Ii.  33;  Nah.  iii.  4,  7;  Zech.  ix.  9; 
Ez.  xvi.  3,  44,  48,  xxiii.  4). 

7.  But  more  specifically  of  dependent  towns  or 
hamlets,  while  to  the  principal  city  the  correlative 
"mother"  is  applied  (Num.  xxi.  2.3;  Josh.  xvii. 
11,  16;  Judg.  i.  27;  1  Chr.  vu.  28;  2  Sam.  xx. 
19). 

Hazerim  is  the  word  most  commonly  employed 
for  the  "  villages  "  lying  round,  and  dependent  on, 

a  "city"  ('//•;  "l"*^).  But  in  one  place  Bnth  is 
used  as  if  for  something  intermediate,  in  the  case 
of  the  Philistine  cities  Ekron,  Ashdod,  and  Gaza 
(Josh.  XV.  4.5-7)  —  "her  daughter-towns  and  her 
villages."  Without  this  distinction  from  Haztnm, 
the  word  is  also  employed  for  Philistine  towns  in 
1  Chr.  xviii.  1  —  Gath ;  2  Chr.-  xxviii.  18  —  Sho- 
cho,  Timnath,  and  Ginizo.  In  Neh.  xi.  25-31,  the 
two  terms  are  employed  alternately,  and  to  all  ap- 
pearance quite  indiscriminately.     [Village.] 

H.  W.  P. 

DA'VID  {1V\,  l^^/l  [iefomZ]:«  LXX.  Ao- 
ui5;  [Vat.  AouetS:]  N.  1'.  [Elz.]  Aa,8i'5  [Griesb. 
Aoui5;  Lachra.  Tisch.  Treg.]  Aauei'S),  the  son  of 
Jesse,  is  the  best  known  to  us  of  any  of  the  char- 
acters in  the  O.  T.  In  him,  as  in  the  case  of  St. 
Paul  in  the  N.  T.,  we  have  the  advantage  of  com- 
paring a  detailed  narrative  of  his  life  with  undoubted 
works  of  his  own  composition,  and  the  combined 
result  is  a  knowledge  of  his  personal  character,  such 
as  we  probably  [wssess  of  no  historical  personage 
before  the  Christian  era,  with  the  exception  of 
Cicero,  and  perhaps  of  Csesar. 

The  authorities  for  the  life  of  David  may  be 
divided  intc  six  classes :  — 
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«  The  shorter  form  is  u-ied  in  the  earlier  books ; 
indeed,  everywhere  except  in  1  K.  iii.  14,  and  in  Chr., 
Ezr.,  Neh.,  Cant.,  lies..  Am.,  Ez.  xxxiv.  23,  and  Zech., 
In  which  the  longer  form  is  found.     The  Arabic  form 

Jf  the  name,  in  common  use,  is  <^«|4^,  Ddood. 


I.  The  origbal  Hebrew  authorities :  — 

1.  The  Davidic  portion  of  the  Psalms,*  in- 
cluding such  fragments  as  are  preserved  to 
us  from  other  sources,  namely,  2  Sam.  i. 
19-27,  iii.  33,  34,  xxii.  1-51,  xxiii.  1-7. 
[Psalms.] 

2.  The  "  Chronicles  "  or  "  State-papers  "  of 
David  (1  Chr.  xxvii.  24),  and  the  original 
biographies  of  David  by  Samuel,  Gad,  and 
Nathan  (1  Chr.  xxix.  29).  These  are  lost, 
but  portions  of  them  no  doubt  are  pre- 
served in 

3.  The  narrative  of  1  Sam.  xvi.  to  1  K.  ii. 
10;  with  the  supplementary  notices  con- 
tauied  in  1  Chr.  xi.  1  to  xxix.  30. 

II.  The  two  slight  notices  in  the  heathen  his- 
torians, Nicolaus  of  Damascus  in  his  Universal 
History  (Joseph.  Ant.  vii.  5,  §  2),  and  Eupolemus 
in  his  History  of  the  Kings  of  Judah  (Ens.  Prop. 
Ev.  ix.  30). 

III.  David's  apocryphal  writings,  contaLaed  in 
Fabricius,  Coilex  jyseudepiyi'aplnis  I '.  Test.  pp.  906- 
1006.  (1.)  Ps.  cU.,  on  his  victory  over  Goliath. 
(2.)  Colloquies  with  God,  on  madness,  en  his  temp- 
tation, and  on  the  building  of  the  Temple.  (3.) 
A  charm  against  fire.  Of  these  the  first  alone 
deserves  any  attention. 

I V.  The  Jewish  traditions,  which  may  be  divided 
into  three  classes :  — 

1.  The  additions  to  the  Biblical  narrative  con- 
tained in  Josephus,  Ant.  vi.  8-vii.  15. 

2.  The  Hebrew  traditions  preserved  in  Je- 
rome's Qiuestiones  Htbraicve  in  Libros  Re- 
gum  et  PuraUpomtnon  (vol.  iii.,  Venice 
ed.). 

3.  The  Rabbinical  traditions  reported  in  Bas- 
nage.  Hist,  des  Juifs,  lib.  v.  c.  2 ;  Calmet's 
Dictionary,  art.  David. 

V.  The  MussuUnan  traditions,  chiefly  remarka- 
ble for  their  extravagance,  are  contained  in  the  Ko- 
ran, ii.  250-252,  xxxviii.  20-24,  xxi.  79-82,  xxii. 
15,  and  explained  in  Lane's  Selections  from  the 
Kurdn,  p.  ^8-242 ;  or  amphfied  in  Weil's  Legends, 
Eng.  Tr.  p.  152-170. 

VI.  In  modem  times  his  life  has  been  often 
treated,  both  in  separate  treatises  and  in  histories 
of  Israel.  Winer's  article  on  David  refers  to  mon- 
ographs on  almost  every  point  in  his  Ufe.  In  Eng- 
lish, the  best  known  is  Dr.  Chandler's  Life,  writ- 
ten in  the  last  century;  in  French,  De  Choisi's, 
and  that  in  Bayle's  Dictionary.  The  most  recent, 
and  probably  the  best  treatment  is  that  in  Ewald's 
Geschichte  des  Volkes  Israel,  iii.  71-257. 

His  life  may  be  divided  into  three  portions,  more 
or  less  corresponding  to  the  three  old  lost  biogra- 
phies by  Samuel,  Gad,  and  Nathan :  I.  His  youth 
before  his  introduction  to  the  court  of  Saul.  II. 
His  relations  with  Saul.     III.  His  reign. 

I.  The  early  life  of  David  contains  in  man} 
important  respects  the  antecedents  of  his  futurt 
career. 

1.  Unlike  most  of  the  characters  of  the  Script- 
ures, his  family  are  well  known  to  us  by  name, 
and  are  not  without  bearing  on  his  subsequent  ca- 
reer. They  may  best  be  seen  in  the  form  of  a  gen- 
ealogy. 


6  In  quoting  the  Psalms  in  connection  with  the 
history,  we  have  been  guided  partly  by  the  titles  (aa 
expressing  the  Jewish  traditions),  partly  by  the  inter- 
nal evidence,  as  verified  by  the  judgment  of  Hebrew 
scholars. 
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Elimelech  =  Naomi  (Ruth 


Salmon 
or  Salmah 
(Ruth  iv.  21;  1 

1  Chr.  ii.  11)  I 

Boaz  =  Ruth  =  Malilon       Chiiion  ' 
I  (Ruth  iv.  10) 

Obed  (Ruth  iv.  17) 
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.1) 


=  Orpah 


11  Sam.  xvii.  25)  Nohash  =  unknown  —  Jesse       Jonathan  (1  Chr.  zxvii.  32) 
II 


Zeruiah    Abigail  =  Jether  =  Ira  ?  ? 
y  Chr. 


biahai; 


Ehab    Abinadab 
(1  Chr.  (Jerome,     Elihu 
U.  17)    Qu.  Heb.    (1  Chr. 

on  1  Chr.   xxvii.  18) 
xi.  40) 


Shammah  Nethaneel    Raddai    Ozem    (one    UAVID 
Shimma  (Rael,    (Asam,  is  not 

Shtmeah  Jos.  Ant.  Jos.  Ant.  given 

(2  Sam.  _  vi^8. 1.    vi.  8. 1)    unless 


zxi.  21) 


Rei,  Ewald) 


Abiahai  Joab  Asahel    Amosa      Abihail  —  Rehoboam 
1  (2  Chr.  xi.  19) 

Zebadiah 
(1  Chr.  xxvii.  7) 


Jonathan 

(2Sam.  xxi.  2l! 

1  Chr.  xxvii.  32) 

(Nathan  ?  ? 

Jer.  Qu.  Neb. 

on  1  Sam.  xvi.  12) 


Jonadab 
(2  Sam. 
xiii.  3) 


Joel  y  ? 
Jerome, 
Qu.  Heb. 
on  1  Chr. 

xi.  38) 


Elihu, 

Syr.  and 

Arab. 

1  Chr.  ii.  15) 


It  thus  appears  that  David  was  the  youngest  son, 
probably  the  youngest  child,  of  a  family  of  ten. 
His  mother's  name  is  unknown.  His  father,  Jesse, 
was  of  a  great  age  when  David  was  still  young 
(1  Sam.  xvii.  12).  His  parents  both  lived  till 
after  his  final  rupture  with  Saul  (1  Sam.  xxii.  3). 
Through  them  David  inherited  several  points  which 
he  never  lost,  (a.)  His  connection  with  Moab 
through  his  great-grandmother  Ruth.  This  he 
kept  up  when  he  escaped  to  Moab  and  entrusted 
his  aged  parents  to  the  care  of  the  king  (1  Sam. 
xxii.  3),  and  it  may  not  have  been  without  its  use 
in  keeping  open  a  wider  view  in  his  mind  and  his- 
tory than  if  he  had  been  of  purely  Jewish  descent. 
Such  is  probably  the  design  of  the  express  mention 
of  Ruth  in  the  genealogy  in  Matt.  i.  5. 

(6.)  His  birthplace,  Bethlehem.  His  recol- 
lection of  the  well  of  Bethlehem  is  one  of  the  most 
touching  incidents  of  his  later  life  (1  Chr.  xi.  17). 
From  the  territory  of  Bethlehem,  as  from  his  own 
patrimony,  he  gave  a  property  as  a  reward  to 
Chimham,  son  of  Barzillai  (2  Sam.  xix.  37,  38; 
Jer.  xU.  17);  and  it  is  this  connection  of  David 
with  Bethlehem  that  brought  the  place  again  in 
later  times  into  universal  fame,  when  Joseph  went 
up  to  Bethlehem,  "  because  he  was  of  the  house 
and  Uneage  of  David  "  (Luke  ii.  4). 

(c.)  His  general  connection  with  the  tribe  of 
Judah.  In  none  of  the  tribes  does  the  tribal  feel- 
ing appear  to  have  been  stronger;  and  it  must  be 
borne  in  mind  throughout  the  story  both  of  his 
security  amongst  the  hills  of  Judah  during  his 
flight  from  Saul,  and  of  the  early  period  of  his  reign 
at  Hebron,  as  well  as  of  the  jealousy  of  the  tribe  at 
having  lost  their  exclusive  possession  of  him,  which 
broke  out  in  the  revolt  of  Ab.salom. 

(d.)  His  relations  to  Zeruiah  and  Abigail. 
Though  called  in  1  Chr.  ii.  IG,  sisters  of  David, 
they  are  not  expressly  called  the  daughters  of 
Jesse;  and  Abigail,  in  2  Sam.  xvii.  25,  is  called 
the  daughter  of  Nahash.  Is  it  too  much  to  sup- 
pose that  David's  mother  had  l)een  the  wife  or  con- 
cubine «  of  Nahasb,  and  then  married  by  Jesse  ? 
This  would  agree  with  the  difference  of  age  between 
David  and  his  sisters,  and  also  (if  Nahash  was  the 
same  as  the  king  of  Animon )  with  the  kindnesses 
which  David  received  first  from  Nahash  (2  Sam. 


a  The  later  rabbis  represent  him  as  born  in  adul- 
tery. This  la  probably  a  coarse  Inference  from  Ps.  11. 
&  ;  but  it  may  possibly  have  reference  to  a  tradition  of 
the  above.  On  the  other  hand,  in  the  earlier  rabbis 
*e  have  an    attempt   at   "Immaculate   conception." 


X.  2),  and  then  from  Shobi,  son  of  Nahash  (xvii. 
27). 

2.  As  the  youngest  of  the  family  he  may  possi- 
bly have  received  from  his  pai'ents  the  name,  which 
first  appears  in  him,  of  David.,  the  beloved,  the  dar- 
ling. But,  perhaps  for  this  same  reason,  he  was 
never  intimate  with  his  brethren.  The  eldest 
brother,  who  alone  is  mentioned  in  connection  with 
him,  and  who  was  afterwards  made  by  him  head  of 
the  tribe  of  Judah  (1  Chr.  xxvii.  18),  treated  him 
scornfully  and  imperiously  (1  Sam.  xvii.  28),  as 
the  eldest  brothers  of  large  famihes  are  apt  to  do; 
his  command  was  regarded  in  the  family  as  law 
(xx.  29);  and  the  father  looked  upon  the  youngest 
son  as  hardly  one  of  the  family  at  all  (xvi.  11),  and 
as  a  mere  attendant  on  the  rest  (xvii.  17).  The 
familiarity  which  he  lost  with  his  brothers,  he 
gained  with  his  nephews.  The  three  sons  of  his 
sistfir  Zeruiah,  and  the  one  son  of  his  sister  Abigail, 
seemingly  from  the  fact  that  their  mothers  were 
the  eldest  of  the  whole  family,  were  probably  of  the 
same  age  as  David  himself,  and  they  accordingly 
were  to  him  —  especially  the  three  sons  of  Zeniiah 
—  throughout  hfe  in  tlie  relation  usually  occupied 
by  brothers  and  cousins.  In  them  we  see  the 
rougher  qualities  of  the  family,  which  David  shared 
with  them,  whilst  he  was  distinguished  from  them 
by  qualities  of  his  own,  peculiar  to  himself.  The 
two  sons  of  his  brother  Shimeah  are  both  coimected 
with  his  after  history,  and  both  celebrated  for  the 
gift  of  sagacity  in  which  David  himself  excelled. 
One  was  Jonadab,  the  friend  and  adviser  of  his  eld- 
est son  Amnon  (2  Sam.  xiii.  3).  The  other  was 
Jonathan  (2  Sam.  xxi.  21),  who  afterwards  became 
the  counsellor  of  David  himself  (1  Chr.  xxvii.  32). 
It  is  a  conjecture  or  tradition  of  the  Jews  presented 
by  Jerome  (  Qu.  Ileb.  on  1  Sam.  xvii.  12)  that  this 
was  no  other  than  Nathan  the  prophet,  who,  being 
adopted  into  Jesse's  family,  makes  up  the  eighth 
son,  not  named  in  1  Chr.  ii.  13-15.  But  this  is 
hardly  prolmble. 

The  first  time  that  David  appears  in  history  at 
once  admits  us  to  the  whole  family  circle.  There 
was  a  practice  once  a  year  at  Bethlehem,  probably 
at  the  first  new  moon  of  the  year,  of  holding  a  sac- 
rificial feast,  at  which  Jesse,  as  the  chief  pniprietOT 
of  the  place,  would  preside  (1  Sam.  xx.  6),  with  the 
elders  of  the  town.     At  this  or  such  like  feast  (xvi. 


They  make  Nahash  —  "  the  gergent  "  —  to  be  anothet 
name  of  Jesse,  because  he  had  no  sin  except  that 
which  he  contracted  from  the  original  serpent ;  and 
thus  David  inherited  none.  (Jerome,  Qu.  Heb.  In  3 
Sam.  xvii.  25.) 
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1)  suddenly  appeared  the  great  prophet  Samuel, 
driving  a  heifer  before  him,  and  having  in  his  hand 
a  horn  of  the  consecrated  oil "  of  the  Tabernacle. 
The  elders  of  the  Uttle  town  were  terrified  at  this 
apparition,  but  were  reassured  by  the  august  visitor, 
and  invited  by  him  to  the  ceremony  of  sacrificing 
the  heifer.  The  heifer  was  killed.  The  party 
were  waiting  to  begin  the  feast.  Samuel  stood 
with  his  horn  to  pour  forth  the  oil,  as  if  for  an  in- 
vitation to  begin  (comp.  ix.  22).  He  was  restrained 
by  divine  intimation  as  son  after  son  passed  by. 
Miab,  the  eldest,  by  "his  height"  and  "his  coun- 
tenance," seemed  the  natural  counterpart  of  Saul, 
whose  rival,  unknown  to  them,  the  prophet  came 
to  select.  But  the  day  was  gone  when  kings  were 
chosen  because  they  were  head  and  shoulders  taller 
than  the  rest.  "  Samuel  said  unto  Jesse,  Are 
these  all  thy  children?  And  he  said,  There  re- 
maineth  yet  the  youngest,  and  behold  he  keepeth 
the  sheep." 

This  is  our  first  and  most  characteristic  intro- 
duction to  the  future  king.  The  boy  was  brought 
in.  We  are  enabled  to  fix  his  appearance  at  once 
in  our  minds.  He  was  of  short  stature,  thus  con- 
trasting with  his  tall  brother  £hab,  with  his  rival 
Saul,  and  with  his  gigantic  enemy  of  Gath.  He 
had  red*  or  auburn  hair,  such  as  is  not  unfire- 
quently  seen  in  his  countrymen  of  the  East  at  the 
present  day.  In  later  life  he  wore  a  beard."  His 
bright  eyes  ^  are  especially  mentioned  (xvi.  12),  and 
generally  he  was  remarkable  for  the  grace  of  his 
figure  and  countenance  ("fair  of  eyes,"  "comely," 
"goodly,"  xvi.  12,  18,  xvii.  42),  well  made,  and  of 
immense  strength  and  agility.  His  swiftness  and 
activity  made  him  (like  his  nephew  Asahel)  like  a 
wild  gazelle,  his  feet  like  harts'  feet,  and  his  arms 
strong  enough  to  break  a  bow  of  steel  (Ps.  xviii. 
33,  34).  He  was  pursuing  the  occupation  allotted 
in  Eastern  countries  usually  to  the  slaves,  the 
females,  or  the  despised  of  the  family  (comp.  the 
case  of  Moses,  of  Jacob,  of  Zipporah,  and  Rachel, 
and  in  later  times,  of  Mohammed;  Sprenger,  p.  8). 
The  pastures  of  Bethlehem  are  famous  throughout 
the  sacred  history.  The  Tower  of  Shepherds  (Gen. 
xxjv.  21),  the  shepherds  abiding  with  their  flocks 
by  night  (Luke  ii.),  were  both  there.  He  usually 
canied  a  switch  or  wand«  in  his  hand  (1  Sam. 
xvii.  40),  such  as  would  be  used  for  his  dogs  (xvii. 
43),  and  a  scrip  or  wallet  round  his  neck,  to  carry 
anythmg  that  was  needed  for  h'j  shepherd's  life 
(xvii.  40).  Such  was  the  outer  "afe  of  David  when 
(as  the  later  Psalmists  described  his  call)  he  was 
"taken  from  the  sheepfolds,  from  following  the 
ewes  great  with  young,  to  feed  Israel  according  to 
the  integrity  of  his  heart,  and  to  guide  them  by 
the  skillfuln&ss  of  his  hands  "  (Ps.  Ixxviii.  70-72). 
The  recollection/  of  the  sudden  and  great  elevation 


o  "The  oil; "  so  Joseph.  Ant.  vi.  8,  §  1. 

!>  1  Sam.  xvi.  12,  xvii.  42.  Ruddy  =  red-haired ; 
jnippdicT)?,  LXX. ;  riifus,  Vulg. :  the  same  word  as  for 
Esau,  Gen.  xxv.  25.  The  rabbis  (probably  from  this) 
wy  that  he  was  like  Esau.  Josephus  {Ant.  vi.  8,  §  1) 
Vakes  it  his  tawny  complexion  (^avOoi  ttji/  xpoo-")- 
pee  at  the  end  of  the  article.] 

c  1  Sam.  xxi.  13. 

d  "Fierce,  quick;"  yopyb?  ras  oi/rei's  (Joseph.  Ant. 
vi.  8.  §  1). 

«  The  same  word  as  is  xised  in  Gen.  xxx.  37 ;  Jer.  i. 
..1 ;  Hos.  It.  12. 

/  It  is  useless  to  speculate  on  the  extent  to  which 
his  mission  was  known  to  himself  or  to  others.     Jose- 


DAVID  553 

from  this  humble  station  is  deeply  impressed  on  hia 
after  life.  "  The  man  who  was  raised  up  on  high  " 
(2  Sam.  xxiii.  1)  —  "I  have  exalted  one  chosen  out 
of  the  people"  (Ps.  Ixxxix.  19)  —  "I  took  thee 
from  the  sheepcote"  (2  Sam.  vii.  8). 

3.  But  there  was  another  preparation  still  more 
needed  for  his  oflice,  which  possibly  had  made  him 
already  known  to  Samuel,  and  which  at  any  rate  is 
his  next  introduction  to  the  history.  When  the 
body-guard  of  Saul  were  discussing  with  their  mas- 
ter where  the  best  minstrel  could  be  fomid  to  chase 
away  his  madness  by  music,  one  of  the  young  men 
in  the  guard  suggested  David.  Saul,  with  the  ab- 
solute control  inherent  in  the  idea  of  an  Oriental 
kuig,  instantly  sent  for  him,  and  in  the  successful 
effort  of  David's  harp  we  have  the  first  glimpse  into 
that  genius  for  music  and  poetry  which  was  after- 
wards consecrated  in  the  Psalms.  It  is  impossible 
not  to  connect  the  early  display  of  this  gift  with 
the  schools  of  the  prophets,  who  exercised  their  vo- 
cation with  tabret,  psaltery,  pipe,  and  harp  (1  Sam. 
X.  5),  in  the  pastures  {Naioth;  comp.  Ps.  xxiii.  2), 
to  which  he  afterwards  returned  as  to  his  natural 
home  (1  Sam.  xix.  18).» 

Whether  any  of  the  existuig  Psalms  can  be 
referred  to  this  epoch  of  David's  life  is  uncertain. 
The  23d,  from  its  subject  of  the  shepherd,  and  from 
its  extreme  simplicity  (though  placed  by  Ewald 
somewhat  later),  may  well  have  been  suggested  by 
this  time.  The  8th,  19th,  and  2i)th,''  which  are 
miiversaUy  recognized  as  David's,  describe  the  phe- 
nomena of  nature,  and  as  such  may  more  natui'ally 
be  referred  to  this  tranquil  period  of  his  life  than 
to  any  other.  The  imagery  of  danger  from  wild 
beasts,  Uons,  wild  bulls,  &c.  (Ps.  vii.  2,  xxii.  20, 
21),  must  be  reminiscences  of  this  time.  And 
now,  at  any  rate,  he  must  have  iirst  acquired  the 
art  which  gave  him  one  of  his  chief  claims  to  men- 
tion in  after  times  —  "  the  sweet  singer  of  Israel  " 
(2  Sam.  xxiii.  1),  "the  inventor  of  instruments  of 
music"  (.4.m.  vi.  5);  "with  his  whole  heart  he 
sung  songs  and  loved  him  that  made  him"  (Ex;- 
clus.  xlvii.  8). » 

4.  One  incident  alone  of  his  solitary  shepherd 
life  has  come  down  to  us  —  his  conflict  with  the 
lion  and  the  bear  in  defense  of  his  father's  flocks 
(1  Sam.  xvii.  34,  35).  But  it  did  not  stand  alone. 
He  was  already  known  to  Saul's  guards  for  his 
martial  exploits,  probably  against  the  Philistines 
(xvi.  18),  and  when  he  suddenly  appeared  in  the 
camp,  his  elder  brother  immediately  guessed  that 
he  had  left  the  sheep  in  his  ardor  to  see  the  battle 
(xvii.  28).  To  this  new  aspect  of  his  character  we 
are  next  introduced. 

There  is  no  perfectly  satisfactory  means  of  recon- 
ciling the  apparently  contradictory  accounts  in  1 
Sam.  xvi.  14-23,  and  xvii.  12-31,  55-58.    The  first 


phus  {Ant.  vi.  8,  §  1)  saya  that  Samuel  whispered  it 
into  his  ear. 

g  The  Mussulman  traditions  represent  him  as  skilled 
in  making  haircloth  and  sackcloth  —  the  usual  occu- 
pations of  the  prophets.  See  the  notes  to  Bethi.f.hkm, 
p.  293  a. 

h  The  Mussulman  traditions  describe  him  as  under- 
standing the  language  of  birds  (Koran,  xxi.  9,  xxii.  16). 

«'  In  Mussulman  traditions,  as  Abraham  is  called 
"  the  Friend,"  and  Mohammed  "  the  Apostle,"  so  Da- 
vid is  "  the  Prophet  of  God."  In  Weil's  Legends,  p. 
157,  is  a  striking  Oriental  description  of  his  powers 
as  a  psalmist:  "He  could  imitate  the  thunders  of 
heaven,  the  roar  of  the  lion,  the  notes  of  the  nightin- 
gale." 
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states  that  David  was  made  known  to  Saul  and 
became  his  annor-bearer  in  consequence  of  the 
charm  of  his  music  ia  assuaging  the  Icing's  melan- 
choly. The  second  implies  that  Da\id  was  still  a 
shepherd  with  his  father's  flocks,  and  unkno\ra  to 
Saul.  The  Vatican  MS.  of  the  LXX.,  followed  by 
Kennicott  (who  argues  the  question  at  length,  Dis- 
sertation  on  Hebrew  Ttxt,  418-432,  554-558), 
rejects  the  narrative  in  1  Sam.  xvii.  12-31,  55-58, 
as  spurious.  But  the  internal  evidence  fix)m  its 
graphic  touches  is  nmch  in  its  favor,  and  it  must  at 
least  Ije  accepted  as  an  ancient  tradition  of  David's 
life.  Horsley,  but  with  no  external  authority,  trans- 
poses 1  Sam.  xvi.  14-23.  Another  explanation 
supposes  that  Saul  had  forgotten  him.  But  this 
only  solves  half  the  difficulty,  and  is  evidently  not 
the  intention  of  the  narrative.  It  may  therefore 
be  accepted  as  an  mdependent  statement  of  David's 
first  appearance,  modified  by  the  counter-statement 
already  noticed." 

The  scene  of  the  battle  is  at  Ephes-dammim, 
in  the  frontier-hills  of  Judah,  called  probably  from 
this  or  similar  encounters '"  the  bound  of  blood." 
Saul's  army  is  encamped  on  one  side  of  the  ravine, 
the  Philistines  on  the  other,  the  water-course  of 
Elah  or  "  the  Terebinth  "  runs  between  them.*  A 
Philistine  of  gigantic  stature,  and  clothed  in  com- 
plete armor,  insults  the  comjiaratively  defenseless 
Israelites,  amongst  whom  the  king  alone  appears  to 
be  well  armed  (xvii.  38;  comp.  xiii.  20).  No  one 
can  be  found  to  take  up  the  challenge.  At  this 
juncture  David  api^ears  in  the  camp,  sent  by  his 
father  with  ten  loaves  and  ten  slices  of  milk-cheese 
to  his  three  eldest  brothers,  fresh  from  the  sheep- 
folds.  Just  as  he  comes  to  the  circle  of  wagons 
which  formed,  as  in  Arab  settlements,  a  rude  forti- 
fication round  the  Israelite  camp  (xvii.  20),  he 
hears  the  well  known  shout  of  the  IsraeUte  war-  cry 
(comp.  Num.  xxiii.  21).  The  martial  spirit  of  the 
lx)y  Ls  stirred  at  the  sound ;  he  leaves  his  provisions 
with  the  baggage-master,  and  darts  to  join  his 
brothers  (like  one  of  the  royal  messengers  «^)  into 
the  midst  of  the  lines.''  Then  he  hears  the  chal- 
lenge, now  made  for  the  fortieth  time  —  sees  the 
dismay  of  his  countrjinen  —  hears  the  reward  pro- 
posed by  the  king  —  goes  with  the  impetuosity  of 


«  *  On  the  question  of  the  consistency  of  the  dif- 
ferent passages  referred  to  in  this  paragraph,  see  addi- 
tion at  the  end  of  the  article.  II. 

b  Variations  in  the  common  account  are  suggested 
by  two  other  passages.  1.  In  2  Sam.  xxi.  19,  it  is 
stated  that  "  Goliath  of  Gath,  the  staff  of  whose  spear 
was  like  a  weaver's  beam,"  was  killed  (not  by  David, 
but)  by  Elhanan  of  Bethlehem.  This,  combined  with 
the  fact  that  the  Philistine  whom  David  slew  is  usually 
nameless,  has  suggested  to  Kwald  (ii.  23,  611)  the  in- 
genious coiyecture  that  the  name  of  Goliath  (which  is 
only  given  twice  to  Davicfs  enemy,  1  Sam.  xvii.  4, 
xxi.  9)  was  borrowed  from  the  conflict  of  the  real 
Goliath  with  Elhanan,  whose  Bethleheniite  origin  has 
led  to  the  confusion.  Jerome  (Qu.  Heh.  ad  lot.)  makes 
Elhanan  the  same  as  David.  2.  In  1  Chr.  xi.  12, 
Eleazar  (or  more  probably  Shammah,  2  Sam.  xxiii.  11) 
Is  said  to  have  fought  with  David  at  Ephes-dammim 
against  the  Philistines.  It  is  of  course  possible  that 
the  same  scene  may  have  witnessed  two  encounters 
between  Israel  and  the  Philistines  ;  but  It  may  also 
Indicate  that  David's  first  acquaintance  with  Eleazar, 
afterwards  one  of  his  chief  captains,  was  made  on  this 
memorable  occasion. 

*  The  conjecture  of  Ewald  is  wholly  unnecessary. 
The  Philistine  whom  David  slew  is  as  expressly  called 
Goliath  (see  above)  as  the  Philistine  whom  Elhanan 
•lew,  and,  as  the  writer  of  the  book  of  Samuel  distin- 
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youth  from  soldier  to  soldier  talking  of  the  event, 
in  spite  of  his  brother's  rebuke  —  he  is  introduced 
to  Saul  —  undertakes  the  combat.  His  victory  over 
the  gigantic  Philistine  is  rendered  more  conspicuous 
by  his  own  diminutive  stature,  and  by  the  simple  ■ 
weapons  with  which  it  was  accomplished  —  not  the 
armor  of  Saul,  which  he  naturally  found  too  large, 
but  the  shepherd's  sling,  which  he  always  carried  . 
with  him,  and  the  five  poUshed  pebbles  which  he 
picked  up  as  he  went  from  the  water-course  of  the 
valley,  and  put  in  his  shepherd's  wallet."  Two 
trophies  long  remained  of  the  battle  —  one,  the 
huge  sword  of  the  Philistine,  which  was  hung  up 
behind  the  ephod  in  the  Tabernacle  at  Nob  (1  Sam. 
xxi.  9);  the  other,  the  head,  which  he  bore  away 
himself,  and  which  was  either  laid  up  at  Nob,  or 
subsequently  at  Jerusalem.  [Non.J  Ps.  cxliv., 
though  by  its  contents  of  a  much  later  date,  is  by 
the  title  in  the  LXX.  "against  Goliath."  But 
there  is  also  a  psalm,  preserved  in  the  LXX.  at  the 
end  of  the  Psalter,  and  which,  though  probably  a 
mere  adaptation  from  the  history,  well  sums  up 
this  early  period  of  his  life :  "  This  is  the  psalm  of 
David's  own  writing  (?)  {iii6ypa<pos  ets  Aaiii'3), 
and  outside  the  number,  when  he  fought  the  single 
combat  with  Goliath."  "  I  was  small  amongst  my 
brethren,  and  the  youngest  in  my  father's  house. 
I  was  feeding  my  father's  sheep.  My  hands  made 
a  harp,  and  my  fingers  fitted  a  psaltery.  And  who 
shall  tell  it  to  my  Lord?  He  is  the  Lord,  He 
heareth.  He  sent  his  messenger  (angel  'i )  and  took 
me  from  my  father's  flocks,  ajid  anointed  me  with 
the  oil  of  His  anointing.  ]\Iy  brethren  were  beauti- 
ful and  tall,  but  the  Lord  was  not  well  pleasetl  with 
them.  I  went  out  to  meet  the  Philistine,  and  he 
cursed  me  by  his  idols.  But  I  drew  his  own  sword 
and  beheaded  him,  and  took  away  the  reproach 
from  the  children  of  Israel."/ 

II.  Relatimis  uith  Saul.  —  We  now  enter  on  a 
new  aspect  of  David's  life.  The  victory  over  Goliath 
had  been  a  turning-point  of  his  career.  Saul 
inquired  his  parentage,  and  took  him  finally  to  his 
court.  Jonathan  was  inspired  by  the  romantic 
friendship  which  bound  the  two  youths  together  to 
the  end  of  their  fives.  The  triumphant  songs  »  of 
the  Israelitish  women  announced  that  they  felt  that 


guishes  the  time  and  place  of  David's  victory  from  the 
time  and  place  of  Elhanan's  victory  (which  was  after 
David  became  king  and  at  Gob),  he  must  have  had  in 
view  different  Pi-ilistines  who  bore  this  name.  If  they 
were  brothers  (comp.  2  Sam.  xxi.  22),  the  second  of 
them  may  have  assumed  the  other's  name  after  hi* 
death,  and  if  they  were  not,  the  Hebrews  might  nat 
urally  enough  speak  of  them  by  the  same  name,  used  in 
a  sort  of  representative  sense  (Goliath  =  giant,  hero). 
"  The  brother  of"  in  A.  V.,  2  Sam.  xxi.  19,  is  italicized, 
but  very  possibly  states  what  was  true  of  the  two 
champions  referred  to.  For  other  suggestions,  see 
Wordsworth,  Books  of  Samuel,  p.  122. 

It  is  justly  remarked  above  that  Ephes-dammim  (or 
Pas-danunim.  a  shorter  form,  1  Chr.  xi.  13)  within  the 
valley  of  Elah  (which  see),  may  have  been  the  scene 
of  more  than  one  conflict.  It  wns  near  the  frontier 
of  the  hostile  races,  and  fighting  between  them  must 
often  have  taken  place  there.  H. 

c  The  same  word  is  used  as  in  1  Sam.  xxii.  17. 

rf  As  in  1  Sam.  iv   16,  2  Sam.  xviii.  22. 

e  For  the  Mussulman  legend,  see  Weil's  Legends, 
p.  163. 

/  Of  these  and  of  like  Bongs,  Bunsen  (Bibelweric, 
Pref.  p.  cl.)  interprets  the  expression  in  2  Sam.  xxiii. 
1,  not  "  the  sweet  singer  of  Israel,"  but  "  the  darling 
of  the  songs  of  Israel." 

0  See  Fabricius,  Cod.  puudepigr.   V.  T.  i.  906 
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In  him  Israel  had  now  found  a  deliverer  mightier 
even  than  Saul.  And  in  those  songs,  and  in  the 
fame  which  David  thus  acquired,  was  laid  the  foun- 
dation of  that  unhappy  jealousy  of  Saul  towards  him 
which,  mingUng  with  tlie  king's  constitutional  mal- 
ady, poisoned  his  whole  future  relations  to  David. 

Tliree  new  qualities  now  begiui  to  develop  them- 
selves in  David's  character.  The  first  was  his 
prudence.  It  had  been  already  glanced  at  on  the 
first  mention  of  him  to  Saul  (1  Sam.  xvi.  18), 
"  prudent  in  matters."  But  it  was  the  marked 
feature  of  the  beginning  of  his  public  career.  Thrice 
over  it  is  emphatically  said,  "  he  behaved  himself 
wisely,"  and  evidently  with  the  impression  tliat  it 
was  tlie  wisdom  called  forth  by  the  necessities  of 
his  delicate  and  difficult  situation.  It  was  that 
pecuhar  Jewish  caution  which  has  been  compared 
to  the  sagacity  of  a  hunted  animal,  such  as  is 
remarked  in  Jacob,  and  afterwards  in  the  perse- 
cuted IsraeUtes  of  the  iliddie  Ages.  One  instance 
of  it  appears  immediately,  in  his  answer  to  the  trap 
laid  for  him  by  Saul's  servants,  "  Seemeth  it  to 
you  a  light  thing  to  be  tlie  king's  son-in-law,  seeing 
that  1  am  a  poor  man  and  lightly  esteemed?" 
(xviii.  23).  Secondly,  we  now  see  his  magnanimous 
forbearance  called  forth,  in  the  first  instance,  to- 
wards Saul,  but  displaying  itself  (with  a  few  pain- 
ful exceptions)  in  the  rest  of  his  hfe.  He  is  the 
first  example  of  the  virtue  of  chivalry.  Thirdly, 
his  hairbreadth  escapes,  contiimed  tlu-ough  so  many 
years,  impressed  upon  him  a  sense  of  dependence 
on  the  Divine  help,  clearly  derived  from  this  epoch. 
His  usual  oath  or  asseveration  in  later  times  was, 
"  As  the  Ix)rd  hveth  who  hath  redeemed  my  soul 
out  of  adversity"  (2  Sam.  iv.  9;  1  K.  i.  29);  and 
the  Psalms  are  filled  with  imagery  taken  even 
literally  from  shelter  against  pursuers,  slipping 
down  precipices  (Ps.  xviii.  36),  hiding-places  in 
rocks  and  caves,  leafy  coverts  (xxxi.  20),  strong 
fastnesses  (xviii.  2). 

This  coui-se  of  hfe  subdivides  itself  into  four 
portions :  — 

1.  His  life  at  the  court  of  Saul  till  his  final 
escape  (1  Sam.  xviii.  2-xix.  18).  His  office  is  not 
exactly  defined.  But  it  would  seem  that,  having 
been  first  armor-bearer  (xvi.  21,  xviii.  2),  then  made 
captain  over  a  thousand  —  the  subdivision  of  a 
tribe —  (xviii.  13),  he  finally,  on  his  marriage  with 
Michal,  the  king's  second  daughter,  was  raised  to 
the  high  office  of  captain  of  the  king's  body-guard," 
second  only,  if  not  equal,  to  Abner,  the  captain  of 
the  host,  and  Jonathan,  the  heir  apparent.  These 
three  formed  the  usual  companions  of  the  king  at 
his  meals  (xx.  25).  David  was  now  chiefly  known 
for  his  successful  exploits  against  the  Phihstines, 
by  one  of  which  he  won  his  wife,  and  drove  back 
the  Philistine  power  with  a  blow  from  which  it 
■  only  rallied  at  the  disastrous  close  of  Saul's  reign.'' 
I  He  also  still  performed  from  time  to  time  the  office 


a  1  Sam.  xx.  25,  xxji.  14,  as  explained  by  Ewald, 
m.  98. 

6  The  story  of  his  wooing  Merab,  and  of  her  mar- 
riage with  Adriel  (1  Sam.  xviii.  17-19),  is  omitted  in 
liXX.  and  Joseph.  (Ant.  \i.  10,  §  1).  There  is  the 
same  obliteration  of  her  name  in  the  existing  Text  of 
2  Sam.  xxi.  8. 

c  The  first  of  these  (1  Sam.  xviii.  9-11)  is  omitted 
in  the  Vatican  MS.  of  the  LXX.  and  Joseph.  (Ant.  vi. 
10,  §  1). 

d  For  the  Mussulman  legend,  see  Weil's  Legends, 
p  154. 

e  The  allusions  to  his  danger  fixim  the  Beiyamite 
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of  minstrel.  But  the  successive  snares  laid  by  Saul 
to  entrap  him,  and  the  open  violence  into  which 
the  king's  madness  twice  broke  out,<^  at  last  con- 
vinced him  that  his  life  was  no  longer  safe.  He 
had  two  faithful  alhes,  however,  in  the  court  —  the 
son  of  Saul,  his  friend  Jonathan  —  the  daughter  of 
Saul,  his  wife  Michal.  Warned  by  the  one,  and 
assisted  by  the  other,  he  escaped  by  night,''  and 
was  from  thenceforward  a  fugitive.  Jonathan  he 
never  saw  again  except  by  stealth.  Michal  was 
given  in  marriage  to  another  (Phaltiel),  and  he 
saw  her  no  more  till  long  after  her  father's  death 
[Michal].  To.  this  escape  the  traditional  title 
assigns  Ps.  hx.  Internal  evidence  (according  to 
Ewald)  gives  Ps.  vi.«  and  vii.  to  this  period.  In 
the  fonner  he  is  first  beginning  to  contemplate  the 
necessity  of  flight ;  in  the  latter  he  is  moved  by 
the  plots  of  a  person  not  named  in  the  history 
(perhaps  those  alluded  to  in  1  Chr.  xii.  17)  —  ac- 
cording to  the  title  of  the  psalm,  Cush,  a  Benjamite, 
and  therefore  of  Saul's  tribe. 

2.  His  escape  (1  Sam.  xix.  18-xxi.  15).  —  (a.) 
He  first  fled  to  Naioth  (or  the  pastures)  of  lUmah, 
to  Samuel.  This  is  the  first  recorded  occasion  of 
his  meeting  with  Samuel  since  the  origmal  inter- 
view during  his  boyhood  at  Bethlehem.  It  might 
almost  seem  as  if  he  had  intended  to  devote  him- 
self with  his  musical  and  poetical  gifts  to  the  pro- 
phetical office,  and  give  up  the  cares  and  dangers 
of  pul)Uc  life.  But  he  had  a  higher  destiny  still. 
Up  to  this  time  both  the  king  and  himself  had 
thought  that  a  reunion  was  possible  (see  xx.  5,  26). 
But  the  madness  of  Saul  now  became  more  settled 
and  ferocious  in  character;  and  David's  danger 
proportionably  greater.  'I'he  secret  interview  with 
Jonathan,  of  which  the  recollection  was  probably 
handed  down  through  Jonathan's  descendants  when 
they  came  to  David's  court,  confirmed  the  alaim 
already  excited  by  Saul's  endeavor  to  seize  him  at 
Kamah,  and  he  now  determined  to  leave  his  coun- 
try, and  take  refuge,  like  Coriolanus,  or  Themis- 
tocles  in  Uke  circumstances,  in  the  court  of  his 
enemy.  Before  this  last  resolve,  he  visited  Nob, 
the  seat  of  the  tabernacle,  partly  to  obtain  a  final 
interview  with  the  High-priest  (1  Sam.  xxii.  9, 15), 
partly  to  obtain  food  and  weapons.  On  the  pre- 
text of  a  secret  mission/  from  Saul,  he  gained  an 
answer  from  the  oracle,  some  of  the  consecrated 
loaves,  and  the  consecrated  sword  of  Goliath. 
"  There  is  none  like  that:  give  it  me."  The  inci- 
dent was  of  double  importance  in  David's  career. 
First,  it  estabUshed  a  connection  between  him  and 
the  only  survivor  from  the  massacre  in  which 
David's  visit  involved  the  house  of  Ahimelech. 
Secondly,  from  Ahimelech's  surrender  of  the  con- 
secrated bread  to  David's  hunger  our  Lord  drew 
the  inference  of  the  superiority  of  the  moral  to  the 
ceremonial  law,  which  is  the  only  allusion  made  to 
David's  life  in  the  N.  T.ff  (Matt.  xii.  3;  Mark  ii. 


archers  (Ps.  xi.  2),  to  his  flight  like  a  bird  to  the 
mountains  (xi.  1,  comp.  1  Sam.  xxvi.  20),  and  probably 
to  the  neighborhood  of  the  Dead  Sea  (xi.  6),  rather 
point  to  the  time  when  he  was  at  En-gedi. 

/  The  statement  of  his  pretended  mission  is  dif- 
ferently given  in  the  Hebrew  and  in  the  LXX.  It 
must  be  observed  that  the  young  men  spoken  of 
as  his  companions  were  imaginary,  He  was  quite 
alone. 

ff  It  is  a  characteristic  Jewish  comment  (as  distin- 
guished from  the  lesson  drawn  by  Christ)  that  the 
bread  was  useless  to  him  (Jerome,  Qu.  Heb.  in  loo.). 
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25;  Luke  vi.  3,  4).     It  is  also  commemorated  by 
the  traditional  title  of  Ps.  lii. 

(b.)  His  stay  at  the  court  of  Achish  was  short. 
Discovered  possibly  by  "the  sword  of  Goliath,"  his 
presence  revived  the  national  enmity  of  the  Philis- 
tines against  their  former  conqueror ;  and  he  only 
escaped  by  feigning  madness,"  violent  gestures, 
playing  on  the  gates  of  the  city,  or  on  a  drum  or 
cymbal,  lettmg  his  beard  grow,  and  foaming  at  the 
mouth  (1  Sam.  xxi.  13,  LXX.).  The  56th  and 
34th  psalms  are  both  referred  by  their  titles  to  this 
event,  and  the  titles  state  (what  does  not  appear  in 
the  naiTative)  that  he  had  been  seized  as  a  prisoner 
by  the  Philistines,  and  that  he  was,  ui  consequence 
of  this  stratagem,  set  free  by  Achish,  or  (as  he  is 
twice  called)  Abimelech. 

3.  His  Ufe  as  an  independent  outlaw  (xxii.  1- 
xxvi.  25.  (n.)  His  first  retreat  was  the  cave  of 
Adullam,  probably  the  large  cavern  (the  only  very 
large  one  in  Palestine),  not  far  from  Bethlehem, 
now  called  Khureitun  (see  Bonar's  Land  of  Promise, 
p.  244).  From  its  vicinity  to  Bethlehem,  he  was 
joined  there  by  his  whole  family,  now  feehng  them- 
selves msecure  from  Saul's  fury  (xxii.  1).  This 
was  probably  the  foundation  of  his  intimate  con- 
nection with  his  nephews,  the  sons  of  Zeruiah. 

Of  these,  Abishai,  with  two  other  companions, 
was  amongst  the  earliest  (1  Chr.  xi.  15,  20 ;  1  Sam. 
xxvi.  G;  2  Sam.  xxiii.  13,  18).  Beside  these, 
were  outlaws  and  debtors  from  every  part,  including 
doubtless  son)e  of  the  original  Canaanites  —  of 
whom  the  name  of  one  at  least  has  been  preserved, 
Ahimelech  the  Hittite  (1  Sam.  xxvi.  6).'' 

(h.)  His  next  move  was  to  a  stronghold,  either 
the  mountain,  afterwards  called  Herodium,  close  to 
Adullam,  or  the  fastness  called  by  Josephus  {B.  J. 
vii.  8,  §  3)  3fasad(i,  the  Grecized  form  of  the 
Hebrew  word  Mntzed  (1  Sam.  xxii.  4,  5;  1  Chr. 
xii.  16),  in  the  neighborhood  of  En-gedi.  Whilst 
there,  he  had  deposited  his  aged  parents,  for  the 
sake  of  greater  security,  beyond  the  Jordan,  with 
their  ancestral  kinsman  of  Moab  {ib.  3).  The 
neighboring  king,  Nahash  of  Ammon,  also  treated 
him  kindly  (2  Sam.  x.  2).  Here  another  com- 
panion apjiears  for  the  first  time,  a  schoolfellow,  if 
we  may  use  the  word,  from  the  schools  of  Samuel, 
the  prophet  Gad,  his  subsequent  biographer  (1  Sam. 
xxii.  5)  ;  and  whilst  he  was  there,  occurred  the 
chivalrous  exploit  of  the  three  heroes  just  mentioned 
to  procure  water  from  the  well  of  Bethlehem,  and 
David's  chivalrous  answer,  like  that  of  Alexander 
in  the  desert  of  Gedrosia  (1  Chr.  xi.  16-19;  2  Sam. 
xxiii.  14-17).  He  was  joined  here  by  two  separate 
bands.  One  a  little  body  of  eleven  fierce  Gadite  '^ 
mountaineers,  who  swam  the  Jordan  in  flood-time 
to  reach  him  (1  Chr.  xii.  8).  Another  was  a  detach 
ment  of  men  from  Judah  and  Itenjaniin  under  his 
nephew  Amasai,  who  henceforth  attached  himself 
to  David's  fortunes  (1  Chr.  xii.  16-18). 

(c.)  At  the  warning  of  Gad,  he  fled  next  to  the 
forest  of  Ilnreth  (somewhere  in  the  hills  of  Judah, 
but  its  exact  site  unknown),  and  then  again  fell  in 
with  the  Philistines,  and  again,  apparently  advised 
by  Gad  (xxiii.  4)  made  a  descent  on  their  foraging 
parties,  and  reUeved   Keibih  (also  unknown),  in 

a  This  is  the  subject  of  one  of  David's  apocry- 
phal colloquies  (Fabricius,  Cotl.  pseudepigr.  V.  T.  p. 
1002). 

ft  Sibbechai,  who  kills  the  giant  at  Gob  (2  Sam.  xxi. 
18),  is  said  by  Josephus  to  have  been  a  Hittito. 

c  Oad,  as  Jerome's  Jewish  commentators  observe 
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which  he  took  up  his  abode.  Whilst  there,  now 
for  the  first  time  in  a  fortified  town  of  his  own 
(xxiii.  7),  he  was  joined  by  a  new  and  most  im- 
portant ally  —  Abiathai',  the  last  survivor  of  the 
house  of  Itliamar,  who  came  with  the  High-priest's  , 
Ephod,  and  henceforth  gave  the  oracles,  which 
David  had  hitherto  received  from  Gad  (xxiii.  6,  9, 
xxii.  23).  By  this  time,  the  400  who  had  joined 
him  at  Adullam  (xxii.  2)  had  swelled  to  GOO  (xxiii.' 
13). 

(<^.)  The  situation  of  David  was  now  changed 
by  the  appearance  of  Saul  himself  on  the  scene. 
Apparently  the  danger  was  too  great  for  the  little 
army  to  keep  together.  They  escaped  from  Keilah, 
and  dispersed,  "  whithersoever  they  could  go,"' 
amongst  the  fastnesses  of  Judah.  Henceforth  it 
becomes  difficult  to  foUow  his  movements  with 
exactness,  partly  from  ignorance  of  the  localities, 
partly  because  the  same  event  seems  to  be  twice 
narrated  (1  Sam.  xxiii.  19-24,  xxvi.  1-4,  and 
perhaps  1  Sam.  xxiv.  1-22,  xxvi.  5-25).  But  thus 
much  we  discern.  He  is  in  the  wilderness  of  Ziph. 
Once  (or  twice)  the  Ziphites  betray  his  movementg 
to  Saul.  From  thence  Saul  literally  hunts  him 
like  a  partridge,  the  treacherous  Ziphites  beating 
the  bushes  before  him,  and  3000  men  stationed  to 
catch  even  the  print  of  his  footsteps  on  the  hills 
(1  Sam.  xxiii.  14,  22  (Heb.),  24  (LXX.),  xxiv.  11, 
xxvi.  2,  20).  David  finds  himself  driven  to  the 
extreme  south  of  Judah,  in  the  wilderness  of  JIaon. 
On  two,  if  not  three  occasions,  the  pursuer  and 
pursued  catch  sight  of  each  other.  Of  the  first  of 
these  escapes,  the  memory  was  long  preserved  in 
the  name  of  the  "  Cliff  of  Divisions,"  given  to  the 
cliff  down  one  side  of  which  David  climbed,  whilst 
Saul  was  surrounding  the  hill  on  the  other  side 
(xxiii.  25-29),  and  was  suddenly  called  away  by  a 
panic  of  a  Philistine  invasion.  On  another  occasion, 
David  took  refuge  in  a  cave  "  by  the  spring  of  the 
wild  goats  "  (Engedi)  immediately  above  the  Dead 
Sea  (1  Sam.  xxiv.  1,  2).  The  rocks  were  covered 
with  the  pursuers.  Saul  entered,  as  is  the  custom 
in  Oriental  countries,  for  a  natural  necessity.  The 
followers  of  David,  seated  in  the  dark  recesses  of 
the  cave,  seeing,  yet  not  seen,  suggest  to  him  the 
chance  thus  thrown  in  their  way.  David,  with  a 
characteristic  mixture  of  humor  and  generosity, 
descends  and  silently  cuts  off  the  skirt  of  the  long 
robe,  spread,  as  is  usual  in  the  East  on  such  occa- 
sions, before  and  iiehind  the  person  so  occupied  — 
and  then  ensued  the  pathetic  scene  of  remonstrance 
and  forgiveness  (xxiv.  8-22).''  The  third  (if  it  can 
be  distinguished  from  the  one  just  given)  was  in 
the  wilderness  further  south.  There  was  a  regular 
camp,  formed  with  its  usual  fortification  of  wagon 
and  baggage.  Into  this  inclosure  David  jx-ncti-ated 
by  night,  and  carried  off  the  cruse  of  water  and 
the  well  known  royal  spear  of  Saul,  \\hi(li  had 
twice  so  nearly  transfixed  him  to  the  wall  in  lurnier 
days  (xxvi.  7,  11,  22).  [Akms,  Clianilli.]  The 
same  Scene  is  repeatefl  as  at  Engedi  —  and  this  is 
the  last  interview  between  Saul  and  I  )a\  iil  (xxvi. 
25).  He  had  already  parted  with  Jonatlum  in  the 
forest  of  Ziph  (xxiii.  18). 

To  this  period  are  annexed  by  their  traditional 


(Q«.  Heb.  in  loc.),  appears  suddenly,  without  intro- 
duction, lilte  Elijah.    Is  it  possible  that  he,  like  Klijah, 
may  have   been  from  beyond  the  Jordan,  and  come, 
as  his  name  implies,  with  the  eleven  Gadites  ? 
d  For  the  Mussulman  legend,  sec  Well,  p.  156. 
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titles  Psalms  liv.  ("  When  the  Ziphim  came  and 
gaid,  Doth  not  David  hide  himself  with  us  ?  ") ;  Ivii. 
("  When  he  fled  from  Saul  in  the  cave,"  though 
this  may  refer  also  to  Adullam);  Ixiii.  ("  When  he 
was  in  the  wilderness  of  Judah,"  or  Idumaea, 
LXX.) ;  cxlii.  ("  A  prayer  when  he  was  in  the 
cave").  It  is  probably  these  psalms  which  made 
the  Psalter  so  dear  to  Alfred  and  to  Wallace  during 
their  like  wanderings. 

Whilst  he  was  in  the  wilderness  of  Maon  occurred 
David's  adventure  with  Nabal,  instnictive  as 
showing  his  mode  of  carrying  on  the  freebooter's 
life,  and  his  marriage  with  Abigail.  His  marriage 
with  Ahinoam  from  Jezreel,"  also  in  the  same 
neighborhood  (Josh.  xv.  56),  seems  to  have  taken 
place  a  short  time  before  (1  Sam.  xxv.  43,  xxvii. 
3;  2  Sam.  iii.  2). 

4.  His  service  under  Achish  *  (1  Sam.  xxvii.  1- 
2  Sam.  i.  27).  —  Wearied  with  his  wandering  life 
he  at  last  crosses  the  Philistine  frontier,  not  as 
before  in  the  capacity  of  a  fugitive,  but  the  chief 
of  a  powerful  band  —  his  600  men  now  grown  into 
an  organized  force,  with  their  wives  and  families 
around  them  (xxvii.  3-4).  After  the  manner  of 
Eastern  potentates,  Achish  gave  him,  for  his  sup- 
port, a  city  —  Ziklag  on  the  frontier  of  Philistia  — 
and  it  was  long  remembered  that  to  this  curious 
aiTangement  the  kings  of  Judah  owed  this  appanage 
of  their  dynasty  (xxvii.  6).  There  we  meet  with 
the  first  note  of  time  in  David's  life.  He  was 
settled  there  for  a  year  c  and  four  months  (xxvii. 
7),  and  his  increasing  importance  is  indicated  by 
the  fact  that  a  body  of  Bergamite  archers  and 
slingers,  twenty-two  of  whom  are  specially  named, 
joined  him  from  the  very  tribe  of  his  rival  (1  Chr. 
xii.  1-7).  Possibly  during  this  stay  he  may  have 
acquired  the  knowledge  of  military  organization,  in 
which  the  Philistines  siu-passed  the  IsraeUtes,  and 
in  which  he  surpassed  all  the  preceding  rulers  of 
Israel. 

He  deceived  Achish  into  confidence  by  attacking 
the  old  nomadic  inhabitants  of  the  desert  frontier, 
and  representing  the  plunder  to  be  of  portions  of 
the  southern  tribes  or  the  nomadic  allied  tribes  of 
Israel.  But  this  confidence  was  not  shared  by  the 
Philistine  nobles;  and  accordingly  David  was  sent 
back  by  Achish  from  the  last  victorious  campaign 
against  Saul.  In  this  manner  David  escaped  the 
difficulty  of  being  present  at  the  battle  of  Gilboa, 
but  found  that  during  his  absence  the  Bedouin 
Amalekites,  whom  he  had  plundered  during  the 
previous  year,  had  made  a  descent  upon  Ziklag, 
burnt  it  to  the  ground,  and  carried  off  the  wives 
and  children  of  the  new  settlement.  A  wild  scene 
of  frantic  grief  and  recrimuiation  ensued  between 
David  and  his  followers.  It  was  calmed  by  an 
oracle  of  assurance  from  Abiathar.  It  happened 
that  an  important  accession  had  just  been  made  to 
his  force.  On  his  march  with  the  Philistines  north- 
ward to  Gilboa,  he  had  been  joined  by  some  chiefs 
of  the  ]Manassit«s,  through  whose  territory  he  was 
passing.  Urgent  as  must  have  been  the  need  for 
them  at  home,  yet  David's  fascination  carried  them 
off,  and  they  now  assisted  him  against  the  plun- 
derers (1  Chr.  xii.  19-21).  They  overtook  the 
invaders  in  the  desert,  and  recovered  the  spoil. 
These  were  the  gifts  with  which  David  was  now 


«  Joseph.  Ant.  vi.  13,  §  8,  calls  it  Abessar. 

b  According  to  the  .Tewish  tradition  (Jerome,  Qit. 
Heb.  on  2  Sam.  viii.  10),  lie  was  the  son  of  the  former 
ichUh  ;  his  mother's  name  Maacah. 
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able  for  the  first  time  to  i-equite  the  friendly  inhab- 
itants of  the  scene  of  his  wanderings  (1  Sam.  xxx. 
20-31).  A  moi"e  lasting  memorial  was  the  law 
which  traced  its  origin  to  the  arrangement  made 
by  him,  formerly  in  the  attack  on  Nabal,  but  now 
again,  more  completely,  for  the  equal  division  of 
the  plunder  amongst  the  two-thirds  who  followed 
to  the  field,  and  one-third  who  remained  to  guard 
the  baggage  (1  Sam.  xxx.  25,  xxv.  13).  Two  days 
after  this  victory  a  Bedouin  arrived  from  the  North 
with  the  fatal  news  of  the  defeat  of  Gilboa.  The 
reception  of  the  tidings  of  the  death  of  his  rival 
and  of  his  friend,  the  solemn  mourning,  the  vent 
of  his  indignation  against  the  bearer  of  the  message, 
the  pathetic  lamentation  that  followed,  well  close 
the  second  period  of  David's  life  (2  Sam.  i.  1-27). 

III.  David's  reign, 

(I.)  As  king  of  Judah  at  Hebron,  7^  years  <2 
Sam.  ii.  11;  2  Sam.  ii.  1-v.  5). 

Hebron  was  selected,  doubtless,  as  the  ancient 
sacred  city  of  the  tribe  of  Judah,  the  burial  place 
of  the  patriarchs  and  the  inheritance  of  Caleb. 
Here  David  was  first  formally  anointed  king  —  by 
whom  is  not  stated  —  but  the  expression  seems  to 
limit  the  inauguration  to  the  tribe  of  Judah,  and 
therefore  to  exclude  any  intervention  of  Abiathar 
(2  Sam.  ii.  4).  To  Judah  his  dominion  was 
nominally  confined.  But  probably  for  the  first  five 
years  of  the  time  the  dominion  of  the  hoase  of  Saul, 
whose  seat  was  now  at  Mahanaim,  did  not  extend 
to  the  west  of  the  Jordan ;  and  consequently  David 
would  be  the  only  Israehte  potentate  amongst  the 
western  tribes.  Gradually  his  power  increased,  and 
during  the  two  years  which  followed  the  elevation 
of  Ishboshcth,  a  series  of  skirmishes  took  place 
between  the  two  kingdoms.  First  came  a  success- 
ful inroad  into  the  territory  of  Ishbosheth  (2  Sam. 
ii.  28).  Next  occurred  the  defection  of  Abner  (2 
Sam.  iii.  12),  and  the  surrender  of  Michal,  who 
was  now  separated  from  her  second  husband  to 
return  to  her  first  (2  Sam.  iii.  15).  Then  rapidly 
followed,  though  without  David's  consent,  the  suc- 
cessive murders  of  Abner  and  of  Ishbosheth 
(2  Sam.  iii.  30,  iv.  5).  The  throne,  so  long  waiting 
for  him,  was  now  vacant,  and  the  united  voice  of 
the  whole  people  at  once  called  him  to  occupy  it. 
A  solemn  league  was  made  between  him  and  his 
people  (2  Sam.  v.  3).  For  the  third  time  David 
was  anointed  king,  and  a  festival  of  three  days 
celebrated  the  joyful  event  (1  Chr.  xii.  39).  His 
Uttle  band  had  now  swelled  into  "  a  great  host, 
like  the  host  of  God  "  (1  Chr.  xii.  22).  The  com- 
mand of  it,  which  had  formerly  rested  on  David 
alone,  he  now  devolved  on  his  nephew  Joab  (2  Sam. 
ii.  28).  It  was  formed  by  contingents  from  every 
tribe  of  Israel.  Two  are  specially  mentioned  as 
bringing  a  weight  of  authority  above  the  others. 
The  sons  of  Issachar  had  "  understanding  of  the 
times  to  know  what  Israel  ought  to  do,"  and  with 
the  adjacent  tribes  contributed  to  the  common  feast 
the  pecuUar  products  of  their  rich  territory  (1  Chr. 
xii.  32,  40).  The  Levitical  tribe,  formerly  repre- 
sented in  David's  following  only  by  the  solitary 
fugitive  Abiathar,  now  came  in  strength,  repre- 
sented by  the  head  of  the  rival  branch  of  Eleazar, 
the  High-priest,  the  aged  Jehoiada  and  his  youth- 


c  But  the  value  of  this  is  materially  damaged  by 
the  variations  in  the  LXX.  to  "  4  months,"  and 
Joseph.  Ant.  yi.  13,  to  "  4  months  and  20  days." 
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fill  and  warlike  kinsman  Zadok  (1  Cbr.  xii.  27,  28, 
xxvii.  5). 

The  only  psalm  directly  referred  to  this  epoch  is 
the  27th  (by  its  title  in  the  LXX.  XIph  tov  xP^O'~ 
Orjvai  —  "before  tlie  anointing"  i.  e.  at  Hebron). 

Underneath  this  sliow  of  outward  prosiierity, 
two  cankers,  incident  to  the  royal  state  which 
David  now  assumed,  had  first  niiide  themselves 
apparent  at  Hebron,  which  darkened  all  the  rest 
of  his  career.  The  first  was  the  formation  of  a 
harem,  according  to  the  usage  of  Oriental  kings. 
To  the  two  wives  of  his  wandering  life,  he  had  now 
added  four,  and  including  !Micbal,  five  (2  Sam.  ii. 
2,  iii.  2-5,  15).  The  second  was  the  increasing 
power  of  his  kinsmen  and  chief  officers,  which  the 
king  strove  to  restrain  within  the  limits  of  right, 
and  thus  of  all  the  incidents  of  this  part  of  his 
career  the  most  plaintive  and  characteristic  is  his 
lamentation  over  his  powerlessness  to  prevent  the 
murder  of  Abner  (2  Sam.  iii.  31-3G). 

(11.)  Keign  over  all  Israel  33  years  (2  Sam.  v. 
5,  to  1  K.  ii.  11). 

(1.)  The  Foundatum  of  Jeruscdem.  —  It  must 
have  been  with  no  ordinary  interest  that  the  sur- 
rounding nations  watclied  for  the  prey  on  which 
the  IJon  of  Judah,  now  about  to  issue  from  his 
native  Lair,  and  establish  himself  in  a  new  home, 
would  make  his  first  spring.  One  fastness  alone 
in  the  centre  of  the  land  had  hitherto  defied  the 
arms  of  Israel.  On  this,  with  a  singular  prescience, 
David  fixed  as  liis  future  capital.  IJy  one  sudden 
assault  Jebus  was  taken,  and  laecame  henceforth 
known  by  the  names  (whether  bonie  by  it  before 
or  not  we  cannot  tell)  of  Jerusalem  and  Zion.  Of 
all  the  cities  of  Palestine  great  in  former  ages, 
Jerusalem  alone  has  vindicated  by  its  long  perma- 
nence the  choice  of  its  founder.  The  importance 
of  the  capture  was  marked  at  the  time.  The  re- 
ward bestowed  on  the  successful  scaler  of  the  pre- 
cipice, was  the  highest  place  in  the  army.  Joab 
henceforward  became  captain  of  the  host  (1  Chr. 
xi.  6).  The  royal  residence  was  Instantly  fixed 
there  —  fortifications  were  added  by  the  king  and 
by  Joab  —  and  it  was  known  by  the  special  name 
of  the  "city  of  Da\id  "   (1  Chr.  xi.  7;  2  Sam.  v. 

9)- 

Tlie  neighboring  nations  were  partly  enraged 
and  pai'tly  awestruck.  The  Philistines  «  made  two 
ineffectual  attacks  on  the  new  king  (2  Sam.  v.  17- 
20),*  and  a  retribution  on  their  former  victories 
took  place  by  the  capture  and  conflagration  of  their 
own  idols  (1  Chr.  xiv.  12).  Tyre,  now  for  the  first 
time  api^earing  in  the  sacred  history,  allied  herself 
with  Israel ;  and  Hiram  <^  sent  cedarwood  for  the 
buildings  of  the  new  capital  (2  Sam.  v.  11),  espe- 
cially for  the  palace  of  David  himself  (2  Sam.  vii. 
2).  Unhallowed  and  profane  as  the  city  had  teen 
before,  it  was  at  once  elevated  to  a  sanctity  which 
it  has  never  lost,  above  any  of  the  ancient  sanc- 
tuaries of  the  land.  The  ark  was  now  removed 
from  its  obscurity  at  Kirjath-jearim  with  marked 


I  The  importance  of  the  victory  is  indicated  by  the 
(probable)  allusion  to  it  in  Is.  xxviii.  21. 

*  In  1  Chr.  xiv.  8,  the  incoherent  words  of  2  Sam. 
V.  17,  "  David  went  down  into  the  lioid."  are  omitted. 

c  Eupolemus  (Kus.  Pr<rp.  Ev.  ix.  30)  mentions  an 
sxpedition  against  Tliram  king  of  Tyre  and  Sidon, 
and  a  letter  to  Vafres  king  of  Egypt  to  make  an  al- 
liance 

d  1  Chr.  xvi.  1,  says  "  they  offered ; "  2  Sam.  vi. 
17,  "  he  offered."  Both  say  "  he  blessed."  The 
'jXX.y  by  a  slight  variation  of  the  text,  reads  both  in 
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solemnity.  A  temporary  halt  (owing  to  the  death 
of  Uzzah)  detained  it  at  Obed-edom's  house,  after 
which  it  again  moved  fonvard  with  great  state  to 
Jerusalem.  An  assembly  of  the  nation  was  con- 
vened, and  (according  to  1  Chr.  xiii.  2,  xv.  2-27) 
especially  of  the  Levites.  The  musical  arts  ill 
which  David  himself  excelled  were  now  developed 
on  a  great  scale  (1  Chr  xv.  lG-22;  2  Sam.  vi.  5). 
Zadok  and  Abiathar,  the  representatives  of  the  twa 
Aaronic  families,  were  both  present  (1  Chr.  xv.  11). 
Chenaniah  presided  over  the  music  (1  Chr.  xv.  22, 
27).  Obetl-edom  followed  his  sacred  charge  (1 
Chr.  XV.  18,  21,  24).  The  prophet  Nathan  appears 
for  the  first  time  as  the  controlling  adviser  of  the 
future  (2  Sam.  vii.  3).  A  sacrifice  was  offered  as 
soon  as  a  successful  start  was  made  (1  Chr.  xv.  26; 
2  Sam.  vi.  13).  David  himself  was  dressed  in  the 
white  linen  dress  of  the  priestly  order,  without  his 
royal  robes,  and  played  on  stringed  instruments  (1 
Chr.  XV.  27;  2  Sam.  vi.  14,  20).  As  in  the  pro- 
phetic schools  where  he  had  himself  been  brought 
up  (1  Sam.  X.  5),  and  as  still  in  the  impressive  cere- 
monial of  some  Eastern  Dervishes,  and  of  Seville 
cathedral  (probably  derived  from  the  East),  a  wild 
dance  was  part  of  the  religious  solemnity.  Into  this 
David  threw  himself  with  unreserved  enthusiasm, 
and  thus  conveyed  the  symbol  of  the  presence  of  Je- 
hovah into  the  ancient  heathen  fortress.  In  the  same 
spirit  of  uniting  the  sacerdotal  with  the  royal  func- 
tions, he  offered  sacrifices  on  a  large  scale,  and 
himself  gave  the  tenedictioii  to  the  people  (2  Sam. 
vi.  17,  18;  1  Chr.  xvi.  2).''  The  scene  of  this  in- 
auguration was  on  the  hill  which  from  David's 
habitation  was  specially  known  as  the  "  City  of 
David."  As  if  to  mark  the  new  era  he  had  not 
brought  the  ancient  tabernacle  from  Giteon,  but 
had  erected  a  new  tent  or  tabernacle  (1  Chr.  xv.  1) 
for  the  reception  of  the  ark.  It  was  the  first  be- 
ginning of  the  great  design,  of  which  we  will  speak 
presently,  afterwards  carried  out  by  his  son,  of 
erecting  a  permanent  temple  or  palace  for  the  ark, 
corresiwnding  to  the  state  in  which  he  himself  was 
to  dwell.  It  was  the  greatest  day  of  David's  life. 
One  incident  only  tarnished  its  splendor  —  the  re- 
proach of  Michal,  his  wife,  as  he  was  finally  enter- 
ing his  owTi  palace,  to  carry  to  his  own  household 
the  tenediction  which  he  had  already  pronounced 
on  his  people.  [Miciial.]  His  act  of  severity 
towards  her  was  an  additional  mark  of  the  stress 
which  he  himself  laid  on  the  solemnity  (2  Sam.  vi. 
20-23;  1  Chr.  XV.  29). 

No  less  than  eleven  psalms,  either  in  their  tra- 
ditional titles,  or  in  the  irresistible  evidence  of 
their  contents,  bear  traces  of  this  great  festival. 
The  29th  psalm  (by  its  title  in  the  LXX.)  is  said 
to  te  on  the  "  Going  forth  of  the  tabernacle." ' 
The  30th  (by  its  title),  the  loth  and  101st  by  their 
contents,  express  the  feelings  of  David  on  his  occu- 
pation of  his  new  home.  Tlie  68th,  at  least  in 
part,  and  the  24th/  seem  to  have  been  actually 
composed  for   the  entrance  of  the  ark  into  the 


2  Sam.  vi.  14  and  2  Chr.  xxx.  21,  "  instruments  of 
praise,"  for  "  all  his  might." 

«  As  "  the  tabernacle  "  was  never  moved  from  Gib- 
eon  in  David's  time,  "the  ark  "  is  probably  meant.  It 
is  the  psalm  which  describes  a  thunder-storm.  Is  it 
possible  to  connect  this  with  the  event  described  in  2 
Sam.  vi.  6?  A  similar  allusion  may  be  found  in  Ps. 
Ixviii.  7,  33.     (See  Chandler,  ii.  211.) 

/  In  the  LXX.  title  said  to  be  "  on  the  Sabbath- 
day." 


SUll 
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ancient  gates  of  the  heathen  fortress  —  and  the  last 
words  of  the  second  of  these  two  psalms  "  may  be 
i^arded  as  the  inauguration  of  the  new  name  by 
which  God  henceforth  is  called,  The  I>ord  of  hosts. 
"Who  is  this  king  of  glory?"  "The  Lord  of 
hosts,  He  is  the  kuig  of  glory"  (Ps.  xxiv.  10; 
comp.  2  Sam.  vi.  2).  Fragments  of  poetry  worked 
up  into  psalms  (xcvi.  2-13,''  cv.,  cvi.  1,  47,  48), 
occur  in  1  Chr.  xvi.  8-36,  as  having  been  delivered 
by  David  "  into  the  hands  of  Asaph  and  his 
brother"  after  the  close  of  the  festival,  and  the 
two  mysterious  terms  in  the  titles  of  Ps.  vi.  and 
xlvi.  (Sheminith  and  Alamoth)  appear  in  the  Usts 
of  those  mentioned  on  this  occasion  in  1  Chr.  xv. 
20,  21.  The  132d  is,  by  its  contents,  if  not  by  its 
authorship,  thrown  back  to  this  time.  The  whole 
progress  of  the  removal  of  the  ark  is  traced  in 
David's  vein. 

(2.)  Foundation  of  the  Court  and  Empire  of 
Israel,  2  Sam.  viii.  to  xii.  —  The  erection  of  the 
new  capital  at  Jerusalem  introduces  us  to  a  new 
era  in  David's  life  and  in  the  history  of  the  mon- 
archy. Up  to  this  time  he  had  been  a  king,  such 
as  Saul  had  been  before  him,  or  as  the  kings  of  the 
neighboring  tribes,  each  ruling  over  his  territory, 
miconcerned  with  any  foreign  relations  except  so  far 
as  was  necessary  to  defend  his  own  nation.  But 
David,  and  through  him  the  Israelitish  monarchy, 
now  took  a  wider  range.  He  became  a  king  on  the 
scale  of  the  great  Oriental  sovereigns  of  Egypt  and 
Persia,  with  a  regular  administration  and  organiza- 
tion of  court  and  camp;  and  he  also  founded  an 
imperial  dominion  which  for  the  first  time  realized 
the  prophetic  description  of  the  Iwunds  of  the  cho- 
sen people  (Gen.  xv.  18-21).  The  internal  organ- 
ization now  established  lasted  till  the  final  overthrow 
of  the  monarchy.  The  empire  was  of  much  shorter 
duration,  contuiuing  only  through  the  reigns  of 
David  and  his  successor  .Solomon.  But,  for  the 
period  of  its  existence,  it  lent  a  peculiar  character 
to  the  sacred  history.  For  once,  the  kings  of  Israel 
were  on  a  level  with  the  gi-eat  potentates  of  the 
world.  David  was  an  imperial  conqueror,  if  not 
of  the  same  magnitude,  jet  of  the  same  kind,  as 
Eameses  or  Cjtus,  —  "I  have  made  thee  a  great 
name  like  unto  the  name  of  the  great  men  that  are 
in  the  earth"  (2  Sam.  vii.  9).  "Thou  hast  shed 
blood  abundantly,  and  hast  made  great  wars"  (1 
Chr.  xxii.  8).  And  as,  on  the  one  hand,  the  extei- 
nal  relations  of  hfe,  and  the  great  incidents  of  war 
and  conquest  receive  an  elevation  by  their  contact 
with  the  religious  history,  so  the  religious  history 
swells  into  larger  and  broader  dimensions  from  its 
contact  with  the  course  of  the  outer  world.  The 
enlargement  of  territory,  the  amplification  of  power 
and  state,  leads  to  a  corresponding  enlargement 
id  amplification  of  ideas,  of  imagery,  of  sympa- 
ies;  and  thus  (humanly  speaking)  the  magnifi- 
nt  forebodings  of  a  wider  dispensation  in  the 
prophetic  writings  first  became  possible  through 
the  court  and  empire  of  David. 

{a.)  In  the  internal  organization  of  the  kingdom 
the  first  new  element  that  has  to  be  considered  is 
the  royal  family,  the  dynasty,  of  which  David  was 


a  Ewald,  lii.  164.  For  an  elaborate  adaptation  of 
the  68th  Psalm  to  this  event,  see  Chandler,  ii.  54. 

6  In  the  title  of  the  LXX.  said  to  be  David's 
"when  the  house  was  built  after  the  captivity."  It 
is  possible  that  by  "  the  captivity  "  may  be  meant  the 
faptivity  of  the  ark  in  Philistia,  as  in  Judg.  xviii.  30. 

<^  Compare  the  legends  in  Weil's  Legends,  p.  155, 
md  Lane's  Selections  from  the  Koran,  p.  229.     Thus 
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the  founder,  a  position  which  entitled  him  to  the 
name  of  "  Patriarch  "  (Acts  ii.  29)  and  (ultimately; 
of  the  ancestor  of  the  Messiah. 

Of  these,  Absalom  and  Adonijah  both  inherited 
their  father's  beauty  (2  Sara.  xiv.  25;  1  K.  i.  6); 
but  Solomon  alone  possessed  any  of  his  higher  qual- 
ities. It  was  from  a  union  of  the  children  of  Sol- 
omon and  Absalom  that  the  royal  line  was  carried 
on  (1  K.  XV.  2).  The  princes  were  under  the  charge 
of  Jehiel  (1  Chr.  xxvii.  32),  perhaps  the  Levite  (1 
Chr.  XV.  21;  2  Chr.  xx.  14),  with  the  exception  of 
Solomon,  who  (according  at  least  to  one  rendering) 
was  under  the  charge  of  Nathan  (2  Sam.  xii.  25). 
David's  strong  parental  aflfection  for  all  of  them  is 
very  remarkable  (2  Sam.  xiii.  31,  33,  36,  xiv.  33, 
xviii.  5,  33,  xix.  4;  1  K.  i.  6). 

(6.)  The  military  organization,  which  was  in 
fact  inherited  from  Saul,  but  greatly  developed  by 
David,  was  as  follows: 

(1.)  "The  Host,"  i.  e.  the  whole  available  mil- 
itary force  of  Israel,  consisting  of  all  males,  capable 
of  bearing  arms,  and  summoned  only  for  war.  This 
had  always  existed  from  the  time  of  the  first  settle- 
ment in  Canaan,  and  had  been  commanded  by  the 
chief  or  the  judge  who  presided  over  Israel  for  the 
time.  Under  Saul,  we  first  find  the  recognized 
post  of  a  captain  or  commander-in-chief — in  the 
person  of  Abner:  and  under  David  this  post  was 
given,  as  a  reward  for  the  assault  on  Jerusalem,  to 
his  nephew  Joab  (1  Chr.  xi.  6,  xxvii.  34),  who  con- 
ducted the  army  to  battle  in  the  absence  of  the 
king  (2  Sam.  xii.  26).  There  were  12  divisions  of 
24,000  each,  who  were  held  to  be  in  duty  month 
by  month ;  and  over  each  of  them  presided  an  of- 
ficer, selected  for  this  purpose  from  the  other  mil- 
itary bodies  formed  by  David  (1  Chr.  xxvii.  1-15). 
The  array  was  still  distinguished  from  those  of 
surrounding  nations  by  its  primitive  aspect  of  a 
force  of  infantry  without  cavalry.  The  only  innova- 
tions as  yet  allowed  were,  the  introduction  of  a  very 
limited  number  of  chariots  (2  Sam.  viii.  4)  and  of 
mules  for  the  princes  and  officers  instead  of  the 
asses  (2  Sam.  xiii.  29,  xviii.  9).  According  to  a 
Mussulman  tradition  {Koran,  xxi.  80),  David  in- 
vented chain  armor.<^  The  usual  weapons  were  stiU 
spears  and  shields,  as  appears  from  the  Psalms. 
F'or  the  general  question  of  the  numbers  and  equip- 
ment of  the  army,  see  Arms  and  Army. 

(2.)  The  Body-guard.  This  also  had  existed  in 
the  court  of  Saul,  and  David  himself  had  probably 
been  its  commanding  officer  (1  Sam.  xxii.  14; 
Ewald).  But  it  now  assuraed  a  peculiar  organiza- 
tion. They  were  at  least  in  name  foreigners,  as 
having  been  drawn  from  the  Philistines,  probably 
during  David's  residence  at  the  court  of  Gath. 
They  are  usually  called  from  this  circumstance 
"  Cherethites  and  Pelethites,"  but  had  also  <'  a  body 
especially  from  Gath  «  amongst  them,  of  whom  the 
name  of  one,  Ittai,  is  preserved,  as  a  faithful  serv- 
ant of  David  (2  Sam.  xv.  19).  The  captain  of  the 
force  was,  however,  not  only  not  a  foreigner,  but  an 
Israelite  of  the  highest  distinction  and  purest  de- 
scent, who  first  appears  in  this  capacity,  but  who 
outlived  David,  and  became  the  chief  support  of 


a  good  coat  of  mail  is  often  called  by  the  Arabs 
"  Daoodee^''  i.  e.  Davidean. 

<■'  A  tradition  in  Jerome  ( Qu.  Heb.  on  1  Chr.  xviii. 
17)  speaks  of  their  being  in  the  place  of  the  seventy 
judges  appointed  by  Moses. 

c  But  here  the  reading  is  doubtful  (Ewald,  lii.  177, 
note.) 
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(I  )  WlVBS  OP  THE  WANSEKmOS. 

(1  Sam.  xxvii.  3;  1  Chr.  iii.  1) 

Ahinoam  of  Jezreel    =    Abigail  of  Carmel 


Amnon  or  Jehiel?  ?  Chileab  or  Daniel 

(Jer.  Qu.  Neb.  (1  Chr.  iii.  1. 

on  1  Chr.  zxvii.  32)  Jos.  Ant.  vii.  1, 4) 


N.  B.  —  There  were,  besides,  10  concubines 
(2  Sam.  T.  13,  xv.  16),  whose  children  (1  Chr. 
ui.  9)  are  not  named. 
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(n.)  Wives  at  Hebron. 
(2  Sam.  iii.  2-5;  1  Chr.  iii.  1-4) 


Maacaha  =  Hag 
of  Geshur 


:ith  =  Abitai  =  Eglahb  =  Michal 

I  I  (2  Sam 

ui.  13) 


Absalom  Tamar  Adonijah  Shephatiah  Ithream 


3  sons  who 

died  (2  Sam. 

xiv.  27, 

xviii.  18) 


Tamar  =  Reboboam 

(or 
Maacah) 
(2  Sam. 
xiv.  27, 
Jos.  Ant. 
vii.  8,  i) 


(ni.)  WiTES  AT  Jerusalem." 
(2  Sam.  V.  13-16;  1  Chr.  iii.  6-8,  xiv.  4-7) 


I 


tbhar       Elishuad 
Ebear       Elishama 
tLXX.)   (1  Chr. 
iii.  6) 


Jliphe 


Eliptielet       No'gah       Nep'hee 
[Elpalet,  (lChr.iu.7) 
1  Chr. 
xiv.  5] 


Japhia      EUshama 


one  died 

as  a  child 

(2  Sam.  zii.  15) 


Eliada 
Beeliada 
(1  Chr. 
xiv.  7) 


Elipbalet        Jerimoth 

(2  Chr.  xi.  18) 


(2.)  Bathshebs 

(1  Chr.  iii.  5) 

Bathshua 


Mahalath  =  Reboboax 


Shammua 

Shimea 

(1  Chr.  iii.  S) 


Solomon 
(2  Sam.  xii.  25) 

Mahalath  =  Reboboam  = 


:  Tamar  (or 

Maacah) 
(1  K.  XV.  2; 


the  throne  of  his  son,  namely,  Benaiah,  son  of  the 
chief  priest  Jehoiada,  representative  of  the  eldest 
branch  of  Aaron's  house  (2  Sam.  viii.  18,  xv.  18, 
XX.  23;  1  K.  i.  38,  44). 

(3.)  The  most  pecuUar  military  institution  in 
David's  army  vpas  that  which  arose  out  of  the  pe- 
culiar circumstances  of  his  early  life.  As  the 
nucleus  of  the  Kussian  army  is  the  Preobajinsky 
r^ment  formed  by  Peter  the  Great  out  of  the 
companions  who  gathered  round  him  in  the  suburb 
of  that  name  in  Moscow,  so  the  nucleus  of  what 
afterwards  became  the  only  standing  army  in  Da- 
vid's forces  was  the  band  of  600  men  who  had 
gathered  round  him  in  his  wanderings.  The  num- 
ber of  600  was  still  preserved,  with  the  name  of 
Gibboi'im,  "heroes"  or  "mighty  men."  It  be- 
came yet  further  subdivided  «  into  3  large  bands  of 
200  each,  and  small  bands  of  20  each.  The  small 
bands  were  commanded  by  30  officers,  one  for  each 
band,  who  together  formed  "the  thirty,"  and  the 
3  large  bands  by  3  officers,  who  together  formed 
"  the  three,"  and  the  whole  by  one  chief,  "  the  cap- 
tain of  the  mighty  men"  (2  Sam.  xxiii.  8-39;  1 
Chr.  xi.  9-47).  This  commander  of  the  whole 
force  was  Abishai,  David's  nephew  (1  Chr.  xi.  20 ; 
and  corap.  2  Sam.  xvi.  9).  "The  three"  were 
Jashobeara  (1  Chr.  xi.  11)  or  Adino  (2  Sam.  xxiii. 


a  Taken  in  war  (Jerome,  Qu.  Htb.  ad  2  Sam.  xiil.  fil). 

b  Eglah  alone  is  called  "  David's  wife "  in  the 
enumeration  2  Sam.  iii.  5.  The  tradition  in  Jerome 
(Qu.  Heb.  ad  loc.)  says  that  she  was  Michal ;  and  (i6. 
ad  2  Sam.  vi.  23)  that  she  died  in  giving  birth  to  Ith- 
ream. 

c  The  LXX.  in  2  Sam.  v.  16,  after  having  given 
substantially  the  same  list  as  the  present  Hebrew  text, 
repeats  the  list,  with  strange  variations,  as  follows : 
Samac,  lessibatli,  Nathan,  Galaniaan,  lebaar,  Theesus, 
ElpkcUat,  Naged,  Naphek,  lanathan,  Leasamys,  Baal- 
math,  Eliphaath. 

d  Josephus  (Ant.  vii.  3,  §  3)  gives  the  following  list, 


8),  Eleazar  (1  Chr.  xi.  12;  2  Sam.  xxiii.  9),  Sham- 
mah  (2  Sam.  xxiii.  11)..^  Of  "the  thirty,"  some 
few  only  are  known  to  fame  elsewhere.  Asahel, 
David's  nephew  (1  Chr.  xi.  26;  2  Sam.  ii.  18); 
Elhanan,  the  victor  of  at  least  one  Goliath  (1  Chr. 
xi.  26;  2  Sam.  xxi.  19);  Joel,  the  brother  or  son 
(LXX.)  of  Nathan  (1  Chr.  xi.  38);  Naharai,  the 
armor-bearer  of  Joab  (1  Chr.  xi.  39 ;  2  Sam.  xxiii. 
37);  Eliam,?  the  son  of  Ahithophel  (2  Sam.  xxiii. 
34);  Ira,  one  of  David's  priests  (1  Chr.  xi.  40;  2 
Sam.  xxiii.  38,  xx.  26);  Uriah  the  Hittite  (1  Chr. 
xi.  41;  2  Sam.  xxiii.  39,  xi.  3). 

(c.)  Side  by  side  with  this  military  organization 
were  established  social  and  moral  institutions. 
Some  were  entirely  for  pastoral,  agricultural,  and 
financial  purposes  (1  Chr.  xxvii.  25-31),  others  for 
judicial  (1  Chr.  xxvi.  29-32).  Some  few  are 
named  as  constituting  what  would  now  Ije  called 
the  court  or  council  of  the  king ;  the  councillors, 
Ahithophel  of  Gilo,  and  Jonathan  the  king's 
nephew,  (1  Chr.  xxvii.  32,  33);  the  companion  or 
"friend,"  Hushai  (1  Chr.  xxvii.  33;  2  Sam.  xv. 
37,  xvi.  19);  the  scril)e,  Sheva,  or  Seraiah,  and  at 
one  time  Jonathan  (2  Sam.  xx.  25;  1  Chr.  xxvii. 
32);  Jehoshaphat,  the  recorder  or  historian*  (2 
Sam.  XX.  24),  and  Adoram  the  tax  collector,  both 
of  whom  survived  him  (2  Sam.  xx.  24;  1  K.  xii. 


of  which  only  four  names  are  identical.  He  states 
that  the  two  last  were  sons  of  the  concubines  :  Am- 
nus,  Emnus,  Eban,  Nathan,  Solomon,  lebar,  Elit*n, 
Phalna,  Ennaphen,  Icnae,  Eliphale. 

e  See  Ewald,  iii.  178. 

/  The  LXX.  (cf.  2  Sam.  xxiii.  8)  make  them :  1.  Is- 
boseth  the  Canaanite ;  2.  Adino  the  Asonite ;  8.  Elea- 
zar, son  of  Dodo. 

a  Perhaps  the  father  of  Bathsheba,  whose  marriage 
with  Uriah  would  thus  be  accounted  for.  (See  Blunt, 
Coincidences,  II.  x.) 

A  As  in  the  court  of  Persia  (Herod,  vi.  100,  vii.  90, 
viii.  100). 
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18,  iv.  3,  6).  Each  tribe  hatl  its  own  head  (1  Chr. 
xxvii.  16-22).  Of  these  tlie  most  remarkable  were 
Elihu,  David's  brother  (probably  Eliab),  prince  of 
Judah  (ver.  18),  and  Jaasiel,  the  son  of  Abner,  of 
Benjamin  (ver.  21). 

But  the  more  peculiar  of  David's  institutions 
were  those  directly  bearing  on  religion.  Two 
prophets  appear  as  the  king's  constant  advisers. 
Of  these,  Gad,  who  seems  to  have  been  the  elder, 
had  been  David's  companion  in  exile;  and  from 
his  being  called  "the  seer,"  belongs  probably  to 
the  earliest  form  of  the  prophetic  schools.  Nathan, 
who  appears  for  the  first  time  after  the  establish- 
ment of  the  kingdom  at  Jerusalem  (2  Sam.  vii.  2), 
is  distinguished  both  by  his  title  of  "prophet," 
and  by  the  nature  of  the  prophecies  which  he  utters 
(2  Sam.  vii.  5-17,  xii.  1-14),  as  of  the  purest  type 
of  prophetic  dispensation,  and  as  the  hope  of  the 
new  generation,"  which  he  supports  in  the  person 
of  Solomon  (1  K.  i.).  Two  high-priests  also  ap- 
pear—  representatives  of  the  two  rival  houses  of 
Aaron  (1  Chr.  xxiv.  3);  here  again,  as  in  the  case 
of  the  two  prophets,  one,  Abiathar,*  who  attended 
him  at  Jerusalem,  companion  of  his  exile,  and  con- 
nected with  the  old  time  of  the  judges  (1  Chr. 
xxvii.  34),  joining  him  after  the  death  of  Saul,  and 
becoming  afterwards  the  supjwrt  of  his  son,  the 
other  Zadok,  who  ministered  at  Gibeon  (1  Chr.  xvi. 
3[)),  and  who  was  made  the  head  of  the  Aaronic  fam- 
ily (xxvii.  17).  Besides  these  four  great  religious 
functionaries  there  were  two  classes  of  subordinates 
—  prophets,  specially  instructetl  in  singing  and 
music,  under  Asaph,  Heman,  the  grandson  of 
Samuel,  and  Jeduthun  (1  Chr.  xxv.  1-31)  —  Le- 
vites,  or  attendants  on  the  sanctuary,  who  again 
were  subdivided  into  the  guardians  of  the  gates  and 
guardians  of  the  treasures  (1  Chr.  xxvi.  1-28) 
which  had  been  accumulated,  since  the  reestablish- 
ment  of  the  nation,  by  Samuel,  Saul,  Abner,  Joab, 
and  David  himself  (1  Chr.  xxvi.  26-28). 

The  collection  of  those  various  ministers  and 
representatives  of  worship  round  the  capital  must 
have  given  a  new  aspect  to  the  history  in  David's 
time,  such  as  it  had  not  borne  under  the  discon- 
nected period  of  the  Judges.  But  the  main  jiecu- 
liarity  of  the  whole  must  have  been,  that  it  so  well 
harmonized  with  the  character  of  him  who  was  its 
centre.  As  his  early  martial  life  still  placed  him 
at  the  head  of  the  military  organization  which  had 
sprung  up  around  him,  so  his  early  education  and 
his  natural  disposition  placed  him  at  the  head  of 
hLs  own  religious  institutions.  Himself  a  prophet, 
a  psahnist,  he  was  one  in  heart  with  those  whose 
advice  he  sought,  and  whose  arts  he  fostered.  And, 
more  remarkably  still,  though  not  himself  a  priest, 
he  yet  assumed  almost  aU  the  functions  usually 
ascribed  to  the  priestly  office.  He  wore,  as  we  have 
seen,  the  priestly  dress,  offered  the  sacrifices,  gave 
the  priestly  lienediction  (2  Sam.  vi.  14,  17,  18); 


«  2  Sam.  xii.  25.  is  by  some  interpreters  rendered, 
"  He  put  liim  (Solomon)  under  the  hand  of  Nathan  ;  " 
thus  making  Nathan  Solomon's  preceptor.  (See 
Chandler,  ii.  272.) 

ft  Compare  Blunt,  IT.  xv. 

"^  6  iepevs  Tu  yevei  (Joseph.  Ant.  vii.  12,  S  4). 

''  By  the  reduction  of  Gath,  1  Chr.  xviii.  1. 

«"  The  punishment  of  the  Moabites  is  too  obscurely 
worded  to  be  explained  at  length.  A  Jewish  tradition 
(which  shows  that  there  was  a  sense  of  its  being  ex- 
ces-sivo)  maintained  that  it  was  in  consequence  of  the 
Moabites  having  murdered  David's  parents,  when  con- 
fided to  them,  1  Sam.  xxii.  3  (Chandler,  ii.  163). 
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and,  as  if  to  include  his  whole  court  within  the 
same  sacerdotal  sanctity,  Benaiah  the  captain  of  his 
guard  was  a  priest '^  by  descent  (1  Chr.  xxvii.  5), 
and  joined  in  the  sacred  music  (1  Chr.  xvi.  G); 
David  himself  and  "  the  captains  of  the  host "  ar- 
ranged the  prophetical  duties  (1  Chr.  xxv.  1):  and 
his  sons  are  actually  called  "  priests  "  (2  Sam.  viii. 
18;  1  Chr.  xviii.  17,  translated  "chief,"  and 
auKapxai,  "chief  rulers  "),  as  well  as  Ira,  of  Man- 
asseh  (2  Sam.  xx.  20,  translated  "chief  ruler," 
but  LXX.  Iepevs)-  Such  a  union  was  never  seen 
before  or  since  in  the  Jewish  history.  Even  Solo- 
mon fell  below  it  in  some  important  points.  But 
from  this  time  the  idea  took  {wsscssion  of  the  Jew- 
ish mind  and  was  never  lost.  What  the  heathen 
historian  Justin  antedates,  by  referring  it  back  to 
Aaron,  is  a  just  description  of  the  effect  of  the 
reign  of  David :  —  "  Sacerdos  mox  rex  creatur ; 
semperque  exinde  hie  mos  apud  Juda-os  fuit  ut  eos- 
dem  reges  et  sacerdotes  haberent;  quorum  justitia 
religione  pemiixtii,  incredibile  quantum  coaluere" 
(Justin,  xxxvi.  2). 

(d.)  From  the  internal  state  of  David's  kingdom, 
we  pass  to  its  external  relations.  These  will  be 
found  at  length  imder  the  various  countries  to 
which  they  relate.  It  will  be  here  only  necessary 
to  briefly  indicate  the  enlargement  of  his  domin- 
ions. Within  10  years  from  the  capture  of  Jeru- 
salem, he  had  reduced  to  a  state  of  jiermanent  sub- 
jection the  PuiLi«TiNi:s ''  on  the  west  (2  Sam.  viii. 
1);  the  MoABiTKs«'  on  the  east  (2  Sam.  viii.  2), 
by  the  exploits  of  Benaiah  (2  Sam.  xxiii.  20);  the 
Syrians  on  the  northeast  as  far  as  the  Euphrates  ' 
(2  Sam.  viii.  3);  the  EocMirKSSf  (2  Sam.  viii. 
14),  on  the  south;  and  finally  the  AMMONirKS,'' 
who  had  broken  their  ancient  alliance,  and  made 
one  grand  resistance  to  the  advance  of  his  empire 
(2  Sam.  X.  1-19,  xii.  26-31).  These  three  last 
wars  were  entangled '  with  each  other.  The  last 
and  crowning  point  was  the  siege  of  Kabbah.  The 
ark  went  with  the  host  (2  Sam.  xi.  11).  David 
himself  was  present  at  the  capture  of  the  city  (2 
Sam.  xii.  2!)).  The  savage  treatment  of  the  in- 
habitants —  the  only  instance  as  far  as  appears  of 
cruel  severity  against  his  enemies  —  is  perhajw  to 
be  explained  by  the  formidable  nature  of  their  re- 
sistance —  as  the  like  stain  on  the  generosity  of  the 
Black  Prince  in  the  massacre  of  Limoges.  The 
royal  crown,  or  "crown  of  Milcom,"  was  placed  on 
David's  head  (2  Sam.  xii.  30),  and,  according  to 
.Josephus  {A7it.  vii.  5)  was  always  worn  by  him 
afterwards.  The  Hebrew  tradition  (.Jerome,  Qu. 
Htb.  ad  1  Chr.  xx.  2)  represents  it  as  having  been 
the  diadem  of  the  Ammonite  god  Milcom  or  Mo- 
loch; and  that  Ittai  the  Gittite  (doing  what  no 
Israelite  could  have  done,  for  fear  of  pollution)  tore 
it  from  the  idol's  head,  and  brought  it  to  David. 
The  general  peace  which  followed  was  commem- 
orated in  the  name  of  "  the  Peaceful "  (Solomon), 
given  to  the  son  born  to  him  at  this  crisis.*-' 

To  these  wars  in  general  may  be  ascril;ed  Ps. 


./'  Described  briefly  in  a  fragment  of  Nicolaus  of 
Damascus,  in  .loseph.  Ant.  vii.  5,  §  2,  and  Eupolemug, 
in  Eus.  Pra-p.  Er.  ix.  30. 

a  To  these  Eupolemus  adds  the  Nabateans  and  Neb- 
d^eans. 

A  For  the  detjiils  of  the  punishment,  see  R.\bb.\h. 
Chandler  (ii.  237.  23S)  interprets  it  of  hard  servitude ; 
Ewald  (iii.  204),  of  actual  torture  and  slaughter. 

J  The  story  appears  to  be  toid  twice  over  (2  Sam. 
viii.  3-14,  X.  1-xi.  1,  xii.  26-31). 

k  The  golden  shields  taken  in  the  Syrian  wars  re 
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ex.,  as  illustrating  both  the  sacerdotal  character  of 
David,  and  also  liis  mode  of  going  forth  to  hattle. 
To  the  luloniite  war,  both  by  its  title  and  contents 
must  be  siscribed  Ps.  Ix.  6-12  (cviii.  7-13),  describ- 
ing the  assault  on  I'etra.  Ps.  Ixviii.  may  probably 
have  received  additional  touches,  as  it  was  sung  on 
the  return  of  the  ark  from  the  siege  of  Kabbah." 
Ps.  xviii.'*  (repeated  in  2  Sam.  xxii.)  is  ascribed  by 
its  title,  and  appears  from  some  expressions  to 
belong  to  the  day  "  When  the  Lord  had  delivered 
him  out  of  the  hand  of  all  his  enemies,"  as  well  as 
"out  of  the  hand  of  Saul"  (2  Sam.  xxii.  1;  Ps. 
xvii).  1).  That  "day"  may  be  either  at  this  time 
or  at  the  end  of  his  life.  Ps.  xx.  (Syr.  Vers. )  and 
xxi.  relate  to  the  general  union  of  religious  and  of 
military  excellences  displayed  at  this  time  of  his 
career.  (Ps.  xxi.  3,  "  Thou  settest  a  crown  of  pure 
gold  uix)n  his  head,"  not  improbably  refers  to  the 
golden  crown  of  Ammon,  2  Sam.  xii.  30.) 

(3.)  In  describing  the  incidents  of  the  life  of 
David  after  his  accession  to  the  throne  of  Israel, 
most  of  the  details  will  l)e  best  found  under  the 
names  to  which  they  refer.  Here  it  will  Ite  need- 
ful only  to  give  a  brief  thread,  enlarging  on  those 
jwints  in  which  David's  indi«dual  character  is 
brought  out. 

Three  great  calamities  may  be  selected  as  mark- 
ing the  beginning,  middle,  and  close,  of  David's 
otherwise  prosperous  reign;  which  appears  to  be 
intimated  in  the  question  of  Gad,  2  Sum.  xxiv.  13, 
"  a  three  ''■  years'  famine,  a  three  months'  flight,  or 
a  three  days'  pestilence."  '' 

(«.)  Of  these,  the  first  (the  three  years'  famine) 
introduces  us  to  the  last  notices  of  Ilavid's  rela- 
tions «  with  the  house  of  Saul.  There  has  often 
arisen  a  painful  suspicion  in  later  times,  as  there 
seems  to  have  been  at  the  time  (xvi.  7),  that  the 
oracle  which  gave  as  the  cause  of  the  famine  Saul's 
massacre  of  the  Gibeonites,  may  have  been  con- 
nected with  the  desire  to  extinguish  the  last  remains 
of  the  fallen  dpiasty.  But  such  an  explanation  is 
not  needed.  The  massacre  was  probably  the  most 
recent  national  crime  that  had  left  any  deep  im- 
pression; and  the  whole  tenor  of  David's  conduct 
towards  Saul's  family  is  of  an  opix)site  kind.  It 
was  then  tliat  he  t<x)k  the  opportunity  of  remo\'ing 
tlie  bodies  of  .Saul  and  Jonathan  to  their  own 
ancestral  sepulchre  at  Zelah  (2  Sam.  xxi.  14);  and 
it  was  then,  or  shortly  before,  that  he  gave  a  per- 
manent home  and  restored  all  the  property  of  the 
family  to  Mephiboshetli,  the  only  surviving  son  of 
Jonathan  (2  Sam.  ix.  1-13,  xxi.  7).  The  seven 
who  perished  were,  two  sons  of  Saul  by  Kizpah, 
and  five  grandsons  —  sons  of  Merab.''  and  Adriel 
(2  Sam.  xxi.  8). 


mained  long  afterwards  as  trophies  in  the  temple  at 
Jerusalem  (2  Sam.  viii.  7  ;  Cant.  iv.  4).  [Arms,  Shelet, 
p.  162.]  The  brass  was  used  for  the  brazen  Itasins  and 
pillars  (2  Sam.  viii.  8;  LXX.). 

"  See  Hengstcnlierg  on  Ps.  Ixviii. 

*  The  imaifery  of  the  thuiuIerHtorm,  Ps.  xviii.  7-14. 
uiay  possibly  allude  to  the  events  either  of  2  Sam.  v. 
20-24  (Chandler,  ii.  211).  or  of  2  Sam.  vi.  8. 

c  So  LXX.  and  1  Chr.  xxi.  12,  instead  of  seven. 

rf  Ewald,  iii.  207. 

e  That  this  incident  took  place  early  in  the  reign, 
appears  (1)  from  the  freshness  of  the  allusion  to  Saul's 
act  (2  Sam.  xxi.  1-8) ;  (2)  from  the  allusions  to  the 
massacre  of  Saul's  sons  in  xix.  28 ;  (3)  from  the  ap- 
parent connection  of  the  story  with  ch.  ix. 

f  The  mention  of  Adriel  necessitates  the  reading  of 
Merab  for  Michal. 
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(6.)  The  second  group  of  incidents  contains  the 
tragedy  of  David's  life,  which  grew  in  all  its  parte 
out  of  the  polygamy,  with  its  evil  consequences, 
into  which  he  had  plunged  on  becoming  kuig. 
Underneath  the  splendor  of  his  last  glorious  cam- 
paign against  the  Ammonites,  was  a  dark  story, 
known  probably  at  that  time  only  to  a  very  few, 
and  even  in  later  times  ff  kept  as  much  as  possible 
out  of  the  view  of  the  people,  but  now  recognised 
as  one  of  the  most  instructive  portions  of  his  career 
—  the  double  crime  of  adultery  with  Bathsheba, 
and  of  the  virtual  murder  of  Uriah.  The  crimes '' 
are  undoubtedly  those  of  a  common  Oriental  despot. 
But  the  rebuke  of  Nathan ;  the  sudden  revival  of 
the  king's  conscience ;  his  grief  for  the  sickness  of 
the  child ;  the  gathering  of  his  uncles  and  elder 
brothers  around  him ;  his  return  of  hope  and  peace; 
are  characteristic  of  David,  and  of  David  only. 
And  if  we  add  to  these  the  two  psalms,  the  32d 
and  the  51st,  of  which  the  first  by  its  acknowledged 
internal  evidence,  the  2d  by  its  title  '  also  claim  to 
belong  to  this  crisis  of  David's  life,  we  shall  feel 
that  the  instruction  drawn  from  the  sin  has  more 
than  compensated  to  us  at  least  for  the  scandal 
occasioned  by  it. 

But,  though  the  "free  spirit "'  and  "  clean  heart" 
of  David  retunied,  and  though  the  birth  of  Solomon 
was  as  auspicious  as  if  nothing  had  occurred  to 
trouble  the  victorious  festival  which  succeeded  it; 
the  clouds  from  this  time  gathered  over  David's 
fortunes,  and  henceforward  "the  sword  never  de- 
parted from  his  house"  (2  Sam.  xii.  10).  The 
outrage  on  his  daughter  Tamar;  the  murder  of  his 
eldest  son  Amnon;  and  then  the  revolt  of  his  best 
beloved  Absalom,  brought  on  the  crisis,  which  once 
more  sent  him  forth  a  wanderer,  as  in  the  days 
when  he  fled  from  Saul ;  and  this,  the  heaviest  trial 
of  his  life,  was  aggravated  by  the  impetuosity  of 
Joab,  now  perhaps  from  his  complicity  in  David's 
crime  more  unmanageable  ^  than  ever.  The  rebell- 
ion was  fostered  apparently  by  the  growing  jealousy 
of  the  tribe  of  Judah  at  seeing  their  king  absorbed 
into  the  whole  nation ;  and  if,  as  apjxiars  from '  2 
Sam.  xi.  3,  xxiii.  34,  Ahithophel  was  the  grand- 
father of  Bathsheba,  its  main  supporter  was  one 
whom  David  had  provoked  by  his  own  crimes.  For 
its  general  course,  the  reader  is  referred  to  the 
names  just  mentioned.  But  two  or  three  of  its 
scenes  relate  so  touchingly  and  peculiarly  to  David, 
that  this  is  the  place  for  dwelling  uijon  them. 

The  first  is  the  most  detailed  description  of  any 
single  day  that  we  find  in  the  Jewish  history. 

It  was  af)i)arently  early  on  the  morning  of  the 
day  after  he  had  received  the  news  of  the  rebellion 
at  Hebron  that  the  king  left  the  city  of  Jerusalem 
on  foot.  He  was  accompanied  by  a  vast  concourse: 
in  the  niid.st  of  wliich  he  and  his  body-  guard  were 


I 


g  It  is  omitted  in  the  Chronicles. 

h  This  is  the  subject  of  one  of  the  apo<'rvplial  col- 
loquies of  David  (Fabric.  Cod.  pseudepisr.  V.  T.  i. 
1000).  The  story  is  also  told  in  the  Koran  (xxxviil. 
20-24).  and  wild  legends  are  formed  out  of  it  (\\>il-.« 
Legem/s,  p.  158-160,  170). 

I  Ewald  places  it  after  the  Captivity.  Krom  the 
two  last  verses  (li.  18,  19)  this  would  be  the  almo*t 
certain  conclusion.  But  is  it  not  allowable  to  suppooe 
these  verses  to  be  an  adaptatiou  of  the  |>8alm  to  that 
later  time  ? 

i  See  Blunts  Coincidences,  II.  xi.  for  a  theory  per- 
haps too  much  elaborated,  yet  not  without  some  foun- 
dation. 

'  Blunt,  IT.  X.  ;  .Jerome,  Qi/.  Heh.  on  2  Sam.  xi.  3. 
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conspicuous.  They  started  from  a  house  on  the 
outskirts  of  the  city  (2  Sam.  xv.  17,  LXX.),  and 
every  stage  of  the  mournful  procession  was  marked 
by  some  incident  which  called  forth  a  proof  of  the 
deep  and  lasting  affection  which  the  king's  peculiar 
character  had  the  power  of  inspiring  in  all  who 
knew  him.  The  first  distinct  halt  was  by  a  solitary 
olive-tree  (2  Sam.  xv.  18,  LXX.),  that  marked  the 
road  to  the  wilderness  of  the  Jordan.  Amongst 
his  guard  of  Philistines  and  his  faithful  company 
of  600 «  he  observed  Ittai  of  Gath,  and  with  the 
true  nobleness  of  his  character  entreated  the  Philis- 
tine chief  not  to  peril  his  own  or  his  countrymen's 
lives  in  the  service  of  a  fallen  and  a  stranger  sov- 
ereign. But  Ittai  declared  his  resolution  (with  a 
fervor  which  almost  inevitably  recalls  a  like  profes- 
sion made  almost  on  the  same  spot  to  the  great 
descendant  of  David  centuries  afterwards)  to  follow 
him  in  life  and  in  death.  They  all  passed  over  the 
ravine  of  the  Kedron ;  and  here,  when  it  became 
apparent  that  the  king  was  really  bent  on  departure, 
"the  whole  land  wept  with  a  loud  voice"  —  the 
mountain  and  the  valley  resounded  with  the  wail 
of  the  people.  At  this  point  they  were  overtaken 
by  the  two  priests,  Zadok  and  Aljiathar,  bringing 
the  ark  from  its  place  on  the  sacred  hiU  to  accom- 
pany David  on  his  flight  —  Abiathar,  the  elder, 
going  forward  up  the  mountain,  as  the  multitude 
defiled  past  him.  Again,  with  a  spirit  worthy  of 
the  king,  who  was  prophet  as  well  as  priest,  David 
turned  them  back.  He  had  no  superstitious  lielief 
in  the  ark  as  a  charm ;  he  had  too  much  reverence 
for  it  to  risk  it  in  his  personal  peril.  And  now  the 
whole  crowd  turned  up  the  mountain  pathway ;  all 
wailing,  all  with  their  heads  muffled  as  they  went; 
the  king  only  distinguished  from  the  rest  by  his 
imsandalled  feet.  At  the  top  of  the  mountain, 
consecrated  by  an  altar  of  worship,  they  were  met 
by  Hushai  the  Archite,  "  the  friend,"  as  he  was 
ofiicially  called,  of  the  king.  The  priestly  garment, 
which  he  wore  '>  after  the  fashion,  as  it  would  seem, 
of  David's  chief  officei's,  was  torn,  and  his  head 
was  smeared  with  dust,  in  the  bitterness  of  his 
grief.  In  him  David  saw  his  first  gleam  of  hope. 
A  moment  before,  the  tidings  had  come  of  the 
treason  of  Ahithophel;  and  to  frustrate  his  designs 
Hushai  was  sent  back,  just  in  time  to  meet  Absalom 
arriving  from  Hebron.  It  was  noon  when  David 
passed  over  the  mountain  top,  and  now,  as  Jerusalem 
was  left  behind,  and  the  new  scene  opened  before 
him,  two  new  characters  appeared,  both  in  con- 
nection with  the  hostile  tribe  of  Benjamin,  whose 
ten-itory  they  were  entering.  One  was  Ziba,  ser- 
vant of  Mephibosheth,  taking  advantage  of  the  civil 
war  to  make  his  own  fortunes.  At  Bahurim,  also 
evidently  on  the  downward  pass,  came  forth  one  of 
its  inhabitants,  Shimei,  in  whose  furious  curses 
broke  out  the  long  suppressed  hatred  of  the  fallen 
family  of  Saul,  as  well  perhaps  as  the  popular  feel- 
ing against  the  murderer  ^  of  Uriah.  With  charac- 
teristic replies  to  both,  the  king  descended  to  the 
Jordan  valley  (2  Sam.  xvi.  14 ;  and  comp.  xvii.  22 ; 
Jos.  Anl.  vii.  9,  §  4)  and  there  rested  after  the 
long  and  eventful  day  at  the  ford  or  bridge'*  (Abai-a) 


«  E-.vald.  iii.  177.  note.  According  to  the  reading 
of  Gihborim  for  Gittim. 

b  2  Sam.  xv.  32.  diltoneth:  rbv  x^Twi-a:  A.  V. 
■'  coat." 

c  Blunt,  II.  X. 

<i  Comp.  2  Sam.  xv.  28,  xix.  18  (both  Chetib  ;  tiie 
Keri  has  Arahoth,  i.  e.  the  "  plains  "  or  "  deserts  "). 
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of  the  river.  At  midnight  they  were  aroused  by 
the  aiTival  of  the  two  sons  of  the  high-priests,  and 
by  break  of  dawn  they  had  reached  the  opposite 
side  in  safety. 

To  the  dawn  of  that  morning  is  to  be  ascribed 
Ps.  iii.,  and  (according  to  Ewald,  though  this  seems 
less  certain)  to  the  previous  evening,  Ps.  iv.  Ps. 
cxliii.  by  its  title  in  the  LXX.,  "  When  his  son 
was  pursuing  him,"  belongs  to  this  time.  Also  by 
long  popular  belief  the  trans-Jordanic  exile  of  Ps. 
xlii.  has  been  supposed  to  be  David,  and  the  com- 
plaints of  Ps.  Iv.,  kix.,  and  cix.,  to  be  levelled 
against  Ahithophel. 

The  history  of  the  remaining  period «  of  the 
rebellion  is  compressed  into  a  brief  summary.  Ma^ 
hanaim  was  the  capital  of  David's  exile,  as  it  had 
been  of  the  exiled  house  of  Saul  (2  Sam.  xvii.  24, 
comp.  ii.  8,  12).  Three  great  chiefs  of  that  pastoral 
district  are  specially  mentioned  as  sup[)orting  him; 
one,  of  great  age,  not  before  named,  Barzillai  the 
Gileadite;  the  two  othei-s,  bound  to  him  by  former 
ties,  Shobi,  the  son  of  David's  ancient  friend  Na- 
hash,  probably  put  by  David  in  his  brother's  place 
(xii.  30,  x.  2);  and  Machir,  the  son  of  Ammiel, 
the  former  protector  of  the  cluld  of  David's  friend 
.lonathan  (2  Sam.  xvii.  27,  ix.  4).  His  forces  were 
arranged  under  the  three  great  military  officers  who 
remained  faithful  to  his  fortunes  — Joab,  captain 
of  the  host ;  Abishai,  captain  of  "  tlie  mighty  men ; " 
and  Ittai,  who  seems  to  have  taken  the  place  of 
Benaiah  (had  he  wavered  in  his  allegiance,  or  was 
he  appointed  afterwards?),  as  captain  of  the  guard 
(2  Sam.  xviii.  2).  On  Absalom's  side,  w^s  David's 
nephew,  Amasa  {ib.  xvii.  25).  The  warlike  spirit 
of  the  old  king  and  of  his  faithful  followers  at  this 
extremity  of  their  fortunes  Ls  well  depicted  by 
Hushai,  "  chafed  in  their  minds,  as  a  bear  robbed 
of  her  whelps  in  tj^e  •  field '  (oi'  a  fierce  wild  boar 
in  the  .Jordan  valley,  LXX.);"  the  king  himself, 
as  of  old,  "  lodging  not  with  the  people,"  but  "  hid 
in  some  pit  or  some  other  place"  (2  Sam.  xvii.  8, 
9).  The  final  battle  was  fought  in  the  "  forest  of 
f>phraim,"  which  terminated  in  the  accident  lead- 
ing to  the  death /of  Absalom.  At  this  point  the 
narrative  resumes  its  minute  detail.  As  if  to  mark 
the  greatness  of  the  calamity,  every  particular  of 
its  first  reception  is  recorded.  David  was  waiting 
the  event  of  the  battle  in  the  gateway  of  JIahanaim. 
Two  messengers,  each  endeavoring  to  outstrip  the 
other,  were  seen  running  breathless  from  the  field. 
The  first  who  arrived  was  Ahimaaz,  the  son  of 
Zadok,  already  employed  as  a  messenger  on  the 
first  day  of  the  king's  flight.  He  had  been  en- 
treated by  Joab  not  to  make  himself  the  bearer  of 
tidings  so  mournful;  and  it  would  seem  that  when 
he  came  to  the  point  his  heart  failed,  and  he  spoke 
only  of  the  great  confusion  in  which  he  had  left  the 
army.  At  this  moment  the  other  messenger  burst 
in  —  a  stranger,  perhaps  an  Ethiopian  9  —  and 
abruptly  revealed  the  fatal  news  (2  Sam.  xviii.  19- 
.32).  [Cusni.]  The  passionate  burst  of  grief  which 
followed,  is  one  of  the  best  proofs  of  the  deep  affec- 
tion of  David's  character.  He  wrapt  himself  up 
in  his  sorrow ;  and  even  at  the  very  moment  of  his 


«  If  Ewald's  interpretation  of  2  Sam.  xxiv.  13  be 
correct,  it  was  3  mouths.  The  Jewish  tradition  (in 
Jerome,  Qu.  Heb.  on  2  Sivm.  iv.  4)  m.-vkes  it  6. 

/  For  the  Mussulman  legend,  see  Weil,  p.  161. 

a  "  Cushi  •'  —  or  Hebrew  ha-Ciishi,  with  the  article. 
It  is  doubtful  whether  it  is  a  proper  name. 
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triumph,  he  could  not  forget  the  hand  that  had 
slain  his  son.  1  le  made  a  soleum  vow  to  supersede 
Joab  by  Amasa,  and  in  tliis  was  laid  the  lasting 
breach  between  himself  and  his  powerful  nephew, 
which  neither  the  one  nor  the  other  ever  forgave 
(2  Sam.  xix.  13). 

The  return  was  marked  at  every  stage  by  rejoic- 
ing and  amnesty,  —  Shimei  forgiven,  Mephibo- 
sheth"  partially  reinstated,  I5arzillai  rewarded  by 
the  gifts,  long  remembered,  to  his  son  Chimham 
(2  Sam.  xix.  16-40;  1  K.  ii.  7).  Judah  was  first 
reconciled.  The  embers  of  the  insurrection  still 
smouldering  (2  Sam.  xix.  41-43)  in  David's  hered- 
itary enemies  of  the  tribe  of  lienjamin  were  tram- 
pled out  by  the  mixture  of  boldness  and  sagacity 
in  Joab,  now,  after  the  murder  of  Amasa,  once 
more  in  his  old  position.  And  David  again  reigned 
in  undisturbed  peace  at  Jerusalem  (2  Sam.  xx. 
1-22).'' 

(r.)  The  closing  period  of  David's  life,  with  the 
exception  of  one  great  calamity,  may  be  considered 
as  a  gradual  preparation  for  the  reign  of  his  suc- 
cessor. This  calamity  was  the  three  days'  pesti- 
lence which  visited  Jerusalem  at  the  warning  of  the 
prophet  Gad.  The  occasion  which  led  to  this 
warning  was  the  census  of  the  people  taken  by  Joab 
at  the  king's  orders  (2  Sam.  xxiv.  1-9;  1  Chr.  xxi. 
1-7,  xxvii.  23,  24):  an  attempt  not  unnaturally 
suggested  by  the  increase  of  his  power,  but  imply- 
ing a  confidence  and  pride  alien  to  the  spirit  incul- 
cated on  the  kings  of  the  chosen  people  [see  Num- 
bers]. Joab's  repugnance  to  the  measure  was 
such  that  he  refused  altogether  to  number  I^evi  and 
Benjamin  (1  Chr.  xxi.  6).  The  king  also  scrupled 
to  number  those  who  were  under  20  years  of  age 
(1  Chr.  xxvii.  23),  and  the  final  result  never  was 
recorded  in  the  "  Chronicles  of  King  David  "  (1 
Chr.  xxvii.  24).  The  plague,  however,  and  its  ces- 
sation were  commemorated  down  to  the  latest  times 
of  the  Jewish  nation.  Possil)ly  Ps.  xxx.  and  xci. 
had  reference  (whether  David's  or  not)  to  this  time. 
But  a  more  certain  memorial  was  presen'ed  on  the 
exact  spot  which  witnessed  the  close  of  the  pesti- 
lence, or,  a.s  it  was  called,  like  the  Black  Death  of 
1348,  "  The  Death."  Outside  the  walls  of  Jerusa- 
lem, Arauuah  or  Oman,  a  wealthy  Jebusite  —  per- 
haps even  the  ancient  king  of  Jebus  (2  Sam.  xxiv. 
23)''  —  possessed  a  threshing-floor;  there  he  and 
his  sons  were  engaged  in  threshing  the  corn  gath- 
ered in  from  the  harvest  (1  Chr.  xxi.  20).  At  this 
spot  an  awful  vision  appeared,  such  as  is  described 
in  the  later  days  of  Jeru.saleni,  of  the  Angel  of  the 
Jjord  stretching  out  a  drawn  sword  between  earth 
and  sky  over  the  devoted  city.''     The  scene  of  such 


a  The  injustice  done  to  Mcphibosheth  by  this  dlvig- 
ion  of  his  property  vas  believed  in  later  traditions  to 
be  the  sin  which  drew  do.vn  the  divi.sion  of  David's 
kingdom  (Jerome,  Qti.  H'h.  on  2  Sam.  xix.).  The 
question  is  argued  at  length  by  Selden,  De  Siicces^ione, 
c.  25,  pp.  67,  68.     (Chandler,  ii.  376.) 

b  To  many  English  readers,  the  events  and  names 
of  this  period  have  acquired  a  double  interest  from  the 
power  and  skill  with  which  Dryden  has  made  the  story 
of  "  Absalom  and  Achitophel  "  the  baeis  of  his  political 
poem  on  the  Court  of  King  Charles  II. 

c  In  the  original  the  expression  is  much  stronger 
than  in  the  A.  V.  —  "  Araunah,  the  king."  [See 
Araunah.] 

d  This  apparition  is  also  described  in  a  fragment 
of  the  heathen  historian  Eupolemus  (Ens.  Frn-p.  Ev. 
ix.  30),  but  is  confused  with  tlie  warning  of  Nathan 
igainst  building  the  Temple.     ''  An  angel  pointed  out 
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an  apparition  at  such  a  momer.t  was  at  once 
marked  out  for  a  sanctuary.  David  demanded, 
and  Araunah  willingly  granted,  the  site ;  tlie  altar 
was  erected  on  the  rock  of  the  threshing-floor;  the 
place  was  called  by  the  name  of  "  Moi  inli  "  (2  Chr. 
iii.  1);  and  for  the  first  time  a  holy  place,*  sancti- 
fied by  a  vision  of  the  Divine  presence,  was  recog- 
nized in  Jerusalem.  It  was  this  six>t  which  after- 
wards became  the  altar  of  the  Temple,  and  ther^ 
fore  the  centre  of  the  national  worship,  with  but 
slight  interruption,  for  more  than  10(X)  years,  and 
it  is  even  contended  that  the  same  spot  is  the  rock, 
still  regarded  with  almost  idolatrous  veneration,  in 
the  centre  of  the  Mussulman  "  Dome  of  the  liock  " 
(see  Professor  Willis  in  Williams's  Holy  City,  ii.). 

The  selection  of  the  site  of  this  altar  probably 
revived  the  schemes  of  the  king  for  the  building  of 
a  permanent  edifice  to  receive  the  ark,  which  still 
remained  inside  his  own  palace  in  its  temporary 
tent.  Such  schemes,  we  are  told,  he  had  enter- 
tained after  the  capture  of  Jerusalem,  or  at  the  end 
of  his  wars.  Two  reasons  were  given  for  their  de- 
lay. One,  that  the  ancient  nomadic  form /of  wor- 
ship was  not  yet  to  \>e  abandoned  (2  Sam.  vii.  6); 
the  other,  that  David's  wars  s  unfitted  him  to  be 
the  founder  of  a  seat  of  peaceful  worship  (1  Chr. 
xxii.  8).  But  a  solemn  assurance  was  given  that 
his  dynasty  should  continue  "  for  ever  "  to  continue 
the  work  (2  Sam.  vii.  13;  1  Chr.  xxii.  9,  10). 
Such  a  founder,  and  the  ancestor  of  such  a  dynasty, 
was  Solomon  to  l>e,  and  to  him  therefore  the 
stores 't  and  the  plans  of  the  future  Temple  (accord- 
ing to  1  Chr.  xxii.  2-19,  xxviii.  1-xxix.  19)  were 
committed. 

A  formidable  conspiracy  to  interrupt  the  succes- 
sion broke  out  in  the  last  days  of  David's  reign  [see 
Adoxijah],  which  detached  from  his  person  two 
of  his  court,  who  from  personal  offense  or  adherence 
to  the  ancient  family  had  been  alienated  from  him 
—  Joab  and  Abiathar.  But  Zadok,  Nathan,  Be- 
naiah,  Shimei,  and  Kei »  remaining  firm,  the  plot 
was  stifled,  and  Solomon's  inauguration  took  place 
under  his  father's  auspices^'  (1  K.  i.  1-53). 

The  Psalms  which  relate  to  this  period  are,  by 
title,  Ps.  xcii. ;  by  internal  evidence,  Ps.  ii. 

By  this  time  David's  infimiities  had  grown  upon 
him.  The  warmth  of  his  exliausted  frame  wiis  at- 
tempted to  be  restored  by  the  introduction  of  a 
young  Shunammite,  of  the  name  of  Abishag,  men- 
tioned apparently  for  the  sake  of  an  incident  which 
grew  up  in  connection  with  her  out  of  the  later 
events  (1  K.  i.  1,  ii.  17).  His  last  song  is  pre- 
served —  a  striking  imion  of  the  ideal  of  a  just 
ruler  which  he  had  placed  before  him,  and  of  the 


I 


the  place  where  the  altar  was  to  be.  but  forbade  him 
to  build  the  Temple,  as  Iwing  stained  with  blood,  and 
having  fought  many  ware.  His  name  was  Diana- 
than." 

e  In  1  Chr.  xxi.  26,  a  fire  flrom  heaven  descends  to 
sanctify  the  altar.  This  is  not  mentioned  in  2  Sam. 
xxiv. 

/  This  is  the  subject  of  one  of  tlie  apocryphal  col- 
loquies (Fabric  CihI.  pseiir/episr.   V.  T.  i.  1004). 

9  In  this  ri'spect  David  still  belonged  to  the  older 
generation  of  heroes.     (See  Jerome,  (^u.  Hrb.  ad  Ice.) 

*  Eupolemus  (Eus.  iV«p.  Er.  ix.  30)  makes  David 
send  fleets  for  these  stores  to  Elath  and  to  Ophir. 

»■  Jerome  {Qii.  H'b.  ad  loc.)  riMiders  Kei  =  Ira,  not 
improbably.  Ewald's  conj(!Cture  (iii.  200,  note)  is  that 
he  is  identical  with  Ilaiidai. 

k  Eupolemus  (Eus.  Pro-p.  Er.  ix.  30)  adds,  "  in  the 
presence  of  the  high-priest  Ell." 
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iifficulties  which  he  had  felt  in  realizing  it  (2  Sam. 
xxiii.  1-7).  His  last  words,  as  recorded,  to  his 
successor,  are  general  exhortations  to  his  duty, 
combined  with  warnings  against  Joab  and  SJiimei, 
and  charges  to  remember  the  children  of  Bai-zillai 
(1  K.  ii.  1-9). 

He  died,  according  to  Josephus  (Ant.  viii.  15, 
§  2),  at  the  age  of  70,  and  "  was  buried  in  the  city 
of  David."  «  After  the  return  from  the  Captivity, 
"  the  sepulchres  of  David  ''  were  stiU  pointed  out 
"  between  Siloah  and  the  house  of  the  '  mighty 
men,'"  or  "the  guardhouse"  (Neh.  iii.  10).  His 
tomb,  which  became  the  general  sepulchre  of  the 
kuigs  of  Judah,  was  pointed  out  in  the  latest  times 
of  the  .Jewish  people.  "  His  sepulchre  is  with  us 
unto  this  day,"  says  St.  Peter  at  Pentecost  (Acts 
ii.  29);  and  Josephus  (Ant.  vii.  15,  §  3;  xiii.  8, 
§  4;  xvi.  7,  §  1)  states  that,  Solomon  havnig  buried 
a  vast  treasure  in  the  tomb,  one  of  its  chambers 
was  broken  open  by  Hyrcanus,  and  another  by 
Herod  the  Great.  It  is  said  to  have  fallen  into 
ruin  in  the  time  of  Hadrian  (Dion  Cassius,  Ixix. 
1-t).  In  Jerome's  time  a  tomb,  so  called,  was  the 
object  of  pilgrimage  (/s/).  (ul  Marcell.  17  (46)),  but 
apparently  in  the  neighborhood  of  Bethlehem.  The 
edifice  shown  as  such  from  the  Crusades  to  the 
present  day  is  on  the  southern  hill  of  motlern  Jeru- 
salem connnonly  called  Mount  Zion,  under  the  so- 
called  "  Ccenaculum."  Por  the  description  of  it 
see  Barclay's  City  of  the  Great  King,  p.  209.  For 
the  traditions  concerning  it  see  Williams's  Holy 
City.,  ii.  509-51-'>.  The  so-called  "  Tombs  of  the 
Kings  "  have  of  late  been  claimed  as  the  royal  sep- 
ulchre by  De  Saulcy  (ii.  162-215),  who  brought  to 
the  Louvre  (where  it  may  be  seen)  what  he  believed 
to  be  the  lid  of  David's  sarcophagus.  But  these 
tombs  are  autukle  the  walls,  and  therefore  cannot 
be  identified  with  the  tomb  of  David,  which  was 
emphatically  within  the  walls  (see  Robinson,  ill. 
252,  note).  • 

The  character  of  David  has  been  so  naturally 
brought  out  in  the  incidents  of  his  life  that  it  need 
not  be  here  described  in  detail.  In  the  complexity 
of  its  elements,''  passion,  tenderness,  generosity,  j 
fierceness  —  the  soldier,  the  shepherd,  the  poet,  the 
statesman,  the  priest,  the  prophet,  the  king  —  the 
romantic  friend,  the  chivalrous  leader,  the  devoted 
father  —  there  is  no  character  of  the  O.  T.  at  all  to 
be  compared  to  it.  Jacob  comes  nearest  in  the 
variety  of  elements  included  within  it.  But  David's 
character  stands  at  a  higher  point  of  the  sacred 
history,  and  represents  the  Jewish  people  just  at  the 
moment  of  their  transition  from  the  lofty  virtues 
of  the  older  system  to  the  fuller  civilization  and 
cultivation  of  the  later.  In  this  manner  he  becomes 
naturally,  if  one  may  so  say,  the  likeness  or  por- 
trait of  the  last  and  grandest  development  of  the 
nation  and  of  the  monarchy  in  the  person  and  the 
period  of  the  Messiah.  In  a  sense  more  than  figu- 
rative, he  is  the  type  and  prophecy  of  Jesus  Christ. 
Christ  is  not  called  the  son  of  Abraham,  or  of  Ja- 


n  A  striking  legend  of  his  death  is  preserved  in 
Weil's  Legends,  pp.  169,  170 ;  a  very  absurd  one,  in 
Basnage,  Hist,  des  Juifs,  bk.  v.  ch.  2. 

6  This  variety  of  elements  i.s  strikingly  expressed 
in  "  the  Song  of  David,"  a  poem  written  by  the  unfor- 
tunate Christopher  Smart  in  charcoal  on  the  walls  of 
his  cell,  in  the  intervals  of  madness. 

c  It  may  be  remarked  that  the  name  never  appears 
as  given  to  any  one  else  in  the  Jewish  history,  as  if, 
like  "  Peter  "  in  the  Papacy,  it  was  too  sacred  to  be 
appropriated. 
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cob,  or  of  Moses,  but  he  was  truly  "  the  son  of 
David." 

To  his  own  people  his  was  the  name  most  dearly 
cherished  after  their  first  ancestor  Abraham. 
"  The  city  of  David,"  "  the  house  of  David,"  "  the 
throne  of  David,"  "the  seed  of  David,"  "the  oath 
sworn  unto  David  "  (the  pledge  of  the  continuance 
of  his  dynasty),  are  expressions  which  pervade  the 
whole  of  the  Old  Testament  and  all  the  figurative 
language  of  the  New,  and  they  serve  to  mark  the 
lasting  significance  of  his  appearance  in  history .<^ 

His  Psalms  (whether  those  actually  written  by 
himself  be  many  or  few)  have  been  the  source  of 
consolation  and  instruction  beyond  any  other  part 
of  the  Hebrew  Scriptures.  In  them  appear  quali- 
ties of  mind  and  religious  perceptions  not  before  ex- 
pressed in  the  s;icred  WTitings,  but  eminently  char- 
acteristic of  David,  —  the  love  of  nature,  the  sense 
of  sin,  and  the  tender,  ardent  trust  in,  and  com- 
munion with,  God.  No  other  part  of  the  (^Id  Tes- 
tament comes  so  near  to  the  spirit  of  the  New. 
The  Psalms  are  the  only  expressions  of  devotion 
which  have  been  equally  used  through  the  whole 
Christian  Church  —  Abyssinian,  Greek,  Latin,  Pu- 
ritan, Anglican. 

The  difficulties  which  attend  on  his  character  are 
valuable  as  proofs  of  the  impartiality  of  Scripture 
in  recording  them,  and  as  uidications  of  the  union 
of  natural  power  and  weakness  which  his  character 
included.  The  Rabbis  in  former  times,  and  critics 
(like  Bayle) ''  in  later  times,  have  seized  on  its  dark 
features  and  exaggerated  them  to  the  utmost.  And 
it  has  been  often  asked,  both  by  the  scoffers  and 
the  serious,  how  the  man  after  God's  '^  own  heart 
could  have  murdered  LTriah,  and  seduced  Bathsheba, 
and  tortured  the  Ammonites  to  death  ?  An  ex- 
tract from  one  who  is  not  a  too-indulgent  critic  of 
sacred  characters  expresses  at  once  the  conmion 
sense  and  the  religious  lesson  of  the  whole  matter. 
"  Who  is  called  '  the  man  after  God's  own  lieart '  V 
David,  the  Hebrew  king,  had  fallen  into  sins 
enough  —  blackest  crimes  —  there  was  no  want  of 
sin.  And  therefore  the  unbelievers  sneer,  and  ask 
'Is  this  your  man  according  to  God's  heart?' 
The  sneer,  I  must  say,  seems  to  me  but  a  shallow 
one.  What  are  faults,  what  are  the  outward  de- 
tails of  a  life,  if  the  inner  secret  of  it,  the  remorse, 
temptations,  the  often  baffled,  never-ended  struggle 
of  it  be  forgotte  ?  .  .  .  David's  life  and  history, 
as  written  for  us  in  those  Psalms  of  his,  I  consider 
to  be  the  truest  emblem  ever  given  us  of  a  man's 
moral  progress  and  warfare  here  below.  All  earnest 
souls  will  ever  discern  in  it  the  faithful  struggle  of 
an  earnest  human  soul  towards  what  is  good  and 
best.  Struggle  often  baffled  —  sore  baffled  —  driven 
as  into  entire  wreck :  yet  a  struggle  never  ended, 
ever  with  tears,  repentance,  true  unconquerable  pur- 
pose begun  anew"  (Carlyle's  Heroes  and  Hero- 
Worshlp,  p.  72).  A.  P.  S. 

*  The  conciliation  of  1  Sam.  xvL  14-23  with 
xvii.  12-31,  55-58  (see  I.  4  of  the  article  above) 


<l  For  some  just  remarks,  in  anssver  to  Bayle,  on  the 
necessity  of  taking  into  account  the  circumstances  of 
David's  age  and  country,  see  Dean  Milman's  Hist,  of 
ttie  Jews,  i.  247. 

e  This  expression  has  been  perhaps  too  much  made 
of  It  occurs  only  once  in  the  Scriptures  (1  Sam.  xiii. 
14,  quoted  again  in  Acts  xiii.  22),  where  it  merely  in- 
dicates a  man  whom  God  will  approve,  in  distinction 
from  Siiul  who  was  rejected.  -A  much  stronger  and 
more  peculiar  commendation  of  David  is  that  contained 
in  1  K.  XV.  3-5,  and  implied  in  Ps.  Ixxxix.  20-28. 
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has  given  rise  to  various  explanations.  It  must  be 
acknowle<lged  tliat  there  are  some  difficulties  here. 
Winer  (though  without  assenting  to  them  all  as 
equally  well  founded )  enumerates  them  in  his  Bibl. 
Realm,  i.  259  ft'.,  and  Hleek  also  in  his  Eird.  in  das 
A.  Test.  p.  336  ft".,  with  the  admission  at  the  same 
time  that  they  li.ave  been  urged  too  far.  The 
reader  may  be  dis:ipi)ointe<l  if  no  notice  should  be 
taken  of  them  here,  or  of  the  considerations  which 
have  iieen  oftered  to  account  for  the  ajiparent  dis- 
agreement. It  should  lie  stated  that  the  better 
critical  judgment  of  scholars  (as  I)e  V\'ette,  Ewald, 
Bleek,  Keil)  is  that  the  Hebrew  text  of  the  pas- 
sages under  remark  has  not  been  coiTupted  or  inter- 
{wlated,  liut  that  tiie  two  sections  (from  whatever 
source  originally  derived )  form  an  integral  part  of 
the  work  as  it  came  from  the  hand  of  the  writer  or 
compiler. 

One  of  the  principal  difficulties  in  the  relation 
of  the  two  jKirtions  to  each  other,  is  that,  in  the 
first  of  them,  David  is  said  to  have  been  a  musician 
and  an  armor-l)earer  at  the  court  of  Saul  (1  Sam. 
xvi.  19  ff.);  and,  in  the  second,  that  he  api>ears  to 
be  introduced  to  the  king,  at  the  time  of  the  battle 
with  Goliath,  as  a  stranger  of  whom  Saul  had  no 
previous  knowledge  (1  Sam.  xvii.  31  ff.).  It  deserves 
to  be  said,  in  reply  to  this  representation,  that  David 
may  not  have  been  permanently  connected  with 
Saul  in  his  capacity  as  harpist,  but  was  only  sum- 
moned to  him  as  the  intermittent  malady  of  Saul 
required,  and  then,  after  exerting  his  skill  for  its 
removal,  returned  to  the  care  of  his  flocks.  (See 
Chandler's  Life  of  Dniid,  p.  48. )  It  is  expressly 
stated,  at  all  events,  that  even  after  the  outbreak 
of  the  war  with  the  Philistines  he  was  in  the  habit 
of  passing  to  and  fro  between  the  camp  and  his 
father's  home  at  IJethlehem  (1  Sam.  xvii.  17,  18). 
It  is  true,  he  was  apfwinted  at  tlie  same  time  one 
of  Saul's  amior-bearers  as  well  as  his  musician ; 
but  this  office,  at  least  in  times  of  peace,  was  one 
of  honor  rather  than  of  active  service,  and  would 
not  require  that  he  should  be  constantly  al  out  the 
person  of  the  king.  This  was  the  less  necessary, 
because  the  number  of  such  servitors  was  ^o  great. 
Joab,  David's  chief  commander  at  a  later  date,  is 
said  to  have  had  ten  armor-bearers,  and  Saul  in  his 
higiier  station  must  iiave  had  many  more.  Under 
these  circumstances,  Saul's  first  acquaintai  (e  with 
David  may  have  teen  often  interrupted  and  hence 
comparatively  slight ;  so  that  when  they  n)et  again, 
possibly  after  an  interval  of  some  considerable  dura- 
tion, amid  the  distraction  and  tumult  of  a  war 
which  was  engrossing  every  energy  of  the  king's 
mind,  it  is  not  incredible  that  Saul  at  fir>t  sight 
may  not  have  recognized  the  shepherd  boy  whom 
he  ha<l  occasionally  seen;"  while  as  to  David  him- 
8»'lf  it  is  not  to  be  supposed  that  he  would  put 
forward  any  obtrusive  claim  to  the  king's  recogni- 
tion on  tiie  ground  of  his  former  services. 

Again,  it  is  objected  that  Saul's  inquiry  of  Abner, 
captain  of  the  host  (1  Sam.  xvii.  55),  after  David's 
slaying  of  (ioliath,  "  Whose  son  is  this  youth,"  is 
extraordinary,  if  David  had  really  stood  in  the  rela 
tion  to  Saul  which  the  previous  account  has  men- 
tioned. IJut  as  Kurtz  remarks  (llerzog's  Renl- 
Kncyk.  iii.  3(K)),  the  imi^rt  of  the  question  may 


•  a  The  physical  development  Is  much  more  rapid 
In  the  Butt  than  am<ni(r»t  us,  and  a  young  imthoh  there 
goon  passes  out  of  flic  knowledge  of  those  from  whom 
he  is  BciKirated.  For  some  very  interesting  ri-niarks 
3n  this  j)oint,  see  Thomson's  Lawl  nml  Book,  ii.  306. 
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have  been  not  so  much  who  is  David's  father  as  to 
his  name  merely,  as  what  is  David's  ancestry,  his 
parentage  and  rank  in  life.  Saul  may  have  been 
indifferent  respecting  the  family  of  his  I)arj)-])layer 
and  armor -bearer;  but  after  the  \ictorv,  when  the. 
successful  chanq)ion,  according  to  the  terms  which 
Saul  himself  had  projjosed,  was  about  to  ijecome 
his  son-in-law  (1  Sam.  xvii.  25),  it  was  obviously 
a  matter  of  great  interest  to  him  to  obtain  more' 
particular  information  resi)ecting  his  birth  and  con- 
nections. 

It  is  affirmed  also  that  the  account  of  David  at 
the  time  of  his  first  introduction  to  Saul  (1  Sam. 
xvi.  18),  as  "a  mighty  valiant  man,  and  a  man 
of  war,"  is  out  of  place  there,  becau.se  be  had  not 
yet  displayed  the  military  qualities  which  those 
words  ascribe  to  him.  This  description,  as  Winer 
admits  (Realm,  i.  2C0),  may  be  merely  proleptic, 
inserted  liy  the  historian  not  of  course  as  repre- 
senting what  David  was  at  that  time,  but  what  he 
was  known  to  be  in  history  to  readers  of  the  story. 
Keil  and  Delitzsch  prefer  to  say,  that  his  conflicts 
with  the  lion  and  the  bear  (1  Sam.  xvii.  34,  35) 
had  already  furnished  such  proofs  of  heroism,  that 
none  who  knew  him  could  fail  to  discern  in  him 
the  future  warrior  (/iiickg  oj'  Homud,  p.  171, 
Clark's  Library).  Stjuiley  (see  I.  4  above)  thinks 
that  David  mjvy  already  have  fought  against  tlie 
Philistines,  and  was  known  to  some  of  Saul's  guards 
for  his  military  exploits.  But  this  supposition  im- 
plies in  eflect  that  the  two  parts  of  tlie  narrative 
are  inconsistent  with  each  other;  for  David's  awk- 
wardness in  the  use  of  weapons  when  he  a.ssumed 
the  championship  against  tJoliath  (1  Sam.  xvii. 
38  ft".)  shows  that  he  was  then  inexixirienced  in 
war. 

Another  allegation  is  that  the  statement  in  1 
Sam.  xvii.  54,  that  "David  took  the  head  of  the 
Philistine  and  brought  it  to  Jerusalem,"  niu.st  cer- 
tainly be  an  anachronistic  addition  to  the  history, 
because  Jerusalem  was  not  then  in  jx>ssession  of 
the  Hebrews,  but  was  captured  ijy  David  (or  Joab) 
at  a  later  period  (1  Chr.  xi.  4  ft".).  But  the 
statement  in  that  passage  really  is  that  David  took 
at  that  time  not  Jerusalem  itself,  Imt  the  fortress 
of  Jerusalem,  the  citadel  on  Mount  Zion  (called 
after  him  the  city  of  David ),  which  had  not  1  ef(;i« 
been  wrested  from  the  ancient  inhabitants  (.losh. 
XV.  03).  As  to  Jerusalem  itself,  i.  t.  the  other  hills 
and  the  suburbs  which  the  city  comprised,  we  read 
that  it  had  l)een  in  the  hands  of  the  Hebrews  freni 
the  time  of  their  first  an-ival  on  the  west  of  the  Jor- 
dan, in  the  days  of  Joshua  (Judg.  i.  8,  21).  David 
at  first  deposited  the  armor  of  (ioliath  in  bis  own 
tent  or  house  at  Uethlehem  (1  Sam.  xvii.  54):  but 
it  was  in  the  natural  course  of  things  that  such  a 
trophy  after  a  time  would  be  jilaced  in  some  more 
public  custody.  No  one  can  seriously  think  that 
this  statement  conflicts  with  1  Sam.  xxi.  9,  from 
which  it  apjwars  that  the  sword  of  (loliath  was 
found  in  the  sanctuary  at  Nou  at  the  time  of 
David's  interview  with  the  priest  Ahimelech.  Nor 
is  such  a  return  of  David  to  Bethlehem,  to  leave 
there  the  spoils  of  war  or  to  visit  his  friends,  incon- 
sistent with  1  Sam.  xviii.  2,  where  it  is  said  that  Saul 
did  not  i)ermit  him  any  more  "  to  go  to  his  father's 


Josephus  (Ant.  vl.  9,  §  1)  say*  that  even  a  few  yeors 
elapsed  between  David's  leaving  the  court  of  .''aul,  nnd 
their  meeting  again  in  the  camp  from  which  David 
went  forth  to  fight  GolUth.  H. 
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house."  The  meaning  in  that  passage  is  that 
David  was  henceforth  to  attach  himself  to  Saul  as 
one  of  his  j)ersonaI  retinue,  and  not  again,  as  he 
had  fornierl)'  done,  resume  his  occupation  as  a 
shepherd. 

Dean  Stanley  has  three  Lectures  on  David  in 
his  Histwy  of  the  Jnw'tsh  Church  (ii.  49-155).  He 
has  presented  there  essentially  the  same  facts  and 
aspects  of  character  that  are  brought  before  us  in 
the  preceding  sketch:  but  with  the  advantage  of 
making  the  picture  more  living  and  real  by  being 
put  in  the  frame-work  of  the  history  and  finished 
with  minuter  touches.  Of  David's  personal  appear- 
ance in  his  boyhood,  he  retains  in  liis  lectures  the 
description  previously  given  in  the  JJictionary  (p. 
553).  Against  one  of  the  traits  in  this  figure 
Dietrich  urges  an  olijection  from  an  unexpected 
quarter.  He  understands  (Ges.  J/eb.  unci  Chald. 
Handw.  p.  16,  6te  Aufl.)  that  what  the  A.  V.  ren- 
ders "  a  pillow  of  goafs  hair,"'  which  Michal  placed 
in  David's  bed  (1  Sam.  jcix.  13),  was  in  reality  a 
texture  of  goat's  hair,  a  sort  of  wig  which  she  put 
around  the  head  of  the  teraphim  or  im^e  so  as  to 
make  it  ap[)ear  like  David's  hair,  and  thus  deceive 
Saul's  messengers.  On  that  view  of  the  case,  he 
says,  the  stratagem  presifpposes  that  David's  hair 
was  black,  that  being  the  usual  color  of  goafs  hair 

in  Palestine.  Fiirst  also  (i.  25)  refers  "*3"1Q'7S 
not  to  the  hair,  but  to  the  countenance  of  David. 
Bunsen  {Bibelwerk,  ii.  Iter  Theil,  p.  122)  says: 
"  7-othwangig,  wrtl.  n  thlich.  An  die  Haare  ist 
dabei  wol  nicht  zu  denken."  Its  being  used  of 
Esau,  Gen.  xxv.  26,  is  not  decisive,  for  being  generic 
(=  "  reddish  "),  it  admits  of  that  application  or  the 
one  claimed  here.  The  older  translators  often  ren- 
der mechanically  (hence  perhaps  irvpba.Kr)s,  Sept. ; 
and  ruj'us,  Vulg.).  It  was  because  David  apjieared 
so  boyish  (ruddy  and  fair),  that  Goliath  looked  on 
him  with  contempt  (1  Sam.  xvi.  12,  xvii.  42).  It 
does  not  apjiear  whj  he  should  be  thought  less  a 
warrior  for  lacing  red-haired. 

In  regard  to  the  variations  which  appear  in  the 
mode  of  relating  David's  history,  Kurtz  has  well 
stated  and  answered  the  current  objections  in  his 
article  on  David  in  Herzog's  Red-  Kncyk.  iii.  298- 
•307.  He  does  not  consider  them  to  be  of  any 
great  moment.  See  also  Hiivernick's  Eird.  in  das 
A.  Test.  ii.  135  ft.  for  the  grounds  of  a  similar 
conclusion.  Tholuck  has  given  a  good  sketch  of 
David's  outward  life  in  its  relation  to  his  writings, 
and  has  grouped  together  on  that  basis  the  princi- 
pal psalms  which  he  would  refer  to  him  as  the 
author  ( Ubersetzung  u.  Aushyung  der  Psalmen,  § 
3).  Perowne's  remarks  here  are  valuable  for  the 
light  which  they  throw  on  tlie  connection  between 
the  Psalmist's  inner  and  outward  Ufe  as  expressed 
in  his  poetry  (Book  of  Ps'dms,  i.  xviii.-xxiv.). 
( 'handler's  Life  of  Dmid  (Oxford,  1853),  though 
antiquated  in  some  respects,  still  remains  one  of  our 
best  helps  for  the  study  of  David's  history.  Herder 
conunends  it  strongly  {StwUiim  der  Theologie,  8ter 
Brief).  Kitto's  Daily  Bible  Illitstrntions  furnish 
useful  information  on  the  leading  incidents  in  the 
career  of  the  poet-king.  There  is  a  collection  of 
sermons,  Dnid,  der  Konig,  by  F.  W.  Krum- 
macher  (18fi6),  similar  to  those  on  Elijah  and 
Elisha  by  the  same  author,  which  have  obtained 
80  much  celebrity. 

On  the  probable  scene  of  David's  encounter  with 
Goliath  (Wndy  es-Sumpi  =i\ alley  of  Elah,  3^ 
hours  southwest  of  Jerusalem),  see  Rob.  Bibl.  Res. 
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ii.  350,  1st  ed.;  Thomson's  Land  and  Book,  ii. 
363  ;  Porter's  (Jiant  Cities,  &c.,  p.  223  ;  Sepp's 
Jerusalem  u.  das  heil.  Land,  i.  57 ;  Tobler's  Drille 
Wanderung,  p.  122.  H. 

DAVID,  CITY  OF.     [.Jerusalem.] 

DAY  ( Yom,  Dl"',  perhaps  from  DH^,  laivu,  (o 
be  warm).  The  variable  length  of  the  natural  day 
("  ab  exortu  ad  occasum  solis,"  (Jensor.  de  Die  Nat. 
p.  23)  at  different  seasons  led,  in  the  very  earliest 
times,  to  the  adoption  of  the  civil  day  (or  one  rev- 
olution of  the  sun)  as  a  standard  of  time.  The 
commencement  of  the  civil  day  varies  in  different 
nations:  the  Babylonians  (like  the  people  of  Nu- 
remljerg)  reckoned  it  from  sunrise  to  sunrise  (Isidor. 
Ong.  V.  30);  the  Umbrians  from  noon  to  noon; 
the  Romans  from  midnight  to  midnight  (PUn.  ii. 
79);  the  Athenians  and  others  from  sunset  to  sun- 
set (Macrob.  Saturn,  i.  3;  Gell.  iii.  2). 

TTie  Hebrews  naturally  adopted  the  latter  reckon- 
ing (Lev.  xxiii.  32,  "from  even  to  even  shall  ye 
celebrate  your  sabbath")  from  Gen.  i.  5,  "the 
evening  and  the  morrdng  were  the  first  day  "  (a 
passage  which  the  Jews  are  said  to  have  quoted  to 
Alexander  the  Great  ( Gem.  Tamid,  60,  1 ;  Reland, 
Ant.  Hebr.  iv.  1,  §  15).  Some  (as  in  Godwyn's 
Moses  and  Aaron)  argue  foolishly  from  Matt,  xxviii. 
1,  that  they  began  their  civil  day  in  the  morning; 
but  the  expression  iirKpaiaKoixTt)  shows  that  the 
natural  day  is  there  intended.  Hence  the  expres- 
sions "  evening-morning  "  =  day  (Dan.  viii.  14; 
LXX.  vuxO'fiiJ.epov;  also  2  Cor.  xi.  25),  the  Hindoo 
ahoratra  (Von  Bohlen  on  Gen.  i.  4),  and  vvx^'h' 
fjifpoy  (2  Cor.  xi.  25).  Tliere  was  a  similar  custom 
among  the  Athenians,  Arabians,  and  ancient  Teu- 
tons (Tac.  Germ,  xi.,  "  nee  dieruni  numerum  ut 
apud  nos,  sed  noctium  computant  .  .  .  nox  ducere 
diem  videtur"),  and  Celtic  nations  (Caes.  de  B.  G. 
vi.  18,  "  ut  noctem  dies  subsequatur  ").  This  mode 
of  reckoning  was  widely  spread.  It  is  found  in  the 
Roman  law  (Gaius,  i.  112),  in  the  Nibelungenlied, 
in  the  Salic  law  {inter  decern  nodes),  in  our  own 
terms  ^^ fort-night,"  ^^seven-nights"  (see  Orelli, 
&c.  in  he.  Tac.),  and  even  among  the  Siamese 
("they  reckon  bj'  nights,"  Bowring,  i.  137)  and 
New  Zealanders  (Taylor's  Te-lka-Mnui,  p.  20). 
No  doubt  this  arose  from  the  general  notion  "  that 
the  first  day  in  Eden  was  36  hours  long"  (Light- 
foot's  Works,  ii.  334,  ed.  Pitman;  Hes.  Theogo7i. 
p.  123;  Aristoph.  Av.  G03;  Wilkinson,  Aric.  F.gypt. 
iv.  274).  Kalisch  plausibly  refers  it  to  the  use  of 
lunar  years  {Gen.  p.  67).  Sometimes,  however, 
they  reckoned  from  sunrL^e  {rjfXfpovvKTtov,  corap. 
Ps.  i.  2;  I>ev.  vii.  15). 

*  The  Hebrew  custom  of  reckoning  the  day  from 
evening  to  evening,  arose  from  the  use  of  the  lunar- 
calendar  in  regulating  the  feast-days,  and  other 
days  of  religious  observance.  It  was  not  "  adopted 
from  Gen.  i.  5,"  where  the  A.  V.  {the  evening  and 
the  morning  were  the  first  d/iy)  niLsrepresents  the 
sacred  writer's  meaning,  assuming  a  construction 
of  the  Hebrew  which  is  grammatically  impo.ss"ble. 
The  true  construction  is:  And  there  was  evening 
(the  close  of  a  period  of  light),  and  there  was 
morning  (the  close  of  a  j)eriod  of  darkness),  one 
day.  So  De  \\'ette:  "  Und  so  irard  Abenil  und 
ward  Morgen,  Kin  Tag."  So  also  Keil;  and  he 
adds,  p.  18 :  "  Hieraus  folgt,  dass  die  Schcpfungs- 
tage  nicht  von  Atend  zu  Abend,  sondem  .  .  . 
von  Morgen  zu  Morgen  gezjihlt  sind."  Delitzsch 
(3d  ed.  p.  100):  "  Nachdem  es  mit  der  Schcpfung 
des  Lichts  Tag   geworden,  wurde  es  Abend  und 
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wurde  wieder  Morgen  .  .  .  Ein  Tag."  Langc: 
"  Und  so  ward  es  Abend  und  ward  Moi^en,  der 
erete  Tag  [Kin  Tag  hier  fiir  der  erste  Tag]." 

The  day  consisted,  therefore,  of  a  period  of  light 
followed  by  a  period  of  darkness,  being  reckoned 
from  morning  to  morning.  In  later  Hebrew  usage 
also,  where  simply  the  natural  day  is  meant,  as  in 
Lev.  vii.  15,  the  terminating  limit  is  the  following 
morning.  See  further  in  Herzog's  A'ncyk.,  art. 
Tag  (XV.  410).  T.  J.  C. 

The  Jews  are  supposed,  like  the  modern  Arabs, 
to  have  adopted  from  an  early  period  minute  speci- 
fications of  the  parts  of  the  natural  day.  Roughly 
indeed  they  were  content  to  divide  it  into  "  morn- 
ing, evening,  and  noonday  "  (Ps.  Iv.  17);  but  when 
they  wished  for  greater  accuracy  they  pointed  to 
six  unequal  parts,  eacli  of  which  was  again  subdi- 
vided.    These  are  held  to  have  been :  — 

I.  Nesheph,    ?1P?3    (from    ^W^,  "to  blow") 

and  Shachar,  "iHtt?,  or  the  dawn.  After  their  ac- 
quaintance with  Persia  they  divided  this  into,  (a) 
the  time  when  the  eastern,  and  {b)  when  the  west- 
em  horizon  was  illuminated,  like  the  Greek  I.euco- 
thea  —  Matuta  —  and  Aurora;  or  "  the  gray  dawn  " 
(Milton ),  and  the  rosy  dawn.  Hence  we  find  the  dual 
Shaharaim  as  a  projxir  name  (1  Chr.  viii.  8).  The 
writers  of  the  Jerus.  Talmud  divide  the  dawn  into 
four  parts,  of  which  the  (1.)  was  Aijeleth  hasha- 
ckar,  "the  gazelle  of  the  morning"  [Aijeleth 
Shahak],  a  name  by  which  the  Arabians  call  the 
sun  (comp.  "eyelids  of  the  dawn,"  Job  iii.  9; 
afxfpai  ^\4<papov.  Soph.  Antig.  109).  This  was 
the  time  when  Christ  arose  (Mark  xvi.  2 ;  John  xx. 
1 ;  Rev.  xxii.  16 ;  ^  iiricpooarKova-ri,  Matt,  xxviii.  1 ). 
The  other  three  divisions  of  the  dawn  were,  (2.) 
"when  one  can  distinguish  blue  from  white" 
{irpwt,  ffKorlas  in  odffrii,  John  xx.  1;  "obscurum 
adhuc  coeptae  lucis,"  Tac.  //.  iv.  2).  At  this  time 
they  began  to  recite  the  phylacteries.  (3.)  Cum 
lucescit  oriens  (6p9pos  /Saflur,  Luke).  (4.)  Oriente 
sole  (a/ov  Trpoii,  avarfiXavTos  tov  ri\lov,  Mark 
xvi.  2 :  Lightfoot,  liar.  Iltbr.  ad  Marc.  xvi.  2). 

n.  Boker,  *^|7.!2,  "  sunrise."  Some  suppose  that 
the  Jews,  like  other  Oriental  nations,  commenced 
their  civil  day  at  this  time  until  the  Exodus  (Jen- 
nings's Jeimsh  Ant.). 

III.  Chom  Ilnycm,  D'"l*rT  Dn,  "heat  of  the 
day"  (eoij  Si(dfpfi.dvdri  7)  r}fifpa,  LXX.),  about  9 
o'clock. 

IV.  Tzdharaim,  D^nn^,  "the  two  noons" 
(Gen.  xliii.  16;  Deut.  xxviii.  29). 

V.  Ruach  hayom,  QVH  Jl^"^,  "  the  cool  (lit. 
wind)  of  the  day,"  before  sunset  (Gen.  iii.  8);  so 
called  by  the  Persians  to  this  day  (Chardin,  Voy. 
Iv.  8;  Jahn,  Arch.  Bibl.  §  29). 

VI.  Ereb,  3"^5>  "evening."  The  phrase  "be- 
tween the  two  evenings"   (Ex.  xvi.  12,  xxx.  8). 


«  *  But  this  precision  appears  not  merely  by  com- 
paring Matthew's  oi^ia  with  Mark's  6t€  e£i/  6  tjAio?,  but 
<till  more  cleiirly  by  observinn;  that  Mark  liiniself  sub- 
joins this  clause  to  o>^ia<;  in  his  own  text  (i.  32).  This 
iouble  note  of  time  Mark  introduces  as  tacitly  ex- 
)laining  why  th«  people  of  Capernaum  did  not  bring 
their  sick  to  .Tesus  before  the  sun  went  down  :  they 
were  restrained  by  their  scruples  about  the  Sabbath. 
Thomson  (Ijinrl  iiml  Buolc,  i.  426)  represents  this 
scrupulosity  as  still  entertained  by  many  of  the  east- 
cm  Jews  with  whom  he  tias  come  in  contact :  "  A  pro- 
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being  the  time  marked  for  slaying  the  paschal  lamb 
and  offering  the  evening  sacrifice  (Ex.  xii.  6,  xxix. 
39),  led  to  a  dispute  tetween  the  Karaites  and 
Samaritans  on  the  one  hand,  and  the  Pharisees  on 
the  other.  The  former  took  it  to  mean  between 
sunset  and  full  darkness  (Deut.  xvi.  6);  the  Rab- 
binists  explained  it  as  the  time  between  the  begin- 
ning (SsiAtj  vpata,  "little  evening,"  Hab.)  and 
end  of  sunset  (5.  6\)/ia,  or  real  sunset:  Joseph.  B^ 
J.  vi.  9,  §  3;  Gesen.  s.  v.;  Jahn,  Arch.  Bibl.  § 
101;  Bochart,  Ilieroz.  i.  558). 

Since  the  sabbaths  were  reckoned  from  sunset  to 
sunset  (Ixv.  xxiii.  32),  the  Sabbatarian  Pharisees, 
in  that  spirit  of  sci-upulous  sujierstition  which  so 
often  called  forth  the  rebukes  of  our  Lord,  were  led 
to  settle  tlie  minutest  rules  for  distinguishing  the 
actual  instant  when  the  sabbath  b^an  (ovj//o,  Matt. 
viii.  16  =  St6  I5u  o  ^Kios,  Mark)."  They  there- 
fore called  tlie  time  l)etween  the  actual  sunset  and 
the  appearance  of  three  stars  (Maimon.  in  Shnbb. 
cap.  5,  comp.  Neh.  iv.  21,  22),  and  the  Talmudists 
decided  that  "  if  oji  the  evening  of  the  sabbath  a 
man  did  any  work  after  one  star  had  appeared,  he 
was  forgiven;  if  after  the  appearance  of  two.,  he 
must  offer  a  sacrifice  for  a  doubtful  transgression ; 
if  after  three  st<u"s  were  visible,  he  must  offer  a  sin- 
offering:  "  the  order  being  reversed  for  works  done 
on  the  evening  nfter  the  aetual  sabbath  (Lightfoot, 
Hor.  Hebr.  ad  Matt.  viii.  16 ;  Otho,  Lex.  Bab.  s. 
V.  Sahbathun). 

Before  the  Captivity  the  Jews  divided  the  night 
into  three  watches  (Ps.  Ixiii.  6,  xc.  4),  namely,  the 
first  watch,  lasting  till  midnight  (Lam.  ii.  19,  A. 
V.  "tlie  beginning  of  the  watches ")  ^  dpx^ 
vvkt6s\  the  '■^middle  watch"  (which  proves  the 
statement),  lasting  till  cock-crow  (Judg.  vii.  19)  = 
fiiaov  vvktS)u\  and  the  morning  watch,  lasting  till 
sunrise  (Ex.  xiv.  2i)  :=  a.ij.(^i\vKri  vv^  (Horn.  IL 
vii.  433).  These  divisions  were  probably  connected 
with  the  I>evitical  duties  in  the  Temple  semce. 
The  Jews,  however,  say  (in  spite  of  their  own  def- 
inition, "a  watch  is  tlie  third  part  of  the  night") 
that  they  always  had  Jour  night-watches  (comp.  J 
Neh.  ix.  3),  but  that  the  fourth  was  counted  as  a 
part  of  the  n!orning  (Huxtorf's  Lex.  Talm.  s.  v. 
Carpzov.  Ap/)fir.  Grit.  p.  347;  Reland,  iv.  18). 

In  the  N.  T.  we  have  allusions  to  four  watches, 
a  division  borrowed  from  the  Greeks  (Herod,  ix. 
51)  and  Romans  {(pvKoK-fi,  rb  rfraprov  /xfpos  t^s 
vuktSs,  Suid.).  Tliese  were,  (1)  6i//t',  oi|/io,  or  ofpla 
&pa,  from  twilight  till  9  o'clock  (Mark  xi.  11;  J 
John  XX.  19);  (2)  yuefforiy/crioi',  midnight,  from  9  jl 
till  12  o'clock  (Mark  xiii.  35):  (3)  a.\eK7opo(\)uvla, 
till  3  in  the  morning  (Mark  xiii.  35,  air.  Kty. ;  3 
Mace.  V.  23);  (4)  irpait  till  daybreak,  the  same  as 
irpw'ia  (iipa)  (John  xviii.  28;  Joseph.  AtU.  v.  6,  § 
5,  xviii.  9,  §  6). 

The  word  held  to  mean  "  hour "  is  first  found ; 
in  Dan.  iii.  6,  15,  v.  5  {Shd'dh,  TTSli^,  also  "i 
moment,"  iv.  19).      Perhaps  the  Jews,  like 


fane  and  most  quarrel.xome  fellow  once  handed  me  htoj 
watch  to  wind  just  after  sunset  on  Friday  evening.  Ifc  ; 
was  now  his  Sablmth,  and  he  could  not  work.  Thoa  j 
they  still  tithe  mint,  and  anise,  and  cummin,  andl 
teax^h  for  doctrines  the  couuuandments  of  men,  mak- 
ing void  the  law  of  God  by  their  traditions  (Matt.  XT. 
6).  It  WHS  such  perverse  traditions  as  these  that  oitf^ 
Lord  rebuked  when  he  de<'lared  that  the  Sabbath  ' 
made  for  man,  not  man  for  the  Sabbath  (Mark  ii.  27).''^ 
See  other  like  examples  on  the  same  page.  H. 
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Greeks,  leamt  from  the  Babylonians  the  division 
of  the  day  into  12  parts  (Herod,  ii.  109).  In  our 
Ix)rd's  time  the  division  was  common  (John  xi.  9). 
It  is  probable  that  Aha^  introduced  the  first  sun- 
dial from  Babylon  (aipoXSyiov,  •niv3?^7  Is- 
xxxviii.  8;  2  K.  xx.  11),  as  Anaximenes  did  the 
first  ffKidd-npov  into  Greece  (.Jahn,  Arch.  §  101). 
Possibly  the  Jews  at  a  later  perio.i  adopted  the 
clepsydra  (Joseph.  Ant.  xi.  6).  The  third,  sixth, 
and  ninth  hours  were  devoted  to  prayer  (Dan.  vi. 
10;  Acts  ii.  15,  iii.  1,  &c.). 

On  the  Jewish  way  of  counting  their  week-days 
from  the  sabbath,  see  Lightfoot's  Works,  ii.  334, 
ed.  Pitman.     [Week.] 

The  word  "day"  is  used  of  a  festal  day  (Hos. 
vii.  5);  a  birthday  (Job  iii.  1);  a  day  of  ruin  (Hos. 
i.  11;  Job  xviii.  20;  comp.  tempus,  temjxn-a  rei- 
publiccE,  Cic,  and  dies  Cn/mensis) ;  the  judgment- 
day  (Joel  1.  15;  1  Thess.  v.  2);  the  kingdom  of 
Christ  (John  viii.  56;  Rom.  xiii.  12);  and  in  other 
senses  which  are  mostly  self-explaining.  In  1  Cor. 
iv.  3,  vTrh  avdpuirlvris  VM-^pas  is  rendered  "by  man's 
judgment."  "  Jerome,  nrl  Algas.  Qucest.  x.  con- 
siders this  a  Cilicism  (Bochart,  Ilieroz.  ii.  471). 
On  the  prophetic  or  year-day  system  (Lev.  xxv.  3, 
4;  Num.  xiv.  34;  Ez.  iv.  2-6,  &c.),  see  a  treatise 
in  Elliott"  s  flor.  Apoc.  iii.  154  fF.  The  expression 
firtoiKnov,  rendered  "  daily  "  in  Matt.  vi.  11,  is  a 
OTT.  \ey.,  and  has  been  much  disputed.  It  is  un- 
known to  classical  Greek  {eoiKe  vcirXdcrOai  virh 
Twv  EvaYyeKicTTuv,  Orig.  Orat.  c.  16).  The 
Vulg.  has  snperstdjstantialem,  a  rendering  recom- 
mended by  Abelard  to  the  nuns  of  the  Paraclete. 
Theophyl.  explains  it  as  5  eiri  rij  ovffia  koI  avff- 
TCLffii  Tiixcav  avTapK-fjs,  and  he  is  followed  by  most 
commentators  (cf.  Chrysost.  Rom.  in  Or.  Domin. 
Suid.  &  Etym.  M.  s.  v.).     Salmasius,  Grotius,  &c., 

arguing  from  the  rendering  HnQ  in  the  Nazarene 
Gospel,  translate  it  as  though  it  were  =  T7is  eirjou- 
0-7;$  rjnepas,  or  els  aijptov  (Sixt.  Senensis  Bibl. 
Saiiet.  p.  444  a).  But  see  the  question  examined 
at  full  length  (after  Tholuck)  in  Alford's  Greek 
Test,  ad  loc. ;''  Schleusner,  Lex.  s.  v.;  Wetstein, 
N.  T.  i.  461,  &c.     See  Chkonou)GY. 

F.  W.  F. 

*  DAY'S  JOURNEY.  Distance  is  often 
reckoned  in  the  Bible  by  this  standard  (see  Gen. 
xxxi.  23;  Ex.  iii.  18;  Num.  xi.  31;  Deut.  i.  2;  1 
K.  xix.  4 ;  2  K.  iii.  9 ;  Jonah  iii.  3,  4 ;  Luke  ii.  44 ; 
Acts  i.  12).  It  is  certainly  conceivable  that  this 
mode  of  reckoning,  used  vaguely  at  first,  as  being 
dependent  on  circumstances  that  were  liable  to  vary 
in  the  case  of  each  particular  journey,  might  at 
length  have  become  definite,  so  as  to  denote  a  cer- 
tain distance  traversable  under  conditions  assumed 
as  always  the  same.  Something  like  this  was  true 
no  doubt  among  the  (ireeks  and  Romans,  who  reck 
oned  by  days  and  at  the  same  time  by  stadia  or 
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o  *  strictly,  by  "  human  or  man''s  day  "  a«  opposed 
to  Christ's  day,  or  that  of  the  final  account:  comp. 
'  £je  in  ver.  2.  H. 

6  *  The  wader  will  find  a  much  fuller  note  than 
Alford's,  on  eTriouo-ioi'  in  Matt,  v  11,  in  Dr.  Conant's 
Matthnv.  with  a  RrviserJ  Version,  p.  30  (Sew  York, 
1860).  The  couclusion  is  that  "daily  "  of  the  A.  V 
is  substantially  correct  and  sanctioned  by  the  best  au- 
thorities, ancient  and  moilern.  Dr.  Schaff  supports 
the  same  view  in  his  Lrin^e^s  Matthew,  p.  121  (New 
York,  1865).  Vlford  makes  cttiovo'ioi'  =  "  proper  for 
•ustenance."  H. 


miles;  so  that,  interchanging  the  two  modes,  they 
meant  often  by  a  day's  journey  a  fixed  number  of 
stadia  or  miles,  without  taking  into  account  the  cir- 
cumstances which  might  control  the  distance  act- 
ually traversed  in  a  given  instance.  This  later  and 
more  precise  scale  for  measiu-ing  distances  arose 
gradually  among  them,  and  appears  never  to  have 
superseded  altogether  the  more  primitive  method. 
Herodotus  (as  an  example  of  this  fluctuation)  de- 
scribes a  day's  journey  at  one  time  as  150  stadia  or 
about  19  Roman  miles,  and  at  another  as  200  sta- 
dia or  nearly  25  such  miles.''  For  information  on 
this  subject  see  Forbiger's  Ilandb.  der  Alien  Geoyr. 
i.  549  ft'.  Roman  mile-stones  are  still  found  on  dif- 
ferent hnes  of  travel  in  Palestine,  e  g.  two  south  of 
Sidon,  on  the  maritime  road  along  the  Mediterra- 
nean (Rob.  Bibl.  Res.  iii.  415,  1st  ed.),  and  one  at 
Beth-zur,  between  Bethlehem  and  Hebron  (Stan- 
ley's Notices  of  certain  Localities,  &c.,  p.  169). 
The  proverbial  expression  in  Matt.  v.  41,  "  .\nd 
whosoever  shall  compel  thee  to  go  a  mile,  go  with 
him  twain,"  refers  to  a  foreign  custom  made  famil- 
iar to  the  Jews  in  the  days  of  their  Roman  subjec- 
tion. Most  of  the  Roman  roads  with  their  mile 
stones  {vicB  strata)  have  as  late  an  origin  as  the  time 
of  the  Emperor  Septimius  Severus,  a.  d.  193-211. 
Traces  of  them  are  found  on  the  east  of  the  Jordan 
as  well  as  the  west. 

But  nothing  strictly  correspondent  to  the  Greek 
and  Roman  system  of  measurement  (as  far  as  such 
a  system  existed  among  them)  appears  to  have 
been  known  among  the  Hebrews.  It  may  be  as- 
sumed, as  a  general  rule,  that  when  the  writers  of 
the  Bible  sj^eak  of  a  day's  journey,  they  mean  to 
speak  historically  rather  than  geometrically,  i.  e. 
to  mention  the  time  actually  employed  in  the  jour- 
ney rather  than  any  certain  distance  assigned  by 
universal  consent  to  a  day's  journey.  Hence,  to 
know  the  actual  distance  in  any  instance,  we  must 
know  more  or  less  of  the  circumstances  mider 
which  the  travelling  took  place.  As  the  modes 
of  travelling  were  so  various,  —  as  the  people  jour- 
neyed on  foot,  or  with  horses  and  camels  (though 
if  they  went  in  caravans  the  diff'erence  then  would 
not  be  very  great),  with  flocks  or  without  them, 
with  women  and  children  or  without  them,  across 
plains  or  mountains,  and  with  stations  for  halting 
at  night  along  the  route  at  irregular  intervals,  de- 
termined by  herbage,  streams,  fountains,  and  the 
like,  —  it  is  evident  that  a  fixed  uniformity  must 
have  been  out  of  the  question.  It  may  l)e  men- 
tioned, as  illustrating  this  uncertainty,  that  the 
pilgrim  cai-avans  at  the  present  day  occupy  two 
days  in  going  from  Jerusalem  to  the  Jordan,  about 
25  miles ;  and  yet  a  mounted  horseman  can  easily 
accomplish  the  distance,  rough  as  some  parts  of 
the  way  are,  in  less  than  half  a  day.  Josephus 
states  repeatedly  that  it  was  a  journey  of  three  days 
from  the  Holy  City  to  the  Sea  of  Tiberias  or  Gali- 
lee.    Dragomen  at  the  present  time,  partly  because 

c  *  The  same  remark  may  be  made  of  the  Persian 
parasang.  '■  The  truth  is,"  says  Rawlinson  {Herod. 
iii.  260),  ''that  the  ancient  parasang,  like  the  modern 
farsakh,  was  originally  a  measure  of  time  (an  hoiur), 
not  a  measure  of  distance.  In  passing  from  the  one 
meaning  to  the  other,  it  came  to  mark  a  different 
length  in  different  places,  according  to  the  nature  of 
the  country  traversed.  The  moiiem  farsakh  varies 
also,  but  not  so  much  as  the  parasang,  if  we  can  trust 
Strabo.  It  is  estimated  at  firom  3^  to  4  miles,  or  from 
30  to  35  stadia."  fi. 
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they  would  adjust  the  time  to  the  convenience  of 
tourists,  usually  allot  4  days  to  the  journey.  The 
English  consul  at  Jerusalem  (as  hapi)ens  to  be 
within  the  writer's  knowledge)  on  one  occasion  of 
special  emergency  rode  on  horseback  from  Jerusa- 
lem to  Nazareth  in  one  day. 

It  is  obvious  that  such  "  posting  "  (that  of  "  a 
runner"  in  Heb.)  as  that  to  which  Job  refers  (ix. 
25),  mentioned  by  him  as  an  emtilem  of  speed  along 
with  that  of  the  "swift  ships"  (lit.  "  reed-skifFs  " ) 
and  of  "  the  eagle  that  hasteth  to  the  prey."  must 
1)6  very  diflFerent  from  that  of  ordinary  travellers. 
[See  Angarkuo.]  Reland,  therefore,  could  well 
say  {Paktst'ma,  p.  400):  "  Iter  unius  diei,  quod  spa- 
tium  dietam  vocant,  certo  intervallo  definiri  vix 
jwtest.  Clarura  est,  pro  locorum  ratione,  et  modo 
iter  faciendi,  diversa  spatia  uno  die  confici." 

One  consequence  of  a  neglect  to  consider  how 
variously  incidental  causes  may  affect  the  length  of 
a  day's  journey  in  the  East  is  that  the  statements 
of  the  sacred  writers  may  not  only  have  been  mis- 
understood, but  charged  with  inaccuracies  and  con- 
tradictions for  which  the  writers  are  not  to  be  held 
accountable.  It  is  obvious,  for  example,  that  when 
the  journeyings  of  the  Israelites  in  the  desert  are 
mentioned  by  days,  great  latitude  must  be  allowed 
in  judging  of  the  distance,  since  the  movements  of 
the  vast  concourse  must  often  have  been  hastened 
or  retarded  by  circumstances  of  which  no  account 
is  given.  The  "  eleven  days'  journey  from  Horeb, 
by  the  way  of  Mount  Seir  unto  Kadesh-bamea  " 
(Deut.  i.  2),  as  the  writer  would  merely  insert 
there  a  general  notice  of  the  distance,  are  to  be 
taken  in  all  probability  as  the  days  of  ordinary 
travel  with  camels,  and  not  such  days  as  people 
would  need  with  flocks  and  herds.  This  specifica- 
tion accords  substantially  with  the  report  of  modern 
travellers  (as  Seetzen,  Kussegger,  Robinson).  See 
Knotel,  Exeget.  Ilandb.  ii.  208. 

Yet  it  is  not  to  be  inferred  that  the  "  day's  jour- 
ney "  allows  no  proximate  scale  of  measurement  in 
this  matter  of  distances.  The  itineraries  of  travel- 
lers, ancient  and  modern,  show  that  the  usual  rate 
of  the  foot-journey  (as  it  may  be  called,  since  those 
who  walk  may  easily  keep  pace  with  those  who 
ride)  varies  from  3  to  4  miles  an  hour,  and  as  the 
number  of  hours  devoted  to  travelling  rarely  ex- 
ceeds G  or  8  hours  per  day,  the  distance  of  an  ordi- 
nary day's  journey  may  be  said  to  average  about  25 
or  .30  miles."  When  there  is  nothing  in  the  known 
or  probable  circumstances  of  the  case  to  modify  this 
rule,  we  may  safely  follow  it  in  judging  of  the  dis- 
tances represented  by  time  in  the  Scriptures.  Yet 
here,  too,  at  least  in  the  case  of  caravans,  some  al- 
lowance must  be  made  for  the  shortness  of  the  first 
day's  march.  That  is  usually  restricted  to  2  or  3 
hours,  or  even  less,  and  these  the  hours  near  the 
close  of  the  day ;  and  yet  in  estimating  the  time 
this  short  distance  may  be  reckoned  in  I'iistern  par- 
lance as  a  whole  day's  journey.  It  is  so  counted, 
no  doubt,  in  speaking  of  the  day's  journey  (prob- 
ably in  this  case,  if  they  went  through  Peraea,  3  or 
4  miles  only  out  of  Jerusalem)  which  the  parents 
of  .lesus  made  before  they  discovered  his  absence 
(I.,uke  ii.  44).  See  the  addition  under  Bkkkuth 
(Amer.  ed.). 

Some  of  the  journeys  mentioned  in  the  Scripts 
ures  confirm  the  general  rule  laid  down  alxjve,  and 
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others  require  some  exceptional  qualification,  either 
intimated  in  the  narratives  or  justified  by  them. 
Thus,  Cornelius  (.\cts  x.  1  ff.)  sent  messengers  fix)m 
Caesarea  to  Joppa,  distant  about  40  Koman  miles 
(according  to  lieland's  combination  from  the  Itintr. 
Hierosolym.  and  the  Jtiner.  AnUmin. ),  to  invite" 
Peter  to  come  to  him ;  they  started  on  the  day  of 
the  vision  in  the  afternoon  (vers.  7,  30),  and  arrived 
at  Joppa  on  the  next  dSy  about  noon  (ver.  9):  and. 
returning  on  the  morrow,  they  reached  Cae.sarea  on 
the  day  following,  the  fourth  from  the  setting  out 
thence.  They  were  unencumbered  by  any  bag- 
gage, had  in  the  main  a  level  road,  and  could  pro- 
ceed rapidly.  The  return  appeai-s  to  have  occupied 
more  time  than  the  going  to  Joppa,  which  would 
be  a  natural  result  in  the  latter  |)art  of  a  continu- 
ous journey  of  some  length.  Again,  we  read  in 
Acts  xxiii.  31  that  the  lioman  chiliarch,  Lysias, 
sent  Paul  under  a  military  escort  by  night  from 
Jerusalem  to  Antipatris.  This  latter  place  was 
about  38  miles  from  Jerusalem  on  the  route  to 
Csesarea.  To  perform  the  journey  in  that  time 
would  require  them  to  travel  at  the  rate  of  alwut 
4  miles  an  hour.  As  those  who  conducted  Paul 
had  a  good  road  (traces  of  the  old  Itoman  pave- 
ment are  still  visible;  see  Rob.  Bibl.  lies.  iii.  79), 
they  could  accomplish  a  forced  march  of  that  ex- 
tent in  nine  hours.  Strabo  says  that  an  army  un- 
der ordinary  circumstances  could  march  from  250 
to  300  stadia  in  a  day,  i.  e.  an  average  of  about  30 
miles.  See  Forbiger's  Handb.  der  Alten  Ueogr.  i. 
551. 

The  distances  indicated  by  such  reckoning  some- 
times agree  remarkably  with  information  derived 
from  other  sources.  Jonah  (iii.  3)  describes  Nin- 
eveh as  "a  city  of  three  days'  journey,"  i.  e.  in  its 
circumference :  for  it  could  have  had  no  diameter 
of  that  extent  unless,  contrary  to  all  precedent,  it 
was  built  in  a  circle.  The  dimensions  which  Diod- 
orus  (ii.  7)  assigns  to  Nineveh  give  it  a  circuit  of 
about  60  miles;  and  thus  his  statement  accords 
very  closely  with  that  of  the  prophet,  who  would 
naturally  have  in  view  the  foot-journey  of  about  25 
miles.  Further,  Jonah's  "day's  journey"  in  the 
city  (about  25  miles)  delivering  his  message  as  he 
went  from  one  end  of  it  to  the  other  (Jonah  iii.  4), 
would  be  the  proportionate  length  of  a  street  in  a 
city  whose  longer  sides  according  to  Diodorus  were 
150  furlongs,  the  shorter  90  furlongs.  See  Dr. 
Pusey's  Commentary  on  Jonah,  p.  253.  Modern 
investigations  on  the  grotuid  supjx)rt  the  same  con- 
clusion (l^yard's  Nin.  and  Bub.  p.  040).  On  the 
other  hand,  Laban's  overtaking  Jacob  in  seven  days 
when  the  latter  fled  from  Haran  to  Gilead,  a  dis- 
tance of  300  miles,  .seems  at  first  sight  to  be  tt)po- 
graphically  imjwssible,  and  obliges  us  to  resort  to 
suppositions  for  clearing  up  the  difficulty  which  lie 
entirely  outside  of  the  history  (see  Hakan,  Amer. 
ed. ;  Bibl.  Sacra,  xxiv.  176-179 :  and  Kitto's  Daily 
Bibl.  Jllust.  i.  320,  Porter's  ed.  1866).  The  ques- 
tion whether  the  Moriah  of  Abraham's  sacrifice 
(Gen.  xxii.  2)  was  the  mount  of  that  name  near 
Jerusalem,  or  Gerizim  near  Shechem,  de])cnds  in 
])art  on  how  we  are  to  dispose  of  the  patriarch's 
jouniey  of  3  days  from  Hebron  to  the  place  in- 
tended (see  the  addition  to  Mokiaii,  Amer.  ed.). 

The  Israelites  prayed  Pharaoh  (Ex.  iii.  18)  to 
allow  them  "  to  go  a  three  day's  journey  into  the 


a  •  Dr.  Kobinson  puts  down  (as  the  rule  for  com-    Res.  i.  15,  2d  chI.).     This  e-stiniate  seems  slightly  below 
muting  his  hours  into  miles)  1  hour  with  camels  as  =    rather  than  above  the  general  average.  H. 

2]   miles,  and  with  horses  or  mules  =  3  miles  {Bibl.  | 
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wilderness,"  in  order  to  offer  sacrifices  to  Jehovah. 
Some  have  supposed  that  Horeb  was  the  place 
which  they  had  in  view  in  making  that  request. 
But  Iloreb  is  about  1.50  miles  from  Suez ;  travellers 
with  camels  occupy  7  days  on  the  way  (Rob.  lUbl. 
Res.  i.  GO).  There  is  no  reason  for  finding  a  topo- 
graphical error  in  1  Kings  xix.  4  ff.  It  is  not  meant 
there  that  Elijah  spent  40  days  in  going  from  Iteer- 
sheba  to  Horeb;  but  that  in  the  strength  of  the 
food  minvculously  provided  for  him  he  wandered  40 
days  and  nights  in  the  desert  before  he  came  to 
that  mount,  as  Israel,  nourished  with  manna  from 
heaven,  wandered  40  years  before  reaching  the 
promised  land.  The  direct  journey  from  Becr- 
sheba  to  Horeb  is  one  of  8  or  10  days  only  (see 
Keil  and  Delitzsch,  Biicher  dtr  Koniye,  p.  190). 
The  day's  route  of  the  confederate  kings  of  Israel, 
•Judah,  and  Edom  in  their  expedition  against  Moab 
(2  K.  iii.  9  fF.),  though  not  entirely  certain,  is  less 
uncertain  for  its  being  said  that  they  made  a 
"journey  of  7  days  "  before  reaching  the  border  of 
Moab  (ver.  19).  The  opinion  at  least  must  be 
set  aside  that  they  went  through  Arabia  so  as  to 
march  against  Moab  from  the  south,  as  did  the  Is- 
raelites under  Moses.  It  would  be  impossible  to 
make  that  journey  in  7  days.  The  note  here  in 
Keil  and  DeUtzsch,  as  above  (p.  22(5),  shows  the 
value  of  the  modern  researches  on  questions  of  this 
nature.  At  the  same  time  it  may  be  hoped  that 
the  proper  surveys  and  observations  are  soon  to  be 
made,  which  will  remove  the  vagueness  connected 
with  these  calculations  by  time,  and  give  us  a  fixed 
scale  of  distances  at  least  for  the  places  on  this  side 
of  the  Jordan. 

The  reader  may  consult  on  the  topics  of  this  ar- 
ticle, Keland,  Patcestini,  pp.  397,  424,  4.51;  Pauly, 
Real-Kncyk.  vi.  254  ff.,  and  v.  196  ff. ;  Greswell's 
Dksertntions  on  the  Harmowj  of  the  Gospels,  ii. 
138-142,  219,  iv.  525  ff.;  Winer,  Realw.  ii.  501; 
De  Wette,  Lehrh.  der  Hebr.  Archdologie,  p.  390 
(1864);  and  Lej'rer,  in  Herzog's  Reai-Encyk.  xv. 
157-169.  The  last  writer  refers  also  to  Bergier, 
Hist,  des  r/rands  Chemins  de  V Emp.  rom.,  Brux- 
ell.  1728,  translated  in  (jrse\-ii  Thes.  Atitt.  Rom. 
tom.  X. ;  and  Pilargix,  I)e  lapid.  Rom.  juxta  vias 
]X)sitis.  H. 

*  DAY'S  JOURNEY  ON  THE  SAB- 
BATH.    [Sabbath  Day's  Journey.] 

DAYSMAN,  an  old  English  term,  meaning 
um^nre  or  arbitrator  (Job  ix.  33).  It  is  derived 
from  day,  in  the  specific  sense  of  a  da,y  Jixed  for 
a  trial  (comp.  1  Cor.  iv.  3,  where  avBpcDirivr] 
r]fj.fpa  —  Ut.  man's  day,  and  so  given  in  Wyclifle's 
translation  —  is  rendered  "  ma.n'ajmlgment  "  in  the 
A.  v.).  Similar  expressions  occur  in  German  {tine 
Sache  ta yen  =  to  bring  a  matter  before  a  court  of 
justice)  and  other  Teutonic  languages.  The  word 
"daysman"  is  found  in  Spenser's  Faerie  Queene, 
ii.  c.  8,  in  the  Bible  published  in  1551  (1  Sam.  ii. 
25),  aud  in  other  works  of  the  same  age. 

W.  L.  B. 

DEACON  {SidKovos:  diaconus).  The  office 
descrilied  by  this  title  appears  in  the  N.  T.  as  the 
correlative  of  iirla-Kowos  [Bishop].  The  two  are 
mentioned  together  in  Phil.  1.  1 ;  1  Tim.  iii.  2,  8. 
The  union  of  the  two  in  the  LXX.  of  Is.  Ix.  17, 
may  have  suggested  both  as  fit  titles  for  the  officers 
of  the  Christian  ('hurch,  or  have  led  to  the  adop- 
tion of  one  after  the  other  had  lieen  chosen  on  inde- 
pendent grounds.  The  coincidence,  at  all  events, 
soon   attracted   notice,  and  was   appealed   to   by 
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Clement  of  Rome  (1  Cor.  xlii.)  as  prophetic.  Like 
most  words  of  similar  import,  it  appears  to  have 
been  first  used  in  its  generic  sense,  implying  subor- 
dinate activity  (1  Coi  iii.  5;  2  Cor.  vi.  4),  and 
afterwards  to  have  gained  a  more  defined  connota- 
tion, as  applied  to  a  distinct  body  of  men  in  the 
Christian  society. 

The  ntirrative  of  Acts  vi.  is  commonly  referred 
to  as  giving  an  account  of  the  institution  of  this 
office.  The  Apostles,  in  order  to  meet  the  com- 
plaints of  the  Hellenistic  Jews,  that  their  widows 
were  neglected  in  the  daily  ministration  (BtaKovia), 
call  on  the  body  of  believers  to  choose  seven  men 
"full  of  the  Holy  Ghost  and  of  wisdom,"  whom  they 
"  may  appoint  over  this  business."  The  seven  are 
accordingly  appointed,  and  it  is  left  to  them  "  to 
serve  tables  "  —  to  attend  to  the  distribution  of  the 
alms  of  the  (,'hurch,  in  money  or  in  kind  (Neander, 
Pflanz.  u.  Lett.  i.  51,  ed.  1847),  while  the  ministry 
(StaKovia)  of  the  word  is  reserved  for  the  Apostles. 
On  this  view  of  the  narrative  the  seven  were  the 
first  deacons,  and  the  name  and  the  office  were  de- 
rived by  other  Churches  from  that  of  Jerusalem. 
At  a  later  period,  the  desire  to  reproduce  the  apos- 
tolic pattern  led  in  many  instances  to  a  limitation 
of  the  deacons  in  a  given  diocese  to  the  original 
number  (Cone.  Neocces.  c.  14). 

It  may  be  questioned,  however,  whether  the 
seven  were  not  appointed  to  higher  functions  than 
those  of  the  deacons  of  the  N.  T.  They  are 
spoken  of  not  by  that  title  but  as  "  the  seven " 
(Acts  xxi.  8).  The  gifts  implied  in  the  words  "full 
of  the  Holy  Ghost  and  of  wisdom "  are  higher 
than  those  required  for  the  office  of  deacon  in  1 
Tim.  iii.  Two  out  of  the  seven  do  the  work  of 
preachers  and  evangelists.  It  has  been  infen-ed 
accordingly  (Stanley,  Apostolic  Af/e,  p.  62),  that 
we  meet  in  this  narrative  with  the  record  of  a 
special  institution  to  meet  a  special  emergency,  and 
that  the  seven  were  not  deacons,  in  the  later  sense 
of  the  term,  but  commissionei-s  who  were  to  super- 
intend those  that  did  the  work  of  deacons.  There 
are  indications,  however,  of  the  existence  of  another 
body  in  the  Church  of  Jerusalem  whom  we  may 
compare  with  the  deacons  of  Phil.  i.  1,  and  1  Tim. 
iii.  8.  As  the  -irpea-^vTepot  of  Acts  xiv.  23,  xv. 
6 ;  1  Pet.  V.  1,  were  not  merely  men  advanced  in 
years,  so  the  vedrepoi  or  vtavicrKoi  of  Acts  v.  6, 
10  were  probably  not  merely  young  men,  but  per- 
sons occupying  a  distinct  position  and  exercising 
distinct  functions  (cf  Mosheira  de  Reb.  Christ,  p. 
118).  The  identity  of  iTria-Kotroi  and  irpefffivTepoi 
has  been  shown  under  Bishop;  and  it  is  natural 
to  infer  from  this  that  there  was  a  similar  relation 
between  the  two  titles  of  SiaKOfoi  and  veccrepot. 
The  parallelism  of  6  vedyrepos  and  6  SiaKovau  in 
Luke  xxii.  26,  tends  to  the  same  conclusion. 

Assuming  on  these  data  the  identity  of  the  two 
names  we  have  to  ask  — 

(1.)  To  what  previous  organization,  if  any,  the 
order  is  traceable '? 

(2.)  What  were  the  qualifications  and  functions 
of  the  men  so  designated '? 

I.  As  the  constitution  of  the  Jewish  synagogue 

had  its  elders  (D"'?!?.'^)  or  pastors  ("I'*D3"15),  so 

also  it  had  its  subordinate  officers  (D'^S-tn),  the 
i>m)pfTat  of  Luke  iv.  20,  whose  work  it  was  to  give 
the  reader  the  rolls  containing  the  lessons  for  the 
day,  to  clean  the  synagogue,  to  open  and  close  it 
at  the  right  times  (Synagogue;  and  see  Winer). 
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It  was  natural  that  when  the  Galilean  disciples 
found  themselves  at  the  head  of  congre<^tions  of 
their  own,  they  should  adopt  this  as  well  as  other 
parts  of  the  arran<jeinents  with  which  they  were 
&miUar,  and  accordingly  the  vfcinpoi  of  Acts  v. 
do  what  the  {nrrtperai  of  the  synagogue  would  have 
done  under  like  circumstances. 

II.  The  moral  quaUfications  described  in  1  Tim. 
iii.  as  necessary  for  the  office  of  a  deacon  are  sub- 
stantially the  same  as  those  of  the  bishop.  The 
deacons,  however,  were  not  required  to  be  "  given 
to  hospitality,"  nor  to  be  "apt  to  teach."  It  was 
enough  for  them  to  "  hold  the  mystery  of  the  faith 
in  a  pure  conscience."  They  were  not  to  gain  their 
living  by  disreputable  occupations  (ix^  alcrxpo' 
KepSf'ts)-  On  offering  themselves  for  their  work 
they  were  to  l)e  subject  to  a  strict  scrutiny  (1  Tim. 
iii.  10),  and  if  this  ended  satisfactorily  were  to  enter 
on  it.  On  the  view  that  has  been  taken  of  the 
events  of  Acts  vi.,  there  is  no  direct  evidence  in  the 
N.  T.  that  they  were  appointed  by  the  laying  on  of 
hands,  but  it  is  at  least  probable  that  what  was  so 
familiar  as  the  outward  sign  of  the  bestowal  of 
spiritual  gifts  or  functions  would  not  have  been 
omitted  ui  this  instance,  and  therefore  that  in  this 
respect  the  later  practice  of  the  Church  was  in 
harmony  with  the  earlier.  What  the  functions  of 
the  deacons  were  we  are  left  to  infer  from  that 
later  practice,  from  the  analogy  of  the  synagogue 
and  from  the  scanty  notices  of  the  N.  T.  From 
these  data  we  may  think  of  the  yedrtpoi  in  the 
Church  of  Jerusalem  as  preparing  the  rooms  in 
which  the  disciples  met,  taking  part  in  the  distribu- 
tion of  alms  out  of  the  common  fund,  at  first  with 
no  direct  supervision,  then  under  that  of  the  Seven, 
and  afterwards  under  the  elders,  maintaining  order 
at  the  daily  meetings  of  the  disciples  to  break 
bread,  baptizing  new  converts,  distributing  the 
bread  and  the  wine  of  the  Ix)rd's  Supper,  which 
the  Apostle  or  his  representative  had  blessed.  In 
the  Asiatic  and  Greek  churches,  in  which  the  sur- 
render of  property  and  consequent  dependence  of 
large  numbers  on  the  common  treasury  had  never 
been  carried  to  the  same  extent,  this  work  would 
be  one  of  less  difficulty  than  it  was  when  "the 
Grecians  murmured  against  the  Hebrews,"  and 
hence  probably  it  was  that  the  appointment  of  the 
Seven  stands  out  as  a  solitary  fact  with  nothing 
answering  to  it  in  the  later  organization.  What- 
ever alms  there  were  to  be  distributed  would  nat- 
urally pass  through  their  hands,  and  the  other  func- 
tions continued  probably  as  before.  It  does  not 
appear  to  have  belonged  to  tlie  office  of  a  deacon 
to  teach  publicly  in  the  Church.  The  possession 
of  any  special  xii^ptcfM  would  lead  naturally  to  a 
higher  work  and  office,  but  the  idea  that  the  diac- 
onate  was  but  a  probation  through  which  a  man 
had  to  pass  liefbre  he  could  be  an  elder  or  bishop 
was  foreign  to  the  constitution  of  the  Church  of 
the  Ist  century.  Whatever  countenance  it  may 
receive  from  the  common  patristic  intepretation  of 
1  Tim.  iii.  13  (cf.  I'^tius  and  Hammond  ad  he.), 
there  can  be  little  doubt  (as  all  the  higher  order  of 
expositors  have  felt,  cf.  VViesinger  and  EUicott  ad 
he.)  that  when  St.  Paul  speaks  of  the  KaAJ»y  j8o6- 
/t<Js,  which  is  gained  by  those  who  "  do  the  office 
of  a  deacon  well,"  he  refirs  to  the  honor  which  be- 
longs essentially  to  the  lower  work,  not  to  that 
which  they  were  to  find  in  promotion  to  a  higher. 
Traces  of  the  primitive  constitution  and  of  the 
permanence  of  tiie  diacoiiate  arc  found  even  in  the 
more  developed  system  of  which  we  find  the  com- 
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mencement  in  the  Ignatian  epistles.  Originally 
the  deacons  had  been  the  helpers  of  the  bishop- 
elder  of  a  Church  of  a  given  district.  When  the 
two  names  of  the  latter  title  were  divided  and  the 
bishop  presided,  whether  as  pr-imus  inter  pares,  or 
with  a  more  absolute  authority  over  many  elders,  ' 
the  deacons  appear  to  have  been  dependent  dii-ectly 
on  him  aj)d  not  on  the  presbyters,  and  as  being 
his  ministers,  the  "eyes  and  ears  of  the  bishop". 
( Const.  Apost.  ii.  44),  were  tempted  to  set  them- 
selves up  against  the  elders.  Hence  the  necessity 
of  laws  like  those  of  Cwic.  Xic.  c.  18;  Cone. 
Carth.  iv.  c.  37,  enjoining  greater  hu'miUty,  and 
hence  probably  the  strong  language  of  Ignatius  as 
to  the  reverence  due  to  deacons  (Fp.  ad  Trail,  c. 
3;  ad  Smyrn.  c.  8).  E.  H.  P. 

*  We  think  it  proper  to  add  a  few  remarks  to 
this  article,  supplementary  in  part,  and  in  part  by 
way  of  dissent. 

(1.)  The  diaconate  or  office  of  help,  like  the 
presbytero-episcopate,  grew  out  of  the  apostolic 
office,  which  at  first  embraced  all  the  ministerial 
functions  and  duties.  (Jhrist  did  not  appoint, 
either  directly  or  by  verbal  command,  bishops, 
priests,  and  deacons,  but  he  chose  apostles  and 
endowed  them  with  his  Spirit,  under  whose  guid- 
ance tliey  divided  their  labor  with  proper  regard  to 
times  and  seasons,  and  founded  such  institutions 
in  the  (Jhurch  as  were  useful  and  necessary.  The 
diaconate  originated  in  the  congregation  of  .leru- 
salem  at  the  time  and  on  the  occasion  recorded  in 
Acts  vi.  1-7. 

(2. )  ITie  Seven,  o«  eirri,  elected  on  the  occasion 
referred  to  (Acts  vi.  3,  cf.  xxi.  8),  were  not  extra- 
ordinary commissioners  or  superintendents  of  dea- 
cons (Stanley,  Plumptre),  but  deacons  in  the  prim- 
itive sense  of  the  term ;  for  their  office  is  expressly 
described  as  Sio/foj/ia,  help,  and  ^icmovup  rpawf- 
Cotii,  h  serve,  or  icait  upon,  the  tables,  i.  e.  to 
distribute  food  to  the  widows  and  the  poor  (Acts  vi. 
1,  2).  Exegetical  tradition  is  almost  unanin)ously 
in  favor  of  this  view,  and  the  latest  and  1  est  com- 
mentators sustain  it  (comp.  Meyer,  Alford  and 
I^nge-Lechler  on  Acts  vi.  3).  In  the  ancient 
church  the  number  seven  was  even  considered  bind- 
ing; and  at  Rome,  for  example,  as  late  as  the  third 
century,  there  were  only  seven  deacons,  though  the 
number  of  presbyters  amounted  to  forty.  The 
name  seven  is  no  argument  against  this  view;  for 
the  word  deacons  nowhere  occurs  in  the  Acts. 
There  is  indeed  some  diflerence  between  the  apostolic 
deacons  and  the  ecclesiastical  deacons,  a  dittirciice 
which  is  acknowledged  by  Chrysostom,  CEcuni(>iiius 
and  others  (see  Suicer's  Thesaurus,  s.  v.  Siokovos); 
but  the  latter  were  universally  regarded  as  the  l^it- 
imate  successors  of  the  fomier  —  as  much  so  a.s  the 
presijyters  were  the  successors  of  the  irptafivrfpoi 
=  MtTKoiroi  of  the  N.  T.,  —  notwithstanding  the 
changes  in  their  duties  and  relations.  "  In  these 
early  days,"  says  Alford,  on  Acts  vi.  3,  "  titles 
spnmg  out  of  realities,  and  were  not  mere  hienireh- 
ical  classifications."  Hackett  says,  on  Acts  vi.  3 
(p.  116,  2d  ed.),  "The  general  opinion  at  present 
is,  that  this  order  arose  from  the  institution  of  the 
Seven,  but  by  a  gradual  extension  of  the  sphere  of 
duty  at  first  assigned  to  them." 

(3.)  There  is  no  evidence  whatever  for  the  as- 
sumption (of  Mosheim,  Mack,  Kuinoel,  Olshausen, 
Meyer,  Conybeare  and  Howson,  Stanley,  and  the 
writer  of  the  above  article)  that  the  "«/(«m// 
(younger)  men "  mentioned  in  .Vets  v.  (ol  voir- 
Tf pot,  ver.  6,  and  ol  vtaulvKn,  ver.  10;  comp.  Luke 
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xxii.  26,  where  b  uedrepos  is  used  as  equivalent 
to  6  SiaKovuy)  were  identical  with  deacons  and  reg- 
ularly appointed  church  officers  whose  official  duty 
required  them  to  attend  to  the  burial  of  the  dead. 
There  is  no  trace  in  the  N.  T.  of  such  an  ecclesias- 
tical class  as  oi  vedrfpot,  in  distinction  from  the 
TTpeff^vTepoi  (who  first  appear  Acts  xi.  30),  and  the 
alternate  use  of  vfcwiffKoi  iu  ver.  10  of  the  same 
persons  is  against  it.  Nor  was  the  burial  of  the 
dead  ever  regarded  as  a  part  of  the  deacon's  duty, 
but  was  left  during  the  first  three  centuries  to  the 
kindness  of  fricTids  and  neighbors,  until  a  special 
class  of  offlcei's  called  copiatm  (variously  derived 
from  Kowa^eiVi  quiescere,  or  from  /coTrsTds,  pimctus, 
or  from  Kowido),  labovare)  among  the  Greeks,  and 
foss  ir'ii,  fossores  among  the  Latins,  were  appointed 
for  this  office,  at  least  in  large  cities,  as  Constanti- 
nople. In  the  case  before  us  the  removal  and 
burial  of  the  bodies  of  Ananias  and  Sapphira  was 
in  all  probability  a  voluntary  service,  for  which  the 
younger  members  of  the  congr^ation  would  nat- 
urally offer  themselves  from  a  sense  of  propriety, 
or  in  obedience  to  Jewish  custom,  or  on  a  hint  given 
by  Peter.  (So  Xeander,  Geschichte  der  Pjlan- 
zutif/,  i.  67;  R.  Rothe,  Anfdnije  der  Christl. 
Kirche,  p.  163  ff. ;  and  De  Wette,  Alford,  Hackett, 
I^echler  in  he.) 

(4.)  The  diaconate  of  the  Apostolic  Church  can- 
not be  derived  (as  is  done  in  the  above  article) 
from   the   office   of    "ministers"    or    "servants'' 

(□"^ptn,  InrripeTai,  Luke  iv.  20,  cf.  John  vii.  32) 

in  the  Jewish  synagogue,  whose  business  was  simply 
to  open  and  close  the  synagogues,  to  keep  them 
clean,  and  to  hand  out  the  books  to  the  reader. 
The  correspondence  between  the  Christian  irpeff- 

0vT€poi  and  the  Jewish  zek'inim  (Q*'3|7f)  is  no 
reason  why  the  diaconate  should  have  had  a  Jewish 
precedent.  There  were  no  officers  in  the  syna- 
gogue similar  to  the  apostles,  evangelists,  and  dea- 
conesses. 

(5.)  The  diaconate  was  instituted  first  for  the 
care  of  the  poor  and  the  sick.  Those  who  held  the 
office  were  alms-distributors  and  nurses,  the  deacons 
for  the  male  portion  of  the  congregation,  the  dea- 
conesses for  the  female.  But  this  care  was  spiritual 
as  well  as  temporal,  and  implied  instruction  and 
consolation  as  well  as  lx)dily  relief;  for  Christian 
charity  uses  poverty  and  affliction  as  occasions  for 
leading  the  soul  to  the  source  of  all  comfort.  Hence 
Paul  counts  the  helps  and  ministrations  (avrt- 
\ri^eis)  among  the  spiritual  gifts  (1  Cor.  xii.  28). 
Hence  the  appointment  of  such  men  for  the  office  of 
deacons  as  were  of  strong  faith  and  exemplary  piety 
(Acts  vi.  3 ;  1  Tim.  iii.  8  ff. ;  comp.  the  juaprupoir- 
fiivous.  Acts  vi.  3,  and  a,i/fyK\7}Toi,  1  Tim.  iii. 
13).  In  many  cases,  no  doubt,  already  in  the  apos- 
tolic age,  the  diaconate  was  the  stepping-stone  to 
the  higher  office  of  the  presbyterate  which  had  the 
charge  of  public  instruction,  church  government, 
and  general  pastoral  care.  Stephen  preached  and 
prepared  the  way  for  Paul's  ministry  of  the  Gentiles, 
and  Philip,  another  of  the  seven  deacons  of  Jeru- 
salem, subsequently  labored  as  an  evangelist  (Acts 
xxi.  8).  The  patristic  interpreters  refer  the  passage 
m  1  Tim.  iii.  13  to  promotion  from  the  office  of 
deacon  to  that  of  presbyter.  [Degree,  Amer.  ed.] 
But  we  should  not  confound  the  liberty  of  the 
apostolic  church  with  the  fixed  ecclesiastical  order 
of  a  Later  aije.  In  the  fullness  of  the  Holy  Spirit 
Mid  under  the  guidance  of  inspired  apostles,  the 
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Church  of  the  first  century  stood  above  the  need  of 
the  mechanism  of  office,  and  Divine  charity  was 
the  leveller  and  equalizer  of  all  class  distinctions. 

P.  S. 

DEACONESS  (SidKouos-  diicmissa,  Tert.). 
The  word  StdKoi/os  is  found  in  Kom.  xvi.  1  asso- 
ciated with  a  female  name,  and  this  has  led  to  the 
conclusion  that  there  existed  in  the  apostolic  age, 
as  there  undoubtedly  did  a  little  later  (Pliny,  j-.p. 
ad  Trnj.),  an  order  of  women  bearing  that  title, 
and  exercising  in  relation  to  their  ovm  sex  functions 
which  were  analogous  to  those  of  the  deacons.  On 
this  hypothesis  it  has  been  inferred  that  the  women 
mentioned  in  Rom.  xvi.  6,  12,  belonged  to  such  an 
order  (Herzog,  Rii<d-Kncijkl.  s.  v.).  The  rules 
given  as  to  the  conduct  of  women  in  1  Tim.  iii.  11, 
Tit.  ii.  3,  have  in  like  manner  Ijeen  referred  to 
them  (Chrysost.,  TheophyL,  Hamm.,  Wiesinger, 
mZ  foe.),  and  they  have  been  identified  even  with 
the  "  widows  "  of  1  Tim.  v.  3-10  (Schaff,  Apost. 
Kirche^  p.  3.j6  [Amer.  ed.  in  English  p.  535  ff.]). 

In  some  of  these  instances,  however,  it  seems 
hardly  doubtful  that  writers  have  transfeired  to  the 
earliest  age  of  the  Church  the  organization  of  a 
later.  It  was  of  course  natural  that  the  example 
recorded  in  Luke  viii.  2,  3,  should  be  followed  by 
others,  even  when  the  I>ord  was  no  longer  with  his 
disciples.  The  new  life  which  pervaded  the  whole 
Christian  society  (Acts  ii.  4-1,  45,  iv.  31,  32)  would 
lead  women  as  well  as  men  to  devote  themselves  to 
labors  of  love.  The  strong  feeling  that  the  true 
BpTjffKeia  of  Christians  consisted  in  "  visiting  the 
fatherless  and  the  widow"  would  make  this  the 
sjjccial  duty  of  those  who  were  best  fitted  to  under- 
take it.  The  social  relations  of  the  sexes  in  the 
cities  of  the  empire  (cf.  Grot,  on  Rom.  xvi.  1) 
would  make  it  fitting  that  the  agency  of  women 
should  be  employed  largely  in  the  direct  personal 
application  of  Christian  truth  (Tit.  ii.  3,  4),  pos- 
sibly in  the  preparation  of  female  catechumens. 
Even  the  later  organization  implies  the  previous 
existence  of  the  germs  from  which  it  was  developed. 
It  may  be  questioned,  however,  whether  the  pas- 
sages referred  to  imply  a  recognized  body  bearing  a 
distinct  name.  The  "  widows  "  of  1  Tim.  v.  3-10 
were  clearly,  so  far  as  the  rule  of  ver.  9  was  acted 
on,  women  who  were  no  longer  able  to  discharge 
the  active  duties  of  life,  and  were  therefore  main 
tained  by  the  Church  that  they  might  pass  their 
remaining  days  in  "prayers  night  and  day."  The 
conditions  of  v.  10  may,  however,  imply  that  those 
only  who  had  teen  previously  active  in  ministering 
to  the  brethren,  who  had  in  that  sense  been  dea- 
conesses, were  entitled  to  such  a  maintenance.  For 
the  fuller  treatment  of  this  subject,  see  Widow. 
On  the  existence  of  deaconesses  in  tlie  apostolic 
age,  see  Mosheim,  de  Reh.  Christ,  p.  118;  Nean- 
der,  Pfi'inz.  u.  Leit.  i.  235;  Augusti,  Ihtndb.  der 
Christ.  Aichdol.  ii.  3.  E.  H.  P.  _ 

*  Ziegler's  De  Diaconis  et  Ditconissis  veteris 
EcclesicB  (Wittenbergae,  1678),  a  monograph  of 
sterling  value,  should  not  be  left  out  of  the  list 
here.  The  reader  will  find  the  argument  for  "  dea- 
conesses "  in  the  primitive  church  well  stated  by 
Dr.  Schaff  in  his  History  of  the  Apostolic  Church, 
p.  535.  He  understands  the  controverted  /cora- 
\ey€ffda>,  1  Tim.  v.  9,  of  "election  and  ordina- 
tion" to  this  particular  office.  Pressense  also 
(Histoii-e  des  trois  premiers  Siecles,  ii.  234)  holds 
to  the  existence  of  this  order  of  women  in  the  first 
Christian  age,  but  places  it  not  so  much  on  the 
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ground  of  explicit  Scripture  proof,  as  tl:at  of  gen- 
eral fitness  and  probability.  Huther's  view  is  not 
essentially  different  from  this.  Without  supposing 
that  the  widows  in  question  were  formally  set  apart 
to  an  official  work  at  this  early  period,  he  thinks 
that  their  "  being  put  on  the  roll  "  (KaTaKiyta-dai) 
of  those  wholly  supported  by  the  Church  would 
naturally  bring  with  it  the  result,  as  it  did  the  ob- 
ligation, of  devoting  themselves  to  such  works  of 
benevolence  as  were  suited  to  their  age  and  sex. 
(See  in  Meyer's  Comm.  ilb.  das  A'.  Test.  viii.  Hi.) 
Out  of  this  Aiuatz  may  have  grown  the  female 
diaconat*  of  later  times 

Kev.  J.  S.  llowson,  D.  D.,  has  written  a  valu- 
able treatise  on  this  subject :  Deaconesses ;  or, 
The  Official  Help  of  Women  in  Parochial  Work 
and  in  Chanlable  Institutions  (Loud.  18(i0).  He 
speaks  here  in  a  more  positive  tone  than  in  his 
Life  and  Ej/istles  of  St.  Paul,  of  the  validity  of 
the  texts  to  which  appeal  is  usually  made  in  proof 
of  such  ministrations  in  the  apostolic  church.  He 
pleads  for  the  revival  of  the  institution  in  Protes- 
tant churches,  and  states  the  results  of  some  at- 
tempts for  this  purjjose  in  I'jigland,  France,  and 
Germany.  See  also  his  remarks  ou  this  point  in 
his  still  later  work:  Scenes  from  the  Life  of  St. 
Paid,  and  their  ReUyious  Lessons  {\jonA.  1806). 

For  the  later  ecclesiastical  opinions  and  usages 
on  this  subject,  the  reader  may  see  Woman's  Work 
in  the  Church,  by  J.  M.  Ludlow  (Lond.  1805). 
The  writer  treats  there  less  fully  of  the  Scripture 
argument,  assuming  rather  than  proving,  that  Sj- 
6.K0V0S  applied  to  Phoebe  (l!om.  xvi.  1)  can  mean 
only  "deaconess"  as  the  correlative  of  "deacon," 
and  that  yvvcuKas  (1  Tim.  iii.  11)  must  mean 
"deaconesses,"  and  that  all  other  expLinations  are 
impossible.  Dissenting  from  most  of  those  who 
yet  adopt  his  conclusion  on  the  main  question,  he 
denies  that  the  "widows"  (1  Tim.  v.  9  ff.)  were 
deaconesses  at  all,  and  thus  relies  almost  wholly 
upon  the  controverted  yvvaiKas  for  his  Scripture 
proof  of  a  primitive  female  diaconate.  See  also 
Church  Polity,  by  H.  J.  Ripley,  D.  D.  (Boston, 
1867).  The  author  suggests  that  on  whatever 
ground  the  Scripture  warrant  for  this  office  may 
be  put,  its  proper  sphere  of  exercise  is  not  to  con- 
flict with  the  Apostle's  views  of  woman's  position 
in  the  church  (1  Cor.  xiv.  34,  35;  1  Tim.  ii.  12). 

It  may  not  be  known  to  all  readers  that  the 
earliest  Congregational  churches  in  England,  in  the 
16th  century,  recognized  fully  this  order  of  female 
laborers  as  a  part  of  their  organization,  liobert 
Browne  (1582)  speaks  of  the  deacon  as  "the  re- 
liever" and  the  deaconess  as  "the  widow"  (Han- 
bury's  Menu>rials  relntitig  to  Independents,  i.  21). 
The  Separate  or  Congregational  church  of  Gains- 
borough, England  (1580)  —  out  of  which  came  the 
Scrooby  church,  the  Leyden  church,  and  the  Ply- 
mouth church  —  had  "relievers"  or  "widows,"  who 
must  be  "  widows  of  60  years  of  age  at  least,"  whose 
work  it  was  "to  minister  to  the  sick,"  &c.  (Han- 
bury,  i.  30,  31).  Johnson  and  Aiiisworth's  Con- 
gregational church  in  Amsterdam  (1000)  hatl  "one 
ancient  widow  for  a  deaconess."  Though  60  years 
old  when  chosen,  "  she  did  frequently  visit  the  sick 
and  weak;  .  .  .  and  if  they  were  poor,  she  would 
gather  relief  of  them  that  were  able,  or  acquaint 
the  deacons ;  and  she  was  obeyed  as  an  officer  of 
Christ "  (Young's  Chronicles,  p.  455,  l$oston, 
1841).  The  Cambridge  I'latform  (ch.  vii.  §  7)  rec- 
ognizes this  office  of  deaconess.  "  The  Lord  hath 
appointed  ancient  widows  (where  they  may  be  had) 
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to  minister  in  the  Church,  ui  giving  attendance  to 
the  sick,  and  to  give  succor  unto  them,  and  others 
in  the  like  necessities."  The  Rev.  Mr.  Punchard, 
well  known  for  his  studies  in  the  early  ecclesiastical 
history  of  New  England,  lias  kindly  pointed  out  to 
the  writer  the  foregoing  references.  H. 

DEAD  SEA.  This  name  nowhere  occurs  in 
the  Bible,  and  appears  not  to  have  existed  until  the 
2d  century  after  Christ.  It  originated  in  an  erro» 
neous  opinion,  and  there  can  be  little  doubt  that 
to  the  name  is  due  in  a  great  measure  the  mistakes 
and  misrepresentations  which  were  for  so  long  prev- 
alent regarding  this  lake,  and  which  have  not  in- 
deed yet  wholly  ceased  to  exist. 

In  the  O.  T.  the  lake  is  called  "  the  Salt  Sea," 
and  "the  Sea  of  the  Plain"  (Arab(di);  and  under 
the  former  of  these  names  it  will  be  found  described. 
[Ska,  The  Salt.]  G. 

*  The  popular  name  of  this  remarkable  sheet  of 
water  is  a  natural  and  appropriate  appellation, 
although  exaggerated  stories  have  been  current  re- 
s[)ecting  its  properties  —  among  them  the  fable 
that  it  exhales  a  noxious  miasma.  lieposing  in  its 
deep  chasm  or  caldron,  without  any  current  or  out- 
let; its  heavy  waters  impregnated  with  mineral 
salts,  combined  with  a.sphaltum  and  sulphur,  acrid 
and  nauseous  to  the  taste,  and  fatal  to  animal  and 
vegetable  life;  no  fin  stirring  its  still  deptlis,  and 
no  flowers  or  foliage  fringing  its  borders ;  its  shores 
and  surrounding  territory  sterile,  desolate  and 
dreary;  the  whole  region  lonely  and  stem,  and 
bearing  marks  of  some  dread  convulsion  of  nature: 
the  cemetery  of  cities  that  once  occupied  a  portion 
of  its  site,  and  a  perpetual  memorial  of  the  right- 
eous judgments  of  God ;  —  by  what  more  suitable 
and  expressive  name  can  it  be  called,  than  that  by 
which  it  is  now  generally  known.  The  Dead  Sea? 

S.  W. 

*DEAD,  THE.  By  this  term  the  A.  V. 
represents  the  Hebrew  word  D^SS"1  (once  trans- 
lated, deceased,  Is.  xxvi.  14),  as  well  as  the  word 
rV2  to  which  it  properly  corresjwnds.  It  thus 
confounds  two  words  of  very  different  import;  and 
what  is  greatly  to  lie  regretted,  it  eflaces,  in  the 
English  version  of  the  Hebrew  Scriptures,  a  dis- 
tinct and  striking  recognition  of  the  separate  exis- 
tence of  the  soul,  or  spiritual  part  of  man,  after 
the  death  of  the  body. 

The  dead  (those  wlio  have  ceased  to  live  on  earth, 
and  are  therefore  absolutely  dead  to  all  earthly  re- 
lations) are  represented  by  Cnfi,  which,  as  gen- 
eric, includes  also  the  other  term. 

The  other  term  translated  dead,  D^S2~I,  means 
disembodied  spirits  8eparat«d  from  the  hody  at 
death,  and  continuing  to  live  in  a  separate  existence. 

According  to  Fiirst  {Heb.u.  ChaUl.  Ilamho.  H^"^? 
II.),  it  is  from  a  root  meaning  to  be  obscure,  dark, 
and  was  applied,  by  the  same  figure  as  the  (jennan 
Schatten,  to  dejjarted  spirits,  conceived  as  mere 
shadowy  forms.  According  to  Gesenius,  it  means, 
either  the  t/idel,  the  siletU,  from  their  supjxjsed  state 
of  inactivity  and  repose,  "  ut  incolse  regni  tenebrosi 
etsilentis"  (conip.  Is.  xiv.  9),  or  the  ireak,  the 
feeble,  "  debiles,  Jiaccidi,  .  .  .  quod  manium  na- 
turie  satis  accommodatum  est,"  Is.  xiv.  10  {Thes. 
iii.  1302 ).« 


o  •  Delitzscb,  System  der  Bil>l.  Psychologie,  p.  4(*. 


DEARTH 

In  either  case,  it  is  well  represented  by  the  word 
shade,  by  which  the  same  object  is  designated  in 
English  usage.  The  Hebrew  word  occurs  in  the 
following  passages,  which  show  the  importance  of 
the  distinction  overlooked  in  the  A.  V. 

The  shades  tremble, 

Beneath  the  waters  and  their  inhabitants. 

Job  xxvi.  5. 

Wilt  thou  show  wonders  to  the  dead  ? 

Will  the  shades  arise  and  praise  thee  ? 

Ps.  Ixxxviii.  10. 

For  her  house  inclines  to  death, 

And  her  ways  to  the  shades. 

ProT.  ii.  18. 

And  he  knows  not  that  the  shades  are  there, 

Her  guests  in  the  depths  of  the  underworld  1 
ProT.  ix.  18. 
The  boldness  of  this  truthful  representation  is 
worthy  of  notice.  "  Her  house  "  is  called  (ch.  vii. 
27)  "ways  to  the  underworld,"  and  "her  steps"' 
(it  is  said  in  ch.  v.  5)  "take  hold  on  it;  "  so  near 
to  its  abodes,  that  (by  a  bold  figure)  the  shades  of 
the  dead  are  there,  and  her  guests  are  in  the  depths 
of  hell ! 

Other  passages  in  which  this  word  occurs  are 
Prov.  xxi.  16 ;  Is.  xiv.  9,  xxvi.  14,  19.  See,  iu  the 
art.  Giants,  the  paragraph  added  at  the  close  of 
No.  3.  T.  J.  C. 

DEARTH.  [Famine.] 
DE'BIR,  the  name  of  three  places  of  Palestine. 
1.  (rOL%  but  in  Judg.  and  Chr.  "T'n"^  [hinder 
part  as  of  a  temple,  and  hence  the  sanctuary^  Ges. ; 
^Th.  pasture,  Fiirst] :  Aa^ip;  [Vat.]  Alex.  Ao- 
fieip:  BaMr),  a  town  in  the  mountains  of  Judah 
(Josh.  XV.  49),  one  of  a  group  of  eleven  cities  to 
the  west  of  Hebron.  In  the  narrative  it  is  men- 
tioned as  being  the  next  place  which  Joshua  took 
after  Hebron  (x.  38).  It  was  the  seat  of  a  king 
(x.  39,  xii.  13),  and  was  one  of  the  towns  of 
the  Anakim,  from  which  they  were  utterly  des- 
troyed by  Joshua  (xi.  21).  The  earlier  name  of 
Debir  was  Kikjath-sepher,  "city  of  book" 
(Josh.  XV.  15;  Judg.  i.  11),  and  Kirjath-san- 
JfAH,  "city  of  palm"  [or  palm-branch  or  leaf] 
(Josh.  XV.  49).  The  records  of  its  conquest  vary, 
though  not  very  materially.  In  Josh.  xv.  17  and 
Judg.  i.  13  a  detailed  account  is  given  of  its  cap- 
ture by  Othniel  son  of  Kenaz,  for  love  of  Achsah 
the  daughter  of  Caleb,  while  in  the  general  his- 
tory of  the  conquest  it  is  ascribed  to  the  great 
commander  himself  (Josh.  x.  38,  39)  [since  the 
acts  of  the  principal  and  the  subordinate  in  such  a 
case  may  be  ascribed  to  one  or  the  other].  In  the 
last  two  passages  the  name  is  given  in  the  Hebrew 

text  as  Debirah  (nn^"?).    It  was  one  of  the  cities 

given  with  their  "  suburbs  "  (Ii7"n5»)  to  the  priests 
(Josh.  xxi.  15;  1  Chr.  vi.  58).  '  Debir  does  not 
appear  to  have  been  known  to  Jerome,  nor  has  it 
been  discovered  with  certainty  in  modern  times. 
About  three  miles  to  the  W.  of  Hebron  is  a  deep 
and  secluded  valley  called  the  IVady  Nunkur,  in- 
closed on  the  north  by  hills  of  which  one  bears  a 


foot-note :   "  Der  Name  der  Hadesbewohner  CSST 

•  T  : 
die  Schlaffen  (von  SD~I  schlaff,  matt  sein)  stimmt  zu 
den  homeri.ichen  Benennungeii  oi  Ko/iovTes  die  Er- 
schlaftten,  aixeiniva.  xaptji/a  die  Haupter  ohne  Kraft 
(jieVo?),  o-Kiai,  eMwAa,  uud  konunt  auch  in  der  Inschrift 
des  sidonischen  Kinigs-Sargea  vor."' 
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name  cci-tainly  suggestive  of  Debir,  —  Deunr-ban. 
(See  the  narrative  of  Rosen  in  the  Zeitsch.  d.  D. 
M.  G.  1857,  pp.  50-64.)  The  subject,  and  indee<l 
the  whole  topography  of  this  district,  requires  fur- 
ther examination :  in  the  mean  time  it  is  perhaps 
some  confirmation  of  Dr.  Rosen's  suggestion  that 
a  village  or  site  on  one  of  these  hills  was  iwinted 
out  to  the  WTiter  as  called  Isn,  the  Arabic  name  for 
Joshua.  Schwarz  (p.  86)  speaks  of  a  Wady  Bihir 
in  this  direction.  Van  de  Velde  (Memoir,  p.  307) 
finds  Debir  at  Dilheh,  six  miles  S.  W.  of  Hebron, 
where  Stewart  mentions  a  spring  brought  down 
from  a  high  to  a  low  level  by  an  aqueduct. 

^-  I  '^  V  •  ^t1  rh  Teraprov  rrjs  (pdpayyos 
'Axiip-  Debera.^  A  place  on  the  north  boundary 
of  Judah,  near  the  "Valley  of  Achor  "  (.Josh.  xv. 
7),  and  therefore  somewhere  in  the  complications 
of  hill  and  ravine  behind  Jericho.  De  Saulcy  (ii. 
139)  attaches  the  name  Thour-ed-Dnbour "  to  the 
ruined  khan  on  the  right  of  the  road  from  Jerusa- 
lem to  Jericho,  at  which  travellers  usually  stop  to 
refresh  [themselves],  but  this  is  not  corroborated 
by  any  other  traveller.  The  name  given  to  it  by 
the  Arabs  when  the  writer  passed  (1858)  was  Khan 
llntherurah.  A  Wady  Dabor  is  marked  in  Van 
de  Velde's  map  as  close  to  the  S.  of  Neby  Mum, 
at  the  N.  W.  comer  of  the  Dead  Sea. 

3.  The  "border  (7^112)  of  Debir"  is  named  as 
forming  part  of  the  boundary  of  Gad  (Josh.  xiii. 
26),  and  as  apparently  not  far  from  Mahanaim. 
Reland  (p.  734)  conjectures  that  the  name  may  pos- 
sibly be  the  same  as  Lodebar  ("12"T  v),  but  no 
identification  has  yet  taken  place  (LXX.  Aai^dv, 
[Vat.]  Alex.  Aa& ftp '■  Dabir).  Lying  in  the  graz- 
ing country  on  the  high  downs  east  of  Jordan,  the 

name  may  be  derived  fi-om  ^3"^,  Ddbar,  the 
same  word  which  is  the  root  of  Midbar,  the  wilder- 
ness or  pasture  (see  Ges.  p.  318).     [Desert.] 

G. 

DE'BIR  ("T^n"?:  Aa;8iV;  [Vat.  Aa^Sety;] 
Alex.  Aafietp-  Dibir),  king  of  Eglon,  a  town  in 
the  low  country  of  Judah ;  one  of  the  five  kings 
hanged  by  Joshua  (Josh.  x.  3,  23). 

DEB'ORA  (A6j8j8«pa;  [Alex.  Aefi^wpa'- 
Vulg.  omits]),  a  woman  of  Naphtali,  mother  of 
Tobiel,  the  father  of  Tobit  (Tob.  i.  8).  The  same 
name  as 

DEB'ORAH  (rrnh"^  [iee]  :  Aefi6p(,a; 
[Alex.]  Aefifiwpa-  Debwa).  1.  The  nurse  of  Re- 
bekah  (Gen.  xxxv.  8).  Nurses  held  a  high  and 
honorable  place  in  ancient  times,  and  especially  in 
the  East  (2  K.  xi.  2;  Horn.  Od.  i.  429;  Virg.  .««. 
vii.  2,  "  ^Eneia  nutrix;  "  Ov.  Met.  xiv.  441),  where 
they  were  often  the  principal  members  of  the  fam- 
ily (2  Chr.  xxii.  11;  Jahn,  Arch.  Bibl.  §  166). 
Deborah  accompanied  Rebekah  from  the  house  of 
Bethuel  (Gen.  xxiv.  59),  and  is  only  mentioned  by 
name  on  the  occasion  of  her  burial,  under  the  oak- 
tree*  of  Bethel,  which  was  called  in  her  honor 
Allon-Bachuth  (BaAaj-os  irevdovs,  LXX.).  Such 
spots  were  usually  chosen  for  the  purpose  (Gen. 
xxiii.  17,  18;  1  Sam.  xxxi.  13;  2  K.  xxi.  18,  &c.). 


a  De  Saulcy  quotes  the  name  in  Joshua  as  "  Da- 
bor ;  ■'  but  on  what  authority  ii  not  apparent.  Cer- 
tainly not  that  of  the  Hebrew  or  tlie  Vulgate. 

b  *  The  A.  V.  omits  the  article,  and  thus  obscures 
the  fact  that  the  tree  was  well  kncvn  for  ages.     H. 
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Many  have  been  puzzled  at  finding  her  in  Jacob's 
family;  it  is  unlikely  that  she  was  sent  to  sunnnon 
Jacob  from  Har.m  (as  Jarchi  suggests),  or  that  she 
had  returned  during  the  lifetime  of  Rebekah,  and 
was  now  coming  to  visit  her  (as  Abarbanel  and 
others  say);  but  she  may  very  well  have  returned 
at  Rebekah's  death,  and  that  she  uris  dead  is  prob- 
able from  the  omission  of  her  name  in  Gen.  xxxv. 
27 ;  and  if,  according  to  the  Jewish  legend,  Jacob 
first  heard  of  his  mother's  death  at  this  spot,  it  will 
be  an  additional  reason  for  the  name  of  the  tree, 
and    may  pussibly  be   implied   in   the  expression 

TJ^S^T,  comforted,  A.  V.  "  blessed  "  (Gen.  xxxv. 
9;  see  too  Ewald,  Gesch.  i.  390). 

2.  [^(0$u>pa'-  Debhora.'\  A  prophetess  who 
judged  Israel  (Judg.  iv.,  v.).  Her  name,  m^"^, 
means  "  a  bee  "  (or  atp'i]^,  "  a  wasp  "),  just  as  Mf- 
\iaaa  and  Melitilla  were  proper  names.  This 
name  may  imply  nothing  whatever,  being  a  mere 
appellative,  derived  like  I.achel  (a  lamb),  Tamar  (a 
{»lm),  &c.,  from  natural  oljects;  although  she  was 
(as  Corn,  a  Lapide  quaintly  puts  it)  suit  mdlea, 
hostiims  acultnta.  Some,  however,  see  in  the  name 
an  official  title,  implying  her  prophetic  authority. 
A  bee  was  an  l"]gyptian  symbol  of  regal  power  (cf. 
Call.  Jov.  66,  and  Et.  Maff.  s.  v.  (ffcr-fiv);  and 
among  the  Greeks  the  term  was  applied  not  only 
to  ix)ets  {more  ajns  Mirtime,  Hor.),  and  to  those 
peculiarly  chaste  (as  by  the  Neoplatonists),  but  es- 
pecially to  the  priestesses  of  Delphi  (xpriffixhs  fi  e- 
Klacras  Af \<piSos,  I'iiid.  P.  iv.  lOfi),  Cybele, 
and  Artemis  ((Jreuzer,  Sj/ni/Kilik,  iii.  354,  &c.),  just 
as  fffffijv  was  to  the  priests  (Liddell  and  Scott, 
s.  v.).  In  both  these  senses  the  iiaiue  suits  her, 
since  she  was  essentially  a  vates  or  seer,  combining 
the  functions  of  jwetry  and  prophecy. 

She  lived  under  the  palm-tree  ("  such  tents  the 
patriarchs  loved,"  Coleridge)  of  Deborah,  between 
Ramah  and  I^thel  in  Jlount  Ephraim  (Judg.  iv.  5), 
which,  as  palm-trees  were  rare  in  Palestine,  "  is 
mentioned  as  a  well-known  and  solitary  landmark, 
and  was  probably  the  same  sjxjt  as  that  called 
(Judg.  XX.  33)  Haal-Tamar,  or  the  sanctuary  of 
the  palm"  (Stanley,  .S.  </•  /'.  p.  146).  Von  Uoh 
len  (p.  334)  thinks  that  this  tree  is  identical  with 
Allon-Baehuth  (Gen.  xxxv.  8),  the  name  and  local- 
ity being  nearly  the  same  (Ewald,  Gesch.  i.  391, 
405),  although  it  is  unhistorical  to  say  that  this 
"  may  have  suggested  a  name  for  the  nurse  "  (Hiiv- 
emick's  Introd.  to  Pent.  p.  201 ;  Kalisch,  Gen.  ad 
loc.).  Possibly  it  is  again  mentioned  as  "the  oak 
of  Tabor,"  in  1  Sam.  x.  3,  where  Thenius  would 

read  (113?  for  "113FI.  At  any  rate  it  was  a 
well-known  tree,  and  she  may  have  chosen  it  from 
itfi  previous  associations. 

She  was  probably  a  woman  of  Ephraim,  although 
from  the  expression  in  Judg.  v.  15,  some  suppose 
her  to  have  belonged  to  Issachar  (Ewald,  Gesch.  ii. 

489).  The  exi)ression  niT'Sb  HtTS  is  much 
disputed ;  it  is  generally  thought  to  mean  "  wife  of 
I^pidoth,"  as  in  A.  V.;  but  other  versions  render 
it  "  uxor  principis,"  or  "  Foemina  Lapidothana " 


a  •  Cossel  (Ric/iter  und  Ruth,  p.  43)  explains  lappi- 
dOth  (sec  above)  of  the  fiery  spirit,  entliusiiism,  and 
ttrdor,  which  burned  in  her,  and  enabled  her  to  set 
others  <'n  fire  by  the  contagion  of  her  own  example. 
The  beautiful  fountain  at  the  biu-'e  of  the  hill  on  which 
Meiron  stands,  the  place  of  the  femouH  Jewixh  oenie 
ery,  about  6  miles  west  of  Sa/ed,  is  known  among  the 
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("that  great  dame  of  I^pidoth,"  Tennyson),  or 
mulier  splendorum,  i.  e.  one  divinely  iUuminated, 

since  iHTT'^S  ^  =  lightnings."  But  the  most  pro- 
saic notion  is  that  of  the  rabbis,  who  take  it  to 
mean  that  she  attended  to  the  tabernacle  lamps,. 

from  T'Sv,  lappid,  a  lamp!  The  fem.  termina- 
tion is  often  found  in  men's  names,  as  in  Shelo- 
mith  (1  Chr.  xxiii.  9),  Koheleth,  &c.  I^pidotb 
then  was  probably  her  husband,  and  not  Barak,  as 
some  say. 

She  was  not  so  much  a  judge  (a  title  which  be- 
longs rather  to  Barak,  I  lei),  xi.  32)  as  one  gifted 
with  prophetic  command  (Judg.  iv.  6,  14,  v.  7), 
and  by  virtue  of  her  inspiration  "  a  mother  in  Is- 
rael." Her  sex  would  give  her  additional  weight, 
as  it  did  to  Veleda  and  Alaurinia  among  the  Ger- 
mans, from  an  instinctive  belief  in  the  divinity  of 
womanhood  (Tac.  Germ.  c.  8).  Compare  the  in- 
stances of  Miriam,  Huldah,  Anna,  Koadiah  (2  K. 
xxii.  14;  Neh.  vi.  14). 

Jabin's  tyranny  was  peculiarly  felt  in  the  north- 
ern triljes,  which  were  near  his  capital  and  under 
her  jurisdiction,  namely,  Zebidon,  Naphtali,  and  Is- 
sachar; hence,  when  she  summoned  Rirak  to  the 
deliverance,  "  it  was  on  them  that  the  brunt  of  the 
battle  fell:  but  they  were  joined  l)y  the  adjacent 
centnd  tribes,  Ephraim,  Manasseh,  and  Benjamin, 
though  not  by  those  of  the  extreme  west,  south, 
and  east'"  (Stanley,  p.  339).  Under  her  direction 
Barak  encamped  on  "  the  broad  smnmit  of  Tabor  " 
(Joseph.  B.  J.  ii.  20,  §  C).  When  asked  to  ac- 
company him,  "  she  answered  indignantly.  Thou, 
oh  Barak,  deliverest  up  meanly  the  authority  which 
God  hath  given  thee  into  the  hands  of  a  woman ; 
neither  do  I  reject  it'"  (Joseph.  Ant.  v.  5,  §  2). 
The  LXX.  interpolate  the  words  on  ouk  olSa  r^f 
rififpav  iv  fi  fuoSo7  6  Kvpios  rhv  aryytXov  fj.fr' 
ifiov  as  a  sort  of  excuse  for  Barak's  request  (iv.  8 : 
cf.  14,  v.  23).  When  the  small  band  of  ill-armed 
(.ludg.  v.  8)  Israelites  saw  the  dense  iron  chariots 
of  the  enemy,  "  they  were  so  frightened  that  they 
wished  to  march  off  at  once,  had  not  Deborah  de- 
tained them,  and  commanded  them  to  fight  the 
enemy  that  very  day  "  (.loseph.  /.  c).  They  did 
so,  but  Deborah's  prophecy  was  fulfilled  (Judg.  iv. 
9),  and  the  enemy's  general  perished  among  the 
"oaks  of  the  wanderers  (Zaanaim),"  in  the  tent 
of  the  Bedouin  Kenite's  wife  (Judg.  iv.  21)  in  the 
northern  mountains.  "  And  the  land  had  rest  forty 
years  "  (Judg.  v.  31 ).  For  the  natural  phenomena 
which  aided  (Judg.  v.  20,  21)  the  victory,  and  the 
other  details  (for  wliich  we  have  ample  authority  in 
the  twofold  narration  in  prose  and  poetry),  see  Ba- 
rak, where  we  have  also  entered  on  the  difficult 
question  of  the  chronology  (Ewald,  GcM^h.  ii.  489- 
494). 

Deborah's  title  of  "prophetess"  (nS*2*^ 
includes  the  notion  of  inspired  poetry,  as  in  Ex.  xv. 
20;  and  in  this  sense  the  glorious  triumphal  ode 
(Judg.  v.)  well  vindicates  her  claim  to  the  office 
On  this  ode  much  has  been  written,  and  there  are 
separate  treatises  about  it  by  Holbnann,  Kalkar, 


Jews  at  present  as  Deborah's  fountain.  Thev  have  a 
tradition  that  the  heroine  passed  there  with  Barak  on 
his  march  to  Tabor,  and  bathed  in  this  fountain  on 
the  morning  of  the  decisive  battle  S»ee  the  writer"? 
llimtr.  o/  Scripture,  p.  243  (revised  ed.);  and  Thom- 
son's Ijind  and  Book,  I.  424.  H. 
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aiid  Kenrick.  It  is  also  explained  by  Ewald  (die 
Poet.  Biic/ier  des  Allen  Bundes,  i.  125),  and  Gum- 
pach  (Alttestament.  Studien,  pp.  1-140 ).« 

F.  W.  F. 
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Di  i 


DEBTOR.     [LoAx.] 

DECAP'OLIS  {Af KdvoXis,  "the  ten  cit- 
ies"). This  name  occurs  only  three  times  in  the 
Scriptures,  Matt.  iv.  25;  Mark  v.  20,  and  vii.  31; 
but  it  is  frequently  mentioned  by  Josephus  an(l 
other  ancient  writers.  Immediately  after  the  con- 
quest of  Syria  by  the  Romans  (u.  c.  65),  ten  cities 
appear  to  have  been  rebuilt,  partially  colonized,  and 
endowed  with  peculiar  privileges:  the  country 
around  them  was  hence  called  DecqxylU.  The 
limits  of  the  territory  were  not  very  clearly  defined ; 
and  probably  in  the  course  of  time  other  neighbor- 
ing cities  received  similar  privileges.  This  may 
account  for  the  fact  that  ancient  geographers  speak 
so  indeftnitely  of  the  province,  and  do  not  even 
agree  as  to  the  names  of  the  cities  themselves. 
Pliny  (v.  18)  admitting  that  "  non  omnes  eadem 
observant,"  enumerates  them  as  follows:  Scythopo- 
lis,  Bij)/x>s,  Gddarn,  Pelli,  Philadelphia,  O'erasn,- 
Dion,  Canafha,  Damascus,  and  Raphnna.  Ptol- 
emy (v.  17)  makes  Cnpitolias  one  of  the  ten;  and 
an  old  Palmyrene  inscription  quoted  by  Keland 
(P  d.  p.  525)  includes  Abila,  a  town  which,  accord- 
ing to  Eusebius  {Oiiom.  s.  v.  Abilt)  was  12  Homau 
miles  east  of  Gadara.  Josephus  {B.  J.  iii.  9,  §  7) 
calls  ScytlwpoUs  the  largest  city  of  Decapolis,  thus 
manifestly  excluding  Damascus  from  the  number. 
All  the  cities  of  Decapolis,  with  the  single  excep- 
tion of  Scythopolis,  lay  on  the  east  of  the  Jordan; 
and  both  P^isebius  and  Jerome  ( Omm.  s.  v.  De- 
eapolis)  say  that  the  district  was  situated  "beyond 
the  Jordan,  around  Hippos,  Pella,  and  Gadara," 
that  is,  to  the  east  and  southeast  of  the  Sea  of 
Galilee.  With  this  also  agrees  the  statement  in 
Mark  v.  20,  that  the  demoniac  who  was  cured  at 
Gadara  "  began  to  publish  in  Decapolis  how  great 
things  Jesus  had  done  to  him."  It  would  appear, 
however,  from  Matt.  iv.  25  and  Mark  vii.  31,  that 
Decapolis  was  a  general  appellation  for  a  large  dis- 
trict extending  along  both  sides  of  the  Jordan. 
Pliny  (v.  18)  says  it  reached  from  Damascus  on  the 
north  to  Philadelphia  on  the  south,  and  from  Scy- 
thopolis on  the  west  to  Canatha  on  the  east  —  thus 
making  it  no  less  than  100  miles  long  by  00  broad ; 
and  he  adds,  that  between  and  around  these  cities 
are  tetrarchies,  each  like  a  kingdom ;  such  as  Trach- 
onitis,  Paneas,  Abila,  Area,  &c. 

This  region,  once  so  populous  and  prosperous, 
from  which  multitudes  flocked  to  hear  the  Saviour, 
and  through  which  multitudes  followed  his  foot- 
steps —  is  now  ahnost  without  an  inhabitant.  Six 
out  of  the  ten  cities  are  completely  ruined  and  de- 
serted. Scythopolis,  Gadara,  and  Canatha  have 
still  a  few  families,  living,  more  Uke  wild  beasts 
than  human  beings,  amid  the  crumbUng  ruins  of 
palaces,  and  in  the  cavernous  recesses  of  old  tombs. 
Damascus  alone  continues  to  flourish,  like  an  oasis 
in  a  desert.  j.  l_  p_ 

*  DECEITFULLY,  A.  V.  Job  vi.  15  ff". 
"Deceitful  as  a  brook,"  appears  to  have  been  a 
sort  of  proverb  among  the  Semitic  tribes.  Thus, 
Job  in  the  above  passage  compares  the  conduct  of 
insincere,  false-hearted  friends  to  the  streams  of  the 


«  *  For  the  fuller  literature  of  the  Song,  see  Barak, 
Amer.  ed.  jj 
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desert.     Dr.  Conant  {Book  of  Job,  p.  24)  trans- 
lates the  passage  thus: 

"  My  brethren  are  deceitful,  like  the  brook. 
As  the  channel  of  brooks  that  pass  away  : 
That  become  turbid,  from  ice ; 
The  snow  hides  itself  in  them. 
At  the  time  they  are  poured  off,  they  fail ; 
When  it  is  hot  they  are  consumed  from  their 

place. 
The  caravans  along  their  way  turn  aside  ; 
They  go  up  into  the  wastes,  and  perish. 
The  caravans  of  Tema  looked ; 
The  companies  of  Sheba  waited  for  them. 
They  were  ashamed  that  they  had  trusted  ; 
They  came  thither  and  were  confounded." 

The  ground  of  the  comparison  here  lies  in  the 
uncertain  character  of  the  brooks  or  streams  in  the 
East.  A  detailed  example  may  best  serve  to  illus- 
trate the  pecuUarity  reterred  to.  On  the  2d  of 
May  the  writer  crossed  the  stone  bridge  to  the 
right  of  Kuhmieh,  1^  hours  to  the  nortliwest  of 
Jerusalem.  The  channel  of  the  stream  was  then 
entirely  destitute  of  water.  Kichard.son  ( Travels 
nhnfj  the  Mediterranean,  ii.  236)  found  there  on 
the  15th  of  April,  of  another  year,  "a  small  brook 
trickling  down  the  valley."  Prokesch  {Reise  ins 
heili(/e  Land,  p.  41),  who  was  there  at  another 
time,  a  few  weeks  later  in  the  season,  speaks  of  a 
full  rushing  stream  as  dashing  along  the  water-bed. 
Otto  von  Kichter  ( WaUfahrten  im  Morgenlande, 
p.  15)  who  was  there  in  August,  says  that  it  con- 
tained then  a  little  water.  Again,  Salzbacher  {Er- 
innerungen  am  meiner  Pilyen-eise,  ii.  31),  who 
saw  the  brook  near  the  end  of  June,  says  that  it 
was  then  entirely  dry.  The  stream,  therefore,  is 
evidently  a  very  precarious  one.  It  varies  not  only 
in  winter,  but  at  the  same  season  in  difterent  years. 
It  is  a  fair  example  of  what  is  true  of  eastern 
brooks  in  general.  These  water-courses,  as  they 
may  more  properly  be  called,  flow  with  water  dur- 
ing the  rainy  season ;  but  soon  after  that  are  liable 
to  be  wholly  dried  up,  or  if  they  contain  water  still 
later,  contain  it  only  for  a  longer  or  shorter  time, 
according  to  their  situation  and  the  severity  of  the 
heat  of  particular  years.  Hence,  the  traveller  in 
quest  of  water  must  often  be  disappointed  when  he 
comes  to  such  streams.  He  may  find  them  en- 
tirely exhausted ;  or,  he  may  find  the  water  gone  at 
the  place  where  he  approaches  them,  though  it  may 
still  linger  in  other  places  which  elude  his  observa- 
tion ;  he  may  perceive,  from  the  moisture  of  the 
ground,  that  the  last  drops  have  just  disappeared, 
and  that  he  has  arrived  but  a  few  hours  too  late 
for  the  attainment  of  his  object.  Fainting  with 
thirst  and  after  many  a  weary  step  out  of  his  direct 
course  in  pursuit  of  the  cooling  stream,  the  way- 
farer reaches  at  length  the  place  of  hoped-for  relief, 
but  only  to  be  doomed  to  disappointment  —  the 
deceitful  brook  has  fled. 

We  meet  with  the  same  comparison  somewhat 
differently  applied  iu  Jer.  xv.  18.  The  prophet's 
sky  had  long  been  darkened  with  trouble  and  sor- 
row; but  the  helper  for  whom  he  was  waiting  de- 
layed to  come.  The  more  exact  translation  would 
be:  — 

"  Why  is  my  affliction  perpetual 
And  my  wound  incurable? 
It  will  not  be  healed. 
Thou  art  to  me  as  a  lying  bro»k, 
As  waters  which  are  not  enduring." 

Thomson  {L^nd  and  Booh,  ii.  231)  has  some 
remarks  on  this  characteristic  of  the  brook.     He 
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supposes,  on  account  of  the  reference  to  Tema  and 
Sheba,  that  the  streams  which  suggested  Job's  il- 
lustration are  those  "  which  flowed  down  from  the 
high  liuids  of  Gilead  and  Bashan,  and  came  to 
nothing  in  the  neighboring  desert."  H. 

*  DECISION,  VALLEY  OF.      [Jeho.s- 

HAl'HAT.] 

DE'DAN  (^^^  [dej>ressio?i,  low  country, 
FUrst]:  AaSaV,  [Vat.  in  1  Chr.  louSoSof:]  Ba- 
dan).  1.  The  nanie  of  a  son  of  Kaaniah,  son  of 
Cush  (Gen.  x.  7 ;  1  Chr.  i.  1),  "  the  sons  of  Kaa- 
niah, Sheba,  and  Dedan"). 

2.  [In  Gen.  AsSaj/,  Alex.  AaiSav\  1  Chr.  and 
I'^.  AoiSav;  Jer.  xxv.  2.3,  AaiHv,  FA.  AeSav; 
xlix.  8,  AatSdfi,  Alex.  FA.  AaiSaV-  Bmlan,  De- 
dan.]  That  of  a  son  of  .lokshan,  son  of  Keturah 
(Gen.  xxv.  3,  and  "  Jokshan  begat  Sheba  and  De- 
dan.  And  the  sons  of  I  )etlau  were  Asshurim,  IjC- 
tushini,  and  Leunimim."  ('f.  1  ( 'hr.  i.  32).  The 
usual  opinion  respecting  these  founders  of  tribes  is 
that  the  first  settled  among  the  sons  of  Cush, 
wherever  these  latter  may  be  placed ;  the  second,  on 
the  Syrian  borders,  about  the  territory  of  Edom. 
Kut  Gesenius  and  Winer  have  suggested  that  the 
name  may  apply  to  one  trite;  and  this  may  be 
adopted  as  probable,  on  the  supposition  that  the 
descendants  of  the  Keturahite  Dedan  intermarried 
with  those  of  the  Cushite  Dedan,  whom  the  writer 
places,  presumptively,  on  the  borders  of  the  Persian 
Gulf.  [Arabia,  Cush,  Kaamam,  &c.]  The 
theory  of  this  mixed  descent  gains  weisiht  from  the 
fact  that  in  each  case  the  brother  of  Dedan  is  named 
Sheba.  It  may  be  supposed  that  the  Dedanites 
were  among  the  chief  traders  traversing  the  cara- 
van-route from  the  head  of  the  Persian  (iulf  to  the 
south  of  Palestine,  bearing  merchandise  of  India, 
and  possibly  of  Southern  Arabia;  and  hence  the 
mixture  of  such  a  tribe  with  anotlier  of  difterent 
(and  Keturahite)  descent  presents  no  impossibility. 
Tlie  passages  in  the  Bible  in  whicli  Dedan  is  men- 
tioned (besides  the  genealogies  above  referred  to) 
are  contained  in  the  prophecies  of  Isaiah,  Jeremiah, 
and  Ezekiel,  and  are  in  every  case  obscure.  The 
Edomite  settlers  seem  to  be  referred  to  in  Jer.  xlix. 
8,  where  Dedan  is  mentioned  in  the  prophecy 
against  Edom;  again,  in  xxv.  23,  with  Tema  and 
Buz;  in  I*jc.  xxv.  13,  with  Teman,  in  the  prophecy 
against  Mom ;  and  in  Is.  xxi.  13  ("  'I'he  burden 
upon  Arabia.  In  the  forest  in  Arabia  shall  ye 
lodge,  O  ye  travelling  companies  of  Dedanim"), 
with  Tema  and  Ketlar.  'rhis  last  passage  is  by 
some  underetood  to  refer  to  caravans  of  the  Cushite 
Dedan ;  and  although  it  may  only  signify  the  wan- 
dering propensities  of  a  noma«l  tribe,  such  as  the 
Edomite  jwrtion  of  Dedan  may  have  been,  the 
supposition  tliat  it  means  merchant-caravans  is 
strengthened  by  the  remarkable  words  of  Ezekiel 
in  the  lamentation  for  Tyre.  This  chapter  (xxvii.) 
twice  mentions  Dedan;  first  in  ver.  15.  where,  after 
enumerating  among  the  traffickers  with  the  mer- 
chant-city many  Asiatic  peoples,  it  is  siiid,  "  The 
children  of  Dedan  were  thy  merchants,  many  isles 

(Q^*S)  were  the  merchandise  of  thine  li.and:  they 
brought  thee  for  a  present  horns  of  ivory,  and 
ebony."  Passing  thence  to  Syria  and  western  and 
northern  peoples,  the  prophet  again  (in  ver.  20) 
mentions  Dedan  in  a  manner  which  seems  to  iwint 
to  the  wide-spread  and  possibly  the  mixed  ancestry 
of  this  tribe.  Ver.  1.5  may  be  jfresunied  to  allude 
especially  to  the  CusJ.ilc  Dedan  (cf.  ch.  xxxviii.  13, 
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where  we  find  Dedan  with  Sheba  and  the  merchants 
of  Tarshish ;  apparently,  from  the  context,  the  De- 
dan of  ch.  xxvii.  15);  but  the  passage  commencing 
in  V.  20  appears  to  include  the  settlers  on  the  bor- 
ders of  Edom  (i.  e.  the  Keturahite  Dedan).  The 
whole  of  the  passage  is  as  follows :  "  Dedan  [warf 
thy  merchant  in  precious  clothes  for  chariots. 
Arabia,  and  all  the  princes  of  Kedar,  they  occupied 
with  thee  in  lambs,  and  rams,  and  gaits :  in  these 
[were  they]  thy  merchants.  The  merchants  of 
Sheba  and  liaamah  they  [were]  thy  merchants: 
they  occupied  in  thy  fairs  with  chief  of  all  spices, 
and  with  all  precious  stones,  and  gold.  Haran,  and 
Canneh,  and  Eden,  the  merchants  of  Sheba,  As- 
shur,  [and]  Chilmad,  [were]  thy  merchants."  (Ez. 
xxvii.  20-23.)  We  have  here  a  Dedan  connected 
with  Arabia  (probably  the  northwestern  part  of 
the  peninsula)  and  Kedar,  and  also  with  the  father 
and  l)rother  of  the  Cushite  Dedan  (Raamah  and 
Sheba),  and  these  latter  with  Asiatic  peoples  com- 
monly placed  in  the  regions  bordering  the  head  of 
the  Persian  Gulf.  This  Dedan  moreover  is  a  mer- 
chant, not  in  pastoral  produce,  in  sheep  and  goats, 
but  in  "precious  clothes,"  in  contradistinction  to 
Arabia  and  Kedar,  like  tlie  far-off  eastern  nations 
who  came  with  "  spices  and  precious  stones  and 
gold,"  "blue  clothes  and  broidered  work,"  and 
"chests  of  rich  apparel." 

The  probable  inferences  from  these  mentions  of 
Dedan  supfwrt  the  argument  first  stated,  namely: 
1.  That  Dedan  son  of  liaamah  settled  on  the  shores 
of  the  Persian  Gulf,  and  his  descendants  became 
caravan-merchants  between  that  coast  and  Pales- 
tine. 2.  That  Jokshan,  or  a  son  of  Jokshan,  by 
intermarriage  with  the  Cushite  Dedan  formed  a 
tribe  of  the  same  name,  which  appears  to  have  had 
its  chief  settlement  in  the  borders  of  Idumsea,  and 
perhaps  to  have  led  a  pastoral  life. 

All  traces  of  the  name  of  Dedan,  whether  in  Idu- 
ma;a  or  on  the  Persian  Gulf,  are  lost  in  the  works 
of  Arab  geographers  and  historians.  The  Greek 
and  Koman  geographers  however  throw  some  light 
on  the  eastern  settlement:  and  a  native  indication 
of  the  name  is  presumed  to  exist  in  the  island  of 
Jkiiliin,  on  the  borders  of  the  gulf.  The  identifica- 
tion must  be  taken  in  connection  with  the  writer's 
recovery  of  the  name  of  Sheba,  the  other  son  of 
Raamah,  on  the  island  of  Awdl,  near  the  Arabian 
shore  of  the  same  gulf.  This  is  discussed  in  the 
art.  Raamah.  E.  S.  P. 

DED'ANIM  (Q'^pl'T:  AatSdv.  Dedanim), 
Is.  xxi.  13.     [Dkdan.] 

DEDICATION,  FEAST  OF  THE   (ra 

ifKaivia,  John  x.  22 :  KncKnia,  Vulg. ;  b  4yKair 
vifffxhs  Tou  dv(na(7T7)piou,  1  Mace.  iv.  5ti  and  59 
(the  s.ame  term  as  is  uswl  in  the  LXX.  for  the 
dedication  of  the  altar  by  Moses,  Num.  vii.  10); 
d  KuOapia-fihs  rod  vaov,  2  Maec.  x.  5:  Mishna. 
nSpri,  i-  e.  dedication:  Joseph.  <pS>Ta,  Ant.  xii. 
7,  §  7),  the  festival  instituted  to  connnemorate  the 
purging  of  the  Temple  and  the  rebuilding  of  the 
altar  after  Judas  Maccaba;us  had  driven  out  the 
Syrians,  ».  c.  164.  It  is  named  only  once  in  the 
Canonical  Scriptures,  John  x.  22.  Its  institution 
is  recorded  1  Mace.  iv.  52-59.  It  commenced  on 
the  25tli  of  Ghisleu.  the  anniversary  of  the  |k>11u- 
tion  of  the  Temple  by  Antiochus  Epiphanes,  B.  c. 
167.  Like  the  great  Mosaic  feasts,  it  laste<l  eight 
days,  but  it  did  not  retjuire  attendance  at  Jcnisa- 
lem.     It  was  an  occasion  of  much  festivity.     'I'he 
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writer  of  2  Mace,  tells  us  that  it  was  celebrated  in 
nearly  the  same  manner  as  the  Feast  of  Taberna- 
cles, with  the  carrying  of  branches  of  trees,  and 
with  much  singing  (x.  G,  7).  Josephus  states  that 
the  festival  was  called  "  Lights,"  and  that  he  sup- 
poses the  name  was  given  to  it  from  the  joy  of  the 
nation  at  their  unexpected  liberty  —  ttjv  ioprijv 
ir/ofxiv  KaKouvres  avrj]v  *(uto,  Sk  tov  irap'  eA.- 
TTiSos  oifj.ai  ravTr]v  ■'i)fjuv  (bavTjvai  rijv  i^ovffiav 
(Ant.  xii.  7,  §  7).  The  Mishna  informs  us  that 
no  fast  on  account  of  any  public  calamity  could  be 
commenced  during  this  feast.  In  the  Gemara  a 
story  is  related  that  when  the  .Jews  entered  the 
Temple,  after  driving  out  the  SjTians,  they  found 
tliere  only  one  bottle  of  oil  which  had  not  been  pol- 
luted, and  that  this  was  miraculously  increased,  so 
as  to  feed  the  lamps  of  the  sanctuary  for  eight 
days.  Maimonides  ascribes  to  this  the  custom  of 
the  Jews  illuminating  each  house  with  one  candle 
on  the  first  day  of  the  feast,  two  on  the  second  day, 
three  on  the  third,  and  so  on.  Some  had  this 
Tiumber  of  candles  for  each  person  in  the  house. 
Neither  the  books  of  Maccabees,  the  Mishna,  nor 
Josephus  mention  this  custom,  and  it  would  seem 
to  be  of  later  origin,  probably  suggested  by  the 
name  which  Josephus  gives  to  the  festival.  In  the 
Temple  at  Jerusalem,  tlie  "  Hallel "  was  sung  every 
day  of  the  feast. 

In  P^ra  (vi.  16)  the  word  nSpH,  applied  to 
the  dedication  of  the  second  Temple,  on  the  third 
of  Adar,  is  rendered  in  the  LXX.  by  iyKaivta,  and 
in  the  Vulg.  by  ckdicatio.  But  the  anniversary  of 
that  day  was  not  observed.  The  dedication  of  the 
first  Temple  took  place  at  the  Feast  of  Tabernacles 
(1  K.  viii.  2;  2  Chr.  v.  3).  [Tabernacles, 
Feast  of.] 

See  Lightfoot,  Temple  Service,  sect,  v.;  Ilorw 
ffeb.  on  John  x.  22,  and  his  Sermon  on  the  same 
text ;  Mishna,  vol.  ii.  p.  369,  ed.  Surenhus.,  and 
Houtingius'  note,  317 :  Kuinoel  On  John  x.  22. 

S.  C. 

*  DEEP,  THE  (o/3t/<ro-oj:  abyssus).  The 
rm  which  the  A.  V.  renders  thus  in  Luke  viii. 
and  Rom.  x.  7,  it  renders  "  bottomless  pit "  in 
v.  ix.  1,  2,  11;  xi.  7;  xx.  1,  3.  The  translation 
thus  varied  (abyss  would  be  better)  is  unfor- 
nate,  as  it  not  only  conceals  the  link  of  unity 
iWhich  binds  together  these  passages  (Kom.  x.  7 
partially  excepted),  but  leads  the  reader  to  confound 
it  with  "the  deep"  as  meaning  the  sea  (e.  g. 
Luke  V.  4;  2  Cor.  xi.  25),  and  founded  on  a  differ- 
ent original  word  (dd\aa-(ra)-  "  The  deep "  in 
Luke  viii.  31,  into  which  the  demons  that  possessed 
the  Gadarene  maniacs  besought  Jesus  not  to  cast 
them,  is  evidently  the  place  of  punishment  to  which 
they  knew  they  were  ultimately  to  be  consigned; 
for  the  being  sent  thither  stands  in  that  passage  as 
equivalent  to  suffering  the  torment  before  the  time 
spoken  of  in  Matt.  viii.  23,  which  they  feared  might 
be  at  once  inflicted  on  them.  We  may  say  further, 
in  view  of  the  evident  analogy  between  these  pas 
sages  and  Jude  ver.  G,  that  "abyss"  is  the  place 
wher«  other  wicked  spirits  of  the  same  class 
already  confined,  awaiting  the  more  complete 
punisliment  which  they  are  to  suffer  after  the 
judgment  of  the  great  day.  "  Abyss  "  is  not  one  of 
the  names  actually  applied  to  the  state  or  place  of 
wicked  men  after  death ;  but  we  seem  to  be  for- 
'.)idden  by  such  language  as  that  in  Matt.  xxv.  41 
to  infer  that  the  condition  of  lost  men  and  fallen 
ingels  is  to  be  essentially  different  when  the  last 
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stage  of  their  destiny  is  reached.  lu  Rom.  x.  7 
"  the  abyss  "  and  "  heaven  "  are  opposed  to  each 
other  as  limits  separated  by  the  greatest  conceivable 
distance.  The  use  of  the  term  in  the  Apocalypse 
partakes  of  the  vagueness  and  poetic  freedom  of 
that  figurative  book,  but  retains  still  the  ground- 
idea  of  its  more  direct,  literal  application.  The 
"  abyss  "or  "  bottomless  pit "  is  a  place  enveloped 
in  gloom  and  darkness  whence  arise  clouds  of  smoke 
which  "  darken  the  sun  and  the  air"  (ix.  2);  from 
which  issue  myriads  of  destructive  locusts  whose 
king  is  Abaddon  or  ApoUyon,  who  leads  them  forth 
to  ravage  the  earth  and  torment  mankind  (ix.  3  ff.) ; 
and  into  which  at  length  this  enemy  of  all  good, 
"  the  old  serpent  which  is  the  Devil  and  Satan," 
is  plunged  and  chained  for  a  thousand  years,  and 
where  after  a  brief  respite  he  is  confuied  again 
apparently  forever  (xx.  1  ff.). 

In  regard  to  the  origin  and  force  of  this  imagery, 
which  with  some  variations  has  given  expression  to 
men's  natural  consciousness  of  a  future  retribution, 
among  so  many  different  nations,  see  Prof.  Stuarfs 
L'oiiiiiient.  on  the  Apocalypse,  i.  189,  and  Pfanner's 
Systeina  Theoloyice  Geiitilis  Purioris,  pp.  459—189. 
For  the  usage  of  the  Septuagint,  see  Biel's  Thesaur. 
Phil.  p.  4,  and  for  that  of  the  Apocrypha,  Wahl's 
CI  ivis  Libroruin  Vet.  Test.  Apocryph.  p.  2.  We 
are  not  o  understand,  of  course,  that  "abyss"  in 
the  N.  T.  is  coextensive  with  Hades  or  the  under- 
world as  the  abode  of  the  dead  indiscriminately, 
but  is  the  part  of  that  wider  realm  assigned  as  their 
special  abode  to  the  wicked.     [Hades.]         H. 

DEER.     [Fallow-Deek.J 

*  DEGREE  (Qa.eix6s:  yradas).  The  original 
word  occurs  in  the  N.  T.  only  in  1  Tim.  iii.  13 :  "  For 
they  that  have  used  the  office  of  a  deacon  well, 
purchase  to  themselves  a  good  degree,  and  great 
boldness  in  the  faith  which  is  in  Christ  Jesus." 
The  "  degree "  or  step  referred  to  has  been  vari- 
ously understood:  (1.)  Of  ecclesiastical  preferment, 
e.  g.  from  the  diaconate  to  a  higher  office :  so  some 
of  the  fathers,  and  lately  Wordsworth ;  but  this,  as 
Alford  and  PUlicott  admit,  is  untenable.  It  is  not 
likely  that  any  such  process  of  ecclesiastical  prefer- 
ment existed  at  this  early  period.  (2.)  A  station 
or  standing-place  in  tlie  sight  of  God,  and  with 
reference  to  their  own  salvation  (De  Wette,  Al- 
ford, EUicott).  (3.)  A  place  of  honor  in  the 
estimation  of  the  Church  (Luther,  Calvin).  (4.) 
Progress  in  the  faith. 

The  word  etymologically  signifies  a  step  upward 
or  forward,  and  in  the  tropical  sense  in  which  it  is 
here  used,  expresses  the  general  idea  of  advance- 
ment. The  somewhat  emphatic  dative  "  for  them- 
selves," makes  distinct  the  idea  of  personal  ad- 
vantage, as  distinguished  from  service  to  others, 
indicated  by  the  verb  rendered  in  A.  V.,  "  used  the 
office  of  a  deacon."  The  suly'oined  phr.-ise,  "  bold- 
ness (or  better,  joyous  confidence :  see  Ue  Wette 
and  Huther  in  he.)  in  faith,"  shows  that  this  advan- 
tage is  of  a  spiritual  nature,  and  essentially  sub- 
jective. The  "  degree  "  or  step  referred  to,  then, 
would  seem  most  naturally  to  relate  to  progress  in 
sjnritud  life.  We  may  accordingly  regard  the 
passage  in  1  Tim.  iii.  13  as  a  general  proposition 
in  respect  to  the  subjective  spiritual  tenefit  ob- 
tained by  faithfully  serving  as  deacons,  the  impor- 
tance of  which  in  turn  becomes  confirmatory  of  the 
propriety  of  requiring  the  qualifications  mentioneil 
in  w.  8-12.  ITie  passage  in  1  Tim.  iii.  13  may 
be  rendered  and  explained,  then,  as  follows:  "For 
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tliey  who  well  served  as  deacons  "  (the  verb  in  the 
aorist  simply  indicates  the  service  viewed  as  com- 
pleted ;  there  is  notliing  to  mark  a  reference  to  the 
day  of  judgment,  as  Alford  would  have  it)  "  obtain 
for  t/iemselees  a  (/Oixl  deyree'''  (furtherance  in 
spiritual  attainments),  "and  much  confidence" 
(towards  God)  "in  faith  in  Christ  Jesus."  Van 
()osterzee  would  unite  with  this  the  idea  of  future 
blessedness.  G.  E.  D. 

*  DEGREES,  SHADOW  OF  [Aiiaz; 
Dial;  Hkzekiah.] 

DEGREES,       SONGS       OF        {^'^W 

imvVSSn),  a  title  given  to  fifteen  psalms,  from 
cxx.  to  cxxxiv.  inclusive.  Four  of  them  are  attrib- 
uted to  David,  one  is  ascribed  to  the  pen  of  Solo- 
mon, and  the  other  ten  give  no  indication  of  their 
author.  Eichhorn  supjwses  them  all  to  be  the 
work  of  one  and  the  same  bard  {hinl.  m  das  A.  T.), 
and  he  also  shares  the  opinion  of  Herder  (G'tist 
der  ebrakchen  Poi^sie),  who  interprets  the  title 
"  Hpnns  for  a  journey."  "The  headings  of  the 
psalms,  however,  are  not  to  be  relied  on,  as  many 
of  these  titles  were  superadded  long  after  the  authors 
of  the  psalms  had  passed  away.  The  words  '  of 
David,'  or  '  of  Solomon,'  do  not  of  themselves 
establish  the  fact  that  the  psalm  was  written  by 
the  person  named,  since  the  very  same  phraseology 
would  be  employed  to  denote  a  hymn  composed  in 
honor  of  David  or  of  Solomon  "  (Marks's  Seiinons, 
i.  208-9).  Bellermann  {Mtti-ik  der  Hebi-der)  calls 
these  psalms  "  Trochaic  songs." 

With  respect  to  the  term  mvSJSn,  A.  V. 
"  degrees,"  a  great  diversity  of  opinion  prevails 
amongst  Biblical  critics.  According  to  some  it 
refers  to  the  melody  to  which  the  psalm  was  to  be 
chanted.  Others,  including  Gesenius,  derive  the 
word  from  the  poetical  composition  of  the  song,  and 
from  the  circumstance  that  the  concluding  words 
of  the  preceding  sentence  are  often  repeated  at  the 
commencement  of  the  next  verse.  Thus  Psalm 
cxxi. :  — 

"  I  will  lift  up  mine  eyes  unto  the  hills 
From  whence  conieth  my  help. 
My  help  cometh  even  from  Jehovah,"  &c. 

And  so  in  other  passages  (comp.  cxxi.  4,  5,  and 
cxxiv.  1,  2  and  3,  4).  Aben  Ezra  quotes  an  ancient 
authority,  which  maintains  that  the  deyrees  allude 
to  the  fifteen  steps  which,  in  the  temple  of  Jeru- 
salem, led  from  the  court  of  the  women  to  that  of 
the  men,  and  on  each  of  which  steps  one  of  the 
fifteen  songs  of  degrees  was  chanted.  Adam  Clarke 
{Comment,  on  Ps.  cxx.)  refers *to  a  similar  opinion 
as  found  in  the  Apocryphal  Gospel  of  the  birth  of 
M'iry :  "  Her  parents  brought  her  to  the  temple, 
and  set  her  upon  one  of  the  steps.  Now  there  are 
fifteen  steps  about  the  temijle,  by  which  they  go 
up  to  it,  according  to  the  fifteen  Psalms  of  De- 
grees." 

The  most  generally  accredited  opinion,  however, 

is  that  nv37D  is  etyniologically  connected  with 

HvP  "  to  go  up,"  or  to  travel  to  Jerusalem;  that 
gome  of  these  hymns  were  preserved  from  a  period 
anterior  to  the  Babylonish  Captivity ;  that  others 
were  composed  in  the  same  spirit  by  those  who 
returned  to  Palestine,  on  the  conquest  of  liiibylon 
by  Cyrus,  and  that  a  few  refer  even  to  a  later  date, 
but  were  all  incorporated  into  one  collection,  be- 
cause they  had  one  and  the  same  object.    ITiis  view 
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is  adopted  by  Kosenmiiller,  Herder,  Mendelssohn, 
Joel  Brill,  &c.  &c.  Luther  translates  the  words 
"  Ein  Lied  im  hohem  ( -hor,"  thus  connecting  the 
psalm    with   the   manner   of  its   execution ;    and 

Michaelis    compares     HvlJO    with    the    Syriac 

Wn^3tt7  (Scala)  which  would  likewise  characterize 
the  metre  or  the  melody.  D.  W.  M. 

*  If  nl75Sn  designates  the  psalms  grouped 
together  under  that  title  as  those  which  the  He- 
brews sung  when  they  went  to  Jerusalem  to  keep 
the  yearly  feasts,  the  rendering  should  be  "  Cioings- 
up"  or  "Ascents"  (comp.  ava^aivo)  as  so  often 
said  of  journeys  thither  in  the  N.  T.).  Hengsten- 
berg's  advocacy  of  this  explanation  (Die  Psfilmen, 
iv.  2te  Abth.  p.  6),  has  given  to  it  more  recently 
still  wider  currency.  Some  of  his  arguments  (which 
taken  together  have  a  cumulative   force,    thoucrh 

singly  less  decisive)  are  the  following:  (1.)  n7V 
is  the  usual  expression  for  these  festival  journeys 
(Ex.  xxxiv.  24;  1  Kings  xii.  27,  28;  Ps.  cxxii.  4). 

(2.)  The  article  in  Hi^^^H,  by  way  of  pre- 
eminence, denotes  the  journeys,  which  can  only  be 
those  annual  journeys  prescribed  by  the  law  (comp. 
Ps.  cxxii.  4).  (3.)  The  oldest,  in  all  probability,  of 
these  pilgrim  songs,  namely:  that  wliich  was  com- 
posed by  David  soon  after  the  consecration  of  Zion 
as  the  seat  of  the  sanctuary  and  at  the  commence- 
ment of  the  pilgrimages  thither  (Ps.  cxxii.),  con- 
tains an  explanation  of  the  sense  of  iT175?P  in  the 
occurrence  of  two  correspondent  expressions  (as  in 
the  case  of  the  explanation  of  V^3tt?D,  Ps.  xxxii.), 
namely:  "  We  will  go  to  the  house  of  the  Lord" 

in  ver.  1,  and  "  to  which  the  tribes  go  up  "  (^^2?) 
in  ver.  4.  (4.)  Some  of  these  psalms,  in  accordance 
with  the  most  manifest  internal  marks,  have  been 
used  for  this  purpose,  e.  y.  Ps.  cxxi.  1  shows  how 
appropriate  the  psalm  was  as  designed  to  be  sung 
in  view  of  the  mountains  of  Jerusalem.  (5.)  Ac- 
cording to  this  interpretation  all  the  common  pecu- 
liarities of  these  psalms  are  accounted  for,  such  as 
contents,  rhjthmical  structure,  and  local  allusions. 
Hupfeld  {Die  Psalmen,  iv.  252)  favors  this  re- 
vived opinion  of  many  of  the  older  critics.  Ewald 
also  agrees  with  those  who  consider  them  hymns 
designed  for  pilgrimages  to  the  Temple.  conii)osed 
during  and  after  the  time  of  the  exile  {Bi/jl.  Jahrb. 
vi.  105,  and  Gesch.  hr.  iv.  115).  Perowne  {Bolik 
of  Psidms  :  Jntivdnction,  p.  xcvi.,  Lond.  1865)  gives 
the  preference  to  this  explanation.  H. 

DEHA'VITES  (Sin-^J  :  Aavalor-  Bieri)  are 
mentioned  but  once  in  Scripture  (lur.  iv.  ii).  They 
were  among  the  colonists  planted  in  Samaria  by 
the  .'Vssyrian  monarch  I'^arhaddon,  after  the  com- 
pletion of  the  ( 'aptivity  of  Israel.  From  their 
name,  taken  in  conjiuiction  with  the  fact  that  they 
are  coupled  with  the  Susanchites  (Susianians,  or 
people  of  Susii)  and  the  Flamites  (I'Uymapans, 
natives  of  the  same  country),  it  is  fairly  concluded 
that  they  are  the  Dai  or  Dalii,  mentioned  by  Herod- 
otus (i.  125)  among  the  nomadic  tribes  of  Persia. 
This  people  apjiears  to  have  been  widely  dittiised, 
being  found  as  Daha;  (Aoa<)  Iwth  in  the  country 
east  of  the  Caspian  (Strab.  xi.  8,  §  2;  Arriau. 
Krped.  Al.  iii.  11,  Ac.),  and  in  the  vicinity  of  the 
Sea  of  Azof  (Strab.  xi.  9,  §  3);  and  again  as  Dii 
(Awi,  Thucyd.  ii.  90),  Dai  (Aooi,  Strab.),  or  Daci 
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(AoKoi,  Strab.  D.  Cass.  &c.)  upon  the  Danube. 
They  were  an  Aryan  race,  and  are  regarded  by  some 
as  having  their  lineal  descendants  in  the  moilern 
Danes  (see  Grimm's  Geschichie  d.  deutsch.  Spi-ache, 
i.  192-3 ).  The  Septuagint  form  of  the  name  — 
Davceus,  may  compare  with  the  Davus  ( =^  AiFos) 
of  Latin  comedy.  G.  R. 

DE'KAR.  The  son  of  Deker,  i.  e.  Ben-Dekek 

(n(7'T]5  •  vihs  AuKap'-  Bendecar),  was  Solo- 
mon's commissariat  officer  in  the  western  part  of 
the  hill-country  of  Judali  and  Benjamin,  Shaalbim 
and  Beth-shemesh  (1  K.  iv.  9). 

DELA'IAH  [3  syl.]  (^IH^b'^  and  n;;b'^  = 
"  Jehovah's  freedman  "  — comp.  aireKevOepos  Kv- 
piov,  1  Cor.  vii.  22;  also  the  Phoenician  name 
AeXaiaffrdpTos,  quoted  from  Menander  by  Jose- 
phus,  C'onl.  Ap.  i.  18,  and  the  modern  name  God- 
frey =  Gottesfrey  [  V]  ;  LXX.  AoAoia,  AaAoios : 
Dalaiau,  Bcilaia),  the  name  of  several  persons. 

1.  Delaiahu  ('ASaAAoi  ;  [Alex.  AaAai'o  : 
DiLiiau]);  a  priest  in  the  time  of  David,  leader  of 
the  twenty-third  course  of  priests  (1  Chr.  xxiv.  18). 

2.  Delaiah  [AoAai'tt;  Vat.  in  Ezr.  Aaxfa, 
in  Neh.  AaAea:  Dalnia].  " Children  of  Delaiah  " 
were  among  the  people  of  uncertain  pedigree  who 
returned  from  Babylon  with  Zerubbabel  (Ezr.  ii. 
GO  ;  Neh.  vii.  62).  In  1  Esdr.  the  name  is 
Ladan. 

3.  Delaiah  [AoAai'a;  Vat.  AoAeo:  Dalala]; 
son  of  Alehetabeel  and  father  of  Shemaiah  (Neh. 
vi.  10). 

4.  Delaiahu  (AaAaias  and  ToSoXias;  [ver.  12, 
Alex.  AaAeas,  FA.  AaAtas;  ver.  2.5,  Comp.  Aid. 
FA.^  AaAaios :  Bahms] ;  son  of   Shemaiah,   one 

of  the  "princes"  (D'^'lti?)  about  the  court  of 
Jehoiakira  (Jer.  xxxvi.  12,  25). 

The  name  also  occurs  in  the  A.  V.  as  Dalaiah. 

DELI'LAH  (n^'*/'^  [pininff  with  desire]: 
AaAiSa  ;  [Vat.  in  ver.  13,  AaAetSo:]  Joseph. 
AaAiATj:  Dalila),  a  woman  who  dwelt  in  the 
valley  of  Sorek,  beloved  by  Samson  (Judg.  xvi. 
4-18).  Her  connection  with  Samson  forms  the 
third  and  Last  of  those  amatory  adventures  which 
in  his  history  are  so  inextricably  blended  with  the 
craft  and  prowess  of  a  judge  in  Israel.  She  was 
bribed  by  the  "  lords  of  the  Philistines  "  to  win 
from  Samson  the  secret  of  his  strength,  and  the 
means  of  overcoming  it.     [Samson.] 

It  is  not  stated,  either  in  Judges  or  in  Josephus, 
whether  she  was  an  Israelite  or  a  Philistine.  Nor 
can  tins  question  be  determined  by  reference  to  the 
geography  of  Sorek ;  since  in  the  time  of  the 
Judges  the  frontier  was  shifting  and  indefinite. 
[Sorek.]  The  following  considerations,  however, 
supply  presumptive  evidence  that  she  was  a  Phil- 
istine :  — 
[  1.  Her  occupation,  which  seems  to  have  been 

that  of  a  courtesan  of  the  higher  class,  a  kind  of 
I  political  Hetaera.  The  hetseric  and  political  view 
!  of  her  position  is  more  decided  in  Josephus  than 
I  in  Judges.  *IIe  calls  her  yvv^  eTaipi(ofj.fVT],  and 
I  associates  her  influence  over  Samson  with  ttSto^ 
and  (Tvvova-ia  {Aiit.  v.  8,  §  11).  He  also  states 
more  clearly  her  relation  as  a  political  agent  to  the 

"  lords  of  the  Philistines "    C'.JID :   Joseph,    oi 
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rrpoecTTunes,  to7s  apxoucri  naAaKTrifaiv  ;  LXX. 
&pXovrfs'-  ISdti-ajxe  ;  ol  rod  Koivov;  magistrates, 
politician  lords,  Milton,  Sums.  A(j.  850,  1195), 
employing  under  their  directions  "  liers  in  wait " 

(H^Sn  :  rh  iveBpov  '•  instdiis ;  cf.  Josh.  viii.  14 ; 
[Joseph.]  ffTpa.riwrwv)-  On  the  other  hand,  Chry- 
sostom  and  many  of  the  Fathers  have  maintained 
that  DeUlah  was  married  to  Samson  (so  Milton, 
227),  a  natural  but  uncritical  attempt  to  save  the 
morality  of  the  Jewish  champion.  See  Judg.  xvi. 
9,  18,  as  showing  an  exclusive  command  of  her 
establishment  inconsistent  with  the  idea  of  matri- 
monial connection  (Patrick,  ad  loc.).  There  seems 
to  be  little  doubt  that  she  was  a  courtesan ;  and  her 
employment  as  a  jxilitical  emissary,  together  with 
the  large  simi  which  was  offered  for  her  services 
(1100  pieces  of  silver  from  each  lord  =i  5500  shekels ; 
cf.  Judg.  iii.  3),  and  the  tact  which  is  attributed 
to  her  in  Judges,  but  more  especially  in  Josephus, 
indicates  a  position  not  likely  to  be  occupied  by 
any  Israelitish  woman  at  that  period  of  national 
depression. 

2.  The  general  tendency  of  the  Scripture  narra- 
tive: the  sexual  temptation  represented  as  acting 
upon  the  Israelites  from  without  (Num.  xxv.  1,  6, 
xxxi.  15,  16). 

3.  The  special  case  of  Samson  (Judg.  xiv.  1. 
xvi.  1). 

In  Milton  Delilah  appears  as  a  Philistine,  and 
justifies  herself  to  Samson  on  the  ground  of  patrir 
otism  {Sams.  Ay.  850,  980).  T.  E.  B. 

DELUGE.     [Noah.] 

DE'LUS  (A()Aoy),  mentioned  in  1  Mace,  xv 
23,  is  the  smallest  of  the  islands  called  Cyclades  in 
the  ^gaan  Sea.  It  was  one  of  the  chief  seats  of 
the  worship  of  Apollo,  and  was  celebrated  as  the 
birth-place  of  this  god  and  of  his  sister  Artemis 
(Diana).  We  learn  from  Josephus  {Ant.  xiv.  10, 
§  8)  that  Jews  resided  in  this  island,  which  may 
be  accounted  for  by  the  fact,  that  after  the  fall  of 
Corinth  (b.  c.  146)  it  became  the  centre  of  an 
extensive  commerce.  The  sanctity  of  the  spot  and 
its  consequent  security,  its  festival  which  was  a  kind 
of  fair,  the  excellence  of  its  harbor,  and  its  con- 
venient situation  on  the  highway  from  Italy  and 
Greece  to  Asia,  made  it  a  favorite  resort  of  mer- 
chants. So  extensive  was  the  commerce  carried  on 
in  the  island,  that  10,000  slaves  are  said  to  have 
changed  hands  there  in  one  day  (Strab.  xiv.  p. 
668).  Delus  is  at  present  uninhabited,  except  by 
a  few  shepherds.  (For  details,  see  Diet,  of  Gr.  (f 
Rom.  Geoyr.  s.  v.) 

DE'MAS  (AijjuSs),  most  probably  a  contraction 
from  Arj|Ui7Tpjos,  or  perhaps  from  A-fjfx,apxos,  a 
companion  of  St.  Paul  (called  by  him  his  crvvfpyis 
in  Philem.  24;  see  also  Col.  iv.  14)  during  his  first 
imprisonment  at  Rome.  At  a  later  period  (2  Tim. 
iv.  10)  we  find  him  rnentionefl  as  having  deserted 
the  Apostle  through  love  of  this  present  world,  and 
gone  to  Thessalonica.  This  departure  has  Ijeen 
magnified  by  tradition  into  an  apostasy  from  Chris- 
tianity (so  Epiphan.  Ilceres.  li.  6,  .  .  .  khI 
Arifiai',  Kal  'Epfioyeyr)v,  tovs  ayairfiaavras  rhv 
ivravQa  alwva,  koX  KaraKfiypavras  r^v  65hy  T?js 
a\TlOeias),  which  is  by  no  means  implied  in  the 
passage."  H.  A. 


"  ♦  Luke's  name  is  coupled  with  that  of  Demas  in  of  his  grandest  hymns  on  this  association  of  the  two 
Ool.  iv.  14,  and  Philem.  ver.  24.  It  is  hardly  neces-  men  with  Paul's  earlier  captivity  and  the  subsequent 
sary  to  remind  the  rea.ler  t'.iat  Keble  has  founded  one  {  apostasy  of  Demas  ( Christian  Year :  St.  Luke).     H. 
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DEMETllIUS  (Avfxvrptos),  a  maker  of 
silver  shrines  of  Artemis  at  Epiiesus  (Acts  xix.  24). 
These  i/aol  apyvpoi  were  small  models  of  the  great 
temple  of  the  I'^phesian  Artemis,  with  her  statue, 
which  it  was  customary  to  carry  on  journeys,  and 
place  on  houses,  as  charms.  Demetrius  and  his 
fellow  craftsmen,  in  fear  for  their  trade,  raised  a 
tumult  against  St.  Paul  and  his  missionary  com  • 
panions.  H.  A. 

*  The  speech  of  Demetrius,  by  wliich  he  so  much 
excited  the  Ephesian  shrine-makers  and  through 
them  the  populace  at  large,  was  singularly  adroit. 
He  took  care,  in  the  first  place,  to  show  his  fellow- 
craftsmen  how  the  growth  of  this  new  sect  affected 
their  own  personal  interests  (xix.  25),  and  then,  in 
order  to  throw  over  tliis  motive  a  better  guise,  ap- 
pealed to  their  zeal  for  religion  (vv.  26,  27).  But 
the  sjjeaker  relied  mainly,  as  Calvin  thinks,  on  the 
selfishness  of  his  auditors :  "  lies  ipsa  clamat  non 
tam  pro  aris  ipsos  quam  pro  focis  pugnare,  ut 
scilicet  culinam  habeant  bene  calentem  "  (In  Acta 
AjMst.  xix.  23).  The  attempt  to  identify  this 
Demetrius  with  the  one  next  named  on  the  sup- 
j)osition  that  he  may  have  become  a  believer,  is 
unwarranted  by  Scripture  or  history.  H. 

*  DEME'TRIUS  (Arjjurjrpios)  another  per- 
son of  this  name,  whom  the  Ajwstle  mentions  in 
3  John,  ver.  12,  as  the  model  of  a  Christian,  to 
whom  the  truth  itself,  so  faithfully  exemplified  by 
him,  bore  witness.  This  is  the  only  notice  of  him. 
The  relation  between  him  and  John  is  uncertain. 
He  may  have  been  the  bearer  of  the  letter  to  Gaius 
(ver.  1).  and  one  of  the  missionaries  (vv.  5,  6) 
whom  the  Apostle  exhorts  Gaius  to  forward  on 
their  journey.  There  is  no  contemjxirary  history 
to  illustrate  the  epistle,  and  these  points  are  neces- 
sarily obscure.  H. 

DEME'TRIUS  I.  (Av/J-riTpios),  sumamed 
"  The  Saviour  "  (SojTTjp,  in  recognition  of  his  ser- 
vices to  the  Babylonians),  king  of  Syria,  was  the 
son  of  Seleucus  Philopator,  and  grandson  of  An- 
tiochus  the  Great.  While  still  a  boy  he  was  sent 
by  his  father  as  a  hostage  to  Kome  (u.  c.  175)  in 
exchange  for  his  uncle  Antiochus  Epiphanes.  From 
his  position  he  was  imable  to  offer  any  opposition 
to  the  usurpation  of  the  Syrian  throne  by  Antiochus 
IV.;  but  on  the  death  of  that  monarch  (u.  c.  164) 
he  claimed  his  liberty  and  the  recognition  of  his 
claim  by  the  Homan  senate  in  preference  to  that 
of  his  cousin  Antiochus  V.  His  petition  was  re- 
fuse<l  from  selfish  policy  (I'olyb.  xxxi.  12);  and  by 
the  advice  and  assistance  of  Folybius,  whose  friend- 
ship he  had  gained  at  Rome  (Folyb.  xxxi.  19; 
.lust,  xxxiv.  3),  he  left  Italy  secretly,  and  landed 
with  a  small  force  at  Tripolis  in  Phoenicia  (2  Mace, 
xiv.  1;  1  Mace.  vii.  1;  Joseph.  Ant.  xii.  10,  1). 
The  Syrians  soon  declared  in  his  favor  (b.  c.  162), 
and  Antiochus  and  his  protector  Lysias  were  put  to 
death  (1  Mace.  vii.  2,  3;  2  Mace.  xiv.  2).  Having 
thus  gained  possession  of  the  kingdom,  r)emetrius 
succeeded  in  securing  the  favor  of  the  Komans 
(Polyb.  xxxii.  4),  and  he  tunied  his  attention  to 
tlie  internal  organization  of  his  dominions.  The 
Grecizing  party  were  still  powerful  at  Jerusalem, 
and  he  supported  them  by  arms.  In  the  first  cam- 
paign his  general  Bacchides  esta))lished  Alcimus  in 
the  high-priesthood  (1  Mace.  vii.  5-20);  but  the 
success  was  not  permanent.  Alcimus  was  forced 
to  take  refuge  a  second  time  at  the  court  of  Deme- 
trius, and  Nicanor,  who  was  commissioned  to  re- 
itore  him,  was  defeated  in  two  successive  engage- 
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ments  by  Judas  Maccabaeus  (1  Mace.  vii.  31,  32, 
43-5),  and  fell  on  the  field.  Two  other  campaigns 
were  undertaken  against  the  Jews  by  Bacchides 
(n.  C.  161;  158);  but  in  the  mean  time  Judas  had 
completed  a  treaty  with  the  Romans  shortly  before 
his  death  (b.  c.  161),  who  forbade  Demetrius  to 
oppress  the  Jews  (1  Mace.  viii.  31).  Not  long  after- 
wards Demetrius  further  incurred  the  displeasure 
of  the  Romans  by  the  expulsion  of  Ariarathes  froni 
Cappadocia  (Polyb.  xxxii.  20;  Just.  xxxv.  1);  and 
he  aUenated  the  affection  of  his  own  subjects  by  his 
private  excesses  (Just.  I.  c. ;  cf.  Polyb.  xxxiii.  14). 
When  his  power  was  thus  shaken  (b.  c.  152), 
Alexander  Balas  was  brought  forward,  with  the 
consent  of  the  Roman  senate,  as  a  claimant  to  the 
throne,  with  the  powerful  supjwrt  of  Ptolemy 
Philometor,  Attains,  and  Ariarathes.  Demetrius 
vainly  endeavored  to  secure  the  services  of  Jona- 
than, who  had  succeeded  his  brother  Judas  as 
leader  of  the  Jews,  and  now,  from  the  recollection 
of  his  wrongs,  warmly  favored  the  cause  of  Alex- 
ander (1  Mace.  X.  1-6).  The  rivals  met  in  a  deci- 
sive engagement  (b.  c.  150),  and  Demetrius,  after 
displaying  the  greatest  personal  bravery,  was  de- 
feated and  slain  (1  Mace.  x.  48-50;  Joseph.  Ant. 
xiii.  2,  §  4;  Polyb.  iii.  5).  In  addition  to  the  very 
mteresting  fragments  of  Polybius  the  following 
references  may  be  consulted :  Just,  xxxiv.  3,  xxxv. 
1;  App.  Syr.  46,  47,  67.  B.  F.  W. 


Tetradrachm  (Attic  talent)  of  Demetrius  I. 

Obv.  Head  of  Demetrius  to  the  riglit.    Rev.  BASIAEQS 

AHMHTPIoY  2nTHPo2;  iu  field  monogram  and 

MI;  in  exergue  ASP  (1'51  of  Ei-a  Seleuc).     Seated 

female  figure  to  the  left  with  sceptre  and  cornucopia. 

DEME'TRIUS  II.  (AvfJ-'ftrpios),  "  The  Vic- 
torious "  (NiKorwp),  was  the  elder  son  of  Deme- 
trius Soter.  He  was  sent  by  his  father,  together 
with  his  brother  Antiochus,  with  a  large  treasure, 
to  Cnidus  (Just.  xxxv.  2),  when  Alexander  Balas 
laid  claim  to  the  throne  of  Syria.  When  he  was 
grown  up,  the  weakness  and  vices  of  Alexander 
furnished  him  with  an  opixirtunity  of  recovering 
his  father's  dominions.  Accompanied  by  a  force 
of  Cretan  mercenaries  (Just.  I.  c. ;  cf.  1  Mace.  x. 
67),  he  made  a  descent  on  Syria  (n.  c.  148),  and 
was  received  with  general  favor  (1  Mace.  x.  67  ff.). 
Jonathan,  however,  still  supported  the  cause  of 
.Alexander,  and  defeated  ApoUonius,  whom  Deme- 
trius had  appointed  governor  of  Ctt'le-Syria  (1 
Mace.  X.  74-82).  In  spite  of  these  hostihties 
Jonaithan  succeeded  in  gaining  the  favor  of  Deme- 
trius when  he  Wiis  established  in  the  kingdom  (1 
Mace.  xi.  23-27 ),  and  obtained  from  him  an  advan- 
tageous commutation  of  the  royal  dues,  and  other 
concessions  (1  Mace.  xi.  32-37).  In  return  for 
these  favors  the  Jews  rendered  important  services 
to  Demetrius  when  Tryphon  first  claimed  the  king- 
dom for  Antiochus  VI.,  the  son  of  Alexander  (1 
Mace.  xi.  42);  but  afterwards,  l>eing  ofiende<l  by  his 
faithless  ingratitude  (1  Mace.  xi.  53),  tiiey  espoused 
the  cause  of  the  young  pretender.  In  tiie  campaign 
which  followed,  Jonathan  defeated  the  forces  of 
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Demetrius  (b.  c.  144;  1  Mace.  xii.  28);  but  the 
treachery  to  which  Jonathan  fell  a  victim  (h.  c. 
14ti)  again  altered  the  policy  of  the  Jews.  Simon, 
the  successor  of  Jonathan,  obtained  very  favorable 
terms  from  Demetrius  (u.  c.  142) ;  but  shortly 
afterwards  Demetrius  was  himself  taken  prisoner 
(is.  c.  138)  by  Arsaces  VI.  (Mithridates),  whose 
dominions  he  had  invaded  (1  Mace.  xiv.  1-3;  Just, 
xxxvi.).  Mithridates  treated  his  captive  honorably, 
and  gave  him  his  daughter  in  marriage  (App.  Syr. 
07);  and  after  his  death,  tliough  Demetrius  made 
several  attempts  to  escape,  he  still  received  kind 
treatment  from  his  successor,  Phraates.  When 
Antiochus  Sidetes,  who  had  gained  possession  of 
the  Syrian  throne,  invaded  I'arthia,  Phraates  em- 
ployed Demetrius  to  etfect  a  diversion.  In  this 
Demetrius  succeeded,  and  when  Antiochus  fell  in 
battle,  he  again  took  possession  of  the  Syrian  crown 
(b.  c.  128).  Not  long  afterwards  a  pretender,  sup- 
ported by  Ptol.  Physcon,  appeared  in  the  field 
against  him,  and  after  suffering  a  defeat  he  was 
assassinated,  according  to  some  by  his  wife  (App. 
Sifr.  68),  while  attempting  to  escape  by  sea  (Just. 
xxxix.  1;  Jos.  Ant  xiii.  9,  3).     [Cleopatra.] 

B.  F.  W. 
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Tetradrachm  (Attic  talent)  of  Demetrius  n. 
Obv.  Head  of  Demetrius  to  the  right.  Kev.  BASIAEOS 
AHMHTPIoY  ©EoY  OIAAAEA^oY  NIKAToPOS  ; 
in  exergue  EP0  (169?  of  Era  Seleuc).     Apollo  to 
the  left,  seated  on  cortina,  with  arrow  and  bow. 

DEMON  (LXX.  SM^ijyiov;  N.  T.  Satfi6vioy, 
or  rarely  Saifxcoi/'-  [dtemonium,  danwn]).  Deriva- 
tion uncertain.  Plato  ( Crat.  i.  p.  398)  connects  it 
with  Sar]fj,oi>v,  "  intelligent,"  of  which  indeed  the 
form  Sai/xcau  is  found  in  Archil,  (n.  c.  650);  but  it 
seems  more  probably  derived  from  5aia>,  to  "  di- 
vide" or  "assign,"  in  which  case  it  would  be  sim- 
ilar to  Mo7pa.)-  In  sketching  out  the  Scriptural 
doctrine  as  to  the  nature  and  existence  of  the  de- 
mons, it  seems  natural,  1st,  to  consider  the  usage 
of  the  word  Saifxcci/  in  classical  Greek;  2dly,  to 
notice  any  modification  of  it  in  Jewish  hands;  and 
then,  ydly,  to  refer  to  the  passages  in  the  N.  T.  in 
which  it  is  employed. 

I.  Its  usage  in  classical  Greek  is  various.  In 
Homer,  where  the  gods  are  but  supernatural  men, 
it  is  used  interchangeably  with  ee6s;  afterwards  in 
Hesiod  (Op.  121),  when  the  idea  of  the  gods  had 
tecome  more  exalted  and  less  familiar,  the  Sai/xoves 
are  spoken  of  as  intermediate  beings,  tlve  messengers 
of  the  gods  to  men.  This  latter  usage  of  the  word 
evidently  prevailed  afterwards  as  the  correct  one, 
although  in  poetry,  and  even  in  the  vague  language 
of  philosophy,  rh  Saifi.6>'iov  was  sometimes  used  as 
equivalent  to  rh  dfiov  for  any  superhuman  nature. 
Plato  (Symp.  pp.  202,  203)  fixes  it  distinctly  in 
the  more  limited  sense :  Trctf  rh  Saifioutov  fj.eTa^v 
i(TTi  deov  Kal  dvrirov 0ehi  avOpdiro) 


«  Those  who  imputed  lust  and  envy  of  man  to  their 
ids  were  hardly  likely  to   have  a  distinct   view  of 


ov  filyvvTat,  aWa  Sict  Sat/xoviuv  waaa  ecmv  ri 
6/j.iKla  Kal  t]  SiaKeKTos  6fo7s  irpbs  avOpdirovs. 
Among  them  were  rmmbered  the  spirits  of  good 
men,  "made  perfect"  after  death  (Plat.  Crat.  p. 
398,  quotation  from  Hesiod).  It  was  also  believed 
that  they  became  tutelary  deities  of  individuals  (to 
the  purest  form  of  which  belief  Socrates  evidently 
referred  in  the  doctrine  of  his  daiiJ.6i'iov);  and 
hence  hcufioov  was  frequently  used  in  the  sense  of 
the  "fate"  or  "destiny"  of  a  man  (as  in  the 
tragedians  constantly),  thus  recurring,  it  would 
seem,  directly  to  its  original  derivation. 

The  notion  of  evil  demons  appears  to  have  be- 
longed to  a  later  period,  and  to  have  been  due 
both  to  Eastern  infiuence  and  to  the  clearer  sep- 
aration of  the  good  and  evil  in  men's  thoughts  of 
the  supernatural."  They  were  supposed  to  include 
the  spirits  of  evil  men  after  death,  and  to  be 
authors,  not  only  of  physical,  but  of  moral  evil. 

II.  In  the  LXX.  the  words  Saifnayj'  and  Saifx6viov 
are  not  found  very  frequently,  but  yet  employed  to 
render  different  Hebrew  words;  generally  in  refer- 
ence to  the  idols  of  heathen  worship ;  as  in  Ps.  xcvi. 

5  [LXX.  xcv.  5],  for  □"'b'^bw,  the  "  empty," 
the  "vanities,"  rendered  x^'poTroi^Tojs,  &c.,  in 
Lev.  xix.  4,  xxvi.  1;  in  Deut.  xxxii.  17,  for  D'^'IC?, 
"lords"  (comp.  1  Cor.  viii.  5);  in  Is.  Ixv.  11,  for 
^2,  Gad,  the  goddess  of  Fortune:  sometimes  in 
the  sense  of  avenging  or  evil  spirits,  as  in  Ps.  xci.  6, 
for  2l5i7.)  "  pestilence, I'  /.  e.  evidently  "  the  de- 
stroyer; "  also  in  Is.  xiii.  21,  xxxiv.  14,  for  T'VB?, 

"  hairy,"  and  D"**^,  "  dwellers  in  the  desert," 
in  the  same  sense  in  which  the  A.  V.  renders 
"  satyrs." 

In  Joseph  us  we  find  the  word  "demons"  used 
always  of  evil  spirits;  in  Bell.  Jiul.  vii.  6,  §  3,  he 
defines  them  as  ra  Tri/evfiaTn  rwv  irovripiov,  and 
speaks  of  their  exorcism  by  fumigation  (as  in  Tob. 
viii.  2,  3).  See  also  Ant.  vi.  c.  8,  §  2,  viii.  c.  2,  § 
5.  Writing  as  he  did  with  a  constant  view  to  the 
Gentiles,  it  is  not  likely  that  he  would  use  the 
word  in  the  other  sense,  as  applied  to  heathen 
divinities. 

By  Philo  the  word  appears  to  be  used  in  a  more 
general  sense,  as  equivalent  to  "  angels,"  and  re- 
ferring to  both  good  and  evil. 

The  change,  therefore,  of  sense  in  the  Hellenistic 
usage  is,  first,  the  division  of  the  good  and  evil 
demons,  and  the  more  general  application  of  the 
word  to  the  latter;  secondly,  the  extension  of  the 
name  to  the  heathen  deities. 

III.  We  now  come  to  the  use  of  the  term  in 
the  N.  T.  In  the  Gospels  generally,  in  James  ii. 
19,  and  in  Kev.  xvi.  14,  the  demons  are  spoken  of 
as  spiritual  beings,  at  enmity  with  God,  and  having 
jwwer  to  afflict  man,  not  only  with  disease,  but,  as 
is  marked  by  the  frequent  epithet  "  unclean,"  with 
spiritual  pollution  also.  In  Acts  xix.  12,  13,  &c., 
they  are  exactly  defined  as  to  irvevfjMTa  to.  xovrjpa- 
They  "  believe  "  the  power  of  God  "  and  tremble  " 
(James  ii.  19);  they  recognize  our  Lord  as  the  Son 
of  God  (Matt.  viii.  23;  Luke  iv.  41),  and  acknowl- 
edge the  power  of  His  name,  used  in  exorcism,  in 
the  place  of  the  name  of  Jehovah,  by  His  appointed 
messengers  (Acts  xix.  16);  and  look  forward  in 


supernatural  powers  of  gooi  auJ   evil,   as  eternally 
opposed  to  each  ot'.ier. 
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terror  to  the  judgment  to  come  (^Fatt.  viii.  2:)). 
The  description  is  precisely  that  of  a  nature  akin 
to  the  angelic  [see  Angels]  in  knowledge  and 
powers,  but  with  the  emphatic  addition  of  the  idea 
of  positive  and  active  wickedness.  Nothing  is  said 
either  to  support  or  to  contradict  the  common  Jew- 
ish belief,  that  in  their  ranks  might  be  numbered 
the  spirits  of  the  wicked  dead.  In  support  of  it 
are  sometimes  quoted  the  fact  that  the  demoniacs 
sometimes  haimted  the  tombs  of  the  dead  (Matt. 
viii.  28),  and  the  supposed  reference  of  th%  epithet 
UKOiOapTa  to  the  ceremonial  uncleanness  of  a  dead 
body. 

In  1  Cor.  X.  20,  21,  1  Tim.  iv.  1,  and  Kev.  ix. 
20,  the  word  Satfi6vta  is  used  of  the  objects  of 
Gentile  worship,  and  in  the  first  passage  opposed 
to  the  word  &ecp  (with  a  reference  to  Deut.  xxxii. 
17).  So  also  is  it  used  by  the  Athenians  in  Acts 
xvii.  18.  The  same  identification  of  the  heathen 
deities  with  the  evil  spirits  is  found  in  the  descrip  • 
tion  of  the  damsel  having  Trj/eC/^a  TrvOoiva,  or 
TTvdtDVos,  at  Philippi,  and  the  exorcism  of  her  as  a 
demoniac  by  St.  Paul  (Acts  xvi.  Ki ) ;  and  it  is  to 
be  noticed  that  in  1  Cor.  x.  19,  20,  the  Apostle  is 
arguing  with  those  who  declared  an  idol  to  be  a 
pure  nullity,  and  while  he  accepts  the  truth  that  it 
is  .so,  yet  declares  that  all  which  is  offered  to  it  is 
offered  to  a  "  demon."  There  can  be  no  doubt 
then  of  its  being  a  doctrine  of  Scripture,  mysterious 
(though  not  a  pi-im-i  improbable)  as  it  may  be, 
that  in  idolatry  the  influence  of  the  demons  was 
at  work  and  permitted  by  God  to  be  eflective  within 
ceilain  bounds.  There  are  not  a  few  passages  of 
profene  history  on  which  this  doctrine  throws  hght ; 
nor  is  it  inconsistent  with  the  existence  of  remnants 
of  truth  in  idolatry,  or  with  the  possibility  of  its 
being,  in  the  case  of  the  ignorant,  overruled  by 
Grod  to  good. 

Of  the  nature  and  origin  of  the  demons,  Scrip- 
,ture  is  all  but  silent.  On  one  remarkable  occasion, 
recorded  by  the  first  three  Evangelists  (Matt.  xii. 
24-30  ;  Mark  iii.  22-30  ;  Luke  xi.  14-26),  our 
Lord  distinctly  identifies  Satan  with  Beelzebub,  rcf 
&PXOVTI  Twv  Saiiioyiaiv;  and  there  is  a  similar 
though  less  distinct  connection  in  Kev.  xvi.  14. 
From  these  we  gather  certainly  that  the  demons 
are  agents  of  Satan  in  lus  work  of  evil,  subject  to 
the  kingdom  of  darkness,  and  doubtless  doomed  to 
share  in  its  condemnation;  and  we  conclude  prob- 
ably (though  attempts  have  been  made  to  deny  the 
inference)  that  they  must  be  the  same  as  "the 
angels  of  the  devil  "  (Matt.  xxv.  41;  Kev.  xii.  7,  9), 
"the  principalities  and  jwwers  "  against  whom  we 
"wrestle"  (Eph.  vi.  12,  &c.).  As  to  the  question 
of  their  fall,  see  Satan;  and  on  the  method  of 
their  action  on  the  souls  of  men,  see  De.iioniacs. 

The  language  of  Scripture,  as  to  their  existence 
and  their  enmity  to  man,  has  suffered  the  attacks 
of  skepticism,  merely  on  the  ground  that,  in  the 
researches  of  natural  science,  there  are  no  ti-aees  of 
the  supernatural,  and  that  the  fall  of  spirits,  created 
doubtless  in  goodness,  is  to  us  inconceivable.  Both 
facts  are  true,  but  the  inference  false.  The  very 
darkness  in  which  natural  science  ends,  when  it 
approaches  the  relation  of  mind  to  matter,  not  only 
does  not  contradict,  but  nitbcr  iiiiplies  the  existence 
of  supernatural  influence.  Tlie  myst«ry  of  the 
(.rigin  of  evil  in  Gotl's  creatures  is  inconceivable; 
but  the  difficulty  in  the  ca.se  of  the  angels  differs 
only  in  degree  from  that  of  the  existence  of  sin  in 
man,  of  which  nevertheless  as  a  fact  we  are  only 
too  much  assured.     The  attempts  made  to  explain 
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the  words  of  our  Lord  and  the  Apostles  as  a  mere 
(iccviniiKidation  to  the  belief  of  the  Jews  are  incom- 
patible with  the  simple  and  direct  attribution  of 
personality  to  the  demons,  as  much  as  to  men  or  to 
God,  and  (if  carried  out  ui  principle)  must  destroy 
the  truth  and  honesty  of  Holy  Scriptm-e  itself. 

A.  B. 

*  On  the  use  of  the  terms  Saiid.aiv  and  Saiij,6vtov 
in  the  Greek  mythology,  see  Creuzer,  lidujiotts  de 
tAntitptite,  trad.  j)ar  Guiyniaut,  tom.  iii.  pt.  i. 
pp.  1-55,  pt.  iii.  p.  873  ff. ;  Ukert,  tfbev  Ddmonen, 
Herocii  u.  Genitn,  in  the  Ahhandl.  d.  km,,  sacks. 
Ges.  d.  iriss.,  1850,  hist.-phil.  Kl.,  pp.  137-219; 
Gerhard,  Uber  Dcimonen,  u.  s.  w.,  in  the  Abhandl. 
d.  km.  Akad.  d.  Wiss.  zu  Berlin,  1852,  phil.-hist. 
Kl.,  pp.  237-266;  Maury,  lieliy.  de  la  Grece  an- 
tiqve,  i.  565  ff.,  iii.  426  ff'. 

On  the  Bibhcal  representations,  and  on  the  later 
su{)erstitions  respecting  the  subject,  see,  in  addition 
to  the  works  referred  to  under  Angels,  Demo- 
niacs, ^Iagic,  and  Satan,  J.  F.  Ditmar,  De 
BcBinonibits,  etc.  (two  diss.)  Helmst.  1719,  4to, 
"useful  for  the  history  of  opinions"  (Bretschn.); 
J.  Oporin,  Erlauterte  Lchie  d.  Ilebrder  ti.  Chris- 
ten von  (juten  u.  bosen  Knyeln,  Hamb.  173G;  J.  G. 
Mayer,  llisioria  Diaboli,  $.  Comm.  de  Diaboli  tiia- 
larumque  ^jrirituum  existentia,  etc.,  2d  ed.  Tiib. 
1780,  an  elaborate  work;  J.  F.  Winzer,  Commerv- 
tat.  I.-V.  de  Damonoloyia  in  sacris  N.  T.  Libiis 
proposita,  Viteb.  et  Lips.  1812-23,  4to,  "  jjartic- 
ularly  valuable  "  (Bretschn. ) ;  Jahn,  Was  leiiri  die 
Bihcl  vom  Tevftl,  run  der  Ddnu/nen,  u.  s.  w.,  in 
the  Nachtraye  to  his  Theol.  Werke,  Tiib.  1821, 
pp.  61-251,  maintaining  that  "demons,"  in  dis- 
tinction from  fallen  angels,  are  the  spirits  of  wicked 
men  deceased;  H.  A.  Schott,  Sententia  recentius 
defensa  de  iis  naturis  qme  in  N.  T.  Sai/xoufs  audi- 
unt  .  .  .  examinaiur,  Jenae,  1821,  4to,  in  opposi- 
tion to  Jahn;  Canonicus,  Letters  to  Rev.  W.  E. 
Channiny  on  the  Existence  and  Agency  of'  Fallen 
Spirits,  'Bost.  1828;  Kev.  Walter  Scott,  The  Ex- 
istence of  Evil  Spirits  proved,  and  their  Ayency 
illustrated,  2d  ed.,  Lond.  1845  (Cong.  Lect.);  J. 
T.  Berg,  Abaddon  and  Mnhanaim,  or.  Demons  and 
Guardian  Any  els,  Phila.  1856. 

On  the  fault  of  the  A.  V.  in  rendering  Sm/SoAoj, 
Saificcy,  and  Saifj,6viov  indiscriminately  by  the  same 
word  (devil),  see  Campbell's  Four  Gospels,  Prel. 
Diss.  vi.  pt.  1. 

'Jlie  first  elaborate  treatise  by  a  Christian  writer 
on  this  subject  appears  to  be  that  of  Micliael  Psel- 
lus  (9th  cent.'.'').  Vlepl  fi/fpyelas  haiix6vaiv,  De 
Operatione  hannonuin,  reprinted  from  Gauhnin's 
edition  (1615)  in  Migne's  Patrol.  Graca,  vol. 
cxxii.,  which  also  contains  the  so-called  Testament 
of  Solomon.  One  who  has  the  curiosity  to  look 
into  the  speculations  of  the  scholastic  divines  on 
angels  and  demons  will  find  enough  to  satisfy  him 
in  PioiKiventuru's  E.rj)vf.  hi  l.ih.W.  SinliDliarnm 
(Opp.  t(Jiii.  i\.,  I.ui;(i.  It;(i8),  ;iii(l  in  the  Siimma 
totius  TheokiyiiK  of  Thomas  Aquinas.  For  the 
Rabbinical  notions,  besides  the  works  of  Eisen- 
menger  and  others  referred  to  under  Angkl.s,  see 
L.  A.  Cohen,  Om-  ,/<  /■••":.  ,,,,.</,„  ml.;,  „<  Int 
begrip  der  Habhijn,  ii.  (■ion.  I,s4."i;  :uicl  .1.  F. 
Schrtder,  Satzunyen  u.  GebraiirlK  ih  ^  Iniin.-ndib. 
Jiulenthums,  Bremen,  1851,  p.  'W")  tt^  .V. 

DP^MONIACS  (im)xovi^6p(voi,  Satfx^yia 
(XovTfs)-  This  word  is  frequently  used  in  the  N. 
T.,  and  applied  to  persons  sutftTlng  under  the  pos- 
session of  a  demon  or  evil  spirit  [see  Demon],  such 
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possession  generaOy  showing  itself  visibly  in  bodily 
disease  or  mental  derangement.  The  word  Scufto- 
vSiv  is  used  in  a  nearly  equivalent  sense  in  classical 
Greek  (as  in  .Esch.  Clioej)h.  566;  Sept.  c.  Thtb. 
1001;  Eur.  PImn.  888,  &c.),  except  that,  as  the 
idea  of  spirits  distinctly  evil  and  rebellious  hauUy 
existed,  such  possession  was  referred  to  the  will  of 
the  gods  or  to  the  vague  prevalence  of  an  "Att;. 
Neither  word  is  employed  in  this  sense  by  the 
LXX.,  but  in  our  Lord's  time  (as  is  seen,  for  ex- 
ample, constantly  in  Josephus)  the  belief  in  the 
possession  of  men  by  demons,  who  were  either  the 
souls  of  wicked  men  after  death,  or  evil  angels,  was 
thoroughly  established  among  all  the  Jews,  with 
the  exception  of  the  Sadducees  alone.  With  regard 
to  the  frecjuent  mention  of  demoniacs  in  Scripture, 
,  three  main  opinions  have  been  started. 

I.  That  of  Strauss  and  the  mythical  school, 
which  makes  the  whole  account  merely  symbolic, 
without  basis  of  fact.  The  possession  of  the  devils 
is,  according  to  this  idea,  only  a  lively  symbol  of 
the  prevalence  of  evil  in  the  world,  the  casting  out 
the  devils  by  our  Ix>rd  a  corresponding  symbol  of 
his  conquest  over  that  evil  power  by  his  doctrine 
and  his  life.  The  notion  stands  or  falls  with  the 
mythical  theory  as  a  whole:  with  regard  to  the 
special  form  of  it,  it  is  sutticient  to  remark  the 
plain,  simple,  and  prosaic  relation  of  the  facts  as 
facts,  which,  whatever  might  be  conceived  as  pos- 
sible in  highly  poetic  and  avowedly  figurative  pas- 
sages, would  make  their  assertion  here  not  a  symbol 
or  a  figure,  but  a  lie.  It  would  be  as  reasonable 
to  expect  a  myth  or  symbohc  fable  from  Tacitus 
or  Thucydides  in  their  accounts  of  contemporary 
history. 

II.  The  second  theory  is,  that  our  Lord  and  the 
Evangelists,  in  refeiring  to  demoniacal  possession, 
spoke  only  in  accommodation  to  the  general  belief 
of  the  Jews,  without  any  assertion  as  to  its  truth 
or  its  falsity.  It  is  concluded  that,  since  the  sjinp- 
toras  of  the  affliction  were  frequently  those  of  bodily 
disease  (as  dumbness.  Matt.  ix.  32 ;  blindness,  Matt, 
xii.  22 ;  epilepsy,  JIark  ix.  17-27 ),  or  those  seen  in 
cases  of  ordinary  insanity  (as  in  Matt.  viii.  28; 
Mark  v.  1-5),  since  also  the  phi-ase  "to  have  a 
devil"  is  constantly  used  in  connection  with,  and 
as  apparently  equivalent  to,  "to  be  mad"  (see 
John  vii.  20,  viii.  48,  x.  20,  and  perhaps  Matt.  xi. 
18;  Luke  vii.  33);  and  since,  lastly,  cases  of  de- 
moniacal ix)ssession  are  not  known  to  occur  in  our 
own  days,  therefore  we  must  suppose  that  our  Lord 
spoke,  and  the  Evangelists  wrot«,  in  accordance 
with  the  belief  of  the  time,  and  with  a  view  to 
be  clearly  understood,  especially  by  the  sufferers 
themselves,  but  that  the  demoniacs  were  merely 
persons  suffering  under  unusual  diseases  of  body 
aud  mind. 

With  regard  to  this  theory  also,  it  must  be  re- 
marked that  it  does  not  accord  either  with  the 
general  principles  or  with  the  particular  language 
of  Scripture.  Accommodation  is  possible  when,  in 
things  indifferent,  language  is  used  which,  although 
scientifically  or  etymologically  inaccurate,  yet  con- 
veys a  true  impression,  or  when,  m  things  not 
indifferent,  a  declaration  of  truth  (1  Cor.  iii.  1,  2), 
or  a  moral  law  (Matt.  xix.  8),  is  given,  true  or 
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«  Compare  also  the  case  of  the  damsel  '.vith  the 
spirit  of  divination  (n-i/fO/ia  TrvQiovo^)  at  Philippi ; 
where  also  the  power  of  the  evil  spirit  is  referred  to 
under  the  well-known  name  of  the  supposed  inspira- 
tion of  Delphi. 


right  as  far  as  it  goes,  but  imperfect,  because  of 
the  imperfect  progress  of  its  recipients.  But  cer- 
taiidy  here  the  matter  was  not  indifferent.  The 
age  was  one  of  little  faith  and  great  superstition ; 
its  characteristic  the  acknowledgment  of  God  a.s  a 
distant  I>awgiver,  not  an  Inspirer  of  men's  hearts. 
This  superstition  in  things  of  far  less  moment  was 
denounced  by  our  Lord;  can  it  be  supposed  that 
He  would  sanction,  and  the  Evangehsts  be  per- 
mitted to  record  forever,  an  idea  in  itself  false, 
which  has  constantly  been  the  very  stronghold  of 
superstition':'  Nor  was  the  language  used  such 
as  can  be  paralleled  with  mere  conventional  expres- 
sion. There  is  no  harm  in  our  "  speaking  of  cer- 
tain forms  of  madness  as  lunacy,  not  thereby  im- 
plying that  we  beheve  the  moon  to  have  or  to  have 
had  any  influence  upen  them ;  .  .  .  but  if  we  be- 
gan to  describe  the  cure  of  such  as  the  moon's 
ceasing  to  aiUict  them,  or  if  a  physician  were 
solemnly  to  address  the  moon,  bidding  it  abstain 
from  injuring  his  patient,  there  would  be  here  a 
passing  over  to  quite  a  diff"erent  region,  .  .  .  there 
would  be  that  gulf  between  our  thoughts  and  words 
in  which  the  essence  of  a  lie  consists.  Now  Christ 
does  everywhere  speak  such  language  as  this." 
(Trench,  On  the  Miraclts,  p.  153,  where  the  whole 
question  is  most  ably  treated.)  Nor  is  there,  in 
the  whole  of  the  New  Testament,  the  least  indica- 
tion that  any  "economy"  of  teaching  was  em- 
ployed on  account  of  the  "  hardness  "  of  the  Jews' 
"hearts.''  Possession  and  its  cure  are  recorded 
plainly  and  simply ;  demoniacs  are  frequently  dis- 
tinguished from  those  afflicted  with  bodily  sickness 
(see  Mark  i.  32,  xvi.  17,  18;  Luke  vi.  17,  18  i, 
even,  it  would  seem,  from  the  epileptic  (o-fA.rj-'.'a- 
^6ixevoi,  Matt.  iv.  24);  the  same  outward  signs 
are  sometimes  referred  to  possession,  sometimes 
merely  to  disease  (comp.  Matt.  iv.  24,  with  xvii. 
15;  Matt.  xii.  22,  with  Mark  vii.  32,  (fee);  the 
demons  are  represented  as  speaking  in  their  own 
persons  with  superhuman  knowledge,"  and  acknowl- 
edging our  Lord  to  be,  not  as  the  Jews  generally 
called  him,  son  of  David,  but  Son  of  God  (Matt. 
viii.  29;  Mark  i.  24,  v.  7;  Luke  iv.  41,  &c.).  All 
these  things  speak  of  a  personal  power  of  evil,  and, 
if  in  any  case  they  refer  to  what  we  might  call  mere 
disease,  they  at  any  rate  tell  us  of  something  in  it 
more  than  a  morbid  state  of  bodily  organs  or  self- 
caused  derangement  of  mind.  Nor  does  our  Ix>rd 
speak  of  demons  as  personal  spirits  of  evil  to  the 
multitude  alone,  but  in  his  secret  conversations  with 
his  disciples,  declaring  the  means  and  conditions 
by  which  power  over  them  could  be  exercised  (Matt, 
xvii.  21).  Twice  also  He  distinctly  connects  de- 
moniacal possession  mth  the  power  of  the  Evil  One ; 
once  in  Luke  x.  18,  to  the  seventy  disciples,  where 
He  speaks  of  his  power  and  theirs  over  demoniacs 
as  a  "  fall  of  Satan,"  and  again  in  Matt.  xii.  25-30, 
when  He  was  accused  of  casting  out  demons  through 
Beelzebub,  and,  instead  of  giwng  any  hint  that  the 
possessed  were  not  really  under  any  direct  and  per- 
sonal power  of  ovil,  He  uses  an  argument,  as  to  the 
division  of  Satan  against  himself,  which,  if  posses- 
sion be  unreal,  becomes  inconclusive  and  almost  in- 
sincere. Lastly,  the  single  fact  recorded  of  the 
entrance  of  the  demons  at  Gadara  (Mark  v.  10-14) 
into  the  herd  of  swine,*  and  the  eft'ect  which  that 
entrance  caused,  is  sufficient  to  overthrow  the  notion 


b  It  is  almost  needless  to  refer  to  the  subterfuges 
of  interpretation  by  which  the  force  of  this  fact  is 
evaded. 
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that  our  Ix)rd  and  the  Evangelists  do  not  assert  or 
implj-  any  objective  reality  of  possession.  In  the 
face  of  this  mass  of  evidence  it  seems  difficult  to 
conceive  liow  the  theory  can  be  reconciled  with  any- 
thing like  truth  of  Scripture. 

But  t)esides  tliis  it  nmst  be  added,  that  to  say 
of  a  case  that  it  is  one  of  disease  or  insanity,  gives 
no  real  explanation  of  it  at  all ;  it  merely  refers  it  to 
a  class  of  cases  which  we  know  to  exist,  but  gives 
no  answer  to  the  further  question,  how  did  the  dis- 
ease or  insanity  arise  V  Even  in  disease,  whenever 
the  mind  acts  ujwn  the  body  (as  e.  (j.  in  nervous 
disorders,  epilepsy,  &c.)  the  mere  derangement  of 
the  physical  organs  is  not  the  whole  cause  of  the 
evil ;  there  is  a  deeper  one  lying  in  the  mind.  In- 
sanity may  indeed  arise,  in  some  cases,  from  the 
physical  injury  or  derangement  of  those  bodily 
organs  through  which  the  mind  exercises  its  powers, 
but  far  oftener  it  appears  to  te  due  to  metaphysical 
causes,  acting  ujx)n  and  disordering  the  mind  itself. 
In  all  cases  where  the  evil  lies  not  in  the  body  but 
in  the  mind,  to  call  it  "only  disease  or  insanity" 
is  merely  to  state  the  fact  of  the  disorder,  and  give 
up  all  explanation  of  its  cause.  It  is  an  assump- 
tion, therefore,  which  requires  proof,  that,  amidst 
the  many  inexpUcable  phenomena  of  mental  and 
physical  disease  in  our  own  days,  there  are  none  in 
which  one  gifted  with  "discernment  of  spirits" 
might  see  signs  of  what  the  Scripture  calls  "  pos- 
session." 

The  truth  is,  that  here,  as  in  many  other  in- 
stances, the  Bible,  without  contradicting  ordinary 
experience,  yet  advances  to  a  region  whither  human 
science  cannot  follow.  As  generally  it  connects 
the  existence  of  mental  and  Ixxlily  suffering  in  the 
world  with  the  introduction  of  moral  corruption  by 
the  Kail,  and  refers  the  power  of  moral  evil  to  a 
spiritual  and  personal  source ;  so  also  it  asserts  the 
existence  of  interior  spirits  of  evil,  and  it  refers 
certaiu  cases  of  bodily  and  mental  disease  to  the 
influence  which  they  are  permitted  to  exercise 
directly  over  the  soul  and  indirectly  over  the  body. 
InexpUcable  to  us  this  influence  certainly  is,  as  all 
action  of  spirit  on  spirit  is  found  to  be;  but  no  one 
can  pronounce  a  piiwi  whether  it  be  impossible  or 
improbable,  and  no  one  has  a  right  to  eviscerate 
the  stroTig  expressions  of  Scripture  in  order  to 
reduce  its  declarations  to  a  level  with  our  own  ig- 
norance. 

III.  We  are  led,  therefore,  to  the  ordinary  and 
literal  interpretation  of  these  passages,  that  there 
are  evil  spirits  [Dk.mons],  subjects  of  the  Evil 
( )ne,  who,  in  the  days  of  the  Lord  himself  and  his 
Ajjostles  especially,  were  permitted  by  God  to  exer- 
cise a  direct  influence  over  the  souls  and  bodies 
of  certain  men.  This  influence  is  clearly  distin- 
guished from  the  ordinary  power  of  corruption  and 
temptation  wielded  by  Satan  tlirough  the  permis- 
sion of  God.  [.Satan.]  Its  relation  to  it,  indeed, 
appears  to  be  exactly  that  of  a  miracle  to  God's  or- 
dinary Providence,  or  of  sitecial  prophetic  inspira- 
tion to  the  ordinary  gifts  of  the  Holy  Spirit.  Both 
(that  is)  are  actuated  by  the  same  general  prin- 
ciples, and  tend  to  the  same  general  object;  but 
the  former  is  a  special  and  direct  manifestation 
of  that  which  is  worked  out  in  the  latter  by  a  long 
course  of  indirect  action.  The  distinguishing  feat- 
ure of  poggeggion  is  the  complete  or  incomplete 


a  It  is  to  be  noticed  that  almost  all  the  cases  of 
dtemoniiu!  possesfiion  are  recorded  as  occurring  auiong 
Jle  rude  and  hulf-Gentile  population  of  tialilce.     St. 
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loss  of  the  sufferer's  reason  or  power  of  will;  his 
actions,  his  words,  and  almost  his  thoughts  are 
mastered  by  the  evil  spirit  (Mark  i.  24,  v.  7 ;  Acts 
xix.  15),  till  his  personality  seems  to  be  destro5'ed, 
or,  if  not  destroyed,  so  overborne  as  to  produce  the. 
consciousness  of  a  twofold  will  within  him,  like 
that  sometimes  felt  in  a  dream.  In  the  ordinary 
temptations  and  assaults  of  Satan,  the  will  itself 
yields  consciously,  and  by  yielding  gradually  as- 
sumes, without  losing  its  apparent  freedom  of  action, 
the  characteristics  of  the  Satanic  nature.  It  is 
solicited,  urged,  and  persuaded  against  the  strivings 
of  grace,  but  not  overborne. 

Still,  however,  possession  is  only  the  special  and, 
as  it  were,  miraculous  form  of  the  "  law  of  sin  in 
the  members,"  the  power  of  Satan  over  the  heart 
itself,  recognized  by  St.  Paul  as  an  indwelling  and 
agonizing  power  (Kom.  vii.  21-24).  Nor  can  it 
be  doubted  that  it  was  rendered  possible  in  the 
first  instance  by  the  consent  of  the  sufferer  to 
temptation  and  to  sin.  That  it  would  be  most 
probable  in  those  who  yielded  to  sensual  tempta- 
tions may  easily  be  conjectured  from  general  obser- 
vation of  the  tyranny  of  a  habit  of  sensual  indul- 
gence." The  cases  of  the  habitually  lustful,  the 
opium-eater,  and  the  drunkard  (especially  when 
struggling  in  the  last  extremity  of  dehrium  tre- 
mens) bear,  as  has  been  often  noticed,  many  marks 
very  similar  to  those  of  the  Scriptural  possession. 
There  is  in  them  physical  disease,  but  there  is  often 
something  more.  It  is  also  to  be  noticed  that  the 
state  of  possession,  although  so  awful  in  its  wretched 
sense  of  demoniacal  tyranny,  yet,  from  the  very 
fact  of  that  consciousness,  might  be  less  hojjeless 
and  more  capable  of  instant  cure  than  the  delib- 
erate hardness  of  willful  sin.  The  spirit  might  still 
retain  marks  of  its  original  purity,  although  through 
the  flesh  and  the  demoniac  j)Ower  acting  by  the 
flesh  it  was  enslaved.  Here  also  the  observation  of 
the  suddenness  and  completeness  of  conversion, 
seen  in  cases  of  sensualism,  compared  with  the 
greater  difliiculty  in  cases  of  more  refined  and  spir- 
itual sin,  tends  to  confirm  the  record  of  Script- 
ure. 

It  was  but  natural  that  the  power  of  evU  should 
show  itself  in  more  open  and  direct  hostility  than 
ever,  in  the  age  of  our  Lord  and  his  Apostles,  when 
its  time  was  short.  It  was  natural  also  that  it 
should  take  the  special  fomi  of  possession  iii  an  age 
of  such  unprecedented  and  brutal  sensuahty  as  that 
which  preceded  His  coming,  and  continued  till  the 
leaven  of  Clu-istianity  was  felt.  Nor  was  it  less 
natural  that  it  should  have  died  away  gradually 
before  .the  great  direct,  and  still  greater  indirect, 
influence  of  Christ's  kingdom.  Accordingly  we 
find  early  fathers  (as  Just.  Mart.  ZHal.  c.  Trijph. 
p.  ail  b;  Tertullian,  Ap)l  23,  37,43)  alluding 
to  its  existence  as  a  common  thing,  mentioning  the 
attempts  of  Jewish  exorcism  in  the  name  of  Jeho- 
vah as  occasionally  successful  (see  Slatt.  xii.  27; 
Acts  xix.  13),  but  esj)ecially  dwelling  on  the  power 
of  Christian  exorcism  to  cast  it  out  from  the  coun- 
try as  a  test  of  the  truth  of  the  gospel,  and  as  one 
well-known  benefit  which  it  already  conferred  on 
the  empire.  By  degrees  the  mention  is  less  and 
less  frequent,  till  the  very  idea  is  lost  or  jwrverted. 

Such  is  a  brief  sketeh  of  the  Scriptural  notices 
of  possession.     That  round  the  Jewish  notion  of  it 


John,  writing  mainly  of  the  ministry  in  Judgea,  men- 
tions none. 
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there  grew  up,  in  that  noted  age  of  superstition, 
many  foolish  and  evil  practices,  and  much  super- 
stition as  to  fumigations,  &c.  (comp.  Tob.  viii.  1-3 ; 
Joseph.  Ant.  viii.  c.  2,  §  5),  of  the  "vagabond  ex- 
orcists "  (see  Acts  xix.  13)  is  obvious  and  would  be 
inevitable.  It  is  clear  that  Scripture  does  not  in 
the  least  sanction  or  even  condescend  to  notice  such 
things ;  but  it  is  certain  that  in  the  Old  Testament 
(see  Lev.  xix.  31;  1  Sam.  xxviii.  7,  &c. ;  2  K.  xxi. 
6,  xxiii.  21,  &c.)  as  well  as  in  the  New,  it  recog- 
nizes possession  as  a  real  and  direct  power  of  evil 
spirits  upon  the  heart.  A.  B. 

*  It  would  seem  impossible  to  deny  the  fact  of 
demoniac  possession,  properly  so  called,  without 
disparaging  the  inspiration  of  the  Gospels  and  the 
integrity  or  intelligence  of  our  Lord.  That  the 
sacred  writers  shared  in  the  belief  of  their  time  is 
sufficiently  shown  above,  and  is  as  positively  as- 
serted by  Strauss  (Leben  Jesu,  §  91),  and  Meyer 
{Koinmeiit.  Matt.  iv.  24),  as  by  Ellicott  {Life  of 
Christy  p.  179,  Amer.  ed.).  Jesus  enters  fully  and 
on  all  occasions  into  the  same  view.  He  discrim- 
inates between  demoniacs  and  diseased  persons 
(Matt.  X.  8),  addresses  the  demons  (Matt.  viii.  32; 
Luke  iv.  35),  commands  them  to  be  silent,  t)  come 
out,  and,  in  one  instance  (Mark  ix.  25),  no  more  to 
enter  into  the  person ;  he  argues  with  the  Jews  ou 
that  assumption  (Matt.  xii.  25);  he  gives  his  disci- 
plus  power  to  cast  out  evil  spirits  (Luke  ix.  1; 
Matt.  X.  1,  8),  and  enters  into  their  rejoichig  over 
their  success  (Luke  x.  18);  and  in  his  private  con- 
versation tells  them  of  the  conditions  of  that  suc- 
cess (Matt.  xvii.  21).  It  was  as  much  his  esoteric 
as  his  exoteric  doctrine.  A  few  additional  sugges- 
tions may  be  in  place.  (1.)  Whatever  resem- 
blances may  be  found  in  some  particulars,  yet  in 
other  respects  the  cases  of  demoniac  possession  men- 
tioned in  the  N.  T.  stand  clearly  and  entirely 
apart  from  all  phenomena  of  the  present  day; 
e.  (J.  in  the  supernatural  knowledge  exhibited  by 
the  demoniacs,  and  in  such  facts  as  occurred  in 
connection  with  the  herd  of  swine.  (2.)  We  may 
discern  a  special  reason  for  the  abundant  outbreak 
of  this  manifestation  at  that  time,  in  its  symbolic 
relation  to  Christ's  work.  He  came  to  "  destroy 
the  works  of  the  devil "  (1  John  iii.  8),  and  to  re- 
cover the  world  from  its  bondage  to  Satan  unto  its 
allegiance  to  God.  Hence,  just  as  he  expressed  his 
sin-healing  power  by  his  miracles  of  bodily  cure, 
and  as  his  personal  triumph  over  Satan  was  set 
forth  by  the  temptations  in  'the  wilderness,  so  he 
symbolized  his  great  spiritual  victory  over  the 
prince  of  the  power  of  the  air,  and  the  release  of 
his  captives,  by  casting  out  evil  spirits  from  their 
outward  and  visiljle  possession  and  control  of  human 
beings  around  him.  He  more  than  once  hints  at 
this  significance;  e.  g.  Matt.  xii.  28,  and  especially 
Luke  X.  17,  18.  For  this  purpose  in  the  divine 
economy,  perhaps,  were  demoniac  possessions  per- 
mitted to  such  a  remarkable  extent  at  that  time. 
(3. )  Possession  with  devils,  though  always  carefully 
distinguished  from  every  kind  of  disease,  was  very 
commonly  accompanied  by  phenomena  of  disease, 
especially  such  as  belong  to  a  nervous  system  shat- 
tered by  sin.  (4.)  This  gives  some  support  to  the 
opinion  expressed  above,  important  in  its  bearings 
on  the  government  of  God,  that  demoniac  posses- 
sion was  the  result  of  moral  delinquency;  that  the 
victim  had  at  fii-st,  by  a  course  of  vicious  indul- 
gence, yielded  himself  up  outwardly  and  inwardly 
to  the  service  of  Satan,  till  he  was  at  length  given 
over  to  the  complete  dominion  of  the  master  he  had  i 


DEMONIACS 


587 


chosen.  For  (5.)  the  evil  spirits  ap[)ear  to  have 
taken  entire  control  of  the  body  and  mind  of  the 
victim,  so  that  while  there  was  a  remarkable  play 
of  double  consciousness  and  personahty,  a  sense  of 
misery  and  some  desire  for  deliverance,  the  subjec- 
tion apparently  was  hopeless,  except  as  deliverance 
was  brought  by  Christ. 

For  the  older  hterature  of  the  subject,  see 
Winer's  Realw.  art.  Besessene.  For  a  fuller  illus- 
tration of  the  general  views  presented  above,  see 
Trench,  On  the  Miracles,  pp.  129-136;  Olsliau- 
sen's  Commentary,  on  Matt.  viii.  28;  Altbrd's 
Greek  Test,  ibid.;  Owen  on  the  Demonoloyy  of  ti.e 
N.  T.,  in  the  Bibl.  Sacra,  Jan.  1859;  Stuart's 
Sketches  of  Afiffelohgy,  in  Robinson's  Bibl.  Sacrt, 
1843.  For  the  theory  that  the  possession  was  dis- 
ease wTOught  by  Satan,  but  only  through  tlie  series 
of  natural  causes  and  laws,  see  Twesten's  Doctrine 
respecting  Angels,  in  the  Bldl.  Sacra,  Feb.  1845. 
Some  of  the  theological  principles  of  the  subject  ai-e 
well  discussed  by  President  Jesse  Appleton,  D.  D. 
(three  Lectures,  in  his  Works,  ii.  94-127,  An- 
dover,  1836).  S.  C.  B. 

*  On  so  interesting  a  subject  as  the  present,  it 
may  be  well  to  give  a  brief  sketch  of  the  history  of 
opinions,  and  a  fuller  view  of  the  literature.  The 
learned  and  pious  Ur.  Joseph  ^lede,  in  a  discourse 
on  John  x.  20,  first  published  in  his  Diatribce, 
Lond.  1642  (  Works,  ed.  1672,  pp.  28-30),  maui- 
tained  that  the  demoniacs  of  the  Gospels  were  mad- 
men or  epileptics ;  but  though  often  referred  to  as 
a  disbeliever  in  demoniacal  possession,  he  expressly 
admits  that  their  maladies  may  have  been  caused 
by  evil  spirits.  In  1676  a  volume  entitled  The 
Doctrine  of  Devils  proved  to  Oe  the  Grand  Apos- 
tacy  of  these  Later  Times,  etc.,  was  published 
anonymously  in  London  by  a  clergyman  of  the 
Church  of  England,  who  maintained  that  the  de- 
moniacs were  insane  or  diseased  persons.  The 
same  view  was  presented  in  Holland  by  Benj. 
Daillon,  a  French  refugee  minister  of  learning  and 
ability,  in  his  Examen  de  V oppression  des  Re- 
fwmes  en  France,  Amst.  1687,  2d  ed.  1691  (see 
Haag's  La  France  protestante,  iv.  188),  and  by 
Dr.  Balthasar  Bekker,  in  his  famous  work,  De  be- 
tooverde  weereld,  or  "  The  W^orld  Bewitched,"  pul)- 
lished  at  Amsterdam  in  1691-93  (see  bk.  ii.  cli. 
xxvi.-xxx.).  This  book,  widely  circulated,  and 
speedily  translated  into  French,  German,  English, 
and  Italian,  though  it  called  forth  a  host  of  writ- 
ings in  opposition,  did  much  to  shake  the  prevalent 
belief  in  witchcraft  and  kindred  superstitions. 
Daillon's  opinion  was  also  supported  by  his  brother 
Jacques,  in  a  work  entitled  Aaifiovo\oyia,  or  « 
Treatise  of  Spirits,  Lond.  1723. 

In  1737  Dr.  A.  A.  Sykes  pubhshed  anonymously 
An  Enquiry  into  the  Meaning  of  the  Demoniacks 
in  the  New  Testament,  which,  opposing  the  com- 
mon view,  gave  rise  to  a  considerable  controversy, 
in  which  Twells,  Whiston,  Thos.  Church,  Gregory 
Sharpe,  Thos.  Hutchinson,  Samuel  Pegge,  and 
others,  took  part.  Dr.  Richard  Mead,  in  his  Med- 
ial Sacra,  Lond.  1749,  hkewise  regarded  the  de- 
moniacs as  afflicted  with  natural  diseases;  and  this 
view  appears  to  have  been  prevalent  among  physi- 
ci'ins,  ancient  and  modern  (see  Wetstein  on  Matt, 
iv.  24).  In  1758  Lardner  published  his  four  dis- 
courses On  the  Case  of  the  Dcemonincs  mentioned 
in  the  iV.  T.,  ably  controverting  the  doctrine  of 
real  possession.  (See  his  Works,  i.  449-510,  ed. 
1823 ;  comp.  x.  265-275,  Remarks  on  Dr.  Ward's 
Dissertations.)     In  Germany,   Sender  appears  to 
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have  been  the  first  who  vigorously  assailed  the  pop-  ] 
ular  opinion,  in  his  Commeniatio  de  Dcenwniacis  \ 
qitoi'um  in  N.  T.  Jit  menlio,  Hal.  1760,  4th  ed.  i 
greatly  enlarged,  1779.  This  essay  gave  a  stimu- 
lus to  the  discussion  of  the  subject,  and  a  number 
of  dissertations  were  published  on  both  sides  of  the 
question.  Another  controversy  was  excited  in 
England  by  the  appearance  of  the  Kev.  Hugh  Far- 
mer's Es»  ty  on  the  JJenumi.ics  of'  the  A''.  T.,  Lond. 
1775,  a  learned  and  elaborate  treatise,  which  was 
replied  to  by  AV.  Worthington,  An  Impartial  En- 
quiry, etc.  1777.     Farmer  rejoined  in  Letters,  etc. 

1778,  followed  by  Worthington's  Farther  Imjuiry, 

1779,  and  by  John  Fell's  JJiemoniacs :  an  Inquiry 
into  the  Heathen  ami  Scripture  Doctrine  of  Due- 
vwns,  1779.  Farmer's  two  volumes  were  transla- 
ted into  German,  and  his  view  found  very  general 
acceptance  in  that  country,  while  in  England  it  has 
been  adopted  by  such  men  as  Paley,  Abp.  New- 
come,  Uean  Jlilman  {Hist,  of  Christianity,  i.  228 
f.,  Amer.  ed.),  and  very  generally  by  Unitarians, 
Univerealists,  and  theologians  of  a  "  rationalistic  " 
tendency.  The  behef  that  the  demoniacs  of  the 
N.  T.  were  really  possessed  by  evU  spirits  is,  how- 
ever, still  held  by  the  great  majority  of  Christians, 
and  many  recent  writers  dispose  of  the  phenomena 
of  modern  "  Siiiritualism  "  or  "  Spiritism  "  by  re- 
ferring them  to  the  same  source. 

Besides  the  authors  already  mentioned,  particu- 
larly Lardner,  Farmer,  and  Winer,  the  following 
may  be  consulted,  in  opposition  to  the  doctrine  of 
real  possession :  Wetstein,  note  on  Matt.  iv.  24, 
in  his  Nov.  Test.  i.  279-284,  transl.  in  the  Chr-is- 
tian  Disciple,  new  series,  v.  35-42 ;  T.  G.  Timmer- 
mann,  Diatiibe  antiquario-medica  de  Dcemoniads 
Evanyelioi-um,  Uintel.  1786,  4to;  J.  F.  Winzer, 
De  Dieiiumoloyifi  in  N.  T.  Libris  (as  cited  above, 
art.  Demons);  Hewlett's  disquisition  in  his  Comm. 
on  Matt.  iv.  24,  reprinted  in  Critica  Biblica,  vol. 
iii.,  which  also  contains  tlie  essays  of  Townsend 
and  Carlisle  on  tlie  other  side ;  the  Rev.  E.  S.  Gan- 
nett, On  the  Demoniacs  of  the  N.  T.,  in  the 
Scriptural  Interpreter  (Boston),  1832,  ii.  255-302; 
and  the  notes  of  Meyer,  Norton,  and  Bleek  (Syn- 
opt.  Erkl.  d.  drei  ersten  Evang.  i.  217  fi".)  on 
Matt.  iv.  24.  See  also  Neander,  Leben  Jesu,  4« 
Aufl.,  p.  237  fF.  (pi).  145-151,  Amer.  transl),  who 
holds  a  sort  of  intermediate  view.  See  further  the 
valuable  articles.  Theory  and  Phenomena  of  Pos- 
session anumy  the  Hindoos,  and  PyUiordc  and  Dai- 
vwninc  Possessiois  in  Indii  and  Judea,  in  the 
Dublin  Univ.  Mag.  for  March,  Sept.  and  Oct. 
1848,  the  two  last  reprinted  in  Littell's  Living  Age, 
xix.  385  fl'.,  443  tt'. ;  compare  also,  for  modem  ana- 
logues of  the  demoniacs,  Koberts's  Oriental  Illus- 
tratiojis  of  Scripture  on  Matt.  xii.  27,  and  Thom- 
son's Laml  'ind  Hook,  i.  212,  213. 

In  favor  of  the  doctrine  of  real  possession,  see, 
in  addition  to  the  treatises  already  referred  to,  art- 
icles by  \V.  K.  Taylor,  in  Kitto's  Journal  of  Sac. 
Lit.  July,  1849,  and  by  "J.  L.  P."  Uric/.  April, 
1851;  Ebrard,  art.  Ddmonische,  in  Herzog's  Heal- 
Encykl.  ii.  240-255,  abridged  translation  by  Prof. 
Iteutelt  in  tlie  Meth.  Quar.  Rev.  for  July,  1857 : 
Samuel  Hopkins,  Demoniacal  Possessions  of  tite 
N.  T.,  in  the  Amer.  Presb.  ami  Theol.  Rev.  Oct. 
1865 ;  and  several  of  the  works  referred  to  under 
the  art.  Dkmons.  See  also  the  cautious  remarks 
of  Dr.  J.  II.  Morison,  On  Matthen;  pp.  157-168. 
A  fair  summ;iry  of  the  arguments  on  both  sides 
is  given  in  .lahn's  Bihl.  ArchtBology,  Upham's 
translation,  §§   193-197,  and  by  J.  F.  Denham, 
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art.  Demoniacs,  in  Kitto's  Cycl.  of  BUd.  Litera- 
ture. A. 

DEM'OPHON  {A7iij.o<t>a)i'},  a  Syrian  general 
in  Palestine  under  Antiochus  V.  Flupator  (2  Mace, 
xii.  2). 

DENA'RIUS  (Snvdpiov:  denarius;  A.  V. 
"penny,"  Matt,  xviii.  28,  xx.  2,  9,  13,  xxii.  19; 
Mark  vi.  37,  xii.  15,  xiv.  5;  Luke  vii.  41,  x.  35,. 
XX.  24;  John  vi.  7,  xii.  5;  Kev.  vi.  6),  a  Koman 
silver  coin,  in  the  time  of  our  Saviour  and  the 
Apostles.  It  took  its  name  from  its  being  first 
equal  to  ten  "  asses,"  a  number  afterwards  in- 
creased to  sixteen.  The  earliest  specimens  are  of 
about  the  commencement  of  the  2d  century  b.  c. 
From  this  time  it  was  the  principal  silver  coin  of 
the  commonwealth.  It  continued  to  hold  the  same 
jxisition  under  the  Empire  until  long  after  the  close 
of  the  New  Testament  Canon.  In  the  time  of  Au- 
gustus eighty-four  denarii  were  struck  from  the 
pound  of  silver,  which  woidd  make  the  stiindard 
weight  about  60  grs.  This  Nero  reduced  by  strik- 
ing ninety-six  from  the  pound,  which  would  give  a 
standard  weight  of  about  52  grs.,  results  confirmed 
by  the  coins  of  the  periods,  which  are,  however,  not 
exactly  true  to  the  standard.  The  draelim  of  the 
Attic  talent,  which  from  the  reign  of  Alexander 
until  the  Koman  domination  was  the  most  impor- 
tant Greek  st;mdard,  had,  by  gradual  reduction, 
tecome  equal  to  the  denarius  of  Augustus,  so  that 
the  two  coins  came  to  be  regarded   as   identical. 


Denarius  of  Tiberius. 
Obv.  TI  CAESAR  DIVI  AAG  F  AVGVSTVS.     Head 
of  Tiberius,  laureate,  to  the  right  (Matt.  xxii.  19, 
20,    21).     Rev.   PONTIF    MAXIM.     Seated   female 
figure  to  the  right. 

Under  the  same  emperor  the  Roman  coin  super- 
seded the  (Jreek,  and  many  of  the  few  cities  which 
yet  struck  silver  money  took  for  it  the  form  and 
general  character  of  the  denarius,  and  of  its  half, 
the  quinarius.  In  Palestine,  in  the  N.  T.  period, 
we  learn  from  numismatic  evidence  that  denarii 
must  have  mainly  formed  the  silver  currency.  It 
is  therefore  probable  that  in  the  N.  T.  by  Spaxfi'fi 
and  ipyvpiov,  both  rendered  in  the  A.  V.  ••  piece 
of  silver,"  we  are  to  understand  the  denarius 
[Drachma;  Siiakh,  I'lixi:  okJ.  The  Si'Spox" 
fiov  of  the  tribute  (Matt.  xvii.  24)  was  probalily  in 
the  time  of  our  Saviour  not  a  current  coin,  like  the 
ffTari\p  mentioned  in  the  same  jKissagc  (ver.  27). 
[Money.]  I'Vom  the  paralile  of  the  laliorers  in 
the  vineyard  it  would  seem  that  a  denarius  was 
then  the  ordinary  pay  for  a  day's  lalwr  (Matt.  xx. 
2,  4,  7,  9,  10,  13).  The  term  denirius  aureus 
(Plin.  xxxiv.  17,  xxxvii.  3)  is  probably  a  corrupt 
designation  for  the  aureus  (nummus):  in  the  N. 
T.  the  denarius  proper  is  always  intended.  (See 
Money,  and  Diet,  of  AiU.  art.  Denarius.) 

R.  S.  P. 

♦DENS.     [Caves.] 

DEPOSIT  (^ITj^S:  irapaOvKr],  irapaKara- 
d-fiKTi-  deposituin),  the  arrangement  by  which  one 
man  kept  at  another's  request  the  property  of  the 
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latter,  until  demanded  back,  was  one  common  to 
all  the  nations  of  antiquity;  and  the  dishonest 
dealing  with  such  trusts  is  marked  by  profane 
writers  with  extreme  reprobation  (Herod,  vi.  80 ; 
.luv.  xiii.  199,  &c.;  Joseph.  Ant.  iv.  7,  §  38;  B.  J. 
iv.  8,  §  5,  7).  Even  our  Saviour  seems  (Luke  xvi. 
12)  to  allude  to  conduct  in  such  cases  as  a  test  of 
honesty."  In  later  times,  when  no  banking  sys- 
tem was  as  yet  devised,  shrines  were  often  used  for 
the  custody  of  treasure  (2  Mace.  iii.  10,  12,  15; 
Xenoph.  Atiab.  v.  3,  §  7;  Cic.  Le//ff.  ii.  16;  Plut. 
Lys.  c.  18);  but,  especially  among  an  agricultural 
people,  the  exigencies  of  war  and  other  causes  of 
absence  must  often  have  rendered  such  a  deposit, 
especially  as  regards  animals,  an  owner's  only 
course.  Nor  was  the  custody  of  such  property 
burdensome ;  for  the  use  of  it  was  no  doubt,  so  far 
as  that  was  consistent  with  its  unimpaired  restora- 
tion, allowed  to  the  depositary,  which  office  also  no 
one  was  compelled  to  accept.  The  articles  speci- 
fied by  the  Mosaic  law  are  (1)  "  money  or  stuff;  " 
and  (2)  "  an  ass,  or  an  ox,  or  a  sheep,  or  any 
beast."  The  first  case  was  viewed  as  only  liable 
to  loss  by  theft  (probably  for  loss  by  accidental 
fire,  &c.,  no  compensation  could  be  claimed),  and 
the  thief,  if  found,  was  to  pay  double,  i.  e.,  proba- 
bly to  compensate  the  owner's  loss,  and  the  unjust 
suspicion  thrown  on  the  depositary.  If  no  theft 
could  be  provetl,  the  depositary  was  to  swear  before 
the  judges  that  he  had  not  appropriated  the  article, 
and  then  was  quit.*  In  the  second,  if  the  beast 
were  to  "  die  or  be  hurt,  or  driven  away,  no  man 
seemg  it,"  — accidents  to  which  beasts  at  pasture 
were  easily  liable,  —  the  depositary  was  to  purge 
himself  by  a  similar  oath.  (Such  oaths  are  prol)a- 
bly  alluded  to  Heb.  vi.  16,  as  "an  end  of  all 
strife.")  In  case,  however,  tlie  animal  were  stolen, 
the  depositary  was  liable  to  restitution,  which 
probably  was  necessary  to  prevent  collusive  theft. 
If  it  were  torn  by  a  wild  beast,  some  proof  was 
easily  producible,  and,  in  that  case,  no  restitution 
was  due  (Ex.  xxii.  7-13).  In  case  of  a  false  oath 
so  taken,  the  perjured  person,  besides  making  resti- 
tution, was  to  "  add  the  fifth  part  more  thereto," 
to  compensate  the  one  injured,  and  to  "  bring  a 
ram  for  a  trespass-offering  unto  the  Lord  "  (Lev. 
vi.  5,  fi).  In  the  book  of  Tobit  (v.  3)  a  written 
acknowledgment  of  a  deposit  is  mentioned  (i.  14 
(17),  iv.  20  (21)).  This,  however,  merely  facili- 
tated the  proof  of  the  fact  of  the  original  deposit, 
leaving  the  law  untouched.  The  Mishna  {Baba 
Metzia,  c  iii.,  Shebuoth,  v.  1),  shows  that  the  law 
of  the  oath  of  purgation  in  such  cases  continued  in 
force  among  the  later  .Jews.  Michaelis  on  the  laws 
of  Moses,  ch.  162,  may  be  consulted  on  this  sub- 
ject. H.  H. 

DEPUTY.  The  uniform  rendering  in  the  A. 
V.  of  avBinraros,  "proconsul "  (Acts  xiii.  7,  8,  12, 
xix.  38).  The  English  word  is  curious  in  itself, 
and  to  a  certain  extent  appropriate,  having  been 
applied  formerly  to  the  Ix)rd  Lieutenant  of  Ireland. 
Thus  Shakespeare,  lien.   VIII.  iii.  2: 

"  Plague  of  your  policy. 
You  sent  me  deputy  for  Ireland." 

W.  A.  W. 


n  Such  is  probably  the  meaning  of  the  words  iv  tu> 
iAAoTpi'(}>  irioTot.  It  may  also  be  remarked  that  in  the 
parable  of  the  talents,  the  "slothful  servant''  affects 
to  consider  himself  as  a  mere  depotHarius,  in  the  words 
•5e  ex*'!  TO  aov  (Matt.  xxv.  25). 
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DER'BE   {Aip^ri,  Acts  xiv.  20,  21,  xvi.  1; 

Eth.  Aep^aios,  Acts  xx.  4).  The  exact  position 
of  this  town  has  not  yet  l)een  ascertained,  but  its 
general  situation  is  undoubted.  It  was  in  the  east- 
ern part  of  the  great  upland  plain  of  Lyc.vojjia, 
which  stretches  from  Icuxiu.m  eastward  along  the 
north  side  of  the  chain  of  Taunis.  It  must  have 
been  somewhere  near  the  place  where  the  pass 
called  the  Cilician  Gates  opened  a  way  from  the 
low  plain  of  Cilicia  to  the  table-land  of  the  interior ; 
and  probably  it  was  a  stage  ujxin  the  great  road 
which  passed  this  way.  It  appears  that  Cicero 
went  through  Derbe  on  his  route  from  Cilicia  to 
Iconium  (Cic.  cul  Fam.  xiii.  73).  Such  was  St. 
Paul's  route  on  his  second  missionary  journey  (Acts 
XV.  41,  xvi.  1,  2),  and  probably  also  on  the  third 
(xviii.  23,  xix.  1).  In  his  first  journey  (xiv.  20, 
21)  he  approached  from  the  other  side,  namely, 
from  Iconium,  in  consequence  of  persecution  in  that 
place  and  at  Lystra.  No  incidents  are  recorded 
as  having  happened  at  Derbe  [see  infrn'\.  In  har- 
mony with  this,  it  is  not  mentioned  in  the  enum- 
eration of  places  2  Tim.  iii.  11.  "  In  the  apostolic 
history,  Lystra  and  1  >erbe  are  conmionly  mentioned 
together :  in  the  quotation  from  the  epistle,  Lystra 
is  mentioned  and  not  Derbe.  The  distinction  is 
accurate;  for  St.  Paul  is  here  enumerating  his  per- 
secutions" (Paley,  Ilorce.  Paulime,  in  loc.). 

Three  sites  have  been  assigned  to  Derbe.  (1.) 
Hy  Col.  Leake  (Asia  Miiioi;  p.  101)  it  was  sup- 
posed to  be  at  Bln-bir-Kilisseh ,  at  the  foot  of  the 
Knrdddfjli,  a  remarkable  volcanic  mountain  which 
rises  from  the  Lycaonian  plain ;  but  this  is  almost 
certainly  the  site  of  Lystra.  (2.)  In  Kiepert's 
Map,  Derl»e  is  marked  further  to  the  east,  at  a 
spot  where  there  are  ruins,  and  which  is  in  the  line 
of  a  L'oman  road.  (3.)  Hamilton  (Rtsearches  in 
Asia  .Minor,  ii.  313)  and  Texier  (Asie  Mineure,  ii. 
129,  130)  are  disposed  to  pkce  it  at  Divle,  a  little 
to  the  S.  W.  of  the  last  position  and  nearer  to  the 
roots  of  Taurus.  In  favor  of  this  \iew  there  is  the 
important  fact  that  Steph.  Byz.  says  that  the  place 
was  sometimes  called  Af\fieia,  which  in  the  Ly- 
caonian language  (see  Acts  xiv.  11)  meant  a  "ju- 
niper tree."  Moreover,  he  speaks  of  a  Xifjiy)v  here, 
which  (as  Leake  and  the  French  translators  of 
Strabo  suggest)  ought  probably  to  be  xifxin)'-,  and 
if  this  is  con-ect,  the  requisite  condition  is  satisfied 
by  the  proximity  of  the  Lake  Ak  Gol.  Wieseler 
{Chronol.  der  Apost.  Zeitidter,  p.  24)  takes  the 
same  view,  though  he  makes  too  much  of  the  pos- 
sibility that  St.  Paul,  on  his  second  journey,  trav- 
elled by  a  minor  pass  to  the  W.  of  the  Cilician 
Gates.  It  is  difficult  to  say  why  Winer  {Realw. 
s.  v.)  states  that  Derbe  was  "  S.  of  Iconium,  and 
S.  E.  of  Lystra." 

Strabo  places  Derbe  at  the  edge  of  Isauria ;  but 
in  the  Synecdemus  of  Hierocles  (Wesseling.  p.  675, 
where  the  word  is  Aep^at)  it  is  placed,  as  in  the 
Acts  of  the  Apostles,  in  Lycaonia.  The  boundaries 
of  these  districts  were  not  very  exactly  defined. 
The  whole  neighborhood,  to  the  sea-coast  of  Cili- 
cia, was  notorious  for  robbery  and  piracy.  An- 
tipater,  the  friend  of  Cicero  (ad  Fam.  xiii.  73)  was 
the  bandit  chieftain  of  Lycaonia.  Amyntas,  king 
of  Galatia  (successor  of  Deiotarus  II.),  murdered 


b  The  Hebrew  expression  N  /  DM,  Ex.  xxii.  8, 
rendered  in  the  A.  V.  "  to  see  whether,"  is  a  common 
formula  jurandi. 
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Antipater  and  incorporated  his  doniiiiioiis  with  his 
own.  Under  the  Komaii  provincial  government 
Derive  was  at  first  placed  in  a  corner  of  Cappado- 
CIA;  but  other  changes  were  subsequently  made. 
[(iALATiA.]  Derbe  does  not  seem  to  be  men- 
tioned in  tlie  Byzantine  writers.  Leake  says  (102) 
that  its  birfliop  was  a  suffragan  of  the  metropolitan 
of  Iconium.  J.  S.  H. 

*  •'■  No  incidents  "  of  an  adverse  cliaracter  took 
place  at  Derbe.  But  Paul  and  Barnabas  preached 
there  and  gained  many  disciples  (/xo67jT«u<raj'T€y 
iKavovi,  Acts  xiv.  21).  On  his  second  missionarj' 
tour  Paul  visited  Derbe  again  (Acts  xvi.  1),  where 
1:0  doubt  was  one  of  the  churches  to  which  he  de- 
livered "  the  decrees  "  relating  to  the  treatment  of 
converts  from  heathenism  (Acts.  xvi.  4).  The 
Gaius  who  accompanied  Paul  on  his  journey  from 
Greece  as  far  as  Asia,  belonged  to  DerLe  (Acts  xx. 
4).  Some  nijike  this  place  also  the  home  of  Tim- 
othy (Kuinoel,  Ulshausen,  Neander);  but  the  surer 
indication  from  iKti  in  Acts  xvi.  1  is  that  he  be- 
longed to  Lystra.  At  the  same  time  we  learn  from 
Acts  xvi.  3  (see  also  vnv.  2)  tliat  his  family,  and  no 
doubt  Timothy  himself,  were  well  known  in  many 
of  the  towns  in  that  region,  among  which  1  er!;e 
would  naturally  be  includeti.  H. 

*  DESCRY  means  in  Judg.  i.  23  (A.  V.)  to 
observe  in  a  miUtary  sense,  to  reconnoitre:  "And 
the  house  of  Joseph  sent  to  dvscvy  Bethel."  The 
word  occurs  only  in  that  passage  in  our  Bible  and 
is  now  obsolete  in  that  signification.  Eastwood  and 
AVright  {Bible  \Vord-B(wk,  p.  555)  point  out  ex- 
amples of  the  same  usage  in  Shakespeare  {Rich. 
III.  V.  8,  and  Lear,  iv.  5).  H. 

DESERT,  a  word  which  is  sparingly  employed 
in  the  A.  V.  to  translate  four  Hebrew  terms,  of 
which  three  are  essentially  different  in  signification. 
A  "  desert,"  in  the  sense  which  is  ordinarily  at- 
tached to  the  word,  is  a  vast,  burning,  sandy  « 
plain,  alike  destitute  of  trees  and  of  water.  This 
idea  is  probably  derived  from  the  deserts  of  Africa 
—  tliat,  for  example,  which  is  overlooked  by  tlie 
Pyramids,  and  with  which  many  travellers  are  fa- 
miliar. But  it  should  be  distinctly  understood 
that  no  such  region  as  this  is  ever  mentioned  in 
the  Bible  as  having  any  connection  with  the  history 
of  the  Israelites,  either  their  wanderings  or  their 
settled  existence.  Witli  regard  to  the  sand,  the 
author  of  "Sinai  and  Palestine"  has  given  the 
fullest  correction  to  this  popular  error,  and  has 
sliown  that  "  sand  is  the  exception  and  not  tlie  rule 
of  the  Arabian  desert"  of  the  Peninsula  of  Sinai 
(<S.  </  P.  pp.  8,  9,  64).  And  as  to  the  other  features 
of  a  desert,  certainly  the  Peninsula  of  Sinai  is  no 
jilain,  but  a  region  extremely  \ariable  in  height, 
and  diversified,  even  at  this  day,  by  oa.ses  and  val- 
leys of  verdure  and  vegetation,  and  by  frequent 
wells,  which  were  all  probably  fiu-  more  abundant 
in  those  earlier  times  than  they  now  are.  This 
however  will  be  m.ore  appropriately  discussed  imder 
the  head  of  Wildkknkss  of  tmk  U'axdkkinos. 
Here,  it  is  simply  necessary  to  show  that  the  words 
rendered  in  the  A.  V.  by  "desert,"  when  used  in 
the  historical  books,  denoted  definite  localities;  and 
that  those  localities  do  not  answer  to  the  common 
conception  of  a  "  desert." 

1.  Arabah  (n^n2?)«     The  root  of  this  word. 


«  "The  sea  of  sand."     See  Coleridfce's  parable  on 
Mystics  and  Mysticism  {Aidi  to  Kejl.  Conclusion). 
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according  to  Gesenius  (TAes.  p.  106G),   is  Arab, 

"O^yS,  to  be  dried  up  as  with  heat ;  and  it  has  been 

already  shown  that  when  used,  as  it  invariably  is 
in  the  liistorical  and  topographical  records  of  the 
Bible,  with  the  definite  article,  it  means  that  very 
depressed  and  inclosed  region  —  the  deepest  and 
the  hottest  chasm  in  the  world  —  the  sunken  val- 
ley north  and  south  of  the  Dead  Sea,  but  more  par- 
ticularly the  former.  [Akabah.]  True,  in  tht 
present  depopulated  and  neglected  state  of  I'alestine 
the  .Jordan  valley  is  as  arid  and  desolate  a  region 
as  can  be  met  with,  but  it  was  not  always  so.  On 
the  contrary,  we  have  direct  testimony  to  the  fact 
that  when  the  Israelites  were  flourishing,  and  later 
in  the  Koman  times,  the  case  was  emphatically  the 
reverse.  Jericho,  "  the  city  of  Palm  trees,"  at  the 
lower  end  of  the  valley,  Bethshean  at  the  upper, 
and  Phasaelis  in  the  centre,  were  famed  both  in 
Jewish  and  profane  history  for  the  luxuriance  of 
their  vegetation  (Joseph.  Ant.  x\-iii.  2,  §  2;  xvi.  5, 
§2;  Bkthshean;  Jkricho).  When  the  abund- 
ant water-resources  of  the  valley  were  properly  hus- 
I  anded  and  distributed,  the  tropical  heat  caused 
not  barrenness.  1  lit  tropical  fertility,  and  here  grew 
the  lalsam,  the  su<rnr-cai  c,  and  other  plants  requir- 
ing j;re;it  heat.  1  lit  also  rich  soil,  for  their  culture. 
Arabah  in  the  sense  of  the  Jordan  Valley  is  trans- 
lated by  the  word  "desert"  only  in  Ez.  xlvii.  8. 
In  a  more  general  sense  of  waste,  deserted  country 

—  a  meaning  easily  suggested  by  the  idea  of  exces- 
sive heat  contained  in  the  root  —  "  Desert,"  as  the 
rendering  of  Araboh,  occurs  in  the  prophets  and 
poetical  books;  as  Is.  xxxv.  1,  6,  xl.  3,  xli.  19,  \\.  3; 
-ler.  ii.  6,  v.  6,  xvii.  6,  1.  12;  but  this  general  sense 
is  never  found  in  the  historical  books.  In  these,  to 
repeat  once  more,  Arabah  always  denotes  the  Jor- 
dan valley,  the  (Jhw  of  the  modem  Arabs.  Pro- 
fessor Stanley  proposes  to  use  "  desert "  as  the 
translation  of  Arabah  whenever  it  occurs,  and 
though  not  exactly  suitable,  it  is  difficult  to  sug- 
gest a  better  word. 

2.  But  if  Arabah  gives  but  little  supjwrt  to  the 
ordinary  conception  of  a  "  desert,"  still  less  does 
the  other  word  which  our  translators  have  most 

frequently  rendered  by  it.     Midbar  ('^S'ltt)  is 

accurately  the  "  pasture  ground,"  deriving  its  name 

from  a  root  dnbar  ("'5'^).  "  to  drive,"  significant 

of  the  pastoral  custom  of  driving  the  flocks  out  to 
feed  in  the  morning,  and  home  again  at  night; 
and  therein  analogous  to  the  German  word  tiij'l. 
which  is  similarly  derived  from  treibin,  to  drive. 
With  regard  to  the  UMlderness  of  the  Wanderings 

—  for  which  Miuhak  is  almost  invariably  used  — 
this  signification  is  most  appropriate ;  for  we  must 
never  forget  that  the  Israelites  had  flocks  atiH 
herds  with  them  during  the  whole  of  their  passage 
to  the  Promised  Land.  They  had  them  when  they 
left  i::gypt  (Ex.  X.  20,  xii.  38),  they  had  them  at 
Ilazerotli,  the  middle  point  of  the  wanderings 
(Num.  xi.  22),  and  some  of  the  tribes  jx)ssesse<l 
them  in  large  numbers  immediately  l)efore  the 
transit  of  the  Jordan  (Num.  xxxii.  1 ).  Midbar  is 
not  often  rendered  by  "  desert"  in  the  A.  V.  Its 
usual  and  certainly  more  appropriate  translation  is 
"  wilderness,"  a  word  in  which  the  idea  of  vegeta- 
tion is  present.  In  speaking  of  the  Wilderness  of 
the  Wanderings  the  word  "  desert  "  occurs  as  the 
rendering  of  Midbar,  in  Ex.  iii.  1,  v.  3,  xix.  2: 
Num.   xxxiii.   15,  IG;  and  in  more  than  one  of 
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these  it  is  evidently  employed  for  the  sake  of 
suphony  merely. 

Mid/tar  is  most  frequently  used  for  those  tracts 
of  waste  land  which  lie  beyond  the.  cultivated 
ground  in  the  immediate  neighborhood  of  the 
towns  and  villages  of  Palestine,  and  which  are  a 
very  familiar  feature  to  the  traveller  in  that  country. 
In  spring  these  tracts  are  covered  with  a  ricli  green 
verdure  of  turf,  and  small  shrubs  and  herbs  of 
various  kinds.  But  at  the  end  of  summer  the 
herbage  withers,  the  turf  dries  up  and  is  powdered 
thick  with  the  dust  of  the  chalky  soil,  and  the 
whole  has  certainly  a  most  dreary  aspect.  An 
example  of  this  is  furnished  by  the  hills  through 
which  the  path  from  Bethany  to  Jericho  pursues 
its  winding  descent.  In  the  spring  so  abundant  is 
the  pasturage  of  these  hills,  that  they  are  tlie  resort 
of  the  flocks  from  Jerusalem  on  the  one  hand  and 
Jericho  on  the  other,  and  even  from  the  Arabs  on  the 
other  side  of  the  Jordan.  And  even  in  the  month 
of  September  —  when  the  writer  made  this  journey 
—  though  the  turf  was  only  visible  on  close  in- 
spection, more  than  one  large  flock  of  goats  and 
sheep  was  browsing,  scattered  over  the  slopes,  or 
stretched  out  in  a  long  even  line  like  a  regiment 
of  soldiers."  A  striking  example  of  tlie  sxne  thing, 
and  of  the  manner  in  which  this  waste  pasture  land 
gradually  melts  into  the  cultivated  fields,  is  seen  in 
making  one's  way  up  through  the  mountains  of 
Benjamin,  due  west,  from  Jericho  to  J/uklanas  or 
Jeba.  These  MiMars  seem  to  have  borne  the 
name  of  the  town  to  which  they  were  most  con- 
tiguous ;  for  example,  Beth-aven  (in  the  region  last 
referred  to);  Ziph,  Maon,  and  Paran,  in  the  south 
of  Judah;  Gibeon,  Jeruel,  &c.,  &c. 

In  the  poetical  books  "  desert  "  is  found  as  the 
translation  oi  Midbtviw  Deut.  xxxii.  10;  Job  xxiv. 
5;  Is.  xxi.  1;  Jer.  xxv.  24. 

3.  Chah'bah  [rather  Chorbah]  (n2nn). 
This  word  is  perhaps  related  to  Arabah,  with  the 
substitution  of  one  guttural  for  another;  at  any 
rate  it  appears  to  have  the  same  force,  of  dryness, 
and  thence  of  desolation.  It  does  not  occur  in  any 
historical  passages.  It  is  rendered  "desert"  in  Ps. 
cii.  6;  Is.  xlviii.  21;  Ez.  xiii.  4.  The  term  com- 
monly employed  for  it  in  the  A.  V.  is  "  waste 
places"  or  "desolation." 

4.  Jeshimon  (pj3^li7^  [desert,  wasW].  This 
word  in  the  historical  books  is  used  with  the  definite 
article,  apparently  to  denote  the  waste  tracts  on 
both  sides  of  the  Dead  Sea.  In  all  these  cases  it  is 
treated  as  a  proper  name  in  the  A.  V.  [Jkshimon  ; 
Beth- JESHIMOTH.]  Without  the  article  it  occurs 
in  a  few  passages  of  poetry ;  in  the  following  of 
which  it  is  rendered  "desert:"  Ps.  Ixxviii.  40; 
cvi.  14;  Is.  xliii.  19,  20.  G. 

*  DESIRE  in  2  Chr.  xxi.  20  is  used  in  the 
A.  V.  in  the  sense  of  the  I^atin  desidernre,  "  to 
feel  the  loss  of,"  "  to  regret."  "  Jehoram  reigned 
m  Jerusalem  eight  years,  and  departed  without 
being  desired."  A. 

DES'SAU  [3syl.]  (Aea-a-aov;  Alex.  Aefftroou ; 

Dessau),  a  village  (not  "  town;  "  Ktifir),  castellum) 
at  which  Nicanor's  army  was  once  encamped  during 
his  campaign  with  Judas  (2  JIacc.  xiv.  16 ).  There 
is  no  mention  of  it  in  the  account  of  these  transac- 
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a  This  practice  is  not  peculiar  to  Palestine.  Mr. 
Blakesley  observed  it  in  Algeria  ;  and  gives  the  reason 
"br  it,  namely,  a  more  systematic,  and  therefore  com- 


tions  in  1  Mace,  or  in  Josephus.  Ewald  conject- 
ures that  it  may  have  bee.i  Adasa  {Gtsch.  iv.  368, 
note). 

DEU'EL  [2  syl.]  (bs'^V^  [calling  m  God, 
Ges. ;  El  is  knowing,  Fiirst] :  [Rom.]  Vat.  and 
Alex.   "Payovi\K-  Duel),   father   of  Eliasaph,  the 

"captain"  (S'*^2)  of  the  tribe  of  Gad  at  the 
time  of  the  numbering  of  the  people  at  Sinai  (Num. 
i.  14,  vii.  42,  47,  x.  20).  The  same  man  is  men- 
tioned again  in  ii.  14,  but  here  the  name  appears 
as  Keuel,  owing  to  an  interchange  of  the  two  very 

similar  Hebrew  letters  T  and  "1.  In  this  latter 
passage  the  Samaritan,  .Arabic  and  Vulg.  retain 
the  D ;  the  LXX.,  as  in  the  other  places,  has  K. 
[Reuel.]  AVhich  of  the  two  was  really  his  name 
we  have  no  means  of  deciding. 

DEUTERONOMY   (0^2"?!!    nbs,  or 

D^*13"tT,  so  calletl  from  the  first  words  of  the  book ; 

A(\nepov6ixtov,  as  being  a  repetition  of  the  Law: 

^cuieronomium :  called   also   by  the  later  Jews 

np^un  Ti2w^  and  nins'in  -icp). 

A.  Contents.  The  Book  consists  chiefly  of  three 
discourses  delivered  by  iloses  shortly  before  his 
death.  They  were  sixiken  to  all  Israel  in  the  plains 
of  Jloab  on  the  eastern  sitle  of  the  Jordan  (i.  1),  in 
the  eleventh  month  of  the  last  yeai-  of  their  wan- 
derings, the  fortieth  year  after  their  exodus  from 
Egypt  (i.  3). 

Subjoined  to  these  discourses  are  the  Song  of 
Moses,  the  Blessing  of  Moses,  and  the  story  of  his 
death. 

I.  The  first  discourse  (i.  1-iv^  40).  After  a 
brief  historical  introduction,  the  speaker  recapitu- 
lates the  chief  events  of  the  last  40  years  in  the 
wilderness,  and  esijecially  those  events  which  had 
the  most  immediate  bearing  on  the  entry  of  the 
people  into  the  promised  land.  He  enumerates  the 
contests  in  which  they  had  been  engaged  with  the 
various  tribes  who  came  in  their  way,  and  in  which 
their  success  had  always  dejjended  upon  their  obe- 
dience: and  reminds  them  of  the  exclusion  from 
the  promised  land,  first  of  the  former  generation, 
because  they  had  been  disobedient  in  the  matter 
of  the  spies,  and  next  of  himself,  with  whom  the 
Lord  was  wroth  for  their  sakes  (iii.  26).  On  the 
appeal  to  the  witness  of  this  past  history  is  then 
based  an  earnest  and  iwwerful  exhortation  to  obe- 
dience; and  especially  a  warning  against  idolatry 
as  that  which  had  brought  God's  judgment  upon 
them  in  times  past  (iv.  3),  and  would  bring  yet 
sorer  punishment  in  the  future  (iv.  20-28).  To 
this  discourse  is  appended  a  brief  notice  of  the 
severing  of  the  three  cities  of  refuge  on  the  east 
side  of  the  Jordan  (iv.  41-43). 

II.  The  second  discourse  is  introduced  like  the 
first  by  an  explanation  of  the  circumstances  under 
which  it  was  deUvered  (iv.  44-49).  It  extends  from 
chap.  V.  1-xxvi.  19,  and  contains  a  recapitulation, 
with  some  modifications  and  additions,  of  the  Law 
already  given  on  Mount  Sinai.  Yet  it  is  not  bare 
recapitulation,  or  naked  enactment,  but  every  word 
shows  the  heart  of  the  lawgiver  full  at  once  of  zeal 
for  God  and  of  the  most  fervent  desire  for  the  wel- 


plete,    consumption   of    the   scanty   herl>age.     (Four 
Months  in  Algeria,  p  303.) 
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fare  of  his  nation.  It  is  the  Father  no  less  than 
tlie  Legislator  who  spe;iks.  And  whilst  obedience 
and  life  are  throughout  bound  up  together,  it  is 
the  obedience  of  a  loving  heart,  not  a  service  of 
formal  constraint  which  is  the  burden  of  his  exhor- 
tations. The  following  are  the  principal  heads  of 
discourse:  (n.)  He  begins  with  that  which  formed 
the  basis  of  the  whole  Mosaic  code,  —  the  Ten 
Commandments,  —  and  impressively  repeats  the  cir- 
cumstances under  which  they  were  given  (v.  1-vi. 
3).  (b.)  Then  follows  an  exposition  of  the  spirit 
of  the  First  Table.  The  lo\e  of  Jehovah  who  has 
done  so  great  things  for  them  (vi.),  and  the  utter 
uprooting  of  all  idol-worship  (vii.)  are  the  jX)ints 
chiefly  insisted  upon,  liut  they  are  also  reminded 
that  if  idolatry  be  a  snare  on  tiie  one  hand,  so  is 
self-righteousness  on  the  other  (\iii.  10  ff.,  x.),  and 
therefore  lest  they  should  be  lifted  up,  the  speaker 
enters  at  length  on  the  history  of  their  past  rebell- 
ions (ix.  7,  22-24),  and  especially  of  their  sin  in 
the  matter  of  the  golden  calf  (ix.  9-21).  The  true 
nature  of  obedience  is  again  emphatically  urged  (x. 
12-xi.  32),  and  the  gr^at  motives  to  obedience  set 
forth  in  God's  love  and  mercy  to  them  as  a  people 
(x.  15,  21,  22),  as  also  his  signal  punishment  of 
the  rebellious  (xi.  3-6).  The  blessing  and  the  curse 
(xi.  26-32)  are  further  detailed,  (c.)  From  the 
general  spint  in  which  the  I>aw  should  be  observed, 
Moses  passes  on  to  the  several  enactments.  Even 
these  are  introduced  by  a  solemn  charge  to  the 
people  to  destroy  all  objects  of  idolatrous  worship 
in  the  land  (xii.  1-3).  They  are  upon  the  whole 
arranged  systematically.  We  have  (1)  first  the 
laws  touching  religion  (xii.-xvi.  17);  (2)  then  those 
which  are  to  regulate  the  conduct  of  the  govern- 
ment and  the  executive  (xvi.  18-xxi.  23);  and  (3) 
lastly  those  which  concern  the  private  and  social 
life  of  the  people  (xxii.  1-xxvi.  19).  The  whole  are 
framed  with  express  reference  to  the  future  occupa- 
tion of  the  land  of  Canaan. 

(1.)  There  is  to  be  but  one  sanctuary  where  all 
offerings  are  to  be  offered.  Hesh  may  be  eaten 
anywhere,  but  sacrifices  may  only  be  slain  in  "  the 
place  which  the  Lord  thy  God  shall  choose"  (xii. 
5-32).  All  idol  prophets,  all  enticers  to  idolatry 
from  among  themselves,  even  whole  cities,  if  idol- 
atrous, are  to  be  cut  off  (xiii.);  and  all  idolatrous 
practices  to  be  eschewed  (xiv.  1,  2).  Next  come 
regulations  respecting  clean  and  unclean  animals, 
tithe,  the  year  of  release  and  the  three  feasts  of  the 
Pa.ssover,  of  Weeks,  and  of  Tabernacles  (xiv.  3-xvi. 
17). 

(2.)  The  laws  affecting  public  personages  and 
defining  the  authority  of  the  Judges  (xvi.  18-20) 
and  the  I'riests  (xvii.  8-13),  the  way  of  proceeding 
in  courts  of  justice  (xvii.  1-13);  the  law  of  the 
King  (xvii.  14-20),  of  the  I'riests  and  Levites  and 
Prophets  (xviii.);  of  the  cities  of  refuge  and  of 
witnesses  (xix.).  The  order  is  not  very  exact,  but 
on  the  whole  the  section  xvi.  18-xix.  21  is  jmKcinl 
in  its  character.  The  passage  xvi.  21-xvii.  1, 
seems  strangely  out  of  place.  Haumgarten  ( Comm. 
in  loc.)  tries  to  account  for  it  on  the  ground  of  the 
close  connection  which  nuist  subsist  lietween  the 
true  worship  of  God  and  righteous  rule  and  judg- 
ment. But  who  does  not  feel  that  this  is  said  with 
more  ingenuity  than  truth  V 

Next  come  the  laws  of  war  (xx.),  both  as  waged 
(a)  generally  with  other  nations,  and  (h)  especially 
with  the  inhabitants  of  Canaan  (ver.  17). 

(3.)  I^ws  touching  domestic  life  and  the  relation 
of  man  to  man  (xxi.  15-xxvi.  19).     So  Ewald 
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divides,  assigning  the  former  part  of  chap.  xxi.  to 
the  previous  section.  Hiivernick  on  the  other  hand 
includes  it  in  the  present.  The  fact  is,  that  vv. 
10-14  belong  to  the  laws  of  war  which  are  treated 
of  in  chap,  xx.,  whereas  1-9  seem  more  naturally 
to  come  under  the  matters  discussed  in  this  section. 
It  begins  with  the  relations  of  the  family,  passes 
on  to  those  of  the  friend  and  neighbor,  and  then 
touches  on  the  general  principles  of  justice  and 
charity  by  which  men  should  be  actuated  (xxiv.' 
16-22).  It  concludes  with  the  solemn  confession 
which  every  Israehte  is  to  make  when  he  ofiers  the 
first  fruits,  and  which  reminds  him  of  what  he  is 
as  a  member  of  the  theocracy,  as  one  in  covenant 
with  Jehovah  and  greatly  blessed  by  Jehovah. 

F'inally,  the  whole  long  discourse  (v.  l-xx\'i.  19) 
is  wound  up  by  a  brief  but  powerful  appeal  (16-19), 
which  reminds  us  of  the  words  with  which  it 
opened.  It  will  be  observed  that  no  pains  are 
taken  here,  or  indeed  generally  in  the  Mosaic  legis- 
lation, to  keep  the  several  portions  of  the  law,  con- 
sidered as  moral,  ritual,  and  ceremonial,  apart  from 
each  other  by  any  clearly  marked  line.  13ut  there 
is  in  this  discourse  a  very  manifest  gradual  descent 
from  the  higher  ground  to  the  lower.  The  sjjeaker 
begins  by  setting  forth  Jehovah  himself  as  the 
great  object  of  love  and  worship,  thence  he  passes 
(1)  to  the  Religious,  (2)  to  the  Political,  and  (3) 
to  the  Social  economy  of  his  people. 

III.  In  the  third  discourse  (xxvii.  1-xxx.  20), 
the  Elders  of  Israel  are  associated  with  Moses.  The 
people  are  commanded  to  set  up  stones  upon  Mount 
Ebal,  and  on  them  to  write  "  all  the  words  of  this 
law."  Then  follow  the  several  curecs  to  be  pro- 
nounced by  the  Levites  on  Ebal  (xxvii.  14-26),  and 
the  blessings  on  (ierizim  (xxviii.  1-14).  How  ter- 
rible will  be  the  punishment  of  any  neglect  of  this 
law,  is  further  portrayed  in  the  vivid  words  of  a 
prophecy  but  too  fearfully  verified  in  the  subsequent 
history  of  the  people.  The  subject  of  this  discourse 
is  briefly  "  ITie  Blessing  and  the  Curse." 

IV.  'ITie  delivery  of  the  I^aw  as  written  by  IMoses 
(for  its  still  further  preservation )  to  the  custody  of 
the  Invites,  and  a  charge  to  the  people  to  hear  it 
read  once  every  seven  years  (xxxi.):  the  Song  of 
Moses  spoken  in  the  ears  of  the  people  (xxxi.  30- 
xxxii.  44):  and  the  blessing  of  the  twelve  tribes 
(xxxiii.). 

V.  The  Book  closes  (xxxiv.)  with  an  account  of 
the  death  of  Moses,  which  is  first  announced  to  him 
in  xxxii.  48-52.  On  the  authorship  of  the  last 
chapter  we  shall  speak  below. 

B.  ReldtUm  of  Duuttrimwny  to  tie  ]»-eceding 
books.  It  has  been  an  opinion  very  generally  enter- 
tained by  the  more  modern  critics,  as  well  as  by  the 
earlier,  that  the  book  of  Deuteronomy  forms  a  com- 
plete whole  in  itself,  and  that  it  was  ap|)endetl  to 
the  other  books  as  a  later  addition.  Only  chapters 
xxxii.,  xxxiii.,  xxxiv.,  have  been  in  wliole  or  in  part 
called  in  question  by  De  Wette,  Ewald,  and  Von 
Lengerke.  L'e  Wette  thuiks  that  xxxii.  and  xxxiii. 
have  been  borrowe<l  from  other  sources,  and  that 
xxxiv.  is  the  work  of  the  Elohist  [Pkntatkich]. 
Ewald  al.so  supjwses  xxxii.  to  have  been  borrowed 
from  another  writer,  who  lived,  however  (in  accord- 
ance with  bis  theory,  which  we  shall  notice  lowei 
down),  after  Solomon.  On  the  other  hand,  he  con- 
siders xxxiii.  to  be  later,  whilst  Bleek  {Rt-pirt.  i.  25) 
and  Tuch  (Gen.  p.  556)  decide  that  it  is  IClohistic. 
Some  of  tliese  critics  imagine  that  these  chapters 
originally  fonned  the  conclusion  of  the  book  of 
Numbers,  and  that  the  Deuteronomist  [Penta- 
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teuch]  tore  them  awav  from  their  proper  position 
in  order  the  better  to  incorporate  his  own  work 
with  the  rest  of  the  Pentateucli,  and  to  give  it  a 
fitting  conclusion.  Gesenius  and  his  followers  are 
of  opinion  that  the  whole  book  as  it  stands  at 
present  is  by  the  same  hand.  But  it  is  a  question 
of  some  interest  and  importance  whether  the  book 
of  Deuteronomy  should  be  assigned  to  the  author, 
or  one  of  the  authors,  of  the  former  portions  of  the 
Pentateuch,  or  whether  it  is  a  distinct  and  inde- 
pendent work.  The  more  consen'ative  critics  of  the 
school  of  Hengstenberg  contend  that  Deuteronomy 
forms  an  integral  part  of  the  Pentateuch,  which  is 
throughout  to  be  ascrilied  to  Moses.  Others,  as 
Stiihelin  and  Dehtzsch,  have  given  reasons  for  be- 
lieving that  it  was  WTitten  by  the  Jehovist;  whilst 
others  again,  as  Evvald  and  De  Wette,  are  in  favor 
of  a  different  author. 

The  chief  grounds  on  which  the  last  opinion 
rests  are  the  many  variations  and  additions  to  be 
found  in  Deuteronomy,  both  in  the  historical  and 
legal  portions,  as  well  as  the  observable  difference 
of  style  and  phraseology.  It  is  necessary,  therefore, 
iiefore  we  come  to  consider  more  directly  the  ques- 
tion of  authorship,  to  take  into  account  these  alleged 
peculiarities ;  and  it  may  be  well  to  enumerate  the 
principal  discrepancies,  additions,  &c.,  as  given  by 
De  Wette  in  the  last  edition  of  his  Kinltitung 
(many  of  his  former  objections  he  afterwards  aban- 
doned), and  to  subjoin  the  replies  and  explanations 
which  they  have  called  forth. 

I.  Discrepancies.  —  The  most  important  dis- 
crepancies alleged  to  exist  between  the  historical 
portions  of  Deuteronomy  and  the  earlier  books  are 
the  following :  — 

(1.)  The  appointment  of  judges  (i.  6-18)  is  at 
variance  with  the  account  in  Ex.  xviii.  It  is  re- 
ferred to  a  different  time,  being  placed  after  the 
departure  of  the  people  from  Horeb  (ver.  6),  whereas 
in  Exodus  it  is  said  to  have  occurred  during  their 
encampment  before  the  mount  (Ex.  xviii.  5).  The 
circumstances  are  different,  and  apparently  it  is 
mixed  up  with  the  choosing  of  the  seventy  elders 
(Num.  xi.  11-17).  To  this  it  has  been  answered, 
that  although  Deut.  i.  6  mentions  the  departure 
from  Sinai,  yet  Deut.  i.  9-17  refers  evidently  to 
what  took  place  during  the  abode  there,  as  is  shown 
by  comparing  the  expression  "  at  that  time,"  ver. 
9,  with  the  same  expression  ver.  18.  The  speaker, 
as  is  not  unnatural  in  animated  discourse,  checks 
himself  and  goes  back  to  take  notice  of  an  important 
circumstance  prior  to  one  which  he  has  already 
mentioned.  This  is  manifest,  because  ver.  19  is  so 
clearly  resumptive  of  ver.  6.  Again,  there  is  no 
force  in  the  objection  that  .Jethro's  counsel  is  here 
passed  over  in  silence.  When  making  allusion  to 
a  well-known  historical  fact,  it  is  unnecessary  for 
the  speaker  to  enter  into  details.  This  at  most  is 
an  omission,  not  a  contradiction.  Lastly,  the  story 
in  Exodus  is  perfectly  distinct  from  that  in  Num. 
xi.,  and  there  is  no  confusion  of  the  two  here. 
Nothing  is  said  of  the  institution  of  the  seventy  in 
Deut.,  probably  because  the  office  was  only  tem- 
porary, and  if  it  did  not  cease  before  the  death  of 
Moses,  was  not  intended  to  be  perpetuated  in  the 
promised  land.  (So  in  substance  Ranke,  v.  Len- 
gerke,  Hengst.,  Havern.,  Stiihelin.) 

(2.)  Chap.  i.  22  is  at  variance  with  Num.  xiii. 
2,  because  here  Moses  is  said  to  have  sent  the  spies 
into  Canaan  at  the  suggestion  of  the  people,  whereas 
tiiere  God  is  said  to  have  commanded  the  measure. 
The  explanation  is  obvious.  The  people  make  the 
38 
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request;  Closes  refers  it  to  God,  who  then  gives  to 
it  his  sanction.  In  the  historical  book  of  Numbers 
the  divine  command  only  is  mentioned.  Here, 
where  tlie  lawgiver  deals  so  largely  with  the  feelings 
and  conduct  of  the  people  themselves,  he  reminds 
them  both  that  the  request  originated  with  them- 
selves, and  also  of  the  circumstances  out  of  which 
that  request  sprang  (vv.  20,  21).  These  are  not 
\  mentioned  in  the  history.  The  objection,  it  may 
i  be  remarked,  is  precisely  of  the  same  kind  as  that 
which  in  the  N.  T.  is  urged  against  the  reconcilia- 
tion of  (Jal.  ii.  2  with  Acts  xv.  2,  iJ.  Both  admit 
of  a  similar  explanation. 

(3.)  Chap.  i.  44,  "And  the  Anwrites  which 
dwelt  in  that  mountain,"  Ac,  whereas  in  the  story 
of  the  same  event.  Num.  xiv.  43-45,  Amalekites  are 
mentioned.  Answer  :  in  this  latter  passage  not 
only  Amalekites,  but  Canaanites,  are  said  to  have 
come  down  against  the  Israelites.  The  Amorites 
stand  here  not  for  "Amalekites,"  but  for  "Canaan- 
ites," as  being  the  most  powerful  of  all  the  Canaan- 
itish  tribes  (cf.  (ien.  xv.  16;  Deut.  i.  7);  and  the 
Amalekites  are  not  named,  but  hinted  at,  when  it 
is  said,  "  they  destroyed  you  in  Seir,"  where,  ac- 
cording to  1  Chr.  iv.  42,  they  dwelt  (so  Hengst. 
iii.  421). 

(4.)  Chap.  ii.  2-8,  confused  and  at  variance  with 
Num.  XX.  14-21,  and  xxi.  4.  In  the  former  we 
read  (ver.  4),  "  Ye  are  to  pass  through  the  coast 
of  your  brethren,  the  children  of  Esau."  In  the 
latter  (ver.  20),  "And  he  said.  Thou  shalt  not  go 
through.  And  Edom  came  out  against  him,"  &c. 
But,  according  to  Deut.,  that  part  of  the  Edomite 
territory  only  was  traversed  which  lay  about  Elath 
and  Ezion-geber.  In  this  exposed  part  of  their 
territory  any  attempt  to  prevent  the  passage  of  the 
Israelites  would  have  been  useless,  whereas  at  Ka- 
desh,  where,  according  to  Numbers,  the  opposition 
was  offered,  the  rocky  nature  of  the  country  was  in 
favor  of  the  Edomites.  (So  Hengst.  iii.  283  fl"., 
who  is  followed  by  Winer,  i.  293,  note  3.)  To  this 
we  may  add,  that  in  Deut.  ii.  8,  when  it  is  said, 
'■'■ -we  passed  by  from  our  brethren  the  children  of 
Esau  .  .  .  through  the  way  of  the  plain  from 
Elath,"  the  failure  of  an  attempt  to  pass  elsewhere 
is  implied.  Again,  according  to  Deut.,  the  Israel- 
ites purchased  food  and  water  of  the  Edomites  and 
Moabites  (w.  6,  28),  which,  it  is  said,  contradicts 
the  story  in  Num.  xx.  19,  20.  But  in  both  ac- 
counts the  Israelites  offer  to  pay  for  what  they 
have  (cf.  Deut.  ii.  6  with  Num.  xx.  19).  And  if 
in  Deut.  xxiii.  4  there  seems  to  be  a  contradiction 
to  Deut.  ii.  29,  with  regard  to  the  conduct  of  the 
Moabites,  it  may  be  removed  by  observing  (with 
Hengst.  iii.  286)  that  the  unfriendliness  of  the 
Moabites  in  not  coming  out  to  meet  the  Israelites 
with  bread  and  water  was  the  very  reason  why  the 
latter  were  obliged  to  buy  provisions. 

(5.)  More  perplexing  is  the  difference  in  the 
account  of  the  encampments  of  the  Israelites,  as 
given  Deut.  x.  6,  7,  compared  with  Num.  xx.  28, 
xxxiii.  30  and  37.  In  Deut.  it  is  said  that  the 
order  of  encampment  was,  (1)  Bene-jaakan,  (2) 
Mosera  (where  Aaron  dies),  (3)  Gudgodah,  (4)  .Tot- 
bath.  In  Numbers  it  is.  (1)  Moseroth,  (2)  Bene- 
jaakan,  (3)  Hor-hagidgad,  (4)  Jotbath.  Then  fol- 
low the  stations  Ebronah,  Ezion-geber,  Kadesh,  and 
Mount  Hor,  and  it  is  at  this  last  that  Aaron  dies. 
(It  is  remarkable  here  that  no  account  is  given  of 
the  stations  between  Ezion-gel;er  and  Kadesh  on 
the  return  route.)  Various  attempts  have  been 
made  to  reconcile  these  accounts.    The  explanatiou 
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given  by  Kurtz  (Atlus  zur  Gesch.  d.  A.  B.  20)  is 
on  the  whole  the  most  satisfactory.  He  says ;  "  In 
the  first  month  of  the  fortieth  year  the  wliole  con- 
gregation comes  a  second  time  to  the  wilderness 
of  Zin,  which  is  Kadesh  (Num.  xxxiii.  36).  On  the 
down-route  to  Ezion-geber  they  had  encamped  at 
the  several  stations  Moseroth  (or  Mosera),  Bene- 
Jaakan,  Chor-hagidgad,  and  Jotbath.  But  now 
again  departuig  from  Kadesh,  they  go  to  Mount 
Hor,  '  in  the  edge  of  the  land  of  Edom '  (ver.  37, 
38),  or  to  Mosera  (Deut.  x.  6,  7),  this  last  l)eing 
in  the  desert  at  the  foot  of  the  mountain.  Bene- 
Jaakan,  Gudgodah,  and  Jotbath  were  also  visited 
about  this  time,  i.  e.  a,  second  time,  after  the  second 
halt  at  Kadesh."  This  seems  a  not  improbable 
explanation,  and  our  knowledge  of  the  topography 
of  the  desert  is  so  inaccurate  that  we  can  hardly 
hope  for  a  better.  More  may  be  seen  in  Winer, 
art.  Wiisie. 

(6.)  But  this  is  not  so  much  a  discrepance  as  a 
I)eculiarity  of  the  writer:  in  Deut.  the  usual  name 
for  the  mountain  on  which  the  law  was  given  is 
Horeb,  only  once  (xxxiii.  2)  Sinai;  whereas  in  the 
other  books  Sinai  is  far  more  common  than  Horeb. 
The  answer  given  is,  that  Horeb  was  the  general 
name  of  the  whole  mountain-range;  Sinai,  the  jxir- 
ticular  mountain  on  which  the  law  was  delivered ; 
and  that  Horeb,  the  more  general  and  well-known 
name,  was  employed  in  accordance  with  the  rhe- 
torical style  of  this  book,  in  order  to  bring  out  the 
contrast  between  the  Sinaitic  giving  of  the  law,  and 
the  giving  of  the  law  in  the  land  of  Moab  (Deut. 
i.  5,  xxix.  I).  So  Keil.  Of  this  last  explanation  it 
is  not  too  much  to  say  that  it  is  neither  ingenious 
nor  satisfactory. 

It  nmst  be  remembered,  with  regard  to  all  the 
answers  alx)ve  given,  that  so  far  as  they  reconcile 
alleged  contratlictions,  they  tend  to  establish  the 
veracity  of  the  writers,  but  they  by  no  means  prove 
that  the  writer  of  the  book  of  Deuteronomy  is  no 
other  than  the  writer  of  the  earlier  books.  So  far 
indeed  there  is  nothing  to  decide  one  way  or  the 
other.  The  additions  both  to  the  historical  and 
legal  sections  are  in  this  respect  of  far  more  im- 
portance, and  the  principal  of  them  we  shall  here 
enumerate. 

II.  Additions.  —  These  are  to  be  found  both  in 
the  History  and  in  the  I^w. 

1.  In  the  History,  (a.)  The  command  of  God 
to  leave  Horeb,  Deut.  i.  6,  7,  not  mentioned  Num. 
X.  11.  The  repentance  of  the  Israelites,  Deut.  i. 
45,  omitted  Num.  xiv.  45.  The  intercession  of 
Moses  in  behalf  of  Aaron,  Deut.  ix.  20,  of  which 
nothing  is  said  Ex.  xxxii.,  xxxiii.  These  are  so 
slight,  however,  that,  as  Keil  suggests,  they  might 
Irnve  been  passed  over  very  naturally  ui  the  earlier 
books,  supposing  both  accounts  to  be  by  the  same 
hand.  But  of  more  note  are:  (b.)  The  command 
not  to  fight  with  the  Moabites  and  Ammonites, 
Deut.  ii.  9,  19,  or  with  the  Momites,  but  to  buy 
of  them  food  and  water,  ii.  4-8.  The  valuable  his- 
torical notices  which  are  given  respecting  the  earlier 
inhabitants  of  the  countries  of  Moab  and  Amnion 
and  of  Mount  Seir,  ii.  10-12,  20-23 ;  the  sixty  forti- 
fied cities  of  Ba.shan,  iii.  4 ;  the  king  of  the  country 
who  was  "of  the  remnant  of  giants,"  iii.  11;  the 
difterent  names  of  Hermon,  iii.  9 ;  the  wilderness 
of  Kedemoth,  ii.  2() ;  and  the  more  detailed  account 
of  the  attack  of  the  Amalekites,  xxv.  17,  18,  com- 
pared with  Ex.  xvii.  8. 

2.  In  the  Law.  The  appointment  of  the  cities 
of  refuge,  Deut.  xix.  7-9,  as  compared  with  Num. 
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XXXV.  14  and  Deut.  iv.  41 ;  of  mie  particular  place 
for  the  solemn  worship  of  God,  where  all  otferiiigg, 
tithes,  &c.,  are  to  be  brought,  Deut.  xii.  5,  &c., 
whilst  the  restriction  with  r^ard  to  the  slaying  of 
animals  only  at  the  door  of  the  tabernacle  of  the 
congregation  (I^v.  xvii.  3,  4)  is  done  away,  15,  20, 
21;  the  regulations  respecting  tithes  to  be  brought 
with  the  sacrifices  and  burnt-oflerings  to  the  ap- 
pointed place,  Deut.  xii.  6,  11,  17,  xiv.  22,  &p., 
xxvi.  12 ;  concerning  false  prophets  and  seducers  to 
idolatry  and  those  that  hearken  unto  them,  xiii. ; 
concerning  the  king  and  the  manner  of  the  king- 
dom, xvii.  14,  (fee;  the  prophets,  xviii.  15,  &c. ;  war 
and  military  service,  xx. ;  the  expiation  of  secret 
miu-der;  the  law  of  female  captives;  of  first-bom 
sons  by  a  double  marriage ;  of  disobedient  sons ;  of 
those  who  suffer  death  by  hanging,  xxi. ;  the  laws 
in  xxii.  5-8,  13-21;  of  divorce,  xxiv.  1,  and  various 
lesser  en;ictments,  xxiii.  and  xxv. ;  the  form  of 
thanksgiving  in  offering  the  first-fruits,  xx\i. ;  the 
command  to  write  the  law  upon  stones,  xxvii.,  and 
to  read  it  before  all  Israel  at  the  least  of  Taber- 
nacles, xxxi.  10-13. 

Many  others  are  rather  extensions  or  modifica- 
tions of,  than  additions  to,  existing  laws,  as  for  in- 
stance the  law  of  the  Hebrew  slave,  Deut.  xv.  12, 
(fee,  compared  with  Ex.  xxi.  2,  &c.  See  also  the 
fuller  directions  in  Deut.  xv.  19-23,  xxvi.  1-11,  as 
compared  with  the  briefer  notices,  Ex.  xiii.  12, 
xxiii.  19. 

C.  Authm:  1.  It  is  generally  agreed  that  by 
far  the  greater  portion  of  the  took  is  the  work  of 
one  author.  The  only  parts  which  have  been  ques- 
tioned as  possil)le  interpolations  are,  according  to 
De  Wette,  iv.  41-3,  x.  G-9,  xxxii.,  and  xxxiii.  In- 
ternal evidence  indeed  is  strongly  decisive  that 
this  lK)ok  of  the  Pentateuch  was  not  the  work  of 
a  compiler. 

2.  It  cannot  be  denied  that  the  style  of  Deuter- 
onomy is  very  different  from  that  of  the  other  four 
books  of  the  Pentateuch.  It  is  more  flowing,  more 
rhetorical,  more  sustained.  The  rhythm  is  grand, 
and  the  diction  more  akin  to  the  sublinier  passages 
of  the  prophets,  than  to  the  sober  prose  of  the  his- 
torians. 

3.  Who  then  was  the  author?  On  this  point 
the  following  principal  hypotheses  have  been  maia- 
tained :  — 

(1.)  The  old  traditional  view  that  this  book,  like 
the  other  books  of  the  Pentateuch,  is  the  work  of 
Moses  himself.  Of  the  later  critics.  Hengstenberg, 
Haveniick,  Kanke,  and  others,  have  maintained  this 
view.  Moses  Stuart  writes:  "Deuteronomy  ap- 
pears to  my  mind,  as  it  did  to  that  of  luchhom 
and  Herder,  as  the  earnest  outpourings  and  admo- 
nitions of  a  heart  which  felt  the  dee})est  interest  in 
the  welfare  of  the  .Jewish  nation,  and  which  real- 
ized tliat  it  must  soon  bid  farewell  to  them  .  .  . 
Insteiwl  of  bearing  upon  its  face,  as  is  alleged  by 
some,  evidences  of  another  authorship  than  that  of 
Mo.ses,  I  must  regard  this  book  as  l)eing  so  deeply 
fraught  witli  lioly  and  patriotic  feeling,  as  to  con- 
vince any  unprejudiced  reader  who  is  competent  to 
judge  of  i*.~  style,  that  it  cannot,  with  any  toler- 
able degree  of  probability,  be  attributed  to  any 
pretemkr  to  legislation,  or  to  any  mere  imit'iUif 
of  the  great  legislator.  Such  a  glow  as  runs  through 
all  this  book  it  is  in  vain  to  seek  for  in  any  arti- 
ficial or  supposititious  composition  "  {HiM.  of  the 
0.  T.  Canon,  §  3). 

In  support  of  this  opinion  it  is  said:  («.)  That 
supposing  tlie  whole  Pentateuch  to  have  been  writr 
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ten  by  Moses,  the  change  in  style  is  easily  accounted 
for  when  we  remember  that  the  last  book  is  hor- 
tatory in  its  character,  that  it  consists  chiefly  of 
orations,  and  that  these  were  delivered  under  very 
peculiar  circumstances,  (b. )  That  the  iisus  loqueruli 
is  not  only  generally  in  accordance  with  that  of  tlie 
earlier  books,  and  that  as  well  in  their  Elohistic  as 
in  their  Jehovistic  portions,  but  that  there  are  cer- 
tain peculiar  forms  of  expression  common  only  to 
these  five  books,  (c.)  That  the  alleged  discrep- 
ancies in  matters  of  fact  between  this  and  the 
earlier  books  may  all  be  reconciled  (see  above),  and 
that  the  additions  and  corrections  in  the  legislation 
are  only  such  as  would  necessarily  be  made  when 
the  people  were  just  about  to  enter  the  promised 
land.  Thus  Bertheau  observes :  "  It  is  hazardous 
to  conclude  from  contradictions  in  the  laws  tliat 
they  are  to  be  ascribed  to  a  difTerent  age  ...  He 
who  made  additions  must  have  known  what  it  was 
he  was  making  additions  to,  and  would  either  have 
avoided  all  contradiction,  or  would  have  altered  the 
earlier  laws  to  make  them  agree  with  the  later " 
{Die  Sieben  Gruppen  Mos.  (Jesetze,  p.  19,  note). 
{d. )  That  the  book  bears  witness  to  its  own  author- 
ship (xxxi.  19),  and  is  expressly  cited  in  the  N.  T. 
as  the  work  of  Moses  (Matt.  xix.  7,  8 ;  Mark  x.  3 ; 
Acts  iii.  22,  vii.  37). 

The  advocates  of  this  theory  of  course  suppose 
that  the  last  chapter,  containing  an  account  of  the 
death  of  Moses,  was  added  by  a  later  hand,  and 
perhaps  formed  originally  the  beginning  of  the  book 
of  Joshua. 

(2.)  The  opinion  of  Stiihelin  (and  as  it  would 
seem  of  Bleek)  that  the  author  is  the  same  a.s  the 
writer  of  the  Jehovistic  portions  of  the  other  twoks. 
He  thinks  that  both  the  historical  and  legislative 
portions  plainly  show  the  hand  of  the  supplementist 
{Kiit.  tlnters.  p.  76).  Hence  he  attaches  but 
little  weight  to  the  alleged  discrepancies,  as  he  con- 
siders them  all  to  be  the  work  of  the  reviser,  going 
over,  correcting,  and  adding  to  the  older  materials 
of  the  Elohistic  document  already  in  his  hands. 

(3.)  The  opinion  of  De  Wette,  Gesenius,  and 
others,  that  the  Deuteronomist  is  a  distinct  writer 
from  the  Jehovist.  De  Wette's  arguments  are 
based,  («)  on  the  difference  in  style;  (6)  on  the 
contradictions  already  referred  to  as  existing  in 
matters  of  history,  as  well  as  in  the  legislation, 
when  compared  with  that  in  Exodus;  (c)  on  the 
peculiarity  noticeable  in  this  book,  that  (iod  does 
not  speak  by  Moses,  but  that  Moses  himself  speaks 
to  the  people,  and  that  there  is  no  mention  of  the 
angel  of  Jehovah  (cf.  i.  30,  vii.  20-23,  xi.  13-17, 
with  Ex.  xxiii.  20-33);  and  lastly  on  the  fact  that 
the  Deuteronomist  ascribes  his  whole  work  to 
Moses,  while  the  Jehovist  assigns  him  only  certain 
portions. 

(4. )  From  the  fact  that  certain  phrases  occurring 

in  Deuteronomy  are  found  also  in  the  prophecy  of 

Jeremiah,  it  has  been  too  hastily  concluded  by  some 

I     critics  that  both  books  were  the  work  of  the  prophet. 

J     So  Yon  ]5ohlen,  Gesenius  {Gesch.  d.  Hebr.  Spi: 

f     p.  32),  and  Hartmann  (Flist.  Kiit.  Fcnsch.  p.  060). 

'     Konig,  on  the  other  hand  (Alttest.  Stud.  ii.  12  fT.), 

!    has  shown  not  only  that  this  idiomatic  resemblance 

'    has  been  made  too  much  of  (see  also  Keil,  £inl.  p. 

;     117),  but  that  there  is  the  greatest  possible  diflTer- 

'.    ence  of  style  between  the  two  books.      And  De 

'     Wette  remarks  {/-Anl.  p.  191),  "  Zu  viel  behauptet 

iiber  die.se  Verwandtschaft   voti  Bohlen,   Gen.    s. 

;     jlxvii." 

(5.)  Ewald  is  of  opinion  that  it  was  written  by  a 
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Jew  living  in  Egypt  during  the  latter  half  of  the 
reign  of  Manasseh  {Gesch.  des  V.  I.  i.  171).  He 
thinks  that  a  pious  Jew  of  that  age,  gifted  with 
prophetic  power  and  fully  alive  to  all  the  evils  of 
his  time,  sought  thus  to  revive  and  to  iippress 
more  powerfully  upon  the  minds  of  his  countrymen 
the  great  lessons  of  that  Law  which  he  saw  they 
were  in  danger  of  forgetting.  He  avails  himself 
therefore  of  the  groundwork  of  the  earUer  history, 
and  also  of  the  Mosaic  mode  of  expression.  But 
as  his  object  is  to  rouse  a  corrupt  nation,  he  only 
makes  use  of  historical  notices  for  the  purpose  of 
introducing  his  warnings  and  exhortations  with  the 
more  effect.  This  he  does  with  great  skill  and  as 
a  master  of  his  subject,  whilst  at  the  same  time  he 
gives  fresh  vigor  and  Ufe  to  the  old  law  by  means 
of  those  new  prophetic  truths  which  had  so  lately 
become  the  heritage  of  his  people.  Ewald  further 
considers  that  there  are  passages  in  Deuteronomy 
borrowed  from  the  books  of  Job  and  Isaiah  (iv.  32 
from  Job  viii.  8 ;  and  xxviii.  29,  30,  35  from  Job  v. 
14,  xxxi.  10,  ii.  7 ;  and  xxviii.  49,  &c.  from  Is.  y. 
26  fF.,  xxxiii.  19),  and  much  of  it  akin  to  Jeremiah 
{Gesch.  i.  171.  note).  The  song  of  Moses  (xxxii.) 
is,  according  to  him,  not  by  the  Deuteronomist,  but 
is  nevertheless  later  than  the  time  of  Solomon. 

D.  Dale  of  Composition.  Was  the  book  really 
\vritten,  as  its  language  certainly  impUes,  before 
the  entry  of  Israel  into  the  Promised  Land  ?  Not 
only  does  the  writer  assert  that  the  discourses  con- 
tained in  the  book  were  delivered  in  the  plains  of 
Moab,  in  the  last  month  of  the  40  years'  wander- 
ing, and  when  the  people  were  just  about  to  enter 
Ciinaan  (i.  1-5),  but  he  tells  us  with  still  further 
exactness  that  all  the  words  of  this  Law  were 
written  at  the  same  time  in  the  book  (xxxi.  9). 
Moreover,  the  fact  that  the  goodly  land  lay  even 
now  before  their  eyes  seems  everywhere  to  be  up- 
permost hi  the  thoughts  of  the  legislator,  and  to 
lend  a  pecuUar  solemnity  to  his  words.  Hence  we 
constantly  meet  with  such  expressions  as  "  When 
Jehovah  thy  God  bringeth  thee  into  the  land 
which  he  hath  sworn  to  thy  fathers  to  give  thee,'" 
or  "whither  thou  goest  in  to  possess  it."  This 
phraseology  is  so  constant,  and  seems  to  fall  in  so 
naturally  with  the  general  tone  and  character  of 
the  book,  that  to  suppose  it  was  wTitten  long  after 
the  settlement  of  the  Israelites  in  Canaan,  in  the 
reign  of  Solomon  (De  Wette,  v.  Lengerke  and 
others),  or  in  that  of  Manasseh  (Ewald  as  above), 
is  not  only  to  make  the  book  an  historical  romance, 
but  to  attribute  very  considerable  inventive  skill  to 
the  author  (as  Ewald  in  fact  does). 

De  Wette  argues,  indeed,  that  the  character  of 
the  I^ws  is  sucii  as  of  itself  to  presuppose  a  long 
residence  in  the  land  of  Canaan.  He  instances  the 
allusion  to  the  temple  (xii.  and  xvi.  1-7),  the  pro- 
vision for  the  right  discharge  of  the  kingly  and 
prophetical  offices,  the  rules  for  civil  and  miUtary 
organization  and  the  state  of  the  Levites,  who  are 
represented  as  living  without  cities  (though  such 
are  granted  to  them  in  Num.  xxxv.)  and  without 
tithes  (allotted  to  them  in  Num.  xviii.  20,  <fec.). 
But  in  the  passages  cited  the  temple  is  not  named, 
much  less  is  it  spoken  of  as  already  existing:  on 
the  contrary,  the  phrase  employed  is  "  The  place 
which  the  l^rd  your  God  shall  choose."  Again, 
to  suppose  that  Moses  was  incapable  of  providing 
for  the  future  and  very  different  position  of  his 
people  as  settled  in  the  land  of  Canaan,  is  to  deny 
him  even  ordinary  sagacity.  Without  raising  the 
question  about  his  divine  commission,  surely  it  is 
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not  too  much  to  assume  that  so  wise  and  great  a 
legislator  would  foresee  the  growth  of  a  polity  and 
would  be  anxious  to  regulate  its  due  administration 
in  the  fe;ir  of  God.  Hence  he  would  guard  against 
false  prophets  and  seducers  to  idolatry.  As  regards 
the  Levites,  Moses  might  have  expected  or  even 
desired  that,  though  possessing  certain  cities  (which, 
however,  were  inhabited  by  others  a.s  well  as 
themselves),  they  should  not  be  confined  to  those 
cities  but  scattered  over  the  face  of  the  country. 
This  must  have  been  the  case  at  first,  owing  to  the 
very  gradual  occupation  of  the  new  ten-Itory.  The 
mere  fact  that  in  giving  them  certain  rights  in 
I?eut.  nothing  is  said  of  an  earlier  provision  in 
Num.  does  not  by  any  means  prove  that  this  ear- 
lier provision  was  unknown  or  had  ceased  to  be  in 
force. 

Other  reasons  for  a  later  date,  such  as  the  men- 
tion of  the  worship  of  the  sun  and  moon  (iv.  19, 
xvii.  3);  the  punishment  of  stoning  (xvii.  5,  xxii. 
21,  &c.);  the  name  Feast  of  Tabernacles;  and 
the  motive  for  keeping  the  Sabbath,  are  of  little 
force.  In  Amos  v.  26,  Saturn  is  said  to  have  been 
worshipped  in  the  wilderness :  the  punishment  of 
stoning  is  found  also  in  the  older  documents;  the 
]''east  of  Tabernacles  agrees  with  l^v.  xxiii.  34; 
and  the  motive  allied  for  the  observance  of  the 
Sabbath  at  least  does  not  exclude  other  motives. 

A  further  discussion  of  the  question  of  author- 
ship, as  well  as  of  the  date  of  the  legislation  in 
Deuteronomy,  must  be  resersed  for  another  article. 
[Pkxtateuch.]  J.  J.  S.  P. 

*  On  the  general  literature  relating  to  Deuteron- 
omy, see  Pf.ntateuch.  Recent  exegetical  works 
on  this  book  are :  Riehm,  Die  Gesetzt/ebung  Mosis 
im  Lande  Moab,  1854 ;  F.  W.  Schultz,  Das  Deut- 
errniomium  erkldrt,  1859;  Knobel,  Die  Bilcher 
Numeii,  Deuteronomium  u.  Josun  erkldrt,  1861 
{fixeget.  Hnndb.  xiii.);  Keil,  in  Keil  u.  Delitzsch, 
Bihl.  C(m.  2ter  Band,  der  Numb.  u.  Deut.,  1862; 
Chr.  Wordsworth,  Holy  Bible  viilh  Notes,  vol.  i.. 
Five  Books  of  Moses,  2d  ed.  1865;  F.  W.  J. 
Schroeder,  Das  DeulerOTWmium,  1866  (in  I>ange's 
Bibelwerk,  A.  T.,  iii.).  On  single  passages,  Volck, 
3fosis  canficum  cygneum,  Deut.  xxxii.,  1861; 
Kamphausen,  Das  Lied  Moses,  Deut.  xxxii., 
1862;  Graf,  Der  Segen  Moses,  Deut.  xxxiii.,  1857. 

T.  J.  C. 

DEVIL  {Aid$o\os-  Dinbolus;  properly  "one 
who  sets  at  variance,"  5ia/3ciA\fi;  comp.  Plat. 
^ymp.  p.  222,  c,  d;  and  generally  a  "skinderer" 
or  "false  accuser"). 

The  word  is  found  in  the  plural  number  and  ad- 
jective sense  in  1  Tim.  iii.  11;  2  Tim.  iii.  3;  and 
Tit.  ii.  3.  In  all  other  cases  it  is  used  with  the 
article  as  a  descriptive  name  of  Satan  «  [Satan], 
excepting  that  in  John  vi.  70  it  is  applied  to  Judas 
(as  "  Satan  "  to  St.  Peter  in  Matt.  xvi.  23),  because 
they  —  the  one  permanently,  and  the  other  for  the 
moment  —  were  doing  Satan's  work. 

The  name  describes  him  as  slandering  God  to 
man,  and  man  to  God. 

The  former  work  is,  of  course,  a  part  of  his 
great  work  of  tcniptation  to  evil ;  and  is  not  only 
exemplified  but  illustrated  as  to  its  general  nature 
and  tendency  by  the  narrative  of  Gen.  iii.  We 
fir.d  there  that  its  essential  characteristic  is  the 
representation  of  God  as  an  arbitrary  and  selfish 
ruler,   seeking  his  own  good  and  not  that  of  his 
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creatures.  The  effect  is  to  stir  up  the  spirit  of 
freedom  in  man  to  seek  a  fancied  indej^ndence ; 
and  it  is  but  a  slight  step  further  to  impute  false- 
hood or  cruelty  to  Him.  The  success  of  the  Denl's 
slander  is  seen,  not  only  in  the  Scriptural  narrative 
of  the  Fall,  but  in  the  corruptions  of  most  mj-thdl- 
ogies,  and  especially  in  the  horrible  notion  of  the 
divine  (pOivos,  which  ran  through  so  many.  (See 
e.  g.  Herod,  i.  32,  vii.  40.)  The  same  slander,  is 
implied  rather  than  expressed  in  the  temptation  of 
our  Lord,  and  overcome  by  the  faith  which  trusts 
in  God's  love  even  where  its  signs  may  be  hidden 
from  the  eye.  (Comp.  the  unmasking  of  a  similar 
slander  by  Peter  in  Acts  v.  4.) 

The  other  work,  the  slandering  or  accusing  man 
before  God,  is,  as  it  must  necessarily  be,  unintelli- 
gible to  us.  The  All-Seeing  Judge  can  need  no 
accuser,  and  the  All-Pure  could,  it  might  seem, 
have  no  intercourse  with  the  Evil  One.  But  in 
truth  the  question  touches  on  two  mysteries,  the 
relation  of  the  Infinite  to  the  finite  spirit,  and  the 
permission  of  the  existence  of  evil  under  the  gov- 
ernment of  Him  who  is  "the  Good."  As  apart 
of  these  it  must  be  viewed,  —  to  the  latter  especially 
it  belongs;  and  this  latter,  while  it  is  the  great 
mystery  of  all,  is  also  one  in  which  the  facts  are 
proved  to  us  by  incontrovertible  evidence. 

The  fact  of  the  De^^^s  accusation  of  man  to  God 
is  stated  generally  in  Rev.  xii.  10,  where  he  is 
called  "  the  accuser  (Kar-fiywp)  of  our  brethren,  who 
accused  them  before  our  God  day  and  night,"  and 
exemplified  plainly  in  the  case  of  Job.  Its  essence 
as  before  is  the  imputation  of  selfish  motives  (Job 
i.  9,  10),  and  its  refutation  is  placed  in  the  self- 
sacrifice  of  those  "  who  loved  not  their  own  Uvea 
unto  death." 

For  details  see  Satan.  A.  B. 

*  DEVOTIONS  denoted  formerly  objects  of 
worship  or  religious  veneration,  and  not,  as  at 
present,  acts  of  worship  or  sentiments  of  devotion. 
It  is  in  the  former  sense  only  that  it  stands  correctly 
for  a-f^dcfjLaTu.  in  Acts  xvii.  23  (A.  V.),  under 
which  term  Paul  refers  to  the  temples,  images, 
altars  and  the  like,  which  the  Athenians  regarded  as 
sacred,  and  to  which  they  paid  divine  homage.  It 
will  be  seen  that  in  the  (ireek  text  koI  fiufiSs  ("'m 
an  altar)  is  put  forward  as  one  of  the  examples  of 
the  class  which  fft^daixara  designates.  Our  pres- 
ent English  therefore  requires  "  your  objects  of  de- 
votion "  in  Paul's  speech,  inst^d  of  "  your  devo- 
tions." H. 

♦DEVOUT.  [PKOSEI.YTK.S,  at  the  end, 
Amer.  ed.] 

DEW  (b^  :  ^p6aos-  ros).  This  in  the  sum- 
mer is  so  copious  in  Palestine  that  it  supplies  to 
some  extent  the  absence  of  rain  (Ecclus.  xviii.  16, 
xliii.  22),  and  becomes  important  to  the  agricultur- 
ist; as  a  proof  of  this  copiousness  the  well-known 
sign  of  Gideon  (Judg.  vi.  37,  39,  40)  may  be  ad- 
duced. Thus  it  is  coupled  in  the  divine  blessing 
with  rain,  or  mentioned  as  a  prime  source  of  fu- 
tility ((len.  xxvii.  28;  Deut.  xxxiii.  13;  Zech.  viii. 
12),  and  its  withdrawal  is  attributed  to  a  curse  (2 
Sam.  i.  21;  1  K.  xvii.  1;  Hag.  i.  10).  It  becomes 
a  leading  object  in  prophetic  imagery  by  reason  of 
its  penetrating  moisture  without  the  ap])arent  effiwt 
of  rain  (Deut.  xxxii.  2;  Job  xxix.  19;  Ps.  cixxiii. 
3;  Prov.  xix.  12;  Is.  xxvi.  19;  Hos.  xiv.  5;  Mic 


"  •  Without  the  article,  though  applied  to  Satan,  in 
Acts  xiii.  10,  1  Pet.  v.  8,  and  Rev.  xx.  2,  eitlier  on 


account  of  its  predicate  relation,  or  its  force  as  a  proper 
niimc.  See  Buttmaun'g  Nevtest.  Grnmm.  p.  78.      H. 
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v.  7);  while  its  speedy  evanescence  typifies  the  tran- 
sient goodness  of  the  hypocrite  (Hos.  vi.  4,  xiii.  3). 
It  is  mentioned  as  a  token  of  exposure  in  the  night 
(Cant.  V.  2;  Uan.  iv.  15,  23,  25-33,  v.  21). 

II.  H. 

*  DEW  OF  HERMON.     [IIekmon.] 

DIADEM  Cn^?^,  ^^3^,  or  n^P.^tt;  also 

rrT^Sli),  a  word  employed  in  the  A.  V.  as  the 
translation  of  the  above  Hebrew  terms.  They  oc- 
cur in  poetical  passages,  in  which  neither  the  He- 
brew nor  the  English  words  appear  to  be  used  with 

any  sj)ecial  force.  np3^P  is  strictly  used  for  the 
"  mitre  "  of  the  high-priest.     [Mitke.] 

What  the  "  diadem  "  of  the  Jews  was  we  know 
not.  That  of  other  nations  of  antiquity  was  a  fillet 
of  silk,  two  inches  broad,  bound  round  the  head  and 
tied  behind,  the  invention  of  which  is  attributed  to 
Liber  (Plin.  H.  N.  vii.  56,  57).  Its  color  was  gen- 
erally white  (Tac.  Ann.  vi.  37;  Sil.  Ital.  xvi.  211); 
sometimes,  however,  it  was  of  blue,  like  that  of  Da- 
rius, "  cerulea  fascia  albo  distincta"  (Q.  Curt.  iii.  3, 
vi.  20;  Xen.  Cyi:  viii.  3,  §  13);  and  it  was  sown 
with  pearls  or  other  gems  (Gibbon,  i.  392;  Zech. 
ix.  16),  and  enriched  with  gold  (Rev.  ix.  7).  It 
was  peculiarly  the  mark  of  oriental  sovereigns  (1 
Mace.  xiii.  32,  rh  Sia.5r)fj.a  rrjs  'Atrias),  and  hence 
the  deep  offense  caused  by  the  attempt  of  Ca;sar  to 
substitute  it  for  the  laurel  crown  appropriated  to 
Roman  emperors  ("sedebat  .  .  .  coronatus;  .  .  . 
diadema  ostendis,"  Cic.  Phil.  ii.  34):  when  some 
one  crowned  his  statue  with  a  laurel-wreath,  "  Can- 
didas fasciffi  pra'ligatam,"  the  tribunes  instantly 
ordered  the  filet  or  diadem  to  be  removed,  and  the 
man  to  be  thrown  into  prison  (Suet.  Cces.  79). 
Caligula's  wish  to  use  it  was  considered  an  act  of 
insanity  (Suet.  C'll.  22).  Heliogabalus  only  wore 
it  in  private.  Antony  assumed  it  in  Egypt  (Flor. 
iv.  11),  but  Diocletian  (or,  according  to  Aurel. 
Victor,  Aurelian )  first  assumed  it  as  a  bful(je  of  the 
empire.  Representations  of  it  may  be  seen  on  the 
coins  of  any  of  the  later  emperors  (Tillemont,  Hist. 
Imp.  iii.  531). 

A  crown  was  used  by  the  kings  of  Israel,  even  in 
battle  (2  Sam.  i.  10 ;  similarly  it  is  represented  on 
coins  of  Theodosius  as  encircling  his  helmet);  but 
in  all  probability  this  was  not  the  state  crown  (2 
Sam.  xii.  30),  although  used  in  the  coronation  of 
Joash  (2  K.  xi.  12).  Kitto  supposes  that  the  state 
crown  may  have  been  in  the  possession  of  Athaliah ; 
but  perhaps  we  ought  not  to  lay  any  great  stress 

on  the  word  "Tt_3  in  this  place,  especially  as  it  is 
i  very  likely  that  the  state  crown  was  kept  in  the 
',    Temple. 

I  In  Esth.  i.  11,  ii.  17,  we  have  "IH?  {Klrapis, 

\  KlSapts)  for  the  turban   (cttoA.^  fivffffivr),  vi.  8) 

1  worn  by  the  Persian  king,  queen,  or  other  eminent 
persons  to  whom  it  was  conceded  as  a  special  favor 

!  (viii.  15,   SiaST))u.a  ^vcraivov  iropipvpovv)-       The 

■  diadem  of  the  king  differed  from  that  of  others  in 
<  having  an  erect  triangular  peak  {Kvpfiacria,  Aris- 
!  toph.  Av.  487 ;  ^v  oi  ^acriXe'is  /xdvov  bpQ))u  4(p6- 
'  povv  irapa  Tlepcrais,  ot  5e  arparriyol  KfKKiixevtiv, 

■  Suid.  s.  V.  Ttdpa,  and  Hesych.j.      Possibly  the 

,  WvS'13  of  Dan.  iii.  21  is  a  tiara  (as  in  LXX., 
,  where  however  Drusius  and  others  invert  the  words 
/tat  Tidpais  kal  TrepiKV7\iJucn)<  A.  V.  "  hat  [Hat.]  " 
;  Some  render  it  by  tibinle  or  calceamentuin. 
'   Schleusner  suggests  that  KpaifivKos  may  be  derived 
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from  it.  The  tiara  generally  had  pendent  flaps 
falling  on  the  shoulders.  (See  Paschalius,  de  Coro- 
na, p.  573;  Brissonius,  de  lieyn.  Pers.,  &c. ;  Lay- 
ard,  ii.  320 ;  Scacchus,  Myrothec.  iii.  38 ;  Fabricius, 
Bibl.  Ant.  xiv.  13.) 

The  words  D'^y^Dp  "^Pl^lp  ["exceeding  in 
dyed  attire,"  A.  V.]  in  Ez.  xxiii.  15  mean  long  and 
flowing  turbans  of  gorgeous  colors  (LXX.  irapd- 
^awTa,  where  a  better  reading  is  rtdpai  BaTrrai) 
[Ckown.]  F.  W.  F 


Obverse  of  Tetradrachm  of  Tigranes,  king  of  Syria. 
Head  of  king  with  diadem,  to  the  rigiit. 

*  The  difference  between  "diadem"  (SmSrjyUo) 
and  "  crown  "  i<TTe(payos)  is  very  important  for  the 
study  of  the  New  Testament.  The  distinction  is 
not  duly  recognized  in  the  foregoing  article  or  in 
that  on  Ckown.  Both  the  classical  usage  and  that 
of  the  Hellenistic  tireek  are  well  illustrated  by 
Trench  in  his  Symmyms  of  the  N.  T.,  §  xxiii. 
See  also  Corona  in  Pauly's  ReaUEncyk.  ii.  714. 
The  distinctive  idea  of  "diadem"  is  that  of  roy- 
alty or  kingly  power ;  while  the  other  senses  of  our 
English  "crown"  (which  embraces  also  that  of 
"  diadem,"  and  hence  of  itself  is  indeterminate) 
belong  to  ffTe(pavos,  denoting  "  the  crown  of  victory 
in  the  games,  of  civic  worth,  of  military  valor,  of 
nuptial  joy,  of  festal  gladness,"  but  not  the  emblem 
of  sovereignty  and  regal  grandeur. 

Hence  the  reference  (see  above)  to  Rev.  ix.  7,  as 
showing  how  the  diadem  was  ornamented,  is  incor- 
rect; for  the  term  there  is  ari^avoi,  and  describes 
"  the  locusts  "  as  conquerors,  not  as  kings.  The 
Septuagint  (see  e.  g.  the  passages  in  the  first  book 
of  Maccabees,  which  contain  the  two  words)  ob- 
serves the  distinction  under  remark  with  undeviat- 
ing  accuracy.  It  would  be  better,  perhaps,  if  the 
A.  V.  had  at  least  suggested  to  the  reader  the  va- 
riation in  the  Greek,  by  saying  "diadems"  instead 
of  "  crowns  "  in  Rev.  xii.  3,  xiii.  1,  xix.  12.  Without 
a  distinct  apprehension  of  the  import  of  these  sim- 
ilar but  different  expressions,  we  fail,  as  Trench 
remarks,  to  perceive  how  "  fitly  it  is  said  of  Him 
who  is  King  of  Kings  and  Lord  of  Lords,  that  on 
his  head  were  many  diadems  {SiaSr^ixaTa  iroWa); 
.  .  .  these  '  many  diadems '  the  tokens  of  the 
many  royalties  —  of  earth,  of  heaven,  and  of  hell 
(Phil.  ii.  10) — which  are  his;  royalties  once 
usurped  or  assailed  by  the  Great  Red  Dragon,  the 
usurper  of  Christ's  dignity  and  honor,  described 
therefore  with  his  seven  diadems  as  well  (xiii.  1), 
but  now  openly  and  forever  assumed  by  Him  to 
whom  they  rightfully  belong."  See  also  Webster's 
Syntax  and  Synonyms  of  the  Greek  Testament,  p. 
233  (Lond.  1864).  H. 

DIAL  (n'l75P  :  ava$a0/j.oi:  horologium). 
The  word  is  the  same  as  that  rendered  "  steps  "  in 
A.  V.  (Ex.  XX.  26;  1  K.  x.  19),  and  "degrees"  in 
A.  V.  (2  K.  XX.  9,  10,  11;  Is.  xxxviii.  8),  where, 
1  to  give  a  consistent  rendering,  we  should  read  \fritb 
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the  margin  the  "degrees"  rather  than  the  "dial" 
of  Ahaz.  In  the  absence  of  any  materials  for  de- 
termining the  shape  and  structure  of  the  solar  in- 
strument, which  certainly  appears  intended,  the 
best  course  is  to  follow  the  most  strictly  natural 
meaning  of  the  words,  and  to  consider  with  Cyril 
of  Alexandria  and  Jerome  {Coinin.  im  Js.  xxxviii. 

8),  that  the  iTI  v3?Q  were  really  stairs,  and  that 
the  shadow  (perhaps  of  some  column  or  obelisk 
on  the  top)  fell  on  a  greater  or  smaller  number 
of  them  according  as  the  sun  was  low  or  high. 
The  terrace  of  a  palace  might  easily  be  thus  orna- 
mented. Abaz's  tastes  seem  to  have  led  him  in 
pursuit  of  foreign  curiosities  (2  K.  xvi.  10),  and  his 
intimacy  with  Tiglatii-Pileser  gave  him  probably 
an  opiwrtunity  of  procuring  from  Assyria  the  pat- 
tern of  some  such  structure ;  and  this  might  readily 
lead  the  "princes  of  Babylon"  (2  Ohr.  xxxii.  31) 
to  "  inquire  of  the  wonder,"  namely,  the  alteration 
of  the  shadow,  in  the  reign  of  Hezekiah.  Herod- 
otus (ii.  109)  mentions  that  the  Egyptians  received 
from  the  Babylonians  the  ttSKos  and  the  yutlifjiMv, 
and  the  division  of  the  day  into  twelve  hours.  Of 
such  division,  however,  the  O.  T.  contains  no  un- 
doubted trace,  nor  does  any  word  proved  to  be 
equivalent  to  the  "  hour  "  occur  in  the  course  of  it, 
although  it  is  possiiile  that  I's.  cii.  11,  and  cix.  23, 
may  contain  allusion  to  the  progress  of  a  shadow 
as  measuring  diurnal  time.  In  John  xi.  9  the  day 
Ls  spoken  of  as  consisting  of  twelve  hours.  As 
regards  the  physical  chanicter  of  the  sign  of  the 
retrogression  of  the  shadow  in  Is.  xxxviii.  8,  it 
seems  useless  to  attempt  to  analyze  it ;  no  doubt  an 
alteration  in  the  inclination  of  the  gnomon,  or 
column,  &c.,  might  easily  effect  such  an  apparent 
retrogression ;  but  the  whole  idea,  which  is  that  of 
Divine  interference  with  the  course  of  nature  in 
behalf  of  the  king,  resists  such  an  attempt  to  bring 
it  within  the  compass  of  mechanism. 

It  has  been  suggested  that  the  D'^DSH  of  Is. 
xvii.  8,  xxvii.  9 ;  Ez.  vi.  4,  6,  rendered  in  the  mar- 
gin of  the  A.  V.  "sun-images,"  were  gnomons  to 
measure  time  (Jahn,  Archceol.  i.  i.  .539),  but  there 
seems  no  adequate  ground  for  this  theory. 

H.  H. 

*  Gumpach,  in  his  Sonnenzeif/er  cles  Alms  {Alt- 
tesl'imentliche  Sludien,  p.  186)  suggests  that  the 
"dial  of  Ahaz"  was  so  called  because  it  was  a 
present  to  him  fi-om  his  ally  Tiglath-Pileser,  and 
that  it  was  not  only  modelled  after  the  style  of 
sucii  structures  in  Babylonia,  but  was  made  there 
and  sent  to  Ahaz  from  that  country.  In  his  res- 
toration of  the  figure  he  makes  it  resemble  very 
much  what  is  supjwsed  to  have  been  the  shape  of 
the  edifices  represented  by  the  Birs  Nimroud  and 
other  similar  ruins,  namely,  a  series  of  steps  or  ter 
races  on  which  an  upright  pole  cast  its  shadow. 
[See  B.ABEL,  TowEK  ok.]  Mr.  I^yard  thinks  it 
possible  that  these  great  stnictures  in  Slesopotamia 
may  have  been  built  for  some  astronomical  pur- 
pose (Nin.  and  B'ib.  p.  499).  The  confirmation  of 
this  conjecture  would  l)ring  the  ruins  on  tiie  banks 
of  the  Euphrates  into  a  new  comiection  with  sacred 
history.  Gumpach  attempts  U)  explain  the  account 
of  the  sun's  going  back  on  the  dial  of  Ahaz  with- 
out finding  anything  miraculous  in  the  text.  See 
against  that  view  Keil  and  Dehtzsch,  Biicher  Jir 
j<mi(/e  (1865),  p  345.     [Hezkkiah.]  11. 

DIAMOND  (D'bn^  :  iaairis--  j<i»piB),  a  pre- 
cious stone,  the  third  in  the  second  row  on  the 
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breast-plate  of  the  high-priest  (Ex.  xxviii.  18, 
xxxix.  11),  and  mentioned  by  Ezekiel  (xxviii.  13) 
among  the  precious  stones  of  the  king  of  Tyre. 
Gesenius  has  noticed  the  difficulty  of  identifying 
the  terms  used  in  the  versions  for  each  of  the  Jle- 
brew  names  of  precious  stones  in  the  above  passages, 
the  translators  or  transcribers  having  apparently 
altered  the  order  in  which  they  stand.  "locririj 
seems  to  be  the  word  in  the  LXX.  corresponding  to 

D  VH^,  but  most  ancient  commentators  give  ovu{, 
ovvxiov,  cniychinus.  Our  translation,  "diamond," 
is  derived  from  Aben  lijsra,  and  is  defended  by 
Braun  (de  Vest.  Sacerd.  ii.  13).  Kalisch  (on  Ex. 
p.  536)  says  "  perhaps  Emerald."     The  etymology 

(from  X37rT,  to  strike,  or  crush)  leads  us  to  sup- 
pose a  hard  stone.  The  emerald,  which  is  of  a 
green  color,  of  various  depths,  is  nearly  as  hard  as 
the  topaz,  and  stands  next  to  the  ruby  in  value. 
The  same  authority  doubts  whetlier  the  art  of  en- 
graving on  the  diamond  was  known  to  tlie  ancients, 
since  they  did  not  even  understand  how  to  cut  the 
ruby. 

Respecting  "T^ttti?,  which    is  translated 
mond  "  in  Jer.  xvii.  1,  see  under  Adamant. 

W.  D. 

DIA'NA.  This  I^tin  word,  properly  denoti 
a  Boman  divinity,  is  the  representative  of  the  Greek' 
Artemis  {''ApTffiis),  the  tutelary  goddess  of  the 
Ephesians,  who  plays  so  imjwrtant  a  part  in  the 
nan-ative  of  Acts  xix.  The  Ephesian  Diana  was, 
however,  regarded  as  invested  with  very  different 
attributes,  and  made  the  object  of  a  different  wor- 
ship from  the  ordinary  Diana  of  tlie  Greeks,  and  ia 
rather  perhaps  to  he  identified  with  Astarte  and 
other  female  divinities  of  the  East.  K.  0.  Miiller 
says  (Hist,  of  the  Donnns,  i.  403,  Eng.  trans.), 
"  everything  that  is  rt'ated  of  this  deity  is  singular 
and  foreign  to  the  Greeks." 

Guhl,  indeed  {F.phes'mca,  pp.  78-80),  takes  the 
contrary  view,  and  endeavors  in  almost  all  points 
to  identify  her  with  the  true  Greek  goddess.  .Vnd 
in  some  respects  there  was  doubtless  a  fusion  of  the 
two.  Diana  was  the  goddess  of  rivers,  of  pools,  and 
of  harbors;  and  these  conditions  are  satisfied  by  the 
situation  of  the  sanctuary  at  Ephesus.  Coressus, 
one  of  the  hills  on  wliich  the  city  stood,  is  con- 
nected by  Stephanus  Byzantinus  with  /c($p>}.  We 
may  refer  also  to  the  jwpular  notion  that,  when  the 
temple  was  burnt  on  the  night  of  Alexander's  birth^ 
the  calamity  occurred  because  the  gotldess  was  ab- 
sent in  the  character  of  Lucina.  Again,  on  collJ* 
of  Ephesus  we  sometimes  find  her  exiiibited  as  % 
huntress  and  with  a  stag.  But  the  true  I'^phesiati 
Diana  is  representf^d  in  a  form  entirely  alien  from 
Greek  art.  St.  Jerome's  words  are  {Pt-mfnt.  ad 
Epiies.),  "  Scribelsat  I'aulus  ad  Ephesios  Dianam 
colentes,  non  banc  venatricem,  quie  arcuni  tenet  A 
succincta  est,  sed  istam  multimnmtiiinn,  quaitt 
Grteci  TroKvixacrrov  v(x;ant,  ut  scilicet  ex  ipsa  efflj^ 
mentirenlur  omnium  cam  liestiannn  et  viventium 
esse  nutricem."  (Juhl.  indeed,  supposes  this  mode 
of  representatiffti  to  have  reference  sinq)ly  to  the 
fountains  over  which  the  goddess  presided,  conceiv- 
ing the  multiplication  of  breasts  to  be  similar  to 
the  multiplication  of  eyes  in  Argus  or  of  head*  I* 
Typhoeus.  But  the  correct  view  is  undoubtedly 
that  wliich  treats  this  jieculiar  fonn  as  a  symbol  of 
the  productive  and  nutritive  powers  of  naturSi 
This  is  the  form  under  which  the  Ephesian  Diana, 
so  called  for  distinction,  was  always  represented, 
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wherever  worshipped :  and  the  worship  extended  to 
many  places,  such  as  Samos,  Mitylene,  Per^ja,  Hi- 
erapolis,  and  Gortyna,  to  mention  those  only  which 
occur  in  the  N.  T.  or  the  Apocrypha.  The  coin 
below  will  give  some  notion  of  the  image,  which 


Gret'k  imperial  copper  coin  of  Ephesus  and  Smyrna 

allied  ('Oiiovoia) ;   Domitia,  with  name 

of  proconsul. 

Obv. :  AOMITIA  CIBACTH.     Bust  to  right.     Rer.  : 

AN0YK.\ICEN  HAITOY  OMONOIA  E*E  ZMYP. 

Eplie.<<ian  Diana. 

was  grotesque  and  archaic  in  character.  The  head 
wore  a  mural  crown,  each  hand  held  a  bar  of  metal, 
and  the  lower  part  ended  in  a  rude  block  covered 
with  figures  of  animals  and  mystic  inscriptions. 
This  idol  was  regarded  as  an  object  of  peculiar 
sanctity,  and  was  believed  to  have  fallen  down  from 
heaven  (rod  Aioirfrovs,  Acts  xix.  35). 

The  Oriental  character  of  the  goddess  is  shown 
by  the  nature  of  her  hierarchy,  which  consisted  of 
women  and  eunuchs,  the  former  called  MeAicriroi, 
tlie  latter  Meyd^u^oi-  At  their  head  was  a  high- 
priest  called  'Eco-rjc  These  terms  have  probably 
some  connection  with  the  fact  that  the  bee  was 
sacred  to  the  Ephesinn  Diana  (Aristoph.  Han. 
1273).  For  the  temple  considered  as  a  work  of 
art  we  must  refer  to  the  article  Ephesus.  No 
arms  were  allowed  to  be  worn  in  its  precincts. 
No  bloody  sacrifices  were  offered.  Here,  also,  as  in 
the  temple  of  Apollo  at  Daphne,  were  the  privileges 
of  asylum.  This  is  indicated  on  some  of  the  coins 
of  Ephesus  (Akernian,  in  Trans,  of  the  Numis- 
matic Soc.  1841);  and  we  find  an  interesting  proof 
of  the  continuance  of  these  privileges  in  imperial 
times  in  Tac.  Ann.  iii.  61  (Strab.  xiv.  641;  Paus. 
vii.  2;  Cic.  Verr.  ii.  3-3).  The  temple  had  a  large 
revenue  from  endowments  of  various  kinds.  It 
was  also  the  public  treasury  of  the  city,  and  was 
r^arded  as  the  safest  bank  for  private  individ- 
uals. 

The  cry  of  the  mob  (Acts  xix.  28),  "Great  is 
Diana  of  the  Ephesians!  "  and  the  strong  expres- 
sion in  ver.  27,  "  whom  aU  Asia  and  the  world  wor- 
shippeth,"  may  be  abundantly  illustrated  from  a 
variety  of  sources.  ITie  term  ixeya\i)  was  evi- 
dently a  title  of  honor  recognized  as  belonging  to 
the  Ephesian  goddess.  AVe  find  it  in  inscriptions 
(as  in  Boeckh,  Corp.  Insc.  2963,  c),  and  in  Xeno- 
phon's  Ephesiaca,  i.  11.  (For  the  Ephesian  Xen- 
ophon,  see  Diet,  of  Biog.  and  Mylhol.)  As  to  the 
euthusiasm  with  which  "all  Asia"  regarded  this 
worship,  independently  of  the  fact  that  Ephesus 
was  the  capital  of  the  province,  we  may  refer  to 
such  passages  as  the  following:  6  rfys  'Ao-i'as  va6s, 
Curp.  Insc.  1.  c;  "communiter  a  civitatibus 
Asias  factum,"  Liv.  i.  45;  "  tota  Asia  exstruente," 
Plin.  xvi.  79;  "factum  a  tota  Asia,"  ib.  xxxvi.  21. 
As  to  the  notoriety  of  the  worship  throughout 
"  the  world,"   Pausanias  teUs  us  (iv.  31)  that  the 


a  See  Deuei,  Dimnah,  &c.  It  is  in  the  LXX.  ver- 
tion  that  the  corruption  of  D  into  R  is  most  frequently 
to  be  observed  j  Dishon  to  Rhison,  Dodanim  to  Rhodioi, 
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Ephesian  Diana  was  more  honored  privately  than 
any  other  deity,  which  accounts  for  the  large  man- 
ufacture and  wide-spread  sale  of  the  "  silver 
shrines  "  mentioned  by  St.  Luke  (ver.  24),  and  not 
by  him  only.  This  specific  worship  was  publicly 
adopted  also,  as  we  have  seen,  in  various  and  dis- 
tant places :  nor  ought  we  to  omit  the  games  cele- 
brated at  Ephesus  in  connection  with  it,  or  tlie 
treaties  made  with  other  cities  on  this  half-religious, 
half-political  basis.  J.  S.  H. 

DIBLA'IM  (D^bn"^  \twoJig-cakts\:  Ae&i)- 
Aotju;  [Alex.  AejSryAaei/x:]  Debelaim),  mother  of 
Hosea's  wife  Gomer  (Hos.  i.  3). 

*  The   name  may  be  ^=  delicicE,  voluptns,  and 

hence  Gromer  (which  see)  as  the  daughter  (H?)  = 
deliciis  dedita,  in  accordance  with  the  symbolic 
import  of  the  names.  See  Hengstenberg's  ChrU- 
tobgy  (Keith's  trans.)  iii.  11  flP.  Diblaim  is  prob- 
ably the  name  of  Corner's  father  (Manger,  Gesen., 
Hengst.,  Maurer)  and  not  the  mother's  name  as 
stated  above.  H. 

DIB'LATH  (accurately  Dibi>ah,  H^^^,  the 

word  in  the  text  being  HH^^'^  =  »  to  Diblah;  " 
Af&KaBd'-  Deblatha),  a  place  named  only  in  Ez. 
vi.  14,  as  if  situated  at  one  of  the  extremities  of 
the  land  of  Israel :  —  "I  will  ....  make  the  land 
desolate  .  .  .  .  '  from '  the  wilderness  (Midbar)  to 
Diblah."  The  word  Midbar  being  frequently  used 
for  the  nomad  country  on  the  south  and  southeast 
of  Palestine,  it  is  natural  to  infer  that  Diblah  was 
in  the  north.  To  this  position  Beth-diblathaim  or 
Almon-diblathaim  in  Moab  on  the  east  of  the 
Dead  Sea,  are  obviously  unsuitable ;  and  indeed  a 
place  which  like  Diblathaim  was  on  the  extreme 
east  border  of  Moab,  and  never  included  even  in 
the  allotments  of  Reuben  or  Gad,  could  hardly  be 
chosen  as  a  landmark  of  the  boundary  of  Israel. 
The  only  name  in  the  north  at  all  like  it  is  Riblah, 

and  the  letters  D  (1)  and  R  ("t)  are  so  much 
alike  and  so  frequently"  Interchanged,  owing  to 
the  carelessness  of  copyists,  that  there  is  a  strong 
probability  that  Riblah  is  the  right  reading.  The 
conjecture  is  due  to  Jerome  ( Ccmim.  in  he. ),  but  it 
has  been  endorsed  by  Michaelis,  Gesenius,  and 
other  scholars  (Ges.  Thes.  p.  312 ;  and  see  David- 
son, Heb.  Text,  Ez.  vi.  14).  Riblah,  though  an  old 
town,  is  not  heard  of  during  the  early  and  middle 
course  of  Jewish  history,  but  shortly  before  the  date 
of  Ezekiel's  prophecy  it  had  started  into  a  terrible 
prominence  from  its  being  the  scene  of  the  cruelties 
inflicted  on  the  last  king  of  Judah,  and  of  the  mas- 
sacres of  the  priests  and  chief  men  of  Jerusalem 
perpetrated  there  by  order  of  the  king  of  Babylon. 

G. 
'*  DIBLATHA'IM.  [Almon-Diblathaim; 
Beth-Diblathaim.] 

DI'BON  (]b"'"7  [a  wasting,  Ges. ;  but  Fiirst, 
a  river-jjlace] :  Aai^wv,  [in  Is.,]  Ari$civ  [Alex. 
Aat^riStav  for  /coi  Ari^cav,  in  Josh.  xiii.  9,  Comp. 
Atfiaiy,  the  rest  omit;  in  Jer.,  FA.  Ae^cov'-]  Dibon). 
1.  A  town  on  the  east  side  of  Jordan,  in  the  rich 
pastoral  country,  which  was  taken  possession  of  and 
rebuilt  by  the  children  of  Gad  (Num.  xxxii.  3,  34). 
From  this  circumstance   it  possiljly  received   the 


&c.     A  case  in   point  is  Riblah  itself,  which  in  the 
LXX.  is  more  often  Ae^AaSo.  than  'Pe^Ao^o. 
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name  of  Diisox-gau.  Its  first  mention  is  in  the 
ancient  fragment  of  poetry  Num.  xxi.  30,  and  from 
this  it  appears  to  have  belonged  originally  to  the 
Moabites.  The  tribes  of  Keuben  and  Gad  bein^ 
both  engaged  in  pastoral  pursuits  are  not  likely  to 
have  observed  the  division  of  towns  originally  made 
with  the  same  strictness  as  the  more  settled  people 
on  the  west,  and  accordingly  we  find  Dibon  counted 
to  Reuben  in  the  lists  of  Joshua  (xiii.  9  —  LXX. 
omits  —  17).  In  the  time  of  Isaiah  and  Jeremiah, 
however,  it  was  again  in  possession  of  Moab  (Is.  xv. 
2;  Jer.  xlviii.  18,  22,  comp.  24).  In  the  same 
denunciations  of  Isaiah  it  appears,  probably,  under 
the  name  of  Di.vion,  M  and  B  being  convertible  ui 
Hebrew,  and  the  change  admitting  of  a  play  charac- 
teristic of  the  poetry  of  Isaiah.  The  two  names 
were  both  in  existence  in  the  time  of  Jerome 
(Comni.  on  Is.  xv.,  quoted  by  Reland,  p.  735). 
The  last  passages  appear  to  indicate  that  Dibon 
was  on  an  elevated  situation:  not  only  is  it  ex- 
pressly said  to  be  a  "  high  place"  (Is.  xv.  2),  but 
its  inhabitants  are  bid  to  "  come  down  "  from  their 
glory  or  their  stronghold.  Under  the  name  of 
Dabon  or  Debon  it  is  mentioned  by  Eusebius  and 
Jerome  in  the  Onomnsiimn.  It  was  then  a  very 
large  village  (kccjutj  Tra/xneyfOns)  beyond  the  Amon. 
In  modem  times  the  name  Dhiban  has  been  dis- 
covered by  Seetzen,  Irby  and  ilangles  (142),  and 
Burckhardt  {Syr.  372)  as  attached  to  extensive 
ruins  on  the  Roman  road,  about  three  miles  north 
of  the  Arnon  ( Wady  Modjeb).  All  agree,  how- 
ever, in  describing  these  ruins  as  lying  low. 

2.  [KA."  AfjSaij/;  the  rest  omit:  Dibon.]  One 
of  the  towns  which  was  re-inhabited  by  the  men 
of  Judah  after  the  return  from  captivity  (Neh.  xi. 
25).  From  its  mention  with  Jekabzeel,  Moladah, 
and  other  towns  of  the  south,  there  can  be  no  doubt 
that  it  is  identical  with  Dimonah.  G. 

DI'BON-GAD  (12  p"*"^  [imsihiff  of  Gad] : 
AaiiSwi/  rdS :  Dibon-gad),  one  of  the  halting-  places 
of  the  Israelites.  It  was  in  Moab  between  Ije- 
ABARIM  and  Almon-diblathaim  (Num.  xxxiii. 
45,  46).  It  was  no  doubt  the  same  place  which  is 
generally  called  Dibon;  but  whether  it  received 
the  name  of  Gad  from  the  tribe,  or  originally  pos- 
sessed it,  cannot  be  ascertained."  G. 


DIB'RI  ("^15"^  [perh.  eloquent,  Ges.]:  Aa- 
$pell  [Alex.  Ao/3pj:]  Dibi-i),a,  Dan ite,  father  of 
Shelomith,  a  woman  who  had  married  an  Egyptian 
and  whose  son  was  stoned  for  havuig  "  blasphemed 
the  Name"  [i.  e.  of  Jehovah]  (Lev.  xxiv.  11). 

DIDRACHMON  (5i5pax>io>' :  didrachma). 
[Money;  Shekel.] 

DID'YMUS  (AiSvfxos),  that  is,  the  Twin,  a 
surname  of  the  Apostle  Thomas  (John  xi.  16,  xx. 
24,  x.^i.  2).     [Thomas.] 

DIK'LAH  (nbr?"^ :  A«/cAo;  [Alex,  in  1  Chr. 
AeitAoju:]  Decla ;  Gen.  x.  27;  1  Chr.  i.  21),  a 
son  of  Joktan,  whose  settlements,  in  common  with 
those  of  the  other  sons  of  Joktan,  must  be  looked 
for  in  Arabia.  The  name  in  Hebrew  signifies 
>'  o  palm-tree,"  and  the  cognate  word  in  Arabic 

(  ijjlj5t>  ),  "  a  palm-tree  abounding  xoilh  fruit :  " 
hence  it  is  thought  that  Diklah  is  a  part  of  Arabia 

a  *  As  it  is  said  expressly  (Num.  xxxii.  34)  that  Gad 
■'  built"  (porh.  =  rebuilt  or  fortified)  Dibon,  that  fact 
accounts  sufficiently  for  the  name.  U. 
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containing  many  palm-trees.  The  city  ^oivikoic, 
in  the  northwest  of  Arabia  Felix,  has  been  sug- 
gested as  preserving  the  Joktanite  name  (Boch 
PhaUg,  ii.  22);  but  Bochart,  and  after  him  Gesen- 
ius,  rei'er  the  descendants  of  Diklah  to  the  Minsei, 
a  people  of  Arabia  Felix  inhabiting  a  palniiferoHs 
country.  Whether  we  follow  Bochart  and  most 
others  in  placing  the  Miniei  on  the  east  borders 
of  the  Ilijuz,  southwards  towards  the  Yemen,  pr 
foUow  Fresnel  in  his  identification  of  the  Wddee 
Dudn  witli  the  territory  of  this  people,  the  con- 
nection of  the  latter  with  Diklah  is  uncertain  and 
unsatisfactory.  No  trace  of  Diklah  is  known  to 
exist  in  Arabic  works,  except  the  mention  of  a  place 

called  Z>ai-«/rt/(  (iULsti  =71717"^^)  in  El-Yernd^ 
meh  (Kdnioos,  s.  v.),  with  many  palm-trees  (Mur- 

dsid,s.\.).  "Nakhleh"  (^JcA^j  also  signifies 
a  palm-tree,  and  is  the  name  of  many  places, 
especially  Ndkldth  el-  Yemdneeyeli,  and  Nakhleh 
esh-Shdmeeyeh  (here  meaning  the  Southern  and 
Northern  Nakhleh),  two  well-known  towns  situate 
near  each  other.  According  to  some,  the  former 
was  a  seat  of  the  worship  of  EI-Latt,  and  a  settle- 
ment of  the  tribe  of  Thakeef ;  and  in  a  tradition 
of  Mohannned's,  this  tribe  was  not  of  unmixed 
Ishmaelite  blood,  but  one  of  four  which  he  thus 
excepts:  —  ''AH  the  Arabs  are  [descended]  from 
Ishmael,  except  four  tribes:  Sulaf  [Sheleph],  Had- 
ramiiwt  [Hazarmaveth],  El-Arwiih  [?],  and  Tha- 
keef" (Jifir-dt  ez-Zemdn,  bis). 

Therefore,  (1)  Diklah  may  probably  be  recovered 
in  the  place  called  D  ikaldi  above  mentioned ;  or, 
possibly,  (2)  in  one  of  the  places  named  Nakhleh. 

A  discussion  of  the  vexed  and  intricate  question 
of  the  Minaei  is  beyond  the  limits  of  this  article; 
but  as  they  are  regarded  by  some  authorities  of 
high  repute  as  representing  Diklah,  it  is  important 
to  record  an  identification  of  their  true  position. 
This  has  hitherto  never  been  done ;  those  who  have 
written  on  the  subject  havuig  argued  on  the  vague 
and  contradictory  statements  of  the  Greek  geog- 
raphers, from  the  fact  that  no  native  mention  of 
so  important  a  people  as  the  Minsei  had  been  dis- 
covered (cf.  Bochart,  Phaleg ;  Fresnel's  Lellrei, 
Journal  Asiatique ;  .Jomard,  Essai,  in  Mengin's 
Hist,  de  t  Kgypie,  vol.  iii. ;  Caussin,  Ess'ii,  &c.)- 
There  is,  however,  a  city  and  people  in  the  Yemen 
which  appear  to  correspond  in  every  respect  to  the 
position  and  name  of  the  Min»i.  The  latter  is 
written  Metvojoj,  Viivaioi,  and  tHivvaioi,  which 
may  be  fairly  rendered  '•  people  of  Meiv,  of  tHw, 
and  of  Hivv;"  while  the  first  exhibits  the  sound 
of  a  diphthong,  or  an  attempt  at  a  diphthong.  The 
Greek  account  plat^es  them,  generally,  between  the 
Sabaeans  (identified  with  Seba,  or  Ma-rib ;  see 
Akabia)  and  the  Erythrrean  Sea.  It  is  therefore 
remarkable  that  where  it  should  be  sought  we  find 
a  city  with  a  fortress,  called   MiCeen,  or   J/a'fn, 

yjjUO   (KdiiuMS,   Mardsid,  s.  v.),   well-known, 

and  therefore  not  carefully  described  in  the  Arabic, 
geographical  dictionaries,  but  apparently  near 
Sa7i'd  ;  and  further  that  in  the  same  province  aw 

o    -'    > 
situate  the  town  of  .Xfo'eyn  (^yXJUO,  abbr.  dim. 
of  the  former),  whence  the  Benee-iVo'eyn;  and  the 
town  of  Ma'eeneh  (fem.  of  Mu'een).    'Hie  gent.  n. 
would  be  Ma  eenee,  &c.     The  township  in  which 
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are  the  latter  two  places  is  named  Siiihan  {comp. 
Niebuhr,  Descr.  201)  which  was  one  of  the  con- 
federation formed  by  the  ancient  tribe  of  Jenb, 

«  ^ 
^^/JL>  {Mardskl,  s.  v.),  grandson  of  KahlAn,  who 
was  brother  of  liimyer  the  Joktanite.    Tiiis  identi- 
fication is  reconcilable  with  all  that  is  known  of 
the  Minaei.     See  further  in  art.  Uzal. 

E.  S.  P. 

DIL'EAN  (1V^"7:  AaAaS ;  [Vat.  AoAoA; 
Aid.]  Alex.  Aa.\aa.v-  Delean),  one  of  the  cities  of 
Judah,  in  the  Slw/elah  or  low  country  (Josh.  xv. 
38).  If  Gesenius's  interpretation,  "gourd,"  or 
"cucumber,"  be  correct,  the  name  is  very  suitable 
for  a  place  situated  in  that  rich  district.  It  is  not 
elsewhere  mentioned,  nor  has  it  been  subsequently 
identified  with  ceitainty.  Van  de  Velde  (ii.  160) 
suggests  that  it  may  be  the  modem  place  Tina 
(Kiepert's  map  in  Robinson,  B.  Tinia),  about  three 
miles  north  of  Ttll  ts-SnJieh  in  the  maritime  plain 
of  Philistia,  south  of  Ekron.  G. 

*  DILL,  Matt,  xxiii.  23,  marg.     [Anise.] 

DIM'NAH  (nap"^  :  Vat.  om.;  Alex.  Aa/xva: 
Damna),  a  city  in  the  tribe  of  Zebulun,  given  to 
the  Merarite  Invites  (Josh.  xxi.  35).  The  name 
does  not  occur  in  the  list  of  cities  belonging  to  the 
tribe  (Josh.  xix.  10-10).  In  the  list  of  Levitical 
cities  in  1  Chr.  vi.  77  occurs  Rimmon,  accurately 

Kimmono    (1D1S"]),    which   may   possibly   be   a 

variation  of  Dinmah,  1  being  often  changed  into 

1.  In  this  case  Rimmon  is  probably  the  real  name 
(Bertheau,  Chronik,  72,  73;  Movers,  Chronik,  72). 

G. 

DI'MON",  THE  WATERS  ov  ('J1D"'*7  ""D  :  rh 
liSwp  rh  Aetfiuv;  Alex.  Pefx.fj.wv;  [Comp.  Ai^a>i/-\ 
Dibon),  some  streams  on  the  east  of  the  Dead  Sea, 
in  the  land  of  Moab,  against  which  Isaiah  is  here 
uttering  denunciations  (Is.  xv.  9).  From  Dibon 
being  named  in  verse  2  of  this  chapter,  as  well  as 
in  the  Usts  of  Moabite  towns  in  Jer.  xlviii.,  and  no 
place  named  Dimon  being  elsewhere  mentioned  as 
belonging  to  Moab,  Gesenius  ( Comm.  iiber  d.  Jes. 
p.  534)  conjectures  that  the  two  names  are  the  same, 
the  form  "  Dimon  "  Iteing  used  for  the  sake  of  the 

play  between  it  and  the  word  Bdm  (m)  "  blood." 
[Dibon,  1.]  "^  G. 

DIMO'NAH  (n3ia*''7  [atmsiing]:  'Veyfxd; 
Alex.  AifjLcava-  Dimona),  a  city  in  the  south  of 
Judah,  the  part  bordering  on  the  desert  of  Idumsea 
(Josh.  XV.  22).  Dimonah  is  mentioned  in  the 
Onomasticon,  but  was  evidently  not  known  to 
Eusebius  and  Jerome,  nor  has  it  been  identified  in 
later  times.  It  probably  occurs  under  the  altered 
name  of  Dibon  [2]  in  Neh.  xi.  25.  G. 

*  Knobel  (Josua,  p.  423)  thinks  Dibon  (  = 
Dimonah)  may  be  ed-Dheib,  a  heap  of  ruins  on  the 
bank  of  a  Wady  of  that  name,  north-east  of  Tell 
^Ardd  (Arad).    See  Van  de  Velde,  Memoir,  p.  252. 

1  Robinson  writes  the  name  Ehdeib  (Bibl.  Res.  ii. 
473,  1st  ed.).  Keil  and  Delitzsch  regard  this  con- 
jecture as  possibly  correct  {Book  of  Joshua,  p.  159). 

H. 
DI'NAH  (n3''"^,  judged  or  avenged,  from  the 
same  root  as  Dan  [object  of  sti-ife,  Dietr.  in  Ges. 
i        Hebr.  u.  Chald.  Worterb.  6te  Aufl.]  :  AeiVa:  Bina), 
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the  daughter  of  Jacob  by  Leah  (Gen.  xxx.  21). 
She  accompanied  her  father  from  Mesopotamia  to 
Canaan,  and,  having  ventured  among  the  inhabi- 
tants, was  violated  by  Shechem  the  son  of  Hamor, 
the  chieftain  of  the  territory  in  which  her  father 
had  settled  (Gen.  xxxiv.).  Her  age  at  this  time, 
judging  by  the  subsequent  notice  of  Joseph's  age 
(Gen.  xxxvii.  2),  may  have  been  from  13  to  15,  the 
ordinary  period  of  marriage  in  Eastern  countries 
(Lane's  Mod.  Egypt,  i.  208).  Shechem  proposed 
to  make  the  usual  reparation  by  paying  a  sum  to 
the  father  and  marrying  her  (Gen.  xxxiv.  12);  such 
reparation  would  have  been  deemed  sufficient  under 
the  ^Mosaic  law  (Deut.  xxii.  28,  29)  among  the 
members  of  the  Hebrew  nation.  But  in  this  case 
the  suitor  was  an  aUen,  and  the  crown  of  the  offense 
consisted  in  its  having  been  committed  by  an  alien 
against  the  favored  people  of  God ;  he  had  "  wrought 
folly  in  Israel  "  (xxxiv.  7).  Tlie  proposals  of  Hamor, 
who  acted  as  his  deputy,  were  framed  on  the  recog- 
nition of  the  hitherto  complete  separation  of  the  two 
peoples ;  he  proposed  the  fusion  of  the  two  by  the 
establishment  of  the  rights  of  intermarriage  and 
commerce;  just  a.s  among  the  Romans  the  j^ls 
connuhii  and  the  jiis  commercii  constituted  the 
essence  of  civitas.  The  sons  of  Jacob,  bent  upon 
revenge,  availed  themselves  of  the  eagerness  which 
Shechem  showed,  to  effect  their  purpose ;  they 
demanded,  as  a  condition  of  the  proposed  union, 
the  circumcision  of  the  Shechemites :  the  practice 
could  not  have  been  unknown  to  the  Hivites,  for 
the  Phoenicians  (Her.  ii.  104),  and  probably  most 
of  the  Canaanite  tribes  were  circumcised.  They 
therefore  assented ;  and  on  the  third  day,  when  the 
pain  and  fever  resulting  from  the  operation  were  at 
the  highest  [Circumcision],  Simeon  and  Levi, 
own  brothers  to  Dinah,  as  Josephus  observes  (Ant. 
i.  21,  §  1;  6fj.ofi7irptot  aSeAt^oi),  attacked  them 
unexpectedly,  slew  all  the  males  and  plundered 
their  city.  Jacob's  remark  (ver.  30)  does  not  im- 
ply any  guiltiness  on  the  part  of  his  sons  in  this 
transaction ;  for  the  brothers  were  regarded  as  the 
proper  guardians  of  their  sister's  honor,  as  is  still 
the  case  among  the  liedouins ;  but  he  dreaded  the 
revenge  of  the  neighboring  peoples,  and  even  of  the 
family  of  Hamor,  some  of  whom  appear  to  have 
survived  the  massacre  (Judg.  ix.  28).  His  escape, 
which  was  wonderful,  considering  the  extreme  rigor 
with  which  the  laws  of  blood-revenge  have  in  all 
ages  prevailed  in  the  I'Jist  [Buk>d,  Revenger 
of],  is  ascribed  to  the  special  interference  of  Jeho- 
vah (xxxv.  5).  Josephus  omits  all  reference  to  the 
treachery  of  the  sons  of  Jacob,  and  explains  tlie  easy 
capture  of  the  city  as  occurring  during  the  celebra- 
tion of  a  feast  (Ant.  i.  21,  §  2).  The  object  for 
which  this  narrative  is  introduced  into  the  book  of 
Genesis  probably  is,  partly,  to  explain  the  allusion 
in  Gen.  xlix.  5-7,  and  partly  to  exhibit  the  conse- 
quences of  any  association  on  the  part  of  the 
Hebrews  with  the  heathens  about  them.  Ewald 
(Geschickte,  i.  488)  assumes  that  the  historical 
foundation  of  the  narrative  was  furnished  by  an 
actual  fusion  of  the  nomad  Israelites  with  the 
aborigines  of  Shechem,  on  the  ground  that  the 
daughters  of  the  patriarchs  are  generally  noticed 
with  an  ethnological  view ;  the  form  in  which  the 
narrative  appears  being  merely  the  coloring  of  a 
late  author:  such  a  view  appears  to  us  perfectly 
inconsistent  with  the  letter  and  the  spirit  of  the 
text.  W.  L.  B. 

DI'NAITES  OSir'^ :  Auyawr,    [Alex.   At- 
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i/aioL-]  Diruei,  Ezr.  iv.  9),  the  name  of  some  of  the 
Cuthaean  colonists  who  were  placed  in  the  cities  of 
Samaria  by  the  Assyrian  governor,  after  the  con- 
quest and  captivity  of  the  ten  tribes  under  Shal- 
nianeser.  They  remained  under  the  dominion  of 
Persia,  and  united  with  their  fellow-colonists  in 
opposition  to  the  Jews ;  but  nothing  more  is  known 
of  them.  Junius  (Comm.  in  loc),  without  any 
authority,  identifies  them  with  the  people  known  to 
geographers  by  the  name  Dentmni.     W.  A.  W. 

DINHA'BAH  (n^n5"=I  [l»rh-  =  HSIT, 
dejyression,  low  land,  Uietr.]  :  Aevva^d'  Denaha  ; 
Gen.  xxxvi.  32;  1  Ohr.  i.  4.3),  the  capital  city,  and 
probably  the  birthplace,,  of  Bela,  son  of  Beor,  king 
of  EMom.  Eusebius  (Onomasticon,  s.  v.)  mentions 
a  village  Dannea  (Damnaba,  Jerome),  eight  miles 
from  Areopolis,  or  Ar  of  Moab  (on  the  road  to  Ar- 
non:  Jerome),  and  another  on  Mount  Peor,  seven 
miles  from  Eebus  (Heshbon);  but  neither  of  these 
has  claim  to  be  the  Uinhabah  of  Scripture.  R.  Jo- 
seph, in  his  Targum  (on  1  Chr.  i.  43,  ed.  Wilkins), 
finds  a  significance  in  the  name.  After  identifying 
Balaam  the  son  of  Beor  with  Laban  the  Syrian,  he 
adds,  "  And  the  name  of  his  capital  city  was  Din- 

habah,  for  it  was  given  (HSTfTI^S)  him  as 
a  present."  With  as  little  probability  Gesenius 
conjectured  that  it  might  signify  clominus,  i.  e.  locus 
direplionis,  i.  e.  prcedonum  latibulum.  The  name 
is  not  uncommon  among  Semitic,  races.  Ptolemy 
(v.  15,  §  24)  mentions  Aavo/Sa  in  Palmyreue  Syria, 
afterwards  a  bishop's  see ;  and  according  to  Zosimus 
(iii.  27)  there  was  a  Aava^t)  in  Babylonia.     (Kno- 

bel,  Genesis.)     The  Peshito  Syriac  has  "-^CTT-*?, 

Daihab,  probably  a  mistake  for  '^^'T-JJ, 

W.  A.  W. 
» DINNER.     [Meals.] 

DIONYS'IA  (AioviJo-ia:  Bacchanalia),  "the 
feast  of  Bacchus,"  which  was  celebrated,  especially 
in  later  times,  with  wild  extravagance  and  licentious 
,  enthusiasm.  Women,  as  well  as  men,  joined  in  the 
processions  (diaaoi),  acting  the  part  of  Maenads, 
crowned  with  ivy  and  bearing  the  thyrsus  (cf.  Ovid, 
Fast.  iii.  767  ff. ;  Broukh.  ad  Tib.  iii.  6,  2,  who 
gives  a  coin  of  Marontia,  bearing  a  head  of  Diony- 
sus crowned  with  ivy) ;  and  the  phallus  was  a  prin- 
cipal object  in  the  train  (Herod,  ii.  48,  49).  Shortly 
before  the  persecution  of  Antiochus  Epiphanes,  168 
B.  c,  in  which  the  Jews  "  were  compelled  to  go  in 
procession  to  Bacchus  carrying  ivy"  (2  Mace.  vi. 
7),  the  secret  celebration  of  the  Bacchanalia  in 
Italy  had  been  revealed  to  the  Roman  senate  (u.  c. 
186).  The  whole  state  was  alarmed  by  the  descrip- 
tion of  the  excesses  with  which  the  festival  was 
attended  (Liv.  xxxix.  8  ff.),  and  a  decree  was  passed 
forbidding  its  observance  in  Rome  or  Italy.  This 
fact  offers  the  best  commentary  on  the  conduct  of 
Antiochus ;  for  it  is  evident  that  rites  which  were 
felt  to  be  incompatible  with  the  comparative  sim- 
plicity of  early  Roman  worship  must  have  been  pe- 
culiarly revolting  to  Jews  of  the  Hasmonsean  age 
(cf.  Herod,  iv.  79,  2Ku0ai  rov  Bokx*"*"'  ■"■*?' 
"^W-nariv  6vfiSi(ou(Ti).  B.  F.  W. 

DIONYS'IUS    THE     AREOP'AGITE 

[Atovva-tos  6  'Apeoirayirris,  Acts  xvii.  34),  an 
eminent  Athenian,  converted  to  Christianity  by  the 


a  *  The  Greeks  have  a  little  chapel  consecrated  to 
Saint  Dionysius  on  the  north,  side  of  the  Areopagus, 
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preaching  of  St.  Paul.  Euseb.  (//.  E.  iii.  4)  makes 
him,  on  the  authority  of  Dionysius,  bishop  of 
Corintii,  to  have  been  first  bishop  of  Athens  (see 
also  //.  E.  iv.  23).  According  to  a  later  tradition 
given  in  the  martyrologies  on  the  authority  of 
Aristides  the  apologist,  he  suffered  martyrdom  at 
Athens.  On  the  writings  which  were  once  sup- 
posed to  have  had  Dionysius  for  their  author,  but 
which  are  now  confessed  to  be  spurious  and  the 
production  of  some  Neo-Platonists  of  the  6th  cen- 
tury, see  an  elalxirate  discussion  in  Herzog's  Ency- 
khpddie ;  and  for  further  legends  respecting  him- 
self, Suidas  s.  «.,  and  the  article  in  the  Dictionary 
of  Biography  and  Mythotogy."  H.  A. 

DIONY'SUS  (Ai6vv(ros,  Aidwiros,  of  uncer- 
tain derivation),  also  called  Bacchus  {BaKxos, 
""laKXos,  the  noisy  god:  after  the  time  of  Herod- 
otus), was  properly  the  god  of  wine.  In  Homer 
he  api^ears  simply  as  the  "frenzied"  god  (//.  vi. 
132),  and  yet  "a  joy  to  mortals"  (//.  xiv.  325); 
but  in  later  times  the  most  varied  attributes  were 
centred  in  him  as  the  source  of  the  luxuriant  fer- 
tility of  nature,  and  the  god  of  civilization,  glad- 
ness, and  inspiration.  The  eastern  wanderings  of 
Dionysus  are  well  known  (Strab.  xv.  7,  p.  687; 
Diet.  Biogr.  s.  v.),  but  they  do  not  seem  to  have 
left  any  special  trace  in  Palestine  (yet  cf.  Luc.  de 
Syria  Dea,  p.  886,  ed.  Bened.).  His  worship, 
however,  was  greatly  modified  by  the  incorporation 
of  Elastern  elements,  and  assumed  the  twofold  form 
of  wild  orgies  [Dionysia]  and  mystic  rites.  To 
the  Jew  Dionysus  would  necessarily  appear  as  the 
embodiment  of  paganism  in  its  most  material  shape, 
sanctioning  the  most  tumultuous  passions  and  the 
worst  excesses.  Thus  Tacitus  (Hist.  v.  5)  rejects 
the  tradition  that  the  Jews  worshipped  Bacchus 
(Libei-um  piitrem;  cf.  Plut.  QtuBst.  Com.  iv.  6), 
on  the  ground  of  the  "  entire  diversity  of  their  prin- 
ciples" ("nequaquam  congruentil)us  institutis " ), 
though  he  interprets  this  difference  to  their  disci^edit. 
The  consciousness  of  the  fundamental  opjiosition 
of  the  God  of  Israel  and  Dionysus  explains  the 
punishment  which  Ptolemseus  Philopator  inflicted 
on  the  Jews  (3  Mace.  ii.  29),  "  bi-anding  them  with 
the  ivy-leaf  of  Dionysus,"  though  Dionysus  may 
have  been  the  patron  god  of  the  Ptolemies  (Grimm, 
on  the  Mace).  And  it  must  have  been  from  the 
same  circumstance  that  Nicanor  is  said  to  have 
threatened  to  erect  a  temple  of  Dionysus  upon  the 
site  of  the  Temple  at  Jerusalem  (2  Mace.  xiv.  33). 

B.  F.  W. 

DIOSCORIN'THIUS.     [Months.] 

DIOT'REPHES  (Ajorpe^^s  [Jm-e-nmr- 
ished]),  a  Christian  mentioned  in  3  John  9,  as 
<bi\oirp(t>Tfi>oi>v  in  some  church  to  which  St.  John 
had  written,  and  which,  on  account  of  his  influence, 
did  not  receive  the  Apostle's  authority,  nor  the  mes- 
sengers whom  he  had  sent.  It  is  entirely  uncer- 
tain what  church  is  meant,  as  it  is  who  Gaius  was, 
to  whom  the  epistle  is  addressed.     [Gaius.] 

H.  A. 

*  For  interesting  remarks  on  the  character  of 
Diotrephes  and  his  probable  motives  for  such  vio- 
lent opijosition  to  the  Apostle,  the  reader  is  referred 
to  Neander's  Pjlanzung,  ii.  647,  648  (Robinson's 
revised  tr.  p.  376).  See  also  Liicke,  Diisterdieck, 
and  Braune  (l^ange's  Bibelwerk,  Theil  xv.)  on 
John's  Third  Epistle.  H. 


the  only  structure  at  present  (1859)  within  the  pre- 
cincts of  the  hill.  H 


DISCIPLE 
DISCIPLE.  [Education;  Schools.] 
*  DISCOVER  is  often  used  in  the  A.  V.  in  the 
sense  of  to  uncover,  e.  g.  Deut.  xxii.  30;  2  Sam. 
xxii.  16;  Is.  xxii.  8;  Mic.  i.  6.  "  The  voice  of  the 
Lord  discoveret/i  the  forests  "  (Ps.  xxix.  9),  that  is, 
the  thunderbolt  strips  the  trees  of  their  bark, 
branches,  and  leaves.  A. 

DISCUS  (SicTKos),  one  of  the  exercises  in  the 
Grecian  gymnasia,  which  Jason  the  high-priest  in- 
troduced among  the  .Jews  in  the  time  of  Antiochus 
P^piphanes,  and  which  he  induced  even  the  priests 
to  practice  (2  Mace.  iv.  14).  The  discus  was  a 
circular  plate  of  stone  or  metal,  made  for  throwing 
to  a  distance  as  an  exercise  of  strength  and  dex- 
terity. It  was  indeed  one  of  the  principal  gym- 
nastic exercises  of  the  Greeks,  and  was  practiced  in 
the  heroic  age.  (For  details  and  authorities,  see 
Diet,  of  Gr.  (/  Rom.  Ant.  s.  v.) 


Discobolus.     (Osterley,  Denk.  der  alt.  Kitnst,  vol.  i. 
no.  139.) 

DISEASES.     [Medicine.] 

DISH.    (1.)  bSD,  Gesen.  p.  965:  see  Basin. 

(2.)  nnh'2,  inpiur.  only  nin^!?,  n^n'b?, 

or  ilijvS  :  vSpiffKij,  6  aXa^offTpos,  \4fiy)s-  vas, 
lebes.     (3.)  nnri7  :  see  Chargek. 

In  N.  T.  rpv^iiov.  Matt.  xxvi.  23,  Mark  xiv. 
20.  In  ancient  Egypt,  and  also  in  -Judsea,  guests 
at  the  table  handled  their  food  with  the  fingers, 
but  spoons  were  used  for  soup  or  other  liquid  food, 
when  required  (Wilkinson,  Anc.  Kyypt.  i.  181,  2d 
ed. ).  The  same  is  the  case  in  modern  Egypt.  Each 
person  breaks  off  a  small  piece  of  bread,  dips  it  in 
the  dish,  and  then  conveys  it  to  his  mouth,  together 
with  a  small  portion  of  the  meat  or  other  contents 
of  the  dish.  To  pick  out  a  delicate  morsel  and 
hand  it  to  a  friend  is  esteemed  a  compliment,  and 
to  refuse  such  an  offering  is  contrary  to  good  man- 
ners. Judas  dipping  his  hand  in  the  same  dish 
with  our  I^rd  was  showing  especial  friendliness  and 
intimacy.  Tpv^Kiov  is  used  in  LXX.  for  m3?(?, 
sometimes  in  A.  V.  "charger"  (Ex.  xxv.  29; 
Num.  iv.  7,  vii.  13,  19).  This  is  also  rendered 
KOTvkr]  or  hah"  sextarius,  *'.  e.  probably  a  cup  or 
flask  rather  than  a  dish.     Tpv&Klov  is  in  Vulg. 


DISPERSION,  JEWS  OF  THE     603 

Matt.  xxvi.  23,  paropsis ;  in  Mark  xiv.  20,  catinus. 
(Schleusner,  Lex.  in  N.  T.  rpv^KioV,  Lane,  Mod. 
Egypt,  i.  193;  Chardin,  Voy.  iv.  53,  54;  Niebuhr, 
Descr.  de  I' Arab.  p.  46).     [Basin.]    H.  W.  P. 

DI'SHAN  Ci]l'^l  [nntekpe]:  [in  Gen.,]  'P.- 
crdy;  [Alex.  Pfiawv;  in  1  Chr.,  Rom.  Aiadf,  ver. 
38,  Vat.  omits,  Alex.  Piircov;  ver.  42,  Vat.  Alex. 
Aai(ra)t/:]  Disan),  the  youngest  son  of  Seir  the 
Horite  (Gen.  xxxvi.  21,  28,  30;  1  Chr.  i.  38,  42). 

W.  L.  B. 

DI'SHON  (I'ltt?'^'^  [cmtelopey.  At\(T<i>v:  Di- 
son).  1.  The  fifth  son  of  Seir  (Gen.  xxxvi.  21, 
26,  30;  1  Chr.  i.  38). 

2.  [In  1  Chr.,  Aaiadv.^  The  son  of  Anah 
and  grandson  of  Seir  (Gen.  xxxvi.  25;  1  Chr.  i. 
41).  Dishon  and  Dishan  belong  to  the  same  root, 
which  may  possibly  reappear  in  the  name  Ddsh 
noticed  by  Abulfeda  {Hist.  Anteisl.  p.  196).  The 
geographical  position  of  the  tribes  descended  from 
these  patriarchs  is  uncertain.  Knobel  ( Coinm.  in 
loc.)  places  them  to  E.  and  S.  E.  of  the  Gulf  of 
Aktiba,  on  the  ground  that  the  names  of  the  sons 
of  Dishon,  Eshban,  and  Hemdan  may  be  identified 
with  Usbany  and  Humeidy,  branches  of  the  tribe 
of  Oniran.  Such  identifications  must  be  received 
with  caution,  as  similar  names  are  found  in  other 
parts  of  Arabia  —  Hamde,  for  instance,  near  Tayf, 
and  again  Hamdcin,  which  bears  a  still  closer  re- 
semblance to  the  original  name,  near  Sana  (Burck- 
hardt's  Arabia,  i.  156,  ii.  376).  W.  L.  B. 

*  DISSOLVE  has  once  (Dan.  v.  16)  the  an- 
tiquated sense  of  "solve,"  "explain."  Belshazzar 
says  to  Daniel :  "  And  I  have  heard  of  thee,  that 
thou  canst  make  interpretations,  and  dissolve 
doubts,"  &c.  (A.  v.).  H. 

DISPERSION,  THE  JEWS  OF  THE, 

or  simply  The  Dispersion,  was  the  general  title 
applied  to  those  Jews  who  remained  settled  in 
foreign  countries  after  the  return  from  the  Baby- 
lonian exile,  and  during  the  period  of  the  second 
Temple.    The  original  word  appUed  to  these  foreign 

settlers  (n'l7| ;  cf.  Jer.  xxiv.  5,  xxviii.  4,  &c.,  from 

(173,  to  strip  naked;  so  SH^Vi  ''SS,  Ezr.  vi. 
16)  conveys  the  notion  of  spoliation  and  bereave- 
ment, as  of  men  removed  from  the  Temple  and  home 
of  their  fathers;  but  in  the  LXX.  the  ideas  of  a 
"sojourning"  (fieToiKeiria)  and  of  a  "colony" 
(anotKla)  were  combined  with  that  of  a  "  captiv- 
ity "  (a<XM«^'^<'''«)>  while  the  tenn  "dispersion" 
(SiaffTTopd,  first  in  Deut.  xxviii.  25,  HIl^T;  cf.  Jer. 
xxxiv.  17),  which  finally  prevailed,  seemed  to  imply 
that  the  people  thus  scattered  "  to  the  utmost  parts 
of  heaven  "  (Deut.  xxx.  4),  "  in  bondage  among  the 
Gentiles"  (2  Mace.  i.  27),  and  shut  out  from  the 
full  privileges  of  the  chosen  race  (John  vii.  35), 
should  yet  be  as  the  seed  sown  for  a  future  harvest 
(cf.  Is.  xlix.  6  Heb.)  in  the  strange  lands  where 
they  found  a  temporary  resting-place  (1  Pet.  i.  1, 
TrapeirtS-fiixoti  Siaa-nropcis)-  The  schism  which  had 
divided  the  first  kingdom  was  forgotten  in  the  re- 
sults of  the  general  calamity.  The  dispersion  was 
not  limited  to  the  exiles  of  Judah,  but  included 
"  the  twelve  tribes  "  (Jam.  i.  1,  raTs  ScvSeKfx  <pv- 
Kais  roils  eV  rri  diacriropa),  which  expressed  the 
completeness  of  the  whole  .Jewish  nation  (Acts  xxvi. 
7,  rh  Soi>SfKd<f>v\ov)- 

The  Dispersion,  as  a  distinct  element  influencing 
the  entire  character  of  the  Jews,  dates  from  the 
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Babylonian  exile.  Uncertain  legends  point  to  ear- 
lier settlements  in  Arabia,  Ethiopia,  and  Abyssinia; 
but  even  if  these  settlements  were  made,  they  were 
isolated  and  casual,  while  the  Dispersion,  of  which 
Babylon  was  the  acknowledged  centre,  was  the  out- 
ward proof  that  a  faith  had  succeeded  to  a  kiny- 
dom.  Apart  from  the  necessary  influence  which 
Jewish  communities  bound  by  common  laws,  en- 
nobled by  the  possession  of  the  same  truths,  and 
animated  by  kindred  hopes,  must  have  exercised  on 
the  nations  among  whom  they  were  scattered,  the 
difficulties  which  set  aside  the  literal  observance  of 
the  Mosaic  ritual  led  to  a  wider  view  of  the  scope 
of  the  law,  and  a  stronger  sense  of  its  spiritual  sig- 
nificance. Outwardly  anji  inwardly,  by  its  effects 
both  on  the  Gentiles  and  on  the  people  of  Israel, 
the  Dispersion  appears  to  have  been  the  clearest 
providential  preparation  for  the  spread  of  Chris- 
tianity. 

But  while  the  fact  of  a  recognized  Dispersion 
must  have  weakened  the  local  and  ceremonial  in- 
fluences which  were  essential  to  the  first  training 
of  the  people  of  God,  the  Dispersion  was  still  bound 
together  in  itself  and  to  its  mother  country  by  re- 
ligious ties.  The  Temple  was  the  acknowledged 
centre  of  Judaism,  and  the  faithful  Jew  everywhere 
contributed  the  half-shekel  towards  its  maintenance 
(t^  SiSpaxt^oy,  JIatt.  xvii.  24;  cf.  Mishna,  Sheka^ 
Urn,  7,  4;  Joseph.  Ant.  xvi.  6);  and,  in  part  at 
least,  the  ecclesiastical  calendar  was  fixed  at  Jeru- 
salem, whence  beacon-fires  spread  abroad  the  true 
date  of  the  new  moons  (Mishna,  Eosh-IIashdna,  2, 
4).  The  tribute  was  indeed  the  simplest  and  most 
striking  outward  proof  of  the  religious  unity  of  the 
nation.  Treasuries  were  established  to  receive  the 
payments  of  different  districts  (Joseph.  Ant.  xviii. 
9,  1 ;  cf  Ant.  xvi.  6,  5,  §  6),  and  the  collected  sums 
were  forwarded  to  Jerusalem,  as  in  later  times  the 
Mohammedan  offerings  were  sent  to  Mecca  (Jost, 
Gesch.  d.  Judenth.  i.  337  n.;  Cic.  pro  Flacco, 
28). 

At  the  beginning  of  the  Christian  era  the  Dis- 
persion was  divided  into  three  great  sections,  the 
Babylonian,  the  Syrian,  the  Egyptian.  Precedence 
was  yielded  to  the  first.  The  jealousy  which  had 
originally  existed  between  the  poor  who  returned 
to  Palestine  and  their  wealthier  countrymen  at 
Babylon  had  passed  away,  and  Gamaliel  wrote  "  to 
the  sons  of  the  I  )ispersion  in  Babylonia,  and  to  our 
brethren  in  Media  .  .  .  and  to  all  the  Dispersion 
of  Israel "  (Frankel,  Monatischrift,  1853,  p.  413). 
From  Babylon  the  Jews  spread  throughout  Persia, 
Media,  and  Parthia;  but  the  settlements  in  China 
belong  to  a  modem  date  (Frankel,  I.  c.  p.  463). 
The  few  details  of  their  history  which  have  been 
preserved  bear  witness  to  their  prosperity  and  influ- 
ence (.loseph.  Ant.  xiii.  2,  §  2  f.,  xviii.  9).  No 
schools  of  learning  are  noticed,  but  Hillel  the  Elder 
and  Nahum  the  Mede  are  mentioned  as  coming 
fiwm  Babylon  to  Jerusalem  (Frankel). 

The  Greek  conquests  in  Asia  extended  the  limits 
of  the  Dispersion.  Seleucus  Nicator  transplanted 
large  bodies  of  Jewish  colonists  from  Babylonia  to 
the  capitals  of  his  western  provinces.  His  policy 
was  followed  by  his  successor,  Antiochus  the  Great ; 
and  the  persecutions  of  Antiochus  Epiphanes  only 
served  to  push  forward  the  Jewish  emigration  to 
the  remoter  districts  of  his  empire.  In  Armenia 
the  Jews  arrived  at  the  greatest  dignities,  and  Nis- 
ibis  became  a  new  centre  of  colonization  (Frankel, 
pp.  454-456).  The  Jews  of  Cappadocia  (1  Pet.  i. 
1)  are  casually  mentioned  lu  the  Mishna;  and  a 
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prince  and  princess  of  Adiabene  adopted  the  Jewish 
faith  only  30  years  before  the  destruction  of  the 
Temple  (Joseph.  Ant.  xx.  2).  Large  settlements 
of  Jews  were  established  in  Cyprus,  ui  the  islands 
of  the  ^Egsean  (Cos,  Delos:  Joseph.  Ant.  xiv.  10), 
and  on  the  western  coast  of  Asia  Minor  (Ephesus, 
Miletus,  Pergamus,  Halicamassus,  Sardis:  Joseph. 
Ant.  1.  c.).  The  Romans  confirmed  to  them  the 
privileges  which  they  hatl  obtained  from  the  Syrian 
kings;  and  though  they  wei-e  exposed  to  sudden 
outbursts  of  popular  violence  (Joseph.  Ant.  xviii.  9 ; 
B.  J.  vii.  3),  the  Jews  of  the  Syrian  provinces 
gradually  formed  a  closer  connection  with  their  new 
homes,  and  together  with  the  Greek  language 
adopted  in  many  respects  Greek  ideas.  [Hellen- 
ists.] 

This  Hellenizing  tendency,  however,  found  its 
most  free  development  at  Alexandria  [Alexax- 
dkia].  The  Jewish  settlements  established  there 
by  Alexander  and  Ptolemy  I.  became  the  source  of 
the  African  Dispersion,  which  spread  over  the  north 
coast  of  Africa,  and  perhaps  inland  to  Abyssinia 
(the  FalasJia).  At  Cyrene  (Joseph.  Ant.  xiv.  7, 
§  2;  Jason)  and  Berenice  (Tripoli)  the  Jewish  in- 
habitants formed  a  considerable  portion  of  the  pop- 
ulation, and  an  inscription  lately  discovered  at  the 
latter  place  (Frankel,  p.  422)  speaks  of  the  justice 
and  clemency  which  they  received  from  a  Poman 
governor  (cf  Joseph.  Ant.  xvi.  6,  §  5).  The  Afri- 
can Dispersion,  like  all  other  Jews,  preser\'ed  their 
veneration  for  the  "  holy  city  "  (Philo,  Ley.  lul 
Caium,  §  36;  in  Flacc.  c.  7),  and  recognized  the 
universal  claims  of  the  Temple  by  the  annual  trib- 
ute (Joseph.  I.  c.)  But  the  distinction  in  language 
led  to  wider  differences,  which  were  averted  m  Bab- 
ylon by  the  currency  of  an  Aramaic  dialect.  The 
Scriptures  were  no  longer  read  on  the  Sabbath 
(Frankel,  p.  420;  VinslwHen,  p.  52  ff.),  and  no 
fire-signals  conveyed  the  dates  of  the  new  moons  to 
F>gypt  (cf.  Frankel,  p.  419,  n.).  Still  the  national 
spirit  of  the  African  Jews  was  not  destroyed. 
After  the  destruction  of  the  Temple  the  Zealots 
found  a  reception  in  Cyrene  (Joseph.  B.  J.  vii.  11); 
and  towards  the  close  of  the  reign  of  Trajan,  a.  d. 
115,  the  Jewish  population  in  Africa  rose  with  ter- 
rible ferocity  (Dion,  Ixviii.  32).  The  insurrection 
was  put  down  by  a  war  of  extermination  (Euseb. 
H.  E.  iv.  2);  and  the  remnant  who  escaped  estab- 
lished themselves  on  the  opposite  coast  of  Europe, 
as  the  beginning  of  a  new  Dispersion. 

The  Jewish  settlements  in  Home  were  consequent 
upon  the  occupation  of  Jerusalem  by  Pompey,  n.  c. 
6.3.  The  captives  and  emigrants  whom  he  brought 
with' him  were  located  in  the  trans-Tiberine  quar- 
ter, and  by  degrees  rose  in  station  and  importance 
(Philo,  Leg.  ad  Caium,  §  23  ff.).  They  were 
favored  by  Augustus  and  Tiberius  after  the  fall  of 
Sejanus  (Philo,  I.  c);  and  a  Jewish  school  was 
founded  at  Korae  (Frankel,  p.  459).  In  the  reign 
of  Claudius  [Claudius]  the  Jews  became  objects 
of  suspicion  from  their  immense  numters  (Dion, 
Ix.  6);  and  the  internal  disputes  consequent,  {jer- 
haps,  upon  the  preaching  of  Christianity,  led  to 
their  banishment  from  the  city  (Suet.  Claud.  26: 
"  Judseos  impulsore  Chresto  a.ssidue  tumultuantes 
Roma  expuht."  Acts  xviii.  2).  This  expulsion, 
if  general,  ca'n  only  have  been  temporary,  for  in  a 
few  years  the  Jews  at  Rome  were  numerous  (Acts 
xxviii.  17  If.),  and  continued  to  be  sufficiently  con- 
spicuous to  attract  the  attention  of  the  satirists 
(Mart.  Ep.  xi.  94 ;  Juv.  Sat.  iii.  14). 

The  influence  of  the  Dispersion  on  the  rapid  pro- 
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■nulgation  of  Christianity  can  scarcely  be  overrated. 
The  course  of  the  apostoUc  preaching  followed  in  a 
regular  pro;^ress  the  line  of  Jewish  settlements. 
The  mixed  assembly  from  which  the  first  converts 
were  gathered  on  the  day  of  Pentecost  represented 
each  division  of  the  Dispersion  (Acts  ii.  U-ll;  (1) 
Parthians  ....  Mesopotamia;  (2)  Judaea  (i.  e. 
Syria)  .  .  .  Pamphylia;  (3)  Egypt  .  .  .  Greece; 
(4)  Romans  .  .  .  ),  and  these  converts  naturally 
prepared  the  way  for  the  Apostles  in  the  intenal 
which  preceded  the  beginning  of  the  separate  apos- 
tolic missions.  The  names  of  the  seven  deacons 
are  all  Greek,  and  one  is  specially  described  as  a 
proselyte  (Acts  vi.  5).  The  church  at  Antioch,  by 
which  St.  Paul  was  entrusted  with  his  great  work 
among  the  heathen  (Acts  xiii.  1),  included  Barna- 
bas of  Cyprus  (Acts  iv.  36),  Lucius  of  Cyrene,  and 
Simeon,  surnamed  Niijer ;  and  among  his  "  fellow- 
laborers  ''  at  a  later  time  are  found  Aquila  of  Pon- 
tus  (Acts  xviii.  2),  Apollos  of  Alexandria  (Acts 
xviii.  24;  cf.  1  Cor.  iii.  6),  and  Urban  us  (Koni.  xvi. 
9),  and  Clement  (Phil.  iv.  3),  whose  names,  at 
least,  are  Roman.  Antioch  itself  became  a  centre 
of  the  Christian  Church  (Acts  xiii.  1,  xiv.  26,  xv. 
22,  xviii.  22),  as  it  had  been  of  the  Jewish  Disper- 
sion; and  throughout  the  apostolic  journeys  the 
Jews  were  the  class  to  whom  "  it  was  necessary 
(auayKa7ov)  that  the  word  of  God  should  be  first 
spoken"  (Acts  xiii.  46),  and  they  in  turn  were 
united  with  the  mass  of  the  population  by  the  in- 
termediate body  of  "  the  devout  "  (ol  cr€06fi.evoi), 
which  had  recognized  in  various  degrees  "  the  faith 
of  the  God  of  Israel." 

The  most  important  original  authorities  on  the 
Dispersion  are  Joseph.  Ant.  xiv.  10,  xiv.  7;  c. 
Apion.  ii.  5 ;  Philo,  Leff.  ad  Caium ;  id.  c.  Flac- 
atm.  Frankel  has  collected  the  various  points  to- 
gether in  an  exhaustive  essay  in  his  Jfonat^tacJirift, 
Nov.  Dec.  1853,  409-411,  449-451.  Cf.  Jo'st, 
Gesch.  d.  JwJtnth.  i.  336-344;  Ewald,  Gesch.  d. 
Volkes  Israel,  iv.  B.  F.  W. 

*  DISTAFF,  Prov.  xxxi.  19.     [Spinning.] 

*  DIVES.  See  the  last  paragraph  under 
Lazarus. 

DIVINATION  (DD|7P :  navreia,  Ez.  xiii. 

7;  fmyda,  Wisd.  xvii.  7;  D'^Sffi'S,  (papixaKeia, 

veneficium,  diviitatio,  Is.  xlvii.  9;  K^Hv,  \l/i6vpi(T- 
fx6s,  &c.).  This  art  "of  taking  an  aim  of  divine 
matters  by  human,  which  cannot  but  breed  mixt- 
ure of  imaginations  "  (Bacon,  £ss.  xvii.)  has  been 
universal  in  all  ages,  and  all  nations  alike,  civilized 
and  savage.  It  arises  from  an  impression  that  in 
the  absence  of  direct,  visible,  guiding  Providence, 
the  Deity  suffers  his  will  to  be  known  to  men, 
jwrtly  by  inspiring  those  who  from  purity  of  cliar- 
acter  or  elevation  of  spirit  are  susceptible  of  the 
divine  afflatus  {deondvTfis,  ivdovcnaffTai,  iic- 
trraTiKoi),  and  partly  by  giving  perpetual  indica- 
tions of  the  future,  which  must  be  leanit  from  ex- 
perience and  observation  (Cic.  Die.  i.  18;  Plin. 
XXX.  5).  The  first  kind  of  divination  was  called 
Natural  {S,TfX''os,  aSiSaKTOs)  in  \\hich  the  me- 
dium of  inspiration  was  transported  from  his  own 
individuality,  and  became  the  passive  instrument 
of  supernatural  utterances  {^f^n.  vi.  47 ;  Ov.  Met. 
ii.  640,  &c.).  As  this  process  involved  violent  con- 
vulsions, the  word  fuivTiKri  is  derived  from  fialv- 
fo-dai,  and  alludes  to  the  foaming  mouth  and 
itreaming  hair  of  the  possessed  seer  (PL-vt.  Tim. 
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72,  B.,  where  the  fiduTis  is  carefully  distinguished 
from  the  Trpo^ifjTrjs).  But  even  in  the  most  pas- 
sionate and  irresistible  prophecies  of  Scripture  we 
have  none  of  these  unnatural  distortions  (Num. 
xxiii.  5;  Ps.  xxxix.  3;  Jer.  xx.  9),  although,  as  we 
shall  see,  they  were  characteristic .  of  pretenders  to 
the  gift. 

The  other  kind  of  divination  was  artificial  {rex~ 
viK-f)),  and  probably  originated  in  an  honest  con- 
viction that  external  nature  sympathized  with  and 
frequently  indicated  the  condition  and  prospects  of 
mankind ;  a  conviction  not  in  itself  ridiculous,  and 
fostered  by  the  accidental  synchronism  of  natural 
phenomena  with  human  catastrophes  (Thuc.  iii. 
89;  Joseph.  B.  J.  vi.  5,  §  3;  Foxe's  Martyrs,  iii. 
406,  &c.).  When  once  this  feeUng  was  established 
the  supposed  manifestations  were  infinitely  multi- 
plied, and  hence  tlie  numberless  forms  of  imposture 
or  ignorance  called  kapnomancy,  pyromancy,  arith- 
momancy,  libanomancy,  botanomancy,  kephaJo- 
mancy,  &c.,  of  which  there  are  abundant  accounts 
in  Cic.  de  Div. ;  Cardan  de  Sapientia ;  Anton,  v. 
Dale,  de  Orig.  Idol. ;  Fabricius,  Bibl.  Ant.  pp. 
409-426;  Carpzov,  App.  Cnt.  540-549;  Potter's 
Antiq.  i.  ch.  viii.  ff.  Indeed  there  was  scarcely  any 
possible  event  or  appearance  which  was  not  pressed 
into  the  service  of  augury,  and  it  may  be  said  of 
the  ancient  Greeks  and  Romans,  as  of  the  modem 
New  Zealanders,  that  "  after  uttering  their  karakias 
(or  charms)  the  whistling  of  the  wind,  the  moving 
of  trees,  the  flash  of  lightning,  the  peal  of  thunder, 
the  flying  of  a  bird,  even  the  buzz  of  an  insect 
would  be  regarded  as  an  answer  "  (Taylor's  New 
Zealand,  p.  74;  Bowring's  Siam,  i.  153  ff".).  A 
system  commenced  in  fanaticism  ended  in  deceit. 
Hence  Cato's  famous  saying  that  it  was  strange 
how  two  augurs  could  meet  without  laughing  in 
each  other's  face.  But  the  supposed  knowledge  be- 
came in  all  nations  an  engine  of  political  power,  and 
hence  interest  was  enlisted  in  its  support  (Cic.  de 
Legg.  ii.  12 ;  Liv.  vi.  27 ;  Soph.  Ant.  1055 ;  Mic.  iii. 
11).  It  fell  into  the  hands  of  a  priestly  caste  (Gen. 
xli.  8;  Is.  xlvii.  13;  Jer.  v.  31;  Dan.  ii.  2),  who  in 
all  nations  made  it  subservient  to  their  own  pur- 
poses. Thus  in  Persia,  Chardin  says  that  the  as- 
trologers would  make  even  the  Shah  rise  at  mid- 
night and  travel  in  the  worst  weather  in  obedience 
to  their  suggestions. 

The  invention  of  divination  is  ascribed  to  Pro- 
metheus (^sch.  Pr.  \1nc.t.  492),  to  the  Phrygians 
and  Etrurians,  especially  sages  (Cic.  de  Div.  1; 
and  Clem.  Alex.  Strom,  i.  .326,  where  there  is  a 
great  deal  more  on  the  subject),  or  (as  by  the 
Fathers  generally)  to  the  Devil  (Finnic.  Maternus 
de  Errwe,  Prooem. ;  Lactant.  ii.  16 ;  Minuc.  Felix, 
Oct.  27).  In  the  same  way  Zoroaster  ascribes  all 
magic  to  Ahriman  (Nork,  Brain,  und  Rah.  p.  97). 
Similar  opinions  have  prevailed  in  modem  times 
(Sir  Thomas  Browne,  Vulg.  Err.  i.  xi.). 

Many  forms  of  divination  are  mentioned  in 
Scripture,  and  the  subject  is  so  frequently  alluded 
to  that  it  deserves  careful  examination.  We  shall 
proceed  to  give  a  biief  analysis  of  its  main  aspects 
as  presented  in  the  sacred  writers,  following  as  far 
as  possible  the  order  of  the  books  in  which  the  pro- 
fessors of  the  art  are  spoken  of. 

They  are  first  mentioned  as  a  prominent  body  in 

the  Egyptian  court,  Gen.  xli.  8.     (1.)  D"^?2^"in 

(e'lTj-yr/Taf ;  Hesych.  6  irepl  Upelwv  Kol  Sio<7rifj.fia>y 
f^r]yovfj.fvos;  Aqu.  Kpycpiaarai).  They  were  a 
class   of  Egyptian   priests,   eminent   for   learning 
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(UpoypanfiaTiii)-  The  name  may  be  derived  from 
lii'^n,  a  style ;  or,  according  to  Jablonski,  from  an 
Egyptian  word  Chertom  =  tIiaumaturfftis  (Gesen. 
s.  v.).  For  other  conjectures  see  Kalisch,  Ge7i.  p. 
C47 ;  Heidegger,  ffist.  Pair.  xx.  23.  Of  course  it 
must  have  the  same  derivation  in  Dan.  i.  20,  and 
therefore  cannot  be  from  the  Chaldee  Dhardumnnd 
=  skilled  in  science  (Jahn,  Arch.  BM.  §  402).  If 
their  divination  was  connected  with  drawn  figures, 
it  is  paralleled  by  the  Persian  Itummnl  (Calmet); 
the  modern  Egyptian  Zdiryeh,  a  table  of  letters 
ascribed  to  Idrees  or  l-^noch  (I^ne,  i.  354),  the  re- 
nowned Chinese  Y-kinc/,  lines  discovered  by  Fouhi 
on  the  back  of  a  tortoise,  which  explain  everything, 
and  on  which  1450  learned  commentaries  have  been 
written  (Hue's  China,  i.  123  ff.);  and  the  Jammsu 
or  marks  on  paper,  of  Japan  (Kaempfer's  Hist. 
eh.  XV.) 

2.  D"'133n  {iTOipiffral,  Ex.  vii.  11;  Suid.  oSrajy 
(\eyov  iravras  tovs  ire7rat5fv/j.eyovs'-  conjecUn-es). 
Possibly  these,  as  well  as  their  predecessors,  were 
merely  a  learned  class,  invested  by  vulgar  super- 
stition with  hidden  power.  Daniel  was  made  head 
of  the  college  by  Nebuchadnezzar  (Dan.  v.  11). 

3.  0*^31^?^  {iiraoiWi,  Ex.  ^^i.  11,  D^'D^?, 
(papfjLaKoi :  incantatores  :  the  variety  of  words  used 
in  the  versions  to  render  these  names,  shows  how 
vague  was  the  meaning  attached  to  them).     The 

original  meaning  of  ^273  is  to  mutter ;  and  in 
Ex.  vii.  11,  the  word  seems  to  denote  mere  jugglers, 
of  the  class  to  which  belonged  Jaimes  and  Jambres 
(2  Tim.  iii.  8).  How  they  produced  the  wonders 
which  hardened  the  heart  of  Pharaoh,  whether  by 
mechanical  or  chemical  means,  or  by  mere  legerde- 
main, or  by  demoniacal  assistance  (as  supposed 
by  the  Fathers,  and  Joseph.  Ard.  ii.  5),  it  is  idle 
to  conjecture.  Michaelis  (adopting  an  Arabic  deri- 
vation of  ^273)  explains  them  to  be  "  astrologers," 
such  as  in  ancient  times  were  supposed  (from  their 
power  to  foretell  eclipses,  &c.)  to  be  able  to  control 
the  sun  and  moon  by  spells  (V'irg.  jEn.  iv.  489; 
Ov.  Afet.  xii.  263.  "  While  the  laboring  moon 
eclipses  at  their  charms,"  Milton.  "  A  witch,  and 
one  so  strong  she  could  control  the  moon,"  Shakes- 
peare, The  Tempest).  Women  were  supposed  to 
be  peculiarly  addicted  to  these  magical  arts  (Ex. 
xxii.  18),  which  were  forbidden  to  the  Jews  on  the- 
ocratic grounds,  independently  of  their  liability  to 
abuse. 

4.  D**?^?^,  Lev.  xix.  31,  xx.  6  {yvaxrral, 
sctolce  :  wizards,  from  W^,  to  know  :  cf.  weiser 

'  '  -t' 

Mann,  khige  Frau,  as  Salixwi/,  from  Sdrifit)  '■  those 
that  could  by  whatever  means  reveal  the  ftiture. 
The  Habbis  derive  this  word  from  a  certain  bea.st 
Jaddua,  in  shape  like  a  man  (KaTa^KcrrdSa),  the 
bones  of  which  the  diviner  held  in  his  teeth 
(Maimon.  de  Idol.  vi.  3;  Bulenger,  de  Div.  iii. 
33;  Delrio,  Disquis.  Mag.  iv.  2;  Godwyn's  Mog. 
(f  Aar.  iv.  10).  The  Greek  diviner  ate  ri  Kvpiti- 
TttTtt  fi6pta  (liwv  fjLavTiKtav  (Porphyr.  de  Abstinent. 
ii.).  For  other  bone  divinations  see  Rubruquis' 
China,  p.  65,  and  Pennant's  Scotland,  p.  88  (in 
Pinkerton). 

5.  n"l2iS,  Lev.  XX.  6;  Is.  viii.  19,  xix.  3; 
iyyouTTpliivOoi,  vfKponivrfis-  qid  Pythones  con- 
tuUt,  vetUrihqui)  [C^^N,  Is.  xix.  3].     The  word 
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properly  means  "  spirits  of  the  dead,"  and  then 
by  an  easy  metonymy  those  who  consulted  thera 
(2'lN    bstC',    Deut.  xviii.    10;    bs    T^'''^! 

^  O?  -  •  01  (TrfpuTwvres  robs  veKpovs,  qiuereris 
a  mortuis  veritatem.  But  Shuckford,  who  denies 
that  the  Jews  in  early  ages  believed  in  spirits, 
makes  it  mean  "  consulters  of  dead  idols,"  Conned. 
ii.  395  ff. ).  They  are  also  called  Pythones ;  iyyaa-Tp. 
ird\ai  yvvl  nvBoDvas  KaKovfifvovs  (Plut.  de  Def. 
I  Or.  414;  Cic.  de  Bit:  i.  19).  Hence  the  TrveC/io 
lllvewvos.  Acts  xvi.  16.  These  ventriloquists 
"  peeped  and  muttered  "  (cf.  rpi^eiv,  11.  xxiii.  101 ; 
"  squeak  and  gibber,"  Shakespeare,  Jul.  Cues.)  from 
the  earth  to  imitate  the  voice  of  the  reveaUng 
"familiar"   (Is.  xxix.  4,  &c.;  1   Sam.  xxviii.  8^ 

Lev.  XX.  27,  cf.  crrfpySfiavris,  Soph.  Frag.).'2M^ 
properly  means  a  bottle  (.Job  xxxii.  19),  and  was 
applied  to  the  magician,  because  he  was  suppose*! 
to  be  inflated  by  the  spirit  (SainovoXriwrds).  like 
the  ancient  EvpvK\us  (fh  aWorpias  yaoTtpai 
ivSus,  Ar.  Vesp.  1017,  "malum  spirituni  per  verenda 
naturae  excipiebat."  Schol.  in  At.  Plut..).  Of  this 
class  was  the  witch  of  Endor  (Joseph.  Ant.  vi.  14,  § 
2),  in  whose  case  intended  imposture  »K(^have  been 
overruled  into  genuine  necromancy  (Ecclus.  xlvi. 
20).  On  this  wide  subject  see  Chrysost.  ad  1  Cor. 
xii.;  Tert.  adv.  Marc.  iv.  25,  de  Anima,  57;  Aug. 
de  Doctr.  Christ.  §  33;  Cic.  Tusc.  Disp.  i.  16,  aird 
the  commentators  on  ^n.  vi. ;  Critici  Sucri,  vi. 
331;  Winer,  s.  v.  Todtenbeschiciirer ;  Le  Moyne, 
Var.  Sacr.  p.  993  ff.;  Selden,  de  Bits  Syr.  i.  2, 
and  above  all  B<  ttcher,  de  Inferis,  pp.  101-121, 
where  the  researcli  displayed  is  marvellous.  Those 
who  sought  inspiration,  either  from  the  demons  or 
the  spirits  of  the  dead,  haunted  tombs  and  caverns 
(Is.  Ixv.  4),  and  invited  the  unclean  comnuuiic;itioiis 
by  voluntary  fasts  (Maimon.  de  Idol.  ix.  15;  Light- 
foot,  Ilor.  Ilebr.  ad  Matt.  x.  1).  That  the  su{)- 
posed  y\lvxo^l■avTela  was  often  effected  by  ventrilo- 
quism and  illusion  is  certain :  for  a  specimen  of  this 
even  in  modem  tunes  see  the  Life  of  Benvenuto 
Cellini. 

6.  D  aD|7  D?P  {fJMvrev6tifvoi  ixavreiav-  qni 
ariohs  sciscitttur ;  Deut.  xviii.  10).  (As  the  most 
complete  list  of  diviners  is  given  in  this  passage, 
we  shall  follow  the  order  of  the  kinds  there  enumer- 
ated.) This  word  involves  the  notion  of  "  cutting," 
and  therefore  may  be  connected  with  the  Chald. 

V)]'^  (from  "1T2,  to  cut),  Dan.  ii.  27,  iv.  7,  Ac., 
and  be  taken  to  mean  astrologers,  magi,  genethliaci, 
&c.  (Diet,  of  Ant.  art.  Astroloijia;  Jnv.  vi.  582  ff.; 
Diod.  Sic.  ii.  30;  Winer,  s.  w.  Murier,  Sterne). 
Others  refer  it  to  the  KKripofidvTfis  (Achol.  ad  Eur. 
Hipp.  1057),  since  the  use  of  lots  was  very  familiar 
to  the  Jews  ((iataker  on  Ijits,  ad  init.);  but  it 
required  no  art  to  explain  their  use,  for  they  were 
regarded  as  directly  under  God's  control  (Num. 
xxvi.  55;  Esth.  iii.  7;  Prov.  xvi.  33,  xviii.  18). 
Both  lots  and  digitorum  micatio  (odd  and  even) 
were  used  in  distributing  the  duties  of  the  Temple 
(Otho,  Lex.  Rid),  a.  v.  Bigitis  micamlo). 

7.  P^2?P,  Mic.  v.  12;  2  K.  xxi.  G;  obsemins 
gomnia;  A.  V.  "an  observer  of  times;"  jcAtj- 
Sovi(6fifvos  (always  in  LXX.,  except  in  I^v.  xix. 
26,  where  probably  they  followed  a  different  reading, 

from    ^^V,  a  bird,    opi/tOoiTKoirfTv)  ~  &  iK  rm     ' 
\a\ovfifva>f  (TToxa-Ciufvos,  Lex.  Cyr. ;  airh  a/cof/ j. 
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Hesych.  It  is  derived  from  75^,  to  caver,  and 
may  mean  generally  "using  hidden  arts"  (Is.  ii. 
S;  Jer.  xxvii.  9).  If  the  LXX.  understand  it  cor- 
rectly, it  refers  to  that  K6'y<i}v  TrapaTriprjcris  (Suid.), 
which  was  common  among  the  Jews,  and  which 
they  called  Bath  Kol;  of  which  remarkable  in- 
stances are  found  in  Gen.  xxiv.  14;  1  Sam.  xiv.  9, 
10 ;  IK.  XX.  33.  After  the  extinction  of  the  spirit 
of  prophecy  it  was  considered  by  the  Jews  as  a  sort 
of  substitute  for  the  loss.  For  a  curious  disserta- 
tion on  it  see  Lightfoot,  ad  Matt.  iii.  13.  A  belief 
in  the  significance  of  chance  words  was  very  prev- 
alent among  the  Egyptians  (Clem.  Alex.  Strom,  i. 
304;  Plut.  (le  Is.  14),  and  the  accidental  sigh  of 
the  engineer  was  sufficient  to  prevent  even  Amasis 
from  removing  the  monolithic  shrine  to  Sais 
(Wilkinson,  Anc.  Egypt,  iv.  144).  The  universality 
of  the  belief  among  the  ancients  is  known  to  every 
scholar  (Cic.  de  Div.  i. ;  Herod,  ii.  90 ;  Virg.  ^'En. 
vii.  116,  &c.).  From  the  general  theory  of  the 
possibility  of  such  omens  sprang  the  use  of  the 
Sortes  Biblicae,  &c.  (Niceph.  Greg.  viii.  Aug.  Ep. 
119;  Prideaux,  Connect,  ii.  376,  &c. ;  Cardan,  d€ 
Varietate,  p.  1040). 

If  )313?P  be  derived  from  X^'S,  it  will  mean 
"  one  who  fascinates  with  the  eyes,"  as  in  the  Syr. 
Vers.  (cf.  Vitringa,  Comment,  ad  Is.  ii.  6).      A 

belief  in  the  6<pea\fji.hs  ^avKavos  (27T  ]|'^)  was 
universal,  and  is  often  alluded  to  in  Scripture 
(Deut.  xxiii.  6  ;  Matt.  xx.  15  ;  Tob.  iv.  7,  fx'^ 
(pOovricrdTw  aov  6  6<pdaKiJ.6s,  1  Sam.  xviii.  9, 
"Saul  eyed  David").  The  well-known  passages 
of  Pliny  and  the  ancients  on  the  subject  are  col- 
lected in  Potter's  Ant.  i.  383  ff. 

Others  again  make  the  C^^Sl?  (Is.  ii.  6,  <fec.), 
"  soothsayers,"  who  predicted  "  times  "  as  in  A.  V., 
from  the  observation  of  the  clouds  (Aben  Ezra  on 
Ijev.  xix.  26)  and  other  Siocrrjfjiiat,  as  lightnings, 
comets,  meteors,  &c.  (Jer.  x.  2),  like  the  Etruscan 
Fulguratores  (Cic.  Div.  i.  18;  Plin.  ii.  43,  53; 
Plut.  de  Superst. ;  Hom.  Od.  v.  102;  Virg.  Ed.  i. 
16 ;  Humboldt's  Cosmos,  ii.  135,  ed.  Sabine). 
Possibly  the  jMsition  of  the  diviner  in  making  these 
observations  originated  the  Jewish  names  for  East 
and  West,  namely,  front  and  back  (Grodwyn,  iv. 
10,  but  Carpzov  disputes  the  assertion,  Ap.  Crit. 
p.  541).  The  practice  naturally  led  to  the  tabula- 
tion of  certain  days  as  lucky  or  unlucky  (Job  iii.  5, 
"monthly  prognosticators ; "  Is.  xlvii.  13,  {jfifpas 
■KapaTr)pei(TQe,  Gal.  iv.  10),  just  as  the  Greeks  and 
Romans  regarded  some  da3's  as  candidi,  others  as 
atri  (Hes.  Opp.  et  D.  770";  Suet.  Aug.  92,  &c.). 
If  we  had  space,  every  one  of  the  superstitions 
alluded  to  might  be  paralleled  in  modem  times. 

In  Judg.  ix.  37,  the  expression  "  terebinth  [in- 
correctly "  plain,"  A.  V.]  of  Meonenim  (enchant- 
ments)"  [properly  "enchanters,"  or  "diviners"] 
refers  not  so  much  to  the  general  sacredness  of 
great  trees  (Hom.  Od.  xiv.  328,  habitte  Grails 
oracula  qiiercus,  Virg.  Georg. ),  as  to  the  fact  that 
(probably)  here  Jacob  had  buried  his  amulets  (Gen. 
XXXV.  4;  Stanley,  S.  #  P.  p.  142). 

8.  n^27n3p  (ola)i/t^6iJ.fvoi  •  observantes  aw- 
guria;  Ps.  Iviii!  5;  2  K.  xvii.  17,  xxi.  6,  &c.):  A. 
V.  "  enchanters  " ;  ophiomxmts  (Bochart,  Hieroz.  ii. 

p.  383),  from  E^TO,  to  hiss ;  people  who,  like  the 
Micient  Psylli  (Plin.  H.  N.  vii.  2,  xviii.  4)  and 
Marmaridse  (Sil.  Ital.  iii.  301), 
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"  Ad  quorum  cantus  serpens  oblita  veneai. 
Ad  quorum  tactum  mites  jacuere  cerastes," 

were  supposed  to  render  serpents  innocuous  and 
obedient  (Ex.  vii.  9;  Jer.  viii.  17;  Eccl.  x.  11), 
chiefly  by  the  power  of  music  (Nicand.  Theriac. 
162;  Luc.  ix.  8!Jl;  Sil.  Ital.  8,  495;  -A'«.  vii.  753: 
Niebuhr's  Travels,  i.  189);  but  also  no  doubt  by 
the  possession  of  some  genuine  and  often  hereditary 
secret  (Lane,  Mod.  Egypt,  ii.  106  ff'. ;  Arnob.  adv. 
Gent.  ii.  32).  They  had  a  similar  power  over 
scorpions  (Francklea's  Tour  to  Persia).  The 
whole  subject  is  exhausted  by  Bochart  (Hieroz. 
torn.  II.  iii.  6,  de  As.  jide  surda). 

27n3  has,  however,  a  general  meaning  of  "  learn- 
ing by  experience,"  like  "to  augur,"  in  English, 
Gen.  XXX.  27 ;  either  because  ophiomancy  (J'er. 
Phorm.  iv.  4,  26)  was  common,  or  because  the 
word  meant  (as  the  Kabbis  say)  an  observation  of 
if6Sia  ffvix^oKoL,  &c.  (Jer.  x.  2;  Plin.  xxviii.  5,  7). 
Some  understand  it  of  divinatio  ex  pelvibus  (Plin. 
H.  N.  XXX.  2;  Poli  Syn.  ad  Deut.  xviii.  10). 

9.  D'^2t£?PP  {(papfjLaKoi  ■  malefici,  venefici ; 
A.  V.  "wizards"),  from  the  Arabic,  "to  reveal," 
meaning  not  only  astrologers  proper  (Chaldaeans), 
but  generally  all  the  professed  occult  means  of  dis- 
covering the  unknown.  It  might  no  doubt  involve 
the  use  of  divining-rods  for  the  purpose  of  Aquseli- 
cium,  (fee.,  dependent  on  physical  laws  only  partially 
understood  (Mayo's  Pop.  Superstitions), 

10.  D'^T'^n  "l^n  {fTrafiSoyTfs  iiraoiS'^y:  in- 

cantatores),  from  '^5^1,  to  bind  (cf.  bannen  = 
binden,  Gesen.  s.  r.).  [SeeDeut.xviii.il.]  Those 
who  acquired  power  by  uttering  spells,  &c.  (/caro- 
5e'«;  and  vfivoi  Seafiios,  -^Esch.  Eum.  2J6; 

"  So  the  spell  now  works  around  thee, 
And  the  clankless  chain  hath  bound  thee." 

Man/red,  i.  1). 

In  Onkelos  it  is  rendered  7"^12~1,  a  mutterer ;  and 
this  would  connect  these  "enchanters"  with  the 
Nekromanteis  (Xo.  5,  Is.  xxix.  4). 

11.  Belomants.  Alluded  to  in  Ez.  xxi.  21,  where 
Nebuchadnezzar,  at  the  parting  of  two  ways,  uses 
divination  to  decide  whether  he  shall  proceed  against 

Jerusalem  or  Rabbah,  and  D^SHS  7f27f7  (toC 
avafipaffai  ^d^Sov,  LXX. ;  but  it  should  be  rather 
yi\pai  0€Kri,  or  as  Vulg.  commiscens  sigitt-is ;  the 
other  explanations  are  untenable).  Jerome  (ad  loc.) 
explains  it  of  mingling  in  a  quiver  an'ows  on  whicli 
were  inscribed  the  names  of  various  cities,  that  city 
being  attacked  the  name  of  which  was  drawn  out 
(Prid.  Connect,  i.  85).  Kstius  says  "  he  threw  up 
a  bundle  of  arrows  to  see  which  way  they  would 
light,  and  falling  on  the  right  hand  he  marched 
towards  Jerusalem."  The  A.  V.  "  made  his  an-ows 
bright,"  seems  to  allude  to  a  sort  of  iriSy}pofj,aureia, 
—  incorrectly.  The  arrows  used  were  particolored 
and  7  such  were  kept  at  Mecca.  Pietro  della  Valle 
saw  a  divination  derived  from  the  changes  of  8 
arrows  at  Aleppo,  and  attributed  it  to  diabolical 
agency.  We  read  of  a  somewhat  similar  custom 
in  use  among  the  ancient  Teutons  (Tac.  Germ,  x.), 
and  among  the  Alani  (Am.  Marcell.  xxxi.):  also 
among  the  modern  Egyptians  (Lane,  ii.  111). 
"  But  of  another  kind  was  that  practiced  by  Elisha, 
2  K.  xiii.  15  "  (Sir  Thomas  Browne,  Vulg.  Errors, 
V.  23,  7). 

12.  Closely  connected  with  this  was  ^vKofi.  or 
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dafiSofiavTeia  (Hos.  iv.  12)  b)?tt  vMlT,  Auo 
laravrfs  ^dfiSovs  .  .  .  irixrovaas  iirtri)povv 
oTcov  ipepoiVTo,  Cyr.  Alex,  (ad  loc),  and  so  too 
Theophylact.  Another  explanation  is  that  the 
positive  or  negative  answer  to  the  required  question 
was  decided  by  the  equal  or  unequal  number  of 
spans  in  the  staff  (Godwyn,  I.  c).  Parallels  are 
found  among  the  Scythians  (Herod,  iv.  67,  and 
Schol.  Nicandri  'S.KvOai  fivpiKlvw  fiavrevovTai 
^vK(p),  Persians  (Strab.  xv.  p.  847),  Assyrians 
( Athen.  Ddpn.  xii.  7 ),  Chinese  (Stavorinus's  J(w<i ; 
Pinkerton,  xi.  132),  and  New  Zealanders  (called 
Niu,  Taylor's  New  Zeal.  p.  91).  These  kinds  of 
divination  are  expressly  forbidden  in  the  Koran, 
and  are  called  ai  Meisar  (ch.  v.  Sale's  Prelim. 
Dissert,  p.  89). 

13.  Kv\i.KOfi.avTeia,  Gen.  xliv.  5  {rh  kAvSv  rh 
apyvpovv  .  .  .  avrhs  5e  oloiviafjiovs  oioovi^eTai  iv 
avT(f\  Hesych.  kSvZv,  wor^piov  ^acnKiK6v:  in 
quo  auyurari  solei).  Parkliurst  and  others  deny- 
ing that  divination  is  intended,  make  it  a  mere  cup 
of  office  (Bruce's  Travels,  ii.  657)  "for  which  he 

would  search  carefully  "  (a  meaning  which  l&TO 
may  bear.  But  in  all  probability  the  A.  V.  is 
right.  The  Nile  was  called  the  cup  of  Egypt,  and 
the  silver  vessel  which  symbolized  it  had  prophetic 
and  mysterious  properties  (Havernick.  Introd.  to 
the  Pentateuch,  ad  loc).  The  divination  was  by 
means  of  radiations  from  the  water,  or  from  magic- 
ally inscribed  gems,  &c.  thrown  into  it ;  a  sort  of 
vSpo/jLavTfia,  KuToirTpofiavrela,  or  KpvcnaWo- 
^avreia  (Cardan,  dt  lieruin  Variet.  cap.  9-3),  like 
the  famous  mirror  of  ink  (Lane,  ii.  302),  and  the 
crystal  divining  globes,  the  properties  of  which  de- 
pend on  a  natural  law  brought  into  notice  in  the 
recent  revivals  of  Slesmerisui.  The  jewelled  cup 
of  Jemsheed  was  a  divining  cup,  and  such  a  one  was 
made  by  Merlin  (Faerie  Queene,  iii.  2,  19).  Jul. 
Serenus  (de  Fato,  ix.  18)  says  that  after  certain  in- 
cantations, a  demon  "  vocem  instar  sibili  edebat 
in  aquis."  It  is  curious  to  find  KvKiKoixavreia  even 
in  the  South  Sea  Islands  (Daily  Bill.  Illustr.  i. 
424).  For  illustrations  of  Egyptian  cups  see  Wil- 
kinson, iii.  258.  This  kind  of  divination  must 
not  be  confused  with   Cyathomanteia  (Suid.  s.  v. 

14.  Consultation  of  Teraphim  (Zech.  x.  2;  Ez. 
xxi.  21;  (irep<i>T7Jffai  iv  to7s  'y\v7rTo7s;  1  Sam. 
XV.  23,  ^"^^  =  an  inquirer  [where  the  form  is 
D^2"1^]),  These  were  wooden  images  (1  Sam. 
xix.  13)  consulted  as  "idols,"  from  which  the  ex- 
cited worshippers  fancied  that  they  received  oracular 
responses.  The  notion  that  they  were  the  em- 
balmed heads  of  infants  on  a  gold  plate  inscribed 
with  the  name  of  an  unclean  spirit,  is  liabbi  Elie- 
zer's  invention.  Other  Itabbis  think  that  they 
may  mean  "astrolabes,"  &c.     [Tkuaphim.] 

15.  'HiraToarKOiria,  or  exlisjncium  (Vj;..  xxi.  21, 

KarcurKov7i(rdar0ai   al.    vjirart    «.,    LXX.,    "fvj 

^5"^5)•  The  liver  was  the  most  important  part 
of  the  sacrifice  (Artemid.  Oneirocr.  ii.  74:  Suet. 
Auff.  95;  Cic.  de  Div.  ii.  13;  Sen.  (Edip.  360). 
Thus  the  deaths  of  lx)th  Alexander  and  Hepha;stion 
were  foretold  on  &\ofiov  rh  riTup  ^v  Uptlov  (Ar- 
rian,  Alex  vii.  18). 

16.  'OvfipofxavTfla  (Dcut.  xiii.  2,  3;  Judg.  vii. 
13;  Jer.  xxiii.  32;  Joseph.  Ant.  xvii.  6,  4).  God 
frequently  revealed  himself  by  dreams  when  the 
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soul  was  thought  to  be  least  debased  by  contact 
with  the  body  (eudovcra  yap  (pp^v  ufifxaaiv  A.o/*- 
irpvvervu.  ^'Esch.  Eum.).  Many  warnings  occur 
in  Scripture  against  the  impostures  attendant  on 
the  interpretation  of  dreams  (Zech.  x.  2,  Ac).  "We 
find,  however,  no  direct  trace  of  seeking  for  dreams 
such  as  occurs  in  Virg.  ^£ra.  vii.  81;  Plant.  Cur- 
ed, i.  1,  2,  61.     [Dreams.] 

17.  The  consultation  of  oracles  may  be  consid- 
ered as  another  form  of  divination  (Is.  xli.  21-24J 
Xliv.  7).     The  term  oracle  is  applied  to  the  Holy 

of  Holies  (1  K.  vi.  16 ;  Ps.  xxviu.  2,  "'"'II"^,  Safi'^p 
TO  ayia  twv  ayiaiv  ovofid^et,  Lex.  Ms. ;  Hottin- 
ger,  T/ies.  Phil.  p.  366).  That  there  were  several 
oracles  of  heathen  gods  known  to  the  Jews  we  may 
infer  both  from  the  mention  of  that  of  Baal-zebub 
at  Ekron  (2  K.  i.  2-6),  and  from  the  towns  named 
Uebir.  "  Debir  quod  nos  oraculum  sive  responsum 
possumus  appellare,  et  ut  contentiosius  verbum  ex- 
primamus  e  verbo  KaKrir^piov,  vel  locutorium  di- 
cere  "  (Hieron.  ad  Eph.  i.).  The  word  "  oracles  " 
is  applied  in  the  N.  T.  to  the  Scriptures  (Acts  vii. 
38;  Kom.  iii.  2,  &c.).  On  the  general  subject  of 
oracles  see  Anton,  v.  Dale  de  Oracidis  ;  Diet,  of 
Ant.  art.  Oraculum;  Potter's  Antup  i.  286-326; 
Sir  T.  Browne,  Tract  xi.,  and  Vvlg.  Err.  vii.  12,  Ac. 

18.  It  only  remains  to  allude  to  the  fact  that 
superstitious  importance  was  peculiarly  attached  to 
the  words  of  dying  men.  And  although  the  ob- 
served fact  that  "  men  sometimes  at  the  hour  of 
their  departure  do  speak  and  reason  above  them- 
selves "  (Reliy.  Medici,  xi.)  does  not  of  course  take 
away  from  the  death-bed  prophecies  of  Scripture 
their  supernatural  character  (Gen.  xUx. ;  2  K.  xiii., 
&c.),  yet  it  is  interesting  to  find  that  there  are 
analogies  which  resemble  them  (Jl.  xxii.  355;  and 
the  story  of  Calanus;  Cic.  de  Div.  i.  30:  Shakesp. 
Rich.  II.,  ii.  1;  Daniell,  Civil  Wars,  iii.  62,  &c.). 

Moses  forbade  every  species  of  divination  (cf. 
Kwan,  ch.  v. ;  Cato,  de  Re  Rust.  5,  "  vana  super- 
stitione  rudes  animos  infestant,"  ColumeU.  ii.  1), 
because  a  prying  into  the  future  clouds  the  mind 
with  superstition,  and  because  it  would  have  been 
(as  indeed  it  proved  to  be,  Is.  ii.  6;  2  K.  xxi.  6) 
an  incentive  to  idolatry;  indeed  the  frequent  de- 
nunciations of  the  sin  in  the  prophets  tend  to  prove 
that  these  forbidden  arts  presentetl  peculiar  tempta- 
tions to  apostate  Israel  (Hottinger,  Jur.  Heb.  Lex. 
pp.  253,  254).  But  God  supplied  his  people  with 
substitutes  for  divination,  which  would  have  ren- 
dered it  superfluous,  and  left  them  in  no  doubt  as 
to  his  will  in  circumstances  of  danger,  had  they 
continued  faithful.  It  was  only  when  they  were 
unfaithful  that  the  revelation  was  withdrawn  (1 
Sam.  xxviii.  6;  2  Sam.  ii.  1,  v.  23,  &c.).  Accord- 
ing to  the  Rabbis  the  Urim  and  Thummim  lasted 
until  the  Temple ;  the  spirit  of  prophecy  until  Mal- 
achi;  and  the  Bath  Kol,  as  the  sole  means  of 
guidance,  from  that  time  downwards  (Lightfoot, 
/.  c.  ,•  Maimonides,  de  Fundam.  Leg.  cap.  7;  Abar- 
banel,  Prolegg.  in  Daniel. ). 

How  far  Moses  and  the  prophets  believed  in  the 
reality  of  necromancy,  Ac,  as  distinguished  from 
various  forms  of  imposture,  is  a  question  which  at 
present  does  not  concern  us.  But  even  if,  in  those 
times,  they  did  hold  such  a  belief,  no  one  will  now 
urge  that  we  are  bound  to  do  so  at  the  present  day. 
And  yet  such  was  the  opinion  of  Bacon,  Bp.  Hall, 
Baxter,  Sir  Thomas  Browne,  I-avater,  (ilan villa, 
Henry  More,  and  numberless  other  eminent  men. 
Such  also  was  the  opinion  which  led  Sir  M.  Hale 
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to  burn  Amy  Duny  and  Rose  CuUenden  at  Bury 
in  1004 ;  and  caused  even  Wesley  to  say,  that  "  to 
give  up  a  belief  in  witchcraft  was  to  give  up  the 
Bible."  We  recommend  this  statement,  in  con- 
trast with  the  all  but  universal  disbelief  in  such 
sujjerstitions  now,  to  thoughtful  consideration. 
For  a  curious  statute  against  witchcraft  (5  Eliz. 
cap.  15),  see  Collier's  Ecd.  Hid.  vi.  306. 

Superstition  not  unfrequently  goes  hand  in  hand 
with  skepticism,  and  hence,  amid  the  general  infi- 
delity prevalent  through  the  Roman  empire  at  our 
I>ord's  coming,  imposture  was  rampant,  as  a  glance 
at  the  pages  of  Tacitus  will  suffice  to  prove.  Hence 
the  lucrative  trades  of  such  men  as  Simon  Magus 
(Acts  viii.  9),  Bar-jesus  (Acts  xiii.  C,  8),  the  slave 
with  the  spirit  of  Python  (Acts  xvi.  IG),  the  ^■ag- 
abond  Jews,  exorcists  (Luke  xi.  li>;  Acts  xix.  13), 
and  other  y6r)Tes  (2  Tim.  iii.  13;  Rev.  xix.  20, 
&c.),  as  well  as  the  notorious  dealers  in  magical 
fii^Koi  ('E(p€(na  ypafi/xaTa)  and  irepiepya  at 
Ephesus  (Acts  xix.  I'J).  Among  the  Jews  these 
flagrant  impostors  (airaTfcoves,  Joseph.)  had  be- 
come dangerously  numerous,  especially  during  the 
Jewish  war;  and  we  find  them  constantly  alluded 
to  in  Josephus  (B.  J.  vi.  5,  §  1,  2;  Ant.  xx.  5,  §  1, 
(fee;  cf.  Matt.  xxiv.  23-24;  Tac.  Hist.  v.  12).  As 
was  natural,  they,  like  most  Oiientals,  especially 
connected  tlie  name  of  Solomon  with  their  spells 
and  incantations  (Joseph.  Ant.  viii.  2).  The  names 
of  the  main  writei-s  on  this  wide  and  interesting 
subject  will  be  found  mentioned  in  the  course  of 
the  article,  and  others  are  referred  to  in  Fabficius 
Bibl.  Antiq.  cap.  xii.,  and  Bottcher,  de  Infviis,  pp. 
101  fF.  F.  W.  F. 

DIVORCE.  The  law  regulating  this  subject 
is  found  Deut.  xxiv.  1-4,  and  the  cases  in  which 
the  right  of  a  husband  to  divorce  his  wife  was  lost, 
are  stated  ib.  xxii.  19,  29.     The  ground  of  divorce 

was  what  the  text  calls  a  "13"^  m"127,  on  the 

T  T  -  :  V  ' 

meaning  of  which  the  Jewish  doctors  of  the  period 
of  the  N.  T.  widely  differed ;  the  school  of  Sham- 
mai  seeming  to  limit  it  to  a  moral  delinquency  in 
the  woman,  whilst  that  of  Hillel  extended  it  to 
trifling  causes,  e.  g.,  if  the  wife  burnt  the  food  she 
was  cooking  for  her  husband.'*  The  Pharisees 
wished  perhaps  to  embroil  our  Saviour  with  these 
rival  schools  by  their  question  (Matt.  xix.  3);  by 
his  answer  to  which,  as  well  as  by  his  previous 
maxim  (v.  31),  he  declares  that  l)ut  for  their  hard- 
ened state  of  heart,  such  questions  would  have  no 
place.  Yet  from  the  distinction  made,  "  but  I  say 
unto  you,"  vv.  31,  32,  it  seems  to  follow,  that  he 
regarded  all  the  lesser  causes  than  "  fornication " 
as  standing  on  too  weak  ground,  and  declined  the 
question  of  how  to  interjjret  the  words  of  Moses. 
It  would  be  unreasonable,  therefore,  to  suppose  that 

^y  '57  J*"^}"}^?  to  which  he  limited  the  remedy 
of  divorce,  Moses  meant  "fornication,"  i.  e.  adul- 
tery, for  that  would  have  been  to  stultify  the  law 
"that  such  should  be  stoned"  (John  viii.  5;  Lev. 
XX.  10).  The  practical  difficulty,  however,  which 
attends  on  the  doubt  which  is  now  found  in  inter- 
preting Moses'  words  will  be  lessened  if  we  consider, 
that  the  mere  giving  "a  bill  (or  rather  'book,' 

"'^P)  of  divorcement "  (comp.  Is.  1.  1;  Jer.  iii.  8), 
would  in  ancient  times  require  the  intervention  of  a 
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a  Mishna,  Glttin,  Ix.  10.  R.  Akibah  allows  divorce 
if  the  husband  merely  saw  a  wife  whose  appearance 
plea.sed  him  better. 

39 


Levite,  not  oiJy  to  secure  the  formal  correctness  of 
the  instrument,  but  because  the  art  of  writing  was 
tlien  generally  unknown.  This  would  bring  the 
matter  under  the  cognizance  of  legal  autliority,  and 
tend  to  check  the  rash  exercise  of  the  riglit  by  the 
husband.  Traditional  opinion  and  prescriptive  prac- 
tice would  probably  fix  the  standard  of  the  HTll^, 

and  doubtless  with  the  lax  general  morality  which 
marks  the  decline  of  the  Jewish  iwlity,  that  stand- 
ard would  be  lowered  (Mai.  ii.  14- Ki).  Thus  the 
(Jeinar.  Babyl.  Gittin,  9  (ap.  Selden,  de  Ux.  Hub. 
iii.  17)  allows  divorce  for  a  wife's  spinning  in  public, 
or  going  out  with  head  uncovered  or  clothes  so  torn 
as  not  properly  to  conceal  her  person  from  sight. 
But  the  absence  of  any  case  in  jX)int  in  the  period 
which  lay  nearest  to  the  lawgiver  himself,  or  in  any 
save  a  much  more  recent  one,  makes  the  whole 
question  one  of  great  uncertainty.  The  case  of 
Phalti  and  Michal  is  not  in  point,  i)eing  merely  an 
example  of  one  arbitrary  act  redressed  by  another 
(1  Sam.  XXV.  44;  comp.  2  Sam.  iii.  14-16).  Sel- 
den, quoting  {de  Ux.  Heb.  iii.  19)  Zohar,  Pro/'. 
p.  8  b,  Ac,  speaks  of  an  alleged  custom  of  the  hus- 
band, when  going  to  war,  giving  the  wife  the  libel- 
lus  divortii ;  but  the  authority  is  of  slight  value,  and 
the  fact  improbable.  It  is  contrary  to  all  known 
oriental  usage  to  suppose  that  the  right  of  quitting 
their  husband  and  choosing  another  was  allowed  to 
women  (.Joseph.  Ant.  xv.  7,  §  10).  Salome  is  noted 
(i/nd. )  as  the  first  example  of  it  —  one,  no  doubt, 
derived  from  the  growing  prevalence  of  heathen 
laxity.  Hence  also,  probably,  the  caution  given  1 
Cor.  vii.  10.  Winer  is  surely  mistaken  (s.  v. 
Khescheidung)  in  suppasing  that  a  man  might  take 
back  as  wife  her  whom  he  had  divorced,  except  in 
the  cases  when  her  second  husband  had  died  or  had 
divorced  her.  Such  resumption  is  contemplated 
by  the  lawgiver  as  only  possil)le  in  those  two  cases^ 
and  therefore  is  in  them  only  expressly  forbidden 
(Jer.  iii.  1). 

F'or  the  view  taken  among  later  Jews  on  this  sub- 
ject, see  Joseph.  Ant.  iv.  8,  §  23,  xvi.  7,  §  3;  Vit. 
76,  a  writer  whose  practice  seems  to  have  been  in 
accordance  with  the  views  of  Hillel.  On  the  geii» 
eral  subject,  Buxtorf,  de  Sponsal.  et  Divoi-t.  pp. 
82-85;  Selden,  Ux.  Heb.  iii.  17  ff.;  and  Mi- 
chaelis.  Laws  of  Mose.%  ii.  336,  may  be  consulted. 

H.  H. 

*  Divorce  in  the  New  Testament.  The  passages 
treating  of  divorce  are  found  in  Matt.  v.  31,  32, 
xix.  3-0,  Mark  x.  2-12,  Luke  xn.  18,  1  Cor.  vii. 
10-16,  and  perhaps  Rom.  vii.  2,  3,  which  however 
has  little  or  no  bearing  on  our  subject.  If  our 
Lord,  as  is  probable,  spoke  of  divorce  more  than 
once,  the  passage  in  Luke  harmonizes  with  that  in 
Matt,  v.,  —  as  the  comparison  of  Matt.  v.  18  with 
Luke  xvi.  17  shows,  —  and  the  passage  in  Mark 
with  that  in  Matt.  xix. 

In  the  Gospels  only  a7roAi5a>,  in  1  Cor.  vii.  y(co- 
pi^o/xat  and  a<pii)fii  denote  separation  of  married 
parties.  All  three  are  used  of  an  act  proceeding 
from  either  sex,  but  the  second,  and  probably  the 
third,  is  used  in  a  wider  sense  than  the  first.  In 
classical  Greek  airoTrffxTTco  said  of  the  husband's 
act,  and  dTroAeiTro)  chiefly  but  not  exclusively  of 
the  wife's  act,  are  the  terms  in  best  use,  but  krroKvw 
and  perhaps  other  words  are  to  be  met  with. 

Our  Lord's  declarations  may  be  sunmied  up 
under  the  following  heads.  (1.)  The  practice  al- 
lowed by  the  Mosaic  Law  of  putting  away  a  wife 
without  crime  on  her  part,  and  on  the  ground  of 
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some  personal  dislike  or  disgust,  is  opposed  to  the 
original,  divine  idea  of  marriage,  according  to 
which  a  man  and  his  wife  are  joined  together  by 
God  t«  be  one  flesh,  and  are  not  to  be  put  a-sunder 
by  man.  (2.)  He,  therefore,  who  puts  away  his 
wife  by  a  bill  of  divorce  without  her  crime,  causes 
her  to  commit  adultery  by  placing  it  within  her 
power  to  marry  another  man  (Matt.  v.  32).  'llius 
even  the  party  who  suffers  the  divorce  is  criminal 
in  marrying  again.  (3.)  A  man  or  a  woman  who 
procures  a  divorce,  except  on  account  of  the  adul- 
tery of  the  other  party,  and  marries  another  per- 
son, commits  adultery.  (4.)  The  same  crime  rests 
on  one  who  contracts  marriage  with  the  divorced 
l)erson.  In  explanation  of  these  ordinances  of 
Christ,  we  remark  first,  that  the  passages  in  Mat- 
thew alone  contain  qualifications  of  the  absolute 
unlawfulness  of  divorce,  —  irapiKrhs  \6yov  irop- 
vfiai,  and  jj.})  eVl  iropveia, —  where  a  more  gen- 
eral word  iropveia  is  used  for  a  more  special  one, 
fxoixeia,  fiid  with  it  can,  n  fortiori,  include  certain 
rare,  more  heinous,  sexual  crimes.  A  similar 
qualification  must  doulitless  be  understood  in  ^lark 
x.,  I^uke  xvi.,  and  1  Cor.  vii.  10,  as  being  too  ob- 
vious to  be  expressed,  since  the  act  referred  to  in 
Matthew  was  by  the  law  punishable  with  death, 
and  actually  destroyed  the  first  union  by  a  new 
union  (1  Cor.  vi.  16).  Secondly,  Christ's  words  go 
no  further  than  to  say  that  a  man  who  marines  a  di- 
vorced woman  commits  atlultery;  but  the  opiwsite 
case,  that  of  a  woman  marrying  a  divorced  man,  is 
evidently  implied.  Thirdly,  it  may  excite  surprise 
that,  when  a  wife  had  no  power  of  legal  repudi- 
ation, Mark  should  speak  of  a  woman  putting  away 
her  husband.  But  Salome,  Herod's  sist«r,  did  this 
half  a  century  before  our  Lord's  ministry  began, 
and  doubtless  without  formal  divorce  women  often 
forsook  their  husbands.  The  case  then  needed  to 
be  provided  for.  Fourthly,  with  "  her  who  is  di- 
vorced "  in  JNIatt.  v.  32,  irapeKrh^  \6yov  iroputias 
is  not  to  be  understood,  and  consequently  marriage 
with  a  woman  divorced  on  account  of  atlultery  is 
not  expressly  noticed.  Such  a  case  under  the  law 
could  not  occur,  as  such  a  j)erson  would  suflTer 
death.     (Comp.  Meyer  in  loc.) 

In  1  Cor.  vii.  two  cases  are  contemplated  by  Paul. 
The  first,  where  both  the  parties  are  believers  (vv. 
10,  11),  is  a  case  for  which  our  Lord  had  already 
provided,  and  in  regard  to  which  the  Apostle  con- 
siders himself  as  merely  reiieating  some  precept  of 
Christ,  such  as  we  find  in  the  Gosjwls.  Neither 
husband  nor  wife  is  to  sejmrate  from  the  other. 
If  however  the  wife  —  for  some  reason  short  of  her 
huslwind's  crime,  we  must  suppose  —  should  be 
separated  from  him,  she  is  to  remain  unmarried  or 
seek  reconciliation  to  him,  no  third  step  being 
allowable.  And  the  same  rule  must  hold  good  if 
the  husliand  should  separate  himself  from  the  wife. 
Thus  the  Apostle  conceives  of  a  sejwration  which  is 
not  divorce  with  liberty  of  remarriage.  In  the 
other  case  (vv.  12-10),  one  of  the  parties  is  a  hea- 
then —  a  case  for  which  Christ  had  made  no  pro- 
vision. Here  separation  must  proceed  from  the 
heathen  party,  the  Christian  party  must  be  pas- 
sive. The  Christian  party  must  not  regard  such 
a  union  with  a  heathen  as  unclean,  and  therefore 
seek  to  dis.solve  it,  for  the  marriage  relation  is  more 
hallowed  by  the  faith  of  the  belie^ng,  than  pro- 
faned by  the  unbelief  of  the  heathen  party,  as  is 
evident  from  the  fact  that  the  children  are  holy. 
But  if  the  heathen  party  withdraw  from  such  a 
union,  let  hlni  not  be  hinderetl  from  so  doing.     A 
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believer  in  such  circumstances  is  not  constrained  to 
endea\or  to  keep  up  the  union.  For  it  might  in- 
vohe  endless  discords,  whereas  God"s  call  to  believers 
contemplated  a  state  of  peace.  Nor  is  the  probabil- 
ity of  conversion  so  strong  that  the  teUeving  part3-, 
against  the  other's  will,  should  feel  an  urgency 
to  keep  up  the  union  in  the  hof^  of  such  an 
event  (ver.  16,  to  which  another  turn  is  generally 
given). 

Here  the  important  question  arises,  whether  the 
Apostle's  words  allow  the  Christian,  thus  separated 
from  a  heathen,  to  marry  again.  The  Catholic 
Church,  although  disliking  divorce,  gives  in  this  spe- 
cific case  an  attirmative  answer ;  many  Protestants 
are  on  the  same  side,  and  by  this  analogy  protect 
remarriage  in  cases  of  willful  desertion.  On  the 
interpretation  of  the  passage  we  remark  first,  that 
X(>!pi(ofj.ai,  being  used  in  ver.  11  to  denote  a  sep- 
aration witliout  remarriage,  and  possibly  temporary, 
settles  nothing.  Secondly,  Sou\6a>  is  not  decisive, 
since  the  extent  and  nature  of  the  constraint  are 
not  clearly  specified  (comp.  Meyer  in  loc).  The 
meaning  may  be  this :  that  the  believing  party  can 
regard  the  heathen  partner's  act  as  final,  and  so 
need  not  feel  constrained  to  seek  to  live  with  or 
even  to  be  reconciled  to  him,  while  yet  the  Apostle 
in  such  a  case  would  disapprove  of  remarriage. 
This  indeed  is  all  that  can  be  inferred  from  the 
next  words,  "  God  has  called  us  in  peace."  There- 
fore you  need  not  feel  bound  to  live  with  one  whose 
difference  of  religion  or  disaffection  may  produce 
continual  jars.  "  For  what  knowest  thou,  0  wife, 
whether  thou  shalt  save  thy  husband?  "  etc.,  i.  t. 
the  possibility  of  something  so  desirable  is  not 
enough  to  constrain  you  to  keep  his  society.  Thus 
there  is  no  trace  of  the  thought  of  remarriage  in 
the  context.  Meyer,  De  Wette,  Neander,  Stanley 
on  this  passage,  and  Tholuck  on  the  Sermon  on  the 
Mount,  unite  in  the  opinion  that  the  words  of  the 
Apostle  do  not  necessarily  imply  remarriage.  And 
yet,  on  the  other  hand,  there  is  some  ground  for 
the  opinion  that  Paul  contemplated  the  liberty  of 
marrying  again.  For  otherwise  there  is  not  enough 
of  difference  between  the  Apostle's  two  cases.  In 
the  first,  the  wife  is  to  remain  unmarried  or  be  rec- 
onciled to  her  husband.  In  the  second,  she  is  to 
remain  unmarried  —  according  to  the  supposition 
—  without  seeking  to  be  reconciled.  Is  this  enough 
to  constitute  a  new  case,  or  would  the  Apostle, 
regarding  this  as  something  novel  and  outside  of 
Christ's  direction,  make  so  little  change  in  the 
requirements  ?  We  admit  the  force  of  these  con- 
siderations, yet  cleave  on  the  whole  to  the  ex- 
planation first  giv«;n,  which  allows  our  Lord's  idea 
of  marriage  to  stand  with  regard  to  all  classes  of 
persons,  does  honor  in  conformity  with  tlie  Apostle's 
spirit  to  the  natural  relations,  and  yet  contemplate 
in  certain  cases  an  entire  and  final  separation  a 
nunsa  et  thoro. 

Tlie  phrase  "husband  of  one  wife  "  in  1  Tim. 
iii.  2,  Titus  i.  6,  is  probably  to  be  understood  of 
successive  marriages,  and  not  of  simultaneous  polyg- 
amy, as  is  shown  by  1  Tim.  v. !).  This  rtde  fixing 
a  qualification  for  the  oflice  of  elders  must  Jiave 
been  based  on  the  fre<iuency  of  divorce  and  of  mar- 
riage with  divorced  women,  which  to  a  Christian 
would  apj)ear  scandalous,  and  on  the  ground  of 
right  no  better  than  polygamy  itself.  Some  jjcr- 
sons,  who  had  remarried  afler  divorcuig  tlieir  wives 
in  their  state  of  heathenism,  must  have  entered  the 
Christian  church,  and  there  might  be  no  reparation 
of  the  evil,  but  this  rule,  preventing  them  from  as- 
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suming  the  office  of  elder,  was  a  protest  in  behalf 
of  the  sanctity  of  niiirriage. 

Our  Lord,  who  had  the  correction  of  one  enor- 
mous practical  evil  before  his  eyes,  has  not  noticed 
many  questions  concerning  marriage,  as  for  instance 
certain  disqualifications  which  would  render  it  void 
ill)  initio,  but  has  left  these  to  the  practical  wisdom 
of  the  Christian  Church  and  the  Christian  State. 

T.  D.  W. 

*  See  further  on  this  subject,  Prof.  Alvah  Hovey, 
The  Scriptural  Doctrine  of  Bivwce,  Boston,  1866, 
16mo;  Rev.  Joseph  Tracy,  The  Bible  Doctrine  of 
Dicorce,  in  the  Bibl.  Sacra  for  July,  1866;  and 
Pres.  T.  D.  Woolsey  in  the  New  Englander  for 
January,  April,  and  July,  1867.  A. 

DIZ'AHAB  (nnt  ^"^Z-  Karaxpvfffa:  ubi 
auri  est  pluriinum),  a  place  in  the  Arabian  Desert, 
mentioned  Deut.  i.  1,  as  limiting  the  position  of 
the  spot  in  which  Moses  is  there  represented  as  ad- 
dressing the  Israelites.  It  is  by  Robinson  (i.  147, 
ii.  187,  note)  identified  with  Dahab,  a  cape  on  the 
W.  shore  of  the  Gulf  if  Akabah  about  two-thirds 
down  its  length :  see  further  under  Wildekness. 
The  name  seems  to  mean  "  lord,"  i.  e.  "  possessor 

of  (Arab,   .j  and  (^3  =  Heb.  b^S)  gold;" 

[or  perh.  "'^^  where  is]  probably  given  from  that 
metal  having  been  there  found.    See  Gesen.  s.  v. 

H.  H. 

*  DOCTOR  {StSdffKa\os),  Luke  ii.  46,  or 
"  doctor  of  the  Law  "  (i/o/ioSiSacTKoAos),  Luke  v. 
17;  Acts  V.  34.     [Lawyer;  Rabbi;  Scribes.] 

A. 
DO'CUS"  (Aci/c;  [Aid.  Aftj/cos;]  Joseph.  Ao- 
-yciv:  Dock:  Syr.  tSi\Qi,  Doak),  a.  "little  hold" 

{rh  oxvpoofJ-ariov'  munitiunculum)  near  Jericho 
(1  Mace.  xvi.  15,  comp.  verse  14)  built  by  Ptol- 
emaeus  the  son  of  Abubus,  and  in  which  he  enter- 
taine<l  and  murdered  his  father-in-law  Simon  Mac- 
cabseus,  with  his  two  sons.  By  Josephus  (Ant. 
xiii.  8,  1;  B.  J.  i.  2,  3)  it  is  called  Dagon,  and  is 
said  to  have  been  "one  of  the  fortresses"  {ipvfj.d- 
Tctii')  above  Jericho.  The  name  still  remains  in 
the  neighborhood,  attached  to  the  copious  and 
excellent  springs  of  Ain-Duk,  which  burst  forth  in 
the  W(uly  Naied'imeh,  at  the  foot  of  the  moun- 
tain of  Quarantania  (Kurtuitul),  about  4  miles  N. 
W.  of  Jericho.  Above  the  springs  are  traces  of 
ancient  foundations,  which  may  be  those  of  Ptol- 
emy's castle,  but  more  probably  of  that  of  the 
Templars,  one  of  whose  stations  this  was :  it  stood 
as  late  as  the  latter  end  of  the  13th  century,  when 
it  was  visited  by  Brocardus.  (See  Rob.  i.  571,  and 
the  quotations  in  572,  note  [and  also  his  Phys. 
Geof/r.  p.  255].)  G. 

DODAI  [2  syl]  {'^'Vil  [amatory]:  Aa>5ia; 
[Vat.  AoiSeta:  Alex.  Acooio;  Comp.  Aid.  with  17 
MSS.  AtaSai:]  Du/lia),  an  Ahohite  who  com- 
manded the  course  of  the  2d  month  (1  Chr.  xxvii. 
4).  It  is  prol)able  that  he  is  the  same  as  Dodo, 
whose  name  in  the  Cttih  and  in  the  LXX.  is  Do- 
dai,  and  that  the  words  "  Eleazar  son  of "  have 
f)een  omitted  from  the  above  passage  in  Chronicles. 
[Douo,  2.] 

DOD'ANIM    (D"'3Y"^=    "PJSioi:    Dodanim), 


"■  It  would  be  interesting  to  know  whence  the  form 
Df  the  name  used  in  the  A.  V.  was  derived.  [Evi- 
leutly  from  the  Aidine  edition,  or  one  founded  ou  it, 
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Gen.  X.  4;  1  Chr.  i.  7  (in  some  copies  [of  the  He- 
brew] and  in  marg.  of  A.  V.  1  Chr.  i.  7,  Rodaxim, 

D'*3'in),  a  family  or  race  descended  from  Javan, 
the  son  of  Japhet  (Gen.  x.  4;  1  Chr.  i.  7).  Au- 
thorities vary  as  to  the  form  of  the  name :  the  He- 
brew text  has  both.  Dodanim  appears  in  the 
Syriac,  Chaldee,  Vulgate,  Persian,  and  Arabic  ver- 
sions, and  in  the  Targum  of  Onkelos;  Rodanim  is 
supported  by  the  LXX.,  the  Samaritan  version, 
and  some  early  writers,  as  Eusebius  and  Cosmas. 
The  weight  of  authority  is  in  favor  of  the  former ; 
the  substitution  of  'P6Sioi  in  the  LXX.  may  have 
arisen  from  familiarity  with  that  name  (comp.  Ez. 
xxvii.  15,  where  it  is  again  substituted  for  Dedan). 
Dodanim  is  regarded  as  identical  with  Dardani 
(Gesen.  Thes.  p.  1266),  the  latter,  which  is  the 
original  form,  having  been  modified  by  the  change 
of  the  liquid  r  into  o,  as  in  BarmUcar  and  Bomil- 
car,  Hamilcar  and  Hamileo.  Thus  the  Targum 
of  Jonathan,  that  on  Chronicles,  and  the  Jerusalem 
Talmud  give  Dardania  for  Dodanim.  The  Dar- 
dani were  found  in  historical  times  in  Illyricum  and 
Troy:  the  former  district  was  regarded  as  theur 
original  seat.  They  were  probably  a  semi-Pelasgic 
race,  and  are  grouped  with  the  Chittim  in  the  gen- 
ealogical table,  as  more  closely  related  to  them  than 
to  the  other  branches  of  the  Pelasgic  race  (Knobel, 
Volkertafel,  pp.  104  flP.).  The  similarity  of  the 
name  Dodona  in  Epirus  has  led  to  the  identifica- 
tion of  Dodanim  with  that  place;  but  a  mere  local 
designation  appears  too  restricted  for  the  general 
tenor  of  Gen.  x.  Kalisch  ( Comin.  on  Gen.)  iden- 
tifies Dodanim  with  the  Daunians,  who  occupied 
the  coast  of  Apulia;  he  regards  the  name  as  refer- 
ring to  Italy  generally.  The  wide  and  unexplained 
difterence  of  the  names,  and  the  comparative  un- 
importance of  the  Daunians,  form  objections  to  this 
view.  W.  L.  B. 

DODA'VAH    (ace.  Dodava'hu;    JimiT^ 

'  TT 

[love  of  Jehovah]:  AccSia;  [Vat.  nSeia:]  Alex. 
nSta:  Doilanu),  a  man  of  Maresba  in  Judah,  father 
of  Eliezer  who  denounced  Jehoshaphat's  alliance 
with  Ahaziah  (2  Chr.  xx.  37).  In  the  Jewish  tra- 
ditions Dodavah  is  the  son  of  Jehoshaphat,  who 
was  also  his  uncle  (Jerome,  Qu.  Heb.  ad  loc.). 

DOTJO.  1.  (ITI^  [amatory,  or  possibly  his 
uncle]:  AovSl  [Vat.  Aovdfi;  Alex.  AouSei]  and 
AaScof  [Alex.  AcoSwat] :  pitrutts  ejus),  a  man  of 
Bethlehem,  father  of  Elhanan,  who  was  one  of  Da- 
vid's "thirty"  captains  (2  Sam.  xxiii.  24;  1  Chr. 
xi.  26).     He  is  a  different  person  from 

2.  [In  2  Sam.,  Aou5t;  Vat.  -Sei;  Alex.  Stoo-ei: 
in  1  Chr.  xi.  12,  AcoSot:  pntruus  ejus.]  Dono 
THE  Ahohite,  father  of  Eleazar,  the  2d  cf  tlie 
three  "  mighty  men  "  who  were  over  the  "  thirty  " 
(2  Sam.  xxiii.  9;  1  Chr.  xi.  12).     He,  or  his  son 

—  in  which  case  we  must  suppose  the  words 
"Eleazar  son  of"  to  have  escajied  from  the  text 

—  probably  had  the  command  of  the  second 
monthly  course   (1  Chr.  xxni.  4).     In  the  latter 

passage  the  name  is  Dodai  ("'"11^  '•  AcoSi'a,  Alex. 
AwaXa  [see  in  full  under  Dodai]  ) :  but  this  fonn 
occurs   in   the   Hebrew   text    (Cetib)  of  2    Sam. 

xxiii.  9  (^T^),  and  in  the  LXX.  of  all;  and  in 
Josephus  (Ant.  vii.  12,  §  4,  AwSetos) ;  and  is  be- 


as  that  of  W^echel,  Francof  1597,  which  also  has  the 
reading  Aoikov-  —  A.] 
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lieverl  by  Kennicott  (Dissert'ilion,  &c.  p.  134),  who 
lias  examined  these  hsts  with  great  minuteness,  to 
be  the  correct  one.  The  .Jewish  tradition  (Jerome, 
Qii.  Ihb.  on  1  Chr.  xi.  12)  was,  that  Dodo  was 
the  brother  of  Jesse. 

3.  A  man  of  Issachar,  forefather  of  Tola  the 
Judge  (Judg.  X.  1).  The  LXX.  and  Vulg.  ren- 
derings are  remarkable ;  iraTpaSe\(pov  aurov :  i^o- 
irui  Abimelech.  G. 

*  The    "remarkable    renderings"    referred    to 

make  ^^^^="his  uncle"  (not  a  proper  name). 
This  is  the  only  instance  (Judg.  x.  1)  in  which  the 
father  and  grandfather  of  a  judge  are  both  men- 
tioned. Hence  an  early  Jewish  interpretation  referred 

^^^1  to  Abimelech,  and  made  Puah,  Tola's  father, 
the  sou  of  some  brother  or  sister  of  Gideon,  the 
father  of  Abimelech.  But  such  a  relationship  is 
impossible;  for  Tola  was  "a  man  of  Issachar," 
while  (Jideon  was  a  Manassite  (Judg.  vi.  15).  Even 
supposing  there  was  a  sister  who  maiTied  out  of  her 
tribe,  it  would  be  very  strange  to  have  the  descent 
traced  through  that  line  instead  of  the  father's 
(see  Cassel,  Rickter  und  Ruth,  p.  97).  H. 

DO'EG  {y^"^  [finrful,  Gesen.  and  Furst]: 
Aa>riK\  [in  1  Sam.  xxii.  9,  Alex.  Aa)TJ7:]  Doeg), 
an  Idumean  (LXX.  and  Joseph.  Ant.  vi.  12,  §  1, 
6  'S.vpos)  chief  of  Saul's  herdmen  ("  having  charge 
of  the  mules").  He  was  at  Nob  when  Abimelech 
gave  David  the  sword  of  Goliath,  and  not  only  gave 
information  to  Saul,  but  when  others  declined  the 
office,  himself  executed  the  king's  order  to  destroy 
the  priests  of  Nob  with  their  families,  to  the  num- 
ber of  85  persons,  together  with  all  their  property 
(1  Sam.  xxi.  7,  xxii.  9,  18,  22;  Ps.  lii.).  A  ques- 
tion has  arisen  on  the  nature  of  the  business  by 

which  he  was  "  detained  before  the  Lord  "  ("1!^  V3, 
ffvvex^f'-^vos  tieecrirapdv'  intus  in  tabernacuki 
Dom'uii).  The  difficulty  which  lies  in  the  idea  that 
'Doeg  was  a  foreigner,  and  so  incapable  of  a  Naza- 
rite  vow  (Mishn.  de  Voiis,  ix.  1,  Surenh.),  is  ex- 
plained by  the  probable  supposition  that  he  was  a 
proselyte,  attending  under  some  vow  or  some  act 
of  purification  at  the  Tabernacle  (1  Sam.  xx.  18; 
Ant.  Sacr.  Patrick,  Calmet ;  Gesen.  p.  1059 ; 
Winer,  s.  v.  Doeg ;  Thenius,  ad  loc.  in  Kurzy.  ex- 
eg.  Handb.).  H.  W.  P. 

DOG  (3!?5  '•  Kvdiv,  KvvdpioV-  canis),  an  ani- 
mal frequently  mentioned  in  Scripture.  It  was 
used  by  the  Hebrews  as  a  watch  for  their  houses 
(Is.  Ivi.  10),  and  for  guarding  their  flocks  (Job  xxx. 
1).  Then  also,  as  now,  troops  of  hungry  and  semi- 
wild  dogs  used  to  wander  about  the  fields  and 
streets  of  the  citi&s,  devouring  dead  bodies  and 
other  oftiil  (1  K.  xiv.  11,  xvi.  4,  xxi.  19,  2.3,  xxii. 
38;  2  K.  ix.  10,  36;  Jer.  xv.  3;  Ps.  lix.  6,  14), 
and  thus  became  such  objects  of  dislike  that  fierce 
and  cruel  enemies  are  poetically  styled  dogs  in  Ps. 
xxii.  l(i,  20.  Moreover  the  dog  being  an  unclean 
animal  (Is.  Ixvi.  3 ;  Hor.  f'p.  i.  2,  20,  "  canis  im- 
nmndus  et  arnica  luto  sus  "),  the  terms  dog,  dead 
(lii;i,  dog'' a  head,  were  used  as  terms  of  reproach,  or 
of  humility  in  speaking  of  one's  self  (1  Sam.  xxiv. 
14;  2  Sam.  iii.  8,  ix.  8,  xvi.  9;  2  K.  viii.  13). 
Knox  relates  a  story  of  a  nobleman  of  ( 'eylon  who 
being  asked  by  the  king  how  many  children  he 
had,  replied  —  "  Your  Majesty's  dog  has  three  pup- 
pies." Throughout  the  whole  East  "  dog "  is  a 
term  of  reproach  for  impure  and  profane  persons, 
and  in  this  sense  is  used  by  the  Jews  respecting 
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the  Gentiles  (Rev.  xxii.  15 ;  comp.  Schcittgen,  //or 
Hebr.  i.  1145),  and  by  Mohammedans  respecting 
Christians.  The  wanton  nature  of  tlie  dog  is 
another  of  its  characteristics,  and  there  can  be  no 

doubt  that  3v3  in  Deut.  xxiii.  18  means  scorlmn 

virile,  i.  q.  IClj^;  comp.  Fxjclus.  xxvi.  25,  "A 
shameless  woman  shall  be  counted  as  a  dog," 
Hesych.  Kvvis  avaihits-  Stanley  {S.  f  P.  j). 
350)  mentions  to  have  seen  on  the  very  site  of  Jez- 
reel  the  descendants  of  the  dogs  that  devoured  Jez- 
ebel, prowling  on  the  mounds  without  the  walls  for 
oflal  and  carrion  thrown  out  to  them  to  consume ; 
and  Wood,  in  his  Journal  to  the  source  of  the 
Oxus,  complains  that  the  dog  has  not  yet  airived 
at  his  natural  position  in  the  social  state.  \\'e 
still  use  the  name  of  one  of  the  noblest  creatures 
in  the  world  as  a  term  of  contempt.  To  ask  an 
Uzbek  to  sell  his  wife  would  be  no  affront,  but  to 
ask  him  to  sell  his  dog  an  uniKirdonable  insult  — 
Suygetferosh  or  dog-seller  being  the  most  offensive 
epithet  that  one  Uzbek  can  apply  to  another.  The 
addition  of  the  article  (rots  Kvvapiois,  ^latt.  xv. 
26 ;  JIark  vii.  27)  implies  tl)at  the  presence  of  dogs 
was  an  ordinary  feature  of  Eastern  life  in  our  Sav- 
iour's time. 

As  to  the  etymology  of  the  word,  Bochart  thinks 
that  it  has  reference  to  the  firmness  and  tenacity 

S.-0      ^ 

of  a  dog's  bite,  and  compares  xi  1  ^—,  =f(yrdpes ; 
but  this  word  is  more  probably  itself  derived  from 

G  o  .- 
Vw^^^^?  a  dog. 

The  root  of  37.?  is  an  unused  verb  3v3,  to 
strike  =  Germ,  klappen ;  and  thence  to  bark  = 
Germ.  kUifftn,  Fr.  clapir.  W.  D. 

*  Dietrich  assigns  a  different  meaning  to  3^3  : 
to  take,  seize,  and  hence,  as  applied  to  the  dog, 
"the  seizer"  {haipox).  See  his  addition  in  Ges. 
Ilebr.  und  Chald.  Hundw.  p.  409  (6te  Aufl.). 

H. 

DOORS.     [Gatks.] 

DOPH'KAH  (n)7D^  [cattle-driring,  plaee 
of,  Fiirst] :  'Va<f>aKa  [Alex.  Va<paKav\,  the  LXX. 
apparently  reading  "1  for  T:  Daphca),  a  place  men- 
tioned Num.  xxxiii.  12,  as  a  station  in  the  Desert 
where  the  Israelites  encamj^d ;  see  Wildkrxkss. 

H.  H. 

DOR  (1*"!'^  and  "IS*"^  [a  habitatimi\  Josh 
xvii.  11 ;  1  K.  iv.  11 ;  [in  Judg.  i.  27  and  1  Chr 
vii.  2!),  Acip;  in  Josh,  and  1  Kings,  ^(vafS^Sp, 
^f<p6a5d)p,  etc.;]  1  Mace.  xv.  11,  [13,]  Aupa),  an 
ancient  royal  city  of  the  (^anaanites  (Josh.  xii.  23). 
who.se  ruler  was  an  ally  of  Jabin,  king  of  llazor, 
against  Joshua  (Josh.  xi.  1,  2).  It  was  proliably  the 
most  southern  settlement  of  the  Phoenicians  on  the 
coast  of  Syria  (Joseph.  Vit.  8;  Ant.  xv.  9,  §  8).  Jo- 
sephus  descrities  it  as  a  maritime  city,  on  the  west 
border  of  Manasseh  and  the  north  border  of  Dan 
(Ant.  V.  1,  §  22,  viii.  2,  §  3;  B.  J.  i.  7,  §  7),  near 
Mount  Carmel  (c.  Apion.  ii.  10).  One  old  author 
tells  us  that  it  was  founded  by  Donis,  a  son  of 
Neptune,  while  another  affinns  that  it  was  built  by 
the  Phoenicians,  because  the  neighboring  rocky 
shore  abounded  in  the  small  shell-fish  from  wliich 
they  got  the  puqJe  dye  (Steph.  H.  s.  v. ;  Heland, 
Pal(fslinri,  p.  739).  It  appears  to  have  been  within 
the  territory  of  the  tribe  of  Asher,  though  allotted 
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to  Manasseh  (Josh.  xvii.  11;  Judg.  i.  27).  The 
original  inliabitants  were  never  expelled ;  but  during 
the  prosperous  reigns  of  Ua\id  and  Solomon  they 
were  made  tril)Utary  (Judg.  i.  27,  28),  and  the  lat- 
ter monarch  stationed  at  Dor  one  of  his  twelve  pur- 
veyors (1  K.  iv.  11).  Tryphon,  the  murderer  of 
Jonathan  Maccabaeus  and  usurper  of  the  throne  of 
Syria,  having  sought  an  asylum  in  Dor,  the  city 
was  besieged  and  captured  by  Antiochus  Sidetes 
(1  Mace.  XV.  11).  It  was  subsequently  rebuilt  by 
Gabinius  the  Roman  general,  along  with  Samaria, 
Ashdod,  and  other  cities  of  Palestine  (.Joseph.  Ant. 
xiv.  5,  §  3),  and  it  remained  an  important  place 
during  the  early  years  of  the  Roman  rule  in  Syria. 
Its  coins  are  numerous,  bearing  the  legend  Acopa 
hod  (Vaillant,  Num.  Inpp.).  It  became  an  epis- 
copal city  of  the  province  of  FaUestiiia  Fiima,  but 
was  already  ruined  and  deserted  in  the  fourth  cent- 
ury (Hieron.  in  F.pitaph.  Ptiuhe). 

Of  the  site  of  Dor  there  can  be  no  doubt.  The 
descriptions  of  Josephus  and  Jerome  are  clear  and 
full.  The  latter  places  it  on  the  coast,  "  in  the 
ninth  mile  from  Csesarea,  on  the  way  to  Ptole- 
raais  "  (  Ononi.  s.  v.  Dora).  Just  at  the  point  in- 
dicated is  the  small  village  of  Tantura,  probably  an 
Arab  corruption  of  Dora,  consisting  of  about  thirty 
houses,  wholly  constructed  of  ancient  materials. 
Three  hundred  yards  north  are  low  rocky  mounds 
projecting  into  the  sea,  covered  with  heaps  of  rub- 
bish, massive  foundations,  and  fragments  of  col- 
umns. The  most  conspicuous  niin  is  a  section  of  an 
old  tower,  .30  ft.  or  more  in  height,  which  forms  the 
landmark  of  Tantura.  On  the  south  side  of  the 
promontory,  opposite  the  village,  is  a  little  harbor, 
partially  sheltered  by  two  or  three  small  islands. 
A  spur  of  Mount  Carmel,  steep  and  partially 
wooded,  runs  parallel  to  the  coast  line,  at  the  dis- 
tance of  about  a  mile  and  a  half.  Between  its 
base  and  the  sandy  beach  is  a  rich  and  beautiful 
plain  —  this  is  iwssibly  the  "border,"  "coast,"'  or 

"  region "  of  Dor  (nS3  in  Hebrew,  Josh.  xi.  2, 
xii.  23;  1  K.  iv.  11)  refeiTed  to  in  Scripture.  The 
district  is  now  almost  wholly  deserted,  being  ex- 
posed to  the  raids  of  the  wild  Bedawin  who  pas- 
ture their  flocks  on  the  rich  plain  of  Sharon. 

J.  L.  P. 

DO'RA  (Acopa:  Dora).  1  Mace.  xv.  11,  13, 
25.     [UoK.] 

DORCAS.    [Tabitha.] 

DORYM'ENBS  (Aopvfi&ris  [Ikynjmmus]), 
father  of  Ptolemy,  surnamed  ilacron  (1  Ma«c.  iii. 
38;  2  -Mace.  iv.  45).  As  this  Ptolemy  was  in  the 
service  of  Ptolemy  Philometor,  king  of  Egypt,  be- 
fore he  deserted  to  Antiochus  Epiphanes,  it  is  prob- 
able that  his  father  Dorymenes  is  the  same  Dorym- 
enes  who  fought  against  Antiochus  the  Great 
(Polyb.  V.  61). 

DOSITH'EUS  (Aaxrldeos:  Dositheus).  1. 
One  of  the  captains  of  Judas  Maccabaeus  in  the 
battle  against  Timotheus  (2  Mace.  xii.  19,  24). 
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"■  <*  This  passage  was  a  great  puzzle  to  the  old  geogra- 
phers, not  only  from  the  corrupt  readiag,  'louSai'a?, 
mentioned  above  [which  the  A.  V.  derived  from  the 
Aldine  edition;  Rom  Vat.  Sin.  read  Aoiraias,  Alex. 
d«>T6a;],  but  also  from  the  expression  still  found  in 
the  text,  ToO  Trpt'ofos  toC  /jieydXov  ;  A.  V.  '■  the  great 
strait ;  "  literally,  ''  the  great  saw."  The  knot  was 
;ut  by  Reland,  who  conjectured  most  ingeniously  that 

irpuui/   was   the    translation    of  "l^t^D     Massor  =  a 


2.  A  horse-soldier  of  Bacenor's  company,  a  man 
of  prodigious  strength,  who,  in  attempting  to  cap- 
ture Gorgias,  was  cut  down  by  a  Thracian  (2  Mace, 
xii.  35). 

3.  The  son  of  Drimylus,  a  Jew,  who  had  re- 
nounced the  law  of  his  fathers,  and  was  in  the 
camp  of  Ptolemy  Philopator  at  Raphia  (3  Mace.  i. 
3).  He  appears  to  have  frustrated  the  attempt  of 
Theodotus  to  assassinate  the  king.  According  to 
the  Syriac  V^ersion  he  put  in  the  kuig's  tent  a  man 
of  low  rank  (acTTj/iJj/  riva),  who  was  slain  instead 
of  his  master.  Polybius  (v.  81)  tells  us  it  was  the 
king's  physician  who  thus  perished.  Dositheus 
was  perhaps  a  chamberlain.  W.  A.  \V. 

4.  {Ao<ri0eos  [Alex.  Auxrideos;  FA.l  AufffiOe, 
FA.-^  Acuffftdfoi:  Dositheus].)  "  A  priest  and  Le- 
vite,"  who  carried  the  translation  bf  Esther  to 
Egypt  (Esth.  xi.  1).  It  is  scarcely  hkely  that  he 
is  identical  with  the  Dositheus  who  is  mentioned 
by  Josephus  (c.  Apion.  ii.  5)  as  one  of  the  "com- 
manders of  the  forces  "  of  Ptol.  VI.  Philometor, 
though  he  probably  lived  in  the  reign  of  that  mon- 
arch. B.  F.  W 

DOTHA'IM.     [DoTHAx.] 

DO'THAN   (once  "}>l'^,  Dotha'in,  and  in 

contracted  form  ^HT;  possibly  ^  <«;o  wells  — 
Gesen.  pp.  332,  568;  [Vat.  Alex.  Sin.]  Aoi^aei^u, 
[Rom.]  AwQatfi  [exc.  in  Gen.,  where  it  has  Ace- 
dafifi] :  Dothain  [in  2  K.  Duihan,  but  ed.  1500 
Dothairi]),  a  place  first  mentioned  (Gen.  xxxvii.  17) 
in  connection  with  the  history  of  Joseph,  and  ap- 
parently as  in  the  neighborhood  of  Shechem.  It 
next  appears  as  the  residence  of  Elisha  (2  K.  vi. 
13),  and  the  scene  of  a  remarkable  vision  of  horse* 
and  chariots  of  fire  surrounding  "  the  mountain  " 

("inn),  on  which  the  city  stood.  It  is  not  again 
mentioned  in  the  O.  T. ;  but  later  still  we  encoun- 
ter it  —  then  evidently  well  known  —  as  a  landmark 
in  the  account  of  Holofernes'  campaign  against  Be- 
thulia  (Jud.  iv.  6,  vii.  3,  18,  viii.  3).  The  change 
in  the  name  Dothaiji  is  due  to  the  Greek  text, 
from  which  this  book  is  translated.  In  the  ^'at. 
and  Alex,  and  Vulg.  text  —  it  is  also  mentioned  in 
Jud.  iii.  9,  where  the  A.  V.  has  "Judea"  {'lou- 
Saias  for  AoiTaias),"  and  all  these  passages  testify 
to  its  situation  being  in  the  centre  of  the  country 
near  the  southern  edge  of  the  great  plain  of  Es- 
draelon. 

Dothain  was  known  to  Eusebius  ( Onomasticon), 
who  places  it  12  miles  to  the  N.  of  Sebaste  (Sama- 
ria) ;  and  here  it  has  been  at  length  discovered  in 
our  own  times*  by  Mr.  Van  de  Velde  (i.  364,  &c.) 
and  Dr.  Robinson  (iii.  122),  still  bearing  its  ancient 
name  unimpaired,  and  situated  at  the  south  end 
of  a  plain  of  the  richest  pasturage,  4  or  5  miles 
S.  W.  of  Jenin,  and  separate<l  only  by  a  swell  or 
two  of  hills  from  the  plain  of  Esdraelon.  The  TeU 
or  mound  on  which  the  ruins  stand  is  described  as 
very  large  ("huge,"  Van  de  Velde,  i.  364);  at  its 
southern  foot  is  still  a  fine  spring.     Close  to  it  is 


saw,  which  was  a  corruption  of  *T)Q7^113    Miskor  = 
"  the  plain  "  (Reland,  pp.  742.  743). 

b  It  is  right  to  say  that  the  true  site  of  Dothan  was 
known  to  the  Jewish  traveller  Rabbi  ha-Parchi,  A.  D. 
1300  (see  Zunzs  extract  in  notes,  to  Bergamin  of  Tu- 
dela,  Asher's  ed.  ii.  434),  and  to  Schwarz,  A.  D.  1845 
(p.  168) ;  but  neither  of  these  travellers  gives  any  ac- 
count of  the  site. 
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an  ancient  road,  running  N.  and  S.,  the  remains 
of  the  massive  (Jewish  V)  pavement  of  which  are 
still  distinguishable  (Van  de  Velde,  pp.  309,  370). 
The  great  road  from  Beisdn  to  Egypt  also  passes 
near  Doihdn  (Kob.  iii.  122).  The  traditional  site 
was  at  the  Khan  Jubb  Yusuf  near  Ttll  Hum,  at 
the  N.  of  the  Sea  of  Galilee.  (See  the  quotations 
in  Rob.  ii.  419.)  It  need  hardly  be  said  that  this 
position  is  not  in  accordance  with  the  requirements 
of  the  narrative.  G. 

*  It  shows  the  tenacity  of  the  ancient  names 
that  the  name  of  Dvthan  still  clings  to  this  site, 
though  no  village  exists  or  has  existed  there  for  a 
long  period.  Near  the  ruins  are  now  Large  cisterns 
(from  which  no  doubt  the  name  was  derived),  such 
as  in  that  country  are  liable  at  times  to  be  left  dry, 
as  happened  "to  be  true  of  the  one  iiito  which  Jo- 
seph was  put  by  his  brothers  (Porter,  in  Kitto's 
Daily  Bibl.  lUustr.  i.  345,  ed.  1866).  Its  situation 
on  the  present  Ime  of  travel  from  Elast'-Jordan  to 
Egypt  confirms  the  truth  of  the  Biblical  history; 
for  it  is  implied  (Gen.  xxxvii.  28)  that  the  Dothan 
of  Moses  was  on  the  great  thoroughfare  which  led 
from  Gilead  l>eyond  tlie  Jordan  to  the  great  centre 
of  traffic  in  the  valley  of  tlie  Nile.  Mr.  Tristram 
{Lund  of  Israel,  p.  134,  2d  ed.)  speaks  of  meet- 
ing there  "  a  long  caravan  of  mules  and  asses  laden  " 
(like  the  Ishmaelites  of  old),  "on  their  way  from 
Damascus  to  l-^ypt."  See  also  Asher's  Itinerary 
of  Benjamin  of  TikMi,  ii.  434,  and  Bibl.  Sacra, 
X.  122.  I'recisely  here  is  found  at  the  present  day 
"  the  best  pasturage  in  all  that  region,"  and  thus, 
though  the  narrative  is  silent  as  to  the  reason  why 
the  sons  of  Jacob  went  from  Shechem  to  Dothan, 
we  see  that  it  is  the  very  place  which  herdsmen, 
such  as  they  were,  would  naturally  seek  after  hav- 
ing exhausted  the  supplies  of  their  previous  pasture- 
ground.  It  is  distant  from  Shechem  about  12 
miles  northward,  and  could  be  easily  reached.  The 
Tell  or  hill  on  which  the  ruins  are  now  seen  shows 
itseli'  twice  in  the  brief  account  of  Elisha:  it  en- 
ables us  to  see  how  the  king  of  Syria  could  station 
his  forces  so  as  to  "  compass  the  city,"  and  how 
"  the  mountain "  could  appear  to  the  prophet's 
servant  "  full  of  horses  and  chariots  of  fire  "  (2  K. 
vi.  15,  17).  H. 

*  DO  TO  WIT  (A.  V.  2  Cor.  viii.  1),  is  a 
phrase  now  wholly  obsolete,  meaning  to  make  known. 
"Do"  was  formerly  used  with  other  verbs  in  the 
same  way,  in  the  sense  of  "  to  make,"  "  to  cause." 
See  I'kstwood  and  Wright's  Bible  Word-Book,  pp. 
162,  163.  A. 

DOVE  (Yondli,  ni'^'':  irepiffTfpd-  columba). 
The  firet  mention  of  this  bird  occurs  in  Gen.  viii., 
where  it  appears  as  Noah's  second  messenger  sent 
forth  from  the  ark  to  a.scertain  if  the  waters  had 
abated,  and  returns  from  its  second  mission  with 
an  olive  leaf  in  its  mouth.  The  dove's  rapidity  of 
flight  is  alluded  to  in  Ps.  Iv.  6 ;  the  beauty  of  its 
plumage  in  Ps.  Ixviii.  13;  its  dwelling  in  the  rocks 
and  valleys  in  Jer.  xlviii.  28  and  Yj..  vii.  10;  its 
mournful  voice  in  Is.  xxxviii.  14,  hx.  11;  Nah.  ii. 
7;  its  harmlessness  in  Matt.  x.  16;  its  simplicity 
in  Hos.  vii.  11,  and  its  amativeness  in  Cant.  i.  15, 
ii.  14,  Ac."  The  last  characteristic,  according  to  (ie- 
senius,  is  the  origin  of  the  Hebrew  word,  from  an 


DOVE'S  DUNG 

unused  root  1T^  ^T)i  to  grow  warm  (comp.  Arab. 
..ys^^,  to  bum  with  anger,  and  Gr.  ialvw). 
None  of  the  other  derivations  proposed  for  the 
word  are  at  all  probable;  nor  can  we  with  Winer 
regard  a  word  of  tliis  form  as  primitive.    It  is  shu- 

ilar  to  niSltO,  from  the  root  21t2.  Doves  are 
kept  in  a  domesticated  state  in  many  parts  of  the 
East.  The  pigeon-cot  is  an  universal  feature'  in 
the  houses  of  Upper  Egypt.  In  Persia  pigeon- 
houses  are  erected  at  a  distance  from  the  dwellings 
for  the  purpose  of  collecting  the  dung  as  manure. 
There  is  probably  an  allusion  to  such  a  custom  in 
Is.  Ix.  8.  Stanley  (H.  </  P.  p.  257),  s[)eaking  of 
Ascalon  as  the  haunt  of  the  Syrian  Venus,  says: 
"  Her  temple  is  destroyed,  but  the  sacred  doves  — 
sacre<l  by  immemorial  legends  on  the  spot,  and  cel- 
ebrated there  even  as  late  as  Eusebius — still  fill  with 
their  cooings  the  luxuriant  gardens  which  grow  in 
the  sandy  hollows  within  the  ruined  walls."  It  is 
supjx)sed  that  the  dove  was  placed  upon  the  stand- 
ards of  the  Assyrians  and  Babylonians  in  honor  of 
Semirarais.     TibuUus  (i.  7)  says:  — 

"  Quid  referam  ut  volitet  crebras  intacta  per  urbes 
Alba  Palajstino  sancta  columba  Syro." 

This  explains  the  expression  in  Jer.  xxv.  38, 
n31*n  ^1"in  '^3?^,  "from  before  the  fierceness 
of  the  dove,"  i.  e.  the  Assyrian  (comp.  Jer.  xlvi. 
16,  1.  16).  There  is,  however,  no  representation  of 
the  dove  among  the  sculptures  of  Nuieveh,  so  that 
it  could  hardly  have  lieen  a  common  emblem  of  the 
nation  at  the  time  when  they  were  executed;  and 
the  word  in  the  above  three  passages  of  Jeremiah 
admits  another  interpretation.  (See  Gesen.  Thei. 
p.  601  a.) 

In  2  K.  vi.  25,  in  describing  the  famine  in  Sa- 
maria, it  is  stated  that  "  the  fourth  part  of  a  cab 
of  dove's  dung  was  sold  for  five  pieces  of  silver" 

(D*'3V'^nn,  Keri  ^3^31:    K6iTpov  wtpiffre- 

pcov.    steixoris  columbarum).      D"^2"T'"''^n,  t.  e. 

D^ST^  '^'^T\,  is  from  a  root  signifying  to  deposit 
ordure.  There  seems  good  reason  for  taking  this 
as  a  literal  statement,  and  that  the  straits  of  the 
besieged  were  such  that  they  did  not  hesitate  even 
to  eat  such  revolting  food  as  is  here  mentioned 
(comp.  Cels.  Hierobot.  ii.  32;  Maurer  on  2  K.  vi. 
25).  The  notion  that  some  vegetalde  production  is 
meant  which  was  called  by  this  name,  may  be  com- 
pared with  the  fact  that  the  Arabs  call  the  herb  Kali 

ykiLojuf     .wi*.  =  sparrows'    dmig,   and   in 

German  the  asafvelida  is  called  Teuftlsdreck. 

W.  D. 

DOVE'S    DUNG    (Q''?'"1"'"'"?n,  chirytm'm; 

Keri,  D^3T'2"T,  dibyi'mim:  K6irpoi  Trfpiartpiiiv- 
stercus  columbarum).  Various  explanations  have 
been  given  of  the  passage  in  2  K.  vi.  25,  which 
describes  the  famine  of  Samaria  to  have  been  so 
excessive,  that  "  an  ass's  head  was  sold  for  fourscore 
pieces  of  silver,  and  the  fourth  part  of  a  cab  of 
dove's  dung  for  five  pieces  of  silver."    The  old  ver- 


a  *  Thomson  {LnnJ  ami  Bnok,  i.  415-418)  dewribes 
▼ery  fully  the  habits  of  the  Eastern  dove,  and  shows 
how  exactly  they  illustrate  the  Scripture  allusions  to 
this  bird.     The  Psalmist  iu  Ixviii.  13  "  refers  to  a  liind 


found  at  Damascus,  wliose  feathers,  all  except  th» 
wings,  are  literally  as  yellow  as  gold ;  they  are  very 
small,  and  [often]  kept  in  cages."  H. 
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sions  and  very  many  ancient  commentators  are  in 
favor  of  a  literal  interpretation  of  the  Hebrew  word. 
Bochart  (Hitroz.  ii.  572)  has  labored  to  show  that 
it  denotes  a  si)ecies  of  cicei;  "chick-pea,"  which 

he  says  the  Arabs  call  usndn  (^^U-ww' j,  and 
sometimes  improperly,  dove's  or  si)arrow's  dung. 
LinnKUS  suggested  that  the  chiryonim  may  signify 
the  Ornithogdlum  umbellatum,  "  Star  of  Bethle- 
hem." On  this  subject  the  late  Dr.  Edward  Smith 
remarks  {Eni/Ush  Botany,  iv.  130,  ed.  1814):  "If 
Linnaeus  is  right,  we  obtain  a  sort  of  clew  to  the 
derivation  of  ornithogalum  (birds'  milk),  which  has 
puzzled  all  the  etymologists.  May  not  this  obser- 
vation apply  to  the  white  fluid  which  always  accom- 
panies the  dung  of  birds,  and  is  their  urine '?  One 
may  almost  perceive  a  similar  combination  of  colors 
in  the  green  and  white  of  this  flower,  which  accords 
precisely  in  this  respect  with  the  description  which 
Dioscorides  gives  of  his  ornithogalum."  (See  also 
Linna'us,  Fratkctiones,  ed.  P.  L).  Giseke,  p.  287.) 
Sprengel  {Comment,  on  Dioscorides,  ii.  173)  is  in- 
clined to  adopt  the  explanation  of  Linnaeus.  Fuller 
(Miscell.  Sdcr.  vi.  2,  p.  724)  understood  by  the 
term  the  crops  of  pigeons  with  their  undigested 
contents.  Josephus  (Ant.  is.  4)  thought  that  dove's 
dung  might  have  been  used  instead  of  salt.  Harmer 
{Obseitat.  ill.  185)  was  of  opinion,  that  as  pigeon's 
dung  was  a  valuable  manure  for  the  cultivation  of 
melons,  it  might  have  been  needed  during  the  siege 
of  Samaria  for  tliat  purpose.  Most  of  these  inter- 
pretations have  httle  to  recommend  them,  and  have 
been  refuted  by  Bochart  and  others.  With  regard 
to  Bochart's  own  opinion,  Celsius  (Hierob.  ii.  30) 
and  Rosenmiiller  (Not.  ad  Bocharti  Hki-oz.  ii.  582) 
have  shown  that  it  is  founded  on  an  error,  and  that 

he  confuses  the  Arabic  {j£Ltr>;  the  name  of  some 

species  of  saltwort  (Sabola)  with  {JO.^^,  cicer, 
a  "  vetch,"  or  chick-pea.  The  explanation  of  Lin- 
naeus appears  to  us  to  te  far-fetched ;  and  there  is 
no  evidence  whatever  to  show  that  the  Arabs  ever 
called  this  plant  by  a  name  equivalent  to  dove's 
dung.  On  the  other  hand,  it  is  true  that  the  Arabs 
apply  this  or  a  kindred  expression  to  some  plants. 
Thus  it  was  sometimes  used  to  denote  a  kind  of 
moss  or  lichen  (Kuz-kerulein,  Arabice);  also  some 
alkali-yielding  plant,  perhaps  of  the  genus  Salsola 
(nshn'tn,  or  usnan,  Arab.).  In  favor  of  this  ex- 
planation, it  is  usual  to  compare  the  German 
Teuftlsdreck  ("  devil's  dung  ")  as  expressive  of  the 
odor  of  nsnf(Bfida  (see  Gesenius,  Thes.  p.  516). 
The  advocates  for  the  hteral  meaning  of  the  expres- 
sion, namely,  tiiat  dove's  dung  was  absolutely  used 
as  food  during  the  siege,  apjieal  to  the  following 
reference  m  Josephus  (B.  J.  v.  13,  7):  "Some 
jiersons  were  driven  to  that  terrible  distress  as  to 
search  the  common  sewers  and  old  dunghills  of 
cattle,  and  to  eat  the  dung  which  they  got  there, 
and  what  they  of  old  could  not  endure  so  much  as 
to  look  upon  they  now  used  for  food;"  see  also 
Kusebius  (Kecks.  Hist.  iii.  6):  "Indeed  necessity 
forced  them  to  apply  their  teeth  to  every  thing; 
and  gathering  what  was  no  food  even  for  the 
filthiest  of  irrational  animals,  they  devoured  it." 
Celsius,  who  is  stronsrly  in  favor  of  the  literal 
meaning,  quotes  the  following  passage  from  Bni- 
soni  (Memornbil.  ii.  c.  41):  "  Cretenses,  obsidente 
Metello,  ob  peimriam  vini  aquarumque  jumentorum 
arina  sitim  sedasse:  "  and  one  much  to  the  point 
from  a  Spanish  writer,  who  states  that  in  the  year 


1316  so  great  a  famine  distressed  the  English,  that 
"men  ate  their  own  children,  dogs,  mice,  and 
pigeon's  dung."  Lady  Calcott  (Script.  Herb.  p. 
130)  thinks  that  by  the  pigeon's  dung  is  meant  the 
Ornithogalum  umbellatum.  We  cannot  allow  this 
explanation;  because  if  the  edil)le  and  agreeable 
bulb  of  this  plant  was  denoted,  it  is  impossible 
it  should  have  been  mentioned  by  the  Spanish 
chronicler  along  with  dogs,  mice,  &c.  As  an  ad- 
ditional argument  in  favor  of  the  literal  interpreta- 
tion of  the  passage  in  question  may  be  adduced  the 
language  of  Uabshakeh  to  the  Jews  in  the  time  of 
Hezekiah  (2  K.  xviii.  27:  Is.  xxxvi.  12).  StiU  it 
must  be  confessed  there  is  difficulty  in  believing 
that  so  vile  a  substance  should  ever,  even  in  the 
extremities  of  a  horrible  famine,  have  been  sold  at 
the  rate  of  alwut  one  pint  for  six  shillings  and  four- 
l)ence.  We  adopt,  therefore,  the  cautious  language 
of  Keil  ( Comment.  I.e.):  "  The  above-stated  facts 
prove  no  doubt  the  possibility,  even  the  probability, 
of  the  literal  meaning,  but  not  its  necessity;  for 
which  reason  we  refrain,  with  Gesenius,  fi-om  de- 
ciding." W.  H. 

*  Dr.  Thomson  agrees  with  those  who  think 
some  species  of  vegetable  food  may  be  meant,  which 
of  course  to  be  so  designated  must  have  been  very 
coarse  and  cheap.  "  The  whimsical  title  may  have 
been  given  to  a  kind  of  bean,  on  account  of  some 
fancied  resemblance  between  the  two.  This  would 
not  be  at  all  surprising,  for  the  Arabs  give  the  most 
quaint,  obscure,  and  ridiculous  names  to  their  ex- 
traordinary edible  mixtures."  See  Land  and  Book, 
ii.  200.  H. 

DOWRY.  [Marriage.] 
DRACHMA  (SpaxM^=  drachma;  [Tob.  v. 
15;]  2  Mace.  iv.  19,  x.  20,  xii.  43 ;«  [3  Mace.  iii. 
28;]  Luke  xv.  8,  9),  a  Greek  silver  coin,  varying 
in  weight  on  account  of  the  use  of  different  talents. 
The  Jews  must  have  been  acquainted  with  three 
talents,  the  Ptolemaic,  used  in  Egypt  and  at  T>Te, 
Sidon,  and  Berytus,  and  adopted  for  their  own 
shekels;  the  Phoenician,  used  at  Aradus  and  by 
the  Persians;  and  the  Attic,  which  was  almost 
universal  in  Europe,  and  in  great  part  of  Asia. 
The  drachmae  of  these  talents  weigh  respectively, 
during  the  period  of  the  Maccabees,  about  55  grs. 
troy,  58-5,  and  66.  The  drachms  mentioned  in  2 
Mace,  are  probably  of  the  Seleucida,  and  therefore 
of  the  Attic  standard;  but  in  Luke  denarii  seem 
to  be  intended,  for  the  Attic  drachma  had  been  at 
that  time  reduced  to  about  the  same  weight  as  the 
Roman  denarius  as  well  as  the  Ptolemaic  drachma, 
and  was  wholly  or  almost  superseded  by  it.  This 
explains  the  remark  of  Josephus,  6  (t'ikKos  .  ■  . 
'Attikus  Se'xeTai  SpaxM"*  rfffffapas  {Ant.  iii.  8, 
§  2),  for  the  four  Ptolemaic  drachma;  of  the  shekel, 
as  equal  to  four  denarii  of  his  time,  were  also  equal 
to  four  Attic  drachmae  [Money;  Silver,  piece 
OK].  R.  S.  P. 

DRAGON.  The  translators  of  the  A.  V., 
apparently  following  the  Vulgate,  have  rendered  by 
the  same  word  "dragon"  the  two  Hebrew  words 
Tan,  IPi,  and  Tannin,  ^"'3^1.  The  similarity  of 
the  forms  of  the  words  may  easily  account  for 
this  confusion,  especially  as  the  masculine  plural 
of  the  former,  Tannhn,  actually  assumes  (in  I>am. 
iv.  3)  the  form  Tannin,  and,  on  the  other  hand, 
Tannim  is  evidently  written  for  the  singular  Tm- 


a  In  the  first  and  second  of  these  passages  the  Vulg. 
has  didrachma. 
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nin  in  Ez.  xsix.  3,  xxxii.  2.  But  the  words  a})pear 
to  be  quite  distinct  in  meaning ;  and  tlie  distinc- 
tion is  generally,  though  not  universally,  preserved 
by  the  LXX. 

I.  The  former  is  used,  always  in  the  plural,  in 
Job  XXX.  29;  Is.  xxxiv.  13.  xliii.  20  {cretprivei);  in 
Is.  xiii.  22  (ix^voi) ;  in  Jer.  x.  22,  xlix.  33  {arpov- 
Qoi);  in  Ps.  xliv.  lit  {rSiru)  KaKw(TiO)s)\  and  in 
Jer.  ix.  11,  xiv.  6,  li.  37;  Mic.  i.  8  (Spa/coi'Tes). 

The  feminine  plural  ni3PI  is  found  in  Mai.  i.  3 ; 
a  passage  altogether  differently  translated  by  the 
LXX.  It  is  always  applied  to  some  creatures  in- 
habiting the  desert,  and  connected  generally  with 

the  words  7132?^  ("ostrich")  and  "^S  ("jackal"?). 
We  should  conclude  from  this  that  it  refers  rather 
to  some  wild  beast  than  to  a  serpent,  and  this  con- 
clusion is  rendered  almost  certain  by  the  comparison 
of  the  tannim  in  Jer.  xiv.  fi,  to  the  wild  asses  snuff'- 
ing  the  wind,  and  the  reference  to  their  "  wailing  " 
in  Mic.  i.  8,  and  jjerhaps  in  Job  xxx.  29.  The 
Syriac  (see  Winer,  Realw.  s.  v.  Schakal)  renders  it 
by  a  word  which,  according  to  Pococke,  means  a 
"jackal  "  (a  beast  whose  peculiarly  mournful  howl 
in  the  desert  is  well  known),  and  it  seems  most 
probable  that  this  or  some  cognate  species  is  to  be 
understood  whenever  the  word  tan  occurs. 

II.  The  word  tannin,  "|"'3ri  (plur.  n'^3''3ri), 
is  always  rendered  as  SpdKcov  in  the  LXX.,  except 
in  Gen.  i.  21,  where  we  find  Krjros.  It  seems  to 
refer  to  any  great  monster,  whether  of  the  land  or 
the  sea,"  being  indeed  more  usually  applied  to  some 
kind  of  serpent  or  reptile,  but  not  exclusively  re- 
stricted to  that  sense.     When  referring  to  the  sea 

it  is  used  as  a  parallel  to  ^  p'^)/  ("  Leviathan  "),  as 
in  Is.  xxvii.  1 ;  and  indeed  this  latter  word  is  ren- 
dered in  the  LXX.  by  SpdKcov  in  Ps.  Ixxiv.  14, 
civ.  26;  Job  xl.  20;  Is.  xxvii.  1;  and  by  /xeya 
Kr/ros  in  Job  iii.  8.  When  we  examine  special 
passages  we  find  the  word  used  in  Gen.  i.  21  of  the 
great  sea-monsters,  the  representatives  of  the  in- 
habitants of  the  deep.  The  same  sense  is  given  to 
it  in  Ps.  Ixxiv.  13  (where  it  is  again  connected  with 
"Leviathan"),  Ps.  cxlviii.  7,  and  probably  in  Job 
vii.  12  (Vulg.  ceius).  On  the  other  hand,  in  Ex. 
vii.  9,  10,  12 ;  Deut.  xxxii.  33 ;  Ps.  xci.  13,  it  refers 
to  land-serpents  of  a  powerful  and  deadly  kind. 
It  is  also  applied  metaphorically  to  Phanioli  or  to 
Egypt  (Is.  U.  9;  Ez.  xxix.  3,  xxxii.  2;  perhaps 
Ps.  Ixxiv.  13),  and  in  that  case,  especially  as  feet 
are  attributed  to  it,  it  most  probably  refers  to  the 
crocodile  as  the  well-known  emblem  of  Egypt. 
When,  however,  it  is  used  of  the  king  of  Babylon, 
as  in  Jer.  li.  34,  the  same  propriety  would  lea<l 
us  to  suppose  that  some  great  serpent,  such  as 
might  inhabit  the  sandy  plains  of  Babylonia,  is  in- 
tended.* 

Such  is  the  usage  of  the  word  in  the  O.  T.  In 
the  N.  T.  it  is  only  found  in  the  Apocalypse  (Kev. 
xii.  3,  4,  7,  9,  16,  17,  &c.),  as  applied  metaphor- 
ically to  "  the  old  serpent,  called  the  Devil,  and 
Satan,"  the  description  of  the  "dragon"  being 
dictated  by  the  symbolical  meaning  of  the  image 
rather  than  by  any  reference  to  any  actually  exist- 
ing creature.  Of  similar  {)ersonification,  either  of 
an  evil  spirit  or  of  the  powers  of  material  Nature 
aa  distinct  from  God,  we  have  traces  in  the  exten- 
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sive  prevalence  of  dragon  worship,  and  existence  of 
dragon-temples  of  jjeculiar  serjjentine  form,  the  use 
of  dragon-standards,  both  in  the  East,  especially  in 
Egypt  (see  also  the  apocryphal  history  of  Bel  and 
the  Di-agon),  and  in  the  ^Vest,  more  particularly 
among  the  Celtic  tribes.  The  most  remarkable  of 
aU,  perhaps,  is  found  in  the  Greek  legend  of  Apollo 
as  the  slayer  of  the  Python,  and  the  suiiplanter  of 
the  serpent-worship  by  a  higher  wisduni.  Tiie 
reason,  at  least  of  the  Scriptural  symbol,  is  to  be 
sought  not  only  in  the  union  of  gigantic  power  with 
craft  and  malignity,  of  which  the  serpent  is  the 
natural  emblem,  but  in  tlie  record  of  the  serpent's 
agency  in  the  temptation  (Gen.  iii.).     [SKiiPKNx.j 

A.  B. 

*  DRAGON-WELL  (Neh.  ii.  13,  A.  V.j, 

but  more  correctly  Fountain  (]'^V)'  It  is  men- 
tioned in  the  account  of  Nehemiah's  night-excur- 
sion around  Jerusalem  (see  Neh.  as  above).  It  is 
one  of  the  uncertain  points  in  the  topography  of 
the  ancient  city.  Robinson  assigns  reasons  for  sup- 
posing it  was  a  later  name  for  the  Gihon,  which 
Hezekiah  stopped  up  or  concealed  at  the  time  of 
the  Assyrian  invasion  (2  Chr.  xxxii.  3,  4,  30),  near 
the  head  of  the  valley  on  the  west  of  Jerusalem 
(Bihl.  Res.  i.  473,  514,  1st  ed.).  Barclay  {Cily 
of  the  Great  King,  p.  315,  1st  ed.)  also  places  it 
there,  and  conjectures,  among  other  explanations, 
that  the  name  may  have  come  from  the  figure  of  a 
dragon  sculptured  on  the  trough  or  curb-stone. 
The  LXX.  substitutes  Fountain  of  Figs  for  the 
Biblical  designation.  Sepp  maintains  {Jerusalem 
u.  das  he'd.  Land,  i.  272)  that  the  Dragon-well  of 
Nehemiah  was  the  Bethesda  of  the  N.  T.  (John  v. 
2),  and  that  Bethesda  is  the  present  Ilammam  esh- 
Shefa  (Bath  of  Healing),  near  one  of  the  western 
avenues  to  the  mosque  of  Omar.  But  in  that  case 
the  W^ell  falls  within  Jerusalem,  and  not  outside  of 
it  so  as  to  be  within  the  path  of  Nehemiah's  circuit, 
whose  object  evidently  was  to  suney  the  ruins  of 
the  entire  city,  and  not  merely  those  of  Mount  Zion 
or  the  City  of  Da\id  in  its  more  restricted  sense. 
[Jerusalem,  III.]  Sepp  traces  the  name  to  a 
popular  notion  of  some  connection  of  a  dragon  with 
the  intermittent  waters.  He  gives  some  curious 
proofs  of  the  prevalence  of  such  a  superstition  among 
various  nations.  (See  also  Kob.  Bill.  lies.  i.  607, 
1st  ed.)  In  regard  to  Hammdin  esh-Shefn  it  may 
be  mentioned  that  Dr.  Wolcott  was  the  first  mod- 
ern traveller  who  explored  this  remarkable  well. 
See  an  interesting  accoiuit  of  the  adventure  in  the 
Bibl.  Sacra,  1843,  pp.  24-28.  Tobler  (Denkbldtler, 
p.  73  ff.)  and  Barclay  (Oily  of  the  Great  Kin;/,  p. 
531  ff.)  have  repeated  the  examination.  11. 

*  DRAM.     [Dakic] 

DREAMS  (n'la'bn  :  ivinvia:  somnin;  Kaff 
vKvov  in  LXX.,  and  /oar'  ovap  in  St.  Matthew,  are 
generally  used  for  "  in  a  dream  ").  The  Scriptural 
record  of  God's  communication  with  man  by 
dreams  has  been  so  often  supjwsed  to  involve  nnich 
difficulty,  that  it  seems  not  out  of  place  to  refer 
briefly  to  the  nature  and  characteristics  of  dreams 
generally,  before  enumerating  and  classifying  the 
dreams  recorded  in  Scripture. 

1.  The  main  difference  between  our  sleeping  and 
waking  thoughts  appears  to  lie  in  this,  —  that,  in 


a  GeaeniuB  derives  it  from  an  obsolete  root  '\'ZP\, 
"  to  extend." 


b  The  application  of  Is.  xxvii.  1  appears  irore  un- 
certain. 
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the  former  case,  the  perceptive  faculties  of  the  mind 
(the  sensational  powers,"  and  the  imagination  which 
combines  the  impressions  derived  from  them)  are 
active,  while  the  reflective  powers  (the  reason  or 
judgment  by  which  we  control  those  impressions, 
and  distinguish  between  those  which  are  imaginary 
or  subjective  and  those  which  correspond  to,  and 
are  produced  by,  objective  realities)  are  generally 
asleep.  Milton's  account  of  dreams  (in  Par.  Lost, 
book  v.  100-113)  seems  as  accurate  as  it  is  strik- 
ing:— 

"  But  know,  that  ia  the  soul 
Are  many  lesser  faculties,  that  serve 
Reason  as  chief:  among  these  Fancy  next 
Her  office  holds  ;  of  all  external  things 
Which  the  five  watchful  senses  represent 
She  forms  imaginations,  aery  shapes, 
Which  Reason  joining-  or  disjoining,  frames 
All  what  we  afftrni  or  what  deny,  and  call 
Our  knowledge  or  opinion  ;  then  retires 
Into  her  private  cell,  when  nature  rests." 

Thus  it  is  that  the  impressions  of  dreams  are  in 
themselves  vivid,  natural,  and  picturesque,  occa- 
sionally gifted  with  an  intuition  beyond  our  ordi- 
nary powers,  but  strangely  incongruous  and  often 
grotesque;  the  emotion  of  surprise  or  incredulity, 
which  arises  irom  a  sense  of  incongruity,  or  of 
unlikeness  to  the  ordinary  course  of  events,  being 
in  dreams  a  thing  unknown.  The  mind  seems  to 
be  surrendered  to  that  power  of  association  by 
which,  even  in  its  waking  hours,  if  it  be  inactive 
and  inclined  to  "  musing,""  it  is  often  carried  through 
a  series  of  thoughts  connected  togetlier  by  some 
vague  and  accidental  association,  until  the  reason, 
when  it  starts  again  into  activity,  is  scarcely  able 
to  trace  back  the  slender  line  of  connection.  The 
difference  is,  that,  in  this  latter  case,  we  are  aware 
that  the  connection  is  of  our  o^\■n  making,  while  in 
sleep  it  appears  to  be  caused  by  an  actual  succes- 
sion of  events. 

Such  is  usually  the  case,  yet  there  is  a  class  of 
dreams,  seldom  noticed  and  indeed  less  common, 
but  recognized  by  the  experience  of  many,  in  which 
the  reason  is  not  wholly  asleep.  In  these  cases  it 
seems  to  look  on,  as  it  were,  from  without,  and  so 
to  have  a  double  consciousness :  on  the  one  hand 
we  enter  into  the  events  of  the  dream,  as  though 
real ;  on  the  other  we  have  a  sense  that  it  is  but  a 
dream,  and  a  fear  lest  we  should  awake  and  its 
pageant  should  pass  away. 

In  either  case  the  ideas  suggested  are  accepted 
by  the  mind  in  dreams  at  once  and  inevitably,  in- 
stead of  being  weighed  and  tested,  as  in  our  wak- 
ing hours.  But  it  is  evident  that  the  method  of 
such  suggestion  is  stiU  undetermined,  and  in  fact 
is  no  more  capable  of  being  accounted  for  by  any 
single  cause  than  the  suggestion  of  waking  thoughts. 
The  material  of  these  latter  is  supplied  either  by 
ourselves,  through  the  senses,  the  memory,  and  the 
imagination,  or  by  other  men,  generally  through 
the  medium  of  words,  or  lastly  by  the  direct  action 
of  the  Spirit  of  God,  or  of  created  spirits  of  orders 
superior  to  our  own,  or  the  spirit  within  us.  So 
also  it  is  in  dreams.  In  the  first  place,  although 
memory  and  imagination  supply  most  of  the  ma- 
terial of  dreams,  yet  physical  sensations  of  cold 
and  heat,  of  pain  or  of  relief,  even  actual  impres- 
sions of  sound  or  of  light,  wiU  often  mould  or  sug- 
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gest  dreams,  and  the  physical  organs  of  speec!i  will 
occasionally  be  made  use  of  to  express  the  emotions 
of  the  dreamer.  In  the  second  place,  instances  have 
been  known  where  a  few  words  whisi)ered  into  a 
sleeper's  ear  have  produced  a  dream  corresponduig 
to  their  subject.  On  these  two  points  experience 
gives  undoubted  testimony;  as  to  the  third,  it  can, 
from  the  nature  of  the  case,  speak  but  vaguely  and 
uncertainly.  The  Scripture  declares,  not  as  any 
strange  thing,  but  as  a  thing  of  course,  that  the 
influence  of  the  Spirit  of  God  upon  the  soul  ex- 
tends to  its  sleeping  as  well  as  its  waking  thoughts. 
It  declares  tliat  God  communicates  with  the  spirit 
of  man  directly  in  dreams,  and  also  that  he  per- 
mits created  spirits  to  have  a  like  communication 
with  it.  Its  declaration  is  to  be  weighed,  not  as 
an  isolated  thing,  but  in  connection  with  the  gen- 
eral doctrine  of  spiritual  influence;  because  any 
theory  of  dreams  must  l)e  regarded  as  a  part  of  the 
general  theory  of  the  origination  of  all  thought. 

11.  It  is,  of  course,  with  this  last  class  of  dreams 
that  we  have  to  do  in  Scripture.  The  dreams  of 
memory  or  imagination  are  indeed  referred  to  in 
Eccl.  v.  3 ;  Is.  xxix.  8 ;  but  it  is  the  history  of  the 
Revelation  of  the  Spirit  of  God  to  the  spirit  of  man, 
whether  sleeping  or  waking,  which  is  the  proper 
subject  of  Scripture  itself. 

It  must  be  observed  that,  in  accordance  with  the 
principle  enunciated  by  St.  Paul  in  1  Cor.  xiv.  15, 
dreams,  in  which  the  understanding  is  asleep,  ai-e 
recognized  indeed  as  a  method  of  divine  revehition, 
but  placed  below  the  visions  of  prophecy,  in  which 
the  understanding  plays  its  part.*  It  is  true  that 
the  book  of  Job,  standing  as  it  does  on  the  basis  of 
"  natural  reUgion,"'  dwells  on  dreams  and  "  visions 
in  deep  sleep "  as  the  chosen  method  of  God's 
revelation  of  himself  to  man  (see  Job  iv.  13,  vii. 
14,  xxxiii.  1.5).  But  in  Num.  xii.  6;  Deut.  xiii.  1, 
3,  5 ;  Jer.  xxvii.  9 ;  Joel  ii.  28,  &c.,  dreamers  of 
dreams,  whether  true  or  false,  are  placed  below 
"prophets,"  and  even  below  "  diviners; ''  and  sim- 
ilarly in  the  climax  of  1  Sam.  xxviii.  6,  we  read 
that  "  the  Lord  answered  Saul  not,  neither  by 
dreams,  nor  by  Urim  [by  symbol],  nor  by  prophets." 
Under  the  Christian  disijensation,  while  we  read 
frequently  of  trances  (iK(TTd(T€is)  and  visions  (oir- 
ruaiai,  dpdixara),  dreams  are  never  referred  to  as 
vehicles  of  divine  revelation.  In  exact  accordance 
with  this  principle  are  the  actual  records  of  the 
dreams  sent  by  God.  The  greater  number  of  such 
dreams  were  granted,  for  prediction  or  for  warning, 
to  those  who  were  aliens  to  the  Jewish  covenant. 
Thus  we  have  the  record  of  the  dreams  of  Abimelech 
(Gen.  XX.  3-7);  Laban  (Gen.  xxxi.  24);  of  the 
chief  butler  and  baker  (Gen.  xl.  5);  of  Pharaoh 
(Gen.  xli.  1-8);  of  the  Midianite  (Judg.  vii.  13); 
of  Nebuchadnezzar  (Dan.  ii.  1,  &c.,  iv.  10-18);  of 
the  Magi  (Matt.  ii.  12),  and  of  Pilate's  wife  (Matt, 
xxvii.  19).  :Many  of  these  dreams,  moreover,  were 
symbolical  and  obscure,  so  as  to  require  an  inter- 
preter. And,  where  dreams  are  recorded  as  means 
of  (Jod's  revelation  to  his  chosen  servants,  they 
are  almost  always  referred  to  the  periods  of  their 
earliest  and  most  imperfect  knowledge  of  him.  So 
it  is  in  the  case  of  Abraham  (Gen.  xv.  J  2,  and 
1-9),  of  Jacob  (Gen.  xxviii.  12-15),  of 


o  These  powers  are  to  be  carefully  distinguished 
(as  in  Butler's  Analogy,  part  i.  c.  1)  from  the  organs 
through  which  they  are  exercised  when  we  are  awake. 


b  The  same  order,  as  being  the  natural  one.  is  found 
in  the  earliest  record  of  European  mythology  — 

'AAA.'  aye  Srj  Tiva  tidmiv  epetofiev,  •>)  Upija 
*H  KoX  oveiponoKov,  Koi  yap  t'  ovap  ck  Atos  ecTTt. 
Horn.  II.  i.  63. 
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Joseph  (Gen.  xxxvii.  5-10),  of  Solomon  (1  K.  iii. 
6),  and,  in  the  N.  T.,  of  Joseph  (Matt.  i.  20,  ii. 
13,  19,  22).  It  is  to  be  observed,  moreover,  that 
they  belong  especially  to  the  earliest  age,  and  be- 
come less  frequent  as  the  revelations  of  prophecy 
increase.  The  only  exception  to  this  is  found  iu 
the  dreams  and  "  visions  of  the  night "  given  to 
Daniel  (ii.  19,  vii.  1),  apparently  in  order  to  put 
to  shame  the  falsehoods  of  the  Chaldaean  belief  in 
prophetic  dreams  and  in  the  power  of  interpretation, 
and  yet  to  bring  out  the  truth  latent  therein  (comp. 
St.  Paul's  miracles  at  Ephesus,  Acts  xix.  11,  12, 
and  their  effect,  18-20). 

The  general  conclusion  therefore  is,  first,  that 
the  Scripture  claims  the  dream,  as  it  does  every 
other  action  of  the  human  mind,  as  a  medium 
through  which  God  may  speak  to  man  either 
directly,  that  is,  as  we  call  it,  "  providentially,"  or 
indirectly  in  virtue  of  a  general  influence  upon  all 
his  thoughts ;  and  secondly,  that  it  lays  far  greater 
stress  on  that  divine  influence  by  which  the  under- 
standing also  is  aflfected,  and  leads  us  to  believe 
that  as  such  influence  extends  more  and  more, 
revelation  by  dreams,  unless  in  very  peculiar  cir- 
cumstances, might  be  expected  to  pass  away. 

A.  B. 

DRESS.  This  subject  includes  the  following 
particulars :  —  1.  Materials.  2.  Color  and  decora- 
tion. 3.  Name,  form,  and  mode  of  wearing  the 
various  articles.    4.  Special  usages  relating  thereto. 

1.  The  materials  were  various,  and  multiplied 
with  the  advance  of  civilization.  The  earliest  and 
simplest  robe  was  made  out  of  the  leaves  of  a  tree 

(nSWri,  A.  V.  "  fig-tree  "  —  and  comp.  the  pres- 
ent Arabic  name  for  the  fig,  tin,  or  teen),  portions 
of  which  were  sewn  together,  so  as  to  form  an  apron 
(Gen.  iii.  7).  Ascetic  Jews  occasionally  used  a 
similar  material  in  later  times.  Josephus  (  Vit.  § 
2)  records  this  of  Hanus  {i^Qriri  jxev  dirb  StvSpwv 
Xp('>fieyov) ;  but  whether  it  was  made  of  the  leaves, 
or  the  bark,  is  uncertain.  After  the  Fall,  the  skins 
of  animals  supplied  a  more  durable  material  (Gen. 
iii.  21),  which  was  adapted  to  a  rude  state  of 
society,  and  is  stated  to  have  been  used  by  various 
ancient  nations  (Diod.  Sic.  i.  43,  ii.  38 ;  Arrian, 
Ind.  cap.  7,  §  3).     Skins  were  not  wholly  disused 

at  later  periods:  the  addereth  (H'^'iTS)  worn  by 
Elijah  appears  to  have  been  the  skin  of  a  sheep  or 
some  other  animal  with  the  wool  left  on :  in  the 
LXX.  the  word  is  rendered  fx-r\\<iiri\  (1  K.  xix.  13, 
19;  2  K.  ii.  13),  5opo  ((Jen.  xxv.  25),  and  5ep^« 
(Zech.  xiii.  4);  and  it  may  l)e  connected  witli  topi 
etymologically  (Saalschlitz,  ArcMol.  i.  19);  Gesen- 
ius,    however,   prefers   the   notion   of    amplitude, 

I^M,  in  which  case  it  =  "l^S  (Mic.  ii.  8 ; 
Thesaur.  p.  29).     The  same  material  is  implied  in 

the  description  (I^B?  b??  tr?"*W  :  hv^p  haais, 
LXX.:  A.  V.  "hairy  man,"  2  K.  i.  8),  though 
these  words  may  also  he  imderstood  of  the  hair  of 
the  prophet ;  and  in  the  comparison  of  lilsau's  skin 
to  such  a  robe  (Gen.  xxv.  25).  It  was  characteris- 
tic of  a  prophet's  office  from  its  mean  apjjearance 
(Zech.  xiii.  4;  cf.  Matt.  vii.  15).  Pelisses  of  sheep- 
skin «  still  form  an  ordinary  article  of  dress  in  the 
East  (Burckhardt's  Notes  on  Bedouiris,  i.  50).  The 
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addereth  worn  by  the  king  of  Nineveh  (.Jon  iii.  fi), 
and  the  "goodly  Babylonish  garment"  found  at 
Xi  (Josh.  vii.  21),  were  of  a  different  character, 
either  robes  trimmed  with  valuable  furs,  or  the 
skins  themselves  ornamented  with  embroidery.  The 
art  of  weaving  hair  was  known  to  the  Hebrews  at 
an  early  period  (Ex.  xxvi.  7,  xxxv.  6);  the  sack- 
cloth used  by  mourners  was  of  this  material  [Sack- 
cloth], and  by  many  writers  the  addereth  of  the 
prophets  is  supix)sed  to  have  lieen  such.  John  the 
Baptist's  robe  was  of  camel's  hair  (Matt.  iii.  4), 
and  a  similar  material  was  in  common  use  among 
the  poor  of  that  day  (.Joseph.  B.  J.  i.  24,  §  3), 
probably  of  goats'  hair,  which  was  employed  in  the 
Koman  clliclum.  At  wliat  period  the  use  of  wool, 
and  of  still  more  artificial  textures,  such  as  cotton 
and  linen,  became  known  is  uncertain :  the  first  of 
these,  we  may  presupie,  was  introduced  at  a  very 
early  period,  the  flocks  of  the  pastoral  families  being 
kept  partly  for  their  wool  ((ien.  xxxviii.  12):  it 
was  at  all  times  largely  employed,  particularly  for 
the  outer  garments  (Lev.  xiii.  47;  Deut.  xxii.  11; 
Ez.  xxxiv.  3;  Job  xxxi.  20;  Prov.  xxvii.  26,  xxxi. 
13).  [Wool.]  The  occurrence  of  the  term  cethoneih 
in  the  book  of  Genesis  (iii.  21,  xxxvii.  3,  23)  seems 
to  indicate  an  acquaintance,  even  at  that  early  day, 
with  the  finer  materials;  for  that  term,  though 
significant  of  a  particular  robe,  originally  appears 
to  have  referred  to  the  material  employed  (the  root 
being  preserved  in  our  cotton ;  cf.  Bohlen's  Introd. 
ii.  51;  Saalschiitz,  Archdol.  i.  8),  and  was  applied 
by  the  later  Jews  to  flax  or  linen,  as  stated  by 
Josephus  (Anl.  iii.  7,  §  2,  Xedo/xevT]  fxey  /caAeTrot. 
\iveov  TOVTO  (rrj/UotVej,  x^^ov  yap  rh  \ivov  Tjfifls 
/caA.oO/i€i/).  No  conclusion,  however,  can  be  drawn 
from  the  use  of  the  word :  it  is  evidently  applied 
generally,  and  without  any  view  to  the  material,  as 
in  Gen.  iii.  21.  It  is  probable  that  the  acquaint- 
ance of  the  Hebrews  with  linen,  and  perhaps  cotton, 
dates  from  the  period  of  the  captivity  in  Egypt, 
when  they  were  instructed  in  the  manufacture  (1 
(yhr.  iv.  21).  After  their  return  to  Palestine  we 
have  frequent  notices  of  linen,  the  finest  kind  being 

named  shesh  (WW)^  and  at  a  later   period  butz 

(^^2),  the  latter  a  word  of  Syrian,  and  the  former 
of  Egyptian  origin,  and  each  indicating  the  quarter 
whence  the  material  was  procured :  the  term  chur 

(I'ln)  was  also  applied  to  it  from  its  brilliant  ap- 
pearance (Is.  xix.  9;  Esth.  i.  6,  viii.  15).  It  is  the 
fivaffos  of  the  LXX,  and  the  N.  T.  (Luke  xvi.  19; 
Kev.  xviii.  12,  16),  and  the  "fine  linen"  of  the 
A.  V.  It  was  used  in  the  vestments  of  the  high- 
priests  (Ex.  xxviii.  5  ff.),  as  well  as  by  the  wealthy 
(Gen.  xli.    42  ;   Prov.    xxxi.   22 ;  Luke  xiv.    19). 

[Linen.]  A  l&ss  costly  kind  was  named  bad  (^^  : 
\iv(oi),  which  was  used  for  certain  portions  of  the 
high-priest's  dress  (Kx.  xxviii.  42;  l>ev.  xvi.  4,  23, 
.32),  and  for  the  ephofls  of  Samuel  (1  Sam.  ii.  18) 
and  David  (2  Sam.  vi.  14):  it  is  worthy  of  notice, 
in  reference  to  its  quality  and  appearance,  that  it 
is  the  material  in  which  angels  are  represents!  (E/. 
ix.  3,  11,  X.  2,  6,  7;  Dan.  x.  5,  xii.  6;  Kev.  xv.  6). 
A  coarser  kind  of  linen,  termed  oiijl6Kivov  (Ecclus. 
xl.  4),  was  used  by  the  very  poor  [Linen].     The 

Hebrew  term  sadin  ('I"'"TD  =  o-ji/S^ii/,  and  satin) 


a  The  sbeep-skln  coat  is  frequently  represented  in  the 
Kulpturcs  ot  Khorsabad :  it  was  iniide  with  sleeves, 
and  was  worn  over  the  tunic  :  it  fell  over  the   back, 


and  terminated  in  its  natural  state.  The  people  wear- 
ing it  have  been  identified  with  the  Sagartli  (Bonomi'i 
Nineveh,  p.  193). 
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expresses  a  fine  kind  of  linen,  especially  adapted  for 
Bummer  wear,  as  distinct  from  the  sanibcdla,  which 
was  thick  (Talmud,  Mtmich.  p.  41,  1).  What  may 
have  been  the  distinction  between  shesh  and  sad'in 
(Prov.  xxxi.  22,  24)  we  know  not:  the  probability 
is  that  the  latter  name  passed  from  the  niat€rial  to 
a  particular  kind  of  robe.  SUk  was  not  introduced 
until  a  very  late  period  (Rev.  xviii.  12):  the  t«rm 

vteM  C'lpD  :  rpixo-TrfoV,  Ez.  xvi.  10)  is  of  doubt- 
ful meaning'  [SilkJ.     The  use  of  a  mixed  material 

(T!Dr337lp  :  KlfiS-n\ov,  i-  e.  qmrimis,  LXX.;  ayji- 
hiaKtifjLivov,  Aquil.;  ipi6\ivov,  Gr.  Ven.),  such 
as  wool  and  flax,  was  forbidden  (I^ev.  xix.  19;  Deut. 
xxii.  11),  on  the  ground,  according  to  Josephus 
{Ant.  iv.  8,  §  11),  that  such  was  reserved  tor  the 
priests,  or  as  being  a  practice  usual  among  idolaters 
(Spencer,  Ley.  Hub.  kit.  ii.  32),  but  more  probably 
with  the  view  of  enforcing  the  general  idea  of  purity 
and  simplicity. 

2.  Color  and  decoration.  The  prevailing  color 
of  the  Hebrew  dress  was  the  natural  white  of  the 
materials  employed,  which  might  be  brought  to  a 
high  state  of  brilliancy  by  the  art  of  the  fuller 
(Mark  ix.  3).     Some  of  the  terms  applied  to  these 

materials  (e.  g.  tt^t?,  V"^^'  "l^H)  are  connected 
with  words  significant  of  whiteness,  while  many  of 
the  allusions  to  garments  have  special  reference  to 
this  quality  (Job  xxxviii.  14;  Ps.  civ.  1,  2;  Is. 
Ixiii.  3 ) :  white  was  held  to  be  peculiarly  appropriate 
to  festi\e  occasions  (liccl.  ix.  8;  cf.  Hor.  Sat.  ii.  2, 
60),  as  well  as  symbolical  of  purity  (Kev.  iii.  4,  5, 
iv.  4,  vii.  y,  13).  It  is  uncertain  when  the  art  of 
dyeing  became  known  to  the  Hebrews ;  the  cethonetli 
passim  worn  by  Joseph  (Gen.  xxxw.  3,  23)  is 
variously  taken  to  be  either  a  "  coat  of  divers 
colors"  (-jTotKiKos  :  j)olymitit,  Vulg.  ;  comp.  the 
Greek  irda-aeii/,  H.  iii.  126,  xxii.  441),  or  a  tunic 
furnished  with  sleeves  and  reaching  down  to  the 
ankles,  as  in  the  versions  of  AquUa,  affTpay(x\iios, 
icapiTu>r6s,  and  Symmachus,  x*'P'S«<''''(is,  and  in 
the  Vulg.  (2  Sara.  xiii.  18),  ttdnris,  and  as  de- 
scribed by  Josephus  {Ant.  vii.  8,  §  1).  The  latter 
is  probably  the  correct  sense,  in  which  case  we 
have  no  evidence  of  the  use  of  variegated  robes 
previously  to  the  sojourn  of  the  Hebrews  in  Egj'pt, 
though  the  notice  of  scarlet  thread  (Gen.  xxxviii. 
28)  implies  some  acquaintance  with  dyeing,  and 

the  light  summer  robe  ('^^l?!^  :  depiffrpov:  veil^ 
A.  V.)  worn  by  Rebecca  and  Tamar  (Gen.  xxiv. 
6-5,  xxxviii.  14,  19)  was  probably  of  an  ornamental 
character.  The  Egyptians  had  carried  the  art  of 
weaving  and  embroidery  to  a  high  state  of  per- 
fection, and  from  them  the  Hebrews  learned  various 
methods  of  producing  decorated  stuffs.  The  ele- 
ments of  ornamentation  were — (1)  weaving  with 
threads  previously  dyed  (Ex.  xxxv.  25 ;  cf.  Wilkin- 
son's /-^ffyptians,  iii.  125);  (2)  the  introduction  of 
gold  thread  or  wire  (Ex.  xxviii.  6  ff.);  (3)  the 
addition  of  figures,  probably  of  animals  and  hunt- 
ing or  battle  scenes  (cf.  Layard,  ii.  297),  in  the 
case  of  garments,  in  the  same  manner  as  the 
cherubim  were  represented  in  the  curtains  of  the 
tabernacle  (Ex.  xxvi.  1,  31,  xxxvi.  8,  35).  These 
devices  may  have  been  either  woven  into  the  stuff, 
or  cut  out  of  other  stuff  and  afterwards  attached 
by  needlework:  in  the  former  case  the  jMittem 
would  appear  only  on  one  side,  in  the  latter  the 
pattern  might  be  varied.  Such  is  the  distinction, 
according  to  Talmudical  writers,  between  cunning- 
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too)-k  and  needktvork,  or  as  marked  by  the  use  of 

the  singular  and  dual  number,  nD|7"7j  needlework, 

and  D^nDp"!,  needleioork  on  both  sides  (Judg.  v. 
30,  A.  v.),  though  the  latter  term  may  after  all 
be  accepted  in  a  simple  way  as  a  dual  =  two  em- 
broidered robes  (Beitheau,  Comm.  in  1.  c).  The 
account  of  the  corslet  of  Amasis  (Her.  iii.  47) 
illustrates  the  processes  of  decoration  descril)ed  in 

Exodus.  Robes  decorated  with  gold  (m^Sltt^P, 
Ps.  xlv.  13),  and  at  a  later  period  with  silver  thread 
(Joseph.  Ant.  xix.  8,  §  2;  cf.  Acts  xii.  21),  were 
worn  by  royal  personages  :  other  kinds  of  em- 
broidered rotes  were  worn  by  the  wealthy  both  of 
Tyre  (Ez.  xvi.  13)  and  Palestine  (Judg.  v.  30;  Ps. 
xlv.  14).  The  art  does  not  appear  to  have  been 
maintained  among  the  Hel)rews:  the  Babylonians 
and  other  eastern  nations  (Josh.  vii.  21 :  Ez.  xxvii. 
24),  as  well  as  the  Egyptians  (Ez.  xxvii.  7),  excelled 
in  it.  Nor  does  the  art  of  dyeing  appear  to  have 
been  followed  up  in  Palestine:  dyed  robes  were 
imported  from  foreign  countries  (Zeph.  i.  8),  par- 
ticularly from  Phoenicia,  and  were  not  much  used 
on  account  of  their  expensiveness :  purple  (Prov. 
xxxi.  22;  Luke  xvi.  19)  and  scarlet  (2  Sam.  i.  24) 
were  occasionally  worn  by  the  wealthy.  The  sur- 
rounding nations  were  more  lavish  in  their  use 
of  them:  the  wealthy  Tyrians  (Ez.  xxvii.  7),  the 
Midianitish  kings  (Judg.  viii.  26),  the  Assyrian 
nobles  (liz.  xxiii.  6),  and  Persian  officers  (Est.  viii. 
15),  are  all  represented  in  purple.  The  general  hue 
of  the  Persian  dress  was  more  brilliant  than  that 
of  the  Jews :  hence  Ezekiel  (xxiii.  12)  describes  the 

AssjTians  as  vT/3p  "^tt^D/,  lit.  clothed  in  per- 
fection ;  according  to  the  LXX.  fvTrd.pv<pa,  wear- 
ing robes  with  handsome  borders.     With  regard  to 

the  head-dress  in  particular,  described  as  "^PI^^P 

□"•b^lS^  {riipai  fiairrai;  A.  V.  "dyed  attire  [Ez. 
xxiii.  15];"  cf.  Ov.  Met.  xiv.  654,  mitra  picta), 
some  doubt  exists  whether  the  word  rendered  dyed 
does  not  rather  mean  Jloicing  (Gesen.  Thesaur.  p. 
542;  Layard,  ii.  308). 

3.  The  TUimes,  forms,  and  mode  of  wearing  the 
robes.  It  is  difficult  to  give  a  satisfactory  account 
of  the  various  articles  of  dress  mentioned  in  the 
Bible:  the  notices  are  for  the  most  part  incidental, 
and  refer  to  a  lengthened  period  of  time,  during 
which  the  fashions  must  have  frequently  changed : 
while  the  collateral  sources  of  information,  such  as 
sculpture,  painting,  or  contemporary  records,  are 
but  scanty.  The  general  characteristics  of  oriental 
dress  have  indeed  preserved  a  remarkable  unifonn- 
ity  in  all  ages :  the  modern  Arab  dresses  much  as 
tie  ancient  Hebrew  did ;  there  are  the  same  flowing 
robes,  the  same  distinction  between  the  outer  and 
inner  garments,  the  former  heavy  and  warm,  the 
latter  light,  adapted  to  the  rapid  and  excessive 
changes  of  temi^ei-ature  in  those  countries;  and 
there  is  the  same  distinction  between  the  costume 
of  the  rich  and  the  poor,  consisting  in  the  multipli- 
cation of  robes  of  a  finer  texture  and  more  ample 
dimensions.  Hence  the  numerous  illustrations  of 
ancient  costume,  which  may  be  drawn  from  the 
usages  of  modem  Orientals,  supplying  in  great 
measure  the  want  of  contemporaneous  representa- 
tions. With  regard  to  the  figures  which  some  have 
identified  as  Jews  in  Egyptian  paintings  and  As- 
sjTJan  sculptures,  we  cannot  but  consider  the  evi- 
dence insufficient.     The  figures  in  the  painting  at 


620 


DRESS 


Beni  Hassan,  delineated  by  Wilkinson  (Anc.  E'jypt. 
ii.  29C ),  and  supposed  by  him  to  represent  the  ar 
rival  of  Joseph's  brethren,  are  dressed  in  a  manner 
at  variance  with  our  idexs  of  Hebrew  costume :  the 
more  important  personages  wear  a  double  tunic,  tlie 
upper  one  constructed  so  as  to  pass  over  the  left 
shoulder  and  under  the  right  arm,  leaving  the  right 
slioulder  exposed ;  the  servants  wear  nothing  more 
than  a  skirt  or  kilt,  reaching  from  the  loins  to  the 
knee.  Wilkinson  suggests  some  collateral  reasons 
for  doubting  whether  they  were  really  Jews:  to 
which  we  may  add  a  further  objection  that  the 
presents  which  these  persons  bring  with  them  are 
not  what  we  should  expect  from  (ien.  xliii.  11. 
Certain  figures  inscribed  on  the  face  of  a  rock  at 
Bt/nstun,  near  Kermansliah,  were  supposed  by  Sir 
R.  K.  Porter  to  represent  Samaritans  captured  by 
Shalmaneser :  they  are  given  in  'S'aux's  Nineveh, 
p.  372.  These  sculptures  are  now  recognized  as  of 
a  Liter  date,  and  the  figuies  evidently  represent 
people  of  different  nations,  for  the  tunics  are  alter- 
nately short  and  long.  Again,  certain  figures  dis- 
covered at  Nuieveh  have  been  pronounced  to  be 
Jews:  in  one  instance  the  presence  of  hats  and 
l)Oots  is  the  ground  of  identification  (Bonomi, 
Nineveh,  p.  197;  comparing  Dan.  iii.  21);  but  if, 
as  we  shall  hereafter  show,  the  original  words  in 
Dan.  have  been  misunderstood  by  our  translators, 
no  conclusion  can  be  drawn  from  the  presence  of 
these  articles.  In  another  instance  the  figures  are 
simply  dressed  in  a  short  tunic,  with  sleevej  leach- 
ing nearly  to  the  elljow,  and  confined  at  the  waist 
by  a  girdle,  a  style  of  dress  which  was  so  widely 
spread  tliroughout  the  P^st  that  it  is  impossible  to 
pronounce  what  particular  nation  they  may  have 
belonged  to :  the  style  of  head-dress  seems  an  ob- 
jection to  the  supposition  that  they  are  Jews. 
These  figures  are  given  in  Bonomi' s  Nineveh,  p. 
381. 

The  costume  of  the  men  and  women  was  very 
similar;  there  was  sufficient  difference,  however,  to 
mark  the  sex,  and   it  was  strictly  forbidden  to  a 

woman  to  wear  the  appendages  ("*7?  •  cfewT?)) 
such  as  the  staff,  signet-ring,  and  other  ornaments, 
or,  according  to  Josephus  (Ant.  iv.  8,  §  43),  the 
weapons  of  a  man ;  as  well  as  to  a  man  to  wear 

the  outer  robe  (H  vptZ?)  of  a  woman  (Deut.  xxii. 
5);  the  reason  of  the  prohibition,  according  to 
Maimonides  (Afw.  Nehorh.  iii.  37),  lieing  that  such 
was  the  practice  of  idolaters  (cf.  Carpzov,  Appnr. 
p.  514);  but  more  probaldy  it  was  basfd  upon  the 
general  principle  of  propriety.  We  si  all  first  de- 
scribe the  robes  which  were  common  to  the  two 
sexes,  and  then  those  which  were  peculiar  to 
women. 

(1.)  The  celhoneth  (HpHS,  whence  the  Greek 
YJTcii')  was  the  most  essential  article  of  dress.  It 
was  a  closely  fitting  garment,  resembling  in  form 
and  use  our  shirt,  though  unfortunately  translated 
coat  in  the  A.  V.  The  material  of  which  it  was 
made  was  either  wool,  cotton,  or  linen.  From  Jo- 
gephus's  observation  (Ant.  iii.  7,  §  4)  with  regard 
to  the  meHl,  that  it  wa.s  ouk  4k  Svoiy  TrfptTfirifid- 
roiv,  we  may  probably  infer  that  the  ordinary  ce- 
thoneth  or  tunic  was  made  in  two  pieces,  which  were 
sewn  together  at  the  sides.  In  this  case  the  xi'rwv 
ip^apos  worn  by  our  Ix)rd  (John  xix.  23)  was 
either  a  singular  one,  or,  as  is  more  ])robable,  was 
the  upper  tunic  or  vie'il.  The  primitive  cethoneth 
was  without  sleeves  and  reached  only  to  the  knee, 
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like  the  Doric  ;^itw;'  ;  it  may  also  have  been,  like 
the  latter,  partially  opened  at  one  side,  so  tliat  a 
person  in  rapid  motion  was  exposed  (2  Sam.  vi.  20). 
Another  kind,  which  we  may  compare  with  the 
Ionian  p^ircov,  reached  to  the  wrists  and  ankles: 
such  was  probably  the  celhoneth  passim  worn  by 
Joseph  (Gen.  jacxvii.  3,  23),  and  Tamar  (2  Sam. 
xiii.  18),  and  that  which  the  priests  wore  (Joseph. 
A7it.  iii.  7,  §  2).  It  was  in  either  case  kept  close 
to  the  body  by  a  girdle  [Gikdi.e],  and  the  fold 
formed  by  the  overlapping  of  the  robe  served  as  an 
inner  pocket,  in  which  a  letter  or  any  other  small 
article  miglit  he  carried  (Joseph.  Ant.  xvii.  5,  §  7). 
A  person  wearing  the  cethoneth  alone  was  described 


Fig.  1.     An  Egyptian.     (liane's  Morlem  Egyptians.) 

as  D"137,  naked,  A.  V. :  we  may  compare  the  use 
of  the  tenn  yv/xval  as  applied  to  the  Si)artan  vir- 
gins (Plut.  Li/c.  14),  of  the  Latin  nudiis  (Virg. 
Geoi'ff.  i.  29!)),  and  of  our  expression  stripped. 
Thus  it  is  said  of  Saul  after  having  taken  off  his 

upper  garments  ("{^"TIlS,  1  Sam.  xix.  24);  of 
Isaiah  (Is.  xx.  2)  when  he  had  put  off  his  sackcloth, 
which  was  usually  worn  over  the  tunic  (cf.  Jon.  iii. 
6),  and  only  on  special  occasions  next  the  skin  (2 
K.  vi.  30);  of  a  warrior  who  has  cast  off  his  mil- 
itary cloak  (Am.  ii.  16 ;  cf.  Liv.  iii.  23,  ineitnet 
nudiqite);  and  of  I'eter  without  his  fisher's  coat 
(John  xxi.  7).  The  same  expression  is  elsewhere 
applied  to  the  poorly  clad  (Job  xxii.  0 ;  Is.  Iviii.  7 ; 
James  ii.  15). 

The  above  wood-cut  (fig.  1 )  represents  the  sim- 
plest style  of  Oriental  dress,  a  long  loose  shirt  or 
cethoneth  without  a  girdle,  reaching  nearly  to  the 
ankle.  'I'he  same  rol>e,  with  the  addition  of  the 
girdle,  is  shown  in  fig.  4. 

In  fig.  2  we  have  tiie  ordinary  dress  of  the  mod- 
ern Bedouin :  the  tunic  overlaps  the  girdle  at  the 
waist,  leaving  an  ample  fold,  which  .senes  as  a 
pocket.  Over  the  tunic  he  wears  the  abba,  or 
striped  plaid,  which  completes  his  costume. 

(2.)  The  sadin  (^"^"TD)  appears  to  have  been  a 
wrapper  of  fine  linen  {aividiv,  LXX.),  which  might 
be  used  in  various  ways,  but  especially  as  a  night- 
shirt (Mark  xiv.  61;  cf.  Her.  ii.  95;  Schleusner's 
Lex.  in  N.  T.  s.  v.).  The  Hebrew  term  is  given 
in  the  Syriac  N.  T.  as  =  ffovUpiov  (I.uke  xix.  20), 
and  XfVTiov  (John  xiii.  4).     liie  material  or  robe 


DRESS 

is  mentioned  in  Judg.  xiv.  12,  13  (sheet,  shirt, 
A.  v.},  Prov.  xxxi.  24,  and  Is.  iii.  23  (Jine  (men, 
A.  v.);  but  in  none  of  these  passages  is  there  any- 
thing to  decide  its  specific  meaning.  The  'J'al- 
nnidical   writers    occasionally   describe    the    tuliih 
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Fig.  2.     A  Bedouin.     (Lynch,  Dead  Sea.) 

ItallUh,  or  tnlleth]  under  that  name,  as  being  made 
of  fine  linen:  hence  Lightfoot  {Exercitntions  on 
Mark  xiv.  51)  identifies  the  fftv^wv  worn  by  the 
young  man  as  a  tnlith,  which  he  had  put  on  in 
his  haste  without  his  other  garments. 

(3.)  The  me'il  {y'^^7^^  was  an  upper  or  second 
tunic,  the  difference  being  that  it  was  longer  than 
the  first.  It  is  hence  termed  in  the  LXX.  unoSu- 
TT)s  iroSTJprjy,  and  probably  in  this  sense  the  term 
is  applied  to  the  cethoneth  passim  (2  Sam.  xiii.  18), 
implying  that  it  reached  down  to  the  feet.  The 
sacerdotal  me'il  is  elsewhere  described.  [Priest.] 
As  an  article  of  ordinary  dress  it  was  worn  by 
kings  (1  Sam.  xxiv.  4),  prophets  (1  Sam.  xxviii. 
14),  nobles  (.Job  i.  20),  and  youths  (1  Sam.  ii.  19). 
It  may,  however,  be  doubted  whether  the  term  is 
used  in  its  specific  sense  in  these  passages,  and  not 

rather  in  its  broad  etymological  sense  (from  v3?K3, 
to  cover),  for  any  robe  that  chanced  to  be  worn 
over  the  cethoneth.  In  the  LXX.  the  renderings 
vary  Ijctween  ivevSvrrii  (1  Sam.  xviii.  4;  2  Sam. 
xiii.  18;  1  Sam.  ii.  19,  Theodot.),  a  term  properly 
applied  to  an  upper  garment,  and  specially  used  in 
John  xxi.  7  for  the  linen  coat  worn  by  the  Phoeni- 
cian and  Syrian  fishermen  (Theophyl.  in  I.  c), 
Siir\ois  (1  Sam.  ii.  19,  xv.  27,  xxiv.  4,  11,  xxviii. 
14;  Job  xxix.  14),  /juetrjo  (Job  i.  20),  o-toX^  (1 
(.'hr.  XV.  27;  Job  ii.  12),  and  viro^vrris  (Ex.  xxxix. 
21;  l^v.  viii.  7),  showing  that  generally  speaking 
it  was  regarded  as  an  upper  garment.  This  fur- 
ther ap{)ears  from  the  passages  in  which  notice  of 
it  occurs :  in  1  Sam.  xviii.  4  it  is  the  "  robe  "  which 
Jonathan  first  takes  off;  in  1  Sam.  xxviii.  14  it  is 
the  "mantle"  in  which  Samuel  is  enveloped;  in  1 
Sam.  XV.  27,  it  is  the  "  mantle,"  the  skirt  of  which 

is  rent  (cf.  1  K.  xi.  30,  where  the  n^btt?  is  sim- 
ilarly treated);  in  1  Sam.  xxiv.  4,  it  is  the  "robe," 
under  which  Saul  slept  (generally  the  T?.'^  was  so 
•jsed);  and  in  Job  i.  29,  ii.  12,  it  is  the  "mantle  " 


which  he  rends  (cf.  Ezr.  ix.  3,  5);  in  these  pass.iges 
it  evidently  describes  an  outer  robe,  whether  the 
sinildh,  or  the  mt'il  itself  used  as  a  simldh.  Where 
two  tunics  are  mentioned  (Luke  iii.  11)  as  being 
worn  at  the  same  time,  the  second  would  be  a  me'il ; 
travellers  generally  wore  two  (Joseph.  Ant.  xvii.  5, 
§7),  but  the  practice  was  forbidden  to  the  disciples 
(Matt.  x.  10;  Luke  ix.  3). 

The  dress  of  the  middle  and  upper  classes  in 
modern  Egypt  (fig.  3)  illustrates  the  customs  of 
the  Hebrews.  In  addition  to  the  shirt,  they  wear 
a  long  vest  of  striped  silk  and  cotton,  called  kaftan, 
descending  to  the  ankles,  and  with  ample  sleeves, 
so  that  the  hands  may  be  concealed  at  pleasure. 
The  girdle  surrounds  this  vest.  The  outer  robe 
consists  of  a  long  cloth  coat,  called  gibbeh,  with 
sleeves  reaching  nearly  to  the  wrist.  *  In  cold 
weather  the  ubb.i,  is  thrown  over  tlie  shoulders. 


Fig.  3.     An  Egyptian  of  tlie  upper  classes.     (Lane.) 

(4.)  The  ordinary  outer  garment  consisted  of  a 
quadrangular  piece  of  woolen  cloth,  probably  re- 
sembling hi  shape  a  Scotch  plaid.  The  size  and 
texture  would  vary  wit'i  the  means  of  the  wearer. 
The  Hebrew  terms  referring  to  it  are  —  simldh 

(n  vS?tt7,  occasionally  Htt  /tt?),  which  appears  to 
have  had  the  broadest  sense,  and  sometimes  is  put 
for  clothes  generally  (Gen.  xxxv.  2,  xxxvii.  34;  Ex. 
iii.  22,  xxii.  9;  Deut.  x.  18;  Is.  iii.  7,  iv.  1), 
though  once  used  specifically  of  the  warrior's  cloak 

(Is.  ix.  5);  beged  (^5?^^  which  is  more  usual  in 
speaking  of  robes  of  a  handsome  and  substantial 
character  ((Jen.  xxvii.  15,  xli.  42;  Ex.  xxviii.  2; 
1  K.  xxii.  10;  2  Chr.  xviii.  9;  Is.  Ixiii.  1);  cesuth 

(n^D3),  appropriate  to  passages  where  covering  or 
protection  is  the  prominent  idea  (Ex.  xxii.  2G ;  Job 
xxvi.  6,  xxxi.  19);  and  lastly  lebijsh  (d^'D^), 
usual  in  poetry,  but  specially  applied  to  a  warrior's 
cloak  (2  Sam.  xx.  8),  priests'  vestments  (2  K.  x. 
22),  and  royal  apparel  (Esth.  vi.  11,  viii.  15).     A 

cognate  term  {malbush  (tr^27?2)  describes  specif- 
ically a  state-dress,  whether  as  used  in  a  royal 
household  (1  K.  x.  5;  2  Chr.  ix.  4),  or  for  religious 
festivals  (2  K.  x.  22):  elsewhere  it  is  used  generally 
for  robes  of  a  handsome  character  (Job  xxvii.  16; 
Is.  Ixiii.  3:  Ez.  xvi.  13;  Zeph.  i.  8).     Another 
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term,  mad  (T^),  with  its  derivatives  rf^P  (Ps. 

cxxxiii.  2),  and  Tip  (2  Sam.  x.  4;  1  Chr.  xix.  4), 
is  expressive  of  the  length  of  the  Hebrew  garments 
(1  Sam.  iv.  12,  xviii.  4),  and  is  specifically  applied 
to  a  long  cloak  (Judg.  iii.  16;  2  Sam.  xx.  8),  and 
to  the  priest's  coat  (I^ev.  vi.  10).  The  Greek  terms 
ifiiriov  and  (rroXi)  express  the  corresponding  idea, 
the  latter  being  specially  appropriate  to  rotes  of 
more  than  ordinary  grandeur  (1  Mace.  x.  21,  xiv. 
9 ;  Mark  xii.  38,  xvi.  5 ;  Luke  xv.  22,  xx.  46 ;  Kev. 
vi.  11,  vii.  9,  13);  the  -^ndiv  and  Ifxariov  {tunica, 
pallium,  Vulg. ;  coat,  ckiak,  A.  V.)  are  brought 
into  juxtaposition  in  Matt.  v.  40  and  Acts  ix.  39. 
The  beyed  might  be  worn  in  various  ways,  either 
■wrapped  round  the  body,  or  worn  over  the  shoulders, 

like  a  shawl,  with  the  ends  or  "  skirts  "  (D']S313  : 
iTTfpvyia'  an(/uli)  hanging  down  in  front;  or  it 
might  be  thrown  over  the  head,  so  as  to  conceal  the 
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kind  of  shawl  (Is.  iii.  22),  but  how  diftering  from 
the  one  just  mentionetl,  we  know  not;  the  ety- 
mological meaning  of  the  first  name  is  expamiwi, 

of  the  second,  enveloping:  (3)  Isd'iph  (^^!P^  : 
dfpio-TpoV-  veil,  A.  v.),  a  rolie  worn  by  Rebecca 
on  approaching  Isaac  (Gen.  xxiv.  65),  and  by  Ta^ 
mar  when  she  assumed  the  guise  of  a  harlot  (Gen. 
xxxviii.  14,  19);  it  was  probably,  as  the  LXX. 
represents  it,  a  light  sunmier  dress  of  handsome- 
appearance  (irepie^aKe  rh  dfpicnpov  koX  tKaX- 
Kwma-aTO,  Gen.  xxxviii.  14),  and  of  ample  dimen- 
sions, so  that  it  might  be  thrown  over  the  head  at 

pleasure;  (4)  rddid  (T^'T'I :  A.  Y.  "veil"),  a 
similar  robe  (Is.  iii.  23;  Cant.  v.  7),  and  substi- 
tuted for  the  tsdHph  in  the   Chaldee  ^  ersion :  we 


Figs.  4,  5.     Egyptians  of  the  lower  orders.     (Lane. 


§ice  (2  Sam.  xv.  30;  Esth.  vi.  12).  The  ends  were 
skirted  with  a  fringe  and  bound  with  a  dark  purple 
ribbon  (Num.  xv.  38).    It  was  confined  at  the  waist 

by  a  girdle,  and  the  fold  {p'^H  :  K6Kiros :  sinm), 
formed  by  the  overlapping  of  the  robe,  served  as  a 
pocket  in  which  a  considerable  quantity  of  articles 
might  be  carried  (2  K.  iv.  39 ;  Ps.  Ixxix.  12 ;  Hag. 
ii.  12;  Niebuhr,  Description,  p.  56),  or  as  a  purse 
(Prov.  xvii.  23,  xxi.  14;  Is.  Ixv.  6,  7;  Jer.  xxxii. 
18:  Luke  vi.  38). 

The  ordinary  mode  of  wearing  the  outer  robe, 
called  abba  or  abdyeh,  at  the  present  time,  is  ex- 
hibited in  figs.  2  and  5.  The  arras,  when  falling 
down,  are  completely  covered  by  it,  as  in  fig.  5 : 
but  in  holding  any  weapon,  or  in  active  work,  the 
lower  part  of  the  arm  is  exposed,  as  in  fig.  2. 

The  dress  of  the  women  diflered  from  that  of  the 
men  in  regard  to  the  outer  garment,  the  cetlioneth 
being  worn  equally  by  both  sexes  ((.'ant.  v.  3). 
ITie  names  of  their  distinctive  robes  were  as  fol- 
lows:—(1)  mitpachath  (nHSI^O  :  irtpl^aifxa-- 
pallium,  linteamen:  veil,  wimple,  A.  V.),  a  kind 
of  shawl  (Kuth  iii.  15;  Is.  iii.  22);  (2)  nuCataphah 

(nCtDV^:  palliulum:  mantle,  A.  V.),  another 


Fig.  6.     An  Egyptian  Woman.     (Ijane.) 

may  conceive   of   these  robes  as   resembling   tb 
pephim  of  the  Greeks,  which  might  be  worn  ov 
tlie  head,  as  represented  in  Diet,  erf  Ant.  p.  885, 
again  as  resembling  the  habarah  and  viildyeh  ■ 
the   modern    Egyptians    (I-ane,    i.    73,    75) ; 

petMgil  (7"*2[^riS  :   ■x^iTii)v/j.f<ToTr6p(pvpos'  ^to 
acker,   A.   V.),   a  term   of   doul)tful   origin,  \ 
probably  significant  of  a  gay  holiday  dress  (Is. 
24);    to  the  various  explanations  enumerated 
Gesenius  {Thes.  p.  1137),  we  may  add  one  p 

posed  by  Saalschutz  {Archaol.  i.  31),  ''H?,  w 

or  foolish,  and  V^2,  pleasure,  in  which  case 
urd)ridled  pleasure,  and  has  no  reference  to  dr 
at  all;  (6)  gilyimim  (U^y'^^,  Is.  iii.  23), 
doubtful  word,  explained  in  the  LXX.  as  a  tr 
parent  dress,  i.  e-  of  gauze  (5(o<^ayf)  AaKteviici 
Schroeder  {de  Vest.  Mul.  Heb.  p.  311)  supper 
this  view,  but  more  probably  the  word  means, 
in  the  A.  V.,  glisses.  The  garments  of  fema 
were   terminated   by  an    ample   border   or  frin 

(bnic",  b^tt'  :  oirla-eia:  skirts),  which  cone 
the  feet  (Is.  xlvii.  2;  Jer.  xiii.  22). 

Figs.  6  and  7  illustrate  some  of  the  jieculia 
of  female  dress :  the  former  is  an  I'Lgyptian  won 
(in  her  walking  dress) :  the  latter  represents  a  <*- 
probably  of  great  antiquity,  still  woni  t)y  the  . 
ants  in  the  south  of  Egypt:  the  outer  robe. 
Imlaleeyeh,  is  a  large  piece  of  woolen  stuff  woB 
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round  the  body,  the  upper  parts  being  attacl'.ed  :'' 
the  shoulders:  another  piece  of  the  same  stuff  i^ 
used  for  the  head-veil,  or  tarhah. 
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Kg.  7.     A  woman  of  the  southern  province  of  Upper 
Egypt.     (Lane.) 

Having  now  completed  our  description  of  He- 
brew dress,  we  add  a  few  remarks  relative  to  the 
selection  of  equivalent  terms  in  our  own  language. 
It  must  at  once  strike  every  Biblical  student  as  a 
threat  defect  in  our  Authorized  Version  that  the 
same  English  word  should  represent  various  Hebrew 
words;  e.  ff.  that  "veil"  should  be  promiscuously 
used  for  rddid  (Is.  iii.  2-3),  tsd'iph  (Gen.  xxiv.  65), 
mitpnchnth  (Ruth  iii.  15),  mdsveh  (Ex.  xxxiv.  33); 
"robe"  for  mt'il  (1  Sara,  xviii.  4),  cetkonefh  (Is. 
xxii.  21),  (uldereth  (Jon.  iii.  6),  salmah  (Mic.  ii.  8); 
"mantle"  for  ine'U  (1  Sam.  xv.  27),  addereth  (1 
K.  xix.  13),  ma'atdphdh  (Is.  iii.  22);  and  "coat" 
for  meHl  (1  Sam.  ii.  19),  cethoneth  (Gen.  iii.  21): 
and  conversely  that  different  English  words  should 
be  promiscuously  used  for  the  same  Hebrew  one,  as 
meHl  is  translated  "  coat,"  "  robe."  "  mantle;  "  ad- 
'kreih  "robe,"  "mantle."  Uniformity  would  be 
desirable,  in  as  far  as  it  can  be  attained,  so  that 
le  English  reader  might  understand  that  the  same 
ebrew  term  occurred  in  the  original  text,  where 
16  same  English  term  was  found  in  the  translation, 
lyond  uniformity,  correctness  of  translation  would 
be  desirable :  the  difficulty  of  attaining  this  in 
the  subject  of  dress,  with  regard  to  which  the  cus- 
f.  toms  and  associations  are  ^  widely  at  variance  in 
our  own  country  and  in  the  East,  is  very  great. 
Take,  for  instance,  the  cethoneth :  at  once  an  under- 
garment, and  yet  not  unfrequently  worn  without 
anj-thing  over  it;  a  shirt,  as  being  worn  next  the 
skin ;  and  a  cott,  as  being  the  upper  garment  worn 
in  a  house:  deprive  the  Hebrew  of  his  ctthoneih, 
and  he  wa-s  positively  naked ;  deprive  the  English- 
man of  his  coat,  and  he  has  under-garraents  still. 
The  beged  again :  in  shape  probably  hke  a  Scotch 
phld,  but  the  use  of  such  a  term  would  be  unm- 
telligible  to  the  minds  of  English  peasantry ;  m  use 
unlike  any  garment  with  which  we  are  familiar,  for 
we  only  wear  a  great-cont  or  a  clonk  in  bad 
weather,  whereas  the  Hebrew  and  his  beged  were 
inseparable.  With  such  difficulties  attending  the 
subject,  any  attempt  to  render  the  Hebrew  terms 


must  be,  more  or  less,  a  compi-omise  between  cor- 
rectness and  modern  usage;  and  the  English  terms 
which  we  are  about  to  propose  must  be  regarded 
merely  in  the  light  of  suggestions.  Cethoneth  an- 
swers in  many  respects  to  "frock;"  the  sailor's 
"frock"  is  constantly  worn  next  the  skin,  and 
either  with  or  without  a  coat  over  it ;  the  "  smock- 
frock  "  is  familiar  to  us  as  an  upper  garment,  and 
still  as  a  kind  of  undress.  In  shape  and  material 
these  correspond  with  cethoneth,  and  like  it,  the 
term  "frock"  is  applied  to  both  sexes.  In  the 
sacerdotal  dress  a  more  technical  term  might  be 
used:  "vestment,"  in  its  specific  sense  as  =  the 
chasuble,  or  vnsuln.  would  represent  it  very  aptly. 
Me'il  may  perhaps  be  best  rendered  "gown,"  for 
this  too  applies  to  both  sexes,  and,  when  to  men, 
always  in  an  official  sense,  as  the  academic  gown, 
the  alderman's  gown,  the  barrister's  gown,  just  as 
meHl  appears  to  have  represented  an  official,  or,  at 
aU  events,  a  special  dress.  In  sacerdotal  dress 
"  alb  "  exactly  meets  it,  and  retains  still,  in  the 
Greek  church,  the  very  name,  poderis,  by  which 
the  mt'il  is  described  in  the  LXX.  The  sacerdotal 
ephod  approaches,  perhaps,  most  nearly  to  the  term 
"pall,"  the  ajno<t>6ptov  of  the  Greek  church,  which 
we  may  compare  with  the  tirwixis  of  the  LXX. 
Addei  eth  answers  in  several  respects  to  "  pelisse," 
although  this  term  is  now  applied  almost  exclu- 
sively to  female  dress.  Sadin  =  "  linen  wrapper." 
Simldh  we  would  render  "garment,"  and  in  the 
plural  "clothes,"  as  the  broadest  term  of  the  kind; 
beged,  "vestment,"  as  being  of  superior  quality; 
lebmh,  "robe,"  as  still  superior;  mad,  "cloak,"  as 
being  long;  and  malbmh,  "dress,"  in  the  specific 
sense  in  which  the  term  is  not  unfrequently  used 
as=Jine  dress.  In  female  costume  mttpachath 
might  be  rendered  "  shawl,"  nuCataphah  "  mantle,'' 
tsd'iph  "handsome  dress,"  rddid  "cloak." 

In  addition  to  these  terms,  which  we  have  thus 
far  extracted  from  the  Bible,  we  have  in  the  Tal- 
mudical   writers   an    entirely   new   nomenclature. 

The  talith  [tallith  or  t.nU''th]  (iT^bt^)  is  frequently 
noticed ;  it  was  made  of  fine  linen,  and  had  a  fringe 
attached  to  it,  like  the  beged ;  it  was  of  ample  di- 
mensions, so  that  the  head  might  te  enveloped  in 
it,  as  was  usual  among  the  Jews  in  the  act  of 

prayer.  The  kolbin  (7'*3v1p)  was  probably  an- 
other name  for  the  talith,  derived  from  the  Greek 
Ko\6$iov;  Epiphanius  (i.  15)  represents  the  (tto- 
\ai  of  the  Pharisees  as  identical  with  the  Dalmat- 
ica  or  the  Colobium ;  the  latter,  as  known  to  us, 
was  a  close  tunic  without   sleeves.      The  chdluk 

(p^  vH)  was  a  woolen   shirt,  worn  as  an  under 

tunic.  The  mactoren  (^"TllSp^)  was  a  mantle 
or  outer  garment  (cf.  Lightfoot,  Exercitations  on 
Matt.  V.  40;   Mark   xiv.    51;   Luke  ix.   3,  <fcc.). 

Gloves  (rr^Dp  or  '^D)  are  also  noticed  ( Celim, 
xvi.  6,  xxiv.  15,  xxvi.  3),  not,  however,  as  worn  for 
luxury,  but  for  the  protection  of  the  hands  in  man- 
ual labor. 

With  regard  to  other  articles  of  dress,  see  Gik- 
dle;  Handkerchief;  Headdress;  Hem  ok 
Garment;  Sandals;  Shoes;  Veil. 

The  dresses  of  foreign  nations  are  occasionally 
referred  to  in  the  Bible ;  that  of  the  Persians  is  de- 
scribed in  Dan.  iii.  21  in  terms  which  have  been 
variou.sly  understood,  but  which  may  be  identified 
with  the  statements  of  Herodotus  (i.  195,  vii.  61) 
in    the    following    manner:  —  (1)    The   sarbdlin 
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(V/SIP:  A.  V.  "  coats  "j^oj/oluprSej  or 
draweiis^  which  were  the  distinctive  feature  in  the 
Persian  as  compared  with  the  Hebrew  dress;  (2) 

the  jmttisii  (l&"'^5  :  A.  V.  "  hosen  " )  =  Kjeoii/ tto- 
Sr]v(K}]s  Aiyeos  or  inner  tunic;  (3)  the  carbeld 

(^75"7?  =  A.  V.  "hat")  =  fiAAos  elplutos  Ki- 
6diy  or  upper  tunic,  corresponding  to  the  me'il  of 
the  Hebrews;  {■^)  the  Ithuih  (IT^^b  :  A.  V.  "gar- 
ment ")=  ^XafiSiof  \(vK6t  or  cloak,  which  was 
worn,  like  the  bt^f/ed,  over  .dl.  In  addition  to 
these  terms,  we  have  notice  of  a  robe  of  state  of 

fine  linen,  tacric  (Tl'^nSI?  :  5io57jyua:  sericum  pal- 
lium), so  called  from  its  ample  dimensions  (Esth. 
viii.  15).  The  same  expression  is  used  in  the 
Chnldee  for  purple  garments  in  Ez.  xxvii.  16. 

The  references  to  Greek  or  Roman  dress  are  few : 
the  x^afxiii  (2  Mace.  xii.  35;  Matt,  xxvii.  28) 
was  either  the  pnludamentum,  the  military  scarf 
of  the  Koman  soldiery,  or  the  Greek  chlamys  it- 
self, which  was  introduced  under  the  Emperors 
{Diet,  of  Ant.  art.  Chiimys) ;  it  was  especially 
worn  by  officers.  The  travelling  cloak  {(\>f\6vr)s) 
referred  to  by  St.  Paul  (2  Tiiu.  iv.  13)  is  generally 
identified  with  the  Koman  /xemUa,  of  which  it  may 
be  a  corruption;  the  Talmudical  writers  have  a 

similar  name  (^VbS  or  N'^2"'b2).  It  is,  how- 
ever, otherwise  explained  as  a  travelling  case  for 
carrying  clothes  or  books  (Conybeare,  St.  Paul,  ii. 
499). 

4.  The  customs  and  associations  connected  with 
dress  are  numerous  and  inifwrtant,  mostly  arising 
from  the  i)eculiar  form  and  mode  of  wearing  the 
outer  garments.  The  beyed,  for  instance,  could  be 
applied  to  many  purposes  besides  its  proper  use  as 
a  vestment;  it  was  sometimes  used  \o  carry  a 
burden  (Ex.  xii.  34;  Judg.  viii.  25;  Prov.  xxx.  4), 
as  Kuth  used  her  shawl  (Ruth  iii.  15);  or  to  wrap 
up  an  article  (1  Sam.  xxi.  9);  or  again  as  an  im- 
jyromptu  saddle  (Matt.  xxi.  7).  Its  most  imjwr- 
tant  use,  however,  was  a  coverlet  at  night  (Ex. 
xxii.  27;  Ruth  iii.  9;  I<Lz.  xvi.  8),  whence  the  word 
is  sometimes  taken  for  bed-clothes  (1  Sam.  xix.  13; 
1  K.  i.  1):  the  I5edouin  applies  his  abbn  to  a  sim- 
ilar purpose  (Niebuhr,  Desn-iplion,  p.  56).  On 
this  account  a  creditor  could  not  retain  it  after 
sunset  (Ex.  xxii.  26;  Deut.  xxiv.  12,  13  ;  cf. 
Job  xxii.  6,  xxiv.  7;  Am.  ii.  8).  The  custom  of 
placing  garments  in  pawn  appears  to  have  been  very 

common,  so  much  so  that  1212^,  joZerfjre^a  gar- 
ment (Deut.  xxiv.  12, 13) ;  the  accumulation  of  such 
pledges  is  referred  to  in  Hab.  ii.  6   {thai  loadetli 

himself  mtk  l2"'lp5V»  ••  e.  pledr/es ;  where  the  A. 

V.  foUowing  the  LXX.  and  Vulg.  reads  ^'^'^,  ^V, 

"  thick  clay  ") ;  this  custom  prevailed  in  the  time 
of  our  I>ord,  who  bids  his  disciples  give  up  the 
ifxiriov  =  heged,  in  which  they  slept,  as  well  as  the 
Xiriiiv  (JIatt.  V.  40).  At  the  present  day  it  is  not 
unusual  to  seize  the  abba  as  compensation  for  an 
injury:  an  instance  is  given  in  \Vortai)et's  Syria, 
i.  293. 

The  loose,  flowing  character  of  the  Hebrew  rotes 
admitted  of  a  variety  of  symbolical  actions;  rend- 
ing them  was  expressive  of  various  emotions,  as 
grief  (Gen.  xxxvii.  29,  34;  Job  i.  20;  2  Sam.  i.  2) 
[MoUKNiNc],  fear  (1  K.  xxi.  27;  2  K.  xxii.  11, 
19),  indignation  (2  K.  v.  7,  xi.  14;   Matt.  xxvi. 
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65),  or  despair  (Judg.  xi.  35;  Esth.  iv.  1):  gen- 
erally the  outer  garment  alone  was  thus  rent  ((ien. 
xxxvii.  34;  Job  i.  20,  ii.  12),  occasionally  tlie  inne^ 
(2  Sam.  XV.  32),  and  occasionally  both  (1-^r.  ix. 
3;  Matt.  xxvi.  65.  compared  with  Mark  xiv.  63). 
Shaking  the  garments,  or  shaking  the  dust  off 
them,  was  a  sign  of  renunciation  (Acts  xviii.  6); 
spreading  them  before  a  person,  of  loyalty  and  joy- 
ous reception  (2  K.  ix.  13;  Matt.  xxi.  8);  wrapping 
them  round  the  head,  of  awe  (1  K.  xix.  13),  or  of  ' 
grief  (2  Sam.  xv.  30;  Esth.  vi.  12;  Jer.  xiv.  3, 
4);  casting  them  off,  of  excitement  (Acts  xxii.  23); 
laying  hold  of  them,  of  supplication  (1  Sam.  xv. 
27;  Is.  iii.  6,  iv.  1;  Zech.  viii.  23). 

The  length  of  the  dress  rendered  it  inconvenient 
for  active  exercise;  hence  the  outer  gannents  were 
either  left  in  the  house  by  a  person  working  close 
by  (Matt.  xxiv.  18),  or  were  thrown  off  when  the 
occasion  arose  (Mark  x.  50;  John  xiii.  4;  Acts  vii. 
58);  or,  if  this  was  not  jxissible,  as  in  the  case  of  a 
person  travelling,  they  were  girded  up  (1  K.  xviii. 
46;  2  K.  iv.  29,  ix.  1;  1  Pet.  i.  13);  on  entering 
a  house  the  upper  garment  was  probal)ly  laid  aside 
and  resumed  on  going  out  (Acts  xii.  8).  In  a 
sitting  posture  the  garments  concealed  the  feet; 
this  was  held  to  be  an  act  of  reverence  (Is.  vi.  2; 
see  Ixiwth's  note).  The  proverbial  expression  in 
1  Sam.  XXV.  22;  1  K.  xiv.  10,  xxi.  21;  2  K.  ix.  8, 
probably  owes  its  origin  to  the  length  of  the  gar- 
ments, which  made  another  habit  more  natural  (cf. 
Her.  ii.  35;  Xen.  Cyrop.  i.  2,  §  16;  Ammian. 
MarceU.  xxiii.  6);  the  expression  is  variously  un- 
derstood to  mean  the  loiceM  or  the  younyest  of  the 
people  (Gesen.  Thes.  p.  1397;  Jahn,  Arcliceol.  i. 
8,  §  120).  To  cut  the  garments  short  wxs  the 
grossest  insult  that  a  Jew  could  receive.  (2  Sara.  x. 

4;  the  word  there  used,  ^"IQ.  is  peculiarly  expressive 
of  the  length  of  the  gannents).  To  raise  the 
border  or  skirt  of  a  woman's  dress  was  a  similar 
insult,  implying  her  unchastity  (Is.  xlvii.  2;  Jer. 
xiii.  22,  26;  Nah.  iii.  5). 

The  putting  on  and  off  of  garments,  and  the 
ease  with  which  it  was  accomplished,  are  fre- 
quently refen'ed  to ;  the  Hel)rew  expressions  for  the 
first  of  these  operations,  as  regards  the  outer  robe, 

are  Ct'?^,  to  put  on,  H^^,  HDS,  and  ^I^V, 
lit.  to  cover,  the  three  latter  having  special  reference 
to  the  amplitude  of  the  robes;  and  for  the  second 

t2U7Q,  lit.  to  expand,  which  was  the  natural  result 
of  taking  off  a  wide,  Icose  garment.  The  ease  of 
these  operations  forms  the  point  of  comparison  in 
Ps.  cii.  26;  Jer.  xliii.  12.     In  the  case  of  closely 

fitting  robes  the  expression  is  "^5C"  ^'*'"  '"  .'/""'^i 
which  is  applied  to  the  epiiod  (1  Sam.  ii.  18:  2 
Sam.  vi.  14),  to  sackcloth  (2  Sam.  iii.  31;  Is.  xxxii. 
11;  Jer.  iv.  8);  the  use  of  the  term  may  illustrate 
Gen.  iii.  7,  where  the  garments  used  l)y  our  first 

parents  are  called  mtin  (.V.  V.  "  aprons  ").  prob- 
ably meaning  such  as  could  be  wouud  round  the 
body.  The  converse  term  is  HnQ,  to  ttmscn,  or 
unbind  (Ps.  xxx.  11;  Is.  xx.  2). 

The  nunil>er  of  suits  posse.ssed  by  the  Hebrews 
was  considerable.     A  single  suit  consisted  of  an 

under  and  upper  garment,  and  was  termed  TJ"]5 
□"•"TSIil  (oTToX^j  IimtIwv,  i.  e.  apparatus  vestium 
LXX. ;  Judg.  xvii.  10).     Where  more  than  one  is 


DRESS 

spoken  of,  the  suits  are  termed  mS'^^O  {aWaff- 
ffSfievai  (TTo\al;  cf.  Horn.  Od.  viii.  249,  f'L/xara 
iP-rjuoiffa'  changes  of  raiment,  A.  V.).  These 
formed  in  ancient  times  one  of  the  most  usual 
jjresents  among  Orientals  (Harmer,  Observations, 
ii.  379  fT.);  five  (Gen.  xlv.  22)  and  even  ten 
changes  (2  K.  v.  5)  were  thus  presented,  while  as 
many  as  thirty  were  proposed  as  a  wager  (Judg. 
xiv.  12,  19).  The  highest  token  of  affection  was 
to  present  the  robe  actually  worn  by  the  giver  (1 
Sam.  xviii.  4;  cf.  Horn.  II.  vi.  230;  Ilarmer,  ii. 
388).  The  presentation  of  a  robe  in  many  instances 
amounted  to  installation  or  investiture  (Gen.  xli. 
42;  Esth.  viii.  15;  Is.  xxii.  21;  cf.  Morier,  Second 
Journey,  p.  93);  on  the  other  hand,  taking  it  away 
amounted  to  dismissal  from  office  (2  ilacc.  iv.  38). 
The  production  of  the  best  robe  was  a  mark  of 
special  honor  in  a  household  (Luke  xv.  22).  The 
number  of  robes  thus  received  or  kept  in  store  for 
presents  was  very  large,  and  formed  one  of  the 
main  elements  of  wealth  in  the  East  (Job  xxvii. 
16;  Matt.  vi.  19;  James  v.  2),  so  that  to  have 
clothing  =  to  be  wealthy  and  powerful  (Is.  iii.  6, 
7).  On  grand  occasions  the  entertainer  offered 
becoming  rotes  to  his  guests  (Trench  on  Parables, 
p.  231).     Hence  in  lai^e  households  a  wardrobe 

(nnJ^^SJ)  was  required  for  their  presen'ation  (2 
K.  X.  22;  cf.  Harmer,  ii.  382),  superintended  by  a 
special  officer  named  D^"122rT  "1^127,  keeper  of 
the  wirdrobe  (2  Chr.  xxxiv.  22).     Robes  resened 

for  special  occasions  are  termed  m!J  vHtt  (A.  V. 
'•changeable  suits";  Is.  iii.  22;  Zech.  iii.  4),  be- 
cause laid  aside  when  the  occasion  was  past. 

The  color  of  the  garment  was,  as  we  have  already 
observed,  generally  white;  hence  a  spot  or  stain 
readily  showed  itself  (Is.  kiii.  3;  Jude  23;  Kev. 
iii.  4);  reference  is  made  in  Lev.  xiii.  47  ff.  to  a 
greenish  or  reddish  spot  of  a  leprous  character. 
Jahn  (Archceol.  i.  8,  §  135)  conceives  this  to  he  not 
the  result  of  leprosy,  but  the  depredations  of  a 
small  insect;  but  Schilling  (de  Lepra,  p.  192) 
states  that  leprosy  taints  clothes,  and  adds  "  sunt 
maculae  omnino  indelebiles  et  potius  incrementum 
capere  quam  minui  sub  his  lavationibus  videntur" 
(Knobel,  Comm.  in  1.  c. ).  Frequent  washings  and 
the  application  of  the  fuller's  art  were  necessary  to 
preserve  the  purity  of  the  Hebrew  dress.  [Soap; 
Fuller.] 

The  business  of  making  clothes  devolved  upon 
women  in  a  family  (Prov.  xxxi.  22;  Acts  ix.  39); 
little  art  was  required  in  what  we  may  term  the 
tailoring  department ;  the  garments  came  forth  for 
the  most  part  ready-made  from  the  loom,  so  that 
the  weaver  supplanted  the  tailor.     The  references 

to  sewing  are  therefore  few:  the  term  "1DF1  (Gen. 
iii.  7;  Job  xvi.  15;  Eccl.  iii.  7;  Ez.  xiii.  18)  was 
applied  by  the  later  Jews  to  mending  rather  than 
making  clothes. 

The  Hebrews  were  liable  to  the  charge  of  ex- 
travagance in  dress;  Isaiah  in  particular  (iii.  16 
ff.)  dilates  on  the  numerous  robes  and  ornaments 
worn  by  the  women  of  his  day.  The  same  subject 
is  referred  to  in  Jer.  iv.  30;  Ez.  xvi.  10;  Zeph.  i. 
8,  and  Ecclus.  xi.  4,  and  in  a  later  age  1  Tim.  ii. 
9 ;  1  Pet.  iii.  3.  W.  L.  B. 
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DRINK,  STRONG  ("13tt^:  ffUipa;  [>teflrj; 
fieOuffixa;  olvos'-  sicera;  ebrietas;  omne  quod 
inebriare  potest;  /x>tio]).  The  Hebrew  t«rm 
sfiecdr,  in  its  etjTnological  sense,  applies  to  any 
beverage  that  had  intoxicating  qualities.  It  is 
generally  found  connected  with  wine,  either  as  an 
exhaustive  expression  for  all  other  liquors  («.  g. 
Judg.  xiii.  4;  Luke  i.  15),  or  as  paraUel  to  it,  par- 
ticularly in  poetical  passages  (e.  g.  Is.  v.  11;  Mic. 
ii.  11);  in  Num.  xxviii.  7  and  Ps.  Ixix.  12,  how- 
ever, it  stands  by  itself  and  must  be  regarded  as 
including  wine.  The  Bible  itself  throws  little  light 
upon  the  nature  of  the  mixtures  descrited  under 
this  term.  We  may  infer  from  Cant.  viii.  2  that 
the  Hebrews  were  in  the  habit  of  expressing  the 
juice  of  other  fruits  besides  the  grajie  for  the  pur- 
pose of  making  wine:  the  pomegranate,  which  is 
there  noticed,  was  probably  one  out  of  many  fruits 
so  used.  In  Is.  xxiv.  9  there  may  be  a  reference 
to  the  sweetness  of  some  kind  of  strong  drink.  In 
Num.  xxviii.  7  strong  drink  is  clearly  used  as 
equivalent  to  wine,  which  w;us  ordered  in  Ex.  xxix. 
40.  With  regard  to  the  application  of  the  term  in 
later  times  we  have  the  explicit  statement  of  Je- 
rome (Kp.  ad  Nejx)t.»),  as  well  as  otiier  sources  of 
information,  from  which  we  may  state  that  the  fol- 
lowing beverages  were  known  to  the  Jews:  (1.) 
Beer,  which  was  largely  consumed  in  Egypt  under 
the  name  of  zijthus  (Herod,  ii.  77;  Diod.  Sic.  i. 
34),  and  was  thence  introduced  into  Palestine 
(Mishn.  Pesach.  3,  §  1).  It  was  made  of  barley; 
certain  herbs,  such  as  lupin  and  skirrett,  were  used 
as  substitutes  for  hops  (Colum.  x.  114).  The 
boozah  of  modem  Egypt  is  made  of  barley-bread, 
crumbled  in  water,  and  left  mitil  it  has  fermented 
(Lane,  i.  131):  the  Arabians  mix  it  with  spices 
(Burckhardt's  Arabia,  i.  213),  as  described  in  Is. 
V.  22.  The  Mishna  {I.  c.)  seems  to  apply  the  terra 
shi'car  more  especially  to  a  Median  drink,  prob- 
ably a  kind  of  beer  mafle  in  the  same  maimer  as 
the  modern  boozah  ;  the  Edomite  chomets,  noticetl 
in  the  same  place,  was  probably  another  kind  of 
beer,  and  may  have  lield  tlie  same  position  among 
the  Jews  that  Ititter  beer  does  among  ourselves.  (2. ) 
Cider,  which  is  noticed  in  the  Mishna  ( Terum.  11, 
§  2)  as  apple-wine.  (3.)  Honey-wine,  of  which  there' 
were  two  sorts,  one  like  the  oiv6/j.f\t  of  the  (ireeks,. 
which  is  noticed  in  the  Jlishna  (Shabb.  20,  §  2;: 
Terum.  11,  §  1)  under  a  Hebraized  form  of  that 
name,  consisting  of  a  mixture  of  wine,  honey,  andl 
pepper;  the  other  a  decoction  of  the  juice  of  the 
grape,  termed  debash  (honey)  by  the  Hebrews,. and 
dibs  by  the  modern  Syrians,  resemliling  the  'f\\ir)fxa 
of  the  Greeks  and  the  defrutum  of  the  Komans, 
and  similarly  used,  teing  mixed  either  with  wine, 
milk,  or  water.  (4.)  D  tte-icine,  which  was  also 
manufactured  in  Egypt  (olt'or  ^oiviK^fjios,  Herod, 
ii.  86,  iii.  20).  It  was  made  by  mashing  tlie  fruit 
in  water  in  certain  proportions  (Plin.  xiv.  19,  §  3). 
A  similar  method  is  still  used  in  Arabia,  except 
that  the  fruit  is  not  mashed  (Burckhardt's  Arabia, 
ii.  264):  the  palm-wine  of  modern  Egypt  is  the 
sap  of  the  tree  itself,  obtained  by  making  an  in- 
cision into  its  heart  (Wilkinson,  ii.  174).  (5.) 
Various  other  fruits  and  vegetables  are  enumerated 
by  Pliny  (xiv.  19)  as  supplying  materials  for  fnc- 
titiotis  or  home-made  wine,  such  as  figs,  millet,  the 


"■  "  Sicera  Hebrseo  sermone  omnis  potio  nuncupatur,    cem  et  barbaram  potionem,  aut  palmarum  fruef  a«  ex- 
qure  inebriare  potest,  sive  ilia,  quae  frumento  conficitur    prlmuntur  in  liquorem,  coctisque  frugibus  aqua  pia- 
slve  pomoruin  succo,  aut  cum  lavi  decoquuntur  in  dul-  I  guior  coloratur." 
40 
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carob  fruit,  &c.  It  is  not  improbable  that  the ! 
Hebrews  applied  raisins  to  this  purpose  in  the ! 
simple  manner  followed  by  the  Arabians  (Burck-  ! 
hardt,  ii.  377),  namely,  by  putting  them  in  jars  of  I 
water  and  burying  them  in  the  ground  until  fer-  1 
mentation  takes  place.  W.  L.  B.      | 

DROMEDARY.  The  representative  in  the 
A.  V.  of  the  Heb.  words  becer  or  bicrah,  recesh 
and  rammdc.  As  to  the  two  former  terms,  see 
under  Camel." 

1.  Recesh  (tTpT  :  'nrireveiv,  apfxa-  jnmetitn, 
veredarii)  is  variously  interpreted  in  our  version 
by  "dromedaries"  (1  K.  iv.  28),  "  mules"  (Esth. 
viii.  10,  14),  "swift  beasts"  (Mic.  i.  13).  There 
seems  to  be  no  doubt  that  recesh  denotes  "  a  supe- 
rior kind  of  horse,"  such  as  would  be  required 
when  dispatch  was  necessary.  See  Gesenius  (Thes. 
8.  v.). 

2.  Rammdc  (TfST  :  LXX.  and  Vulg.  omit) 
occurs  only  in  plur.  form  in  Esth.  viii.  10,  in  con- 
nection with  bene,  "sons;"  the  expression  bene 
rammackim  being  an  epexegesis  of  the  Heb.  word 
achashterdnim,  "  mules,  the  sons  of  mares."     The 

Heb.  "TJ^'^,  "  a  mare,"  which  the  A.  V.  renders 
incorrectly  "  dromedary,"  is  evidently  allied  to  the 

Arab.  2UC/0«,  "  a  brood-mare."  W.  H. 

*  DROPPING,  A  CONTINUAL.    It  is 

said  in  Prov.  xxvii.  15,  that  "  a  continual  dropping 
in  a  very  rainy  day  and  a  contentious  woman  are 
alike."  The  LXX.  gives  as  the  sense  of  this: 
"  Drops  of  rain  in  a  wintry  day  drive  a  man  out 
of  his  house;  in  the  same  manner  also  does  an 
abusive  woman."  The  force  of  this  comparison 
becomes  evident  when  we  know  something  of  the 
construction  of  ordinary  houses  in  the  East.  M'auy 
of  them  have  mud- covered  roofs;  and  hence  the 
rains,  especially  if  violent  and  protracted,  are  Uable 
to  loosen  such  coverings  and  allow  the  water,  ac- 
cording to  the  extent  of  the  injury,  to  drop  or 
pour  down  ujwn  the  hapless  inmates.  Mr.  Hartley 
( Travels  in  Asia  Afinor),  relates  an  experience  of 
his  own  which  illustrates  this  inconvenience :  "  Last 
night,  we  retired  to  rest  in  what  appeared  to  be 
one  of  the  best  rooms  which  we  have  occupied 
during  the  journey;  but  at  midnight  we  were 
roused  by  the  rain  descending  through  the  roof; 
and  were  obliged  to  rise  and  seek  shelter  from  the 
incessant  dropping,  in  the  corridor,  which  was 
better  protected." 

On  the  roofs  of  many  houses  (the  writ«r  observed 
this  most  fre<iuftntly  in  northern  Syria)  they  keep 
a  cylindrical  rolling-stone  which  the  people  employ, 
especially  after  a  shower,  for  the  purpose  of  smooth- 
ing and  hardening  the  softened  earth  through 
which  the  rain  so  easily  penetrates.  ITiis  precaution 
will  sometimes  aggravate  the  evil.  Dr.  I>epsius 
relates  {Briefe  nus  ^\'/ypten,  &c.  (p.  393)  1852) 
that,  being  overtaken  by  a  sudden  shower  at  night, 
he  took  refuge  in  a  house  near  Deir  el-Kamar,  on 
Mount  I^banon.  Ere  long  the  rain  softened  the 
mud  on  the  roof  and  began  to  jiour  down  on  his 
bed.  I'he  family  sent  out  one  of  their  number  to 
fill  up  the  crevices  and  draw  about  tiie  stone-roller. 
But  in  addition  to  the  rain,  heaps  of  stone  and 
rubbish   were   precipitated   on   him,  and   he  was 


a  *  To  what  is  said  under  Camki,  (Aiiicr.  eil.)  re- 
specting the  obstinacy  aijd  moroseness  of  this  animal, 
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compelled  to  beg  his  host  to  forego  the  well- 
meant  kindness.  He  pa.ssed  a  sleepless  night,  and 
hailed  the  earliest  dawn  as  the  signal  for  departure. 
We  see  therefore  how  much  the  proverb  ex- 
pressed, when  it  says,  that  "  a  continual  dropping 
in  a  very  rainy  day  and  a  contentious  woman  are 
alike."  H. 

DRUSIL'LA  (Apova-iW-q),  daughter  of  Herod 
Agrippa  I.  (Acts  xii.  1,  19  ft.)  and  Cypres;  sister 
of  Herod  Agrippa  II.  She  was  at  first  betrothed 
to  Antiochus  Epiphanes,  prince  of  Commagene.  but, 
he  refusing  to  tecome  a  Jew,  she  was  married  to 
Azizus,  king  of  Emesa,  who  complied  with  that 
condition  (Ant.  xx.  7,  §  1).  Soon  after,  I'ehx,  pro- 
curator of  Jud«a,  brought  about  her  seduction  by 
means  of  the  Cyprian  sorcerer  Simon,  and  took  her 
as  his  wife  (ib.  7,  §  2).  In  Acts  xxiv.  24,  we  find 
her  in  company  with  FeUx  at  Csesarea,  on  occasion 
of  St.  Paul  being  brought  before  the  latter;  and 
the  narrative  implies  that  she  was  present  at  the 
Apostle's  preaching.  FeUx  had  by  Drusilla  a  son 
named  Agrippa,  who,  together  with  his  mother, 
perished  in  the  eruption  of  Vesuvius  under  Titus 
(Joseph.  I.  c. ;  comp.  Tac.  Hist.  v.  9).        H.  A. 

*  DUKE  (from  the  I^tin  dux)  as  employed  in 
the  English  Bible  (Gen.  xxxvi.  15,  40;  Ex.  xv.  15; 
Josh.  xiii.  21,  &c.)  diffiirs  widely  from  the  present 
usage.  In  the  older  English  writers  it  often  meant 
simply  leader,  chieftain,  and  is  so  used  (A.  V.)of 
the  heads  or  sheiks  of  Arab  cLins  which  come 
forward  so  often  in  the  earlier  Hebrew  history. 
See   Eastwood   and  Wright's   Bible    Word-Book. 

H. 

DULCIMER  {Suinphoniah,  H^DICttlD : 
[(TvfKpwia  •  symphonia] ),  a  musical  instrument, 
not  in  use  amongst  the  Jews  of  Palestine,  but  men- 
tioned in  Daniel,  iii.  5,  15,  and  at  ver.  10  under  the 

shorter  form  of  M"'3D''D,  along  with  several  other 
instruments,  which  Nebuchadnezzar  ordered  to  be 
sounded  before  a  golden  image  set  up  for  national 
worship  during  the  period  of  the  captivity  of  Judah. 
Luther  translates  it  lute.  Grotius  adopts  the  view 
of  Servius,  who  considers  symphonia  to  be  the  same 
with  tibia  obliqu'i  {Tr\ayiav\os);  he  also  quotes 
Isidorus  (ii.  22),  who  speaks  of  it  as  a  long  drum. 
Kabbi  Saadia  Gaon  {Comm.  on  i)nn.)descrilies  the 
sumphoniuh  as  the  bag-pipe,  an  opinion  adopted 
by  the  author  of  Shilte  hag-Giblxyrim  (Joel  BriD's 
Preface  to  Mendelssohn's  version  of  the  Psalms),  by 
Kircher,  Bartoloccius,  and  the  majority  of  Bitihcal 
critics.  The  same  instrument  is  still  in  use  amongst 
peasants  in  the  N.  W.  of  Asia  and  in  Southern 
F^urope,  where  it  is  known  by  the  similar  name 
samjMt/iui  or  za'./ipogna.  With  resjiect  to  the 
etymology  of  the  word  a  great  difference  of  opinion 
prevails.  Some  trace  it  to  the  Greek  (rv^<paivia. 
and  Calmet,  who  inclines  to  this  view,  expres-ses 
astonishment  that  a  pure  Greek  word  should  have 
made  its  way  into  the  Chaldee  tongue:  it  is  prol>- 
able,  he  thinks,  that  the  instrument  Dulcimer  (A. 
V.)  was  introduced  into  Babylon  by  some  Greek 
or  Westeni -Asiatic  musician  who  was  taken  prisoner 
by  Nebuchadnezzar  during  one  of  his  campaigns 
on  the  coast  of  the  Metliterranean.  Others,  with 
far  greater  probability,  regard  it  as  a  Semitic  word, 

and  connect  it  with  ]COD,  "a  tube"  (Furrt). 

the  reader  may  add  Dr.  Bobinson's  statement,  Rbl. 
Res.  ii.  632-635,  Ist  ed.  H. 
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The  word  ^DDD,  occurs  in  the  Talmud  {Succa, 
36a),  where  it  evidently  has  the  meaning  of  an  air- 
pipe.  Landau  {Aruch,  art.  "JIDDD)  considers  it 
synonymous  with  siphon.  Ibn  Yahia,  in  his  com- 
mentary on  Dan.  iii.  5,  renders  it  by  tt7"13SIl^1M 
{opyava),  organ,  the  well-known  powerful  musical 
instrument,  composed  of  a  series  of  pipes.  Rabb. 
£lias,  whom  Buxtorf  quotes  {Lexic.  Talmtid.  col. 
1504),  translates  it  by  the  German  word  Leier 
(lyre). 

The  old-fashioned  spinet,  the  precursor  of  the 
harpsichord,  is  said  to  have  resembled  in  tone  the 
ancient  dulcimer.  The  modern  dulcimer  is  de- 
scribed by  Dr.  Busby  {Diet,  of  Music)  as  a  trian- 
gular instrument,  consisting  of  a  little  chest,  strung 
with  about  fifty  wires  cast  over  a  bridge  fixed  at 
each  end;  the  shortest  wire  is  18  inches  in  length, 
the  longest  36 :  it  is  played  with  two  small  ham- 
mers held  in  the  hands  of  the  performer. 

D.   W.  M. 

DU'MAH  (TnyCl  [silence]  :  [in  Gen.,] 
Aouyttci  [Alex.  I5oi/|io;  in  1  Chr.,]  'l5ou|ua  [Comp. 
Aot/jU(i;  in  Is.,]  'l^oufxaia-  Duma),  a  son  of  Ish- 
mael,  most  probably  the  founder  of  an  Ishmaelite 
tribe  of  Arabia,  and  thence  the  name  of  the  prin- 
cipal place,  or  district,  inhabited  by  that  tribe.  In 
Gen.  XXV.  14,  and  1  Chr.  i.  30,  the  name  occurs  in 
the  list  of  the  sons  of  Ishmael ;  and  in  Isaiah  (xxi. 
11),  in  the  "  burden  of  Dumah,"  coupled  with  Seir, 
the  forest  of  Arabia,  and  Kedar.  The  name  of  a 
town  in  the  northwestern  part  of  the  peninsula, 
Bciomat-el-Jendel,'^  is  held  by  Gesenius,  and  other 
European  authorities,  to  have  been  thus  derived; 
and  the  opinion  is  strengthened  by  Arab  tradition- 
ists,  who  have  the  same  belief  {Mir-dt  ez-Zemdn). 
The  latter,  however,  err  in  writing  "  Ddwmat-  el- 

Jendel"  (jiXxif  HjO.i^)  J  while  the  lexico- 
graphers and  geographers  of  their  nation  expressly 
state  that  it  is  correctly  "  DiwrnaUelrJendel"  or 

'-  o  -:  "    > 

'■^  Doomd-el-JendeV      (jJOLil      ioo«(^,    or 

.-  CI  -J  y 

\J(yj<S^\  t\jO%i^j,f  signifying  "Dumah  of  the 

stones  or  blocks  of  stone,"  of  which  it  is  said  to 
have  been  built  (Sihdh,  MS.,  Mardsid,  and  Afush- 
tarak,  s.  v.) ;  not  the  "  stony  Dumah,"  as  Europeans 
render  it.  KUfendd  is  said  by  some  to  mean 
"stones  such  as  a  man  can  lift"  {Kdmoos),  anA 
seems  to  indicate  that  the  place  was  built  of  un- 
hewn or  Cyclopean  masonry,  similar  to  that  of  very 
ancient  structures.  The  town  itself,  which  is  one 
of  the  '■'■  Kureiydt'''  oi  WdcU-l-Kurd '>  {Mardsul, 
S.  V.  Doomah),  appears  to  l)e  called  "  Doomat-el- 
1      Jendel;  "  and  the  fortress  which  it  contains,  to  have 

t      the  special  appellation  of  "  Mdrid""  yOXjOj. 

I  It  should    be    observed    that    there    are    two 

t  "  Doomaks  ;  "  that  named  in  this  article,  and  D. 

I  el''Erdk.     The  chief  of  one,  a  contemporary  of 

I  Mohammed,  is  gjud  to  have  founded  the  other,  or 
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«  The  "  t "  in  Doomat  is  thus  written  for  "  h  "  by 
grammatical  construction. 

b  Winer,  in  his  art.  Duma,  quoting  Ilitzig  (Zeller's 
^aJirb.  1848),  has  complicated  the  question  by  making 
D.  el-Jendel  distinct  firom  D.  of  Wadi-l-Kurd. 


to  have  given  it  the  name  of  D. ;  but  most  Arab 
authorities,  and  probability  also,  are  in  favor  of  the 
prior  antiquity  of  the  former.  E.  S.  P. 

DU'MAH  (nD5»"5T  [silence,  i.  e.  land  of  ]: 
'Pefivd;  Alex.  [Comp.  Aid.]  'Povfia  ■  Ruma),  a 
city  in  the  mountainous  district  of  Judah,  near 
Hebron  (Josh.  xv.  52).  In  the  Onomasticon  of 
Eusebius  and  Jerome  it  is  named  as  a  very  large 
place  (kcc/jltj  fifyiffTf)),  17  miles  from  Eleuthero- 
polis,  in  the  district  of  Daroma  (i.  e.  "  the  south," 

from  the  Hebrew  D^^).  EleutheropoUs  not 
being  certainly  known,  this  description  does  not 
afford  much  clew.  Robinson  passed  the  ruins  of  a 
village  called  ed-D:iumeh,  6  miles  southwest  of 
Hebron  (Rob.  i.  212),  and  this  may  possibly  be 
Dumah.  (See  also  Kiepert's  Map,  1856 ;  and  Van 
de  V'elde's  Memoir,  308 ).«  G. 

DUNG  (bba,  b^2,  nW';,  the  latter  always, 
and  the   two  former  generally,  applied   to  men; 

]P'^,  2?T}5>  ?''?V^»  to  brute  animals,  the  second 
exclusively  to  animals  offered  in  sacrifice,  and  the 
third  to  the  dung  of  cows  or  camels).  The  uses 
of  dung  were  twofold,  as  manure,  and  as  fuel.  TTie 
manure  consisted  either  of  straw  steeped  in  liquid 

manure  (n3K)"T!5  ''D?,  lit.   in  dung  loater,  Is. 

XXV.  10),  or  the  sweepings  (nrTlD,  Is.  v.  25)  of 
the  streets  and  roads,  which  were  carefully  removed 
from   about   the    houses   and   collected    in    heaps 

(nStt7M)  outside  the  walls  of  the  towns  at  fixed 
spots  (hence  the  dung-gate  at  Jerusalem,  Neh.  ii. 
13),  and  thence  removed  in  due  course  to  the  fields 
(Mishn.  Skeb.  3,  §  1-3).  To  sit  on  a  dung-heap 
was  a  sign  of  the  deepest  dejection  (1  Sam.  ii.  8; 
Ps.  cxiii.  7;  Lam.  iv.  5;  cf.  Job  ii.  8,  LXX.  and 
Vulg.).  The  mode  of  applying  manure  to  trees 
was  by  digging  holes  about  their  roots  and  inserting 
it  (Luke  xiii.  8),  as  still  practiced  in  Southern 
Italy  (Trench,  Parables,  p.  356).  In  the  case  of 
sacrifices  the  dung  was  burnt  outside  the  camp 
(Ex.  xxix.  14;  I^v.  iv.  11,  viii.  17;  Num.  xix.  5); 
hence  the  extreme  opprobrium  of  the  threat  in 
Mai.  ii.  3.  Particular  directions  were  laid  down 
in  the  law  to  enforce  cleanliness  with  regard  to 
human  ordure  (Deut.  xxiii.  12  ff.):  it  was  the 
grossest  insult  to  turn  a  man's  house  into  a  recep- 
tacle for  it  (nW"inp,  2  K.  X.  27;  ^bl3,  Ezr.  vi. 
11:  Dan.  ii.  5,  iii.'29,  "dunghill"  A.  V.);  pub- 
lic establishments  of  that  nature  are  still  found  in 
the  large  towns  of  the  East  (Russell's  Aleppo,  i. 
34).  The  expression  to  "cast  out  as  dung"  im- 
plied not  only  the  offensiveness  of  the  object,  but 
also  the  ideas  of  removal  (1  K.  xiv.  10),  and  still 
more  exposure  (2  K.  ix.  37;  Jer.  viii.  2).  The 
reverence  of  the  later  Hebrews  would  not  permit 
the  pronunciation  of  some  of  the  terms  used  in 
Scripture,  and  accordingly  more  delicate  words  were 
substituted  in  the  margin  (2  K.  vi.  25,  x.  27,  xviii. 
27 ;  Is.  xxxvi.  12).  The  occurrence  of  such  names 
as  Gilalai,  Dimnah,  Madmenah,  and  Madmannah, 
shows  that  these  ideas  of  delicacy  did  not  extend 
to  ordinary  matters.  The  term  fficvfiaKa  ("  dung," 


c  *  Keil  (Josua,  p.  125)  and  Knobel  (Josua,  p.  437) 
recognize  Dumah  in   this  td-Daumeh.  though  Robin-  ' 
son  (i.  212,  2d   ed.)  expresses  no  opinion.     Ranmer 
(Palditina,  p.  184,  4te  Aufl.)  adopts  this  identification. 

H. 
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A.  v.,  Phil.  iii.  8)  applies  to  refuse  of  any  kind 
(cf.  Ecelus.  xxvii.  4). 

The  difficulty  of  procuring  fuel  in  Syria,  Arabia, 
and  Egypt,  has  made  dung  in  all  ages  valuai)le  as  a 
8ul)stitute:  it  was  probably  used  for  heating  ovens 
and  for  baking  cakes  (Ez.  iv.  12,  15),  the  equable 
heat  which  it  produced  adapting  it  pecuUarly  for 
the  latter  operation.  Cow's  and  camel's  dung  is 
still  used  for  a  similar  purpose  by  the  Bedouins 
(Burckhardt's  Notes,  i.  57):  they  even  form  a 
species  of  pan  for  frying  eggs  out  of  it  (Russell,  i. 
39 ) :  in  Egypt  the  dung  is  mixed  with  straw  and 
formed  into  flat  round  cakes,  which  are  dried  in 
the  sun  (Lane,  i.  252,  ii.  141).  W.  L.  B. 

DUNGEON.     [Pkison.] 

*  DUNG-PORT  (Neh.  ii.  13).  [Jerusalem, 
VIII.]  H. 

DU'RA  (S^!)"^  :  [Theodot.]  Attipd;  [I>XX. 
6  TrepijSoAoj:]  Dura),  the  plain  where  Nebuchad- 
nezzar set  up  the  golden  image  (Dan.  iii.  1),  has 
been  sometimes  identified  with  a  tract  a  little  below 
Teknl,  on  the  left  bank  of  the  Tigris  (Layard, 
Kin.  if  Bab.  p.  4(59),  where  the  name  Dvr  is  still 
found.  But  (1)  tliis  tract  probably  never  belonged 
to  Babylon;  (2)  at  any  rate  it  is  too  far  from  the 
capital  to  be  the  place  where  the  image  was  set  up ; 
for  the  plain  of  Dura  was  in  the  province  or  district 

of  Babylon  (^32  HD^'iaS),  and  therefore  in 
the  vicinity  of  the  city;  (3)  the  name  Dur,  in  its 
modern  use,  is  api)licable  to  any  plain.  M.  Oppert 
places  the  plain  (or,  as  he  calls  it,  the  "valley") 
of  Dura  to  the  south-east  of  liabylon,  in  the  vicinity 
of  the  mound  of  Dowair  or  Duair.  He  has  dis- 
covered on  this  site  the  pedestal  of  a  colossal  statue, 
and  regards  the  modem  name  as  a  corruption  of 
the  ancient  appellation.  G.  R. 

*  DUST  shaken  off  from  one's  sandals  (Acts 
xiii.  51),  or  his  garments  (Acts  xviii.  6)  was  a  sym- 
boUc  act,  expressive  of  disapprobation  and  renun- 
ciation. Its  significancy  lay  in  the  idea  that  those 
against  whom  the  act  was  directed  were  so  un- 
worthy that  it  was  defiling  to  one  to  allow  so  much 
as  a  particle  of  the  soil  to  cleave  to  his  garments 
(see  Wetstein's  Nov.  Test.  i.  370).  I'or  other 
references  to  this  custom,  see  Matt.  x.  14;  Mark 
vi.  11;  Luke  ix.  5,  x.  11. 

Dust  thrown  into  the  air  by  an  excited  crowd, 
as  in  the  case  of  the  mob  at  Jerusalem  on  hearing 
I'aul's  declaration  that  the  heathen  were  to  share 
in  the  blessings  of  the  Messiah's  kingdom  (Acts 
xxii.  23),  was  an  expression  of  rage  and  menace, 
while  at  the  same  tune  it  inflamed  still  further  the 
passion  already  excited.  The  oriental  traveller,  Sir 
John  Chardin  (Hanner's  Observntiovs,  iv.  203) 
states  that  this  fonn  of  popular  outbreiik  is  not 
uncommon  among  the  Persians  at  the  present  day. 
The  peasants  there  when  tliey  have  a  grievance  to 
redress,  collect  at  the  palace-gate,  liowl,  rend  their 
garments  and  throw  dust  into  the  air,  in  order  to 
enforce  by  such  frantic  violence  their  demand  for 
justice.  In  like  manner  Shimei,  as  he  cursed 
David  (2  Sam.  xvi.  13), "  threw  stones  at-  him  and 


«  The  modern  Arabic  term  for  the  Griffon  Vulture, 
including  the  V.  niiricitlaris  and  V.  cinireus,  is  Nisr. 
This  word  is  never  applied  to  the  Nenphron  percnop- 
terus  or  "Rachmah."  The  Eagles  are  designated  col- 
lectively by  Ogah  with  a  specific  adje<-tive  for  various 
ipecies.  I  am  inclined,  therefore,  to  restrict  the  Heb. 
tiesher  to  the  majestic  Vullur,  every  Scriptural  charac- 
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cast  dust "  (according  to  the  Hebrew,  and  as  in 
the  margin  of  the  A.  V.,  "  dusted  him  with  dust "). 
Panting  "  after  the  dust  of  the  earth  on  the  head 
of  the  poor  "  is  mentioned  in  .\mos  ii.  7  as  a  mark 
of  avarice.  Even  those  who  were  so  wretched  as 
to  have  nothing  but  the  dust  and  ashes,  whicli,'in 
token  of  their  misery,  they  had  spread  upon  their 
heads,  were  still  objects  of  the  rapacity  of  the 
merciless  miser.  With  an  approach  to  this  sar- 
casm, it  is  said  in  the  old  ballad  of  Gemutus  the 
Jew  ( Connoisseur,  No.  xvi. )  who,  in  default  of  the 
payment  of  his  bond,  insisted  on  having  "  his 
pound  of  flesh  "  :  — 

"  His  heart  doth  thinke  on  many  a  wile. 

How  to  deceive  the  poore  ; 
His  mouth  is  almost  full  of  mucke, 

Yet  still  he  gapes  for  more." 

See  under  Mourning  in  regard  to  the  custom  of 
sprinkling  ashes  on  the  head  or  person  as  a  badge 
of  sorrow.  See  Seri'ent  for  what  is  meant  by 
the  tempter's  being  doomed  to  "  eat  dust  all  the 
days  of  his  life"  (Gen.  iii.  14).  H 


E. 

EAGLE  C^V?}.,  nesher:  aeT6s-  aqnila).  The 
Hebrew  word,  which  occurs  frequently  in  the  0.  T., 
may  denote  a  particular  species  of  the  Fnlcvnida, 
as  in  I^v.  xi.  13,  Dent.  xiv.  12,  where  the  nesher 
is  distinguished  from  the  ossijraye,  osprey,  and 
other  raptorial  birds;  but  the  term  is  used  also 
to  express  the  grifibn  \'ulture  ( J  ultur  fultus)  in 
two  or  three  passages. 

At  least  four  distuict  kinds  of  eagles  have  been 
observed  in  Palestine,  namely,  the  golden  eagle 
(AquUa  chrysaetos),  the  spotted  eagle  {A.  ncnia), 
the  commonest  species  in  the  rocky  districts  (see 
I/iis,  i.  23),  the  imperial  eagle  (A(/iiila  f/elinca), 
and  the  very  common  Circietos  (/(illiciis,  which 
preys  on  the  numerous  reptilia  of  Palestine  (for  a 
figure  of  this  bird  see  O.sprey).  The  Hebrew 
nesher  may  stand  for  any  of  these  different  species, 
though  perhaps  more  particular  reference  to  the 
golden  and  imperial  eagles  and  the  griffon  vulture 
may  be  intended." 

Tlie  eagle's  swiftness  of  flight  is  the  subject  of 
frequent  allusion  in  Scripture  (Deut.  xxviii.  49; 
2  Sam.  i.  23;  Jer.  iv.  13,  xlix.  22;  Lam.  iv.  19, 
&c.);  its  mounting  high  into  the  air  is  referred  to 
(in  Job  xxxix.  27;  Prov.  xxiii.  5,  xxx.  19:  Is.  xl. 
31;  Jer.  xlix.  10);  its  strength  and  vigor  (in  I's. 
ciii.  5);  its  predaceous  habits  (Job  ix.  26;  Prov. 
xxx.  17);  its  setting  its  nest  in  high  places  (in  Jer. 
xlix.  16);  the  care  in  training  its  young  to  fly  (in 
Ex.  xix.  4;  Deut.  xxxii.  11);  its  powers  of  vision 
(in  Job  xxxix.  29). 

The  passage  in  Mic.  i.  16,  "  Enlarge  thy  baldness 
as  the  eagle,''  has  been  understood  liy  Bochart 
(f/ieroz.  ii.  744)  and  others  to  refer  to  the  eagle  at 
the  time  of  its  moulting  in  the  spring.  Oedmann 
(  Vermisch.  Summ.  i.  64)  erroneously  refers  ['?]  the 
baldness  spoken  of  by  the  prophet  to  point  to  the 


I 


teristic  of  the  Nfshfr  btiing  more  true  of  the  Griffon 
Vulture  than  of  any  Eagle.  H.  B.  T. 

The  reader  will  find  the  vernacular  Arabic  names 
of  different  species  of  Vulturida;  and  Falconida!  in 
Loche's  Cataloguf  (/e.i  Oiseaiix  obstrv.  fii  Als;ertci 
and  in  Ibis,  vols,  i.,  ii.,  Tristram's  pajiers  on  the  Or 
nithology  of  North  Africa. 
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Vultur  harbatus  {Gijpaetus),  the  bearded  vulture 
or  laramergyei,  which  he  supposed  was  bald.  It 
appears  to  us  to  be  extremely  improbable  that  there 
is  any  reference  in  the  pa3saQ;e  under  consideration 
to  eagles  moulting.  Allusion  is  here  made  to  the 
custom  of  shaving  the  head  as  a  token  of  mourn- 
ing ;  but  there  would  be  little  or  no  appropriateness 
iu  the  comparison  of  a  shaved  head  with  an  eagle  at 
the  time  of  moulting.  But  if  the  nesher  is  supposed 
to  denote  the  griffon  vulture  ( Vultur  /ulcus),  the 
simile  is  peculiarly  appropriate ;  it  may  be  remarked 

that  the  Hebrew  verb  karach  (rT^p)  signifies  "  to 
make  bald  on  the  back  part  of  the  head;"  the 
notion  here  conveyed  is  very  applicable  to  the 
whole  head  and  neck  of  this  bird,  which  is  desti- 
tute of  true  feathers. 
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Aquila  Heliaca. 

With  reference  to  the  texts  referred  to  above, 
which  compare  the  watchful  and  sustaining  care  of 
his  people  by  the  Almighty  with  that  exhibited  by 
the  eagle  in  training  its  young  ones  to  fly,  we  may 
quote  a  passage  from  Sir  Humphry  Davy,  who  says, 
"  I  once  saw  a  very  interesting  sight  alsove  one  of 
the  crags  of  Ben  Nevis,  as  I  was  going  in  the  pur- 
suit of  black  game.  Two  parent  eagles  were  teach- 
mg  their  offspring,  two  young  birds,  the  manoeuvres 
of  flight.  Tney  began  by  rising  from  the  top  of 
the  mountain,  in  the  eye  of  the  sun.  It  was  about 
midday,  and  bright  for  this  climate.  They  at  first 
made  small  circles,  and  the  young  birds  imitated 
them.  They  paused  on  their  wings,  waiting  till 
they  had  made  their  first  flight,  and  then  took  a 
second  and  larger  gyration :  alwaj's  rising  towards 
the  sun,  and  enlarguig  their  circle  of  flight  so  as  to 
make  a  gi-adually  ascending  spiral.  The  young 
ones  still  and  slowly  followed,  apparently  flying  bet- 
ter as  they  mounted ;  and  they  continued  this  sub- 
lime exercise,  always  rising,  till  they  became  mere 
points  in  the  air,  and  the  young  ones  were  lost,  and 
afterwards  their  pai-ents,  to  our  aching  sight." 
The  expression  in  Ex.  and  Deut.  {II.  cc),  -'k^reth 
them  on  lier  wings,"  has  been  iniderstood  by  Kab- 
binica)  writers  and  others  to  mean  that  the  eagle 
does  actually  carry  her  young  ones  on  her  wings 
and  shoulders,  this  is  jnttting  on  the  words  "a 
■wnstruction  which  they  by  no  means  are  intended 
to  convey:  at  the  same  time,  it  is  not  improbable 


ihat  the  parent  bird  assists  the  first  efibrts  of  her 
young  by  flying  under  them,  thus  sustaining  them 
for  a  moment,  and  encouraging  them  in  their  early 
lessons. 

In  Ps.  ciii.  5  it  is  said,  "  Thy  youth  is  renewed 
like  the  eagle's"  (see  also  Is.  xl.  31).  Some  Jew- 
ish Inteqireters  have  illustrated  this  passage  by  a 
reference  to  the  old  fables  about  the  eagle  being 
able  to  renew  his  strength  when  very  old  (see  Bo- 
chart,  Hieroz.  ii.  747).  Modern  commentators  for 
the  most  part  are  inclined  to  think  that  these  words 
refer  to  the  eagle  after  the  moulting  season,  when 
the  bird  is  more  full  of  activity  than  before.  We 
much  prefer  Hengstenberg's  explanation  on  Ps.  ciii. 
5,  "  Thy  youth  is  renewed,  so  that  in  point  of 
strength  thou  art  like  the  eagle." 

The  aeroi  of  Matt.  xxiv.  28,  Luke  xvii.  37,  may 
include  the  VuUur  fulvm  and  Neophron  per cnop- 
tei~us ;  though,  as  eagles  frequently  prey  upon  dead 
bodies,  there  is  no  necessity  to  restrict  the  Greek 
word  to  the  Vulturidce.f  The  figure  of  an  eagle  is 
now  and  has  been  long  a  favorite  military  ensign. 
The  Persians  so  employed  it ;  which  fact  illustrates 
the  passage  in  Is.  xlvi.  11,  where  Cyrus  is  alluded 

to  under  the  symbol  of  an  "eagle"  (D"*3?)  or 
"ravenous  bird"  (comp.  Xenoph.  Cyrop.  vii.  4). 
The  same  bird  was  similarly  employed  by  the  As- 
syrians and  the  Romans.  Eagles  are  freiiuently 
represented  in  Assyrian  sculptures  attending  the 
soldiers  in  their  battles ;  and  some  have  hence  sup- 
posed that  they  were  trained  birds.  Considering, 
however,  the  wild  and  intractable  nature  of  eagles, 
it  is  very  improbable  that  this  was  the  case.  The 
representation  of  these  birds  was  doubtless  intended 
to  portray  the  conmion  feature  in  Eastern  battle- 
field scenery,  of  birds  of  prey  awaiting  to  satisfy 
their  hunger  on  the  bodies  of  the  slain. 

W.  H. 
E'ANES  (Maj^s;  [Aid.  'Hdvrjs:]  Esses),  1 
Esdr.  ix.  21,  a  name  which  stands  in  the  place  of 
Harim,  Maaskiah,  and  Elijah,  in  the  parallel 
hst  of  Ezra  X.  It  does  not  appear  whence  the 
translators  obtained  the  form  of  the  name  given 
in  the  A.  V. 

*  Here,  as  in  many  other  instances  in  the  Apoc- 
rypha, the  form  of  the  name  in  the  A.  V.  is  de- 
rived, either  directly  or  indirectly,  from  the  Aldine 
edition.  A. 

*  EAR  used  as  a .  verb  (from  the  Lat.  arai-e 
through  the  Anglo-Saxon  erian)  in  Deut.  xxi.  4; 
1  Sam.  viii.  12 ;  Is.  xxx.  24  (A.  V. ),  meant  "  to 
plough  "  or  "till,"  at  the  time  when  our  English 
version  was  made.  So  in  Shakespeare  {Rich.  II., 
iii.  2) :  — 

"  And  let  them  go 
To  ear  the  land  that  hath  some  hope  to  grow." 

See  Eastwood  and  Wrighfs  Bible  Word-Book,  p. 
168  (Lond.  1866).  H. 

*  EARING  (from  the  Anglo-Saxon  eriung) 
occurs  in  Gen.  xlv.  6  and  Ex.  xxxiv.  21  (A.  V.), 
where,  according  to  the  present  P^nglish  usage,  we 
should  WTite  "ploughing"  for  "earing,"  and 
"  ploughing-time  "  for  "  earing-time."  Thus  "  ear- 
ing "  at  present  (so  liable  to  be  taken  in  the  sense 
of  putting  forth  ears)  suggests  almost  the  opposite 
of  the  true  meaning.  H. 


a  It  is  necessary  to  remember  that  no  true  eagle 
will  kill  for  himself  if  he  can  find  dead  llesh. 

H.  B.  T. 


630  EARNEST 

EARNEST.  This  term  occurs  only  thrice  in 
the  A.  V.  (2  (or.  i.  22,  v.  5;  Eph.  i.  14).  The 
eiiuivalent  in  the  original  is  appafiaiv,  a  Grecized 

form  of  ]^3"117,  which  was  introduced  by  the  Phoe- 
nicians into  Greece,  and  also  into  Italy,  where  it 
reapjiears  under  the  forms  mi'hnbo  and  mvha.  It 
may  again  be  traced  in  the  French  arrlies,  and  in 
the  old  English  expression  Earl's  or  Ark's  money. 
The  Hebrew  word  was  used  generally  for  pledge 
(Gen.  xxxviii.  17),  and  in  its  cognate  forms  for 
surety  (Prov.  xvii.  18)  and  hustayt  (2  K.  xiv.  14). 
The  Greek  derivative,  however,  acquired  a  more 
technical  sense  a.s  signifying  the  flepusit  paid  by  the 
purchaser  on  entering  into  an  agreement  for  the 
purchase  of  anything  (Suid.  Lex.  s.  v.).  A  similar 
legal  and  t43chnical  sense  attaches  to  earnest,  the 
payment  of  which  places  both  the  vendor  and  the 
purchaser  in  a  fKJsition  to  enforce  the  carrying  out 
of  the  contract  (Blackstone,  ii.  30  [which  see]). 
There  is  a  marked  distinction  between  pledge  and 
earnest  in  this  respect,  that  the  latter  is  a  part- 
payinent,  and  therefore  implies  the  identity  in  kind 
of  the  deposit  with  the  future  full  payment ;  whereas 
a  pledge  may  be  something  of  a  totally  different 
nature,  as  in  Gen.  xxxviii.,  to  be  resumed  by  the 
depositor  when  he  ha.s  completed  his  contract. 
Thus  the  expression  "  em-nest  of  the  Spirit "  im- 
plies, beyond  the  idea  of  security,  the  identity  in 
kind,  though  not  in  degree,  and  the  continvity  of 
the  Christian's  privileges  in  this  world  and  in  the 
next.  The  payment  of  earnest-money  under  the 
name  of  arrtibon.  is  still  one  of  the  common  occur- 
rences of  Arab  life."  W.  L.  B. 

EAR-RINGS.  The  word  DT3,  by  which  these 
ornaments  are  usually  described,  is  unfortunately 
ambiguous,  originally  referring  to  the  nose-ring 
(as  its  root  indicates),  and  thence  transferred  to 
the  ear-ring.     The  fuU  expression  for  the  latter  is 

D'jatSS  ~)trW  Dta  (Cen.  xxxv.  4),  in  contradis- 
tinction to  *W"7^  D"f3  (Gen.  xxiv.  47).  In  the 
majority  of  cases,  however,  the  kind  is  not  spec- 
ified, and  the  only  clew  to  the  meaning  is  the  con- 
text. The  term  occurs  in  this  undefined  sense  in 
Judg.  viii.  24;  Job  xlii.  11;  Prov.  xxv.  12;  Hos. 
ii.  13.  The  material  of  which  the  ear-ring  was 
made  was  generally  gold  (Ex.  xxxii.  2),  and  its 
form    circular,   as  we  may  infer   from  the  name 

7^3^,  bv  which  it  is  describe<l  (Num.  xxxi.  50; 
Ez.  xvi.  12):  such  was  the  shape  usual  in  Egypt 
(Wilkinson's  Egyptians,  iii.  370).  They  were 
worn  by  women  and  by  youth  of  both  sexes  {V.\. 
I.  c).  It  has  been  inferred  from  the  passage  quoted, 
and  from  Judg.  viii.  24,  that  they  were  not  worn 
by  men :  these  passages  are,  however,  by  no  means 
conclusive.  In  the  former  an  order  is  given  to  the 
men  in  such  terms  that  they  could  not  be  men- 
tioned, though  they  might  have  been  implicitly 
included;  in  the  lutter  the  amount  of  the  goU  is 
the  peculiarity  adverted  to,  and  not  the  character 
of  the  ornament,  a  peculiarity  which  is  still  notice- 
able among  the  inhabitants  of  southern  Arabia 
(Wellstetl's  Travels,  i.  -321).  The  mention  of  the 
sons  in  Ex.  xxxii.  2  (which,  however,  is  omitted  in 
the  LXX.)  is  in  favor  of  their  having  been  worn; 
and  it  appears  unlikely  that  the  Hebrews  presented 
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an  exception  to  the  almost  universal  practice  of 
Asiatics,  both  in  ancient  and  modern  times  (Winer. 
Eealwort.  s.  v.  Ofrninge).  The  ear-ring  appears 
to  have  lieen  regarded  with  superstitious  reverence 
as  an  amulet :  thus  it  is  named  in  the  Chaldee  and 

Samaritan  versions  Siy*'"'T|7,  n  holy  thing  ;  and  in 

Is.  iii.  20  the  word  D^ttTI/,  properly  amulets,  is 
rendered  in  the  A.  V.,  after  the  LXX.  and  Vulg., 
earrings.  [Amulet.]  On  this  account  they  were 
surrendered  along  with  the  idols  by  Jacob's  house- 
hold (Gen.  xxxv.  4).     Chardin  describes  ear-rings, 


o  *  In  regard  to  the  uncertain  etymology  of  "  ear- 
nest," see  Eastwood  and  Wright's  BMe  Word-Book,  p, 
169.  U. 


Egyptian  Ear-rings,  from  Wilkinson. 

with  talismanic  figures  and  characters  on  them,  as 
still  existing  in  the  I'^st  (Brown's  Antiquities,  ii. 
305).    Jewels  were  sometimes  attached  to  the  rings: 

they  were  called  niCp?  (from  ^t03,  to  drop),  a 
word  rendered  in  Judg.  viii.  26,  opixiffKoi :  minnlia : 
collars  or  sweet  jewels,  A.  V.,  and  in  Is.  iii.  19, 
KoSfixa :  torques :  chains  or  sweet  bolls,  A.  V.  'I'he 
size  of  the  ear-rings  still  worn  in  eastern  countries 
far  exceeds  what  is  usual  among  ourselves  (Har- 
mer's  Observations,  iv.  311,  314);  hence  they 
formed  a  handsome  present  (Job  xUi.  11),  or  offer- 
ing to  the  service  of  God  (Num.  xxxi.  50). 

W.  L.  B. 

EARTH.  This  term  is  used  in  two  widely 
different  senses:  (1)  for  the  material  of  which  the 
earth's  surface  is  composed ;  (2)  as  the  name  of  the 
planet  on  which  man  dwells.  The  Hebrew  lan- 
guage discriminates  between  these  two  by  the  use 

of  separate  terms,  Adamah  (Htt'TS)  for  the  former, 

Erets  (V"!^^  for  the  latter.  As  the  two  are  es- 
sentially distinct,  we  shall  notice  them  sepiu^tely. 

I.  Adamah  is  the  earth  in  the  sen^se  of  soil  or 
ground,  particularly  as  being  susceptible  of  culti- 
vation; hence  the  expression  ish  adamah  for  an 
agriculturist  (Gen.  ix.  20).  The  earth  supjilied 
the  elementary  substance  of  which  man's  body  was 
formed,  and  the  terms  adam  and  adamah  are 
brought  into  juxtaposition,  implying  an  etymolog- 
ical connection  (Gen.  ii.  7).  [Adam.]  The  opin- 
ion that  man's  body  was  fonned  of  earth  prevailed 
among  the  Greeks  (Hesiod,  Op.  et  JH.  01,  70; 
Plat.  Rep.  p.  269),  the  Romans  (Virg.  Georg.  ii. 
341;  Ovid,  Afet.  i.  82),  the  Egyptians  (Diod.  Sic. 
i.  10),  and  other  ancient  nations.  It  is  evidently 
l)a«ed  on  the  observation  of  the  material  into  which 
the  body  is  resolved  after  death  (Job  x.  9;  Eccl. 
xii.  7).  The  law  prescribed  earth  as  the  material 
out  of  which  altars  were  to  be  raised  (Ex.  xx.  24); 
Biihr  (SynjA.  i.  488)  sees  in  this  a  reference  to  the 
name  adam  :  others  with  more  reason  compare  the 
ara  de  ces/rite  of  the  Romans  (Ov.  Trist.  v.  5,  9 ; 
Hor.  Od.  iii.  8,  4,  5),  and  view  it  as  a  precejtt  of 
simplicity.     Naaman's  request  for  two  mules'  Itir- 
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den  of  earth  (2  K.  v.  17)  was  based  on  the  idea 
that  Jehovah,  like  the  heathen  deities,  was  a  local 
god,  and  could  be  worshipped  acceptably  only  on 
his  own  soil. 

II.  Erets  is  explained  by  Von  Bohlen  {Introd. 
to  Gen.  ii.  6)  as  meaning  etymologically  the  low 
in  opposition  to  the  hiffh,  i.  e.  the  heaven.  It  is 
appUed  in  a  more  or  less  extended  sense:  (1)  to 
the  whole  world  (Gen.  i.  1);  (2)  to  land  as  op- 
posed to  sea  (Gen.  i.  10);  (3)  to  a  country  (Gen. 
xxi.  32);  (4)  to  a  plot  of  ground  (Gen.  xxiii.  15); 
and  (5)  to  the  ground  on  which  a  man  stands  (Gen. 
xxxiii.  3).  The  two  former  senses  alone  concern 
us,  the  first  involving  an  inquiry  into  the  opinions 
of  the  Hebrews  on  Cosmogony,  the  second  on  Ge- 
ography. 

I.  Cosmogony. — The  views  of  the  Hebrews 
on  this  subject  are  confessedly  imperfect  and  ob- 
scure. This  arises  partly  from  the  ulterior  objects 
which  led  them  to  the  study  of  natural  science,  and 
still  more  from  the  poetical  coloring  with  which 
they  expressed  their  opinions.  The  books  of  Gen- 
esis, Job,  and  Psalms  supply  the  most  numerous 
notices.  Of  these,  the  two  latter  are  strictly  poet- 
ical works,  and  their  language  must  be  measured 
by  the  laws  of  poetical  expression ;  in  the  first  alone 
have  we  anything  approaching  to  an  historical  and 
systematic  statement,  and  even  this  is  but  a  sketch 
—  an  outUne  —  which  ought  to  be  regarded  at  the 
same  distance,  from  the  same  point  of  view,  and 
through  the  same  religious  medium  as  its  author 
regarded  it.  The  act  of  creation  itself,  as  recorded 
in  the  first  chapter  of  Genesis,  is  a  subject  beyond 
and  above  the  experience  of  man ;  human  language, 
derived,  as  it  originally  was,  from  the  sensible  and 
material  world,  fails  to  find  an  adequate  term  to 
describe  the  act;  for  our  word  ''create"  and  the 
Hebrew  barn,  though  most  appropriate  to  express 
the  idea  of  an  original  creation,  are  yet  applicable 
and  must  necessarily  be  applicable  to  other  modes 
of  creation ;  nor  does  the  addition  of  such  expres- 
sions as  "out  of  things  that  were  not"  (^|  ouk 
ovToiu,  2  Mace.  vii.  28),  or  "not  from  things  which 
appear"  (fi^  ^k  paivontvaiv,  Heb.  xi.  3)  contrib- 
ute much  to  the  force  of  the  declaration.  The 
absence  of  a  term  which  shall  describe  exclusively 
an  original  creation  is  a  necessary  infirmity  of  lan- 
guage :  as  the  event  occurred  but  once,  the  corres- 
jwnding  term  must,  in  order  to  be  adequate,  have 
been  coined  for  the  occasion  and  reserved  for  it 
alone,  which  would  have  been  impossible.  The 
same  observation  applies,  though  in  a  modified  de- 
gree, to  the  description  of  tlie  various  processes 
subsequent  to  the  existence  of  original  matter. 
Moses  viewed  matt«r  and  all  the  forms  of  matter  in 
their  relations  primarily  to  God,  and  secondarily  to 
man  —  as  manifesting  the  glory  of  the  former,  and 
as  designed  for  the  use  of  the  latter.  In  relation 
to  the  former,  he  describes  creation  with  the  special 
view  of  illustrating  the  Divine  attributes  of  power, 
goodness,  wisdom,  and  accordingly  he  throws  this 
narrative  into  a  form  which  impresses  the  reader 
with  the  sense  of  these  attributes.  In  relation  to 
the  latter,  he  selects  his  materials  with  the  special 
view  of  illustrating  the  subordination  of  all  the 
orders  of  material  things  to  the  necessities  and 
comforts  of  man.  With  these  objects  in  view,  it 
ought  not  to  be  a  matter  of  surprise,  if  the  simple 
narrative  of  creation  omits  much  that  scientific  re- 
search has  since  supplied,  and  appears  in  a  guise 
adapted  to  those  objects.  The  subject  itself  is 
i.hroughout  one  of  a  transcendental  character;  it 
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should  consequently  be  subjected  to  the  same  stand- 
ard of  interpretation  as  other  passages  of  the  Bible, 
descriptive  of  objects  which  are  entirely  beyond  the 
experience  of  man,  such  as  the  day  of  judgment, 
the  states  of  heaven  and  hell,  and  the  representa- 
tions of  the  Divine  Majesty.  The  style  of  criticism 
applied  to  Gen.  i.  by  the  opponents,  and  not  imfre- 
quently  by  the  supporters  of  Revelation,  is  such  as 
would  be  subversive  of  many  of  the  most  noble  and 
valuable  portions  of  the  Bible.  With  these  pref- 
atory remarks  we  proceed  to  lay  down  what  appear 
to  us  to  be  the  leading  features  of  Hebrew  cos- 
mogony. 

1.  The  earth  was  regarded  not  only  as  the  cen- 
tral point  of  the  universe,  but  as  the  universe  itself, 
every  other  body  —  the  heavens,  sun,  moon,  and 
stars  —  being  subsidiary  to,  and,  as  it  were,  the 
complement  of  the  earth.  The  Hebrew  language 
has  no  expression  equivalent  to  our  universe :  "  tlie 
heavens  and  the  earth"  (Gen.  i.  1,  xiv.  19;  Ex. 
xxxi.  17)  has  been  regarded  as  such;  but  it  is  clear 
that  the  heavens  were  looked  upon  as  a  necessary 
adjunct  of  the  earth — the  curtain  of  the  tent  in 
which  man  dwells  (Is.  xl.  22),  the  sphere  above 
which  fitted  the  sphere  below  (comp.  Job  xxii.  14, 
and  Is.  xl.  22)  —  designed  solely  for  purposes  of 
beneficence  in  the  economy  of  the  earth.  This 
appears  from  the  account  of  its  creation  and  offices : 
the  existence  of  the  heaven  was  not  prior  to  or 
contemporaneous  with  that  of  the  earth,  but  subse- 
quent to  it ;  it  was  created  on  the  second  day  (Gen. 
i.  6).    The  term  under  which  it  is  described,  rakia 

( Vl"?"^)  is  significant  of  its  extension,  that  it  was 
stretched  ou^  as  a  curtain  (Ps.  civ.  2)  over  the  sur- 
face of  the  earth.  Moreover  it  dei)ended  upon  the 
earth;  it  had  its  "foundations"  (2  Sam.  xxii.  8) 
on  the  edges  of  the  earth's  circle,  where  it  was  sup- 
ported by  the  mountains  as  by  massive  pillars  (Job 
xxri.  11).  Its  offices  were  (1)  to  support  the 
waters  which  were  above  it  (Gen.  i.  7;  Ps.  cxlviii. 
4 ),  and  thus  to  form  a  mighty  reservoir  of  rain  and 
snow,  which  were  to  pour  forth  through  its  win- 
dows (Gen.  vii.  11;  Is.  xxiv.  18)  and  doors  (Ps. 
Ixxviii.  2o),  as  through  opened  sluice-gates,  for  the 
fructification  of  the  earth;  (2)  to  serve  as  the  sub- 
stratum {aTfofCDua  or  '■'■  Jlrmainenl ")  in  which  the 
celestial  bodies  were  to  be  fixed.  As  with  the 
heaven  itself,  so  also  with  the  heavenly  bodies ;  they 
were  regarded  solely  as  the  ministers  of  the  earth. 
Their  offices  were  (1)  to  give  light;  (2)  to  separate 
between  day  and  night;  (3)  to  be  for  signs,  as  in 
the  case  of  eclipses  or  other  extraordinary  phe- 
nomena; for  seasons,  as  regulating  seedtime  and 
harvest,  summer  and  winter,  as  well  as  religious 
festivals ;  and  for  days  and  years,  the  length  of  the 
former  being  dependent  on  the  sun,  the  latter  being 
estimated  by  the  motions  both  of  sun  and  moon 
(Gen.  i.  14-18);  so  that  while  it  might  truly  be 
said  that  they  held  "  dominion "  over  the  earth 
(Job  xxxviii.  33),  that  dominion  was  exercised 
solely  for  the  convenience  of  the  tenants  of  earth 
(Ps.  civ.  19-23).  So  entirely  indeed  was  the  ex- 
istence of  heaven  and  the  heavenly  bodies  designed 
for  the  earth,  that  with  the  earth  they  shall  simul- 
taneously perish  (2  Pet.  iii.  10):  the  curtain  of  the 
tent  shall  be  rolled  up  and  the  stars  shall  of  neces- 
sity drop  off  (Is.  xxxiv.  4;  Matt.  xxiv.  29)  — their 
sympathy  with  earth's  destruction  being  the  coun- 
terpart of  their  joyous  song  when  its  foundations 
were  laid  (Job  xxxviii.  7). 

2.  The  earth  was  regarded  in  a  twofold  aspect; 
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in  relation  to  God,  as  tlie  manifestation  of  liis 
infinite  attributes ;  in  reLation  to  man,  as  the  scene 
of  his  abode.  (1.)  Tlie  Hebrew  cosmogony  is  based 
upon  the  leadini;  principle  that  the  universe  exists, 
not  independently  of  God,  by  any  necessity  or  any 
inherent  power,  nor  yet  contemporaneously  with 
God,  as  being  co-existent  with  him,  nor  yet  in 
opposition  to  God,  as  a  hostile  element,  but  depend- 
ently  upon  him,  sulj.^equently  to  him,  and  in  sub- 
jection tfl  him.  The  opening  words  of  Genesis 
express  hi  broa<l  terms  this  leading  principle;  how- 
ever difficiJt  it  may  be,  as  we  have  already  obsened, 
to  express  this  truth  adequately  in  human  language, 
yet  there  can  be  no  doubt  that  the  subordination 
of  matter  t«  (iod  in  every  respect  is  implied  in  that 
passage,  as  well  as  in  other  passages,  too  numerous 
U)  quote,  which  comment  upon  it.  The  same  great 
principle  runs  through  tlie  whole  history  of  creation : 
matter  owed  all  its  forms  and  modifications  to  the 
will  of  God :  in  itself  dull  and  inert,  it  received  its 
first  vivifying  capacities  from  the  influence  of  the 
Spirit  of  God  brooding  over  the  deep  (Gen.  i.  2); 
the  progressive  improvements  in  its  condition  were 
the  direct  and  miraculous  effects  of  God's  will ;  no 
interposition  of  secondary  causes  is  recognized; 
"He  spake  and  it  was"  (Ps.  xxxiii.  9);  and  the 
pointed  terseness  and  sharpness  with  which  the 
writer  sums  up  the  whole  transaction  in  the  three 
expressions  "God  said,"  "it  was  so,"  "  God  saw 
that  it  was  good  "  —  the  first  declaring  the  divine 
volition,  the  second  the  immediate  result,  the  third 
the  jierfectness  of  the  work  —  harmonizes  aptly  with 
the  view  which  he  intended  to  express.  Thus  the 
earth  became  in  the  eyes  of  the  pious  Hebrew  the 
scene  on  which  the  Divine  perfections  were  dis- 
played: the  heavens  (Ps.  xix.  1),  the  earth  (Ps. 
xxiv.  1,  civ.  24),  the  sea  (.Job  xxvi.  10;  Ps.  Ixxxix. 
9;  Jer.  v.  22),  "mountains  and  hills,  fruitful  trees 
and  all  cedars,  beasts  and  all  cattle,  creeping  things 
and  flying  fowl"  (Ps.  cxlviii.  9,  10),  all  displayed 
one  or  other  of  the  leading  attributes  of  His  char- 
acter. So  also  v/itli  the  ordinary  operations  of 
nature  —  the  thunder  was  His  voice  (.lob  xxxvii. 
5),  the  lightnings  His  arrows  (Ps.  Ixxvii.  17),  wind 
and  storm  His  messengers  (Ps.  cxlviii.  8),  the  earth- 
quake, the  eclipse,  and  the  comet,  the  signs  of  His 
presence  (Joel  ii.  10 ;  Matt.  xxiv.  29 ;  Luke  xxi. 
25). 

(2.)  The  earth  was  regarded  in  relation  to  man, 
and  accordingly  eacli  act  of  creation  is  a  preparation 
of  the  earth  for  his  abode  —  light,  as  the  jirimary 
condition  of  all  hfe  ;  the  heavens,  for  pur|)oses 
already  detailed  ;  the  dry  land,  for  his  home ; 
"  grass  for  the  cattle  and  herb  for  the  service  of 
man"  (Ps.  civ.  14);  the  alteniations  of  day  and 
night,  the  one  for  his  work  and  the  other  for  his 
rest  (Ps.  civ.  23);  fish,  fowl,  and  flesh  for  his  food; 
the  beasts  of  burden,  to  ligliten  his  toil.  The  work 
of  each  day  of  creation  has  its  siiecific  application 
to  the  requirements  and  tiie  comforts  of  man,  and 
is  recorded  with  that  sjiecial  view. 

3.  Creation  was  regarded  as  a  progressive  work 
—  a  gradual  development  from  the  inferior  to  the 
superior  orders  of  things.  Thus  it  was  with  the 
earth's  surface,  at  first  a  chaotic  mass,  loaste  and 
empty,  well  described  in  the  paronomastic  terms 
U>hu,  bohu,  overspread  with  waters  and  enveloped  in 
darkness  (Gen.  i.  2),  and  thence  gradually  brought 
into  a  state  of  order  and  beauty  so  cons])icuous,  as 
Jo  have  led  the  Latins  to  describe  it  by  the  name 
Mumlus.  Thus  also  witii  the  ditterent  portions  of 
the  universe,  the  earth  before  the  light,  the  light 
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before  the  finnament,  the  firmament  before  the  dry 
land.  Thus  also  with  light  itself,  at  first  the 
elementary  principle,  separated  from  the  darkness, 
but  without  defined  boundaries ;  aftei-wards  the 
illuminating  bodies  with  their  distinct  jwwers  and 
otiSces  —  a  progression  that  is  well  expressed  in' 
the  Hebrew  language  by  the  terms  or  and  nuior 

(T1S,  "TlSfi)._  Thus  also  with  the  orders  of 
Uving  beings  ;  firstly,  plants  ;  secondly,  fish  and 
birds ;  thirdly,  cattle ;  and  lastly,  man.  From 
"  good  "  in  the  several  parts  to  "  very  good  "  as  a 
whole  (Gen.  i.  31),  such  was  its  progress  in  the 
judgment  of  the  Omnipotent  workman. 

4.  Order  involves  time;  a  succession  of  events 
implies  a  succession  of  jjeriods;  and  accordingly 
Moses  assigns  the  work  of  creation  to  six  days, 
each  having  its  specific  portion  —  hght  to  the  first, 
the  firmament  t«  the  second,  the  dry  land  and 
plants  to  the  third,  the  heavenly  bodies  to  the 
foiuth,  fish  and  fowl  to  the  fifth,  beasts  and  man 
to  the  sixth.  The  manner,  in  which  these  acts 
are  described  as  having  been  done,  precludes  all 
idea  of  time  in  relation  to  their  performance:  it 
was  miraculous  and  instantaneous:  "God  said'" 
and  then  "  it  was."  But  the  progressiveness,  and 
consequently  the  individuality  of  the  acts,  does 
involve  an  idea  of  time  as  elapsing  between  the 
completion  of  one  and  the  commencement  of  an- 
other; otherwise  the  work  of  creation  would  have 
resolved  itself  into  a  single  continuous  act.  The 
jieriod  assigned  to  each  indi\-idual  act  is  a  day  — 
the  only  period  which  represents  the  entire  cassation 
of  a  work  through  the  interposition  of  night.  That 
a  natural  day  is  represented  under  the  expression 
"  evening  was  and  morning  was,"  admits,  we  think, 
of  no  doubt;  the  term  "day"  alone  may  refer 
sometimes  to  an  indefinite  period  contem]»oraneou8 
with  a  single  event;  but  when  the  individual  parts 
of  a  day,  "evening  and  morning"  are  s])ecified, 
and  when  a  series  of  such  days  are  noticed  in  their 
numerical  order,  no  analogy  of  language  admits  of 
our  understanding  the  term  in  anything  else  than 
its  literal  sense.  The  Hebrews  had  no  other  means 
of  expressing  the  civil  day  of  24  hours  than  as 

"evening,  morning"  ("1|73  2^^,  Dan.  viii.  14), 

similar  to  the  Greek  wxO^M-^pov,  and  although 
the  alternation  of  light  and  darkness  lay  at  the 
root  of  the  expression,  yet  the  Hebrews  in  their 
use  of  it  no  more  thought  of  those  elements  than 
do  we  when  we  use  the  terras  fwtniijht  or  se'nniyht ; 
in  each  case  the  lapse  of  a  certain  time,  and  not 
the  elements  by  which  that  time  is  calculated,  is 
intended ;  so  that,  without  the  least  inconsistency 
either  of  language  or  of  reality,  the  expression  may 
be  applied  to  the  daj's  previous  to  the  creation  of 
the  sun.  The  application  of  the  .same  expressions 
to  the  events  subsequent  to  the  creation  of  the  sun, 
as  well  as  the  use  of  the  word  "  day  "  in  the  4th 
cominandment  without  any  indications  tliat  it  is 
used  in  a  different  sense,  or  in  any  other  than  the 
Uteral  iR-ceptiition  of  Gen.  i.  5  ft'.,  confinn  the  \iew 
above  stated.  The  interpretation  tiiat  "  evening 
and  morning  "  =  beyinnin;/  and  tml,  is  opposed  not 
ordy  to  the  order  in  which  the  words  stand,  i)ut  to 
the  sense  of  tiie  words  ehsewhere. 

5.  Tlie  Hebrews,  though  reganling  creation  as 
the  immediate  act  of  (iod,  did  not  ignore  the 
evident  fact  that  existing  materials  and  intermediate 
agencies  were  employed  l)oth  then  and  in  the  sub- 
sequent operations  of  nature.    Thus  the  simple  fact 
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" God  created  man"  (Gen.  i.  27)  is  amplified  by 
the  subsequent  notice  of  the  material  subsrtance  of 
which  his  body  was  made  (Gen.  ii.  7);  and  so  also 
of  the  animals  (Gen.  i.  24,  ii.  19).  The  separation 
of  sea  and  land,  attributed  in  Gen.  i.  6  to  the 
Divine  fiat,  was  seen  to  involve  the  process  of  par- 
tial elevations  of  the  earth's  surface  (Ps.  civ.  8, 
"the  mountains  ascend,  the  valleys  descend:" 
conip.  I'rov.  viii.  25-28).  The  formation  of  clouds 
and  the  supply  of  moisture  to  the  earth,  which  in 
Gen.  i.  7  w;is  provided  by  the  creation  of  the  firma- 
ment, was  afterwards  attributed  to  its  true  cause 
in  the  continual  return  of  the  waters  from  the 
earth's  surface  (Eccl.  i.  7).  The  existence  of  the 
element  of  light,  as  distinct  from  the  sun  (Gen.  i. 
3,  14;  Job  xxxviii.  19),  has  likewise  been  explained 
as  the  result  of  a  philosophically  correct  view  as  to 
the  nature  of  light ;  more  probably,  however,  it  was 
founded  upon  the  incorrect  view  that  the  light  of 
the  moon  was  independent  of  the  sun. 

6.  With  regard  to  the  earth's  body,  the  Hebrews 
conceived  its  surface  to  be  an  immense  disc,  sup- 
ported like  the  flat  roof  of  an  Eastern  house  by 
pillars  (Job  ix.  6;  Fs.  Ixxv.  3),  which  rested  on 
solid  foundations  (Job  xxxviii.  4,  6;  Ps.  civ.  5: 
Prov.  viii.  29);  but  where  those  foundations  were 
on  which  the  "  sockets  "  of  the  pillars  rested,  none 
could  tell  (Job  xxxviii.  6).  The  more  philosophical 
view  of  the  earth  being  suspended  in  free  space 
seems  to  be  implied  in  Job  xxvi.  7 ;  nor  is  there 
any  absolute  contradiction  between  this  and  the 
former  view,  as  the  pillars  of  the  earth's  surface 
may  be  conceived  to  have  been  founded  on  the  deep 
bases  of  the  mountains,  which  bases  themselves 
were  unsupported.  Other  passages  (Ps.  xxiv.  2, 
cxxxvi.  6)  seem  to  imply  the  existence  of  a  vast 
subterraneous  ocean;  the  words,  however,  are  sus- 
ceptible of  the  sense  that  the  earth  was  elevated 
above  the  level  of  the  seas  (Hengstenberg,  Comm. 
in  loc.),  and,  that  this  is  the  sense  in  which  they 
are  to  be  accepted,  appears  from  the  converse  ex- 
pression "  water  under  the  earth "  (Ex.  xx.  4), 
which,  as  contrasted  with  "  heaven  above "  and 
"earth  beneath,"  evidently  implies  the  comparative 
elevation  of  the  three  bodies.     Beneath  the  earth's 

surface  was  sheol  (v1Stt7),  the  hollow  place,  "  hell'" 
(Num.  xvi.  30;  Deut.  xxxii.  22;  Job  xi.  8),  the 
"  house  appointed  for  the  living  "  (Job  xxx.  23),  a 
"land  of  darkness"  (Job  x.  21),  to  which  were 
ascribed  in  poetical  language  gates  (Is.  xxxviii.  10) 
and  bars  (Job  xvii.  16),  and  which  had  its  valleys 
or  deep  places  (Prov.  ix.  18).  It  extended  beneath 
the  sea  (.lob  xxvi.  5,  0),  and  was  thus  supposed  to 
be  conterminous  with  the  upper  world. 

II.  Gkoguaphv. — We  shall  notice  (1)  the 
views  of  the  Hebrews  as  to  the  form  and  size  of  the 
earth,  its  natural  divisions,  and  physical  features; 
(2)  the  countries  into  which  they  divided  it  and 
their  progressive  acquaintance  with  those  countries. 
The  world    in    the   latter   sense   was   sometimes 

described  by  the  poetical  term  tebel  (73/^),  cor- 
resfjonding  to  the  Greek  olKovixevf)  (Is.  xiv.  21). 

(1.)  In  the  absence  of  positive  statements  we 
have  to  gather  the  views  of  the  Hebrews  as  to  the 
form  of  the  earth  from  scattered  allusions,  and 
these  for  the  most  part  in  the  poetical  books,  where 
it  is  difficult  to  decide  how  far  the  language  is  to 
be  regarded  as  literal,  and  how  far  as  metaphorical. 
There  seem  to  be  traces  of  the  same  ideas  as  pre- 
vailed among  the  Greeks,  that  the  world  was  a  disk 


EARTH 


633 


(Is.  xl.  22;  the  word  S'ln,  circle,  is  apphed  ex- 
clusively to  the  circle  of  the  horizon,  whether 
bounded  by  earth,  sea  or  iky),  bordered  by  the 
ocean  (Deut.  xxx.  13;  Job  xxvi.  lO;  Ps.  cxxxix. 
9;  Prov.  viii.  27),  with  Jerusalem  as  its  centre 
(Ez.  V.  5),  which  was  thus  regarded,  like  Delphi, 

as  the  tmvd  ("1^121^,  Judg.  ix.  37;  Ez.  xxxviii. 
12;  LXX. ;  Vulg.),  or,  according  to  another  view 
(Gesen.  Thesaur.  a.  v.),  the  highest  point  of  the 
world.  The  passages  quoted  in  support  of  this 
view  admit  of  a  different  interpretation  ^  Jerusalem 
might  be  regarded  as  the  centre  of  the  world,  not 
only  as  the  seat  of  religious  light  and  truth,  but  to 
a  cerfcxin  extent  in  a  geographical  sense ;  for  Pales- 
tine Wiis  situated  between  the  important  empires 
of  Assyria  and  Egypt;  and  not  only  between  them 
but  above  tliem,  its  elevation  above  the  plains  on 
either  side  contributing  to  the  ap[jearance  of  its 
centrality.    A  different  view  has  been  gathered  from 

the  expression  "four  comers"  (n"^D33,  generally 
applied  to  the  skirts  of  a  garment),  as  though 
implying  the  quadrangular  shape  of  a  garment 
stretched  out,  according  to  Eratosthenes'  compari- 
son; but  the  t«rm  "  comers  "  may  be  applied  in  a 
metaphorical  sense  for  the  extreme  ends  of  the 
world  (.lob  xxxvii.  3,  xxxviii.  13;  Is.  xi.  12,  xxiv. 
16;  Ez.  vii.  2).  Einally,  it  is  suggested  by  Biihr 
{Symbolik,  i.  170)  that  these  two  views  may  have 
been  held  together,  the  former  as  the  actual  and 
the  latter  as  the  symbolical  representation  of  the 
earth's  form.  As  to  the  size  of  the  earth,  the 
Hebrews  had  but  a  very  indefinite  notion ;  in  many 
passages  the  "e;irth,"  or  "whole  earth,"  is  used  as 
co-extensive  with  the  Babylonian  (Is.  xiii.  5,  xiv.  7 
fF.,  xxiv.  17 ),  or  Assyrian  empires  (Is.  x.  14,  xiv.  26, 
xxxvii.  18),  just  as  at  a  later  period  the  Roman 
empire  was  styled  m-bis  terrai-um ;  the  "  ends  of 

the  earth  "  (m^p)  in  t'l^  language  of  prophecy 
applied  to  the  nations  on  the  border  of  these  king- 
doms, especially  the  Medes  (Is.  v.  26,  xiii.  5)  in  the 
east,  and  the  islands  and  coasts  of  the  Mediter- 
ranean in  the  west  (Is.  xli.  5,  9);  but  occasionally 
the  boundary  was  contracted  in  this  latter  direction 
to  the  eastern  shores  of  the  Mediterranean  (Is.  xxiv. 
10;  Zech.  ix.  10;  Ps.  Ixxii.  8).  Without  unduly 
pressing  the  language  of  prophecy,  it  may  be  said 
that  the  views  of  the  Hebrews  as  to  the  size  of  the 
earth  extended  but  little  beyond  the  nations  with 
which  they  came  in  contact ;  its  solidity  is  fre- 
quently noticed,  its  dimensions  but  seldom  (.Job 
xxxviii.  18;  Is.  xiii.  5).  We  shall  presently  trace 
the  progress  of  their  knowledge  in  succeeding  ages. 
The  earth  was  divided  into  four  quarters  or 
regions  corresponding  to  the  four  points  of  the 
compass ;  these  were  described  in  various  ways, 
sometimes  according  to  their  positions  relatively  to 

a  person  facing  the  east,  before  (Q?T|7.),  behind 

("ihnS),  the   right  hand  (V^^),  and   the   left 

hand  (7NS3ti?),  representing  respectively  E.,  W., 
S.,  and  N.  (Job  xxiii.  8,  9);  sometimes  relatively 
to  the  sun's  course,  the  rising  (FTnTJlp),  the  setting 
(N*12»,  Ps.  1.  1)  the  MUiant  quarter    (D'^'^IJT, 

Ez.  xl.  24),  and  the  (fo»-A:  quarter  (^^D^,  Ex.  xxvi. 
20;  comp.  the  Greek  (^(pos,  Horn.  11.  xii.  240); 
sometimes  as  the  seat  of  the  four  winds  (Ez.  xxxvii. 
9);  and  sometimes  according  to  the  physical  char- 


634 


EARTH 


acteristics,  the  sea  (D^)  for  the  W.  (Gen.  xxviii. 

14),  the  parched  (223)  for  the  S.  (Ex.  xxvii.  9), 

and  the  mountains  (D^'in)  for  the  N.  (Is.  xiii. 
4).  The  north  appears  to  have  been  regarded  as 
the  highest  part  of  the  earth's  surface,  in  conse- 
quence perhaps  of  the  mountain  ranges  which 
existed  there,  and  thus  the  heaviest  part  of  the 
earth  (Job  xxvi.  7).  The  north  was  also  the 
quarter  in  which  the  Hebrew  el^Domcb  lay,  the 
land  of  gold  mines  (Job  xxxvii.  22 ;  maryin  ;  comp. 
Her.  iii.  116). 

These  terms  are  very  indistinctly  used  when 
applied  to  special  localities ;  for  we  find  the  north 
assigned  as  the  quarter  of  Assyria  (Jer.  iii.  18), 
Babylonia  (Jer.  vi.  22),  and  the  Euphrates  (Jer. 
xlvi.  10),  and  more  frequently  Media  (Jer.  1.  3; 
comp.  li.  11),  while  the  south  is  es])ecially  repre- 
sented by  Egypt  (Is.  xxx.  6;  Dan.  xi.  5).  The 
Hebrews  were  not  more  exact  in  the  use  of  terms 
descriptive  of  the  physical  features  of  the  earth's 

surface;  for  instance,  the  same  term  (D^)  is  ap- 
plied to  the  sea  (Mediterranean),  to  the  lakes  of 
Palestine,  and  to  great  rivers,  such  as  the  Nile  (Is. 
xviii.  2),  and  perhaps  the  Euphrates  (Is.  xxvii.  1): 

mountain  ("IH)  signifies  not  only  high  ranges, 
such  as  Sinai  or  Ararat,  but  an  elevated  region 
(Josh.  xi.  16);  river  ("IHt^  **  occasionally  applied 
to  the  sea  (Jon.  ii.  3;  Ps.  xxiv.  2)  and  to  canals 
fed  by  rivers  (Is.  xliv.  27).  Their  vocabulary,  how- 
ever, was  ample  for  describing  the  special  features 
of  the  lands  with  which  they  were  acquainted,  the 
terms  for  the  different  sorts  of  valleys,  mountains, 
rivers,  and  springs  being  very  numerous  and  ex- 
pressive. We  cannot  fail  to  be  struck  with  the 
adequate  ideas  of  descriptive  geography  expressed 
in  the  directions  given  to  the  spies  (Num.  xiii.  17- 
20),  and  in  the  closing  address  of  Moses  (Deut.  viii. 
7-9);  nor  less,  with  the  extreme  accuracy  and  the 
variety  of  almost  technical  terms,  with  which  the 
boundaries  of  the  various  tribes  are  described  in 
the  book  of  Joshua,  warranting  the  assumption  that 
the  Hebrews  had  acquired  the  art  of  surveying 
from  the  Egyptians  (Jahn,  i.  6,  §  104). 

(2.)  We  proceed  to  give  a  brief  sketch  of  the 
geographical  knowledge  of  the  Hebrews  down  to 
the  period  when  their  distinctive  names  and  ideas 
were  superseded  by  those  of  classical  writers.  The 
chief  source  of  information  open  to  them,  beyond 
the  cu-cle  of  their  own  experience,  wa.s  their  inter- 
course with  the  Phoenician  traders.  While  the  first 
made  them  acquainted  with  the  nations  from  the 
Tigris  to  the  African  desert,  the  second  informed 
them  of  the  coasts  of  the  Mediterranean,  the  regions 
of  the  north,  and  the  southern  districts  of  Arabia. 
From  the  Assyrians  and  liabylonians  they  gained 
some  sUght  knowledge  of  the  distant  countries  of 
India,  and  perhaps  even  China." 

Of  the  physical  objects  noticed  we  may  make  the 
following  summary,  omitting  of  course  the  details 
of  the  geography  of  Palestine:  (1.)  Seas  —  the 
Mediterranean,  which  was  termed  the  "  Great  Sea  " 
(Num.  xxxiv.  6),  the  "  Sea  of  the  Philistines  "  (Ex. 
xxiii.  31),  and  the  "  Western  Sea"  (Deut.  xi.  24); 
the  Ked  Sea,  under  the  names  of  the  "Sea  of 


«  The  geographical  que«tions  arising  out  of  the 
defwription  of  the  pirden  of  Eden  are  discugsed  In  a 
separate  article.     [Ei>£n.] 
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Suph,"  sedye  (Ex.  x.  19),  and  the  "  Egyptian  Sea  " 
(Is.  xi.  15);  the  Dead  Sea,  under  the  names  "  Salt 
Sea"  (Gen.  xiv.  3),  "Eastern  Sea"  (Joel  ii.  20), 
and  "Sea  of  the  Desert"  (Deut.  iv.  49);  and  the 
Sea  of  Chinnereth,  or  Galilee  (Num.  xxxiv.  11); 
(2. )  Rivers  —  the  Euphrates,  which  was  specifically 
"<Ae  river"  (Gen.  xxxi.  21),  or  "the  great  river" 
(Deut.  i.  7);  the  Nile,  which  was  named  either 
Yor  (Gen.  xli.  1),  or  Sihor  (Josh.  xiii.  3);  the" 
Tigris,  under  the  name  of  Hiddekel  (Dan.  x.  4); 
the  Chebar,  Chuborns,  a  tributary  to  the  Euphrates 
(Elz.  i.  3);  the  Habor,  probably  the  same,  but 
sometimes  identified  with  the  Chnborns  that  falls 
into  the  Tigris  (2  K.  xvii.  6);  the  river  of  Egypt 
(Num.  xxxiv.  5);  and  the  rivers  of  Damascus, 
Abana  (Barada),  and  Pharpar  (2  K.  v.  12).  For 
the  Gihon  and  Pison  (Gen.  ii.  11,  13),  see  Eden. 
(3.)  Mowniains —  Ararat  or  Armenia  (Gen.  viii.  4); 
Sinai  (Ex.  xix.  2);  Horeb  {¥.■%..  iii.  1);  Hor  (Num. 
XX.  22)  near  Petra;  Lebanon  (Deut.  iii.  2.5);  and 
Sephar  (Gen.  x.  30)  in  Arabia. 

The  distribution  of  the  nations  over  the  face  of 
the  earth  is  systematically  described  in  Gen.  x.,  to 
which  account  subsequent,  though  not  very  im- 
portant, additions  are  made  in  chaps,  xxv.  and 
xxxvi.,  and  in  the  prophetical  and  historical  books. 
Although  the  table  in  Gen.  x.  is  essentially  ethno- 
graphical, yet  the  geographical  element  is  also 
strongly  developed :  the  writer  had  in  his  mind's 
eye  not  only  the  descent  but  the  residence  of  the 
various  nations.  Some  of  the  names  indeed  seem 
to  be  purely  geographical  designations;  Aram,  for 
instance,  means  Idyh  laruls  ;  Canaan,  low  lands ; 
Eber,  the  land  across,  or  beyond;  Sidon,  Jishing 
station;  Madai,  central  land  ;  Tarshish,  probably 
conquered;  Mizraim,  still  more  remarkably  from 
its  dual  form,  the  ttoo  Egypts ;  Ophir,  the  rich  land. 
It  has  indeed  been  surmised  that  the  names  of  the 
three  great  divisions  of  the  family  of  Noah  are  also 
in  their  origin  geographical  terms  ;  Japhet,  the 
widely  extended  regions  of  the  north  and  west; 
Ham,  the  country  of  the  black  soil,  V^ypt ;  and 
Shem  the  inountainous  country;  the  last  is,  how- 
ever, more  than  doubtful. 

In  endeavoring  to  sketch  out  a  map  of  the  world 
as  described  in  Gen.  x.,  it  nmst  be  borne  in  mind 
that,  in  cases  where  the  names  of  the  races  have 
not  either  originated  in  or  passed  over  to  the  lands 
they  occupied,  the  locality  nmst  be  more  or  less 
doubtful.  For  the  migrations  of  the  various  triljes 
in  the  long  lapse  of  ages  led  to  the  transfer  of  the 
name  from  one  district  to  another,  so  that  even  in 
Biblical  geography  the  same  name  may  at  ditTerent 
periods  indicate  a  widely  different  locality.  Thus 
Magog  in  the  Mosaic  table  may  have  been  located 
south  of  the  Caucasus,  and  in  l':zekiers  time,  north 
of  that  range;  (Jomer  at  the  former  period  in  Cap- 
padocia,  at  the  latter  in  the  Ciiinea.  Again,  the 
terms  may  have  varied  with  the  extending  knowl- 
edge of  the  earth's  surface;  Chittim,  originally 
Cyprus,  was  afterwards  applied  to  the  more  westerly 
lands  of  Macetlonia  in  the  age  of  the  Maccal)ecs,  if 
not  even  to  Italy  in  the  prophecies  of  Daniel,  while 
Tarshish  may  without  contnvdiction  have  been  the 
sea-coast  of  Cilicia  in  the  Mosaic  table,  and  tlie 
coast  of  Spain  in  a  later  age.  Possibly  a  solution 
may  be  found  for  the  occurrence  of  more  tlian  one 
Dedan,  Sheba,  and  Hnvilah,  in  the  fact  that  these 
names  represent  districts  of  a  certain  character,  of 
which  sever.ll  might  exist  in  different  parts.  From 
the  above  remarks  it  will  appear  how  numerous  are 
the  elements  of  uncertainty  introduced  into  this 
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subject;  unanimity  of  opinion  is  almost  impossible: 
nor  need  it  cause  surprise,  if  even  in  the  present 
work  the  views  of  different  writers  are  found  at 
variance.  The  principle  on  which  the  following 
statement  has  been  compiled  is  this  —  to  assign  to 
the  Mosaic  table  the  narrowest  limits  within  which 
the  nations  have  been,  according  to  the  best 
authorities,  located,  and  then  to  trace  out,  as  far 
as  our  means  admit,  the  changes  which  those 
nations  experienced  in  Biblical  times. 

Commencing  from  the  west,  the  "  isles  of  the 
Gentiles,"  i.  e.  the  coasts  and  islands  of  the  Medi- 
terranean sea,  were  occupied  by  the  Japhetites  in 
the  following  order:  Javan,  the  lonians,  in  parts 
of  Greece  and  Asia  Minor ;  Elishah,  perhaps  the 
^■Eolians,  in  the  same  countries ;  Dodanim,  the 
Danlani,  in  lUyricum ;  Tiras  in  Thrace ;  Kittim,  at 
Citium,  in  Cyprus;  Ashkenaz  in  Phrygia;  Gomer 
in  Cappadocia,  and  Tarshish  in  Cilicia.  In  the 
north,  Tubal,  the  Tihareni,  in  Pontus;  Meshech, 
the  Moschici,  in  Colchis;  Magog,  Gogarene,  in 
northern  Armenia  ;  Togarmah  in  Armenia ;  and 
Madai  in  Media.  The  Hamites  represent  the 
southern  parts  of  the  known  world ;  Cush,  probably 
an  appellative  similar  to  the  Greek  ^'Ethiopia,  ap- 
plicable to  all  the  dark  races  of  Arabia  and  eastern 
Africa;  Mizraim  in  Egypt;  Phut  in  Libya;  Naph- 
tuhim  and  Lehabim,  on  the  coast  of  the  Mediter- 
ranean, west  of  Eg3'pt  ;  Caphtorim.  in  Egypt ; 
I'asluhim  from  the  Nile  to  the  border  of  Palestine ; 
Pathrusim  in  Egypt ;  Seba  in  Meroe ;  Sabtah,  on 
the  western  coast  of  the  straits  of  Bitb-el-mandcb  ; 
Havilah,  more  to  the  south;  and  Sabtechah  in  the 
extreme  south,  where  the  SomauU  now  live;  Nim- 
rod  in  Babylonia;  Kaamah  and  Dedan  on  the 
southwestern  coast  of  the  Persian  gulf.  In  the 
central  part  of  the  world  were  the  Shemites :  Elam, 
AVi/w/i.-t,  in  Persia;  Asshur  in  Assyria;  Arphaxad, 
Arriijxichitis,  in  northern  Assyria;  Lud  in  Lydia ; 
Aram  in  Syria  and  Mesopotamia,  and  the  descend- 
ants of  Joktan  in  the  peninsula  of  Arabia. 

This  sketch  is  filled  up,  as  far  as  regards  northern 
Arabia,  by  a  subsequent  account,  in  ch.  xxv.,  of 
the  settlement  of  the  descendants  of  Abraham  by 
Keturah  and  of  Ishmael ;  the  geographical  position 
of  many  is  uncertain;  but  we  are  acquainted  with 
that  of  the  Midianites  among  the  sons  of  Abraham, 
and  of  Nebaioth,  Nabatoea;  Kedar,  Kedrei  (Plin. 
v.  12);  Dumah,  Dumnitha  (Ptol.  v.  19),  among 
the  sons  of  Ishmael.  Some  of  the  names  in  this 
passage  have  a  geographical  origin,  as  Mibsam,  a 
spice-bearing  land,  Tema,  an  ami  or  southern  land. 
Again,  in  ch.  xxxvi.  we  have  some  particulars  with 
regard  to  tiie  country  immediately  to  the  south  of 
Palestine,  where  tlie  aboriginal  Horites,  the  Trog- 
kxlytes  of  the  mountainous  districts  in  the  eastern 
part  of  Arabia  Petraea,  were  displaced  by  the 
descendants  of  Esau.  The  narrative  shows  an  inti- 
mate acquaintance  with  this  district,  as  we  have 
the  names  of  various  towns,  Dinhabah,  Bozrah, 
Avith,  Masrekah,  Kehoboth,  and  Pau,  few  of  which 
have  any  historical  importance.  The  peninsula 
of  Sinai  is  particularly  described  in  the  book  of 
Exodus. 

The  countries,  however,  to  which  historical  in- 
terest attaches  are  Mesopotamia  and  Egypt.  The 
Hereditary  connection  of  the  Hebrews  with  the 
former  of  these  districts,  and  the  importance  of  the 
dynasties  which  bore  sway  in  it,  make  it  by  far 
the  most  prominent  feature  in  the  map  of  the 
ancient  world  ;  its  designation  in  the  book  of 
Genesis  is  i'adan-aram,  or  Aram-Naharaim ;  in  the 
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north  was  Ur  of  the  Chaldees,  and  the  Haran  to 
which  Terah  migrated ;  in  the  south  was  the  plain 
of  Shinar,  and  the  seat  of  Nimrod's  capital,  Babel ; 
on  the  banks  of  the  Tigris  were  the  cities  of  Accad, 
Calneh,  Nineveh,  Calah,  and  Resen;  and  on  the 
banks  of  the  Euphrates,  Erech  and  Hehoboth  (Gen. 
X.  10-12).  Erom  the  same  district  issued  the  war- 
like expedition  headed  by  the  kings  of  Shinar, 
Ellasar,  Elam,  and  Tidal,  the  object  of  which  ap- 
parently was  to  open  the  conmiercial  route  to  the 
^Elanitic  gulf  (Gen.  xiv. ),  and  which  succeeded  in 
the  temporary  subjection  of  all  the  intervening  na- 
tions, the  Kephaim  in  Ashteroth-Karnaim  (Bashan), 
the  Zuzim  in  Ham  (betiveen  the  Amon  and  Jab- 
bok),  the  Euiim  in  Shaveh  (near  the  Amon),  and 
the  district  of  the  Amalekites  (to  the  south  of  Pal- 
estine). It  is,  in  short,  to  the  early  predominance 
of  the  eastern  dynasties  that  we  are  indebted  for 
the  few  geographical  details  which  we  possess 
regarding  those  and  the  intervening  districts.  The 
Egyptian  captivity  introduces  to  our  notice  some  of 
the  localities  in  Lower  Egypt,  namely,  the  prov'nce 
of  Goshen,  and  the  towns  Kameses  (Gen.  xlvii.  11); 
On,  HeUojyolis  (Gen.  xli.  45);  Pithom,  Patummi 
(Ex.  i.  11);  and  Migdol,  Magdolumf  (Ex.  xiv.  2). 
During  the  period  of  the  Judges  the  Hebrews 
had  no  opportunity  of  advancing  their  knowledge 
of  the- outer  world;  but  with  the  extension  of  their 
territory  under  David  and  Solomon,  and  the  com- 
mercial treaties  entered  into  by  the  latter  with  the 
Phoenicians  in  the  north  and  the  Egyptians  in  the 
south,  a  new  era  commenced.  It  is  difficult  to 
estimate  the  amount  of  information  which  the 
Hebrews  derived  from  the  Phoenicians,  inasmuch 
as  the  general  policy  of  those  enterprising  traders 
was  to  keep  other  nations  in  the  dark  as  to  the 
localities  they  visited ;  but  there  can  be  no  doubt 
that  it  was  from  them  that  the  Hebrews  learned 
the  route  to  Ophir,  by  which  the  trade  with  India 
and  South  Africa  was  carried  on,  and  that  they 
also  became  acquainted  with  the  positions  and  pro- 
ductions of  a  great  number  of  regions  comparatively 
unknown.  From  Ez.  xxvii.  we  may  form  some 
idea  of  the  extended  ideas  of  geography  which  the 
Hebrews  had  obtained  :  we  have  notice  of  the 
mineral  wealth  of  Spain,  the  dyes  of  the  ^gaean 
Sea,  the  famed  horses  of  Armenia,  the  copper-mines 
of  Colchis,  the  yams  and  embroideries  of  Assyria, 
the  cutlery  of  South  Arabia,  the  spices  and  precious 
stones  of  the  Yemen,  and  the  caravan  trade  which 
was  carried  on  with  India  through  the  entrepots 
on  the  Persian  Gulf.  As  the  prophet  does  not 
profess  to  give  a  systematical  enumeration  of  the 
places,  but  selects  some  from  each  quarter  of  the 
earth,  it  may  fairly  be  inferred  that  more  informa- 
tion was  obtained  from  that  source.  Whether  it 
was  from  thence  that  the  Hebrews  heard  of  the 
tribes  living  on  the  northern  coasts  of  the  Euxine 
—  the  Sc}'thians  (Magog),  the  (Jimmerians  (Gomer), 
and  the  Roxolani  (?),  or  perhaps  Russians  (Rosch, 
Ez.  xxxviii.  2,  Hebrew  text)  —  is  uncertain  :  the 
inroad  of  the  northern  hordes,  which  occurred  about 
Ezekiel's  time,  may  have  drawn  attention  to  that 
quarter. 

The  progress  of  information  on  the  side  of  Africa 
is  clearly  marked:  the  distinction  between  Upper 
and  Lower  Egypt  is  shown  by  the  application  of 
the  name  Pathros  to  the  former  (Ez.  xxix.  14). 
Memphis,  the  capital  of  lower  Egypt,  is  first  men- 
tioned in  Hosea  (ix.  6)  under  the  name  Moph,  and 
afterwards  frequently  as  Noph  (Is.  xix.  1.3);  Thebes. 
1  the  capital  of  Upper  Egypt,  at  a  later  period,  as 
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No-Aramon  (Nah.  iii.  8)  and  No  (Jer.  xlvi.  25); 
and  the  distant  Syene  (Ez.  xxix.  10).  Several 
other  towns  are  noticed  in  the  Delta ;  Sin,  Ptlusium 
(Ez.  XXX.  15);  I'ibeseth,  Biibriftis  (Ez.  xxx.  17); 
Zoan,  Tanig  (Is.  xix.  11) ;  Tahapanes,  or  Talipanhes, 
Daphne  (Jer.  ii.  IG);  Heliopolis,  under  the  He- 
braized fonu  15eth-shemesh  (Jer.  xliii.  13);  and, 
higher  up  the  Nile,  Hanes,  Ilerdchopolis  (Is.  xxx. 
4).  The  ix)sitiou  of  certiiin  nations  seems  to  have 
been  better  ascertained.  Cush  {^Etldopin)  was 
fixed  immediately  to  the  south  of  I'^gypt,  where 
Tirhakah  held  sway  with  Napnta  for  his  capital 
(2  K.  xix.  9);  the  Lubim  {Lihyans,  perhaps  rather 
Nubinns,  who  may  also  be  noticed  under  the  cor- 
rupted form  (Jhub,  Ez.  xxx.  5)  appear  as  allies  of 
JLgypt;  and  with  them  a  people  not  previously 
noticed,  the  Sukkiim,  the  Troylixlytts  of  the  western 
coa.st  of  the  Red  Sea  (2  Chr.  xii.  3);  tlie  Ludim 
and  I'hut  are  mentioned  in  the  same  connection 
(Ez.  xxx.  5). 

The  wars  with  the  Assyrians  and  Baljyionians, 
and  the  captivities  which  followed,  bring  us  back 
again  to  the  geography  of  the  East.  Incidental 
notice  is  taken  of  several  important  places  in  con- 
nection with  these  events  :  the  capital  of  Persia, 
Shushan,  Susa  (Dan.  viii.  2);  that  of  Media, 
Achmetha,  Ecbcttrina  (Ezr.  vi.  2);  Hena,  Ivah, 
and  Sepharvaini,  on  the  luiphrates  (2  K.  xviii.  34); 
Carchemish,  Circisium,  on  the  same  river  (Is.  x. 
9);  (iozan  and  Halah,  on  the  borders  of  Media 
(2  K .  xvii.  G ) ;  Kir,  perhaps  on  the  banks  of  the 
CjTus  (2  K.  xvi.  9).  The  names  of  Persia  (2  Chr. 
xxxvi.  20)  and  India  (Esth.  i.  1),  now  occur: 
whether  the  far-distant  China  is  noticed  at  an 
earlier  period  under  the  name  Sinim  (Is.  xlix.  12) 
admits  of  doulit. 

The  names  of  Greece  and  Italy  are  hardly  noticed 
in  Hebrew  geography:  the  earliest  notice  of  the 
former,  subsequently  to  Gen.  x.,  occurs  in  Is.  Ixvi. 
19,  under  the  name  of  Javan:  for  the  Javan  in 
Joel  iii.  6  is  probably  in  South  Araliia,  to  which 
we  must  also  refer  Ez.  xxvii.  13,  and  Zech.  ix.  13. 
In  Dan.  viii.  21,  the  term  definitely  applies  to 
Greece,  whereas  in  Is.  Ixvi.  it  is  indefinitely  used 
for  the  (ireek  settlements.  If  Italy  is  described  at 
all,  it  is  under  the  name  Chittim  (Dan.  xi.  30). 

In  the  Maccabaean  era  the  classical  names  came 
into  connnoii  use:  Crete,  Sparta,  Delos,  Sicyon, 
Caria,  Cilicia,  and  other  familiar  names,  are  noticed 
(1  Mace.  X.  67,  xi.  14,  xv.  23);  Asia,  in  a  re- 
stricted sense,  as  =:the  Syrian  empire  (1  Mace.  viii. 
G);  Hispania  and  Rome  (1  Mace.  viii.  1-3).  Hence- 
forward the  geography  of  the  Bible,  as  far  as  foreign 
lands  are  concerned,  is  absorbed  in  the  wider  field 
of  classical  geograi)hy.  It  is  liardly  necessary  to 
add  that  the  use  of  classical  designations  in  our 
Authorized  \'ersion  is  in  many  instances  a  depart- 
ure from  the  Hebrew  text:  for  instance,  Mfiojx)^ 
tnmid  stands  for  Aram-Naharaim  (Gen.  xxiv.  10); 
A:thiopiii  for  Cush  (2  K.  xix.  9);  the  ChaUlmins 
for  Chasdim  (Job  i.  17);  Gnecia  for  Javan  (Dan. 
viii.  21)  ;  I'ljypt  for  Mizraim  (Gen.  xiii.  10); 
Armenia  for  Ararat  (2  K.  xix.  37);  Assyi-ia  for 
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Asshur  (Gen.  ii.  14);  Idunuea  for  Edom  (Is.  xxxiv. 
5),  and  Syria  for  Aram.  Arabia,  it  may  be 
observed,  does  occur  as  an  original  Hebrew  name 
in  the  later  books  (Is.  xxi.  13),  but  probably  in  a 
restricted  sense  as  applicable  to  a  single  tribe. 

W.  L.  B. 

EARTHENWARE.     [Pottery.] 

EARTHQUAKE  {W'S'l  [a  trembling]).- 
I'krthquakes,  more  or  less  violent,  are  of  frequent 
occurrence  in  Palestine,  as  might  be  expected  from 
the  numerous  traces  of  vol(^nic  agency  visible  iu 
the  features  of  that  country.  The  recorded  in- 
stances, however,  are  but  few ;  the  most  remarkable 
occurred  in  the  reign  of  Uzziah  (Am.  i.  1 ;  Zech. 
xiv.  6),  which  Josephus  (Ant.  ix.  10,  §  4)  connected 
with  the  sacrilege  and  consequent  punisluuent  of 
that  monarch  (2  Chr.  xxvi.  16  ft'.).  Prom  Zech. 
xiv.  4  we  are  led  to  infer  that  a  great  convulsion 
took  place  at  this  time  in  the  Mount  of  Ohves,  the 
mountain  being  spUt  so  as  to  leave  a  valley  be- 
tween its  summits.  Josephus  records  something 
of  the  sort,  but  his  account  is  by  no  means  clear, 
for  his  words  (toO  opovs  awoppayrjvai  rb  ij^uttru 
rod  Kara  r^v  Suffif)  can  hardly  mean  the  wigtern 
half  of  (he  mountain,  as  Whiston  seems  to  think, 
but  the  half  of  the  icestern  mmtntain,  i.  e.,  of  the 
Mount  of  Evil  Counsel,  though  it  is  not  clear  why 
this  height  particularly  should  be  termed  the 
icestern  mountain.  We  cannot  but  think  that  the 
two  accounts  have  the  same  foundation,  and  that 
the  Momit  of  Ohves  was  really  affected  by  the 
earthquake.     Hitzig   (Comm.  in   Zech.)  suggests 

that  the  name  iT^HtTD,  ^'^  corriiption,"  may  have 

originated  at  this  time,  the  rolling  down  of  the 
side  of  the  hill,  as  described  by  Josephus,  entithng 
it  to  be  descril>ed  as  the  destroyiny  mountain,  in 
the  sense  in  which  the  term  occurs  in  Jer.  Ii.  25. 
An  earthquake  occurred  at  the  time  of  oin-  Saviour's 
crucifixion  (Matt,  xxvii.  51-54),  which  may  be 
deemed  mii-aculous  ratiier  from  the  conjunction  of 
circumstances  than  from  the  nature  of  the  phenom- 
enon itself,  for  it  is  described  in  the  usual  terms 
(^  yi)  eVeiVdjj).  Josephus  {Ant.  xv.  5,  §  2)  records 
a  very  violent  earthquake,  that  occurrecl  n.  c.  31, 
in  which  10,000  jjeople  perished."  I^irtlKjuakes 
are  not  unfrequently  accompanied  by  fissures  of  the 
earth's  surface;  instances  of  this  are  recorded  in 
connection  with  the  destruction  of  Korali  and  his 
company  (Num.  xvi.  32;  cf.  Joseph.  Ant.  iv.  3, 
§  3),  and  at  the  time  of  our  Ixjrd's  dejttii  (Matt. 
xxvii.  51);  the  former  may  be  paralleled  by  a 
similar  occurrence  at  Oppido  in  Calabria  A.  I). 
1783,  where  the  earth  opened  to  the  extent  of  500, 
and  a  depth  of  nwre  than  200  feet;  and  again  by 
the  sinking  of  the  bed  of  the  Tagus  at  IJslion,  in 
which  the  quay  was  swallowed  up  (Pfaff,  Schiip- 
funysf/esch.  p.  116).  These  depressions  are  some- 
times on  a  very  large  scale;  the  subsidence  of  the 
valley  of  Siddim  at  the  southern  extremity  of  the 
Dead  Sea  may  be  attributed  to  an  e;irthquake; 
similar  depressions  have  occurred  in  many  districts. 


a  *  For  a  tragic  account  of  the  great  earthquake  in 
1837,  which  wiui  so  destructive  in  Galilee,  espeoially 
in  the  loss  of  life  at  Tiberias  and  Siife't,  see  Ilobiusoii's 
Bibl  lira.  iii.  .321  ff..  and  Thomson's  Jyand  aii'l  Baok, 
i.  428-433.  On  the  general  subject  of  the  freiiuenry 
of  earthquakes  in  the  East,  we  have  copious  informa- 
tion in  Dr.  I'usey's  Minor  Prophfts  (Am.  i.  1).  See 
alio  Bob    Pkyn.   (Jeogf    p.  234  ff.     It  Vs  remarkable 


that  though  the  figurative  allusions  to  earthquake* 
are  so  numerous  in  the  Bible,  we  rend  of  but  two 
instances  mentioned  as  occurring  in  Palestine,  namely, 
that  in  the  days  of  Uzziah  (Am.  i.  1  and  Zech.  xiv.  6) 
and  the  one  in  connection  witli  the  Saviour's  death. 
Earthquakes  are  not  uncommon  in  the  Arabian  penin- 
sula (comp.  Ex.  xix.  18  and  1  K.  xix.  11).  H. 
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the  most  remarkable  being  the  submersion  and 
subsequent  re-elevation  of  the  temple  of  Serapis  at 
Puteoli.  The  frequency  of  e;irthquakes  about  the 
Dead  Sea  is  testified  in  the  name  Bela  (Gen.  xiv. 
2;  conip.  Jerome  ad  Js.  xv.)-  Darkness  is  fre- 
quently a  concomitant  of  earthquake.  [Dahr- 
NESS.J  The  awe,  which  an  earthquake  never  fails 
to  inspire,  "  conveying  the  idea  of  some  universal 
and  unlimited  danger"  (Humboldt's  Kosmos,  i. 
212),  rendered  it  a  fitting  token  of  the  presence  of 
Jehovah  (1  K.  xix.  11);  hence  it  is  frequently 
noticed  in  connection  with  his  appearance  (Judg. 
V.  4 ;  2  Sam.  xxii.  8 ;  Ps.  Ixxvii.  18,  xcvii.  4,  civ. 
32;  Am.  vui.  8;  Hab.  iu.  10).  \V.  L.  B. 

EAST  (D^f^.:  ^nVp).  The  Hebrew  terms 
descriptive  of  the  enst  differ  in  idea,  and,  to  a  cer- 
tain extent,  in  application;  (1)  kedem  projjerly 
means  that  which  is  bvfure  or  in  front  of  a,  person, 
and  was  applied  to  the  east  from  the  custom  of 
turning  iu  that  direction  when  describing  the 
points  of  the  compass,  be/ore,  behind,  the  liyht  and 
the  left,  representing  respectively  E.,  VV.,  S.,  and 
N.  (Job  xxiii.  8,  9);  (2)  mizrdcli  means  the  place 
of  the  sun's  rising,  and  strictly  answers  to  the 
Greek  avaroK-fi  and  the  Latin  oriens ;  sometimes 

the  fiUl  expression  B7XZ)tt7"n"^TD  is  used  (Judg. 
xi.  18;  Is.  xli.  25),  and  sometimes  kedem  and 
mizrach  are  used  together  (e.  y.  Ex.  xxvii.  13; 
Josh.  xix.  12),  which  is  after  all  not  so  tautologous 
as  it  appeal's  to  be  in  our  translation  "  on  the  east 
side  eastward."  I3earing  in  mind  this  etymological 
distinction,  it  is  natural  that  kedem  should  be  used 
when  the  four  quarters  of  the  world  are  described 
(as  in  Gen.  xiii.  14,  xxviii.  14;  Job  xxiii.  8,  9; 
Ez.  xlvii.  18  ft".),  and  mizrach  when  the  east  is 
only  distinguished  from  the  west  (Josh.  xi.  3 ;  Ps. 
1.  1,  ciii.  12,  cxiii.  3 ;  Zech.  viii.  7),  or  from 
some  other  one  quarter  (Dan.  viii.  9,  xi.  44;  Am. 
sni.  12) ;  exceptions  to  this  usage  occur  in  Ps.  cvii. 
3,  and  Is.  xliii.  5,  each,  however,  admitting  of 
explanation.  Again,  kedem  is  used  in  a  strictly 
geographical  sense  to  describe  a  spot  or  country 
immediately  before  another  in  an  easterly  direction ; 
hence  it  occurs  in  such  passages  as  Gen.  ii.  8,  iii. 
24,  xi.  2,  xiii.  11,  xxv.  6 ;  and  hence  the  subsequent 
application  of  the  term,  as  a  proper  name  (Gen. 
xxv.  6,  eastward,  unto  the  land  of  Kedem),  to  the 
lands  lying  immediately  e.astward  of  Palestine, 
namely,  Arabia,  JMesoiwtamia,  and  Babylonia 
[Bene-keuejiJ;  on  the  other  hand  mizrach  is 
used  of  the/«j'  east  with  a  less  definite  signification 
(Is.  xli.  2,  25,  xliii.  5,  xlvi.  11).  In  describhig 
asjJtct  or  direction  the  terms  are  used  indifterently 
(compare  kedem  in  I^v.  i.  16  and  Josh.  vii.  2  with 
mizrach  in  2  Chr.  v.  12,  and  1  Chr.  v.  10).  The 
east  seems  to  have  been  regarded  as  symbolical  of 
distance  (Is.  xlvi.  11),  as  the  land  stretched  out  in 
these  directions  without  any  known  limit.  In  Is. 
ii.  G  it  appears  as  the  seat  of  witchery  and  similar 
arts  (comp.  Job  xv.  2);  the  correct  text  may,  how- 
ever, be  QDf^Q,  which  gives  a  better  sense  (Gesen. 
Thesaur.  p.  '1193).  In  the  LXX.  d»/oToAai  is 
used  both  for  kedem  and  mizrach.  It  should  be 
observed  that  the  expression  is,  with  but  few  ex- 
ceptions (Dan.  viii.  9;  Kev.  xxi.  13;  comp.  vii.  2, 
xvi.  12,  from  which  it  would  seem  to  have  been  St. 


«  *  Steitz  indeed  (in  Herzog\<:  Real-Encyk.  a.  T. 
Pascha)  has  supposed  that  such  a  separation  existed, 
and  that  the  event  commemorated  throughout  the  first 
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■John's  usage  to  insert  fiKiov),  avaroXai  (Matt, 
ii.  1,  viii.  11,  xxiv.  27;  Luke  xiii.  2:J),  and  not 
avuToK-f],  It  is  hardly  possible  that  St.  Mattliew 
would  use  the  two  terms  indifferently  in  succeeding 
verses  (ii.  1,  2),  particukily  as  he  adds  the  article 
to  avaroK-fi,  which  is  invariably  absent  in  other 
cases  (cf.  Kev.  xxi.  13).  He  seems  to  imply  a 
definiteness  in  the  locality  —  that  it  was  the  country 

called  Qljf?.)  o*"  avaroKit  (comp.  the  modern 
Anatolia)  as  distinct  from  the  quarter  or  point  of 
the  compass  (afaroXai)  in  which  it  lay.  In  con- 
firmation of  this  it  may  be  noticed  that  in  the  only 
passage  where  the  article  is  prefixed  to  kedem  (Gen. 
X.  30),  the  term  is  used  for  a  definite  and  restricted 
locality,  namely,  Southern  Arabia.        W.  L.  B. 

EASTER  {wdcrxa-  pascha).  The  occuiTence 
of  this  word  in  the  A.  V.  of  Acts  xii.  4  —  "  Intend- 
ing after  liaster  to  bring  him  forth  to  the  people  " 
—  is  chiefly  noticeable  as  an  example  of  the  want 
of  consistency  in  the  translators.  In  the  earlier 
English  versions  Easter  had  been  frequently  used  as 
the  translation  of  ircurxo-  At  the  last  revision 
Passover  was  substituted  in  all  passages  but  this. 
It  would  seem  from  this,  and  from  the  use  of  such 
words  as  "robbers  of  churches"  (Acts  xix.  37), 
"  town-clerk  "  (xix.  35),  "  Serjeants  "  (xvi.  35), 
"deputy"  (xiii.  7,  &c.),  as  if  the  Acts  of  the 
Apostles  had  fallen  into  the  hands  of  a  translator 
who  act«d  on  the  principle  of  choosing,  not  the 
most  correct,  but  the  most  familiar  equivalents. 
(Comp.  Trench,  On  the  Authorized  Version  of  the 
N.  T.  p.  21  [2d  ed.  p.  49].)  For  all  that  regards 
the  nature  and  celebration  of  the  Feast  thus  trans- 
lated, see  Passovkk.  E.  H.  P. 

*  In  Christian  antiquity  the  joyful  remembrance 
of  our  Lord's  resurrection  was  intimately  associated, 
as  it  has  ever  since  been,  with  the  mournful  recol- 
lection of  his  death.  The  allusions  in  the  New 
Testament  are  not  indeed  so  distinct  (cf.  1  Cor.  v. 
7)  that  any  positive  evidence  can  be  drawn  from 
them ;  yet  the  resurrection  of  Christ  was  so  con- 
nected m  the  teaching  of  the  Apostles  with  his 
death  (e.  g.  Kom.  \i.  9;  1  Cor.  xv.  20,  &c.)  that 
it  is  difficult  to  conceive  in  the  early  churches  of 
an  annual  festival  to  commemorate  the  latter  apart 
from  all  reference  to  the  former."  As  the  two 
events  however  took  place  on  different  days,  and  as 
they  called  up  in  the  mind  different  sides  of  Christ's 
work  upon  earth,  and  along  with  these  dirt'erent 
sets  of  thoughts  and  emotions,  it  became  easy  to 
observe  them  in  close  connection  with  each  other, 
and  yet  with  a  marked  separation  between  them. 
Such  an  arrangement  probably  was  recognized 
under  Anicetus  at  Home  (a.  d.  170)  by  the  keep- 
ing of  Friday  in  commemoration  of  the  death,  and 
of  the  following  Lord's  day  as  the  anniversary  of 
the  resurrection,  although  the  decree  to  this  effect 
ascribed  to  him  cannot  be  considered  genuine.  (Cf. 
Suicer,  Thes.  s.  v.  ira<rxo,  H-  625.)  Towards  the 
close  of  the  second  century,  the  notices  of  directions 
for  the  obsen-ance  of  the  "  Passover"  or  the  "  Lord's 
Resurrection "  only  on  the  Lord's  day  become 
very  numerous  in  the  western  church.  The  two 
names  seem  to  be  used  indifferently  in  the  admoni- 
tions of  bishops  and  the  determinations  of  councils ; 
but  in  either  case  it  is  spoken  of  as  a  joj-ful  festival 
and  the  termination  of  the  preceding  solemn  fast. 

three  centuries  was  only  the  death  of  Christ ;  but  the 
notices  of  antiquity  do  not  seem  to  support  this  con- 
clusion. F.  G. 
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(See  the  citations  in  Suicer,  ubi  svpra.)  In  the 
Eastern  Church,  when  the  fast  was  terminated  and 
the  festival  kept  on  the  day  of  the  Jewish  Passover, 
it  does  not  so  clearly  appear  how  the  distinction 
was  drawn  between  the  two  events ;  but  that  both 
were  in  remembrance  cannot  be  doubted  in  view 
of  the  fact  that  there  were  no  recriminations  upon 
this  point  in  the  sharp  and  bitter  controversy  be- 
tween the  l^ast  and  the  West  as  to  the  proper  time 
of  celebration. 

This  controversy  was  at  first  conducted  in  a 
kindly  and  fraternal  spirit.  Polycarp  \isited  Rome 
(a.  d.  164)  for  the  express  purjjose,  among  other 
objects,  of  bringing  about  an  agreement.  He  was 
unsuccessful,  but  separated  from  Anicetus  in  peace 
and  in  full  communion.  The  same  spirit  animated 
the  successors  of  Anicetus  down  to  the  time  of 
Victor  I.  who  excommunicated  the  "  quarto-deci- 
mans  "  and  threw  into  the  controversy  that  element 
of  bitterness  from  which  it  was  never  after  wholly 
free.  'The  council  of  Aries  (a.  v>.  314)  finally 
decided  the  dispute,  now  so  prolonged  and  so  acri- 
monious, in  favor  of  the  Western  practice,  and  this 
decision  was  reaffirmed  at  Nice.  The  decision 
however,  seems  hardly  to  have  been  received  in  the 
more  distant  pails  of  the  empire,  as  is  evidenced 
by  the  famous  conferences  between  St.  Augustine 
and  the  Anglican  Christians  at  the  close  of  the 
sixth  century.  The  decision  of  Nice  required  the 
festival  to  be  celebrated  on  the  Lord's  day  following 
the  full  moon  next  succeeding  the  Vernal  Equinox. 
This  still  left  the  question  open  as  to  what  should 
be  done  when  that  full  moon  itself  fell  on  a  Sunday ; 
and  here  again  the  I'Ast  and  W^est  divided,  the 
former  in  such  case  following  their  old  custom  and 
celebrating  on  the  same  day  with  the  Jews,  while 
the  latter  deferred  their  festival  to  the  following 
lx)rd's  day.  This  controversy  likewise  travelled  to 
England  and  was  then  settled  in  favor  of  the 
Western  practice  at  the  council  of  Whitby  (a.  u. 
664)  after  a  sharp  dispute  between  Ailbert  of  Paris 
and  C'olman  Bp.  of  Northumbina. 

Such  controversies,  perhaps  all  the  more  from 
the  earnestness  with  which  they  were  conducted, 
testify  to  the  importance  attached  to  this  festival 
from  the  earliest  antiquity.  Had  there  ever  been 
any  disposition  among  Christians  to  forget  the 
annual  return  of  the  time  of  the  Redeemer's  suf- 
fering and  resurrection,  the  recurrence  of  the  Jewish 
Passover  must  have  been  a  sufficient  reminder,  and 
when  the  Christian  Church  had  outgrown  such 
influence,  the  obsen-ance  of  the  festival  had  become 
fixed.  Its  early  name  continued  to  be  "  the  Pass- 
over," as  at  once  continuing  the  Jewish  festival, 
and  in  itself  deei)ly  significant.  Substantially  the 
same  name  is  still  preserved  throughout  a  large 
part  of  Christendom.  The  English  name  of  Easter 
and  the  German  Oslern  have  direct  reference  rather 
to  the  season  of  the  year,  the  Spring,  at  which  the 
festival  occurs,  than  to  its  suiyect  matter;  while 
yet  that  season  itself  has  always  been  considered 
as  suggestive  of  the  resurrection.  Indeed  the 
names  themselves  are  supposed  to  be  derived  from 
the  old  word  osier,  osten,  =  rising,  "  because  nature 
arises  anew  in  spring."'  There  was  a  Teutonic 
goddess  Ostera,  whose  festival  was  celebrated  early 
in  the  Spring  by  the  Saxons,  and  the  occurrence 
of  the  Easter  festival  at  the  same  season  made  it 
easier  for  them  to  give  up  their  heathen  feast,  and 
perhaps  led  to  their  attiicliing  thereto  a  name  to 
which  they  were  already  accustomed.  F.  G. 
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*  EAST  SEA,  THE,  Ezek.  xlvii.  18 :  Joei 
ii.  20;  Zech.  xiv.  8,  marg.     [Sea,  The  Salt.] 

EAST  WIND.     [Winds.] 

*  EATING,  CUSTOMS  RELATING 
TO.     [Food;  Meals;  Washikg.] 

E'BAL  (^'y'V  [stone]  :  TaifiriX,  To<i3^A 
[Vat.  ra</37jA] ;  Alex.  rao^riA  in  1  Chr. :  A'b(il)._ 
1.  One  of  the  sons  of  Shobal  the  son  of  Seir  (Gen. 
xxxvi.  2?>;  1  Chr.  i.  40). 

2.  (Om.  in  Vat.  MS.;  Alex.  Tffitay;  [Comp. 
'H/3V)A :]  flebal. )  Obal  the  son  of  Joktan  (1  Chr. 
i.  22;  comp.  Gen.  x.  28).  Eleven  of  Kennicott's 
MSS.  [with  the  Syriac  and  Arabic  versions]  read 

byW  in  1  Chr.  as  in  Gen. 

E'BAL,  MOUNT  {^^^'S  IH  [nuMnt  of 
stone]  :  upas  Tot/SoA ;  Joseph.  TtfiaKos  ■  Mont 
Htbal),  a  mount  in  the  promised  land,  on  which,  3 
according  to  the  command  of  Moses,  the  Israelites  9 
were,  after  their  entrance  on  the  promised  land,  to  " 
"  put "  the  curse  which  should  fall  upon  them  ii 
they  disobeyed  the  commandments  of  Jehovah. 
The  blessing  consequent  on  obedience  was  to  be 
similarly  localized  on  Mount  (ierizim  (Deut.  xi. 
26-29).  This  was  to  be  accomplished  by  a  cere- 
monial in  which  half  the  tribes  stootl  on  the  one 
mount  and  half  on  the  other;  those  on  Gerizim 
responding  to  and  affirming  blessings,  those  on 
Ebal  curses,  as  pronounced  by  the  Levites,  who 
remained  with  the  ark  in  the  centre  of  the  inten'al 
(comp.  Deut.  xxvii.  11-26  with  Josh.  viii.  30-35, 
with  Joseph.  Ant.  iv.  8,  §  44,  and  with  the  com- 
ments of  the  Talnmd  (Sola,  vii.  §  5),  quoted  in 
Herxheimer's  Pentateuch).  But  notwithstanding 
the  ban  thus  apparently  laid  on  Ebal,  it  was  further 
appointed  to  be  the  site  of  the  first  great  altar  to 
be  erected  to  Jehovah ;  an  altar  of  large  unhewn 
stones  plastered  with  lime  and  inscribed  with  the 
words  of  the  law  (Deut.  xxvii.  2-8).  On  this  altar 
peace-oflerings  were  to  be  offered,  and  round  it  a 
sacrificial  feast  was  to  take  place,  with  other  rejoic- 
ings (ver.  6,  7).  Scholars  disagree  as  to  whether 
there  were  to  be  two  erections  —  a  kind  of  cromlech 
and  an  altar  —  or  an  altar  only,  with  the  law 
inscribed  on  its  stones.  The  latter  was  the  view 
of  Josephus  (Ant.  iv.  8,  §  44,  v.  1,  §  19),  the 
former  is  unhesitatingly  adopted  by  the  latest  com- 
mentator (Keil,  on  Josh.  viii.  32).  The  words 
themselves  may  perhaps  bear  either  sense. 

The  terms  of  Moses'  injunction  seem  to  infer 
that  no  dekiy  was  to  take  place  in  carrying  out  this 
symbolical  trajisaction.  It  was  to  be  "  on  the  day  " 
that  Jordan  was  crossed  (xxvii.  2),  before  they 
"  went  in  unto  the  land  flowing  with  milk  ajid 
honey"  (ver.  3).  And  accordingly  Joshua  ajipears 
to  have  seized  the  earliest  practicable  moment,  after 
the  pressing  afl^airs  of  the  siege  of  Jericho,  the  ex- 
ecution of  Achan,  and  the  destruction  of  Ai  had 
been  despatched,  to  carry  out  the  command  (Josh. 
viii.  30-35).  After  this  Ebal  appears  no  more  in 
the  sacred  story. 

The  question  now  arises,  where  were  Ebal  and 
Gerizim  situated  ?  The  all  but  unanimous  reply 
to  this  is,  that  they  are  the  mounts  which  form  the 
sides  of  the  fertile  valley  in  which  lies  NabliJs,  the 
ancient  Stieoiiem  —  Ebal  on  the  north  and  Ger- 
izim on  the  south. 

(1.)  It  is  plain  from  the  passages  already  quoted 
that  they  were  situated  near  together,  with  a  valley 
between. 
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(2.)  Gierizim  was  very  near  Shechem  (Judg.  ix. 
7),  and  in  Joseph us's  time  their  names  appear  to 
have  been  attached  to  the  mounts,  which  were  then, 
as  now,  Ebal  on  the  north  and  Gerizim  on  the 
south.  Since  that  they  have  been  mentioned  by 
Benjamin  of  Tudela  (Asher,  i.  GG),  and  Sir  John 
Mamideville,  and  among  modem  travellers  by 
MaundreU  (Mod.  Trav.  p.  432). 

The  main  impediment  to  our  entire  reception  of 
this  view  rests  in  the  terras  of  the  first  mention  of 
the  place  by  Moses  in  Deut.  xi.  30:  A.  V.  "Are 
they  not  on  the  other  side  of  Jordan,  by  the  way 
where  the  sun  goeth  down  in  the  land  of  the  Ca- 
naanites,  which  dwell  in  the  champaign  over  against 
Gilgal,  beside  the  plains  of  Moreh?"  Here  the 
mention  of  Gilgal,  which  was  in  the  valley  of  the 
Jordan  near  Jericho,  of  the  valley  itself  {Arabah, 
mistranslated  here  only,  "  champaign  "),  and  of  the 
Canaanites  who  dwelt  there,  and  also  the  other 
terms  of  the  injunction  of  Moses,  as  already  noticed, 
seem  to  imply  that  Ebal  and  Gerizim  were  in  the 
immediate  neighlwrhood  of  Jericho.  And  this  is 
strengthened  by  the  narrative  of  Joshua,  who  ap- 
pears to  have  carried  out  the  prescribed  ceremonial 
on  the  mounts  while  his  camp  was  at  Gilgal  (comp. 
vii.  2,  ix.  G),  and  before  he  had  (at  least  before  any 
account  of  his  having)  made  his  way  so  far  into 
the  interior  of  the  country  as  Shechem. 

This  is  the  view  taken  by  Eusebius  ( Onomnsticon^ 
TefiaX)-  He  does  not  quote  the  passage  in  Dent., 
but  seems  to  be  led  to  his  opinion  rather  by  the 
difficulty  of  the  mountains  at  Shechem  being  too 
far  apart  to  admit  of  the  blessings  and  cursings 
being  heard,  and  also  by  his  desire  to  contradict 
the  Samaritans;  add  to  this  that  he  speaks  from 
no  personal  knowledge,  but  simply  from  hearsay 
(AeyeToi),  as  to  the  existence  of  two  such  hills  in 
the  Jordan  valley.  The  notice  of  P2usebius  is 
merely  translated  by  Jerome,  with  a  shade  more  of 
animosity  to  the  Samaritans  (vehemenier  errant), 
and  expression  of  difficulty  as  to  the  distance,  but 
without  any  additional  information.  Procopius 
and  Epiphanius  also  followed  Eusebius,  but  their 
mistakes  have  been  disposed  of  by  Keland  {Pal.  pp. 
503,  504;  J/wce//.  pp.  129-133). 

With  regard  to  the  passage  in  Deut.,  it  will  per- 
haps assume  a  different  aspect  on  examination. 
(1.)  Moses  is  represented  as  speaking  from  the  east 
side  of  the  Jordan,  before  anything  was  known  of 
the  country  on  the  west,  beyond  the  exaggerated 
reports  of  the  spies,  and  when  everything  there  was 
wrapped  in  mystery,  and  localities  and  distances 
had  not  assumed  their  due  proportions.  (2.)  A 
closer  rendering  of  the  verse  is  as  follows :  "  Are 
they  not  on  the  other  side  the  Jordan,  beyond  — 

V'!5nM,  the  word  rendered  "the  backside  of  the 

desert,"  in  Ex.  iii.  1)  —  the  way  of  the  sunset,  in 
the  land  of  the  Canaanite  who  dweUs  in  the  Ar- 
abah over  against  Gilgal,  near  the  terebinths  of 
Moreh."  If  this  rendering  is  correct,  a  great  part 
of  the  difficulty  has  disappeared.  Gilgal  no  longer 
marks  the  site  of  Ebal  and  (Jerizim,  but  of  the 
dwelling  of  the  Canaanites,  who  were,  it  is  true, 
the  first  to  encounter  the  Israelites  on  the  other 
side  the  river,  in  their  native  lowlands,  but  who, 
we  have  it  actually  on  record,  were  both  in  the  time 
|f  Abraham  (Gen.  xii.  6)  and  of  the  conquest 
{Josh.  xvii.  18)  located  about  Shechem.  The  word 
now  rendered  "  beyond  "  is  not  represented  at  all 
in  the  A.  V.,  and  it  certainly  throws  the  locality 
much  further  back ;  and  lastly  there  is  the  striking 
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1  ndmark  of  the  trees  of  Moreh,  which  were  stand- 
ing by  Shechem  when  Abraham  first  entered  the 
land,  and  whose  name  probably  survived  in  Mor- 
thia,  or  Mamortha,  a  name  of  Shechem  found  on 
coins  of  the  Koman  period  (Keland,  Minctll.  pp. 
137,  139). 

In  accordance  with  this  is  the  addition  in  the 
Samaritan  Pentateuch,  after  the  words  '•  the  tere- 
binths of  Moreh,"  at  the  end  of  Deut.  jd.  30,  of 
the  words  "  over  against  Shechem."  This  addition 
is  the  more  credible  because  there  is  not,  as  in  the 
case  noticed  afterwards,  any  apparent  motive  for  it. 
If  this  interpretation  be  accepted,  the  next  verse 
(31)  gains  a  fresh  force:  ^^For  ye  shall  pass  over 
Jordan  [not  only  to  meet  the  Canaanites  imme- 
diately on  the  other  side,  but]  to  go  in  to  possess 
the  land  [the  whole  of  the  country,  even  the  heart 
of  it,  where  these  mounts  are  situated  (glancing 
back  to  ver.  29)],  the  land  which  Jehovah  your 
God  giveth  you ;  and  ye  shall  possess  it,  and  dwell 
therein."  And  it  may  also  be  asked  whether  the 
significance  of  the  whole  solemn  ceremonial  of  the 
blessing  and  cursing  is  not  missed  if  we  understand 
it  as  taking  place  directly  a  footing  had  been  ob- 
tained on  the  outskirts  of  the  country,  and  not  as 
acted  in  the  heart  of  the  conquered  land,  in  its 
most  prominent  natural  position,  and  close  to  its 
oldest  city  —  Shechem. 

This  is  evidently  the  view  taken  by  Josephus. 
His  statement  {Ant.  v.  1,  §  19)  is  that  it  took  place 
after  the  subjugation  of  the  country  and  the  estab- 
Ushment  of  the  Tabernacle  at  Shiloh.  He  has  no 
misgivings  as  to  the  situation  of  the  mountains. 
They  were  at  Shechem  {4v\  ^tKif^aiv),  and  from 
thence,  after  the  ceremony,  the  people  returned  to 
Shiloh. 

The  narrative  of  Joshua  is  more  puzzling.  But 
even  with  regard  to  this  something  may  be  said. 
It  will  be  at  once  perceived  that  the  book  contains 
no  account  of  the  conquest  of  the  centre  of  the 
country,  of  those  portions  which  were  afterwards 
the  mountain  of  Ephraim,  Esdraelon,  or  Galilee. 
We  lose  Joshua  at  Gilgal,  after  the  conquest  of  the 
south,  to  find  him  again  suddenly  at  the  waters  of 
Merom  in  the  extreme  north  (x.  43,  xi.  7).  Of  his 
intermediate  proceedings  the  only  record  that  seems 
to  have  escaped  is  the  fragment  contained  in  viii. 
30-35.  Nor  should  it  be  overlooked  that  some 
doubt  is  thro^vn  on  this  fragment  by  its  omission  in 
both  the  Vat.  and  Alex.  MSS.  of  the  LXX. 

The  distance  of  Ebal  and  Gerizim  from  each 
other  is  not  such  a  stumbling-block  to  us  as  it  was 
to  Eusebius;  though  it  is  difficult  to  understand 
how  he  and  Jerome  should  have  been  ignorant  of 
the  distance  to  which  the  voice  will  travel  in  the 
clear,  elastic  atmosphere  of  the  East.  Prof.  Stanley 
has  given  some  instances  of  this  {S.  &  P.  p.  13); 
others  equally  remarkable  were  observed  by  the 
WTiter;  and  he  has  been  informed  by  a  gentleman 
long  resident  in  the  neighborhood  that  a  voice  can 
be  heard  without  difficulty  across  the  valley  separ- 
ating the  two  spots  in  question  (see  also  Bonar,  p. 
371). 

It  is  well  known  that  one  of  the  most  serious 
variations  between  the  Hebrew  text  of  the  Penta- 
teuch and  the  Samaritan  text,  is  in  reference  t« 
Ebal  and  Gerizim.  In  Deut.  xxvii.  4,  the  Samar- 
itan has  Gerizim,  while  the  Hebrew  (as  in  A.  V. ) 
has  Ebal,  as  the  mount  on  which  the  altar  to  Je- 
hovah and  the  inscription  of  the  law  were  to  be 
erected.  Upon  this  basis  they  ground  the  sanctity 
of  Gerizim  and  the  authenticity  of  the  temple  and 
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holy  place,  which  did  exist  and  still  exist  there.  | 
The  arguments  upon  this  ditficult  and  heirless 
question  will  lie  found  in  Kennicott  (IHsseii.  2), 
and  in  tiie  reply  of  Vei-schuir  (Leovard.  1775; 
quoted  by  Gesenius,  f/e  Pe7it.  Sam.  p.  (!1).  Two 
points  may  merely  be  glanced  at  here  which  have 
apparently  escaped  notice.  (1.)  Koth  agree  that 
Ebal  was  the  mount  on  which  the  cursings  were  to 
rest,  Gerizim  that  for  the  blessings.  It  appears  in- 
consistent, that  Ebal,  the  mount  of  cursing,  should 
be  the  site  of  the  altar  and  the  record  of  the  law, 
while  Gerizim,  the  mount  of  blessing,  should  re- 
main unoccupied  by  sanctuary  of  any  kind.  (2.) 
Taking  into  account  the  known  predilection  of 
Orientals  for  ancient  sites  on  which  to  fix  their 
sanctuaries,  it  is  more  easy  to  believe  (in  the  al)- 
sence  of  any  evidence  to  the  contrary)  that  in 
building  their  temple  on  Gerizim,  the  Samaritans 
were  making  use  of  a  spot  already  enjoying  a 
reputation  for  sanctity,  than  that  they  built  on  a 
place  upon  which  the  curse  was  laid  in  the  records 
which  they  received  equally  with  the  .lews.  Thus 
the  very  fact  of  the  occupation  of  Gerizim  by  the 
Samaritans  would  seem  an  argument  for  its  original 
sanctity. 

Ebal  is  rarely  ascended  by  travellers,  and  we  are 
therefore  in  ignorance  as  to  how  far  the  question 
may  be  afti-cted  by  remains  of  ancient  buildings 
thereon.  That  such  remains  do  exist  is  certain, 
even  from  the  very  meagre  accounts  pulilished  (Bart- 
lett,  Walkg  alxmt  Jenisniem,  App.  2.51,  2.52;  and 
NaiTative  of  Kev.  J.  Mills  in  Trans.  Pal.  Archaeol. 
Asmic.  1855),  while  the  mountain  is  evidently  of 
such  extent  as  to  warrant  the  belief  that  there  is  a 
gi-eat  deal  still  to  discover.  [See  also  ^Mills's  Three 
Months''  litsidtnce  at  Nablus  (Lond.  1864).] 

The  report  of  the  old  travellers  was  that  Ebal 
was  more  barren  than  (ierizim  (see  Henjamin  of 
Tudela,  &c.),  but  this  opinion  prol>ably  arose  from 
a  belief  in  the  effects  of  the  curse  mentioned  above. 
At  any  rate,  it  is  not  borne  out  by  the  latest  ac- 
counts, according  to  which  there  is  little  or  no  per- 
ceptible difference.  Itoth  mountains  are  terraced, 
and  Ebal  is  "  occupied  from  bottom  to  top  by 
beautiful  gardens  "  (Mills;  see  also  Port«r,  Havd- 
book,  p.  332).  The  slopes  of  I'^bal  towards  the 
valley  apjwar  to  be  steeper  than  those  of  Gerizim 
(Wilson,  Lands,  ii.  45,  71).  It  is  also  the  higher 
mountain  of  the  two.  There  is  some  uncertainty 
about  the  measurements,  but  the  following  are  the 
results  of  the  latest  observations  (Van  de  Velde, 
Memoir,  p.  178). 

NahlUs  above  sea,    1672  ft. 

Gerizim     do.  2600  u     .    .    above  Nablds,  928  ft. 

Ebal  do.  about  2700  "     .   .  do.  1028  <■ 

According  to  Wilson  {LaiuJs,  ii.  71,  —  but  see 
Kob.  ii.  277,  280,  note)  it  is  sufficiently  high  to 
shut  out  Hermon  from  the  highest  point  of  Ger- 
izim. The  structure  of  (Jerizim  is  nummulitic 
limestone  with  occasional  outcrops  of  igneous  rock 
(Poole,  in  (leogr.  Jmim.  xxvi.  56),  and  that  of 
Ebal  is  proljably  similar.  At  its  base  above  the 
valley  of  Nablus  are  numerous  caves  and  sepulchral 
excavations.  The  modem  name  of  l^Iial  is  Sitti 
Salamiyfih,  from  a  Mohammedan  female  saint, 
whose  tomb  is  standing  on  the  eastern  part  of  the 
•idge,  a  little  before  the  highest  point  is  reached 
(Wilson,  ii.  71,  not«).  By  others,  however,  it  is 
reported  to  be  called  ' Imdd-ed-Deen,  "  the  pillar  of 
the  religion  "  (Stanley,  p.  238,  note).  The  tomb 
of  aaother  saint  called  Amad  is  also  shown  (Ritter, 
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p.  641),  with  whom  the  latter  name  may  have  some 
connection.  On  the  southeast  shoulder  is  a  ruined 
site  bearing  the  name  of  'Askar  (Kob.  iii.  132). 
[Sychah.]  G. 

E'BED.     1.  (15??  =  "slave;"    but    many 

MSS.,  and  the  Syr.  and  Arab,  versions,  have  "^33?, 
Eiuck:  'Ioj^^A;  Alex.  Aj3e5;  [exc.  ver.  35,  2o- 
jSer:]  Ebed  [V]  and  Obtd),  father  of  Gaal,  who 
with  his  brethren  assisted  the  men  of  Shechem  in 
their  revolt  against  Abimelech  (Judg.  ix.  26,  28, 
30,  31,  35). 

2.  (15?? :  'n/3i^e  ;  Alex,  a^-r^v ;  [Comp. 
'n.8'^5 :]  Abed),  son  of  Jonathan ;  one  of  the  Bene- 
Adin  [sons  of  Adin]  who  returned  from  Babylon 
with  Ezra  {Vja.  viii.  6).  In  1  Esdras  the  name  is 
given  Obeth. 

It  would  add  greatly  to  the  force  of  many  pas- 
sages in  the  O.  T.  if  the  word  "  slave  "  or  "  bond- 
man "  were  appropriated  to  the  Ilelirew  term  Ebed, 
while  "  servant,"  "  attendant,"  or  "  minister,"  were 
used  to  translate  Na'ar,  Mesharet,  &c.  In  the 
addres.ses  of  subjects  to  a  ruler,  the  oriental  char- 
acter of  the  transaction  would  come  home  to  us  at 
once  if  we  read  "  what  saith  my  lord  to  his  slave  " 
—  the  very  form  still  in  use  in  the  East,  and  fa- 
miliar to  us  all  in  the  Arabian  Niijhts  and  other 
oriental  works  —  instead  of  "his  servant."      G. 

E'BED-ME'LECH  (irb^-T???  [see  be- 
low] :  'APSffif\€x  '•  Abdemelech ),  an  yEthiopian 
eunuch  in  the  service  of  king  Zedekiali.  through 
whose  interference  Jeremiah  was  released  from  pris- 
on, and  who  was  on  that  account  preserved  from 
harm  at  the  taking  of  Jerusalem  ( Jer.  xxxviii.  7  ff., 
xxxix.  15  ff.).  His  name  seems  to  be  an  official 
title  =  king's  slave,  i.  e.  minister. 

*  Out  of  the  hints  in  Jer.  xxxviii.  7-13  (very 
imperfectly  unfolded  in  the  A.  V.)  Stanley  draws 
the  following  scene:  "  Ebed-melech  found  the  king 
sitting  in  the  great  northern  entrance  of  the  Temple, 
and  obtained  a  revocation  of  the  order  [by  which 
Jeremiah  had  been  put  into  the  dungeon];  and 
then,  under  the  protection  of  a  strong  guard,  pro- 
ceeded with  a  detailetl  care,  which  the  prophet  seems 
gratefully  to  record,  to  throw  down  a  mass  of  soft 
rags  from  the  royal  wardrobe  to  ease  the  rough 
rofjes  with  which  he  drew  him  out  of  the  well." 
{Lectures  on  the  Jewish  Church,  ii.  603.)  The 
Ethiopian's  escape  amid  the  disasters  which  fell  on 
the  nation  (as  the  prophet  foretold)  is  recorded  as 
exemplifying  the  truth  that  those  who  put  their 
trust  in  God  shall  be  saved  (Jer.  .xxxix.  18).    H. 

EB'EN-E'ZER  ("IT.??"  P^i  '*«  »'<>"«  "f 
help:  ' A$f vtCfp;  [Vat.  1  Sam.  v.  1,  A0fvvvp', 
Alex.  iv.  1,  V.  1,  APfvvfCep:]  Joseph.  Kidu^  'CX"" 
p6s'-  l"J>is  ndjutorii),  a  stone  set  up  by  Samuel 
after  a  signal  defeat  of  the  Philistines,  as  a  memo- 
rial of  the  "help"  received  on  the  occasion  from 
Jehovah  (1  Sam.  vii.  12).  "He  called  the  name 
of  it  Eben-ezer,  saying,   '  hitherto  hath   Jehovah 

helped  us'  "  {azdmnii,  '12'^JS).  Its  position  is 
carefully  defined  as  l)etween  Mizpkh  —  "the  wafch- 
tower,"  one  of  the  conspicuous  eminences  a  few 
miles  north  of  Jerusalem  —  and  Siif.n,  "the 
tooth  "  or  "  crag."     Neither  of  tliese  points,  how- 


a  For  a  peculiarity  In  the  Hebrew  name  in  iv.  1. 
—  the  definite  article  to  both  word»,  — see  EwalJ, 
Aws/ilhrl.  Lehib.  §  290  d. 
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ever,  have  been  identified  with  any  certainty  —  the 
latter  not  at  all."  According  to  Josephus's  record 
of  the  transaction  (Ant.  vi.  2,  2),  the  stone  was 
erected  to  mark  the  limit  of  the  victory,  a  s[)ot 
which  he  calls  Korraia,  but  in  the  Hebrew  Beth- 
CAE.  It  is  remarkable  that  of  the  occurrences  of 
the  name  Eben-ezer,  two  (I  Sam.  iv.  1,  v.  1)  are 
found  in  the  order  of  the  narrative  before  the  pla<;e 
received  its  title.  Hut  this  would  not  unnaturally 
happen  in  a  record  written  after  the  event,  espe- 
cially in  the  case  of  a  spot  so  noted  as  Eben-ezer 
must  have  been.  G. 

*  Though  Eben-ezer  is  mentioned  twice  before 
Samuel's  victory  (see  above),  it  was  on  the  same 
occasion,  namely,  when  the  Hebrews  fought  at  that 
place  with  the  Philistines.  Kiietschi  suggests  (Her- 
zog's  Real-Encyk.  iii.  618)  that  possibly  there  may 
have  been  a  village  Eben-ezer,  near  which  Samuel's 
"stone,"  taking  the  same  name,  was  afterwards  set 
up.  But  there  is  no  difficulty  in  supposing  a  case 
of  prolepsis.     [See  ITan.]  H. 

E'BER  ("13^  [beymd]:  "Efiep,  'E/Sep:  He- 
ber  [in  Num.  xxiv.  24,  'E^pa7oi,  Vulg.  Ilebraei]). 
1.  Son  of  Salah,  and  gr&at-grandson  of  Shem  (Gen. 
X.  24,  [xi.  14-17;]  1  Chr.  i.  19).  For  confusion 
between  Eber  and  Heber  see  Hkbeu;  and  for  the 
factitious  importance  attached  to  this  patriarch,  and 
based  upon  (Jen.  x.  21,  Num.  xxiv.  24,  see  He- 
brew. T.  E.  B. 

2.  ("15^  :  'n/STjS;  [Ald-'E^ep:]  Heber).  Son 
of  Elpaal  and  descendant  of  Shaharaim  of  the 
tribe  of  Benjamin  (1  Chr.  viii.  12).  He  was  one 
of  the  founders  of  Ono  and  Lod  with  their  sur- 
rounding villages. 

3.  ('A;865;  [Vat.  Alex,  omit.])  A  priest,  who 
represented  the  family  of  Amok,  in  the  days  of  Joi- 
akim  the  son  of  Jeshua  (Neh.  xii.  20). 

W.  A.  W. 

EBFASAPH  (^DpS:  'Afiiacrdcp  and  [1 
Chr.  vi.  23,]  'A0i<r(ict>]\l'  Chr.  vi.  23,  Vat.  Afii- 
adap;  vi.  37,  A^iaaap,  2.  m.  -aap;  Alex.i  vi.  23, 
A^KTap,  2.  m.  A0iaffa(f>:}  Abiasaph),  a  Kohath- 
ite  Levit€  of  the  family  of  Korah,  one  of  the  fore- 
fathers of  the  prophet  Samuel  and  of  Heman  the 
singer  (1  Chr.  vi.  23,  37).  The  same  man  is  prob- 
ai)ly  intended  in  ix.  19.  Tlie  name  appears  also  to 
be  identical  [as  a  contracted  form]  with  Abiasaph 
(which  see),  and  in  one  passage  (1  Chr.  xxvi.  1) 
to  be  abbreviated  to  Asaph. 

EBONY  (D'^35n>  hobniin :  koI  toIj  elaayo- 
/leVois;*  i^evovs,  Symm. :  (dentes)  hebeninos) 
occurs  only  in  Ez.  xxvii.  15,  as  one  of  the  valuable 
commodities  imported  into  Tyre  by  the  men  of 
Dedan.  [Dedan.]  It  is  mentioned  together  with 
"  horns  of  ivory,"  and  it  may  hence  be  reasonably 
conjectured  that  ivory  and  ebony  came  from  the 
same  country.  The  best  kind  of  ebony  is  yielded 
by  the  Biospyros  ebenum,  a  tree  which  grows  in 
Ceylon  and  Southern  India;  but  there  are  many 
trees  of  the  natural  order  Ebenacece  which  produce 
this  material.  Ebony  is  also  yielded  by  trees  be- 
longing to  different  natural  families  in  other  parts 
of  the  world,  as  in  Africa.  The  ancients  held  the 
black  heart-wood  in  high  esteem.  Herodotus  (iii. 
97)  mentions  ebony  {<pa.\ayyas  i^ivov)  as  one  of 
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"  *  Shen-was  probably  not  so  much  the  name  of  a 
place,  as  a  solitary  "  tooth  "  or  crag  which  served  as 
»  landmark.  H. 

41 


the  precious  substances  presented  by  the  i)eople  of 
Ethiopia  ia  the  king  of  Persia.  Dioscorides  (i.  130) 
speaks  of  two  kinds  of  ebony,  an  Indian  and  an 
Ethiopian;  he  gives  the  preference  to  the  latter 
kind.  It  is  not  known  what  tree  yielded  the  Ethi- 
opian ebony.  Royle  says,  "  No  Abyssinian  ebony  is 
at  present  imported.  This,  however,  is  more  likely 
to  he  owing  to  the  different  routes  which  commerce 
has  taken,  but  which  is  again  returning  to  its  an 
cient  chaimeLs,  than  to  the  want  of  elwny  in  ancient 
Ethiopia."     There  can  be  little  doubt  that  the  tree 


Diospyros  Kbenum. 

which  yielded  Ethiopian  ebony  is  distinct  from  the 
Dk>s/)y)-us  ebenum,  and  probably  belongs  to  another 
genus  alto<i;ether.  Virgil  {Georg.  ii.  116)  says  that 
"  India  alone  produces  the  black  ebony;  "  and  The- 
ophrastas  {Hist.  Plant,  iv.  4,  §  6)  asserts  that 
"ebony  is  peculiar  to  Indi£>."  The  Greek  word 
e^evos,  the  Latin  ebenus,  our  "ebony,"  have  all 
doubtless  their  origin  in  the  Hebrew  hobnim,  a 
term  which  denotes  "wood  as  hard  as  stone"  (comp.. 
the  German  Steinholz,  "fossil-wood;"  see  Gese- 
nius,  Thes.  s.  v.,  and  Fiirst,  Heb.  Concord.).  It  is 
probable  that  the  plural  form  of  this  noun  is  used' 
to  express  the  billets  into  which  the  ebony  was  cut 
previous  to  exportation,  like  our  "log-wood." 
There  is  every  reason  for  believing  that  the  ebony 
afforded  by  the  Diospyros  ebenum  was  imported 
from  India  or  Ceylon  by  Phoenician  traders ;  though 
it  is  equally  probable  that  the  Tyrian  merchants 
were  supphed  with  ebony  from  trees  which  grew  in 
Ethiopia.  See  full  discussions  on  the  ebony  of  the 
ancients  in  Bochart,  Hieroz.  ii.  714,  and  Salmasius, 
Plin.  Exerdtat.  p.  735  c;  comp.  also  Koyle  in 
Kitto's  Cycl..,  art.  Hobmm.  According  to  Sir  E. 
Tennent  (Ceylon,  i.  116)  the  following  trees  yield, 
ebony:  Diospyros  ebenum,  D.  reticulata,  D.  eben- 
aster,  and  D.  hirsuPi.  The  wood  of  the  first- 
named  tree,  which  is  abmidant  throughout  all  the 
flat  country  to  the  west  of  Trincomalee,  "  excels  all 
others  in  the  evenness  and  intensity  of  its  color. 
The  centre  of  the  trunk  is  the  only  portion  which 
furnishes  the  extremely  black  part  which  is  the 
ebony  of  commerce ;  but  the  trees  are  of  such  mag- 
nitude that  reduced  logs  of  two  feet  in  diameter. 


6  For  the  Hebrew  word  used  by  the  LXX.,  see 
BosenmiUler'g  Schol.  ad  Ez.  xxvii.  16. 
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and  varying  from  10  to  15  feet  in  length,  can  be 
readily  procured  from  the  forests  at  Trincomalee'' 
(Ceytow,  1.  c).  W.  H. 

EBRO'NAH.     [Abronah.] 

ECA'NUS,  one  of  the  five  swift  scribes  who 
attended  on  Esdras  (2  Esdr.  xiv.  24). 

ECBAT'ANA  (WnQHS  :  'Afxaed,  'EKpi- 
rava'  Ecbatana).  It  is  doubtful  whether  the 
name  of  this  place  is  really  contained  in  the  He- 
brew Scriptures.     Many  of  the  best  commentators 

understand  the  expression  SjnttnS5j  in  Ezra  vi. 
2,  differently,  and  translate  it  in  area,  "  in  a  cof- 
fer "  (see  Buxtorf  and  others,  and  so  our  English 
Bible,  in  the  mart/in).  The  LXX.,  however,  give 
(y  ir6\(i,  "  in  a  city,"  or  (in  some  MSS.  [e.  </. 
Alex.])  iv  'Afj.ada  iv  ir6\ft  [Comp.  Aid.  4y  'Aytto- 
Oa  jrdAei])  which  favors  the  ordinary  interpretation. 
If  a  city  is  meant,  there  is  little  doubt  of  one  of 
the  two  Ecbatanas  being  intended,  for  except  these 
towns  there  was  no  place  in  the  province  of  the 

Medes  "which  contained  a  palace"  (m^2l),  or 
v^here  records  are  likely  to  have  been  deposited. 
The  name  ^ AchmMa,  too,  which  at  first  sight 
seems  somewhat  remote  from  Ecbatana,  wants  but 
one  letter  of  Ilagmrdaua,  which  was  the  native 
appellation.  In  the  apocryphal  books  Ecbatana  is 
frequently  mentioned  (Tob.  iii.  7,  xiv.  12,  14 ;  Jud. 
i.  1,  2;  2  Mace.  ix.  3,  &c.);  and  uniformly  with 
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the  lat«r  and  less  correct  spelling  of  "ZK^iTava, 
instead  of  the  earlier  and  more  accurate  form,  used 
by  Herodotus,  iEschylus,  and  Ctesias,  of  '  Kyfiir- 
ava. 

Two  cities  of  the  name  of  Ecbatana  seem  to 
have  existed  in  ancient  times,  one  the  capital' of 
Northern  Media,  the  Media  Atropaten^  of  Strabo; 
the  other  the  metropoUs  of  the  larger  and  more 
important  province  known  as  Media  Magna  <8ee 
Sir  H.  RawUnson's  paper  on  the  Atropatenian  Ec- 
batana, in  the  10th  volume  of  the  Journal  of  the 
Geoyraphical  Society,  art.  ii.).  The  site  of  the 
former  appears  to  be  marked  by  the  very  curious 
ruins  at  Tiikht-i-Sule'iman  (lat.  36°  28',  loner.  470 
9');  while  that  of  the  latter  is  occupied  by  Hama- 
dan,  which  is  one  of  the  most  important  cities  of 
modem  Persia.  There  is  generally  some  difficulty 
in  determining,  when  Ecbatana  is  mentioned, 
whether  the  northern  or  the  southern  metropolis 
is  intended.  Few  writers  are  aware  of  the  exist- 
ence of  the  two  cities,  and  they  lie  sufficiently  near 
to  one  another  for  geographical  notices  in  most 
cases  to  suit  either  site.  The  northern  city  wag 
the  "  seven-walled  town  "  described  by  Herodotus,™ 
and  declared  by  him  to  have  been  the  capital  c/tm 
CjTiis  (Herod,  i.  98,  99,  Ib-i ;  comp.  Mos.  Choren*! 
ii.  84);  and  it  was  thus  most  probably  there  that 
the  roll  was  found  which  proved  to  Darius  that 
Cyrus  had  really  made  a  decree  allowing  the  Jefw 
to  rebuild  their  Temple. 


7      too  soo  300  ftyr* 


'^fo  ziti** 


Plan  of  Ecbatana. 
Explanation. 

1.  Remains  of  a  Kire-Temple.  5.  Cemetery. 

2.  Ruined  Mosque.  6.  Ridge  of  Rock  called  "  the  Dragon.'' 

3.  Ancient  buildings  with  shafts  and  capitals.  7.  Hill  called  '^  Tawilah,"  or  "  the  Stable.' 

4.  Ruins  of  the  I'alaoe  of  Abakai  Khan.  8.  Ruins  of  Kalisiah. 

9.  Rocky  hill  of  Zlndani-Sole.'man. 


A'arious  descriptions  of  the  northern  city  have 
come  down  to  as,  but  none  of  them  is  completely 
to  be  depended  on.  That  of  the  Zendavesta  (Ven- 
didao,  Fargard  II.)  is  the  oldest,  and  the  least  ex- 
aggerated. "  .Jemshid,"  it  is  said,  "  erected  a  Var, 
or  fortress,  sufficiently  large,  and  formed  of  squared 
blocks  of  stone;  he  assembletl  in  the  place  a  vast 
population  and  stocked  the  surrounding  country 
with  cattle  for  their  use.  He  caused  the  water  of 
the  great  fortress  to  flow  forth  abundantly.  And 
within  the  var,  or  fortress,  he  erecte<l  a  lofty  palace, 
encompassed  with  walls,  and  laid  it  out  in  many 
separate  divisions,  and  there  was  no  place,  either  in 
front  or  rear,  to  conim.ind  and  overawe  the  foi^- 


tress."  Herodotus,  who  ascribes  the  foundation  of 
the  city  to  his  king  I)eTocea,  says :  "  Tlie  Mede» 
were  obedient  to  Deioces,  and  built  the  city  now 
called  Agbatana,  the  walls  of  which  are  of  great 
size  and  strength,  rising  in  circles,  one  within  thf 
other.  The  plan  of  the  place  is  that  each  of  the 
walls  should  out-top  the  one  beyond  it  Ity  the  Mt- 
tlements.  The  nature  of  the  ground,  which  is  a 
gentle  hill,  favors  this  arrjuigement  in  some  degree, 
but  it  was  mainly  effected  by  art.  The  number  of 
the  circles  is  seven,  the  royal  palace  and  the  treas- 
uries standing  within  the  last.  The  circuit  of  the 
outer  wall  is  nearly  the  same  with  that  of  Athens- 
Of  this  outer  wall  the  battlemente  are  white,  of  tiie 
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next  black,  of  the  third  scarlet,  of  the  fourth  blue, 
of  the  fifth  orange :  all  these  are  colored  with  pauit. 
The  two  last  have  their  battlements  coated  respect- 
ively with  silver  and  gold.  All  these  fortifications 
Deloces  caused  to  be  raised  for  himself  and  his  own 
palace.  The  people  were  required  to  build  their 
dwellings  outside  the  circuit  of  the  walls  "  (Herod, 
i.  98,  99).  Finally,  the  book  of  Judith,  probably 
the  work  of  an  Alexandrian  Jew,  professes  to  give 
a  number  of  details,  which  appear  to  be  drawn 
chiefly  from  the  imagination  of  the  writer  (Jud.  i. 
2-4). 

The  peculiar  feature  of  the  site  of  Takht-i-Sulei- 
111  m,  which  it  is  proposed  to  identify  with  the 
northern  I'xibatana,  is  a  conical  hill  rising  to  the 
height  of  about  150  feet  above  the  plain,  and 
covered  both  on  its  top  and  sides  witli  massive 
ruins  of  the  most  antique  and  primitive  character. 
A  perfect  enceinte,  formed  of  large  blocks  of 
squared  stone,  may  be  traced  round  the  entire  hill 
along  its  brow;  within,  there  is  an  oval  enclosure 
about  800  yards  in  its  greatest  and  400  in  its  least 
diameter,  strewn  with  ruins,  which  cluster  round  a 
remarkable  lake.  This  is  an  irregular  basin,  about 
.300  p.Tces  in  circuit,  filled  with  water  exquisitely 
clear  and  pleasant  to  the  taste,  which  is  supplied  in 
some  unknown  way  from  below,  and  which  stands 
uniformly  at  the  s  ime  level,  whatever  the  quantity 
taken  from  it  for  irrigating  the  lands  which  lie  at 
the  foot  of  the  hill.  This  hill  itself  is  not  per- 
fectly isolated,  though  it  appears  so  to  those  who 
approach  it  by  the  ordinary  route.  On  three  sides 
—  the  south,  the  weat,  and  the  north  —  the  accliv- 
ity is  steep  and  the  height  above  the  plain  uniform, 
but  on  the  east  it  abuts  upon  a  hilly  tract  of 
ground,  and  here  it  is  but  slightly  elevated  above 
the  adjacent  country.  It  cannot  therefore  have 
ever  answered  exactly  to  the  description  of  Herod- 
otus, as  the  eastern  side  could  not  anyhow  admit 
of  seven  walls  of  circumvallation.  It  is  doubted 
whether  even  the  other  sides  were  thus  defended. 
Although  Ihe  flanks  on  these  sides  are  covered  with 
ruins,  "  no  traces  remain  of  any  wall  but  the 
upper  one"  {As.  Journ.  x.  52).  Still,  as  tlie  na- 
ture of  the  ground  on  three  sides  would  allow  this 
style  of  defense,  and  as  the  account  in  Herodotus 
is  confirmed  by  the  Armenian  historian,  writing 
clearly  without  knowledge  of  the  earlier  author,  it 
seems  best  to  suppose,  that  in  the  peaceful  times  of 
the  Persian  empire  it  was  thought  sufficient  to  pre- 
serve the  upper  enceinte,  while  the  others  were 
allowed  to  fall  into  decay,  and  ultimately  were 
superseded  by  domestic  buildings.  With  regard 
to  the  coloring  of  the  walls,  or  rather  of  the  bat- 
tlements, which  has  been  considered  to  mark  es- 
pecially the  fabulous  character  of  Herodotus'  de- 
scription, recent  discoveries  show  that  sucli  a  mode 
of  ornamentation  was  actually  in  use  at  the  period 
in  question  in  a  neighboring  country.  The  temple  of 
the  Seven  Spheres  at  Borsippa  was  adorned  almost 
exactly  in  the  manner  which  Herodotus  assigns  to 
the  Median  capital  [Babel.  Tower  of]:  and  it 
does  not  seem  at  all  improbable  that,  with  the 
object  of  placing  the  city  under  the  protection  of 
the  Seven  Planets,  the  seven  walls  may  have  been 
colored  nearly  as  described.  Herodotus  has  a  little 
deranged  the  order  of  the  hues,  which  should  have 
been  either  black,  orange,  scarlet,  gold,  white,  blue, 
I  silver,  —  as  at  the  Borsippa  temple,  —  or  black, 
white,  orange,  blue,  scarlet,  silver,  gold  —  if  the 
order  of  the  days  dedicated  to  the  planets  were  fol- 
•owed.     Even  the  use  of  silver  and  gold  in  exter- 
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nal  ornamentation  —  which  seems  at  first  sight 
highly  improbable  —  is  found  to  have  prevailed. 
Silver  roofs  were  met  with  by  the  Greeks  at  the 
southern  I'xbatana  (Polyb.  x.  27,  §§  10-12);  and 
there  is  reason  to  believe  that  at  Borsippa  the  gold 
and  silver  stages  of  the  temple  were  actually  coated 
with  those  metals. 

The  northern  IScbatana  continued  to  be  an  im- 
portant place  down  to  the  13th  century  after  Christ. 
By  the  Greeks  and  Uonians  it  appears  to  have  been 
known  as  (Jaza,  Gazaca,  or  Canzaca,  "the  treas- 
ure city,"  on  account  of  the  wealth  laid  up  in  it; 
while  by  the  Orientals  it  was  termed  Shiz.  Its 
decay  is  referable  to  the  ilogul  conquests,  ab.  A.  u. 
120;) ;  and  its  final  ruin  is  supposed  to  date  from 
about  the  loth  or  16th  century  (As.  Soc.  Journ. 
vol.  X.  part  i.  p.  49). 

In  the  2d  book  of  Maecabees  (ix.  3,  &c.)  the 
licbatana  mentioned  is  undoubtedly  the  southern 
city,  now  represented  both  in  name  and  site  by 
Ilainadm.  This  place,  situated  on  the  northern 
flank  of  the  great  mountain  called  formerly  Orontes, 
and  now  Elwencl,  was  perhaps  as  ancient  as  the 
other,  and  is  far  better  known  in  history.  If  not 
the  Median  capital  of  Cyrus,  it  was  at  any  rate 
regarded  from  the  time  of  Darius  Hystaspis  as  the 
chief  city  of  t'le  Persian  satrapy  of  Media,  and  as 
such  it  became  the  summer  residence  of  the  Persian 
kings  from  U.irius  downwards.  It  was  occupied 
by  Alexander  soon  after  the  battle  of  .4.rbela  (Arr. 
Exp.  AlfX.  in.  1  ,J ),  and  at  his  decease  passed  under 
the  dominion  of  the  Seleucidae.  In  the  wars  be- 
tween his  successors  it  was  more  than  once  taken 
and  retaken,  e;ich  time  suffering  largely  at  the 
hands  of  its  conquerors  (Polyb.  x.  27  >.  It  was 
afterwards  recognized  as  the  metropolis  of  their 
empire  by  the  Parthians  (Oros.  vi.  4).  During  the 
Arabian  period,  from  the  rise  of  Baghdad  on  the 
one  hand  and  of  Isfalian  on  the  other,  it  sank  into 
comparative  insignificance;  but  sf^U  it  has  never 
descended  below  the  rank  of  a  provincial  capital, 
and  even  in  the  present  depressed  condition  of  Per- 
sia, it  is  a  city  of  from  20,000  to  30,000  inhab- 
itants. The  Jews,  curiously  enough,  regard  it  as 
the  residence  of  Ahasuerus  (Xerxes'?)  —  which  is 
in  Scripture  declared  to  be  Susa  (Esth.  i.  2,  ii.  3, 
<fec.)  —  and  show  within  its  precincts  the  tombs  of 
Esther  and  Mordecai  (Ker  Porter,  vol.  ii.  pp.  105- 
110).  It  is  not  distinguished  by  any  remarkable 
peculiarities  from  other  oriental  cities  of  the  same 
size. 

The  Ecbatana  of  the  book  of  Tobit  is  thought 
by  Sir  H.  liawlinson  to  be  the  northern  city  (see 
As.  Soc.  Journ.  x.  pt.  i.  pp.  137-141).       G.  R. 

ECCLESIASTES  (nbnp,  Kohe'leth:  'Ek- 
KArjfftacrTTjy:  Ecclesinstes).  I.  Title.  —  The  title 
of  this  book  is  taken  from  the  name  by  which  the 
son  of  David,  or  the  writer  who  personates  him, 
speaks   of  himself  throughout   it.     The  apparent 

anomaly  of  the  feminine  termination  jH .  indi- 
cates that  the  abstract  noun  has  been  transferred 
from  the  office  to  the  person  holding  it  (Gesen.  s.  v.), 
and  has  thus  become  capable  of  use  as  a  masculine 
proper  name,  a  change  of  meaning  of  which  we 
find  other  instances  in  Sophei-tlh  (Neh.  vii.  57), 
Pochertlh  (Ezr.  ii.  57);  and  hence,  with  the  single 
exception  of  Eccl.  vii.  27,  the  noun,  notwithstand- 
ing its  form,  is  used  throughout  in  the  masculine. 
Ewald,  however   (Poet.   Biich.  Iv.    183),   connects 

the  feminine  termination  with  the  noun  n^On 
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(wisdom),  understood,  and  supjwses  a  poetio  license 
in  tile  use  of  tlie  word  as  a  kind  of  sjnilwlic  proper 
name,  appealing  to  I'rov.  xxx.  1,  xxxi.  1,  as  ex- 
amples of  a  like  usage.     As  connected  with  the 

root  ^np5  "  to  call  together,"  and  with   vHp, 

'•  assembly,"  the  word  has  been  applied  to  one  who 
siteaks  publicly  in  an  assembly,  and  there  is,  to  say 
tue  least,  a  tolerable  agreement  in  favor  of  this 
interpretation.  Thus  we  have  the  comment  of  the 
Midrash,  stating  that  the  writer  thus  designates 
himself,  "  because  his  words  were  spoken  in  the 
assembly  "  (quoted  in  Preston's  Ecdtslastes,  note 
ou  i.  1);  the  rendering  "E,KK\y\aia(TTiis  by  the 
LXX. ;  the  adoption  of  this  title  by  Jerome  {PrceJ'. 
in  Keel.),  as  meaning  "  qui  cretum,  /.  e.  ecelesiam 
congregat  quern  nos  nuncupare  possumus  Con- 
cionatorem;"  the  use  of  "I'rediger"  by  Luther, 
of  "  Preacher "  in  the  Authorized  Version.     On 

the  other  hand,  taking  vHp  in  the  sense  of  col- 
lecting  things,  not  of  summoning  persons,  and  led 
perhaps  by  his  inability  to  see  in  the  book  itself 
any  greater  unity  of  design  than  in  the  chapters 
of  Proverbs,  Grotius  (in  Kecks,  i.  1)  has  suggested 
'Xuvadpoiariis  (compiler)  as  a  better  equivalent. 
In  this  he  has  been  followed  by  Herder  and  Jahn, 
and  Mendelssohn  has  adopted  the  same  rendering 
(notes  on  i.  1,  and  vii.  '2~,  in  Preston),  seeing  in 
it  the  statement  partly  that  the  writer  had  com- 
piled the  sayings  of  wise  men  who  had  gone  before 
him,  partly  that  he  was,  by  an  inductive  process, 
gathering  truths  from  the  facts  of  a  wide  expe- 
rience. 

II.  Canonicity.  —  In  the  Jewish  division  of  the 
l)ooks  of  the  Old  Testament,  I'xclesiastes  ranks  as 
one  of  the  five  Megilloth  or  lioUs  [BiuleJ,  and  its 
jwsition,  as  having  canonical  authority,  appears  to 
have  been  recognized  by  the  Jews  from  the  time 
in  which  the  idea  of  a  canon  first  presented  itself. 
We  find  it  in  all  the  Jewish  catalogues  of  the 
sacred  books,  and  from  them  it  has  been  received 
universally  by  the  Christian  (Jhurch.  Some  sin- 
gular passages  in  the  Talmud  indicate,  however, 
that  the  recognition  was  not  altogether  unhesita- 
ting, and  that  it  was  at  least  questioned  how  far 
the  lxx)k  was  one  which  it  was  expedient  to  place 
among  the  Scriptures  that  were  read  publicly. 
Thus  we  find  the  statements  (Mishna,  Sliabbas, 
c.  x.,  quot«d  by  Mendelssohn  in  Preston,  p.  74; 
Midrash,  fol.  114  a;  Preston,  p.  13)  that  "the 
wise  men  sought  to  secrete  tiie  book  Kohelet/i,  be- 
cause they  found  in  it  words  tending  to  heresy," 
ar\d  "  words  contradictory  to  each  other;  "  that  the 
reason  they  did  not  secrete  it  was  "  because  its 
i>eginning  and  end  were  consistent  with  the  law; " 
that  when  they  examined  it  more  carefully  they 
cime  to  the  conclusion,  "  We  have  looked  closely 
into  the  l)ook  Kolielelli,  and  discovered  a  meaning 
in  it."  Tlie  chief  interest  of  such  passages  is  of 
course  connected  with  the  inquiry  into  the  plan  and 
teiiching  of  the  book,  but  they  are  of  some  impor- 
tance also  as  indicating  that  it  must  have  com- 
mended itself  to  the  teachers  of  an  earlier  genera- 
tion, either  on  account  of  the  external  authority  by 
which  it  was  sanctioned,  or  because  they  had  a 
clearer  insight  into  its  meaning,  and  were  less 
startled  by  its  apparent  difficulties.  Traces  of  this 
controversy  are  to  \>e  found  in  a  singular  discussion 
between  the  schools  of  Shammai  and  Hillcl,  turning 
on  the  question  wliether  the  book  Koluleth  were 
inspired,  and  in  the  comments  on  that  (juestion  by 
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R.  Ob.  de  Bartenora  and  Maimonides  (Surenhus. 
iv.  349). 

III.  Authoi-  and  Date.  —  The  questions  of  the 
authorship  and  the  date  of  this  book  are  so  closely 
connected  that  they  must  be  treated  of  together, 
and  it  is  obviously  impossible  to  discuss  the  jwints 
which  they  involve  without  touching  also  on  an 
inquiry  into  the  relation  in  which  it  stands  to 
Hebrew  literature  generally. 

The  hypothesis  which  is  natuiuUy  suggested  by 
the  account  that  the  writer  gives  of  himself  in  ch. 
i.  and  ii.  is  that  it  was  written  by  the  only  "  son 
of  David"  (i.  1),  who  was  "king  over  Isi-ael  in 
Jerusalem"  (i.  12).  According  to  this  notion  we 
have  in  it  what  may  well  be  called  the  Confessions 
of  King  Solomon,  the  utterance  of  a  repentance 
which  some  have  even  ventured  to  compare  with 
that  of  the  51st  Psalm.  Additional  internal  evi- 
dence has  been  found  for  this  belief  in  the  language 
of  vii.  26-28,  as  harmonizing  with  the  history  of  I 
K.  xi.  3,  and  in  an  interpretation  (somewhat  forced 
perhaps)  which  refers  iv.  13-15  to  the  murmurs  of 
the  people  against  Solomon  and  the  popularity  of 
Jeroboam  as  the  leader  of  the  people,  already  rec- 
ognized as  their  future  king  (Mendelssohn  and 
Preston  in  loc).  The  belief  that  Solomon  was 
actually  the  author  was,  it  need  hardly  be  said, 
received  generally  by  the  liabbinic  commentators 
and  the  whole  series  of  Patristic  writers.  The 
apparent  exceptions  to  this  in  the  passages  by  Tal- 
nmdic  writers  which  ascribe  it  to  Hezekiah  (Baba 
Bathra,  c.  i.  fol.  15),  or  Isaiah  (Slialsh.  ILtkkab. 
fol.  66  b,  quoted  by  Michaelis),  can  hardly  be  un- 
derstood as  implying  more  than  a  share  in  the 
work  of  editing,  like  that  claimed  for  the  "  men  of 
Hezekiah"  in  Prov.  xxv.  1.  Grotius  (Prmf,  in 
EccUs.)  was  indeed  almost  the  first  writer  who 
called  it  in  question,  and  started  a  difiTerent  hypoth- 
esis. It  can  hardly  be  said,  however,  that  this 
consensus  is  itself  decisive.  In  questions  of  this 
kind  the  later  witnesses  add  nothing  to  the  au- 
thority of  the  earlier,  whose  testimony  Hiey  simply 
repeat,  and  unless  we  had  clearer  knowledge  than 
we  have  as  to  the  sources  of  information  or  critical 
discernment  of  those  by  whom  the  belief  was 
adopted,  we  ought  not  to  look  on  their  acceptance 
of  it  as  closing  aU  controversy.  The  book  which 
bears  the  title  of  the  "  Wisdom  of  Solomon " 
asserts,  both  by  its  title  and  its  language  (vii.  1- 
21),  a  claim  to  the  same  authorship,  and,  though 
the  absence  of  a  Hebrew  original  led  to  its  exclusion 
from  the  Jewish  canon,  the  authorship  of  Solomon 
was  taken  for  granted  by  all  the  early  Christian 
writers  who  quote  it  or  refer  to  it,  till  Jerome  had 
asserted  the  authority  of  the  Hebrew  text  as  the 
standard  of  canonicity,  and  by  not  a  few  afterwards. 
It  may  seem,  however,  as  if  the  whole  question 
were  settled  for  all  who  recognize  the  inspiration 
of  Scripture  by  the  statement,  in  a  canonical  and 
inspiretl  book,  as  to  its  own  authorship.  The  bode 
purports,  it  is  said  (Preston,  Prole y.  in  Peeks,  p. 
5),  to  be  written  by  Solomon,  and  to  doubt  the 
literal  accuracy  of  this  statement  is  to  call  in  ques- 
tion the  truth  and  authority  of  Scripture.  It  ap- 
pears questionable,  however,  whether  we  ciui  admit 
an  a  priori  argument  of  this  character  to  be 
decisive.  The  h}  pothesis  that  every  such  statement 
in  a  canonical  book  must  be  received  as  literally 
true,  is,  in  fact,  an  assuniption  that  inspired  writer." 
were  debarred  from  forms  of  composition  which 
were  o|)en,  without  blame,  to  othera.  In  the  litei- 
ature  of  every  other  nation  the  form  of  personated 
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authorship,  where  there  is  no  animus  declpieii-n, 
has  been  recognized  as  a  legitimate  channel  for  the 
expression  of  opinions,  or  the  quasi-dramatic  repre- 
sentation of  character.  Why  should  we  venture 
on  the  assertion  that  if  adopted  by  the  WTiters  of 
the  Old  Testament  it  would  have  made  them  guilty 
of  a  falsehood,  iuid  been  inconsistent  with  their 
inspiration  ?  The  question  of  authorship  does  not 
involve  that  of  canonical  authority.  A  book  written 
by  Solomon  would  not  necessarily  be  inspiretl  and 
canonical.  There  is  nothing  that  need  startle  us 
in  the  thought  that  an  inspired  writer  might  use 
a  liberty  which  has  been  granted  without  hesita- 
tion to  the  teachers  of  mankind  in  every  age  and 
country. 

The  preliminary  difficulty  being  so  far  removed, 
we  can  enter  on  the  objections  which  have  been 
urged  against  the  traditional  beUef  by  Grotius  and 
later  critics,  and  the  hypotheses  which  they  have 
substituted  for  it.  In  the  absence  of  adequate 
external  testimony,  these  are  drawn  chiefly  from 
the  book  itself. 

1.  The  language  of  the  book  is  said  to  be  incon- 
sistent with  the  belief  that  it  was  written  by  Solo- 
mon. It  belongs  to  the  time  when  the  older 
Hebrew  was  becoming  largely  intermingled  with 
Aramaic  forms  and  words  (Grotius,  De  Wette, 
Ewald,  jmd  nearly  the  whole  series  of  German 
critics),  and  as  such  takes  its  place  in  the  latest 
group  of  books  of  the  Old  Testament,  along  with 
Ezra,  Nehemiah,  Daniel,  Esther:  it  is  indeed  more 
widely  different  from  the  language  of  the  older 
books  than  any  of  them  (Ewald).  The  prevalence 
of  abstract  forms  again,  characteristic  of  the  lan- 
guage of  Ecclesiastes,  is  urged  as  belonging  to  a 
later  period  than  that  of  Solomon  in  the  develop- 
ment of  Hebrew  thought  and  language.  The 
answers  given  to  these  objections  by  the  defenders 
of  the  received  belief  are  (Preston,  Eccles.  p.  7), 
(rt)  that  many  of  what  we  call  Aramaic  or  Chaldee 
forms  may  have  belonged  to  the  period  of  pure 
Hebrew,  though  they  have  not  come  douTi  to  us  in 
any  extant  writings;  and  (b)  that  so  far  as  they 
are  foreign  to  the  Hebrew  of  the  time  of  Solomon, 
he  may  have  learnt  them  from  his  "  strange  wives," 
or  from  the  men  who  came  as  ambassadors  from 
other  countries. 

2.  It  has  been  asked  whether  Solomon  would 
have  been  likely  to  speak  of  himself  as  in  i.  12,  or 
to  describe  with  bitterness  the  misery  and  wrong 
of  which  his  own  misgovernraent  had  been  the 
cause,  as  in  iii.  16,  iv.  1  (Jahn,  Einl.  ii.  p.  840). 

J  On  the  hypothesis  that  he  was  the  writer,  the  whole 
:  book  is  an  acknowledgment  of  evils  which  he  had 
,  occasioned,  while  yet  there  is  no  distinct  confession 
and  repentance.  The  question  here  raised  is,  of 
course,  worth  considering,  but  it  can  hardly  be 
,  looked  on  as  leading  in  either  direction  to  a  conclu- 
,  sion.  There  are  forms  of  satiety  and  self-reproach, 
I  of  which  this  half-sad,  half-scornful  retrospect  of  a 
',  man's  own  life  —  this  utterance  of  bitter  words  by 
,  which  he  is  condemned  out  of  his  own  mouth  —  is 
the  most  natural  expression.  Any  individual  judg- 
^  ment  on  this  point  cannot,  from  the  nature  of  the 
;  case,  be  otherwise  than  subjective,  and  ought  there- 
.  fore  to  bias  our  estimate  of  other  evidence  as  little 
•  as  possible. 

3.  It  has  been  urged  that  the  state  of  society 
.radicated  in  this  book  leads  to  the  same  conclusion 
,:«  its  language,  and  carries  us  to  a  period  after  the 
iieturn  from  the  Babylonian  Captivity,  when  the 
..ews  were  enjoying  comparative  freedom  from  inva- 
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s!on,  but  were  expc3eJ  to  the  evils  of  misgovern- 
meut  under  the  s:itraps  of  the  Persian  kuig  (Ewald, 
Putt.  Biiclter ;  Keil,  Einl.  in  ckts  A.  T.  under 
Eccles.).  The  language  is  throughout  that  of  a 
man  who  is  surrounded  by  many  forms  of  misery 
(iii.  16,  iv.  1,  V.  8,  viii.  11,  ix.  12).  There  are 
sudden  and  violent  changes,  the  servant  of  to-day 
becoming  the  ruler  of  to-morrow  (x.  5-7).  All 
this,  it  is  said,  agrees  with  the  glimpses  into  the 
condition  of  the  Jews  under  the  Persian  empire  in 
I'izra  and  Nehemiah,  and  with  what  we  know  as  to 
tlie  general  condition  of  the  provinces  under  its 
satraps.  The  indications  of  the  religious  condition 
of  the  people,  their  formidism,  aud  much-speaking 
(v.  1,  2),  their  readmess  to  evade  the  performance 
of  their  vows  by  casuistic  excuses  (v.  5),  represent 
in  like  manner  the  growth  of  evils,  the  germs  of 
which  appeared  soon  after  the  Captivity,  and  which 
we  find  in  a  fully  developed  form  in  the  prophecy 
of  Malachi.    In  addition  to  this  general  resemblance 

there  is  the  agreement  between  the  use  of  TfS /SrT 

for  the  "angel"  or  priest  of  God  (v.  6,  Ewald,  in 
loc.),  and  the  recurrence  in  Malachi  of  the  terms 

nin"'  "nWvH,  the  "angel"  or  messenger  of  the 
T     :     't  :  - '  "  o 

Lord,  as  a  synonym  for  the  priest  (Mai.  ii.  7),  the 
true  priest  being  the  great  agent  in  accomplishing 
God's  purposes.  Significant,  though  not  conclusive, 
in  either  direction,  is  the  absence  of  all  reference  to 
any  contemporaneous  prophetic  activity,  or  to  any 
Messianic  hopes.  This  might  indicate  a  time  be- 
fore such  hopes  had  become  prevalent  or  after  they 
were,  for  a  time,  extinguished.  It  might,  on  the 
other  hand,  be  the  natural  result  of  the  experience 
through  which  the  son  of  David  had  passed,  or  fitly 
take  its  place  in  the  dramatic  personation  of  such 
a  character.  The  use  throughout  the  book  of 
Elohim  instead  of  Jehovah  as  the  divine  Name, 
though  characteristic  of  the  book  as  deahng  with 
the  problems  of  the  universe  rather  than  with  the 
relations  between  the  I>ord  God  of  Israel  and  his 
people,  and  therefore  striking  as  an  idiosyncrasy, 
leaves  the  question  as  to  date  nearly  where  it  was. 
The  indications  of  rising  questions  as  to  the  end 
of  man's  life,  and  the  constitution  of*  his  nature, 
of  doubts  like  those  which  afterwards  developed 
into  Sadduceeism  (iii.  19-21),  of  a  copious  Uterature 
connected  with  those  questions,  confirm,  it  is  urged 
(Ewald),  the  hypothesis  of  the  later  date.  It  may 
be  added  too,  that  the  absence  of  any  reference  to 
such  a  work  as  this  in  the  enumeration  of  Solomon's 
writings  in  1  K.  iv.  32,  tends,  at  least,  to  the  same 
conclusion. 

In  this  case,  however,  as  in  others,  the  arguments 
of  recent  criticism  are  stronger  against  the  tradi- 
tional belief  than  in  support  of  any  rival  theory, 
and  the  advocates  of  that  belief  might  almost  be 
content  to  rest  their  case  upon  the  discordant 
hypotheses  of  their  opponents.  On  the  assumption 
that  the  book  belongs,  not  to  the  time  of  Solomon, 
but  to  the  period  subsequent  to  the  Captivity,  the 
dates  which  have  been  assigned  to  it  occupy  a  range 
of  more  than  300  j-ears.  Grotius  supposes  Zenib- 
babel  to  be  referred  to  in  xii.  11,  as  the  '•  One 
Shepherd"  (Comm.  in  Eccles.  in  loc.),  and  so  far 
agrees  with  Keil  {Einleituny  in  das  A.  7'.),  who 
fixes  it  in  the  time  of  Ezra  and  Nehemiah.  Ewidd 
and  De  Wette  conjecture  the  close  of  the  period  of 
Persian  or  the  commencement  of  that  of  Macedonian 
rule;  Bertholdt,  the  period  between  .Alexander  the 
Great  and  Antiochus  Epiphanes;  Hitzig,  circ.  20-1 
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B.  c. ;  Hartmann,  the  time  of  the  Maccabees.  On 
the  other  hand  it  must  be  remembered  in  compar- 
ing these  discordant  theories  that  the  main  iacts 
relied  upon  by  these  critics  as  fatal  to  tlie  tradi- 
tional l)elief  are  compatible  with  any  date  subse- 
quent to  the  Captivity,  while  they  are  inconsistent, 
unless  we  admit  the  explanation,  given  as  above, 
J>y  Preston,  with  the  notion  of  the  Salomonic 
authorship. 

IV.  Pkin.  —  Tlje  book  of  Ecelesiastes  comes  be- 
fore us  as  being  conspicuously,  among  the  writings 
of  the  O.  T.,  the  great  stumbling-block  of  com- 
mentators. Elsewhere  there  are  difterent  opinions 
as  to  the  meaning  of  single  passages.  Here  there 
is  the  widest  possible  divergence  as  to  the  plan  and 
purpose  of  the  whole  book.  The  passages  already 
quoted  from  the  Mishiia  show  that  some,  at  least, 
of  the  Rabbinical  writers  were  perplexed  by  its 
teaching  —  did  not  know  what  to  make  of  it  —  but 
gave  way  to  the  authority  of  men  more  discerning 
than  themselves.  Tiie  traditional  statement,  how- 
ever, that  this  was  among  the  scriptures  which 
were  not  read  by  any  one  under  the  age  of  thirty 
( €i  it.  Sac.,  Amrima  in  EccUs.,  but  with  a  "  nescio 
ubi  "  as  to  his  authority),  indicates  the  continuance 
of  the  old  difficulty,  and  the  remarks  of  -Jei-ome 
{Prcef.  in  Eccka.,  Conim.  in  A'ccles.  xii.  13)  show 
that  it  was  not  forgotten.  Little  can  be  gathered 
from  the  series  of  I'atristic  interpreters.  The  book 
is  comparatively  seldom  quoted  by  them.  No 
attempt  is  made  to  master  its  plan  and  to  enter 
into  the  spirit  of  its  writer.  The  charge  brought 
by  Philastrius  of  Brescia  (circ.  380)  against  some 
heretics  who  rejected  it  as  teaching  a  false  morality, 
shows  that  the  obscurity  which  had  been  a  stum- 
bling-block to  Jewish  teachers  was  not  removed  for 
Christians.  The  fact  that  'I'heodore  of  Mopsuestia 
was  accused  at  the  Fiftli  (jeneral  Council  of  calling 
in  question  the  authority  and  inspiration  of  this 
kook,  as  well  as  of  the  Canticles,  indicates  that  in 
this  respect  as  in  others  he  was  the  precursor  of 
the  spirit  of  modern  criticism.  But  with  these 
exceptions,  there  are  no  traces  that  men's  minds 
were  drawn  to  examine  the  teachings  of  the  Iwok. 
When,  hoTOver,  we  descend  to  the  more  recent 
developments  of  criticism,  we  meet  with  an  almost 
incredible  divergenc*"  of  opinion.  Luther,  with  his 
broad  clear  insight  into  the  workings  of  a  man's 
heart,  sees  in  it  (Frwj".  in  Kcdcs.)  a  noble  "  Politica 
vel  iEconomica,"  leading  men  in  the  midst  of  all 
the  troubles  and  disorders  of  human  society  to  a 
true  endurance  and  reasonable  enjoyment.  Grotius 
(Prw/.  in  Eccles.)  gives  up  the  attempt  to  trace 
in  it  a  plan  or  order  of  thouglit,  and  finds  in  it 
only  a  collection  of  many  maxims,  connected  more 
or  less  closely  with  the  greivt  problems  of  human 
life,  analogous  to  the  discussion  of  the  diHerent 
definitions  of  happiness  at  the  o])ening  of  the 
Nicomachean  Ethics.  Some  (of  whom  Warburton 
may  \>e  taken  as  the  type,  [Vwks,  vol.  iv.  p.  154) 
have  seen  in  the  language  of  iii.  18-21,  a  proof  tliat 
the  l)elief  in  the  iunnortality  of  the  soul  wits  no 
|Kirt  of  the  transmitted  creed  of  Israel.  Others 
(Patrick,  Desvoeux,  Davidson,  Mendelssohn)  con- 
tend that  the  special  purjwse  of  the  book  wiw  to 
assert  that  truth  against  the  denial  of  a  sensual 
skepticism.  Others,  the  later  (ierman  critics,  of 
whom  Ewald  may  be  taken  as  the  highest  and  liest 
ty|)e,  reject  these  views  as  partial  and  one-sided, 
and  while  admitting  that  the  liook  contains  the 
germs  of  later  systems,  lioth  Pharisaic  and  Sad- 
duca;an,  itssert  that  the  object  of  the  writer  was  to 
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point  out  the  secret  of  a  true  blessedness  in  th« 
midst  of  all  tlie  distractions  and  sorrows  of  the 
world  as  consisting  in  a  tranquil,  calm  enjoyment 
of  the  good  that  comes  from  God  (/'('<-/.  Biicli.  iv. 
180). 

The  variety  of  these  opinions  indicates  sufficiently 
that  the  book  is  as  far  removed  as  possil^le  fron.  the 
character  of  a  formal  treatise.  It  is  that  which  it 
professes  to  be  —  the  confession  of  a  man  of  wide 
experience  looking  back  upon  his  past  life  and  look- 
ing out  upon  the  disorders  and  calamities  which 
sun-ound  him.  Such  a  man  does  not  set  forth  his 
premises  and  conclusions  with  a  logical  complete- 
ness. While  it  may  be  true  that  the  absence  of  a 
formal  arrangement  is  characteristic  of  the  Hebrew 
mind  in  all  stages  of  its  development  (Ix)wth,  <Je 
Sue.  Poet.  Heb.  Prsel.  xxiv.),  or  that  it  was  the 
special  mark  of  the  declinuig  literature  of  the  period 
that  followed  the  captivity  (Lwald,  Poet.  Bik-h.  iv. 
p.  177),  it  is  also  true  that  it  belongs  generally  to 
all  writings  that  are  addressed  to  the  spiritual 
rather  than  the  intellectual  clement  in  man's  nature, 
and  that  it  is  found  accordingly  in  many  of  the 
greatest  works  that  have  influenced  the  spirituaj 
life  of  mankind.  In  projwrtion  as  a  man  has  passed 
out  of  the  region  of  a  traditional,  easily-systematize*! 
knowledge,  and  has  Uved  under  the  influence  of 
great  thoughts  —  possessed  by  them,  yet  hardly 
mastering  them  so  as  to  bring  them  under  a  scien- 
tific classification  —  are  we  likely  to  find  this  ap- 
parent want  of  method.  The  true  utterances  of  such 
a  man  are  the  records  of  his  struggles  after  truth, 
of  his  occasional  glimpses  of  it,  of  his  ultimate  dis- 
covery. The  treatise  <Je  JviiUitione  CItrisli,  the 
Pensees  of  Pascal,  Augustine's  CmiJ'essions,  widely 
as  they  differ  in  other  points,  have  this  feature  in 
common.  If  the  writer  consciously  reproduces  the 
stages  through  which  he  has  j)assed,  the  fonn  he 
adopts  may  either  be  essentially  dramatic,  or  it 
may  record  a  statement  of  the  changes  which  have 
brought  him  to  his  present  state,  or  it  may  repeat 
and  renew  the  oscillations  irom  one  extreme  to 
another  which  had  marked  tiiat  earlier  exjierience. 
The  writer  of  ICcclesiastes  has  adopted  and  inter- 
woven both  the  latter  methods,  and  hence,  in  part^ 
the  obscurity  which  has  made  it  so  preiiniinently 
the  stumbling-block  of  commentators.  He  is  not* 
didactic  moralist  writing  a  homily  on  Virtue.  He 
is  not  a  prophet  delivering  a  message  from  the  Lord 
of  Hosts  to  a  sinful  people.  He  is  a  man  who  Jia» 
sinned  in  giving  way  to  selfishness  and  sensuality, 
who  has  paid  the  penalty  of  that  sin  in  satiety  and 
weariness  of  life;  in  whom  the  mood  of  spirit,  over- 
reflective,  indisposed  to  action,  of  which  Sliakesjieare 
has  given  us  in  Hamlet,  Jaques,  llich.ird  11.,  three 
distinct  examples,  has  become  dominant  in  its 
darkest  form,  but  who  has  through  all  this  l)eeH 
under  the  discipline  of  a  divine  education,  and  ha» 
learnt  from  it  the  lesson  which  God  meant  to  teach 
him.  What  that  lesson  was  will  be  seen  from  an 
examination  of  the  book  itself. 

Leaving  it  an  open  question  whether  it  is  possible 
to  arrange  the  contents  of  this  book  (as  Kiister  and 
Vaihinger  have  done)  in  a  carefully  balanced  aerie* 
of  strophes  and  antistrophes,  it  is  tolerably  clear 
that  the  recurrijig  burden  of  "  Vanity  of  vanities" 
and  the  teaching  which  recommends  a  life  of  calm 
enjoyment,  mark,  whenever  they  occur,  a  kind  of 
halting-place  in  the  succession  of  tlioughts.  It  ii 
the  summing  up  of  one  cycle  of  experience;  the 
sentence  jiassed  upon  one  phase  of  life.  Taking 
this,  accordingly,  as  our  guide,  we  may  look  on  ll:e 
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wbole  book  as  falling  into  five  divisions,  each,  to  a  j 
certain  extent,  running  parallel  to  the  others  in  its 
order  and  results,  and  closing  with  that  which,  in 
its  position  no  less  than  its  substance,  is  "  the  con- 
clusion of  the  whole  matter." 

(1.)  Ch.  i.  and  ii.  This  portion  of  the  book 
more  than  any  other  has  the  character  of  a  personal 
confession.  The  I'reacher  starts  with  reproducing 
the  phase  of  despair  and  weariness  into  which  his 
experience  had  led  him  (i.  2,  3).  To  the  man  who 
is  thus  satiated  with  life  the  order  and  regularitj' 
of  nature  are  oppressive  (i.  4-7 ) ;  nor  is  he  led,  as 
in  the  90th  Psalm,  from  the  things  that  are  transi- 
tory to  the  thought  of  One  whose  years  are  from 
eternity.  In  the  midst  of  the  ever-recurring  changes 
he  finds  no  progress.  That  which  seems  to  be  new 
is  l)Ut  the  repetition  of  the  old  (i.  8-11).  Then, 
having  laid  bare  the  depth  to  which  he  had  fallen, 
he  retraces  the  path  by  which  he  had  travelled 
thitherward.  First  he  had  sought  after  wisdom  as 
that  (x5  which  God  seemed  to  call  him  (i.  13),  but 
the  pursuit  of  it  was  a  sore  travail,  and  there  was 
no  satisfaction  in  its  possession.  It  could  not 
remedy  the  least  real  evil,  nor  make  the  crooked 
straight  (i.  15).  The  first  experiment  in  the  search 
after  happiness  had  failed,  and  he  tried  another.  It 
was  one  to  which  men  of  great  intellectual  gifts 
and  high  fortunes  are  contin;iIly  tempted  —  to  sur- 
round himself  with  all  the  appliances  of  sensual 
enjoyment  and  yet  in  thought  to  hold  himself  above 
it  (ii.  1-9),  making  his  very  voluptuousness  part 
of  the  experience  which  was  to  enlarge  his  store  of 
wisdom.  This  —  which  one  may  perhaps  call  the 
(ioethe  idea  of  life —  was  what  now  possessed  him. 
But  this  also  failed  to  give  him  peace  (ii.  11).  Had 
he  not  then  exhausted  all  human  experience  and 
fomid  it  profitless  (ii.  12)?  If  for  a  moment  he 
found  comfort  in  the  thought  that  wisdom  excelleth 
folly,  and  that  he  was  wise  (ii.  13,  14),  it  was  soon 
darkened  again  by  the  thought  of  death  (ii.  15). 
The  wise  man  dies  as  the  fool  (ii.  16).  This  is 
enough  to  make  even  him  who  has  wisdom  hate 
all  his  labor  and  sink  into  the  outer  darkness  of 
despair  (ii.  20).  Yet  this  very  despair  leads  to  the 
remedy.  The  first  section  closes  with  that  which, 
in  different  forms,  is  the  main  lesson  of  the  book  — 
to  make  the  best  of  what  is  actually  around  one 
(ii.  24)  —  to  substitute  for  the  reckless  feverish 
pursuit  of  pleasure  the  calm  enjoyment  which  men 
may  yet  find  both  for  the  senses  and  the  intellect. 
Tills,  so  far  as  it  goes,  is  the  secret  of  a  true  life ; 
this  is  from  the  hand  of  God.  On  everything  else 
there  is  written,  as  before,  the  sentence  that  it  is 
vanity  and  vexation  of  spirit. 

(2.)  Ch.  iii.  1-vi.  9.  The  order  of  thought  in 
this  section  has  a  different  starting-point.  One 
who  looked  out  upon  the  infinitely  varied  phenomena 
of  man's  life  might  yet  discern,  in  the  midst  of 
that  variety,  traces  of  an  order.  There  are  times 
and  seasofis  for  each  of  them  in  its  turn,  even  as 
there  are  for  the  vicissitudes  of  the  world  of  nature 
(iii.  1-8).  The  heart  of  man  with  its  changes  is 
the  mirror  of  the  universe  (iii.  11),  and  is,  Hke  that, 
inscrutable.  And  from  this  there  comes  the  same 
conclusion  as  from  the  personal  experience.  Calmly 
to  accept  the  changes  and  chances  of  life,  entering 
into  whatever  joy  they  bring,  as  one  accepts  the 
order  of  nature,  this  is  the  way  of  peace  (iii.  13). 
The  thought  of  the  ever-recun-ing  cycle  of  nature, 
which  had  before  been  irritating  and  disturbing, 
now  whispers  the  same  lesson.  If  we  suffer,  others 
have  suffered  before  us  (iii.  15).     God  is  seeking 


BCCLESIASTES 


647 


out  the  past  and  reproducing  it.  If  men  repeat 
injustice  and  opj)ression,  God  also  in  the  appointed 
season  repeats  his  judgments  (iii.  16,  17).  It  is 
true  that  this  tliought  has  a  dark  as  well  as  a 
bright  side,  and  this  cannot  be  ignored.  If  men 
come  and  pass  away,  subject  to  laws  and  changes 
like  those  of  the  natural  world,  then,  it  would  seem, 
man  has  no  preeminence  above  the  beast  (iii.  19). 
One  end  happens  to  all.  All  are  of  the  dust  and 
return  to  dast  again  (iii.  20).  There  is  no  imme- 
diate denial  of  that  conclusion.  It  was  to  that 
that  the  preacher's  experience  and  reflection  had 
led  him.  But  even  on  the  hypothesis  that  the 
personal  being  of  man  terminates  with  his  deatii, 
he  has  still  the  same  counsel  to  give.  Admit  that 
all  is  darkness  beyond  the  grave,  and  still  there  is 
nothing  better  on  this  side  of  it  than  the  temiier 
of  a  tranquil  enjoyment  (iii.  22).  The  transition 
from  this  to  the  opening  thoughts  of  ch.  iv.  seems 
at  first  somewhat  abrupt.  But  the  Preacher  is 
retracing  the  paths  by  which  he  had  been  actually 
led  to  a  highej  truth  than  that  in  which  he  had 
then  rested,  and  he  will  not,  for  the  sake  of  a 
formal  continuity,  smooth  over  its  ruggeduess.  The 
new  track  on  which  he  was  entering  might  have 
seemed  less  promising  than  the  old.  Instead  of  the 
self-centred  search  after  happiness  he  looks  out 
ujx)n  the  miseries  and  disorders  of  the  world,  and 
learns  to  sympathize  with  suffering  (iv.  1).  At 
first  this  does  but  multiply  his  perplexities.  The 
world  is  out  of  joint.  Men  are  so  full  of  misery  that 
death  is  better  than  life  (iv.  2).  Successful  energy 
exposes  men  to  envy  (iv.  4).  Indolence  leads  to 
poverty  (iv.  5).  Here  too  he  who  steers  clear  of 
both  extremes  has  the  best  portion  (iv.  6).  The 
man  who  heaps  up  riches  stands  alone  without 
kindred  to  share  or  inherit  them,  and  loses  all  the 
blessings  and  advantages  of  human  fellowship  (iv. 
8-12).  And  in  this  survey  of  life  on  a  large  scale, 
as  in  that  of  a  personal  experience,  there  is  a  cycle 
which  is  ever  being  repeated.  The  old  and  foolish 
king  yields  to  the  young  man,  poor  and  wise,  who 
steps  from  his  prison  to  a  throne  (iv.  13,  14).  But 
he  too  has  his  successor.  There  are  generations 
without  limit  before  him,  and  shall  be  after  him 
(iii.  15,  16).  All  human  greatness -is  swallowed 
up  in  the  great  stream  of  time.  The  opening  of 
ch.  V.  again  presents  the  appearance  of  abruptness, 
but  it  is  because  the  sun-ey  of  human  life  takes  a 
yet  wider  range.  The  eye  of  the  Preacher  passes 
from  the  dwellers  in  palaces  to  the  worshippers  in 
the  Temple,  the  devout  and  religious  men.  Have 
they  found  out  the  secret  of  life,  the  path  to  wisdom 
and  happiness  ?  The  answer  to  that  question  i3 
that  there  the  blindness  and  folly  of  mankind  show 
themselves  in  their  worst  forms.  Hypocrisy,  un- 
seemly prayers,  idle  dreams,  V/roken  vows,  God's 
messenger,  the  Priest,  mocked  with  excuses  —  that 
was  what  the  religion  which  the  Preacher  witnessed 
presented  to  him  (v.  1-6).  The  command  ''  Fear 
thou  God,"  meant  that  a  man  was  to  take  no  j)art 
in  a  religion  such  as  this.  But  that  command  also 
suggested  the  solution  of  another  problem,  of  that 
prevalence  of  injustice  and  oppression  which  had 
before  weighed  down  the  spirit  of  the  inquirer. 
Above  all  the  tyranny  of  petty  governors,  al)0\e  the 
might  of  the  king  himself,  there  was  the  power  of 
the  Highest  (v.  8);  and  his  judgment  was  manifest 
even  upon  earth.  Was  there  after  .ill  so  great  an 
inequality?  Was  God's  purpose  that  the  earth 
should  be  for  all,  really  counteracted  (y.  9 )  ?  Was 
the  rich  man  with  his  cares  and  fears  happier  than 
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the  laboring  man  whose  sleep  was  sweet  without 
riches  (v.  10-12)?  Was  there  anything  permanent 
in  that  wealth  of  his  ?  Did  he  not  leave  the  worid 
naked  as  he  entered  it  ?  And  if  so,  did  not  all  this 
liring  the  inquirer  round  to  the  same  conclusion  as 
before?  Moderation,  self-control,  freedom  from  all 
disturbing  passions,  these  are  the  conditions  of  the 
maximum  of  happiness  which  is  possible  for  man 
on  earth.  I^t  this  be  received  as  from  God.  Not 
the  outward  means  only,  but  the  very  capacity  of 
eryoyment  is  his  gift  (v.  18,  19).  Short  as  life 
may  be,  if  a  man  thus  enjoys,  he  makes  the  most 
of  it.  God  approves  and  answers  his  cheerfulness. 
Is  not  this  better  than  the  riches  or  length  of  days 
on  which  men  set  their  hearts  (vi.  1-5)?  All  are 
equal  in  death;  all  :ire  nearly  equal  in  life  (vi.  6). 
To  feed  the  eyes  with  what  is  actually  before  them 
is  better  than  the  ceaseless  wanderings  of  the  spirit 
(vi.  9). 

(3.)  Ch.  vi.  10-viii.  lb.  So  far  the  lines  of 
thought  all  seemed  to  converge  to  one  result.  The 
ethical  teaching  that  grew  out  of  th6  wise  man's 
exjierience  had  in  it  something  akin  to  the  higher 
forms  of  Epicureanism.  I?ut  the  seeker  could  not 
rest  in  this,  and  found  himself  beset  with  thoughts 
at  once  more  troubling  and  leading  to  a  higher 
truth.  The  spirit  of  man  looks  before  and  after, 
and  the  uncertainties  of  the  future  vex  it  (vi.  12). 
A  good  name  is  better,  as  t)eing  more  permanent, 
than  riches  (vii.  1);  death  is  better  than  life,  the 
liouse  of  mourning  than  the  house  of  feasting  (vii. 
2).  Self-command  and  the  spirit  of  calm  endur- 
ance are  a  better  safeguard  against  vain  specula- 
tions than  any  form  of  enjoyment  (vii.  8,  9,  10). 
This  wisdom  is  not  only  a  defense,  as  lower  things, 
in  their  measure  may  be.  but  it  gives  life  to  them 
that  have  it  (vii.  12).  So  far  there  are  signs  of  a 
clearer  insight  into  the  end  of  life.  Then  comes 
an  oscillation  which  carries  him  back  to  the  old 
problems  (vii.  15).  Wisdom  suggests  a  half-so- 
lution of  them  (vii.  18),  suggests  also  calmness, 
caution,  humility  in  dealing  with  them  (vii.  22); 
l)ut  this  again  is  followed  by  a  relapse  into  the 
bitterness  of  the  sated  pleasure-seeker.  The  search 
after  wisdom,  such  as  it  had  been  in  his  experience, 
had  led  only  to  the  discovery  that  though  men 
were  wicked,  women  were  more  wicked  still  (vii. 
26-29).  The  repetition  of  thoughts  that  had  ap- 
peared before,  is  perhaps  the  natural  consequence 
of  such  an  oscillation,  and  accordingly  in  ch.  viii. 
we  find  the  seeker  moving  in  the  same  round  as 
tefore.  There  are  the  old  reflections  on  the  misery 
of  man  (viii.  6),  and  the  confusions  in  the  moral 
order  of  the  universe  (viii.  10,  11),  the  old  conclu- 
sion that  enjoyment  (such  enjoyment  as  is  com- 
patible with  the  fear  of  God)  is  the  only  wisdom, 
viii.  15. 

(4.)  Ch.  viii.  16-xii.  8.  After  the  pause  im- 
plied in  his  again  arriving  at  the  lesson  of  v.  15, 
the  Preacher  retraces  the  last  of  his  many  wan- 
derings. This  time  the  thought  with  which  he 
started  was  a  profound  coitviction  of  the  inability 
of  man  to  unravel  the  mysteries  by  which  he  is 
surrounded  (viii.  17);  of  the  nothingness  of  man 
when  death  is  thought  of  as  ending  all  things  (ix. 
;j-6);  of  the  wisdom  of  enjoying  life  while  we  may 
(ix.  7-10);  of  the  evils  wliich  affect  nations  or  in- 
dividual man  (ix.  11,  12).  'Hie  wide  experience  of 
the  Preacher  suggests  sharp  and  fiointed  sayings  as 
to  these  evils  (x.  1-20).  each  true  and  weighty  in 
itself,  but  not  leading  him  on  to  any  finner  stand- 
ing-ground  or   clearer   solution    of   the    problems 
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which  oppressed  him.  It  is  here  that  the  traces  of 
plan  and  method  in  the  book  seem  most  to  fail  us 
Consciously  or  unconsciously  the  writer  teaches  us 
how  clear  an  insight  into  the  follies  and  sins  of 
mankind  may  coexist  with  doubt  and  uncertainty 
as  to  the  great  ends  of  life,  and  give  him  no  help' 
in  his  pursuit  after  truth.  In  ch.  xi.,  however,  the 
progress  is  more  rapid.  ITie  tone  of  the  Preacher 
becomes  more  that  of  direct  exhortation,  and  he 
speaks  in  clearer  and  higher  notes.  The  conclu- 
sions of  previous  trains  of  thought  are  not  contra- 
dicted, but  are  placed  under  a  new  law  and  brouglit 
into  a  more  harmonious  whole.  'Ilie  end  of  man's 
life  is  not  to  seek  enjoyment  for  himself  only,  hut 
to  do  good  to  others,  regardless  of  the  uncertainties 
or  disappointments  that  may  attend  his  efforts  (xi. 
1-4).  His  wisdom  is  to  remember  that  there  are 
things  which  he  cannot  know,  problems  which  he 
cannot  solve  (xi.  5),  to  enjoy,  in  the  brightness  of 
his  youth,  whatever  blessings  God  bestows  on  him 
(xi.  9).  But  beyond  all  these  there  lie  tlie  days 
of  darkness,  of  failing  powers  and  incapacity  for 
enjoyment;  and  the  joy  of  youth,  though  it  is  not 
to  be  crushed,  is  yet  to  be  tempered  by  the  thought 
that  it  cannot  last  for  ever,  and  that  it  too  is  sub- 
ject to  God's  law  of  retribution  (xi.  9,  10).  'I'he 
secret  of  a  true  life  is  that  a  man  should  consecrate 
the  vigor  of  his  youth  to  God  (xii.  1).  It  is  well 
to  do  that  before  the  night  comes,  before  the  slow 
decay  of  age  benumbs  all  the  faculties  of  sense  (xii. 
2,  6),  before  the  spirit  returns  to  God  who  gave 
it.  The  thought  of  that  end  rings  out  once  more 
the  knell  of  the  nothingness  of  all  things  earthly 
(xii.  8);  but  it  leads  also  to  "the  conclusion  of  the 
whole  matter,"  to  that  to  which  all  trains  of  thought 
and  all  the  experiences  of  life  had  been  leading  the 
seeker  after  wisdom,  that  "  to  fear  God  and  keep 
his  commandments"  was  the  highest  good  attain- 
able; that  the  righteous  judgment  of  God  would  hi 
the  end  fidfill  itself  and  set  right  all  the  seeming 
disorders  of  the  world  (xii.  13,  14). 

If  one  were  to  indulsre  conjecture,  there  would 
perhaps  be  some  plausil>ility  in  the  hyjjothesis  that 
xii.  8  had  been  the  original  conclusion,  and  that 
the  epilogue  of  xii.  9-14  had  been  added,  either  by 
another  writer,  or  by  tiie  same  WTiter  on  a  subse- 
quent revision.  The  verses  (9-12)  ha\e  the  char- 
acter of  a  panegyric  designed  to  give  weight  to 
the  authority  of  the  teacher.  The  two  that  now 
stand  as  the  conclusion,  may  naturally  have  orig- 
inated in  the  desire  to  furnish  a  clew  to  tlie  per- 
plexities of  the  book,  by  stating  in  a  broad  intelli- 
gible form,  not  easy  to  be  mistaken,  the  truth  which 
had  before  been  latent. 

If  the  representation  which  has  been  given  of 
the  plan  and  meaning  of  the  book  be  at  all  a  true 
one,  we  find  in  it,  no  less  than  in  the  book  of  .lob, 
indications  of  the  stniggle  with  the  doubts  ai;d 
difficulties  which  in  all  ages  of  the  world  have  pre- 
sented themselves  to  thoughtful  observers  of  the 
condition  of  mankind.  In  its  sharp  sayings  and 
wise  counsels,  it  may  presei-.t  some  striking  affinity 
to  the  Proverbs,  which  also  bear  the  name  of  the 
son  of  David,  but  tlie  resemblance  is  more  in  form 
than  in  substance,  and  in  its  essential  character  it 
agrees  with  that  great  inquiry  into  the  mysteries  of 
(iod's  government  which  the  drama  of  Job  brings 
before  us.  There  are  indeed  characteristic  differ- 
ences. In  the  one  we  find  the  highest  and  boldest 
fonns  of  Hebrew  poetry,  a  sustained  unity  of  de- 
sign; in  the  other  there  are,  as  we  have  seen, 
changes  and  oscillations,  and  the  style  seldom  rises 
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above  the  rhythmic  character  of  proverbial  forms 
of  speech.  The  writer  of  the  book  of  Job  deals 
with  the  great  mystery  presented  by  the  sufferings 
of  the  righteous,  and  writes  as  one  who  has  known 
those  sufferings  in  their  intensity.  In  the  words 
of  the  Preacher,  we  trace  chiefly  the  weariness  or 
satiety  of  the  pleasure-seeker,  and  the  failure  of  all 
schemes  of  life  but  one.  •  In  spite  of  these  differ- 
ences, however,  the  two  books  illustrate  each  other. 
In  both,  though  by  very  diverse  paths,  the  inquirer 
is  led  to  take  refuge  (as  all  great  thinkers  have  ever 
done)  in  the  thought  that  God's  kingdom  is  infi- 
nitely great,  and  that  man  knows  but  the  smallest 
fragment  of  it ;  that  he  must  refrain  from  things 
which  are  too  high  for  him  and  be  content  with 
that  which  it  is  given  him  to  know,  the  duties  of 
his  own  life  and  the  opportunities  it  presents  for 
his  doing  the  will  of  God. 

Literature.  —  Every  commentary  on  the  Bible 
as  a  whole,  every  introduction  to  the  study  of  the 
0.  T.,  contains  of  course  some  materials  for  the 
history  and  interpretation  of  this  as  of  other  books. 
It  is  not  intended  to  notice  these,  unless  they  pos- 
sess some  special  merit  or  interest.  As  having 
that  claim  may  be  specified  the  commentary  by 
Jerome  addressed  to  Paula  and  Eustochium,  as 
giving  an  example  of  the  Patristic  interpretation  of 
the  book  now  before  us ;  the  preface  and  annota- 
tions of  Grotius  {0pp.  vol.  iii.)  as  representing  the 
earlier,  the  translation  and  notes  of  Ewald  {Poet. 
Biich.  vol.  iv.)  as  giving  the  later  results  of  phil- 
osophical criticism.  The  Critici  Sacri  here,  as 
elsewhere,  will  be  found  a  great  storehouse  of  the 
opinions  of  the  Hiblical  scholars  of  the  16th  and 
17th  centuries.  The  sections  on  Ecclesiastes  in  the 
Introductions  to  the  O.  T.  by  Eichhorn,  De  Wette, 
Jahn,  Hiivernick,  Keil,  Davidson,  will  furnish  the 
reader  with  the  opinions  of  the  chief  recent  critics 
of  Germany  as  to  the  authorship  and  meaning  of 
the  book.  Among  the  treatises  specially  devoted 
to  this  subject  may  be  mentioned  the  characteristic 
Commentary  by  Luther  already  referred  to  ( 0pp. 
vol.  ii.  Jena,  1580);  that  by  Anton.  Corranus  in 
the  IGth  century,  interesting  as  one  of  the  earUest 
attempts  to  trace  a  distinct  plan  and  order  in  it, 
and  as  having  been  adopted  by  Bishop  Patrick  as 
the  basis  of  his  interpretation ;  the  Annotationes  in 
Koheltth  by  J.  Drusius,  1035 ;  the  Translation  and 
Notes  of  Moses  Mendelssohn,  published  in  German 
by  Rabe  (Anspach,  1771);  the  Philosophical  awl 
Critical  Kss'iij  on  Ecclesiistes  by  Desvoeux  (Lond. 
1760),  written  chiefly  to  meet  the  attacks  of  skep- 
tics, and  to  assert  that  the  doctrine  of  the  book  is 
that  of  the  Immortality  of  the  Soul;  the  Scholia 
of  Maldonatus,  better  known  for  his  Commentary 
on  the  Gospels  (Paris,  1707),  the  commentaries  of 
Knobel  (Leipzig,  1830),  Zirkel  (Wiirzb.  1792), 
Schmidt,  J.  E.  Ch.  (1794),  Nachtigal,  J.  Ch.  (Halle, 
1798),  Van  der  Palm  (1784),  Kaiser  (Erlang.  1823), 
Koster  (1831),  Umbreit  ((iotha,  1818);  and  the 
article  by  Vaihinger,  in  the  Stud,  und  Krit.  of 
1848  [translated,  with  modification,  in  the  Meth- 
odist Qair.  Rev.  for  April  and  July,  1849].  Eng- 
lish Biblical  literature  is  compyaratively  barren  in 
relation  to  this  book,  and  the  only  noticeable  recent 
contributions  to  its  exeg&sis  are  the  Co^nmentiry 
by  Stuart,  the  translation  of  Mendelssohn  with 
Prolegomena,  &c.,  by  Preston  (Cambridge,  1853), 
and  the  Attempt  to  illustrate  the  Book  of  Ecclesi- 
astes by  Holden.  As  growing  out  of  the  attempt 
to  fathom  its  meaning,  though  not  taking  the  form 
of  criticism  or  exegesis,  may  be  mentioned  the  me- 


ECCLESIASTES  649 

trical  paraphrases  which  are  found  among  the  works 
of  the  minor  English  poets  of  the  17th  century,  of  ^ 
which  the  most  memorable  are  those  by  Quarles 
(1645)  and  Sandys  (1648).  E.  H.  P. 

*  Other  voorks  or  later  editions.  —  Prof.  Stuart 
{Commentary  on  Ecclesiistes,  edited  and  revised 
by  K.  D.  C.  Bobbins,  1864),  without  admitting  all 
the  objections  to  Solomon's  authorship  of  the  book 
to  be  valid,  regards  the  arguments  urged  for  that 
view  insufficient  to  establish  the  claim.  He  sup- 
poses the  author  of  the  book  to  be  unknown,  but 
maintains  its  canonicity  to  be  unquestionable.  "  The 
book  of  Ecclesiastes  .  .  .  has  a  claim  to  the  place 
which  it  holds  as  one  of  the  inspired  writings.  .  .  . 
There  the  book  is,  in  the  midst  of  the  Hebrew 
Scriptures;  and  there  it  has  been,  at  least  ever 
since  the  period  when  the  Hebrew  canon  was  clos«l. 
There  at  all  events  it  was,  when  our  Saviour  and 
the  Apostles  declared  the  Jewish  Scriptures  to  be 
of  Divine  origin  and  authority."  For  his  views  on 
this  point  expressed  more  fully,  see  his  Hist,  of  the 
0.  T.  Canon,  p.  138  ff. 

We  have  commentaries  also,  in  addition  to  those 
mentioned  above,  from  Ewald,  Die  Dichter  des  Al- 
ien Buiides,  Theil  iv.  (Getting.  1837,  2«  Aufl. 
TheU  ii.,  1867),  Herzfeld  (1838),  Hitzig  (in  the 
Kurzyef.  Exeg.  Handb.  Lief,  vii.,  1847),  Heilig- 
stedt  (continuation  of  Maurer,  iv.  sect.  ii.  1848), 
Burger  (1854),  Philippson  {Die  Isrnelitische  Bibei, 
iii.  1854),  Elster  (1855),  Wangenmunn  (1856), 
Vaihinger  (1858),  Hengstenberg  (1859,  Eng.  trans, 
in  Clark's  For.  Thtol.  Libr.  Edin.  1800),  L.  Young 
(Phila.  1866),  D.  Castelli  {11  libro  del  Cohdtt, 
trad,  dal  iesto  ebraico  con  introd.  crit.  e  note,  I'isji, 
1866),  and  G.  R.  Noyes  {A  New  Trans,  of  Job, 
Ecclesiastes  and  Canticles,  with  Introductiifns  and 
Notes,  .3d  ed.,  Boston,  1867).  The  Histoiical  and 
Critical  Commentary  of  Ginsburg  (Ix)nd.  1861), 
a  valuable  work,  contains  a  good  history  of  the 
earlier  and  later  literature  of  the  book.  Ginsburg 
WTites  also  the  article  Ecclesiastes  in  Kitto's  Cycl. 
of  Bibl.  Literature  (3d  ed..  1862).  Vaihinger 
writes  the  article  Prediger  Salomo  in  Herzog's 
Real-Encykl.  xji.  92-106,  worthy  of  attention  es- 
f)ecially  for  its  minute  analysis  of  the  contents  of 
Koheleth.  Bleek's  section  {Einl.  in  das  A.  T.  p.  641 
ff. )  summarizes  the  results  of  a  cai-eful  study  of  the 
questions  relating  to  this  book.  (See  also  Herbst's 
Einl.  in  die  heil.  Schriften,  ii.  241-254,  edited  by 
Welte,  1852.)  Dr.  Nordheimer  has  an  elaborate 
article  on  the  Philosophy  of  Ecclesiastes  in  the 
Amer.  Bibl.  Rejws.  for  July  1838,  xii.  197-219. 
See  also  Gurlitt,  Zar  Erkldrung  des  Buches  Ko- 
heleth,  in  the  Theol.  Stud.  u.  Krit.,  1865,  pp.  321- 
343.  The  LXX.  translation  of  Ecclesiastes,  says 
Bleek,  is  remarkable  for  its  literal  adherence  to  the 
Hebrew  text.  It  is  so  slavish  at  times  in  this  re- 
spect {e.  g.  vii.  29)  as  to  be  ungrammatical  and 
unintelligible.  Such  translations  have  a  special 
value  as  vouchers  for  the  condition  of  the  text  on 
which  they  are  founded. 

.  Dean  Stanley's  remarks  on  this  composition 
evince  his  characteristic  critical  skill,  as  well  as 
power  of  elegant  expression.  As  to  the  author, 
he  understands  that  the  anonymous  writer  or 
"Preacher"  in  licclesiastes  personates  Solomon. 
"  There  can  be  no  doubt  that  I'xclesiastes  embodies 
the  sentiments  which  were  believed  to  have  pro- 
ceeded from  Solomon  at  the  close  of  his  life,  and 
therefore  must  be  taken  as  the  Hebrew,  Scriptural 
representation  of  his  last  lessons  to  the  world  " 
{History  of  tlie   Jewish   Church,  ii.  281).      He 
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characterizes  the  scope  and  structure  of  the  writ- 
ing thus:  "As  the  book  of  Job  is  couched  in  the 
form  of  a  dramatic  argument  between  the  patri- 
arch and  his  friends  —  as  the  Song  of  Songs  is  a 
dramatic  dialogue  between  the  I>over  and  the  Be- 
loved One,  so  the  book  of  Ecclesiastes  is  a  drama 
of  a  still  more  tragic  kind.  It  is  an  interchange 
of  voices,  higher  and  lower,  mournful  and  joyful, 
within  a  single  human  soul.  It  is  like  the  struggle 
lietween  the  two  principles  in  the  Epistle  to  the 
Ivoniaus.  It  is  like  the  question  and  answer  of 
the  '  Two  Voices '  of  our  modern  ix)et.  It  is  like 
the  perpetual  strophe  and  antistrophe  of  Pascal's 
Pensees.  .  .  .  Every  speculation  and  thought  of  the 
human  heart  is  heard,  and  expressed,  and  recog- 
nized in  turn.  The  conflicts  which  in  other  parts 
of  the  Bible  (comp.  especially  I's.  Ixxxviii.  5,  6,  12, 
18,  and  Ixxxix.  46-50)  are  confined  to  a  single 
verse  or  a  shigle  chapter,  are  here  expanded  to  a 
whole  book"  (pp.  282,  28-J).  We  have  space  only 
for  the  concluding  paragraph.  "  There  is  a  yet 
simpler  and  nobler  summary  of  the  wide  and  varied 
experience  of  the  manifold  forms  of  human  Ufe,  as 
represented  in  the  greatness  aiid  the  fall  of  Solomon. 
It  is  not  '  vanity  of  vanities,'  it  is  not  '  rejoice  and 
1^  merry,'  it  is  not  even  '  wisdom  and  knowletlge, 
and  many  proverbs,  and  the  words  of  the  wise,  even 
words  of  truth.'  '  Of  making  many  books  there  is 
no  end,  and  much  study  is  a  weariness  of  the  flesh. 
Ijet  us  hear  the  conclusion  of  the  whole  matter.' 
For  all  students  of  ecclesiastical  history,  for  all 
students  of  theology,  for  all  who  are  about  to  be 
religious  teachers  of  others,  for  all  who  are  entangled 
in  the  controversies  of  the  present,  there  are  no 
letter  words  to  be  remembered  than  these,  viewed 
in  their  original  and  immediate  application.  They 
are  the  true  answer  to  all  perplexities  respecting 
I'xjclesiastes  and  Solomon ;  they  are  no  less  the  true 
answer  to  all  perplexities  about  human  Ufe  itself. 
'  Fear  God  and  keep  his  commandments ;  for  this 
is  the  whole  duty  of  man.  For  God  shall  bring 
every  work  into  judgment,  with  every  secret  thing, 
whether  it  be  good,  or  whether  it  be  e\'il '  (Eccl. 
xii.  12-14)."  H. 

ECCLESIASTICUS,  the  title  given  in  the 
I^tin  Version  to  the  book  which  is  called  in  the 
Septuagint  The  Wisdom  ok  Jksus  the  Son  of 
SiRACH  (2o(/«'a  'Ifiaod  vlov  ^tpdx  [^i^-  Setpoxli 
A.  C. ;  2od>ta  'Stipdx,  K.  Hufinus,  Vers.  Orig. 
Horn,  in  Nam.  xviii.  3 :  "In  libro,  qui  apud  nos 
quidem  inter  Salomonis  volumina  haberi  solet,  et 
Kcclegidsticus  dici,  apud  (iroecos  vero  Sapieniia 
Jesu  JiHi  Siruch  appellatur,  scriptum  est  .  .  ."). 
The  word,  like  many  others  of  (Jreek  origin,  ap- 
[)ears  to  have  l)een  adopted  in  the  African  dialect 
(e.  ff.  TertuU.  de  Pudic.  c.  22,  p.  43.5),  and  thus  it 
may  have  Iteen  applied  naturally  in  the  V'etus  La- 
tina  to  a  church  reiuliny-book ;  and  when  that 
translation  was  adopted  by  Jerome  (Prw/.  in  Libro 
Srd.jtixla  LXX.  X.  404,  ed.  Migne),  the  local  title 
iHJcame  current  throughout  the  West,  where  the 
lKX)k  was  most  used.  The  right  explanation  of  th» 
word  is  given  by  Kufinus,  who  remarks  that  "  it 
does  not  designate  the  author  of  the  lxx)k,  but  the 
character  of  the  writing,"  as  pulJicly  used  in  the 


o  The  reading  of  Ctxl.  A.  and  six  other  MSS.  is 
remarkable:  'IrjcroOs  vi.  2ipax  'EAea^ap  (2  MSS.  'EAea- 
iapix:;  Aid.  1  MS.  "Ekta^apov)  o'UptK.  Cf.  Eichh.  p. 
t)8,  n.  The  words  are  wanting  in  the  Syriac  and 
Arabic,  but  are  supported  by  all  other  authorities. 

b  *  Tiiat  the  work  was  written  in  Hebrew  and  not 
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services  of  the  Church  (Conim.  in  Symb.  §  38: 
"  Sapientia,  quie  dicitur  filii  Sirach  .  .  .  apud 
Latinos  hoc  ipso  generali  vocabulo  Kccksiuiticu& 
appellatur,  quo  vocabulo  non  auctor  libeUi  sed 
scriptura;  qualitas  cognominata  est ").  The  special 
application  by  Hufinus  of  the  genei-al  name  of  the 
class  (eccksidstici  as  opposed  to  canotiici)  to  the 
single  book  may  he  expLiined  by  its  wide  popularity. 
Athanasius,  for  instance,  mentions  the  book  {Ep.  . 
Ftst.  sub  fin. )  as  one  of  those  "  framed  by  the 
fathers  to  be  read  by  those  who  wish  to  be  in- 
structed (/caTr/x^'ffSa')  '"  ^h*^  word  of  godliness." 
According  to  Jerome  (Prief.  in  Libr.  Sal.  ix. 
1242)    the   original    Hebrew    title   was    Proverbs 

(D'^bu^D,  cf.  inf.  §  9);  and  the  Wisdom  of  Si- 
rach shared  with  the  canonical  book  of  Proverbs 
and  the  Wisdom  of  Solomon  the  title  of  The 
Book  of  all  Virtues  (■})  vaydptTOs  <TO<pia,  rj  iravd- 
pfTos.  Hieron.  I.  c.  Cf.  Houth,  Jiell.  iSacr.  i.  278). 
In  the  Syriac  version  the  book  is  entitled  The 
Book  of  Jesus  the  son  of  Simeon  Asiro  (i.  e.  the 
bound);  and  the  same  book  is  called  the  Wisdmn 
of  the  So7i  of  Asiro.  In  many  places  it  is  simply 
styled  Wisdom.  (Orig.  in  Matt.  xiii.  §  4;  cf.  Clem. 
Al.  Peed.  i.  8,  §§  (iit,  72,  &c.),  and  Jesus  Sirach 
(August,  ad  Simplic.  i.  20). 

2.  The  writer  of  the  present  book  describes  him- 
self as  Jesus  (i.  e.  Jeshua)  the  son  of  Sirach.,  of 
Jerusalem  <^  (ch.  1.  27),  but  the  conjectures  which 
have  been  made  to  fill  up  this  .short  notice  are 
either  unwarranted  (e.  (/.  that  he  was  a  physician 
from  xxxviii.  1-15)  or  absolutely  improbable.  There 
is  no  evidence  to  show  that  he  was  of  priestly 
descent ;  and  the  similarity  of  names  is  scarcely  a 
plausible  excuse  for  confounding  him  with  the  Hel- 
lenizing  high-priest  Jason  (2  Mace.  iv.  7-11 ;  Georg. 
Sync.  Chrorwyr.  276).     In  the  Talnmd  the  name 

of  Ben  Sira  (S"1"'D  p,  for  which  pTT^D  is  a 
late  error,  Jost,  Gesch.  d.  Judenth.  i.  311 )  occurs  in 
several  places  as  the  author  of  proverbial  sayings 
which  in  part  are  parallel  to  sentences  in  Ecclesias- 
ticus  (cf.  §  4),  but  nothing  is  said  as  to  his  date  or 
person  [Jksus  thk  Son  of  Sikach],  and  the 
tradition  which  ascrilies  the  authorship  of  the  book 
to  Eliezer  (b.  c.  260)  is  without  any  adequate 
foundation  (Jost,  a.  a.  0.  ;  yet  see  note  1).  The 
Palestinian  origin  of  the  author  is,  however,  sub- 
stantiated by  internal  evidence,  e.  y.  xxiv.  10  f. 

3.  The  language  in  which  the  book  was  originally 
composed  was  Hebrew  ('E/SpoiVTi ;  this  may  mean, 
however,  the  vernacular  Aranuean  dialect,  John  v. 
2,  xix.  13,  &c.).'>  This  is  the  express  statement 
of  the  Greek  translator,  and  Jerome  says  {Pnef.  in 
Libr.  Sal.  1.  c.)  that  he  had  met  with  the  "He- 
brew "  text;  nor  is  there  any  reason  to  doubt  that 
he  saw  the  book  in  its  original  fonn.  The  internal 
character  of  the  present  book  bears  witness  to  ita 
foreign  source.  Not  only  is  the  style  Hebraistic  in 
general  form  (cf.  l^wth,  de  sacra  Poesi,  xxiv. )  and 
idiom  (e.  y.  dffi.i\iov  aidivos,  i- 15 ;  Kriajxa  aiuvos, 
xxxviii.  34;  airb  irpoawirov  \6yov,  xix.  11:  cf. 
Eichhorn,  Linl.  in  d.  A/xik.  p.  57 )  as  distinguished 
from  the  Greek  of  the  Introduction,  but  in  several 
instances  it  is  possible  to  point  out  mistakes  and 


Aramtean  is  shown  by  the  fiict  that  the  numerous 
quotations  from  it  preserved  in  Aram/ran  writings,  M 
the  Talmud  and  Midrashim,  are  nearly  all  in  pure 
Hebrew.  See  Zunz,  (iottesdienstl.  Vortr.  U.  Jutl'ii,  p. 
104 ;  Ginsburg,  art.  KccUsiastitus  in  Kitto's  Cycl.  of 
DiU.  Lit.,  8d  ed.,  i.  724.  *• 
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sdlusions  which  are  cleared  up  by  the  re.  onstruction 
Df  the  Hebrew  phrases:  e.  y.  xxiv.  25-27,  us  (pcis, 

i.  t.  "I'iSS  for  "I'S??,  as  Am.   viii.  8;  xliii.   8, 

rn\  fx'fiu,  TT}^,  (XfA-nvri   (cf.   Eichhom,  I.  c.  ; 
Ewald,  Gescb.  d.   Volkes  hi:  iv.  2!)9  n.). 

4.  Nothing  however  remains  of  the  original 
proverbs  of  Ben  Sira  except  the  few  fragments  in 
pure  Hebrew  (Jost,  (iesc/i.  d.  Jiidenth.  i.  311  n.) 
which  occur  in  the  Talmud  and  later  Kabbinic 
writers  ;  and  even  these  may  have  been  derived 
from  tradition  and  not  from  any  written  collection." 
The  Greek  translation  incorporated  in  the  LXX., 
which  is  probably  the  source  from  which  the  other 
transLitions  were  derived,  was  made  by  the  grand- 
son of  the  author  in  Egypt  "  in  the  reign  of 
Euergetes,"  '"  for  the  instruction  of  those  "  in  a 
strange  country  (^j/  rrapoiKia)  who  were  previously 
prepared  to  live  after  the  law."  The  date  which 
is  thus  given  is  unfortunately  ambiguous.  Two 
kings  of  Egypt  bore  the  surname  Euergetes.  Ptol. 
ni.,  the  son  and  successor  of  Ptol.  H.  Philadelphus, 
B.  c.  247-222;  and  I'tol.  VII.  Physcon,  the  brother 
of  Ptol.  VI.  Philometor,  b.  c.  170-117.  And  the 
noble  eulogy  on  "  Shnon  the  son  of  Onias,  the 
high-priest,"  who  is  described  as  the  last  of  the 
great  worthies  of  Israel  (ch.  1.),  and  apparently  re- 
moved only  by  a  short  interval  from  the  times  of 
the  author,  is  affected  by  a  similar  ambiguity,  so 
tliat  it  cannot  be  used  absolutely  to  fix  the  reign 
in  which  the  translation  was  made.  Simon  I.,  the 
son  of  Onias,  known  by  the  title  of  the  Just,  was 
high-priest  about  310-290  b.  c,  and  Simon  II., 
also  the  son  of  Onias,  held  the  same  office  at  the 
time  when  Ptol.  IV.  Philopator  endeavored  to  force 
an  entrance  into  the  Temple,  b.  c.  217  (3  Mace, 
i.  2).  Some  have  consequently  supposed  that  the 
reference  is  to  Simon  the  Just,  and  that  the  grand- 
son of  Ben  Sirach,  who  is  supposed  to  have  been 
his  younger  contemporary,  lived  in  the  reign  of 
Ptolemy  III.  (Jahn,  Vaihinger  in  Herzog's  Eiicykl. 
s.  v.);  others  again  have  applied  the  eulogy  to 
Simon  II.,  and  fixed  the  translation  in  the  time  of 
Ptolemy  VII.  (Eichhom,  Einl.  p.  38).  But  both  sup- 
positions are  attended  with  serious  difficulties.  The 
description  of  Simon  can  scarcely  apply  to  one  so 
little  distinguished  as  the  second  high-priest  of  the 
name,  while  the  first,  a  man  of  representative  dig- 
nity, is  passed  over  without  notice  in  the  list  of  the 
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«  The  "  Alphabet,"  or  "  Book  of  Ben  Sira,'''  which 
exists  at  present,  is  a  later  compilation  (Zunz,  Gottesd. 
Vortr.  d.  Jaden,  pp.  100-105)  of  proverbs  in  Hebrew 
and  Chaldee,  containing  some  genuine  fragments, 
among  much  that  is  worthless  (Dukes,  Rabbinixche 
Blumenlese,  p.  31  ff.).  Ben  Sira  is  called  in  the  preface 
the  son  of  Jeremiah.  The  sayings  are  collected  by 
Dukes,  I.  c.  p.  67  ff.  They  offer  parallels  to  Ecclu.". 
ili.  21,  vi.  6,  ix.  8  ff.,  xi.  1,  xiii.  15,  xxv.  2,  xxvi. 
1,  XXX.  23.  xxxvUi.  1,  4,  8,  xlii.  9  f. 

o  Sirac.  Prol.  iv  yap  riZ  oySotf  xai  TpioKotrria  rxei 
eri  Tov  Eirepytrov  Pa<Ti\fw;,  Tropayenjdels  eis  Atyvirroi' 
.  .  .  .  It  is  strange  that  any  doubt  should  have  been 
raised  about  the  meaning  of  the  words,  which  can 
only  be,  that  the  translator  ''  in  his  thirty -eighth  year 
came  to  Egypt  during  the  reign  of  Euergetes  :  "  though 
it  is  impossible  now  to  give  any  explanation  of  the 
Bpecification  of  his  age.  The  translation  of  Eichhom 
(I.  c.  p.  40),  and  several  others,  "  in  the  thirty-eighth 
year  of  the  reign  of  Euergetes,"  is  absolutely  at  vari- 
ince  with  the  gnimmatical  structure  of  the  sentence. 

*  The  Septuagint  furnishes  abundant  examples  of 
the  construction  which  is  here  pronounced  impossible. 
The  following  list  contains  some  which  do  not  appear 


benefactors  of  his  nation.  And  on  the  otlier  hand 
the  manner  in  which  the  transbitor  speaks  of  the 
Alexandrine  version  of  the  Old  Testament,  and  the 
familiarity  which  he  shows  with  its  language  (e.  y. 
xliv.  16,  'Evux  ^lerfTedri,  Gen.  v.  24;  cf.  Linde, , 
ap.  Eichhom,  p.  41,  42)  is  scarcely  consistent  with 
a  date  so  early  as  the  middle  of  the  third  century. 
From  these  considerations  it  appears  best  to  com- 
bine the  two  views.  The  grandson  of  the  author 
was  iilready  past  middle  age  when  he  came  to 
I'^ypt,  and  if  his  visit  took  place  early  in  the  reign 
of  Ptolemy  Physcon,  it  is  quite  possible  that  tlie 
book  itself  was  wiitten  wliile  the  name  and  person 
of  the  last  of  "  the  men  of  the  great  synagogue  " 
were  still  familiar  to  his  countrymen,  c  Even  if 
the  date  of  the  book  be  brought  somewhat  lower, 
the  importance  of  tlie  position  which  Simon  tlie 
Just  occupied  in  the  history  of  the  Jews  would  !« 
a  sufficient  explanation  of  the  distinctness  of  his 
portraiture;  and  the  political  and  social  troubles 
to  which  the  book  alludes  (li.  6,  12,  xxxvi.  fF.)  seem 
to  point  to  the  disorders  which  marked  the  trans- 
ference of  Jewish  allegiance  from  Egypt  to  Syria 
rather  than  to  the  period  of  prosjjerous  tranquillity 
which  was  enjoyed  during  the  supremacy  of  the 
earlier  Ptolemies  (c.  b.  c.  200). 

5.  The  name  of  the  Greek  translator  is  unknovni. 
He  is  commonly  supposed  to  have  i)orne  the  same 
name  as  his  grandfather,  but  this  tradition  rests 
only  on  conjecture  or  misunderstanding  (Jerome, 
1.  c.  in/.  §  7;  [/"«€«<?- Athanasius,]  Sijnops.  S. 
Script,  printed  as  a  Prologue  in  the  Comp.  ed. 
and  in  A.  V.). 

6.  It  is  a  more  important  fact  that  the  book 
itself  appears  to  recognize  the  incorporation  of 
earlier  collections  into  its  text.  Jesus  the  son  of 
Sirach,  while  he  claims  for  himself  the  writing  of 
the  book  {ix<i-po.i,a),  characterizes  his  father  as  one 
"  who  poured  forth  a  shower  of  wisdom  (avdiix^priae 
(To^iav)  from  his  heart;  "  and  the  title  of  the  l)ook 
in  the  Vatican  ^IS.  and  in  many  otliers  may  be 
more  than  a  familiar  abbreviation  (aocpia  ^etpdx^ 
Yet  Cod.  C  has  irpoKoyos  'Zipax  combined  with 
the  usual  heading,  2o(^.  'Itjo-oC  vl.  2,.)-  From  the 
very  nature  of  his  work  the  author  was  Uke  "  a 
gleaner  after  the  grape-gatherers  "  (xxxiii.  16),  and 
Bretschneider  has  endeavoral  to  show  (p.  28  ff.) 
from  internal  discrepancies  of  thought  and  doctrine 
that  he  made  use  of  several  smaller  collections, 


to  have  been  hitherto  noticed.  See  Hagg.  i,  1,  ev  to* 
fievTc'pa)  erei  eiri  Aapei'ou  /3ao-tAf'ws  ;  ii.  1  (i.  15),  11  (10) ; 
Zech.  i.  1,  €r  Tw  oySow  }xy)v\  erous  SevTepou  €7rt  Aapetov  : 
i.  7  ;  vii.  1,  iv  rw  Tfrdprw  eret  iirl  AapeCov  TOv  /Sao-iAeW  ; 
Dan.  ix.  1  (LXX.),  rrovs  vpu>Tov  eTri  Aapei'ov,  where 
Theodotion  has  iv  t<o  n-ptircfi  erei  Aapei'ov,  though  even 
here  the  Conip.  edition  and  the  Alex.  MS.  insert  inl 
before  Aapei'ov  ;  1  Mace.  xiii.  42,  eTovs  npunov  inl 
Stuioi/os  apxiepe'tos :  xiv.  27  ;  Jer.  xlvi.  [Heb.  xxxix.] 
2,  Aldine  ed.  Comp.  1  Esdr.  ii.  15  (16),  e>'  Se  tois  eiri 
'ApTa|e'p|ov  riav  Ilepo-cui'  /SairiAe'uf  xpovoi-;.  As  Mr. 
Westcott  admits  that  no  reason  can  be  given  for  the 
translator's  specification  of  his  own  age,  it  is  not  surpris- 
ing that  Eichhom "s  construction  of  the  pa8.«age  should 
be  adopted  by  many  recent  writers,  as  Bruch  ( Weishfits- 
Lehre  der  Hebraer,  p.  267),  Palfrey,  Davidson,  Ewald, 
Fritzsche  (Exeg.  Handb.  v.  p.  xiii.),  and  Horowitz 
{Das  Buck  Jesus  Sirach,  p.  20,  n.).  A. 

<-  If  indeed  the  inscription  in  B.  "  The  Wisdom  of 
Sirarh  "  (so  also  Epiph.  Hcer.  viii.  ri  ao^ia  toC  2»pax), 
as  distinguished  from  the  prayer  in  c.  li.  ("Iijo-ov  vi.  2. ) 
is  based  upon  any  historic  tradition,  another  generation 
will  be  added  to  carry  us  back  to  the  first  elements  of 
the  book.     See  §  6. 
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differing  widely  in  their  character,  though  all  were 
purely  Hebrew  in  their  origin. 

7.  The  SjTiac  and  Old  Latin  versions,  which 
latter  Jerome  adopted  without  alteration  (Prmf. 
in  Ubr.  Sal.  juxta  LXX.  1.  c.  .  .  .  "  in  Ecclesias- 
tico,  queni  esse  Jesu  filii  Sirach  nuUus  ignorat, 
calamo  teniiieravi,  tantummodo  Canonicas  scripturas 
emendare  dcsiderans  '"),  differ  considerably  from  the 
present  Greelc  text,  and  it  is  uncertain  whether 
they  were  derived  from  some  other  Greek  recension 
(Eichliorn,  p.  84)  or  from  the  Hebrew  original 
(Bertholdt,  p.  2304  ff.).«  The  language  of  the 
Latin  version  presents  great  peculiarities.  Even 
in  the  first  two  chapters  the  following  words  occur 
which  are  found  in  no  other  part  of  the  Vulgate: 
defunctio  (i.  13),  reliyiosttas  (i.  17,  18,  26),  coin- 
partior  (i.  24),  inhonoratio  (i.  88),  obductio  (ii.  2, 
V.  1,  10),  receptibilis  (ii.  5).  The  Arabic  version 
is  directly  derived  from  the  Syriac  (Bretschn.  p. 
702  f.). 

8.  The  existing  Greek  MSS.  present  great  dis- 
crepancies in  order,  and  numerous  interpolations. 
The  arrangement  of  cc.  xxx.  2.5  —  xxxvi.  17  in  the 
Vatican  and  Complutensian  editions  is  very  dif- 
ferent. The  English  version  follows  the  latter, 
which  is  supported  by  the  I^tin  and  Syriac  versions 
against  the  authority  of  the  Uncial  MSS.  The 
extent  of  the  variation  is  seen  in  the  following 
table :  — 

JEd.   Comp.  Lat.  Syr.  E.  V. 
xx)L.  25 


E'/.   Vat.  A.  B.  C. 
xxxiii.  13,  AajLLTTpa  Kap^i'a, 

K.  T.  \. 

xxxiv.,  XXXT. 

xxxvi.  1-16. 

XXX.  25  ff. 

xxxi.,  xxxii. 

xxxiii.  1-13. 

xxxvi.  17  ff. 


XXXI.,  xxxu 

xxxiii.  1-16,  iiypv7rvri<ra 
xxxiii  17  ff.  (o?  (coAa/oKu/xevOf 

xxxiv.,  XXXV 

xxxvi.  1-11,  <;>uAas  'lajcaip   . 
xxxvi.  12   ff.   Kai  (coTeicAij- 
povofLrja-a. 

The  most  important  interpolations  are:  i.  5,  7; 
18)!>,  21;  iii.  25;  iv.  2.36;  vii.  20i;  x.  21;  xii.  6c; 
xiii.  256;  xvi.  15,  16,  22c-;  xvii.  5,  9,  16,  17a,  18, 
21,  22c,  266;  xvui.  26,  3,  27c,  33c;  xix.  56,  6a, 
136,  Ufi,  18,  19,  21,  25c;  xx.  3,  146,  176,  32;  xxii. 
9,  10,  2.3c;  xxiii.  3e,  4c,  56,  28;  xxiv.  18,  24;  xxv. 
12,  26c;  xxvi.  19-27;  1.  296.  All  these  passages, 
which  occur  in  the  A.  V.  and  the  Comp.  texts,  are 
wanthig  in  the  best  MSS.  The  edition  of  the 
Syro-Hexaplaric  MS.  at  Milan,  which  is  at  present 
reported  to  be  in  preparation  (1858),  will  probably 
contribute  much  to  the  establishment  of  a  sounder 
text. 

9.  It  is  impossible  to  make  any  satisfactory  plan 
of  the  book  in  its  present  shape.  The  Litter  part, 
ch.  xlii.  16-1.  21,  is  distinguished  from  all  that 
precedes  in  style  and  sulyect;  and  "the  praise  of 
noble  men "  {irarfpaiv  vfivos)  seems  to  form  a 
complete  whole  in  itself  (ch.  xliv.-l.  24).  The 
words  of  Jerome,  Prcef.  in  Libr.  Salom.  ("Quorum 
priorem  [Travdperov  Jesu  filii  Sirach  libruni]  He- 
braicum  reperi,  non  Ecclesiasticum  ut  apud  l.atinos, 
sed  Parabolas  praenotatum,  cui  juncti  erant  Ec- 


«  *  That  the  Ljitin  version  was  derived  from  the  Greek 
Fritzsche  (Exei;.  Hanilb.  v.  p.  xxiv.)  regards  as  beyond 
all  question.  lie  justly  remarks  that  the  Huppositioii 
that  a  Latin  version  was  made  from  the  Hrhrnv  at  to 
early  a  date  (tne  second  century)  wonld  be  an  anach- 
ronism, or  at  U':uit  without  a  parallel,  and  that  all  the 
iotemal  evidence  is  against  it.  He  considers  the  Syriac 
version,  on  the  other  band,  as  a  loose  paraphrase  of 
the  Greek,  with  many  arbitrary  alterations,  omissions. 
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clesiastes  et  Caniicum  Canticorum,  ut  similitudinenj 
Salomonis  non  solum  Ubrorum  nuniero,  sed  etian; 
materiarum  genere  cosequaret " ),  wliich  do  not 
appear  t«  have  received  any  notice,  imply  that  the 
original  text  presented  a  triple  character  answermg 
to  the  tliree  works  of  Solomon,  the  Proverbs,  Ec- 
clesiastes,  and  (Janticles ;  and  it  is,  perhaps,  possible 
to  trace  the  prevalence  of  the  different  tyj)es  of 
maxim,  reflection,  and  song  in  successive  parts  of 
the  present  book.  In  the  central  portion  of  the 
book  (xviii.  29,  iynpaTda  ^uxns,  xxxii.  (xxxv.) 
Trepl  riyovfifvcDv)  several  headings  are  introduced 
in  the  oldest  MSS.,  and  similar  titles  preface  ch. 
xliv.  {Trarepaiv  v/j.vos)  and  ch.  Ii.  (irpocrevxh  'Irjo-oC 
vlov  Seipcix)-  I'hese  sections  may  have  contributed 
to  the  disafrangement  of  the  text,  but  they  do  not 
offer  any  sufficient  clue  to  its  true  subdivisions. 
Eichhorn  supposed  that  the  book  was  made  up 
of  three  distinct  collections  which  were  after- 
wards united:  i.-xxiii.;  xxiv.-xlii.  14:  xlii.  15-1. 
24  {Einl.  p.  50  ff.).  Bretschneider  sets  aside  this 
hypothesis,  and  at  the  s.ame  time  one  which  he  had 
formerly  been  inclined  to  adopt,  th.at  the  recurrence 
of  the  same  ideas  in  xxiv.  32  ff. ;  xxxiii.  16,  17 
(xxx.);  1.  27,  mark  the  conclusion  of  three  parts. 
The  last  five  verses  of  ch.  1.  (1.  25-29)  form  a  natural 
conclusion  to  the  book:  and  the  prayer,  which 
forms  the  last  chapter  (Ii.),  is  wanting  in  two  J1.SS. 
Some  have  supposed  that  it  was  the  work  of  the 
translator;  but  it  is  more  probable  that  he  found 
it  attached  to  the  larger  work,  though  it  may  not 
have  been  designed  originally  for  the  place  which 
it  occupies. 

10.  The  earliest  clear  coincidence  with  the  con- 
tents of  the  book  occurs  in  the  epistle  of  Barnabas 
(c.  lO^Ecclus.  iv.  31;  cf.  C(m.^t.  Ajm>sI.  vii.  11), 
but  in  this  case  the  parallelism  consists  in  tlie 
thought  and  not  in  the  words,  and  there  is  no 
mark  of  quotation.  The  parallels  which  have  Ijeen 
discovered  in  the  New  Testament  are  too  general 
to  show  that  they  were  deri\ed  from  the  written 
text,  and  not  from  popular  language ;  and  the  same 
remark  applies  to  the  other  alleged  coincidences 
with  the  Apostolic  fathers  (e.  </.  Ecclus.  v.  13  =^ 
James  i.  19;  xi.  18,  19  =  Luke  xii.  19).  There  is 
no  sign  of  the  u.se  of  the  book  in  Justin  Martyr, 
which  is  the  more  remarkable  as  it  offers  several 
thoughts  congenial  to  his  style.  The  first  distinct 
quotations  occur  in  Clement  of  Alexandria;  but 
from  the  end  of  the  second  century  the  book  was 
much  used  and  cited  with  respect,  and  in  the  same 
terms  as  tlie  canonical  Scriptures;  and  its  author- 
ship was  often  assigned  to  Solomon  from  the  sim- 
ilarity which  it  presented  to  his  writings  (. August. 
De  Curu  pro  Mort.  18).  Clement  speaks  of  it 
continually  as  Scripture  {Pml.  i.  8,  §  62:  ii.  2,  § 
34;  5,  §  46;  8,  §  69,  Ac),  as  the  work  of  Solomon 
(Strom,  ii.  6,  §  24),  and  as  the  voice  of  the  great 
JIaster  {■iraiSaywy6s,  P<e(l.  ii.  10,  §  98).  Origeu 
cites  pa-ssages  with  the  same  formula  :is  the  canon- 
ical books  (yfypairrai,  In  Johunn.  xxxii.  §  14;  In 
Matt.  xvi.  §  8),  as  Scripture  {Comm.  in  Afatt. ^ 


and  additions.  But  Dr.  J.  Horowitz  in  a  recent  essay 
(see  the  addition  to  this  article)  maintains  that  the 
Syriac  translator  had  a  Hebrew  text  before  him,  though 
interpolated  and  corrupted,  and  finds  iu  this  version 
the  means  of  restoring  the  original  Hebrew,  and  of 
explaining  the  mistakes  of  the  Greek  translator,  in  not 
a  few^  passages  which,  as  they  now  stand,  \icld  no 
good  sense.  Ginsburg  takes  the  same  view  (art.  EccU- 
xiasticus  in  Kitto'i  Cyd.  of  Bibl.  Lit.,  8d  ed.).      A. 
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44;  In  Ep.  ad  Rom.  is.  §  17,  &c.),  and  as  the] 
utterance  of  "  the,  divine  word"  (c.  Cels.  viii.  50). 
Tlie  other  writers  of  the  Alexandrine  school  follow 
tlie  same  practice.  Dionysius  calls  its  words 
>■•  divine  oracles  "  {Fray,  de  Nat.  iii.  p.  1258  ed. 
Migne),  and  Peter  Martyr  quotes  it  as  the  work 
of  "  the  Preacher "  (Fray.  i.  §  5,  p.  515,  ed. 
Migne).  The  passage  quoted  from  Tertullian  (de 
Exhort.  Cast.  2,  "  sicut  scriptum  est :  ecce  posui 
ante  te  bonuin  et  malum  ;  giistasti  enim  de  arbore 

agnitionis "  cf.  Ecclus.  xv.  17,  Vulg.)  is 

not  absolutely  conclusive  [see  Deut.  xxx.  15J ;  but 
Cj^rian  constantly  brhigs  forward  passives  from 
the  book  as  Scripture  (de  Bono  Pat.  17 ;  de  Mor- 
tiliiate,  9,  §  1-3)  and  as  the  work  of  Soloni)n  (Ep. 
Ixv.  2).  The  testimony  of  Augustine  sums  up 
briefly  the  result  which  follows  from  these  isolated 
authorities.  He  quotes  the  book  constantly  him- 
self as  the  work  of  a  prophet  (Serm.  xxxix.  1),  the 
word  of  God  (Seivn.  Ixxxvii.  11),  "  Scripture " 
(Lib.  de  Nat.  33),  and  that  even  in  controversy  (c. 
./ul.  Pelag.  v.  36),  but  he  expressly  notices  that  it 
was  not  in  the  Hebrew  Canon  (De  Cura  pi-o  Mort. 
18)  •'  though  the  Church,  especially  of  the  West, 
had  received  it  into  authority  "  (Z>e  Chrit.  xvii.  20, 
cf.  Speculum,  iii.  1127,  ed.  Paris).  Jerome,  in  like 
manner  (I.  c.  §  7),  contrasts  the  book  with  "  the 
(Canonical  Scriptures"  as  "doubtful,"  while  they 
are  '-sure;  "  and  in  another  place  (Prol.  Galeat.) 
he  says  that  it  "is  not  in  the  Canon,"  and  again 
(Prol.  in  Libr.  Sal.)  that  it  should  be  read  "for 
the  instruction  of  the  people  (plebis),  not  to  support 
the  authority  of  ecclesiastical  doctrines."  The  book 
is  not  quoted  by  Irenaeus,  Hippolytus,  or  Eusebius ; " 
and  is  not  contained  in  the  Canon  of  Jlelito,  Origen, 
(^yrU,  Laodicea,  Hilary,  or  Rufinus.  [Canon.]  It 
was  never  included  by  the  Jews  among  their 
Scriptures ;  for  though  it  is  quoted  in  the  Talmud, 
and  at  times  like  the  Kethubim,  the  study  of  it 
was  forbidden,  and  it  was  classed  among  "  the  outer 

hmks"  (□'^ai^TJ  D'^nSP),  that  is  probably, 
those  which  were  not  admitted  into  the  Canon 
(Dukes,  R'lhb.  Blumenlese,  pp.  24,  25). 

1 1.  I>ut  while  the  book  is  destitute  of  the  highest 
canonical  authority,  it  is  a  most  important  monu- 
ment of  the  religious  state  of  the  .lews  at  the  period 
of  its  composition.  As  an  expression  of  Palestinian 
theology  it  stands  alone;  for  there  is  no  sufficient 
reason  for  assuming  Alexandrine  interpolations  or 
direct  Alexandrine  influence  (Gfriirer,  Philo,  ii.  18 
ft").  The  translator  may,  perhaps,  have  given  an 
.'Uexandrine  coloring  to  the  doctrine,  but  its  great 
outlines  are  unchanged  (cf.  Daehne,  Relig.-Philos. 
ii.  129  ff".).  The  conception  of  God  as  Creator, 
Preserver,  and  Governor  is  strictly  conformable  to 
the  old  Mosaic  type;  but  at  the  same  time  his 
mercy  is  extended  to  all  mankind  (xviii.  11-13). 
Little  stress  is  laid  upon  the  spirit-world,  either 
good  (xlviii.  21,  xlv.  2,  xxxix.  28?)  or  evil  (xxi. 
27  '? ) ;  and  the  doctrine  of  a  resun-ection  fades  away 
(xiv.  16,  xvii.  27,  28,  xliv.  14,  15.  Yet  cf.  xlviii. 
11).  In  addition  to  the  general  hope  of  restoration 
(xxxvi.  1',  (fee.)  one  trait  only  of  a  Messianic  faith 
is  preserved  in  which  the  writer  contemplates  the 
future  work  of  Elias  (xlviii.  10).  The  ethical  pre- 
cepts are  addressed  to  the  middle  class  (Eichhorn, 
Einl.  p.  44  ff.).  The  praise  of  agriculture  (vii.  15) 
and  medicine  (xxxviii.  1  ff.),  and  the  constant  ex- 
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hortations  to  cheerfulness,  seem  to  speak  of  a  time 
wheu  men's  thoughts  were  turned  inwards  with 
feelings  of  despondency  and  perhaps  (Dukes,  /.  c. 
p.  27  ff.)  of  fatalism.  At  least  the  book  marks  the 
growth  of  that  anxious  legalism  which  was  con- 
spicuous in  the  sayings  of  the  later  doctors.  Life 
is  already  imprisoned  in  rules;  religion  is  degen- 
erating into  ritualism;  knowledge  has  taken  refuge 
in  schools  (cf.  Ewald,  Oesch.  d.  Volkes  Isr.  iv. 
298  ff.). 

12.  Numerous  commentaries  on  Ecclesiasticus 
apj)eared  in  the  16th  and  17th  centuries  (cf. 
Bretschneider,  Lib.  Sirac.  Praef.  x.  note,  for  a  list 
of  these),  of  which  the  most  important  were  those 
of  Camerarius  (Lipsice,  1570,  Bvo),  Corn,  a  Lapide 
(Antverpia,  1687,  &c.,  fol.),  and  Drusius  (Fraii- 
ekerce,  1596,  4to);  [Dav.  Hoeschel's  edition  (Aug. 
Vind.  1604)  was  also  of  some  importance  for  its 
large  collection  of  various  readings ;]  but  nothing 
more  was  done  for  the  criticism  of  the  book  till  the 
editions  of  Liiide  (a  German  translation  and  notes, 
Lipsice,  1785,  1795,  8vo,  followed  by  a  Greek  text, 
Gedani,  1795,  8vo).  Linde's  labors  left  much  to 
be  supplied,  and  in  1806  Bretschneider  published 
his  edition,  which  still  remains  the  most  complete 
(Liber  Jesu  Siracidx  Grace  ad  jidem  Codd.  et 
verss.  emend,  et  perpet.  comm.  illustratus  a  Car. 
Gottl.  Bretschneider  .  .  .  RatishoncB,  mdcccvi.); 
but  this  will  probably  be  superseded  by  the  prom- 
ised (1858)  Commentary  of  Fritzsche  in  the  Kurzy. 
Exty.  Ilandbuch,  for  both  in  style  and  scholarship 
it  labors  under  serious  defects.  B.  F.  W. 

*  Additional  Literature.  —  Besides  the  works 
already  referred  to  in  this  article,  or  under  the  art. 
Apocrypha,  as  Arnald's  Commentary,  the  fol- 
lowing deserve  notice:  Jan  van  GUse,  Commen- 
tatio  de  Lihn  qui  Sap.  Jes.  Sirac.  inscribitur 
Argumento  et  Ductrinm  Fonte,  Groning.  1832,  4to; 
J.  F.  Kabiger,  Ethice  Librorum  Apoc.  V.  T., 
VratisL  18-38;  J.  F.  Bruch,  Weisheits-Lehre  der 
Hebraer,  Strassb.  1851,  pp.  266-319;  Ewald,  in 
his  Jahrb.  d.  Bibl.  wissensch.,  1851,  iii.  125-140, 
and  Gesch.  d.  Volkes  Isr.,  3e  Aufl.  (1864),  iv.  340 
ff. ;  Welte  (Cath. ),  in  Herbst's  Einl.  ii.  pt.  iii.  pp. 
203-237:  Palfrey,  Lect.  on  the  Jewish  Scriptures, 
iv.  343-350  (Bost.  1852);  Geiger,  Wamm  gehori 
das  Ruch  Sirach  zu  den  Apokryphen,  in  the 
Zeitschr.  d.  Deutsch.  Morgeid.  Gesellsch.,  1858, 
xii.  536-543;  Davidson,  Introd.  to  the  Old  Test. 
iii.  411-422.  A  translation  of  chapters  i.-xxx. 
by  the  Rev.  Thomas  Hill,  D.  D.,  now  President  of 
Han'ard  College,  was  published  in  the  Monthly 
Religious  Magazine  (Boston)  for  1852  and  1853. 
Far  the  most  important  work  on  this  book,  how- 
ever, is  the  Commentary  and  Translation  of  O.  F. 
Fritzsche,  with  a  full  Introduction,  forming  the 
5th  Liefei-ung  of  the  Kurzyef.  exeyet.  Handb.  zu 
den  Apok.  des  A.  T.  (I>eipz.  1859).  A  German 
translation  of  the  Apocrypha  by  D.  Cassel  (Die 
Apokryphen.  Nach  dem  yriech.  Texte  iibersetzt, 
u.  8.  w.)  was  published  in  Berlin,  1866. 

An  essay  of  some  value  has  recently  appeared  by 
Dr.  J.  Horowitz  ( Das  Buch  Jesus  Sirach,  Breslau, 
1865,  first  printed  in  Frankel's  Monatsschiijl  f. 
Gesch.  u.  Wiss.  des  Judent/iums),  which  discusses 
the  principal  questions  respecting  the  original 
author  and  the  different  translations  of  the  work. 
According  to  Horowitz,  the  Simon  mentioned  in 


a  *  It  15  quoted  by  Hippolytus  ( Opp.  p.  192,  I.  12, 
9d  Lagarde),  and  by  Eusebius  {De  Eccies.  Theol.  1. 12  ; 


De7n.  Ecang.  1.  1,  Opp.  iv.  21  a,  ed.  Migne  ; 
Const,  i.  11 ;  and  Comm.  in  Ps.  Ivi.  2). 
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ch.  1.  is  the  famous  Simon  the  Just,  and  the  de- 
scription in  that  chapter  is  so  vivid  that  it  must 
represent  what  the  writer  had  seen  and  heard ;  the 
book  was  prolmbly  composed  at  diflerent  jjeriods 
during  the  long  life  of  the  author,  the  original  con- 
clusion being  the  last  verse  of  ch.  xlix. ;  chapters  1., 
li.  were  added  afterwards,  possibly  as  late  as  b.  c. 
250,  whence  the  strangely  placed  invective  against 
the  Samaritans  (1.  25,  26),  who  about  this  time 
were  harassing  the  Jews  (Joseph.  Aitt.  xii.  4,  §  1). 
The  translator  came  to  l^gypt  in  the  iJSth  year  of 
Ptolemy  Euergetes  II.  (Physcon),  that  is,  about 
132  B.  c.  But  how  then  could  he  call  the  author, 
who  is  supposed  to  have  died  about  J2U  years 
before,  his  yramlfdther  1  Horowitz  meets  this  dif- 
ficulty by  taking  grairiro?  in  the  wider  sense  of 
iiw,viUtr.  Further,  he  does  not  regard  the  language 
in  the  Prologue  respecting  the  books  of  the  Old 
Testament  as  necessarily  implying  that  the  col- 
lection was  then  complete,  and  the  Canon  closed. 
The  essay  contains  some  happy  conjectural  restora- 
tions of  the  original  text  in  con-upted  passages, 
chiefly  by  the  aid  of  the  Syrlac  version.  A. 

ECLIPSE  OF  THE  SUN.  No  historical 
notice  of  an  eclipse  occurs  in  the  Bible,  but  there 
are  passages  in  the  prophets  which  contain  manifest 
allusion  to  this  phenomenon.  They  describe  it  in 
the  following  terms  :  "  The  sun  goes  down  at 
noon,"  "  the  earth  is  darkened  in  the  clear  day  " 
(Am.  viii.  9),  "the  day  shall  be  dark  "  (Mic.  iii. 
6),  "  the  light  shall  not  Ije  clear  nor  dark  "  (Zech. 
xiv.  6),  "the  sun  shall  be  dark"  (Joel  ii.  10,  31, 
iii.  15).  Some  of  these  notices  probably  refer  to 
eclipses  that  occurred  about  the  time  of  the  re- 
spective compositions :  thus  the  date  of  Amos  coin- 
cides with  a  total  eclipse,  which  occurred  Feb.  9, 
B.  c.  784,  and  was  visible  at  Jerusalem  shortly 
after  noon  (Hitzig,  Comm.  in  Proph.);  that  of 
Micah  with  the  eclipse  of  June  6,  b.  c.  716,  referred 
to  by  Dionys.  Hal.  ii.  56,  to  which  same  period  the 
latter  part  of  the  book  of  Zechariah  may  be  prob- 
ably assigned.  A  passing  notice  in  Jcr.  xv.  9  coin- 
cides in  date  with  the  eclipse  of  Sept.  30,  b.  c. 
610,  so  well  known  from  Herodotus'  account  (i.  74, 
103).  The  darkness  that  overspread  the  world  at 
the  crucifixion  cannot  with  reason  be  attributed  to 
an  eclipse,  as  the  moon  was  at  the  full  at  the  time 
of  the  Passover.  [Dakknkss.]  The  awe  which 
is  naturally  inspired  by  an  eclipse  in  the  minds  of 
those  who  are  unacquainted  with  the  cause  of  it, 
rendered  it  a  token  of  impending  judgment  in  the 
prophetical  books.  W.  L.  B. 

ED,  t.  e.  "  witness,"  a  word  inserted  in  the 
A.  V.  of  Josh.  xxii.  34  [brought  along  from  the 
earlier  luigUsb  versions]  apj>arently  on  the  authority 
of  a  few  MSS.,  and  also  of  the  Syriac  and  Arabic 
Versions,  but  not  existing  in  the  generally-received 
Hebrew  Text.  The  passage  is  literally  as  follows : 
"And  the  children  [sons]  of  Keuben  and  the 
children  [sons]  of  Gad  named  (LXX.  tirmviiJMfftv) 
the  altar:  liecause  that  is  a  witness  (VA)  lietween 
us  that  Jehovah  is  (iod."  The  rendering  of  the 
IJfX.,  though  in  some  respects  differing  materially 
from  the  present  text,  shows  plainly  that  at  that 

time  the  word  Ed  ("137)  stood  in  the  Hebrew  in 

its  present  place.     The  word  N^I^,  to  call  or  pro- 
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claim,  has  not  invariably  (though  generally)  a 
transitive  force,  but  is  also  occasionally  an  intran- 
sitive verb.  (For  a  further  investigation  of  this 
passage,  see  Keil,  Joshua,  ad  loc.)  G. 

*  The  sense  is  better  if  we  make  "'S  in  the  last 
clause  recitative  like  on,  not  causal,  as  alwve: 
"  It  (i.  e.  the  altar)  is  a  witness  between  us  that 
Jehovah  is  God."  The  entire  sentence  and  not 
"witness"  merely  (A.  V.)  was  inscril^ed  on  the 
altar  and  formed  its  name.  So  in  De  Wette's 
Uiber^ttzung  (1858)  and  in  that  of  the  Svcietc  blb- 
Uqut  Prot(st:(nte  de  Pai-is  (1866).  Ed  thereibre 
is  not  a  proper  name  any  more  than  the  other 
words.  H. 

E'DAR,  TOWER  OF  (accur.  Edek,  b^^p 

"1^757  :  Vat.  omits;  Alex,  ["in  charact.  minore"] 
trvpyos  TdSfp-  turns  ip-ei/is),  a  place  named  only 
in  Gen.  xxxv.  21.  Jacob's  first  halting-place  between 

Bethlehem  and  Hebron  was  "beyond  (nS.yntt) 
the  tower  Eder."  According  to  Jerome  (Oiunnas- 
ticon,  Bethlehem)  it  was  1000  paces  from  Beth- 
lehem. The  name  signifies  a  "  flock"  or  "  drove," 
imd  is  quite  in  keeping  with  the  pastoral  habits  of 
the  district."  .Jerome  sees  in  it  a  prophecy  of  the 
announcement  of  the  birth  of  Christ  to  the  shej)- 
herds  ;  and  there  seems  to  have  been  a  .Jewish 
tradition  that  the  Messiah  was  to  be  born  there 
(Targum  Ps.  Jon.).  G. 

EDDI'AS  ("le^/as;  [Vat.  -fe,-;]  -Vlex.  USSias: 
[Aid.  'E55ias:]    Ueddias],  1  l':sdr.   ix.  26.     [Jk- 

ZIAIl.] 

E'DEN  (It!?  [pleasnntness]  :  'E8*jU  [see  be- 
low] ),  the  first  residence  of  man.  It  would  be 
difficult,  in  the  whole  history  of  opinion,  to  find 
any  subject  which  has  so  invited,  and  at  the  same 
time  so  completely  baffled,  conjecture,  as  the  (iarden 
of  Eden.  The  three  continents  of  the  old  world 
have  been  subjected  to  tlie  mest  rigorous  seareii : 
from  China  to  the  Canary  isles,  from  the  Mountains 
of  the  Moon  to  the  coasts  of  the  Baltic,  no  locality 
which  in  the  slightest  degree  corresponded  to  the 
description  of  the  first  abode  of  the  human  race  has 
been  left  unexamine<l.  The  great  rivers  of  Europe, 
Asia,  and  Africa,  have  in  turn  done  service  as  tl:e 
Pison  and  (iihon  of  Scripture,  and  there  reniairs 
nothing  but  the  New  \S'orld  wherein  the  next 
adventurous  theorist  may  tewilder  himself  in  the 
mazes  of  this  most  difficult  question. 

In  order  more  clearly  to  understand  the  merit 
of  the  several  conjectures,  it  will  be  necessary  to 
submit  to  a  careful  examination  the  historic  nar- 
rative on  which  they  are  founded.  Omitting  those 
iwrtions  of  the  text  of  Gen.  ii.  8-14  which  do  not 
l)ear  ufKin  the  geographical  ]x)sition  of  Eden,  the 
description  is  as  follows :  "And  the  Lord  God 
planted  a  garden  in  Eden  eastward.  .  .  .  And  a 
river  goeth  forth  from  V/'cn  to  water  the  garden; 
and  from  thence  it  is  divided  and  becomes  four 
heads  (or  arms).  'Ilie  name  of  the  fii-st  is  Pison: 
that  is  it  which  compa-sseth  the  whole  land  of 
llavilah,  where  is  the  gold.  And  the  irold  of  that 
land  is  good :  there  is  the  bdellium  and  the  onyx 
stone.  And  the  name  of  the  second  river  is  ( iihon ; 
that  is  it  which  compasseth  the  whole  land  of  (Jush. 


— ''"•TMs 'Eter  may  HsTe  been  a  well  known  watch- 
tower   ftom    which    the   ghepherda   overlooked   their 


flocks.     Bethlehem  is  fiimoaa  at  the  present  day  for 
the  number  of  similar  stmctuiM  in  its  neighborhood 
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And  the  name  of  the  third  river  /*■  Hiddekel;  that 
is  it  which  floweth  before  Assyria.  And  the  fourth 
river,  that  is  Euphrates."  In  the  eastern  portion 
then  of  the  region  of  Eden  was  the  garden  planted. 
The  river  which  flowed  through  Pklen  watered  the 
garden,  afid  thence  branched  off  into  four  distinct 
streams.  The  first  problem  to  be  solved  then  is 
this:  To  find  a  river  which,  at  some  stage  of  its 
course,  is  divided  into  four  streams,  two  of  which 
are  the  Tigris  and  Euphrates.  The  identity  of 
these  rivers  with  the  Hiddekel  and  P'rath  has  never 
been  disputed,  and  no  hypothesis  which  omits  them 
is  worthy  of  consideration.  Setting  aside  minor 
differences  of  detail,  the  theories  which  have  been 
framed  witli  regard  to  the  situation  of  the  terrestrial 
paradise  naturally  divide  themselves  into  two  classes. 
The  first  class  includes  all  these  which  place  the 
garden  of  Eden  below  the  junction  of  the  Euphrates 
and  Tigris,  and  interpret  the  names  Pison  and 
Gihon  of  certain  portions  of  these  rivers :  the  second, 
those  which  seek  for  it  in  the  high  table-land  of 
Armenia,  the  fruitful  parent  of  many  noble  streams. 
These  theories  have  been  supported  by  most  learned 
men  of  all  nations,  of  all  ages,  and  representing 
every  shade  of  theological  belief;  but  there  is  not 
one  wiiich  is  not  based  in  some  degree  upon  a 
forced  interpretation  of  the  words  of  the  narrative. 
Those  who  contend  that  the  united  stream  of  the 
Euphrates  and  Tigris  is  the  "  river  "  which  "  goeth 
forth  from  VAen  to  water  the  garden,"  have  com- 
mitted a  fatal  error  in  neglecting  the  true  meaning 

of  t^^^,  which  is  only  used  of  the  course  of  a  river 
from  its  source  doionwarcis  (cf.  F^.  xlvii.  1).  Fol- 
lowing the  guidance  which  this  word  supplies,  the 
description  in  ver.  10  must  be  explained  in  this 
manner :  the  river  takes  its  rise  in  Eden,  flows  into 
the  garden,  and  from  thence  is  divided  into  four 
branches,  the  separation  taking  place  either  in  the 
garden  or  after  leaving  it.  If  this  be  the  case,  the 
Tigris  and  Euphrates  before  junction  cannot,  in 
this  position  of  the  garden,  be  two  of  the  four 
branches  in  question.  But,  though  they  have 
avoided  this  error,  the  theorists  of  the  second  class 
have  been  driven  into  a  Charybdis  not  less  destruc- 
tive. I>ooking  for  the  true  site  of  Eden  in  the  high- 
lands of  Armenia,  near  the  sources  of  the  Tigris 
and  Euphrates,  and  applying  the  names  Pison  and 
Gihon  to  some  one  or  other  of  the  rivers  which 
spring  from  the  same  region,  they  have  been  com- 
pelled to  explain  away  the  meaning  of  "1713,  the 

"  river,"  and  to  give  to  D^tt?S1  a  sense  which  is 
not  supported  by  a  single  passage.  In  no  instance 
is  27N"1  (lit.  "  head  ")  applied  to  the  source  of  a 
river.  On  several  occasions  (cf.  Judg.  vii.  16 ;  Job 
i.  17,  <fec.)  it  is  used  of  the  detachments  into  which 
the  main  body  of  an  army  is  divided,  and  analogy 

therefore  leads  to  the  conclusion  that  D"^E?M*1 
denotes  "  the  branches "  of  the  parent  stream. 
There  are  other  difficulties  hi  the  details  of  the 
several  theories,  which  may  be  obstacles  to  their 
entire  reception,  but  it  is  manifest  that  no  theory 
which  fails  to  satisfy  the  above-mentioned  condi- 
tions can  be  allowed  to  take  its  place  among  things 
that  are  probable. 

;  The  old  versions  supply  us  with  little  or  no 
-Msistance.  The  translators  appear  to  have  halted 
between  a  mystical  and  Uteral  interpretation.     The 

word  )7V  is  rendered  by  the  LXX.  as  a  proper 
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name  in  three  passages  only,  CJen.  ii.  8,  10,  iv.  16, 
where  it  is  represented  by  'E5*V-  ^^  ^'^  others,  with 
the  exception  of  Is.  li.  3,  it  is  translated  Tpv<p-l). 
In  the  Vulgate  it  never  occurs  as  a  proper  name, 
but  is  rendered  "  volu/dns,'''  "  locus  voluptatis"  or 
"  ddicim."  The  Targum  of  Onkelos  gives  it  uni- 
formly ^13?,  and  in  the  Peshito-Syriac  it  is  the 
same,  with  the  slight  variation  in  two  passages  of 
^«— ^  for    t*-^* 

It  would  be  a  hopeless  task  to  attempt  to  chron- 
icle the  opinions  of  all  the  commentators  upon  this 
question :  their  name  is  legion.  Philo  {de  Mundi 
^lAf-  §  5"^)  '*  the  first  who  ventured  upon  an 
allegoriciil  interpretation.  He  conceived  that  by 
paradise  is  darkly  shiulowed  forth  the  governing 
faculty  of  the  soul;  that  the  tree  of  life  signifies 
religion,  whereby  the  soul  is  immortalized ;  and  by 
the  faculty  of  knowing  good  and  evil  the  middle 
sense,  by  which  are  discerned  things  contrary  to 
nature.  In  another  passage  {de  Pi.inlat.  §  9)  he 
explains  Eden,  which  signifies  "  pleasure,"  as  a 
symbol  of  the  soul,  that  sees  what  is  right,  exults 
in  virtue,  and  prefers  one  enjoyment,  the  worship  of 
the  Only  Wise,  to  myriads  of  men's  chief  delights. 
And  again  {Legum  Allegov.  i.  §  14)  he  says,  "  now 
virtue  is  tropically  called  paradise,  and  the  site  of 
paradise  is  Eden,  that  is,  pleasure."  The  four 
rivers  he  explains  (§  19)  of  the  several  virtues  of 
prudence,  temperance,  courage,  and  justice;  while 
the  main  stream  of  jvhich  they  are  branches  is  the 
generic  virtue,  goodness,  which  goeth  forth  from 
Eden,  the  wisdom  of  God.  The  opinions  of  Philo 
would  not  be  so  much  worthy  of  consideration, 
were  it  not  that  he  has  been  followed  by  many  of 
the  Fathers.  Origen,  according  to  Luther  ( Comni. 
in  Gen.),  imagined  paradise  to  be  heaven,  the  trees 
angels,  and  the  rivers  wisdom.  Papias,  Irenaeus, 
Pantaenus,  and  Clemens  Alexandrinus  have  all 
favored  the  mystical  interpretation  (Huet,  Origen^ 
i'lnn,  ii.  167).  Ambrosius  followed  the  example  of 
Origen,  and  placed  the  terrestrial  paradise  in  the 
third  heaven,  in  consequence  of  the  expression  of 
St.  Paul  (2  Cor.  xii.  2,  4) ;  but  elsewhere  he  distin- 
guishes between  the  terrestrial  paradise  and  that  to 
which  the  Apostle  was  caught  up  {De  Parad.  c. 
3).  In  another  passage  {£p.  ad  Sabinum)  all  this 
is  explained  as  allegory.  Among  the  Hebrew  tra- 
ditions enumerated  by  Jerome  {Trad.  Ilehr.  in 
Gen.)  is  one  that  paradise  was  created  before  the 
world  was  formed,  and  is  therefore  beyond  its  limits. 
Moses  Bar  Cepha  {De  Parad.)  assigns  it  a  middle 
place  between  the  earth  and  the  firmament.  Some 
affirm  that  paradise  was  on  a  mountain,  which 
reached  nearly  to  the  moon;  while  others,  struck 
by  the  manifest  absurdity  of  such  an  opinion,  held 
that  it  was  situated  in  the  third  region  of  the  air, 
and  was  higher  than  all  the  mountains  of  the  earth 
by  twenty  cubits,  so  that  the  waters  of  the  flood 
could  not  reach  it.  Others  again  have  thought 
that  paratlise  was  twofold,  one  corporeal  and  the 
other  incorporeal :  others  that  it  was  formerly  on 
earth,  but  had  been  taken  away  by  the  judgment 
of  God  (Hopkinson,  Descr.  Parad.  in  Ugol.  Thes. 
vii.).  Among  the  opinions  enumerated  by  Morinus 
{Diss,  de  Parad.  Terrest.  Ugol.  Thes.  vii.)  is  one, 
that,  before  the  fall,  the  whole  earth  was  paradise, 
and  was  really  situated  in  Eden,  in  the  midst  of 
all  kinds  of  delights.  Ephraem  Sjtus  ( Comm.  in 
Gtn. )  expresses  himself  doubtfully  upon  this  point. 
Whether  the  ti-ees  of  paradise,  being  spiritual,  drank 
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of  spiritual  water,  he  does  not  undertake  to  decide ; 
hut  lie  seems  to  be  of.  opinion  that  the  four  rivers 
have  lost  their  orijrinal  virtue  in  consequence  of  the 
curse  pronounced  upon  the  earth  for  Adam's  trans- 
gression. 

Conjectures  with  regard  to  the  dimensions  of  the 
j;arden  ha\e  differed  as  widely  as  those  which  as- 
sign its  locality.  ICphnieni  8yrus  maintained  that 
it  snrrouiKiod  the  whole  eartli,  while  Johannes 
'I'ostatus  restricted  it  to  a  circumference  of  thirty- 
six  or  forty  miles,  and  others  have  made  it  extend 
over  Syria,  Arabia,  and  Mesoiwtamia.  (Hopkin- 
sou,  as  above.)  IJut  of  speciUations  like  these 
tliere  is  no  end. 

\\'hat  is  the  river  which  goes  forth  from  Eden 
to  water  the  garden  ?  is  a  question  which  has  been 
oiteii  asked,  and  still  waits  for  a  satisfactory  an- 
swer. That  the  ocean  stream  which  surrounded 
the  earth  was  tiie  source  from  which  the  four  rivers 
Howed  was  the  opinion  of  Josephus  {Ant.  i.  1,  §  3) 
and  .lohatnies  Uamascenus  (De  Ortliod.  Fid.  ii. 
it).  It  wa.s  the  Shfit-tl-Anib,  acccording  to  those 
who  phvce  the  garden  of  ICden  below  the  junction 
(if  the  Tigris  and  ICuphrates,  and  their  conjecture 
would  deserve  consideration  were  it  not  that  this 
stmuu  cannot,  with  any  degree  of  propriety,  be 
said  to  rise  in  VAen.  JJy  those  who  refer  the  po- 
sition of  iMleii  to  the  highlands  of  Armenia,  the 
"river"  from  which  the  four  streams  diverge  is 
conceivecl  to  mean  "  a  collection  of  springs,"  or  a 
well-watered  district.     It  is  scarcely  necessary  to 

say  that  this  signification  of  "IHS  (ndhdr)  is 
wiiolly  without  a  parallel;  and  even  if  it  could, 
under  certain  circumstances,  be  made  to  adopt  it, 
such  a  signification  is,  in  the  present  instance,  pre- 
cluded by  tiie  fact  that,  whatever  meaning  we  may 
:is.<ign  to  the  word  in  ver.  10,  it  must  be  the  same 
as  tiiat  whicii  it  has  in  the  following  verses,  in 
which  it  is  sufficiently  definite.  Sickler  (.iVugusti, 
Tlieot.  .MomUsschiifl,  i.  1,  quoted  by  Winer),  sup- 
jwsing  the  whole  n.arrative  to  be  a  myth,  solves  the 
difficulty  by  attributing  to  its  author  a  large  meas- 
ure of  ignorance.  The  "river"  was  the  Caspian 
Sea,  which  in  his  apprehension  was  an  immense 
stream  from  the  east.  liertheau,  applying  the  ge- 
ogi-aphical  knowledge  of  tlie  ancients  as  a  test  of 
that  of  the  Hebrews,  arrived  at  the  same  conclu- 
sion, on  t!ie  ground  that  all  the  people  soutli  of 
the  Armenian  and  Tersian  highLinds  place  the 
dwelling  of  the  gods  in  the  extreme  north,  and 
the  regions  of  the  Caspian  were  the  northern  limit 
of  tlie  horizon  of  tlie  Israelites  (Kiiobel,  <'•  ninth). 
i5ut  lie  allows  the  four  ri\ers  of  I'Men  to  have  Iieen 
real  rivers,  and  not,  as  Sickler  imagined,  oceans 
which  bounded  the  earth  e;i.st  aiid  west  of  tiie 
Nile. 

That  the  Hiddekel"  is  the  Tigris,  and  tl.c  I'hrifh 
the  Euphrates,  has  never  been  denied,  except  by 
those  who  assume  that  tlie  whole  narrative  is  a 
myth  wliich  originated  elsewhere,  aiid  was  adaptefl 
by  the  Hebrews  to  their  own  geographical  notions. 
.\s  the  former  is  the  name  of  the  great  river  by 
which  Daniel  sat  (Dan.  x.  4),  and  the  latter  is  the 
tenn  uniformly  applied  to  the  Euphrates  in  the 
( )ld  Testament,  there  seems  no  reason  to  supiKKse 
that  the  appellations  in  Gen.  ii.  14  are  to  l,e  under- 
stood in  any  other  than  the  ordinary  sense.     One 

a  Tliis  name  is  Raid  to  be  8tiU  io  uae  among  the 
tribes  who  live  upon  i's  banks  (Col.  Chesnej.  Exp.  lo 
Tinris  and  E'lthrales,  i.  13). 
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circumstance  in  the  description  is  worthy  of  ob- 
servation. Of  the  four  rivers,  one,  the  Kuphrates, 
is  mentioned  by  name  only,  as  if  that  were  suffi- 
cient to  identify  it.  The  other  three  are  defined 
according  to  their  geographical  positions,  and  it  is 
fair  to  conclude  that  they  were  therefofe  rivers  with 
which  the  Hebrews  were  less  intimately  acquainted. 
If  this  be  the  case,  it  is  scarcely  jx)ssible  to  im^ine 
that  the  Gihon,  or,  as  some  say,  the  Pison,  is  the 
Nile,  for  that  must  have  Iteen  even  more  familiar  to' 
the  Israelites  than  the  Euphrates,  and  have  stood 
as  little  in  need  of  a  definition. 

With  regard  to  the  Pison,  the  most  ancient  and 
most  universally  received  opinion  identifies  it  with 
the  Ganges.  Josephus  {Ant.  i.  1,  §  3),  Eusebius 
{Onomast.  s.  v.),  Ambrosius  {de  Farad,  c.  3), 
Epiphanius  {Anew.  c.  58),  Ephr.  Syr.  {0pp.  Syi: 
i.  23),  Jerome  (Ep.  4  ad  Jittst.  and  Qtuest.  Ileb.  in 
Gen.),  and  Augustine  {de  Gen.  ad  Lit.  viii.  7)  held 
this.  But  Jarchi  (on  Gen.  ii.  11),  Saadiah  Gaon, 
R.  Moses  ben  Nachman,  and  Abr.  Peritsol  (Ugol. 
Then,  vii.),  maintained  that  the  Pison  was  the 
Nile.  The  first  of  these  writers  derives  the  word 
from  a  root  which  signifies  "  to  increase,"  "  to 
overflow"  (cf.  Hab.  i.  8),  but  at  the  same  time 
quotes  an  etymology  given  in  Bereshith  rabba,  §  16, 
in  which  it  is  asserted  that  the  river  is  called  Pison 

"because  it  makes  the  flax  CjntL'O)  to  grow." 
Josephus  explains  it  by  TrArjCur,  Scaliger  by  ttA'^u- 
Hvpa.  I'he  theory  that  the  Pison  is  the  Ganges  !s 
thought  to  receive  some  confirmation  from  the 
author  of  the  book  of  Ecclesiasticus.  who  mentions 
(xxiv.  25,  27)  in  order  the  Pison,  the  Tigris,  the 
Euphrates,  Jordan,  and  Gihon,  and  is  supposed  to 
have  commenced  his  enumeration  in  the  ea.st  and 
to  have  terminated  it  in  the  west.  That  the  Pison 
was  the  Indus  wa.s  an  opinion  current  long  before 
it  was  revived  bj'  Ewald  {Gesch.  d.  i'lillc.  /.ii:  i. 
331,  note  2)  and  adopted  by  Kalisch  {Genesis,  p. 
96).  Philostorgius,  quoted  by  Huet  (Ugol.  vol. 
vii.),  conjectured  that  it  was  the  llydaspes;  and 
Wilford  (.!.<.  lie.^.  vol.  vi.),  following  the  Hindoo 
tradition  with  regard  to  the  origin  of  mankind, 
discovers  the  Pison  in  the  Landi-Sindh,  the  Ganges 
of  Isidorus,  called  also  Nilab  from  the  color  of  its 
waters,  and  known  to  the  Hindoos  by  the  name  of 
Nili-fJangA  or  (ianga  simply.  Severianus  {de 
Munli  Crett.)  and  Ephraem  Syrus  {Coinm.  on 
Gen.)  agree  with  Crr.sarius  in  identifying  tlie  Pison 
with  the  Danulie.  The  last-mentioned  father  seems 
to  have  held,  in  common  with  others,  some  singular 
notions  with  regard  to  the  course  of  this  river. 
He  believetl  that  it  w.as  also  the  (5anges  and  Indus, 
ai.d  that,  after  traversing  I'.thiopia  and  I'llymais, 
whicli  he  identified  with  ll.-ivilah,  it  fell  into  the 
ocean  near  Cmliz.  Such  is  also  the  opinion  of 
Kpiphanius  with  r^i;ard  to  the  course  of  the  Pison, 
which  he  savs  is  the  <  ianges  of  the  Ethiopians  and 
Indians  and  the  Indus  of  the  (ireeks  {Ancor.  c. 
58).  Some,  as  Ilopkinson  (Ugol.  vol.  vii.),  have 
found  the  Pison  in  the  Naharmalca,  one  of  the 
artificial  canals  which  formerly  joined  the  Euphrates 
witli  tlie  Tigris.  This  canal  is  the  Jiumen  reyiwn 
ol  .Vmm.  Marc,  (xxiii.  0.  §  25,  and  xxiv.  6,  §  1), 
and  the  Arm-dchar  of  PHny  (//.  N.  vi.  30).  Gro- 
tius,  on  the  contrary,  considered  it  to  \>c  the  Gihon. 
Even  those  commentators  who  agree  in  placing  the 
terrestrial  Paradise  on  the  Shat-el-Arab,  the  stream 
formed  by  the  junction  of  the  Tigris  and  Eu- 
phrates, between  Ctesiphon  and  Aj«mea,  are  by  no 
means  unanimous  as  to  which  of  the  branches,  into 
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which  this  stream  is  again  divided,  the  names  Pison 
an<l  Gihon  are  to  be  applied.  Calvin  ( Comm.  in 
Gen.)  was  the  first  to  conjecture  that  the  Pison  was 
the  most  easterly  of  these  chainiels,  and  in  this 
opinion  he  is  followed  by  Scaliger  and  many  otliers. 
Huet,  on  the  other  hand,  conceived  that  he  proved 
beyond  doubt  that  (Jalvin  was  m  error,  and  that 
the  Pison  was  the  westernmost  of  the  two  channels 
by  which  the  united  stream  of  the  Euphrates  and 
Tigris  falls  into  the  Persian  Gulf.  He  was  con- 
firmed by  the  authority  of  Bochart  {Hkroz.  pt.  ii. 
1.  5,  c.  -5).  Junius  (Pnel.  in  Gen.)  and  Hask  dis- 
covered a  relic  of  the  name  Pison  in  the  Pasitigris. 
The  advocates  of  the  theory  that  the  true  position 
of  Eden  is  to  be  sought  for  in  the  mountains  of 
Armenia  have  been  induced,  from  a  certain  resem- 
blance in  the  two  names,  to  identify  the  Pison  with 
the  Phasis,  which  rises  in  the  elevated  plateau  at 
the  foot  of  Mount  Ararat,  near  thesoui'ces  of  the 
Tigris  and  Euphrates.  Keland  ((k  Situ  Farad, 
ten:  Ugol.  vol.  vii.),  Calmet  (Diet.  s.  v.),  Link 
(Uricelt,  i.  307),  Rosenniiiller  {Ilandb.  d.  Bibl. 
Alt.),  and  Hartmann  have  given  their  suffrages  in 
favor  of  this  opinion.  Kauiner  (quoted  by  De- 
litzsch,  Genesis)  endeavored  to  prove  that  the  Pison 
was  the  Phasis  of  Xenophon  (Amib.  iv.  6),  that  is, 
the  Aras  or  Araxes,  which  flows  into  the  Caspian 
Sea.  There  remain  yet  to  be  noticed  the  theories 
of  Le  Clerc  {Comm.  in  Gen.)  that  the  Pison  was 
the  Chrysorrhoas,  the  modern  Barada,  which  takes 
its  rise  naar  Damascus;  and  that  of  Buttmann 
{^It.  Erdk.  p.  32)  who  identified  it  with  the  Be- 
gynga  or  Irabatti,  a  river  of  Ava.  ^lendelssohn 
[Comm.  on  Gen.)  mentions  that  some  affirm  the 
Pison  to  be  the  Gozan  of  2  K.  xvii.  6  and  1  Chr. 
v.  26,  which  is  supposed  to  be  a  river,  and  the  same 
with  the  Kizil-Uzen  in  Hyrcania.  Colonel  Ches- 
ney,  from  the  results  of  extensive  observations  in 
Ai'menia,  was  "  led  to  infer  that  the  rivers  known 
by  the  comparatively  modern  names  of  Halys  and 
Ajaxes  are  those  which,  in  the  book  of  Genesis, 
have  the  names  of  Pison  and  (iihon;  and  that  the 
country  within  the  former  is  the  land  of  Havilah, 
whilst  that  which  borders  upon  tl'e  latter  is  the  still 
more  remarkable  country  of  Cush."  {Exp.  to 
Eiiphr.  aiwl  Tiyi-is,  i.  267.) 

Such,  in  brief,  is  a  summary  of  the  various  con- 
jectures which  have  been  advanced,  with  equal 
degrees  of  confidence,  by  the  writers  who  have 
attempted  to  solve  the  problem  of  Eden.  The 
majority  of  them  are  characterized  by  one  common 
defect.  In  the  nairative  of  Genesis  the  river  Pison 
is  defined  as  tliat  which  surrounds  the  whole  land 
of  Havilah.  It  is,  then,  ahsolutely  necessary  to 
fix  the  position  of  Havilah  before  proceeding  to 
identify  the  Pison  with  any  particular  river.  But 
the  process  followed  by  most  critics  has  been  first 
to  find  the  Pison  and  then  to  look  about  for  the 
land  of  Havilah.  The  same  inverted  method  is 
characteristic  of  their  whole  manner  of  treatmg  the 
problem.  The  position  of  the  garden  is  assigned, 
the  rivers  are  then  identified,  and  lastly  the  coun- 
tries mentioned  in  the  description  are  so  chosen  as 
to  coincide  with  the  rest  of  the  theory. 

With  such  divereity  of  opinion  as  to  the  river 
which  is  intended  to  be  represented  by  the  Pison, 
it  was  scarcely  possible  that  writers  on  this  subject 
should  be  unanimous  in  their  selection  of  a  country 
possessing  the  attributes  of  Havilah.  In  Gen.  ii. 
11,  12,  it  is  described  as  the  land  where  the  best 
gold  was  found,  and  which  was  besides  rich  in  the 
treasures  of  the  b^dolach  and  the  stone  shoham.  A 
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country  of  the  same  name  is  mentioned  as  forming 
one  of  the  boundaries  of  Ishniaers  descendants 
(Gen.  XXV.  18),  and  the  scene  of  Saul's  war  of 
extermination  against  tlie  Amalekites  (1  Sam.  xv. 
7).  In  these  passages  Havilah  seems  to  denote 
the  desert  region  southeast  of  Palestine.  But  the 
word  occurs  also  as  the  proper  name  of  a  son  of 
Joktan,  in  close  juxtaposition  with  Sheba  and 
Ophir,  also  sons  of  Joktan  and  descendants  of 
Shem  (Gen.  x.  29),  who  gave  their  names  to  the 
spice  and  gold  countries  of  the  south.  Again, 
Havilah  is  enumerated  among  the  Hamites  as  one 
of  the  sons  of  Cush;  and  in  this  enumeration  his 
name  stands  in  close  connection  with  Seba,  Sheba, 
and  Dedan,  the  first  founders  of  colonies  in  Ethi- 
opia and  Arabia  which  afterwards  bore  their  names. 
If,  therefore,  the  Havilah  of  Gen.  ii.  be  identical 
with  any  one  of  these  countries,  we  must  look  for 
it  on  the  east  or  south  of  Arabia,  and  probably  not 
far  from  the  Persian  Gulf.  In  other  respects,  too, 
this  region  answers  to  the  conditions  required. 
Bochart,  indeed,  thought  the  name  survived  in 
Chauln,  which  was  situated  on  the  east  side  of  the 
Arabian  Gulf,  and  which  he  identified  with  the 
abode  of  the  Shemitic  Joktanites;  but  if  his  etv- 
mology  be  con-ect,  in  which  he  connects  Havilah 

with  the  root  7"jn  "sand,"  the  appellation  of 
"  the  sandy  "  r^ion  would  not  necessarily  be  re- 
stricted to  one  locality.  That  tlie  name  is  deriA-ed 
from  some  natural  peculiarity  is  evident  from  the 
presence  of  the  article.  Whatever  nxay  be  the  true 
meaning  of  b'dolnch,  be  it  carbuncle,  crystal,  bdel- 
lium, ebony,  pepper,  cloves,  beryl,  pearl,  diamond, 
or  emerald,  all  critics  detect  its  presence,  under  one 
or  other  of  these  forms,  in  the  country  which 
they  select  as  the  Havilah  most  appropriate  to  their 
own  theory.  As  little  difficulty  is  presented  by  the 
shoham:  call  it  onyx,  sardonyx,  emerald,  sapphire, 
beryl,  or  sardius,  it  would  be  hard  indeed  if 
some  of  these  precious  st«nes  could  not  be  found 
in  any  conceivable  locality  to  supjxjrt  even  the  most 
far-fetched  and  improbable  conjecture.  That  Havi- 
lah is  that  part  of  India  through  which  the  Ganges 
flows,  and,  more  generally,  the  eastern  region  of 
the  earth;  that  it  is  to  be  found  in  Susiana  (Hop- 
kinson),  in  Ava  (Buttmann),  or  in  the  Ural  i-egion 
(Raumer),  are  conclusions  necessarily  following  upon 
the  assumptions  with  regard  to  the  Pison.  Hart- 
mann, Keland,  and  Rosenmiiller  are  in  favor  of 
Colchis,  the  scene  of  the  legend  of  the  Golden 
Fleece.  The  Phasis  was  said  to  flow  over  golden 
sands,  and  gold  was  carried  down  by  the  moun 
tain-torrents  (Strabo,  xi.  2,  §  19).  The  crystal 
{b'dolach)  of  Scythia  was  renowned  (Solinus,  c. 
XX.),  and  the  emeralds  {shoham)  of  this  country 
were  as  far  superior  to  other  emeralds  as  the  lattei 
were  to  other  precious  stones  (Plin.  //.  N.  xxxvii. 
17),  all  which  proves,  say  they,  that  Havilah  wa.s 
Colchis.  Rosenmiiller  argues,  rather  strangely,  ij' 
tlie  Phasis  be  the  Pison,  the  land  of  HavUah  must 
be  Colchis,  supposing  that  by  this  country  the  He- 
brews had  the  idea  of  a  Pontic  or  Northern  India 
In  like  mannner  ]je  Clerc,  having  previously  deter- 
mined that  the  Pison  must  be  the  Chrysorrhoas, 
fuids  Havilah  not  far  from  Ccele-Syria.  Hasse 
{Entdeck.  pp  49,  50,  quoted  by  Rosenmiiller) 
compares  Havilah  with  the  'TAota  of  Herodotus 
(iv.  9),  in  the  neighborhood  of  the  Arimaspians, 
and  the  dragon  which  guarded  the  land  of  gold. 
For  all  these  hyiwtheses  there  is  no  more  support 
than  the  merest  conjecture. 
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The  second  river  of  Paradise  presents  difficulties  i 
not  less  insurmountable  than  the  Pison.  Those 
who  maintained  that  the  Pison  is  the  Ganges  held 
also  that  the  Gihon  was  the  Nile.  One  objection 
to  this  theory  has  been  already  mentioned.  An- 
other, equally  strong,  is,  that  although  in  the  books 
of  the  Old  Testament  frequent  allusion  is  made  to 
this  river,  it  nowhere  appears  to  have  been  known 
to  the  Hebrews  by  the  name  Gihon.  The  idea 
seems  to  have  originated  with  the  LXX.  rendering 

of  mrT'tt?  by  rriwv  in  Jer.  ii.  18 ;  but  it  is  clear 
from  the  manner  in  which  the  translators  have  given 
the  latter  clause  of  the  same  passage  that  they,  had 
no  conception  of  the  true  meaning.  Among  mod- 
ern writers,  Ifertheau  (quoted  by  Delitzsch,  denesis) 
and  Kalisch  ( Genesis)  have  not  hesitated  to  support 
this  interpretation,  in  accordance  with  the  principle 
they  adopt,  that  the  description  of  the  garden  of 
E<len  is  to  be  explained  according  to  the  most  an- 
cient notions  of  the  earth's  surface,  without  refer- 
ence to  the  advances  made  in  later  times  in  geo- 
graphical knowledge.  If  this  hypothesis  be  adopted, 
it  certainly  explains  some  features  of  the  narrative; 
but,  so  far  from  removing  the  difficulty,  it  intro- 
duces another  equally  great.  It  has  jet  to  be 
proved  that  the  opinions  of  the  Hebrews  on  these 
points  were  as  contradictory  to  the  now  well-known 
relations  of  land  and  water  as  the  recorded  impres- 
sions of  other  nations  at  a  much  later  j)eriod.  At 
present  we  have  nothing  but  categorical  assertion. 
Pausanias  (ii.  5),  indeed,  records  a  legend  that  the 
Euphrates,  after  disappearing  in  a  marsh,  rises 
again  beyond  Ethiopia,  and  flows  through  Egypt  as 
the  Nile.  An-ian  (Kxp.  Alex.  vi.  1)  relates  that 
Alexander,  on  finding  crocodiles  in  the  Indus,  and 
beans  like  those  of  Egypt  on  the  banks  of  the 
Acesines,  imagined  that  he  had  discovered  the 
sources  of  the  Nile ;  l)ut  he  adds,  what  those  who 
make  use  of  this  passage  do  not  find  it  convenient 
to  quote,  that  on  receiving  more  accurate  informa- 
tion Alexander  abandoned  his  theory,  and  cancelled 
the  letter  he  had  written  to  his  mother  Olympias 
on  the  subject.  It  is  but  fair  to  say  that  there  was 
at  one  time  a  theory  afloat  that  the  Nile  rose  in  a 
mountain  of  Lower  Mauritania  (Plin.  H.  N.  v. 
10). 

The  etymology  of  Gihon  (n'*2,  to  burst  forth) 
seems  to  indicate  that  it  was  a  swiftly  flowing,  im- 
petuous stream.    According  to  GoUus  {Lex.  Arab.), 

J, -fc^  A.»^  {Jiclioon)  is  the  name  given  to  the 

Oxus,  which  has,  on  this  account,  been  assumed  by 
Rosenmiiller,  Ilartniann,  and  Michaells  to  be  the 
Gihon  of  Scripture.  Hut  the  Arax&s,  too,  is  called 
by  the  Persians  Jichmm  nr-Kns,  and  from  this  cir- 
cumstance it  has  been  adopted  by  Keland,  Calmet, 
and  Col.  Chesney  as  the  modem  representative  of 
the  Gihon.  It  is  clear,  therefore,  that  the  question 
is  not  to  be  decided  by  etymology  alone,  as  the 
name  might  be  appropriately  applied  to  many  rivers. 
That  the  Gihon  should  !«  one  of  the  chaimels  by 
which  the  united  stream  of  the  Tigris  and  Euphrates 
falls  into  the  Persian  Gulf,  was  essential  to  the 
theory  which  places  the  garden  of  Eden  on  the 
Shal-el-Ai-ab.  ISochart  and  Huet  contended  that 
it  was  the  easternmost  of  these  channels,  while  Cal- 
vin considered  it  to  be  the  most  westerly.  Hop- 
kinson  and  Junius,  conceiving  that  I>len  was  to  be 
found  in  the  region  of  Auranitis  {— Atultmitis, 
qnasi  A'denitis)  on  the  l^iphrates,  were  compelled 
to  make  the  Gihon  couicidc  with  the  Naharsar,  the 
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Marses  of  Amm.  Marc,  (xxiii.  6,  §  25).  That  it 
should  be  the  Orontes  (I>e  Clerc),  the  Ganges  (Butt- 
mann  and  Ewald),  the  Kur,  or  Cyrus,  which  rises 
from  the  side  of  the  Saghanlou  mountain,  a  few 
miles  northward  of  the  sources  of  the  Araxes  (Link), 
necessarily  followed  from  the  exigencies  of  the  sev- 
eral theories.  Kask  and  Verbrugge  are  in  favor  of 
the  (Jyndes  of  the  ancients  (Her.  i.  189),  now  called 
the  DiyaJah,  one  of  the  tributaries  of  the  Tigrjs. 
Abraham  Peritsol  (Ugol.  vol.  vii.)  was  of  oi)inion 
that  the  garden  of  Eden  was  situated  in  the  i-egion 
of  the  Alountains  of  the  Moon.  Identifyuig  the 
Pison  with  the  Nile,  and  the  Gihon  with  a  river 
which  his  editor,  Hyde,  explains  to  be  the  Niger, 
he  avoids  the  difficulty  which  is  presented  by  the 
fact  that  the  Iliddekel  and  P'rath  are  rivers  of 
Asia,  by  conceiving  it  possible  that  these  rivers 
actually  take  their  rise  in  the  Mountains  of  the 
Moon,  and  run  underground  till  they  make  their 
appearance  in  Assyria.  Equally  satisfactory  is  the 
explanation  of  Ephraem  Synis  that  the  four  rivers 
have  their  source  in  Paradise,  which  is  situated  in 
a  very  lofty  place,  but  are  swallowed  up  by  the 
surrounding  districts,  and  after  passing  underneath 
the  sea,  come  to  light  again  in  different  quarters  of 
tlie  globe.  It  may  be  worth  while  remarking,  by 
the  way,  that  the  opinions  of  this  father  are  fre- 
quently misunderstood  in  consequence  of  the  very 
inadequate  I^tiii  translation  with  which  his  Syriac 
works  are  accompanied,  and  which  often  does  not 
contain  even  an  approximation  to  the  true  sense. 
(For  an  example,  see  Kalisch,  Genesis,  p.  95.) 

l-'rom  etymological  considerations,  Huet  was  in- 
duced to  place  Cush  in  Chusistan  (called  Cutha. 
2  K.  xvii.  24),  Le  Clerc  in  Cassiotis  in  SjTia,  and 
Keland  in  the  "regio  Cossseorum."  IJochart  iden- 
tified it  with  Susiana,  Link  with  the  country  about 
the  Caucasus,  and  Hartmann  with  Bactria  or  liiilkb, 
the  site  of  Paradise  being,  in  this  case,  in  the  cel- 
ebrated vale  of  Kashmir.  The  term  Cush  is  gen- 
erally applied  in  the  Old  Testament  to  tlie  countries 
south  of  the  Israelites.  It  wiis  the  southern  limit 
of  Egypt  (Ez.  xxix.  10),  and  apparently  the  most 
westerly  of  the  prtpvinces  over  which  the  rule  of 
Ahasuerus  extendetl,  •'  from  India,  even  unto  Ethi- 
opia" (Esth.  i.  1,  viii.  9).  Egypt  and  Cush  arp 
associated  in  the  majority  of  instances  in  which  the 
word  occurs  (Ps.  Ixviii.  .31;  Is.  xviii.  1;  .Jer.  xlvi. 
9,  *c.);  but  in  two  passages  Cush  stands  in  close 
juxtaposition  with  ELim  (Is.  xi.  11)  and  Persia 
(Ez.  xxxviii.  5).  The  Cushite  king,  Zerah,  was 
utterly  defeated  by  Asa  at  Mareshah,  and  pursued 
as  far  as  Gerar,  a  town  of  the  Philistines,  on  the 
southern  border  of  Palestine,  which  was  apparently 
under  his  sway  (2  Chr.  xiv.  9,  Ac).  In  2  Chr. 
xxi.  IG,  the  Aral)ians  are  describe<l  as  dweUiiig 
"  beside  the  Cushites,"  and  both  are  mentioned  in 
connection  with  the  Philistines.  The  wife  of  Mows, 
who,  we  learn  from  Ex.  ii.,  was  the  daughter  of  » 
Midianite  chieftain,  is  in  Num.  xii.  1  denominated 
a  Cushite.  I-urtlier,  Cush  and  Seba  (Is.  xliii.  8), 
Cush  and  the  Salwans  (Is.  xlv.  14)  are  as.sociated 
in  a  manner  consonant  with  the  genealogy  of  the 
descendants  of  Ham  (CJen.  x.  7),  in  wiiich  Seba  is 
the  son  of  (  ush.  From  all  these  circumstances  it 
is  evident  that  under  the  denomination  (.'ush  «re 
includetl  both  .\rabia  and  the  country  south  of 
Eg\pt  on  the  western  coast  of  the  lied  Sra.  It  » 
possible,  also,  that  the  vast  desert  tracts  west  of 
Egypt  were  known  to  the  Ilebi-ews  :vs  the  land  of 
Cush,  but  of  this  we  have  no  certain  proof.  ITie 
Targmiiist  on    Is.  xi.  11,  sharing  the  prevailing 
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error  of  his  time,  translates  Cush  by  Indii ;  but  that 
a  better  knowledge  of  the  relative  positions  of  these 
countries  was  anciently  jwsse-ised  is  clear  from 
Esth.  i.  1.  With  all  this  evidence  for  the  southern 
situation  of  Cush,  on  what  grounds  are  Hosenmaller 
and  others  justified  in  applying  tlie  term  to  a  more 
northern  region  on  the  bunks  of  the  Oxus?  We 
are  told  that,  in  the  Hindoo  mythology,  the  gardens 
and  metropolis  of  Indra  are  placed  around  the 
mountain  Mt-ru,  the  celestial  north  pole;  that, 
among  the  Babylonians  and  Medo-Persians,  the 
gods'  mountain,  Albordj,  "the  mount  of  the  con- 
gregation," was  believed  to  be  "  in  tlie  sides  of  the 
north"  (Is.  xiv.  13);  that  the  oldest  Greek  tra- 
ditions point  northwards  to  the  birthplace  of  gods 
and  men ;  and  that,  for  all  these  reasons,  the  Par- 
adise of  the  Hebrews  must  be  sought  for  in  some 
far  distant  hyperborean  region.  Guided  by  such 
unerring  indications,  Hasse  {Enhkckungen,  pp. 
49,  50  n. )  scrupled  not  to  gratify  his  national  feel- 
ing by  placing  the  garden  of  Eden  on  the  coast  of 
the  Baltic ;  Rudbeck,  a  Swede,  found  it  in  Scandina- 
via, and  the  inhospitable  Siberia  has  not  been  with- 
out its  advocates  (Mon'en,  Kosenmiiller's  Geoy.  i. 
96).  But,  with  all  this  predilection  in  favor  of 
the  north,  the  Greeks  placed  the  gardens  of  the 
Hesperides  iu  the  extreme  west,  and  there  are 
strong  indications  in  the  Puranas  "  of  a  terrestrial 
paradise,  different  from  that  of  the  general  Hindu 
system,  in  the  southern  parts  of  Africa  "  {As.  Res. 
iii.  300).  Even  MOru  was  no  further  north  than 
the  Himttlayan  range,  which  the  Aryan  race  crossed 
in  their  migrations. 

In  the  midst  of  this  diversity  of  opinions,  what 
is  the  true  conclusion  at  which  we  arrive '?  Theory 
after  theory  has  been  advanced,  with  no  lack  of 
confidence,  but  none  has  been  found  which  satisfies 
the  required  conditions.  All  share  the  inevitable 
fate  of  conclusions  which  are  based  upon  inadequate 
premises.  The  problem  may  be  indeterminate  be- 
cause the  data  are  insufficient.  It  would  scarcely, 
on  any  other  hypothesis,  have  admitted  of  so  many 
apparent  solutions.  Still  it  is  one  not  easy  to  be 
abandoned,  and  the  site  of  Eden  will  ever  rank, 
with  the  quadrature  of  the  circle  and  the  interpre- 
tation of  unfulfilled  prophecy,  among  those  un- 
solved, and  perhaps  insoluble,  problems,  which  pos- 
sess so  strange  a  fascination. 

It  must  not  be  denied,  however,  that  other 
methods  of  meeting  the  difficulty,  than  those  above 
mentioned,  have  b€«n  proposed.  Some,  ever  ready 
to  use  the  knife,  Ijave  unhesitatingly  pronounced 
the  whole  narrative  to  be  a  spurious  interpolation 
of  a  later  age  (Granville  Penn,  Min.  ami  Mos. 
Geol.  p.  184).  But,  even  admitting  this,  the 
words  are  not  mere  unmeaning  jargon,  and  demand 
explanation.  Ewald  (Gesch.  i.  331,  note)  affirms, 
and  we  have  only  his  word  for  it,  that  the  tradition 
originated  in  the  far  East,  and  that  in  the  course 
of  its  wanderings  the  original  names  of  two  of  the 
rivers  at  least  were  changed  to  others  with  which 
the  Hebrews  were  better  acquainted.  Hartmann 
regards  it  as  a  product  of  the  Babylonian  or  Per- 
sian period.  Luther,  rejecting  the  forced  interpre- 
tations on  which  the  theories  of  his  time  were 
based,  gave  it  as  his  opinion  that  the  garden  re- 
mained under  the  guardianship  of  angels  till  the 
time  of  the  deluge,  and  that  its  site  was  known  to 
';he  descendants  of  Adam;  but  that  by  the  flood 
all  traces  of  it  were  obliterated.  On  the  supposi- 
tion that  this  is  correct,  there  is  still  a  difficulty  to 
be  explained.     The  narrative  is  so  worded  as  to 
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convey  the  idea  that  the  countries  and  riiers  six^ken 
of  were  still  existing  in  the  time  of  the  historian 
It  has  been  suggested  that  the  description  of  the 
garden  of  iiden  is  part  of  an  inspired  antediluvian 
document  (Morren,  RosenmiiUer's  Geugr.  i.  92). 
The  conjecture  is  beyond  criticism;  it  is  equally 
incapable  of  proof  or  disproof,  and  has  not  much 
probability  to  recommend  it.  The  effects  of  the 
flood  in  changing  the  face  of  countries,  and  alter- 
ing the  relations  of  land  and  water,  are  too  little 
known  at  present  to  allow  any  inferences  to  be 
drawn  from  them.  Meanwhile,  as  every  expression 
of  opinion  resiUts  in  a  confession  of  ignorance,  it 
wiU  be  more  honest  to  acknowledge  the  difficulty 
than  to  rest  satisfied  with  a  fictitious  solution. 

The  idea  of  a  terrestrial  paradise,  the  abode  of 
purity  and  happiness,  has  formed  an  element  in  the 
religious  beliefs  of  all  nations.  The  image  of 
"  VAen,  the  garden  of  God,"  retained  its  hold  upon 
the  minds  of  the  poets  and  prophets  of  Israel  as  a 
thing  of  beauty  whose  joys  had  departed  (liz.  xxviii. 
13;  .Joel  ii.  3),  and  before  whose  gates  the  cherubim 
still  stood  to  guard  it  from  the  guilty.  Arab  legends 
tell  of  a  garden  in  the  East,  on  the  summit  of  a 
mountain  of  jacinth,  inaccessible  to  man;  a  garden 
of  rich  soil  and  equable  temperature,  well  watered, 
and  abounding  with  trees  and  flowers  of  rare  colors 
and  fragrance.  In  the  centre  of  Janibu-tlwfpa,  the 
middle  of  the  seven  continents  of  tlie  Puninas,  is 
the  golden  mountain  Miru,  which  stands  like  the 
seed-cup  of  the  lotus  of  the  eartii.  On  its  summit 
is  the  vast  city  of  Brahma,  renowned  in  heaven, 
and  encircled  by  the  Ganges,  which,  issuing  fi"ora 
the  foot  of  Vishnu,  washes  the  lunar  orb,  and 
falling  thither  from  the  skies,  is  divided  into  four 
streams,  that  flow  to  the  four  comers  of  the  earth. 
These  rivers  are  the  Bhadra,  or  Oby  of  Siberia ;  the 
SM,  or  Hoangho,  the  great  river  of  China,  the 
Alakananda,  a  main  branch  of  the  Ganges;  and 
the  Chakshu,  or  Oxus.  In  this  abode  of  divinity 
is  the  Nandana,  or  grove  of  Indra ;  there  too  is  the 
Jambu  tree,  from  whose  fruit  are  fed  the  waters  of 
the  Jambu  river,  which  give  life  and  immortality 
to  all  who  drink  thereof.  (  Vishnu  Purdna,  trans. 
Wilson,  pp.  166-171.)  The  enchanted  gardens  of 
the  Chinese  are  placed  in  the  midst  of  the  summits 
of  Houanlim,  a  high  chain  of  mountains  further 
north  than  the  Himalaya,  and  further  east  than 
Hindukush.  The  fountain  of  immortality  which 
waters  these  gardens  is  divided  into  four  streams, 
the  fountains  of  the  supreme  spirit,  Tychin.  Among 
the  Medo-Persians  the  gods'  mountain  Albordj  is 
the  dwelling  of  Ormuzd,  and  the  good  spirits,  and  is 
called  "  the  navel  of  the  waters."  The  Zend  books 
mention  a  region  called  Heden,  and  the  place  of 
Zoroaster's  birth  is  called  Hedenesh,  or,  according  to 
another  passage,  ^j'r/fma  Veedjo  (Knobel,  Genesis). 

All  these  and  similar  traditions  are  but  mere 
mocking  echoes  of  the  old  Hebrew  story,  jarred  and 
broken  notes  of  the  same  strain ;  but,  with  all  their 
exaggerations,  "  they  intimate  how  in  the  back- 
ground of  man's  visions  lay  a  Paradise  of  holy  joy, 
—  a  Paradise  secured  from  every  kind  of  profanation, 
and  made  inaccessible  to  the  guilty ;  a  Paradise  full 
of  objects  that  were  calculated  to  dehght  the  senses 
and  to  elevate  the  mind ;  a  Paradise  that  granted 
to  its  tenant  rich  and  rare  immunities,  and  that 
fed  with  its  perennial  streams  the  tree  of  life  and 
immortality"  (Hardwick,  Chiist  and  other  Mmters, 
pt.  ii.  p.  133).  W.  A.  W. 

*  This  difficult  subject  should  not  be  dismissed 
without  additional  suggestions.    1.  Tlie  statements 
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of  Genesis  are  to  be  interpreted  in  a  manner  con- 
sistent with  themselves  and  with  other  known  facts. 
We  accept  it  as  a  true  history.  In  so  doing,  we 
thereby  set  aside  all  theories  which  find  here  the 
(ianges,  the  Lidus,  or  the  Nile.  All  such  inter- 
pretations come  from  men  who  regard  the  passage 
as  a  myth  or  saga.  We  get  no  help  from  them 
here.  Known  laws  of  hydrostatics  and  known  facts 
concerning  the  Tigris  and  Euphrates  also  forbid 
our  understanding  that  any  one  rire?-  in  the  elevated 
region  where  these  streams  rise,  divided  itself  into 
four  rivers,  of  which  these  were  two.  2.  "  Eden  " 
wa.s  a  region  or  territory,  we  know  not  how  exten- 
sive, in  which  God  planted  a  garden,  and  from 
which  went  forth  these  waters.  It  was  not  the 
garden,  but  the  i-egion  in  which  the  garden  lay. 
•3.  It  would  not  appear  that  the  Deluge  wholly 
changed  the  face  of  the  country.  The  sacred  writer 
was  evidently  describing  a  region  that  might  be 
still  recognized  when  he  wrote,  and  he  made  speci- 
fications for  the  sake  of  recognition.  Moreover, 
two  of  the  rivers  are  now  well  known.  4.  The 
g:eneral  situation  of  the  territory  is  fxed  by  the 
rising  of  the  rivers  Tigris  and  Euphrates,  in  the 
highlands  of  Armenia.  It  is  generally  conceded, 
as  the  result  of  ethnographical  researches,  that  the 
early  home  (or  one  of  the  early  homes  of  the 
nations)  is  to  be  sought  around  that  region.  5. 
The  writer  seems  to  lie  describing  the  river-system 
of  the  territory  and  the  four  great  rivers  uito  which 
these  various  waters  became  united.  Xo  one  He- 
brew word  would  so  well  describe  the  case  as  ^HS 

T  T 

used  collectively.  The  word  ^^^  denotes  a  fount- 
ain ;  D^Kl  bodies  of  water.  But  ~in3  is  a  stream, 
or  used  collectively,  streams,  the  river-system.  It 
is  commonly  employed  in  the  plural  when  more 
than  one  stream  is  designated.  Here  however  the 
whole  are  viewed  together.  A  similar  use  is  found 
in  Jonah  ii.  4,  where  the  same  word  in  the  singular 
and  connected  with  a  singular  verb,  designates  the 
ocean  streams  or  floods  that  surrounded  .Jonah. 

Now  in  the  high  regions  of  Armenia  there  are 
still  to  be  found  four  great  streams  with  numerous 
}>ranches,  rising  within  a  short  distance  of  each 
other  and  flowing  into  three  different  seas.  Two 
of  these  rivers  are  unquestionably  among  the  four 
mentioned  in  Genesis;  and  of  these  two  the  Tigris 
rises  within  four  or  five  miles  of  the  J'^uphrates. 
The  latter  is  1500  miles  in  length,  and  the  former 
1130  miles  long  before  its  junction  with  it.  Now 
midway  between  the  two  main  sources  of  the 
Euphrates,  and  about  ten  miles  from  each,  rises  the 
Araxes  and  flows  a  thousand  miles  to  the  Caspian 
Sea:  while  at  no  great  distance  from  the  Euphrates 
is  the  origin  of  the  Halys  (now  Kizil  Irmak), 
which  runs  a  winding  course  of  700  miles  north- 
westerly to  the  Black  Sea.  That  the  Gihon  is  the 
Araxes  was  long  ago  maintained  by  Keland  and 
Rosenmiiller;  and  the  explorations  of  Col.  Chesney, 
who  adopts  the  same  view,  bring  no  little  weight  to 
the  opinion.  His  suggestion  that  the  Pison  is  the 
llalys  is  also  favored  by  the  relation  of  the  several 
Rtniams,  and  by  the  striking  similarity  of  the  names 

Havilah,  nv''1p,  and  Colchis,  KoAx'Si  *'"=  region 
of  the  ( iolden  Heece.  which  lay  on  the  eastern  end 
of  the  Black  .Sea.  Brland,  liosenniiiller  and  others 
saw  the  resemblance  in  the  names  of  the  country, 
but  .suggested  the  Phasis  as  the  river.  Its  remote- 
ueAs  would  seem  to  set  it  aside.    The  main  objection 
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to  identifying  the  Ai-axes  with  the  Gihon,  lies  ia 
the  statement  that  the  river  encompasses  the  whole 
land  of  Cash.  But  Gesenius  himself  was  obliged 
to  retract  his  statement  that  Cu.sh  was  to  te  found 
only  in  Ethiopia,  and  to  admit  an  Arabian  Cush; 
while  Kawlinson  has  shown  (I/eiod.  i.  36.3,  Am. 
cd. )  a  remarkable  connection  between  the  Cushites 
of  Ethiopia  and  the  earlier  inhabitants  of  Babylonia 
and  Assyria.  [Cu-SH.]  Dr.  Kobinson  has  veil 
said  that  "  the  Cushites  occupied  the  inmiense 
region  stretching  from  Assyria  in  the  N.  ]<:.  through 
eastern  Arabia  uito  Africa"  (Gesen.  Iltb.  Lex. 
tt^JlS).  The  Araxes  thus  apparently  lay  beyond 
or  compassed  "  the  whole  land  "  of  the  Cushites  in 
Asia.  Without  going  into  further  detjiils,  or  be- 
coming responsible  for  this  theory,  we  may  say  that 
it  holds  fast  certain  central  facts  of  the  nairative 
ofli?rs  a  plausible  solution  of  its  chief  statements^ 
and  introduces  no  mythic  or  impossible  elements. 
The  unsatisfactory  state  of  our  knowledge  concern- 
ing the  regions  Havilah  and  Cush,  with  the  reasons, 
by  no  means  insuperalile,  for  finding  them  else- 
where, are  the  chief  objections.  It  deserves  con- 
sideration  in  this,  at  least,  that  it  treats  the  sacred 
narrative  with  respect.  S.  C.  B. 

E'DEN,  1.  (^"11?  [pkasanttiess]  :  'E5«'u ; 
[Alex.  ESaiv:]  Fden';  omitted  by  LXX.  in  Is. 
xxxvii.  12,  and  Ez.  xxvii.  23),  one  of  the  marts 
which  supplied  the  luxm-y  of  Tyre  with  richly  em- 
broidered stuffs.  It  is  associated  with  Haran, 
Sheba,  and  Asshur;  and  in  Am.  i.  5,  Beth-Eden, 
or  "the  house  of  Eden,"  is  rendered  in  the  LXX. 
by  Xapjiiv.  In  2  K.  xix.  12,  and  Is.  xxxvii.  12, 
"  the  sons  of  I^den  "  are  mentioned  with  (Jozan, 
Haran,  and  Rezeph,  as  victims  of  the  Assyrian 
greed  of  conquest.  Telassar  appears  to  have  been 
the  head-quarters  of  the  tribe :  and  Knobel'g 
( Comm.  on  Isniuh )  etymology  of  this  name  would 
jwint  to  the  highlands  of  Assyria  as  their  where- 
abouts. But  this  has  no  sound  foundation,  although 
the  view  which  it  supports  receives  confirmation 
from  the  version  of  Jonathan,  who  gives  S^lf! 
{Ch(uHb)  as  the  equivalent  of  Eden.  Bochart 
proved  {Phnley,  pt.  i.  p.  274)  that  this  term  was 
applied  by  the  Talmudic  writers  to  the  mountain- 
ous district  of  Assyria,  which  bordered  on  Media, 
and  was  known  as  Adiabene.  But  if  (Jozan  be 
Gausanitis  in  Mesopotamia,  and  Haran  be  Carrhse, 
it  seems  more  natural  to  look  for  Eden  soiKewhere 
in  the  same  locality.     Keil  (JOotnm.  on  Kintjs,  ii. 

97,  EngUsh  translation)  thinks  it  may  be  .•-ik2D    i 

(Md'ihm),    which    As.semani    (Bil/I.    Or.    ii.   224) 
places  in  Mesopotamia,  in  the  modern  province  of    . 
Diarbekr.    I5ochart,  considering  the  ]"den  of  (ienesis    ' 
and  Isaiah  as  identical,  argues  that  (iozan,  Haran,    ' 
Kezejih,  and    Eden,    are   nientione<l    in    order  of 
geographical  position,  from  north  to  soutii;  and,    i 
identifying    Gozan    with    Gausanitis,   Haran  with 
Carrhffi,  a  little  below  (lausanitis  on  the  Chabor, 
and  Kezeph  with  Keseipha,  gives  to  lulen  a  still 
more  southerly  situation  at  the  continence  of  the 
Euphrates  and  Tigris,  or  even  lower.     According 
to  him,  it  may  be  Addan,  or  Addana,  which  geog- 
raphers place  on  the  Euphrates.    Michaelis  (^tiffpl. 
No.  1820)  is  in  favor  of  the  modern  Aden,  ciilled 
by  Ptolemy  'Apo/3/os  ifjuripiov,  as  the  ICden  of 
Ezekiel.     In  the  absence  of  jwsitive  evidence,  prob- 
ability seems  to  jioint  to  the  N.  W.of  Mesopotamia 
as  the  locality  of  this  Eden. 
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2.  Beth-Ki>en  (]"!T1?  i"^"^?*  house  of^ykasure 
[house  of  AV/cn,  A.  V.]:  Sj/Spes  Xapbdy,  [Comp. 
&.  'ASdv]  (loiiius  tvluptatis),  probably  the  name 
Df  a  country  residence  of  the  kings  of  Damascus 
(Am.  i.  5).  Michaelis  (Siippl.  ad  Lex.  ffebi:  s.  v.), 
following  I^roque's  description,  and  misled  by  an 
apparent  resemblance  in  name,  identified  it  with 
L'hclen,  about  a  day's  journey  from  I3aalbek,  on  the 
eastern  slope  of  the  Libanus,  and  near  the  old 
cedars  of  Bshirrai.  Baur  (Amos,  p.  224),  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  ilohammedan  tradition,  that  one 
of  the  four  terrestrial  paradises  was  in  the  valley 
between  the  ranges  of  the  Libanus  and  Anti- 
Libanus,  is  inclined  to  favor  the  same  hypothesis. 
But  Grotius,  with  greater  appearance  of  probaljility, 
pointed  to  the  irapaS€i(ros  of  Ptolemy  (v.  15)  as 
the  locality  of  Eden.  The  ruins  of  the  village  of 
Jusieh  el-Kadimeh,  now  a  paradise  no  longer,  are 
supposed  by  Dr.  Robinson  to  mark  the  site  of  the 
ancient  Paradisus,  and  his  suggestion  is  approved 
by  Mr.  Porter  (flamlli.  p.  577).  Again,  it  has  been 
conjectured  that  Beth-Eden  is  no  other  than  Btil- 
Jenn,  "the  house  of  Paradise,"  not  far  to  the 
southwest  of  Damascus,  on  the  eastern  slope  of  the 
Hernion,  and  a  short  distance  from  Meiljd.  It 
stands  on  a  branch  of  the  ancient  Pharpar,  near  its 
source  (Roseiimiiller,  Bihl.  Alt.  ii.  2^1;  Hitzig, 
Amos,  in  loc;  Porter,  Dumascus,  i.  311).  But  all 
this  is  mere  conjecture;  it  is  impossible,  with  any 
degree  of  certainty,  to  connect  the  Arabic  name, 
bestowed  since  the  time  of  Mohammed,  with  the 
more  ancient  Hebrew  appellation,  whatever  be  the 
apparent  resemblance.  W.  A.   W. 

E'DEN  iX^'S  Ipleasantness]:  'loiaSct/x;  [Vat. 
M.]  iwaSav;  [Vat.  H.  Alex.  loiSai/;  Comp.  nSoaj':] 
Eden).  1.  A  Gershonite  Levite,  son  of  Joah,  in 
the  days  of  Hezekiah  (2  Ohr.  xxix.  12).  He  was 
one  of  the  two  representatives  of  his  family  who 
took  part  in  the  purification  of  the  Temple. 

2.  ('05((/i;  [Comp.  'ASoj/.])  Also  a  Levite, 
contemix)rary  and  probably  identical  with  the  pre- 
ceding, who  under  Kore  the  son  of  Imnah  was  over 
the  freewill  offerings  of  God  (2  Chr.  xxxi.  15). 

W.  A.  W. 

E-D.ER  ("l^f y,  «  >ci- ;  Vat.  omits  [rather, 
with  Rom.,  reads  'Apo] ;  Alex.  EdpaiV,  [Aid.  with 
20  MSS.  'E5pai;  Comp.  "ESep:]  /:.'*)■).  one  of  the 
towns  of  Judah  iji  the  extreme  south,  and  on  the 
borders  of  Edoni  (Josh.  xv.  21).  No  trace  of  it 
has  been  discovered  in  modem  times,  unless,  as  has 
been  suggested,  it  is  identical  with  Akad,  by  a 
transposition  of  letters. 

2.  CESe'p:  Eder.)  A  Uvite  of  the  family  of 
Merari,  in  the  time  of  David  (1  Chr.  xxiii.  2.3, 
xxiv.  30).  G. 

E'DES  ('HSuis ;  [Vat.,  including  the  next 
word,  HSoo-outjA;  Aid.  'H5«'s:  Sedmi]  Esmi  [?]), 
1  Esdr.  ix.  35.     [Jadau.] 

ED'NA  ('ESra,  t.  c.  n3757,  pleasure :  Anna), 
the  wife  of  Raguel  (Tob.  vii.'  2,  8,  14  16  fviii 
12,]  X.  12,  xi.  1).  B.  F.'w. 

E'DOM,  IDUME'A,  or  IDUM^'A 
i.D'IlK*,  red:  'ESci/x,  ['iSov/xaia;]  N.  T. 'iSou/tot'o, 
only  in  Mark  iii.  8).  The  name  Edom  was  given 
to  Esau,  the  first-bom  son  of  Isaac,  and  twin 
l)rother  of  .Jacob,  when  he  sold  his  birthright  to 
.he  latter  for  a  meal  of  lentile  pottage.  The  f^culiar 
color  of  the  pottage  gave  rise  to  the  name  Edam, 
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which  signifies  "  red."  "  And  Esau  said  to  Jacob, 
Peed  me,  I  pray  thee,  with  that  same  red  pottage; 
for  I  am  taint ;  therefore  was  his  name  called  Edom  " 
(Gen.  XXV.  2J-34).  The  country  which  the  Lord 
subsequently  gave  to   Esau  was  hence  called  the 

"field  of  Edom"  (UM^  TTIW,  Gen.  xxxii.  3), 

or  "  land  of  Edom  "  (miM  V"!?W,  Gen.  xxxvi. 
16;  Num.  xxxiii.  37).  Probably  its  physical  aspect 
may  have  had  something  to  do  with  this.  The 
Easterns  have  always  been,  and  to  the  present  day 
are,  accustomed  to  apply  names  descriptive  of  the 
localities.  The  ruddy  hue  of  the  mountain-range 
given  to  Esau  would  at  once  suggest  the  word 
Edom,  and  cause  it  to  be  preferred  to  the  better- 
known  I'^au.  The  latter  was  also  occasionally  usetl, 
as  in  Obad.  8,  9,  19 ;  and  in   21,  we  have  "  the 

Mount  of  Esau"   (WV  "IHTIS). 

Edom  was  previously  called  Mount  Seir  (TT2?, 
Tugyed;  Gen.  xxxii.  3,  xxxvi.  8),  from  Seir  the 
progenitor  of  the  Horites  (Gen.  xiv.  6,  xxxvi.  20- 
22).  The  name  Seir  was  perhaps  adopted  on  ac- 
count of  its  being  descriptive  of  the  "rugged" 
character  of  the  territory.  Josephus  {Ant.  i.  18,  § 
1)  confounds  the  words  Seir  and  Esau,  and  seems 
to  affirm  that  the  name  Seir  was  also  derived  from 
Isaac's  son ;  but  this  idea  is  opposed  to  the  express 
statement  of  Moses  (Gen.  xiv.  6).  The  original 
inhabitants  of  the  country  were  called  Horites, 
from  Hori,  the  grandson  of  Seir  (Gen.  xxxvi.  20, 
22),  because  that  name  was  descriptive  of  their 
habits  as  "Troglodytes,"  or  "dwellers  in  caves" 

(^in,  HoKiTEs).  Timna,  the  daughter  of  Seir 
and  aunt  of  Hori,  became  concubine  to  Eliphaz, 
Esau's  oldest  son,  and  bare  to  him  Amalek,  the 
progenitor  of  the  Amalekites  (Gen.  xxxvi.  12,  20, 
22).  Immediately  after  the  death  of  Isaac,  Esau 
left  Canaan  and  took  possession  of  Mount  Seir  (Gen. 
XXXV.  28.  xxxvi.  G,  7,  8).  When  his  descendants 
increased  they  extirpated  the  Horites,  and  adopted 
their  habits  as  well  as  their  country  (Deut.  ii.  12 ; 
Jer.  xUx.  16;  Obad.  3,  4). 

The  boundaries  of  Edom,  though  not  directly, 
are  yet  incidentally  defined  with  tolerable  distinct- 
ness in  the  Bible.  The  country  lay  along  the 
route  pursued  by  the  Israelites  from  the  peninsula 
of  Sinai  to  Kadesh-barnea,  and  thence  back  again 
to  Elath  (Deut.  i.  2,  ii.  1-8);  that  is,  along^the 
east  side  of  the  great  valley  of  Arabah.  It  readied 
southward  as  far  as  Elath,  which  stood  at  the 
northern  end  of  the  gulf  of  Elath,  and  was  the  sea- 
port of  the  Edomites ;  but  it  does  not  seem  to  have 
extended  further,  as  the  Israelites  on  passing  Elath 
struck  out  eastward  into  the  desert,  so  as  to  pass 
round  the  land  of  Edom  (Deut.  ii.  8).  On  the 
north  of  Edom  lay  the  territory  of  Moab,  through 
which  the  Israelites  were  also  prevented  from  going, 
and  were  therefore  compelled  to  go  from  Kadesh 
by  the  southern  extremity  of  Edom  (Judg.  xi.  17, 
18;  2  K.  iii.  6-9).  The  boundary  between  Moab 
and  Edom  appears  to  have  been  the  "  brook  Zered  " 
(Deut.  ii.  13,  14,  18),  probably  the  modern  Wady- 
el-Ahsy,  which  still  divides  the  provinces  of  Kenik 
(Moab)  and  Jebal  (Gebalene).  But  Edom  was 
wholly  a  mountainous  country.  "Mount  Seir'' 
(Gen.  xiv.  6,  xxxvi.  8,  9;  Deut.  i.  2,  ii.  1,  5,  &c.). 
and  "the  Mount  of  Esau"  (Obad.  8,  9,  19,  21), 
are  names  often  given  to  it  in  the  Bible,  while 
Josephus  and  later  writers  called  it  Gebalene  ("  the 
mountainous  ").    This  shows  that  it  only  embraced 
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the  narrow  mouotainous  tract  (about  100  miles 
long  by  20  broad)  extending  along  the  eastern  side 
of  the  .\rabab  from  the  northern  end  of  the  gulf 
of  Elath  to  near  the  southern  end  of  the  Dead  Sea. 
A  glance  at  the  more  modern  divisions  and  names 
corroborates  this  view.  Josephus  divides  Edoni, 
or  Idunisea,  into  two  provinces;  the  one  he  calls 
Gobolhis  (ro^oAiTis),  and  the  other  Ainalekitis 
{Ant.  ii.  1,  §  2).  The  former  is  Edom  Proper,  or 
Mount  Seir;  the  latter  is  the  region  south  of  Pal- 
estine now  called  the  desert  of  tt-Ti/i,  or  "  Wan- 
dering," originally  occupied  by  the  Amalekites 
(Num.  xiii.  29;  1  Sam.  xv.  1-7,  xxvii.  8),  but 
afterwards,  as  we  shall  see,  possessed  by  the  Edom- 
ites.  Eusebius  also  gives  the  name  Gabalene,  or 
Gebalene,  as  identical  with  Edom  ( Onom.  s.  v. 
Sei?;  Mui/uea,  Alius,  &c.),  and  in  the  Samaritan 
Pentateuch  the  word  Gel/la  is  substituted  for  Seii- 
in  Deut.  xxxiii.  2.     Gebalene  is  the  Greek  form  of 

the  Hebrew  Gebdl  (733,  mountain),  and  it  is  still 

retained  in  the  Aral)ic  Jehdl  i  ij\_'',^^ ,  mountahu). 
The  mountain  range  of  Edom  Ls  at  present  divided 
into  two  districts.  The  northern  is  called  Jdial. 
It  b^ins  at  Wiidy-el-Ahsy  (the  ancient  brook 
Zered),  which  sepamtes  it  from  Kerak  (the  ancient 
Moab),  and  it  terminates  at  or  near  Petra.  The 
southern  district  is  called  esh-Sherah,  a  name 
which,  though  it  resembles,  bears  no  radical  rela- 
tion to  the  Hebrew  Seir. 

The  physical  geography  of  Edom  is  somewhat 
peculiar.  Along  the  western  base  of  the  mountain- 
range  are  low  calcareous  hills.  To  these  succeed 
lofty  masses  of  igneous  rock,  chiefly  porphyry,  over 
which  lies  red  and  variegated  sandstone  in  irregular 
ridges  and  abrupt  cliffs,  with  deep  ravines  between. 
The  latter  strata  give  the  mountains  their  most 
striking  features  and  remarkable  colors.  The 
average  elevation  of  the  summits  is  about  2000  feet 
above  the  sea.  Along  the  eastern  side  runs  an 
almost  unbroken  limestone  ridge,  a  thousand  feet 
or  more  higher  than  the  other.  This  ridge  sinks 
down  with  an  easy  slope  into  the  plateau  of  the 
Araliian  desert.  While  lidom  is  thus  wild,  rugged, 
and  almost  inaccessible,  the  deep  glens  and  flat 
terraces  along  the  mountain  sides  are  covered  with 
rich  soil,  from  which  trees,  shrubs,  and  flowers  now 
spring  up  luxuriantly.  No  contrast  could  be  gi-eater 
than  that  between  the  bare,  "parched  plains  on  the 
east  and  west,  and  the  ruddy  cliffs,  and  verdant, 
flower-gpangled  glens  and  terraces  of  Edom.  This 
illustrates  Bible  topography,  and  reconciles  seem- 
ingly discordant  statements  in  the  sacred  volume. 
While  the  posterity  of  Esau  dwelt  amid  rocky  fast- 
nesses and  on  mountain  heights,  making  their 
houses  like  the  eyTles  of  eagles,  and  living  by  their 
sword  (Jer.  xlix.  10;  Gen.  xxvii.  40),  yet  Isaac,  in 
his  prophetic  blessing,  promised  his  disappointed 
son  that  his  dwelling  should  be  "  of  the  fatness  of 
tlie  earth,  and  of  the  dew  of  heaven  from  above  " 
(Gen.  xxvii.  39).  Some  other  passages  of  Scripture 
are  also  illustrated  by  a  glance  at  the  towering 
precipices  and  peaks  of  Edom.  The  border  of  the 
Amorites  wag  fivm  "  the  ascent  of  scorpions  (Ak- 
rabbim),  from  the  rock  "  —  that  is,  from  the  rocky 
boundary  of  Edom  (Judg.  i.  ■Hi).  And  we  read 
that  Amaziah,  after  the  conquest  of  Seir,  took  ten 
thousand  of  the  captives  to  the  "  top  of  the  cliff," 
and  thence  cast  them  down,  dashing  them  all  to 
pieces  (2  Chr.  xxv.  11,  12). 

The  ancient  capital  of  Edom  was  IJozrah  [Boz- 
icviij,  tlie  site  of  which  is  most  probably  marked 
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by  the  village  of  Bmeireh,  near  the  northern  bor- 
der, about  25  miles  south  of  Kerak  (Gen.  xxxvi. 
33;  Is.  xxxiv.  6,  Ixiii.  1;  Jer.  xlix.  13,  22).  But 
Sela,  better  known  by  its  Greek  name  Petra,  ap- 
pears to  have  been  the  principal  stronghold  in  the 
days  of  Amaziah  (b.  c.  838;  2  K.  xiv.  7;  ^ 
Pktka).  Elath,  and  its  neighbor  lizion-geber, 
were  the  sea-jwrts;  they  were  captured  by  king 
David,  and  here  Solomon  equipped  his  merchant- 
fleet  (2  Sam.  viii.  14:  IK.  ix.  26). 

When  the  kingdom  of  Israel  began  to  decline, 
the  Edomifces  not  only  reconquered  their  lost  cities, 
but  made  frequent  inroads  upon  southern  Palestine 
(2  K.  xvi.  G;  where  Edmnites  and  not  Sjrians 
(AramcBans)  is  evidently  the  true  reading;  2  (,'hr. 
xxviii.  17).  It  was  probably  on  account  of  these 
attacks,  and  of  their  uniting  with  the  (Chaldeans 
against  the  Jews,  that  the  Edomites  were  so  fear- 
fully denounced  by  the  later  prophets  (Obad.  1  fl". ; 
Jer.  xUx.  7  ff.;  Ez.  xxv.  12  ft.,  xxxv.  3  ft'.).  Dur- 
ing the  Captivity  they  advanced  westward,  occupied 
the  whole  territory  of  their  brethren  the  Amalekites 
Gen.  xxxvi.  12 ;  1  Sam.  xv.  1  ft". ;  Joseph.  Ant.  ii. 
1,  §  2),  and  even  took  possession  of  many  towns  in 
soutliern  Palestine,  including  Hebron  (Joseph.  Ant. 
xii.  8,  §  6 ;  Ji.  J.  iv.  9,  §  7 ;  c.  Apion.  ii.  10). 
The  name  Edom,  or  rather  its  Greek  form,  Idumsea, 
was  now  given  to  the  country  lying  between  the 
valley  of  Arabah  and  the  shores  of  the  Mediter- 
ranean. Thus  Josephus  writes  (Ant.  v.  1,  §  22)  — 
"  the  lot  of  Simeon  included  that  part  of  Idums« 
which  bordered  upon  Egypt  and  Arabia;"  and 
though  this  is  true,  it  does  not  contradict  the  lan- 
guage of  Scripture  —  "I  will  not  give  you  of  their 
land,  no,  not  so  much  as  a  footbreadth,  because  I 
have  given  Mount  Seir  unto  l*^u  for  a  possession  " 
(Deut.  ii.  5).  Not  a  footbreadth  of  Edom  Proper, 
or  Mount  Seir,  was  ever  given  to  the  Jews.  J&t 
rome  also  {in  Obad.)  s;iys  that  the  Edomites  poft- 
sessed  the  whole  country  from  Eleutheropolis  to 
Petra  and  Elath ;  and  IJomaii  authors  sonietimei 
give  the  name  Iduma.'a  to  all  Palestine,  and  even 
call  the  Jews  Idumsans  (Airg.  Gtwy.  iii.  12; 
Juven.  viii.  IGO;  Martial,  ii.  2). 

While  Idumaea  thus  extended  westward,  E«iom 
Proper  was  taken  possession  of  by  the  Nabathseaiis, 
an  Arabian  tribe,  descended  from  Nebaioth,  Igb- 
mael's  oldest  son  and  Esfiu's  brother-in-law  ((jen. 
xxv.  13;  1  Chr.  i.  29;  Gen.  xxxvi.  3).  The  Na- 
bathaeans  were  a  powerful  people,  and  held  a  great 
part  of  southern  Arabia  (Joseph.  Ant.  i.  12,  §  4). 
They  took  Petra  and  established  themselves  there 
at  least  three  centuries  before  Christ,  for  Antigoiius, 
one  of  the  successors  of  Alexander  the  (ireat,  after 
conquering  Palestine,  sent  two  expeditions  against 
the  Nabathseans  in  Petra  (Diod.  Sic.  xix).  Tliis 
people,  leaving  oft'  their  nomad  habits,  settled 
down  amid  the  mountains  of  I'2dom,  engaged  in 
commerce,  and  founded  the  little  kingdom  called 
by  Koman  writers  Arabia  I'eti-aia,  which  embraced  , 
nearly  the  same  territory  as  the  ancient  Edom. 
Some  of  its  monarchs  t<x)k  the  name  Aretas  (2 
Mace.  V.  8;  Joseph.  Ant.  xiii.  15,  §  1,  2;  xiv.  5, } 
1),  and  some  Obodas  (Joseph.  Ant.  xiii.  13,  §  8). 
Aretas,  king  of  Arabia,  was  father-in-law  of  Hood 
Antijjas  (Matt.  xiv.  3,  4),  and  it  was  the  s;inie  who 
captured  the  city  of  Damascus  and  held  it  at  the 
time  of  Paul's  conversion  (2  ( 'or.  xi.  32 ;  Acts  ix. 
25).  The  kingdom  of  Arabia  was  finally  subdued 
by  the  Iiomaiis  in  a.  d.  105.  I'nder  the  Homan* 
tlie  tran»])ort  trade  of  the  Nabatha-ans  increa.«ed. 
Itoads  were  constructed  tiirough  the  mountain-de- 
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files  from  Elath  on  the  coast  to  Petra,  and  thence 
northward  and  westward.  Traces  of  them  still 
remain,  with  ruinous  military  stations  at  intervals, 
and  fallen  mile-stones  of  the  times  of  Trajan  and 
Marcus  Aurelius  {Peutitiger  Tables ;  I^borde's 
Voyaye. ;  Burckhardt's  Syria,  pp.  .374,  419;  Irby 
and  Mangles'  Travels,  pp.  371,  ■'J77,  1st  ed.).  To 
the  Nabathaeans  Petra  owes  those  great  monuments 
which  are  still  the  wonder  of  the  world. 

Wlien  the  Jewish  power  revived  under  the  war- 
like Asnionean  princes,  that  section  of  Idumaea 
which  lay  south  of  Palestine  fell  into  their  hands. 
Judas  Maccabseus  captured  Hebron,  Marissa,  and 
Ashdod;  and  John  HjTcanus  compelled  the  inhab- 
itants of  the  whole  region  to  conform  to  Jewish 
law  (Joseph.  Ant.  xii.  8,  §  6,  xiii.  9,  §  2;  1  Mace. 
V.  65,  68).  The  country  was  henceforth  governed 
by  Jewish  prefects;  one  of  these,  Antipater,  an 
Idumaean  by  birth,  tecanie,  through  the  friendship 
of  the  Roman  emperor,  procurator  of  all  Judaea, 
and  his  son  was  Herod  the  Great,  "  King  of  the 
Jews"  (.Joseph.  Ant.  xiv.  1,  §  3,  8,  §  5,  xv.  7,  §  9, 
xvii.  11,  §  4). 

Early  in  the  Christian  era  Edom  Proper  was  in- 
cluded by  geographers  in  Palestine,  but  in  the  fifth 
century  a  new  division  was  made  of  the  whole 
country  into  Pakestina  Prima.  Secunda,  and  Ter- 
tia.  The  last  embraced  ICdom  and  some  neighlx)r- 
ing  provinces,  and  when  it  became  an  ecclesiastical 
division  its  metropolis  was  Petra.  In  the  seventh 
century  the  Mohammedan  conquest  gave  a  death- 
blow to  the  commerce  and  prosperity  of  Mom. 
Under  the  withering  influence  of  Mohammedan 
rule  tiie  great  cities  fell  to  ruin,  and  the  country 
became  a  desert.  The  followers  of  the  false  prophet 
were  here,  as  elsewhere,  the  instruments  in  God's 
hands  for  the  execution  of  his  judgments.  "  Thus 
saith  the  Lord  God,  Behold,  O  Mount  Seir,  I  am 
against  thee,  and  I  will  make  thee  most  desolate. 
I  will  lay  thy  cities  waste,  and  when  the  whole 
earth  rejoiceth  I  will  make  thee  desolate.  ...  I 
will  make  Mount  Seir  most  desolate,  and  cut  off 
from  it  him  that  passeth  out  and  him  that  returneth. 
...  I  will  make  thee  perpetual  desolations,  and 
thy  cities  shall  not  return,  and  ye  shall  know  that 
I  am  the  Lord  "  (Ez.  xxxv.  3,  4,  7,  9,  14). 

The  Crusaders  made  several  expeditions  into 
Edom,  penetrating  as  far  as  Petra,  to  which  they 
gave  the  name  it  still  bears,  IVady  Musa,  "  Valley 
of  Moses"  (Gesta  Dd  per  Franc,  pp.  405,  518, 
555,  581).  On  a  commanding  height  about  12 
miles  north  of  Petra  they  built  a  strong  fortress 
called  Mons  Regalis,  now  Sfiobek  (Gesta  Dei,  p. 
611).  At  that  time  so  little  was  known  of  the 
geography  of  the  country  that  the  Crusaders  occu- 
pied and  fortified  Kernk  (the  ancient  Kir  Moab) 
under  the  impression  that  it  was  the  site  of  Petra. 

From  that  time  until  the  present  century  Edom 
remained  an  unknown  land.  In  tlie  year  1812 
Burckhardt  entered  it  from  the  north,  passed  down 
through  it,  and  discovered  the  wonderful  ruins  of 
Petra.  In  1828  l^borde,  proceeding  northward 
from  Akabih  through  the  defiles  of  Edom,  also 
visited  Petra,  and  brought  away  a  portfolio  of 
splendid  drawings,  which  proved  that  the  descrip- 
tions of  Burckhardt  had  not  been  exaggerated. 
Many  have  since  followed  the  footsteps  of  the  first 
explorers,  and  a  trip  to  Petra  now  forms  a  necessary 
part  of  the  eastern 'traveller's  grand  tour. 

For  the  ancient  geography  of  Edom  consult  Re- 
rmdi  Pakestina,  pp.  48,  66  fF.,  78,  82;  for  the 
bistory  and  commerce  of  the  Nabathaeans,  Vincent's 
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Commerce  and  Navigation  of  the  Ancients,  vol. 
ii. ;  for  the  present  state  of  the  country  and  de- 
scriptions of  Petra,  Burckhardt's  Travels  in  Syria, 
I^aborde's  Voyage,  Robinson's  Biblical  Researches, 
Porter's  Handbook  for  Syria  and  Palestine. 

J.  L.  P. 

E'DOMITES   0!3'"Ib^,  D'^*»""T«,  pi.;    and 

12?y  ''DS  \sons  of  the  hairy],  Deut.  ii.  4:  'ISoir- 
fiaToi),  the  descendants  of  Esau  or  Edom.  [Edom]. 
Esau  settled  in  Mount  Seir  immediately  after  the 
death  of  his  father  Isaae  (Gen.  xsxvi.  6,  8).  Be- 
fore that  time,  however,  he  had  occasionally  visited, 
and  even  resided  in,  that  country ;  for  it  was  to  the 
•'  land  of  Seir  "  Jacob  sent  messengers  to  acquaint 
his  brother  of  his  arrival  from  Padan-aram  (Gen. 
xxxii.  3).  The  Edomites  soon  liecame  a  numerous 
and  powerful  nation  (Gen.  xxxvi.  1  ff.).  Their 
first  form  of  government  appears  to  have  resembled 
that  of  the  modern  Bedawin;  each  tribe  or  clan 

having  a  petty  chief  or  sheikh  (^^  vM,  "  Duke  "  in 
the  A.  v..  Gen.  xxxvi.  15).  The  Horites,  who  in- 
habited Mount  Seir  from  an  early  period,  and 
among  whom  the  Edomites  still  lived,  had  their 
sheikhs  also  (Gen.  xxxvi.  29  ff. ).  At  a  later  period, 
probably  when  the  Edomites  began  a  war  of  exter- 
mination against  the  Horites,  they  felt  the  neces- 
sity of  united  action  under  one  competent  leader, 
and  then  a  king  was  chosen.  The  names  of  eight 
of  their  kings  are  given  in  the  book  of  Genesis 
(xxxvi.  31-39),  with  their  native  cities,  from  which 
it  appears  that  one  of  them  was  a  foreigner  ("  Saul 
of  Reholx)th-by-the  river  " ),  or,  at  least,  that  his 
family  were  resident  in  a  foreign  city.  (See  also  1 
Chr.  i.  43-50.)  Against  the  Horites  the  children 
of  Edom  were  completely  successful.  Having  either 
exterminated  or  expelled  them  they  occupied  their 
whole  country  (Deut.  ii.  12).  A  statement  made 
in  Gen.  xxxvi.  31,  serves  to  fix  the  period  of  the 
dynasty  of  the  eight  kings.  They  "  reigned  in  the 
land  of  Mom  before  there  reigned  any  king  over 
the  children  of  Israel;  "  that  is,  tefore  the  time  of 
Moses,  who  may  be  regarded  as  the  first  virtual  king 
of  Israel  (conip.  Deut.  xxxiii.  5;  Ex.  xviii.  16-19). 
Other  circumstances,  however,  prove  that  though 
the  Edomite  kings  had  the  chief  command,  yet  the 
old  patriarchal  government  by  sheikhs  of  tribes  was 
still  retained.  Most  of  the  large  tribes  of  Bedawin 
at  the  present  day  have  one  chief,  with  the  title  of 
Emir,  who  takes  the  lead  in  any  great  emergency; 
while  each  division  of  the  tril^e  enjoys  perfect  inde- 
pendence under  its  own  sheikh.  So  it  would  seem 
to  have  been  with  the  Edomites.     Lists  of  dukes 

(or  sheikhs,  "'Q^vM)  are  given  both  before  and  after 
the  kings  (Gen.  xxxvi.  15  ff. ;  1  Chr.  i.  51  ff. ),  and 
in  the  triumphant  song  of  Israel  over  the  engulfed 
host'  of  Pharaoh,  when  descrilting  the  effect  this 
fearful  aet  of  divine  vengeance  would  produce  on 
the  surrounding  nations,  it  is  said:  "Then  the 
dukes  of  Edom  shall  be  amazed  "  (Ex.  xv.  15), 
while,  only  a  few  years  afterwards,  Moses  "sent 

messengers  from  Kadesh  unto  the  king  (Tfvtt) 
of  Edom  "  to  ask  permission  to  pass  through  his 
country  (Judg.  xi.  17). 

Esau's  bitter  hatred  to  his  brother  Jacob  for 
fraudulently  obtaining  his  blessing  appears  to  have 
been  inherited  by  his  latest  posterity.  The  Edon>- 
ites  peremptorily  refused  to  permit  the  Israelites  to 
pass  through  their  land,  though  addressed  in  the 
most   friendly    terms  — "  thus   saith   thy   brother 
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Israel"  (Xum  xx.  U)  — and  though  assured  that 
they  would  neither  drink  of  their  waters  nor  tres- 
pass on  their  fields  or  vinej'ards  (ver.  17).  Tlie 
Israelites  were  expressly  commanded  by  God  neither 
to  resent  this  conduct,  nor  even  to  entertain  feel- 
ings of  hatred  to  the  Edomites  (Deut.  ii.  4,  5,  sxiii. 
7).  The  lulomites  did  not  attempt  actual  hostil- 
ities, though  they  prepared  to  resist  by  force  any 
intrusion  (Num.  xx.  20).  Their  neighbors  and 
brethren  (Gen.  xxxvi.  12),  the  Amalekites,  were 
probably  urged  on  by  them,  and  proved  the  earliest 
and  most  determined  opjwnents  of  the  Israelites 
during  their  journey  through  the  wilderness  (Ex. 
xvu.  8,  9). 

For  a  period  of  400  years  we  hear  no  more  of 
the  Edomites.  They  were  then  attacked  and  de- 
feated by  Saul  (1  Sam.  xiv.  47).  Some  forty  years 
lat«r  David  overthrew  their  army  in  the  "  Valley 
of  Salt,"  and  his  general,  Joab,  following  up  the 
victory,  destroyed  nearly  the  whole  male  population 
(1  K.  xi.  15,  Is),  and  placed  Jewish  garrisons  in 
all  the  strongholds  of  Edom  (2  Sam.  viii.  13,  14; 

in  ver.  13  the  Hebrew  should  evidently  be  DIIM, 


instead  of  DISl;    comp.  14;    2   K.  xiv.  7;    and 
Joseph.  Ant.  vii.'  5,  §  4).     In  honor  of  that  victory 
the  Psalmist-warrior  may  have  penned  the  words 
in  Ps.  Ix.  8,  "over  Edom  will  1   cast  my  shoe." 
Hadad,  a  member  of  the  royal  family  of  Edom, 
made  his  escape  with  a  few  foUowei-s  to  Egypt,  where 
he  was  kindly  received   by   Pharaoh.     After  the 
death  of  David  he  returned,  and  tried  to  excite  his 
countrymen  to  rebellion  against  Israel,  but  failing 
in  the  attempt  he  went  on  to  Syria,  where  he  be- 
came one  of  Solomon's  greatest  enemies  (1  K.  xi. 
14-22;  Joseph.  Ant.  viii.  7,  §  6).     The  Edomites 
continued  sulyect  to  Israel  from  this  time  till  the 
reign  of  Jehoshaphat  (b.  c.  914),  when  they  at- 
tempted to  invade  Israel  in  conjunction  with  Ammoii 
and  Moab,  but  were  miraculously  destroyed  in  the 
valley  of  Berachah  (2  Chr.  xx.  22).     A  few  years 
later  they  revolted  against  Jehorani,  elected  a  king, 
and  for  half  a  century  retained  their  independence 
(2   Chr.   xxi.   8).      They  were  then  attacked  by 
Amaziah,  10,000  were  slain  in  battle,  Sela,  their 
great  stronghold,  was  captured,  and  10,000  more 
were  dashed  to  pieces  by  the  conqueror  from  the 
cliffs  that  surround  the  city  (2  K.  xiv.  7 ;  2  Chr. 
XXV.  11,  12).     Yet  the  Israelites  were  never  able 
agsun  completely  to  subdue  them  (2  Chr.  xxviii. 
17).      When  Nebuchadnezzar  besieged  Jerusalem 
the  Edomites  joined  him,  and  t«ok  an  active  part 
in  the  plunder  of  the  city  and  slaughter  of  the  poor 
Jews.     Their  cruelty  at  that  time  seems  to  be  sije- 
cially  referred  to  in  the  137th  Psalm  —  "  Remem- 
ber, 0  Ixjrd,  the  children  of  Mom  in  the  day  of 
Jerusalem ;  who  said.  Raze  it,  raze  it,  even  to  the 
foundation  thereof."     As  the  first  part  of  Isaac's 
prophetic  blessing  to  Esau  —  "  the  elder  shall  serve 
the  younger"  —was  fulfilled  in  the  long  subjection 
of  the  Edomites  to  the  kings  of  Israel,  so  now  the 
second  part  wa«  also  fulfilled  —  "  It  shall  come  to 
pass  when  thou  shalt  have  the  dominion  that  thou 
shalt  break  liis  yoke  from  off  thy  neck "   (Gen. 
xxvii.  40).     It  was  on  account  of  these  acts  of 
cruelty  committed  ujjon  the  Jews  in  the  day  of 
their  "calamity  that  the  lulomites  were  so  fearfully 
denounced   by  the  later   prophets  (Is.  xxxiv.  5-8, 
Ixiii.  1-4;  Jer.  xlix.  17;  Lam.  iv.  21;  I'ji.  xxv.  13, 
14;  Am.  i.  11,  12;  Obad.  10  ff.). 

On  the  conquest  of  Judah  by  the  Babylonians, 
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the  Edomites,  probably  in  rewai-d  for  their  services 
during  the  war,  were  permitted  to  settle  in  south- 
ern Palestine,  and  the  whole  plateau  between  it  and 
Egj-pt ;  l>ut  they  were  about  the  same  time  driven 
out  of  Edom  Proper  by  the  Nabathseans.     [Euom  ; 
Nkhaiotii.]     For  more  than  four  centuries  they 
continued  to  prosper,  and  retained  their  new  pos- 
sessions with  the  exception  of  a  few  towns  which 
the  Persian  monarchs  compelled  them  to  restore  .to 
the  Jews  after  the  Captivity.    But  during  the  war- 
like rule  of  the  llaceabees  they  were  again  com- 
pletely subdued,  and  even   forced   to   conform  to 
Jewish  laws  and  rites  (Joseph.  Ant.  xii.  8,  §  6,  xiii. 
9,  §  1;  1  Mace.  v.  65),  and  submit  to  the  govern- 
ment of  .Jewish  prefects.     The  Edomites  were  now 
incorporated  with  the  Jewish  nation,  and  the  whole 
province  was  often  termed  by  Greek  and  Roman 
writers   t(lumce:i   (Ptol.  Geoff.  v.  16;  Mar.  iii.  8). 
According  to  the  ceremonial  law  an  Edoraite  was 
received  into  "  the  congregation  of  the  Lord  "  — 
that  is,  to  all  the  rites  and  privileges  of  a  Jew  —  "in 
the  third  generation  "  (Deut.  xxiii.  8).     Aiitipater, 
a  clever  and  crafty  Iduma?an,  succeeded,  through 
Roman  influence,  in  obtaining  the  government  of 
Judaea  (Joseph.  Ani.  xiv.  8,  §  5).  '  His  oldest  son, 
Phasaelus,  he  made  governor  of  Jerusalem,  and  to 
his  second  son  Herod,  then  only  in  his  15th  year, 
he  gave  the  province  of  Galilee.    Herod,  afterwards 
named    the  Great,    was   appointed    "  king  of  the 
Jews  "  by  a  decree  of  the  Roman  senate  (b.  c.  37; 
Joseph.   Ant.   xiv.   14,  §  5;  Matt.  ii.  1).     Imme- 
diately liefore  the  siege  of  .lenisalem  by  Titus,  in 
consequence  of  the  influence  of  John  of  Gischala, 
20,000  Iduma>ans  were  admitted  to  the  Holy  City, 
which    they   filled   with    robbery  and    bloodshed 
(Joseph.  B.  J.  iv.  4  and  5).     From  this  time  the 
Edomites,  as  a  separate  people,  disappear  from  the 
page  of  history,  though  the  name  Idumwa  still  con- 
tinued to  be  applied  to  the  country  south  of  Pales- 
tine as  late  as  the  time  of  Jerome  {in  Obad.). 

The  character  of  the  Edomites  was  drawn  by 
Isaac  in  his  jnophetic  Messing  to  Esau  —  "  By  thy 
sword  shalt  thou  live"  ((ien.  xxvii.  40).  War  and 
rapine  were  the  only  professions  of  the  Edomites 
By  the  sword  they  got  Mount  Seir  —  by  the  sword 
they  exterminated  the  Morites  —  by  the  sword  they 
long  battled  with  their  Irethren  of  Israel,  and 
finally  broke  off  their  yoke  —  by  the  sword  they 
won  southern  Palestine  —  and  by  the  sword  they 
performed  the  last  act  in  their  long  historic  drama, 
massacred  the  guards  in  the  temple,  and  pillaged 
the  city  of  Jerusalem. 

Little  is  known  of  their  religion ;  but  that  little 

shows  them  to  have  been  idolatrous.    It  is  probable 

Esau's   marriage    with    the    "  daughters  of 
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Canaan,"  who  "  were  a  grief  of  mind  "  to  his  father 
and  mother  (Gen.  xxvi.  34,  35),  induced  him  t« 
embrace  their  religion,  and  when  Esau  and  his 
followers  took  possession  of  Mount  Seir  they  see» 
to  have  followed  the  practice  conmion  among  ancic«|i_ 
nations  of  adopting  the  country's  gods,  for  we  real 
that  Amaziah,  king  of  Judah,  after  his  conqnerf 
of  the  Edoniite.s,  "  brought  the  gods  of  the  childre* 
of  Seir,  and  set  them  up  to  be  his  gods"  (2  Cht. 
XXV.  14,  15,  20).  Josejihus  also  refers  to  both  the 
idols  and  priests  of  the  Idumajans  (A7>t.  xv.  17, 
§  9). 

The  haliits  of  the  Iduma-ans  were  singular.  The 
Horites,  their  predecessors  in  Mount  Seir,  were,  U 
their  name  imiilies,  troijhjdytes,  or  dwellers  in  cavw; 
and  the  Momites  seeni  to  have  adoptetl  tlieir  dwell- 
ings as  well  as  their  country.     Jeremiah  and  Obor 
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diah  both  speak  of  them  as  "  dwelling  in  the  clefts 
of  the  rocks,"  and  making  their  habitations  high 
iu  the  cliffs,  like  the  eyries  of  eagla^  (Jer.  xlix.  16 ; 
Obad.  3,  4),  language  which  is  strikingly  illustrated 
by  a  survey  of  the  mountains  and  glens  of  Ixlom. 
Everywhere  we  meet  with  caves  and  grottoes  hewn 
in  the  soft  sandstone  strata.  Those  at  I'etra  are 
well  known. .  [Petua.]  Their  form  and  arrange- 
ments show  that  most  of  them  were  originally  in- 
tended for  habitations.  They  have  closets  and 
recesses  suitable  for  family  usas,  and  many  have 
windows.  The  nature  of  the  rock  and  the  form 
of  the  cliffs  made  excavation  an  easier  work  than 
erection,  besides  the  additional  security,  comfort, 
and  permanence  of  such  abodes.  Indeed  there  is 
reason  to  believe  that  the  commercial  Xabatheans 
were  the  first  who  introduced  buildings  into  Edom. 
It  is  worthy  of  remark  also  that  the  Edomites,  when 
they  took  possesion  of  southern  Palestine,  followed 
even  there  their  old  mode  of  life,  and  excavated 
caves  and  grottoes  everywhere  through  the  country. 
So  Jerome  in  his  (.'ommentary  on  Obadiah  writes 
—  "  Omnis  Australis  regio  IduniiEorum  de  Eleu- 
theropoli  usque  ati  L'etram  et  Ailam  (hsec  est  pos- 
sessio  Esau)  in  specubus  habitatiuncula.s  habet:  et 
propter  nimios  calores  solis,  quia  meridiana  pro- 
vincia  est,  subten-aneis  tuguriis  utitur."  During 
a  visit  to  this  region  in  1857,  the  writer  of  this 
article  had  an  opportunity  of  inspecting  a  large 
numlier  of  these  caverns,  and  has  no  hesitation  in 
ranking  them  among  the  most  remarkable  of  their 
kind  in  the  world.  [Elkuthekopolis.]  The 
nature  of  the  climate,  the  dryness  of  the  soil,  and 
their  great  size,  render  them  healthy,  pleasant,  and 
commodious  habitations,  while  their  security  made 
them  specially  suitaljle  to  a  country  exposed  in  every 
age  to  incessant  attacks  of  robbers.  J.  L.  P. 

ED'REI,  1.  C'37"I'TW  [strong,  mighty] :  [Rom. 
'ESpati',  exc.  Deut.  iii.  1,  10,  -ifx;  Josh.  xix.  37, 
'AfTcrapi';  Vat.  ESpaejj',  -ei;U,  Arraapfi;  Alex.  E5- 
paetv,  -etfx,  -i/u,  in  Josh.  xiii.  12  corrupt,  xix.  37, 
with  Aid.  ESpaei;]   Euseb.  Ommi.  'ASpaa'-  Arab. 

c  \(3f  :   [Edrai]),  one  of  the  two  capital  cities 

of  Bashan  (Num.  xxi.  .33;  Deut.  i.  4,  iii.  [1,]  10; 
Josh.  xii.  4  [xiii.  12,  31,  xix.  37]).  In  Scripture 
it  is  only  mentioned  in  connection  with  the  victory 
gained  by  the  Israelites  over  the  Amorites  under 
Og  their  king,  and  the  territory  thus  acquired. 
Not  a  single  allusion  is  made  to  it  in  the  subse- 
quent history  of  (Jod's  people,  though  it  was  within 
the  territory  allotted  to  the  half  tribe  of  Manasseh 
(Num.  xxxii.  33),  and  it  continued  to  be  a  large 
and  important  city  down  to  the  seventh  century 
of  our  era. 

The  ruins  of  this  ancient  city,  still  bearing  the 
name  J'Jdr'fi,  stand  on  a  rocky  promontory  which 
projects  from  the  S.  W.  corner  of  the  Lejah.  [Ak- 
<iOii.]  The  site  is  a  strange  one —  without  water, 
without  access,  except  over  rocks  and  through  defiles 
all  but  impracticable.  Strength  and  security  seem 
to  have  been  the  grand  objects  in  view.  The  rocky 
promontory  is  about  a  mile  and  a  half  wide  by  two 
miles  and  a  half  long ;  it  has  an  elevation  of  from 
twenty  to  thirty  feet  above  the  plain,  which  spreads 
out  from  it  on  each  side,  flat  as  a  sea,  and  of  lure 
fertility.  The  ruins  are  nearly  three  miles  in  cir- 
cumference, and  have  a  strange  wild  look,  rising 
up  in  black  shattered  masses  irom  the  midst  of  a 
wilderness  of  black  rocks.  A  number  of  the  old 
houses  still   remain;  they  are   low,  massive,  and 
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gloomy,  and  some  of  them  are  half  buried  beneath 
heaps  of  rubbish.  In  these  the  present  inhabitants 
reside,  selecting  such  apartments  as  are  best  fitted 
for  comfort  and  security.  The  short  Cireek  in- 
scriptions which  are  here  and  there  seen  over  the 
doors  prove  that  the  houses  are  at  least  iis  old  as 
the  time  of  Roman  dominion.  Edf\i  was  at  one 
time  adorned  with  a  considerable  number  of  public 
edifices,  but  time  and  the  chances  of  war  have  left 
most  of  them  shapeless  heaps  of  ruin.  Many  Greek 
inscriptions  are  met  with ;  the  greater  part  of  them 
are  of  the  Christian  age,  and  of  no  historic  value. 

The  identity  of  this  site  with  the  Edrei  of  Script- 
ure has  been  questioned  by  many  writers,  who 
follow  the  doubtful  testimony  of  Eusebius  ( Onom, 
s.  V.  Esdrei  and  Astaroth),  and  place  the  capital 
of  Bashan  at  the  modern  Der'a,  a  few  miles  further 
south.  The  following  reasons  have  induced  the 
present  writer  to  regard  hklr'a  as  the  true  site  of 
Edrei.  (1.)  The  situation  is  such  as  would  nat- 
urally be  selected  for  a  capital  city  in  early  and 
troublous  times  by  the  rulers  of  a  warlike  nation 
The  principles  of  fortification  were  then  little  known, 
j  and  consequently  towns  and  villages  were  built  on 
the  tops  of  hills  or  in  the  midst  of  rocky  fastnesses. 
The  advantages  of  Kdr'a  in  this  respect  are  seen 
at  a  glance.  Ber'a,  on  the  other  hand,  lies  in  the 
open  country,  without  any  natural  advantages,  ex- 
posed to  the  attack  of  every  invader.  It  is  difficult 
to  believe  that  the  warlike  Rephaim  would  have 
erected  a  royal  city  in  such  a  position.  (2.)  The 
dwellings  of  h'dr'a  possess  all  the  characteristics 
of  remote  antiquity  —  massive  wiUls,  stone  roofs, 
stone  doors.  (3.)  The  name  lidrei,  "strength,"  is 
not  only  descriptive  of  the  site,  but  it  corresponds 
more  exactly  to  the  Arabic  Edr'a  than  to  Dtr'a. 
In  opposition  to  these  we  have  the  statement  in 
Eusebius  that  Edrei  was  in  his  day  called  Adara, 
and  was  24  Roman  miles  from  Bosti-a.  There  can 
be  no  doubt  that  he  refers  to  Dtr'a,  which,  as 
lying  on  a  great  road,  was  better  known  to  him 
than  Edr'a,  and  thus  he  was  led  hastily  to  identify 
it  with  Edrei. 

It  is  probable  that  Edrei  did  not  remain  long  in 
possession  of  the  Israelites.  May  it  not  be  that 
they  abandoned  it  in  consequence  of  its  fwsition 
within  the  borders  of  a  wild  region  infested  by 
numeroas  robber  bands  ?  The  Lejah  is  the  ancient 
Argob,  and  appears  to  have  been  the  stronghold 
of  the  (ieshurites ;  and  they  perhaps  subsequently 
occupied  Edrei  (Josh.  xii.  4,  5).  The  moimments 
now  existing  show  that  it  must  have  been  an  im- 
portant town  from  the  time  the  Romans  took  pos- 
session of  Bashan;  and  that  it,  and  not  XfevV?,  was 
the  episcopal  city  of  Adraa.  which  ranked  next  to 
Bostra  (Reland,  Pal.  pp.  219,  223,  548).  In  a.  d. 
1142,  the  Crusaders  under  Baldwin  III.  made  a 
sudden  attack  ujxin  Adraa,  then  popularly  called 
Ch'ilas  Bernardi  de  SUunpis,  but  they  encountered 
such  obstacles  in  the  difficult  nature  of  the  ground, 
the  scarcity  of  water,  and  the  valor  of  the  inhab- 
itants, that  they  were  compelled  to  retreat.  At  the 
time  of  the  visit  of  the  present  writer  in  1854  the 
population  amomited  to  about  fifty  families,  of 
which  some  eight  or  ten  were  Christian,  and  the 
rest  Mohammedan.  A  full  account  of  the  history 
and  antiquities  of  Edrei  is  given  in  Porter's  Five. 
Years  in  Damascus,  vol.  ii.  p.  220  ff.,  and  Iland- 
bmk  fw  Syria  and  Palestine,  p.  532  ff.  See  also 
Burckhardt's  Travels  in  Syria,  p.  57  ff. ;  Buck- 
ingham's Travels  among  the  Arab  Tribes,  p.  274; 
[Porter's  Giant  Cities  of  Bashan,  p.  94  ff.] 
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2.  A  town  of  northern  Palestine,  allotted  to  the 
tribe  of  Naphtali,  and  situated  near  Kedesh.  It  is 
only  once  mentioned  in  Scripture  (Josh.  xix.  37). 
The  name  signifies  "  strengtli,"  or  a  "  stronghold." 
About  two  miles  south  of  Kedesh  is  a  conical  rocky 
hill  called  Tdl  Khwaibth,  the  "  Tell  of  the  ruin;  " 
with  some  remains  of  ancient  buildings  on  the 
summit  and  a  rock-hewn  tomb  in  its  side.  It  is 
evidently  an  old  site,  and  it  may  be  that  of  the 
long-lost  Edrei.  The  strength  of  the  position,  and 
its  nearness  to  Kedesh,  give  probability  to  the  sup- 
position. Dr.  Robinson  {Bibl.  Res.  vol.  iii.  p.  365) 
suggests  the  identity  of  Tdl  Khuraibeh  with 
Hazor.  For  the  objections  to  this  theory  see  Porter's 
Hand-book  for  Syna  and  Palestine,  p.  442. 

J.  L.  P. 

EDUCATION.  Although  nothing  is  more 
carefully  inculcated  in  the  Law  than  the  duty  of 
parents  to  teach  their  children  its  precepts  and 
principles  (Ex.  xii.  26,  xiii.  8,  14;  Deut.  iv.  5,9, 
10,  vi.  2,  7,  20,  xi.  19,  21;  Acts  xxii.  3;  2  Tim. 
iii.  15 ;  Hist,  of  Susanna,  3 ;  Joseph,  c.  Ap.  ii.  16, 
17,  25 ),  yet  there  is  little  trace  among  the  Hebrews 
in  earlier  times  of  education  in  any  other  subjects. 
The  wisdom,  therefore,  and  instruction,  of  which 
so  much  is  said  in  the  Book  of  Proverbs,  is  to  be 
understood  chiefly  of  moral  and  religious  discipline, 
imparted,  according  to  the  direction  of  the  I-^w, 
by  the  teaching  and  under  the  example  of  parents 
(Prov.  i.  2,  8,  ii.  2,  10,  iv.  1,  7,  20,  viii.  1,  ix.  1, 
10,  xii.  1,  xvi.  22,  xvii.  24,  xxxi.).  Implicit  ex- 
ceptions to  this  statement  may  perhaps  be  found 
in  the  instances  of  Moses  himself,  who  was  brought" 
up  in  all  Egyptian  learning  (Acts  vii.  22);  of  the 
writer  of  the  book  of  Job,  who  was  evidently  well 
versed  in  natural  history  and  in  the  astronomy  of 
the  day  (.Job  xxxviii.  31,  xxxix.,  xl.,  xii.);  of  Daniel 
and  his  companions  in  captivity  (Dan.  i.  4,  17); 
and  above  all,  in  the  intellectual  gifts  and  acquire- 
ments of  Solomon,  which  were  even  more  renowned 
than  his  political  greatness  (1  K.  iv.  29,  3 1,  x.  1-9 ; 
2  Chr.  ix.  1-8),  and  the  memory  of  which  has, 
with  mucli  exaggeration,  been  widely  preserved  in 
oriental  tradition.  The  statement  made  above 
may,  however,  in  all  probability  be  taken  as  repre- 
senting the  chief  aim  of  ordinary  Hebrew  education, 
lx>th  at  the  time  when  the  Law  was  best  observed, 
and  also  when,  after  periods  of  national  decline  from 
the  Mosaic  standard,  attempts  were  made  by  mon- 
archs,  as  .lehoshaphat  or  Josiah,  or  by  prophets,  as 
J'^lijah  or  Isaiah,  to  enforce,  or  at  least  to  inculcate 
reform  in  the  moral  condition  of  the  people  on  the 
basis  of  that  standard  (2  K.  xvii.  13,  xxii.  8-20;  2 
(;hr.  xvii.  7,  9;  1  K.  xix.  14:  Is.  i.  ff.). 

In  Liter  times  the  prophecies,  and  comments  on 
them  as  well  as  on  the  earlier  Scriptures,  together 
with  other  subjects,  were  studied  (Pn>l.  to  I'xclus., 
and  Ecclus.  xxxviii.  24,  26,  xxxix.  1-11).  St. 
Jerome  adds  that  Jewish  children  were  taught  to 
say  by  heart  the  genealogies  (Hieronym.  on  Titus, 
iii.  9;  Calniet,  Diet.  art.  Genenlogie).  Parents 
were  required  to  teach  their  children  some  trade, 
and  he  who  failed  to  do  so  was  said  to  l)e  virtually 
teaching  his  child  to  steal  (Mishn.  Kitldush.  ii.  2, 
vol.  iii.  p.  413,  Surenhus.  ;  Lightfoot,  Chron. 
Temp,  on  Acts  xviii.  vol.  ii.  p.  79). 

The  sect  of  the  Essenes,  though  themselves  ab- 
juring marriage,  were  anxious  to  undertake,  and 
careful  in  carrying  out,  the  education  of  children, 
but  confined  its  subject  matter  chiefly  to  morals 
and  the   Divine  Law   (Joseph.  B.  J.  ii.  8,  §  12; 
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Philo,  Quod  omnis  jprobtis  liber,  vol.  ii.  p.  458,  ed 
Mangey;  §  12,  Tauchn.). 

Previous  to  the  Captivity,  the  chief  depositaries 
of  learning  were  the  schools  or  colleges,  from  which 
in  most  cases  (see  Am.  vii.  14)  proceeded  tliat  suc- 
cession of  puWic  teachers,  who  at  various  times 
endeavored  to  reform  the  moral  and  religious  con- 
duct of  both  rulers  and  people.  [Propiikt,  II.] 
In  these  schools  the  I>aw  was  probably  the  chief 
subject  of  instruction ;  the  study  of  languages  was 
little  followed  by  any  Jews  till  after  the  Captivity, 
but  from  that  time  the  number  of  Jews  residing 
in  foreign  countries  must  have  made  the  knowl- 
edge of  foreign  languages  more  common  than 
before  (see  Acts  xxi.  37).  From  the  time  of  the 
outbreak  of  the  last  war  with  the  Romans,  parents 
were  forbidden  to  instruct  their  children  in  Greek 
literature  (Mishn.  Sotah,  c.  ix.  15,  vol.  iii.  pp.  307, 
308,  Surenh.). 

Besides  the  prophetical  schools,  instruction  was 
given  by  the  priests  in  the  Temple  and  elsewhere, 
but  their  subjects  were  doubtle.ss  exclusively  con- 
cerned with  religion  and  worship  (IjCV.  x.  11;  Ez. 
xliv.  23,  24;  1  Chr.  xxv.  7,  8;  Mai.  ii.  7).  Those 
sovereigns  who  exhibited  any  anxiety  for  the  main- 
tenance of  the  religious  element  in  the  Jewish  polity, 
were  conspicuous  in  enforcing  the  religious  educa- 
tion of  the  people  (2  Chr.  xvii.  7,  8,  9,  xix.  5,  8, 
11;  2  K.  xxiii.  2). 

From  the  time  of  the  settlement  in  Canaan  there 
must  have  been  among  the  Jews  persons  skilled  in 
writing  and  in  accounts.  Perhaps  the  neighbor- 
hood of  the  tribe  of  Zebulun  to  the  commercial 
district  of  Phoenicia  may  have  been  the  occasion  of 
their  reputation  in  this  respect.  The  "  writers  " 
of  that  tribe  are  represented  (Judg.  v.  14)  by  the 

same  word  "^SD,  used  in  that  passage  of  the  levy- 
ing of  an  army,  or,  perhaps,  of  a  military  officer 
(Gesen.  p.  966),  as  is  applied  to  Ezra,  in  reference 
to  the  I^w  (Ezr.  vii.  6):  to  Seraiah,  David's  scribe 
or  secretary  (2  Sam.  viii.  17);  to  Shebna,  scribe  to 
Hezekiah  (2  K.  xviii.  37):  Shemaiah  (1  Chr.  xxiv. 
6);  Baruch,  scribe  to  Jeremiah  (Jer.  xxxvi.  32), 
and  others  filling  like  offices  at  various  times.  'ITie 
municipal  officers  of  the  kingdom,  especially  in  the 
time  of  Solomon,  must  have  retjuired  a  staff  of 
well-educated  persons  in  their  various  departments 

under  the  recorder  ("I^STKl)  or  historiographer, 
whose  business  was  to  compile  memorials  of  the 
reign  (2  Sam.  viii.  16,  xx.  24;  2  K.  xviii.  18;  2 
Chr.  xxxiv.  8).  Ijcarning,  in  the  sense  above  men- 
tioned, was  at  all  times  highly  esteemed,  and  edu- 
cated persons  were  treated  with  great  respect,  and, 
according  to  Rabbinical  tradition,  were  called  '•  sons 
of  the  noble,"  and  allowed  to  take  precedence  of 
others  at  table  (Lightfoot,  Cfir.  Temp.  Acts  xvii. 
vol.  ii.  p.  79,  fol. ;  //or.  l/ebr.  Luke  xiv.  8-24,  ii. 
540).  The  same  authority  deplores  the  degeneracy 
of  later  times  in  this  respect  (Mishn.  Sotah,  ix.  15, 
vol.  iii.  p.  308,  Surenh.). 

To  the  schools  of  the  prophets  succeeded,  after 
tlie  Captivity,  the  synagogues,  which  were  either 
themselves  used  as  schools  or  had  places  near  them 
for  that  purpose.  In  most  cities  there  was  at  least 
one,  and  in  Jerusalem,  according  to  some,  394, 
according  to  otliers,  460  (Calraet,  Diet.  art.  Ecoles). 
It  was  from  these  schools  and  the  doctrines  of  the 
various  teachers  presiding  over  them,  of  whom 
Gamaliel,  Sammai,  and  Hillel  were  among  the 
most  famous,  that  matiy  of  those  traditions  and 
refinements  proceeded  by  which  the  Law  was  in 
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our  Lord's  time  encumbered  and  obscured,  and 
which  may  be  considered  as  represented,  tliough  in 
a  highly  exaggerated  degree,  by  the  Talmud.  After 
the  destruction  of  Jerusalem,  colleges  inheriting 
and  probably  enlarging  the  traditions  of  their  pr«l- 
ecessors,  were  maintained  for  a  long  time  at  Japhne 
in  Galilee,  at  Lydda,  at  Tiberias,  the  most  famous 
of  all,  and  Sepphoris.  These  schools  in  process  of 
time  were  dispersed  into  other  countries,  and  by 
d^ees  destroyed.  According  to  the  principles  laid 
down  in  the  Mishna,  boys  at  five  years  of  age  were 
to  begin  the  Scriptures,  at  ten  the  Mishna,  at 
thirteen  they  became  subject  to  the  whole  I^w  (see 
huke  ii.  46),  at  fifteen  they  entered  the  Gemara 
(xMishna,  Pirk.  Ab.  iv.  20,  v.  21,  vol.  iv.  pp.  460, 
482,  486,  Surenhus.).  Teachers  were  treated  with 
great  respect,  and  both  pupils  and  teachers  were 
exhorted  to  respect  each  other.  Physical  science 
fonned  part  of  the  course  of  instniction  {ib.  iii.  18). 
Unmarried  men  and  women  were  not  allowed  to  be 
teachers  of  boys  {Kirldush.  iv.  13,  vol.  iii.  p.  383). 
In  the  schools  the  Rabbins  sat  on  raised  seats,  and 
the  scholars,  according  to  their  age,  sat  on  benches 
below  or  on  the  gi-ound  (Lightfoot  on  Luke  ii.  46 ; 
Philo,  ibid.  12,  ii.  458,  Mangey). 

Of  female  education  we  have  little  account  in 
Scripture,  but  it  is  clear  that  the  prophetical  schools 
included  within  their  scope  the  instruction  of 
females,  who  were  occasionally  invested  with  au- 
thority similar  to  that  of  the  prophets  themselves 
(.Judg.  iv.  4;  2  K.  xxii.  14).  Needle-work  formed 
a  large  but  by  no  means  the  only  subject  of  in- 
struction iinparted  to  females,  whose  position  in 
society  and  in  the  household  must  by  no  means  te 
considered  as  represented  in  modern  oriental  — 
including  Mohammedan  —  usage  (see  Prov.  xxxi. 
16,  26;  Hist,  of  Sus.  3;  Luke  viii.  2,  3,  x.  39; 
Acts  xiii.  50;  2  Tim.  i.  5). 

Among  modern  Mohammedans,  education,  even 
of  boys,  is  of  a  most  elementary  kind,  and  of  females 
still  more  limited.  In  one  respect  it  may  be  con- 
sidered as  the  likeness  or  the  caricature  of  the 
Jewish  system,  namely,  thai  besides  the  most  com- 
mon rules  of  arithmetic,  the  Kuran  is  made  the 
staple,  if  not  the  only  subject  of  instruction.  In 
oriental  schools,  both  Jewish  and  Mohammedan, 
the  lessons  are  written  by  each  scholar  with  chalk 
on  tablets  which  are  cleaned  for  a  fresh  lesson. 
All  recite  their  lessons  together  aloud ;  faults  are 
usually  punished  by  stripes  on  the  feet.  Female 
children  are,  among  Mohammedans,  seldom  taught 
to  read  or  write.  A  few  chapters  of  the  Kuran  are 
learnt  by  heart,  and  in  some  schools  they  are  taught 
embroidery  and  needle-work.  In  Persia  there  are 
many  public  schools  and  colleges,  'but  the  children 
of  the  wealthier  p:irents  are  mostly  taught  at  home. 
The  Kuran  forms  the  staple  of  instruction,  being 
regarded  as  the  model  not  only  of  doctrine  but  of 
style,  and  the  text-book  of  all  science.  In  the  col- 
leges, however,  mathematics  are  taught  to  some 
extent  (Jahn,  Arch.  Bibl.  §§  100,  166,  Engl.  Tr.; 
Shaw,  Travels,  p.  194;  Kauwolflf,  Travels,  c.  vii.  p. 
60;  Burckhardt,  Syna,  p.  326;  Travels  iiiArahii, 
i.  275;  Porter,  Damascus,  ii.  95;  Ijaxie,  Mod. 
Egypt,  i.  89,  93;  Enylisho.  in  Egypt,  ii.  28,  31; 
Wellsted,  Arabia,  ii.  6,  395 ;  Cliardin,  Voyages,  iv. 
224  (I>angles);  Olearius,  Travels,  pp.  214,  215; 
Pietro  deUa  Valle,  Fja^^i,  ii.  188).  [See  Prophet, 
IL]  H.  W.  P. 

*  EGGS.    [Fowls;  Ostrich.] 

EGXAH    (nb;^,    a   heifer:   AlyaK    and 
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'A7A0  [Vat.  AAo];  [Alex,  in  2  Sam.,  Aiyas; 
Comp.  in  1  Chr.  E7A0:]  Egla),  one  of  David's 
wives  during  his  reign  in  Hebron,  and  the  mother 
of  his  son  Ithream  (2  Sam.  iii.  5;  1  Chr.  iii.  3). 
In  both  lists  the  same  order  is  preserved,  Eglah 
being  the  sixth  and  last,  and  in  both  is  she  distin- 
guished by  the  special  title  of  David's  "  wife." 
According  to  the  ancient  Hebrew  tradition  pre- 
served by  Jerome  (  Qiuest.  Hebr.  on  2  Sam.  iii.  5, 
vi.  23)  she  was  Michal,  the  wife  of  his  youth;  and 
she  died  in  giving  birth  to  Ithkeam.  A  name  of 
this  signification  is  common  amongst  the  Arabs  at 
the  present  day. 

EGLA'IM  (D^ViS,  two  poiids:  AyaKei/j.; 
[.Vlex.  AyaWei/x;  Sin.  AyaWifji-]  Gallim),  a 
place  named  only  in  Is.  xv.  8,  and  there  apparently 
as  one  of  the  most  remote  points  on  the  boundary 
of  Moab.  It  is  probably  the  same  as  En-eglaim. 
A  town  of  this  name  was  known  to  Eusebius 
(  Onom.  Agallim),  who  places  it  8  miles  to  the  south 
of  Areopwlis,  i.  e.  Ar-Moab  {Rabba,).  Exactly  in 
that  position,  however,  stands  Kerak,  the  ancient 
Kir  Moab. 

A  town  named  Agalla  is  mentioned  by  Josephus 
with  Zoar  and  other  places  as  in  the  country  of  the 
Arabians  {Ant.  xiv.  1,  §  4). 

With  most  of  the  places  on  the  east  of  the  Dead 
Sea,  Eglaim  yet  awaits  further  research  for  its 
identification. 

EG'LON  (p753?  [calf-like,vituline] :  'EyXttsij.; 
[Comp.]  Joseph.  "EyKdiv'-  Egkm),  a  king  of  the 
Moabites  (Judg.  iii.  12  fF.),  who,  aided  by  the  Am- 
monites and  the  Amalekites,  crossed  the  Jordan 
and  took  "  the  city  of  palm-trees,"  or  Jericho 
(Joseph. ).  Here  he  built  himself  a  palace  (Joseph. 
Ant.  v.  4,  §  1  fl'.),  and  continued  for  eighteen  years 
(Judg.  and  Joseph.)  to  oppress  the  children  of 
Israel,  who  paid  him  tribute  (Joseph.).  Whether 
he  resided  at  Jericho  permanently,  or  only  during 
the  summer  months  (Judg.  iii.  20;  Joseph.),  he 
seems  to  have  formed  a  familiar  intimacy  (<riij'^©T;s, 
Joseph.,  not  Judg.)  with  Ehud,  a  young  Israelite 
{veavias,  Joseph.),  who  lived  in  Jericho  (Joseph., 
not  Judg.),  and  who,  by  means  of  repeated  presents, 
became  a  favorite  courtier  of  the  monarch.  Josephus 
represents  this  intimacy  as  having  been  of  long 
continuance ;  but  in  Judges  we  find  no  mention  of 
intimacy,  and  only  one  occasion  of  a  present  being 
made,  namely,  that  which  inmiediately  preceded 
the  death  of  Eglon.  The  cu-cumstances  attending 
this  tragical  event  are  somewhat  differently  given 
in  Judges  and  in  Josephus.  That  Eliud  had  the 
entree  of  the  palace  is  implied  in  Judges  (iii.  19), 
but  more  distinctly  stated  in  Josephus.  In  Judges 
the  Israelites  send  a  present  by  Ehud  (iii.  15);  in 
Josephus  Ehud  wins  his  favor  by  repeated  presents 
of  his  own.  In  Judges  we  have  two  scenes,  the 
offering  of  the  present  and  the  death  scene,  which 
are  separated  by  the  temporary  withdrawal  of  Ehud 
(18,  19);  in  Josephus  there  is  but  one  .scene.  The 
present  is  offered,  the  attendants  are  dismissed,  and 
the  king  enters  into  friendly  conversation  {o^juKiav) 
with  Ehud.  In  Judges  the  place  seems  to  change 
from  the  reception-room  into  the  "  summer-parlor" 
[probably  a  cool  room  on  the  roof  is  meant],  where 
Ehud  found  him  upon  his  return  (cf.  18,  20).  In 
Josephus  the  entire  action  takes  place  in  the  sum- 
mer-parlor (SctfyuaTJOf).  In  Judges  the  king  ex- 
poses himself  to  the  dagger  by  rising  apparently  in 
respect  for  the  divine  message  which  Ehud  professed 
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to  communicate  (Patrick,  adloc);  in  Josephus  it 
is  a  dream  wliich  Eliud  pretends  to  reveal,  and  the 
king,  in  delighted  anticipation,  springs  up  from  his 
throne.  Tlie  obesity  of  Kglon,  and  the  consequent 
impossibiUty  of  recovering  the  dagger,  are  not  men- 
tioned by  Josephus  (vid.  .Judg.  iii.  17,  fat,  aarelos, 
LXX. ;  but  "crassus,"  Vulg.,  and  soGesen.  Lex.). 

After  this  desperate  achievement  Ehud  repaired 
to  Seirah  (improp.  Seirath;  vid.  Gesen.  Lex.  sub 
v.),  in  the  mountains  of  Ephraim  (iii.  26,  27),  or 
Mount  Ephraim  (Josh.  xix.  uO).  To  this  wild 
central  region,  commanding,  as  it  did,  the  plains 
E.  and  W.,  he  summoned  the  Israelites  by  sound 
of  horn  (a  national  custom  according  to  Joseph. ; 
A.  V.  "a  trumpet").  Descending  from  the  hills 
they  fell  upon  the  Moabites,  dismayed  and  demor- 
alized by  the  death  of  their  king  (Joseph.,  not 
Judg.).  The  greater  number  were  killed  at  once, 
but  10,000  men  made  for  the  Jordan  with  the  view 
of  crossing  into  their  own  country.  The  Israelites, 
however,  had  already  seized  the  J'wds,  and  not  one 
of  the  unhappy  fugitives  escaped.  As  a  reward  for 
Lis  conduct  Ehud  was  appointed  Judge  (Joseph., 
not  Judg.). 

Note.  —  The  "quarries  that  were  by  Gilgal" 
[A.  v.]  (iii.  19):  in  the  margin  better,  as  iu  Deut. 
vii.    25,  "  graven  images "   (Patrick   ad   loc. :  cf. 

Gesen.  Hek  Lex.  sub  v.  D'^b'^D?).  [See  Quar- 
ries, Amer.  ed.]  T.  E.  B. 

EG'LON  (I'lb???  [see  above]:  in  Josh,  x., 
[Rom.]  Vat.  and  Alex-  ['OSoAXa^:  vv.  34,  36,  37, 
(Jomp.  'EyAcif;  vv.  5,  23,  34,  37,  Aid.  ''K-yKmv; 
ver.  3,  'OSoAa/^;  Josh.  xii.  12,]  Ai\dfj.,  [Alex.  Aid. 
Comp.]  'EyXw/x;  [Josh.  xv.  39,  Kom.  Vat.  corrupt; 
Alex.  Ey\<iifj.;  ("omp.  with  17  MSS.  'Ay\<t>v-] 
Eylmi),  a  town  of  Judali  in  the  Shefelah  or  low 
country  (Josh.  xv.  39).  During  the  struggles  of 
the  conquest,  Eglon  was  one  of  a  confederacy  of 
five  towns,  which  under  Jerusalem  attempted  re- 
sistance, by  attacking  Gibeon  after  the  treaty  of 
the  latter  with  Israel.  Eglon  was  then  Amorite, 
and  the  name  of  its  king  Debir  (Josh.  x.  3-5). 
The  story  of  tiie  overthrow  of  this  combination  is 
too  well  known  to  need  notice  here  (x.  23-26,  &c.). 
Eglon  was  soon  after  visited  by  Joshua  and  de- 
stroyed (x.  34,  35,  xii.  12).  The  name  doubtless 
survives  in  the  modern  Ajlan,  "  a  shapeless  mass 
of  ruins,"  "  potsherds,"  and  "  scattered  heaps  of 
unhewn  stone,"  covering  a  "  round  hillock  "  (Porter, 
Handb. ;  Van  de  Velde,  ii.  188;  I!ob.  ii.  49),  about 
10  miles  from  Beit  Jibiin  (Eleutheropolis)  and  14 
from  Gaza,  on  the  south  of  the  great  maritime 
plain. 

In  the  Onomasticon  it  is  given  as  lUjhm  qiue  et 
OdoU'im ;  and  its  situation  stated  as  10  miles  east 
of  Heutheroixtlis.  I'he  identification  with  AduUam 
arose  no  doubt  from  the  reading  of  the  LXX.  in 
Josh.  X.,  as  given  above;  and  it  is  to  the  site  of 
that  place,  and  not  of  liglon,  that  the  remarks  of 
Kusebius  and  Jerome  refer.  This  will  be  seen  on 
.  comparing  Adolkim.  No  reason  has  been  assigned 
for  the  reading  of  the  LXX.  G. 

B'GYPT  (D^rVP>  D^nVP  V"r)^  "^'"l^^' 
gent.  n.  ''"]VP  :  KlyvTTo^-  yEtjyptus),  a  country 
occupying  tlie  nortlieastern  angle  of  Africa,  and 
lying  between  N.  lat.  31°  37'  and  24°  V,  and  E. 
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long.  27°  13'  and  34°  12'.  Its  limits  appeal-  to 
have  been  always  very  nearly  the  same.  In  Ezekiel 
(xxix.  10,  XXX.  6),  according  to  the  obviously  cor- 
rect rendering  [\[u;1)<>l],  the  whole  country  is 
spoken  of  as  extending  from  Migdol  to  Syene,  which 
indicates  the  same  limits  to  the  east  and  tlie  south 
.as  at  present.  Egypt  seems,  however,  to  have  been 
always  held,  except  by  the  modern  geographers,  to 
include  no  more  tlian  the  tract  irrigated  by  the 
Nile  lying  within  the  limits  we  have  specified.  The 
deserts  were  at  all  times  wholly  difierent  from  the 
valley,  and  their  triljes,  more  or  less  independent 
of  the  rulers  of  Egypt. 

Names.' — The  common  name  of  Egypt  in  the 
Bible  is  "Mizraim,"  or  more  fully  "the  land  of 
.Mizraim."  In  form  Mizraim  is  a  dual,  and  ac- 
cordingly it  is  generally  joined  with  a  plural  verb. 
When,  therefore,  in  Gen.  x.  6,  Mizraim  is  men- 
tioned as  a  son  of  Ham,  we  must  not  conclude  that 
anything  more  is  meant  than  that  Egypt  was  col- 
onized Ijy  descendants  of  Ham.  The  dual  number 
doubtless  indicates  the  natural  division  of  the  coun- 
try into  an  upper  and  a  lower  region,  the  plain  of 
the  Delta  and  the  narrow  valley  above,  as  it  has 
been  commonly  divided  at  all  times.  The  singular 
Mazor  also  occurs,  and  some  suppose  that  it  indi- 
cates Lower  Egypt,  the  dual  only  properly  meaning 
the   whole  comitry  (thus  Gesenius,    Thes.   s.  vv. 

"ni5Q,  D'^"12J3),  but  there  is  no  sure  ground  for 
this  assertion.  The  mention  of  Mizraim  and  Pathros 
together  (Is.  xi.  11;  Jer.  xliv.  1,  15),  even  if  we 
adopt  the  explanation  which  supposes  Mizraim  to 
be  in  these  places  by  a  late  usage  put  for  Mazor, 
by  no  means  proves  that  since  Pathros  is  a  part  of 
Egypt,  Mizraim,  or  rather  Mazor,  is  here  a  part 
also.  The  mention  together  of  a  part  of  a  country 
as  well  as  the  whole  is  very  usual  in  Hebrew 
phraseology.     Gesenius  thinks  that  the  Hebrews 

supposed  the  word  Tl!J?2  to  mean  a  limit, 
although  he  admits  it  may  have  had  a  different 
Egyptian  origin.  Since  we  cannot  trace  it  to 
Egyptian,  except  as  a  tran.slation,  we  consider  it  a 
purely  Semitic  word,  as  indeed  would  be  most  likely. 
Gesenius   finds    tlie  signification  "limit"  in  the 


a  The  Bystem  of  transeribiog  ancient  Egyptian  is 
that  given  by  the  writer,  in  the  Encyclopedia  Britan- 
aica,  8th  ed.,  art.  HieroslypMcs. 


.\rabic  name  of  Egypt,  ynQjO  ;  but  this  word  also 

means  "red  mud,"  the  color  intended  being  either 
red  or  reddish  brown. 

Egypt  is  also  called  in  the  Bible  Cn  VT!''??' 
"  the  land  of  Ham  "  (Ps.  cv.  23,  27  ;  comp.  Ixxviii. 
51),  a  name  most  probably  referring  to  Ham  the 
son  of  Noah  [Ham]  ;  and  2nn,  Rahab,  "  the 
proud  "or  "insolent"  [Uahau]:  both  these  ap- 
jiear  to  lie  poetical  appellations,  'i'he  common 
ancient  Egyptian  name  of  the  country  is  written 
in  hieroglypliics  KlvM,  which  was  perhaps  pro- 
nounced Chem;  the  demotic  form  is  KEMEE" 
(Brugsch,  Geoijraphisclie  Jnschriften,  i.  p.  73,  No. 

362);  and  the  Coptic  forms  are  ^«J.A1H, 
;X;ttJl*^I  (M) ;  KHJUie,   KHJULH  (S).  »«»<» 

KHJULI  (I^)-''  '^"'*  uitme  signifies,  alike  in  the 
ancient  language  and  in  Coptic,  "  black,"  and  may 
be  supposed  to  have  been  given  to  the  land  on 

6  The  letters  M,  S,  and  B  denote  here  and  else- 
where theMemphitic,  Sahidic,  and  Bashmuiic  dialect*. 


EGYPT 

account  of  the  blackness  of  its  alluvial  soil  (comp. 
Plut.  de  Is.  et  Osir.  c.  33,  trt  t))v  hXyvirTov  iv 
To7s  fxdXiara  ix(\d,yyeiov  oucav,  Siairep  rh  ij.4- 
\av  rov  6<pda\fiov,  Xtj/uiW  KaKovai)-  It  would 
seem,  as  thus  descriptive  of  the  physical  character 
of  the  land,  to  he  the  Egyptian  equivalent  of  Mazor, 
if  the  meaning  we  ha\e  assigned  to  that  word  be 
the  tnie  one.  In  this  case  it  would  appear  strange 
that  it  should  correspond  in  sound  to  Ham,  and  in 
sense  to  ^lazor  or  Mizraim.  It  is  probable,  how- 
ever (comp.  Plut.  l.  c),  that  it  also  corres|X)nded 
in  sense  to  Ham,  implying  warmth  as  well  a:5  dark- 
it  ^ 
ness.     In  Arabic  we  find  the  cognate  word  '  t"^} 

"black  fetid  mud"  (Kdmoos),  or  "black  mud" 
{Sihdh,  MS.),  which  suggests  the  identity  of  Ham 
and  Mazor.  Therefore  we  may  reasonably  con- 
jecture that  Kem  is  the  Egyptian  equivalent  of 
Ham,  and  also  of  Mazor,  these  two  words  being 
similar  or  even  the  same  in  sense.  The  name  Ham 
may  have  been  prophetically  given  to  Noah's  son 
as  the  progenitor  of  the  inhabitants  of  Egypt  and 
neighboring  hot  or  dark  countries.  The  other 
hieroglypiiic  names  of  Egypt  appear  to  be  of  a 
poetical  character. 

Under  the  Pharaohs  Egypt  was  divided  into 
Upper  and  I>ower,  "  the  two  regions"  TA-TEE? 
called  respectively  "  the  Southern  Region  "  TA-RES, 
and  "  the  Northern  Region  "  TA-MEHEET. 
There  were  different  crowns  for  the  two  regions, 
that  of  Upper  Egypt  being  white,  and  that  of 
Lower  Egypt  red,  the  two  together  composing  the 
pschent.  The  sovereign  harl  a  special  title  as  ruler 
of  each  region :  of  Upper  Egypt  he  was  SUTEN, 
"king,"  and  of  Ix)wer  Egypt  SHEBT,  "bee,"  the 
two  combined  forming  the  common  title  SUTEN- 
SHEB T.  The'  initial  sign  of  the  former  name  is 
a  bent  reed,  which  illustrates  what  seems  to  have 
l>een  a  proverbial  expression  in  Palestine  as  to  the 
danger  of  trusting  to  the  Pharaohs  and  Egypt  (2 
K.  xviii.  21;  Is.  xxxvi.  6;  Ez.  xxix.  6);  the  latter 
name  may  throw  light  upon  the  comparison  of  the 
king  of  Egypt  to  a  fly,  and  the  king  of  Assyria  to 
a  bee  (Is.  vii.  18).  It  must  be  remarked  that 
Upper  Egypt  is  always  mentioned  before  Lower 
Egypt,  and  that  the  crown  of  the  former  in  the 
pschent  rises  above  that  of  the  latter.  In  subsequent 
times  this  double  division  obtained.  Manetho 
speaks  of  tijc  re  ivco  /col  Kara)  X'^po"  ('^P-  J'^^eph. 
c.  Ajrion.  i.  14),  and  under  the  Ptolemies  fiafftXevs 
Twv  re  avct}  Kal  rwv  koltw  x'^P'^^  (Rosetta  Stone) 
occurs,  as  equivalent  to  the  title  mentioned  alxive. 
In  the  time  of  the  Greeks  and  Romans  Upper 
F-gypt  was  divided  into  the  Heptanomis  and  the 
Thebais,  making  altogether  three  provinces,  but 
the  division  of  the  whole  coimtry  into  two  was  even 
then  the  most  usual. 

Superjicies.  —  Egypt  has  a  superficies  of  about 
9582  square  geographical  miles  of  soil,  which  the 
Nile  either  does  or  can  water  and  fertilize.  This 
computation  includes  the  river  and  lakes  as  well  as 
sandy  tracts  which  can  be  iimndated,  and  the  whole 
space  either  cultivated  or  fit  for  cultivation  is  no 
more  than  about  5026  square  miles.  Anciently 
2735  square  miles  more  may  have  been  cultivated, 
and  now  it  would  be  possible  at  once  to  reclaim 
about  12y5  square  miles.  These  computations  are 
those  of  Colonel  Jacotin  and  M.  Esteve,  given  in 
ihe  Memoir  of  the  former  in  the  great  French  work 
{Descriptinn  de  f  Efjypte,  2d  ed.  xviii.  pt.  ii.  pp. 
101  ff.).     They  must  be  very  nearly  true  of  the 
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actual  state  of  the  country  at  the  present  time. 
Mr.  I^ne  calculated  the  extent  of  the  cultivated 
land  in  A.  ii.  777,  a.  d.  1375-6,  to  be  550J  square 
geographical  miles,  from  a  list  of  the  cultivated 
lands  of  towns  and  villages  appended  to  De  Sacy's 
Abd  Allatif.  He  thinks  this  list  may  be  underrated. 
M.  Mengin  made  the  cultivated  land  much  less  in 
1821,  but  since  then  much  waste  territory  has  been 
reclaimed  (Mrs.  Poole,  Krujlishwomnn  in  Kgypt,  i- 
85).  The  chief  differences  in  the  character  of  the 
surface  in  the  times  before  the  t'hristian  era  were 
that  the  long  valley  through  which  flowed  the  canal 
between  the  Nile  and  the  Red  Sea  wius  then  culti- 
vated, and  that  the  Gulf  of  Suez  extended  much 
further  north  than  at  present. 

Numes.  —  From  a  remote  period  Egypt  was 
divided  into  Nomes,  HESPU,  sing.  HESP,  each 
one  of  which  had  its  special  objects  of  worship. 
The  monuments  show  that  this  di\ision  was  as  old 
as  the  earlier  part  of  the  Twelfth  Dynasty,  which 
began  b.  c.  cir.  2082.  They  are  said  to  have  been 
at  first  36  in  number.  Ptolemy  enumerates  44,  and 
Pliny  46;  afterwards  they  were  further  increased. 
There  is  no  distinct  reference  to  them  in  the  Bible. 

In  the  LXX.  version  indeed,  H^vD^  (Is.  xix.  2) 

is  rendered  by  ySfios,  but  we  have  no  warrant  for 
translating  it  otherwise  than  "  kingdom."  It  is 
probable  that  at  that  time  there  were  two,  if  not 
three,  kingdoms  in  the  country.  Two  provinces 
or  districts  of  Egypt  are  mentioned  in  the  Bible, 
Pathros  and  Caphtor;  the  former  appears  to  have 
been  part  of  Upper  Egypt,  the  latter  was  certainly 
so,  and  must  be  represented  by  the  Coptite  Nome, 
although  no  doubt  of  greater  extent.  [Pathkos; 
Caphtor.] 

General  Appearance,  Climate,  ^c.  —  The  general 
appearance  of  the  country  cannot  have  greatly 
changed  since  the  days  of  Moses.  The  Delta  was 
always  a  vast  level  plain,  although  of  old  more 
perfectly  watered  than  now  by  the  branches  of  the 
Nile  and  numerous  canals,  while  the  narrow  valley 
of  Upper  Egypt  must  have  suffered  still  less  alter- 
ation. Anciently,  however,  the  rushes  must  have 
been  abundant ;  whereas  now  they  have  almost  dis- 
apf)eared,  except  in  the  lakes.  The  whole  country 
is  remarkable  for  its  extreme  fertility,  which  espe- 
cially strikes  the  beholder  when  the  rich  green  of  the 
fields  is  contrasted  with  the  utterly-bare  yellow 
mountains  or  the  sand-strewn  rocky  desert  on  either 
side.  Thus  the  plain  of  Jordan  before  the  cities 
were  destroyed  was,  we  read,  "  well  watered  every 
where"  ....  "  [even]  like  a  garden  of  the  Lord, 
like  the  land  of  Egypt "  (Gen.  xiii.  10).  The  climate 
is  equable  and  healthy.  Kain  is  not  very  unfrequent 
on  the  northern  coast,  but  inland  very  rare.  Culti- 
vation nowhere  depends  upon  it.  This  absence  of 
rain  is  mentioned  in  Deut.  (xi.  10,  11)  as  rendering 
artificial  irrigation  necessary,  unlike  the  case  of 
Palestine,  and  in  Zech.  (xiv.  18)  as  peculiar  to  the 
country.  Egypt  has  been  visited  in  all  ages  by 
severe  pestilence,  but  it  cannot  be  determined  that 
any  of  those  of  ancient  times  were  of  the  character 
of  the  modem  Plague.  The  plague  with  which  the 
Egyptians  are  threatened  in  Zech.  (l.  c. )  is  described 

by  a  word,  nDSQ,  which  is  not  specially  appUcable 

to  a  pestilence  of  their  country  (see  ver.  12).  Cu- 
taneous disorders,  which  have  always  been  very 
prevalent  in  Egypt,  are  distinctly  mentioned  as 
peculiar  to  the  country  (Deut.  vii.  15,  xxviii.  27, 
35,  60,  and  perhaps  Ex.  xv.  26,  though  here  the 
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reference  mav  lie  to  the  Plague  of  Boils),  and  as 
punishnients  to  tiie  Israelites  in  case  of  disobedience, 
whereas  if  they  ol)eyed  thev  were  to  be  preserved 
from  them.  The  Egyptian  calumny  that  made  the 
Isnielites  a  body  of  lepers  and  unclean  (.Joseph,  c. 
Aijion.)  is  thus  refuted,  and  the  traditional  tale  as 
to  the  I'jtodus  given  by  Manetho  shown  to  be 
altogether  wTong  in  its  main  facts,  which  depend 
iijion  the  truth  of  this  assertion,  lamines  ai-e 
frequent,  and  one  in  the  middle  ages,  in  the  time 
of  the  Fiitiniee  Khaleefeh  I'U-Mustansir-billah,  seems 
to  have  been  even  more  severe  than  that  of  Joseph. 
[Fa.mixe.] 

Geoloyy.  —  The  fertile  plain  of  the  Delta  and 
♦he  v;dley  of  Upper  I'^gypt  are  bounded  by  rocky 
deserts  covered  or  strewn  with  sand.  On  either 
side  of  the  plain  they  are  low,  but  they  overlook 
the  valley,  above  which  they  rise  so  steeply  as  from 
the  river  to  present  the  aspect  of  clifts.  The  forma- 
tion is  limestone  as  far  as  a  little  above  Thebes, 
where  sandstone  begins.  The  First  Cataract,  the 
southern  limit  of  Kgypt,  is  causetl  by  granite  and 
other  primitive  rocks,  which  rise  through  the  sand- 
stone and  obstruct  the  river"s  bed.  In  Upper  Egypt 
the  mountains  near  the  Nile  rarely  exceed  300  feet 
in  their  height,  but  far  in  the  eastern  desert  they 
often  attain  a  much  greater  elevation.  The  highest 
is  Gebel  Ghdi-ib,  which  rises  about  6000  feet  above 
the  sea.  Limestone,  sandstone,  and  granite  were 
obtained  fr«m  quarries  near  the  river;  basalt,  brec- 
cia, and  porphyry  from  others  in  the  eastern  desert 
between  the  Thebais  and  the  Red  Sea.  An  im- 
portant geological  change  has  in  the  course  of  cent- 
uries raised  the  country  near  the  head  of  the  Gulf 
of  Suez,  and  depressed  that  on  the  northern  side 
of  the  isthmus.  Since  the  Christian  era  the  head 
of  the  Gulf  has  retired  southwards,  as  prophesied 
by  Isaiah  —  "  The  Lord  shall  utterly  destroy  the 
tongue  of  the  Egyptian  sea  "  (xi.  15) ;  "  the  waters 
shall  fail  from  the  sea  "  (xix.  6).  The  Delta  is  of 
a  triangular  form,  its  ea.stern  and  western  limits 
being  nearly  marked  by  the  courses  of  the  ancient 
Pelusiac  and  Canopic  branches  of  the  Nile;  Upper 
Egypt  is  a  narrow  winding  valley,  varying  in 
breadth,  but  seldom  more  than  12  miles  across,  and 
generally  broadest  on  the  western  side.  Anciently 
there  was  a  fertile  valley  on  the  course  of  the  Canal 
of  the  Ked  Sea,  the  I^nd  of  Goshen,  now  called 
Wddi-t  Tumeyldt :  this  is  covered  with  the  sands 
of  the  desert.  [(iosuKX.]  To  the  south,  on  the 
opposite  side,  is  the  oasis  now  called  the  Ftiyoom, 
the  old  Arsino'ite  Nome,  connected  with  the  valley 
by  a  neck  of  cultivated  land. 

The  Nile.  —  The  Nile  is  called  in    the   Bible 

Shihor,  T^lT'lC',  or  "the  black  (river);"   IV^r, 

"1"'S'^,  "IW^,  "the  river,"  probably  derived  from 

the    Egyptian    ATUR,    AUR ;    n";"nVn    "IH?, 

"  the  river  of  Egypt;  "  and  D*;^^!!)  ^HS,  either 
"  the  brook,"  if  the  first  word  be  not  a  proper  name, 
or  else  the  "  Nahal  (Nile)  of  Egypt,"  to  which,  if 

the  latter  rendering  be  correct,  ^HS  alone  nnist 
be  added.  These  names  are  discussed  in  another 
article.  [Nile.]  In  Egyptian  the  Nile  bore  the 
sacred  ap{)ellation  HA  PEE  or  HAPEE-MU,  "the 
abyss,"  or  "  the  abyss  of  waters."  .\s  l%ypt  was 
divided  into  two  regions,  we  find  two  Niles, 
HAPEI':-KES,  "  the  Southern  Nile,"  and  HAPEE- 
MEHEET  "the  Northern  Nile,  "  the  former  name 
being  given  to  the  river  in  Upper  I'^gypt  and  in 
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Nubia.  The  common  appellation  is  ATUIJ.  or 
AUK,  "  the  ri\er,"  which  may  be  compared  to  the 
Hebrew  Yeor.  This  word  has  been  preserveii  in 
the  Coptic  appellation  GJepO;  I^pO, 
!<S.pa3  (M),  jepO  (S),  which  likewise  also 
signifies  "the  river."  The  inundation,  HAPEE- 
UR,  "great  Nile,"  or  "high  Nile,"  fertilizes  and 
sustains  the  country,  and  makes  the  river  its  chief 
blessing ;  a  very  low  inundation  or  failure  of  rising 
being  the  cause  of  famine,  'ilie  Nile  was  on  this 
account  anciently  worshipped,  and  the  plague  in 
which  its  waters  were  turned  into  blood,  while 
injurious  to  the  river  itself  and  its  fish  (Ex.  vii.  21; 
Ps.  cv.  29),  was  a  reproof  to  the  superstition  of  the 
Egyptians.  The  rise  begins  in  l'2gypt  about  the 
summer  solstice,  and  the  inundation  commences 
about  two  months  later.  The  greatest  height  is 
attained  aliout  or  somewhat  after  the  autumnal 
equinox.  The  inundation  lasts  about  three  months. 
During  this  time,  and  especially  when  near  the 
highest,  the  river  rapidly  pours  along  its  red  turbid 
waters,  and  spreads  through  openings  in  its  banks 
over  the  whole  valley  and  plain.  The  prophet  Amos, 
si)eaking  of  the  ruin  of  Israel,  metaphorically  says 
that  "  the  land  .  .  .  shall  be  drowned,  as  [by]  the 
flood  [river]  of  Egypt  "  (viii.  8.  ix.  5).  The  rate 
at  which  the  Nile  deposits  the  alluvial  soil  of  Egypt 
has  been  the  subject  of  interesting  researches,  which 
have  as  yet  led  to  no  decisive  result. 

Cultivation,  Ar/iicullure,  <fc.  — The  ancient 
prosperity  of  Egypt  is  attested  by  the  Bilile  as  well 
as  by  tlje  numerous  monuments  of  the  country.  -As 
early  as  the  age  of  the  Great  Pyramid  it  must  have 
been  densely  populated  and  well  able  to  suj)|K)rt  its 
inhal>itants,  for  it  canisot  be  supposed  that  there 
was  then  much  external  traffic.  In  such  a  climate 
the  wants  of  man  are  few,  and  nature  is  liliend  in 
necessary  food.  luen  the  Israelites  in  their  hard 
bondage  did  "  eat  freely  "  the  fish  and  the  vegetiibles 
and  fruits  of  the  country,  and  ever  afterwards  they 
longed  to  return  to  the  idle  plenty  of  a  land  whei-e 
even  now  starvation  is  unknown.  The  contrast  of 
the  present  state  of  Egypt  to  its  former  prosfterity 
is  more  to  be  ascribed  to  political  than  to  physical 
causes.  It  is  true  that  the  branches  of  the  NDo 
have  failed,  the  canals  and  the  artificial  lakes  and 
ponds  for  fish  are  dried  up;  that  the  reeds  and 
other  water-plants  which  were  of  value  in  commerce, 
and  a  shelter  for  wild-fowl,  have  in  most  parts 
perished;  that  the  land  of  (Joshen,  once,  at  least 
for  pasture,  "  the  best  of  the  land  "  (Gen.  xlvii.  6, 
11 ),  is  now  sand-strewn  and  unwatered  so  as  scarcely 
to  be  distinguished  from  the  desert  around,  and 
that  the  predictions  of  the  prophets  have  thus  re- 
ceived a  literal  fulfillment  (see  especially  Is.  xix.  5- 
10),  yet  this  has  not  l)een  by  any  irresistible  aggres- 
sion of  nature,  but  becatise  Egypt,  smitten  and 
accursed,  has  lost  all  strength  and  energy.  The 
population  is  not  large  enough  for  the  cultivation 
of  the  land  now  fit  for  culture,  and  long  oppression 
has  taken  from  it  the  power  and  the  will  to  a<l- 
vance. 

Egypt  is  naturally  an  agricultural  country.  As 
far  back  as  the  days  of  Abraham,  we  find  that  when 
the  produce  failed  in  Palestine,  I\gypt  was  tlie 
natural  resource.  In  the  time  of  .Joseph  it  was 
evidently  the  granary  —  at  least  during  famines  -^ 
of  the  nations  around.  The  inundation,  as  taking 
the  place  of  nvin,  has  always  rendered  the  system 
of  agriculture  {)eculiar ;  and  the  artificial  irrigation 
during  the  time  of  low  Nile  is  necessarily  on  the 
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ganie  principle.  We  read  of  the  I>and  of  Promise 
that  it  is  "  not  as  the  land  of  Egypt,  from  whence 
ye  came  out,  where  thou  sowedst  thy  seed,  and 
wateredst  [it]  with  thy  foot,  as  a  garden  of  herbs : 
but  the  land  whither  thou  goest  in  to  possess  it, 
[is]  a  land  of  hills  and  valleys,  [and]  drinketh 
water  of  the  rain  of  heaven"  (Deut.  xi.  10,  11). 
VV^at«ring  with  the  foot  may  refer  to  some  mode 
of  irrigation  by  a  machine,  but  we  are  inclined  U> 
think  that  it  is  an  idiomatic  expression  implyhig  a 
laborious  work.  [Foot,  watering  with.]  The 
monuments  do  not  afford  a  representation  of  the 
supiwsed  machine.  That  now  called  the  shiwloof. 
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Shadoof,  or  pole  and  bucket,  for  watering  the  garden. 
(Wilkinson.) 

which  is  a  pole  having  a  weight  at  one  end  and 
a  bucket  at  the  other,  so  hung  that  the  laborer 
is  aided  by  the  weight  in  raising  the  full  bucket, 
is  depicted,  and  seems  to  have  been  the  common 
means  of  artificial  irrigation.  There  are  detailed 
pictures   of    breaking   up   the   earth,    or   plough- 


Granary,  gho\ving  how  the  grain  was  put  in,  and  that 
the  doors  a  b  were  intended  for  taking  it  out. 
(Wilkinson.) 

.'ng,  sowing,  harvest,  thrashing,  and  storing  the 
wheat  in  granaries.  The  thrashing  was  simply 
treading  out  by  oxen  or  cows,  unmuzzled  (comp. 
Deut.  XXV.  4).  The  processes  of  agriculture  began 
as  soon  as  the  water  of  the  inundation  had  sunk 
into  the  soil,  about  a  month  after  the  autumnal 
equinox,  and  the  harvest-time  was  about  and  soon 
after  the  vernal  equinox  (Ex.  ix.  31,  32).  Vines 
were  extensively  cultivated,  and  there  were  several 
different  khids  of  wine,  one  of  which,  the  Mai'eotic, 


was  famous  among  the  Romans.  Of  other  fruit- 
trees,  the  date-palm  was  the  most  common  and 
valuable.  The  gardens  resembled  the  fields,  being 
watered  in  the  same  manner  by  irrigation.  On  the 
tenure  of  land  much  light  is  thrown  by  the  history 
of  Joseph.     Before  the  famine  each  city  and  Large 

village  —  for  ""C'  ^  must  be  held  to  have  a  wider 
signification  than  our  "city"  — had  its  field  (Gen. 
fli.  48);  but  Joseph  gained  for  Pliaraoh  all  the 
land,  except  that  of  the  priests,  in  exchange  for 
food,  and  required  for  the  right  thus  obtained  a 
fifth  of  the  produce,  which  became  a  law  (xlvii.  20- 
2ti).  The  evidence  of  the  monuments,  though  not 
very  explicit,  seems  to  show  that  this  law  was  ever 
afterwards  in  force  under  the  Pharaohs.  The  ear- 
liest records  afford  no  information  as  to  the  tenure 
of  land;  but  about  Joseph's  time  we  find  frequent 
mention  of  villages  with  their  lands,  the  two  teing 
described  under  one  designation,  as  held  by  the 
great  officers  of  the  crown,  apparently  by  the  royal 
gift.  There  does  not  seem  to  have  been  any  hered- 
itary aristocracy,  except  perhaps  at  an  earlier  time, 
and  it  is  not  impossible  that  these  lands  may  have 
been  held  during  tenure  of  office  or  for  Ufe.  The 
temples  had  lands  which  of  course  were  inalienable. 
Diodorus  Siculus  states  that  all  the  lands  belonged 
to  the  crown  except  those  of  the  priests  and  the 
soldiers  (i.  73).  It  is  probable  that  the  latter,  when 
not  employed  on  active  service,  received  no  pay, 
but  were  supported  by  the  crown-lands,  and  occu- 
pied them  for  the  time  as  their  own.  [JosErii.] 
Tlie  great  lakes  in  the  north  of  Egypt  were  anciently 
of  high  importance,  especially  for  their  fisheries  and 
the  growth  of  the  papyrus.  Lake  Menzeleh,  the 
most  eastern  of  the  existing  lakes,  has  still  large 
fisheries,  which  support  the  people  who  live  on  its 
islands  and  shore,  the  rude  successors  of  the  inde- 
pendent Egyptians  of  the  Bucolia.  I^ke  Moeris, 
anciently  so  celebrated,  was  an  artificial  lake  be- 
tween Benee-Suweyf  and  Medeenet  El-Keiyoom.  It 
was  of  use  to  irrigate  the  neighboring  country,  and 
its  fisheries  yielded  a  great  revenue.  It  is  now 
entirely  dried  up.  The  canals  are  now  far  less 
numerous  than  of  old,  and  many  of  them  are  choked 
and  comparatively  useless.  The  Bahr  Yoosuf,  or 
"river  of  Joseph" — not  the  patriarch,  but  the 
famous  Sultan  Yoosuf  Saliih-eddeen,  who  repaired 
it  —  is  a  long  series  of  canals,  near  the  desert  on 
the  west  side  of  the  river,  extending  northward 
from  Farshoot  for  about  350  miles  to  a  little  below 
Memphis.  This  was  probably  a  work  of  very  ancient 
times.  There  can  be  no  doubt  of  the  high  antiq- 
uity of  the  Canal  of  the  Red  .Sea,  upon  which  the 
land  of  Goshen  mainly  depended  for  its  fertility. 
It  does  not  follow,  however,  that  it  originally  con- 
nected the  Nile  and  the  Red  Sea. 

Botany.  —  The  cultivable  land  of  Egypt  consists 
almost  wholly  of  fields,  in  which  are  very  few  trees. 
There  are  no  forests  and  few  groves,  except  of  date- 
palms,  and  in  Lower  Egypt  a  few  of  orange  and 
lemon-trees.  There  are  also  sycamores,  muUierry- 
trees,  and  acacias,  either  planted  on  the  sides  of 
roads  or  standing  singly  in  the  fields.  The  Theban 
palm  grows  in  the  Thebais,  generally  in  clumps. 
These  were  all,  except,  perhaps,  the  mulberry-tree, 
of  old  common  in  the  country.  The  two  palms  are 
represented  on  the  monuments,  and  sycamore  and 
acacia-wood  are  the  materials  of  various  objects 
made  by  the  ancient  inhabitants.  The  chief  fruits 
are  the  date,  grape,  fig,  sycamore-fig,  pomegranate, 
lunana,  many  kinds  of  melons,  and  the  oUve;  ami 
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there  are  many  others  less  common  or  important. 
'ITiese  were  also  of  old  produced  in  the  country. 
Anciently  gardens  seem  to  have  received  great  at- 
tention, to  have  been  elaborately  planned,  and  well 


Vineyard.     (Wilkineon.) 
filled  with  trees  and  shrubs.     Now  horticulture  is 
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neglected,  although  the  modem  inhabitants  are  ac 
fond  of  flowers  as  were  their  predecessors.  Thi 
vegetables  are  of  many  kinds  and  excellent,  anc 
form  the  chief  food  of  tlie  common  })eople.  An 
ciently  cattle  seem  to  have  been  more  numerous 
and  their  meat,  therefore,  more  usually  eaten,  bm 
never  as  much  so  as  in  colder  climates.  The  Israel- 
ites in  the  desert,  though  they  looked  back  to  tht 
time  when  they  '-sat  by  the  flesh  pots"  (Ex.  xvi 
;5),  seem  as  much  to  have  regretted  the  vegetable^ 
and  fruits,  as  the  flesh  and  fish  of  Egjpt.  "  \Vh( 
shall  give  us  flesh  to  eat.  We  remember  the  fish 
which  we  did  eat  in  I'^ypt  freely,  the  cucumbers 
and  the  melons,  and  the  leeks,  and  the  onions,  and 
the  garlick  "  (Num.  xi.  4,  5).  The  chief  vegelable> 
now  are  beans,  peas,  lentils,  of  which  an  excellent 
thick  pottage  is  made  (Gen.  xxv.  34),  leeks,  onions 
garlic,  radishes,  carrots,  cabbages,  gourds,  cucuni 
bers,  the  tomato,  and  the  egg-fruit.  There  art 
many  besides  these.  The  most  important  field- 
produce  in  ancient  times  was  wheat ;  "  after  it  must 
be  placed  barley,  millet,  flax,  and  among  the  vege- 
tables, lentils,  peas,  and  beans.  At  the  present  day 
the  same  is  the  case:  but  maize,  rice,  oats,  clover, 
the  sugar-cane,  roses,  the  tobacco-plant,  hemp,  and 
cotton,  must  be  added;  some  of  which  are  not 
indigenous.     In  the  account  of  the  Plague  of  Hail 


Making  a  papyrus  boat.    (Wilkinson.) 


Boat  of  the  NUe,  showing  how  the  sail  was  featened  to  tho  yards,  and  the  nature  of  the 
rigging.     (Wilkinson.) 

27).  It  is  doubted  whether  the  last  be  a  cereal  or 
a  leguminous  product:  we  incline  to  the  former 
opinion.  (Si-e  Kyk.)  It  is  clear  from  the  evidence 
of  the  monuments  and  of  ancient  writers  that,  of 
old,  reeds  were  fiir  more  common  in  Egypt  than 


four  kinds  of  field-produce  are  mentioned  —  flax, 
barley,  wheat,  and  Hn^S  (Ex.  ix.  31,  32),  which 
is  variously  rendered  in  the  A.  V.  "rye"  (/.  c), 
"  spelt  "  (Is.  xxviii.  25),  and  "  fitches  "  (Is.  xxviii. 


a  It  may  be  well  to  mention  that  the  writer  knows 
no  satisfactory  instance  of  wheat    found   In    ancient 


Egyptian  tombs  having  germinated  on  being  sown  In 
our  own  time. 
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now.  The  byblus  or  papyrus  is  almost  or  quite 
unknown.  Anciently  it  was  a  common  and  most 
important  plant :  boats  were  made  of  its  stalks,  and 
of  their  thin  leaves  fhe  famous  paper  was  manu- 
factured. It  appears  to  be  mentioned  under  two 
names  in  the  Bible,  neither  of  which,  however,  can 
be  proved  to  be  a  peculiar  designation  for  it.     (1.) 

The  mother  of  Moses  made  SDS  H^^,  "an  ark" 
or  "  skiff"  "  of  papyrus  "  in  which  to  put  her  child 
(Ex.  ii.   3),   and  Isaiah   tells  of  messengers   sent 

apparently  from  furthest  Ethiopia  in  SXI)2"^v3, 
"vessels  of  papjTus  "  (xviii.  2),  in  both  which  cases 
SD3  must  mean  papyrus,  although  it  would  seem 
in  other  places  to  signify  "reeds"  generically." 
(2.)  Isaiah  prophesies  "the  papyrus-reeds  (mn37) 

in  the  river  (H^S'^),  on  the  edge  of  the  river,  and 
everything  growing  [lit.  sown]  in  the  river  shall  be 
dried  up,  driven  away  [by  the  wind],  and  [shall] 

not  be  "  (xix.  7).  Gesenius  renders  Tl'^V  a  naked 
or  bare  place,  here  grassy  places  on  the  banks  of 
the  Nile.  Apart  from  the  fact  that  little  grass 
grows  on  the  banks  of  the  Nile,  in  Egypt,  and  that 
little  only  during  the  cooler  part  of  the  year,  instead 
of  those  sloping  meadows  tliat  must  have  been  in 
the  European  scholar's  mind,  this  word  must  mean 
some  product  of  the  river  which  with  the  other 
water-plants  should  be  dried  up,  and  blown  away, 
and  utterly  disappear.  Like  the  fisheries  and  the 
flax  mentioned  with  it,  it  ought  to  hold  an  im- 
portant place  in  the  commerce  of  ancient  E^ypt. 
It  can  therefore  scarcely  be  reasonably  held  to  intend 
anything  but  the  papyrus.    The  marine  and  fluvial 

product  ^^D,  from  which  the  Ked  Sea  was  called 

^^D'D^,  will  be  noticed  in  art.  Red  Sea.  The 
lotus  was  anciently  the  favorite  flower,  and  at  feasts 
it  took  the  place  of  the  rose  among  the  Greeks  and 
Arabs:  it  is  now  very  rare. 

Zooloyy.  —  Of  old,  Egypt  was  far  more  a  pastoral 
country  than  at  present.  The  neat  cattle  are  still 
excellent,  but  lean  kine  are  more  common  among 
them  than  they  seem  to  have  been  in  the  days  of 
Joseph's  Pharaoh  (Gen.  xli.  19).  Sheep  and  goats 
have  always  been  numerous.  Anciently  swuie  were 
kept,  but  not  in  great  numbers;  now  there  are 
none,  or  scarcely  any,  except  a  few  in  the  houses 
of  Copts  and  Franks."  ''  Under  the  Pharaohs  the 
horses  of  the  country  were  in  repute  among  the 
neighboring  nations,  who  purchased  them  as  well 
as  chariots  out  of  Egypt.  Thus  it  is  commanded 
respecting  a  king  of  Israel :  "  He  shall  not  multiply 
horses  to  himself,  nor  cause  the  people  to  return  to 
Egypt,  to  the  end  that  he  should  multiply  horses : 
forasmuch  as  the  Lord  hath  said  unto  you,  Ye  shall 
henceforth  return  no  more  that  way"  (Deut.  xvii. 
16),  —  which  shows  that  the  trade  in  horses  was 
with  Egj-pt,  and  would  necessitate  a  close  alliance. 
"  Solomon  had  horses  brought  out  of  Egypt,  and 
linen  yarn :  the  king's  merchants  received  the  linen 


«  In  Job  viii.  11,  Ps.  xxxv.  7,  the  word  is  probably 
uaed  generically. 

6  In  a  tomb  near  the  Pyramids  of  El-Geezeh,  of  the 
time  of  Shaf-ra,  second  King  of  the  Vth  dynasty,  the 
flocks  and  herds  of  the  chief  occupant  are  represented 
and  their  numbers  thus  given  :  835  oxen,  220  cows 
with  their  calves,  2234  goats,  760  asses  with  their 
young,  and  974  sheep.  Job  had  at  the  first  7000 
liheep,  3000  camels,  500  yoke  of  oxen,  500  she-asses 
43 
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yam  at  a  price.  And  a  chariot  came  up  and  went 
out  of  Egypt  for  six  hundred  [shekels]  of  silver,  and 
an  horse  for  an  hundred  and  fifty ;  and  so  for  all 
the  kings  of  the  Hittites  and  for  the  kings  of  SjTia 
did  they  bring  [them]  out  by  their  hand  "  (IK. 
X.  28,  29).  The  number  of  horses  kept  by  this 
king  for  chariots  and  cavalry  was  large  (iv.  26,  x. 
26;  2  Chr.  i.  14,  ix.  25).<-'  Some  of  these  horses 
came  as  yearly  tribute  from  his  vassals  (1  K.  x.  25). 
In  later  times  the  prophets  reproved  the  people  for 
trusting  in  the  help  of  Egypt,  and  relying  on  the 
aid  of  her  horses  and  chariots  and  horsemen,  that 
is,  probably,  men  in  chariots,  as  we  shall  show  in 
speaking  of  the  Egyptian  armies.  The  kings  of 
the  Hittites,  mentioned  in  the  passage  quoted  above, 
and  in  the  account  of  the  close  of  the  siege  of 
Samaria  by  Benhadad,  where  we  read  —  "  The 
Lord  hath  made  the  host  of  the  Syrians  to  hear  a 
noise  of  chariots,  and  a  noise  of  horses,  [even]  the 
noise  of  a  great  host :  and  they  said  one  to  another, 
\jo,  the  king  of  Israel  hath  hired  against  us  the 
kings  of  the  Hittites,  and  the  kings  of  the  Eg}-p- 
tians  to  come  upon  us  "  (2  K.  vii.  6)  —  these  kings 
ruled  the  Hittites  of  the  valley  of  the  Oroiites, 
who  were  called  by  the  Egyptians  SIIETA  or 
KHETA.  The  Pharaohs  of  the  XVIIIth,  XlXth, 
and  XXth  dynasties  vaged  fierce  wars  with  these 
Hittites,  who  were  then  ruled  by  a  great  king  and 
many  chiefs,  and  whose  principal  arm  was  a  force 
of  chariots  resembling  those  of  the  Egyptian  army. 
Asses  were  anciently  numerous:  the  breed  at  the 
present  time  is  excellent.  Dogs  were  formerly 
more  prized  than  now,  for  being  held  by  most  of 
the  Muslims  to  be  extremely  unclean,  they  are  only 
used  to  watch  the  houses  in  the  villages.  The 
camel  has  nowhere  been  found  mentioned  in  the 
inscriptions  of  Egypt,  or  represented  on  the  monu- 
ments. In  the  Bible  Abraham  is  spoken  of  as 
having  camels  when  in  F.gypt,  apparently  as  a  gift 
from  I'haraoh  (Gen.  xii.  16),  and  before  the  Exodus 
the  camels  of  I'haraoh  or  his  subjects  were  to  be 
smitten  by  the  murrain  (Ex.  ix.  3,  comp.  6).  Both 
these  Pharaohs  were  probably  Shepherds.  The 
Ishmaelites  or  Midianites  who  took  Joseph  into 
Egypt,  carried  their  merchandise  on  camels  (Gen. 
xxxvii.  25,  28,  36),  and  the  land-traffic  of  the 
Arabs  must  always  have  been  by  caravans  of 
camels;  but  it  is  probable  that  camels  were  not 
kept  in  Egj-pt,  but  only  on  the  frontier.  On  the 
black  obelisk  from  Nimrood,  now  in  the  British 
Museum,  which  is  of  Shalmanubar,  king  of  Assyria, 
contemporary  with  Jehu  and  Hazael,  camels  are 
represented  among  objects  sent  as  tribute  by  Egypt. 
They  are  of  the  two-humped  sort,  which,  though 
perhaps  then  common  in  Assyria,  has  never,  as  far 
as  is  known,  been  kept  in  I^ypt.  The  deserts 
have  always  abounded  hi  wild  animals,  especially 
of  the  canine  and  antelope  kinds.  Anciently  the 
hippopotanms  was  found  in  the  Egyptian  Nile,  and 
hunted.  This  is  a  fact  of  importance  for  those  who 
suppose  it  to  be  the  behemoth  of  the  book  of  Job, 
especially  as  that  book  shows  evidence  of  a  knowl- 
edge of  Egypt.  Now,  this  animal  is  rarely  seen  even 


(i.  3),  and  afterwards  double  in  each  case  (xlii.  12). 
The  numbers  are  round,  but  must  be  taken  as  an 
estimate  of  a  large  property  of  this  kind  in  the 
patriarchal  times. 

c  The  number  of  Solomon's  chariots  is  given  as 
1400,  and  his  horsemen  12,000.  The  stalls  of  horses 
aro  stated  as  40,000  (1  K.  iv.  26),  or  4000  (2  Chr. 
ix.  25) ;  the  former  would  seem  to.  be  the  correct 
number. 
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in  Lower  Nubia.  The  elephant  may  have  been,  in  the 
remotest  historical  period,  an  inhabitant  of  Egypt, 
and,  as  a  land  animal,  have  been  driven  furtlier 
south  than  his  brother  pachyderm,  for  the  name  of 
the  Islajid  of  Elephantuie,  just  below  the  first  Cata- 
ract in  hieroglyphics,  AB  .  .  "  Elephant-land,"' 
seems  to  show  that  he  was  anciently  found  there. 
Bats  abound  in  the  temples  and  tombs,  filling  the 
dark  and  desecrated  chambers  and  passages  with 
the  unearthly  whir  of  their  wings.  Such  desola- 
tion is  represented  by  Isaiah  when  he  says  that  a 
man  shall  cast  his  idols  "  to  the  moles  and  to  the 
bats  "  (ii.  20). 

The  birds  of  Egypt  are  not  remarkable  for  beauty 
of  plumage :  in  so  open  a  country  this  is  natural. 
The  liupuces  are  numerous,  but  the  most  common 
are  scavengers,  as  vultures  and  the  kite.  The 
Graliatores  and  Anseres  abound  on  the  islands 
and  sandbanks  of  the  river  and  in  the  sides  of  the 
mountains  which  approach  or  touch  the  stream. 

Among  the  reptiles,  the  crocodile  must  be  espe- 
cially mentioned.     In  the  Bible  it  is  usually  called 

V^.^1  ^"^2ri,  "dragon,"  a  generic  word  of  almost 
as  wide  a  signification  as  "reptile,"  and  is  used 
as  a  symliol  of  the  king  of  Egypt."  Thus  in  Eze- 
kiel,  "  Behold  I  am  against  thee,  Pharaoh  king  of 
I^ypt,  the  great  dragon  thftt  lieth  in  the  midst  of 
his  rivers,  which  hath  said.  My  river  [is]  mine 
own,  and  I  lia\e  made  [itj  for  myself.  But  I  will 
put  hooks  in  thy  jaws,  and  I  will  cause  the  fish  of 
thy  rivers  to  stick  unto  thy  scales,  and  I  will  bring 
thee  up  out  of  the  midst  of  thy  rivers,  and  all  the 
fish  of  thy  rivers  shall  stick  unto  thy  scales.  And  I 
will  leave  thee  [thrown]  into  the  wilderness,  thee 
and  all  the  fish  of  thy  rivers.  ...  I  have  given  thee 
for  meat  to  the  beasts  of  the  field  and  to  the  fowls 
of  the  heaven  "  (xxix.  3,  4,  5).  Here  there  seems 
to  be  a  retrosi^ect  of  the  Exodus,  which  is  thus 
described  in  Is.  li.  9,  10,  and  15  ?  and  with  a  more 
close  resemblance  in  Ps.  bcxiv.  1-3,  14,  "  Thou  didst 
divide  the  sea  by  thy  strength :  thou  biukest  the 

heads   of  the   dragons  (D'^5'*3n)  in   the   waters. 

Thou  brakest  the  heads  of  leviathan  ("irT'lb)  in 
pieces,  [and]  gavest  him  [to  be]  meat  to  the 
dwellers  in  the  wilderness  "  (D"^*^,  t.  e.  to  the  wild 
beasts,  comp.  Is.  xiii.  21).  The  last  passage  is 
important  as  indicating  that  whereas  ]"'3n  is  the 
Hebrew  generic  name  of  reptiles,  and  therefore 
used  for  the  greatest  of  them,  the  crocodile,  ^n**!  V 
is  the  special  name  of  that  animal.  The  description 
of  leviathan  in  Job  (xli.)  fully  bears  out  this  opin- 
ion, and  it  is  doubtful  if  any  passage  can  be  ad- 
duced in  which  a  wider  signification  of  the  latter 
word  is  required.*  In  Job  (xxvi.  12)  also  there  is 
an  apparent  aUusion  to  the  Exodus  in  words  similar 


«  It  is  supposed  by  commentators  to  mean  the 
country  also ;  but  this  cannot,  we  tliink,  be  proved. 

b  Qesenius  (The.i.  s.  v.)  would  take  TH'^IV  for  a 
serpent  in  Job  iii.  8,  Is.  xxvii.  1,  and  in  the  latter 
case  supposes  the  king  of  Itabylon  to  be  meant.  In 
the  first  piissage  the  meaning  "  crocodile  '"  is,  how- 
ever, esiiecially  applicable.  The  patriarch  speaks  of 
desperate  men  as  those  "  who  are  ready  to  stir  up 
Jeviathati '" :  comp.  xli.  2 ;  A.  V.  10,  "  None  [is  so] 
fierce  as  to  stir  him  up.  Who  then  can  stjiiid  l)efore 
me?  '■  The  argument  is,  that  if  the  creature  be  so 
terrible,  who  shall  resist  the  Creator?     The  second 


EGYPT 

to  those  in  IsaiaJi  (11.  9,  10,  and  15?),  but  with- 
out a  mention  of  the  dragon.     In  this  case  the 

division  of  the  sea  and  the  jmiting  of  2rn,  the 
proud  or  insolent,  are  mentioned  in  connection  with 
the  wonders  of  creation  (vv.  7-11, 13):  so  too  in  Is. 
(vv.  13,  15).  The  crossing  of  the  Ked  Sea  could 
be  thus  spoken  of  as  a  signal  exercise  of  the  Divine 
power.  Frogs  are  very  numerous  in  Egypt,  and 
their  loud  and  constant  croaking  in  the  autumn  in 

"the   streams,"    mHD,  "the  rivers,"    0**^^^, 

and  "the  ponds"  or  "marshes,"  D^T^SSl  <^  (Ex. 
viii.  1,  A.  V.  5)  makes  it  not  difficidt  to  picture 
the  Plague  of  Frogs.  Serpents  and  snakes  are  also 
common,  but  the  more  venomous  have  their  home, 
Uke  the  scorpion,  in  the  desert  (comp.  Deut.  viii. 
15).  The  Nile  and  lakes  have  abundance  of 
fishes;  and  although  the  fisheries  of  Egypt  have 
very  greatly  fallen  away,  their  produce  is  still  a 
common  article  of  food.  Among  the  insects  the 
locusts  must  be  mentioned,  which  sometimes  come 
uix)n  the  cultivated  land  in  a  cloud,  and,  as  in  the 
plague,  eat  every  herb  and  fruit  and  leaf  where 
they  alight;  but  they  never,  as  then,  overspread  the 
whole  hind  (Ex.  x.  3-6,  12-19).  They  disappear 
a.s  suddenly  as  they  come,  and  are  carried  away  by 
the  wind  (ver.  19).  As  to  the  lice  and  flies,  they 
are  now  plagues  of  Egj-pt ;   but  it  is  not  certain 

that  the  words  D33  and  3'^3?  designate  them 
(Ex.  viii.  16-31). 

Ancient  Inhabitants.  —  The  old  inhabitants  of 
Egypt  appeiir  from  their  monuments  and  the  testi- 
mony of  ancient  writers  to  have  occupied  in  race 
a  place  between  the  Nigritians  and  the  Caucasians. 
The  constant  immigrations  of  Arab  settlers  have 
greatly  diminished  the  Nigritian  characteristics  in 
the  generality  of  the  modern  Egyptians.  The  an- 
cient dress  was  far  more  scanty  than  the  modem, 
and  in  this  matter,  as  in  manners  and  character, 
the  influence  of  the  Arab  race  is  also  very  apparent. 
The  ancient  Egyptians  in  character  were  very  relig- 
ious and  contemplative,  but  given  to  base  super- 
stition, patriotic,  respectful  to  women,  hospitable, 
generally  fi-ugal,  but  at  times  luxurious,  very  sen- 
sual, lying,  thievish,  treacherous,  and  cringing, 
and  intensely  prejudiced,  through  pride  of  race, 
against  strangers,  although  kind  to  them.  This 
is  very  much  the  character  of  the  modem  inhabit- 
ants, except  that  Mohammedanism  has  taken  away 
the  respect  for  women.  The  ancient  I^jyptians  are 
indeed  the  only  early  eastern  nation  that  we  know 
to  have  resembled  the  modern  westerns  in  this  par- 
ticular ;  but  we  find  the  same  virtue  markedly  to 
characterize  the  Nigritians  of  our  day.  That  the 
Egyptians,  in  general,  treat«tl  the  Israelites  with 
kindness  while  they  were  in  their  country,  even 
during  the  oppression,  seems  almost  certain  from 


passage  seems  to  refer  not  to  the  king  of  Babylon, 
but  to  the  enemies  of  God's  people  at  a  remots  time 
(Is.  xxiv.,  XXV.,  xxvi.,  esp.  ver.  19,  and  xxvii.  csp.  VT. 
12,  13  :  comp.  the  similar  use  of  Kgypt,  &c.,  in  Kev. 
xi.  8). 

c  Gesenius  {T/ies.  s.  v.)  understands  this  word  here 
and  in  Ex.  vii.  19  to  mean  the  stjiguant  pools  left  by 
the  Nile  after  the  inundation.  At  the  season  to  which 
the  narrative  refers,  these  would  have  been  dried  up, 
although  there  would  be  many  marshy  places,  espe- 
cially near  the  north  coast  and  tt)Wttrds  the  ancient 
head  of  (he  Ked  Sea. 
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the  privil^e  of  admission  into  the  congregation  in 
the  third  generation,  granted  to  them  in  the  Law, 
with  the  Edomites,  while  the  Ammonites  and 
Moabites  were  absolutely  excluded,  the  reference 
in  three  out  of  the  four  cases  being  to  the  stay  in 
Egj-pt  and  the  entrance  into  Palestine  (Deut.  xxiii. 
3-8).  This  supposition  is  important  in  its  bearing 
on  the  history  of  the  oppression. 

Langunye.  —  The  ancient  Egyptian  language, 
from  the  earliest  period  at  which  it  is  known  to  us, 
is  an  agglutinate  monosyllabic  form  of  speech.  It 
is  expressed  by  the  signs  which  we  call  hieroglyph- 
ics. The  character  of  the  language  is  compound : 
it  consists  of  elements  resembling  those  of  the  Ni- 
gritian  languages  and  the  Chinese  language,  on  the 
one  hand,  and  those  of  the  Semitic  languages  on 
the  other.  All  those  who  have  studied  the  Ajrican 
languages  make  a  distinct  family  of  several  of  those 
languages,  spoken  in  the  northeast  quarter  of  the 
continent,  in  which  family  they  include  the  ancient 
Egyptian ;  while  every  Semitic  scholar  easily  recog- 
nizes in  Egyptian  Semitic  pronouns  and  other  ele- 
ments, and  a  predominantly  Semitic  grammar.  As 
in  person,  character,  and  religion,  so  in  language 
we  find  two  distinct  elements,  mixed  but  not  fused, 
and  here  the  Nigritian  element  seems  unquestion- 
ably the  earlier.  liunsen  asserts  that  this  language 
is  "ante-historical  Seraitism;  "  we  think  it  enough 
to  say  that  no  Semitic  scholar  has  accepted  his 
theory.  For  a  full  discussion  of  the  question  see 
The  Genesis  of  the  Earth  and  of  Man,  ch.  vi.  As 
early  as  the  age  of  the  XXV'Ith  dynasty  a  \Tilgar 
dialect  was  expressed  in  the  demotic  or  enchorial 
writing.  This  dialect  forms  the  link  connecting 
the  old  language  with  the  Coptic  or  Christian 
Egj'ptian,  the  latest  phasis.  The  Coptic  does  not 
very  greatly  differ  from  the  monumental  language, 
distinguished  in  the  time  of  the  demotic  as  the 
sacred  dialect,  except  in  the  presence  of  many 
Greek  words. 

Religion.  —  The  basis  of  the  religion  was  Ni- 
gritian  fetishism,  the  lowest  kind  of  nuture-worship, 
differing  in  different  parts  of  the  country,  and  hence 
ob\iously  indigenous.  Upon  this  were  engrafted, 
first,  cosmic  worship,  mixed  up  with  traces  of 
primeval  revelation,  as  in  Babylonia;  and  then,  a 
system  of  personifications  of  moral  and  intellectual 
abstractions.  The  incongruous  character  of  the 
religion  necessitat«s  this  supposition,  and  the  ease 
with  which  it  admitted  extraneous  additions  in  the 
historical  period  confirms  it.  There  were  three 
orders  of  gods  —  the  eight  great  gods,  the  twelve 
lesser,  and  the  Osirian  group.  They  were  repre- 
sented in  human  forms,  sometimes  having  the 
heads  of  animals  sacretl  to  them,  or  bearing  on  their 
heads  cosmic  or  other  objects  of  worship.  The 
fetishism  included,  besides  the  worship  of  animals, 
that  of  trees,  rivers,  and  hills.  Each  of  these 
creatures  or  objects  was  appropriated  to  a  divinity. 
There  was  no  prominent  hero-worship,  although 
deceased  kings  and  "other  individuals  often  received 
divine  honors  —  in  one  case,  that  of  Sesertesen  III., 
of  the  Xllth  dynasty,  the  old  Sesostris,  of  a  very 
special  character.  Sacrifices  of  animals,  and  offer- 
ings of  all  kinds  of  food,  and  libations  of  wine,  oil, 
and  the  like,  were  made.  The  great  doctrines  of 
the  immortality  of  the  soul,  man's  responsibility, 
and  future  rewards  and  punishments,  were  taught. 
Among  the  rites  circumcision  is  the  most  remark- 
able: it  is  as  old  as  the  time  of  the  IVth  dynasty. 

The  Israelites  in  Egj-pt  appear  during  the  op- 
pression, for  the  most  part,  to  have  adopted   the  I 
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Egyptian  religion  (.Tosh.  xxiv.  14;  Ez.  xx.  7,  8). 
The  golden  calf,  or  rather  steer,  723^,  was  prob- 
ably taken  from  the  bull  Apis,  certainly  from  one 
of  the  sacred  buUs.  Remphan  and  Chiun  were 
foreign  divinities  adopted  into  the  Egyptian  Pan- 
theon, and  called  in  the  hieroglyphics  KENPU 
(probably  pronounced  REMPU)  and  KEN.  It  can 
hardly  be  doubted  that  they  were  worshipped  by 
the  Sliepherds ;  but  there  is  no  satisfactory  evidence 
that  there  was  any  separate  foreign  system  of 
idolatry.  [Rkjiphan.]  Ashtoreth  was  worshipped 
at  Memphis,  as  is  shown  by  a  tablet  of  Amenoph 
II.,  B.  c.  cir.  1400,  at  the  quarries  of  Tura,  oppo- 
site that  city  (Vyse's  PyramiiJs,  iii.  "  Tourah 
tablet  2  "),  in  which  she  is  represented  as  an  Egyp- 
tian goddess.  The  temple  of  "  the  Foreign  Venus  " 
in  "  the  Tyrian  camp  "  in  Memphis  (Herod,  ii. 
112)  must  have  been  sacred  to  her.  Doubtless 
this  worship  was  introduced  by  the  Phoenician 
Shepherds. 

As  there  are  prominent  traces  of  primeval  reve- 
lation in  the  ancient  I'^gj'ptian  religion,  we  cannot 
be  surprised  at  finding  certain  resemblances  to  the 
Mosaic  Law,  apart  from  the  probability  that  what- 
ever was  unobjectiona!)le  in  common  belief  and 
usages  would  be  retained.  The  points  in  which 
the  Egyptian  religion  shows  strong  traces  of  truth 
are,  however,  doctrines  of  the  very  kind  that  the 
Law  does  not  expressly  te:ich.  The  lilgyptian  reUg- 
ion,  in  its  reference  to  man,  was  a  system  of  respon- 
sibility, mainly  depending  on  future  rewards  and 
punishments.  The  Law,  in  its  reference  to  man, 
was  a  system  of  responsibility  mainly  depending  on 
temjwral  rewards  and  punishments.  All  we  learn, 
but  this  is  of  the  utmost  inqwrtance,  is  that  every 
Israelite  who  came  out  of  Eg3pt  must  have  been 
fully  acquainted  with  the  universally-recognized 
doctrines  of  the  immortality  of  the  soul,  man's 
responsibility,  and  future  rewards  and  punishments, 
truths  which  the  Law  does  not,  and  of  course  could 
not,  contradict.  The  idea  that  the  Law  was  an 
Egyptian  invention  is  one  of  the  worst  examples  of 
modern  reckless  criticism. 

Laws.  —  We  have  no  complete  account  of  the 
laws  of  the  ancient  F^gyptians  either  in  their  own 
records  or  in  works  of  ancient  writers.  The  pas- 
sages in  the  Bible  which  throw  light  upon  the  laws 
in  force  during  the  sojourn  of  the  Israehtes  in 
Egypt  most  probably  do  not  relate  to  purely  native 
law,  nor  to  law  administered  to  natives,  for  during 
that  whole  period  they  appear  to  have  been  under 
Shepherd  rulers,  and  in  any  case  it  cannot  be 
doubted  that  they  would  not  be  subject  to  abso- 
lutely the  same  s.vstem  as  the  Egyptians.  The 
paintings  and  sculptures  of  the  monuments  indicate 
a  very  high  degree  of  personal  safety,  showing  us 
that  the  people  of  all  ranks  commonly  \Vent  un- 
armed, and  without  military  protection.  We  must 
therefore  infer  that  the  laws  relating  to  the  main- 
tenance of  order  were  sufficient  and  strictly  enforced. 
The  punishments  seem  to  have  been  lighter  than 
those  of  the  Mosaic  I^w,  and  very  different  in  their 
relation  to  crime  and  in  their  nature.  Capital 
punishment  appears  to  have  been  almost  restricted, 
in  practice,  to  murder.  Crimes  of  violence  were 
more  severely  treated  than  offenses  against  religion 
and  morals.  Popular  feeling  seems  to  have  taken 
the  duties  of  the  judge  ujwn  itself  in  the  case  of 
impiety  alone.  That  in  early  times  the  Egyptian 
populace  acted  with  reference  to  any  offense  against 
its  rehgion  as  it  did  under  the  Greeks  and  Romans, 
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is  evident  from  the  answer  of  Moses  when  Pharaoh 
proposed  that  the  Hebrews  should  sacriftce  in  the 
land.  "  It  is  not  meet  so  to  do ;  for  we  shall  sacri- 
fice the  abomination  of  the  Egyptians  to  the  Lord 
our  God :  lo,  shall  we  sacrifice  the  abomination  of 
the  Egyptians  before  their  eyes,  and  will  they  not 
stone  us?  "  (Kx.  viii.  26). 

Government.  —  The  government  was  monarchic- 
al, but  not  of  an  absolute  character.  The  sovereign 
was  not  superior  to  the  laws,  and  the  priests  had 
the  power  to  check  the  undue  exercise  of  his 
authority.  The  kings  under  whom  the  Israelites 
lived,  seem  to  have  been  absolute,  but  even 
Joseph's  Pharaoh  did  not  venture  to  touch  the  in- 
dependence of  the  priests.  Nomes  and  districts 
were  governed  by  officers  whom  the  Greeks  called 
nomarchs  and  toparchs.  There  seems  to  have  been 
no  hereditary  aristocracy,  except  perhaps  at  the 
earliest  period,  for  indications  of  something  of  the 
kind  occur  in  the  inscriptions  of  the  IVth  and 
Xllth  dynasties. 

Foreign,  Policy.  —  The  foreign  policy  of  the 
Egyptians  must  be  regarded  in  its  relation  to  the 
admission  of  foreigners  into  Egypt  and  to  the  treat- 
ment of  tributary  and  allied  nations.  In  the  former 
aspect  it  was  characterized  by  an  exclusiveness  which 
sprang  from  a  national  hatred  of  the  yellow  and 
white  races,  and  was  maintained  by  the  wisdom  of 
preserving  the  institutions  of  the  country  fi-om  the 
influence  of  the  pirates  of  the  Mediterranean  and 
the  Indian  Ocean,  and  the  robbers  of  the  deserts. 
Hence  the  jealous  exclusion  of  the  Greeks  from  the 
northern  ports  until  Naucratis  was  opened  to  them, 
and  hence  too  the  restriction  of  Shemite  settlers  in 
earlier  times  to  the  land  of  Goshen,  scarcely  re- 
garded as  part  of  Egypt.  It  may  be  remarked  as 
a  proof  of  the  strictness  of  this  policy  that  during 
the  whole  of  the  sojourn  of  the  Israelites  they 
appear  to  have  been  kept  to  Goshen.  The  key  to 
the  policy  towards  foreign  nations,  after  making 
allowance  for  the  hatred  of  the  yellow  and  white 
races  balanced  by  the  regard  for  the  red  and 
black,  is  found  in  the  position  of  the  great  oriental 
rivals  of  Egypt.  The  supremacy  or  influence  of  the 
Pharaohs  over  the  nations  lying  between  the  Nile 
and  the  Euphrates  depended  as  much  on  wisdom 
in  policy  as  prowess  in  arms.  The  kings  of  the 
IVth,  Vltli,  and  XVth  dynasties  a|)pear  to  have 
uninterruptedly  held  the  i)eninsula  of  Sinai,  where 
tablets  record  their  conquest  of  Asiatic  nomads.  But 
with  the  XVIIIth  d3Tiasty  commences  the  period 
of  Egyptian  supremacy.  Very  soon  after  the  acces- 
sion of  this  powerful  line  most  of  the  countries 
between  the  Egyptian  border  and  the  Tigris  were 
reduced  to  the  condition  of  tributaries.  'I'he  empire 
seems  to  have  lasted  for  nearly  three  centuries,  from 
about  B.  c.  1500  to  about  1200.  The  chief  opponents 
of  the  Egyptians  were  the  H  ittites  of  the  valley  of  the 
Orontes,  with  whom  the  Pharaolis  waged  long  and 
fierce  wars.  After  this  time  the  influence  of  Egypt 
declined;  and  until  the  reign  of  Shishak  (n.  c.  cir. 
990-967),  it  appears  to  have  been  confined  to  the 
western  borders  of  Palestine.  No  doubt  the  rising 
greatness  of  Assyria  caused  the  decline.  Thence- 
forward to  the  days  of  Pharaoh  Necho  there  was  a 
constant  struggle  for  the  tracts  lying  l)etween 
Egypt,  and  Assyria  and  Babylonia,  until  the  dis- 
astrous battle  of  Carchemish  finally  destroyed  the 
supremacy  of  the  Pharaohs.  It  is  probable  that  dur- 
ing the  period  of  the  empire  an  Assyrian  or  Baby- 
lonian king  generally  supported  the  opponents  of 
the  rulers  of  Egypt.    Great  aid  from  a  powerful  ally 
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can  indeed  alone  explain  the  strong  resistance  offered 
by  the  Hittites.  The  general  policy  of  the  Egyp- 
tians towards  their  eastern  tributaries  see/ns  to  liaTie 
been  marked  by  great  moderation.  The  Pharaohs 
intennarried  with  them,  and  neither  forced  upon 
them  Egj-ptian  garrisons,  except  in  some  important 
positions,  nor  attempted  those  deportations  that  are 
so  marked  a  feature  of  Asiatic  policy.  In  the  case 
of  those  nations  which  never  attacked  them  they  .do 
not  appear  to  have  even  exacted  tribute.  So  long  as 
their  general  supremacy  was  uncontested,  they  would 
not  be  unwise  enough  to  make  favorable  or  neutral 
powers  their  enemies.  Of  their  relation  to  the 
Israelites  we  have  for  the  earlier  part  of  this  period 
no  direct  infonnation.  The  explicit  account  of  the 
later  part  is  fully  consistent  with  what  we  have  said 
of  the  general  policy  of  the  Pharaohs.  Shishak  and 
Zerah,  if  the  latter  were,  as  we  believe,  a  king  of 
Egypt,  or  a  commander  of  Egyptian  forces,  are  the 
only  exceptions  in  a  series  of  friendly  kings,  and 
they  were  almost  certainly  of  Assyrian  or  Babylo- 
nian extraction.  One  Pharaoh  gave  his  daughter 
in  marriage  to  Solomon ;  another  appears  to  have 
l)een  the  ally  of  Jehoram,  king  of  Israel  (2  K.  vii. 
6);  So  made  a  treaty  with  Hoshea;  Tirhakah  aided 
Hezekiah;  Pharaoh  Necho  fought  Josiah  against 
his  will,  and  did  not  treat  Judah  with  the  severity 
of  the  oriental  kings;  and  his  second  successor, 
Pharaoh  Hophra.  maintained  the  alliance,  notwith- 
standing this  break,  as  finiily  as  before,  and  al- 
though foiled  in  his  endeavor  to  save  Jerusalem 
from  the  Chaldeans,  received  the  fugitives  of  Judah, 
who,  like  the  fugitives  of  Israel  at  the  capture  of 
Samaria,  took  refuge  in  Egy})t.  It  is  probalile  that 
during  the  earlier  period  the  same  friendly  relations 
existed.  The  Hebrew  records  of  tliat  time  aflbrd 
no  distinct  indication  of  hostility  with  Egj'pt,  nor 
have  the  Egyptian  lists  of  conquered  regions  and 
towns  of  the  same  age  been  found  to  contain  any 
Israelite  name,  whereas  in  Shishak's  list  the  king- 
dom of  Judah  and  some  of  its  towns  occur.  The 
route  of  the  earlier  Pharaohs  to  the  east  seems 
alwajs  to  have  been  along  the  Palestinian  coast, 
then  mainly  held  by  the  Philistines  and  Phoeni- 
cians, both  of  whom  they  suMued,  and  across  Sjiia 
northward  of  the  territories  occupied  by  the  He- 
brews. With  respect  to  the  African  nations  a 
different  policy  appears  to  have  been  pursued.  'ITie 
Kebu  (l>ebu)  or  Lubim,  to  the  west  of  Egypt,  on 
the  north  coast,  were  reduced  to  subjection,  and 
probably  employed,  like  the  Shayretana  or  Chere- 
thim,  as  mercenaries.  Ethiopia  was  made  a  purely 
Egyptian  province,  ruled  by  a  viceroy,  "the  I*rinoe 
of  kesh  (Gush),"  and  the  assimilation  was  so  com- 
plete that  Ethiopian  sovereigns  seem  to  have  been 
received  by  the  Egy])tians  as  native  nilers.  Further 
south,  the  Negroes  were  suliject  to  predatoiy 
attacks  like  the  slave  hunts  of  modem  times,  c<m- 
ducted  not  so  much  fi-om  motives  of  hostility  as  to 
obtain  a  supply  of  slaves.  In  the  Bible  we  fiad 
African  peoples,  Lubim,  Phut,  Sukkiim,  Gush,  M 
mercenaries  or  supporters  of  Egypt,  but  not  a  sin^ 
name  that  can  be  positively  placed  to  the  eastward 
of  that  country. 

Army.  —  There  are  some  notices  of  the  I'^yptjan 
army  in  the  0.  T.  They  show,  like  the  monument*, 
that  its  most  important  branch  was  the  chariot- 
force.  The  Pharaoh  of  the  Exodus  led  600  choMn 
chariots  t)esides  his  whole  chariot-force  in  pursuit 
of  the  Israelites.  The  warriors  fighting  in  chariots 
are  probably  the  "  horsemen  "  mentioned  in  the 
relation  of  this  event  and  elsewhere,  for  in  Egyptisa 
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they  are  called  the  "  horse  "  or  "  cavalry."  We 
hare  no  subsequent  indication  in  the  Bible  of  the 
constitution  of  an  Egyptian  army  until  the  time  of 
the  XXIId  dynasty,  when  we  find  that  Shisliak's 
invading  force  was  partly  composal  of  foreigners; 
whether  mercenaries  or  allies,  cannot  as  yet  be 
positively  determined,  although  the  monmneiits 
make  it  most  probable  that  they  were  of  the  former 
character.  The  army  of  Necho,  defeated  at  Car- 
ehemish,  seems  to  haw  been  aimilarlj  composed, 
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j  although  it  probably  contained  Greek  mercenaries, 
I  who  soon  afterwards  became  the  most  important 
I  foreign  element  in  the  Egyptian  forces. 

Domestic  Life.  —  The  sculptures  and  paintings 
of  the  tombs  give  us  a  very  full  insight  into  the 
domestic  life  of  the  ancient  Egj-ptians,  as  may  be 
seen  in  Sir  G.  Wilkinson's  great  work.  What  most 
strikes  us  in  their  manners  is  the  high  position 
occupied  by  women,  and  the  entire  absence  of  the 
hareem-system  of  seclusion.     The  wife  is   called 


.'hulanx  of  heavy  infantry.     (Wilkinson.) 


■'  the  lady  of  the  house."  Marriage  appears  to  have 
been  universal,  at  least  with  the  richer  class :  and 
if  polygamy  were  tolerated  it  was  rarely  practiced. 
Of  marriage-ceremonies  no  distinct  account  has 
been  discovered,  but  there  is  evidence  that  some- 
thing of  the  kind  was  usual  in  the  case  of  a  queen 
\.De  Eougi^,  Kis'^d  sur  une  Stele  ^(/i/j)tienne,  pp. 
53,  54).  Concubinage  was  allowed,  the  concubines 
taking  the  place  of  inferior  wives.  There  were  no 
eastes,  although  great  classes  were  very  distinct, 


especially  the  priests,  soldiers,  artisans,  and  herds- 
men, with  laborers.  A  man  of  the  upi)er  class 
might,  however,  both  hold  a  command  in  the  army 
and  be  a  priest;  and  therefore  the  caste-system 
cannot  have  strictly  applied  in  the  case  of  the 
subordinates.  The  general  manner  of  life  does  not 
much  illustrate  that  of  the  Israelites,  from  its  great 
essential  difference.  The  Egj'ptians  from  the  days 
of  AbrahaTn  were  a  settled  people,  occupying  a  land 
which  they  had  held  for  centuries  without  question, 
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except  through  the  agijressioii  of  foreign  invaders.  I  sions,  tlie  puraiiit  of  j;anie  in  the  deserts,  or  on  the 
The  occupations  of  the  higher  class  were  the  super- 1  river,  and  fishing.  Tlie  tending  of  cattle  was  left 
intendence  of  their  fields  and  gardens ;  their  diver-  [  to  the  most  despised  of  the  lower  class.    The  Israel- 


Disciplined  troops  of  the  time  of  the  XVmth  Dynasty.     (Willcinson.) 


ites  on  the  contrary  were  from  the  very  first  a 
pastoral  people:  in  time  of  war  they  lived  within 
walls ;  when  there  was  peace  they  "  dwelt  in  their 
tents"  (2  K.  xiii.  5).  The  Egyptian  feasts,  and 
the  dances,  music,  and  feats  which  accompanied 
them,  for  the  diversion  of  the  guests,  as  well  as  the 
common  games,  were  probably  introduced  among 
the  Hebrews  in  the  most  luxurious  days  of  the 
kingdoms  of  Israel  and  Judah.  The  account  of  the 
noontide  dinner  of  Joseph  (Gen.  xliii.  16,  31-34) 
agrees  with  the  representations  of  the  monuments, 
although  it  evidently  describes  a  far  simpler  re- 
past than  would  Ije  usual  with  an  Egyptian  min- 
ister. The  attention  to  precedence,  which  seems 
to  have  surprised  Joseph's  brethren  (ver.  33),  is 
perfectly  characteristic  of  Egyptian  customs.  The 
funeral  ceremonies  were  far  more  imiwrtant  than 
any  events  of  the  Egyptian  life,  as  the  tomb  was 
regarded  as  the  only  tnie  home.  The  Ixwly  of 
the  deceased  was  embalmed  in  the  form  of  Osiris, 
the  judge  of  the  dead,  and  conducted  to  the  burial- 
place  with  great  p<jmp  and  nmch  di.splay  of  lamenta- 
tion. .  The  mourning  last«l  seventy-two  days  or 
less.  Both  Jacob  and  Joseph  were  embalmed,  and 
the  mourning  for  the  former  continued  seventy 
days. 

Literature,  and  Art.  —  The  Egyptians  were  a 
very  literary  jieople,  and  time  has  preserved  to  us, 
besides  the  inscriptions  of  their  tombs  and  temples. 


many  papyri,  of  a  religious  or  historical  character, 
and  one  tale.  They  bear  no  resemblance  to  the 
books  of  the  O.  T.,  except  such  as  arises  from  their 
sometimes  enforcing  moral  truths  in  a  maimer  not 
wholly  different  from  that  of  the  Book  of  Proverbs. 
The  moral  and  religious  system  is,  however,  essen- 
tially different  in  its  principles  and  their  application. 
Some  have  imagined  a  great  similarity  between  the 
O.  T.  and  ICgyptian  literature,  and  have  given  a 
show  of  reason  to  their  idea  l)y  dressing  up  Egyptian 
documents  in  a  garli  of  Hebrew  phraseoloiiy,  in 
which,  however,  they  have  gone  so  awkwardly  that 
no  one  who  had  not  prejudged  the  question  coidd 
for  a  moment  be  deceived.  In  science,  Egyptian 
influence  may  be  distinctly  traced  in  the  Pentateuch. 
Moses  was  "  learned  in  all  the  wisdom  of  the 
l-lgyptians "  (.Vets  vii.  22),  and  probably  derived 
from  them  the  astronomical  knowledge  which  was 
necessary  for  the  calendar,  [(.'hkonoujcy.]  His 
acquaintance  with  chemistry  is  shown  in  the  man- 
ner of  the  destniction  of  the  golden  calf.  The 
Egyptians  excelled  in  geometry  and  mechanics:  the 
earlier  books  of  the  Bible,  however,  throw  no  light 
upon  the  degree  in  which  Moses  may  have  made 
use  of  this  part  of  his  knowledge.  In  medicine  and 
surgery,  the  high  proficiency  of  the  I'^gyptians  wag 
probably  of  but  little  use  to  the  Hebrews  after  the 
Exodus:  anatomy,  practiced  by  the  former  from  the 
earliest  ages,  was  repugnant   to   the   feelings  of 
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Shemites,  and  the  simples  of  Egypt  and  of  Palestine 
would  be  as  different  as  the  ordinary  diseases  of 
the  country.  In  the  arts  of  architecture,  sculpture, 
and  painting,  the  former  of  which  was  the  chief, 
there  seems  to  have  been  but  a  very  slight  and 
material  influence.  This  was  natural,  for  with  the 
Egj'ptians  architecture  was  a  religious  art,  embody- 
ing in  its  principles  their  highest  religious  convic- 
tions, and  mainly  devoted  to  the  service  of  religion. 
Durable  construction,  massive  and  grand  form,  and 
rich,  though  sober,  color,  characterize  their  temples 
and  toml)s,  the  abodes  of  gods,  and  "homes"  of 
men.  To  adopt  such  an  architecture  would  have 
been  to  adopt  the  religion  of  Egypt,  and  the  pastoral 
Israelites  had  no  need  of  buildings.  When  they 
came  into  the  Promised  I>and  they  found  cities 
ready  for  their  occupation,  and  it  was  not  until  the 
days  of  Solomon  that  a  temple  took  the  place  of 
the  tent,  which  was  the  sanctuary  of  the  pastoral 
people.  Details  of  ornament  were  of  course  bor- 
rowed from  Egyi^t;  but  separated  from  the  vast 
system  in  which  they  were  found,  they  lost  their 
significance,  and  became  harmless,  until  modern 
sciolists  made  them  prominent  in  support  of  a 
theory  which  no  mind  capable  of  broad  views  can 
for  a  moment  tolerate. 

Marjicians.  —  We  find  frequent  reference  in  the 
Bible  to  the  magicians  of  Egypt.  The  Pharaoh  of 
Joseph  laid  his  dream  before  the  magicians,  who 
could  not  interpret  it  (Gen.  xh.  8);  the  Pharaoh  of 
the  Exodus  usaJ  them  as  opponents  of  Moses  and 
Aaron,  when,  after  what  appears  to  have  been  a 
seeming  success,  they  failed  as  before  (Ex.  vii.  11, 
12,  22,  viii.  18,  19,  ix.  11;  2  Tim.  iii.  8,  9).  The 
monuments  do  not  recognize  any  such  art,  and  we 
must  conclude  that  magic  was  secretly  practiced, 
not  because  it  was  thought  to  be  unlawful,  but  in 
order  to  give  it  importance.  [See  Magic;  Jam- 
bees;  Jannes.] 

Indu^tvinl  Arts.  —  The  industrial  arts  held  an 
Important  place  in  the  occupations  of  the  Egyptians. 
The  workers  in  fine  flax  and  the  weavers  of  white 
linen  are  mentioned  in  a  manner  that  shows  they 
were  among  the  chief  contributors  to  the  riches  of 
the  country  (Is.  six.  9).  The  fine  hnen  of  Egypt 
found  its  way  to  Palestine  (Prov.  vii.  16).  Pottery 
was  a  great  branch  of  the  native  manufactures,  and 
appears  to  have  furnished  employment  to  the  He- 
brews during  the  bondage  (Ps.  Lxxxi.  6,  Ixviii.  13; 
comp.  Ex.  i.  14). 

Festivak.  —  The  religious  festivals  were  numer- 
ous, and  some  of  them  were,  in  the  days  of  Herod- 
otus, kept  with  great  merry-making  and  license. 
His  description  of  that  of  the  goddess  Bubastis, 
kept  at  the  city  of  Bubastis  in  the  eastern  part  of 
the  Delta,  would  well  apply  to  some  of  the  great 
Mohammedan  festivals  now  held  in  the  country 
(ii.  59,  60).  The  feast  which  the  Israelites  cele- 
brated when  Aaron  had  made  the  golden  calf  seems 
to  have  been  very  much  of  the  same  character :  first 
offerings  were  presented,  and  then  the  people  ate 
and  danced  and  sang  (Ex.  xxxiii.  5,  6,  17,  18,  19), 
and  even,  it  seems,  stripped  themselves  (ver.  25), 
as  appears  to  have  been  not  unusual  at  the  popular 
ancient  Egyptian  festivals. 

Manners  of  Modern  fnhabitants.  —  The  man- 
ners of  the  modem  inhabitants  are,  we  are  disposed 
to  beUeve  after  much  consideration,  more  similar  to 

I  those  of  the  ancient  Hebrews,  on  account  of  Arab 
Influence,  than  the  manners  of  their  predecessors. 
How  remarkably  they  illustrate  the  Bible  is  seen 
b  the  numerous  references  given  in  the  Modem 
I 
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Egyptians  (see  its  index),  and  in  the  great  general 
value  of  that  work  in  Biblical  criticism. 

Chronology  and  History.  —  In  treating  of 
the  chronology  and  history  of  ancient  Egypt  it  is 
our  endeavor  to  avoid  as  much  as  possible  the  state- 
ment of  doubtful  matters,  and  to  give  the  greater 
prominence  to  those  points  on  which  the  generality 
of  sound  Egyptologers  are  virtually  agreed.  The 
subject  may  be  divided  into  three  main  branches, 
technical  chronology,  historical  chronology,  and 
history :  — 

1.  Technical  Chronolo(/y.  —  It  is  impossible  here 
to  treat  in  much  detail  the  difficult  subject  of 
Egyptian  technical  chronology.  That  the  Egyptians 
used  various  periods  of  time,  and  made  astronomical 
observations  from  a  remote  age,  is  equally  attested 
by  ancient  writers,  and  by  their  monuments.  It  is, 
however,  very  difficult  to  connect  periods  mentioned 
by  the  former  with  the  indications  of  the  same  kind 
offered  by  the  latter;  and  what  we  may  term  the 
recorded  observations  of  the  monuments  cannot  be 
used  for  the  determination  of  chronology  without  a 
previous  knowledge  of  Egyptian  astronomy  that  we 
have  not  whoUy  attained.  The  testimony  of  ancient 
writers  must,  moreover,  be  carefully  sifted,  and  we 
must  not  take  their  statements  as  a  iwsitive  basis 
without  the  strongest  evidence  of  correctness. 
Without  that  testimony,  however,  we  could  not  at 
present  prosecute  the  inquiry.  The  Egyptians  do 
not  appear  to  have  had  any  common  era.  Every 
document  that  bears  the  date  of  a  year,  gives  the 
year  of  the  reigning  sovereign,  counted  fi-om  that 
current  year  in  which  he  came  to  the  throne,  which 
was  called  his  first  year.  There  is  therefore  no  gen- 
eral means  of  testing  deductions  from  the  chrono- 
logical indications  of  the  monuments. 

There  appear  to  have  been  at  least  three  years 
in  use  with  the  Egyptians  before  the  Roman  domi- 
nation, the  Vague  Year,  the  Tropical  Ye.ar,  and  the 
Sothic  Year;  but  it  is  not  probable  that  more  than 
two  of  these  were  employed  at  the  same  time.  The 
Vague  Y'ear  contained  365  days  without  any  addi- 
tional fraction,  and  therefore  passed  through  all  the 
seasons  in  about  1500  years.  It  was  both  used 
for  civil  and  for  religious  purposes.  Probably  the 
IsraeUtes  adopted  this  year  during  the  sojourn  in 
Egypt,  and  that  instituted  at  the  Exodus  appears 
to  have  been  the  current  Vague  Year  fixed  by  the 
adoption  of  a  method  of  intercalation.  [Chronol- 
ogy'.] The  Vague  Y^ear  was  divided  into  twelve 
months,  each  of  thirty  days,  with  five  epagomenae, 
or  additional  days,  after  the  twelfth.  The  months 
were  assigned  to  three  seasons,  each  comprising 
four  months,  called'  respectively  the  1st,  2d,  3d, 
and  4th  of  those  seasons.  The  names  by  which  the 
Egyptian  months  are  commonly  known,  Thoth, 
Paophi,  &c.,  are  taken  from  the  divinities  to  which 
they  were  sacred.  The  seasons  are  called,  according 
to  our  rendering,  those  of  Vegetation.  ^lanifestation, 
and  the  Waters  or  the  Inundation :  the  exact  mean- 
ing of  their  names  has  however  been  much  disputed. 
They  evidently  refer  to  the  phenomena  of  a  Tropical 
Y'ear,  and  such  a  year  we  must  therefore  conclude 
the  Egyptians  to  have  had,  at  least  in  a  remote 
period  of  their  history.  If,  as  we  belie\e,  the  third 
season  represents  the  period  of  the  inundation,  its 
beginning  must  be  dated  about  one  month  before 
the  autumnal  equinox,  which  would  place  the  be- 
ginning of  the  year  at  the  Winter  Solstice,  an 
especially  fit  time  in  Egj'pt  for  the  commencement 
of  a  tropical  year.  The  Sothic  Y'ear  was  a  sup- 
posed sidereal  year  of  365J  days,  commencing  with 
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the  so-called  heliacal  rising  of  Sothis.  Tlie  Vague 
year,  having  no  intercalation,  constantly  retreated 
through  the  Sothic  Year,  until  a  jjeriod  of  1461 
jears  of  the  former  kind,  and  1400  of  the  latter  had 
elapsed,  from  one  coincidence  of  commencements  to 
another. 

The  Egyptians  are  known  to  have  used  two  great 
cycles,  the  Sothic  Cycle  and  the  Tropical  Cycle. 
The  former  was  a  cycle  of  the  coincidence  of  the 
Sothic  and  Vague  Years,  and  therefore  consisted 
of  1460  years  of  the  former  kind.  This  cycle  is 
mentioned  by  ancient  writers,  and  two  of  its  com- 
mencements recorded,  the  one,  called  the  I'>a  of 
Menophres,  July  20,  b.  c.  1322,  and  the  other,  on 
the  same  day,  a.  d.  139.  Menophres  is  supposed 
to  be  the  name  of  an  Egyptian  king,  and  this  is 
most  pivbable.  The  nearest  name  is  Men-ptah,  or 
Men-phthah,  which  is  part  of  that  of  Sethee  Men- 
ptah,  the  father  of  liaraeses  11.,  and  also  that  of  the 
son  of  the  latter,  all  these  being  kings  of  the  XlXth 
dynasty.  We  are  of  opinion  that  chronological 
indications  are  conclusive  in  favor  of  the  earlier  of 
the  two  sovereigns.  The  Tropical  Cycle  was  a  cycle 
of  the  coincidence  of  the  Tropical  and  Vague  Years. 
We  do  not  know  the  exact  length  of  the  former 
year  with  the  Egyptians,  nor  indeed  that  it  was 
used  in  the  monumental  age ;  but  from  the  mention 
of  a  period  of  500  years,  the  third  of  the  cycle,  and 
the  time  during  which  the  Vague  Year  would 
retrograde  through  one  season,  we  cannot  doubt 
that  there  was  such  a  cycle,  not  to  speak  of  its 
analogy  with  the  Sothic  Cycle.  It  has  been  sup- 
posed by  M.  Biot  to  have  had  a  duration  of  1505 
years;  but  the  length  of  1500  Vague  Y'ears  is 
preferable,  since  it  contains  a  number  of  complete 
lunations,  besides  that  the  li^yptians  could  scarcely 
have  been  more  exact,  and  that  the  period  of  500 
years  is  a  subdivision  of  1500.  Ancient  writers  do 
not  fix  any  commencements  of  this  cycle.  If  the 
characteristics  of  the  Tropical  Year  are  what  we 
suppose,  the  cycle  would  have  begun  u.  c.  2005 
and  507 :  two  hieroglyphic  inscriptions  record,  as 
we  believe,  the  former  of  these  epochs  (IJinxe 
^(/yptirtCiB,  p.  12  ff.,  pi.  i.  Nos.  5,  6)."  The 
return  of  the  Phoenix  has  undoubtedly  a  chronolog- 
ical meaning.  It  has  been  sujiposed  to  refer  to 
the  period  last  mentioned,  but  we  are  of  opinion 
that  the  Phoenix  Cycle  was  of  exactly  the  same 
character,  and  therefore  length,  as  the  Sothic,  its 
commencement  being  mai'ked  by  the  so-called 
heliacal  rising  of  a  star  of  tlie  constellation  BENNU 
HESAH,  "  the  Phoenix  of  Osiris,"  which  is  placed 
in  the  astronomical  ceiling  of  the  Rameseum  of  El- 
Kumeh  six  months  distant  fi-ora  Sothis.  The 
monuments  make  mention  of  Panegyrical  Months, 
which  can  only,  we  believe,  be  periods  of  thirty 
years  each,  and  divisions  of  a  yeiir  of  the  same  kind. 
We  have  computed  the  following  dates  of  com- 
mencements of  these  Panegyrical  Years :  1st.  b.  c. 
2717,  first  dynasty,  era  of  Menes  (not  on  monu- 
ments); 2d.  B.  c.  2362,  IVth  dynasty,  Siiphis,  I. 
and  II. ;  3d.  b.  c.  1986  (Xllth  dynasty,  Sesertesen 
III.?  not  on  monuments);  the  lastr-mentioned  date 
being  also  the  beginning  of  a  Pha'iiix  Cycle,  which 
appears  to  have  comprised  four  of  these  Panegyrical 
Years.  The  other  imix)rtant  dates  of  the  system 
of  Panegyrics  which  occur  on  the  monuments  are 
B.  c.  1442,  XVIIIth  dynasty,  Queen  Anien-ncmt; 
and  B.  c.  1412,  XVIIIth  dynasty,  Thothmes  III. 


o  For  the  reavons  for  fixing  on  these  years,  sec 
Hbrae  Mg.  \.  c. 
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Certain  phenomena  recorded  on  the  monumenta 
have  been  calculated  by  M.  Biot,  who  has  obtained 
the  following  dates :  Rising  of  Sothis  in  reign  of 
Thothmes  III.,  XVIIIth  dynasty,  B.  c.  1445;  sup- 
posed Vernal  Equinox,  Thothmes  III.,  b.  c,  cir. 
1441 ;  rising  of  Sothis,  Rameses  III.,  XXth  dynasty,  • 
B.  c.  1301 ;  star-risings,  Rameses  VI.  and  IX., 
XXth  dynasty,  B.  c.  cir.  1241.  Some  causes  of 
uncertainty  affect  the  exactness  of  these  dates,  aod_ 
that  of  Rameses  III.  is  irreconcilable  with  the  two 
of  Thothmes  III.,  unless  we  hold  the  calendar  in 
which  the  inscription  supposed  to  record  it  occurs 
to  be  a  Sothic  one,  in  which  case  no  date  could  be 
obtained. 

I^yptian  technical  chronology  gives  us  no  direct 
evidence  in  favor  of  the  high  antiquity  which  some 
assign  to  the  foundation  of  the  first  kingdom.  The 
earhest  record  which  all  Egyptologers  are  agreed 
to  regard  as  affording  a  date  is  of  the  fifteenth  cent- 
ury B.  c,  and  no  one  has  allegetl  any  such  record 
to  be  of  any  earlier  time  than  the  twenty-fourth 
century  b.  c.  The  Egyptians  themselves  seem  to 
have  placed  the  beginning  of  the  1st  dynasty  in  the 
twenty-eighth  century  B.  c,  but  for  determining 
this  epoch  there  is  no  direct  monumental  evidence. 

2.  IJisloncal  Chronology.  —  The  materials  for 
historical  chronology  are  the  monuments  and  the 
remains  of  the  historical  work  of  Manetho.  Since 
the  interpretation  of  hieroglyphics  has  been  dis- 
covered the  evidence  of  the  monuments  has  been 
brought  to  bear  on  this  subject,  but  as  yet  it  has 
not  been  sufficiently  full  and  explicit  to  enable  us 
to  set  aside  other  aid.  We  have  had  to  look  else- 
where for  a  general  frame-work,  the  details  of  which 
the  monuments  might  fill  up.  The  remains  of 
Manetho  are  now  generally  held  to  supply  this  want. 
A  comparison  with  the  moiuiments  has  shown  that 
he  drew  his  information  from  original  sources,  the 
general  authenticity  of  which  is  vindicated  by 
minute  points  of  agreement.  The  inibrniation 
Manetho  gives  us,  in  the  present  form  of  his  work, 
is,  however,  by  no  means  explicit,  and  it  is  only  by 
a  theoretical  arrangement  of  the  materials  that  they 
take  a  definite  form.  The  remains  of  Manetho's 
historical  work  consist  of  a  list  of  the  Egyptian 
dynasties  and  two  considerable  fragments,  one  re- 
lating to  the  Shepherds,  the  other  to  a  tale  of  the 
Exodus.  The  list  is  only  known  to  us  in  the 
epitome  given  by  Africanus,  preserved  by  Syncellus, 
and  that  given  by  Eusebius.  These  present  such 
great  differences  that  it  is  not  reasonable  to  hope 
that  we  can  restore  a  correct  text,  'i'he  series  of 
dynasties  is  given  as  if  they  were  successive,  in 
which  case  the  commencement  of  the  first  would  be 
placed  full  5000  years  B.  c,  and  the  reign  of  the 
king  who  built  the  Great  I'yramid,  4000.  The 
monuments  do  not  warrant  so  extreme  an  antiquity, 
and  the  great  majority  of  Egyptologers  have  there- 
fore held  that  the  dynasties  were  partly  contem- 
porary. A  passage  in  the  fragment  of  Jlar.etho 
re8i)ecting  the  Shepherds,  where  he  speaks  of  the 
kings  of  the  Theba'is  and  of  the  rest  of  Egypt  rising 
against  these  loreign  rulers,  makes  it  almost  certain 
that  he  admitted  at  least  three  contemporary  lines 
at  that  iM'riod  (.Joseph,  e.  Ajdon.  i.  14).  The  naming 
of  the  dynasties  anterior  to  the  time  of  a  certain 
single  kingdom,  and  that  of  the  later  ones,  which  we 
know  to  have  generally  held  sway  over  all  Kgypt,  or 
the  first  seventeen,  aiiid  the  XVIIIth  and  li.llowiug 
dynasties,  lends  support  to  this  opinion.  The  liirmer 
are  named  in  groujw,  first  a  groiq)  of  Thinites.  then 
one  of  Memphites,  broken  by  a  dynasty  of  Elephaut- 
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inites,  next  a  Heracleo{X)lite  line,  &c.,  the  dynasties 
of  a  particular  city  being  grouped  together;  whereas 
the  latter  generally  present  but  one  or  two  together 
of  the  same  name,  and  the  dynasties  of  different 
cities  recur.  The  earlier  portion  seems  therefore 
to  represent  parallel  lines,  the  later,  a  succession. 
The  evidence  of  the  monuments  leads  to  the  same 
conclusion.  Kings  who  unquestionably  belong  to 
different  dynasties  are  shown  by  them  to  be  con- 
temporary. In  the  present  state  of  Eg^'ptology  this 
evidence  has  led  to  various  results  as  to  the  number 
of  contemporary  dynasties,  and  the  consequent 
duration  of  tlie  whole  history.  One  great  difficulty 
is  that  the  character  of  the  inscriptions  makes  it 
impossible  to  ascertain,  without  the  explicit  men- 
tion of  two  sovereigns,  that  any  one  king  was  not 
a  sole  ruler.  For  example,  it  has  been  lately  dis- 
covered that  the  Xllth  dynasty  was  for  the  greatest 
part  of  its  rule  a  double  line.  Yet  its  numerous 
monuments  in  general  give  no  hint  of  more  than 
one  king,  although  there  was  almost  always  a  rec- 
ognized colleague.  Therefore,  a  fortiori^  no  notice 
would  be  taken,  if  possible,  on  any  monument  of  a 
ruler  of  another  house  than  that  of  the  king  in 
whose  territory  it  was  made.  We  can  therefore 
scarcely  expect  very  full  evidence  on  this  subject. 
Mr.  Lane,  as  long  ago  as  1830,  proposed  an  arrange- 
ment of  the  first  seventeen  dynasties  based  upon 
their  numbers  and  names.  This  scheme  the  writer 
believes  to  be  strikingly  confirmed  by  the  monu- 
ments. The  table  in  the  following  page  contains 
the  dynasties  thus  arranged,  with  the  approxima- 
tive dates  we  assign  to  their  commencements,  and 
the  dates  of  chief  events  in  Hebrew  history  con- 
nected with  that  of  Egypt,  according  to  the  system 
preferred  in  art.  Chroxology. 

The  monuments  will  not,  in  our  opinion,  justify 
any  great  extension  of  the  period  assigned  in  the 
table  to  the  first  seventeen  dynasties.  The  last 
date,  that  of  the  commencement  of  the  XVIIIth 
dynasty,  cannot  be  changed  more  than  a  few  years. 
Baron  Bunsen  and  Dr.  Lepsius  indeed  place  it 
much  earlier,  but  they  do  so  in  opposition  to  positive 
monumental  evidence.  The  date  of  the  beginning 
of  the  1st  dynasty,  which  we  are  disposed  to  place 
a  little  before  b.  o.  2700,  is  more  doubtful,  but  a 
concurrence  of  astronomical  evidence  points  to  the 
twenty-eighth  century.  The  interval  between  the 
two  dates  cannot  therefore  be  greatly  more  or  less 
than  twelve  hundred  years,  a  period  quite  in  accord- 
ance with  the  lengths  of  the  dynasties  according  to 
the  better  text,  if  the  arrangement  here  given  be 
correct.  Some  have  supiwsed  a  much  greater  an- 
tiquity for  the  commencement  of  Egjptian  history. 
Lepsius  places  the  accession  of  Menes  b.  c.  3892, 
and  Bunsen,  two  hundred  ye;irs  later.  Their  sys- 
tem is  founded  upon  a  passage  in  the  chronological 
work  of  Syncellus,  which  assigns  a  duration  of  3555 
to  the  thirty  dynasties  (Cliron.  p.  51  b).  It  is  by 
no  means  certain  that  this  number  is  given  on  the 
authority  of  ilanetho,  but  apart  from  this,  the 
whole  statement  is  unmistakably  not  from  the  true 
ilanetho,  but  from  some  one  of  the  fabricators  of 
chronology,  among  whom  the  Pseudo-Manetho  held 
a  prominent  place  (Anc.  Biit.  8th  ed.  Egypt,  p. 
452;  QtMrterly  Review,  No.  210,  p.  395-7).  If 
this  number  be  discarded  as  doubtful  or  spurious, 
there  is  nothing  definite  to  support  the  extended 
system  so  confidently  put  forth  by  those  who 
adopt  it. 

3.  History.  —  Passing  from  chronology  to  his- 
tory, we  have  first  to  notice  the  indications  in  the 
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Bible  which  relate  to  the  earliest  period.  That 
Egypt  was  colonized  by  the  descendants  of  Noah 
in  a  very  remote  age  is  shown  by  the  mention  of 
the  migration  of  the  Philistines  from  Caphtor, 
which  had  taken  place  before  the  arrival  of  Abraham 
in  Palestine.  Before  this  migration  could  occur, 
the  Caphtorim  and  other  Mizraites  must  have  occu- 
pied Egypt  for  some  time.  A  remarkable  passage 
points  to  a  knowledge  of  the  date  at  which  an 
ancient  city  of  Egypt  was  founded :  "  Hebron  was 
built  seven  years  before  Zoan  in  Egypt"  (Num. 
xiii.  22).  We  find  that  Hebron  was  originally 
called  Kirjath-arba,  and  was  a  city  of  the  Anakim 
(Josh.  xiv.  15),  and  it  is  mentioned  under  that 
appellation  in  the  history  of  Abraham  (Gen.  xxiii. 
2);  it  had  therefore  been  founded  by  the  giant-race 
before  the  days  of  that  patriarch. 

The  evidence  of  the  l<4;yptians  as  to  the  primeval 
history  of  their  i-ace  and  country  is  extremely  in- 
definite. They  seem  to  have  separated  mankind 
into  two  great  stocks,  and  each  of  these  again  into 
two  branches,  for  they  appear  to  have  represented 
themselves  and  the  Negroes,  the  red  and  black 
races,  as  the  children  of  the  god  Horus,  and  the 
Shemites  and  Europeans,  the  yeUow  and  white 
races,  as  the  children  of  the  goddess  Pesht  (comp. 
Brugsch,  Geogr.  Iiischr.  ii.  90,  91).  They  seem 
therefore  to  have  held  a  double  origin  of  the 
species.  The  absence  of  any  important  traditional 
period  is  very  remarkable  in  the  fragments  of 
Egj-ptian  history.  These  commence  with  the  divine 
dynasties,  and  pass  abruptly  to  the  human  dynas- 
ties. The  latest  portion  of  the  first  may  indeed  be 
traditional,  not  mythical;  and  the  earhest  part  of 
the  second  may  be  traditional  and  not  historical, 
though  this  last  conjecture  we  are  hardly  disposed 
to  admit.  In  any  case,  however,  there  is  a  very 
short  and  extremely  obscure  time  of  tradition,  and 
at  no  great  distance  from  the  earliest  date  at  which 
it  can  be  held  to  end  we  come  upon  tlie  clear  light 
of  history  in  the  days  of  the  pyramids.  The  indi- 
cations are  of  a  sudden  change  of  seat,  and  the 
settlement  in  Egypt  of  a  civilized  race,  which, 
either  wishing  to  be  believed  autochthonous,  or 
having  lost  all  ties  that  could  keep  up  the  traditions 
of  its  first  dwelling-place,  filled  up  the  commence- 
ment of  its  history  with  materials  drawn  from 
mythology.  There  is  no  trace  of  the  tradition  of 
the  Deluge  which  is  found  in  almost  every  other 
country  of  the  world.  The  priests  are  indeed  re- 
ported to  have  told  Solon  when  he  spoke  of  one 
deluge  that  many  had  occurred  (Plat.  Tim.  23), 
but  the  reference  is  more  likely  to  have  been  to 
great  floods  of  the  Nile  than  to  any  extraordinary 
catastrophes. 

The  nistory  of  the  dynasties  preceding  the 
XVIIIth  is  not  told  by  any  continuous  series  of 
monuments.  Except  those  of  the  IVth  and  Xllth 
dynasties  there  are  scarcely  any  records  of  the  age 
left  to  the  present  day,  and  thence  in  a  great  measure 
arises  the  difficulty  of  determining  the  chronology. 
From  the  times  of  Menes,  the  first  king,  mitil  the 
Shepherd-invasion,  Egypt  seems  to  have  enjoyed 
perfect  tranquillity.  During  this  age  the  Memphite 
line  was  the  most  powerful,  and  by  it,  under  the 
IVth  dynasty,  were  the  most  famous  pyramids  raised. 
The  Shepherds  were  foreigners  who  came  from  the 
East,  and,  in  some  maimer  unknown  to  Manetho, 
gained  the  rule  of  Egypt.  Those  whose  kings  com- 
posed the  X  Vth  dynasty  were  the  first  and  most  im- 
portant They  .appear  to  have  been  Phoenicians,  aj\d 
it  is  probable  that  their  migration  into  Egypt,  and 
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thence  at  last  into  Palestine,  was  part  of  the  great 
movement  to  which  the  coming  of  the  Phoenicians 
flrom  the  Erythraean  Sea,  and  the  Philistines  from 
Caphtor,  belong.  It  is  not  impossible  that  the  war 
Df  the  four  kings  —  Chedorlaomer  and  his  allies  — 
was  directed  against  the  power  of  the  kings  of  the 
X Vth  dynasty.  Most  probably  the  Pharaoh  of  Abra- 
ham was  of  this  line,  which  lived  at  Memphis,  and 
at  the  great  fort  or  camp  of  Avaris  on  the  eastern 
frontier.  The  period  of  Egyptian  history  to  which 
the  Shepherd-invasion  should  l^e  assigned  is  a  point 
of  dispute.  It  is  generally  placed  after  the  Xllth 
dynasty,  for  it  is  argued  that  this  powerful  line 
could  not  have  reigned  at  the  same  time  as  one  or 
more  Shepherd-dj'nasties.  We  are  of  opinion  that 
this  objection  is  not  valid,  and  that  the  Shepherd- 
invasion  was  anterior  to  tlie  Xllth  dynasty.  It  is 
not  certain  that  the  foreigners  were  at  the  outset 
hostile  to  the  Egyptians,  for  they  may  have  come 
in  by  marriage,  and  it  is  by  no  means  unlikely 
that  they  may  have  been  long  in  a  position  of 
secondary  importance.  The  rule  of  the  Xllth  dy- 
nasty, which  was  of  Thebans,  lasting  about  160 
years,  was  a  period  of  prosperity  to  Egypt,  but 
after  its  close  those  calamities  appear  to  have 
occurred  which  made  the  Shepherds  hated  by  the 
Egyptians.  During  the  interval  to  the  XVIIIth 
dynasty  there  seems  to  have  been  no  native  line 
of  any  importance  but  that  of  the  Thebans,  and 
more  than  one  Shepherd  dynasty  exercised  a  severe 
rule  over  the  Egyptians.  The  paucity  of  the 
monuments  proves  the  troubled  nature  of  this 
period. 

We  must  here  notice  the  history  of  the  Israelites 
in  Egypt  with  reference  to  the  dynasty  of  the 
Pharaohs  who  favored  them,  and  that  of  their 
opprassors.  According  to  the  scheme  of  Biblical 
Chronology  which  we  beheve  to  be  the  most  prob- 
able [Chronology],  the  whole  sojourn  in  Eg3T)t 
would  belong  to  the  period  before  the  XVIIIth  dy- 
nasty. The  Israelites  would  have  come  in  and 
gone  forth  during  that  obscure  age  for  the  history 
of  which  we  have  little  or  no  monumental  evidence. 
This  would  explain  the  absence  of  any  positive 
mention  of  them  on  the  Egyptian  monuments. 
Some  assert  that  they  were  an  unimportant  Arab 
tribe,  and  therefore  would  not  be  mentioned,  and 
that  the  calamities  attending  their  departure  could 
not  be  commemorated.  These  two  propositions  are 
iontradictory,  and  the  difficulties  are  unsolved.  If, 
as  I^psius  supposes,  the  Israelites  came  in  under  the 
XVIIIth  dynasty,  and  went  out  under  the  XlXth, 
or  if,  as  Bunsen  holds,  they  came  in  under  the  Xllth, 
and  (after  a  sojourn  of  1434  years ! )  went  out  imder 
the  XlXth,  the  oppression  in  both  cases  falUng  in 
a  period  of  which  we  have  abundant  contemporary 
monuments,  sometimes  the  records  of  every  year, 
it  is  impossible  that  the  monuments  should  be 
wholly  silent  if  the  Biblical  narrative  is  true.  I^t 
us  examine  the  details  of  that  narrative.  At  the 
time  to  which  we  should  assign  Joseph's  rule,  Egypt 
was  under  Shepherds,  and  Egyptian  kings  of  no 
great  strength.  Since  the  Pharaoh  of  Joseph  must 
have  been  a  powerful  ruler  and  held  Lower  Egypt, 
there  can  be  no  question  that  Ue  ^vas,  if  the  dates  be 
correct,  a  Sliepherd  of  the  X  Vth  dynasty.  How  does 
the  Biblical  evidence  affect  this  inference  ?  Nothing 
is  more  striking  throughout  the  ancient  Egyptian 
inscriptions  and  writinfjs  than  the  bitter  dislike  of 
most  foreigners,  especially  Esistems.  They  are  con- 
stantly spoken  of  in  the  same  terms  as  the  inhabit- 
»nts  of  the  infernal  regions,  not  alone  when  at  war 
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with  the  Pharaohs,  but  in  time  of  peace  and  in  the 
case  of  friendly  nations.  It  is  a  feeling  alone  paral- 
leled in  our  days  by  that  of  the  Chinese.  The 
accounts  of  the  Greek  writers,  and  the  whole  history 
of  the  later  period,  abundantly  confirm  this  estimate 
of  the  prejudice  of  the  Egyptians  against  foreigners. 
It  seems  to  us  perfectly  incredilile  that  Joseph 
should  be  the  minister  of  an  Egyptian  king.  In 
lesser  particulars  the  evidence  is  not  less  strong. 
The  Pharaoh  of  Joseph  is  a  despot,  whose  will  is 
law,  who  kills  and  pardons  at  his  pleasure,  who  not 
only  raises  a  foreign  slave  to  the  head  of  his  ad- 
ministration, but  through  his  means  makes  all  the 
Egyptians,  except  the  priests,  serfs  of  the  crown. 
The  Egyptian  kings  on  the  contrary  were  restramed 
by  the  laws,  shared  the  pubhc  dislike  of  foreigners, 
and  would  have  avoided  the  very  policy  Joseph  fol- 
lowed, which  would  have  weakened  the  attachment 
of  their  fellow-countrymen  by  the  loosening  of  local 
ties  and  complete  reducing  to  bondage  of  the  popu- 
lation, ^  although  it  would  have  greatly  strengthened 
the  power  of  an  aUen  sovereign.  Pharaoh's  conduct 
towards  Joseph's  family  points  to  the  same  conclu- 
sion. He  gladly  invites  the  strangers,  and  gives 
them  leave  to  dwell,  not  among  the  Egyptians,  but 
in  Goshen,  where  his  own  cattle  seem  to  have  been 
(Gen.  xlvi.  34,  xlvii.  6).  His  acts  indicate  a  fellow- 
feeling  and  a  desire  to  strengthen  himself  against 
the  national  party. 

The  "new  king"  "which  knew  not  Joseph,"  is 
generally  thought  by  those  who  hold  with  us  as  to 
the  previous  history,  to  have  been  an  Egyptian,  and 
head  of  the  XVlIIth  djTiasty.  It  seems  at  first 
sight  extremely  probable  that  the  king  who 
crushed,  if  he  did  not  expel,  the  Shepherds,  would 
be  the  first  oppressor  of  the  nation  which  they  pro- 
tected. Plausible  as  this  theory  appears,  a  close 
examination  of  the  Bible-narrative  seems  to  us  to 
overthrow  it.  AVe  read  of  the  new  king  that  — 
"  he  said  unto  his  people,  Behold,  the  people  of  the 
children  of  Israel  [are]  more  and  mightier  than 
we :  come  on,  let  us  deal  wisely  with  them ;  lest 
they  multiply,  and  it  come  to  pass,  that,  when  there 
falleth  out  any  war,  they  join  also  unto  our  enemies, 
and  fight  against  us,  and  [so]  get  them  up  out  of 
the  land  "  (Ex.  i.  9,  10).  The  Israelites  are  there- 
fore more  and  stronger  than  the  people  of  the 
oppressor,  the  oppressor  fears  war  in  Egypt,  and 
that  the  Israelites  would  join  his  enemies ;  he  is  not 
able  at  once  to  adopt  open  violence,  and  he  therefore 
uses  a  subtle  system  to  reduce  them  by  making 
them  perform  forced  labor,  and  soon  after  takes  the 
stronger  measure  of  killing  their  male  children. 
These  conditions  point  to  a  divided  country  and  a 
weak  kingdom,  and  cannot,  we  think,  apply  to  the 
time  of  the  XVIIIth  and  XlXth  dynasties.  The 
whole  narrative  of  subsequent  events  to  the  Exodus 
is  consistent  with  this  conclusion,  to  which  the  use 
of  universal  terms  does  not  offer  any  real  objection. 
When  aU  Egypt  is  spoken  of,  it  is  not  necessary 
either  in  Hebrew  or  in  E^j'ptian  that  we  should 
suppose  the  entire  country  to  be  strictly  intended. 
If  we  conclude  therefore  that  the  Exodus  most 
probably  occurred  before  the  XVIIIth  dynasty,  we 
have  to  ascertain,  if  possible,  whether  the  Pharaohs 
of  the  oppression  appear  to  have  been  Egyptians  or 
Shepherds.  The  change  of  poUcy  is  in  favor  of 
their  having  been  Egyptians,  but  is  by  no  means 
conclusive,  for  there  is  no  reason  that  all  the  for- 
eigners should  have  had  the  same  feeUng  towards 
the  Israelites;  and  we  have  already  seen  that  the 
Egyptian   Pharaohs  and  their  subjects  seem  in 
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general  to  nave  been  friendly  to  them  throughout 
their  history,  and  tliat  the  Egyptians  were  privi- 
leged by  the  Law,  apparently  on  this  account.  It 
may  be  questioned  whether  the  friendship  of  the 
two  nations,  even  if  merely  a  matter  of  policy, 
would  have  been  as  enduring  a«  we  know  it  to  have 
been,  had  the  Egyptians  looked  back  on  their  con- 
duct towards  the  Israelites  as  protluctive  of  great 
national  calamities,  or  had  the  Israelites  looked 
back  upon  the  persecution  as  the  work  of  the  Egypt- 
ians. If  the  chronology  be  correct,  we  can  only 
decide  in  favor  of  the  Shepherds.  During  the 
time  to  which  the  events  are  assigned  there  were  no 
important  lines  but  the  Theban,  and  one  or  more  of 
Shepherds.  Ixwer  Egypt,  and  especially  its  eastern 
part,  must  have  been  in  the  hands  of  the  latter. 
The  land  of  Goshen  was  in  the  eastern  part  of  I^wer 
Egypt :  it  was  wholly  under  the  control  of  the  op- 
pressors, whose  capital,  or  royal  residence,  at  least 
in  the  case  of  the  Pharaoh  of  the  Exodus,  lay  very 
near  to  it.  Manetho,  according  to  the  transcript 
of  Africanus,  speaks  of  three  Shepherd-dynasties, 
the  XVth,  XVIth,  and  XVIIth,  the  last  of  which, 
according  to  the  present  text,  was  of  Shepherds  and 
Thebans,  but  this  is  probably  incorrect,  and  the 
dynasty  should  rather  be  considered  as  of  Shepherds 
alone.  It  is  difficult  to  choose  between  these  three : 
a  passage  in  Isaiah,  however,  which  has  been 
strangely  overlooked,  seems  to  afford  an  indication 
which  narrows  the  choice.  "  My  people  went 
down  aforetime  into  Egypt  to  sojourn  there;  and 
the  AssjTian  oppressed  them  without  cause  "  (lii. 
4).  This  indicates  that  the  oppressor  was  an 
Assyrian,  and  therefore  not  of  the  XVth  dynasty, 
which,  according  to  Manetho,  in  the  epitomes,  was 
of  Phijenicians,  and  opfjosed  to  the  Assyrians  (.Jo- 
seph, c.  Apkm.  i.  14).  Among  tlie  names  of  kings 
of  this  period  in  the  Royal  Turin  Papyrus  (ed.  Wil- 
kuison)  are  two  which  apjjcar  to  be  Assyrian,  so 
that  we  may  reasonably  supjwse  that  some  of  the 
foreign  rulers  wei'e  of  that  race.  It  is  not  jwssible 
at  present  to  decide  whether  they  were  of  the  XVIth 
or  the  XVIIth  dynasty.  It  cannot  be  objected 
to  the  explanation  we  have  ofTered  that  the  title 
Pharaoh  is  applied  to  the  kings  connected  with  the 
Israelites,  and  that  they  must  therefore  have  been 
natives,  for  it  is  almost  certaui  that  at  least  some  of 
the  Shepherd-kings  were  Egyptianized,  like  Joseph, 
who  received  an  Egyptian  name,  and  Moses,  who 
was  supposed  by  the  daughters  of  Jethro  to  be  an 
Egyptian  (Ex.  ii.  19).  It  has  Wn  urged  by  the 
opponents  of  the  chronological  scliemes  that  place 
the  Exodus  before  the  later  part  of  the  fourteenth 
century  ii.  c,  that  the  conquests  of  the  Pharaohs 
of  the  XVIIIth,  XlXth,  and  XXth  dynasties  would 
have  involved  collisions  with  the  Israelites  had  tliey 
been  in  those  times  already  established  in  Palestine, 
whereas  neither  the  Bible  nor  the  monuments  of 
Egypt  indicate  any  such  event.  It  has  been  over- 
looked by  the  advocates  of  the  Rabbinical  date  of 
the  Exodus  that  the  absence  of  any  positive  Pales- 
tinian names,  except  that  of  the  Philistines,  in  the 
lists  of  peoples  and  places  subject  to  these  Pharaohs, 
and  in  the  records  of  their  wars,  entirely  destroys 
their  argument,  for  while  it  shows  that  they  did 
lot  conqter  Palestine,  it  makes  it  impossible  for  us 
to  decide  on  Egyptian  evidence  whether  the  He- 
brews were  then  in  that  country  or  not.  Shishak's 
list,  on  the  contrary,  presents  several  well-known 
names  of  towns  in  Palestine,  (jesides  that  of  the 
kingdom  of  Judah.  The  policy  of  the  Plianiohs,  as 
previously  explained,  is  the  key  to  their  conduct 
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towards  the  Israelites.  At  the  same  time  the  char- 
acter of  the  portions  of  the  Bible  relating  to  this 
{leriod  prevents  our  being  sure  that  the  l^yptians 
may  not  have  passed  through  the  country,  and  even 
put  the  Israelites  to  tribute.  It  is  illustrative  of 
the  whole  question  under  consideration,  that  in 
the  most  flourisliing  days  of  the  sole  kingdom  of 
Israel,  a  Pharaoh  should  have  marched  unopposed 
into  Palestine  and  captured  the  Canaanite  city 
Gezer  at  no  great  distance  from  Jerusalem,  and  that 
this  should  be  merely  incidentally  mentioned  at  a 
later  time  instead  of  being  noticed  in  the  regular 
course  of  the  nan-ative  (1  K.  ix.  15,  16). 

The  main  arguments  for  the  Rabbinical  or  latest 
date  of  the  Exodus  have  been  discussed  in  a  previous 
article  (Chrokology).  The  objections  to  a  much 
earlier  date,  that  of  b.  c.  1652,  may  be  considered 
as  favorable  to  the  latest  rather  than  to  Usher's  date, 
although  not  unfavorable  to  both.  The  main 
objection  to  these,  in  our  opinion,  is  that  the  details 
of  the  Biblical  narrative  do  not,  even  with  the  utmost 
latitude  of  interpretation,  agree  with  the  history 
of  the  country  if  the  Exodus  be  supposed  to  have 
taken  place  under  the  XVIIIth  or  XlXth  dynasty. 
As  to  the  account  of  the  Exodus  given  by  IManetho, 
it  was  confessedly  a  mere  popular  story,  for  he 
admitted  it  was  not  a  part  of  the  Egyptian  records, 
but  a  tale  of  uncertain  authorship  (Owip  aiv  6 
tHaviduiv  ovK  (K  rcov  Trap'  AlyvTrTiois  ypa/j-fidTuv, 
a.K\'  cis  avrhs  a>fJio\6yr]Kev,  in  tuv  a.SeaTr6T0>s 
fxvOoKoyovfievwv  trpoffTfOfiKfy,  k.  t.  \.  Joseph,  c. 
Apion.  i.  16).  A  critical  exammation  shows  that  it 
cannot  claim  to  be  a  veritable  tradition  of  the  Exo- 
dus :  it  is  indeed,  if  based  on  any  such  tradition,  so 
distorted  that  it  is  impossible  to  be  sure  thiit  it 
relates  to  the  king  to  whose  reign  it  is  assigned. 
Yet  upon  the  supposition  that  the  king  is  really 
Menptah,  son  of  Rameses  II.,  the  advocates  of  the 
Rabbinical  date  entirely  base  their  adjustment  of 
Hebrew  with  Egyptian  history  at  this  jjeriod. 

The  history  of  the  XVIIIth,  XlXth,  and  XXth 
dynasties  is  that  of  the  P^gyptian  empire.  Aahmes, 
the  head  of  the  first  of  these  (b.  c.  cir.  1525),  over- 
threw the  power  of  the  Shepherds,  and  proliably 
expelled  them.  Queen  Amen-nemt  and  Thothmes 
II.  and  III.  are  the  earliest  sovereigns  of  whom 
great  monuments  remain  in  the  temple  of  El- 
Karnak,  the  chief  sanctuary  of  Thebes.  The  last 
of  these  rulers  was  a  great  foreign  conqueror,  and 
reduced  Nineveh,  and  perhaps  Babylon  also,  to  his 
sway.  Amenoph  III.,  his  great-grandson,  states 
on  scarabsei,  struck  apparently  to  commemorate  his 
marriage,  that  his  northern  boundary  was  in  ileso- 
potamia,  his  southern  m  Kara  (L'holoeV).  By  him 
was  raised  the  great  temple  on  the  west  bank  at 
Thel)e8,  the  site  of  which  is  now  only  mai-ked  by 
the  gigantic  pair,  the  A'ocal  Mennion  and  its  fel- 
low. The  head  of  liie  XlXth  dynasty,  Sethee  I.,  or 
Sethos,  B.  C.  cir.  1340,  wageti  great  foreign  wan, 
particularly  with  tlie  Hittites  of  the  valley  of  the 
(>ronte8,  whose  capital  Ketesh,  situate  near  Emeso, 
he  captured.  By  him  tlie  great  hy|X)style  hall  oi 
El-Karnak  was  liuilt,  and  on  its  northern  wall  is  a 
most  interesting  series  of  bas-reliefs  recording  his 
successes,  His  son  Rameses  II.  was  the  most  illus- 
trious of  the  Pharaohs.  If  he  did  not  exceed  all 
others  in  foreign  conquests,  he  far  outshone  them  in 
the  grandeur  and  Ijeauty  of  the  temples  with  which, 
he  adorned  l'<vpt  and  Nuhia.  His  chief  camjtfugn 
was  against  the  Hittites  and  a  great  confedenwy 
they  had  formed.  He  defeated  their  army,  capt- J 
ureil  Ketesh,  and  forced  them  to  conclude  a  treatjf , 
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with  him,  though  this  last  object  does  not  seem  to 
tave  been  immediately  attained.  Menptah,  the  son 
and  successor  of  Kameses  II.,  is  supposed  by  the 
advocates  of  the  Rabbinical  date  of  the  I'jcodus  to 
have  been  the  Pharaoh  in  whose  time  the  Israelites 
went  out.  One  other  king  of  this  [jeriod  nmst  be 
noticed,  Rameses  III.,  o!'  the  XXth  dynasty,  b.  o. 
cir.  1200.  who«e  conquests,  recorded  on  the  walls  of 
his  grea\,  oemple  of  Medeenet  Haboo  in  western 
Thebes,  seem  to  have  been  not  less  important  than 
those  of  Rameses  II.  The  most  remarkable  of  the 
sculptures  commemorating  them  represents  a  naval 
victory  in  the  Mediterranean,  ipiined  by  the  Egypt- 
ian fleet  over  that  of  the  Tokkaree,  probably  the 
Carians,  and  Shairetana  (Khairetana)  or  Cretans. 
Other  Shairetana,  whom  we  take  to  correspond  to 
the  Cherethim  of  Scripture,  serve  in  the  ligyptian 
forces.  This  king  also  subdued  the  Philistines  and 
the  Rebu  (Lebu),  or  Lubim,  to  the  west  of  Egypt. 
Under  his  successors  the  power  of  Egypt  evidently 
declined,  and  towards  the  close  of  the  dynasty  the 
country  seems  to  have  feJlen  into  anarchy,  the  high- 
priests  of  Amen  having  usiu-jjed  regal  power  at 
Thebes,  and  a  Ix)wer  Egyptian  dynasty,  the  XXIst, 
having  arisen  at  Tanis.     Probably  the  Egyptian 
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princess  who  became  Solomon's  wife  was  a  daughter 
of  a  late  king  of  the  Tanite  dynasty.  Tlie  head  of 
the  XXIId  dynasty,  Sheshonk  I.,  the  Shishak 
of  the  Bible,  restored  the  unity  of  the  kingdom, 
and  revived  the  credit  of  the  Egyptian  arms,  b.  c. 
cir.  990.  Early  in  his  reign  he  received  Jero- 
boam, the  enemy  of  Solomon  (1  K.  xi.  40),  and 
perhaps  it  was  by  his  advice  that  he  afterwards 
attacked  Judah.  It  is  doubtful,  however,  whether 
Jerolwam  did  not  suffer  by  the  invasion  as  well  as 
Rehoboam.  On  the  outside  of  the  south  wall  of  the 
temple  of  El-Karnak  is  a  list  of  the  conquests  of 
Sheshonk  I.,  comprising  "the  kingdom  of  Judah," 
and  several  Hebrew  towns,  some  of  which  must  have 
been  taken  from  .Jeroboam.  [Shishak.]  I'robably 
his  successor,  Osorkon  I.,  is  the  Zerah  of  Scripture, 
defeated  by  Asa.  The  army  that  Zerah  led  can 
only  liave  been  that  of  Egypt,  and  his  overthrow 
will  explain  the  decline  of  the  house  of  Sheshonk. 
[Zerah.]  Egypt  makes  no  figure  in  Asiatic  history 
during  theXXIIId  and  XXIV'th  dynasties:  under 
the  XX  Vth  it  regained,  in  part  at  least,  its  ancient 
importance.  This  was  an  Ethiopian  line,  the  war- 
like sovereigns  of  which  strove  to  the  utmost  to 
repel  the  onward  stride  of  Assyria.     So,  whom  we 
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are  disposed  to  identify  with  Shebek  11.  or  Sebichus, 
the  second  Ethiopian,  rather  than  with  Shebek  I. 
or  Sabaco,  the  first,  made  an  alliance  with  Hoshea 
the  last  king  of  Israel.  [So.]  Tehrak  or  Tirhakah, 
the  third  of  this  house,  advanced  against  Sennach- 
erib in  support  of  Hezekiah.  [Tikhakah.]  After 
this,  a  native  dynasty  again  occupied  the  throne, 
the  XXVIth,  of  Saite  kings.  Psametek  I.  or  Psam- 
metichus  I.  (b.  c.  6G4),  who  may  be  regarded  as  the 
head  of  this  dynasty,  warred  in  Palestine,  and  took 
Ashdod,  Azotus,  after  a  si^e  of  twenty-nine  years 
(Herod,  ii.  157).  Probably  it  was  held  by  an  Assyr- 
ian garrison,  having  been  previously  taken  from  the 
Egyptians  by  Sargon  (Is.  xx.).  Neku  or  Xecho,  the 
son  of  Psamnietichus,  continued  the  war  in  the  East, 
and  marched  along  the  coast  of  Palestine  to  attack 
the  king  of  Assyria.  At  jNIegiddo  Josiah  encount- 
ered him  (B.  c.  608-7),  notwithstanding  the  remon- 
strance of  the  Egyptian  king,  wliich  is  very  iUustra- 
tiveof  the  policy  of  the  Pharaohs  in  the  East  (2  Chr. 
XXXV.  21)  no  less  than  is  his  lenient  conduct  after  the 
defeat  and  death  of  the  king  of  Judah.  The  army  of 
Necho  was  after  a  short  space  routed  at  Carchemish 
by  Nebuchadnezzar,  a.  c.  G05— 4  (Jer.  xlvi.  1,.  We 
read  of  a  time  not  long  subsequent  that  "  the  king 


of  Egypt  came  not  again  any  more  out  of  his 
land :  for  the  king  of  Babylon  had  taken  from  the 
river  of  Egypt  unto  the  river  Euphrates  all  that 
pertained  to  the  king  of  Egypt"  (2  K.  xxiv.  7). 
[Phakaoh-Nkcho.]  The  second  successor  of 
Necho,  Apries,  or  Pharaoh-Hophra,  sent  his  army 
into  Palestine  to  the  aid  of  Zedekiah  (Jer.  xxxvii. 
5,  7,  11),  so  that  the  siege  of  Jerusalem  was 
raised  for  a  time,  and  kindly  received  the  fugitives 
from  the  captured  city.  He  seems  to  have  been 
afterwards  attacked  by  Nebuchadnezzar  in  l;:s  own 
country.  There  is,  however,  no  certain  account  of 
a  complete  subjugation  of  Egypt  by  the  king  of 
Babylon,  and  it  is  probable  that  the  prophecies  of 
Ezekiel  (for  the  fulfillment  of  which  commentators 
have  looked  to  this  time)  refer  to  a  later  period, 
and  chiefly  to  tlie  conquest  by  Cambyses  and  the 
calamities  which  followed  the  revolt  of  Inaros. 
[Pharaoh-Hophka.]  Amasis,  the  successor  of 
Apries,  had  a  long  and  prosperous  rei<jn,  and  taking 
advantage  of  the  weakness  and  fall  of  Babylon 
somewhat  restoi-ed  the  weight  of  Egypt  in  the  East. 
But  the  nmr  power  of  Persia  was  to  prove  even 
more  terrible  to  his  house  than  Babylon  had  been 
to  the  house  of  Psammetichus ;  and  the  son  of 
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Atnasis  had  reigned  but  six  months  when  Cambyses 
reduced  the  country  to  the  condition  of  a  province 
of  his  en)pire,  u.  c.  625. 

It  is  not  necessary  here  to  give  an  outhne  of  the 
subsequent  history  of  Egypt.  Its  connection  with 
the  history  and  Hterature  of  the  Jews  is  discussed 
in  the  articles  on  the  Greek  kings  of  Egypt 
[Ptoi.eaiy]  and  Alkxanuuia.  The  relation  of 
Egypt  and  Palestine  during  the  period  from  the 
accession  of  tlie  first  Ptolemy  until  the  age  of  the 
Apostles  is  full  of  interest,  but  it  does  not  offer  any 
serious  difficulties  that  require  it  to  be  here  dis- 
cussed. It  would  not  be  within  the  province  of 
this  article  to  enter  ujxin  a  general  consideration 
of  the  prophecies  relating  to  Egypt :  we  must,  how- 
ever, draw  the  reader's  attention  to  their  remark- 
able fulfillment.  The  visitor  to  the  country  needs 
not  to  be  reminded  of  them:  every wliere  he  is 
struck  by  the  precision  with  which  they  have  come 
to  pass.  We  have  ah-eady  spoken  of  the  physical 
changes  which  have  verified  to  the  letter  the  words 
of  Isaiah.  In  like  manner  we  recognize,  for  in- 
stance, in  the  singular  disappearance  of  the  city  of 
Memphis  and  its  temples  in  a  country  where  several 
primeval  towns  yet  stand,  and  scarce  any  ancient 
site  is  unmarked  by  temples,  the  fulfillment  of 
the  words  of  Jeremiah  :  "  Noph  shall  be  waste 
and  desolate  without  an  inhabitant "  (xlvi.  19),  and 
those  of  Iilzekiel,  "  Thus  saith  the  Lord  God ;  I  will 
also  destroy  the  idols,  and  I  will  cause  [their] 
images  to  cease  out  of  Noph  "  (xxx.  13).  Not  less 
signally  are  the  words  immediately  following  the 
last  quotation  —  "  And  there  shall  be  no  more  a 
prince  of  the  land  of  Egypt"  (/.  c.)  —  fulfilled  in 
the  history  of  the  country,  for  from  the  second 
Persian  conquest,  more  than  two  thousand  years 
ago,  until  our  own  days,  not  one  native  ruler  has 
occupied  the  throne. 

Literature.  —  The  following  are  the  most  useful 
works  upon  Egypt,  excepting  such  as  relate  to  its 
modern  history :  for  a  very  full  list  of  the  Uterature 
of  the  subject  the  reader  is  referred  to  Jolowicz's 
(Dr.  H.)  Bi/jliotheca  yEffijpliaca,  1858  [and  Sup- 
plement I.,  1801].  Egypt  generally:  JJescnption 
de  I'lSnypte,  2d  ed.  1821-9;  KncijcUrjxBdia  Britnn- 
nica,  8th  ed.  art.  Egypt.  Description,  Productions, 
and  TojKJgraphy:  Abd-.\llatif,  lielationcle  t^gyjite, 
ed.  Silvestre  de  Sacy,  1810;  D'Anville,  Memoires 
sur  I'Ef/ypte,  1766;  Helzoni  (G.),  Nan-atite  of 
Operaiiims,  1820;  Brugsch  (H.),  Geographhche 
Insduiflen  altagyptisclier  Denkmaler,  1857  [-60]  ; 
Beiseberichie  atis  ./Egypten,  1855;  ChampoUion  le 
Jeune,  L'^gypte  sous  les  Pharaons,  1814;  Let- 
tres  ecrites  pendant  son  Voyage  en  £gypte,  2de  ^d. 
18.3.3;  Ehrenberg,  Ch.  G.,  uiid  Hemprich,  F.  \V., 
Naturgesvhichiliche  Jieisen  —  Reisen  in  .^Egypten, 
&c.,  1828  —  Symbolu}  Physicw,  1829-1845 ;  Forskal, 
Pt.,  D-scrtplioties  Animrdium,  &c.,  1775-6;  Flora 
jEgyptinco-arabica,  1775;  Harris,  A.  C,  Iliero- 
glypiiicnl  Sfamlards,  1852;  Linant  de  Bellefonds, 
Memoire  sur  le  Lac  de  Mceris,  1843 ;  Makreezee 
e!-Takee-ed-deen,  Khitat:  Quatremi-re,  E.,  Me- 
moires Geographiques  et  Historiques,  1811 ;  Kus- 
segger,  Reisen,  1841-8 ;  Vyse,  H.,  Col.,  and  Perring, 
J.  S.,  Pyramids  of  Gizeh,  1839-42;  Perring,  J. 
S.,  58  Large  rietc.%  <fc.,  ffthe  Pyramids  of  Gizeh  ; 
Wilkinson,  Sir  J.  G.,  Modern  Egypt  and  Thebes, 
1843;  Ilamlbookfor  Egypt,  2d  ed.  1858;  Survey 
of  Thebes  (plan);  On  the  Eastern  Desert,  Journ. 
Geogr.  Soc.  ii.  1832,  p.  28  ff.  M(^uniente  and 
Inscriptions:  ChampoUion  le  Jeune,  Monuments, 
1829-47;  Notices  descriptives,  1844;  I^epsius,  R. 
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Denkmaler,  1849,  in  progress  [plates  completed  iu 
12  vols,  in  1859] ;  l^tronne,  J.  A.,  Recudl  dcs 
insa-iptions  grecques  et  latines  d'EgyjJte,  1842; 
Koselliiii,  Mormmenti ;  Select  Papyii,  1844.  Lan- 
guage: Brugsch,  H.,  Ch'amnmire  Jjemotifjuc,  1855; 
ChampoUion  le  Jeune,  Gravimaire  Egyptienne, 
1836-41;  Dictionnaire  Egyptien,  1841;  Encyc. 
Brit.  8th  ed.  art.  Hieroglyphics ;  Parthey,  G., 
Vocabularium  Optico-Laliiium,  &c. ;  Peyron,  A., 
Grammutica  Lingiue  Copticis,  1841 ;  Lexicon, 
1835 ;  Schwartze,  M.  G.,  Das  Alte  ^gyirien,  1843. 
Ancient  Chronology,  History,  and  Planners :  Bun- 
sen,  C.  C.  J.,  Egypt's  Place,  vol.  i.-iii.  1848-59  [vol. 
iv.  1860,  vol.  v.  1807] ;  Cory,  I.  P.,  Ancient  Frag- 
ments, 2d  ed.  1832 ;  Herodotus,  ed.  [trans.]  Pawlin- 
son,  vols,  i.-iii. ;  Hengstenberg,  E.  W.,  Egypt  and 
the  Books  of  Moses,  1843;  Ideler,  L.,  Handbuch 
der  Chronologie,  1825;  Lepsius,  R.,  Chroiwlogie 
der  jEgypter,  vol.  i.  1849 ;  Konigsbuch  der  alten 
^gypter,  1858 ;  Poole,  R.  S.,  //wee  ^gyptiacee, 
1851;  Wilkinson,  Sir  J.  G.,  Manners  and  Customs 
of  the  Ancient  Egyptians,  1837,  1841:  Pojmlar 
Account  of  the  Ancient  Egyptians,  1855.  To  these 
must  be  added,  for  the  manners  of  the  modem 
inhabitants:  Lane,  E.  W.,  Modern  Egyptians,  ed. 
1842  [new  ed.  1861] ;  Thmisnnd  and  One  Nights, 
2d  ed.,  by  E.  S.  Poole,  1859 ;  Poole,  INIrs.,  English- 
vxmian  in  Egypt,  1844.  It  is  impossible  to  specify 
a  large  number  of  valuable  papers  by  Dr.  Hincks, 
Mr.  Birch,  M.  de  Roug^,  and  others.     R.  S.  P. 

*  Since  the  first  puUication  of  Mr.  Poole's  arti- 
cle, in  1860,  numerous  works  have  appeared  in  al- 
most every  department  of  Egyptology,  of  which  the 
following  are  the  more  imjwrtant :  — 

Language.  —  Brugsch,  H.,  Hieroglyphisch-De- 
motisches  Worterbuch,  1867.  This  is  a  scientific 
arrangement  of  the  most  common  words  and  groups 
of  both  the  sacred  and  the  jwpular  languages  of  an- 
cient Egypt,  with  definitions  in  French,  (ierman, 
and  Arabic,  and  a  statement  of  their  affinities  with 
corresponding  words  of  the  Coptic.  Rouge,  Vi- 
A)mte  Emmanuel  de,  Chrestomathie  Egyptienne,  a 
selection  of  Egyptian  texts,  translated  and  accom- 
panied with  a  running  commentary;  also  a  gram- 
matical compendium.  Birch,  S.,  Dictionary  of 
Hieroglyphics,  Hieroghjphic  Grammar,  and  selected 
Kgyj)tian  Texts ;  published  in  vol.  v.  of  Bunsen's 
Egypt's  Place.  The  same  volume  contains  Profes- 
sor Dietrich's  Comparisim  of  the  Old  Egyptian 
ami  Semitic  Roots,  and  Bunsen's  Comparison  of 
Old  and  New  Egyptian  Words  uith  the  Semitic 
ami  Iranian.  Brugsch,  H.,  A.  Henry  Rhind's 
zwei  bilingue  Papyri,  hieratisch  und  demotisch, 
1865.  The  same,  translatetl  by  Dr.  S.  Bircli,  1863. 
Lepsius,  Richard,  Das  bilingue  Dekret  run  Kan- 
opus,  1867.  This  is  an  inscription  of  tlie  ninth 
year  of  Ptolemy  III.  luiergetes  I.  found  at  Tanis, 
in  1866.  It  contains  37  lines  of  hieroglyphics, 
and  76  lines  of  Greek,  both  in  excellent  jireserva- 
tion.  This  addition  to  the  i:gypto-(5reek  vocab- 
ulary confirms  the  previous  reading  of  the  hiero- 
glyphics by  the  sdiool  of  Chamf)ollion.  The  same 
inscription  has  been  pubUshed  by  Dr.  S.  I-eo 
Reinisch  and  E.  R.  Roesler,  under  the  title  Die 
zweisprachige  Inschrifl  von  Tanis,  IHGl.  Cliabas, 
F.,  L' Inscription  Hieroglyphique  de  Rosette,  an- 
alysee  et  coniparee  a  la  Versi(m  Grecqve,  1867. 
This  new  translation  of  the  Rosetta  inscriiition  U 
made  for  the  puqiose  of  philological  comparison 
with  that  of  Tanis.  A  valuable  Ilgypto-Greek 
glossary  is  appended  to  the  text. 

Monuments     and     Inscriptums.  —  Diimichen, 
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Johannes,  AUdgyptische  Tempelinschriflen,  espe- 
cially from  Edf'u,  and  the  famous  battle-scenes 
of  Karnak,  and  the  triumphal  gates  of  Medinet- 
Habu,  1867.  Roug^,  E.  de,  Eecherches  sur  les 
Monuments  qu'on  jteut  atlribuer  aux  six  premieres 
Dynasties  de  Manethon,  1866;  a  work  of  chron- 
ological value.  Leemans,  Dr.  C,  Monuments 
J^pyptiens  du  Musee  d"  Antiquites  des  Pays-Bus  a 
Leide ;  Monuments  de  la  Vie  Civile,  1866.  Brugsch, 
H.,  Hecutil  de  Monuments  Eyyptiens,  1862-63. 
Eeinisch,  S.,  Die  ^yyptischen  Denkmdler  in  Mir- 
amar,  1865.  These  antiquities  are  chiefly  fune- 
real. Khind,  A.  Henry,  Thebes,  its  Toinbs  and 
their  Tenants,  1862.  Clark,  Edward  L.,  Duleth, 
or  the  Homestead  of  the  Nations,  1864,  a  popular 
account  of  Egyptian  discoveries. 

History  aiid  Geography.  —  Diimichen,  J.,  Geo- 
graphische  Inschriften  altdgyptischer  Denhndler, 
1865,  and  Hisiorische  Inschriften  altdgyptischer 
Denkmdler,  1867.  Brugsch,  H.,  Histoire  (lEgypte, 
vol.  i.  1859,  comprising  Egypt  under  her  native 
sovereigns ;  vol.  ii.  is  now  in  press.  Hartmann,  Dr. 
R.,  Geographie  und  Naturgeschichte  der  Nil- 
Idnder,  1865.  Kremer,  AUred  von,  ^gypten; 
Physische  Geographie,  Uthnographie,  Agrikultur, 
186-3.  This  work  is  devoted  chiefly  to  modern 
Egypt.  Parthey,  G.,  Zur  Erdkunde  des  alten 
■^gyptens,  1859 ;  with  maps  according  to  Herodo- 
tus, Strabo,  Ptolemy,  PUny,  and  other  ancient  au- 
thorities. Petherick,  John,  i'^gypt,  the  Soudan, 
and  Central  Africa,  1861.  Chabas,  F.,  Voyage 
d'un  Egyplien  en  Syrie,  en  Phenicie,  en  Palestine, 
au  XI  V>"«  si'ecle  avani  notre  ere,  traduction  an- 
alytique  d'un  papyrus  du  Musee  Britannique, 
1866. 

Chronology.  —  Hincks,  E.,  On  the  Various  Years 
and  Months  in  use  among  the  Egyptians,  1865. 
Lauth,  Fr.  Jos.,  Der  30  Dynastieen  Manetho's, 
von  Menes  bis  Amosis,  1865.  Brugsch,  H.,  Ala- 
teriaux  pour  servir  a  la  Reconstruction  du  Calen- 
drier  des  Anciens  Egyptiens,  1864.  Palmer,  Wil- 
liam, Egyptian  Chronicles,  with  a  Harmony  of 
Sacred  and  Egyptian  Chronology;  —  an  attempt 
to  revive  the  authority  of  the  "  Old  Chronicle," 
and  to  tLx  the  era  of  Menes  at  2224  u.  c,  about 
the  time  of  Terah.  Henne  von  Sargans,  Dr.  An- 
ton, Manethos,  die  Origines  unserer  Geschichte 
und  Chronologie,  1865;  a  highly  fanciful  work. 
Lieblein,  J.,  ACgyjHische  Chronologic,  1863.  Lep- 
sius,  R.,  ijber  einige  Beriihrungspunkte  der 
Agyptischen,  Criechischen,  und  Itumischen  Chro- 
nologie, 1859.  Also,  by  the  same,  a  monograph, 
Uberdie  Manethonische  Bestimmung  des  Umfangs 
der  Agyptischen  Geschichte,  1857.  Diimichen,  J., 
AUdgyptische  Kalendeiinschriften,  1866.  Smyth, 
C.  Piazzi,  Life  and  Work  at  the  Great  Pyramid, 
1867.  Professor  Smyth,  of  the  University  of 
Edinburgh,  and  Astronomer-Royal  for  Scotland, 
spent  the  months  of  Januaiy,  February,  March, 
and  April,  1865,  at  the  Great  Pyramid,  devoting 
his  whole  attention  to  mathematical  measurements 
and  astronomical  observations..-  For  this  work  he 
had  prepared  himself  by  a  careful  study  of  all  pre- 
vious measurements  and  observations,  and  he  was 
furnished  with  the  best  instruments  of  modem 
science.  His  results,  in  the  main  confirming,  and 
in  some  points  correcting,  those  of  Col.  Howard 
Vyse  and  Mr.  Perring,  are  of  scientific  value,  and 
may  hereafter  contribute  to  the  settlement  of  chron- 
ological and  historical  questions,  though  their  au- 
,  thority  is  weakened  by  the  fanciful  and  extravagant 
theories  of  the  author.     So  exact  is  the  orientation 
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of  the  Great  Pyramid  that  Professor  Smyth  found 
the  difterence  between  the  direction  of  its  entrance 
passage  and  the  present  astronomical  meridian  tc 
be  less  than  5'.  His  determination  of  the  latitude 
of  the  pyramid  is  29°  58'  51".  He  regards  the 
whole  structure  as  a  symbolical  standard  for  a  uni- 
versal metrology,  anticipating  by  thousands  of  years 
the  exactest  determinations  of  modern  science, — 
"  the  linear  standard  founded  on  the  earth's  axis 
of  rotation;  the  weight  and  capacity  measure  on 
an  employment  of  the  whole  earth's  mean  density ; 
the  temperature  standard  on  the  mean  surface  tem- 
perature of  the  whole  e.irth ;  and  the  time  stand- 
ard on  the  precession  of  the  equinoxes,  assisted  by 
meridian  observations  combining  a  well-chosen  polar 
with  an  equatorial  star."  AU  these  standards 
Professor  Smyth  believes  that  he  has  found  ex- 
pressed in  the  form,  materials,  and  proportions  of 
the  entrance  passage,  the  king's  chamber,  and  the 
cofter  therein  contained;  and  he  traces  to  this 
source  the  Hebrew  cubit,  and  the  dimensions  of  the 
sacred  ark  and  the  molten  sea.  A  metrology  so 
recondite  and  exact,  the  Professor  ascribes  to  a  di- 
vine inspiration  hi  the  mind  of  the  original  archi- 
tect or  founder  of  the  pyramid.  The  date  of  the 
pyramid  he  fixes  upon  astronomical  grounds  at 
2170  B.  c.  Following  the  theory  of  Sir  John 
Herschel  that  a  Dracunis  was  the  star  to  which 
the  builders  of  the  pyramid  had  reference  in  the 
angle  or  dip  of  its  entrance  or  tube,  he  finds  that 
this  star  was  in  the  prescribed  position  at  about 
2200  u.  c.  and  3400  b.  c;  but  at  the  former 
date  the  Pleiades,  whose  "  sweet  influences  "  were 
so  notetl  among  the  ancients,  were  also  crossing  the 
meridian  above  the  pole,  and  from  a  comparison  of 
the  right  ascension  and  declination  of  t)  Tauri 
with  the  right  ascension  and  north  polar  distance 
of  a  Draconis,  he  reaches  the  mean  date  of  2170 

B.   C. 

But  if  the  builder  of  the  Great  Pyramid  was 
the  Souphis  or  Chefre  of  Manetho's  fourth  dynasty, 
this  date  would  place  Menes  at  nearly  3000  b.  c, 
long  before  the  flood,  according  to  the  Hebrew 
chronology.  Prof.  Smyth  endeavors  to  meet  this 
ditticulty  by  inqjeaching  Manetho's  list;  and,  fol- 
lowing Mr.  AV'illiam  Csburn  in  his  Monumental 
History  of  I'-'gypt,  he  abbreviates  and  condenses 
the  earlier  dynasties.  But  monumental  evidences 
unknown  to  Osburn,  and  overlooked  by  Smyth, 
point  to  a  different  conclusion.  The  most  impor- 
tant recent  additions  to  the  materials  of  Egyptian 
Chronology  are  the  "  Tablet  of  Memphis  or  Sak- 
ktrah  "  discovered  by  M.  ilariette,  and  the  "  <Se- 
thos  Tablet,''  discovered  at  Abydos  by  ^[.  Diimi- 
chen. These  tablets,  collated  with  each  other  and 
with  the  Turin  papyrus,  furnish  an  almost  un- 
broken list  of  kings  from  Menes  to  Sethos  I.  Lep- 
sius,  Brugsch,  and  others,  place  Sethos  I.  about  the 
middle  of  the  15th  century  before  Christ  ;  Mr. 
Poole,  a  century  later,  in  1340  b.  c.  But  even 
this  latter  date  will  require  that  Egyptian  chronol- 
ogy be  carried  back  somewhat  beyond  the  Umit? 
assigned  in  the  foregoing  article,  in  order  to  pro- 
vide for  the  seventy-six  consecutive  reigns  from 
Menes  to  Sethos.  That  these  reigns  are  to  be 
taken  consecutively,  the  tablet  of  Sethos  I.  clearly 
indicates.  This  monarch,  accompanied  by  his  son 
Rameses,  is  offering  homage  to  his  royal  predeces- 
sors, whose  cartouches  are  arranged  in  three  par- 
allel lines,  that  of  Menes  heading  the  first  column ; 
and  wherever  the  hst  can  be  verifietl  by  a  compar- 
ison with  other  monuments,  the  order  of  the  car 


688 


EGYPTIAN 


touches  is  found  to  be  strictly  historical.  This 
iablet  must  be  accepted  as  an  official  list  of  the 
regular  and  legitimate  dynasties  of  old  J'^ypt,  as 
these  were  recognized  at  the  beginning  of  tlie  nine- 
teenth dynasty.  The  tablets  of  Sakkarah  and 
Sethos,  with  the  Turin  papyrus,  fiU  out  the  earlier 
dynasties  with  great  completeness  and  accuracy; 
and  an  average  for  the  seventy-six  reigns  prior  to 
Sethos  I.  wLU  place  Menes  at  least  3000  b.  c. 
Thus  monumental  data  for  the  determination  of 
Egyptian  chronology  are  accumulating,  and  the 
conclusions  of  IVIr.  Poole  should  be  held  in  sus- 
pense until  some  surer  light  is  gained. 

Religion.  —  Sharpe,  Samuel,  Egyptian  Mythol- 
ogy and  Egyptian  Christianity,  1803.  Lepsius, 
K.,  yElteste  Texte  des  Todtenbuchs,  1867.  Kougd, 
E.  de,  Le  Rituel  Funeraire  des  Anciens  Egypi- 
iens,  1866.  Chabas,  F.,  Le  Cho2»tre  VI.  du 
Rituel  Egypiien,  1863.  Pleyte,  W.,  Etude  sur  le 
Chapitre  125  du  Rituel  Funeraire,  1866.  Birch, 
S.,  The  Funereal  Riliud,  the  first  complete  trans- 
lation of  this  important  text-book  of  the  Egyptian 
foith  ;  see  vol.  v.  of  Bunsen's  Egypt's  Place  in 
Universal  History.  Pleyte,  W.,  La  Religion  des 
Pre- Israelites,  1862.  Beauregard,  Ollivier,  Les 
Divinites  Egyptiennes,  lew  Origine,  leur  Culte,  et 
son  Ex])ansion  dmis  le  Monde,  1866.  The  work  of 
Dr.  Lepsius  is  based  chiefly  upon  the  inscriptions 
of  sarcophagi  in  the  Iferhn  Museum,  and  gives  the 
earliest  known  text  of  the  Book  of  the  Dead. 
This^text,  though  much  more  brief  than  that  of 
the  Turin  papyrus,  contains  the  important  doc- 
trines of  the  immortality  of  the  soul,  the  rehabil- 
itation of  the  body,  the  judgment  of  both  good 
and  bad,  the  punishment  of  the  wicked,  the  justifi- 
cation of  the  righteous  and  their  admission  to  the 
blessed  state  of  the  gods.  These  doctrines  are 
amphfied  and  repeated  under  various  forms,  in  the 
larger  text  ti-anslated  by  Dr.  Birch. 

Valuable  articles  on  Egyptology  may  be  found 
in  the  Revue  Archeologique,  the  Journal  of  Sacred 
Literature,  the  Biblhitheca  Sacra,  the  Melanges 
^gyptologiqnes  of  M.  Chabas,  the  Transactions  of 
the  Royal  Msh  Academy,  the  Abhandlungen  der 
Akad.  d.  Wissenschaflen  zu  Berlin,  and  especially 
in  the  Zeitschrift  fiir  Agyptische  Sprache  und 
AUerthumskunde,  published  monthly  at  Berhn,  and 
edited  by  "Drs.  Lepsius  and  Brugsch.       J.  P.  T. 

EGYP'TIAN0"1?»,masc.;  nn^tt,  fern.: 
AiV^TJoj,  MyvTTTia :  'jEgyptius),  EGYPTIANS 
(Dn?n,  masc.;ni*"1?n,  fern.;  D^'^^fi : 
Aiyvirrioi,  yvvalKfs  Aiyvirrov'-  jEgyptii,  jEgyptiie 
mtdieres).  Natives  of  Egypt.  The  word  most 
commonly  rendered  Egyptians  (Mitsraim)  is  the 
name  of  the  country,  and  might  be  appropriately 
80  translated  in  many  cases.  "W.  A.  W. 

*  In  Acts  xxi.  38,  an  Eg}-ptian  is  mentioned 
who  headed  a  popular  tumult  in  the  procuratorship 
of  Felix,  whom  the  Itoman  cbiliarch  at  first  sup- 
posed might  be  Paul,  whom  he  had  rescued  from 
the  rage  of  the  .lews.  Josephus  gives  an  account 
of  the  same  Egyptian,  whom  he  likewise  re])resents 
as  having  appeared  in  the  time  of  Felix  (/i.  J.  ii. 
13,  §  5,  and  Ant.  xx.  7,  §  6).  In  some  other 
respects  the  Jewish  historian  seems  to  Ije  hardly 
less  at  variance  with  himself  in  the  two  passages, 
than  with  Luke's  accoimt.  In  B.  J.  ii.  13,  §  5, 
Josephus  relates  that  a  juggler  (y67is),  whom  he 
also  denominates  6  AlyvwTtos,  having  procured  for 
himself  the  reputation  of  a  prophet,  led  a  multitude 
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of  about  30,000  men  out  of  the  desert  to  the  Mount 
of  Olives,  and  promised  them  that  the  walls  of 
Jerusalem  would  fall  down  at  liis  command;  but 
Felix  fell  upon  them,  the  Egyptian  fled  with  a  few 
men  (fier'  oKiyuv),  most  of  his  followers  were  slain 
or  taken  prisoners,  and  the  rest  of  the  crowd  (rh 
\onrhv  irA5}0os)  dispersed.  In  his  Ant.  xx.  7,  § 
6,  Josephus  states  that  this  Egyptian  came  to 
Jerusalem,  that  he  persuaded  the  populace  to  go 
out  with  him  to  the  Mount  of  Olives,  where  he  ■ 
would  exhibit  to  them  the  wonder  before  mentioned ; 
and  then  he  speaks  of  the  attack  of  Felix,  and  in 
that  connection  says  merely  that  400  of  the  Egyp- 
tian's adherents  were  slain,  and  200  were  taken  cap- 
tive, without  adding  any  thing  further.  Tlie  points 
of  apparent  disagreement  here  are,  that  in  one  case 
the  Egyptian  brings  the  people  from  the  desert  to 
the  Mount  of  Olives,  in  the  other,  from  Jerusalem ; 
in  one  case  that  the  greater  part  of  30,000  jjeople 
are  slain  or  taken  prisoners ;  in  the  other,  that  the 
number  of  the  slain  amounts  to  only  400,  that  of 
the  prisoners  to  only  200. 

Here  now  is  an  example,  as  Tlioluck  argues 
(Glaidnciirdigkeit  der  evangel.  Gefchichte,  pp. 
169,  170),  which  shows  how  reasonable  it  is,  if  a 
writer's  general  credibility  be  acknowledged,  that 
we  should  reconcile  such  differences  by  having  re- 
course to  supposition  or  combination.  Under  this 
nile,  we  may  view  the  case  thus :  "  The  Egyptian 
at  first  had  a  band  of  sicarii  (Luke's  criitdpioi), 
and  a  rabble  had  also  attached  themselves  to  him ; 
these  people  he  leaves  behind  on  the  Mount  of 
Olives,  and  leads  thither  out  of  Jerusalem  an  ad- 
ditional crowd,  so  that  the  entire  multitude  might 
amount  to  about  30,000  men.  As  usually  haijpens 
in  such  cases,  curiosity  merely  had  drawn  t<)!;etlier 
most  of  them.  Only  a  smaller  company  belonged 
to  the  train  of  his  followers,  and  among  these  were 
the  sicarii  ;  the  attick  of  the  Romans  was  directed 
properly  against  these,  of  whom  Felix  slew  400, 
and  made  200  prisoners.  With  a  small  number, 
i.  e.,  with  the  4000  oftchom  Luke  speaks,  he  escaped 
into  the  desert ;  the  remaining  mass,  i.  e.,  rh 
v\ri0os,  of  which  the  first  passage  of  Josephus 
speaks,  dispersed.  In  this,  or  in  a  similar  way, 
the  Jewish  historian  may  be  reconciled  with  him- 
self, and  with  the  writer  of  the  Acts."  H. 

E'HI  OHM  [brother,  i.e.  friend,  of  Jehovah, 
Ges.]:  'A7x^s;  [Alex.  A^x*'^']  Echi),  head  of 
one  of  the  Benjamite  houses,  according  to  the  list 
in  Gen.  xlvi.  21,  and  son  of  Belah  according  to  the 
LXX.  version  of  that  passage.    He  seems  to  be  the 

same  as  Ahi-ram,  D'T^HM,  in  the  list  in  Num. 
xxvi.  38,  and  if  so,  Ahiram  is  probably  the  right 
name,  as  the  family  were  called  Ahiramites.  In  1 
Chr.  viii.  1,  the  same  person  seems  to  be  called 

n^n^)  Aharah,  and  ixjrhajw  also  HinS,  Ahoah, 
in  ver.  4  {'Axta,  LXX.,  and  in  Cod.  Vatic.  [?] 

'Axip<ii'),  "^^n^  ('Ax'a).  Ahiah,  ver.  7,  and  "^nW 
('A6p),  Aher,  i  Chr.  vii.  12.  Tiiese  fluctuations 
in  the  orthography  seem  to  indicate  tlmt  the  original 
copies  were  partly  effiiced  by  time  or  injury. 
[Bkchek:  Chkomclks.]  A.  C.  H. 

E'HUD  (TinN  [unim] :  ['Ad>e,]  'AdS;  [Alex. 
A/ti€i8,  nS;]  Joseph.  'HduSrjs:  Aod,  [Ah(>d]),]\ko 
Gera,  an  hereditary  name  among  the  Benjamites. 

1.  Ehud,  the  son  of  Bilhan,  and  great-grandsou 
of  Benjamin  the  Patriarch  (1  Chr.  \Ti.  10,  viii.  6). 
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2.  ['Ac65:  Aod.]  Ehud,  the  son  of  Gera  (H^S  : 
mpd-  Gera  ;  three  others  of  the  name,  Gen.  xlvi. 
21;  2  Sam.  xvi.  5;  1  Chr.  viii.  3),  of  the  tribe  of 
Benjamin  (Judg.  iii.  15,  marg.  "son  of  Jemini," 

but  vid.  Gesen.  Lex.  sub  v.  7^p^?2),  the  second 
Judge  of  the  Israehtas  (b.  c.  1336).  In  the  Bible 
he  is  not  called  a  Judge,  but  a  deliverer  (1.  c):  so 
Othniel  (Judg.  iii.  9)  and  all  the  Judges  (Neh.  ix. 
27).  As  a  Benjamite  he  was  s{)ecially  chosen  to 
destroy  Eglon,  wlio  had  established  himself  in  Jer- 
icho, which  was  included  in  the  boundaries  of  that 
tribe.  [Eglox.]  In  Josephus  he  appears  as  a 
young  man  {v^avias)-  He  was  very  strong,  and 
left-handed.  So  A.  V. ;  but  the  more  literal  ren- 
dering is,  as  in  margin,  "shut  of  his  right  hand." 
The  words  are  differently  rendered:  (1)  left- 
handed,  and  unable  to  use  his  right;  (2)  using  his 
left  hand  as  readily  as  his  right.  For  (1),  are 
Targum,  Joseph.,  Syr.  {imiMem),  Arab,  (aiidum), 
and   Jewish   writers    generally;    Cajet.,   Buxtorf, 

Parkh.,  Gesen.    {hnpeditus):    derivation   of  "^ISS 

from  I^M,  the  latter  only  in  Ps.  Ixix.  15,  where 
.it  =  to  shut.  For  (2),  LXX.  (aju(^i5e|ios),  >'ulg. 
{qui  utrdque  manu  pro  dextra  utebatur),  Corn,  a 
Lap.,  Bonfrer,  Patrick  (cf.  TrepiBe^ios,  Hom.  11. 
xxi.  163,  Hipp.  Aph.  7,  43);  Judg.  xx.  16,  sole  re- 
currence of  the  phrase,  applied  to  700  Benjamites, 
the  picked  men  of  the  army,  who  were  not  likely 
to  be  chosen  for  a  physical  defect.     As  regards  Ps. 

Ixix.  15,  it  is  urged  that  "IDS  may  =;  cwono  = 

aperio ;  hence  "^^M  =  apertm  =  expeditus,  q.  d. 
exjieditd  dextra  ;  or  if  "  clntisus,''^  clausus  dextra 
:=  ductus  dextra  =  ir€pjS«|jos,  ambidexter  (vid. 
Pol.  Stpi.).  The  feint  of  drawing  the  dagger  from 
the  right  thigh  (Judg.  iii.  21)  is  consistent  with 
either  opinion.  For  Ehud's  adventures  see  Eg- 
Lox;  and  for  the  period  of  eighty  years'  rest 
which  his  valor  is  said  to  have  procured  for  the  Is- 
raelites, see  Judges.  T.  E.  B. 

E'KER  ("^i?.^  [skrootinfj up,])erh.=onetrans- 
pilnnted,  foreiffuer]  :  'Ak6p  ;  [Comp.  'iKdp :] 
Achar),  a  descendant  of  Judah  through  the  fami- 
Ues  of  Hezron  and  Jerahmeel  (1  Chr.  ii.  27). 

EK'REBEL  i'EKpe0^\;  [Vat.  Sin.  Eype- 
/3;jA:]  Pesh.  ;L.a;-ja.^,  Ecrahat:  Vulg.  omits), 

a  place  named  in  Jud.  vii.  18  only,  as  "  near  to 
Chusi,  which  is  on  the  brook  Mochmur ;  "  appar- 
ently somewhere  in  the  hill  country  to  the  south- 
east of  the  Plain  of  Esdraelon  and  of  I)otha:in. 
The  Syriac  reading  of  the  word  points  to  the  place 
Acrabbein,  mentioned  by  Eusebius  in  the  O)iomas- 
ticon  as  the  capital  of  a  district  called  Acrabattine, 
and  still  standing  as  Akrubih,  about  6  miles  south- 
east of  Nabliis  (Shechem),  in  the  Wady  Afak/u- 
riyeh,  on  the  road  to  the  Jordan  valley  (Van  de 
Velde,  ii.  30-1,  and  Map).  Though  frequently 
mentioned  by  Josephus  {B.  J.  ii.  20,  §  4,  iii.  3, 
§  5,  &c.),  neither  the  place  nor  the  district  are 
named  in  the  Bible,  and  thev  must  not  be  con- 
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founded  with  those  of  the  same  name  in  the  south 
of  Judah.   [Akkabbim  ;  Aeabattine;  Maaleh- 

ACKAKBIM.]  G. 

EK'RON  (P'tpr?  \eradicaivm<^']:  j]  'Akk«- 
pdt/;  [1  Sam.  v.  10,"  xvii.  52ist.  Rom.  Vat.  Alex. 
'A(XKd\ci)u;  so  Rom.  Vat.  1  Sam.  vi.  16,  vii.  14; 
Jer.  XXV.  20,  FA.i  AKKapW-]  Accaron  [in  Josh. 
xix.  43,  Acron]),  one  of  the  five  towns  belonging 
to  the  lords  of  the  PhiUstines,  and  the  most  north- 
erly of  the  five  (Josh.  xiii.  3).  Like  the  other 
Philistine  cities  its  situation  was  in  the  Skefelah. 
It  fell  to  the  lot  of  Judah  (Josh.  xv.  [11,]  45,  46; 
Judg.  i.  18),  and  indeed  formed  one  of  the  land- 
marks on  his  north  border,  the  boundary  running 
from  thence  to  the  sea  at  Jabneel  ( Yebna).  We 
afterwards,  however,  find  it  mentioned  among  the 
cities  of  Dan  (Josli.  xix.  43).  But  it  mattered 
little  to  which  tribe  it  nominally  belonged,  for  be- 
fore the  monarchy  it  was  again  in  full  possession 
of  the  PhiUstines  (1  Sam.  v  10).  Ekron  was  the 
last  place  to  which  the  ark  was  carried  before  its 
return  to  Israel,  and  the  mortality  there  in  conse- 
quence seems  to  have  been  more  deadly  than  at 
either  Ashdod  or  Gath.*  From  Eki-on  to  Betii- 
SHEMESH  was  a  straight  highway.  Henceforward 
Ekron  appears  to  have  remained  uninterruptedly  in 
the  hands  of  the  Philistines  (1  Sam.  xvii.  52;  2 
K.  i.  2,  16;  Jer.  xxv.  20).  Except  the  casual 
mention  of  a  sanctuary  of  Baal-zebub  existing  there 
(2  K.  i.  2,  3,  6,  16),  there  is  nothing  to  distinguish 
Ekron  from  any  other  town  of  this  district  —  it 
was  the  scene  of  no  occurrence,  and  the  native 
place  of  no  man  of  fame  in  any  way.  The  follow- 
ing complete  the  references  to  it,  [1  Sam.  vi.  16, 
17,  vii.  14;]  Am.  i.  8;  Zeph.  ii.  4;  Zech.  ix. 
5,  7. 

'Akir,  the  modern  representative  of  Ekron,  lies 
at  about  5  miles  S.  W.  of  liamleh,  and  3  due  E. 
of  Yebna,  on  the  northern  side  of  the  important 
valley  Wady  Surar.  "  The  village  contains  about 
50  mud  houses,  without  a  renmaiit  of  antiquity, 
except  two  large  finely  built  wells."  The  plain 
south  is  rich,  but  immediately  round  the  village  it 
has  a  dreary,  forsaken  appearance,  only  relieved  by 
a  few  scattered  stunted  trees  (Porter,  J/amlb.  p. 
275;  and  see  Van  de  Velde,  ii.  169;  Rob.  ii.  228). 
In  proximity  to  Jabneh  ( Yebnn)  and  Beth-shemesh 
{Ain  Shems),  Akir  agrees  with  the  requirements  of 
Ekron  in  the  0.  T.,  and  also  with  the  indications 
of  the  Onomasticon  (s.  v.  Accaron).  Jerome 
there  mentions  a  tradition  that  the  Turris  Strato- 
nis,  Cffisarea,  was  Ekron. 

In  the  Apocrypha  it  appears  as  Accaron  (1 
Mace.  X.  89,  only)  bestowed  with  its  borders  (rci  , 
opia  avrijs)  by  Alexander  Balas  on  Jonathan  Mac- 
cabajus  as  a  reward  for  his  services.  It  was  known 
in  the  Middle  Ages  by  the  same  name.  (See 
the  quotation  in  Rob.  ii.  228,  note. ) 

The  word  Ekuoxites  appears  in  Josh.  xiii.  3, 
and  1  Sam.  v.  10.  In  the  former  it  should  be  sin- 
gular—"  the  Ekronite;  "  in  the  latter  D"*:)")!??" 


«  •  There  is  a  play  on  this  meaning  as  well  as  the 

sound  of  the  name  in  Zeph.  ii.  4  {'~]'nVP  'l^'^\l'S), 
only  slightly  apparent  ia  the  A.  V.  The  Vulg.  reminds 
IS  of  the  verbal  assonance  in  its  Accaron  eradicabitur. 

H. 
b  The  LXX.  in  both  MSS.,  and  Josephus  {Am.  vi. 
44 


§  1),  substitute  Ascalon  for  Ekron  throughout  this 
passage  (1  Sam.  v  10-12).  In  support  of  this  it 
should  be  remarked  that,  according  to  the  Hebrew 
text,  the  golden  trespass  offerings  were  given  for  Aske- 
lon,  though  it'is  omitted  from  the  detailed  narrative 
of  the  journeyings  of  the  ark.  There  are  other  im- 
portant dilTerences  between  the  LXX.  and  Hebre.v 
texts  of  this  tninsaction.     Sea  especially  v-ec.  6. 
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EKIIONITES,        THE         C^S'llp^n, 

l3  3'1f?yn:  S  'AK/copa.)'tr»)y,  ol  ^AaKaKuvTrai; 
[Vat.  -vft-;  Comp.  'AKapuvTrat'-]  AccaroniUe). 
ITie  inhabitants  of  Ekron  (Josh.  xiii.  3;  1  Sam.  v. 
10).  In  the  latter  passage  the  LXX.  read  "  Esh- 
kalonites."  W.  A.  \V. 

E'LA  ('HA.a:  Jolaman),  1  Esdr.  ix.  27. 
[Elam.] 

EL'ADAH  (rrn^bs  [tckom  Godculorw;  or 
Ett  (God's)  attire,  Fiirst]  :  "EAoSa,  [Vat.  AoaSa;] 
Alex.  EAeaSa:  -t-luda),  a  descendant  of  Kphraim 
through  Shuthelah  (1  Chr.  vii.  20). 

E'LAH.  1.  (nbs  [oaA  or  <ereW«M]: 'HAc(; 
Joseph.  •'HA.oj'os :  l.li),  ih&  son  and  successor  of 
Baasba,  king  of  Israel  (1  K.  xvi.  8-14);  his  reign 
lasted  for  little  more  than  a  yeiir  (comp.  ver.  8  with 
10).  He  was  killed,  while  drunk,  by  Zimri,  in  the 
house  of  his  steward  Arza,  who  was  probably  a 
confederate  in  the  plot.  This  occurred,  according 
to  Josephus  {Ant.  viii.  12,  §  4),  while  his  army  and 
officers  were. absent  at  the  siege  of  Gibbethon. 

2.  Father  of  Hoshea,  the  last  king  of  Israel  (2 
K.  XV.  30,  xvii.  1).  W.  L.  B. 

E'LAH.  1.  (J\>'^\oakoTterebinth'\:'H\d,s; 
[in  1  Chr.  'HAas,  Comp.  Aid.  'HAoO  A7«),  one 
of  the  dukes  of  Edom  (Gen.  xxxvi.  41;  1  Chr.  i. 
52).  By  Knobel  (Genesis,  ad  loc.)  the  name  is 
compared  with  Elath  on  the  Red  Sea.     [Duke.] 

2.  Shimei  ben-Elah  (accur.  Ela,  SvS:'HA({) 
was  Solomon's  conmiissariat  officer  in  Benjamin  (1 
K.  iv.  18). 

3.  CA5a;  [Vat.  HpaSai,  HAo;  Comp.  'HAcf:] 
Alex.  AAa),  a  son  of  Caleb  the  son  of  Jephunneh 
(1  Chr.  iv.  15).  His  sons  were  called  Kenaz  or 
Uknaz ;  but  the  words  may  be  taken  as  if  Kenaz 
was,  with  Elah,  a  son  of  Caleb.  The  names  of 
f)0th  Elah  and  Kenaz  appear  amongst  the  Edoniite 
"  dukes." 

4.  ('HAeiJ;  [Vat.  om.;]  Alex.  HAa),  son  of 
L/.zi,  a  Benjamite  (1  Chr.  ix.  8),  and  one  of  the 
chiefs  of  the  tribe  at  the  settlement  of  the  country. 

E'LAH,  THE  VALLEY  OF  (nbsn  ppV 
=:  Valley  of  the  Terebinth  :  r)  RoiKhs  'HA(£,  or 
rrisipvSs,  once  iv  rfj  Kot\dSf-  Vallis  Terebinthi), 
a  valley  in  (not  "by,"  as  the  A.  V.  has  it)  which 
the  Israelites  were  encamfjed  against  the  Philistines 
.when  David  killed  Goliath  (1  Sam.  xvii.  2,  19). 
It  is  once  more  mentioned  in  the  same  connection 
(xxi.  9).  We  have  only  the  most  general  indica- 
tions of  its  position.  It  lay  somewhere  neiir  Socon 
of  Judah,  and  Azekah,  and  was  nearer  Ekron  than 
any  other  Philistine  town.  So  much  may  be  gath- 
ered from  the  narrative  of  1  Sam.  xvii.  Socoh  has 
been  with  great  probability  identified  with  Siiwei- 
keh,  near  to  Beit  Netif,  some  14  miles  S.  W.  of 
Jerusalem,  on  the  road  to  Beit  Jibrin  and  Gaza, 
among  the  more  western  of  the  hills  of  Judah,  not 
far  from  where  they  begin  to  descend  into  the  great 
Philistine  Plain.  The  village  stands  on  the  south 
slopes  of  the  Wiuly  es-Sumt,  or  Valley  of  the  Aca- 
cia, which  runs  oft"  in  a  N.  W.  direction  across  the 
plain  to  the  sea  just  above  Ashdod.  Below 
Suwtikeh  it  is  joined  by  two  other  wad^s,  large 
though  inferior  in  size  to  itself,  and  the  junction 
of  the  three  forms  a  considerable  o|)en  space  of  not 
less  than  a  mile  wide,  cultivated  in  fields  of  grain. 
In  the  centre  is  a  wide  torrent  bed  thickly  strewed 
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with  round  pebbles,  and  bordered  by  the  acacia 
bushes  from  which  the  valley  derives  its  present 
name. 

There  seems  no  reason  to  doubt  that  this  is  the 
Valley  of  the  Terebinth.  It  has  changed  its  name 
and  is  now  called  after  another  kind  of  tree,  but 
the  terebinth  (Butm)  appears  to  be  plentiful  in  the 
neighborhood,  and  one  of  the  largest  specimens  in' 
Palestine  still  stands  in  the  immediate  neighbor- 
hood of  the  spot.  A  mile  down  the  valley  from 
Suweikeh  is  TeU  Zukariyeh,  which  Schwarz  (p. 
102)  and  Van  de  Velde  propose  to  identify  with 
Azekah.  If  this  could  be  mauitained,  the  site  of 
the  valley  might  be  regarded  as  certain.  Ekron  is 
17  miles,  and  Bethlehem  12  miles,  distant  from 
Socoh.  For  the  valley,  see  Kob.  ii.  20,  21;  Van 
de  Velde,  ii.  191;  Porter,  Handb.  pp.  249,  250, 
280.  [See  also  Hitter's  Geoyr.  of  Palestine, 
Gage's  trans,  iii.  241 ;  Porter's  Giant  Cities,  &c., 
p.  222;  Hob.  Phys.  Geogr.  p.  117;  and  the  refer- 
ences under  David,  at  the  end.] 

There  is  a  point  in  the  topographical  indications 
of  1  Sam.  xvii.,  which  it  is  very  desirable  should 
be  carefully  examined  on  the  spot.  The  Philistines 
were  between  Socoh  and  Azekah,  at  Ephes-dam- 
mini,  or  Pas-dannuim,  on  the  mountain  on  the  S.' 
side  of  the  Wady,  while  the  Israelites  were  in  the 
"  valley  "  (pX237)  of  the  terebinth,  or  rather  on  the 
mountain  on  the  N.  side,  and  "  the  ravine "  or 
"  the  glen  "  (W^SH),  was  between  the  two  armies 
(ver.  2,  3).  Again  (S'er.  52),  the  Israelites  pursued 
the  PhiUstines  "  till  you  come  to  '  the  ravine '  " 
(the  same  word).  There  is  evidently  a  marked 
difference  between  the  "  valley  "  and  the  '>  ravine," 
and  a  little  attention  on  the  spot  might  do  much 
towards  elucidating  this,  and  settling  the  identifi- 
cation of  the  place. 

The  traditional  "  Valley  of  the  Terebinth  "  is 
the  Wady  Beit  llaninu,  which  lies  about  4  miles 
to  the  N.  W.  of  Jerusalem,  and  is  crossed  by  the 
road  to  Nebi  Samuel.  The  scene  of  David's  con- 
flict is  pointed  out  a  Uttle  nortli  of  the  "  Tombs 
of  the  Judges  "  and  close  to  the  traces  of  the  old 
paved  road.  But  this  spot  is  in  the  tribe  of  Ben- 
jamin, and  otherwise  does  not  correspond  with  the 
narrative  of  the  text.  G. 

E'LAM  (ab"'^  :  [in  Gen.,]  'EAtiju,  [Alex. 
AtAaju;  in  1  Chr.,  Jer.  xUx.,  1'^.,  Dan.  (Theodot.), 
AiAciju.;  in  Jer.  xxv.  25,  Alex.'  FA.i  omit,  Alex.''* 
Aid.  AaiZdv,  in  Is.,  Bom.  EAa/urroi;  xi.  11,  Vat. 
AtAa/teiTOi,  Alex.  AiAa/xiTa«;  xxi.  2,  xxii.  6,  Vat 
Alex.  EAoyueiToi;  Dan.  viii.  2  (LXX.),  'EAu^otsO 
AClam  [Gen.  xiv.  F.lnmitce;  Jer.  xxv.  25,  Klatii]), 
like  Aram,  seems  to  have  been  originally  tlie  name 
of  a  man  —  the  son  of  Shem  (Gen.  x.  22;  1  Chr. 
i.  17).  Commonly,  however,  it  is  used  as  tlie  ap- 
pellation of  a  country  (Gen.  xiv.  1,9;  Is.  xi.  11, 
xxi.  2,  [xxii.  0;]  Jer.  xxv.  25,  xlix.  34-39;  Ez. 
xxxii.  24;  Dan.  viii.  2),  and  will  be  so  treated  ia 
this  article. 

The  Elam  of  Scripture  appears  to  lie  the  prov- 
ince lying  south  of  .Assyria,  and  east  of  Persia 
Proj>er,  to  which  Herodotus  gives  the  name  of 
ftiissia  (iii.  91,  v.  49,  Ac),  and  which  is  termed 
Susis  or  Susiana  by  the  geographers  (Strab.  xv.  3, 
§  12;  Ptoleni.  vi.  3,  &c.).  It  includes  a  portion 
of  the  mountainous  country  separating  l)etween  the 
Mcsopotamian  plain  and  the  high  table-land  of 
Iran,  together  with  a  fertile  and  valuable  low  tract 
at  the  foot  of  the  range  between  it  and  the  Tigris. 
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The  passage  of  Daniel  (viii.  2)  which  places  Shu- : 
shan  (Susa)  in  "  the  province  of  Elam,"  may  be 
regarded  as  decisive  of  this  identification,  which  is 
further  confirmed  by  the  frequent  mention  of  Ely- 
mffians  in  this  district  (Strab.  xi.  13,  §  6,  xvi.  1, 
§  17;  Ptolem.  vi.  3;  Plin.  //.  A^.  vi.  26,  .fee),  as 
well  as  by  the  combinations  in  which  Elam  is  found 
in  Scripture  (see  Gen.  xiv.  1 ;  Is.  xxi.  2 ;  liz.  x.xxii. 
24).  It  appears  from  Gen.  x.  22  that  this  coun- 
try was  originally  peopled  by  descendants  of  Shem, 
closely  allied  to  the  Aramajans  (Syrians-)  and  the 
Assyrians;  and  from  Gen.  xiv.  1-12  it  is  evident 
that  by  the  time  of  Abraham  a  very  important 
power  had  been  built  up  in  the  same  region.  Not 
only  is  "  Chedor-laomer,  king  of  Elam,"  at  the 
head  of  a  settled  government,  and  able  to  make 
war  at  a  distance  of  two  thousand  miles  from  his 
own  country,  but  he  manifestly  exercises  a  su- 
premacy over  a  number  of  other  kings,  among 
whom  we  even  find  Amraphel,  king  of  Skinar,  or 
Babylonia.  It  is  plain  then  that  at  this  early  time 
the  predominant  power  in  Lower  Mesopotamia  was 
Elam,  which  for  a  while  held  the  place  possessed 
earlier  by  Babylon  (Gen.  x.  10),  and  later  by  either 
Babylon  or  Assyria.  Discoveries  made  in  the  coun- 
try itseU'  confirm  this  view.  They  exhibit  to  us 
Susa,  the  Elamitic  capital,  as  one  of  the  most  an- 
cient cities  of  the  East,  and  show  its  monarchs  to 
have  maintained,  throughout  almost  the  whole  pe- 
riod of  Babylonian  and  Assyrian  greatness,  a  quasi- 
independent  position.  Traces  are  even  thought  to 
have  been  found  of  Chedor-laomer  himself,  whom 
some  are  inclined  to  identify  with  an  early  Babylo- 
nian monarch,  who  is  called  the  "  Kavager  of  the 
West,"  and  whose  name  reads  as  Kii/luvmnpula. 
The  Elamitic  empire  established  at  this  time  was, 
however,  but  of  short  duration.  Babylon  and  As- 
syria proved  on  the  whole  stronger  powers,  and 
Elam  during  the  period  of  their  greatness  can  only 
be  regarded  as  the  foremost  of  their  feudatories. 
Like  the  other  subject  nations  she  retained  her  own 
monarchs,  and  from  time  to  time,  for  a  longer  or  a 
shorter  space,  asserted  and  maintained  her  inde- 
pendence. But  generally  she  was  content  to  ac- 
knowledge one  or  other  of  the  two  leading  powers 
as  her  suzerain.  Towards  the  close  of  the  Assyrian 
period  she  is  found  alUed  with  Babylon,  and  en- 
gaged in  hostilities  with  Assyria ;  but  she  seems  to 
have  decUned  in  strength  after  the  Assyrian  empire 
was  destroyed,  and  the  Median  ;uid  Babylonian 
arose  upon  its  ruins.  Elam  is  clearly  a  "  province  " 
of  Babylonia  in  Belshazzar's  time  (Dan.  viii.  2), 
and  we  may  presume  that  it  had  been  subject  to 
Babylon  at  least  from  the  reign  of  Nebuchadnezzar. 
[Elymais.]  The  desolation  which  Jeremiah  (xlix. 
30-34)  and  lizekiel  (xxxii.  24-25)  foresaw,  was 
probably  this  conquest,  which  destroyed  the  last 
semblance  of  Elamitic  independence.  It  is  uncer- 
tain at  what  time  the  Persians  added  Elam  to  their 
empire.  Possibly  it  only  fell  under  their  dominion 
together  with  Babylon ;  but  there  is  some  reason 
to  think  that  it  may  have  revolted  and  joineti  the 
Persians  before  the  city  was  besieged.  The  prophet 
Isaiah  in  two  places  (xxi.  2,  xxii.  6)  seems  to  speak 
of  Elam  as  taking  part  in  the  destruction  of  Baby- 
lon; and  unless  we  are  to  regard  him  with  <ur 
translators  as  using  the  word  loosely  for  Persia,  we 
\nust  suppose  that  on  the  advance  of  Cyrus  and  his 
investment  of  the  Chaldaean  capital,  Elam  made 
common  cause  with  the  assaihints.  She  now  be- 
eame  merged  in  the  Persian  empire,  forming  a  dis- 
'mcl  satrapy  (Herod,  iii.  91),  and  furnishing  to  the 
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crown  an  annual  tribute  of  300  talents.  Susa,  her 
capital,  was  made  the  ordinary  residence  of  the 
court,  and  the  metropolis  of  the  whole  empire,  a 
curious  circumstance,  the  causes  of  which  will  be 
hereafter  considered.  [SiicsH.\x.]  This  mark  of 
favor,  did  not,  however,  prevent  revolts.  Not  only 
was  the  JIagian  revolution  organized  and  carried 
out  at  Susa,  but  there  seeni  to  have  been  at  least 
two  Elamitic  revolts  in  the  early  part  of  the  reign 
of  Darius  Hystaspis  (Behistun  Inscr.  col.  i.  par. 
10,  and  col.  ii.  par.  3).  After  these  futile  efforts, 
Ekm  acquiesced  in  her  subjection,  and,  as  a  Per- 
sian province,  followed  the  fortunes  of  the  empire. 
It  has  been  already  observed  that  Elam  is  called 
Cissia  by  Herodotus,  and  Susiana  by  the  Greek  and 
Roman  geographers.  The  latter  is  a  term  formed 
artificially  from  the  capittd  city,  but  the  former  is 
a  genuine  territorial  title,  and  marks  probably  au 
important  fact  in  the  history  of  the  country.  The 
Elamites,  a  Semitic  people,  who  were  the  primitive 
inhabitants  (Gen.  x.  22),  appear  to  have  been  in- 
vaded and  conquered  at  a  very  early  time  by  a 
Hamitic  or  Cushite  race  from  Babylon,  which  was 
the  ruling  element  in  the  territory  from  a  date 
anterior  to  Chedor-laomer.  These  6'«*7dtes  were 
ciUled  by  the  Greeks  6Vs»iij,ns  (Ki(T<rioi))Or  6'(-ss«ans 
(Koo-fl-atoi),  and  formed  the  dominant  race,  while 
the  Elamites  or  Elymaeans  were  in  a  depressed  con- 
dition. In  Scripture  the  country  is  called  by  its 
primitive  title  without  reference  to  subsequent 
changes;  in  the  Greek  w^riters  it  takes  its  name 
from  the  conquerors.  The  Greek  traditions  of 
Memnon  and  his  Ethiopians  are  based  upon  this 
Cushite  conquest,  and  rightly  connect  the  Cissians 
or  Cossoeans  of  Susiana  with  the  Cushite  inhabitants 
of  the  upper  valley  of  the  Nile.  G.  K. 

2.  ['IcoAo/t;  Alex.,  by  inclusion  of  prec.  name, 
levovr\\ui\aix-^  A  Korhite  LeNdte,  fifth  son  of 
Meshelemiah;  one  of  the  Bene-Asaph  [sons  of 
AsaphJ,  in  the  time  of  King  David  (1  Chr. 
xxvi.  3). 

S'.  [AtA.c{;ii;  Alex.  A?7A,a;U-]  A  chief  man  of  the 
tribe  of  Benjamin,  one  of  the  sons  of  Shashak  (1 
Chr.  viii.  24). 

4.  {'ACXdn,  [Al\a.fji,'\  'HAa^;  [in  Ezr.  ii.  7, 
Vat.  MoKa/x;  viii-  7,  Vat.  HAa;  Neh.  vii.  12,  EA. 
EKafi;  1  Esdr.  v.  12,  Vat.  lua/xoV,  viii.  33,  Alex. 
EAo/u,  Vat.  (with  foil,  word)  Aa/jifffias']  ^Elam 
[in  Ezr.  viii.  7,  Alam  ;  1  Esdr.  v.  12,  Be.inu,  viii. 
33,  Sala].)  "Children  [sons]  of  P:iam,"  Bene- 
Elnm,  to  the  number  of  1254,  returned  with  Zerub- 
babel  from  Babylon  (Ezr.  ii.  7;  Neh.  vii.  12;  1 
Esdr.  V.  12),  and  a  further  detachment  of  71  men 
with  Ezra  in  the  second  caravan  (Ezr.  viii.  7 ;  1 
Esdr.  viii.  33).  It  was  one  of  this  family,  She- 
chaniah,  son  of  .Jehiel,  who  encouraged  Ezra  in  his 
efforts  against  the  indiscriminate  marriages  of  the 

people  (x.  2,  Cetib,  0713?,  01am),  and  six  of  the 
Bene-Elam  accordingly  put  away  their  foreign 
wives  (x.  26).  Elam  occurs  amongst  the  names 
of  those,  the  chief  of  the  people,  who  signed  the 
covenant  with  Nehemiah  (Neh.  x.  14).  The  lists 
of  Ezr.  ii.  and  Neh.  vii.  contain  apparently  an 
irreuular  mixture  of  the  names  of  places  and  of 
persons.  In  the  former,  ver.  21-34,  with  one  or 
two  exceptions,  are  names  of  places ;  3-19,  on  the 
other  hand,  are  not  known  as  names  of  places,  and 
are  probably  of  persons.  No  such  place  as  Elam 
is  mentioned  as  in  Palestine,  either  in  the  Bible  or 
in  the  Onomasticon  of  Eusebius,  nor  has  since  been 
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discovered  as  existing  in  the  country.  We  may 
therefore  conclude  that  it  was  a  person. 

6.  In  the  same  lists  is  a  second  Elam,  whose 
sons,  to  the  same  number  as  in  the  former  case, 
retumetl  with  Zerubbabel  (Ezr.  ii.  31;  Neh.  vii. 
34),  and  which  for  the  sake  of  distinction  is  called 

"  the  other  Elam "  ("inW  O^'^V :  'HXa/xap, 
'HAo/taao;  [Comp.  'HAoyU  and  AiAa/i  trtf^os-] 
^lam  alter).  The  coincidence  of  the  numbere  is 
curious,  and  also  suspicious. 

6.  [Rom.  Vat.  om. ;  Alex.  AiKa/x;  Comp.  Aid. 
'ZKa/j,--  ^lam.]  One  of  the  priests  who  accom- 
panied Nehemiah  at  the  dedication  of  the  new  wall 
of  Jerusalem  (Neh.  xii.  42).  G. 

E'LAMITES  (Sl'tt^??  :  [Vat.  HXojuajoj  for 
Aauaioi;  Comp.  'EKufuraid  'EAv/iaToj,  Strab. 
Ptol. :  JElamitve).  This  word  is  found  only  in 
Ezra,  iv.  9 ;  and  is  omitted  in  that  place  by  the 
Septuagint  writers,  who  probably  regarded  it  as  a 
gloss  upon  "  Susanchites,"  which  had  occurred  only 
a  little  before.  The  Elamites  were  the  original 
inhabitants  of  the  country  called  Elam ;  they  were 
descendants  of  Shem,  and  perhaps  drew  their  name 
from  an  actual  man,  Elam  (Gen.  x.  22).  It  has 
been  observed  in  the  preceding  article  that  the 
Elamites  yielded  before  a  Cossaan  or  Cushite  in- 
vasion. They  appear  to  have  been  driven  in  part 
to  the  mountains,  where  Strabo  places  them  (xi. 
13,  §  6;  xvi.  1,  §  17),  in  part  to  the  coast,  where 
they  are  located  by  Ptolemy  (vi.  3).  Little  is 
known  of  their  manners  and  customs,  or  of  their 
ethnic  character.  Strabo  says  they  were  ski!L*iil 
archers  (xv.  3,  §  10),  and  with  this  agree  the 
notices  both  of  Isaiah  and  Jeremiah,  the  latter  of 
whom  speaks  of  "  the  bow  of  Elam  "  (xlix.  35), 
while  the  former  says  that  "  Elam  bare  the  quiver" 
(xxii.  6).  Isaiah  adds  also  in  this  place,  that  they 
fought  both  on  horseback  and  from  chariots.  They 
appear  to  have  retamed  their  nationality  with 
peculiar  tenacity ;  for  it  is  plain  from  the  mention 
of  them  on  the  day  of  Pentecost  (Acts  ii.  9),  that 
they  still  at  that  time  kept  their  own  language, 
and  the  distinct  notice  of  them  by  Ptolemy  more 
than  a  century  later  seems  to  show  that  they  were 
not  even  then  merged  in  the  Cossaians.  In  Jud. 
i.  6  the  name  is  given  in  the  Greek  form  as  Ely- 
MvKAMS.  G.   K. 

EL'ASAH  (n£»ybW  {God  evented]:  'HA- 
ouri:  £lasa).  1.  One  of  the  Bene-Pashur  [sons 
of  PashurJ,  a  priest,  in  the  time  of  Ezra,  who  had 
married  a  Gentile  wife  (Ezra,  x.  22).  In  the  apocry- 
phal Esdras,  the  name  is  corrupted  to  Talsas. 

2.  {'EKtaa-di',  Alex.  EKtcurapi  [I'A.  E\fa(ap; 
Comp.  'EAeao-aJ ).  Son  of  Shaphan ;  one  of  the  two 
men  who  were  sent  on  a  mission  l)y  King  Zedekiah 
to  Nel^uchadnezzar  at  Uabylon  after  the  first  de- 
portation from  Jerusalem,  and  who  at  the  same 
time  took  charge  of  the  letter  of  Jeremiah  the 
Prophet  to  the  captives  in  Babylon  (Jer.  xxix.  3). 

Elasah  is  precisely  the  same  name  as  Elkasah, 
the  latter  being  the  more  correct  rendering  of  the 
Hebrew  word. 

E'LATH,  E'LOTH  (nb^W,  n'lb'^K  [trees, 
peril,  jxdm-trees,  Ges. ;  the  former  a  collective  sin- 
gular, and  hence = plural]  :  AiKiiv,  AiAoS ;  [AtKud ; 
2  K.  xiv.  22,  Vat.  AjAcw/x,  Alex.  EAoifl;  2  K.  xvi. 
6,  2  Chr.  viii.  17,  Alex.  AiAo^;]  Joseph.  Ant. 
AIAoW):  Elnth,  Ailath,  Alkith,  Aita),  the  name 
of  a  town  of  tlie  land  of  Edom,  commonly  men- 
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tioned  together  with  Eziongeber,  and  situate  at 
the  head  of  the  Arabian  Gulf,  which  was  thence 
called  the  Elanitic  Gulf.  It  first  occurs  in  the 
account  of  the  wanderings  (Deut.  ii.  8),  and  in 
later  times  must  have  come  mider  the  rule  of  David 
in  his  conquest  of  the  land  of  I^dom,  when  "  he 
put  garrisons  in  Edom,  throughout  all  Mom  put 
he  garrisons,  and  all  they  of  Edom  became  David's 
servants"  (2  Sam.  viii.  14).  We  find  the  place 
named  again  in  connection  with  Solomon's  navy, 
"  in  Eziongeber,  which  is  beside  Eloth,  on  the  sliore 
of  the  Red  Sea,  in  the  land  of  Edom"  (1  K.  ix. 
20;  cf.  2  Chr.  viii.  17).  It  was  apparently  included 
in  the  revolt  of  Edom  against  Joram  recorded  in  2 
K.  viii.  20;  but  it  was  taken  by  Azariah,  who 
"  built  Elatl),  and  restored  it  to  Judah  "  (xiv.  22; 
[2  Chr.  xxvi.  2] ).  After  this,  however,  "  Rezin 
king  of  Syria  recovered  Elath,  and  drave  out  the 
Jews  from  I'^lath,  and  the  Syrians  came  to  Elath 
and  dwelt  there  to  this  day"  (xvi.  6).  From  this 
time  the  place  is  not  mentioned  until  the  Roman 
period,  during  which  it  became  a  frontier  town  of 
the  south,  and  the  residence  of  a  Christian  bishop. 

^  o  % 
The  Arabic  name  is  Eyleh  (kJof  j. 

In  the  geography  of  Arabia,  Eyleh  forms  the 
extreme  northern  limit  of  the  province  of  the  Hijaz 
(El-Makreezee,  Khitat ;  and  Mardsid,  s.  v. ;  cf. 
Arabia),  and  is  connected  with  some  points  of  the 
history  of  the  country.  According  to  several  native 
writers  the  district  of  Eyleh  was,  in  very  ancient 
times,  peopled  by  the  Sameyda',  said  to  be  a  tribe 
of  the  Amalekites  (the  first  Amalek).  The  town 
itself,  however,  is  stated  to  have  received  its  name 
from  Eyleh,  daughter  of  Midian  (El-Makreezee's 
Khitat,  s.  V. ;  Caussin's  Jissai  stir  flJist.  des  Arabet, 
i.  23).  The  Amalekites,  if  we  may  credit  the 
writings  of  Arab  historians,  passed  in  the  earliest 
times  from  the  neighborhood  of  the  Persian  Gulf 
through  the  peninsula  (spreading  over  the  greater 
part  of  it),  and  thence  finally  passed  into  Arabia 
Petrsea.  Future  researches  may  trace  in  these 
fragments  of  primeval  tradition  the  origin  of  the 
Phoenicians.  Herodotus  seems  to  strengthen  such 
a  supposition  when  he  says  that  the  latter  people 
came  from  the  Erythraean  Sea.  Were  the  Phoeni- 
cians a  mixed  Cushite  settlement  from  the  Persian 
Gulf,  who  carried  with  them  the  known  maritime 
characteristics  of  the  peoples  of  that  stock,  developed 
m  the  great  commerce  of  Tjxe,  and  in  that  of  the 
Persian  Gulf,  and,  as  a  link  between  their  extreme 
eastern  and  western  settlements,  in  the  fleets  that 
sailed  from  Eziongeber  and  IClath,  and  from  the 
southern  ports  of  the  Yemen':*  [See  Arabia; 
Cai'Iitok;  Mizraiji.]  It  should  be  observed, 
however,  that  Tyrian  sailors  niauiicd  the  fleets  of 
Solomon  and  of  Jehoshaphat. 

By  the  Greeks  and  Romans,  l^latli  was  called 
"EAivo  (Ptol.  V.  17,  §  1),  AXXava  (Strabo,  xvi. 
7C8;  PUn.  v.  12,  vi.  32).  Under  their  rule  it 
lost  its  former  importance  with  the  transference  of 
its  trade  to  other  ports,  such  as  Berenice,  Myos 
Hormos,  and  Arsinoo ;  but  in  ^lohammedan  times 
it  again  became  a  place  of  some  note.  It  is  now 
quite  insignificant.  It  lies  on  the  route  of  the 
Egyptian  pilgrim-caravan,  and  the  mountain-road, 
or  'Akabah  named  after  it,  was  improved,  or  recon- 
structed, by  Ahmad  Ibn-Tooloon,  who  ruled  I^ypt 
from  about  a.  d.  840  to  848.  E.  S.  P. 

•  Near  the  present  'Akabah,  at  the  head  of  the 
Elanitic  Gulf,  are  "  extensive  mounds  of  rubbish, 
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indicating  that  a  very  ancient  city  has  here  utterly 
perished,''  remains  wliich  Dr.  Robinson  supposes 
to  raarlc  the  site  of  Elath  {Bibl.  Res.  i.  241,  1st 
ed.).  Stanley  (-S'.  tf  P.  p.  84)  thinks  that  Elath 
stood  on  the  spot  where  ^Akabah  itself  now  stands. 
See  also  Burckhardt's  Jieisen,  p.  828.  It  may  be 
coiTect  to  combine  the  two  statements,  inasmuch 
as  the  ancient  town  may  have  embraced  a  wider 
circuit  than  its  modern  successor.  The  propriety 
of  the  ancient  name  (see  its  import  above)  is  at- 
tested by  the  palm-groves  still  found  in  that  neigh- 
borhood. H. 

EL-BETH'EL  (b«-n"'2  bs=  God  of 
the  House  of  God:  LXX.,  both  MSS.  omit  the 
"  El,"  BaidrfX;  and  so  also  Vulg.,  Domus  Dei,  Syr. 
and  Arabic  versions),  the  name  which  Jacob  is  said 
to  have  bestowed  on  tlie  place  at  which  God  ap- 
peared to  him  when  he  was  flying  from  Esau  (Gen. 
XXXV.  7).  This  account  differs  from  the  more  de- 
tailed narrative  in  chap,  xxviii.,  inasmuch  as  it 
places  the  bestowal  of  the  name  after  the  return 
from  Mesopotamia.  A  third  version  of  the  trans- 
action is  given  in  xxxv.  15.  [Bethel,  where  see 
•note,  Amer.  ed.]  G. 

ELCI'A  ('EA/ci'a),  one  of  the  forefathers  of 
Judith,  and  therefore  belonging  to  the  tribe  of 
Simeon  (Jud.  viii.  1);  what  Hebrew  name  the 
word  represents  is  doubtful.  Hilkiah  is  probably 
Chelkias,  two  steps  back  in  the  genealogy.  The 
Syriac  version  [with  5  Greek  JISS.]  has  Elkana. 
In  the  Vulgate  the  names  are  hopelessly  altered. 

EL'DAAH  (n^y'^b^Jl,  whom  God  calls  [Ges.; 
the  knoieinf/  one,  Fiirst]  :  'EA5a7ci,  'EKSaSd; 
[in  1  Chr.  Vat,  EWaSa,  Alex.  E/V5aa:]  Eldaa ; 
Gen.  XXV.  4;  1  Chr.  i.  .33),  the  last,  in  order,  of 
the  sons  of  5Iidian.  The  name  does  not  occur 
except  in  the  two  lists  of  Midian's  offspring;  and 
no  satisfactory  trace  of  the  tribe  which  we  may 
suppose  to  have  taken  the  appellation  has  yet  been 
found.  E.  S.  P. 

EL'DAD  and  ME'DAD  (1^^«  [whom 
God  loves,  Ges.]:  'EASaS  koI  MaiSdS':' Eldad  et 
Medad),  two  of  the  70  elders  to  whom  was  com- 
municated the  prophetic  power  of  Moses  (Num.  xi. 
16,  26).  Altliough  their  names  were  upon  the  list 
which  Moses  had  drawn  up  (xi.  26),  they  did  not 
repair  with  the  rest  of  their  l)rethreii  to  the  taber- 
nacle, but  continued  to  prophesy  in  the  camp. 
Moses  being  requested  by  Joshua  to  forbid  this, 
refused  to  do  so,  and  expresse<l  a  wish  that  the 
gift  of  prophecy  might  be  diffused  throughout  the 
people.  The  great  fact  of  the  passage  is  the  more 
general  distribution  of  the  spirit  of  prophecy,  which 
had  hitherto  been  concentrated  in  Jloses ;  and  the 
implied  sanction  of  a  tendency  to  separate  the  exer- 
cise of  this  gift  from  the  ser\'ice  of  tlie  tabernacle, 
and  to  make  it  more  generally  available  for  the 
eidightennient  and  instruction  of  the  Israelites,  a 
tendency  which  afterwards  led  to  the  establishment 
of  I' schools  of  the  prophets."  The  circumstance 
is  in  strict  accordance  with  the  Jewish  tradition 
~hat  all  prophetic  inspiration  emanated  originally 
from  Moses,  and  was  transmitted  from  him  by  a 
legitimate  succession  down  to  the  time  of  the  Cap- 
ti>ity.  Tlie  imxle  of  prophecy  in  the  case  of  Eldad 
*nd  Jledad  was  probaUy  the  extemiwre  production 
of  hymns,  chanted  forth  to  the  people  (Hammond): 
somp.  the  case  of  Saul,  1  Sam.  x.  11. 

From  Num.  xi.  25,  it  appears  that  the  gift  was 
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not  merely  intermittent,  but  a  continuous  energy, 
though  only  occasionally  developed  in  action. 

T.  E.  B. 

ELDER  (112^:  irpea^vrepos-   senior).     The 
term  ekler  or  oU  man,  as  the  Hebrew  literally  im- 
ports, was  one  of  extensive  use,  as  an  official  title, 
among  the  Helirews  and  the  sun-ounding  nations. 
It  applied  to  various  offices ;  Eliezer,  for  instance, 
is  described  as  the  "  old  man  of  the  house,"  i.  e. 
the  major-domo  (Gen.  xxiv.  2);  the  officers  of  Pha- 
raoh's household  (Gen.  I.  7),  and,  at  a  later  period, 
David's  head  servants   (2  Sam.  xii.   17)  were  so 
termed ;  while  in  Ez.  xxvii.  9,  the  "  old  men  of 
(iebal "  ai-e  the  master-workmen.     As  betokening 
a  iiolitical  office,  it  apphed  not  only  to  the  Hebrews, 
but  also  to  the  Egyptians  (Gen.  1.  7),  the  Moabites 
and  Jlidianites   (Num.  xxii.  7).     Wherever  a  pa- 
triarchal system  is  in  force,  the  office  of  the  elder 
will  be  found,  as  the  keystone  of  the  social  and  po- 
litical fabric ;  it  is  so  at  the  present  day  among  the 
Arabs,  where  the  Sheikh  ( =  the  old  man)  is  the 
highest  authority  in   the   tribe.     That   the   title 
originally  had  reference  to  age,  is  obvious;  and  age 
was  naturally  a  concomitant  of  tlie  oflSce  at  all  pe- 
riods (Josh.  xxiv.  31;  IK.  xii.  6),  even  when  the 
term  had  acquired  its  secondary  sense.     At  what 
period  the  transition  occurred,  in  other  words,  when 
the  word  elder  acquired  an  official  signification,  it 
is  impossible  to  say.     The  earliest  notice  of  the 
elders  acting  in  concert  as  a  political  body  is  at  the 
time  of  the  Exodus.     We  need  not  assume  that 
the  order  was  then  called  into  existence,  but  rather 
that  Moses  availed  himself  of  an  institution  already 
existing  and  recognized  by  his  countrymen,  and 
that,  in  short,  "the  elders  of  Israel"  (Ex.  iii.  16, 
iv.  29)  had  been  the  senate  (yepova-ia,  LXX.)  of 
the  jwople,  ever  since  they  had  become  a  people. 
The  position  which  the  elders  held  in  the  Mosaic 
constitution,  ajid  more  particularly  in  relation  to 
the   jjeople,  is   described    under  Congregation; 
they  were  the  representatives  of  the  people,  .so  much 
so    that  elders  and  people  are  occasionally  used  as 
equivalent  terms  (comp.  Josh.  xxiv.  1,  with  2,  19, 
21;  1  Sam.  viii.  4,  with  7, 10,  19).     Their  author- 
ity was  uiidetiiied,  and  extended  to  all  matters  con- 
cerning the  pul)lic  weal;  nor  did  the  people  ques- 
tion  the  validity  of  their  acts,  even  when  they 
disapproved  of  them  (Josh.  ix.   18).     When  the 
tribes  became  settled,  the  elders  were  distinguished 
by  different  titles  according  as  they  were  acting  as 
national  representatives  ("  elders  of  Israel,"  1  Sam. 
iv.  3;  1  K.  viii.  1,  3;  "of  the  land,"  1  K.  xx.  7; 
"of  Judah,'"  2  K.  xxiii.  1;  Ez.  viii.  1),  as  district 
governors  over  the  several  tribes  (Deut.  xxxi.  28;  2 
Sam.  xix.  11),  or  as  local  magistrates  in  the  pro- 
vincial towns,  appointed  in  conformity  with  Deut. 
xvi.  18,  whose  duty  it  was  to  sit  in  the  gate  and 
administer  justice  (Deut.  xix.  12,  xxi.  3  ff.,  xxii. 
15;    Kuth  iv.  9,  11;  1  K.  xxi.  8:    Jud.  x.  6): 
their  number  and  influence  may  be  inferred  from  1 
Sam.  XXX.  26  ff'.     They  retained  their  position  un- 
der all  the  political  changes  which  the  Jews  under- 
went: under  the  Judges  (Judg.  ii.  7,  viii.  14,  xi. 
5;  1  Sam.  iv.  3,  viii.  4);  under  the  kings  (2  Sam. 
xvii.  4:  1  K.  xii.  6,  xx.  8,  xxi.  11);  during  the 
Captivity  (Jer.  xxix.  1;  Ez.  viii.  1,  xiv.  1,  xx.  1); 
subsequently  to  the  return  (Ezr.  v.  5,  vi.  7,  14,  x. 
8,  14);  under  the  Maccabees,"  when  they  were  de- 


«  Some  difficulty  arises  at  this  period  from  the  no- 
tice in  1  Mace.  xiv.  28  of  a  double  body,  apxovTet 
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icribed  sometimes  as  the  senate  (yepovara's  1  Mace, 
xii.  6;  2  Mace.  i.  10,  iv.  44,  xi.  27;  Joseph.  Ant. 
xii.  3,  §  3),  sometimes  by  their  ordinary  title  (1 
Mace.  vii.  33,  xi.  23,  xii.  35);  and,  lastly,  at  the 
commencement  of  the  Christian  era,  when  they  are 
noticed  as  a  distinct  body  from  the  Sanhedrim,  but 
connected  with  it  as  one  of  the  classes  whence  its 
members  were  selecte<l,  and  always  acting  in  con- 
junction with  it  and  the  other  dominant  classes. 
[Sanhedrim.]  Thus  they  are  associated  some- 
times with  the  Chief  Priests  (Matt.  xxi.  23),  some- 
times with  the  Chief  Priests  and  the  Scribes  (Matt. 
xvi.  21),  or  the  Council  (Matt.  xxvi.  59),  always 
taking  an  active  part  in  the  management  of  public 
afiairs.  St.  Luke  describes  the  whole  order  by  the 
collective  term  npeapuTepiov  (Luke  xxii.  (iG;  Acts 
xxii.  5).  In  JIatt.  xv.  2,  and  Heb.  xi.  2,  "  elders  " 
is  expressive  of  time  rather  than  office.  For  the  posi- 
tion of  the  elders  in  the  synagogue  and  the  Christian 
Church,  see  Synagogue,  Bishop.       W.  L.  13. 

EL'EAD  i'^'f?^  [God  defender]:  'EA€(£S: 
JElad),  a  descendant  of  Ephraim  (1  Chr.  vii.  21), 
hut  whether  through  Shuthelah,  or  a  son  of  the 
patriarch  (tlie  second  Shuthelah  being  taken  as  a 
repetition  of  the  first,  and  Ezer  and  Eiead  as  his 
brothers)  is  not  to  be  determined  (see  Bertheau, 
Chrvnik,  p.  82). 

ELEA'LEH  (nb^b^  [_whi(he7-  God  as- 
cemls,  Ges.J:  'EXeaA:^;  [Num.  zxxii.  37,  Rom. 
'EA€oA.T)>/,  Vat.  EA.€aA.7)/t;  Is.,  Alex.  eAoATjo-e;/:] 
Elenle),  a  place  on  the  east  of  Jordan,  in  the  pas- 
toral country,  taken  possession  of  and  rebuilt  by 
the  tribe  of  Heuben  (Num.  xxxii.  3,  37).  We  lose 
sight  of  it  till  the  time  of  Isaiah  and  -Teremiah,  by 
both  of  whom  it  is  mentioned  as  a  Moabite  town, 
and,  as  before,  in  close  connection  with  Heshbon 
(Is.  XV.  4,  xvi.  9;  Jer.  xlviii.  34).  The  extensive 
ruins  of  the  place  are  still  to  be  seen,  Ijearing  very 
nearly  their  ancient  name,  J^l-A'al,  though  with  a 
modeiTi  signification,  "the  high,"'  a  little  more  than 
a  mile  N.  of  Heshbon.  It  stands  on  the  summit 
of  a  rounded  hill,  commanding  a  very  extended 
view  of  the  plain,  and  the  whole  of  the  soutliern 
Belk'i  (Uurckh.  Syr.  p.  365;  Seetzen,  1854,  i.  407). 
It  is  from  this  conmianding  situation  that  it  doubt- 
less derives  its  name,  which,  like  many  other  names 
of  modern  Palestine,  is  as  near  an  approach  to  the 
ancient  sound  as  is  consistent  with  an  appropriate 
meaning.  G. 

ELE  ASA  CEKeaa-i;  Alex.  A\a(ra;  [Sin. 
EAoffa:]  L'lisa),  a  place  at  which  Judas  Macca- 
bseus  encamped  before  the  fatal  battle  with  15ac- 
chides,  in  which  he  lost  his  life  (1  Mace.  ix.  5).  It 
was  apparently  not  far  from  Azotus  (comp.  15). 
Josephus  {Ant.  xii.  11,  §  1)  has  Uethzetho,  by 
which  he  elsewherts  renders  Bezeth.  But  this  may 
be  but  a  corrupt  reading  of  Berzetha  or  Betbzetha, 
which  is  found  in  some  MSS.  for  Berea  in  1  Mace, 
is.  4.  Another  reading  is  Adasa,  where  Judas  had 
encami^ed  on  a  former  memorable  occasion  (vii.  40). 
It  is  singular  that  Bezeth  should  be  mentioned  in 
this  connection  also  (see  ver.  19).  (i. 

*  Some  have  proposed  to  change  the  reading  to 
'A5ao-t{  (Heland,  (Jrotius),  but  no  such  reading  is 
actually  found.  According  to  Ewald  (Gesch.  Jsr. 
iii.  2,  370  ff.)  the  place  must  be  sought  uot  far 
north  of  Jerusalem.     See  Kiietschi  in  Herzog's 


eflfovs,  and  irpt<T/3vTepoi  Trjs  x'^P"-'' >  "■^^  again  in  3 
Maci',.  i.  8,  yepovaia.  andTrpfcr^uTfpoi :  tho  second  term 
may  i«fer  to  tba  municipal  autlioritteii,  as  Is  perhaps 
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Real-Encykl.  iii.  750.  Judas  pursued  Bacehides 
as  far  as  to  Azotus  (1  Mace.  ix.  15),  but  how  far  ha 
followed  him  before  approaching  this  place,  and 
from  what  direction,  is  unknown.  H. 

ELE'ASAH  (nb^bl;?  VGod  vvidey.  EA.f« 
ad;  [V'at.  E/uas:]  Elasa).  1.  Son  of  Helez,  one  of 
the  descendants  of  Judah,  of  the  family  of  Hezron 
(1  Chr.  ii.  39). 

2.  ('EAafTct;  Alex.  EXeao-o;  [1  Chr.  viii.  37, 
Vat.  laKaaad;  ix.  43,  Vat.  Sin.  om.])  Son  of 
Kapha,  or  Kephaiah;  a  descendant  of  Saul  through 
Jonathan  and  Merib-baal  or  Mephibosheth  (1  Chr. 
viii.  37,  ix.  43). 

This  name  is  elsewhere  rendered  in  the  A.  V. 
Elas.\h. 

ELEA'ZAR  ("I^V^^  t^*^*  **'i^]  =  'E^e<i- 
^ap:  Eleazar).  1.  Third  son  of  Aaron,  by  P^. 
sheba,  daughter  of  Amminadab,  who  was  descended 
from  Judah,  through  Pharez  (Ex.  vi.  23,  25 ;  xxviii. 
1;  for  his  descent  see  Gen.  xxxviii.  29,  xlvi.  12; 
Kuth  iv.  18,  20).  After  the. death  of  Nadab  and 
Abihu  without  children  (I^v.  x.  1;  Num.  iii.  4), 
Eleazar  was  appointed  chief  over  the  principal  Le- 
vites,  to  have  the  oversight  of  those  who  had  charge 
of  the  sanctuary  (Num.  iii.  32).  With  his  brother 
Ithamar  he  ministered  as  a  priest  during  their 
father's  lifetime,  and  immediately  before  his  death 
was  invested  on  Blount  Hor  with  the  sacred  gar- 
ments, as  the  successor  of  Aaron  in  the  office  of 
high-priest  (Num.  xx.  28).  One  of  his  first  duties 
was  in  conjunction  with  Moses  to  superintend  the 
census  of  the  people  (Num.  xxvi.  3).  He  also  as- 
sisted at  the  inauguration  of  Joshua,. and  at  the 
division  of  spoil  taken  from  the  Midianites  (Num. 
xxvii.  22,  xxxi.  21).  After  the  conquest  of  Canaan 
by  Joshua  he  took  part  in  the  distribution  of  the 
land  (Josh.  xiv.  1).  The  time  of  his  death  is  not 
mentioned  in  Scripture;  Josephus  says  it  took 
place  about  the  same  time  as  Joshua's,  25  years 
after  the  death  of  !Moses.  He  is  said  to  have  been 
buried  in  "  the  hill  of  Phinehas  "  his  son  (Ges.  p. 
2G0),  where  Josephus  says  his  tomb  existed  (Ant 
V.  1,  §  29);  or  possiiJy  a  town  called  Gibeath- 
Phinehas  (.losh.xxiv.  33).  The  high-priesthood  is 
said  to  have  remained  in  the  family  of  Eleazar  un- 
til the  time  of  Eli,  a  descendant  of  Ithamar,  into 
whose  family,  for  some  reason  unknown,  it  passed 
until  it  was  restored  to  the  family  of  Elciizar  in 
the  person  of  Zadok  (1  Sam.  ii.  27;  1  Chr.  vi.  8, 
xxiv.  3;  1  K.  ii.  27;  Joseph.  Ant.  viii.  1,  §  3). 
[This  Eleazar  is  mentioned  1  Esdr.  viii.  2;  Ecclus. 
xlv.  23.] 

2.  The  son  of  Abinadab,  of  the  "  hill "  (n^^?) 
of  Kirjath-jearim,  consecrated  by  the  people  of 
that  place  to  take  care  of  the  ark  after  its  return 
from  the  Philistines  (1  Sam.  vii.  1). 

3.  [In  2  Sam.,  Koni.  Vat.  'EA«aj/a«'.]    Hie  son 

of  Dodo  the  Ahohite  ("rrS"";:;' ),  i.  e.  ixissiblya 
descendant  of  Ahoah  of  the  tribe  of  Benjamin  (1 
Chr.  viii.  4);  one  of  the  three  principal  mighty 
men  of  David's  anny,  whose  exploits  are  recorded 
2  Sam.  xxiii.  9;  1  Chr.  xi.  12. 

4.  [In  1  Chr.  xxiii.  21,  Alex.  E\ia(ap-]  A 
Merarite  I>evite,  son  of  Malili,  and  grandson  of 
Merari.  He  is  mentioned  as  having  had  only 
daughters,  who  were  married  by  their  "  brethren  " 


implied  in  the  term  x'"P<^-  The  identity  of  the  ycpov- 
<ria  and  the  npeaPuTtpoi  in  other  passages,  is  clmt 
from  1  Mace.  xii.  6,  compared  with  35. 
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(t.  e.  their  cousins)  (1  Chr.  xxiii.  21,  22;  xxiv. 

28). 

5.  [Rom.  Vat.  cm.]  A  priest  who  took  part 
in  the  feast  of  dedication  under  Neliemiah  (Neh. 
xii.  42). 

6.  [In  1  Esdr.,  'E\eoi(apos;  in  Ezr.,  Alex. 
EA.€a^a:  Vulg.  Jiliezer.]  One  of  the  sons  of  Pa- 
rosh;  an  Israelite  (t.  e.  a  layman)  who  had  mar- 
ried a  foreign  wife,  and  had  to  put  her  away  (Ezr. 
X.  25;  1  Esdr.  ix.  2G). 

7.  Son  of  I'hiuehas  a  Levite  (Ezr.  viii.  33;  1 
Esdr.  viii.  03). 

*  7  a.  ('EAeofopos:  Eleazanis.)  One  of  the 
"principal  men  and  learned,"  wlio  went  up  to 
Jerusalem  with  Ezra  (1  Esdr.  viii.  43).  A. 

8.  Eleazak  ('EA.e({^ap;  [2  Mace.  viii.  23,  and] 
Joseph.  'EAeci^apoy:  \^tLleiiz:ivm,  J-Jleazcir]),  sur- 
named  Avakan  (1  Mace.  ii.  5,  Kvapdv,  or  Avpdy, 
and  so  Josepli.  Ant.  xii.  6,  §  1;  9,  §  4.  In  1  Mace, 
vi.  43,  the  common  reading  d  ^Savapav  arises  either 
from  the  insertion  of  C  by  mistake  after  O,  or  from 
a  false  division  of  'EA. ea^apos  Auapdv)-  The  fourth 
son  of  Mattathias,  who  fell  by  a  noble  act  of  self- 
devotion  in  an  engagement  with  Antiochus  Eupa- 
tor,  B.  c.  164  (1  Mace.  vi.  43  ff. ;  Joseph.  Ant.  xii. 
19,  §  4;  B.J.  i.  1,  §  5:  Ambr.  c/e  OJic.  Min. 
i.  40).  In  a  former  battle  with  Nicanor,  Eleazar 
was  appointed  by  Judas  to  read  "  the  holy  book '' 
before  the  attack,  and  the  watchword  in  the  fight 
—  "  the  help  of  God  "  —  was  his  own  name  (2 
Mace.  viii.  23). 

The  surname  is  probably  connected  with  Arab. 
havara,  "  to  pierce  an  animal  behind  "  (Mich,  sub 
voc).  This  derivation  seems  far  better  than  that 
of  Rodiger  (Ersch  u.  Gruber,  s.  v.)  from  Arab. 
khavaran,  "an  elephant-hide."  In  either  case  the 
title  is  derived  from  his  exploit. 

9.  A  distinguished  scribe  ('EAea^apos  .  •  .  tuv 
■npuiTivSvTciiv  ypafj.fiaTfQ>y,  2  Mace.  vi.  18)  of 
great  age,  wlio  suffered  martyrdom  during  the  perr 
secution  of  Antiochus  Epiphanes  (2  Mace.  vi.  18- 
31).  His  death  was  marked  by  singular  constancy 
and  heroism,  and  seems  to  have  produced  consider- 
able effect.  Later  traditions  embellished  the  nar- 
rative by  representing  Eleazar  as  a  priest  {De  Mace. 
5),  or  even  high-priest  (Grimm,  mI  Mace.  1.  c). 
He  was  also  distinguished  by  the  nobler  title  of 
"  the  proto-martyr  of  the  old  covenant,"  "  the 
foundation  of  martyrdom "  (Chrys.  Horn.  3  in 
Maee.  init.     Cf.  Ambr.  de  Jacob,  ii.  10). 

For  tlie  general  credibility  of  the  history  compare 
Grimm,  Excurs  iiber  2  Maee.  vi.  18-vii.  in  Exeg. 
Handb. ;  also  Ewald,  Gesch.  iv.  341,  532.      [Mac- 

CABKE.S.] 

The  name  Eleazar  l^EKedCapos]  in  3  Mace.  vi. 
appears  to  have  been  borrowed  from  this  Antio- 
chian  martyr,  as  belonging  to  one  weighed  down 
by  age  and  suffering  and  yet  "  helped  by  God." 
(For  the  name  comp.  Lazarus,  Luke  xvi.  19-25.) 

10.  ['EA.ea^opoy:  Eleazarus.]  The  fatl*r  of 
Jason,  ambassador  from  Judas  Maccabaeus  to  Home. 
(1  Mace.  viii.  17.) 

11.  Tlie  son  of  Eliud,  three  generations  above 
Joseph,  the  husband  of  the  Virgin  Mary  (Matt.  i. 
15).  B.  F.  W. 

ELEAZU'RUS  ('E\j£{<r6j8oy;  Alex.  EAioo-r 
8oy;  [A\d.'EKtd(ov(t)os;  Wechel  (1597), 'EA.ia|ou- 
oos:]  Elinsib),  1  Esdr.  ix.  24.  [Eliashib.]  It 
is  difficult  to  see  wiiere  the  translators  of  the  A.  V. 
got  the  form  of  this  name  there  given. 

*  The  form  in  the  Bishop's  Bible  and  the  Gene- 
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van  version  is  Eliazurus,  which  differs  in  but  a 
single  letter  from  the  reading  of  two  of  the  edi- 
tions noted  above.  .  It  may  have  easily  arisen  from 
a  niis})rint  in  one  of  the  early  editions  derived  from 
the  Aldine.  A. 

*  ELECT  LADY,  THE  (^^Ae/cr^  Kvpia: 
electa  domina),  2.  John,  1.  [John,  Second  and 
Third  Epistles  of.] 

EL  ELO'HE  ISTIAEL  C^nb^  b« 
vS'ltt?")  =  Almighty  [Mighty  one],  God  of  Israel: 
Kol  iireKaXeffaro  rhvQehv  '\(rpai\\'  Fortissimum 
Deum  Israel),  the  name  bestowed  by  Jacob  on  the 
altar  which  he  erected  facing  the  city  of  Shechem, 
in  the  piece  of  cultivated  land  upon  which  he  had 
pitched  his  tent,  and  which  he  afterwards  purchased 
from  the  Bene-Hamor  (Gen.  xxxiii.  19,  20). 

*  ELEMENTS.  The  expression  "  the  elements 
of  the  world,"  ra  aroixeia  rod  k6(Tixov,  in  Gal. 
iv.  3  ("even  so  we,  when  we  were  children,  were  in 
bondage  under  the  elements  of  the  world;  "  comp. 
ver.  9,  and  Col.  ii.  8,  20,  where  a-roixfia  's  trans- 
lated itulimenls),  has  received  a  wide  diversity  of 
interpretations,  which  cannot  be  liere  specified. 
(See  ^Nleyer,  in  he.)  It  appears  to  refer  particu- 
larly to  the  outward  observances  and  burdensome 
rites  conmiou  to  Jewish  and  heathen  worship  (see 
Gal.  iv.  9,  10,  and  Col.  ii.  20-23),  and  belonging 
to  a  very  imperfect  state  of  religious  knowledge, 
—  "  the  rudiments  "  or  "  elementary  discipline  of 
the  world,"  "weak  and  beggarly,"  in  contrast  with 
the  spirituality,  renovating  power,  and  enlight- 
ened freedom  of  Christianity.  A. 

E'LEPH  (Flbs^n=<Ae  Ox:  S^ArjKav,  Alex. 
SijAoAei^  —  both  by  including  the  preceding  name: 
Klepk ),  one  of  the  towns  allotted  to  Benjamin,  and 
named  next  to  Jerusalem  (Josh,  xviii.  28).  The 
signification  of  the  name  may  be  taken  as  an  indi- 
cation of  the  pastoral  pursuits  of  its  inhabitants. 
Tlie  LXX.  reatl  Zelah  and  Eleph  as  one  name,  pos- 
sibly owing  to  the  "  and  "  between  them  having  been 
dropped ;  but  if  this  is  done,  the  number  of  14  cities 

cannot  be  made  up.  The  I'eshito  has  J«  ^^^j 
Gebiro,  for  Eleph ;  but  what  the  origin  of  this  can 
be  is  not  obvious.  G. 

ELEPHANT.  The  word  does  not  occur  in 
the  text  of  the  canonical  Scriptures  of  A.  V.,  but 
is  found  as  the  marginal  reading  to  Behemoth,  in 
Job  xl.  15.  ^'■Elephants''  teeth  "  is  the  marginal 
reading  for  "  ivory  "  in  1  K.  x.  22;  2  Chr.  ix.  21. 
Elephants,  however,  are  repeatedly  mentioned  in 
the  1st  and  2d  books  of  Maccabees,  as  being  used 
in  warfare.  The  way  in  which  they  were  used  in 
battle,  and  the  method  of  exciting  them  to  fight,  is 
described  in  the  6th  chap,  of  1  Mace.  For  the 
meaning  of  Behemoth,  see  Behemoth.     For  the 

meaning  of  D^anDtt',  see  Ivory.  W.  D. 

ELEUTHEROP'OLIS  VEXfveep6Tro\ts, 
the  free  city),  a  town  of  southern  Palestine,  sit- 
uated at  the  foot  of  the  hills  of  Judali,  on  the  bor- 
ders of  the  great  plain  of  Philistia.  It  is  about 
25  miles  from  Jerusalem  on  the  road  to  Gaza.  It 
is  not  mentioned  in  Scripture;  but  it  became  in 
the  early  centuries  of  the  Christian  era  one  of  the 
most  important  and  flourishing  towns  in  the  coun- 
try. Its  ancient  name  was  Betogabra  {BaiToyd- 
Ppa,  the  House  of  Gabra  or  Gabrael),  which  first 
occurs  in  the  writings  of  Ptolemy  in  the  b^inning 
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of  the  2d  century  (ch.  xvL).  Josephus  refers  to  a 
large  village  called  Bfjiapn  (in  Rufinus's  copy 
Biiyafipis)  in  this  region,  which  may  be  the  same 
(B.  J.  iv.  8,  §  1).  It  is  found  in  the  Peutinger 
Tables  as  Betoynbri  (Keland,  Pal.  p.  421).  Its 
new  name,  Eleutheropolis,  first  occurs  upon  coins 
in  the  time  of  the  emjjeror  Septiniius  Severus  (a.  d. 
202-3;  Eckhel,  iii.  488).  That  emperor  during 
his  visit  to  Palestine  conferred  important  privileges 
on  several  cities,  and  this  was  one  of  the  number. 
Eusebius  is  the  first  writer  who  mentions  Eleuthe- 
ropohs  (Oiiom.  s.  v.),  which  was  in  his  time  the 
capital  of  a  large  province.  It  was  the  seat  of  a 
bishop,  and  was  so  well  known  that  he  made  it  the 
central  point  in  Soutliern  Palestine  from  which  the 
positions  of  more  than  20  other  towns  were  deter- 
mined. Epiphanius,  the  well-known  writer,  was 
bom  in  a  village  three  miles  from  the  city,  in  the 
b^inning  of  the  4th  century,  and  is  often  called  an 
Eleutheropolitan  (Keland,  pp.  751,  752).  In  the 
year  a.  d.  796,  little  more  than  a  century  and  a 
half  after  the  Saracenic  conquest,  Eleutheropolis 
was  razed  to  the  ground,  and  left  completely 
desolate.  The  Greek  language  now  gave  place  to 
the  Arabic;  and  this  city  lost  its  proud  name,  and 
its  prouder  rank  together  (Keland,  p.  987).  Like 
so  many  other  cities,  the  old  name,  which  had 
probably  never  been  lost  to  the  peasantry,  was  re- 
vived among  writers ;  and  we  thus  find  Btiyebeiin, 
or  some  form  like  it,  constantly  in  use  after  the  8th 
century.  In  the  12th  century  the  Crusaders  found 
the  place  in  ruins,  and  buik  a  fortress  on  the  old 
foundations;  the  remains  of  which,  ai:d  the  chapel 
connected  with  it,  still  exist.  After  the  battle  of 
Hattin,  Beit  Ji&tin,  for  such  is  its  Arabic  name, 
fell  uito  the  hands  of  the  Saracens.  It  was  retaken 
by  King  Richard  of  England,  but  it  was  finally 
captured  by  IJibars  (see  Will.  Tyr.  14,  22;  Jac.  de 
Vit.  in  Gesta  Dd,  pp.  1070,  1071;  Bohaeddin,  Vd. 
Salad,  p.  229).  It  has  since  crumbled  to  ruin 
under  the  blight  of  Mohammedan  nile. 

Several  curious  traditions  have  found  a  "  local 
habitation  "  at  Beit  Jibiin.  One  places  here  the 
miraculous  fountain  which  sprang  from  the  jaw- 
bone Samson  wielded  with  such  success  against 
the  Phihstines  (Anton.  Alart.  J  tin.  30,  32). 

The  modem  village  contains  some  50  or  60 
houses.  It  is  situated  in  a  little  nook,  in  the  side 
of  a  long  green  valley.  The  ancient  ruins  are  of 
considerable  extent ;  they  consist  of  the  remains  of 
a  strong  fortress  standing  within  an  irregular  in- 
closure  encompassed  by  a  massive  wall.  A  great 
part  of  this  outer  wall  is  completely  minous;  but 
the  north  side,  which  skirts  the  bank  of  the  valley, 
is  still  several  feet  high.  The  inclosure  is  about 
600  ft.  in  diameter.  The  fortress  is  about  200  ft. 
square,  and  is  of  a  much  later  date  than  the  outer 
wall ;  an  Arabic  inscription  over  the  gateway  bears 
the  date  a.  u.  958  (a.  d.  1551).  Along  its  south 
side  are  the  walls  and  part  of  the  groined  roof  of  ^ 
fine  old  chapel  —  the  same,  doubtless,  which  was 
built  by  the  Crusaders. 

The  valley,  on  the  side  of  which  the  ruins  of 
EleutherofK)lia  lie,  runs  up  among  the  hills  for  two 
miles  or  more  south-by-east.  On  each  side  of  it 
are  low  ridges  of  soft  limestone,  which  rises  here 
and  there  in  white  bare  crowns  over  the  dark 
shnibs.  In  these  ridges  are  some  of  the  most 
remarkal)le  caverns  in  Palestine.  Tliey  are  found 
together  in  clusters,  and  form  subterranean  villages. 
Some  are  rectanguLir,  100  ft.  and  more  in  length, 
«ith  smooth  walls  and  lofty  arched  roofs.     Others 
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are  bell-shaped  —  from  40  to  70  ft.  in  diameter,  by 
nearly  60  ft.  in  height  —  all  connected  together  by 
arched  doorways  and  winding  subterranean  pas- 
sages. A  few  are  entirely  dark;  Ijut  most  of  them 
are  lighted  by  a  circular  a{)erture  at  the  top.  They 
occur  at  short  intervals  along  both  sides  of  this 
whole  valley ;  and  the  writer  also  saw  them  at  sev- 
eral other  neighboring  villages.  We  learn  from 
history  that  the  Idumeeans  [Edomitks]  camQ, 
during  the  Babylonish  Captivity,  and  occupied  the 
greater  part  of  southem  Palestine.  Jerome  says 
they  inhabited  the  whole  country  extending  from 
MeutheropOlis  to  Petra  and  Elah ;  and  that  they 
dwelt  in  caves  —  preferring  them  both  on  account 
of  their  security,  and  their  coohiess  during  the  heat 
of  summer  {Comm.  in  Obad.).  '  These  remarkable 
eaves,  therefore,  were  doubtless  the  work  of  the 
Idumaeans.  (See  Handbook  for  Syria  and  Pales- 
tine, p.  255  ft'. ;  Robmson's  Biblical  Researches, 
2d  ed.  u.  23,  57  S.)  J.  L.  P. 

ELEU'THERUS  ('EAfveepoj),  a  river  of 
Syria  mentioned  in  1  Mace.  xi.  7,  xii.  30.  In  early 
ages  it  was  a  noted  border  stream.  According  to 
Strabo  it  separated  Syria  from  Phoenicia  (xvi.  753), 
and  formed  the  northern  Umit  of  Coele-Syria.  Jose- 
phus infomis  us  that  Antony  gave  Cleopatra  "  the 
cities  that  were  within  the  river  Eleutherus,  as  far 
as  Egypt,  except  Tyre  and  Sidon  "  {Ant.  xv.  4,  §  1 ; 
B.  J.  i.  18,  §  5).  A  careful  examination  of  the 
passages  in  Num.  xxxiv.  8-10  and  Ez.  xlvii.  15- 
17,  and  a  comparison  of  them  with  the  features  of 
the  country,  lead  the  present  writer  to  the  conclu- 
sion that  this  river  also  formed,  for  so  fiir,  the  north- 
ern border  of  the  "  Promised  I^and  "  {Five  Years 
in  Damascus,  ii.  354  f.).  PUny  says  that  at  a  cer- 
tain season  of  the  year  it  swarmed  with  tortoises 
(ix.  10). 

Of  the  identity  of  the  Eleuthems  with  the  mod- 
era  Nalir-el-Kebir,  "  Great  River,"  there  cannot 
be  a  doubt.  Its  highest  source  is  at  the  northeast- 
ern base  of  I^banon ;  it  sweeps  round  the  northern 
end  of  the  range,  through  the  o|jening  calle<l  in 
Scripture  "  the  entrance  of  Ilamath  "  (Num.  xxxiv. 
8);  and,  after  receiving  several  small  tributaries 
from  the  heights  of  Lebanon,  it  falls  into  the  Metl- 
iterranean,  about  18  miles  north  of  Tripolis.  It 
still  forms  the  boundary  between  the  provinces  of 
Akkdr  and  el-JIusn.  During  summer  and  autumn 
it  is  but  a  small  stream,  easily  forded ;  but  in  win- 
ter it  swells  into  a  large  and  rapid  river. 

J.  L.  P. 

*  ELETJ'ZAI  (3  syl.)  is  the  reading  of  the 
A.  V.  ed.  1611  in  1  Chr.  xii.  5  for  Eluzai.    A. 

ELHA'NAN  (]3n^  [Godivhois  gracious] : 
'EKeavdv,  [in  1  Chr.,  Vat.  EAAov:]  Adeodntus). 
1.  A  distinguished  waiTJor  in  the  time  of  King 
David,  who  performed  a  memorable  exploit  against 
the  P^distines,  though  in  what  that  exploit  exactly 
consisted,  and  who  the  hero  himself  was,  it  is  not 
easy  to  determine. 

(1.)  2  Sam.  xxi.  19  says  that  he  was  the  "  son  of 
.laare  Oregim  tlie  Itethlehemite,"  and  that  he  "  slew 
Goliath  the  Gittite,  the  staff  of  whose  sjwar  was 
like  a  weaver's  beam."  Here,  in  the  A.  V.  the 
words  "  the  brotlier  of"  are  inserted,  to  bring  the 
passage  into  agreement  with, 

(2.)  1  (-'hr.  XX.  5,  which  states  that  "  I'^hanon, 
son  of  Jair  (or  .laor),  slew  I^hmi,  the  brother  of 
Goliath  the  (iittite,  the  staft'  of  whose  sjje.u-,"  <fec. 

Of  these  two  statements  the  latter  is  probably 
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the  more  correct  —  the  differences  between  them 
being  much  smaller  in  the  ori<rinal  than  in  English. 
We  must  refer  the  reader  to  the  Hebrew  for  the 
comparison  of  the  two,"  the  discrepancies  in  which 
are  not  greater  than  those  known  to  exist  in  other 
corrupt  passages,  but  the  following  are  the  grounds 
of  our  decision. 

(a.)  The  word  Orerjim,  exists  twice  in  the  verse 
in  Samuel,  first  as  a  proper  name,  and  again  at  the 
end  —  "  weavers."  The  former  has  probably  been 
taken  in  by  an  early  transcriber  from  the  latter, 
i.  e.  from  the  next  line  of  the  MSS.  To  the  end 
of  the  verse  it  certainly  belongs,  since  it  is  found 
in  the  parallel  passage  of  Chron.,  and  also  forms 
part  of  what  seems  to  have  been  a  proverbial  de- 
scription of  Goliath  (comp.  1  Sam.  xvii.  7).  The 
chances  are  very  much  against  the  same  word  — 
and  that  not  a  common  one  —  forming  part  of  one 
verse  in  two  capacities. 

(6.)  The  statement  in  2  Sam.  xxi.  19  is  in  con- 
tradiction to  the  narrative  of  1  Sam.  xvii.,  accord- 
ing to  which  Goliath  the  Gittite  was  killed  by 
David.6  True,  Ewald  {Gesch.  iii.  91,  92)  — from 
the  fact  tkat  David's  antagonist  is,  with  only  3  ex- 
ceptions (one  of  them  in  the  doubtful  verses,  xvii. 
12-32),  called  "the  Philistine,"  and  for  other  lin- 
guistic reasons  —  has  suggested  that  Elhanan  was 
the  real  victor  of  Goliath,  and  that  after  David  be- 
came king  the  name  of  Goliath  was  attached  to  the 
nameless  champion  whom  he  killed  in  his  youth. 
But  against  this  is  the  fact  that  Goliath  is  named 
thrice  in  1  Sam.  xvii.  and  xxi.  —  thrice  only  though 
it  be;  and  also  that  Elhanan's  exploit,  from  its  po- 
sition both  in  Samuel  and  in  Chronicles,  and  from 
other  indications,  took  place  late  in  David's  reign, 
and  when  he  had  been  so  long  king  and  so  long  re- 
nowned, that  all  the  brilliant  feats  of  his  youth 
must  have  been  brought  to  light,  and  well  known 
to  his  jieople.  It  is  recorded  as  the  last  but  one  in 
the  series  of  encounters  of  what  seems  to  have  been 
the  closing  struggle  with  the  Philistines.  It  was 
80  late  that  David  ha<l  acquired  among  his  warriors 
the  fond  title  of  "  the  light  of  Israel  "  (2  Sam.  xxi. 
17),  and  that  his  nephew  Jonathan  was  old  enough 
to  perform  a  feat  rivalling  that  of  his  illustrious 
uncle  years  before.  It  was  certainly  aft«r  David 
was  made  king,  for  he  goes  down  to  the  fight,  not 

with  his  "  young  men  "  (^"^5?5))''  ^  when  he  was 
leading  his  band  during  Saul's  life,  but  with  his 
"  servants  "  ("^^^^),  literally  his  "  slaves,"  a  term 
almost  strictly  resen-ed  for  the  subjects  of  a  king. 
The  vow  of  his  guard,  on  one  of  these  occasions, 
that  it  should  be  liis  last  appearance  in  the  field, 
shows  that  it  must  have  been  after  the  great  Am- 
monite war,  in  which  David  himself  had  led  the 
host  to  the  storming  of  Kabbah  (2  Sam.  xii.  29). 
It  may  have  been  between  this  last  event  and  the 


«  It  will  be  found  fully  examined  in  Kennicott's 
Dissertation,  p.  78. 

b  *  This  statement  assumes  that  the  two  passages  re- 
ferred to  must  relate  to  the  same  occiurrence.  On  that 
point  see  rfimarks  in  the  addition  under  David,  note, 
p.  554.  Mr.  Deutsch  in  his  art.  on  "  Elhanan  "  (Kit- 
to's  Cyd.  of  Bib'..  Literature,  3d  ed.)  deals  with  the 
question  as  one  of  textual  emendation.  H. 

"  Nothing  can  be  more  marked  than  this  distinction. 

Ifa'wr  ("n^D)  is  used  almost  invariably  for  David's 
ii>Uower8  up  to  the  death  of  Saul,  and  then  at  once 
Jw  term  changes,  and  Ebed  (^5^))  *  "  slave,"  is  as 
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battle  with  Absalom  beyond  Jordan,  though  there 
are  other  obvious  reasons  why  David  stayed  within 
the  walls  of  Mahanaim  on  that  occasion. 

On  the  whole,  therefore,  though  the  question  is 
beset  with  difficulties,  the  just  conclusion  appears 
to  be  that  the  reading  in  Chronicles  is  the  more 
correct  one,  according  to  which  Elhanan  is  the  son 
of  Jair,f'  and  slew  Lachmi  the  brother  of  Goliath. 

Jerome  in  his  Qu<est.  Hebr.  on  both  passages  — 
he  does  not  state  whether  from  ancient  tradition  or 
not  —  translates  Ellianan  into  Aihodntus,  and  adds 
JiUus  saUus  jwlyinitnrius  Bethlehemitts  —  "  the  son 
of  a  wood,  a  weaver,  a  Bethlelieniite."  Adeod»- 
tus,  he  says,  is  David,  which  he  proves  not  only  by 
arguments  drawn  from  the  meaning  of  each  of  the 
above  words,  but  also  from  the  statement  in  the 
concluding  verse  of  the  record  that  all  these  giants 
"  fell  by  the  hand  of  David  and  by  the  hand  of  his 
servants,"  and  as  Elhanan  slew  Goliath,  Elhaniui 
must  be  David. 

2.  [^Elehmuin,  Elchanan.']  The  son  of  Dodo 
of  Bethlehem,  one  of  "  the  thirty "  of  David's 
guard,  and  named  first  on  the  list  (2  Sam.  xxiii. 
24;  1  Chr.  xi.  26).  See  Kennicott's  Z>isserto<to», 
p.  179. 

The  same  name  is  also  found  with  Baal  substi- 
tuted for  El,  —  Baal-hana:*.     (Comp.  Beeli- 

ADA.)  G. 

E'LI  ("'Y^^  [ascent,  ekvation,  and  concr.  the 
highest,  Ges.]:  'HA.(;  [Vat.  Alex.  HXei;]  'HAc/, 
Joseph. :  Heli),  was  descended  from  Aaron  through 
Ithamar,  the  youngest  of  his  two  surviving  sons 
(I>ev.  X.  1,  2,  12),  as  appears  from  the  fact  that 
Abiathar,  who  was  certainly  a  lineal  descendant  of 
Eli  (1  K.  ii.  27),  had  a  son,  Ahimelech,  who  is  ex- 
pressly stated  to  have  been  "  of  the  sons  of  Itha- 
mar "  (1  Chr.  xxiv.  3;  cf.  2  Sam.  viu.  17).  With 
this  accords  the  circumstance  that  the  names  of 
Eli  and  his  successors  in  the  high-priesthood  up  to, 
and  including,  Abiathar,  are  not  found  in  the  gen- 
ealogy of  Eleazar  (1  Chr.  vi.  4-15;  cf.  Ezr.  m. 
1-5).  As  the  history  makes  no  mention  of  any 
high-priest  of  the  line  of  Ithamar  before  Eli,  he  is 
generally  sup[X)sed  to  have  been  the  first  of  that 
line  who  held  the  office.  ('HAei  Trptirov  Tavri)v 
[a.pXifp'^'TvvTiv]  Trapa\a^6uTOS,  Joseph.  Anl.  viii. 
1,  §  o.)  I'rom  him,  his  sons  having  died  before 
him,  it  appears  to  have  passed  to  his  grandson, 
Aliitub  (1  Sam.  xiv.  3;  Josephus,  however,  says 
^iveffTT}!  Se  ^5ij  Kal  ieparo,  rod  iraTph?  ain^ 
irapaKexcap-qKiros  Sta,  rh  yripas,  Ant.  v.  11,  §  2), 
and  it  certainly  remained  in  his  family  till  Abiathar, 
the  grandson  of  Ahitub,  was  "  thrust  out  from, 
being  priest  unto  the  Lord  "  by  Solomon  for  his 
share  in  Adonijah's  rebellion  (1  K.  ii.  26,  27,  i.  7), 
and  the  high-priesthood  passed  back  again  to  the 
family  of  Eleazar  in  the  person  of  Zadok  (1  K.  ii. 
35).  How  the  office  ever  came  into  the  younger 
branch  of  the  house  of  Aaron  we  are  not  informed, 
though  there  is  reason  to  suppose  that  its  doing  so 
was  sanctioned  by  God  (1  Sam.  ii.  30).     Its  return 


exclusively  employed.  Even  Absalom's  people  go  by 
the  former  name.  Thi-s  will  be  evident  to  any  one 
who  will  look  into  the  quotations  under  the  two  words 
in  that  most  instructive  book,  Tiie  En^lis/iman's  He- 
brew Concordance. 

d  Ewald  has  overcome  the  difficulty  of  the  two  dis- 
crepant passages  by  a  curious  eclectic  process.  From 
Chronicles  he  accepts  the  name  "  Jair,"  but  rejects 
"Lahmi,  the  brother  of."  from  Samuel  he  takn 
"  the  Bethlehemlte,"  and  rejiflts  "  Or^fim." 
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to  the  elder  branch  was  one  part  of  the  punishment 
which  had  been  denounced  against  Eli  during  his 
lifetime,  for  his  culpable  negligence  in  contenting 
himself  with  mere  verbal  reprimand  (1  Sam.  ii.  22- 
25)  instead  of  active  paternal  and  judicial  restraint 
(ill.  13),  when  his  sons,  by  their  rapacity  and  li- 
centiousness, profaned  the  priesthood,  and  brought 
the  rites  of  religion  into  abhorrence  among  the 
people  (1  Sam.  ii.  27-36,  with  1  K.  ii  27).  An- 
other part  of  the  same  sentence  (ver.  31-33)  ap- 
pears to  have  been  taking  effect  in  the  reign  of 
David,  when  we  read,  that  "  there  were  more  chief 
men  found  of  the  sons  of  Eleazar  than  of  the  sons 
of  Ithamar,"  sixteen  of  the  former,  and  oiJy  eight 
of  the  latter  (1  Chr.  xxiv.  4).  Notwithstanding 
this  one  great  blemisli,  the  cliaracter  of  Eli  is 
marked  by  eminent  piety,  as  shown  by  his  meek 
submission  to  the  divine  judgment  (1  Sam.  iii. 
18),  and  his  supreme  regard  for  the  ark  of  God 
(iv.  18).  In  addition  to  the  ofBce  of  high-priest 
he  held  that  of  judge,  being  the  immediate  prede- 
cessor of  his  pupil  Sanmel  (1  Sam.  vii.  6,  15-17), 
the  last  of  the  judges.  Tlie  length  of  time  dur- 
ing which  he  judged  Israel  is  given  as  40  years  in 
our  present  Hebrew  copies,  whereas  the  LXX.  make 
it  20  years  (tiKoirti'  err],  1  Sam.  iv.  18).  It  has 
been  suggested  in  explanation  of  the  discrepancy, 
that  he  was  sole  judge  for  20  years,  after  having 
been  co  judge  with  Samson  for  20  years  (Judg.  xvi. 
31).  He  died  at  the  advanced  age  of  98  years  (1 
Sam.  iv.  15),  overcome  by  the  disastrous  intelli- 
gence that  the  ark  of  God  had  been  taken  in  battle 
by  the  I'hilistines,  who  had  also  slain  his  sons 
Hophni  and  I'hinehas.  [Abiathar;  Eleazae; 
Ithamak.]  (See  Lightfoot's  Wot-ks,  vol.  i.  pp. 
53,  907,  fol.  Lond.  1684;  Selden,  de  Success,  in 
Pontif.  Hebr.  lib.  i.  cap.  4.)  T.  T.  P. 

*  Stanley  (Jeidsh  Church,  i.  421  ff.)  has  drawn 
a  touching  picture  of  the  circumstances  of  Eli's  sad 
end.  "  In  the  evening  of  the  same  day  [on  which 
the  Philistines  defeated  the  Hebrews]  there  rushed 
through  the  vale  of  ShUoh  a  youth  from  the  camp, 
one  of  the  active  tribe  of  15enjamin,  —  his  clothes 
torn  asunder,  and  his  hair  sprinkled  with  dust,  as 
the  two  oriental  signs  of  grief  and  dismay.  A  loud 
wail,  Uke  that  which  on  the  announcement  of  any 
great  calamity  runs  through  all  I'^astem  towns, 
rang  through  the  streets  of  the  exfjectant  city.  The 
aged  high-priest  was  sitting  in  his  usual  place 
beside  the  gate-way  of  the  sanctuary.  He  caught 
the  cry ;  he  asked  the  tidings.  He  heard  the  de- 
feat of  the  army ;  he  Iieard  the  death  of  his  two 
sons;  he  heard  the  capture  of  the  Ark  of  God.  It 
was  this  last  tidings,  '  when  mention  was  made 
of  the  Ark  of  (iod,'  that  bn)ke  the  old  man's  heart. 
He  fell  from  his  seat  and  died  in  the  fall."      H. 

ELFAB  (3S*'bS  \_Godis  father']:  'E\td&-- 
Eliab).  1.  Son  of  Helon  and  leader  of  the  tribe 
of  Zebuluh  at  the  time  of  the  census  in  the  wilder- 
ness of  Sinai  (Num.  i.  9,  ii.  7,  vii.  24,  21),  x.  16). 

2.  A  Keul«nite,  son  of  Pallu  or  Phallu,  whose 
family  was  one  of  the  principal  in  the  trite;  and 
father  or  progenitor  of  Uatlian  and  Abiram,  tlie 
leaders  in  the  revolt  against  Moses  (Num.  xxvi.  8, 
9,  xvi.  1,  12;  Deut.  xi.  6).  Eliab  had  another  son 
named  Nemuel,  and  the  record  of  Num.  xxvi.  is 
interrupted  expressly  to  admit  a  statement  regard- 
ing his  sons. 

3.  [In  2  Chr.,  Vat.  EXtai'.]  One  of  David's 
tnothers,  the  eldest  of  the  family  (1  Chr.  ii.  13;  1 
gun.  xvi.  6,  xvii.  13,  28).     His  daughter  Abihail 
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married  her  second  cousin  Rehoboam,  and  bore  hiinf 
three  children  (2  Chr.  xi.  18):  although,  taking 
into  account  the  length  of  the  reigns  of  David  and 
Solomon,  it  is  difficult  not  to  susj)ect  that  the  word 
"daughter"  is  here  used  in  the  less  strict  sense 
of  granddaughter  or  descendant.  In  1  Chr.  xxvii. 
18,  we  find  mention  of  "  Elihu,  of  the  brethren  of 

Da\id,"  as  "  ruler  "  (^^33),  or  "  princej'  ("^tt?) 
of  the  tril>e  of  Judah.  According  to  the  ancient 
Hebrew  tradition  preserved  by  .Jerome  (Qucest. 
Hebr.  ad  loc.),  this  Hiliu  was  identical  with  Eliab. 
"  Brethren  "  is  however  often  used  in  the  sense  of 
kinsmen,  e.  g.  1  Chr.  xii.  2. 

4.  [In  1  Chr.  XV.  18.  EA.i  E\j/8o;  FA.'^  Vat. 
EAtajSa-]     A  Ixvite  in  the  time  of  David,  who  was 

both  a  "  porter "  (n371tt7,  Shoih;  i.  e.  a  door- 
keeper) and  a  musician  on  the  "  psaltery  "  (1  Chr. 
XV.  18,  20,  xvi.  5). 

5.  [FA.  EAfio/3-]  One  of  the  warlike  Gadit« 
leaders  who  came  over  to  Da\id  when  he  was  in 
the  wilderness  taking  refuge  from  Saul  (1  Chr. 
xii.  9). 

6.  An  ancestor  of  Samuel  the  Prophet ;  a  Ko- 
hathite  Levite,  son  of  Nahath  (1  (.'hr.  vi.  27,  Heb. 
12).  In  the  other  statements  of  the  genealogy  this 
name  appears  to  be  given  as  Eunu  (1  Sam.  i.  1) 
and  Eliel  (1  Chr.  vi.  34,  Heb.  19). 

7.  [Sin.  Eva)8:  Enan.]  Son  of  Nathanael,  one 
of  the  forefathers  of  Judith,  and  therefore  belonging 
to  the  tribe  of  Simeon  (Jud.  viii.  1). 

ELI'ADA  (VT^^^  [Oo(l  hwws]  :  'EAiSa^ 
[Vat.  ETTiSoe],  and  repeated,  Baa\tfj.a.9  [Vat. 
-Ku-]  ;  Chr.  'EAioSa;  [Vat.  EAeiSa:]  Alex.  FAieSo: 
KUoda,  Eliada).  1.  One  of  David's  sons;  accord- 
ing to  the  lists,  the  youngest  but  one  of  the  family 
born  to  him  after  his  establishment  in  Jerusalem 
(2  Sam.  v.  16;  1  Chr.  iii.  8).  lYom  the  latter 
passage  it  appears  that  he  was  the  son  of  a  wife 
and  not  of  a  concubine.  In  another  list  of  David's 
family  we  find  the  name  Eliada  changed  to  Beehada, 
Baal  being  substituted  for  El,  the  false  god  for  the 
true  (1  Chr.  xiv.  7).  What  significance  there  may 
be  in  this  change  it  is  impossible  to  s.ay ;  at  any 
rate  the  present  is  the  only  instance  occurring,  and 
even  there  lUiada  is  found  in  one  Heb.  MS.,  also 
in  the  EXX.  and  Syr.  versions.  [Beeliada.] 
The  name  apjjears  to  be  omitted  by  Josephua  in 
his  list  of  David's  family  {Ant.  vii.  3,  §  3). 

2.  ['EAioSci;  Vat.  EA«i5a:  Eliada].   A  mighty 

man  of  war  (7^n  1122),  a  Benjaniite,  who  led 
200,000  of  his  tribe  to  the  army  of  Jehoshaphat 
(2  Chr.  xvii.  17). 

ELI'ADAH- (II'^^^S  IGwl  knmrs]:  [Rom. 
Vat.  om. ;]  Alex.  EA.ia5ae:  i.7("f/'0,  apparently  an 
Aramite  of  Zobah ;  father  of  Rezoii  the  captain  of 
a  marauding  band  which  aimoyed  Solomon  (1  K. 
xi.  23). 

ELI'ADAS  ('EAiaSas:  Ellmlas),  1  I'idr.  ix. 
28.     [Eliojinai.] 

ELI'ADUN  {'HKiaSovS;  [Vat.  EiMaSovV, 
Alex.  EMaSoW,  Aid.  'HMaSow-]  Vulg.  omits), 
1  Esdr.  V.  58.     Possibly  altered  from  Hejjadad. 

ELI'AH  (n*bS  [God- J  eh  wall]  :  EUa). 
1.  ('Epi'a;  [Vat.]  Alex.  HA.ia;  [Aid.  "HAiay-])-  A 
Benjaniite;  one  of  the  sons  of  Jeroham,  and  a  chirf 

man  (tTIr^"),  UteraUy  "  head  ")  of  the  tribe  (1  Chr. 
viii.  27). 
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2.  ('HA.ia;  [Vat.  FA.  HAeia.])  Oneof  the  Bene- 
Elam  [sons  of  Elam];  an  Israelite  {i.  e.  a  layman) 
in  the  times  of  Ezra,  who  had  married  a  foreign 
wife  (Ezr.  x.  20). 

This  name  is  accurately  Elijah,  and  the  trans- 
lators of  the  A.  V.  have  so  expressed  it,  not  only 
ui  the  name  of  the  prophet  (most  frequently  spelt 
with  a  final  u),  but  in  another  case  (Ezr.  x.  21). 
[Elijah.] 

ELI'AHBA  (SSn^bS  [ichom  God  hides] : 
[2  Sam.,]  'Efiaa-ou ;  [Alex.]  EKiafi  ;  [Comp. 
'E\tafia;  1  Ohr.J  'EA.io/3a:  [Vat.  corrupt.;  FA. 
EKfxa0a'-]  EU(iba),  a  Shaalbonite,  i.  e.  probably 
from  Shaalbiji;  one  of  the  Thirty  of  David's 
guard  (2  Sam.  xxiii.  32;  1  Chr.  xi.  33).  [The 
A.  V.  ed.  1611,  and  other  early  editions,  read 
Ehhaba,  with  the  Genevan  version.] 

ELI'AKIM  (□''i^^b^^*,  wJwm  God  mill  estab- 
lish :  [in  2  K.,]  'EKiaKifi,  [Vat.  Alex.  -Keifj,;}  and 
[Is.  xxii.  20,]  'EAta/ceiyit;  [in  Is.  xxxvi.,  xxxvii., 
'EKiaKflfj.'-]  Eliaciin).    1.  Son  of  Hilkiah ;  master 

of  Hezekiah's  household  (niSin"^^  =  ■'  over  the 
house,"  as  Is.  xxxvi.  3),  2  K.  xviii.  18,  26,  37. 
He  succeeded  Shebna  in  this  office,  after  he  had 
been  ejected  from  it  (Grotius  thinks  by  reason  of 
his  leprosy)  as  a  punishment  for  his  pride  (Is.  xxii. 
15-20^.  Eliakim  was  a  good  man,  as  appears  by 
the  title  emphatically  applied  to  him  by  God,  "  my 
servant  Eliakim  "  (Is.  xxii.  20),  and  as  was  evinced 
by  his  conduct  on  the  occasion  of  Sennacherib's 
invasion  (2  K.  xviii.  37,  xix.  1-5),  and  also  in  the 
discharge  of  the  duties  of  his  high  station,  in  which 
he  acted  as  a  "  father  to  the  inhabitants  of  .Jerusa- 
lem, and  to  the  house  of  .Tudah"  (Is.  xxii.  21).  It 
was  as  a  special  mark  of  the  Divine  approbation 
of  his  chai-acter  and  conduct,  of  which  however  no 
further  details  have  been  presen-ed  to  us,  that  he 
was  raised  to  the  post  of  authority  and  dignity 
whicii  he  held  at  the  time  of  the  Assyrian  invasion. 
What  this  office  was  has  lieen  a  subject  of  some  per- 
plexity to  commentatoi-s.  The  ancients,  including 
the  LXX.  and  Jerome,  understood  it  of  the  priestly 

office,  as  appears  by  the  rendering  of  \2D  (Is. 
xxii.  1.5,  A.  V.  "treasurer")  by  iraffTO(f>6piov, 
the  "  priest's  chamber,"   by  the   former,   and   of 

i^^!3n"v37  by  " jyrmjMsitus  templi"  by  the  latter. 
Hence  Nicephorus,  as  well  as  the  author  of  the 
Alexandrian  Chronicle,  includes  in  the  list  of  high- 
priests,  Somnas  or  Sobnas  {i.  e.  Shebna),  and 
Ehakim,  identifying  the  latter  with  Shallum  or 
Meshullam.  His  12th  high-priest  is,  "  Somnas, 
ille  impius  et  perditus,  regnante  lizechia,"  and  his 
13th,  "  Eliakim  Muselum."  But  it  is  certain  from 
the  description  of  tlie  office  in  Is.  xxii.,  and  espe- 
cially from  tiie  expression  in  ver.  22,  "  the  key  of 
the  house  of  David  will  I  lay  upon  his  shouldfer;  " 
that  it  was  the  King's  house,  and  not  the  House 
of  God,  of  which  I'^iakim  was  prefect,  as  Ahishar 
had  been  m  the  reign  of  Solomon,  1  K.  iv.  6,  and 
Azrikam  in  that  of  Ahaz,  2  Chr.  xxviii.  7.  And 
with  this  agrees  both  all  that  is  said,  and  all  that 
is  not  said,  of  EUakim's  functions.  The  office 
seems  to  have  been  the  highest  under  the  king,  as 
was  the  case  in  Egypt,  when  Pharaoh  said  to  Joseph, 

"  Thou  shalt  be  over  my  house  (^n"^2"757)  .  .  . 
mly  in  the  throne  will  I  be  greater  than  thou," 
jen.  xh.  40,  comp.  xxxix.  4.     In  2  Chr.  xxviii.  7, 
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the  officer  is  called  '•  governor  (T'^jp)  of  the  house." 
It  is  clear  that  the  "  Scribe"  was  inferior  to  him, 
for  Shebna,  when  degraded  from  the  prefecture  of 
the  house,  acted  as  scribe  under  Ehakim,"  2  K. 
xviii.  37.  The  whole  description  of  it  too  by  Isaiah 
implies  a  place  of  great  eminence  and  power.  This 
description  is  traiisfen-ed  in  a  mystical  or  spiritual 
sense  to  Christ  the  son  of  David  in  Rev.  iii.  7 ;  thus 
making  Eliakim  in  some  sense  typical  of  Christ. 
This  it  is  perhaps  which  gave  rise  to  the  interpre- 
tation of  Ehakim's  name  mentioned  by  Origen,  6 
&e6i  /xov  avearri'  or  as  Jerome  has  it,  Dei  resui-- 
1-eclio,  or  Hesurt/ens  Dtvs;  and  also  favored  the 
mystical  interpretation  of  the  passage  m  Isaiah 
given  by  Jerome  in  his  commentary,  based  up)on 

the  interpretation  of  ^5^  (^^-  V.  "treasurer") 
as  "  habitans  in  tnbernaculo,'''  as  if  it  imported  the 
removal  of  the  Jewish  dispensation,  and  the  settmg 
up  of  the  Gospel  in  its  place.     The  true  meaning 

of  ]?3  is  very  doubtful.  "  Friend,"  i.  e.  of  the 
king,  and  "  steward  of  the  provisions,"  are  the  two 
most  probable  significations.  Ehakim's  career  was 
a  most  honorable  and  splendid  one.  Most  com- 
mentators agree  that  Is.  xxii.  2.5  does  not  apply  to 
him,  but  to  Shebna.  IiUiakim's  name  also  occurs 
2  K.  xix.  2;  Is.  xxxvi.  3,  11,  22,  xxxvii.  2.  (See 
further  Jerome  de  Norn.  Ilebr.  and  Comm.  on  Is. 
xxii.  15  fF. ;  Rosenmiill.  ib. ;  Bp.  Lowth's  Notes 
on  Is. ;  Selden,  de  Success,  in  Poniif.  Ilebr. ; 
Wmer,  s.  v.) 

2.  I'EKiaxifi;  Vat.  Alex.  -Keifj.'-  £liacim,  Eli- 
akim.] The  original  name  of  Jehoiakim  king  of 
Judah  (2  K.  xxiu.  34;  2  Chr.  xxxvi.  4).  [Je- 
hoiakim.] 

3.  [Rom.  Vat.  Alex.  FA.i  omit;  Comp.  Aid. 
FA.'*  ^EKtaK'tfi.  Eli'tchim.]  A  priest  in  the  days 
of  Nehemiah,  who  assisted  at  the  dedication  of  the 
new  wall  of  Jerusalem  (Xeh.  xii.  41). 

4.  ['EA4a)C€t/x.]  Eldest  son  of  Abiud,  or  Judah ; 
brother  of  Joseph,  and  fatlier  of  Azor,  Matt.  i.  13. 
[Gexealo(;y  of  Christ.] 

5.  \^E\iaKii^:  Eliakim.]  Son  of  Melea,  and 
father  of  Jonan,  Luke  iii.  30,  31.    [Ibid.] 

A.  C.  H. 

ELFALI  {'E:\ia\i;  [Vat.  ESiaAeis;]  Alex. 
EA.«aA€t:  Dielus),  1  Esdr.  ix.  34.     [Bixisui.] 

ELFAM  (DV'^b^.:  'EAiti/3,  Vat.  and  Alex.; 
[Comp.  'EKidfJi'^  Eliam).  1.  Father  of  Bath-sheba, 
the  wife  of  David  (2  Sam.  xi.  3).  In  the  list  of  1 
Chr.  iii.  5,  the  names  of  both  father  and  daughter 
are  altered,  the  former  to  Ammiel  and  the  latter 
to  Bath-shua  :  and  it  may  be  noticed  in  passing, 
that  both  the  latter  names  were  also  those  of  non- 
Israelite  persons,  while  Uriah  was  a  Hittite.  (Comp. 
Gen.  xxxviii.  12;  1  Chr.  ii.  3;  in  both  of  which 

"  the  daughter  of  Shua"  is  37^127  n?,  Bath-shua; 
also  2  Sam.  xvii.  27.)  The  transposition  of  the 
two  parts  of  the  name  El-i-am  in  Amm-i-el,  does 
not  alter  its  Hebrew  signification,  which  may  be 
"  God  is  my  people." 

2.  [^Vlex.  E\io<^-]  Son  of  Ahithophel  the  Gil- 
onite;  one  of  David's  "thirty"  warriors  (2  Sam. 
xxiii.  34).  The  name  is  omitted  in  the  list  of  1 
Chr.  xi.,  but  is  now  probably  dimly  discernible  as 
".\hijah  the  Pelonite  "  (ver.  36)   (see  Kennicott, 


a  Bp.  Lowth  thinks,  but  without  sufBcient  reason, 
that  this  Shebna  is  a  dififerent  person  from  the  other. 
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Dissertation,  p.  207).  The  ancient  Jewish  tradition 
preserved  by  Jerome  ( Qu.  Uebr.  on  2  Sam.  xi.  3, 
and  1  Chr.  iii.  5)  is  that  the  two  Eliams  are  one 
and  the  same  person.  An  argument  has  been 
founded  on  this  to  account  for  the  hostility  of 
Ahithophel  to  King  l)a\'id,  as  having  dishonored 
his  house  and  caused  the  death  of  his  son-in-law 
(Blunt,  Coinciilences,  Pt.  11.  x.).  But  such  argu- 
ments are  frequently  grounded  on  ignorance  of  the 
habits  and  modes  of  feeling  of  Orientals,  who  often 
see  no  shame  in  that  which  is  the  greatest  disgrace 
to  us. 

ELIAO'NIAS  CEMcuovias;  [Vat.  EAioAcc- 
VMS-]  Moabilumis,  including  preceding  name),  1 
Esdr.  viii.  31.     [Elihoesai.] 

ELI'AS  ('HA^as;  [Vat.i  M.  in  Ecclus.  xlviii. 
1,  HA.6ja;  ver.  12,  HAeias;]  in  Maccabees,  and 
Lachm.  [also  Treg.]  in  N.  T.  'HA.ioj;  [Tisch.  in 
N.  T.  8th  ed.  'HAei'aj:]  Elius,  but  in  Cod.  Amiat. 
Helias),  the  fonn  in  which  the  name  of  Elijah  is 
given  in  the  A.  V.  of  the  Apocrypha  and  N.  Test. : 
Ecclus.  xlviii.  1,  4,  12 ;  1  Jklacc.  ii.  58 ;  Matt.  xi. 
14,  xvi.  14,  xvii.  3,  4,  10,  11,  12,  xxvii.  47,  49; 
Mark  vi.  15,  viu.  28,  ix.  4,  5,  11,  12,  13,  xv.  35, 
36;  Luke  i.  17,  iv.  25,  26,  ix.  8,  19,  30,  33,  54 
[rec.  text];  John  i.  21,  25;  Rom.  xi.  2;  James  v. 
17.  In  Kom.  xi.  2,  the  reference  is  not  to  the 
prophet,  but  to  the  portion  of  Scripture  designated 
by  his  name,  the  words  being  iv  'HAi'a,  "  in  Elias," 
not  as  in  A.  V.  "  of  Elias."     [Bible,  p.  306  a.] 

ELI'ASAPH  (^9^^^  [athkd  of  God]: 
'EAto-cic^;  [Vat.  M.  EXeia-a^,  exc.  Num.  i.  14:] 
Eliasaph).  1.  Son  of  Deuel;  head  of  the  tribe 
of  Dan  at  the  time  of  the  census  in  the  Wilder- 
ness of  Sinai  (Num.  i.  14,  ii.  14,  vii.  42,  47,  x. 
20).- 

2.  Son  of  Lael ;  a  Levite,  and  "  chief  of  the 
house  of  the  father  of  the  Gershonite  "  at  the  same 
time  (Num.  iii.  24). 

ELI'ASHIB  (2'*tt7^bW  \whom  God  resto7-es]  : 
'EAicwe/Scii',  'EAia/3t,  'EAiotreiyS,  'EA(a(70v/3, 
ktK.  '•  Eluisub,  Eliiisib),  a  common  name  at  the 
later  period  of  the  0.  T.  history. 

1-  ['EA«a)3t,  Vat. -jSiet;  ^Vlex.  EAiacr6<j8:  EUn- 
«6.]  A  priest  in  the  time  of  King  David,  eleventh 

in  the  order  of  the  "governors"  (^^K^)  of  the 
sanctuary  (1  Chr.  xxiv.  12). 

2.  \^Y.\ia(Tt^div;  Vat.  A(r«jj8;  Alex.  EA£afretj8: 
Eliasul).]  A  son  of  Elioenai;  one  of  the  latest 
descendants  of  the  royal  family  of  Judah  (I  Chr. 
iU.  24). 

3.  f  EAiocrou/S,  -cl$,  'EAt<rou/3,  etc:  Eliasib.] 
High-priest  at  Jerusalem  at  the  time  of  the  re- 
building of  the  walls  under  Nehemiah  (Neh.  iii. 
1,  20,    21).     His  genealogy  is  given  in  xii.   10,_ 

22,  23.  Eliashib  was  in  some  way  allied  (ST^p 
=  near)  to  Tobiah  the  ,\ninionite,  for  whom  he 
had  prepared  a  room  in  the  Temple,  a  desecration 
which  excited  the  wrath  of  Nehemiah  (Neh.  xiii. 
4,  7).  One  of  the  grandsons  of  FJiashib  had  also 
married  the  daughter  of  Sanballat  the  Horonite 
(xiii.  28).  There  seema  no  reason  to  doubt  that 
the  same  Eliashib  is  referred  to  in  Ezr.  x.  6. 

4.  ['EAio-i/S,  FA.  -(xa<p;  Vat.  E\fUTa<p:  Elia- 
sib.] A  singer  in  the  time  of  Ezra  who  had  mar- 
ried a  foreign  wife  (Ezr.  x.  24).     [Eleazukus.] 

5.  ['EAi(rou/3,  Vat.  -o-oujSnA,  FA.  -ffov-]  A 
wn  of  Zattu  (lilzr.  x.  27),  [EnsiiMUs]  and 

6.  I'EKiaaip,   Vat.    EAeiofft/f,    FA.    -fftiP, 


ELIEZER 

Comp.  Aid.  'EAtao-i/3,  Alex.  -o-ei/S.]  A  son  of 
Bani  (x.  36),  [Enasibus.  F^liasis],  both  of  whom 
had  transgressed  in  the  same  manner. 

ELFASIS  ('EAt'oo-jy,  [Vat.  Alex.]  EAiao-fis". 
Eliasis),  1  Esdr.  ix.  34.  This  name  answers  to 
Mattenai  in  L^r.  x.  33 ;  but  is  probably  merely 
a  rei)etition  of  ExAsiuus,  just  preceding  it  [which 
corresponds  to  Eliashib,  6]. 

ELI'ATHAH  (nnW'^bS  and  HH^b^  [to 
whom  God  comes]:  'ZMaOd;  [in  ver.  4,  Vat. 
HAio^ofl;  in  ver.  27,  Vat.  Aifiada,  Alex.  EAiafl:] 
EiuUha),  one  of  the  sous  of  Heman,  a  musician  in 
the  Temple  in  the  time  of  King  David  (1  Chr. 
XXV.  4),  who  with  twelve  of  his  sons  and  brethren 
had  the  twentieth  division  of  the  temple-service 
(xxv.  27).  In  Jerome's  Qiuest.  Iltbr.  on  ver.  27, 
the  name  is  given  as  Eliaba  and  explained  accord- 
ingly :  but  not  so  in  the  Vulgate. 

ELI'DAD  ("f']"'^.^  \]^ed  of  God;]:  'EA5({5: 
Elidud),  son  of  Chislon ;  the  man  chosen  to  repre- 
sent the  tribe  of  Benjamin  in  the  division  of  the 
land  of  Canaan  (Num.  xxxiv.  21). 

E'LIEL  (bS'^bSl  [to  whom  God  is  strength] : 
'EAji^A;  [Vat.  EAeirjA:]  Eliel).  1.  One  of  the 
heads  of  the  tribe  of  Manasseh  —  of  that  portion 
of  the  tribe  which  was  on  the  east  of  Jordan  (1 
Chr.  V.  24). 

2.  [Vat.  EAejjjA ;  Aid. 'EAjoi3.]  SonofToah; 
a  forefather  of  Samuel  the  Prophet  (1  Chr.  vi.  34, 
Heb.  19).  Probably  identical  with  Elihu,  2,  and 
Eliab,  6. 

3.  ('EAn)\l  [Vat.  -Aex;  Comp.  Aid.  'EAiijA-]) 
One  of  the  Bene-Shimhi ;  a  chief  man  in  the  tribe 
of  Benjamin  (1  Chr.  viii.  20). 

4.  i'EKfliK-)  Like  the  preceding,  a  Benjamite, 
but  belonging  to  the  Bene-Shashak  (1  Chr.  viii. 
22). 

5.  (Alex. 'IfAi^A;  [Vat.  FA.  corrupt.])  "The 
Mahavit*;  "  one  of  the  heroes  of  David's  guard  in 
the  extended  Ust  of  1  Chr.  (xi.  46). 

6.  (AoAt^A;  [Vat.  FA.  AoAfiijA;]  Alex. 
AAiTjA.)  Another  of  the  same  guard,  but  without 
any  express  designation  (1  Chr.  xi.  47). 

7.  ('EA(o;8;  [Alex.  Comp.  Aid.  'EAi^A-])  One 
of  the  Gadite  heroes  who  came  across  Jordan  to 
David  when  he  was  in  the  wilderness  of  Judah  hid'- 
ing  fi-om  Saul  (1  Chr.  xii.  11). 

8.  [Vat.  EAi7f>,  Ne^ur/A;  FA.  EvijA,  EAt;/*-]  A 
Kohathite  Levite,  "chief"  ("ItC')  of  the  Bene- 
Chebron  at  the  time  of  the  transportation  of  the 
Ark  from  the  House  of  Obcd-edom  to  Jerusalem 
(1  Chr.  XV.  9,  11). 

9.  [Vat.  leeirjA;  Alex.  ifirjA.]  A  I>evite  in 
the  time  of   Hezekiah ;    one  of  the  "  overseers " 

(D"^"!**!??)  of  the  ofierings  made  in  the  Temple 
(2  Cbr.x'xxi.  13). 

ELIE'NAI  C'3"'V'^bS  [perh.  to  God  are  my 
eyes]:  'EKiuvai;  [Vat.  EAjeuAfoa;  .\lex.  EA«i>tr 
vuX:]  Elioenai),  one  of  the  Hene-Sliimhi;  a  de- 
scendant of  Benjamin,  and  a  chief  man  in  the  tribe 
(1  Chr.  viii.  20). 

ELIE'ZER  D.Ty''^.W,  my  God  (is  my)  kelp 
\ot  God  of  help]: 'E\U(fp:  [Eliezer]).  1.  Abra- 
ham's chief  servant,  callecl  by  him,  as  the  passage 
is  usually  translatetl,  "  lUiezer  of  Dam.xscus,"  or 
"that  Damascene,  Eliezer"  (Gen.  xv.  2).  There 
is  a  contradiction  in  the  A.  V.,  for  it  does  not  ap 
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pear  how,  if  he  was  "of  Damascus,"  he  could  be 
"bom  in  Abraham's  house"  (ver.  3).     But  the 
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phrase  '»n'*2""|2,  "  son  of  my  house,"  only  imports 
that  he  was  one  "of  Abraham's  household,  not  that 
he  was  born  in  his  house.  In  the  preceding  verse 
"^rVS.  ptl?^  1?)  &c.,  should  probably  be  rendered 
"the  son  of  possession,"  i.  e.  possessor,  "of  my 
house,  shall  be  .  .  .  Eliezer."  It  was,  most  likely, 
this  same  Eliezer  who  is  described  in  Gen.  xxiv.  2, 
as  the  ehkst  sei-vant  of  Abraham's  house,  that  ruled 
over  all  that  he  had,  and  whom  his  master  sent  to 
Padan-Aram  to  take  a  wife  for  Isaac  from  among 
his  own  kindred.  With  what  eminent  zeal  and 
faithfulness  he  executed  his  commission,  and  how 
entirely  he  found  the  truth  of  what  his  own  name 
expressed,  in  the  providential  aid  he  met  with  on 
his  errand,  is  most  beautifully  told  in  Gen.  xxiv. 
It  should,  however,  be  said  that  tlie  passage  (Gen. 
XV.  2),  in  which  the  connection  of  EUezer  with  Da- 
mascus seems  to  be  asserted,  is  one  of  extreme  ob- 
scurity and  difficulty.    The  sense  above  ascribed  to 

pBJp  (after  Simonis  and  Gesenius)  rests  only  upon 
conj«!ture,  the  use  of  "  Damnscits  "  for  "  Damas- 
cene "  is  very  unusual,  and  the  whole  arrangement 
of  the  sentence  very  harsh.  There  is  probably 
something  at  the  bottom  of  it  all,  besides  the  allit- 
eration between  Meshek  and  Dammeshek,  which 
we  are  ignorant  of,  and  which  is  wanting  to  clear 
up  the  sense.  The  two  passages,  '■'■  Judms  origo 
Damascena,  Syrice  nobUissima  cicitas  .  .  .  Nomen 
urbi  a  Damasco  rege  iiulitum  .  .  .  Fast  Damascum 
Azelus,  mox  Adores  et  Abraham  et  Israhel  reges 
ftiere"  (.Justin,  lib.  xxxvi.  cap.  2):  and 'AjSpti- 
fiijs  ifiaari\fv(re  Aafj-affKov  .  .  .  rod  5e  'APpafiov 
6Ti  Kal  vvv  iv  r-p  AafiaaK-r]VTJ  rh  ovojxa  5o|o- 
ferai-  Ka\  Koiixri  an'  avrov  SeiKVirrai  'Afipa/xov 
olKT)ots  \eyofi4vn  (Joseph.  Ant.  i.  7,  §  2,  quoting 
Nicol.  Damascen.)  have  probably  some  relation  to 
the  narrative  in  Gen.  xv.     (See  Gesen.  Thes.  s.  v. 

plTSi;  Rosenmiiller  on  Gen.  xv.;  Knobel,  Gen- 
esis.) 

*  Kalisch  (Genesis,  p.  365)  maintains  that  the 
words  "lt37"»bS  \1W'B1  in  Gen.  xv.  2,  cannot 
possibly  be  trariskte'd  "EUezer  of  Damascus,"  but 
must  be  taken  as  a  compound  proper  name,  "  Dam- 
mesek  (or  Damascus)  Eliezer,"  hke  Hadad-ezer, 
Chushan-Rishathaim.  The  LXX.  reads  Aa/iacr/cbs 
'EAts'Cfp-  ^" 

2.  ['EXte'CfP'  (»•'*  '  EA.-)  in  1  Chr.]  Second 
son  of  Closes  and  Zipporah,  to  whom  his  father 
gave  this  name,  "  because,  said  he,  the  God  of  my 
fether  was  my  help,  that  delivered  me  from  the 
sword  of  Pharaoh  "  (Ex.  xviii.  4;  1  Chr.  xxiii.  15, 
17).  He  remained  with  his  mother  and  brother 
Gca^hom,  in  the  care  of  Jethro  his  grandfather, 
when  Moses  returned  to  Egypt  (Ex.  iv.  18),  she 
having  been  sent  back  to  her  father  by  Moses  (Ex. 
xviu.  2),  though  she  set  off  to  accompany  him,  and 
went  part  of  the  way  with  him.  Jethro  brought 
back  Zipporah  and  her  two  sons  to  Moses  in  the 
wilderness,  after  he  heard  of  the  departure  of  the- 
Israelites  from  Egypt  (xviii.).  Eliezer  had  one  son, 
Rehabiah,  from  whom  sprang  a  numerous  posterity 
(1  Chr.  xxiii.  17,  xxvi.  25,  26).  Shelomith  in  the 
reigns  of  Saul  and  David  (ver.  28),  who  had  the 
care  of  all  the  treasures  of  things  dedicated  to  God, 
was  descended  from  Eliezer  in  the  6th  generation, 
if  the  genealogy  in  1  Chr.  xxvi.  25  is  complete. 


3.  One  of  the  sons  of  Becher,  the  sou  of  Ben- 
jamin (1  Chr.  vii.  8). 

4.  A  priest  in  the  reign  of  David,  one  of  those 
apjwinted  to  sound  with  trumpets  before  the  Ark 
on  its  passage  from  the  house  of  Obed-edom  to  the 
city  of  David  (1  Chr.  xv.  24). 

5.  Son  of  Zichri,  "  ruler  "  (T^23)  of  the  Reu- 
benites  in  the  reign  of  David  (1  Chr.  xxvii.  16). 

6.  [Vat.  EAejaSa.]  Son  of  Dodavah,  of  Mare- 
shah  in  Judah  (2  Chr.  xx.  37),  a  prophet,  who  re- 
buked Jehoshaphat  for  joining  himself  with  Ahaziah 
king  of  Israel,  "who  did  very  wickedly,"  in  making 
a  combined  expedition  of  ships  of  Tarshish  to  go 
to  Ophir  for  gold ;  and  foretold  the  destruction  of 
his  fleet  at  lizion-geber,  which  accordingly  came  to 
pass.  When  Ahaziah  proposed  a  second  expedi- 
tion, Jehoshaphat  refused  (2  Chr.  xx.  35-37 ;  1  K. 
xxii.  48,  49).  The  combination  of  the  names 
Eliezer  and  Dodavah  ahnost  suggests  that  he  may 
have  been  descended  from  David's  mighty  man, 
Oeazar  the  son  of  Dodo  (2  Sam.  xxiii.  9). 

7.  ['EA6a{ap-]  A  chief  Israelite  —  a  "  man  of 
understanding"  —  whom  Ezra  sent  with  others 
from  Ahava  to  Casiphia,  to  induce  some  Levites 
and  Nethinim  to  accompany  him  to  Jerusalem  (Ezr. 
viii.  16).  In  1  Esdr.  viii.  43,  the  name  is  given  as 
Elj;azar. 

8.  9,  10.  [F^r.  X.  23,  FA.  EAtaCap;  ver.  31, 
Vat.  EAei,  E^ep-]  A  priest,  a  Levite,  and  an 
Israelite  of  the  sons  of  Harim,  who,  in  the  time 
of  Ezra,  had  married  foreign  wives  (Ezr.  x.  18,  23, 
31).  The  former  is  called  Elp:azar,  the  second 
Eleazukus,  and  the  third  Elioxas,  in  1  Esdr. 
ix.  19,  24,  32. 

11.  Son  of  Jorim,  13th  in  descent  from  Nathan 
the  son  of  David,  in  the  genealogy  of  Christ  (Luke 
iii.  29).  A.  C.  H. 

*  ELI'HABA  is  the  reading  of  the  A.  V.  ed. 
1611,  and  other  early  editions,  in  2  Sam.  xxiii.  32, 
and  1  Chr.  xi.  33,  for  Eliahba.  A. 

BLIHOE'NAI  [5  syl.]  03>3?'in^^^  [tf 
Jehovah  my  eyes]:  'E\iavd,  Alex.  EAioai/o:  Elioe- 
nai),  son  of  Zerahiah,  one  of  the  Bene-Pahath- 
moab,  who  with  290  men  returned  from  the  Cap 
tivity  with  I':zra  (Ezr.  viii.  4).  In  the  apocryphal 
Esdras  the  name  is  Eliaonias. 

ELIHO'REPH  (^T^'rT'b^?  [God  his  recom- 
jKnse,  Ges.]:  "E.\id<p;  Alex.  Evapetp;  [Comp. 
'EAixop6<^:]  EUhoreph),  son  of  Shisha.  He  and 
his  brother  Ahiah  were  scribes  (D'^"]9D)  to  Solo- 
mon at  the  commencement  of  his  reign  (1  K. 
iv.  3). 

ELI'HU  (SJ^TT'^S  [God  is  He,  i.  e.  Jeho- 
vah]: 'EAiovs:  Eliu)."l.  One  of  the  interlocu- 
tors in  the  book  of  Job.  He  is  described  as  the 
"  son  of  Barachel  the  Buzite,"  and  thus  apparently 
referred  to  the  family  of  Buz,  the  son  of  Nahor, 
and  nephew  of  Abraham  (Gen.  xxii.  21).  This 
supposition  suits  well '  with  the  description  of  the 
other  personages  [Eliphaz;  Bildad],"  and  the 
probable  date  to  be  assigned  to  the  scenes  recorded. 
In  his  speech  (cc.  xxxii.-xxxvii. )  he  describes  him- 
self as  younger  than  the  three  friends,  and  accord- 
ingly his  presence  is  not  noticed  in  the  firsts  chap- 
ters. He  expresses  his  desire  to  moderate  between 
the  disputants ;  and  his  words  alone  touch  upon. 


a  The  connection  of  Dedan  and  Tema  with  Buz  in 
Jer.  XXV.  23,  is  alsc  to  be  noticed. 


702  ELIJAH 

although  they  do  not  thoroughly  handle,  that  idea 
of  the  disciplinal  nature  of  suftering,  which  is  the 
key  to  Job's  perplexity  and  doubt ;  but,  as  in  the 
whole  book,  the  greater  stress  is  laid  on  God's  un- 
seiirchable  wisdom,  and  the  implicit  faith  which  he 
domands.     [Joh,  Book  of.]  A.  B. 

2.  ('HKiov  [Vat.  HA.€JOu;  Alex.  E\iov]-)  Son 
of  Tohu;  a  forefather  of  Samuel  the  Prophet  (1 
Sam.  i'.  1).  In  the  statements  of  the  genealogy  of 
Samuel  in  1  Chr.  vi.  the  name  Ehel  occurs  in  the 
same  position  —  son  of  Toah  and  father  of  Jero- 
ham  (vi.  34,  Heb.  19);  and  also  Eliab  (vi.  27, 
Heb.  12),  father  of  Jeroham  and  grandson  of  Zo- 
phai.  The  general  opinion  is  that  Oihu  is  the 
original  name,  and  the  two  latter  forms  but  copy- 
ists' variations  tliereof. 

3.  (Vat.  and  Alex.  EA,ioj8;  [Comp.  Aid. 'EAfo-]) 
A  similar  variation  of  the  name  of  Eliab,  the  eld- 
est son  of  Jesse,  is  probably  found  in  1  Chr.  xxvii. 
18,  where  I'Uihu  "  of  the  brethren  of  David  "  is 
mentioned  as  the  chief  of  the  tribe  of  Judah.  But 
see  1  Chr.  xii.  2,  where,  in  a  similar  connection, 
the  word  "brethren"  is  used  in  its  widest  sense. 
Ilie  LXX.  retains  Eliab.  [Eliab,  3.]  In  this 
place   the   name   is   without   the   final   Aleph  — 

4-  (.'EKifiovO;  Alex.  EMovS;  [Comp.  Aid. 
'EAioD.])  One  of  the  "captains"  0C.''W"1,  i.  e. 
heads)  of  the  "thousands  of  Manasseh  "  (1  Chr. 
xii.  20)  who  followed  David  to  Ziklag  after  he  had 
left  the  Philistine  army  on  the  eve  of  the  battle  of 
Gilboa  and  who  assisted  him  against  the  maraud- 
ing band  (^^^^)  of  the  Amalekites  (comp.  1  Sam. 

XXX.). 

5.  (in"*7M:  'EAtoC;  [Vat.  Evvou-])  A  Kor- 
hite  Invite  in  the  time  of  David ;  one  of  the  door- 
keepers (A.  V.  "porters")  of  the  house  of  Jeho- 
vah, lie  was  a  son  of  Sheniaiah,  and  of  the 
family  of  Obed-edom  (1  Chr.  xxvi.  7).  Terms  are 
applied  to  all  these  doorkeepers  which  appear  to 
aidicate  that  they  were  not  only  "  strong  men," 
as  in  A.  V.,  but  also  fighting  men.  (See  w.  6,  7, 

8,  12,  in  which  occur  the  words    /'^Tl  =  army,  and 

^^^22  =  warriors  or  heroes.)  G. 

ELI'JAH.     1.  (generaUy  ^n*bW,   Eliyahu, 

but  sometimes  rT'^W,  EUyali  [God- Jehovah]: 


a  By  Chrysostom  and  others  the  name  is  Grecized 
into  'HAt'os,  as  if  signifying  the  brightness  of  the  sun. 

b  Stanley,  S.  If  P.  p.  328.  In  the  Acta  Sanctorum, 
he  is  called  Prodigiosus  Theshius. 

c  "  Omnium  suas  setatis  Prophetarum  facile  prin- 
cepe ;  et,  si  a  Mose  discesseris,  nuUi  secuudus  "  (Frisch- 
mutb,  in  Crit.  SckH,  quoting  from  Abarbanel). 

d  The  Hebrew  t«xt  is  "•a'^Cna  '•ntCTin  ITT^bW 

3,  The  third  word  may  be  pointed  (1)  as  in  the 
present  Masorctic  text,  to  mean  "  from  the  inhabitants 
of  Gilead,"  or  (2)  "  from  Tishbi  of  Gilead  ;  "  which, 
with  a  slight  change  in  form,  is  what  the  LXX.  hns. 
The  latter  is  followed  by  E'.vald  (Hi.  486,  note).  Light- 
foot  assumes,  but  without  giving  his  authority,  that 
Elijah  >was  fironi  Jabesh  Gilead.  By  Josephus  he  is 
said  to  liave  come  from  Thesbou  —  «  iroAew?  &«rP<t>- 
infi  Tijs  Va\aa£CTiS<K  x^P"'  (^"-  ^3,  §  2).  Perhaps 
this  may  have  been  read  as  Ue-shbon,  a  city  of  the 
priests,  and  have  given  ri.se  to  the  statement  of  Epi- 
phauius,  that  be  wus  "  of  the  tribe  of  Aaron,"  and 
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'HAiou,  [Vat.  HAsiou,  exc.  Mai.  iv.  5,  'HAi'as:] 
Aquila,  HAio;«  N.  T.  'HAi'as,  [Tisch.  8th  ed. 
'HAf/aj:]  £/ia.t).  Eli.iah  thk  Tisiibitk  hag 
lieen  well  entitled  "  the  grandest  and  the  most  ro- 
mantic character  that  Israel  ever  produced."  f>  Cer- 
tainly there  is  no  personage  in  the  O.  T.  whose 
career  is  more  vividly  portra3'ed,  or  who  exercises 
on  us  a  more  remarkable  fascination.  His  rare, 
sudden,  and  brief  appearances,  his  undaunted  cour- 
age and  fiery  zeal,  the  brilliancy  of  his  triumphs, 
the  pathos  of  his  despondency,  the  glory  of  his  de- 
parture, and  the  calm  beauty  of  his  reappearance 
on  the  Mount  of  Transfiguration,  throw  such  a 
halo  of  brightness  around  him  as  is  equalled  by 
none  of  his  comijeers  in  the  sacred  story. ^  The 
ignorance  in  which  we  are  left  of  the  circumstances 
and  antecedents  of  tlie  man  who  did  and  wlio  suf- 
fered so  much,  doubtless  contributes  to  enhance  our 
interest  in  the  story  and  the  character.  "  Elijah 
the  Tishbite  of  the  inhabitants  of  Gilead,"  is  Uter- 
ally  all  that  is  given  us  to  know  of  his  parentage 
and  locality.''  It  is  in  remarkable  contrast  to  the 
detail  with  which  the  genealogies  of  other  prophets 
and  leaders  of  Israel  are  stated.  Where  the  place 
—  if  it  was  a  place  —  lay,  wliicli  gave  him  this  ap- 
pellati6n  we  know  not,  nor  are  we  likely  to  know. 
It  is  not  again  found  in  the  Bible,  nor  has  any 
name  answeruig  to  it  been  discovered  since." 
[Thishe.] 

The  mention  of  Gilead,  however,  is  the  key-note 
to  much  that  is  most  characteristic  in  the  story 
of  the  prophet.  Gilead  wiis  the  country  on  the 
further  side  of  the  Jordan  —  a  country  of  chase  and 
pasture,  of  tent-villages,  and  mountain-castles,  in- 
habited by  a  people  not  settled  and  civilized  like 
those  who  formed  the  conmiunities  of  Ephraim  and 
Judah,  but  of  wandering,  irregular  habits,  exposed 
to  the  attacks  of  the  nomad  tribes  of  tlie  desert, 
and  gradually  conforming  more  and  more  to  the 
habits  of  those  tribes;  making  war  with  the  Ha- 
garites,  and  taking  the  countless  thousands  of  their 
cattle,  and  then  dwelling  in  their  stead  (1  (]hr.  v. 
10,  19-22).  To  an  Israelite  of  the  tribes  west  of 
Jordan  the  title  "Gileadite"  must  have  conveyed  a 
similar  impression,  tliough  in  a  far  stronger  degree, 
to  that  which  the  title  "  Celt "  does  to  us.  What 
the  Highlands  were  a  century  ago  to  the  towns  in 
the  Lowlands  of  Scotland,  that,  and  more  than  that, 
must  Gilead  have  lieen  to  Samaria  or  Jerusalem./ 
One  of  the  most  famoas  heroes  in  the  early  annals 


grandson  of  Zadok.  See  also  the  C/tron.  Pnsch.  in 
i'abricius,  Cod.  Psfudep.  V.  T.  i  1070,  &c. ;  and  Qu»- 
resmius,  Elucid.  ii.  605.  According  to  Jewish  tradi* 
tion  —  grounded  on  a  certain  similarity  between  tlM 
fiery  zeal  of  the  two  —  Elijah  was  identical  with  Phin- 
ehus  the  son  of  Eteazar  the  priest.  He  was  also  tbt 
angel  of  Jehovah  who  appeared  in  fire  to  Gideon 
(Liglitfoot  on  John  i.  21  :  Ei.senmenger,  i.  68()).  Arab 
tradition  places  his  birthplace  at  Gil/tad  (lilhood,  a 
few  miles  N.  of  ef-Salt  (Irby ,  p.  98),  and  his  tomb  near 
Damascus  (Mislin,  i.  490). 

e  The  common  assumption  —  perhaps  originating 
with  Hiller  {Onom  p.  947)  or  Rcland  (Pal.  p.  1035)— 
is  that  he  was  born  in  the  town  Thisbe  mentioned  in 
Tob.  i.  2.  But  not  to  in.sist  on  the  fact  that  this 
ThislKJ  was  not  in  Gilead  but  in  N.iphtali,  it  is  nearly 
certain  that  the  name  has  no  real  existence  in  that 
passage,  but  arises  from  a  mistaken  tninslutioii  of  the 
same  Hebrew  word  which  is  rendered  "  inhabitants  " 
in  1  K.  xvii.  1.     [Tihsbe.] 

/  Sec  a  good  passage  illustrative  of  this  in  Rob  iJojl 
chap.  xix. 
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sf  Israel  was  "  Jephthah  the  Gileadite,"  in  whom 
all  these  chaiucteristics  were  prominent;  and  Pro- 
fessor Stanley  has  well  remarked  how  impossible  it 
is  rightly  to  estimate  his  character  without  recol- 
lecting this  fact  (S.  <.f  P.  p.  327). 

With  Elijah,  of  whom  so  much  is  told,  and 
whose  part  in  the  history  was  so  much  more  im- 
portant, this  is  still  more  necessary.  It  is  seen  at 
every  turn.  Of  his  appearance  as  he  "  stood  be- 
fore" Ahab  —  with  the  suddenness  of  motion  to 
this  day  characteristic  of  the  Bedouins  from  his 
native  hills,  we  can  perhaps  realize  something  from 
the  touches,  few,  but  strong,  of  the  narrative.  Of 
his  height  little  is  to  be  inferred  —  that  little  is  in 
favor  of  its  being  beyond  the  ordinary  size.«  His 
chief  chai-acteristic  was  his  hair,  long  and  thick, 
and  hanging  down  his  back,*  and  which,  if  not 
betokening  the  immense  strength  of  Samson,  yet 
accompanied  powers  of  endurance  «  no  less  remark- 
able. His  ordinary  clothing  consisted  of  a  girdle 
of  skin  <'  round  his  loins,  which  he  tightened  when 
about  to  move  quickly  (1  K.  xviii.  46).  But  in 
addition  to  this  he  occasionally  wore  the  "  mantle," 
or  cape, «  of  sheep-skin,  which  has  supplied  us  with 
one  of  our  most  familiar  figures  of  speech./  In  this 
mantle,  in  moments  of  emotion,  he  would  hide  his 
face  (1  K.  xix.  13),  or  when  excited  would  roll  it 
up  as  into  a  kind  of  stafF.c  On  one  occasion  we 
find  him  bending  himself  down  upon  the  ground 
with  his  face  between  his  knees.''  Such,  so  far  as 
the  scanty  notices  of  the  record  will  allow  us  to 
conceive  it,  was  tlie  general  appearance  of  the  great 
Prophet,  an  ap[)earance  which  there  is  no  reason 
to  think  was  other  than  uncommon  even  at  that 
time.'  "  Vir  qui  curationem  et  cultum  corporis 
despiceret;  facie  squalente,  quae  multitudine  suorum 
crmium  obumbraretur  ....  pelle  caprina  tantum 
de  corpore  tegentem  quantum  abscondi  decorum 
erat,  reliqua  corporis  ad  sera  perdurantem  "  (Gregory 
Nyss.  quoted  by  Willemer  de  Pallio  Elm  in  Crit. 
Sacri). 

The  solitary  life  in  which  these  external  pecul- 
iarities had  been  assumed  had  also  nurtured  that 
fierceness  of  zeal  and  that  directness  of  address 
which  so  distinguished  him.  It  was  in  the  wild 
loneliness  of  the  hills  and  ravines  of  Gilead  that 
the  knowledge  of  Jehovah,  the  Uving  God  of  Israel, 
had  been  impressed  on  his  mmd,  which  was  to 
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a  From  a  comparison  of  2  K.  iv.  34  with  1  K.  xvii. 
21,  it  would  seeui  as  if  Elisiia  approached  nearer  tlian 
Elijah  to  the  stjiture  of  tlie  child.  But  the  Inference 
is  not  to  be  relied  on.  Chrysostom  applied  the  same 
epithet  to  him  as  to  St.  Paul,  TpCirnxw  avepanov. 

6  2  K.  i.  8,  ■'  a  hairy  man  ;  "  Uterally,  "  a  lord  of 
hair."  This  might  be  doubtful,  even  with  the  sup- 
port of  the  LXX.  and  Josephus  —  avepunov  «a<7v>'  — 
and  of  the  Targum  Jonathan  _  pPD  "122  —  the 
same  word  used  for  Esau  in  Gen.  xxvii".  11.'  'But  its 
application  to  the  hair  of  his  head  is  corroborated  by 
the  word  used  by  the  children  of  Bethel  when  mock- 
ing Elisha.  "  Bald-head  "  is  a  peculiar  term  (n^t^) 
applied  only  to  want  of  hair  at  the  back  of  the  head'; 
and  the  taunt  was  cfilled  forth  by  the  difference  be- 
tween the  bare  shoulders  of  the  new  prophet  and  the 
shaggy  locks  of  the  old  one.     [Eusha.] 

<^  Kunning  before  Ahab's  chariot;  the  hardships 
of  the  Cherith  ;  the  forty  days'  fast. 

'^  TIS'  (2  K.  i.  8),  rendered  "  leather  "  in  this  one 
place  only.     See  Gen.  iii.  21,  &c. 


form  the  subject  of  his  mission  to  the  idolatrous 
court  and  country  of  Israel. 

The  northern  kingdom  had  at  this  time  forsaken 
almost  entirely  the  faith  in  Jehovah.  The  worship 
of  tlie  calves  had  been  a  departure  from  him,  it 
was  a  violation  of  his  command  against  material 
resemblances ;  but  still  it  would  appear  that  even  in 
the  presence  of  the  calves  Jehovah  was  acknowl- 
edged, and  they  were  at  any  rate  a  national  insti- 
tution, not  one  imported  from  the  idolatries  of  any 
of  the  surrounding  countries.  [C.vlf.]  They  were 
announced  by  Jeroboam  as  the  preservers  "of  the 
nation  during  the  great  crisis  of  its  existence: 
'•  Behold  thy  gods,  O  Israel,  that  brought  tliee  up 
out  of  the  land  of  Egypt "  (1  K.  xii.  28).  But  the 
case  was  quite  different  when  Ahab,  not  content 
with  the  calf-worsliip  —  "  as  if  it  had  been  a  light 
thing  to  walk  in  the  sins  of  .Jeroboam,  the  son  of 
Nebat". —  man-ied  the  daughter  of  the  king  of 
Sidon,  and  introduced  on  the  most  extensive  scale 
(Joseph.  Ant.  ix.  6,  §  0)  the  foreign  religion  of  his 
wife's  family,  the  worship  of  tlie  Phoenician  Baal. 
What  this  worship  consisted  of  we  are  ignorant  — 
doubtless  it  was  of  a  gay,  splendid,  and  festal  char- 
acter, and  therefore  very  opposite  to  the  grave, 
severe  service  of  tlie  Mosaic  ritual.  Attached  to  it 
and  to  the  worship  of  Asherah  (A.  V.  " !\slit;iroth," 
and  "the  groves")  were  licentious  and  impure 
rites,  which  in  earlier  times  had  brought  the  heaviest 
judgments  on  the  nation  (Num.  xxv.  ;-Judg.  ii.  13, 
14,  iii.  7,  8).  But  the  most  obnoxious  and  evil 
characteristic  of  the  Baal-religion  was  that  it  was 
the  worship  of  power,  of  mere  strength,  as  opix)sed 
to  that  of  a  God  of  righteousness  and  goodness  —  a 
foreign  religion,  imiwrted  from  nations  the  liatred 
of  whom  was  inculcated  in  every  page  of  the  law, 
as  opposed  to  the  religion  of  that  God  who  had 
delivered  the  nation  from  the  bondage  of  Egypt, 
had  "  driven  out  the  heathen  with  his  hand,  and 
planted  them  in;"  and  through  whom  their  fore- 
fathers had  "  trodden  down  their  enemies,  and 
destroyed  those  that  rose  up  against  them."  It  is 
as  a  witness  against  these  two  evils  that  Elijah 
comes  forward. 

1.  What  we  may  call  the  first  Act  in  his  life 
embraces   between    three   and   four  years  —  three 
years  and   six   months   for   the   duration    of  the 
drought,  according  to  the  statements  of  the  New " 
Testament  (Luke  iv.  25;  James  v.  17),  and  three 


e  A'ldereth,  PTR}^  :  LXX.  ^tiKiarri^  ;  always  used 
for  this  garment  of  Elijah,  but  not  for  that  of  any 
prophet  before  him.  It  is  perhaps  a  trace  of  the 
permanent  impression  which  he  left  on  some  parts  of 
the  Jewish  society,  that  a  hairy  cloak  became  after- 
wards the  recognized  garb  of  a  prophet  of  Jehovah 
(Zech.  xiil.  4  ;  A.  V.  "  rough  garment ; "'  where  the 
Hebrew  word  is  the  same  which  in  Elijah's  history  is 
rendered  "mantle"). 

/  Various  relics  of  the  mantle  are  said  to  exist. 
The  list  of  claimants  will  be  found  in  the  Ada  Sanc- 
torum (July  20).  One  piece  is  shown  at  Oviedo  in 
Spain. 

0  D72  (2  K.  ii.  8):  "wrapped"  is  a  different 
word. 

A  This  is  generally  taken  as  having  been  in  prayer ; 
but  kneeling  apparently  was  not  (certainly  is  not)  an 
attitude  of  prayer  in  the  East.  "  When  ye  stand 
praying,  forgive  "  (Mark  xi.  25  ;  and  see  Matt.  vl.  5, 
&c.). 

t  This  is  to  be  inferred,  as  we  shall  see  afterwards, 
from  king  Ahaziah's  recognition  of  him  by  mere  de- 
scription. 
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or  four  months  more  for  the  journey  to  Horeb,  and 
the  retmn  to  Gilead  (1  K.  xvii.  1-xix.  21).  His 
introduction  is  of  the  most  startling  description: 
he  suddenly  appears  before  Ahab,  as  with  the  unre- 
Btrained  freedom  of  Eastern  manners  he  would  have 
no  difficulty  in  doing,  and  proclaims  the  vengeance 
of  Jehovah  for  the  apostasy  of  the  king.  This  he 
does  in  the  remarkable  fonnula  evidently  character- 
istic of  himsell",  and  adopted  after  his  departure  by 
his  follower  Elisha  —  a  formula  which  includes 
everything  at  issue  between  himself  and  the  king  — 
the  name  of  Jehovah,  his  being  the  God  of  Israel, 
the  Living  God,  Elijah  being  his  messenger,  and 
then  —  the  special  lesson  of  the  event  —  that  the 
god  of  power  and  of  nature  should  be  beaten  at 
his  own  weapons.  "As  Jehovah,  God  of  Israel, 
liveth,  before  whom  I  stand,"  whose  constant  serv- 
ant I  am,  "  there  shall  not  be  dew  nor  rain  these 
years,  but  according  to  my  word."  What  imme- 
diate action  followed  on  this  we  are  not  told ;  but 
it  is  plain  that  Elijah  had  to  fly  before  some 
threatened  vengeance  either  of  the  king,  or  more 
probably  of  the  queen  (comp.  xix.  2).  Perhaps  it 
was  at  this  juncture  that  Jezebel  "  cut  oft"  the 
prophets  of  Jehovah  "  (1  K.  xviii.  4).  He  was 
directed  to  the  brook  Cherith,  either  one  of  the 
torrents  which  cleave  the  high  table-lands  of  his 
native  hills,  or  on  the  west  of  Jordan,  more  in  the 
neighborhood  of  Samaria.  [Chkrith.]  Therein 
the  hollow  of  the  torrent-bed  he  remained,  sup- 
ported in  the  miraculous  manner  with  which  we 
are  all  familiar,  till  the  failing  of  the  brook  obliged 
him  to  forsake  it.  How  long  he  remained  in  the 
Cherith  is  uncertain.  The  Hebrew  expression  is 
simply  "at  the  end  of  days,"  nor  does  Josephus 
afford  us  any  more  information.  A  vast  deal  of 
ingenuity  has   been  devoted   to  explammg   away 

Elijah's  "  ravens."  The  Hebrew  word,  CH"!!?, 
Orebim,  has  been  interpreted  as  "  Arabians,"  as 
"  merchants,"  as  inhabitants  of  some  neighboring 
town  of  Ovbo  or  Orbi.a  By  others  Elijah  has  been 
held  to  have  plundered  a  raven's  nest  —  and  this 
twice  a  day  regularly  for  several  months !  There 
is  no  escape  from  the  plain  meaning  of  the  words 
—  occuning  as  they  do  twice,  in  a  passage  other- 
wise displaying  no  tinge  of  the  marvellous  —  or 
from  the  unanimity  of  all  the  Hebrew  MSS.,  of 


a  Jerome,  quoted  by  Kennieott,  p.  581.  See  these 
hypotheses  brought  together  in  Keil  ad  loo, 

b  This  subject  is  exhausted  in  a  dissertation  entitled 
Elias  corvorum  convictor  in  the  Critici  Sacri. 

c  Lightfoot  quaintly  remarks  on  this  that  Elijah 
was  the  first  Apostle  tu  the  Gentiles. 

ft  The  traditional  scene  of  his  meeting  with  the 
widow  was  in  a  wood  to  the  south  of  the  town  (Mislin. 
1.  532,  who  however  does  not  give  his  authority).  In 
the  time  of  Jerome  the  spot  was  marked  by  a  tower 
(Jerome,  Ep.  PatikB).  At  a  later  period  a  church 
dedicated  to  the  prophet  was  erected  over  the  bouse 
of  the  widow,  in  which  his  chamber  and  her  kneading- 
trough  were  shown  (Anton.  Martyr,  and  Phocas,  in 
Reland,  p.  985).  This  church  was  called  to  x')P<'<»' 
(Acta  Sanctorum). 

e  This  must  not  be  much  relied  on.  Zedekiab,  son 
of  Chenaanah,  one  of  Ahab's  prophets,  uses  a  similar 
form  of  words,  "  Thus  saith  Jehovah  "  (1  K.  xxii.  11). 
The  apparent  Inference  however  from  Luke  iv.  26  is 
that  she  was  one  of  the  widows  of  Israel.  In  the 
Jewish  traditions  lier  son  was  the  Messiah  (Kisen- 
menger,    Entd.   Jmlenth.   ii.    725). 

•  "  Jehovah  thy  Ood  "  (see  just  before)  suggests 
more  obviously  a  difference  of  worship  and  nationality 
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all  the  ancient  versions,  and  of  Josephns.*   [CnB< 

KITH.] 

His  next  refuge  was  at  Zarephath,  a  Phoeni- 
cian town  lying  between  Tyre  and  Sidon,  certainly 
the  last  place  at  which  the  enemy  of  Baal  would  be 
looked  for."-'  The  widow  woman  in  whose  house  he 
Uved  fi  seems,  however,  to  have  been  an  Israelite,  and 
no  Baal-worshipper,  if  we  may  take  her  adjuration 
by  "Jehovah  thy  God"  as  an  indication.''  Here 
Elijah  performed  the  miracles  of  prolonging  the  oil 
and  the  meal ;  and  restored  the  son  of  the  widow 
to  life  after  his  apparent  death./* 

Here  the  prophet  is  first  addressed  by  the  title, 
which,  although  occasionally  before  used  to  others, 
is  so  frequently  appUed  to  Elijah  as  to  become  the 
distinguishing  appellation  of  himself  and  his  suc- 
cessor: "O  thou  man  of  God"  —  "  Now  I  know 
that  thou  art  a  man  of  God  "  (1  K.  xvii.  18,  24). 

In  this,  or  some  other  retreat,  an  interval  of 
more  than  two  years  must  have  elapsed.  The 
drought  continued,  and  at  last  the  full  horrors  of 
famine,  caused  by  the  failure  of  the  crops,  de- 
scended on  Samaria.  The  king  and  his  chief  do- 
mestic officer  divide  between  them  the  mournful 
duty  of  ascertaining  that  neither  round  the  springs, 
which  are  so  frequent  a  feature  of  central  Palestine, 
nor  in  the  nooks  and  cramiies  of  the  most  shaded 
torrent-beds,  was  there  any  of  tlie  herbage  left, 
which  in  those  countries  is  so  certai»  an  indication 
of  the  presence  of  moisture.  No  one  short  of  the 
two  chief  persons  of  the  realm  could  be  trusted 
with  this  quest  for  life  or  death  —  "  Ahab  went 
one  way  by  himself,  and  01)adiah  went  another 
way  by  himself."  It  is  the  moment  for  the  reap- 
pearance of  the  prophet.  He  shows  himself  firafc 
to  the  minister.  There,  suddenly  planted  in  hb 
path,  is  the  man  whom  he  and  his  master  have 
been  seeking  for  more  than  three  years.  "  There 
is  no  nation  or  kingdom,"  says  Obadiah  with  true 
Eastern  hyperbole,  "  whither  my  lord  hath  not  soit 
to  seek  thee;  "  and  now  here  he  stands  when  least 
expected.  Before  the  sudden  apjxirition  of  that 
wild  figure,  and  that  stem,  unbroken  countenance, 


between  the  Sareptan  widow  and  the  prophet.  Em 
Stanley,  Jewish  Cliiirch,  ii.  330.  So  also  theexceptiw 
el  firi,  Luke  iv.  26,  properly  refers  to  iir(fiif>dT)  and  not 
airiov,  t.  e.,  was  sent  nowhere  except  to  Sarepta,  which 
lay  out  of  Israel,  and  not  was  sent  to  none  of  the 
widows  in  Israel  except  the  one  at  Sarepta.  We  have 
the  same  idiom  in  ver.  27,  where  the  opposition  be- 
tween Israelite  and  foreigner  is  beyond  question. 
On  this  use  of  d  fi^  see  especially  Fritzscho  on  Rom. 
xlv.  14,  and  Meyer  on  Matt.  xii.  4.  H. 

/  This  is  warranted  by  the  expression  "  his  sick- 
ness was  so  sore  that  there  wiis  no  breath  left  in  him," 
a  form  of  words  not  el.sc.vliere  found  ;  while  in  the 
story  of  the  Shunamniite's  son  it  is  distinctly  said  thu 
child  "  died."  Josophus's  language  (viii.  13,  §  3) 
shows  that  he  did  not  understand  the  child  to  bsre 
died.  The  Jewish  tradition,  quoted  by  Jerome,  w»8 
that  this  boy  was  the  servant  who  afterwards  accom- 
panied Elijah,  and  finally  became  the  prophet  Jonah. 
(.Terome,  Pre/,  to  Jonah  ;  and  see  the  citations  from  the 
Talmud  in  Eisenmenper,  Ent/I.  Jud.  ii.  725.) 

•  That  the  child's  death  was  real,  not  apparent,  a* 
stated  above,  cannot  well  be  questioned.  The  lan- 
guage itself  is  sufficiently  explicit.  The  child's  o««- 
ing  to  breathe  must  mean  the  same  thing  as  to  die. 
So  the  Psalmist  says :  ''  Thou  takest  away  their 
breath,  they  die  "  (civ.  29).  The  two  oxpnwsions  are 
often  interchanged  (comp.  (len.  vii.  22 ;  Josh.  xi.  11 ; 
Ps.  cxxxv.  17,  cxlvi.  4 ;  Ezck.  xxxvii.  10,  etc.).  So 
also  the  prayer  of  the  prophet  which  follows,  suppoeei 
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Obadiah  could  not  but  fall  on  his  face."  Elijah, 
however,  soon  calms  his  agitation  —  "  As  Jehovah 
of  hosts  liveth,  before  whom  I  stand,  I  will  surely 
show  myself  to  Ahab;"  and  thus  relieved  of  his 
fear  that,  as  on  a  former  occasion,  Elijah  would 
disappear  before  he  could  return  with  the  king, 
Obadiah  departs  to  inform  Ahab  that  the  man  they 
seek  is  there.  Ahab  arrived,  Elijah  makes  his 
charge  —  "Thou  hast  forsaken  Jehovah  and  fol- 
lowed the  Baals."  He  then  commands  that  all 
Israel  be  collected  to  Mount  Carmel  with  the  four 
hundred  and  fifty  prophets  of  Baal,  and  the  four 
hundred  of  Asherah  (Ashtaroth),  the  latter  being 
under  the  especial  protection  of  the  queen.  Why 
Mount  t'armel,  which  we  do  not  hear  of  until  now, 
was  chosen  in  preference  to  the  nearer  Ebal  or  Ger- 
izim,  is  not  evident.  Possibly  Elijah  thought  it 
wise  to  remove  the  place  of  the  meeting  to  a  dis- 
tance from  Samaria.  Possibly  in  the  existence  of 
the  altar  of  Jehovah  (xviii.  30)  —  in  ruins,  and 
therefore  of  earlier  erection  —  we  have  an  indica- 
tion of  an  ancient  sanctity  attaching  to  the  spot. 
On  the  question  of  the  particular  part  of  the  ridge 
of  Carmel,  which  fonned  the  site  of  the  meeting, 
there  cannot  be  much  doubt.  It  is  elsewhere  ex- 
amined.    [Cakmel.] 

There  are  few  more  sublime  stories  in  history 
than  this. ,  On  the  one  hand  the  solitary  servant 
of  Jehovah,  accompanied  by  his  one  attendant; 
with  his  wild  shaggy  hair,  his  scanty  garb,  and 
sheep-skin  cloak,  but  with  calm  dignity  of  demeanor 
and  the  minutest  regularity  of  procedure,  repair- 
ing the  ruined  altar  of  Jehovah  with  twelve  stones, 
according  to  the  number  of  the  twelve  founders  of 
the  tribes,  and  recalling  in  his  pi-ayer  the  still 
greater  names  of  Abraham,  Isaac,  and  Israel  —  on 
the  other  hand  the  850  prophets  of  Raal  and  Ash- 
taroth, doubtless  in  all  the  splendor  of  their  vest- 
ments (2  K.  X.  22),  with  the  wild  din  of  their 
"vain  repetitions  "  and  the  maddened  fury  of  their 
disappointed  ho{)es,  and  the  silent  people  surround- 
ing all  —  these  things  fonu  a  picture  with  which 
we  are  all  acquainted,  but  which  brightens  into 
fresh  distinctness  every  time  we  consider  it.  The 
conclusion  of  the  long  day  need  only  be  glanced 
at.6  The  fire  of  Jehovah  consimiing  both  sacrifice 
and  altar  —  the  prophets  of  Baal  killed,  it  would 
s^m  by  Elijah's  own  hand  (xviii.  40)  — the  king, 
with  an  apathy  almost  unintelligible,  eating  and 
drinking  in  the  very  midst  of  the  carnage  of  his 
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that  result :  "  Hast  thou  also  brought  evil  upon  the 
widow  ...  by  slaying  her  son?"  (1  K.  xvii.  20); 
and,  "0  Lord,  let  this  child's  soul  come  into  him 
again"  (ver.  21).  jj 

«  The  expre8.sions  of  Obadiah,  "  lord  "  and  "  slave," 
show  his  fear  of  Elijah;  they  are  those  ordinarily 
used  in  addressing  a  potentate. 

6  The  more  so  as  the  whole  of  this  scene  is  admi- 
rably drawn  out  by  Stanley  (S.  ^  P.  pp.  355,  356). 

c  Although  to  some  it  may  seem  out  of  place  in  a 
work  of  this  nature,  yet  the  writer  cannot  resist  re- 
ferring to  the  Oratorio  of  Elijah  by  Mendelssohn,  one 
of  the  most  forcible  commentaries  existing  on  the  his- 
tory of  the  prophet.  The  scene  in  which  the  occur- 
rences at  Beer-sheba  are  embodied  is  perhaps  the  most 
dramatic  and  affecting  in  the  whole  work. 

5)  W/D  is  both  a  "  messenger  "  and  ar  "angel." 
LXX.  ver.  5,  ti?  ;  and  so  Josephus  (viii.  13,  §  7). 

«  "One  Rolem  tree,''  Hebrew,  "IPTM  QH^.    [Not 
certainly  so  emphatic,  for  the  nuraJral  may  be' =  our 
a  or  an,  as  often  elsewhere  -  H.]     The  indented  rock 
45 


own  adherents  —  the  rising  storm  —  the  ride  across 
the  plain  to  Jezreel,  a  distance  of  at  least  16  miles; 
the  prophet,  with  true  Bedouin  endurance,  running 
before  the  chariot,  but  also  with  true  Bedouin  in- 
stinct stopping  short  of  the  city,  and  going  no  fur- 
ther than  the  "  entrance  of  Jezreel." 

So  far  the  triumph  had  been  complete;  but  the 
spirit  of  Jezebel  was  not  to  be  so  easily  overcome, 
and  her  first  act  is  a  vow  of  vengeance  against  the 
author  of  this  destruction.  "  God  do  so  to  me, 
and  more  also,"  so  ran  her  exclamation,  "  if  I  make 
not  thy  life  as  the  hfe  of  one  of  them  by  to-mor- 
row about  this  time."  It  was  no  duty  of  Elijah 
to  expose  himself  to  unnecessary  dangers,  and,  as 
at  his  first  introduction,  so  now,  he  takes  refuge  in 
flight.  The  danger  was  great,  and  the  refuge  must 
be  distant.  The  first  stage  on  the  journey  was 
Beer-sheba  —  "  Beer-sheba  which  belorigeth  to  Ju- 
dah,"  says  the  narrative,  with  a  touch  betraying 
its  IsraeUtish  origin.  Here,  at  the  ancient  haunt 
of  those  fethers  of  his  nation  whose  memory  was 
so  dear  to  him,  and  on  the  very  confines  of  culti- 
vated country,  Elijah  halted.  His  servant  — ac- 
cording to  Jewish  tradition  the  boy  of  Zarephath 
—  he  left  in  the  town ;  while  he  himself  set  out 
alone  into  the  wilderness  —  ithe  waste  uninhabited 
region  which  surrounds  the  south  of  Palestine. 
The  labors,  anxieties,  and  excitement  of  the  last 
few  days  had  proved  too  much  even  for  that  iron 
frame  and  that  stern  resolution.  His  spirit  is  quite 
broken,  and  he  wanders  forth  over  the  dreary  sweeps 
of  those  rocky  hills  wishing  for  death  — "  It  is 
enough !  Lord,  let  me  die,  for  I  am  not  better  than 
my  fathers."  <^  It  is  almost  impossible  not  to  con- 
clude from  the  terms  of  the  story  that  he  was  en- 
tirely without  provisions  for  this  or  any  journey. 
But  God,  who  had  brought  his  servant  into  this 
difficulty,  provided  him  with  the  means  of  escaping 
from  it.  Whether  we  are  to  take  the  expression  of 
the  story  literally  or  not  is  comparatively  of  little 
consequence.  In  some  way  little  short  of  mirac- 
ulous —  it  might  well  seem  to  the  narrator  that  it 
could  be  by  nothing  but  an  angel''  — the  prophet 
was  awakened  from  his  dream  of  despondency  be- 
neath the  solitary  bush  «  of  the  wilderness,  was  fed 
with  the  bread  and  the  water  which  to  this  day  are 
all  a  Bedouin's  requirements,/ and  went  forward, 
"  in  the  strength  of  that  food,"  a  journey  of  forty 
days  "to  the  mount  of  God,   even  to  Horeb." 


opposite  the  gate  of  the  Greek  convent,  Deir  Mar 
Ehjas,  between  Jerusalem  and  Bethlehem,  which  is 
now  shown  to  travellers  as  the  spot  on  which  the 
prophet  rested  on  this  occasion  (Bonar ;  Porter,  Hand- 
book, See.),  appears  at  an  earlier  date  not  to  have 
been  so  restricted,  but  was  believed  to  be  the  place 
on  which  he  was  ''accustomed  to  sleep  "  (Sandys,  lib. 
iii.  p.  176 ;  Maundrell,  Ear.  Trav.  p.  456),  and  the 
site  of  the  convent  as  that  where  he  was  born  (Qays- 
forde,  1506,  in  Bonar,  p.  117).  Neither  the  older  nor 
the  later  story  can  be  believed ;  but  it  is  possible  that 
they  may  have  originated  in  some  more  trustworthy 
tradition  of  his  having  rested  here  on  his  southward 
journey,  in  all  probability  taken  along  this  very  route. 
See  a  curious  statement  by  Quaresmius  of  the  extent 
to  which  the  rock  had  been  defaced  in  his  own  time 
"  by  the  piety  or  impiety  "  of  the  Christian  pilgrims. 
(Etucidatio,  ii.  605 ;  comp.  Doubdan,  Voyage,  &c..  d. 
144.)  ' 

/  The  LXX.  adds  to  the  description  the  only  touch 
wanting  in  the  Hebrew  text  — "  a  cake  of  meal "  — 
oAupi'njs. 
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Here,  in  "  the  cave,"  "  one  of  the  numerous  caverns 
in  those  avffiil  mountains,  perhaps  some  traditional 
Banctuary  of  that  hallowed  region,  at  any  rate  well 
known  —  he  remained  for  certainly  one  *  night.  In 
the  morning  came  the  "word  of  Jehovah  "  — the 
question,  "  What  doest  thou  here,  Elijah  ?  Driven 
by  what  hard  necessity  dost  thou  seek  this  spot  on 
which  the  glorj'  of  Jehovah  has  in  former  times 
been  so  signally  shown?"  In  answer  to  this  in- 
vitation the  prophet  opens  his  griefs.  He  has  been 
very  zealous  for  .Fehovah ;  but  force  hiis  been  vain ; 
one  cannot  stand  against  a  multitude ;  none  follow 
him,  and  he  is  left  alone,  flying  for  his  Ufe  from 
the  sword  which  has  slain  his  brethren.  The  reply 
comes  in  that  amlsiguous  and  indirect  form  in 
which  it  seems  necessary  that  the  deepest  commu- 
nications with  the  human  mind  should  be  couched, 
to  be  effectual.  He  is  directed  to  leave  the  cavern 
and  stand  on  the  mountain  in  the  open  air  (tls  rh 

SwaiBpov,  Josephus),  face  to  face  C^SSv)  with  Je- 
hovah. Then,  as  before  with  Moses  (Ex.  xxxiv. 
6),  "  The  Lord  passed  by;  "  passefl  in  all  the  ter- 
ror of  his  most  appalling  manifestations.  The 
fierce  wind  tore  the  solid  mountains  and  shivered 
the  granite  cliffs  of  Sinai;  the  earthquake  crash 
reverberated  through  the  defiles  of  those  naked 
valleys;  the  fire  burnt  in  the  incessant  blaze  of 
eastern  lightning.  Like  these,  in  their  degree, 
had  been  Elijah's  own  modes  of  procedure,  but 
the  conviction  is  now  forced  upon  him  that  in  none 
of  these  is  Jehovah  to  be  known.  Then,  penetrat- 
ing the  dead  silence  which  followed  these  mani- 
festations, came  the  fourth  mysterious  symbol  — 
the  "still  small  voice."  What  sound  this  was, 
whether  articulate  voice  or  not,  we  cannot  even 
conjecture ;  but  low  and  still  as  it  was  it  spoke  in 
louder  accents  to  the  wounded  heart  of  Elijah  than 
the  roar  and  blaze  which  had  preceded  it.  To 
him  no  less  unmistakably  than  to  Moses,  centuries 
before,  it  was  proclaimed  that  Jehovah  was  "  mer- 
ciful and  gracious,  long-suffering  and  abundant  in 
goodness  and  truth."  Elijah  knew  the  call,  and 
at  once  stepping  forward  and  hiding  his  face  in  his 
mantle,  stood  waiting  for  the  Divine  communica- 
tion. It  is  in  the  same  words  as  before,  and  so  is 
his  answer;  but  with  what  different  force  must  the 
question  have  fallen  on  his  ears,  and  the  answer 
left  his  lips !  "  Itefore  his  entrance  to  the  cave,  he 
was  comparatively  a  novice ;  Ajhen  he  left  it  he  was 
an  initiated  man.  He  had  thought  that  the  earth- 
quake, the  fire,  the  wind,  must  be  tlie  great  wit- 
nesses of  the  Lord.  But  he  was  not  in  them ;  not 
they,  but  the  still  small  voice  had  that  awe  in  it 
which  forced  the  prophet  to  cover  his  face  with  his 
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mantle.  Wliat  a  conclusion  of  all  the  past  his- 
tory! What  an  interpretation  of  its  meaning!" 
(Maurice,  Prophets  ami  Kings,  p.  136).  Not  in 
the  persecutions  of  Ahab  and  Jezebel,  nor  in  the 
slaughter  of  the  prophets  of  Baal,  but  in  the  7000 
unknown  worshippers  who  had  not  bowed  the  knje 
to  Baal,  was  the  assurance  that  Elijah  was  not 
alone  as  he  hatl  seemed  to  be. 

Three  commands  were  laid  on  him  —  three 
changes  were  to  be  made.  Instead  of  Ben-hadad, 
Hazael  was  to  be  king  of  S,>Tia ;  instctid  of  Ahab, 
Jehu  the  son  of  Nimshi  was  to  be  king  of  Israel; 
and  Elisha  the  son  of  Shaphat  was  to  be  his  own 
successor.  Of  these  three  commands  the  two  first 
were  reserved  for  Elisha  to  accomplish,  the  last 
only  was  executed  by  Elijah  himself.  It  would 
almost  seem  as  if  his  late  trials  had  awakened  in 
him  a  yearning  for  that  affection  and  companion- 
ship which  had  hitherto  been  denied  him.  His 
first  search  was  for  Elisha.  Apparently  he  soon 
found  him ;  we  must  conclude  at  his  native  place, 
Abel-meholah,  probably  somewhere  about  the  centre 
of  the  Jordan  valley,  [.\bkl-mkiiolah.]  Elisha 
was  ploughing  at  the  time,<^  and  Elijah  "  passed 
over  to  him  "  -^  possibly  crossed  the  ri-.  er  <<  —  and 
cast  his  mantle,  the  well-known  sheep  skin  cloak, 
upon  him,  as  if,  by  that  familiar  «  action,  claiming 
him  for  his  son.  A  m.oment  of  hesitation  —  but 
the  call  was  quickly  accepted,  and  then  commenced 
that  long  period  of  service  and  intercourse  which 
continued  till  Elijah's  removal,  and  which  after 
that  time  procured  for  Elisha  one  of  his  best  titles 
to  esteem  and  reverence  —  "  Elisha  the  son  of  Sha- 
phat, who  poured  water  on  the  hand.i  of  EUjaL." 

2.  Ahab  and  Jezebel  now  probably  believed  that 
their  threats  had  been  effectual,  and  th?t  they  hwl 
seen  the  last  of  their  tormentor.  At  any  rate  this 
may  be  inferred  from  the  events  of  chap.  xxi. 
Foiletl  in  his  wish  to  acquire  the  ancestral  plot  of 
ground  of  Naboth  by  the  refusal  of  that  sturdy 
peasant  to  alienate  the  inheritance  of  his  fathws, 
Ahab  and  Jezebel  proceed  to  possess  themselves 
of  it  by  main  force,  and  by  a  degree  of  monstrous 
injustice  which  shows  clearly  enough  how  far  the 
elders  of  Jezreel  had  forgotten  the  laws  of  Jehovah 
how  perfect  was  their  submission  to  the  will  of 
their  mistress.  At  her  orders  Nalxtth  is  falsdj 
accused  of  blaspheming  God  and  the  king,  is  with 
his'  sons/  stoned  and  killed,  and  his  vineyard  then 
—  as  having  lielonged  to  a  criminal  —  becomes  at 
once  the  property  of  the  king.     [N.\botii.] 

Ahab  loses  no  time  in  entering  on  his  new  ac- 
quisition. Apparently  the  very  next  day  after  Uie 
execution  he  proceeds  in  his  chariot  to  take  : 


a  The  Hebrew  word  has  the  article,  rT^^Tpn  ;  and 
go  too  the  LXX.,  to  oti^Aoiov.  The  cave  is  now  shown 
"  in  the  secluded  plain  below  the  highest  p<jint  of 
Jebel  MUsa;"  "a  hole  just  large  enough  for  a  man's 
body,"  beside  the  altar  in  the  chapel  of  Elijah  (Stan- 
ley,' *••  ^  P.  P-  49 ;  Rob.  i.  103,  2d  ed.)- 

6  Hebrew,  ^^b.  A.  V.  "  lodge ;  "  but  in  Gen.  xix. 
2,  accurately,  "  tarry  all  night." 

c  The  words  of  the  text  are  somewhat  obscured  in 
the  A.  V.  They  bear  tc.'itimony  at  once  to  the  solid 
position  of  ElUha,  and  to  the  extent  of  tlic  amble  soil 
of  the  spot.  According  to  the  Masoretic  punctuation 
the  passage  is  :  "  And  he  departed  thence,  and  found 
Elisha  the  son  of  Shaphat,  who  wna  ploughing.  Twelve 
yoke  were  before  him  (/.  e.  either  12  ploughs  were 
before  him  with  his  servants,  or  12  yoke  of  land  wore 


already  ploughed),  and  he  was  with  the  last."  {••• 
note  under  Kusha,  p.  714.] 

'/  The  word  is  that  always  employed  for  croesilig 
the  Jordan. 

e  See  also  Ruth  iii.  4-14.  Ewald,  Alterthtimrr,  p. 
191,  note.  A  trace  of  a  similar  custom  survives  in 
the  German  word  Maiilfl-kiml . 

f  "  The  blood  of  Naboth  and  the  blood  of  hte  sons" 
(2  K.  ix.  26;  comp.  Josh.  vii.  24).     i'rom  another  j 


rjx. 


pression  in  this  Terse  —  yesternight  (tTOS,  A.  V. 
"yesterday"),  we  may  perhaps  conclude  that  like  a 
later  trial  on  a  similar  charge,  also  supported  by  two 
false  witnesses  —  the  trial  of  our  Lord  — it  was  con- 
ducted at  night.  The  same  word  — yc'ff might  — 
prompts  the  inference  that  Ahab's  visit  and  enconnter 
with  Elijah  happened  on  the  very  day  following  the 
murder. 


ELIJAH 

Bion  of  the  coveted  vineyard.  Behind  him,  prob- 
ably in  the  back  part  of  the  chariot,  ride  his  two 
pages  Jehu  and  Bidkar  (2  K.  ix.  2G).  But  the 
triumph  was  a  short  one.  Elijah  had  received  an 
intimation  from  Jehovah  of  what  was  taking  place, 
and  rapidly  as  the  accusation  and  death  of  Naboth 
had  been  hurried  over,  he  was  there  to  meet  his 
ancient  enemy,  and  as  an  enemy  he  does  meet  him 
—  as  David  went  out  to  meet "  Goliath  —  on  the 
very  scene  of  his  crime;  suddenly,  when  least  ex- 
pected and  least  wished  for,  he  confronts  the  mis- 
erable king.  And  then  follows  the  curse,  in  terms 
fearful  to  any  Oriental  —  peculiarly  terrible  to  a 
Jew  —  and,  most  of  all,  significant  to  a  successor 
of  the  apostate  princes  of  the  northern  kingdom  — 
"  I  will  take  away  thy  posterity;  I  will  cut  off  from 
thee  even  thy  very  dogs;  I  will  make  thy  house 
like  that  of  Jeroboam  and  Baasha ;  thy  blood  shall 
be  shed  in  the  same  spot  where  the  blood  of  thy 
victims  was  shed  last  night;  thy  wife  and  thy 
children  shall  be  torn  in  this  very  garden  by  the 
wild  dogs  of  the  city,  or  as  common  carrion  de- 
voured by  the  birds  of  the  sky" — the  large 
vultures  which  in  eastern  climes  are  always  wheel- 
ing along  under  the  clear  blue  sky,  and  doubtless 
suggested  the  expression  to  the  prophet.  How  tre- 
mendous was  this  scene  we  may  gather  from  the 
fact  that  after  the  lapse  of  at  least  20  years  Jehu 
was  able  to  recall  the  very  words  of  the  prophet's 
burden,  to  which  he  and  his  companion  had  list- 
ened as  tliey  stood  behind  their  master  in  Ijie 
chariot.  The  whole  of  Elijah's  denunciation  may 
possibly  be  recovered  by  putting  together  the  words 
recalled  by  Jehu,  2  K.  ix.  26,  36,  37,  and  those 
given  in  1  K.  xxi.  19-25. 

3.  A  space  of  three  or  four  years  now  elapses 
(comp.  1  K.  xxii.  1,  xxii.  51;  2  K.  i.  17),  before 
we  again  catch  a  glimpse  of  Elijah.  The  denun- 
ciations uttered  in  the  vineyard  of  Naboth  have 
been  partly  fulfilled.  Ahab  is  dead,  and  his  son 
and  successor,  Ahaziah,  has  met  with  a  fatal  acci- 
dent, and  is  on  his  death-bed,  after  a  short  and 
troubled  reign  of  less  than  two  years  (2  K.  i.  1,2; 
1  K.  xxii.  51).  In  his  extremity  he  sends  to  an 
oracle  or  shrine  of  Baal  at  the  Phihstine  town  of 
Ekron  to  ascertain  the  issue  of  his  illness.  But 
the  oracle  is  nearer  at  hand  than  the  distant  Ekron. 
An  intimation  is  conveyed  to  the  prophet,  probably 
at  that  time  inhabitmg  one  of  the  recesses  of  Car- 
mel,  and,  as  on  the  former  occasions,  he  suddenly 
appears  on  the  path  of  the  messengers,  without 
preface  or  inquu-y  utters  his  message  of  death,  and 
as  rapidly  disappears.  The  tone  of  his  words  is  as 
national  on  this  as  on  any  former  occasion,  and,  as 
before,  they  are  authenticated  by  the  name  of  Je- 
hovah —  "  Thus  saith  Jehovah,  Is  it  because  there 
is  no  God  in  Israel  that  ye  go  to  mquire  of  Baal- 
zebub,  god  of  Ekron  ?  "  The  messengers  returned 
to  the  king  too  soon  to  have  accomplished  their 
mission.  They  were  possibly  strangers;  at  any 
rate  they  were  ignorant  of  the  name  of  the  man 
who  had  thus  inteiTupted  their  journey.  But  his 
appearance  had  fixed  itself  in  their  minds,  and  their 
lescription  at  once  told  Ahaziah,  who  must  have 
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seen  the  prophet  about  his  father's  court  or  have 
heard  him  described  in  the  harem,  who  it  was  that 
had  thus  reversed  the  fovorable  oracle  which  he 
was  hoping  for  from  Ekron.     The  "  hairy  man  " 

—  the  "  lord  of  hair,"  so  the  Hebrew  reading  *  runs 

—  with  a  belt  of  rough  skin  round  his  loins,  who 
came  and  went  in  this  sec.""',  .aanner,  and  uttered 
his  fierce  words  in  the  name  of  the  God  of  Israel, 
could  be  no  other  than  the  old  enemy  of  his  father 
and  mother,  Elijah  the  Tishbite.  But  ill  as  he  was 
this  check  only  roused  the  wrath  of  Ahaziah,  and, 
with  the  spirit  of  his  mother,  he  at  once  seized  the 
opportunity  of  possessing  himself  of  the  person  of 
the  man  who  had  been  for  so  long  the  evil  genius 
of  his  house.  A  captain  was  despatched,  with  a 
party  of  fifty,  to  take  Elijah  prisoner.  He  was 
sitting  [perhaps  =  " dwelt "]  on  the  top  of  "the 
mount,"  c  i.  e.  probably  of  Carmel  [comp.  2  K.  ii. 
25].  The  officer  approached  and  addressed  the 
prophet  by  the  title  which,  as  before  noticed,  is 
most  frequently  applied  to  him  and  Elisha  —  "  O 
man  of  God,  the  king  hath  spoken :  come  down." 
"  And  Elyah  answered  and  said.  If  I  be  a  man  of 
God,  then  let  fire  come  down  from  heaven  and  con- 
sume thee  and  thy  fifty !  And  there  came  down 
fire  from  heaven  and  consumed  him  and  his  fifty." 
A  second  party  was  sent,  only  to  meet  the  same 
fate.  The  altered  tone  of  the  leader  of  a  third 
party,  and  the  assurance  of  God  that  his  servant 
need  not  fear,  brought  Elijah  down.  But  the  king 
gained  nothing.  The  message  was  delivered  to  his 
face  in  the  same  words  as  it  had  been  to  the  mes- 
sengers, and  Elijah,  so  we  must  conclude,  was  al- 
lowed to  go  harmless.  This  was  his  last  interview 
with  the  house  of  Ahab.  It  was  also  his  last  re- 
corded appearance  in  person  against  the  Baal-wor- 
shippers. 

Following  as  it  did  on  Elijah's  previous  course 
of  action,  this  event  must  have  been  a  severe  blow 
to  the  enemies  of  Jehovah.  But  impressive  as  it 
doubtless  was  to  the  contemporaries  of  the  prophet, 
the  story  possesses  a  far  deeper  significance  for  us 
than  it  could  have  had  for  them.  While  it  is 
most  characteristic  of  the  terrors  of  the  earlier  dis- 
pensation under  which  men  were  then  living,  it  is 
remarkable  as  having  served  to  elicit  from  the 
mouth  of  a  greater  than  even  Elijah  an  exposition, 
no  less  characteristic,  of  the  distinction  between 
that  severe  rule  and  the  gentler  dispensation  which 
He  came  to  introduce.  It  was  when  our  Lord  and 
his  disciples  were  on  their  journey  through  this 
very  district,  from  Galilee  to  Jerusalem,  and  when 
smarting  from  the  churlish  inhospitaUty  of  some 
Samaritan  villagei-s,  that  —  led  to  it  by  the  distant 
view  of  the  heights  of  Carmel,  or,  perhaps,  by  some 
traditional  name  on  the  road  —  the  impetuous  zeal 
of  the  two  "  sons  of  thunder  "  burst  forth  —  "  Ixird, 
wilt  thou  that  we  command  fire  to  come  down  from 
heaven  and  consume  them,  even  as  Elijah  did  ?  " 
But  they  little  knew  the  Master  they  addressed. 
"  He  turned  and  rebuked  them,  and  said.  Ye  know 
not  what  manner  of  spirit  ye  are  of.  For  the  Son 
of  Man  is  not  come  to  destroy  men's  lives,  but  to 
save  them  "  (Luke  ix.  51-56).''    As  if  he  had  said, 


"  The  Hebrew  -word  is  the  same. 
b  See  p.  703,  note  b. 

""^"7'?  ^^  ^'  '•  ^''  ^-  ^-i  inaccurately,  "an 
hiU." 

d  *  This  passage  presents  a  very  interesting  prob- 
lem iu  textual  criticism,  which  it  may  be  proper  to 
uotice,  though  its  full  discussion  would  here  be  out 


of  place.  The  words  following  "  He  turned  and  re- 
buked them  "  (from  "  and  said  "  to  "  save  them  "  in- 
clusive) though  so  appropriate  to  the  occasion  and  in 
every  respect  so  worthy  of  our  Lord,  are  wanting  in  a 
lai'ge  majority  of  the  most  important  manuscripts 
(namely,  A  B  C  K  G  H  L  S  V  X  A  H  and  the  Sinaitic) 
and  in  other  leading  authorities  for  the  settlement  of 
the  text.    They  arc  accordingly  rejected  by  Lachmann, 
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"  Ye  are  mistaking  and  confounding  the  different 
standing  points  of  the  Old  and  New  Covenants; 
taking  jour  stand  upon  the  Old  —  that  of  an 
avenging  righteousness,  when  you  should  rejoice 
to  take  it  upon  the  New  —  that  of  a  forgiving  love  " 
(Trench,  Miracles,  eh.  iv.). 

4.  It  must  have  been  shortly  after  the  death  of 
Ahaziah  that  Elijah  made  a  communication  with 
the  southern  kingdom.  It  is  the  only  one  of  which 
any  record  remains,  and  its  mention  is  the  first  and 
last  time  that  the  name  of  the  prophet  appears  in 
the  books  of  Chronicles.  Mainly  devotefl  as  these 
books  are,  to  the  affairs  of  Judah,  this  is  not  sur- 
prising. The  alliance  between  his  enemy  Ahab 
and  Jehoshaphat  cannot  have  been  unknown  to  the 
prophet,  and  it  must  have  made  him  regaixi  tlie 
proceedings  of  the  kings  of  Judah  with  more  than 
ordinary  interest.  When,  therefore,  Jehoram,  the 
son  of  Jehoshaphat,  who  had  married  the  daughter 
of  Ahab,  began  "  to  walk  in  the  ways  of  the  kings 
of  Israel,  as  did  the  house  of  Ahab,  and  to  do  that 
which  was  evil  in  the  sight  of  Jehovah,"  Elijah 
sent  him  a  letter  "  denouncing  his  evil  doings,  and 
predicting  his  death  (2  Chr.  xxi.  12-15).  This 
letter  has  been  considered  as  a  great  diflaculty,  on 
the  ground  that  Elijah's  removal  must  have  taken 
place  before  the  death  of  Jehoshaphat  (from  the 
terms  of  the  mention  of  Elisha  in  2  K.  iii.  11),  and 
therefore  before  the  accession  of  Joram  to  the 
throne  of  Judah.  But  admitting  that  Elijah  had 
been  translated  before  the  expedition  of  Jehosh- 
aphat against  Moab,  it  does  not  follow  that  Joram 
was  not  at  that  time,  and  before  his  father's  death, 
king  of  Judah,  Jehoshaphat  occupying  himself 
during  the  last  six  or  seven  years  of  his  life  in 
going  about  the  kmgdom  (2  Chr.  xix.  4-11),  and 
in  conducting  some  important  wars,  amongst  others 


Tischendorf,  and  Tregelles,  though  defended  by  Al- 
ford,  and,  iis  far  as  ver.  55  is  concerned,  by  Meyer  and 
Bleek,  who  explain  their  omission  by  the  supposition 
that  the  eye  of  the  copyist  passed  from  KAIEIIIei'  to 
KAIEIIopfuerjo-oi'.  The  56th  verse  (so  far  as  quoted 
above)  which  is  wanting  in  D  and  a  very  few  other 
documents  which  contain  the  rest  of  the  words  in 
question,  is  rejected  by  most  critics,  tiiough  the  au- 
thorities which  support  it  are  substantially  the  same 
with  those  which  contain  ver.  55.  Further,  the  words 
o>s  (cai  'HAi'as  en-oi'ijire,  "even  as  Elias  did,"  in  ver.  54, 
which  are  wanting  in  B  L  E  and  the  Sinaitic  MS.,  also 
in  the  Curetonian  Syriac,  Vulgate,  and  Armenian  ver- 
sions, and  some  MSS.  of  the  Old  Latin  and  Coptic,  are 
likewise  rejected  by  Tischendorf  and  Tregelles,  accord- 
ing to  whom  the  whole  passage  as  originally  written 
reads  thus :  "  Ijord,  wilt  thou  that  we  command  Are 
to  come  down  from  heaven  and  destroy  them  ?  But 
lie  turned  and  rebuked  them ;  and  they  went  to  an- 
other village." 

The  whole  question  is  discussed  by  Mr.  Norton  in 
his  Evidences  of  the  Genuineness  of  the  Gospels  in  a 
very  able  and  instructive  note  (vol.  i.  pp.  Ixxx.- 
Ixxxvii.,  2d  ed.  Boston,  1846).  Though  concluding 
that  the  words  in  question  '■  did  not  make  a  part  of 
the  original  text  of  Luke's  Gospel,"  he  goes  on  to  re- 
mark :  — 

"  But,  on  the  other  hand,  the  words  carry  with  them 
strong  intrinsic  proof  that  they  were  spoken  by  Jesus. 
Nor  can  we  imagine  any  reason  why,  if  not  uttered 
by  him,  they  should  have  been  invented  and  ascribed 
to  hhn. 

"  In  this  state  of  the  case,  the  only  solution  of  the 
appearances  that  present  themselves  seems  to  be,  that 
the  words  ascribed  to  our  Lord  were  spoken  by  him, 
that  they  were  presen-ed  in  the  memories  of  those 
who  heard  him,  and  communicated  by  them  to  others, 


ELIJAH 

that  in  question  against  Moab,  while  Joram  was 
concerned  with  the  more  central  affairs  of  the  gov- 
ernment (2  K.  iii.  7,  &c.).  That  Joram  began  to 
reign  during  tlie  lifetime  of  his  father  Jehoshaphat 
is  stated  in  2  K,  viii.  16.  According  to  one  record 
(2  K.  i.  17),  which  immediately  precedes  the  ac- 
count of  Elijah's  last  acts  on  earth,  Joram  was 
actually  on  the  throne  of  Judah  at  the  time  of 
Elijah's  inter>iew  with  Ahaziah;  and  though  this 
is  modified  by  the  statements  of  other  places  *  (2 
K.  iii.  1,  viii.  16),  yet  it  is  not  invalidated,  and  the 
conclusion  is  almost  inevitable,  as  stated  above, 
that  Joram  ascended  the  throne  some  years  before 
the  death  of  his  father.  [See  Joram;  Jehosha- 
phat ;  Judah. J  In  its  contents  the  letter  bears  a 
strong  resemblance  to  the  speeches  of  Elijah,^  while 
in  the  details  of  style  it  is  very  peculiar,  and  quite 
different  from  the  narrative  in  which  it  is  imbedded 
(Bertheau,  Chronik,  ad  loc). 

5.  The  closing  transaction  of  Elijah's  life  intro- 
duces us  to  a  locality  heretofore  unconnected  with 
him.  Hitherto  we  have  found  him  in  the  neigh- 
borhood of  vSamaria,  Jezreel,  Carmel,  only  leaving 
these  northern  places  on  actual  emergency,  but 
we  now  find  him  on  the  frontier  of  the  two  kinj,'- 
doms,  at  the  holy  city  of  Itethel,  with  the  sons 
of  the  prophets  at  Jericho,  and  in  the  valley  of  the 
Jordan  (2  K.  ii.  1,  &c.). 

It  was  at  GiLGAL  —  probably  not  the  ancient 
place  of  Joshua  and  Samuel,  but  another  of  the 
same  name  still  surviving  on  the  western  edge  of 
the  hills  of  Ephraim  d  —  that  the  prophet  received 
the  divine  intimation  that  his  departure  was  at 
hand.  He  was  at  the  time  with  Elisha,  who  seems 
now  to  have  become  his  constant  companion.  Per- 
haps his  old  love  of  solitude  returned  upon  him, 
perhaps  he  wished  to  spare  his  friend  the  pain  of  a 


and  that,  not  having  been  recorded  by  Luke,  they 
were  first  written  in  the  margin,  and  then  introduced 
into  the  text  of  his  Gospel." 

The  state  of  the  external  testimony  is  such,  that  he 
further  supposes  "  that  the  account  of  the  words  of 
our  Lord  and  his  disciples  was  not  introduced  in  a 
complete  form  at  once ;  but  that  the  text  owes  its 
present  state  to  marginal  additions  made  at  three  dif- 
ferent times :  first,  the  words,  '  As  Elijah  diti,^  being 
written  down,  as  these  are  wanting  in  the  smallest 
number  of  manuscripts,  then  those  first  spoken  by  our 
Lord,  and  then  his  remaining  words."  A. 

«  nn?p,  "a  writing"  [A.  V.],  almost  identical 
with  the  word  used  in  Arabic  at  the  present  day.  The 
ordinary  Hebrew  word  for  a  letter  is  Sepher,  "ICp, 
a  book. 

''  The  second  statement  of  .rehoram's  accession  to 
Israel  (in  2  K.  iii.  1)  seems  inserted  there  to  make  tlie 
subsequent  narrative  more  complete.  Its  positiim 
there,  subsequent  to  the  story  of  Elijah's  departure, 
has  probably  assisted  the  ordinary  belief  in  the  ditli- 
culty  in  question. 

c  The  ancient  Jewish  commentators  get  over  the 
apparent  difficulty  by  saying  that  the  letter  was  writ- 
ten and  sent  after  Elijah's  translation.  Others  !«- 
lieved  that  it  was  the  production  of  Elisha,  for  whos* 
name  that  of  Elijah  had  been  substituted  by  copyists. 
The  first  of  these  requires  no  answer.  To  the  secoml, 
the  severity  of  its  tone,  as  above  noticed,  is  a  suflici<  iit 
reply.  Josephus  (Ant.  ix.  5,  §  2)  says  that  the  letter 
was  sent  while  Elijah  was  still  on  earth.  (Sec  Light- 
foot,  Chronicle,  Sec,  "Jehoram."  Other  theorii>s  will 
be  found  in  Fabricius,  Cod.  Pseudepig.  i.  1075,  and 
Otho,  Lex.  Rahh.  p.  167.) 

d  The  grounds  for  this  inference  are  given  under 
EusuA  (p.  718).     See  also  Gilqai,. 
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too  sudden  parting ;  in  either  case  he  endeavors  to 
persuade  Elisha  to  remain  behind  while  he  goes  on 
an  errand  of  Jehovali.  "  Tarry  here,  I  pray  thee, 
for  Jehovah  hath  sent  me  to  Ifethel.''  But  Elisha 
will  not  so  easily  give  up  his  master,  —  "  As  Jeho- 
vah liveth  and  as  thy  soul  liveth  I  will  not  leave 
thee."  They  went  together  to  Bethel."  The 
event  which  was  about  to  happen  had  apparently 
been  communicated  to  the  sons  of  the  prophets  at 
Bethel,  and  they  inquire  if  Elisha  knew  of  his  im- 
pending loss.  His  answer  shows  how  fully  he  was 
aware  of  it.  "  Yea,"  says  he,  with  all  the  empha- 
sis possible,  "  indeed  /  rfo  *  know  it,  hold  ye  your 
peace."  But  though  impending,  it  was  not  to 
happen  that  day.  Again  Elijah  attempts  to  escape 
to  Jericho,  and  again  Elisha  protests  that  he  will 
not  be  separated  from  him.  Again,  also,  the  sons 
of  the  prophets  at  Jericho  make  the  same  un- 
necessary inquiries,  and  again  he  replies  as  em- 
phatically as  before.  Elijah  makes  a  final  eiTort  to 
avoid  what  they  both  so  much  dread.  "  Tarry 
here,  I  pray  thee,  for  Jehovah  hath  sent  me  to  the 
Jordan."  But  Elisha  is  not  to  be  conquered,  and 
the  two  set  off  across  the  'mdulating  plain  of  burn- 
ing sand,  to  the  distant  river,  —  Elijah  in  his 
mantle  or  cape  of  sheep-skin,  Elisha  in  ordinary 

clothes  (^5^,  ver.  12).  Fifty  men  of  the  sons  of 
the  prophets  ascend  the  abrupt  heights  behind  the 
town  —  the  same  to  which  a  late  tradition  would 
attach  the  scene  of  our  l>ord's  temptation  —  and 
whioli  command  the  plain  below,  to  watch  with  the 
clearness  of  eastern  vision  what  happens  in  the 
distance.  Talking  as  they  go,  the  two  reach  the 
river,  and  stand  on  the  shelving  bank  beside  its 
swift  brown  current.  But  they  are  not  to  stop 
even  here.  It  is  as  if  the  aged  Gileadite  cannot 
rest  till  he  again  sets  foot  on  his  own  side  of  the 
river.  He  rolls  up  <^  his  mantle  as  into  a  staff^  and 
with  his  old  energy  strikes  the  waters  as  Moses  had 
done  before  him  —  strikes  them  as  if  they  were  an 
enemy;''  and  they  are  divided  hither  and  thither, 
and  they  two  go  over  on  dry  ground.  What  fol- 
lows is  best  told  in  the  simple  words  of  the  nar- 
rative. "  And  it  came  to  pass  when  they  were « 
gone  over,  that  Elijah  said  to  Elisha,  Ask  what  I 
shall  do  for  thee,  before  I  be  taken  away  from  thee. 


«  The  Hebrew  word  "  went  down  "  is  a  serious  dif- 
ficulty, if  Gilgal  is  taken  to  be  the  site  of  Joshua's 
camp  and  the  resting-place  of  the  ark,  since  that  is 
more  than  3000  feet  below  Bethel.  But  this  is  avoided 
by  adopting  the  other  Gilgal  to  the  N.  W.  of  Bethel, 
and  on  still  higher  ground,  which  also  preserves  the 
sequence  of  the  journey  to  Jordan.  (See  Stanley,  5. 
4"  P.  p.  308,  note.)  Some  considerations  in  favor  of 
this  adoption  will  be  found  under  Eusha. 

''  "^^1371"^  ^3S"C2  =  "  Also  I  know  it ;  "  Kiyi, 
eyvuKa. 

c  D^2.     The  above  is  quite  the  force  of  the  word. 

d  The  word  is  HDi,  used  of  smiting  in  battle  ; 

generally  with  the  sense  of  wounding  (Gesen.  p.  883). 

<:  LXX.     "  As    they   were    going   over,"  ei'  tcu  Sia- 

f  The  statements  of  the  text  hardly  give  support 
to  the  usual  conception  of  Elijah's  departure  as  repre- 
sented by  painters  and  in  popular  discourses.  It  was 
lot  in  the  chariot  of  fire  that  he  went  up  into  the 
skies.  The  fire  served  to  part  the  master  from  the 
disciple,  to  show  that  the  severance  had  arrived,  but 
Elijah  was  taken  up  by  the  fierce  wind  of  the  tempest. 

The  word  iT^iyD  involves'  no  idea  of  tvhirlins.  and 
TT  :  "' 
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And  Elisha  said,  I  pray  thee  let  a  double  portion 
of  thy  spirit  be  upon  me.  And  he  said.  Thou  hast 
asked  a  hard  thing:  if  thou  see  me  taken  from 
thee,  it  shall  be  so  unto  thee,  but  if  not,  it  shall 
not  be  so.  And  it  came  to  pass  as  they  still  went 
on,  and  talked,  that,  behold,  a  chariot  of  fire  and 
horses  of  fire,  and  parted  them  both  asunder,  and 
Elijah  went  up  by  the  whirlwind  into  the  skies."/ 
Well  might  Elisha  cry  with  bitterness,!?  "  My 
father,  my  father!  "  He  was  gone  who,  to  the  dis- 
cerning eye  and  loving  heart  of  his  disciple,  had 
been  "  the  chariot  of  Israel  and  the  horsemen 
thereof"  for  so  many  years;  and  Elisha  was  at  last 
left  alone  to  carry  on  a  task  to  which  he  must  often 
have  looked  forward,  but  to  which  in  this  moment 
of  grief  he  may  well  have  felt  unequal.  He  saw 
him  no  more;  but  his  mantle  had  fallen,  and  this 
he  took  up  —  at  once  a  personal  reUc  and  a  symbol 
of  the  double  portion  of  the  spirit  of  Elijah  with 
which  he  was  to  be  clothed.  Little  could  he  have 
realized,  had  it  been  then  presented  to  him,  that  he 
whose  greatest  claim  to  notice  was  that  he  had 
"  poured  water  on  the  hands  of  Elijah "  should 
hereafter  possess  an  influence  which  had  been  de- 
nied to  his  master  —  should,  instead  of  the  terror 
of  kings  and  people,  be  their  benefactor,  adviser, 
and  friend,  and  that  over  his  death-bed  a  king  of 
Israel  should  be  found  to  lament  with  the  same 
words  that  had  just  burst  from  him  on  the  de- 
parture of  his  stern  and  silent  master,  "  My 
father,  my  father,  the  chariot  of  Israel  and  the 
horsemen  thereof!  " 

And  hei-e  ends  all  the  direct  information  which 
is  vouchsafed  to  us  of  the  life  and  work  of  this  great 
prophet.  Truly  he  '•  stood  up  as  a  fire,  and  his 
word  burnt  as  a  lamp  "  (Ecclus.  xhiii.  1).  How 
deep  was  the  impression  which  he  made  on  the 
mind  of  the  nation  may  be  judged  of  from  the 
fixed  belief  which  many  centuries  after  prevailed, 
that  Elijah  would  again  appear  for  the  relief  and 
restoration  of  his  country.  The  prophecy  of  ]Malachi 
(iv.  5)  A  was  possibly  at  once  a  cause  and  an  illus- 
tration of  the  strength  of  this  belief.  What  it  had 
OTown  to  at  tlie  time  of  our  Lord's  birth,  and  how 
continually  the  great  prophet  was  present  to  the 
expectations  of  the  people,  we  do  not  need  the 
evidence  of  the  Talmud  to  assure  us,'  it  is  patent 


is  frequently  rendered  in  the  A.  "V.  "  storm  "  or  "  tem- 
pest."    The  term   ''  the  skies "   has  been  employed 

above  to  translate  the  Hebrew  D'*I3t27rT,  because  we 

.-  T  -  ' 
attach  an  idea  to  the  word  "  heaven  "  which  does  not 
appear  to  have  been  present  to  the  mind  of  the  an- 
cient Hebrews.  [The  word,  among  its  other  senses, 
often  denotes  the  place  of  God's  abode,  and  may  very 
properly  be  so  understood  here.  Indeed,  that  mean- 
ing only  agrees  with  2  K.  ii.  1,  and  with  the  general 
tenor  of  the  narrative. — H.] 

9  p3?^,  the  word  used  amongst  others  for  the 
"  great  and  bitter  cry  "  when  the  first-born  were 
killed  in  Egypt. 

A  The  expre.*sion  in  Malachi  is  "  Elijah  the  prophet." 
From  this  unusual  title  some  have  believed  that  another 
Elijah  was  intended.  The  LXX.,  however,  either  fol- 
lowing a  different  Hebrew  text  from  that  which  we 
possess,  or  falling  in  with  the  belief  of  their  times, 
insert  the  usual  designation.  '■  the  Tishbite."  (See 
Lightfoot,  ExfTcit.  on  Luke  i.  17.) 

«■  He  is  recorded  as  having  often  appeared  to  the 
wise  and  good  rabbis — at  prayer  in  the  wilderness, 
or  on  their  journeys  —  generally  in  the  form  of  an 
Arabian  merchant  (Eisenmenger,  i.  11,  ii.  402-7).  Ai 
the  circumcision  of  a  child  a  seat  was  always  placed 
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on  every  page  of  the  Gospels.  Each  remarkable 
person,  as  he  arrives  on  the  scene,  behis  habits  and 
characteristics  what  they  may  —  the  stern  John 
equally  with  his  gentle  Successor  —  is  proclaimed 
to  be  Elijali  (Matt.  xvi.  14;  Mark  vi.  15;  John  i. 
21).  His  appearance  in  glory  on  the  Mount  of 
TransfigurAtion  does  not  seem  to  have  startled  the 
disciples.  They  were  "  sore  afraid,"  but  not  ap- 
parently surprised.  On  the  contrary,  St.  I'eter 
immediately  proposes  to  erect  a  tent  for  the  propliet 
whose  arrival  they  had  been  so  long  expecting. 
[See  Tkansfigukation,  Amer.  ed.]  Even  the 
cry  of  our  Lord  from  the  cross,  containing  as  it 
did  but  a  slight  resemblance  to  the  name  of  Elijali, 
immediately  suggested  him  to  tlie  bystanders.  "  He 
calleth  for  Elijah."  "  Let  be,  let  us  see  if  Elijah 
will  come  to  save  him." 

How  far  this  expectation  was  fulfilled  in  John, 
and  the  remarkable  agreement  in  the  characteristics 
of  these  two  men,  will  be  considered  under  John 
THE  Baptist. 

But  on  the  other  hand,  the  deep  impression 
which  I'^lijah  had  thus  made  on  his  nation  only 
renders  more  remarkable  tiie  departure  which  the 
image  conveyed  by  the  later  references  to  him 
evinces,  from  that  so  sharply  presented  in  the 
records  of  his  actual  life.  With  the  exception 
of  the  eulogiums  contained  in  the  catalogues  of 
worthies  in  the  book  of  Jesus  the  son  of  Sirach 
(xlviii.)  and  1  Mace.  ii.  58,  and  the  passing  allusion 
in  Luke  ix.  54,  none  of  these  later  references  allude 
to  his  works  of  destruction  or  of  portent.  They  all 
set  forth  a  very  different  side  of  his  character  to 
that  brought  out  in  the  historical  narrative.  They 
speak  of  his  being  a  man  of  like  passions  with  our- 
selves (James  v.  17 ) ;  of  his  kindness  to  the  widow 
of  Sarepta  (l^uke  iv.  25);  of  his  "restoring  .ill 
things"  (Matt.  xvii.  11);  "turning  the  hearts  of 
the  fathers  to  the  children,  and  the  disobedient  to 
the  wisdom  of  the  just  "  (Mai.  iv.  5,6;  Luke  i.  17). 
The  moral  lessons  to  be  derived  from  these  facts 
must  be  expanded  elsewhere  than"  here ;  it  will  be 
sufficient  in  this  place  to  call  attention  to  the  great 
differences  which  may  exist  between  the  jxipular 
and  contemporary  view  of  an  eminent  character, 
and  the  real  settled  judgment  formed  in  the  prog- 
ress of  time,  when  the  excitement  of  his  more 
brilliant  but  more  evanescent  deeds  has  passed  away. 
Precious  indeed  are  the  scattered  hints  and  faint 
touches  which  enable  us  thus  to  soften  the  haush 


for  him.  that  as  the  zealous  champion  and  messenger 
of  the  "  covenant "  of  circumcision  (1  K.  xix.  14  ;  Mai. 
iii.  1)  he  might  watch  over  the  due  performance  of  the 
rite.  During  certain  prayers  the  door  of  the  house 
was  sot  open  that  Elijah  might  enter  and  announce 
the  Messiah  (Eisenmenger.  i.  685).  His  coming  will 
be  three  days  before  that  of  the  Messiah,  and  on  each 
of  the  three  he  will  procluiui,  in  a  voice  which  shall 
be  heard  all  over  the  earth,  peace,  happiness,  salva- 
tion, re.spectively  (Eisenmenger,  ii.  693).  So  firm  was 
the  conviction  of  his  speedy  arrival,  that  when  goods 
were  found  and  no  owner  appeared  to  claim  them,  the 
common  saying  was,  "Put them  by  till  Elijah  comes" 
(Lightfoot,  Extrcit.  Matt.  xvii.  10  ;  John  i.  21).  The 
same  customs  and  expressions  are  even  still  in  u.se 
among  the  stricter  Jews  of  this  and  other  countries. 
(See  Revue  iles  deux  Mon'les,  xxiv.  1.31,  &c.)  [See  also 
the  art  Elialiii  in  Hamburger's  iifa/-£/ii//c/. /.  Bibtl 
u.  Talmud.  —  A.] 

*  On  this  subject  there  is  an  e.isay  entitled  Der 
Projthet  Elia  in  der  Legende,  in  Frsmkers  Motials- 
schriftf.  Geich.  d.  Judentkums,  1863,  xii.  241  ff.,  281 
ff.     The  writer  divides  the  legends  into  three  periods  : 
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outlines  or  the  discordant  coloring  of  the  earlier 
picture.  In  the  present  instance  they  are  ])eculiarly 
so.  That  wild  figure,  that  stem  voice,  those  deeds 
of  blood,  which  stand  out  in  such  startling  relief 
from  the  pages  of  the  old  records  of  Elijah,  are  seen 
by  us  all  silvered  over  with  the  "  white  and  glister- 
ing "  light  of  the  JTountain  of  Transfiguration. 
When  he  last  stood  on  the  soil  of  his  native  Gilead  « 
he  was  destitute,  afflicted,  tormented,  wandering 
about  "  in  sheep-skins  and  goat-skins,  in  deserts 
and  mountains,  and  dens  and  caves  of  the  earth." 
But  these  things  hav^  passed  away  into  the  dis- 
tance, and  with  them  has  receded  the  fiery  zeal,  the 
destructive  wrath,  which  accompanied  them.  Under 
that  heavenly  light  they  fall  back  into  their  proper 
projiortions,  and  Ahab  and  Jezebel,  Baal  and  Ash- 
taroth  are  forgotten,  as  we  listen  to  the  prophet 
talking  to  our  Lord  —  talking  of  that  event  which 
was  to  be  the  consunmiation  of  all  that  he  had 
suffered  and  striven  for  —  "  talking  of  his  decease 
which  he  should  accomplish  at  Jerusalem." 

Elijah  has  been  canonized  in  both  the  Greek  and 
Latin  churches.  Among  the  Greeks  Mar  Elyas 
is  the  patron  of  elevated  spots,  and  many  a  con- 
spicuous summit  in  Greece  is  called  by  his  name.* 
The  service  for  his  day  —  'HKlas  fifya\tivv/j.os  — 
will  be  found  in  the  Ahnakm  on  July  20,  a  date 
recognized  by  the  Latin  church  also.^  'J'lie  convent 
bearing  his  name,  JJtir  Mar  Llyds,  between  Jeru- 
salem and  Bethlehem,  is  well  known  to  travellers 
in  (he  Holy  Land.  It  purports  to  be  situated  on 
the  spot  of  his  birth,  as  already  obsened.  Other 
convents  bearing  his  name  once  existed  in  Pales- 
tine: in  Jebel  Ajlun,  the  ancient  Gilead  (Hitter, 
Syrien,  pp.  1029,  1006,  &c.);  at  £zrn  in  the 
Ilauran  (Burckhardt,  Syrin,  p.  59),  and  the  more 
famous  establishment  on  Carmel. 

It  is  as  connectetl  with  the  great  order  of  the 
barefooted  Carmelites  that  Elijah  is  celebrated  in 
the  Latin  church.  According  to  the  statements  of 
the  breviary  {Off.  B.  MmwR  Vir(jinU  de  Monte 
Cornuh,  Julii  16)  the  connection  arose  from  the 
dedication  to  the  Virgin  of  a  chapel  on  the  spot 
from  which  Mijah  saw  the  cloud  (an  accepted  type 
of  the  Virgin  Mary)  rise  out  of  the  sea.  But  other 
legends  trace  the  origin  of  the,  order  to  the  great 
prophet  himself  as  the  head  of  a  society  of  ancho- 
rites inhabiting  Garmel :  and  even  as  himself  dedi- 
cating the  chapel  in  which  he  worshipped  to  the 
Virgin !  '^    These  things  are  matters  of  controversy 


the  first,  of  pure  Messianic  expectation,  closes  with 
the  Mishna ;  the  second,  in  which  Elijah  is  represented 
as  taking  part  in  human  affairs  even  before  his  Mes- 
sianic coming,  closes  with  the  Talmud  ;  in  the  third 
the  legends  reach  the  height  of  extravagtinoe.  On  the 
Jewish  expectations  in  regard  to  E  ijah  in  the  time  of 
Christ  see  Norton's  note  on  Matt.  xi.  10  { Trrinslation^ 
of  the  Gospels,  ii.  111-113) ;  Bertholdt,  Oirisiol.  p.  A' 
S.  Most  of  the  Christian  fathers  believed  that  Eiytil 
would  be  the  precursor  of  Christ  at  his  second  vovainfH 
see  Suiccr's  Thes.  i.  1318,  also  392-8,  and  Stuart* 
Comm.  on  the  Aporali/jise,  ii.  221  tf.  A.  ;  < 

«  See  the  considerations  adduced  by  Stanley  (S.  f 
P.  [p.  392,  Amer.  ed.])  in  tiivor  of  the  .Mountain 
of  the  Transfiguration  being  on  the  east  of  Jordan. 
[See  Hermon  ;  TaiiOk.] 

b  See  this  fact  noticed  in  Clark's  Peloponnesus  Mi 
Mnrea,  p.  190. 

<•  Sec  the  Aeta  Sanctorum,  July  20.  By  ComeliOl 
a  Lapido  it  is  maintained  that  his  ascent  happened 
on  that  day,  in  the  19th  year  of  Jehoshaphat  (KeBi 
p.  331). 

<'  S.  John  of  Jerusalem,  as  quoted  by  MisUn,  LUta 
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In  the  Roman  church,  Baronius  and  others  having 
proved  that  the  order  was  founded  in  1181,  a  date 
which  is  repudiated  by  the  Carmelites  (see  extracts 
in  Fabricius,  6W.  Pstmlqdf/r.  i.  1077). 

In  the  Mohammedan  traditions  llyas  is  said  to 
have  drunk  of  the  Fountain  of  Life,  "  by  virtue 
of  which  he  still  lives,  and  will  live  to  the  day  of 
Judgment."  He  is  by  some  confounded  with  St. 
George  and  with  the  mysterious  ti-K/iklr,  one  of 
the  most  remarkable  of  the  MusUm  saints  (see 
line's  Arttbi  in  Nights,  introd.  note  2;  also  Selec- 
tions from  the  Kurdn,  221,  222).  The  Persian 
Sojis  are  said  to  trace  themselves  back  to  Elijah 
(Fabricius,  i.  1077). 

Among  other  traditions  it  must  not  be  omitted 
that  the  words  "  Eye  hath  not  seen,"  &c.,  1  Cor. 
ii.  9,  which  are  most  probably  quoted  by  the  Apostle 
from  Isaiah  Ixiv.  4,  were,  according  to  an  ancient 
belief,  from  "  the  Apocalypse,  or  mysteries  of 
EUjah,"  TO  'HA.ia  airoKpiK^a-  The  first  mention 
of  this  appears  to  be  [by]  Origen  {Iloni.  on  ^latt. 
xjcvii.  9),  and  it  is  noticed  with  disapproval  by  Je- 
rome, (ul  Pa/nmachiiiin  (see  Fal)ricius,  i.  1072). 

By  Epiphanius,  the  words  "  awake,  thou  that 
sleepest,"  &c.,  Eph.  v.  14,  are  inaccurately  alleged 
to  be  quoted  "  from  Elijah,"  i.  e.  the  portion  of 
the  0.  T.  containing  his  history  — Ttapa  T<f  'HA.ia 
(comp.  Rom.  xi.  2). 

Two  monographs  on  Elijah  must  not  be  over- 
looked :  (1)  that  of  Frischniuth,  Ih  Elite  Prophetce 
Norn.,  ij'C,  in  the  Critici  Sncri;  and  (2)  Elias 
Thesbites,  by  ^Egidius  Camartus,  4to,  Paris,  1631. 
There  ai-e  also  dissertations  of  great  interest  on 
the  ravens,  the  mantle,  and  Naboth,  in  the  Critici 
Sacri.  !  G.') 

*  The  Biblical  facts  relating  to  I^jah,  accom- 
panied with  suggestive  remarks  on  his  character 
and  the  significance  of  his  miidstry,  have  been 
wrought  into  an  interesting  form  by  Mr.  Stanley, 
in  the  second  volume  of  his  Lectures  on  the  History 
of  the  Jewish  Church  (p.  321  ff. ),  published  since 
the  preceding  article  was  written.  It  is  difficult  to 
represent  the  composition  by  any  single  extract; 
but  the  following  scene,  that  of  the  coming  tempest 
as  descried  from  the  top  of  Carmel,  and  the  flight 
of  the  prophet  to  Jezreel,  is  described  with  remark- 
able truthfulness  and  beauty :  "  At  '  the  top  of  the 
mountaui,'  but  on  a  lower  declivity  (see  1  K.  xviii. 
43,  44),  Elijah  bent  himself  down,  with  his  head,  in 
the  oriental  attitude  of  entire  abstraction,  placed  be- 
tween his  knees;  whilst  his  attendant  boy  mounted 
to  the  highest  point  of  all,  whence,  over  tlie  western 
ridge,  there  is  a  wide  view  of  the  Mediterranean 
sea.  The  sun  must  have  been  now  gone  down. 
But  the  cloudless  sky  would  be  lit  up  by  the  long 
bright  glow  which  succeeds  an  eastern  sunset. 
Seven  times  the  youthful  watcher  [Elijah's  attend- 
ant] ascended  and  looked ;  and  seven  times  '  there 
was  nothing.'  The  sky  was  still  clear;  the  sea  was 
still  calm.  At  last,  out  of  the  far  horizon  there 
arose  a  little  cloud,  the  first  that  for  days  and 
months  had  passed  across  the  heavens;  and  it  grew 


Saints,  il.  49  ;  and  the  Bulls  of  various  Popes  enu- 
merated by  Quaresmius,  vol.  ii. 

«  •  This  running  of  the  prophet  before  the  king's 
chariot,  at  the  top  of  his  speed,  a  distance  of  12  miles 
across  the  plain  from  Carmel  to  Jezreel,  is  not  unlike 
what  is  still  practiced  iu  the  Enst  by  runners  who 
orecede  persons  of  rank  as  a  mark  of  homage  or  as 
part  of  the  oSicial  equipage.  See  a  striking  illustra- 
tion of  this  in  Thomson's  Land  and  Book,  ii.  227. 

H. 
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in  the  deepening  shades  of  evening,  and  quickly  the 
whole  sky  was  overcast,  and  the  forests  of  Carmel 
shook  in  the  welcome  souird  of  those  mighty  winds 
which  in  eastern  regions  precede  a  coming  tempest. 
Each  from  his  separate  height,  the  King  and  the 
I'rophet  descended.  The  cry  of  the  boy  from  his 
mountain  watch  had  hardly  been  uttered  when  the 
storm  broke  upon  the  plain,  and  the  torrent  of 
Kishon  began  to  swell.  The  King  had  not  a  mo- 
ment to  lose,  lest  he  should  be  unable  to  reach 
Jezreel.  He  mounted  his  chariot  at  the  foot  of  the 
hUl.  And  Elijah  was  touched  as  by  a  supporting 
hand:  and  he  snatched  up  his  streaming  mantle 
and  twisted  it  round  his  loins,  and  amidst  the 
rushing  storm  with  which  the  night  closed  in,  he 
outstripped  even  the  speed  of  the  royal  liorses,  and 
'  ran  before  the  chariot '  "  —  as  the  Bedouins  of  his 
native  Gilead  would  still  run  —  with  inexhaustible 
strength,  to  the  entrance  of  Jezreel,  distant,  though 
visible,  from  the  scene  of  his  triumph." 

The  history  and  character  of  Elijah  have  furnished 
numerous  texts  for  homiletic  uses.  Of  the  writers 
who  have  applied  the  teachings  of  the  narrative  iu 
this  manner  may  be  mentioned  Gottfried  Menken, 
Ilomilien  lib.  die  Gesch.  des  Prophet  Elias,  xxiv. 
discourses  {Schri/ten,  ii.  17-302,  Bremen,  1858); 
Fr.  W.  Krummacher,  whose  Elias  der  Thisbiter 
(Elberf.  1828-33,  5e  Ausg.  1860,*Eng.  trans.  Lond. 
1840,  Amer.  ed.  N.  Y.  1847)  has  been  extensively 
read  in  English  as  well  as  German;  and  Bishop 
Hall,  Contemplations  on  Passages  of  the  Old  and 
New  Testaments  (books  xviii.  and  xix. ).  Some  of 
the  best  chapters  in  Kitto's  Daily  Bible  Illustra- 
tions are  those  which  relate  to  events  in  the  biog- 
raphy of  this  prophet.  One  of  Keble's  hymns  in 
the  Christian  Year  is  entitled  "  Elijah  in  Horeb." 
See  also  Ewald's  Geschichte  des  Vvlkes  Israel,  iii. 
524  ff.,  30  Ausg.  (to  whom  Stanley  acknowledge! 
himself  greatly  indebted);  Winer,  Realw.  i.  317- 
20;  Knobel,  Der  P rophetismus  der  Hebr.  ii.  73- 
88;  KtJster,  Die  Propheten  des  A.  u.  N.  Test.  pp. 
70-82;  Kurtz's  article,  though  brief,  in  Herzog's 
Real-Encykl.  iii.  754-758;  Friedr.  Rud.  Hasse, 
Gesch.  des  Alt.  Bundes,  pp.  97-102  (Leipz.  1863); 
Milman's  Ilist.  of  the  Jews,  i.  38^-401  (Amer. 
ed.);  and  the  valuable  article  in  Fairbairn's  Im- 
perial Bible  Dictionary,  i.  502-509.  H. 

ELI'KA  (Wf^"*^^.:  [Rom.  Vat.  omit ;  Comp. 
'EAiK(£;]  Alex.  iuaKa:  Elicn),  a  Harodite,  i.  e. 
from  some  place  called  Charod  [Hakod  in  A.  V. 
Judg.  vii.  1] ;  one  of  David's  guard  (2  Sam.  xxiii. 
25).  The  name  is  omitted  in  the  corresponding 
list  of  1  Chr.  xi.  27,  —  to  account  for  which  see 
Kennicott's  conjecture  (Dissertation,  (fc,  p.  182). 

*  The  etymology  is  unknown  (Ges.).  Fiirst  de- 
rives it  from  7K  and  Sp  (W^p),  God  is  rejecter, 
i.  e.  of  a  nation  or  individual.  H. 

E'LIM  (D''b''«*:  klXiifx-  iElim]),  mentioned 
Ex.  XV.  27;  Num.  xxxiii.  9,  as  the  second  station 
where  the  Israelites  encamped  after  crossing  the 
Red    Sea.     It    is    distinguished    as    having   had 

"twelve   wells    (rather   "fountains,"  i'mi'^V)  of 


t>  Boot  V^S,  or  v'^S,  "  to  be  strong,"  hence  "  a 
strong  tree,"  properly  either  an  "  oak  "or  "  terebinth," 
but  also  generally  "  tree  :  "  here  in  plur.  as  "  tlit  trees 
of  the  desert "  (Stanley,  S.  ^  P.  p.  515,  §  76).  Eloth 
or  Elath  is  another  plur.  form  of  the  same.  [Oeseoiua 
and  Fiirst  say  "  palms."] 
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water,  and  threescore  and  ten  palm-trees."  Laborde 
(Geographical  Commentary  mi  Exod.  xv.  27)  sup- 
posed Wady  Useil  to  be  Elini,  the  second  of  four 
wadies  lyhig  between  29°  7',  and  29°  20' «  which 
descend  from  the  range  of  eUTih  (here  nearly 
parallel  to  the  shore),  towards  the  sea,  and  which 
the  IsraeUtes,  going  from  N.  W.  to  S.  E.  along  the 
coast  would  come  upon  in  the  following  order :  — 
W.  Ghtiruru/et  (where  the  "  low  hills "  begin, 
Stanley,  S.  #  P.  p.  35),  IV.  Uxeif,  W.  Thai,  and 
W.  Shubeikek ;  the  last  being  in  its  lower  part 
called  also  IF.  rn/(//'AeA,  or  having  a  junction  with 
one  of  that  name.  Ifetweeii  Useit  and  Taiyibeh, 
the  coast-range  of  these  hills  rises  into  the  Gebel 
Hummam,  "  lofty  and  precipitous,  extending  in 
several  peaks  along  the  shore,  apparently  of  chalky 
limestone,  mostly  co\ered  with  flints  ...  its  preci- 
pices .  .  .  cut  off  all  passage  along  shore  from  the 
hot  springs  (lying  a  little  VV.  of  S.  from  the  mouth 
of  Wcu/y  Useit,  along  the  coast)  to  the  mouth  of  W. 
Taiyibeh''  (Rob.  i.  102;  comp.  Stanley,  S.  <f  P.  p. 
35).  Hence,  between  the  courses  of  these  wadies  the 
track  of  the  Israelites  must  have  been  inland.  Dr. 
Stanley  says,  "  Elim  must  be  Ghwvndel,  Useit,  or 
Taiyibeh,"  (p.  35);  elsewhere  (p.  6(J),  that  "one 
of  two  vaUeys,  or  perhaps  both,  must  be  Elim;" 
these  appear  from,  the  sequel  to  be  Ghui-undel  and 
Useit,  "fringed  with  trees  and  shrubs,  the  first 
vegetation  he  had  met  with  in  the  desert;  "  among 
these  are  "wild  palms,"  not  stately  trees,  but  dwarf 
or  savage,  "  tamarisks,"  and  the  "  wild  acacia." 
Lepsius  takes  another  view,  namely,  that  Ghurundel 
is  Mara,  by  others  identifie<l  with  Ilowarab  (2^ 
hours  N.  W.  from  Ghuruiulel,  and  reached  by  the 
Israelites,  therefore,  before  it),  and  that  Elim  is  to 
be  found  in  the  last  of  the  four  above  named,  W. 
Shvbeikeh  (I^psius,  Travels,  Berlin,  1845,  8.  1. 
27  ff.).    [Wilderness  of  the  Wandering.] 

H.  H. 

ELIIMCELECH  [//ei.  -melech]  ('?t1?P"'''7.^  : 
'EX«/t6Aex!  \y^^-  A/3e(/i«A€X'  ^^^^-  A.\ifif\(K, 
-AfYj  A/3t/x6A.€x  •  Jm"^eledi\ ),  a  man  of  the  tribe 
of  Judah,  and  of  the  family  of  the  Hezronites  and 
the  kinsman  of  Boaz,  who  dwelt  in  Bethlehem- 
Ephratah  in  the  days  of  the  Judges.  In  conse- 
quence of  a  great  dearth  in  the  land  he  went  with 
his  wife  Naomi,  and  his  two  sons,  Mahlon  and 
Chilion,  to  dwell  in  Moab,  where  he  and  his  sons 
died  without  posterity.  Naomi  returned  to  Beth- 
lehem with  Kuth,  her  daughter-in-law,  whose  mar- 
riage with  Boaz,  "  a  mighty  man  of  wealth,  of  the 
family  of  Elimelech,"  "  her  husbands  kinsman," 
forms  the  subject  of  the  book  of  Kuth.  (Kuth  i. 
2,  3,  ii.  1,  3,  iv.  3,  9.)  A.  C.  H. 

*  Elimelech  signifies,  if  >  be  pronominal,  my  God 
is  Mng ;  but  if  merely  paragogic,  God  is  king. 
This  import  of  the  name,  as  Cassel  remarks  (liichler 
u.  Ruth  in  lAiige"s  Bibelicerk,  p.  205),  indicates 
the  rank  of  Elimelech's  family,  since  all  the  names 

with  this  element  (Tf  vQ),  as  far  as  we  know,  e.  g. 
Abimelech,  Ahimelech,  were  borne  l)y  eminent  per- 
sons. How  long  he  lived  after  the  arrival  in  Moab 
is  uncertain ;  for  though  evidently  the  sons  were 
not  married  till  after  his  death  (Kuth  i.  3,  4),  it 


a  Seetien  (Ktisfn,  1864,  iii.  114-117)  traversed  them 
all,  and  reached  Howara  in  about  a  six  hours'  ride. 
He  wa«  going  in  the  opimsito  direction  to  the  routes 
of  RobiuBon  and  Stfinley  :  and  it  is  int«!re8fing  to  com- 
pare his  notes  of  tlie  local  features,  caught  in  the 
Inrerse  order,  with  theirs. 
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does  not  appear  how  many  of  the  ten  years  of  tha 
sojourn  there  had  elapsed  (ver.  4)  when  the  sons 
were  mairied.    [Ruth  ;  Kuth,  Book  of.]     H. 

ELIOE'NAI  [5  syl,  4  in  Ileb.]  ('•a^'l'^bM 
[unto  Jehovah  are  my  eyes,  Ges.] :  ['EAifltj/oi/; 
Vat.  E\eidatvav;  Alex.  EA.iairj</ot:  Elioenai]).  1. 
Head  of  one  of  the  families  of  the  sons  of  Becher, 
the  son  of  Benjamin  (1  Chr.  vii.  8). 

2.  ['EA.iwj'ot;  Alex.  EAja)»/7/».]  Head  of  a  family 
of  the  Siraeonites  (1  Chr.  iv.  36). 

3.  (Accur.  Elihoe'nai  [5  syl.],  "'5''yin";bs : 
['EAiwrnt;  Vat.  -vats;  Alex.  EAtttfTjvoi] )  Seventh 
son  of  Meshelemiah,  the  son  of  Kore,  of  the  sons 
of  Asaph,  a  Korhite  Levite,  and  one  of  the  door- 
keepers of  the  "  house  of  Jehovah  "  (1  Chr.  xxvi. 
3).  It  appears  from  ver.  14  that  the  lot  fell  to 
Meshelemiah  (Shelemiah)  to  have  the  east-gate; 
and  as  we  leam  from  ver.  9  that  he  had  eighteen 
strong  men  of  his  sons  and  brethren  under  him, 
we  may  conclude  that  all  his  sons  except  Zechariah 
the  first-born  (ver.  14)  served  with  him,  and  there- 
fore Elioenai  Hkewise.  There  were  six  Invites  daily 
on  guard  at  the  east-gate,  whose  turn  would  there- 
fore come  every  third  day. 

4.  [_'E\iefvdv  ;  Vat.  EKeiBava,  -devav,  Alex. 
E\tur)vai,  -avvai-^  Eldest  son  of  Neariah,  tlie  son 
of  Shemaiah,  1  Chr.  iii.  23,  24.  According  to  the 
present  Heb.  text  he  is  in  the  seventh  generation 
froni  Zerubbabel,  or  about  contemporary  with  Alex- 
ander the  Great ;  but  there  are  strong  grounds  for 
believing  that  Shemaiah  is  identical  with  Shimei 
(ver.  19),  Zerubbabel's  brother.  (See  Geneal.  of 
ow  Lord,  107-109,  and  ch.  vii.) 

5.  [In  Ezr.  'EKiwvai;  Vat.  FA.  -uva;  Alex. 
EAicoTjfai;  in  Neh.,  Rom.  Vat.  Alex,  omit;  FA." 
EAKurjvoi';  Comp.  Aid.  'EAjou/i'-]  A  priest  of  the 
sons  of  Fashur,  in  the  days  of  l>^ra,  one  of  those 
who  had  married  foreign  wives,  but  who,  at  Ezra's 
instigation,  put  them  away  with  the  children  bom 
of  them,  and  offered  a  ram  for  a  trespass-offering 
(Ezr.  X.  22).  He  is  possibly  the  same  as  is  men- 
tioned in  Neh.  xii.  41,  as  one  of  the  priests  who 
accompanied  Nehemiah  with  trumpets  at  the  dedi- 
cation of  the  wall  of  Jerusalem.  He  is  called 
Elionas,  1  Esdr.  ix.  22. 

6.  ['EAioivai,  Vat.  -uva,  FA.  -uuav ;  Alex. 
EAjoiwai',  2.  m.  EAiwr/j/aiJ  An  Israelite,  of  the 
sons  of  Zattu,  who  had  also  married  a  strange  wife 
(Ezr.  X.  27).  From  the  position  of  Zattu  in  the 
lists,  Ezr.  ii.  8;  Neh.  vii.  13,  x.  14,  it  was  prob- 
ably a  family  of  high  rank.  Elioenai  is  corrupted 
to  Eliadas,  1  Esdr.  ix.  28.  A.  C.  11. 

ELIO'NAS.  1.  {'EKiuvaU,  Alex.  E\u.>vas; 
[Aid.  'EAAioj'os:]  Vulg.  omits),  1  Esdr.  ix.  22. 
[Elioenai,  5.] 

*  The  A.  V.  ed.  1011,  with  the  Genevan  veraon 
and  the  Bishops'  Bible,  following,  as  usual,  the 
Aldine  edition,  reads  Ellionas.  A. 

2.  ('EXuevds ;  [Vat.  EAioiSos:]  Nmieas),  1 
Esdr.  ix.  32.    [Eliezkr,  10.] 

EL'IPHAL  (^S'^b^  [tchom  God  jwlgei, 
Ges.] :  'EA(/jor ;  Alex.  EM^aoK:  [Comp.  'EAt<J>oA.] 
Eliphal),  son  of  Ur;  one  of  the  n.embers  of  David's 

6  Seetacn  alleges  that  the  scanty  quantity  of  the 
water  at  Hnwnra  is  against  this  identity  —  a  weak 
reason,  for  the  water-supply  of  these  regions  is  highly 
variable.  He  also  rejects  Ohumndel  as  the  site  of 
Elim  (ui.  117). 
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guard  (1  Chr.  xi.  35).  In  the  parallel  list  in  2  Sam. 
Xxiii.  the  name  is  given  Eliphelet,  and  the  names 
in  connection  witli  it  are  much  altered.     [Uk.] 

ELIPH'ALAT  Ceai<^oAc£t  [Vat.  -Xej-]  : 
Eliphalach),  1  Esdr.  ix.  33.     [Eliphelet.] 

ELIPH'ALET  \_Heb.  Eliphalet]  C^bp'^b^? 
[God  delivers]  :  [in  2  Sam.  ^E\i^a\d6',  Vat.  EXei- 
i^aad;  Alex.]  KKi<t>aad;  [in  1  Chr.,]  'EA.j<^aAa; 
[Alex.  -A€T  ;  Vat.  EnpaKer,  FA.  Ev^a\(T :] 
Eliphalelh,  [Eliphalet] ).  1.  The  last  of  the  thirteen 
sons  born  to  David,  by  his  wives,  after  his  estab- 
lishment in  Jerusalem  (2  Sam.  v.  16 ;  1  Chr.  xiv. 
7).  Elsewhere,  when  it  does  not  occur  at  a  pause, 
the  name  is  given  with  the  shorter  vowel  — 
Eliphelet  (1  Chr.  iii.  8).  Equivalent  to  Eliphalet 
are  the  names  Elpalet  and  Fhaltiel. 

2.  1  Esdr.  viii.  39.  ['EA«^oA.£i,  Vat.  -\6<-; 
Aid.  Alex.  'EA.i<^aAaTos:  Eliphalam.]  [Eliph- 
elet, 5.] 

EL'IPHAZ  (tS"'b^  [God  his  strength]: 
'EKtdxis;  [in  1  Chr.  'EAt<;>af;  Vat.  EKfKpas'-] 
Elipkaz).  1.  The  son  of  Esau  and  Adah,  and 
father  of  Teman  (Gen.  xxxvi.  4,  10-16;  1  Chr.  i. 
35,  36). 

2.  ['EAi(^ci^;  Alex,  once  -(j>as;  Vat.  Sin.  EAet- 
<pa.(,  EKicpas,  Vat.  twice  EKeKpas,  Sin.  twice  EAt- 
ipaC'  Eliphaz.]  The  chief  of  the  "  three  friends  " 
of  Job.  He  is  called  "the  Temanite;  "  hence  it  is 
naturally  inferred  that  he  was  a  descendant  of 
Teman  (the  son  of  the  first  Eliphaz),  from  whom  a 
portion  of  Arabia  Petrsea  took  its  name,  and  whose 
name  is  used  as  a  poetical  parallel  to  Edom  in  Jer. 
xlix.  20.  On  him  falls  the  main  burden  of  the  argu- 
ment, that  God's  retribution  in  this  world  is  perfiect 
and  certain,  and  that  consequently  suffering  must 
be  a  proof  of  previous  sin  (.Job  iv.,  v.,  xv.,  xxii.). 
His  words  are  distinguished  from  those  of  Bildad 
and  Zophar  by  greater  calmness  and  elaboration, 
and  in  the  first  instance  by  greater  gentleness 
towards  Job,  although  he  ventures  afterwards,  ap- 
parently from  conjecture,  to  impute  to  him  special 
sins.  The  great  truth  brought  out  by  him  is  the 
unapproachable  majesty  and  purity  of  God  (iv.  12- 
21,  XV.  12-16).  [Job,  Book  of.]  But  still,  with 
the  other  two  friends,  he  is  condemned  for  having, 
in  defense  of  God's  providence,  spoken  of  him  "  the 
thing  that  was  not  right,"  i.  e.  by  refusing  to 
recognize  the  facts  of  human  life,  and  by  contenting 
himself  with  an  imperfect  retribution  as  worthy  to 
set  forth  the  righteousness  of  God.  On  sacrifice 
and  the  intercession  of  Job  all  three  are  pardoned 
[xlii.  7-9].  A.  B. 

ELIPH'ELEH  (^nbS'^blSl  [whom  God  dis- 
tinguishes], i.  e.  KUjthdf'hu:  'EKi^evd,  'E\i<t>aKov, 
Alex.  E\i(pa\a,  [EAt<f>aAaios ;  Vat.  EAej<^e;'a,  Ev- 
<t>avaias',   I" A.  EKeicpeva,  Ev(pavias'-]  Eliphalu),a. 

Merarite  Levite;  one  of  the  gatekeepers  (D''^V.^^> 
A.  V.  "  porters  ")  appointed  by  David  to  play  on 
the  harp  "  on  the  Sheminith  "  on  the  occasion  of 
bringing  up  the  Ark  to  the  city  of  David  (1  Chr. 
XV.  18,  21). 

ELIPH'ELET  [IM.  Eliphelet]  (^sbp'^b^ 
[God  delivers] ). 

1.  ('EAi<^oA7J0;  [Vat.  -Aet-;]  Alex.  EAj(/>oA€t: 
Eliphalelh. )  The  name  of  a  son  of  David,  one  of 
the  children  born  to  him,  by  his  wives,  after  his 
establishment  in  Jerusalem  (1  Chr.  iii.  6).  In  the 
list  in  2  Sam.  v.  15, 16,  this  name  and  another  are 
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omitted ;  while  in  another  list  in  1  Chr.  xiv.  5,  6, 
it  is  given  as  Elpalet. 

2.  ('EA(^oAo;  [Vat.  -A6J-;  Alex.  E\i<pa\er.(\ 
Eliphelet.)  Another  son  of  David,  belonging  also 
to  the  Jerusalem  family,  and  apparently  the  last 
of  his  sons  (1  Chr.  iii.  8).  In  the  other  list, 
occurring  at  the  pause,  the  vowel  is  lengthened  and 
the  name  becomes  Eliphalet. 

It  is  believed  by  some  that  there  were  not  two 
sons  of  this  name;  but  that,  like  Nogah,  one  is 
merely  a  transcril)er's  repetition.  The  two  are  cer- 
tainly omitted  in  Samuel,  but  on  the  other  hand 
they  are  inserted  in  two  separate  hsts  in  Chronicles, 
and  in  both  cases  the  number  of  sons  is  summed 
up  at  the  close  of  the  list. 

3.  ('AAt<J)aAe0;  [Vat.  -Aei-;  Alex.  EKKpoKeT- 
Elipheleth.])  Son  of  Ahasbai,  son  of  tlie  Maacha- 
thite.  One  of  the  thirty  warriors  of  David's  guard 
(2  Sam.  xxiii.  31).  In  the  list  in  1  Chr.  xi.  the 
name  is  abbreviated  into  Eliphal. 

4.  ['EAj</>oA€t  ;  Vat.  EKei<pa\iis-  Eliphalet.'] 
Son  of  Eshek,  a  descendant  of  king  Saul  through 
Jonathan  (1  Chr.  viii.  39). 

5.  ['EAi^aActT  ;  Alex.  -\a0  ;  Vat.  A\ei<par  '• 
Eliphelet.]  One  of  the  leaders  of  the  Bene-Adon- 
ikam,  who  returned  from  Babylon  with  Ezra  (Ezr. 
viii.  13).     [Eliphalet,  2.] 

6.  ['EKi^aKfT-,  Vat.  FA.  EAe«J)aAefl:  Eliphe- 
leth.] A  man  of  the  Bene-Hashum,  in  the  time 
of  Ezra,  who  had  married  a  foreign  wife  and  had  to 
relinquish  her  (Ezr.  x.  33).     [Eliphalat.] 

ELIS'ABETH  {'EMu-dfieT.  [Elisabeth]),  the 
wife  of  Zacharias  and  mother  of  John  tlie  Baptist 
(Luke  i.  5  ff.).  She  was  herself  of  the  priestly 
family,  iK  riou  Ovyarepwv  'Aapiiv,  aiid  a  relation 
((rvyyeirris,  Luke  i.  36)  of  the  motlier  of  our  Lord. 
[Maky,  The  Viugix,  II.]  She  is  described  as  a 
person  of  great  piety,  and  was  the  first  to  greet 
Mary,  on  her  coming  to  visit  her,  as  the  mother 
of  her  Lord  (Luke  i.  42  ff.).  H.  A. 

*  For  the  import  of  the  name,  see  Elisheba. 
The  wife  of  Aaron  bore  the  same  naijie  (Ex.  vi.  23), 
and  hence  it  is  one  that  the  females  of  a  ssicerdotal 
family  like  this  of  Elisabeth  (Luke  i.  5)  would  be 
apt  to  have  given  to  them.  The  Greek  form  arose, 
says  Fiirst  {Ilebr.  u.  Chald.  Handwb.  i.  93),  from 

nV5l?  V.^'  How  she  was  related  to  Mary  the 
mother  of  Jesus,  is  uncertain.  It  may  have  been 
on  the  side  of  her  own  mother  (her  father  being  a 
Invite)  as  a  descendant  of  David,  or  on  that  of 
Mary's  mother  (her  father  being  of  the  house  of 
Da\id)  as  a  descendant  of  Aaron.  Marriages  be- 
tween those  of  different  tribes  were  not  forbidden, 
except  when  there  were  no  sons,  and  the  rights  of 
projjerty  vested  in  daughters.  H. 

ELISE'US  [properly  Elis>/us]  {'EKiaaii 
[Vat.  -K(i-] ;  N.  T.  Rec.  Text  with  C,  'EXuraaios ; 
Lichm.  with  A  D  [Sin.],  'EMaaios;  [B,  EAet- 
ffojos:]  Elisetis,  but  in  Cod.  Amiat.  Ilelisceus): 
the  form  in  which  the  name  Elisha  appears  in 
the  A.  V.  of  the  Apocrypha  and  the  X.  T.  (Ecclus. 
xlviii.  12;  Luke  iv.  27).  [The  A.  V.  ed.  1611. 
with  other  early  editions,  reads  Elizeus  in  the  pas- 
sages referred  to.] 

ELI'SHA  (2?tt)''b^  [God  is  salvation,  i.  e. 
he  who  saves]:  'EXtaait:  Alex.  EAjcrtroie;  Joseph. 
'EXiffffoios'-  Elisceus),  son  of  Shaphat  of  Abel- 
meholah."  The  attendant  and  disciple  (koI  /iadririis 

a  The  story  in  the  Chron.  Paschale  and  Epiphanina 
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Kol  SidKovoi,  Joseph.  Ant.  viii.  13,  §  7)  of  Elijah, 
and  subsequently  his  successor  as  prophet  of  the 
kingdom  of  Israel. 

The  earliest  mention  of  his  name  is  in  the  com- 
mand to  Elijah  in  the  cave  at  Horeb  (1  K.  xix.  IC, 
17).  But  our  first  introduction  to  the  future 
prophet  is  in  the  fields  of  his  native  place.  Abel- 
meholah  —  the  "meadow  of  the  dance" — was 
probably  in  the  valley  of  the  Jordan,  and,  as  its 
name  would  seem  to  indicate,  in  a  moist  or  watered 
situation.  [Abel.]  Elijah,  on  his  way  from  Sinai 
to  Damascus  by  the  Jortian  valley,  lights  on  his 
successor  engaged  in  the  labors  of  the  field,  twelve 
yoke  before  him,  i.  e.  either  twelve  ploughs  at  work 
in  other  parts  of  the  field,  or  more  probably  twelve 
"  yokes  "  of  land  already  ploughed,  and  he  himself 
engaged  on  the  last."  To  cross  to  him  (i.  e.  on  the 
other  side  of  the  Jordan),  to  throw  over  his  shoulders 
the  rough  mantle  —  a  token  at  once  of  investiture 
with  the  prophet's  office,  and  of  adoption  as  a  son 
—  was  to  I'Uijah  but  the  work  of  an  instant,  and 
the  prophet  strode  on  as  if  what  he  had  done  were 
nothing.''  "  Go  back  again,  for  what  have  I  done 
unto  thee?  " 

So  sudden  and  weighty  a  call,  involving  the  re- 
linquishment of  a  [wsition  so  substantial,  and  family 
ties  so  dear,  might  well  have  caused  hesitation. 
But  the  parley  was  only  momentary.  To  use  a 
figure  which  we  may  almost  believe  to  have  been 
suggested  by  this  very  occurrence,  Ehsha  was  not 
a  man  who,  having  put  his  hand  to  the  plough, 
was  likely  to  look  back ;  «  he  delayed  merely  to  give 
the  fai'ewell  kiss  to  his  father  and  mother,  and  pre- 
side at  a  parting  feast  with  his  people,  and  then 
followed  the  gi-eat  prophet  on  his  northward  road 
to  become  to  him  what  in  the  earlier  times  of  his 
nation  Joshua''  had  been  to  Moses. 

Of  the  nature  of  this  connection  we  know  hardly 
anything.  "  Elisha  the  son  of  Shaphat,  who  poured 
water  on  the  hands  of  Elijah,"  is  all  that  is  lold 
us.  The  characters  of  the  two  men  were  thoroughly 
dissimilar,  but  how  far  the  lion-like  daring  and 
courage  of  the  one  had  infused  itself  into  the  otlier, 
we  can  judge  from  the  few  occasions  on  which  it 
blazed  forth,  while  every  Une  of  the  narrative  of 
Elijah's  last  hours  on  earth  bears  evidence  how 
deep  was  the  personal  aftection  which  the  stern, 
rough,  reserved  master  had  engendered  in  his  gentle 
and  pliant  disciple. 

Seven  or  eight  years  must  have  passed  between 
the  call  of  Elisha  and  the  removal  of  his  master, 
and  during  the  whole  of  that  time  we  hear  nothing 
of  him.  i3ut  when  that  period  had  elapsed  he  re- 
appears, to  become  the  most  prominent  figure  in 
the  history  of  his  country  during  the  rest  of  his 


is  that  when  Elisha  first  saw  the  light  the  golden  calf 
at  Gilgal  roared,  so  loud  as  to  be  heard  at  Jerusalem, 
"  He  shall  destroy  their  graven  and  their  molten 
images  "  (Fabricius,  Cod.  psfitrlepiffr.  i.  1071). 

a  *  The  exact  rendering  (1  K.  xix.  19)  is  that  Elisha 
''  was  plougbing  :  12  yoke  before  him  "  ;  and  the  better 
explanation  is  not  that  the  prophet  followed  a  team 
of  12  oxen,  but  that  11  yoke  of  oxen  with  as  luany 
ploughs  preceded  him,  and  that  he  was  the  12tb  at 
the  end  of  the  line.  It  is  customary  now  for  the 
feirmers  in  Syria  to  plongh  in  thiii  manner.  "  I  have 
■wen,"  gays  Dr.  Thomson  (Land  and  Book,  i.  208) 
"  more  than  a  doisen  of  them  thus  at  work.  .  .  .  Their 
little  ploughs  ■'  [see  Plough]  "  make  no  proper  furrow, 
but  merely  root  up  and  throw  the  soil  on  either  side, 
and  80  any  numlier  may  follow  one  another,  each 
making  its  own  scratch  along  the  back  of  the  earth, 
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long  life.  In  almost  every  respect  Elisha  present* 
the  most  complete  contrast  to  Elijah.  The  copious 
collection  of  his  sayings  and  douigs  which  are  pre- 
served in  the  3d  to  the  9th  chapter  of  the  2d  book 
of  Kings,  though  in  many  respects  deficient  in  that 
remarkable  vividness  which  we  have  noticed  in  the 
records  of  Elijah,  is  yet  full  of  testimonies  to  this 
contrast.  Elijah  was  a  tme  Bedouin  child  of  the 
desert.  The  clefts  of  the  Cherith,  the  wild  shrubs 
of  the  desert,  the  cave  at  Horeb,  the  top  of  Carmel, 
were  his  haunts  and  his  resting-places.  If  he  enters 
a  city,  it  is  only  to  deliver  his  message  of  fire  and 
be  gone.  Ehsha,  on  the  other  hand,  is  a  civilized 
man,  an  inhabitant  of  cities.     He  passed  from  the 

translation  of  his  master  to  dwell  (31^'',  A.  V. 
"  tarry")  at  Jericho  (2  K.  ii.  18);  from  thence  he 
"returned"  to  Samaria  (ver.  25).  At  Samaria 
(v.  3,  vi.  32,  comp.  ver.  24)  and  at  Uothan  (vi.  13) 
he  seems  regularly  to  have  resided  in  a  hou.se  (v.  9, 
24,  vi.  32,  xiii.  17)  with  "doors"  and  "  windows," 
hi  familiar  intercourse  with  the  sons  of  the  prophets, 
with  the  elders  (vi.  32),  with  the  lady  of  Shunem, 
the  general  of  Damascus,  the  king  of  Israel.  Over 
the  king  and  the  "captain  of  the  host"  he  seems 
to  have  possessed  some  special  influence,  capable 
of  being  turned  to  material  advantage  if  desired  (2 
K.  iv.  13).  And  as  with  his  manners  so  with  his 
appearance.  The  touches  of  the  narrative  are  very 
slight,  but  we  can  gather  that  his  dress  was  the 
ordinary  garment  of  an  Israelite,  the  ber/ed,  prob- 
ably similar  in  form  to  the  long  nbbeynh  of  the 
modern  Syrians  (2  K.  ii.  12),  that  his  hair  •vras 
worn  trimmed  behind,  in  contrast  to  the  disordered 
locks  of  Elijah  (ii.  23,  as  explained  below),  and  that 
he  used  a  walking-staff  (iv.  2'J)  of  the  kind  ordi- 
narily carried  by  grave  or  aged  citizens  (Zech.  viii. 
4).  What  use  he  made  of  the  rough  mantle  of 
Elijah,  which  came  into  his  possession  at  their 
parting,  does  not  anywhere  appear,  but  there  is  n» 
hint  of  his  ever  having  worn  it. 

If  from  these  external  peculiarities  we  turn  to 
the  internal  characteristics  of  the  two,  and  to  the 
results  which  they  produced  on  their  contemporaries, 
the  diflferences  which  they  present  are  highly  in- 
stnictive.  Elijah  was  emphatically  a  destroyer. 
His  mission  was  to  .slay  and  to  demolish  whatever 
opposed  or  interfered  with  the  rights  of  Jehovah, 
the  Ix)rd  of  Hosts.  The  nation  had  adopted  a  god 
of  power  and  force,  and  they  were  shown  that  he 
was  feebleness  itself  compared  with  the  God  whom 
they  had  forsaken.  But  after  Elijah  the  destroyef 
comes  Ehsha  the  healer.  "  There  shall  not  be  dew 
nor  rain  these  years  "  is  the  proclamation  of  the 
one.     "  There  shall  not  be  from  thence  any  dearth 


and  when  at  the  end  of  the  field,  they  can  return  along 
the  same  line,  and  thus  back  and  forth  until  the  whole 
is  ploughed.  It  was  well  that  Elisha  came  the  last 
of  the  twelve,  for  the  act  of  Elijah  would  have  stopped 
all  that  were  in  advance  of  him.  They  cannot  paw 
one  another."  H. 

'>  So  our  translation,  and  so  the  latest  Jewish  ren- 
dering (Zunz).  Other  versions  interpret  the  poBsaga 
differently. 

c  According  to  Joscphus  {Ant.  viii.  13,  §  7)  he  began 
to  prophesy  immediately. 

rf  The  word  ^rrmt?.'^  (A.  V.  "ministered  to 
him "),  is  the  same  that  is  employed  of  Joshua. 
Gehazi's  relation  to  Elisha,  except  once,  is  designated 

by  a  different  word,  '^^3  =  "  lad  "  or  "  youth." 
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Dr  barren  land  "  is  the  first'  miracle  of  the  other. ' 
What  may  have  been  the  disposition  of  Elijah  when  ; 
not  engaged  in  the  actual  service  of  his  mission  we 
have  unhappily  no  means  of  knowing.  Like  most 
men  of  strong  stern  character,  he  had  probably 
affections  no  less  strong.  But  it  is  impossible  to 
conceive  that  he  was  accustomed  to  the  practice  of 
that  beneficence  which  is  so  strikingly  character- 
istic of  Elisha,  and  which  comes  out  at  almost 
every  step  of  his  career.  Still  more  impossible  is 
it  to  conceive  him  exercising  the  tolerance  towards 
the  person  and  the  religion  of  foreigners  for  which 
Elisha  is  remarkable  —  in  communication,  for  ex- 
ample, witli  Naaman  or  Hazael;  in  the  one  ease 
calming  with  a  word  of  peace  tlie  scruples  of  the 
new  proselyte,  anxious  to  reconcile  the  due  homage 
to  Rimmoii  with  his  allegiance  to  .Jehovah ;  in  the 
other  case  contemplating  with  tears,  but  still  with 
tears  only,  the  evil  which  the  future  king  of  Syria 
was  to  bring  on  his  country.  That  Baal-worship 
was  prevalent  in  Israel  even  after  the  efforts  of 
Elijah,  and  that  Samaria  was  its  chief  seat,  we 
have  the  evidence  of  the  narrative  of  Jehu  to  as- 
sure us  (2  K.  X.  18-27),  but  yet  not  one  act  or 
word  in  disapproval  of  it  is  recorded  of  Elisha. 
True,  he  could  be  as  zealous  in  his  feelings  and  aa 
cutting  in  his  wortls  as  Elijah.  "  What  have  I  to 
do  with  tliee  ?  "  says  he  to  the  son  of  Ahab  —  "  this 
son  of  a  murderer,"  as  on  another  occasion  he 
called  him  —  "  what  have  I  to  do  with  thee  ?  get 
thee  to  the  prophets  of  thy  father  and  to  the 
prophets  of  thy  motlier.  As  the  Lord  of  hosts 
liveth  before  whom  I  stand"  —  the  very  formula 
of  Elijah  —  "  surely  were  it  not  that  I  regard  the 
presence  of  Jehoshaphat  king  of  Judah  I  would 
not  look  toward  thee  nor  see  thee !  "  But  after  this 
expression  of  WTath  he  allows  himself  to  be  calmed 
by  the  music  of  the  minstrel,  and  ends .  by  giving 
the  three  kings  the  counsel  which  frees  them  from 
their  difficulty.  So  also  he  smites  the  host  of  the 
Syrians  with  blindness,  but  it  is  merely  for  a  tem- 
porary purpose;  and  the  adventure  concludes  by 
his  preparing  great  provision  for  them,  and  send- 
ing these  enemies  of  Israel  and  worshippers  of  false 
gods  back  unharmed  to  their  master. 

In  considering  these  differences  tlie  fact  must  not 
be  lost  sight  of  that,  notwithstanding  their  greater 
extent  and  greater  detail,  the  notices  of  Elisha 
really  convey  a  much  more  imperfect  idea  of  the 
man  than  those  of  Elijah.  The  prophets  of  the 
nation  of  Israel  —  both  the  predecessors  of  Elisha, 
like  Samuel  and  Elijah,  and  his  successors,  like 
Isaiah  and  -Jeremiah  —  are  represented  to  us  as 
preacliers  of  righteousn&ss,  or  champions  of  .Jeho- 
vah against  false  gods,  or  judges  and  deliverers  of 
their  country,  or  counsellors  of  their  sovereign  in 
times  of  peril  and  difficulty.  Their  miracles  and 
wonderful  acts  are  introduced  as  means  toward 
these  ends,  and  are  kept  in  the  most  complete 
suborduiation  thereto.     But  with  Elisha,  as  he  is 


a  The  ordinary  meaning  put  upon  this  phrase  (see 
for  example,  J.  H.  Newman,  Siihjfrts  of  the  Day,  p. 
191)  is  that  Elisha  possessed  double  the  power  of  Eli- 
jah. This,  though  sanctioned  by  the  renderings  of 
the  Vulgate  and  Luther,  and  adopted  by  a  long  series 
of  conuneiitators  from  S.  Ephraem  Syrus  to  Pastor 
Krummacher,  would  appear  not  to  be  the  real  force 

•f  the  words.  Ql^tt?  "^Q,  literally  "  a  mouth  of 
two"  —  a  double  mouthful  —  is  the  phrase  employed 
m  Deut.  xxi.  17  to  denote  the  amount  of  a  father's 
goods  which  were  the  right  and  token  of  a  first-bom 
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picturetl  in  these  narratives,  the  case  is  completely 
reversed.  With  him  the  miracles  are  everything, 
the  prophet's  work  nothing.  The  man  wlio  was 
for  years  the  intimate  companion  of  Elijah,  on 
whom  Elijah's  mantle  descended,  and  who  was 
gifted  with  a  double  portion  of  his  spirit,"  appears 
in  these  records  chiefly  as  a  worker  of  prodigies,  a 
predicter  of  future  events,  a  revealer  of  secrets,  and 
things  happening  out  of  sight  or  at  a  distance. 
The  working  of  wonders  seems  to  be  a  natural  ac- 
companiment of  false  religions,  and  we  may  be 
sure  that  the  Baal-worsliip  of  Samaria  and  Jezreel 
was  not  free  from  such  arts.  The  story  of  1  K. 
xxii.  shows  that  even  before  Elisha's  time  the 
prophets  had  come  to  be  looked  upon  as  diviners, 
and  were  consulted,  not  on  questions  of  truth  and 
justice,  nor  even  as  dqx)sitaries  of  the  purposes  and 
will  of  the  Deity,  but  as  aide  to  foretell  how  an  ad- 
venture or  a  project  was  likely  to  turn  out,  whether 
it  might  be  embarked  in  without  personal  danger 
or  loss.  But  if  this  degradation  is  inherent  in  false 
worship,  it  is  no  less  a  principle  in  true  religion  to 
accommodate  itself  to  a  state  of  things  already  ex- 
isting, and  out  of  the  forms  of  the  alien  or  the 
false  to  produce  the  power  of  the  true.*  And  thus 
Elisha  appears  to  have  fallen  in  witli  the  liabits  of 
his  fellow-countrymen.  He  wrought,  without  re- 
ward and  without  ceremonial,  the  cures  and  res- 
torations for  which  the  soothsayers  of  Baal-zebub 
at  Ekron  were  consulted  in  vain :  he  warned  his 
sovereign  of  danjrers  from  the  Syrians  which  the 
whole  four  hundred  of  his  prophets  had  not  suc- 
ceeded in  predicting  to  Ahab,  and  thus  in  one 
sense  we  may  say  that  no  less  signally  than  Elijali 
he  vanquished  the  false  gods  on  their  own  field. 
But  still  even  with  this  allowance  it  is  difficult  to 
help  believing  that  the  anecdotes  of  his  life  (if  the 
word  may  be  permitted,  for  we  cannot  be  said  to 
possess  his  biography)  were  thrown  into  their  pres- 
ent shape  at  a  later  period,  when  the  idea  of  a 
prophet  had  been  lowered  from  its  ancient  elevation 
to  the  level  of  a  mere  worker  of  wonders.  A  bi- 
ographer who  held  this  lower  idea  of  a  prophet's 
function  would  regard  the  higlier  duties  above 
alluded  to  as  comparatively  unworthy  of  notice, 
and  would  omit  all  mention  of  them  accordingly. 
In  the  eulogium  of  Elisha  contained  in  the  cata- 
logue of  worthies  of  Ecclus.  xlviii.  12-14  —  the 
only  later  mention  of  him  save  the  passing  allusion 
of  Luke  iv.  27  —  this  view  is  more  strongly  brought 
out  than  in  the  earlier  narrative :  "  Whilst  he  lived, 
he  was  not  mo^'ed  by  the  presence  of  any  prince, 
neither  could  any  bring  him  into  subjection.  No 
word  could  overcome  him.  and  after  his  death  his 
body  prophesied.  He  did  wonders  in  his  life,  and 
at  his  death  were  his  works  manellous." 

But  there  are  other  considerations  from  which 
the  incompleteness  of  these  reconls  of  Elisha  may 
be  inferred:  (1.)  The  absence  of  marks  by  which 
to  determine  the  dates  of  the  various  occurrences. 


son.  Thus  the  gift  of  the  "  double  portion  "  of  Eli- 
jah's spirit  was  but  the  legitimate  conclusion  of  the 
act  of  adoption  which  began  with  the  casting  of  the 
mantle  at  Abel-meholah  years  before.  This  explana- 
tion is  ^ven  by  Grotius  and  others.  (See  Keil  ad  lor.) 
Ewald  ( Gesch.  iii.  507)  gives  it  as  niir  Zicidrittel,  itnd 
auch  iliese  kaum  —  two  thirds,  and  hardly  that.  For 
a  curious  calculation  by  S.  Peter  Damianus,  that  Eli- 
jah performed  12  miracles  and  Elisha  24,  see  the  Acta 
Sanctorum,  July  20.  [See  Portion,  Double,  Amer. 
ed.] 

6  See  Stanley's  Canterbury  Sermons,  p.  320 
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The  "king  of  Israel"  is  continually  mentioned, 
out  we  are  left  to  infer  what  king  is  intended  (2 
K.  V.  5,  6,  7,  &c.,  vi.  8,  9,  21,  26,  vii.  2,  viii.  3,  5, 
6,  &c.).  This  is  tlie  case  even  in  the  story  of  the 
important  events  of  Naaman's  cure,  and  the  capt- 
ure of  the  Syrian  host  at  Dothan.  The  only  ex- 
ceptions are  iii.  12  (comp.  6),  and  the  narrative  of 
the  visit  of  Jehoash  (xiii.  U,  Ac.),  but  this  latter 
story  is  itself  a  proof  of  the  disan-angenient  of 
these  records,  occurring  as  it  does  after  the  men- 
tion of  the  death  of  Jehoash  (ver.  13),  and  being 
followed  by  an  account  of  occurrences  in  the  reign 
of  Jehoahaz  his  father  (vv.  22,  23).  (2.)  The 
absence  of  chronological  sequence  in  the  narratives. 
The  story  of  the  Shunammite  embraces  a  lengthened 
period,  from  before  the  birth  of  tlie  child  till  he 
was  some  years  old.  Gehazi's  familiar  communi- 
cation with  the  king,  and  therefore  the  story  which 
precedes  it  (viii.  1,  2),  must  have  occurred  before 
he  was  struck  with  leprosy,  though  placed  long  after 
the  relation  of  that  event  (v.  27).  (3.)  'I'he  dif- 
ferent stories  are  not  connected  by  the  form  of 
words  usually  employed  in  the  consecutive  narrative 
of  these  books.  (.See  Keil,  Kings,  p.  348,  where 
other  indications  will  be  found.) 

With  this  preface  we  pass  to  the  consideration 
of  the  several  occurrences  preserved  to  us  in  the 
life  of  the  prophet. 

The  call  of  Elisha  seems  to  have  taken  place 
about  four  years  liefore  the  death  of  Ahab.  He 
died  in  the  reign  of  Joash,  the  grandson  of  Jehu. 
This  embraces  a  period  of  not  less  than  65  years, 
for  certainly  55  of  which  he  held  the  office  of 
"prophet  in  Israel"  (2  K.  v.  8).« 

1.  .'Vfter  the  departure  of  his  master,  Elisha  re- 
turned to  dwell  ft  at  Jericho  (2  K.  ii.  18).  The 
town  had  been  lately  rebuilt  (1  K.  xvi.  34),  and 
was  the  residence  of  a  body  of  the  "  sons  of  the 
prophets  "  (2  K.  ii.  5,  15).  No  one  who  has  visited 
the  site  of  Jericho  can  forget  how  prominent  a 
feature  in  the  scene  are  the  two  perennial  springs 
which,  rising  at  the  base  of  the  steep  hills  of  Qua- 
rantania  behind  the  town,  send  their  streams  across 
the  plain  toward  the  Jordan,  scattering,  even  at 
the  hottest  season,  the  richest  and  most  grateful 
vegetation  over  what  would  otherwise  lie  a  bare 
tract  of  sandy  soil.     At  the  time  in  question  part 


a  The  figures  given  above  are  arrived  at  as  fol- 
lows:— 

Ahab'g  reign  after  Eliaha's  call,  say       4  years. 

Ahaziah'g  do 2      « 

Jorani's  do 12     u 

Jehu's  do 28     <i 

Jehoabaz's  do .  17      u 

Joash,  before  Elisha's  death,  say    .  2     " 

65 
Out  of  the  above  Elijah  lived  probably  9  years  ;  the 
4  of  Ahab,  the  2  of  Ahaziah,  and  say  3  of  Joram : 
which  leaves  56  years  from  the  ascent  of  Elyah  to  the 
death  of  Elisha. 

6  Hebr.  itP** ;  A.  V.  generally  "  dwelt,"  but  here 
"  tarried." 

c  This,  or  Mm  Hajla,  in  the  same  neighborhood,  is 
probably  the  spring  intended  by  Scott  in  the  opening 
ihapter  of  the  Talisman,  under  the  name  of  the 
•'  Diamond  of  the  Desert."  But  his  knowledge  of  the 
topography  is  evidently  most  imperfect. 

*  This  'Ain  fs-SuUan  is  the  only  fountain  near 
Jericho ;  and  "  there  is  every  reason  to  regard  these 
as  the  waters  miraculously  healed  by  Elisha.  They 
may  bare  been  earlier  brackish  and  warm,  like  most 
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at  least  of  this  charm  was  wanting.  One  of  the 
springs  was  noxious  —  had  some  properties  which 
rendered  it  unfit  for  drinking,  and  ako  prejudicial 
to  the  land  (ii.  19,  D''3?n  =  bad,  A.  V.  "naught"). 
At  the  request  of  the  men  of  Jericho  Elisha  rem- 
ed-ied  this  evil.  He  took  salt  in  a  new  vessel,  and 
cast  it  into  the  water  at  its  source  in  the  name  of 
Jehovah.  From  the  time  of  Josephus  {B.  J.  iv. 
8,  §  3)  to  the  present  (Sawulf,  Mid.  Trav.  p.  17; 
Mandeville;  Maundrell;  Kob.  i.  554,  555),  the  tra- 
dition of  the  cure  has  been  attached  to  the  large 
spring  N.  W.  of  the  present  town,  and  which  now 
bears,  probably  in  reference  to  some  later  event,  the 
name  of  ^Ain  es-SultdnS 

2.  We  next  meet  with  Elisha  at  Bethel  in  the 
heart  of  the  country,  on  his  way  from  Jericho  to 
Mount  Carmel  (2  K.  ii.  23).  His  last  visit  had 
been  made  in  company  with  Elijah  on  their  road 
down  to  the  Jordan  (ii.  2).  Sons  of  the  prophets 
resided  there,  but  still  it  was  the  seat  of  the  calf- 
worship,  and  therefore  a  prophet  of  Jehovah  might 
expect  to  meet  with  insult,  especially  if  not  so  well 
known  and  so  formidable  as  Elijah"  The  road  to 
the  town  winds  up  the  defile  of  the  Wady  Suweinit, 
under  the  hill  which  still  bears  what  in  all  prob- 
ability are  the  ruins  of  Ai,  and  which,  even  now 
retaining  some  trees,  was  at  that  date  shaded  by  a 
forest,  thick,  and  the  haunt  of  savage  animals.'' 
Here  the  boys  of  the  town  were  clustered,  waiting, 
as  they  still  wait  at  the  entrance  of  the  villages  of 
Palestine,  for  the  chance  passer-by.  In  the  short- 
trimmed  locks  of  Elisha,  how  were  they  to  recog- 
nize the  successor  of  the  prophet,  with  whose 
shaggy  hair  streaming  over  his  shoulders  they  were 
all  familiar?  So  with  the  license  of  the  eastern 
children  they  scoff  at  the  new  comer  as  he  walks 
by  —  "  Go  up,«  roundhead  !  go  up,  roundhead  !  " 
For  once  Elisha  assumed  the  sternness  of  his  mas- 
ter. He  turned  upon  them  and  cursed  them  in  the 
name  of  Jehovah,  and  we  all  know  the  catastrophe 
which  followed.  The  destruction  of  these  children 
has  been  always  felt  to  be  a  difficulty.  It  is  so  en- 
tirely different  from  anything  elsewhere  recorded 
of  Elisha  —  the  one  exception  of  severity  in  a  life 
of  mildness  and  beneficence  —  that  it  is  perhaps 
allowable  to  conchide  that  some  circumst^inces  have 
been  omitted  in  the  narrative,  or  that  some  expres- 


of  the  fountains  further  north  and  south  ;  now  they 
are  sweet  and  pleasant,  not  cold  indeed,  but  also  only 
slightly  warm"  (Rob.  Pliy.i.  Geogr.  p.  255).  This 
fountain  is  situated  a  mile  or  more  in  front  of  Qua- 
rantania,  the  reputed  mount  of  Christ's  temptation. 
Travellers  from  Jerusalem  to  the  Jordan  usually  pitch 
their  tents  at  night  beside  this  sparkling  fountain. 

H. 
d  The  "  lion  "  and  the  "  bear "  arc  niontioned  as 
not  uncommon  by  Amos  Cv.  19),  who  resided  certainly 
for  some  time  in  the  neighborhood  of  Bethel  (see  vii. 
10;  also  iv.  4,  v.  5,  6).  The  word  used  for  the  "for- 
est "  is  "15^>  y«''"',  implying  a  denser  growth  than 
choresh,  more  properly  a  "  wood "  (Stanley,  S.  If  P. 
App.  §  73).     [Bear  ;  Lion.] 

«   n^y,  "go  up,"  can  hardly,  as  Abarbaiicl  would 

have  it,  be  a  scoff  at  the  recent  aseent  of  Elijah.    The 

word  rendered  above  by  "  roundhead  "  (mp  )  is  a 

peculiar  Hebrew  term   for  shortness  of  hair  at  the 

back  of  the  head,  as  distinguished  from  n23,  bald 

in  front;    A.  V.   " forehend-bald."     This  Is  due  to 
Ewald  (iii.  612).    [See  p.  703,  note  b.] 
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idon  has  lost  its  special  force,  which  would  have 
explained  and  justified  the  apparent  disproportion 
of  the  punishment  to  the  offense. 

3.  Elisha  extricates  Jehoram  king  of  Israel,  and 
the  kings  of  Judah  and  Edoin,  from  their  difficulty 
in  the  campaign  against  Moab,  arising  from  want 
of  water  (iii.  4—27).  The  revolt  of  Moab  occuired 
very  shortly  after  the  death  of  Ahab  (iii.  5,  comp. 
i.  1),  and  the  campaign  followed  immediately  — 
"the  same  day"  (iii.  6;  A.  V.  "time").  The 
prophet  was  with  the  army;  according  to  Josephus 
{Ant.  ix.  -3,  §  1),  he  "happened  to  be  in  a  tent 
(?Tuxe  KaTf(rKT]va)K(is)  outside  the  camp  of  Israel." 
Joram  he  refuses  to  hear  except  out  of  respect  for 
Jehoshaphat  the  servant  of  the  true  God ;  but  a 
minstrel  is  brought,  and  at  the  sound  of  music  the 
hand  of  Jehovah  comes  upon  him,  and  he  predicts 
a  fall  of  rain,  and  advises  a  mode  of  procedure  in 
connection  therewith  which  results  in  the  complete 
discomfiture  of  Moab.  This  incident  probably  took 
place  at  the  S.  E.  end  of  the  Dead  Sea. 

4.  The  widow  of  one  of  the  sons  of  the  prophets 
—  according  to  Josephus,  of  Obadiah,  the  steward 
of  Ahab  —  is  in  debt,  and  her  two  sons  are  about 
to  be  taken  from  her  and  sold  as  slaves.  She  has 
no  property  but  a  pot  of  oil.  This  Elisha  causes 
(in  his  absence,  iv.  5)  to  multiply,  until  the  widow 
has  filled  with  it  all  the  vessels  which  she  could 
borrow.  Xo  invocation  of  Jehovah  is  mentioned, 
nor  any  place  or  date  of  the  miracle. 

5.  The  next  occurrence  is  at  Shunem  and  Mount 
Carmel  (iv.  8-37).  The  story  divides  itself  into 
two  parts,  separated  from  each  other  by  several 
years,  (a.)  Elisha,  probably  on  his  way  between 
Carmel  and  the  Jordan  valley,  calls  accidentally  at 
Shunem,  now  Solam,  a  village  on  the  southern 
slopes  of  Jebel  ed-Dtihy,  the  Little  Ilermon  of 
modern  travellers.  Here  he  is  hospitably  enter- 
tained by  a  woman  of  substance,  apparently  at  that 
time  ignorant  of  the  character  of  her  guest.  There 
is  no  occasion  here  to  quote  the  details  of  this 
charming  narrative,  or  the  manner  in  which,  as  a 
recompense  for  her  care  of  the  prophet,  she  was 
saved  from  that  childless  condition  which  was 
esteemed  so  great  a  calamity  by  every  Jewish  wife, 
and  permitted  to  "  embrace  a  son." 

(6.)  An  interval  has  ebpsed  of  several  years. 
The  boy  is  now  old  enough  to  accompany  his  fether 
to  the  coni-field,  where  the  harvest  is  proceeding. 
The  fierce  rays  of  the  morning  sun  are  too  powerful 
for  him,  and  he  is  carried  home  to  his  mother  only 
to  die  at  noon.  She  says  nothing  of  their  loss  to 
her  husband,  but  depositing  her  child  on  the  bed 
of  the  man  of  God,  at  once  starts  in  quest  of  him 
to  Mount  Carmel.  The  dist^ince  is  fifteen  or  six- 
teen miles,  at  least  four  hours'  ride;  but  she  is 
mounted  on  the  best  ass  "  in  the  stable,  and  she 
does  not  slacken  rein.  Elisha  is  on  one  of  the 
heights  of  Carmel  commanding  the  road  to  Shunem, 

and  from  his  position  opposite  to  her  ("723iO)  he 
recognizes  in  the  distance  the  figure  of  the  regular 
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"  ^inSn  =  "  the  she-ass."  She-asses  were,  and 
Btill  are,  most  esteemed  in  the  East. 

b  The  A.  V.  in  iv.  27,  perversely  renders  ^nH, 
"  the  mount,"  by  "  the  hill,"  thus  obscnring  the  con- 
aection  with  ver.  25,  "  Mount  Carmel." 

c  "  Gird  up  thy  loins  and  go." 

<*  "1^3,  '■  e.  the  lad  or  youth,  a  totally  different 
enn  to  [from]  that  \  y  which  the  relation  of  Elisha  to 


attendant  at  the  services  which  he  holds  here  at 
" new  moon  and  sabbath"  (comp.  ver.  2.S).  He 
sends  Gehazi  down  to  meet  her,  and  inquire  the 
reason  of  her  unexpected  visit.  But  her  distress  is 
for  the  ear  of  the  master,  and  not  of  the  servant, 
and  she  presses  on  till  she  comes  up  to  the  pLice 
M'here  Elisha  himself  is  stationed,*  then  throwing 
herself  down  in  her  emotion  she  clasps  him  by  the 
feet.  Jlisinterpreting  this  action,  or  perhaps  with 
an  ascetic  feeling  of  the  unhoUness  of  a  woman, 
Gehazi  attempts  to  thrust  her  away.  But  the 
prophet  is  too  profound  a  student  of  human  nature 
to  allow  this  —  "  Let  her  alone,  for  her  soul  is 
vexed  within  her,  and  Jehovah  hath  hid  it  from 
me,  and  hath  not  told  me."  "  And  she  said  "  — 
with  the  enigmatical  form  of  oriental  speech  — 
"  Did  I  desire  a  son  of  my  lord  ?  did  I  not  say  do 
not  deceive  me?"  No  explanation  is  needed  to 
tell  Elisha  the  exact  state  of  the  case.  The  heat 
of  the  season  will  allow  of  no  delay  in  taking  the 
necessary  steps,  and  Gehazi  is  at  once  desjxitched 
to  run  back  to  Shunem  with  the  utmost  speed.^ 
He  takes  the  prophet's  walking-staff  in  his  hand 
which  he  is  to  lay  on  the  face  of  the  child.  The 
mother  and  Elisha  follow  in  haste.  Before  they 
reach  the  village  the  sun  of  that  long,  anxious, 
summer  afternoon  must  have  set.  Gehazi  meets 
them  on  the  road,  but  he  has  no  reassuring  report 
to  give ;  the  placing  of  the  staff  on  the  face  of  the 
dead  boy  had  callal  forth  no  sign  of  life.  Then 
Elisha  enters  the  house,  goes  up  to  his  own  chamber, 
"  and  he  shut  the  door  on  them  twain,  and  prayed 
unto  Jehovah."  It  was  what  Elijah  had  done  on  a 
similar  occasion,  and  in  this  and  his  subsequent 
proceedings  Elisha  was  probably  following  a  method 
which  he  had  he:ird  of  from  his  master.  The  child 
is  restored  to  life,  the  mother  is  called  in,  and  again 
falls  at  the  feet  of  the  prophet,  though  with  what 
different  emotions  —  "  and  she  took  up  her  son  and 
went  out." 

There  is  nothing  in  the  narrative  to  fix  its  date 
with  reference  to  other  events.  We  here  first 
encounter  Gehazi  the  "  servant "  of  the  man  of 
God.f'  It  must  of  course  have  occurred  before  the 
events  of  viii.  1-6,  and  therefore  l>efore  the  cure  of 
Naaman,  when  Gehazi  became  a  leper. 

6.  The  scene  now  changes  to  Gilgal,  apparently 
at  a  time  when  Elisiia  was  residing  there  (iv.  38- 
41).  The  sons  of  the  prophets  are  sitting  round 
him.  It  is  a  time  of  famine,  possibly  the  same 
seven  years'  scarcity  which  is  mentioned  in  viii.  1, 
2,  and  during  which  the  Shunammite  woman  of 
the  preceding  story  migrated  to  the  Philistine 
country.  The  food  of  the  party  must  consist  of  any 
herbs  that  can  be  found.  The  great  caldron  is  put 
on  at  the  command  of  EUsha,  and  one  of  the  com- 
pany brings  his  blanket  (*T52 :  not  "  kp  "  as  in 
A.  V.)  fuU  of  such  wild  vegetables  as  he  has  col- 
lected, and  empties  it  into  the  pottage.  But  no 
sooner  have  they  begun  their  meal  than  the  taste 
betrays  the  presence  of  some  noxious  herb,*^  a:nd 
they  cry  out,  "  there  is  death  in  the  pot,  0  man 

Elijah  is  designated  —  see  above ;  though  the  latter  i» 
also  occasionally  applied  to  Gehazi. 

e  For  a  full  discussion  of  the  nature  of  this  herb 
see  the  article  Pakyolh  by  the  late  Dr.  Forbes  Royle 
in  Kitto^s  Cyclop.  One  kind  of  small  gourd  has 
received  the  name  Cuctnnh  prophetnrum  in  allusion 
to  this  circumstance  ;  but  Dr.  Royle  inclines  to  favor 
C.  colocynthis,  the  colocynth,  or  Momordica  elaterium, 
the  squirting  cucumber.      This  is  surely  impossible. 
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of  God !  "  In  this  case  the  cure  was  eiFected  bj' 
meal  which  Elisha  cast  into  the  st«w,  in  the  caldron. 
Here  again  there  is  no  invocation  of  the  name  of 
Jehovah. 

7.  (iv.  42-44).  This  in  all  probability  belongs 
to  the  same  time,  and  also  to  the  same  place  as  the 
preceding.  A  man  from  Baal-shalisha  brings  the 
man  of  God  a  present  of  the  first-fruits,  which 
mider  the  law  (Num.  xviii.  8,  12;  Deut.  xviii.  3, 
4)  were  the  perquisite  of  the  ministers  of  the  sanct- 
uary —  20  loaves  of  the  new  barley,  and  some 
delicacy,  the  exact  nature  of  which  is  disputed,  but 
which  seems  most  likely  to  have  been  roasted  ears 
of  corn  not  fully  ripe,"  brought  with  care  in  a  sack 
or  tiag.''  This  moderate  provision  is  by  the  word 
of  Jehovah  rendered  more  than  sufiBcient  for  a 
hundred  men. 

This  is  one  of  the  instances  in  which  Elisha  is 
the  first  to  anticipate  in  some  measure  the  miracles 
of  Christ. 

The  mention  of  Baal-shalisha  gives  great  support 
to  the  supposition  that  the  Gilgal  mentioned  here 
(ver.  38)  as  being  frequented  by  the  sons  of  the 
prophets,  and  therefore  the  same  place  with  that 
in  ii.  1,  was  not  that  near  Jericho;  since  Baal- 
shaJislia  or  I^th-shalLsha  is  fixed  by  Eusebius  at 
fifteen  Koman  miles  north  of  Lydda,  the  very  posi- 
tion in  which  we  still  find  the  name  of  Gilgal  lin- 
gering as  Jiljilieh.     [Gilgal,.] 

8.  The  simple  ^ecords^^f  these  domestic  incidents 
amongst  the  sons  of  the  prophets  are  now  inter- 
rupted by  an  occurrence  of  a  more  important  char- 
acter (v.  1-27). 

The  chief  captain  of  the  army  of  Syria,  to  whom 
his  country  was  indebted  for  some  signal  success,  "^ 
was  afflicted  with  leprosy,  and  that  in  its  most 
malignant  form,  tlie  white  variety  (v.  27).  In 
Israel  this  would  have  disquiilified  him  from  all 
employment  and  all  intercourse  (2  K.  xv.  5;  2 
Chr.  xxvi.  20,  21).  But  in  Syria  no  such  practice 
appears  to  have  prevailed  ;  Naanian  was  stUl  a 
"  great  man  with  his  master,"  "  a  man  of  counte- 
nance." One  of  the  members  of  his  establishment 
is  an  Israelite  girl,  kidnapijed  by  the  marauders '' 
of  SjTia  in  one  of  their  forays  over  the  border,  and 
she  brings  into  that  Syrian  household  the  fame  of 
the  name  and  skill  of  Elisha.  "  The  prophet  in 
Samaria,"  who  had  raised  the  dead,  would,  if 
brought  "  face  to  face "  '^  -with  the  patient,  have 
no  difficulty  in  curing  even  this  dreadful  leprosy. 
The  news  is  communicated  by  Naaman  himself-'' 
to  the  king.  Benhadad  had  yet  to  learn  the  posi- 
tion and  character  of  Elisha.  He  writes  to  the  king 
of  Israel  a  letter  very  characteristic  of  a  nulitary 
prince,  and  curiously  racalling  words  uttered  by 
another  military  man  in  reference  to  the  cure  of 
his  sick  servant  many  centuries  later  —  "I  say  to 
this  one,  go,  ?ind  he  goeth,  and  to  my  servant  do 
this,  and  he  doeth  it."  "And  now" — so  ran 
Benhadad's  letter  after  the  usual  complimentary 
introduction  had  probably  opened  the  comnmnica- 


a  The   Hebrew  expression     vP'^3    seeins    to   be 

elliptical  for  3  27^3  (1*^-  "•  14  ;  A.  V.  "  green 
ears  of  corn ").  The  same  ellipsis  occurs  in  Lev. 
xxiii.  14  (A.  V.  "green  cars").  The  old  Hebrew 
.utcrpretation  is  "  tender  and  fresh  oars."  Oosenius 
( Thfs.  p.  713)  makes  it  out  to  be  gniins  or  grits.  The 
passiige  iu  liev.  ii.  14,  compared  with  the  common 
practice  of  the  East  in  the  present  day,  suggests  the 
meaning  given  above. 
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tion  — "  and  now,  when  this  letter  is  come  unto 
thee,  behold  I  have  sent  Niiaman,  my  ski\e,  to  thee, 
that  thou  mayest  recover  him  of  his  lejirosy." 
AVith  this  letter,  and  with  a  present,  in  which  the 
rich  fabrics,w  for  wliich  Damascus  has  been  always 
hi  modern  times  so  famous,  form  a  cons^Mcuous 
feature,  and  with  a  full  retinue  of  attendants  (13, 
15,  23),  Naaman  proceeds  to  Samaria.  Tlie  king 
of  Israel  —  his  name  is  not  given,  but  it  was  prob- 
ably Joram  —  is  dismayed  at  the  connnunication. 
He  has  but  one  idea,  doubtless  the  result  of  too 
frequent  experience  —  "  Consider  how  this  man 
seeketh  a  quarrel  against  me!"  The  occurrence 
soon  reaches  the  ears  of  the  prophet,  and  with  a 
certain  dignity  lie  "sends"  to  the  king  —  "Let 
him  come  to  me,  and  he  shall  know  that  there  is  a 
prophet  in  Israel."  To  the  house  of  Elisha  Naitman 
goes  with  his  whole  cavalcade,  the  "  horses  and 
chariot"  of  the  Syrian  general  fixing  themselves 
particularly  in  the  mind  of  the  chronicler.  Elisha 
still  keeps  in  the  background,  and  while  Naaman 
stands  at  the  doorway,  contents  himself  with  send- 
ing out  a  messenger  with  the  simple  direction  to 
bathe  seven  times  in  the  Jordan.  The  independent 
behavior  of  the  prophet,  and  the  simplicity  of  the 
prescription  —  not  only  devoid  of  any  ceremonial, 
but  absolutely  insulting  to  the  natiAe  of  a  city 
which  boasted,  as  it  still  boasts,  of  the  finest  water- 
supply  of  any  city  of  the  East  —  all  combined  to 
enrage  Naaman.  His  slaves,  however,  knew  how 
to  deal  Avith  the  quick  but  not  ungenerous  temjier 
of  their  master,  and  tiie  result  is  that  he  goes  down 
to  the  .Jordan  and  dips  himself  seven  times,  "  and 
his  flesh  came  again  like  the  flesh  of  a  little  child, 
and  he  was  clean."  His  first  business  after  his 
cure  is  to  thank  his  benefactor.     He  returns  with 

his  whole  following  (njintt,  i.  e.  "  host,"  or 
"  camp  "),  and  this  time  he  will  not  be  denied  the 
presence  of  Elisha,  but  making  his  way  in,  and 
standing  before  him,  he  gratefully  acknowledges  the 
power  of  the  God  of  Israel,  and  entreats  him  to 
accept  the  present  which  he  has  brought  from 
Damascus.  But  Elisha  is  firm,  and  refuses  the 
offer,  though  repeated  with  the  strongest  atljuration. 
Naaman,  having  adopted  Jehovah  as  his  God,  begs 
to  be  allowed  to  take  away  some  of  the  earth  of 
his  favored  country,  of  which  to  make  an  altai. 
He  then  consults  Elisha  on  a  difficulty  which  he 
foresees.  How  is  he,  a  servant  of  Jehovah,  to  act 
when  he  accompanies  the  king  to  the  temple  of  the 
Syrian  god  Kimmon  ?  He  must  bow  before  the 
god ;  will  Jehovah  pardon  this  disloyalty  ?  I'Uisha's 
answer  is  "  Go  in  peace,"  and  with  this  farewell 
the  caravan  moves  off'.  But  (Jehazi,  the  attendant 
of  Elisha,  cannot  allow  such  treasures  thus  to 
escape  him.  "  As  Jehovah  liveth,"  an  expres- 
sion, in  the  lips  of  this  vulgar  Israelite,  exactly 


b  \V7\y2  ',  liXX.  irijpa.  The  word  occurs  only 
here  The  meaning  given  above  is  recognized  by  the 
majority  of  the  versions  and  by  Oesenius,  and  is  stated 
In  the  margin  of  A.  V. 

c  The  tradition  of  the  Jews  is  that  it  was  Naaman 
who  killed  Ahab  {Midrash  Tehillim,  p,  29  i,  on  Ps 
Ixxviii.). 

<1  Uebr.  D'''^•^^3,  '•  '■  plunderers,  always  for 
irregular  parties  of  marauders. 

c  So  the  Hebrew.     A.  V.  "  with." 

/  A.  V.  "  one  went  in  "  is  quite  gratuitous. 

a  The  word  used  is  HI75127  =  a  dress  of  ceremony 
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squivalent  to  the  oft-refjeated  Wallih  —  "  by  God" 
—  of  the  modern  Arabs,  "  I  will  run  after  this 
Syrian  and  take  somewhat  of  him."  So  he  frames 
a  story  by  which  the  generous  Naaman  is  matle  to 
send  back  with  him  to  Elisha's  house  a  considerable 
present  in  money  and  clothes.  He  then  went  in 
and  stood  before  his  master  as  if  nothing  had  hap- 
pened. But  the  prophet  was  not  to  be  so  deceived. 
His  heart  had  gone  after  his  servant  through  the 
whole  transaction,  even  to  its  minutest  details,  and 
he  visits  Gehazi  with  the  tremendous  punishment 
of  the  leprosy,  from  which  he  has  just  relieved 
Naaman. 

This  cure  of  leprosy  —  the  only  one  which  he 
effected  (Luke  iv.  27)  —  is  a  second  miracle  in 
which  Elisha,  and  Hisha  only,  anticipated  our 
Lord." 

The  date  of  the  transaction  must  have  been  at 
least  seven  years  after  the  raising  of  the  Shunam- 
mite's  son.  This  is  evident  from  a  comparison  of 
viii.  4  with  1,  2,  3.  Gehazi's  familiar  conversa- 
tion with  the  king  must  have  taken  pLace  before  he 
was  a  leper. 

9.  (vi.  1-7).  We  now  return  to  the  sons  of  the 
prophets,  i)ut  this  time  the  scene  apj)ears  to  be 
changed,  and  is  probably  at  Jericho,  and  during 
the  residence  of  EUsha  there.  Whether  from  the 
increase  of  the  scholars  consequent  on  the  estima- 
tion in  which  the  ma.ster  was  held,  or  from  some 
other  cause,  their  habitation  had  l)ecome  too  small 
— "  the  place  in  which  we  sit  before  thee  is  too 
narrow  for  us."  They  will  therefore  move  to  the 
close  neighborhood  of  the  Jordan,  and  cutting 
down  beams  —  each  man  one,  as  with  curious 
minuteness  the  text  relates  —  make  there  a  new 
dwelling-place.  Why  Jordan  was  selected  is  not 
apparent.  Possibly  for  its  distance  from  the  dis- 
tractions of  Jericho  —  possibly  the  sjwt  was  one 
sanctified  by  the  crossing  of  Israel  with  the  ark,  or 
of  Elijah,  only  a  few  years  before.  Urged  by  his 
disciples  the  man  of  God  consents  to  accompany 
them.  When  they  reach  the  Jordan,  descending 
to  the  level  of  the  stream,  they  commence  felling 
the  trees ''  of  the  dense  belt  of  wood  in  immediate 
contact  with  the  water.  [Jordan.]  As  one  of 
them  was  cutting  at  a  tree  overhanging  the  stream, 
the  iron  of  his  axe  (a  borrowed  tool)  flew  off  and 
sank  into  the  water.  His  cry  soon  brought  the 
man  of  God  to  his  aid.  The  stream  of  the  Jor- 
dan is  deep  up  to  the  very  bank,  especially  when 
the  water  is  so  low  as  to  leave  the  wood  dry,  and  is 
moreover  so  turbid  that  search  would  be  useless. 
But  the  place  at  which  the  lost  axe  entered  the 
water  is  shown  to  Elisha;  he  breaks  off'^  a  stick 
and  casts  it  into  tlie  stream,  and  the  iron  "appears 
on  the  surface,  and  is  recovered  by  its  possessor. 
No  appeal  to  Jehovah  is  recorded  here. 

10.  (vi.  8-23).  Elisha  is  now  residing  at  Do- 
than,  half-way  on  the  road  between  Samaria  and 
•Jezreel.  The  incursions  of  the  Syrian  marauding 
bands''  (comp.  v.  2)  still  continue;  but  apparently 
fi'iih.  greater  boldness,  and  pushed  even  into  places 
which  the  king  of  Israel  is  accustomed  to  frequent. « 
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«  The  case  of  Miriam  (Num.  xii.  10-15)  is  different. 
Human  agency  appears  to  have  done  nothing  towards 
her  cure. 

&  So  the  Hebrew,  D'^^l^H. 

•  ••    T 

c  The  Hebrew  word  DUp  occurs  only  once  besides 
this  place.  Its  exact  force  is  not  clear,  but  the  LXX. 
render  it  a-jreKVLo-e,  "  he  pinched  off." 


But  their  manoeuvres  are  not  hid  from  the  man  of 
God,  and  by  his  warnings  he  saves  the  king  •'  not 
once  nor  twice."  So  baffled  were  the  Syrians  by 
these  repeated  failures,  as  to  make  their  king  sus- 
pect treachery  in  his  own  camp.  But  the  true 
explanation  is  given  by  one  of  his  own  people  — 
ix)ssibly  one  of  those  wlio  had  witnessed  the  cure 
wrought  on  Naaman,  and  could  conceive  no  power 
too  great  to  ascribe  to  so  gifted  a  person :  "  Elisha, 
the  prophet  in  Israel,  telleth  the  iing  of  Israel  the 
words  that  thou  speakest  in  thy  bed-chamber." 
So  powerful  a  magician  must  be  seized  without  de- 
lay, and  a  strong  party  with  chariots  is  despatched 
to  effect  his  capture.  They  march  by  night,  and 
before  morning  take  up  their  station  round  the 
base  of  the  eminence  on  which  the  ruins  of  Dothan 
still  stand.  Elisha's  seri"ant  —  not  Gehazi,  but 
apparently  a  new  comer,  unacquainted  with  the 
powers  of  his  master  —  is  the  first  to  discover  the 
danger.  But  Elisha  remains  unmoved  by  his  fears ; 
and  at  his  request  the  eyes  of  the  youth  are  opened 
to  behold  the  spiritual  guards  which  are  protecting 
them,  horses  and  chariots  of  fire  filling  tlie  whole 
of  the  mountain.  But  this  is  not  enough.  Elisha 
again  prays  to  Jehovah,  and  the  whole  of  the 
Syrian  warriors  are  struck  blind.  He  then  de- 
scends, and  offers  to  lead  them  to  the  person  and 
the  place  which  they  seek.  He  conducts  them  to 
Samaria.  There,  at  the  prayer  of  the  prophet, 
their  sight  is  restored,  and  they  find  themselves  not 
in  a  retired  country  village,  but  in  the  midst  of  the 
capital  of  Israel,  and  in  the  presence  of  the  king 
and  his  troops.  His  enemies  thus  completely  in 
his  grasp,  the  king  of  Israel  is  eager  to  destroy 
them.  "  Shall  I  slay?  shall  I  slay,  my  father?  " 
But  the  end  of  Elisha  has  been  answered  when  he 
has  shown  the  Syrians  how  futile  are  all  their  at- 
tempts against  lais  superior  jx)wer.  "  Thou  shalt 
not  slay.  Thou  mayest/  slay  those  whom  thou 
hast  taken  captive  in  lawful  fight,  but  not  these: 
feed  them,  and  send  them  away  to  their  master." 
After  such  a  repulse  it  is  not  surprising  that  the 
marauding  forays  of  the  Syrian  troops  ceased. 

11.  (vi.  2-l:-vii.  2).  But  the  king  of  Syria  could 
not  rest  vmder  such  dishonor.  He  abandons  his 
marauding  system,  and  gathers  a  regular  army, 
with  which  he  lays  siege  to  S.vsi.\kia.  The  awful 
extremities  to  which  the  inhabitants  of  the  place 
were  driven  need  not  here  be  recalled.  Koused  by 
an  encounter  with  an  incident  more  ghastly  than 
all,  and  which  remained  without  pai-aUel  in  Jewish 
records  till  the  unspeakable  horrors  of  the  last  days 
of  Jerusalem  (Joseph.  B.  J.  v.  1?,  §  3;  13,  §  7, 
(fee),  the  king  vents  his  wrath  on  the  prophet, 
probably  as  having  by  his  share  in  the  last  trans- 
action,ff  or  in  some  other  way  not  recorded,  pro- 
voked the  invasion ;  possibly  actuated  by  the  spite 
with  which  a  weak  bad  man  in  difficulty  often  re- 
gards one  better  and  stronger  than  himself.  The 
king's  name  is  not  stated  in  the  Bible,  but  there 
can  be  no  doubt  that  Josephus  is  correct  in  giving 


d  D'^T^nS,  always  with  the  force  of  irregular  rav- 
aging.    See  ver.  23. 

e  The  expression  is  peculiar  —  "  beware  thou  pass 
not  by  such  a  place."  Josephus  (ix.  4,  §  3)  says  that 
the  king  was  obliged  to  give  up  hunting  in  conse- 
quence. 

/  This  interpretation  is  that  of  the  Targum,  De 
Wette,  and  others,  and  gives  a  better  sense  than  that 
of  the  A.  V.     The  original  will  perhaps  bear  either. 

a  Josephus,  Ant.  ix.  4,  §  4. 
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it  as  Joram ;  and  in  keeping  with  this  is  his  employ- 
ment of  the  same  oath  which  his  mother  Jezebel 
used  on  an  occasion  not  dissimilar  (1  K.  xix.  2), 
"  God  do  so  to  me  and  more  also,  if  the  head  of 
Elisha  the  son  of  Shaphat  shall  stand  on  him  this 
day."  No  sooner  is  the  word  out  of  the  king's  mouth 
than  his  emissary  starts  to  execute  the  sentence. 
Hisha  is  in  his  house,  and  round  him  are  seated 
the  elders  of  Samaria,  doubtless  receiving  some 
word  of  comfort  or  guidance  in  their  sore  calamity. 
He  receives  a  miraculous  intimation  of  the  danger. 
Ere  the  messenger  could  reach  the  house,  he  said 
to  his  companions,  "  See  how  this  son  of  a  mur- 
derer «  hath  sent  to  take  away  my  head !  Shut 
the  door,  and  keep  him  from  entering:  even  now  I 
hear  the  sound  of  his  master's  feet  behind  him, 
hastening  to  stay  the  result  of  his  rash  exclama- 
tion !  "  *  As  he  says  the  words  the  messenger 
arrives  at  the  door,  followed  immediately,  as  the 
prophet  had  predicted,  by  the  king  and  by  one  of 
his  officers,  the  lord  on  whose  hand  he  leaned. 
What  foUows  is  very  graphic.  The  king's  hered- 
itary love  of  Baal  bursts  forth,  and  he  cries,  "  This 
evil  is  from  Jehovah,"  the  ancient  enemy  of  my 
house,  "why  should  I  wait  for  Jehovah  any 
longer?"  To  this  EUsha  answers:  "Hear  the 
word  of  Jehovah  "  —  he  wha  has  sent  famine  can 
also  send  plenty  —  "  to-morrow  at  this  time  shall  a 
measure  of  fine  flour  be  sold  for  a  shekel,  and  two 
measures  of  barley  for  a  shekel,  in  the  gate  of  this 
very  city."  "  This  is  folly,"  says  the  officer:  "  even 
if  Jehovah  were  to  make  windows  in  heaven  and 
pour  down  the  provisions,  it  could  not  be."  "  It 
can,  it  shall,"  replies  Elisha;  "and  you,  you  shall 
see  it  all,  but  shall  not  live  even  to  taste  it." 

12.  (viii.  1-6).  We  now  go  back  several  years 
to  an  incident  connected  with  the  lady  of  Shunem, 
at  a  period  antecedent  to  the  cure  of  Naaman  and 
the  transfer  of  his  leprosy  to  Gehazi  (v.  1,  27). 

Elisha  had  been  ma^le  aware  of  a  famine  which 
Jehovah  was  aliout  to  bring  ujwn  the  land  for  seven 
years;  and  he  had  warned  his  friend  the  Shunam- 
mite  thereof  that  she  might  provide  for  her  safety. 
Accordingly  she  had  left  Shunem  with  her  family, 
and  had  taken  refuge  in  the  land  of  the  Philistines, 
that  is,  in  the  rich  corn-growing  plain  on  the  sea- 
coast  of  Judah,  where  secure  from  want  she  re- 
mained during  the  dearth.  At  the  end  of  the  seven 
years  she  returned  to  her  native  place,  to  find  that 
during  her  absence  her  house  with  the  field-land 
attached  to  it,  the  corn-fields  of  the  former  story, 
had  been  appropriated  by  some  other  person.  In 
Eastern  countries  kings  are  (or  were)  accessible  to 
the  complaints  of  the  meanest  of  their  subjects  to 
a  degree  inconceivable  to  the  inhabitants  of  the 
Western  world.''  To  the  king  therefore  the  Shu- 
nanmiite  had  recourse,  as  the  widow  of  Tekoah  on 
a  former  occasion  to  king  David  (2  Sam.  xiv.  4). 
And  now  occurred  one  of  those  rare  coincidences 
which  it  is  impossible  not  to  ascribe  to  something 
more  than  mere  chance.   At  the  very  moment  of  the 


»  Surely  an  allusion  to  Ahab  (Joram's  fother)  and 
Naboth. 

*  Josephus,  Ant.  ix.  4,  §  4. 

c  Instances  of  this  are  frequent  in  the  Arabian 
Nights.  Ibrahim  Pacha,  the  feniouH  son  of  Mehemet 
AH,  used  to  hold  an  open  court  in  the  garden  of  his 
palace  at  Akka  (Acre),  for  complaintg  of  all  kinds  and 
from  all  classes. 

<*  p?^  (A.  V.  "cry");  a  word  denoting  great  ve- 
hemence. 
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entrance  of  the  woman  and  her  son  —  clamoring, 
as  oriental  suppliants  alone  clamor,''  for  her  home 
and  her  land  —  the  king  was  Ustening  to  a  recital 
by  Gehazi  of  "  all  the  great  things  which  Elisha  had 
done,"  the  crowning  feat  of  all  being  that  which 
he  was  then  actually  relating  —  the  restoration  to  ■ 
Ufe  of  the  boy  of  Shunem.  The  woman  was  in- 
stantly recognized  by  Gehazi.  "  My  lord,  0  king, 
this  is  the  woman  and  this  is  her  son  whom  Elisha. 
restored  to  life."  From  her  own  mouth  the  king 
hears  the  repetition  of  the  wonderful  tale,  and, 
whether  from  regard  to  Elisha,  or  struck  by  the 
extraordinary  coincidence,  orders  her  land  to  be 
restored,  with  the  value  of  all  its  produce  during 
her  absence. 

13.  (viii.  7-15).  Hitherto  we  have  met  with 
the  prophet  only  in  his  own  country.  We  now 
find  him  at  Damascus."  He  is  there  to  carry  out 
the  command  given  to  Elijah  on  Horeb  to  "  aiioint 
Hazael  to  be  king  over  Syria."  At  the  time  of 
his  arrival  Benhadad  was  prostrate  with  his  last 
illness.  This  marks  the  time  of  the  visit  as  after 
the  siege  of  Samaria,  which  was  conducted  by  Ben- 
hadad in  person  (comp.  vi.  24).  The  memory  of 
the  cure  of  Naaman,  and  of  the  subsequent  disin- 
terestedness of  the  prophet,  were  no  doubt  still 
fresh  in  Damascus ;  and  no  sooner  does  he  enter 
the  city  than  the  intelligence  is  carried  to  the 
king  —  "the  man  of  God  is  come  hither."  I'he 
king's  first  desire  is  naturally  to  ascertain  his  own 
fate;  and  Hazael,  who  appears  to  have  succeeded 
Naaman,  is  commissioned  to  be  the  bearer  of  a  pres- 
ent to  the  prophet,  and  to  ask  the  question  on  the 
part  of  his  master,  "  Shall  I  recover  of  this  dis- 
ease?" The  present  is  one  of  royal  dimensions; 
a  caravan  of  40  camels,/ laden  with  the  riches  and 
luxuries  which  that  wealthy  city  could  alone  fi- 
nish. The  terms  of  Haaaels  address  show  the 
respect  in  which  the  prophet  was  held  even  in 
this  foreign  and  hostile  country.  They  are  iden- 
tical with  those  in  which  Naaman  was  addreased 
by  his  slaves,  and  in  which  the  king  of  Israel  in  a 
moment  of  the  dee|)est  gratitude  and  reverence  had 
addressed  Elisha  himself.  "  Thy  son  Benhadad 
hath  sent  me  to  thee,  saying,  '  Shall  I  recover  of 
this  disea.se?'"  The  reply,  probably  originally 
ambiguous,  is.  doubly  uncert.ain  in  the  present 
doubtful  state  of  the  Hebrew  text ;  but  the  general 
conclusion  was  unmistakable :  "  Jehovah  hath 
showed  me  that  he  shall  surely  die.''  But  this 
was  not  all  that  had  been  revealed  to  the  prophet. 
If  Benhadad  died,  who  would  be  king  in  his  stead 
but  the  man  who  now  stood  before  him  ?  The 
prospect  was  one  which  drew  forth  the  tears  of  the 
man  of  God.  This  man  was  no  rash  and  impru- 
dent leader,  who  could  be  baffled  and  deceived  as 
Benhadad  had  so  often  been.  liehind  that  "  stead- 
fast "  impenetrable  countenance  was  a  steady 
courage  and  a  persistent  resolution,  in  which  Elisha 
could  not  but  foresee  the  greatest  danger  to  his 
country.  Here  was  a  man  who,  give  him  but  the  * 
power,  would  "  oppress  "  and  "  cut  Israel  short," 
would  "  thresh  (;ilea<l  with  threshing  instruments 
of  iron,"  and  "make  them  like  the  dust  by  thresh- 


e  The  traditional  spot  of  his  residence  on  this  occa- 
sion is  shown  in  the  synagogue  at  Jobar  (?  Ilobah),  a 
village  about  2  miles  east  of  Damascus  The  same 
village,  if  not  the  same  building,  also  contains  the 
cave  in  which  Klijah  was  fed  by  ravens,  and  the  tomt 
of  Gehazi  (Stanley,  S.  Sf  P.  p.  412 ;  Quaresmius,  ii 
881  —  "  vana  ct  mendaoia  Ilcbraiorum  "). 

/  Joeephus,  Ant..ix.  4,  §  6. 
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ing "  as  no  former  king  of  Syria  had  done,  and 
that  at  a  time  when  the  prophet  would  be  no  longer 
alive  to  warn  and  to  advise.  At  Hazael's  request 
Ehsha  confesses  the  reason  of  his  tears.  But  the 
prospect  is  one  which  has  no  sorrow  for  llazael. 
How  such  a  career  presented  itself  to  him  may  be 
inferred  from  his  answer.  His  only  doubt  is  the 
possibility  of  such  good  fortune  for  one  so  mean. 
"  But  what  is  thy  slave,"  dog  that  he  is,  that  he 
should  do  this  great  thing  V"  To  which  Elisha 
repUes,  "  Jehovah  hath  showed  me  that  thou  wilt 
be  king  over  Syria." 

Returning  to  the  king,  Hazael  tells  him  only 
half  the  dark  saying  of  the  man  of  God  —  "  He  told 
ine  that  thou  shouldest  surely  recover."  But  that 
was  the  last  day  of  Benhadad's  life.  From  whose 
hand  he  received  his  death,  or  what  were  the  cir- 
cumstances attending  it,  whether  in  the  bath  as  has 
been  recently  suggested,  we  cainiot  tell.*  The 
general  uiference,  in  accordance  with  the  account 
of  Josephus,  is  that  Hazael  himself  was  the  mur- 
derer, but  the  statement  in  the  text  does  not  neces- 
sarily bear  that  interpretation;  and,  indeed,  from 
the  mention  of  Hazael's  name  at  the  end  of  the 
passage,  the  conclusion  is  rather  the  reverse. 

14.  (ix.  1-10".  Two  of  the  injunctions  laid  on 
Elijah  had  n^  iv  been  carried  out ;  the  third  still 
remained.  Hazael  had  begun  his  attacks  on  Israel 
by  an  attempt  to  recover  the  stronghold  of  Kamoth- 
Gilead  (viii.  28),  or  Kamah,  among  the  mountains 
on  the  east  of  Jordan.  But  the  fortress  was  held 
by  the  kings  of  Israel  and  Judah  in  alliance,  and 
though  the  Syrians  had  wounded  the  kuig  of  Israel, 
they  hail  not  succeeded  in  capturing  the  place  (viii. 
28,  ix.  15).  One  of  the  captains  of  the  Israelite 
army  in  the  garrison  was  Jehu,  the  son  of  Jehosh- 
aphat,  the  son  of  Nimshi.  At  the  time  his  name 
was  mentioned  to  Elijah  on  Horeb  he  must  have 
been  but  a  youth ;  now  he  is  one  of  the  boldest  and 
best  known  of  all  the  warriors  of  Isi-ael.  He  had 
seen  the  great  prophet  once,  when  with  his  com- 
panion Bidkar  he  attended  Ahab  to  take  possession 
of  the  field  of  Nabotli,  and  the  scene  of  that  day 
and  the  words  of  the  curse  then  pronounced  no 
subsequent  adventure  had  been  able  to  efface  (ix. 
25,  36).  The  time  was  now  come  for  the  fulfill- 
ment of  that  curse  by  his  being  anointed  king  over 
Israel.  F^lisha's  personal  share  in  the  transaction 
was  confined  to  giving  directions  to  one  of  the  sons 
of  the  prophets,  and  the  detailed  consideration  of 
the  story  will  therefore  be  more  fitly  deferred  to 
another  place.''     [Jehu.] 


ELISHA 


721 


«  The  A.  v.,  by  omitting,  a«  usual,  the  definite  ar- 
ticle before  "  dog,"  and  by  its  punctuation  of  the  sen- 
tence, completely  misrepre.sents  the  very  characteristic 
lurn  of  the  original  —  given  above  —  and  also  differs 
from  all  the  versions.  In  the  Hebrew  the  word  "  dog  " 
has  the  force  of  meanness,  in  the  A.  V.  of  cruelty. 
For  a  long  comment  founded  on  the  reading  of  the 
A.  v.,  see  U.  Blunt,  Lectures  on  Elisha,  p.  222,  &c. 
[See  Dog.] 

b  The  word  "ISDSjn,  A.  V.  "  a  thick  cloth,"  has 
been  variously  conjectured  to  be  a  carpet,  a  mosquito- 
net  (Michaelis),  and  a  bath-mattress.  The  last  is 
Ewald's  suggestion  (iii.  523,  note),  and  taken  in  con- 
nection with  the  "  water,"  and  with  the  inference  to 
be  drawn  from  the  article  attached  to  the  Hebrew 
word,  is  more  probable  than  the  others.  Abbas  Pacha 
is  said  to  have  been  murdered  in  the  same  manner. 

As  to  the  person  who  committed  the  murder,  Ewald 
jvistly  remarks  that  as  a  high  oiReer  of  state  Uazael 
would  have  no  business  in  the  king's  bath.  Some 
46 


15.  Beyond  this  we  have  no  record  of  Elislia'i 
having  taken  any  part  in  the  revolution  of  Jehu, 
or  the  events  which  followed  it.  He  does  not  again 
appear  till  we  find  him  on  his  deathbed  hi  his  own 
house  (xiii.  14-19).  Joash,  the  grandson  of  Jehu, 
is  now  king,  and  he  is  come  to  weep  over  the  ap- 
proaching departure  of  the  great  and  good  prophet. 
His  words  are  the  same  as  those  of  Elisha  when 
Elijah  was  taken  away  —  "  My  father !  my  father ! 
the  chariot  of  Israel  and  the  horsemen  thereof!  " 
But  it  is  not  a  time  for  weeping.  One  thought 
fills  the  mind  of  both  king  and  prophet.  Syria  is 
the  fierce  enemy  who  is  gradually  destroying  the 
country,  and  against  Syria  one  final  ettbrt  must  be 
made  before  the  aid  of  l^lisha  becomes  unobtainable. 
What  was  the  exact  significance  of  the  ceremonial 
employed,  our  ignorance  of  Jewish  customs  does 
not  permit  us  to  know,  but  it  was  evidently  sym-  ' 
bolic.  The  window  is  opened  towards  the  hated 
country,  the  bow  is  pointed  in  the  same  direction, 
and  the  prophet  laying  his  hands  on  the  string  as  if 
to  convey  force  to  the  shot,  "  the  arrow  of  Jehovah's 
deliverance,  the  arrow  of  deliverance  from  Syria," 
is  discharged.  This  done,  the  king  takes  up  the 
bundle  of  arrows,  and  at  the  command  of  Elisha 
beats  them  on  the  ground.  But  he  does  -it  with 
no  energy,  and  the  successes  of  Israel,  which  might 
have  been  so  prolonged  as  completely  to  destroy  the 
foe,  are  limited  to  three  victories. 

16.  (xiii.  20-22).  Tlie  power  of  the  prophet, 
however,  does  not  terminate  with  his  death.  Even 
in  the  tomb ''  he  restores  the  dead  to  life.  Moab 
had  recovered  from  the  tremendous  reverse  inflicted 
on  her  by  the  three  kings  at  the  opening  of  Elisha'a 
career  (2  K.  iii.),  and  her  marauding  bands  had 
begun  again  the  work  of  depredation  which  Syria 
so  long  pursued  (2  K.  v.  2,  vi.  23).  The  text 
perhaps  infers  that  the  spring  —  that  is,  when  the 
early  crops  were  ripening  —  was  the  usual  period 
for  these  attacks ;  but,  be  this  as  it  may,  on  the 
present  occasion  they  invaded  the  land  "  at  the 
connng  in  of  the  year."  A  man  was  being  buried 
in  the  cemetery  which  contained  the  sepulchre  of 
Elisha.  Seeing  the  Moabite  spoilers  in  the  distance, 
the  friends  of  the  dejid  man  hastened  to  conceal  his 
corpse  in  the  nearest  hiding-place.  They  chose  — 
whether  by  design  or  by  accident  is  not  said  —  the 
tomb  of  the  prophet,  and  as  the  body  was  pushed  « 
into  the  cell,  which  formed  the  receptacle  for  the 
corpse  in  Jewish  tombs,  it  came  in  contact  with 
his  bones.  The  mere  touch  of  those  hallowed  re- 
mains was  enough  to  effect  that  which  in  his  life- 


suppose  that  Benhadad  killed  himself  by  accident, 
having  laid  a  wet  towel  over  his  face  while  sleeping. 
See  Keil,  ad  loc. 

c  The  connection  and  the  contrast  between  Elisha 
and  Jehu  are  well  brought  out  by  Maurice  {Prophets 
anil  Kings,  serm.  ix.). 

''  Josephus  says  that  Elisha  had  a  magnificent 
funeral  (Ta<^iQ«  nfyoAoTrpeTrous,  Ant.  ix.  8,  §  6).  Is 
this  implied  in  the  expression  (xiii.  20),  '■  they  bvuied 
him  "  ?  The  rich  man  in  the  Gospel  is  also  particu- 
larly said  to  have  been  "  buried  "  (Luke  xvi.  22)  i.  e. 
probably  in  a  style  befitting  his  rank. 

e  The  expression  of  the  A.  V.  "  let  down,"  is  founded 
on  a  wrong  conception  of  the  nature  of  an  Eastern 
sepulchre,  which  is  excavated  in  the  vertical  face  of  a 
rock,  so  as  to  be  entered  by  a  door ;  not  sunk  below 
the  surface  of  the  ground  like  our  graves.  The  He- 
brew word  "T^'^  is  simply  "  went "  as  in  the  margin 
[or,  "  came  "  i.  e.  to  the  bones  of  Elisha]. 
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tiinfi  had  cost  Elisha  both  prayers  and  exertions  — 
the  man  "  revived  and  stood  up  on  his  feet."  It  is 
the  only  instance  in  the  whole  Bible  —  Old  Testa- 
ment, New  Testament,  and  AiKJcrypha  —  of  resto- 
ration wrought  by  the  inanimate  remains  of  prophet 
or  saint."  It  is  to  this  miracle  that  the  fathers 
of  the  5th  century  and  the  divines  of  tlie  Koman 
Catholic  Church  have  appealed  as  a  parallel  to  the 
numerous  alleged  cures  at  the  tombs  of  saints,  such 
as  those  at  the  graves  of  SS.  Gervasius  and  Pro- 
tasius.* 

liefore  closing  this  account  of  Elisha  we  must 
not  omit  to  notice  the  parallel  which  lie  presents 
to  our  Lord  —  the  more  necessary  because,  unlike 
the  resemblance  between  Elyah  and  Jolm  the  Bap- 
tist, no  attention  is  called  to  it  in  the  New  Testa- 
ment. Some  features  of  this  likeness  have  already 
been  spoken  of.''  But  it  is  not  merely  because  he 
healed  a  leper,  raised  a  dead  man,  or  increased  the 
loaves,  that  Elisha  resembled  Christ,  but  rather 
because  of  that  loving,  gentle  temper  and  kindness 
of  disposition  —  characteristic  of  him  above  all  the 
saints  of  the  O.  T.  —  ever  ready  to  soothe,  to  heal, 
and  to  conciliate,  which  attracted  to  him  women 
and  simple  people,  and  made  him  the  universal 
friend  and  "father,"  not  only  consulted  by  kings 
and  generals,  but  resorted  to  by  widows  and  poor 
prophets  in  their  little  troubles  and  perplexities. 
We  have  spoken  above  of  the  fragmentary  nature 
of  the  records  of  li^isha,  and  of  the  partial  con- 
ception of  his  work  as  a  prophet  which  they  evince. 
Be  it  so.  For  that  very  reason  we  should  the  more 
gladly  welcome  those  engaging  traits  of  personal 
goodness  which  are  so  often  to  be  found  even  in 
those  fragments,  and  which  give  us  a  reflection, 
feeble  it  is  true,  but  still  a  reflection,  in  the  midst 
of  the  sternness  of  the  Old  dispensation,  of  the  love 
and  mercy  of  the  New. 

Elisha  is  canonized  in  the  Greek  Church;  his 
day  is  the  14th  June.  Under  that  date  his  life, 
and  a  collection  of  the  few  traditions  concerning 
him  —  few  indeed  when  compared  with  those  of 
Elijah  —  will  be  found  in  the  Acta  Sunctonim.  In 
thL'  time  of  Jerome  a  "  mausoleum  "  containing  his 
remains  was  shown  at  Samaria  (Keland,  p.  980). 
Under  Julian  the  bones  of  Elisha  were  taken  from 
their  receptacle  and  Ijurnt.  But  notwithstanding 
this  his  relics  are  heard  of  subsequently,  and  the 
church  of  S.  Apollinaris  at  Bavenna  still  boasts  of 
possessing  his  head.  The  Carmelites  have  a  special 
service  in  honor  of  Elisha.  G. 

*  Most  of  the  writers  mentioned  under  Elijah 
(Amer.  ed.)  may  be  consulted  on  the  subject  of 
this  article.  It  may  be  added  here,  that  Stanley's 
sketch  of  Elisha  is  one  of  surpassing  interest  {Uis- 
tm-y  of  Ihe  Jewish  Chuicli,  ii.  353-364).  He 
places  before  us  (to  select  a  single  topic)  the  points 
of  dissimilarity  and  of  resemblance  between  the 
two  great  prophets  in  a  striking  manner:  "The 
succession  was  close  and  immediate,  but  it  was  a 
succession  not  of  likeness  but  of  contrast.  .  .  . 
Elisha  wa.s  not  secluded  in  mountain  fastnesses, 
but  dwelt  in  his  own  house  in  the  royal  city;  or 


a  •  The  miracle  waa  certainly  a  peculiar  one,  but 
not  without  a  moml  end.  In  serving,  as  it  must  have 
done,  to  maintain  amonj?  tlio  Hebrews  a  proper  rever- 
ence for  the  prophetic  order  wliich  Klisha  represented. 
It  accompHshed  a  result  eminently  important  to  the 
religious  training  of  that  people  and  the  fulfillment  of 
their  mission  as  the  upholders  of  God's  trutli  and 
worship.  H. 
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lingered  amidst  the  sons  of  the  i>rophets.  within 
the  precincts  of  ancient  colleges;  ...  or  was 
sought  out  by  admiring  disciples  in  some  town  on 
Carmel,  or  by  the  pass  of  Uothan ;  or  was  received 
in  some  quiet  balcony,  overlooking  the  plain  of 
Esdraelon,  where  bed  and  table  and  seat  had  be^ 
prepared  for  him  by  pious  hands.  His  hfe  was  not 
spent,  like  his  predecessor's,  in  unavailing  struggle, 
but  in  wide-spread  successes.  ...  His  deeds  were 
not  of  wild  terror,  but  of  gracious,  soothing,  hom^y 
beneficence,  bound  up  with  the  ordinary  tenor  of 
human  life.  When  he  smites  with  blindness,  it  is 
that  he  may  remove  it  again ;  when  he  predicts,  it 
is  the  prediction  of  plenty,  and  not  of  famuie.  .  .  . 
At  his  house  by  Jericho  the  bitter  spring  is  sweet- 
ened ;  for  the  widow  of  one  of  the  prophets  the  oil 
is  increased ;  even  the  workmen  at  the  prophets' 
huts  are  not  to  lose  the  axe-head  which  has  fallen 
through  the  thickets  of  Jordan  into  the  eddying 
stream ;  the  young  prophets,  at  their  common  meal, 
are  saved  from  the  deadly  herbs  which  had  been 
poured  from  the  blanket  of  one  of  them  into  the 
caldron,  and  enjoy  the  multiplied  provision  of 
corn. 

"  Elisha  was  greater  yet  less,  less  yet  greater, 
than  Elyah.  He  is  less.  .  .  .  W'^  cannot  dispense 
with  the  mighty  past  even  when  Wv  have  shot  far 
beyond  it.  .  .  .  Those  who  follow  cannot  be  as 
those  who  went  before.  A  prophet  like  Elijah 
comes  once  and  does  not  return.  Ehsha,  both  to 
his  countrymen  and  to  us,  is  but  the  successor,  the 
faint  reflection  of  his  predecessor.  .  .  .  Less,  yet 
greater.  For  the  work  of  the  great  ones  of  this 
eiirth  is  carried  on  by  far  inferior  instruments  but 
on  a  far  wider  scale,  and  it  may  be  in  a  far  higher 
spirit.  The  life  of  an  Elijah  is  never  spent  in  vain. 
Even  his  death  has  not  taken  him  from  us.  He 
struggles,  single-handed  as  it  would  seem,  and  with- 
out effect;  and  in  the  very  crisis  of  the  nation's 
history  is  suddenly  and  mysteriously  removed.  But 
his  work  continues;  his  mantle  falls;  his  teaching 
spreads;  his  enemies  perish.  The  prophet  preaches 
and  teaches,  the  martyr  dies  and  passes  away ;  but 
other  men  enter  into  his  labors.  .  .  .  What  was 
begun  in  fire  and  storm,  in  solitude  and  awful 
visions,  must  be  carried  on  through  winning  arts, 
and  healing  acts,  and  gentle  words  of  peaceful  and 
social  intercourse;  not  in  the  desert  of  Horeb,  or 
on  the  top  of  Carmel,  but  in  the  crowded  thorough- 
fares of  Samaria,  in  the  gardens  of  Damascus,  by 
the  rushing  watere  of  Jordan."  H. 

ELI'SHAH  (ntp'^bSt  [God  is  siilmtim,  see 
above]:  'EAjtra;  [Vat.  in  i  Chr.  EAfifro;  in  Ez.,] 
'EAfiffo/;  Joseph.  'EAicras:  J-Jis(i),  the  eldest  s<»i 
of  Javan  (Gen.  x.  4).     'llie  residence  of  his  de«M| 
scendants  is  described  in  Ez.  xxvii.  7,  as  the  "  iskiiJ 

of  Elishah  "  (D"^*M  =  maritime  reyioiis),  whenCBSj 
the  Pha'nicians  obtained  their  purple  and  blue  dyes. ' 
Josephus  identified  the  race  of  Elishah  with  the' 
4'>olians  ('EAi(ras  fxiv  'EKiaaiovs  ^/caAecrev,  &» 
■fipX^"'  A/'oAtis  St  vvv  flffi,  '■int.  i.  (J,  §  1).  HI?, 
view  is  adopted  by  Knobel  ( Y'dlker la/el,  p.  81 1^' 
^'i 


b  Augustine's  Cnnffssions  (ix.  §  16). 

c  These  resemblances  are  drawn  out,  with  grf«* 
beauty,  but  in  some  instances  rather  fancifully,  MT 
J.  II.  Newman  (Sermons  on  Subjects  of  the  Dof^ 
Klisha  a  Typo  of  Christ,  &c.).  See  also  RcT.  leale 
Williams  (Old  Test.  Oiaraclers).  ■ 
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In  preference  to  the  more  generally  received  opinion 
that  Elisha  =  EUs,  and  in  a  more  extended  sense 
Peloponnesus,  or  even  Hellas.  It  certainly  appears 
correct  to  treat  it  as  the  designation  of  a  race 
rather  than  of  a  locality ;  and  if  Javan  represents 
the  lonians,  then  Elislia  the  Jlolians,  whose  name 
presents  considerable  similarity  {Alo\ei?  having 
possibly  been  Ai\f7s),  and  whose  predilection  for 
maritime  situations  quite  accords  with  the  expres- 
sion in  Ezekiel.  In  early  times  the  ^Eolians  were 
settled  in  various  parts  of  Greece,  Thessaly,  Boeotia, 
^toUa,  Ijocris,  Elis,  and  Messenia:  from  Greece 
they  emigrated  to  Asia  Minor,  and  in  Ezekiel's  age 
occupied  the  maritime  district  in  the  N.  W.  of  that 
country,  named  after  them  Jiolis,  together  with  the 
islands  Lesbos  and  Tenedos.  The  purple  shell-fish 
wiis  found  on  this  coast,  especially  at  Abydus  (Virg. 
Geory.  i.  207),  Phocaa  (Ovid.  Afefam.  vi.  9), 
Sigeum  and  Lectum  (Athemeus,  iii.  p.  88).  Not 
much,  however,  can  be  deduced  from  this  as  to  the 
position  of  the  "  isles  of  Elishah,"  as  that  shell- 
fish was  found  in  many  parts  of  the  Mediterranean, 
especially  on  the  coast  of  Laconia  (Pausan.  iii.  21, 
§  6).  W.  L.  ii. 

ELISH'AMA  (r^tt7*'b^  [wAo/n  God  hears] : 
^EKiffafid,  'EAi(ro/tos,  "EA60(ra,  kt\-),  the  name 
of  several  men. 

1.  ["EAio-ayua;  Vat.  twice  -Km-;  in  1  Chr.,Rom. 
'E\((ra^aj,  Vat.  EXeifiaffat:  Elisama.']  Son  of 
Ammihud,   the    "  prince "    or    "  captain "    (both 

Wtt?3)  of  the  tribe  of  Ephraim  in  the  Wilderness 
of  Sinai  (Num.  i.  10,  ii.  18,  vii.  48,  53,  x.  22). 
From  the  genealogy  preserved  in  1  Chr.  vii.  2G,  we 
find  that  he  was  grandfather  to  the  great  Joshua. 

2.  ['E\i(ra;ua;  Vat.  -Aet-;  in  1  Chr.  xiv.,  Rom. 
'EAio-o/iae,  Vat.  FA.  -Act-.]  A  son  of  King  David. 
One  of  the  thirteen,  or,  according  to  the  record  of 
Samuel,  the  eleven,  sons  born  to  him  of  his  wives 
after  his  estabUshment  in  Jerusalem  (2  Sam.  v.  16 ; 
1  Chr.  iii.  8,  xiv.  7). 

3.  ('EAio-a:  [Vat.  -Aet-;  Alex.  EAiffo/to.])  By 
this  name  is  also  given  (in  the  Heb.  text)  in  1  Chr. 
iii.  6,  another  son  of  the  same  family,  who  in  the 
other  lists  is  called  Elishua. 

4.  ['EAt(ra/tci ;  Vat.  -Aei-.]  A  descendant  of 
Judah;  the  son  of  Jekamiah  (1  Chr.  ii.  41).  In 
the  Jewish  traditions  preserved  by  Jerome  ( Qu. 
Ilebr.  on  1  Chr.  ii.  41),  he  appears  to  be  identified 
with 

5.  [In  2  K.,  'EKiffafid;  Vat.  -Ae»-;  in  Jer., 
'EKeacrd;  Vat.  Alex.  EAotra;  FA.  EAeo-a;  Comp. 
'EAicra/ia.]  The  father  of  Nethaniah  and  grand- 
father of  Ishniael  "  of  the  seed  royal,"  who  lived 
at  the  time  of  the  great  Captivity  (2  K.  xxv.  25; 
Jer.  xli.  1).  [In  Jer.  xli.  1  the  A.  V.  ed.  1611, 
with  other  early  etlitions,  reads  Elishama/i.] 

'  6.  ['EKia-afii;  Vat.  EKfiarafia,  EAeio-a;  FA. 
w.  20,  21,  ditto.]  Scribe  to  King  Jehoiakim  (.Jer. 
xxxvi.  12,  20,  21). 

7.  ['EKtcrafid.;  Vat.  -Aej--]  A  priest  in  the 
time  of  Jehoshaphat,  one  of  the  party  sent  by  that 
king  through  the  cities  of  Judah,  with  the  book  of 
the  law,  to  teach  the  people  (2  Chr.  xvii.  8). 

ELISH'APHAT  (r^CKJ'^bs  \whom  God 
jiulyes]:  d  'E\i(Ta<pdv  [Vat. -Aet-j,  Alex.  EA«r- 
icpar'-  ryis'ip/i'if),  son  of  /Achri;  one  of  the  "  cap- 
tains of  hundreds,"  whom  Jehoiada  the  priest  em- 
ployed to  collect  the  l>evites  and  other  principal 
people  to  Jerusalem  before  bringing  forward  Joash 
(2  Chr.  xxiii.  1) 
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ELISH'EBA  [Heb.  Elishe'ba]  (37?B?"*b^: 
'EKia-aBed;  [Alex,  -fier-]  Elisabeth),  the  wife  of 
Aaron  (Ex.  vi.  2-3).  She  was  the  daughter  of  Am- 
minadab,  and  sister  of  Nahshon  the  captain  of  the 
host  of  Judah  (Num.  ii.  3),  and  her  marriage  to 
Aaron  thus  united  the  royal  and  priestly  tribes. 

W.  A.  W. 

*  The  name  signifies  "  God  of  the  oath,"  L  e. 
God  is  her  oath,  a  worshipper  of  God  (Gesen. ) ;  or 
"  God  of  the  covenant "  (Fiirst).  Its  Greek  form 
is  'EAi(ra/36T,  the  name  of  the  wife  of  Zacharias, 
the  mother  of  John.     [Elisabkth.]  H. 

ELISHU'A  (37^tt7"'bS  {God  is  salvation]: 
'EKio-ove,  [Vat.  EKeiaovs,  Alex.  E\i<Tovs;  in  1 
Chr.,]  'EAio-a,  Alex.  EKiffav,  [Vat.  EKrae,  Comp. 
'EAiffoue':]  Kliswi),  one  of  David's  family  by  his 
later  wives ;  born  after  his  settlement  in  Jerusalem 
(2  Sam.  v.  15;  1  Chr.  xiv.  5).  In  the  hst  of  1 
Chr.  iii.  6,  the  name  is  given  with  a  slight  differ- 
ence, as  Elishama. 

ELIS'IMUS  ('EAtao-i/iOs;  [Vat.  EAeiao-et- 
^01 ;  Aid.  'EAiVtjuoy:]  Liasumus),  1  Esdr.  ix.  28. 
[Eliashib.] 

ELI'U  ('HAtou  [Vat.  Sin.  Alex.  HAejou]  = 
Heb.  Elihu),  one  of  the  forefathers  of  Judith 
(.lud.  viii.  1),  and  therefore  of  the  tribe  of  Sim- 
eon. 

ELI'UD  ('EAioi-S,  from  the  Heb.  1!in»bN, 
which  however  does  not  occur,  God  of  the  Jeivs), 
son  of  .Vchim  in  the  genealogy  of  Christ  (Matt.  i. 
15),  four  generations  above  Joseph.  His  name  is 
of  the  same  formation  as  Abiud,  and  is  probably 
an  indication  of  descent  from  him.        A.  C.  H. 

ELIZ'APHAN  (15^"^bW  IGodaprotectoi-]: 
'EKi<Ta<j>dv;  [in  Num.  and  2  Chr.,  Vat.  -Act-;  in  1 
Chr.,  Horn.  'EAttrai^oT,  Vat.  FA.  -Aei-:]  Elis- 
ophan).  1.  A  Levite,  son  of  Uzziel,  chief  of  the 
house  of  the  Kohathites  at  the  time  of  the  census 
in  the  Wilderness  of  Sinai  ([Ex.  vi.  22;  I.«v.  x. 
4;]  Num.  iii.  30).  His  family  was  known  and 
represented  in  the  days  of  King  David  (1  Chr.  xv. 
8),  and  took  part  in  the  revivals  of  Hezekiah  (2 
Chr.  xxix.  3).  His  name  is  also  found  in  the  con- 
tracted form  of  Elzaphan. 

2.   \^EMffa<pdv;  Vat. -Aet-.]    Son  of  Parnach ; 

"  prince  "  (S"'£273)  of  the  tribe  of  Zebulun,  one  of 
the  men  appointed  to  assist  Closes  in  apportioning 
the  land  of  Canaan  (Num.  xxxiv.  25). 

*  ELIZE'US  is  the  readmg  of  the  A.  V.  ed. 
1611  and  other  early  editions  in  Luke  iv.  27  and 
Ecclus.  xlviii.  12  for  Eliseus,  which  see.        A. 

ELI'ZUR  (1-^2"'^W  iGod  is  the  rock] :  'EA«- 
irSvp;  [Vat.  once  -Aet-:]  Elisur),  son  of  Shedeur; 
"prince"  (S''*^''^)  of  the  tribe,  and  over  the  host 
of  Reuben,  at  the  time  of  the  census  in  the  Wilder- 
ness of  Sinai  (Num.  i.  5,  ii.  10,  vii.  30,  35,  x. 
18). 

EL'KANAH  (nSllbM  [God  creates  or  pos- 
sesses]: 'E\Kavd'-  Elcana).  1.  Son  of  Korah, 
the  son  of  Izhar,  the  son  of  Kohath,  the  son  of 
Levi,  according  to  Ex.  vi.  24,  where  his  brothers 
are  represented  as  being  Assir  and  Abiasaph.  But 
in  1  Chr.  vi.  22,  23  (Heb.  7,  8)  Assir,  Elkanah, 
and  Ebiasaph  are  mentioned  in  the  same  order,  not 
as  the  three  sons  of  Korah,  but  as  son,  grandson, 
and  great-grandson,  respectively;  and  this  seems 
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to  be  undoubtedly  correct.  If  so,  the  passage  in 
Exodus  must  be  understood  as  merely  giving  the 
£a.milies  of  the  Korhites  existing  at  the  time  the 
passage  was  penned,  which  must,  in  this  case,-have 
been  long  subsequent  to  Moses.  In  Num.  xxvi.  58, 
"  the  family  of  the  Korhites  "  (A.  V.  "  Korathites  " ) 
is  mentioned  as  one  family.  As  regards  the  fact  of 
Korah's  descendants  continuing,  it  may  be  noticed 
that  we  are  expressly  told  in  Num.  xxvi.  11,  that 
when  Korah  and  his  company  died,  "  the  children 
of  Korah  died  not." 

2.  A  descendant  of  the  above  in  the  line  of 
Ahimoth,  otherwise  Mahath,  1  Chr.  vi.  26,  35 
(Heb.  11,  20).  (See  Hervey,  Genealogies,  pp. 
210,  214,  note.) 

3.  Another  Kohathite  Levite,  in  the  line  of 
Heman  the  singer.  He  was  son  of  Jeroham,  and 
father  of  Samuel  the  illustrious  judge  and  prophet 
(1  Chr.  vi.  27,  34).  All  that  is  known  of  him  is 
contained  in  the  above  notices  and  in  1  Sam.  i.  ] , 
4,  8,  19,  21,  23,  and  ii.  11,  20,  where  we  learn  that 
he  lived  at  Ramathaim-Zophim  in  Mount  Ephraim, 
otherwise  called  Ramah ;  that  he  had  two  wives, 
Hannah  and  Peninnah,  but  had  no  children  by  the 
former,  till  the  birth  of  Samuel  in  answer  to  Han- 
nah's prayer.  We  learn  also  that  he  lived  in  the 
time  of  Eli  the  high-priest,  and  of  his  sons  Hophni 
and  Phinehas ;  that  he  was  a  pious  man  who  went 
up  yearly  from  Eamathaim-Zophim  to  Shiloh,  in 
the  tribe  of  Ephraim,  to  worship  and  sacrifice  at 
the  tabernacle  there ;  but  it  does  not  appear  that 
he  performed  any  sacred  functions  as  a  I^evite;  a 
circumstance  quite  in  accordance  with  the  accoimt 
which  ascribes  to  David  the  establishment  of  the 
priestly  and  Levitical  courses  for  the  Temple  serv- 
ice. He  seems  to  have  been  a  man  of  some 
wealth  from  the  nature  of  his  yearly  sacrifice, 
which  enabled  him  to  give  portions  out  of  it  to  all 
his  family,  and  from  the  costly  offering  of  three 
bullocks  made  when  Samuel  was  brought  to  the 
House  of  the  Ixyrd  at  Shiloh.  Alter  the  birth  of 
Samuel,  Elkanah  and  Hannali  continued  to  live 
at  Kamah  (where  Sanuiel  afterwards  had  his  house, 
1  Sam.  vii.  17),  and  had  three  sons  and  two  daugh- 
ters.    This  closes  all  that  we  know  about  Elka;.ah. 

4.  [Vat.  HKKUva.]     A  Levite  (1  Chr.  ix.  10). 

5.  [Vat.  Alex.  FA.  H\Kava,  exc.  Vat.  Kava  in 
1  Chr.  xii.]  Another  man  of  the  family  of  the 
Korhites  who  joined  David  while  he  was  at  Ziklag 
(1  Chr.  xii.  6).  From  the  terms  of  ver.  2  it  is 
doubtful  whether  this  can  be  the  well-known  Ixvit- 
ical  family  of  Korhites.  Perhaps  the  same  who 
afterwards  was  one  of  the  doorkeepers  for  the  ark 
(XV.  23). 

6.  [Vat.  Et\Kava.]  An  officer  in  the  house- 
hold of  Ahaz,  king  of  .Judah,  who  was  slain  by 
Zichri  the  Ephraimite,  when  Pekah  invaded  Judah. 
He  seems  to  have  lieen  the  second  in  command 
under  the  prefect  of  the  palace  (2  Chr.  xxviii.  7). 

A.  C.  H. 

EL'KOSH  (IPSpbH),  the  birthplace  of  the 
prophet  Nahum,  hence  called  "the  Elkoshite," 
Nah.  i.  1  (d  'EA.»c€(ra7oy;  [Sin.'  o  EA/cai(r*oj:] 
Elcescem).  Two  widely  ditfering  Jewish  tra<litions 
assign  as  widely  different  localities  to  this  place. 
In  the  time  of  Jerome  it  was  believed  to  exist  in  a 
gmall  vilLige  of  Galilee.  Tlie  ruins  of  .some  old 
buildings  were  pointed  out  to  this  father  by  his 
guide  as  the  remains  of  the  ancient  Mkosh  (Je- 
rome, On  Nah.  i.  1).  Cyril  of  .Vlexandria  (Comm. 
on  Nahum)  says  that  the  village  of  Elkosh  was 
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somewhere  or  other  in  the  country  of  the  Jews. 
Pseudo-Epiphanius  ('.le  Vitit  Prophetaruni,  0pp. 
ii.  247)  places  Elkosh  on  the  east  of  the  Jordan, 
at  Bethabara  (ti's  B7J7o3op,  Chron.  Pasch.  p. 
150,  Cod.  B.  has  els  BrjTa^ap-lju),  where  he  says 
the  prophet  died  in  peace.  According  to  Schwartz 
{Descr.  of  Pakgtine,  p.  188),  the  grave  of  Nahum 
is  shown  at  Kefr  Tanchum,  a  village  2  J  English 
miles  north  of  Tiberias.  But  mediajval  traditiop, 
perhaps  for  the  convenience  of  the  Babylonian  Jews, 
attached  the  fame  of  the  prophet's  burial  place 
to  Alkush,  a  village  on  the  east  bank  of  the  Tigris, 
near  the  monastery  of  Kabban  Hormuzd,  and 
about  two  miles  north  of  Mosul.  Benjamin  of 
Tudela  (p.  53,  ed.  Asher)  speaks  of  the  synagogues 
of  Nahum,  Obadiah,  and  Jonah  at  Asshur,  the 
modern  Mosul.  Ii.  Petachia  (p.  35,  ed.  Benisch) 
was  shown  the  prophet's  grave,  at  a  distance  of 
four  parasangs  from  that  of  Baruch,  the  son  of 
Neriah,  which  was  itself  distant  a  mile  from  the 
tomb  of  Ezekiel.  It  is  mentioned  in  a  letter  of 
Masius,  quoted  by  Asseman  (Bibl.  Oiient.  i.  525). 
Jews  from  the  surrounding  districts  make  a  pil- 
grimage to  it  at  certain  seasons.  The  synagogue 
which  is  built  over  the  tomb  is  described  by  Colonel 
Shiel,  who  visited  it  in  his  journey  through  Kur- 
distan {J (mm.  Geog.  Soc.  viii.  93).  Rich  evi- 
dently believed  in  the  correctness  of  the  tradition, 
considering  the  pilgrimage  of  the  Jews  as  almost 
sufficient  test  {Kurdistan,  i.  101).  The  tradition 
which  assigns  Elkosh  to  Galilee  is  more  in  accord- 
ance with  the  internal  evidence  afforded  by  the 
prophecy,  which  gives  no  sign  of  having  been  writ- 
ten in  Assyria.  W.  A.  W. 

*  Elkosh  as  a  place  is  not  named  in  the  Bible, 
though  of  course  Nahum's  appellative  (Nah.  i.  1) 
implies  the  place,  just  as  Elika  is  called  the  Har- 
odite  from  Harod  (2  Sam.  xxiii.  25),  Ahijah  the 
Shilonite  from  Shiloh  (1  K.  xi.  29),  and  others 
(see  Jer.  xxvi.  18).  It  may  have  been  the  prophet's 
birthplace  or  his  abode  only.  The  etymology  is 
uncertain.      FUrst  suggests    {Ilandwortb.   i.    98) 

Wp  7M,  i.  e.  God's  bow  or  strength.  The  Amer- 
ican missionary.  Dr.  Perkins  of  Orumiah,  visited 
the  Assyrian  Elkosh  in  1849.  He  assumes  it  to 
be  the  home  of  the  prophet,  but  assigns  no  reason 
for  that  opinion  except  such  as  the  name  itself 
may  seem  to  offer.  ''  It  is  situated  on  a  broken 
stony  declivity,  right  imder  the  first  range  of  the 
Kurdish  mountains,  after  crossing  the  Tigris,  and 
on  the  northern  extremity  of  the  great  Assyrian 
plain.  A  few  stintetl  pomegranates  and  figs  were 
growing  in  small  gardens  in  the  village,  which 
were  the  only  trees  to  be  seen,  to  relieve  the  eye  as 
it  stretched  along  the  bare  hmestone  range  and 
over  the  vast  plain  in  other  directions.  The  town 
contains  about  300  papal  Nestorian  families.  The 
people  speak  the  modern  Syriac  and  the  Kftrdish. 
.  .  .  We  visited  the  prophet's  tomb.  It  is  in  a  small 
Jewish  synagogue.  An  oblong  box,  covered  with 
green  cotton  cloth,  stands  over  what  purports  to  be 
his  grave.  The  synagogue  and  tomb  are  kept  by 
a  Christian,  there  now  being  no  Jews  in  Klkush. 
Many  Israelites  make  the  pilgrini.age  and  spend  the 
feast  of  Tabernacles  in  this  ancient  and  venerable 
place,  coining  for  that  purpose  even  from  Burrorah, 
Constantinople,  and  Jerusalem."  (See  Bibl.  Sa- 
cra, ix.  643.) 

An  appeal  to  the  style  and  contents  of  Nahum's 
prophecy  leaves  the  question  as  to  the  place  of  his 
nativity  still  undecided ;  for  critics  draw  from  this 
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lource  precisely  opposite  conclusions.  While  some 
find  ideas  and  expressions  in  tiie  book  wliich  are 
alleged  to  be  Assjrian  in  their  origin,  others  either 
refuse  to  concede  to  them  that  character,  or  attirni 
that  any  Jewish  prophet  might  have  so  written, 
who  had  never  passed  beyond  the  boundary  of  his 
own  country.  Of  those  who  place  I'llkosh  in  Gal- 
ilee are  Hiivernick  {t'inl.  ins  A.  Test.  p.  375), 
Knobel  (Prophetism.  ii.  208),  Welte  (in  Herbst's 
Einl.  in  die  heil.  Schr.  des  A.  Test.  ii.  Abth. 
2,  p.  HI),  t>e  Wette  {Einl.  in  dus  A.  Test.  p. 
33G),  Bleek  (Einl.  ins  Alte  Test.  p.  542),  and 
Kaumer  (Palastina,  p.  125).  Of  those  who  think 
that  Xahuni  was  Iwrn  or  at  least  prophesied 
in  Assyria,  are  Eichhorn  (Einl.  iii.  317),  Grimm 
(Nahum,  p.  15  ft"),  Ewald  {Pioph.  des  A.  B. 
i.  350),  Winer  {BM.  Realm,  i.  323),  and  Ritter 
(Erdk.  is.'  742).  Stanley  mentions  both  opin- 
ions, but  does  not  venture  to  decide  between  them 
(Jewish  Church,  ii.  412).  It  deserves  notice  that 
all  the  testimonies  as  to  the  existence  of  an  Elkosh 
in  that  remote  East  are  comparatively  modern. 
There  is  reason  to  suspect,  says  a  German  critic, 
that  "  the  name  may  have  come  not  from  the  vil- 
lage mentioned  in  our  book  of  Nahum,  but  out  of 
our  book  to  that  village."  The  internal  argument 
founded  on  the  coloring  or  imagery  of  the  prophet, 
is  too  subjective  to  be  of  any  weight  on  either  side. 

H. 
*  EL'KOSHITB.     [Elkosh.] 

EL'LASAR  ("19^^:  'EWoffdp;  [Alex,  in 
ver.  1,  'ZeWacrap'.]   Pontus)  has  been  considered 

the  same  place  with  the  Thelassar  ("It^S^^) 
of  2  K.  xix.  12,  but  this  is  very  improbable.  El- 
lasar  —  the  city  of  Arioch  (Gen.  xiv.  1,  D)  —  seems 
to  be  the  Hebrew  representative  of  the  old  Chal- 
dsean  town  called  in  the  native  dialect  Lctrsa  or 
Laranck'i,  and  known  to  the  Greeks  as  Larissa 
(A(ip«r<ra)  or  LaracliGn  {hapix'^")-  '^'"^  ®"i" 
placement  suits  the  connection  with  Elam  and 
Shinar  (Gen.  xiv.  1);  and  the  identification  is  or- 
thographically  defensil>le,  whereas  the  other  is  not. 
Larsa  was  a  town  of  Lower  lialjylonia  or  Chaldaea, 
situated  nearly  half-way  between  Ur  {Mayheir) 
and  Erech  ( Warka).,  on  the  left  bank  of  the  Eu- 
phrates. It  is  now  Senkereh.  The  inscriptions 
show  it  to  have  been  one  of  the  primitive  capitals 
—  of  earlier  date,  probably,  than  Babylon  itself; 
and  we  may  gather  from  the  narrative  in  Gen.  xiv. 
that  in  the  time  of  Abraliam  it  was  the  metropolis 
of  a  kingdom  distinct  from  that  of  Shinar,  but 
owning  allegiance  to  the  superior  monarchy  of 
Elam.  Tliat  we  hear  no  more  of  it  after  this  time 
is  owing  to  its  absorption  into  Babylon,  which  took 
place  soon  afterwards.  G.  R. 

ELM  (n^S).  Only  once  rendered  elms,  in 
Hos.  iv.  13.     See  Oak. 

ELMO'DAM  ('K\M'.o5ci,u,  or  'EA/uaSci/t  [so 
Tisch.  Treg.],  apparently  the  same  as  the  Hebrew 

TlT^bi^,  Gen.  X.  23;  'EA/xwUS,  LXX.),  son  of 
Er,  six  generations  alwve  Zerubbabel,  in  the  gen- 
ealogy of  Joseph  (Luke  iii.  2*).     [Almodad.] 

A.  C.  H- 

ELNA'AM  (aVlS^  [God's  delight]:  'EA- 
.oa/x;  Alex.  EKvaotj.;  [VX.  EWa/x:]  Elnaem), 
Ae  father  of  .leribai  and  Joshaviah,  two  of  David's  I 
guard,  according  to  the  extended  list  in  1  Chr.  xi.  I 
46.     In  the  LXX.  the  second  warrior  is  said  to  be ' 
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the  son  of  the  first,  and  Elnaam  is  given  aa  himself 
a  member  of  the  guard. 

EL'NATHAN  OH^b^  b^hom  God  f/ave ; 
comp.  Theodore,  Diodate] :  [in  2  K.,]  EWavoo^ 
Bin,  [Vat.  -vaQafx,  Alex,  -/xada/i.;  in  Jer.  xxvi., 
LXX.  om. ;  Jer.  xxxvi.,  Alex.]  Nadav;  [Rom. 
Vat.]  ^Iwvddav,  ['EKvadaV-]  Elnalhan).  1.  The 
maternal  grandfather  of  Jehoiachin,  distinguished 
as  "  Elnathan  of  Jerusalem  "  (2  K.  xxiv.  8).  He 
is  doubtless  the  same  man  with  "  Elnathan  the  son 
of  Achbor,"  one  of  the  leading  men  in  Jerusalem 
in  Jehoiakim's  reign  (Jer.  xxvi.  22,  xxxvi.  12,  25). 
The  variations  in  the  LXX.  arise  from  the  names 
Elnathan,  Jonathan,  and  Nathan  having  the  same 
sense,  Gods  gift  (Theodore). 

2.  ['AAtoj/o/*  (Comp.  'EXivdOav),  'EXyddafj., 
'EXvdday  (Vat.  EavaOau)-]  The  name  of  three 
persons,  apparently  Levites,  in  the  time  of  l^ra 
(Ezr.  viii.  10).  In  1  Esdr.  they  are  corrupted  to 
Alnathan,  and  Eunatan.  W.  L.  B. 

*  Elnathan,  the  contemporary  of  Jehoiakim,  ap- 
pears in  only  two  incidents,  but  these  strongly  illus- 
trate both  his  owii  character  and  that  of  his  times 
He  was  sent  by  the  king  vrith  a  body  of  men  into 
Egypt  to  discover  and  bring  back  the  fugitive 
Urijah,  who  was  afterwards  beheaded,  and  whose 
innocent  blood  therefore  stained  in  part  the  hands 
of  his  pursuer  (Jer.  xxvi.  20-23).  Elnathan  was 
present  also  at  the  burning  of  Jeremiah's  "roll," 
which  the  king  took  from  Baruch,  the  prophet's 
scribe,  and  threw  into  the  fire  before  his  eyes, 
because  it  contained  such  threatenings  against  the 
wicked  that  the  conscience-smitten  ruler  could 
not  submit  to  hear  them  read.  It  is  recorded  to 
the  honor  of  Elnathan,  that  he  had  the  courage  to 
protest  earnestly  though  ineffectually  against  the 
impious  act  (Jer.  xxxvi.  20-25).  On  this  trans- 
action in  its  various  personal  relations,  see  further 
under  Jehoiakim  (Amer.  ed.).  H. 

EXON.  1.  (]*b'^N  [an oak]:  'EKdv,  AlKd/i.; 
Alex.  [Ai\ci>yU,]  EKaifi'.  Eton),  a  Hittite,  whose 
daughter  was  one  of  Esau's  wives  (Gen.  xxvi.  34, 
xxxvi.  2).  For  the  variation  in  the  name  of  his 
daughter,  see  Bashemath. 

2.  (V^M:  'AAAc^j/;  ^Vlex.  [in  Gen.,]  Afrpwi/: 
Elon),  the  second  of  the  three  sons  attributed  to 
Zebulun  (Geu.  xlvi.  14;  Num.  xxvi.  20);  and  the 

founder  of  the  family  (nnSlpD)  of  the  Elox- 
ITES  C^ivSn).     From  this  tribe  came 

3.  Elon  the  (not  "a")  Zebulonite  ("1'"iVM: 
AiAc6;u;  [.A.lex.  AiA.ctfi';]  Joseph.  "HAcoi/:  Ahialon), 
who  judged  Israel  for  ten  years,  and  was  buried  in 
Aijalon  in  Zebulun  (Judg.  xii.  11,  12).  The 
names  "Elon"  and  "Aijalon"  in  Hebrew,  are 
composed  of  precisely  the  same  letters,  and  differ 
only  in  the  vowel  points,  so  that  the  place  of  Elon's 
burial  may  have  been  originally  called  after  him. 
It  will  be  remarked  that  the  Vulgate  does  assim- 
ilate the  two. 

E'LON  ("I'lVW  :  'E\<i,v\  [VatAiAoij/:]  Ehn), 
one  of  the  towns  in  the  border  of  the  tribe  of  Dan 
(Josh.  xix.  43).  To  judge  from  the  order  of  the 
list,  its  situation  must  have  been  between  Ajalon 
( YAlo)  and  Ekron  (Ak'ir) ;  but  no  town  corre- 
sponding in  name  has  yet  been  discovered.  The 
name  in  Hebrew  signifies  a  great  oak  or  other 
strong  tree,  and  may  therefore  be  a  testimony  to 
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the  wooded  character  of  the  district.    It  is  possibly 
the  sauie  place  as 

EXON-BETH-HA'NAN  ("|3n-n"'2  'n 
=  oak  of  the  house  of  grace  [lit.  gracious  one, 
perh.  a  proper  name]:  'EAa)«/  iuis  "BttOavav;  Alex. 
PLiaKufn  e.  B. ;  [Vat.  EAoi/U  €.  BaiQAafrnv} ),  which 
is  named  with  two  Dauifce  towns  as  forming  one 
of  Solomon's  commissariat  districts  (1  K.  iv.  9). 
For  "  lieth-hanan "  some  Hebrew  MSS.  have 
" Ben-hanan,"  and  some  "and  Bethlianan ;  "  the 
latter  is  followed  by  tlie  Vulgate  ["et  in  Hon, 
3t  in  Bethhanau"].  G. 

E'LONITES,  THE,  Xum.  xxvi.  26.    [Elon, 

2.J 

E'LOTH  [ri'lb'^N,  grove  of  strong  trees: 
Al\dd;  in  2  Chr.  viii.  17,  Vat.  Alex.  Ai\afi: 
AUath],  1  K.  ix.  26;  2  Chr.  viii.  17,  xxvi.  2. 
[Elath.] 

ELPA'AL  (byebS  [Goil his  reward]:  'aa- 
(paaA,  ['EA<^aaA;  Vat.  AAc^oaS,  EAxaaS;  Alex, 
ver.  12,  AA<^oa.']  Elphaul),  a  lienjamite,  son  of 
Hushim  and  brother  of  Abitub  (1  Chr.  viii.  11). 
He  was  tlie  founder  of  a  numerous  family.  The 
Bene-Elpaal  appear  to  have  lived  in  the  neiglibor- 
hood  of  Lydda  (Lod),  and  on  the  outposts  of  the 
Benjamite  hills  as  far  as  Ajalon  {Yalo)  (viii.  12- 
18),  near  the  Danite  frontier.  Hushim  was  the 
name  of  the  principal  Danite  family.  If  the  fore- 
father of  Elpaal  was  the  same  person,  his  mention 
in  a  Benjamite  genealogy  is  an  evidence  of  an  in- 
termarriage of  tlie  two  tribes. 

ELPA'LET  (t^bsbijl:  'EAi</)aA^fl  [Alex. 
-Act;  Vat.  EAej(^oAe6,  FA.  -Aer:]  J^liphalet),  one 
of  David's  sons  born  in  Jerusalem  (1  Chr.  xiv.  5). 
In  the  parallel  list,  1  Chr.  iii.  6,  the  name  is  given 
more  fully  as  Elii'uelex. 

EL-PA'RAN  (pSQ  b^«:  {,  r^p^fiiveos 
TTJs  ^apdv,  Alex,  rj  repefiiuBos  r,  *. :  campestria 
Pharan).  Literally  "the  terebinth  of  I'aran" 
(Gen.  xiv.  6).     [Fakan.]  W.  A.  W. 

'EL'TEKEH  {T^^.P^^  [or  Sp.nbW,  God 
his  fear,  i.  e.  God-fearing']  :  'AA/cafli,  and  ^  EA- 
KwSai'/i;  Alex.  ^KdtKw-  I'^Uhtce,  [Kllheco]),  one 
of  the  cities  in  the  border  of  Dan  (.Josh.  xix.  44), 

which  with  its  "  suburbs  "  (tt'li^)  was  allotted 
to  the  Kohathite  Levites  (xxi.  23).  It  is  however 
omitted  from  the  parallel  list  of  1  Chr.  vi.  No 
trace  of  the  name  has  yet  been  discovered.       G. 

EL'TEKON  (IP^b^?  [God  its  foundation]: 
BfKovfj. ;  Alex.  E\0fKev :  EUecon),  one  of  the 
towns  of  tlie  tribe  of  Judali,  in  tlie  mountains 
(.Josh.  XV.  50).  From  its  mention  in  company  with 
Halhui.  and  Bkth-zur,  it  was  probably  about 
the  middle  of  the  country  of  Judali,  3  or  4  miles 
nortli  of  Hebron;  but  it  has  not  yet  been  identified. 

G. 

ELTO'LAD  ("fVinbiiil  [6W«  kindred, 
allied  to  him\:  'EA;8a»u5<{5  and  'EpflouAo  [Vat. 
EAflouAol;  Alex.  EAfloiAoS  and  EA0ou5a5:  IMo- 
lad),  one  of  the  cities  in  the  south  of  Judah  (.losli. 
XV.  30)  allotted  to  Simeon  (Josh.  xix.  4);  and  in 
possession  of  that  tribe  until  tiie  time  of  David 
(1  Chr.  iv.  2.']).  It  is  named  with  BoiT-sheba  and 
other  places  which  we  know  t<j  iiave  Iwcii  in  tlie 
extreme  south,  on  tiie  Ixirdcr  of  tlie  country:  l)ut 
A  has  not  yet  been  identified.     In  the  passa^'e  of 
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Chronicles  above  quoted,  the  name  is  given  aa 
Tolad.  '         (j_ 

^  E'LUL  yieb.  FJuF]  (b^b^  :  &  eAoiJa:  EM), 
Neh.  vi.  15;  [where  the  month  is  so  named  m 
which  Nehemiah's  wall  of  Jerusalem  was  finished; 
and]  1  JIacc.  xiv.  27  [where  it  is  the  month  in' 
which  written  tablets  of  bniss  were  erected  on  Sion 
in  honor  of  Simon  Maccabteus].   [Mosths.] 

ELU'ZAI  [3  syl.]  (^.'^Vbs  [6W  my 
Praise]:  'A^ai';  [FA.  ACei;  Aid.]  Alex.  'EAio^: 
Eluzai),  one  of  the  warriors  of  Benjamin,  who 
joined  David  at  Ziklag  while  he  was  being  pursued 
by  Saul  (1  Chr.  xii.  5).  [The  A.  V.  ed.  1611 
reads  EleMzai.] 

*  ELYMAIS  {'Y-Kvuais;  in  1  Mace,  Sin. 
ivKvfxais ;  Alex,  ej/  EAu/^es ;  Comp.  Aid.  eV  EAu- 
fjLiiC'is'-  Elymais;  in  Tob.,  Vulg.  omits)  occurs  in 
1  Mace.  vi.  1  as  the  name  of  a  city  in  I'ersia 
"  greatly  renowned  for  riches,  silver  and  gold,"  and 
containing  (ver.  2)  "  a  very  rich  temple,  wlierein 
were  coverings  of  gold,  and  breastplates,  and 
shields,  wliicli  Alexander,  the  Macedonian  king, 
had  left  there."  To  this  place  Aiitiochus  JCpiiilianes 
(see  on  that  name)  laid  siege,  but  was  batHed  and 
Hed  with  his  army  to  Babylon.  Josephus  also, 
who  mentions  the  same  occurrence  {Ant.  xii.  0, 
§  1),  caUs  the  city  Elymais  {Sipix-qcrev  iir\  rijy 
EAi>/uai5a  Koi  aiir^v  fno\i6pxet}i  but  no  one  of 
the  other  writers  (Folybius,  Appian,  Strabo,  Diod- 
orus)  who  refer  to  this  i'rustratetl  attempt  of  Anti- 
ochus  shows  any  knowledge  of  a  city  bearing  this 
name.  It  can  hardly  be  said  that  Josephus  con- 
firms the  writer  of  the  first  book  of  Maccabees; 
for  he  merely  copies  that  writer  or  some  document 
which  they  both  follow. 

Elymais  denoted  among  the  Greeks  tlie  Semitic 
Elam,  but  as  applied  to  a  city  is  unknown  out  of 
1  Mace.  vi.  1,  and  Joseplius  as  above.  Some  think 
it  an  oversight  of  these  writers,  or  a  mistranslation 
of  the  Araniajan  original  of  the  first  book  of  Mae- 
cabees.    Vaihinger  (Herzog's  Iteal-Encyk.  iii.  749) 

adopts  the   suggestion  of  Jlichaelis  that  rTD^ffi 

may  have  stood  in  tiiis  original  document,  in  its 
older  sense  of  "  provhice  "  (see  Dan.  viii.  2),  but 
was  translated  into  Greek  by  its  later  sense  of 
"  city,"  a  meaning  wliich  the  word  now  bears  in 
Syriac  and  Arabic.  Symmachus  renders  the  same 
word  by  irjAij  in  1  K.  xx.  14  and  Dan.  viii.  2. 
Dr.  Kiidiger  thinks  it  possible  that  the  name  of  the 
country  may  stand  in  1  Mace.  vi.  1  ibr  tliat  of  the 
capital  (l'>sch  and  Gruber's  Encyk.  art.  Elam). 
In  Tob.  ii.  10,  Elymais  is  evidently  the  name  of  the 
province,  and  not  of  a  town.  (See  Fauly's  Jieal- 
Encyk.  iii.  114;  Winer's  tiealw.  i.  313;  Fritzsche 
and  Grimm,  Exeg.  JIaitdb.  in  loc.)  H. 

ELYM^'ANS  [A.  V.  ed.  1611  Elime'ans, 
in  later  etls.  Elyme'ans]   ('EAuyuatoj),  Jud.  i.  6. 

[ELAlklllKS.] 

EL'YMAS  (EAu/xas),  the  Arabic  name  of  the 
Jewish  mage  or  sorcerer  Har-jesus,  who  had  attached 
himself  to  the  proconsul  of  ('yprus,  Sergius  I'aiihis, 
when  St.  Paul  visited  the  island  (Acts  xiii.  6  ff.). 
On  his  attempting  to  dissuiule  tlie  proconsul  from 
embracing  the  ('hristian  faitli,  he  was  struck  with 
miraculous  blindness  by  the  Apostle.  The  name 
Elymas,  "tlie  wise  man,"  is  from  the  .same  root  as 
the  Arabic  "  IJlenia."  On  the  practice  generally 
then  prevailing,  in  the  decay  of  faith,  of  consulting 
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oriental  impostors  of  this  kind,  see  Conybeare  and 
Howson,  Life  of  St.  Paul,  i.  177-180,  2d  ed. 

H.  A. 
*  ELYME'ANS.  [Elym.eaxs.] 
EL'ZABAD  ("T^J^^  [(ih-en  of  God  ^ 
Tlieodore]  :  'EKia^^p  •  Alex.  EA€^a/3o5 :  Elzebml). 
1.  Tlie  ninth  of  the  eleven  Gadite  heroes  who  came 
across  the  Jordan  to  David  when  he  was  in  distress 
in  the  wilderness  of  Judah  (1  Chr.  xii.  12). 

2.  ['E\Cai3a9;  Vat.  E\7j^oj8afl;  Alex.  EA^iiySaS: 
Elzabad.]  A  Korhite  Levite,  son  of  Shemaiah  and 
of  the  family  of  Obed-edom ;  one  of  the  doorkeepers 
of  the  "  house  of  Jehovah"  (1  Chr.  xxvi.  7). 

EL'ZAPHAN  ("12^^^  [oneiDhom  Godjn-o- 
tects]  :  'E\i(Ta(pa.v  ■  Elis^iphnn),  second  son  of 
Uzziel,  who  was  the  son  of  Kohath  son  of  Levi 
(Ex.  vi.  22).  He  was  thus  cousin  to  Moses  and 
Aaron,  as  is  distinctly  stated.  I'Uzaphan  assisted 
his  brother  Mishael  to  carry  the  unhappy  Nadab 
and  Abihu  in  their  priestly  tunics  out  of  the  camp 
(Lev.  X.  4).  The  name  is  a  contracted  form  of 
Elizaphax,  in  which  it  most  frequently  occurs. 

EMBALMING,  the  process  by  which  dead 
bodies  are  preserved  from  putrefaction  and  decay. 

The  Hebrew  word  t33n  (chdiiat),  emploj-ed  to 
denote  this  process,  is  connected  with  the  Arabic 

JoJL^;  which  in  conj.  1  signifies  "  to  be  red,'''  as 
leather  which  has  been  tanned;  and  in  conj.  2,  "  to 
preseiTe  with  spices.'^  In  the  1st  and  4th  conjuga- 
tions it  is  applied  to  the  ripening  of  fruit,  and  this 
meaning  has  been  assigned  to  the  Hebrew  root  in 
Cant.  ii.  13.  In  the  latter  passage,  however,  it 
probably  denotes  the  fragrant  smell  of  the  ripening 
figs.  The  word  is  found  in  the  CBaldee  and  Syriac 
dialects,  and  in  the  latter  JJ^^-A,JQ.a/  {ckunetto) 
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is  the  equivalent  of  /xiyfia,  the  confection  of  myirh 
and  aloes  brought  by  Jvicodemus  (John  xix.  39). 

The  practice  of  embalming  was  most  general 
among  the  Eg}-ptians,  and  it  is  in  connection  with 
this  {people  that  the  two  instances  which  we  meet 
with  in  the  O.  T.  are  mentioned  (Gen.  1.  2,  26). 
Of  the  Eg^-ptian  method  of  embalming  there  remain 
two  minute  accounts,  which  have  a  general  kind 
of  agreement,  though  they  difl'er  in  details. 

Herodotus  (ii.  86-89)  describes  three  modes, 
varying  in  completeness  and  exijense,  and  practiced 
by  persons  regularly  trained  to  the  profession,  who 
were  initiated  into  the  mysteries  of  the  art  by  their 
ancestors.  The  most  costly  mode,  which  is  esti- 
mated by  Diodorus  Siculus  (i.  91)  at  a  talent  of 
silver,  was  said  by  the  Egyptian  priests  to  belong 
to  him  whose  name  in  such  a  matter  it  was  not 
lawful  to  mention,  namely,  Osiris.  The  embalmers 
first  removed  part  of  the  brain  through  the  nostrils, 
by  means  of  a  crooked  iron,  and  destroyed  the  rest 
by  injecting  caustic  drugs.  An  incision  was  then 
made  along  the  flank  with  a  sharp  Ethiopian  stone, 
and  the  whole  of  the  intestines  removed.  The 
cavity  was  rinsed  out  with  pahn-wine,  and  after- 
wards scoured  with  pounded  perfumes.  It  was 
then  filled  with  pure  myrrh  pounded,  cassia,  and 
other  aromatics,  except  frankincense.  This  done, 
the  body  was  sewn  up  and  steeped  in  natron  for 
seventy  days.  When  the  seventy  days  were  ac- 
complished, the  embalmers  washed  the  corpse  and 
swathed  it  in  bandages  of  linen,  cut  in  strips  and 
smeared  with  gum.  They  then  gave  it  up  to  the 
relatives  of  the  deceased,  who  provided  for  it  a 
wooden  case,  made  in  the  shape  of  a  man,  in  which 
the  dead  was  placed,  and  deposited  in  an  erect 
position  against  the  wall  of  the  sepulchral  chamber. 
Diodorus  Siculus  gives  some  particulars  of  the 
process  which  are  omitted  by  Herodotus.  When 
the  body  was  laid  out  on  the  ground  for  the  pur- 
pose of  embalming,  one  of  the  operators,  called  the 
scribe  {ypa^fjianvs),  marked  out  the  part  of  the 
left  flank  where  the  incision  was  to  be  made.  The 
dissector  (TrapocxiCTTjj)  then,  with  a  sharp  Ethi- 
opian stone  (black  flint,  or  Ethiopian  agate,  Raw- 
linson,  Herod,  ii.  141),  hastily  cut  through  as  much 
flesh  as  the  law  enjoined,  and  fled,  pursued  by 
curses  and  volleys  of  stones  from  the  spectators. 
When  all  the  embalmers  (rapixfinai)  were  assem- 
bled, one  of  them  extracted  the  intestines,  with  the 
exception  of  the  heart  and  kidneys ;  another  cleansed 


Different  forms  of  mummy  cases.     (Wilkinson.) 
1,  2,  4.  Of  wood.  3,  5.  6,  7,  8.  Of  stone. 

9-  Of  wood,  and  of  early  time  —  before  the  XVlIIth 

dynasty. 
10.  Of  burnt  earthenware. 


The  mummy's  head,  seen  at  an  open  panel  of  tha 
coffin.     (Wilkinson.) 

them  one  by  one,  and  rinsed  them  in  palm-wine 
and  perfumes.  The  body  was  then  washed  with 
oil  of  cedar,  and  other  things  worthy  of  notice,  for 
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more  than  thirty  days  (according  to  some  MSS. 
forty  and  afterwards  sprinkled  with  myrrh,  cin- 
namon, and  other  substances,  which  possess  the 
property  not  only  of  preserving  the  body  for  a  long 
period,  but  also  of  communicating  to  it  an  agreeable 
smell.  This  process  was  so  effectual  that  the  features 
of  the  dead  could  be  recognized.  It  is  remarkable 
that  Diodorus  omits  all  mention  of  the  steeping  in 
natron. 

The  second  mode  of  embalming  cost  about  20 
tuinae.  In  this  case  no  incision  was  made  in  the 
body,  nor  were  the  intestines  removed,  but  cedar- 
oil  was  injected  into  the  stomach  by  the  rectum. 
The  oil  was  prevented  from  escaping,  and  the  body 
was  then  steeped  in  natron  for  the  appointed  num- 
ber of  days.  On  the  last  day  the  oil  was  withdrawn, 
and  carried  oft'  with  it  the  stomach  and  intestines 
in  a  state  of  solution,  while  the  flesh  was  consumed 
by  the  natron,  and  nothing  was  left  but  the  skin 
and  bones.  The  Iwdy  in  this  state  was  returned 
to  the  relatives  of  the  deceased. 

The  third  mode,  which  was  adopted  by  the  poorer 
classes,  and  cost  but  little,  consisted  in  rinsing  out 
the  intestines  with  syrmuea,  an  infusion  of  senna 
and  cassia  (Pettigrew,  p.  C9),  and  steeping  the  body 
for  the  usual  number  of  days  in  natron. 

PorphjTy  {De  Abst.  iv.  10)  supplies  an  omission 
of  Herotlotus,  who  neglects  to  mention  what  was 
done  with  the  intestines  after  they  were  removed 
from  the  body.  In  the  case  of  a  person  of  respect 
able  rank  they  were  placed  in  a  separate  vessel  and 
thrown  into  the  river.  This  account  is  confirmed 
by  Plutarch  (Sept.  Sap.  Conv.  c.  IG). 

Although  the  three  modes  of  embalming  are  so 
precisely  described  by  Herodotus,  it  has  been  found 
im{X)ssible  to  classify  the  mummies  which  have  been 
discovered  and  examined  under  one  or  other  of 
these  three  heads.  Dr.  Pettigrew,  from  his  own 
observations,  confirms  the  truth  of  Herodotus'  state- 
ment that  the  brain  was  removed  through  the 
nostrils.  But  in  many  instances,  in  which  the 
body  was  carefully  preserved  and  elaborately  orna- 
mented, the  brain  had  not  been  removed  at  all; 
while  in  some  mummies  the  cavity  was  found  to  be 
filled  with  resinous  and  bituminous  matter. 

M.  Kouyer,  in  his  Notice  sur  ks  Embaumemtnis 
des  Anciens  Eyyptiens,  quoted  by  Pettigrew,  en- 
deavored to  class  the  mummies  which  he  examined 
under  two  principal  divisions,  which  were  again 
gulxlivided  into  others.  These  were  —  I.  Mummies 
with  the  ventral  incision,  preser\'ed,  (1.)  by  balsamic 
matter,  and  (2.)  by  natron.  The  first  of  these  are 
filled  with  a  mixture  of  resin  and  aromatics,  and 
are  of  an  oUve  color  —  the  skin  dry,  flexible,  and 
adhering  to  the  bones.  Others  are  filled  with 
bitumen  or  asph.altum,  and  are  black,  the  skin  hard 
and  shining.  Those  prepared  with  natron  are  also 
filled  with  resinous  substances  and  bitumen.  11. 
Mummies  without  the  ventral  incision.  This  class 
is  again  8ubdivide<l,  according  as  the  bodies  were, 
(1.)  salted  and  filled  with  pisasphaltimi,  a  com- 
pound of  asphaltum  and  common  pitch;  or  (2.) 
Baited  only.  The  former  are  supjxised  to  have  been 
immersed  in  the  pitch  when  in  a  liquid  state. 

The  meflicaments  employed  in  embalming  were 
various.  From  a  chemical  analysis  of  the  sub- 
stances found  in  mummies,  M.  Kouelle  detected 
three  modes  of  embalming:  (1.)  with  as/-//io/<u?»,  or 
Jew's  pitch,  called  also  funeral  (juvi,  or  gum  of 
mumviies ;  (2.)  with  a  mixture  of  asphaltum  and 
cedria,  the  liquor  distilled  from  the  ce<lar;  (3.)  with 
this  mixture  together  with  some  resuicus  and  aro- 
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matic  ingredients.  The  powdered  aromatics  men- 
tioned by  Herodotus  were  not  mixed  with  the 
bituminous  matter,  but  sprinkled  into  the  cavities 
of  the  body. 

It  does  not  appear  that  embalming,  properly  so 
called,  was  practiced  by  the  Hebrews.  Asa  waa 
laid  "  in  tlje  bed  which  was  filled  with  sweet  odors 
and  divers  kinds  of  sjnces  prepared  by  the  apothe- 
caries' art"  (2  Chr.  xvi.  14);  and  by  the  tender 
care  of  Nicodemus  the  body  of  .Jesus  was  wrapped 
in  linen  cloths,  with  spices,  "  a  mixture  of  myrrh 
and  aloes,  about  an  hundred  pound  weiyht  ...  as 
the  manner  of  the  Jews  is  to  bury"  (John  xix. 
39,  40). 

The  account  given  by  Herodotus  has  been  sup- 
posed to  throw  discredit  upon  the  naiTative  in 
Genesis.  He  asserts  that  the  body  is  steeped  in 
nairon  for  seventy  days,  while  in  Gen.  1.  3  it  is 
said  that  only  forty  days  were  occupied  in  the 
whole  process  of  embalming,  although  the  period 
of  mourning  extended  over  seventy  days.  Diodorus, 
on  the  contrary,  omits  altogether  the  steeping  in 
natron  as  a  part  of  the  operation,  and  though  the 
time  which,  according  to  him,  is  taken  up  in  wash- 
ing the  body  with  cedar  oil  and  other  aromatics  is 
more  than  thirty  days,  yet  this  is  evidently  only  a 
portion  of  the  whole  time  occupied  in  the  complete 
process.  Hengstenberg  (Eijypt  and  the  Books  of 
Moses,  p.  69,  Eng.  tr.)  attempts  to  reconcile  this 
discrepancy  by  supposing  that  the  seventy  days  of 
Herodotus  include  the  whole  time  of  embalming, 
and  not  that  of  steeping  in  natron  only.  But  the 
differences  in  detail  which  characterize  the  descrip- 
tions of  Herodotus  and  Diodorus,  and  the  impossi- 
bility of  reconciling  these  descriptions  in  all  points 
with  the  results  of  scientific  observation,  lead  to 
the  natural  conclusion  that,  if  these  descriptions  be 
correct  in  themselves,  they  do  not  include  every 
method  of  embalming  which  was  practiced,  and 
that,  consequently,  any  discrepancies  between  them 
and  the  Bible  narrative  cannot  be  fairly  attributed 
to  a  want  of  accuracy  in  the  latter.  In  taking  this 
view  of  the  case  it  is  needless  to  refer  to  the  great 
intenal  of  time  which  elapsed  between  the  date 
claimed  for  the  events  of  tienesis  and  the  age  of 
Herodotus,  or  between  the  latter  and  the  times 
of  Diodorus.  If  the  four  centuries  which  separated 
the  two  Greek  historians  were  sufficient  to  have 
caused  such  changes  in  the  mode  of  embalming  as 
are  indicated  in  tlieir  difterent  descriptions  of  the 
process,  it  is  not  unreasonable  to  conclude  that  the 
still  greater  interval  l>y  which  the  celebration  of 
the  funeral  obsequies  of  the  patriarch  preceded  the 
age  of  the  father  of  history  might  have  produced 
changes  still  greater  both  in  kind  and  in  degree. 

It  is  uncertain  what  suggested  to  the  Egyptians 
the  idea  of  eml)alming.  That  they  practiced  it  in 
accordance  with  their  peculiar  doctrine  of  the  trans- 
migration of  souls  we  are  told  by  Herodotus.  The 
actual  process  is  said  to  have  been  derived  from 
"  their  first  merely  burying  in  the  sand,  impreg- 
nated with  natron  and  other  salts,  which  dried  and 
preserved  the  body"  (Kawlinson,  Heiml.  ii.  p.  142). 
Drugs  and  bitumen  were  of  later  introduction,  the 
latter  not  being  generally  employed  before  the 
XVIIIth  dynasty.  When  the  practice  ceased  en- 
tirely is  uncertain. 

The  subject  of  embalming  is  most  fully  discussed, 
and  the  sources  of  practical  information  well-nigh 
exhausted,  in  Dr.  Pettigrew's  History  of  K<jyptmn 
Mummies.  [See  also  Alger's  Hist,  of  the  Doctrine 
of  a  Future  Lift,  p.  97  If.] 
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EMBROIDERER.  This  term  is  given  in  i 
Jie  A.  V.  as  tlie  equivalent  of  rokem  (D|?"l),  the 
productions  of  the  art  being  described  as  "  needle- 
work "  (n!2i7"1)-  In  Exodus  the  embroiderer  is 
oontrasted  with  the  "  cunning  workman,"  chosheb 
(2B7n);  and  the  consideration  of  one  of  these 
terms  involves  that  of  the  other.  Various  explana- 
tions have  been  offered  as  to  the  distinction  between 
them,  but  most  of  these  overlook  the  distinction 
marked  in  the  Bible  itself,  namely,  that  the  rokhn 
wove  simply  a  variegated  texture,  without  gold 
thread  or  figures,  and  that  the  chosheb  interwove 
gold  thread  or  figures  into  the  variegated  texture. 
We  conceive  that  the  use  of  the  gold  thread  was 
for  delineating  figures,  as  is  implied  in  the  descrip- 
tion of  the  corselet  of  Amasis  (Her.  iii.  47),  and 
that  the  notices  of  gold  thread  in  some  instances 
and  of  figures  in  others  were  but  different  methods 
of  describing  the  same  thing.  It  follows,  then,  that 
the  application  of  the  term  "  embroiderer"  to  rokem 
is  false;  if  it  belongs  to  either  it  is  to  chosheb,  or 
the  "cunning  workman,"  who  added  the  figures. 
But  if  ^^ embroidery'''  be  strictly  confined  to  the 
work  of  the  needle,  we  doubt  whether  it  can  be 
applied  to  either,  for  the  simple  addition  of  gold 
thread,  or  of  a  figure,  does  not  involve  the  use  of 
the  needle.  The  patterns  may  have  been  worked 
into  the  stuff  by  the  loom,  as  appears  to  have  been 
the  case  in  Egypt  (Wilkinson,  iii.  128;  cf.  Her. 
loc.  cit.),  where  the  Hebrews  learned  the  art,  and 
as  is  stated  by  Josephus  {&vdri  evvrpavrai.  Ant.  iii. 

7,  §  2).  The  distinction,  as  given  by  the  Talmudists, 
which  has  been  adopted  by  Gresenius  {Thesaur. 
p.  1.311)  and  Biilir  {Symbolik,  i.  266)  is  this  —  that 
rikindh,  or  '•  needle-work,"  was  where  a  pattern  was 
attached  to  the  stuff  by  being  sewn  on  to  it  on  one 
side,  and  the  work  of  the  chosheb  when  the  pattern 
was  worked  into  the  stuff  by  the  loom,  and  so 
appeared  on  both  sides.  This  view  appears  to  lie 
entirely  inconsistent  with  the  statements  of  the 
Bible,  and  with  the  sense  of  the  word  rikmdh  else- 
where. The  absence  of  the  figure  or  the  gold  thread 
in  the  one,  and  its  presence  in  the  other,  constitutes 
the  essence  of  the  distinction.  In  support  of  this 
view  we  call  attention  to  the  passages  in  which  the 
expressions  are  contrasted.  Rikniah  consisted  of 
the  following  materials :  "  blue,  purple,  scarlet,  and 
fine  twined  linen  "  (Ex.  xxvi.  36,  xxvii.  16,  xxxvi. 
37,  xxxviii.  18,  xxxix.  2!)).  The  work  of  the  chosheb 
was  either  "  fine  twined  linen,  blue,  purple,  and 
scarlet,  witk  cherubims  "  (Ex.  xxvi.  1,  31,  xxxvi. 

8,  35),  or  "  gold,  blue,  pui-ple,  scarlet,  and  fine 
twined  linen "  (xxviii.  6,  8,  15,  xxxix.  2,  5,  8). 
Again,  looking  at  the  general  sense  of  the  words, 
we  shall  find  that  chosheb  involves  the  idea  of  in- 
vention, or  designinr/  patterns;  nkmah  the  idea 
of  texture  as  well  as  cnriegnted  color.  The  former 
is  applied  to  other  arts  which  demanded  the  exer- 
cise of  inventive  genius,  as  in  the  construction  of 
engines  of  war  (2  Chr.  xxvi.  15);  the  latter  is 
applied  to  other  substances,  the  texture  of  which 
is  remarkable,  as  the  human  body  (Ps.  cxxxix.  15). 
Further  than  this,  rikmah  involves  the  ide;i  of  a 
regular  disposition  of  colors,  which  demanded  no 
inventive  genius.  Beyond  the  instances  already 
adduced  it  is  applied  to  tessellated  pavement  (1 
Chr.  xxix.  2),  to  tlie  eagle's  plumage  (Ez.  xvii.  3), 
vnd,  in  the  Targums,  to  the  leopard's  spotted  skin 
(Jer.  xiii.  23).  In  the  same  sense  it  is  appUed  to 
the  colored  sails  of  the  Egj-ptian  vessels  (Ez.  xxrii. 
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16),  which  were  either  chequered  or  worked  accord- 
ing to  a  regularly  recurring  pattern  (Wilkinson,  iii. 
211).  Gesenius  considers  this  passage  as  conclusive 
for  his  view  of  the  distinction,  but  it  is  hardly  con- 
ceivable that  the  patterns  were  on  one  side  of  the 
sail  only,  nor  does  there  appear  any  ground  to  infer 
a  departure  from  the  usual  custom  of  working  the 
colors  by  the  loom.  The  ancient  versions  do  not 
contribute  much  to  the  elucidation  of  the  point.  The 
LXX.  varies  between  ■koikiKttis  and  ^cu^iSeitr^s, 
as  representing  rokem,  and  iroiKi\rr}s  and  Ixpam-'fis 
for  chosheb,  combining  the  two  terms  in  e;ich  case 
for  the  work  itself,  rj  Trni/ciA-ia  rod  f>a(l>t5evT0v  for 
the  first,  fpyov  {xpavrhv  ttoiki\t6v  for  the  second. 
The  distinction,  as  far  aa  it  is  observed,  consisted 
in  the  one  being  needle-iuork  and  the  other  hom- 
toark.  The  V^ulgate  gives  generally  plumai-ius  for 
the  first,  and  jwlymitarius  for  the  second ;  but  in 
Ex.  xxvi.  1,  31,  plumarias  is  used  for  the  second. 
The  first  of  these  terms  (plumarius)  is  well  chosen 
to  express  rokem,  but  polymitarius,  i.  e.  a  weaver 
who  works  together  threads  of  divers  colors,  is  as 
applicable  to  one  as  to  the  other.  The  rendering 
in  Ez.  xxvii.  16,  scutulata,  i.  e.  '•  chequered,"  cor- 
rectly describes  one  of  the  productions  of  the  rokem. 
We  have  lastly  to  notice  the  incorrect  rendering 

of  the  word  V?^>  •"  t^^^  ■^-  ^-  "  broider,"  "  em- 
broider "  (Ex.  xxviii.  4,  39).  It  means  stuff  worked 
in  a  tessellated  manner,  i.  e.  with  square  cavities 
such  as  stones  might  be  set  in  (comp.  ver.  20). 
The  art  of  embroidery  by  the  loom  was  extensively 
practiced  among  the  nations  of  antiquity.  In  addi- 
tion to  the  Egyptians,  the»  Babylonians  were  cele- 
brated for  it,  but  embroidery  in  the  projier  sense  of 
the  term,  i.  e.  with  the  net>dle,  was  a  Phrygian  in- 
vention of  later  date  (Phu.  viii.  48).      W.  L.  B. 

EMERALD  ("Tlp^  :  LXX.  &„epal,  N.  T. 
and  Apoc.,  (rfj.dpaySos),  a  precious  stone,  first  in 
the  2d  row  on  the  breastplate  of  the  high-priest 
(Ex.  xxviii.  18,  xxxix.  11),  imported  to  Tjtc  from 
Syria  (Ez.  xxvii.  16),  used  as  a  seal  or  signet 
(Ecclus.  xxxii.  6),  as  an  ornament  of  clothing  and 
bedding  (Ez.  xxviii.  13;  Jud.  x.  21),  and  spoken 
of  as  one  of  the  foundations  of  Jerusalem  (Rev.  xxi. 
19;  Tob.  xiii.  16).  The  rainbow  round  the  throne 
is  compared  to  emerald  in  Kev.  iv.  3,  o/xoios  dpdtret 
(Tfiapayiivcii. 

The  etymology  of  "Hpl  is  uncertain.    Gesenius 

suggests  a  comparison  with  the  word  TJ^^»  *  P*i°* 
with  which  the  Hebrew  women  stained  their  eye- 
lashes. Kalisch  on  Exodus  xxviii.  follows  the 
LXX.,  and  translates  it  carbuncle,  transferring  the 

meaning  emerald  to  C  vH^  in  the  same  ver.  18.  . 
The  Targum  Jerusalem  on  the  same  ver.  explains 
^23  by  S3"l2nD  =  carchedonhis,  carbuncle. 

W.  J). 

EMERODS  (a''^?^>  □''"I'ln^:  «5pa- 
anus,  nates ;  Dent,  xxviii.  27 ;  1  Sam.  v.  6,  9,  12, 
vi.  4,  5,  11).  The  probabilities  as  to  tlie  nature 
of  the  disease  are  mainly  dependent  on  the  probable 
roots  of  these  two  Hebrew  words ;  the  former  of 
which  «  evidently  means  "  a  swelling; "  the  latter, 

S  ^^ 

a  Closely  akin  to  it  is  the  Arabic  /UtC,  which 
means  ''  tumor  qui  apud  vires  oritur  in  posticis  parti- 
bus,  apud  mulieres  in  anteriore  parte  vulvae,  similis 
hemiae  virorum." 
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though  less  certain,  is  most  probably  from  a  S3Tiac 
verb,  ♦-•**Ti<  meaning  "  anhelavit  sub  onere,  enixus 
38t  in  exonerando  ventre "  (Parkhurst  and  Gese- 
nius);  and  the  Syriac  noun  J^Q-M-i    from   the 

same  root  denotes,  (1.)  such  effort  as  the  verb  im- 
plies, and  (2.)  the  inie^Hiium  rectum.  Also,  when- 
ever the  former  word  occurs  in  the  Hebrew  Cetib°- 
the  Kerl  gives  the  latter,  except  in  1  Sam.  vi.  11, 
where  the  latter  stands  in  the  Cetib.  Now  this 
last  passage  speaks  of  the  images  of  the  emerods 
after  tliey  were  actually  made,  and  placed  in  the 
ark.  It  thus  appears  probable  that  the  former 
word  means  the  disease,  and  the  latter  the  part 
affected,  which  must  necessarily  have  been  included 
in  the  actually  existing  image,  and  liave  struck  the 
eye  as  Uie  essential  thing  represented,  to  which  the 
disease  was  an  incident.  As  some  morbid  swelling, 
then,  seems  the  most  probable  nature  of  the  disease, 
BO  no  more  probable  conjecture  has  been  advanced 
than  that  heinoj-rlioidal  tumors,  or  bleeding  piles, 
known  to  the  Romans  as  mariscte  (.Juv.  ii.  13),  are 
intended.  These  are  very  common  in  Syria  at 
present,  oriental  habits  of  want  of  exercise  and  im- 
proper food,  producing  derangement  of  the  liver, 
constipation,  &c.,  being  such  as  to  cause  them.  The 
words  of  1  Sam.  v.  12,  "  the  men  that  died  not 
were  smitten  with  emerods,"  show  that  the  disease 
was  not  necessarily  fatal.  It  is  clear  from  its 
parallelism  with   "  botch "  and  other  diseases  in 

Deut.  sxviii.  27,  that  D'^^S'^  is  a  disease,  not  a 
'  •  T  t:  ' 

part  of  the  body ;  but  the  translations  of  it  by  the 
most  approved  authorities  are  vai-ious  and  vague.'' 
Thus  the  LXX.  and  Vulg.,  as  above,  uniformly 
render  the  word  as  bearing  the  latter  sense.  The 
mention  by  Herodotus  (i.  105)  of  the  malady,  called 
by  him  6T)\fia  vovtros,  as  afflicting  the  Scythians 
who  robbed  the  temple  (of  the  Syrian  Venus)  in 
Ascalon,  has  been  deemed  by  some  a  proof  that 
some  legend  containing  "a  distortion  of  the  Script- 
ural account  was  current  in  that  country  down  to  a 
late  date.  The  Scholiast  on  Aristophanes  {Acharn. 
231)  mentions  a  similar  plague  (followed  by  a 
similar  sulisequent  propitiation  to  that  mentioned 
in  Scripture),  as  sent  uixm  the  Athenians  by  Bac- 
chus.*^ The  opinion  mentioned  by  Winer  (s.  v. 
Philister),  as  advanced  by  Lichtenstein,  that  the 
plague  of  emerods  and  tliat  of  mice  are  one  and 
the  same,  the  former  teing  caused  by  an  insect 
(solpuf/a)  as  large  as  a  field-mouse,  is  hardly  worth 
Berious  attention.  H.  H. 

E'MIM  [A.  V.  Emims]  (D"»n"*S  [terrws] :  [in 
Gen.,]  'Ofx/xalot,  [Aid.  Alex.  Soyuojot,  Comp.  E/x- 
fiouoi;]  and  [in  Deut.,]  'OyUAiiV,  [Vat.  Ofji/xfiv, 
Alex.  Ooixfiftv,  Ofi/jufif  •  Kinini'] ),  a  tribe  or  family 
of  gigantic  stature  which  originally  inhabited  the 
region  along  the  eastern  side  of  the  Dead  Sea.  It 
would  appear,  from  a  comparison  of  Gen.  xiv.  5-7 
with  Deut.  ii.  10-12,  20-23,  that  the  whole  country 
east  of  the  Jordan  was,  in  primitive  times,  held  by 


a  Parkhurst,  howeyer, ».  v.  D"*7DS,  thinks,  on  the 

authority  of  Dr.  Kennicott's  Codices,  that  D'^'Hinp 
b  in  all  these  passages  a  very  ancient  Hebrew  vana 
lectio. 

6  Josepbug,  Ant.  vi.  1,  §  1,  Sva-ivrtpia ;   Aquila,  to 

e  Pollux,  Ononi.  iv.   26,   thus  describes  what  he 
calls  ^ovPuv.  oi£i)/xa  lieTo.  <^Aey^ioi'i)s  aliioppov  ytVerat 
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a  race  of  giants,  all  probably  of  the  same  stock, 
comprehending  the  Kephaim  on  the  north,  next  the 
Zuzim,  after  them  the  Emini,  and  then  the  Horim 
on  the  south;  and  that  afterwards  the  kingdom 
of  Bashan  embraced  the  territories  of  the  first; 
the  country  of  tlie  Ammonites  the  second ;  that  of 
the  Moabites  the  third  ;  wliile  Edom  took  in  the 
mountains  of  the  Horim.  The  whole  of  them  were 
attacked  and  pillaged  by  the  eastern  kings  who 
destroyed  Sodom  and  Gomorrah. 

The  Emim  were  related  to  the  Anakini,  and  were 
generally  called  by  the  same  name ;  but  their  con- 
querors the  Moabites  temiod  them  I'niim  —  that 
is,  "  Terrible  men"  (Deut.  ii.  11)  —  most  probably 
on  account  of  their  tierce  aspect.  [IIki'iiaim  ; 
Anakim.]  J.  L.  P. 

EMMANTJEL    Ce fi^iavovriX  :   -Emmanuel),^^ 
Matt.  i.  23.     [Immanuel.]  ^H 

EM'MAUS  {'Efifiaovs  [prob.=  HT^H,  warm'^ 
spring  ;  comp.  Josh.  xix.  35] ),  the  village  to  which 
the  two  disciples  were  going  wlien  our  Lord  ap- 
peared to  them  on  the  way,  on  the  day  of  his  resur- 
rection (Luke  xxiv.  13).  Luke  makes  its  distance 
from  Jerusalem  sixty  stadia  (A.  V.  "  threescore 
furlongs"),  or  about  7i  miles;  and  Josephus  men- 
tions •'  a  village  called  Emmaus  "  at  the  same  dis- 
tance (B.  J.  vii.  6,  §  e).**  These  statements  seem 
sufBciently  definite;  and  one  would  suppose  no 
great  mistake  could  be  made  by  geographers  in 
fixing  its  site.  It  is  remarkable,  however,  that  from 
the  earliest  period  of  which  we  have  any  record,  the 
opinion  prevailed  among  Christian  writers,  that  the 
Emmaus  of  Luke  was  identical  with  the  Emmaus 
on  the  border  of  the  plain  of  Philistia,  afterwards 
called  Nicopolis,  and  which  was  some  20  miles  from 
Jerusalem.  lioth  Eusebius  and  Jerome  adopted 
this  view  ( Onom.  s.  v.  F.muvs)  ;  and  they  were  fol- 
lowed by  all  geographers  down  to  the  commence- 
ment of  the  14th  century  (Keland,  p.  758).  Tlien, 
for  some  reason  unknown  to  us,  it  began  to  be  sup- 
posed that  the  site  of  Emmaus  was  at  the  little 
village  of  Kubeibeh,  aboiit  3  miles  west  of  Neby 
Hamml  (the  ancient  Mizpkh),  and  9  miles  from 
Jerusalem  (Sir  J.  Maundeville  in  Karly  l^rarels  in 
Palestine,  p.  175;  Ludolph.  de  Suchem,  Jtin.  ; 
Quaresmius,  ii.  719).  There  is  not,  however,  a 
shadow  of  evidence  for  tliis  supposition.  In  fact 
the  site  of  Emmaus  remains  yet  to  be  identified. 

Dr.  Kobinson  has  recently  revived  the  old  theory, 
that  the  Emmaus  of  Luke  is  identical  with  Nicop 
olis;  and  has  supported  it  with  his  wonted  learn- 
ing, but  not  with  his  wonted  conclusiveness.  He 
first  endeavors  to  cast  doubts  on  the  accuracy  of 
the  reading  t^'fjKovTa  in  Luke  xxiv.  l-'J,  because 
two  uncial  M.SS.  (K  and  N),  and  a  few  uninipor- 
Umt  cursive  MSS.  insert  iKarSv,  thus  making  the 
distance  100  stadia,  whicli  would  nearly  coiTespond 
to  the  distance  of  Nicopolis.«  But  tlie  best  MSS. 
have  not  this  word,  aiicl  the  best  critics  regard  it 
as  an  interpolation.     There  is  a  strong  probability 


Kara  •riji'  e&pav  evTOj,  e<rrX  St  ofioi'a  fivpoif  uifioit.  Comp. 
Bochart,  Hiernz.  i.  381. 

d  *  It  is  not  certain  that  Luke  and  Josephus  refer 
to  the  same  Emmaus  in  the  pasisages  associated  as 
above.  According  to  some  autlionties  the  correct  read- 
ing in  Joseph.  B.  J.  vii.  6,  §  6  (adopted  in  Diudorf  s  and 
Bekker'g  text)  is  Tpiajtorro  and  not  i^rfKovTa.        H. 

e  •  To  the  authorities  for  this  reading  the  Codex 
Slnaiticus  and  a  palimp.se8t  of  the  6th  century  (I)  are 
now  to  be  added.  But  the  evidence  against  it  greatly 
preponderates.  A. 
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that  some  copyist  who  was  acquainted  with  the 
;ity,  but  not  the  village  of  Euunaus,  tried  thus  to 
reconcile  Scripture  with  his  ideas  of  geography. 
The  opinions  of  Eusebius,  Jerome,  and  their  fol- 
lowers, on  a  point  such  as  this,  are  not  of  very 
great  authority.  When  the  name  of  any  noted 
place  agreed  with  one  in  the  Bible,  they  were  not 
always  careful  to  see  whether  the  jxisition  corre- 
spoudetl  in  like  manner.  [Edrei.]  Emmaus- 
Nicoixdis  being  a  noted  city  in  tlieir  day,  they  were 
led  somewhat  rashly  to  confound  it  with  the  Em- 
maus  of  the  Gospel.  The  circumstances  of  the 
narrative  are  plainly  opposed  to  the  identity.  The 
two  disciples  having  journeyed  from  Jerusalem  to 
Emmaus  in  part  of  a  day  (Luke  xxiv.  28,  21)),  left 
the  latter  again  after  the  evening  meal,  and  reached 
Jerusalem  before  it  was  very  late  (verses  3-3,  42, 
43).  Now,  if  we  take  into  account  the  distance, 
and  the  nature  of  the  road,  leading  up  a  steep  and 
difficult  mountain,  we  must  admit  that  such  a 
journey  coiUd  not  be  accomplished  in  less  than  from 
sis  to  seven  hours,  so  that  they  could  not  have  ar- 
rived in  Jerusalem  till  long  past  midnight.  This 
fact  seems  to  us  conclusive  against  the  identity  of 
Nicopolis  and  the  Emmaus  of  Luke.  (Robinson, 
iii.  147  fF.;  Keland,  Pal.  p.  427  fF.)        J.  L.  P. 

*  Since  the  preceding  article  was  written,  an  in- 
teresting monograph  on  this  question  as  to  the 
site  of  Emmaus  has  apijeared  from  Dr.  Hermann 
Zschokke,  rector  of  the  Austrian  Pilgrim-house  at 
Jerusalem  {Drs  Neuttstimtntlkhe  Einmaug  be- 
leuchtet,  Schaffhausen,  1835).  Rector  Zschokke, 
who  has  made  this  subject  a  special  study,  decides 
that  the  Emmaus  of  Luke  (xxiv.  13)  must  be  the 
present  el-Kubeibeh,  about  nine  miles  northwest  of 
Jerusalem,  where  the  Franciscan  monks  have  pkced 
it.  His  arguments  for  that  conclusion  are  the  fol- 
lowing. First,  the  distance  agrees  with  that  of 
Luke  and  Josephus  {B.  ./.  vii.  6,  §  6),  namely,  as 
a  round  number,  60  stadia  or  "furlongs"  (A.  V.), 
as  ascertained  by  actual  measurement,  i.  e.  taking 
the  shortest  of  three  ways,  which  differ  only  by  a 
single  stadium,  it  amounts  to  38,020  F^^nglish  feet 
=  621  stadia.  Secondly,  the  two  disciples  of  Jesus 
could  easily  return  from  Emmaus  to  Jerusalem  after 
sunset,  or  the  decline  of  the  day  (/c«kA.i/c6c  rj  ^/ue'po), 
and  rejoin  the  Apostles  there  in  their  secret  meeting 
during  the  night  which  followed  the  walk  to  Em- 
maus (John  XX.  19).  The  journey  was  performed 
lately  without  difficulty,  within  the  time  required, 
by  Madam  Anna  C.  Emmerich.  Thirdly,  the 
Crusaders  (though  really,  as  appears  from  the  au- 
thor's own  figures,  not  earlier  than  the  11th  cent- 
ury) were  led  to  fix  on  Kubeibeh  as  the  N.  T. 
Emmaus,  in  consequence  of  finding  the  latter  name 
applied  to  it  by  tiie  native  inhabitants,  though  the 
name  no  longer  exists  among  them.  If  this  last 
link  in  the  cliaui  of  the  evidence  were  stronger,  it 
would  deserve  serious  consideration  as  bearing  on 
the  question.  But  aside  from  the  lateness  of  the 
period  to  which  the  alleged  testimony  belongs,  it 
must  be  confessed  that  the  currency  of  the  Script- 
ure name,  even  at  that  hite  period,  outside  of  the 
Christian  communities  in  the  East,  is  by  no  means 
80  fully  made  out  as  the  argument  requires.  It  has 
been  generally  thought  that  the  earliest  traces  of 
such  a  tradition  appear  in  the  14th  century  (see 
Rob.  Ees.  iii.  66,  1st  ed.). 

Some  wealthy  Catholics,  in  the  assurance  that 
they  have  identified  at  length  the  genuine  spot, 
aave  recently  purchased,  at  an  exorbitant  price,  the 
ground  of  the  old  "castrum  Arnoldi "  (Kubeibeh), 
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and  are  converting  it  into  one  of  their  "  holy 
places."  (See  more  fully  in  Bibl.  Sacra^  '^^Yr 
1866,  p.  517.)  Rector  Zschokke  makes  it  evident 
enough,  thatM/wavw  (Nicopolis),  at  the  foot  of  the 
mountains,  cannot  be  the  N.  T.  vilLige  of  that 
name.  Dr.  Sepp,  though  a  Catliolic,  reject*  this 
claim  in  behah  of  Kiibeibth,  and  insists  that  Em- 
maus must  be  at  Kuhmleh,  four  miles  from  Jeru- 
salem, on  the  route  from  Ranilth  {Jevus'tkm  u. 
das  he'd.  Laiul,  i.  52).  So  Ewald,  Gescli.  d.  Volkes 
hi:  vi.  675  f.  The  Rev.  George  Williams  (art. 
Emmaiig  in  Smith's  Diet,  of'  Geofji:,  and  Journ. 
of  Clans,  and  Sacr.  Phil.  iv.  202-267)  fixes  the 
site  of  Emmaus  at  Kariet  el-  Enub,  from  two  to 
three  hours  distant  from  Jerusalem  on  the  road  to 
Jafla.  Dr.  Thomson  {Land  and  Book,  ii.  307  f., 
540)  incUnes  to  this  view.  —  In  a  volcanic  r^ion 
like  Judaea  warm  springs  might  be  expected  to 
exist  for  a  time,  and  then  to  disapj)eai-.  The  Ein- 
maus  of  the  N.  T.  (see  import  of  tlie  name  above) 
may  have  been  a  place  of  this  description,  the  site 
of  which  is  now  lost.  H. 

EM'MAUS,  or  NICOP'OLIS  ('E^u/^ao^/x; 
[Sin.  A/x/xaov,  AiJ.fj.aous,  etc. ;  in]  1  Mace.  iii.  40, 
[Alex.  A/jficLovv,  57,  -ou/j.:]  'Afx/xaovs,  Joseph. 
B.  J.  ii.  20,  §  4 :  [Emmaum,  AMmanm] ),  a  town 
in  the  plain  of  Philistia,  at  the  foot  of  the  mount- 
ains of  Judah,  22  Roman  miles  from  Jerusalem, 
and  10  from  Lydda  {/tin.  Hieros.  ;  Reland,  p.  309). 
The  name  does  not  occur  in  the  O.  T. ;  but  the 
town  rose  to  importance  during  the  later  history 
of  the  Jews,  and  was  a  place  of  note  in  the  wars 
of  the  Asmoneans.  It  was  fortified  by  liacchides, 
the  general  of  Antiochus  Epiphanes,  when  he  was 
engaged  in  the  war  with  Jonathan  ISIaccitbasus 
(Joseph.  Ant.  xiii.  1,  §  3;  1  Mace.  ix.  50).  It  was 
in  the  plain  beside  this  city  that  .Judas  Maccabseus 
so  signally  defeated  the  Syrians  with  a  mere  liand- 
ftd  of  men,  as  related  in  1  Mace.  iii.  57,  iv.  3,  &c. 
Under  the  Romans  Enunaus  became  the  capital  of 
a  toparchy  (Joseph.  B.  J.  iii.  3,  §  5;  Plin.  v.  14). 
It  was  burned  by  the  Roman  general  Varus  about 
A.  D.  4.  In  the  3d  century  (about  A.  d.  220)  it  was 
rebuilt  through  the  exertions  of  Julius  Africanus, 
the  well-known  Christian  writer;  and  then  received 
the  name  Nicopolis.  Eusebius  and  .Terome  fre- 
quently refer  to  it  in  defining  the  [wsitioiis  of 
neighboring  towns  and  villages  {Chron.  Pas.  ad 
A.  C.  223;  Reland,  p.  759).  Early  writers  men- 
tion a  fountain  at  limmaus,  famous  far  and  wide 
for  its  healing  virtues;  the  cause  of  this  Theophanes 
ascribes  to  the  fact  that  our  Lord  on  one  occasion 
washed  his  feet  in  it  (Chron.  41).  The  Crusaders 
confounded  I'^mmaus  with  a  small  fortress  further 
south,  on  the  Jerusalem  road  now  called  Lrttron 
(Will.  Tyr.  Hist.  vii.  24).  A  small  miserable  vil- 
lage called  'Amwds  still  occupies  the  site  of  the  an- 
cient city.  It  stands  on  the  western  declivity  of  a 
low  hUl,  and  contains  the  ruins  of  an  old  church. 
The  name  Emmaus  was  also  borne  by  a  village  of 
Gahlee  close  to  Tiberias:  probably  the  ancient 
H.VMMATH,  i.  e.  hot  springs  —  of  which  name  Em- 
maus was  but  a  corruption.  The  hot  springs  still 
remained  in  the  time  of  Josephus,  and  are  men- 
tioned by  him  as  giving  its  name  to  tlie  place 
(B.  J.  iv.  1,  §  3;  Ant.  xviii.  2,  §  3). 

J.  L.  P. 

EM'MER  CEfifi^p;  [Vat.  Efuvp:]  Semmeri), 
1  Esdr.  ix.  21.     [Immer.] 

EM'MOR  (Rec.  Text  with  E,  'E^M'^p;  Lachm. 
[Tisch.  and  Treg.]  with  A  B  G  D  [and  Sin.], 
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^Efifidp :  Emmo]-},  the  father  of  Sychem  (Acts  vii 
16).     [Hamor.] 

•  ENABLED  translates  (A.  V.)  iySwafidr 
cavTi  (1  Tim.  i.  J2):  "I  thank  Christ  Jesus  our 
Lord,  who  liath  enabled  me,"  &c.,  i.  f.,  as  the 
Greek  construction  shows,  qualified  me,  or  made 
me  able,  so  as  to  be  fitted  for  the  ajx)stolic  work. 
This  is  an  older  sense  of  "  enabled,"  like  the  French 
habilkr.  See  Eastwood  and  Wright's  Bible  Word- 
Book,  p.  173.  H. 

*  ENA'JIM  (more  correctly  Enayiji  = 
I3"^3^^)  is  the  marginal  reading  of  the  A.  V.  for 
"  an  open  place  "  in  the  text  (Gen.  xxxviii.  14). 
See  next  article  below.  Modem  scholars  generally 
(Gesenius,  Fiirst,  Tuch,  Knobel,  Keil)  regard  the 
LXX.  as  right  here  {h.lvdv),  and  understand  that 
Tamar  placed  herself  "at  the  gate  (opening)  of 
Enajim,"  situated  "on  the  way  to  Timnath." 
The  same  word  recurs  in  ver.  21,  where  the  A.  V. 
has  "ojienly,"  but  the  projier  name  is  more  appro- 
priate tliere,  if  not  absolutely  required.  (See  Mr. 
Wright's  Book  of  Genesis  in  Hebrew,  p.  100. )    The 

dual  endings  C,"  and  D"  are  interchangeable 
(Gesen.  Ileb.  Gr.  §  88,  Kem.  1),  so  that  this  Ena- 
jim ajid  Enam  in  Josh.  xv.  34  may  be  and  no 
doubt  are  the  same.  H. 

E'NAM  (with  the  article,  D3"'yn  —  the  double 
spiitiff,  Gesen.  Tlies.  p.  1019  a:  Maiavl;  [Vat. 
-y€i ;]  Alex.  Hi/aeiju ;  [Comp.  Aid.  'Hraiyu  :] 
Enaim),  one  of  the  cities  of  Judah  in  the  Shefehdi 
or  lowland  (Josh.  xv.  34).  From  its  mention  with 
t»wns  (Jarmutli  and  Eshtaol,  for  instance)  whicli 
are  known  to  have  teen  near  Timnath,  this  is  very 
probably  the  place  in  the  "doorway"  of  which 
Tamar  sat  tefore  her  interview  with  lier  father-in- 
law  (Gen.  xxxviii.  14).     In  the  A.  V.  the  words 

Pethach  enayim  {U^y^V  nHQ)  are  not  taken  as 
a  proper  name,  but  are  rendered  "  an  open  place," 
lit.  "  the  doorway  of  Enayim,"  or  the  double  spring, 
a  translation  adopted  by  the  LXX.  (tois  irvKais 
Alifdv)  and  now  generally.  In  Josh.  xv.  34,  for 
"  Tappuah  and  Elara,"  the  Peshito  has  "  Pathuch- 
Elam,"  which  supports  the  identification  suggested 
above.     [Ain.]  G. 

E'NAN  (P^37  [inch  in  fountains]:  Alvdy- 
Enan).  Ahira  ten-Enan  was  "  prince  "  of  the 
trite  of  Naphtali  at  the  time  of  the  numbering  of 
Israel  in  the  wilderness  of  Suiai  (Num.  i.  15,  [ii. 
29,  vii..78,  83,  x.  27]). 

ENAS'IBUS  {'Y.vdffi^os;  [Vat.  -<re(-:]  Eli- 
asib),  1  Esdr.  is.  34.     [Eliashih.] 

ENCAMPMENT  (H^np,  machdneh,  in  all 

plax^s  except  2  K.  vi.  8,  where  n"13nn,  tachdnoth, 
is  used).  Tlie  word  primarily  denoted  the  resting- 
place  of  an  army  or  company  of  travellers  at  night" 
(Ex.  xvi.  13;  Gen.  xxxii.  21),  and  was  hence  ap- 
plied to  the  army  or  caravan  when  on  its  march 
(Ex.  xiv.  19;  Josh.  x.  5,  xi.  4;  Gen.  xxxii.  7,  8). 
Among  nomadic  tribes  war  never  attained  to  the 
dignity  of  a  science,  and  tlieir  encampments  were 
consequently  devoid  of  all  the  a])pliances  of  more 
systematic  warfare.  The  description  of  the  camp 
of  the  Israelites,  on  their  march  irom  Egypt  (Num. 
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ii.,  iii.),  supplies  the  greatest  amount  of  informa- 
tion on  the  subject :  whatever  else  may  be  gleaned 
is  from  scattered  hints.  The  tabernacle,  corre- 
sponding to  the  chieftain's  tent  of  an  ordinary  en- 
campment, was  placed  in  the  centre,  and  around 
and  facing  it  (Num.  ii.  2),*  arranged  in  four  grand 
divisions,  corresjwnding  to  the  four  points  of  the 
compass,  lay  the  host  of  Israel,  according  to  their 
standards  (Num.  i.  52,  ii.  2).  On  the  east  the 
post  of  honor  was  assigned  to  the  tribe  of  Judah, 
and  round  its  standard  rallied  the  tribes  of  Issachar 
and  Zebulun,  descendants  of  the  sons  of  I^ah.  On 
the  south  lay  Keuten  and  Simeon,  the  representa- 
tives of  Leah,  and  the  children  of  Gad,  tlie  son 
of  her  handmaid.  Kacliel's  descendants  were  en- 
camped on  the  western  side  of  the  tatenjacle,  the 
chief  place  l)eing  assigned  to  the  tribe  of  Ephraim. 
To  this  position. of  Ephraim,  Manasseh,  and  Ifen- 
jamin,  allusions  are  made  in  Judg.  v.  14,  and  Ps. 
Ixxx.  2.  On  the  north  were  the  trites  of  Dan  and 
Naphtali,  the  children  of  Bilhah,  and  the  fribe  of 
Asher,  Gad's  younger  brother.  AH  these  were  en- 
camped around  their  standards,  each  according  to 
the  ensign  of  the  house  of  his  fathers.  In  the 
centre,  round  the  tatemacle,  and  with  no  standard 
but  the  cloudy  or  fiery  pillar  which  rested  over  it, 
were  the  tents  of  the  priests  and  Levites.  The 
former,  with  Moses  and  Aaron  at  their  head,  were 
encamped  on  the  eastern  side.  On  the  south  were 
the  Kohathites,  who  had  charge  of  the  ark,  the 
table  of  shewbread,  the  altars  and  vessels  of  the 
sanctuary.  The  Gershonites  were  on  the  west,  and 
when  on  the  march  carried  the  tabernacle  and  its 
ligliter  furniture;  while  the  Merarites,  who  were 
encamped  on  the  north,  had  charge  of  its  heavier 
appurtenances.  Tlie  order  of  encampment  was 
preservetl  on  the  march  (Num.  ii.  17),  the  signal 
for  which  was  given  by  a  blast  of  the  two  silver 
trumpets  (Num.  x.  5).  The  details  of  this  account 
supply  I'rof  Blunt  with  some  striking  illustrations 
of  the  undesignetl  coincidences  of  the  books  of 
Moses  (Vndes.  Coincid.  pp.  75-80). 

In  this  description  of  the  order  of  the  encamp- 
ment no  mention  is  made  of  sentinels,  who,  it  is 
reasonable  to  suppose,  were  placed  at  the  gates 
(Ex.  xxxii.  2G,  27)  in  the  four  quarters  of  the 
camp.  This  was  evidently  the  case  in  the  camp 
of  the  Invites  (comp.  1  Chr.  ix.  18,  24;  2  Chr. 
xxxi.  2). 

The  sanitary  regidations  of  the  camp  of  the 
Israelites  were  enacted  for  the  twofold  purpose  of 
preserving  the  health  of  tlie  vast  multitude  and  the 
purity  of  the  camp  as  the  dwelling-place  of  God 
(Num.  v.  3;  Dent,  xxiii.  14).  With  this  object 
the  dead  were  buried  witliout  tlie  camp  (Lev.  x.  4, 
5);  lejiers  were  excluded  till  their  liprosy  departed 
from  them  (I>ev.  xiii.  4(i,  xiv.  .!;  Nuni.  xii.  14, 
15),  as  were  all  who  were  visited  witli  loiitlisome 
diseases  (I.ev.  xiv.  3).  All  who  were  defiled  by 
contact  with  the  dead,  whetlier  these  were  slain  in 
battle  or  not,  were  kept  without  the  camp  for  seven 
days  (Num.  xxxi.  19).  Gaptives  taken  in  war  were 
compelled  to  remain  for  a  while  outside  (Num. 
xxxi.  19;  Josli.  vi.  23).  The  a.shes  fi-om  the  sac- 
rifices were  poured  out  without  the  camp  at  an  ap- 
pointed place,  whither  all  uiicleanness  was  removed 
(Deut.  xxiii.  10,  J2),  and  where  the  entrails,  skins, 
horns,  &c.,  and  all  that  was  not  offered  in  sao- 


<»  Whence  D1TT   niSH  {'hinCth hayydm),  "the!      *  "^^^  ***■''"  o*^  'ho  encampment  wa«  evidently  clr- 
amplng-ame  of  day,"  t.  e.'the  evening,  Judg.  xix.  9.  !  «"^'  »"''  ""'  "quJire,  aa  it  is  generally  represented. 
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rifice  were   burnt   (Lev.  iv.   11,  12,   vi    11,  viii. 

17 ;. 

The  execution  of  criminals  took  place  without 
the  camp  (Lev.  xxiv.  14;  Num.  xv.  35,  36;  Josh, 
vii.  24),  as  did  the  burning  of  the  young  bullock 
for  the  sin-offering  (Lev.  iv.  12).  These  circum- 
stances combined  explain  Heb.  xiii.  12,  and  John 
xix.  17,  20.       • 

The  encampment  of  the  Israelites  in  the  desert 
left  its  traces  in  their  subsequent  history.  The 
temple,  so  late  as  the  time  of  Hezekiah,  was  still 
"the  camp  of  Jehovah"  (2  Chr.  xxxi.  2;  cf.  Ps. 
Ixxviii.  28);  and  the  multitudes  who  flocked  to 
David  were  "  a  great  camp,  Uke  the  camp  of  God  " 
(1  Chr.  xii.  22). 

High  ground  appears  to  have  been  uniformly 
selected  for  the  position  of  a  camp,  whether  it  were 
on  a  hill  or  mountain  side,  or  in  an  inaccessible 
pass  (Judg.  vii.  1,  8).  So,  in  Judg.  x.  17,  the  Am- 
monites encamped  in  Gilead,  while  Israel  pitched 
in  Mizpeh.  The  very  names  are  significant.  The 
camps  of  Saul  and  the  Philistines  were  alternately 
in  Gibeah,  the  "  height "  of  Benjamin,  and  the  pass 
of  Michmash  (1  Sam.  xiii.  2,  3,  16,  23).  When 
Goliath  defied  the  host  of  Israel,  the  contending 
armies  were  encamped  on  hiUs  on  either  side  of  the 
valley  of  Elah  (1  Sam.  xvii.  3);  and  in  the  fatal 
battle  of  Gilboa  Saul's  position  on  the  mountain 
was  stormed  by  the  Philistines  who  had  pitched  in 
Shunem  (1  Sam.  xxviii.  4),  on  the  other  side  of  the 
valley  of  Jezreel.  The  carelessness  of  the  Midian- 
ites  in  encamping  in  the  plain  exposed  them  to  tlie 
night  surprise  by  Gideon,  and  resulted  in  their  con- 
sequent discomfiture  (Judg.  vi.  33,  vii.  8,  12).  But 
another  important  consideration  in  fixing  upon  a 
position  for  a  camp  was  the  propinquity  of  water ; 
hence  it  is  found  that  in  most  instances  camps 
were  pitched  near  a  spring  or  well  (Judg.  vii.  1 ;  1 
Mace.  ix.  33).  The  Israelites  at  Mount'  Gilboa 
pitched  by  the  fountain  in  Jezreel  (1  Sam.  xxix. 
1),  while  the  Philistines  encamped  at  Aphek,  the 
name  of  which  indicates  the  existence  of  a  stream 
of  water  in  the  neighborhood,  wliich  rendered  it  a 
favorite  place  of  encampment  (1  Sam.  iv.  1;  1  K. 
XX.  26;  2  K.  xiii.  17).  In  his  pursuit  of  the 
Amalekites,  David  halted  his  men  by  the  brook 
Besor,  and  there  left  a  detachment  with  the  camp 
furniture  (1  Sam.  xxx.  9).  One  of  Joshua's  de- 
cisive engagements  with  the  nations  of  Canaan  was 
fought  at  the  waters  of  Merom,  where  he  surprised 
the  confederate  camp  (Josh.  xi.  5,  7 ;  comp.  Judg. 
y.  19,  21).  Gideon,  before  attacking  the  Midian- 
ites,  encamped  beside  the  well  of  Harod  (Judg.  vii. 
1),  and  it  was  to  draw  water  from  the  well  at  Beth- 
lehem that  David's  three  mighty  men  cut  their  way 
through  the  host  of  the  Philistines  (2  Sam.  xxiii. 
16). 

The  camp  was  surrounded  by  the  n^257p,  ma'- 
ffdldh  (1  Sam.  xvii.  20),  or  ^33710,  ma'gdl  (1  Sam. 
xxVi.  5,  7),  which  some,  and  Thenius  among  them, 
explain  as  an  earthwork  thrown  up  round  the  en- 
campment, others  as  the  barrier  formed  by  the 
baggage-wagons.  The  etymology  of  the  word 
points  merely  to  the  circukir  shape  of  the  inclosure 
'ormed  by  the  tents  of  the  soldiers  pitched  around 
their  chief,  whose  spear  marked  his  resting-place 
(1  Sam.  xxvi.  5,  7),  and  it  might  with  propriety 
be  used  in  either  of  the  above  senses,  according  as 
the  camp  was  fixed  or  temporary.  We  know  that, 
in  the  case  of  a  siege,  the  attacking  army,  if  pos- 
sible, surrounded  the  phce  attacked  (1  Mace.  xiii. ' 
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43),  and  drew  about  it  a  line  of  circumvallation 

(P.1  T-  (^ayek,  2  K.  xxv.  1),  which  was  marked  by 

a  breastwork  of  earth  (H boXp,  m'silldh,  Is.  Ixii. 

10;  nb^b,  soridh,  Ez.  xxi.  27  (22);  comp.  Job 
xix.  12),  for  the  double  purpose  of  preventing  the 
escape  of  the  besieged  and  of  protecting  the  be- 
siegers from  their  sallies."  But  there  was  not  so 
much  need  of  a  formal  intrenchment,  as  but  few 
instances  occur  in  which  engagements  were  fought 
in  the  camps  themselves,  and  these  only  when  the 
attack  was  made  at  night.  Gideon's  exi^edition 
against  the  Midianites  took  place  in  the  early  morn- 
ing (Judg.  vii.  19),  the  time  selected  by  Saul  for 
his  attack  upon  Nahash  (1  Sam.  xi.  11),  and  by 
David  for  surprising  the  Amalekites  (1  Sam.  xxx. 
17;  comp.  Judg.  ix.  33).     To  guard  against  these 

night  attacks,  sentinels  (D"'"ipiti7,  slwm'rim)  were 

posted  (Judg.  vii.  19;  1  Mace.  xii.  27)  round  the 
camp,  and  the  neglect  of  this  precaution  by  Zebah 
and  Zalmunna  probably  led  to  their  capture  by 
Gideon  and  the  ultimate  defeat  of  their  army  (Judo-. 
vu.  19).  ° 

The  valley  which  separated  the  hostile  camps  was 
generally  selected  as  the  fighting  ground  (H^B?, 
sddeh,  "the  battle-field"  (1  Sam.  iv.  2,  xiv.  15; 
2  Sam.  xviii.  6),  upon  which  the  contest  was  de- 
cided, and  hence  the  valleys  of  Palestine  have 
played  so  conspicuous  a  part  in  its  history  (Josh, 
viii.  13;  Judg.  vi.  33;  2  Sam.  v.  22,  viii.  13,  &c.). 
When  the  fighting  men  went  forth  to  the  place  of 

marshalling  (nD'n27S),  ina'di-dcdh,  1   Sam.  xvii. 

20),  a  detachment  was  left  to  protect  the  camp  and 
baggage  (1  Sam.  xvii.  22,  xxx.  24).  The  beasts 
of  burden  were  probably  tethered  to  the  tent  i^egs 
(2  K.  vii.  10;  Zech.  xiv.  15). 

The  n3n53,  machaneh,  or  movable  encamp- 
ment, is  distinguished  from  the  25J^,  matstsdb,  or 

'Dl'^'^'2,  nHsib  (2  Sam.  xxiii.  14;  1  Chr.  xi.  16), 
which  appear  to  have  been  standing  camps,  like 
those  which  Jehoshaphat  established  throughout 
Judah  (2  Chr.  xvii.  2),  or  advanced  posts  in  an 
enemy's  country  (1  Sam.  xiii.  17;  2  Sam.  viii.  6), 
from  which  skirmishing  parties  made  their  preda- 
tory excursions  and  ravaged  the  crops.  It  was  in 
resisting  one  of  these  expeditions  that  Shammah 
won  himself  a  name  among  David's  heroes  (2  Sam. 
xxiii.  12).     Machaneh  is  still  further  distinguished 

from  ")!^5P)  mibhtmr,  "a  fortress"  or  "walled 
town"  (Num.  xiii.  19). 

Camps  left  behind  them  a  memorial  in  the  name 
of  the  place  wliere  they  were  situated,  as  among 
ourselves  (cf.  Chester,  Grantchester,  &c.).  Ma- 
haaeh-Dan  (Judg.  xiii.  25)  was  so  called  from  the 
encampment  of  the  Danites  mentioned  in  Judg. 
xviii.  12.-  [Mahanaim.]  The  more  important 
camps  at  Gilgal  (Josh-  v.  10,  ix.  6)  and  Shiloh 
(Josh,  xviii.  9;  Judg.  xxi.  12,  19)  left  no  sucti  im- 
press; the  miliUiry  traditions  of  these  places  were 


a  The  Chaldee  renders  n^S^lD  (1  Sam.  xvii.  20) 
and  p']'^  (2  K.  xxv.  1)  by  the  same  word,  D^p"l3 
or  Sttlp'IS,  the  Greek  xapatw/ia. 
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eclipsed  by  the  greater  splendor  of  the  religious 
associations  which  surrounded  them. 

W.  A.  W. 

ENCHANTMENTS.        1.     d"^^b,      or 

Q'^^n^,  Ex.  vii.  11,  22,  viii.  7 :  <ba.p^a.Klai,  LXX. 
(Grotius  compares  the  word  with  the  Greek  Atrai) ; 
secret  arts,  from  IT  ^7,  to  cover;  though  others  in- 

coiTectly  connect  it  with  ISH  V,  a  flame,  or  the 
glittering  blatle  of  a  sword,  as  though  it  implied  a 
sort  of  dazzling  cheironomy  which  deceives  specta- 
tors. Several  versions  render  the  word  by  "  whis- 
perings," instt^urrationes,  but  it  seems  to  be  a  more 
general  word,  and  hence  is  used  of  the  various 
means  (some  of  them  no  doubt  of  a  quasi-scien- 
tific chai-acter)  by  which  the  Egyptian  Chartum- 
mim  imposed  on  the  credulity  of  Pharaoh. 

2.  D'^Dffi'?  :  (jiapfxaKflat,  (pdp/xaKa,  LXX.  (2 
K.  ix.  22;  Mi'c.  v.  12;  Nah.  iii.  4):  veneficin,  male- 
Jicia,  Vulg.;  "  maleficae  art«s,"  "  praestigiae," 
•'muttered  spells."  Hence  it  is  sometimes  ren- 
dered by  ivaoiSai,  as  in  Is.  xlvii.  9,  12.  The  belief 
in  the  iwwer  of  certain  formulse  was  universal  in 
the  ancient  world.  Thus  there  were  carmina  to 
evoke  the  tutelary  gods  out  of  a  city  (Macrob.  <S(/- 
iur7iaL  iii.  9),  others  to  devote  hostile  armies  (id.), 
others  to  raise  the  dead  (Maimon.  de  Mil.  xi.  15; 
Senec.  (Eclip.  547),  or  bind  the  gods  (Sfa-fxo]  Beuv) 
and  men  (vl<:sch.  Fur.  331),  and  even  influence  the 
heavenly  bodies  (Ov.  Met.  vii.  207  fF.,  xii.  2G3; 
"  Te  quoque  Luna  traho,"  Virg.  JicL  viii.,  ^n.  iv. 
489;  Hor.  Jijxxl.  v.  45).  They  were  a  recognized 
part  of  ancient  medicine,  even  among  the  Jews, 
who  regarded  certain  sentences  of  the  Law  as  eifica- 
cious  iti  healing.  The  Greeks  used  them  as  one 
of  the  five  chief  resources  of  pharmacy  (Pind. 
PytJi.  iii.  8,  9;  Soph.  Aj.  582),  especially  in  obstet- 
rics (Plat.  I'hecet.  p.  145)  and  mental  diseases 
(Galen  de  Sanitat.  tuem/d,  i.  8).  Homer  mentions 
them  as  used  to  check  the  flow  of  blood  ( Od.  xix. 
456),  and  Cato  even  gives  a  charm  to  cure  a  dis- 
jointed limb  (de  lie  Rust.  160;  cf.  Plin.  //.  N. 
xxviii.  2).  The  belief  in  charms  is  still  all  but 
universal  in  uncivilized  nations;  see  Lane's  3fod. 
£f/ypt.  i.  300,  306,  Ac,  ii.  177,  &c. ;  Beeckman's 

Vaynr/e  to  Borneo,  ch.  ii.;  Jleroller's  Coiujo  in 
Pinkerton's  Voyages,  xvi.  221,  273;  Hue's  China, 
i.  223,  ii.  326 ;  Taylor's  Neio  Zealand,  and  Liv- 
ingstone's Afiica,  passim,  &c.;  and  hundreds  of 
such  remedies  still  exist,  and  are  considered  effica- 
cious among  the  uneducated. 

3.  □"'tt'n^,  Eccl.  X.  11:  xl^iOupKTuSs,  LXX.; 
from  trn^.  This  word  is  especially  used  of  the 
cliarming  of  serpents,  Jer.  viii.  17  (cf.  Ps.  Iviii.  5; 
Ecclus.  xii.  13;  Eccl.  x.  11;  Luc.  ix.  891  —  a  par- 
allel to  -'cantando  rumpitur  anguis,"  and  "  Viper- 
eas  rumpo  verbis  et  carmine  fauces,"'  Ov.  Met.  1. 
c).  Maimonides  (de  Idol.  xi.  2)  expressly  defines 
an  enchanter  as  one  "  who  uses  strange  and  mean- 
ingless words,  by  which  he  imposes  on  tiie  folly  of 
the  credulous.  They  say,  for  instance,  that  if  one 
utter  the  words  before  a  serpent  or  scorpion  it  will 
do  no  harm"  (Carpzov,  Annot.  in  Godifynum,  iv. 
11).  An  account  of  the  Marsi  who  excelled  in  this 
art  is  given  by  Augustin  (ad  Gen.  ix.  28),  and  of 
the  Psylli  by  Arnobius  (ad  Nat.  ii.  32);  and  they 
ire  alluded  to  by  a  host  of  other  authorities  (Plin. 
cii.  2,  xxviii.  6;  /Elian,  //.  A.  i.  57;  Virg.  .En. 
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vii.  750;  Sil.  Ital.  viii.  495.  The/  were  called 
'0<J)«o5(«KTa().  The  secret  is  still  understood  in 
the  East  (Lane,  ii.  106). 

4.  The  word  D^'tt'TO  is  used  of  the  enchant- 
ments sought  by  Balaam,  Num.  xxiv.  1.  It  prop- 
erly alludes  to  ophiomancy,  but  in  this  place  has 
a  general  meaning  of  endeavoring  to  gain  omens 
(«(s  (TwavTijcnv  rails  oloii/ols,  LXX.). 

5.  "^Sn  is  used  for  magic.  Is.  xlvii.  9,  12.     It 

comes  from  '^'2n,  to  bind  (cf.  KaraSfco,  ^aaKuivw, 
bannefi),  and  means  generally  the  process  of  ac- 
quiring power  over  some  distant  object  or  person; 
but  tills  word  seems  also  to  have  been  sometimes 
used   expressly  of   seri)ent-charmei-s,   for   11.   Sol. 

Jarchi  on  Deut.  xviii.  11,  defines  the  ^5D  '^5"'n 
to  be  one  "  who  congregates  serpents  and  scorpions 
into  one  place." 

Any  resort  to  these  methods  of  imposture  was 
strictly  forbidden  in  Scripture  (Levi  xix.  26;  Is. 
xlvii.  9,  &c.),  but  to  eradicate  the  tendency  is  al- 
most impossible  (2  K.  xvii.  17;  2  Chr.  xxxiii.  6), 
and  we  find  it  still  flourishing  at  the  Christian  era 
(Acts  xiii.  6,  8,  viii.  9,  11,  -Yorfrda-i  Gal.  v.  20; 
Rev.  ix.  21). 

The  chief  sncramenta  ilwmoniadn  were  a  rod,  a 
magic  circle,  dragon's  eggs,  certain  herbs,  or  "  in- 
sane roots,"  like  the  henbane,  &c.  The  foncy  of 
poets,  both  ancient  and  modern,  has  been  exerted 
in  giving  lists  of  tliem  (Ovid  and  Hor.  //.  cc.  ; 
Shakespeare's  Macbeth,  Act  iv.  1;  Kirke  White's 
Gondoline;  Southey's  Curse  of  Kehama,  Cant, 
iv.  &c.).     [Amulkts;  Divination;  Mauic] 

r.  w.  F. 

EN-DOR'  [or  En'dor  (A.  V.)]  ("lVl'^27  [in 

Ps.  Ixxxiii.,  "1ST^'^37]=sy>n>).i7(yZ>or[i.  e.  habi- 
tation^ :  ' AevStip ;  [in  1  Sam.,  Vat.  AeXStop ;  Comp. 
'EvSdp;  in  Josh.,  LXX.   om. :]  Endor),  a  place 

which,  with  its  "daughter-towns"  (m33),  was 
in  the  territory  of  Issachar,  and  yet  possessed  by 
Manasseh  (Josh.  xvii.  11).  This  was  the  case  with 
five  other  places  which  lay  partly  in  Asher,  partly 
in  Issachar,  and  seem  to  have  formed  a  kind  of 
district  of  then-  own  called  "  the  three,  or  the  triple, 
Nepheih.''^ 

Endor  was  long  held  in  memory  by  the  Jewish 
people  as  connected  with  the  great  victory  over 
Sisera  and  Jabin.  Taanach,  Megiddo,  and  the  tor- 
rent Kishon  aU  witnessed  the  discomfiture  of  the 
huge  host,  but  it  was  emphatically  to  Endor  that 
the  tradition  of  the  death  of  the  two  chiefs  at- 
tached itself  (Ps.  Ixxxiii.  9,  10).  Possibly  it  was 
some  recollection  of  this,  some  fame  of  sanctity  or 
good  omen  in  Endor,  which  drew  the  unhappy  Saul 
thither  oil  the  eve  of  his  last  engagement  with  an 
enemy  no  less  hateful  and  no  less  destructive  than 
the  Midianites  (1  Sam.  xxviii.  7).  Endor  is  not 
again  mentioned  in  the  Scriptures;  but  it  was 
known  to  Eusebius,  who  descril)es  it  as  a  large  vil- 
lage 4  miles  S.  of  Tabor.  Here  to  the  north  of 
Jebel  Duhy  (the  "Little  Ileniion  "  of  travellers), 
the  name  still  lingers,  attached  to  a  considerable 
but  now  deserted  village.  The  rock  of  the  mount- 
ain, on  the  slope  of  which  Knditr  stands,  is  hol- 
lowed into  caves,  one  of  which  may  wqII  have  been 
the  scene  of  the  incantation  of  the  witcii  (Van  de 
Velde,  ii.  383 ;  h'ob.  ii.  .360;  Stanley,  p.  34.-)).  The 
distance  fronv  the  slopes  of  Gillioa  to  Endor  is  7  ot 
8  miles,  over  difficult  ground.  (». 
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*  Endor  had  its  name  evidently  from  a  spring 
which  made  tlie  place  habitable  (Sim.  Onomast.  p. 
226);  and  it  is  found  that  one  of  the  caves  there  has 
now  "  a  little  spring  in  it,  the  water  from  which 
runs  down  the  hill ;  the  supply  is  small,  but  is  said 
to  be  imfailing  "  (Porter's  Ilandb.  ii.  358).  For 
the  striking  manner  in  which  the  position  of  En- 
d/rr^  and  various  customs  of  the  people  at  present 
illustrate  the  account  of  Saul's  visit  to  the  necro- 
mancer, see  Thomson's  Land  and  Book,  ii.  161. 
As  to  the  nature  of  that  transaction,  see  Magic. 

H. 

*  ENDOW  (from  cfos,  a  dowry)  means  in  Ex. 
xxii.  16  to  furnish  with  a  dower  or  marriage-por- 
tion, though  the  expression  there  does  not  so  much 
translate  as  explain  the  Hebrew.  This  of  course 
is  the  meaning  also  in  the  marriage  service  of  the 
English  Church,  "  With  all  my  worldly  goods  I 
thee  endow.''''  "  Endue,"  a  different  form  only,  has 
this  sense  in  Gen.  xxx.  20.  H. 

*  ENDUE.     [Endow.] 

*  E'NEAS.     [.Eneas.] 
EN-EGLA'IM    (D^b5^-"|'»37  =  sp9*m^    of 

tico  heifers:  'EvayaWelfi;  [Vat.  Alex.  E.vaya- 
A.€i/x:]  EngulUm),  a  place  named  only  by  Ezekiel 
(xlvii.  10),  apparently  as  on  the  Dead  Sea;  but 
whether  near  to  or  far  from  En-gedi,  on  the  west  or 
east  side  of  the  Sea,  it  is  impossible  to  ascertain 
from  the  text.  In  his  comment  on  the  passage, 
Jerome  locates  it  at  the  embouchure  of  the  Jordan ; 
but  this  is  not  sup[X)rted  by  other  evidence.  By 
some  (e.  g.  Gesenius,  Thes.  p.  1019)  it  is  thought 
to  be  identical  with  Eglaim,  but  the  two  words 
are  different,  En-eglaim  containing  the  Ain,  which 
is  rarely  changed  for  any  other  aspirate.  G. 

ENEMES'SAR  {'Evefiia-crapos,  ^Eveufcradp, 
[etc.:  Salinanasar])  is  the  name  under  which 
Shalmaneser  appears  in  the  book  of  Tobit  (i.  2, 
[13,]  15,  (fee.).  This  book  is  not  of  any  historical 
authority,  being  a  mere  work  of  imagination  com- 
posed probably  by  an  Alexandrian  Jew,  not  earlier 
than  B.  c.  300.  The  change  of  the  name  is  a  cor- 
ruption—  the  first  syllable  S/ial  being  dropped 
(compare  the  Bupalussor  of  Abydeni's,  which  rep- 
resents iV'ibopolassar),  and  the  order  of  the  liquids 
m  and  n  being  reversed.  The  author  of  Tobit 
makes  Enemessar  lead  the  children  of  Israel  into 
captivity  (i.  2),  following  the  apparent  narrative  of 
the  book  of  Kings  (2  K.  xvii.  3-6,  xviii.  9-11). 
He  regards  Sennacherib  not  only  as  his  successor 
but  as  his  son  (i.  15),  for  which  he  has  probably  no 
authority  beyond  his  own  speculations  upon  the 
text  of  Scripture.  As  Sennacherib  is  proved  by 
the  Assyrian  inscriptions  to  be  the  son  of  Sargon, 
no  weight  can  be  properly  attached  to  the  historical 
statements  in  Tobit.  The  book  is,  in  the  fullest 
sense  of  the  word,  apocryphal.  G.  R. 

ENE'NIUS  {'Evw^os  [(gen.  of  'E.'tjvtjs?); 
Vat.  Aid. 'E»'7)j'(os;  Alex.  Ei/jyi/iou  (gen.  ?):]  Em- 
manius),  one  of  the  leaders  of  the  people  who  re- 
turned from  captivity  with  Zorobabel  (1  Esdr.  v. 
8).  There  is  no  name  corresponding  in  the  lists 
of  Ezra  and  Nehemiah. 

ENGADTDI  (eV  alyia\ois\  [Sin.c"  ev  'E.vydS- 
%ois\  Comp.  eV  TaSSt :]■*'*  Cades),  Ecclus.  xxiv. 
14.     [En-gedi.] 

EN-GAN'NIM  (□''3r"J"'5?  =  spring  of  gar- 
dens). 1.  A  city  in  the  low  country  of  Judah, 
lamed  between  Zanoah  and  Tappuah  (Josh.  xv.  34). 
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The  LXX.  in  this  place  is  so  different  from  the 
Hebrew  that  the  name  is  not  recognizable.  Vulg 
^•En-  Gannim. 

2.  A  city  on  the  border  of  Issachar  (.Josh.  xix. 
21;  '\ewv  Ka\To^iJ.6.v;  Alex,  yji/ roi'vi/i;  [Comp. 
Aid.  'EyyavviiJ.'^  En- Gannim);  allotted  with  its 
"suburbs"  to  the  Gershonite  Levites  (xxi.  29; 
n7;7^  ypanfjiiTOJv.  En-Gannim).  These  notices 
contain  no  indication  of  the  position  of  En-gannim 
with  reference  to  any  known  place,  but  there  is 
great  probability  in  the  conjecture  of  Robinson  (ii. 
315)  that  it  is  identical  with  the  Ginaia  of  Jo- 
sephus  {Ant.  xx.  6,  §  1),  which  again,  there  can  be 
little  doubt,  survives  in  the  modern  Jenin,  the  first 
village  encountered  on  the  ascent  from  the  great 
l)lain  of  Esdraelon  into  the  hills  of  the  central 
country.  Jenin  is  still  surrounded  by  the  "or- 
chards" or  "gardens"  which  interpret  its  ancient 
name,  and  the  "  spring  "  is  to  this  day  the  charac- 
teristic object  in  the  place  (Rob.  ii.  315;  Stanley, 
p.  349,  note;  Van  de  Velde,  p. -359).  The  position 
of  Jenin  is  also  in  striking  agreement  with  the  re- 
quirements of  lieth-hag-Gan  (A.  V.  "  the  garden- 
house;  "  Bat9ydv),  in  the  direction  of  which  Aha- 
ziah  fled  from  Jehu  (2  K.  ix.  27).  The  rough 
road  of  the  ascent  was  probably  too  much  for  his 
chariot,  and,  keeping  the  more  level  ground,  he 
made  for  Megiddo,  where  he  died  (see  Stanley,  p. 
349). 

In  the  lists  of  I^ntical  cities  in  1  Chr.  \i.  Anem 
is  substituted  for  En-gannim.  Possibly  it  is  merely 
a  contraction.  G. 

EN-GE'DI  0"T|  "l"*^,  the  fountain  of  theUd: 
[*A7/(oS7;s,]  'E770551,  'Ev-yoSSf,  [etc.:]  Arabic, 
(^cX^  ^^wxft  :    [En-gaddi]),  a   town   in   the 

wilderness  of  Judah  (Josh.  xv.  62),  on  the  western 
shore  of  the  Dead  Sea  (Ez.  xlvii.  10).    Its  original 

name  was  Hazezon-Tamar  ("IXSn  "|1^!Jn,  the 
piruning  of  the  palm),  doubtless,  as  .Tosephus  says, 
on  account  of  the  palm  groves  which  surrounded 
it  (2  Chr.  XX.  2;  Ecclus.  xxiv.  14;  Joseph.  Ant. 
ix.  1,  §  2).  Some  doubt  seems  to  have  existed  in 
the  early  centuries  of  our  era  as  to  its  true  position. 
Stephanus  places  it  near  Sodom  (Steph.  B.  s.  v.); 
Jerome  at  the  south  end  of  the  Dead  Sea  ( Comm. 
in  Ez.  xlvii. ) ;  but  .Josephus  more  correctly  at  the 
distance  of  300  stadia  from  .Jerusalem  {Ant.  ix.  1, 
§2).  Its  site  is  now  well  known.  It  is  about  the 
middle  of  the  western  shore  of  the  lake.  Here  is 
a  rich  plain,  half  a  mile  square,  sloping  very  gently 
from  the  base  of  the  mountains  to  the  water,  and 
shut  in  on  the  north  by  a  lofty  promontory.  About 
a  mile  up  the  western  acclivity,  and  at  an  elevation 
of  some  400  feet  above  the  plain,  is  the  fountain 
of  Ain  Jidy,  from  which  the  place  gets  its  name. 
The  water  is  sweet,  but  the  temperature  is  81° 
Fahr.  It  bursts  from  the  limestone  rock,  and 
rushes  down  the  steep  descent,  fretted  by  many  a 
nigged  crag,  and  raining  its  spray  over  verdant 
borders  of  acacia,  mimosa,  and  lotus.  On  reach- 
ing the  plain,  the  brook  crosses  it  in  nearly  a 
straight  Hne  to  the  sea.  During  a  greater  part  of 
the  year,  however,  it  is  absorbed  in  the  thirsty  soil. 
Its  banks  are  now  cultivated  by  a  few  families  of 
Arabs,  who  generaUy  pitch  their  tents  near  this 
spot.  The  soil  is  exceedingly  fertile,  and  in  such 
a  climate  it  might  be  made  to  produce  the  rarest 
fruits  of  tropical  cUmes.  Traces  of  the  old  city 
exist  upon  the  plain  and  lower  declivity  of  the 
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moimtain,  on  the  south  bank  of  the  brook.  They 
are  rude  and  iniinteresting,  consisting  merely  of 
foundations  and  shapeless  heaps  of  unhewn  stones. 
A  sketch  by  M.  Belly,  taken  from  the  fountain,  and 
embracing  the  plain  on  the  shore,  and  the  south- 
west border  of  the  Dead  Sea,  will  be  found  in  the 
Atlas  of  Plat«s  to  De  Saulcy's  Voyage,  pi.  viii. 
A  much  better  one  is  given  under  Sea,  thk  Salt. 

The  history  of  En-gedi,  though  it  reaches  back 
nearly  4000  years,  may  be  told  in  a  few  sentences. 
It  was  immediately  after  an  assault  upon  the 
"Amorites,  that  dwelt  in  Ilazezon-Tamar,"  that 
the  five  Mesopotamian  kings  were  attacked  by  the 
rulers  of  the  plaui  of  Sodom  (Gen.  xiv.  7 ;  comp.  2 
Chr.  XX.  2).  It  is  probable  that  ih&  fountain  was 
always  called  En-gedi,  and  that  the  ancient  town 
buUt  on  the  pLain  below  it  got  in  time  the  same 
name.  Saul  was  told  that  David  was  in  the 
"  wilderness  of  En-gedi ;  "  and  he  took  "  3000  men, 
and  went  to  seek  David  and  his  men  upon  the 
rocks  of  the  wild  ga<tU  "  (1  Sam.  xxiv.  1-4).  These 
animals  still  frequent  the  cliffs  above  and  around 
the  fountain ;  the  Arabs  call  them  Beden.  At  a 
later  period  En-gedi  was  the  gathering-place  of  the 
Moabites  and  Ammonites  who  went  up  against 
Jerusalem,  and  fell  in  the  valley  of  Berachah  (2 
Chr.  XX.  2).  It  is  remarkable  that  this  is  the  usual 
route  taken  in  the  present  day  by  such  predatory 
bands  from  Moab  as  make  incursions  into  Southern 
Palestine.  They  pass  round  the  southern  end  of 
the  Dead  Sea,  then  up  the  road  along  its  western 
shore  to  Ain  Jidy,  and  thence  toward  Hebron, 
Tekoa,  or  Jerusalem,  as  the  prospects  of  plunder 
seem  most  inviting. 

The  vineyards  of  En-gedi  were  celebrated  by 
Solomon  (Cant.   i.    14);  its  balsam  by  Josephus 
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{Ant.  ix.  1,  §  2),  and  its  pahns  by  Pliny  —  "En- 
gadda  oppidum  fuit,  secundum  ab  Hierosolymis 
fertilitate  palmetonmique  nemoribus  "  (v.  17).  But 
vine3-ards  no  longer  clothe  the  mountain-side,  and 
neither  pahn-tree  nor  balsam  is  seen  on  the  plain. 
In  the  fourth  century  there  was  still  a  large  village 
at  En-gedi  (Orumi.  s.  v.);  it  must  have  been 
abandoned  very  soon  afterwards,  for  there  is  no 
subsequent  reference  to  it  in  history,  nor  are  there 
any  traces  of  recent  habitation  (Porter's  Handbook, 
p.  242;  Rob.  i.  507).  There  is  a  curious  reference 
to  it  in  Mandeville  (Early  Trav.  p.  179),  who  says 
that  the  district  between  Jericho  and  the  Dead  Sea 
is  "  the  land  of  Dengadda  "  (Fr.  d Engadda),  and 
that  the  balm  trees  were  "  still  called  vines  of 
Gady."  J.  L.  P. 

ENGINE,  a  term  exclusively  applied  to  military 
affiiirs  in  the  Bible.  The  Hebrew  "jlit^n  (2  Chr. 
xxvi.  15)  is  its  counterpart  in  etjTnological  mean- 
ing, each  referring  to  the  ingenuity  (engine,  from 
ingenium)  displayed  in  the  contrivance.  The  en- 
gines to  which  the  term  is  applied  in  2  Chr.  were 
designed  to  propel  various  missiles  from  the  walls 
of  a  besieged  town;  one,  like  the  bfdista,  was  for 
stones,  consisting  probably  of  a  strong  spring  and 
a  tube  to  give  the  right  direction  to  the  stone; 
another,  like  the  catajmltn,  for  arrows,  an  enormous 
stationary  bow.  The  invention  of  these  is  assigned 
to  Uzziah's  time  —  a  statement  which  is  supported 
both  by  the  absence  of  such  contrivances  in  the 
representations  of  Egyptian  and  Assyrian  warfare, 
and  by  the  traditional  belief  that  the  balista  was 
invented  in  Syria  (Pliny,  vii.  56).  Luther  gives 
brustwehren,  i.  e.  "  parapets,"  as  the  meaning  of 
the  term.     Another  war-engine,  with  which  the 
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Assyrian  war-engines,  lW)m  Botta,  pi.  160. 


Hebrews  were  acquainted,  was  the  batt«ring-rara, 

described  in  Ez.  xxvi.  9,  as  *lb!3p  *'nil3,  lit.  a 

.  t:'t        •  :  ' 

beating  of  that  which  is  in  front,  hence  a  ram  for 

striking  walls ;  and  still  more  precisely  in  Ez.  iv.  2, 

xxi.  22,  as  "^2,  a  ram.  The  use  of  this  instrument 
was  well  known  both  to  the  Egyptians  (Wilkinson, 
i.'359)  and  the  Assyrians.  The  references  in  Eze- 
kiel  are  to  the  one  used  by  the  latter  people,  con- 
sisting of  a  high  and  stoutly  built  frame-work  on 
four  wheels,  covered  in  at  the  sides  in  order  to 
protect  the  men  moving  it,  and  armed  with  one  or 
two  pointed  weapons.  Their  appearance  was  very 
different  from  that  of  the  lioman  ai-ies  with  which 
the  Jews  afterwards  became  acquainted  (Joseph. 
B.  J.  iii.  7,  §  19).  No  notice  is  taken  of  the  | 
iestwJo  or  the  vinea  (cf.  Ez.  xxvi.  9,  Vulg.);  but  it ' 


is  not  improbable  that  tlie  Hebrews  were  acquainted 
with  them  (cf.  Wilkinson,  i.  361).  The  marginal 
rendering  "engines  of  shot"  (Jer.  vi.  0,  xxxii.  24; 
Ez.  xxvi.  8)  is  incorrect.  W.  L.  B. 

ENGRAVER.  The  term  tt^^n,  so  trans- 
lated in  the  A.  V.,  applies  broadly  to  any  artifcer, 
whether  in  w(5od,  stone,  or  metal :  to  restrict  it  to 
the  engraver  in  Ex.  xxxv.  35,  xxxviii.  23,  is  im- 
proper: a  similar  latitude  must  be  given  to  the 

term  H^^Q,  which  expresses  the  operation  of  the 
artificer:  in  Zech.  iii.  9,  ordinary  stone-cutting  is 
evidently  intended.     The  specific  description  of  an 

engraver  was  ^SM  tt7^n  (Ex.  xxviii.  11),  and 
his  chief  business  was  cutting  names  or  devices  on 
rings  and  seals ;  the  only  notices  of  engraving  are 
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in  connection  with  the  high-priest's  dress  —  the 
two  onyx-stones,  tlie  twelve  jewels,  and  the  niitrc- 
plate  having  inscriptions  on  them  (Ex.  xxviii.  11, 
21,  36).  The  previous  notices  of  signets  (Gen. 
xxxviii.  18,  xli.  42)  imply  engraving.  The  art  was 
widely  spread  throughout  the  nations  of  antiquity, 
particularly  among  the  Egyptians  (Diod.  i.  78; 
Wilkinson,  iii.  373),  the  ^Ethiopians  (Her.  vii.  69), 
and  the  Indians  (V^on  Bohien,  liulien,  ii.  122). 

W.  L.  B. 

EN-HAD'DAH  (n^n"1"'^  .:=  shai-p,  or 
sioift  spring,  Gesen. :  Al/xapfK',  Alex,  yjv  A55a: 
[Enhadda]),  one  of  the  cities  on  the  border  of 
Issachar  named  next  to  En-gannim  (Josh.  xix.  21). 
Van  de  Velde  (i.  315)  would  identify  it  with  Ain- 
ffaud  on  the  western  side  of  Carmel,  and  about  2 
miles  only  from  the  sea.  [See  also  Thomson,  Land 
and  Bwk,  ii.  248.]  But  this  is  surely  out  of  the 
limits  of  the  tribe  of  Issachar,  and  rather  in  Asher 
or  Manasseh.  G. 

EN-HAK-KO'RE  [A.  V.  En-hakkore] 
(S^^pn  1"^^  =  the  spring  of  the  ciier :  Tnjyi) 
Tov  iiriKaXovfXfvov'-i  [Alex.  €irjKA.TjTos :  fom  mvo- 
cantis] ),  the  spring  which  burst  out  in  answer  to 
the  "  cry "  of  Samson  after  his  exploit  with  the 
jaw-bone    (Judg.  xv.  19).     The   nime   is   a   pun 

founded  on  the  word  in  verse  18,  yikra  (Np|7^, 
A.  V.  "he  called").  The  word  Maktesh,  which 
in  the  story  denotes  the  "  hollow  place  "  (literally, 
the  "  mortar")  in  the. jaw,  and  also  that  for  the 
"jaw  "  itself,  Lechi,  are  both  names  of  places.  Van 
de  Velde  {.Ueinoir,  p.  343)  endeavors  to  identify 
Lechi  with  Tell-el-Lekiyeh  4  miles  N;  of  Beer-sheba, 
and  En-hakkore  with  the  large  spring  between  the 
Tell  and  KhewelJ'th.  But  Sambon's  adventures 
appear  to  have  been  confined  to  a  narrow  circle, 
and  there  is  no  ground  for  extending  them  to  a 
distance  of  some  30  miles  from  Gaza,  which  Lekiyeh 
is,  even  in  a  straight  line.     [Lechi.]  G. 

EN-HA'ZOR  ("ll^n  1"*^  =  spring  of  the 
village:  irr)yi]'Acr6p'-  JCnhnsw), one  o( the  "fenced 
cities  "  in  the  inheritance  of  Naphtali,  distinct  from 
Hazor,  named  between  Edrei  and  Iron,  and  ap- 
parently not  far  from  Kedesh  (Josh.  xix.  37).  It 
has  not  jet  been  identified.  G. 

EN-MISH'PAT  (t:)Q2?»  ^5?  [/<>«»<«»«  of 
judgment]  :  ^  Trnyr)  r^y  Kpia-eam  :  ifons  Mis- 
phat]),  Gen.  xiv.  7.     [Kadesh.] 

B'NOCH,  and  once  [twice,  1  Chr.  i.  3,  33] 
HE'NOCH  CiT'"^3n  =  Chandc  [initiated  or  ini- 
liating,  Ges. ;  teaching,  teacher,  Fiirst] :  Philo,  de 
Post.  Caini,  §  11,  kp^t.y\vevtTai  'Evi^x  X^P'-^  ffov', 
'Evtoxi  'Joseph. ''Avcaxos-  Henoch).  1.  The  eldest 
son  of  Cain  (Gen.  iv.  17  [Chanoch,  A.  V.  marg.] ), 
who  called  the  city  which  he  built  after  his  name. 
Ewald  {Gesch.  i.  356,  note)  fancies  that  there  is  a 
reference  to  the  Phrygian  Icouium,  in  which  city 
a  legend  of  "AvwaKos  was  preserved,  evidently  de- 
rived from  the  Biblical  account  of  the  father  of 
Methuselah  (Steph.  Byz.  s.  v.  '1k6viov,  Suid.  s.  v. 
'NafvaKoi).  Other  places  have  been  identified  with 
the   site   of  Enoch  with    little   probability;  e.  g. 

nuchta  in  Susiana,  the  Heniachi  in  the  Caucasus, 

2.  [Vulg.  in  Jude  14,  Enoch.']  The  son  of  Jared 
T^.o  a  descent,  cf.  Jordan),  and  father  of  Me- 

liuselah  (HlPttJ^np,  a  man  ofai-ms;  I'hilo,  /.  c. 
■47 
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§  J2,  MaOovadXefi  4^awoffTo\^  Oavdrov  (Gen.  v.. 
18  fF. ;  Luke  iii.  37)).  In  the  Epistle  of  Jude  (ver. 
14,  cf.  Enoch  Ix.  8)  he  is  described  as  "  the  seventh 
from  Adam;  "  and  the  number  is  probably  noticed 
as  conveying  the  idea  of  divine  completioi  and  rest 
(cf.  August,  c.  Faust,  xii.  14),  while  Enoch  was 
himself  a  type  of  perfected  humanity,  "  a  man  raised 
to  heaven  by  pleasing  God,  while  angels  fell  to  earth 
by  transgression"  (Iren.  iv.  16,  2).  The  other 
numbers  connected  with  his  history  appear  too 
symmetrical  to  be  without  meaning.  He  was  born 
when  Jared  was  162  (9x6X3)  years  old,  and 
after  the  birth  of  his  eldest  son  in  his  65th 
(5  X  6  -f-  7 )  year  he  lived  300  years.  From  the 
period  of  365  years  assigned  to  his  life,  Ewald  (i. 
356),  with  very  little  probability,  regards  him  as 
"the  god  of  the  new-year,"  but  the  number  may  • 
have  been  not  without  influence  on  the  later  tradi- 
tions which  assigned  to  Enoch  the  discovery  of  the 
science  of  astronomy  {affrpoKoyia,  Eupolemus  ap. 
Euseb.  Prcep.  Ev.  ix.  17,  where  he  is  identified 
with  Atlas).  After  the  birth  of  Jlethuselah  it  is 
said  (Gen.  v.  22-24)  that  Enoch  "  walked  with  God 
300  years  .  .  .  and  he  was  not ;  for  God  took  him  " 

(nfTV;  jueT€077K«j',  LXX.  (here only):  tulit,\n\g.). 

The  phrase  »  walked  with  God  "  (^Ht^  "TllPHni 

DTl^Sn)    is    elsewhere    only    used    of   Js'oah 

•     v.  t:  •' 

(Gen.  vi.  9;  cf.  Gen.  xvii.  1,  &c.),  and  is  to  be 
explained  of  a  prophetic  life  spent  in  immediate 
converse  with  the  spiritual  world  (Enoch  xii.  2, 
"  All  his  action  was  with  the  holy  ones,  and  with 
the  watchers  during  his  life  ").  There  is  no  fuither 
mention  of  Enoch  in  the  0.  T.,  but  in  Ecclesiasti- 
cus  (xlix.  14)  he  is  brought  forward  as  one  of  the 
peculiar  glories  (ouSe  eh  iKTiadr]  oTos  'E.)  of  the 
Jews,  for  he  was  taken  up  {ai'e\ri(pdT],  Alex. 
fiererfdri)  from  the  earth.  "He  pleased  the  Lord 
and  was  translated  [into  Paradise,  Vulg.]  being  a 
pattern  of  repentance"  (I*xclus.  xliv.  16).  In  the 
Epistle  to  the  Hebrews  the  spring  and  issue  of 
Enoch's  life  are  clearly  marked.  "  By  faith  Enoch 
was  translated  (^ereTeOrj,  translatus  ast,  Vulg.V 
that  he  should  not  see  death  ...  for  before  his 
translation  (fifTadecrfus)  he  had  this  testimony,, 
that  he  pleased  God."  The  contrast  to  this  divine 
judgment  is  found  in  the  constrained  words  of 
Josephus:  "Enoch  departed  to  the  Deity  {ai/^^ 
X<ipVO'f  irpby  rh  6e7ov),  whence  [the  sacred  writersj 
have  not  recorded  his  death  "  (Ant.  i.  3,  §  4). 

The  Biblical  notices  of  Enoch  were  a  fruitful 
source  of  speculation  in  later  times.  Some  theolo- 
gians disputed  with  subtilty  as  to  the  place  to  which 
he  was  removed ;  whether  it  was  to  paradise  or  to 
the  immediate  presence  of  God  (cf.  Feuardentius 
ad  Iren.  v.  5),  though  others  more  wisely  declined 
to  discuss  the  question  (Thilo,  Cod.  Ai>ocr.  N.  T. 
p.  758).  On  other  points  there  was  greater  una- 
nimity. Both  the  Latin  and  Greek  fathers  com- 
monly coupled  Enoch  and  Ehjah  as  historic  wit- 
nesses of  the  possibility  of  a  resurrection  of  the 
body  and  of  a  true  human  existence  in  glory  (Iren. 
iv.  5,  1;  Tertull.  de  Resurr.  Cam.  58;  Hieron.  c. 
Joan.  Hierosol.  §§  29,  32,  pp.  437,  440);-  and  the 
voice  of  early  ecclesiastical  tradition  is  almost 
unanimous  in  regarding  them  as  "  the-  two  wit- 
nesses "  (Rev.  xi.  3  fF.)  who  should  fall  before  "tlie 
beast."  and  afterwards  be  raised  to  heaven  before 
the  great  judgment  (Hippol.  Frag,  in  Ikm.  xxii.; 
de  Aiilirhr.  xliii. ;  Cosmas  Indie,  p.  75,-ap.  Thilo, 
Kara  t))v  iKK\r)aia(rTiKi]v  irapdSoaiy',.  TertuU.  de 
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Ammo,  59 ;  Ambros.  in  Psalm,  xlv.  4 ;  Evang. 
Nicod.  c.  XXV.  on  which  Thilo  has  almost  exhausted 
the  question:  Cod.  Apoc.  N.  7^.  p.  765  f.)-  Tliis 
belief  removed  a  serious  difficulty  which  was  sup- 
posed to  attach  to  their  translation ;  for  thus  it  was 
made  clear  that  they  would  at  last  discharge  the 
common  debt  of  a  sinful  humanity,  from  which 
they  were  not  exempted  by  their  glorious  removal 
from  the  earth  (Tertull.  de  Aniiiui,  1.  c. ;  August. 
Op.  imp.  c.  Jul.  vi.  30). 

In  later  times  Enoch  was  celebrated  as  the  in- 
ventor of  writuig,  arithmetic,  and  astronomy  (Euseb. 
Prcep.  Ev.  ix.  17).  He  is  said  to  have  iiilled  300 
books  with  the  revelations  which  he  received,  and 
is  commonly  identified  with  Edris  (i.  e.  tht  learned), 
who  is  commemorated  in  the  Koran  (cap.  19)  as 
one  "exalted  [by  God]  to  a  high  place"  (cf.  Sale, 
I.  c;  Hottinger,  IJist.  Orient,  p.  30  ff.).  But  these 
traditions  were  probably  due  to  the  apocryphal  book 
which  bears  his  name  (cf.  Fabric.  Cod.  pstvdep. 
V.  T.  i.  215  ff.). 

Some  (Buttm.  3fythol.  i.  176  ff.;  Ewald,  I.  c.) 
have  found  a  trace  of  the  history  of  Enoch  in  the 
Phrj-gian  legend  of  Annacus  CAvvukos,  NdwuKos), 
who  was  distinguished  for  his  piety,  lived  300  years, 
and  predicted  the  deluge  of  Deucalion.  [Enoch, 
1.]  In  the  A.  V.  of  1  (Jhr.  i.  3,  the  name  is  given 
as  Henoch. 

3.  The  third  son  of  Midian,  the  son  of  Abraham 
by  Keturah  (Gen.  xxv.  4,  A.  V.  Hunoch  ;  1  Chr. 
i.  33,  A.  V.  Henoch). 

4.  [Vulg.  in  1  Chr.  v.  3,  Enoch.']  The  eldest 
son  of  Reuben  (A.  V.  Ilanoch ;  Gen.  xlvi.  9 ;  Ex. 
vi.  14;  1  Chr.  v.  3),  from  whom  came  "  the  family 
of  the  Hanochites"  (Num.  xxvi.  5). 

5.  In  2  Esdr.  vi.  49,  51,  Enoch  stands  in  the 
Latin  (and  Eng.)  Version  for  Behemoth  in  the 
-^thiopic.  B.  F.  W. 

E'NOCH,  THE  BOOK  OF,  is  one  of  the 
most  important  remains  of  that  early  apocalyptic 
literature  of  which  the  bof)k  of  Daniel  is  the  grciit 
prototype.  From  its  vigorous  style  and  wide  range 
of  speculation  the  book  is  well  worthy  of  the  atten- 
tion which  it  received  in  the  first  ages ;  and  recent 
investigations  have  still  left  many  points  for  further 
inquiry. 

1.  The  history  of  the  book  is  remarkable.  The 
first  trace  of  its  existence  is  generally  found  in  the 
Epistle  of  St.  Jude  (14,  15;  cf.  Enoch,  i.  9),  but 
the  words  of  the  Apostle  leave  it  uncertain  whether 
he  derived  his  quotation  from  tradition  (Hofmann, 
Schri/tbewtis,  i.  420)  or  from  writing  {inpofp^nv- 
aty  .  .  .  "Evd>x  ^fyecv),  though  the  wide  spread 
of  the  ixjok  in  the  second  century  seems  almost 
decisive  in  favor  of  the  latter  supposition.  It  ap- 
pears to  have  been  known  to  Justin  (Apol.  ii.  5), 
IrenEBUs  {Adv.  Hcer.  iv.  16,  2),  and  Anatolius 
(ICuseb.  //.  E.  vii.  32).  Clement  of  Alexandria 
(Ecliit/.  p.  801)  and  Origen  (yet  comp.  c.  Cth.  v. 
p.  267,  ed.  Spenc.)  both  make  use  of  it,  and  numer- 
ous references  occur  to  the  "writing,"  "books," 
and  "words"  of  Enoch  in  the  Testaments  of  the 
XII.  Patriarchs,  which  present  more  or  less  resem- 
blance to  passages  in  the  j)resent  l)Ook  (Fabr.  (W. 
psewJep.  V.  T.  i.  161  ff. ;  Gfriirer,  Pi-oph.  psewlep. 
p.  273  f.).  Tertullian  {De  Cult.  Fern.  i.  3;  cf.  De 
Jdd.  4)  expressly  quotes  the  book  as  one  which  wa.s 
"  not  received  by  some,  nor  admitted  into  the  Jewish 
canon  "  (in  annarium  Judaicum),  but  defends  it  on 
account  of  its  reference  to  ( 'hrist  ("  leginius  omnem 
tcripturam   oidificationi   habilem    divinitus   inspi- 
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rari").  Augustine  {De  Civ.  xv.  23,  4)  and  an 
anonymous  writer  whose  work  is  prmted  with 
Jerome's  {Brew  in  Psalm,  cxxxii.  2;  cf.  Hil.  ad 
Psalm.  1.  c.)  were  both  acquainted  with  it;  but 
from  their  time  till  the  revival  of  letters  it  was 
known  in  the  Western  Church  only  by  the  quotas 
tion  in  St.  Jude  (Dillmann,  Einl.  p.  Ivi.).  In  the 
I^astern  Church  it  was  known  some  centuries  later. 
Considerable  fragments  are  preserved  in  the  Chro- 
nographi'i  of  Georgius  Syncellus  (c.  792  a.  d.),  and 
these,  with  the  scanty  notices  of  earlier  writers 
constituted  the  sole  remains  of  the  book  known  in 
Europe  till  the  close  of  the  last  .century.  Mean- 
while, however,  a  report  was  current  that  the  entire 
book  was  preserved  in  Abyssinia;  and  at  length, 
in  1773,  Bruce  brought  with  him  on  his  return 
from  Egypt  three  MSS.,  containing  the  complete 
^Ethiopic  translation.  Notwithstanding  the  interest 
which  the  discovery  excited,  the  first  detailed  notice 
of  tliis  translation  was  given  by  Silvestre  de  Sacy 
in  1800,  and  it  was  not  published  till  the  edition 
of  Archbishop  Laurence  in  1838  {Libri  Enoch 
versio  ^Ethiopica  .'  .  .  Oxon.).  But  in  the  inter- 
val Laurence  published  an  English  translation,  with 
an  introduction  and  notes,  which  passed  through 
three  editions  {The  Book  of  Enoch,  &e.  by  K. 
Laurence.  Oxford,  1821,  1833, 1838).  The  trans- 
lation of  I^urence  formed  the  basis  of  the  German 
edition  of  Hoffmann  {Das  Buck  Henoch,  ...  A. 
G.  Hoffmann,  Jena,  1833-38);  and  Gfrcrer,  in 
1840,  gave  a  Latin  translation  constructed  from 
the  translations  of  Laurence  and  Hoffmann  {Pro- 
phetce  veteres  jjsewlepifp-aphi  .  .  .  ed.  A.  F. 
Gfrorer,  Stuttgartia;,  1840).  All  these  editions  were 
superseded  by  those  of  Dillmann,  who  edited  the 
/Ethiopic  text  from  five  MSS.  {Liber  Henoch, 
jEthio^nce,  Lipsise,  1851),  and  afterwards  gave  a 
German  translation  of  the  book  with  a  good  intro- 
duction and  commentary  {Das  Buch  Henoch,  .  .  . 
von  Dr.  A.  Dillmann,  Ixipzig,  1853).  The  work 
of  Dillmann  gave  a  fresh  impulse  to  the  study  of 
the  book.  Among  the  essays  which  were  called 
out  by  it  the  most  important  were  those  of  Ewald 
( Uber  des  Athiopischen  Bitches  Henokh  Entstehuny, 
&c.,  Gottingen,  1854)  and  Hilgenfeld  {Diejiidische 
Apohalyptik,  Jena,  1857).  The  older  literature  on 
the  subject  is  reviewed  by  Fabricius  ( Cml.  pstudep. 
V.  T.  i.  199  ff.). 

2.  The  ^Ethiopic  translation  was  made  from  the 
Greek,  and  it  was  probably  made  about  the  same 
time  as  the  translation  of  the  Bible  with  which  it 
was  afterwards  connectetl,  or  in  other  words,  towards 
the  middle  cr  close  of  the  fourth  century.  The 
general  coincidence  of  the  translation  with  the 
patristic  quotations  of  corresjwnding  passages  shows 
satisfiictorily  that  the  t«xt  from  which  it  was  derivc<l 
was  the  same  as  that  current  in  the  early  Church, 
though  one  considerable  passage  quoted  by  (ieorg. 
Syncell.  is  wanting  in  the  present  book  (Dilhn.  ]). 
85).  But  it  is  still  uncertain  whether  the  Greek 
text  was  the  original,  or  itself  a  translation.  One 
of  the  earliest  references  to  the  book  occurs  in  the 
Hebrew  Book  of  Jubilees  (Dillm.  in  Ewald's  ./"Aj'A. 
1850,  p.  90),  and  the  names  of  the  angels  and  w^inds 
are  derived  from  Aramaic  roots  (cf.  Dillm.  p.  236 
ff.).  In  addition  to  this  a  Hebrew  book  of  Enoch 
was  known  and  used  by  Jewish  writers  till  the 
thirteenth  century  (Dillm.  /.-■'•/  "  '-vii-)i  so  t''"' 
on  these  grounds,  among  others,  many  have  suj)- 
posed  (J.  Scahger,  Laurence,  Hoffmann,  Dilhuanu) 
that  the  book  was  first  composed  in  Hel)rew 
(Aramaean).     In  such  a  case  no  stress  can  be  btid 


ENOCH,  THE  BOOK  OP 

upon  the  Hebraizing  style,  which  may  be  found  as 
well  in  an  author  as  in  a  translator ;  and  in  the 
absence  of  direct  evidence  it  is  dLthcult  to  weigh 
mere  conjectures.  On  the  one  hand,  if  the  book 
had  been  originally  written  in  Hebrew,  it  might 
seem  likely  that  it  would  have  been  more  used  by 
IJabbinical  teachers;  but,  on  the  other  hand,  the 
writer  certainly  appears  to  have  been  a  native  of 
Palestine,"  and  therefore  likely  to  have  employed 
the  popular  dialect.  If  the  hypothesis  of  a  Hebrew 
original  be  accepted,  which  as  a  hypothesis  seems 
to  be  the  more  plausible,  the  history  of  the  original 
and  the  version  finds  a  good  parallel  in  that  of  the 
"Wisdom  of  Sirach.     [Ecclesiasticus.] 

3.  In  its  present  shape  the  book  consists  of  a 
series  of  revelations  supposed  to  have  been  given  to 
Enocli  and  Noah,  which  extend  to  the  most  varied 
aspects  of  nature  and  life,  and  are  designed  to  oSijr 
a  comprehensive  vindication  of  the  action  of  Provi- 
dence. [Enoch.]  It  is  divided  into  five  parts. 
The  frst  part  (Cc.  1-36  Dillm.),  after  a  general 
introduction,  contains  an  account  of  the  fall  of  the 
angels  (Gen.  vi.  1)  and  of  the  judgment  to  come 
upon  them  and  upon  the  giants,  their  offspring 
(G-16 ) ;  and  this  is  followed  by  the  description  of 
the  journey  of  Enoch  through  the  earth  and  lower 
heaven  in  company  with  an  angel,  who  showed  to 
him  many  of  the  great  mysteries  of  nature,  the 
treasure-houses  of  tlie  storms  and  winds,  and  fires 
of  heaven,  the  prison  of.  the  fallen  and  the  land  of 
the  blessed  (17-36).  'Die  second  part  (37-71)  is 
styled  "a  vision  of  wisdom,"  and  consists  of  three 
"  parables,"  in  which  Enoch  relates  the  revelations 
of  the  higher  secrets  of  heaven  and  of  the  spiritual 
world  which  were  gi\en  to  him.  The  first  parable 
(38-44)  gives  chiefly  a  picture  of  the  future  bless- 
ings and  manifestation  of  the  righteous,  with  further 
details  as  to  the  heavenly  bodies;  the  second' (45-57) 
describes  in  splendid  imagery  the  coming  of  Messiah 
and  the  results  which  it  should  work  among  "  the 
elect  "  and  the  gainsayers;  the  third  (58-6U)  draws 
out  at  further  length  the  blessedness  of  "  the  elect 
and  holy,"  and  the  confusion  and  wretchedness  of 
the  sinful  rulers  of  the  world.  The  tidrd  p'lrt 
(72-82)  is  styled  "  the  book  of  the  course  of  the 
lights  of  heaven,"  and  deals  with  the  motions  of 
the  sun  and  moon,  and  the  changes  of  the  se;isons ; 
and  with  this  the  narrative  of  the  journey  of  Enoch 
closes.  The  fourth  part  (83-91)  is  not  distin- 
guished by  any  special  name,  but  contains  the  rec- 
ord of  a  dream  which  was  gi-anted  to  Enoch  in  his 
youth,  in  which  he  saw  the  history  of  the  kingdoms 
of  God  and  of  the  world  up  to  the  final  establish- 
ment of  the  throne  of  Messiah.  The  ffth  part 
(92-105)  contains  the  last  addresses  of  Enoch  to 
his  children,  in  which  the  teaching  of  the  former 
chapters  is  made  the  groundwork  of  earnest  exhor- 
tation. The  signs  which  attended  the  birth  of 
Noah  are  next  noticed  (106-7);  and  another  short 
"  writing  of  Enoch  "  (108)  forms  the  close  to  the 
whole  book  (cf.  Dillm.  Einl.  p.  i.  ff. ;  Liicke,  Ver- 
iuch  einer  vol/sldnd.  Einl.  &c.,  i.  93  ff.). 

4.  The  general  unity  which  the  book  possesses 
in  its  present  foi-m  marks  it,  in  the  main,  as  the 
work  of  one  man.  The  several  parts,  while  they 
are  complete  in  themselves,  are  still  connected  by 
the  development  of  a  common  purpose.  But  in- 
ternal coincidence  shows  with  equal  clearness  that 
different  fragments  were  incorporated  by  the  author 
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into  his  work,  and  some  additions  have  been  prob- 
ably made  afterwards.  Different  "  books  "  are  men- 
tioned in  early  times,  and  variations  in  style  and 
languj^e  are  discernible  in  the  present  book.  To 
distinguish  the  original  elements  and  later  inter- 
polations is  the  great  problem  which  still  remains 
to  be  solved,  for  the  difierent  theories  which  have 
been  proposed  are  barely  plausible.  In  each  case 
the  critic  seems  to  start  with  preconceived  notions 
as  to  what  was  to  be  expected  at  a  particular  time, 
and  forms  his  conclusions  to  suit  his  prejudices. 
Hofmann  and  Weisse  place  the  composition  of  the 
whole  work  after  the  Christian  era,  because  the  one 
thinks  that  St.  Jude  could  not  have  quoted  an 
apocryphal  book  (Hofmann,  Schrif'tbeweis,  i.  420 
ff.),  and  the  other  seeks  to  detach  Christianity 
altogether  from  a  Jewish  foundation  (Weisse, 
KvarKjellenfraye,  214  ff.).  Stuart  {Amencan  BM. 
Repos.  1840)  so  far  anticipated  the  argument  of 
Weisse  as  to  regard  the  Christology  of  the  book  as 
a  clear  sign  of  its  post-Christian  origin.  Ewald, 
according  to  his  usual  custom,  picks  out  the  dif- 
ferent elements  with  a  daring  confidence,  and  leaves 
a  result  so  complicated  that  no  one  can  accept  it  in 
its  details,  while  it  is  characterized  in  its  great 
features  by  rhasterly  judgment  and  sagacity.  He 
places  the  composition  of  the  groundwork  of  the 
book  at  various  intervals  between  144  b.  c.  and 
cir.  120  B.  €.,  and  supposes  that  the  whole  assumed 
its  present  form  in  the  first  half  of  the  century 
before  Christ.  Liicke  (2d  ed.)  distinguishes  two 
great  parts,  an  older  part  including  cc.  1-30,  and 
72-105,  which  he  dates  from  the  beginning  of  the 
Maccal)«an  struggle,  and  a  later,  cc.  37-71,  which 
he  assigns  to  the  period  of  the  rise  of  Herod  the 
Great  (141,  &c.).  He  supposes,  however,  that  later 
interpolations  were  made,  without  attempting  to 
ascertain  their  date.  I  )illmann  upholds  more  de- 
cidedly the  unity  of  the  book,  and  assigns  the  chief 
part  of  it  to  an  Aramajan  writer  of  the  time  of 
.John  Hyrcahus  (c.  110  B.  c).  To  this,  according 
to  him,  "  historical  "  and  "  Noachian  additions" 
were  made,  probably  in  the  Greek  translation  {hinl. 
p.  lii.).  Ktstlin  (quoted  by  Hilgenfeld,  p.  96,  &c.) 
assigns  cc.  1-16,  21-36,  72-105,  to  about  110  b.  c.  ; 
cc.  37-71  to  c.  B.  c.  100-(i4;  and  the  "Noachian 
additions"  and  c.  108  to  the  time  of  Herod  the 
Great.  Hilfcenfeld  himself  places  the  original  book 
(cc.  1-16;  20-36;  72-90;  91,  1-19;  93;  94-105) 
about  the  beginning  of  the  first  century  before 
Christ  {a.  a.  0.  p.  145  n.).  This  boolThe  supposes 
to  have  passed  through  the  hands  of  a  (Christian 
writer  who  lived  between  the  times  "  of  Saturninus 
and  Marcion "  (p.  181),  who  added  the  chief 
remaining  portions,  including  the  great  ^lessianic 
section,  cc.  37-71.  In  the  face  of  these  conflicting 
theories  it  is  evidently  impossible  to  dogmatize,  and 
the  evidence  is  insufficient  for  conclusive  reasoning. 
The  interpretation  of  the  Apocalyptic  histories  (cc. 
56,  57;  85-90),  on  which  the  chief  stress  is  laid 
for  fixing  the  date  of  the  book,  involves  necessarily 
minute  criticism  of  details,  wliich  belongs  rather 
to  a  commentary  than  to  a  general  introduction; 
but  notwithstanding  the  arguments  of  Hilgenfeld 
and  Jost  (Gesch.  d.  Jwl.  ii.  218  n.),  the  whole 
book  appears  to  be  distinctly  of  Jewish  origin. 
Some  inconsiderable  inteqwlations  may  have  been 
made  in  successivu  translations,  and  large  fragments 
of  a  much  earlier  date  were  undoubtedly  incor- 
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porated  into  the  work,  but  as  a  whole  it  may  be 
regarded  as  describing  an  important  phase  of  Jewish 
opinion  shortly  before  the  coming  of  Christ. 

5.  In  doctrine  the  booR  of  Enoch  exhibits  a 
great  advance  of  thought  within  the  limits  of  rev- 
elation in  each  of  the  great  divisions  of  knowledge. 
The  teaching  on  nature  is  a  curious  attempt  to 
reduce  the  scattered  images  of  the  O.  T.  to  a 
physical  system.  The  view  of  society  and  man, 
of  the  temporary  triumph  and  final  discomfiture 
of  the  oppressors  of  God's  people,  cames  out  into 
elaborate  detail  the  pregnant  images  of  Daniel. 
The  figure  of  the  Messiah  is  invested  with  majestic 
dignity  as  "  the  Son  of  God "  (c.  105,  2  only), 
"  whose  name  was  named  before  the  sun  was  made  " 
(48,  3),  and  who  existed  "  aforetime  in  the  pres- 
ence of  God"  (62,  6;  cf.  I.aurence,  Prel.  Diss.  li. 
f.).  And  at  the  same  time  his  human  attributes 
as  "  the  son  of  man,"  "  the  son  of  woman  "  (c.  62, 
5  only),  "the  elect  one,"  "the  righteous  one," 
"  the  anointed,"  are  brought  into  conspicuous  no- 
tice. The  mysteries  of  the  spiritual  world,  the 
connection  of  angels  and  men,  the  classes  and  min- 
istries of  the  hosts  of  heaven,  the  jMwer  of  Satan 
(40,  7;  65,  6),  and  the  legions  of  darkness,  the 
doctrines  of  resurrection,  retribution,  and  eternal 
punishment  (c.  22,  cf.  Dillm.  p.  xix.),  are  dwelt 
upon  with  growing  earnestness  as  the  horizon  of 
speculation  was  extended  by  intercourse  with  Greece. 
But  the  message  of  the  book  is  emphatically  one 
of  "faith  and  truth  "  (cf.  Dillm.  p.  32),  and  while 
the  writer  combines  and  repeats  the  thoughts  of 
Scripture,  he  adds  no  new  element  to  the  teaching 
of  the  prophets.  His  errors  spring  from  an  undis- 
ciplined attempt  to  explain  their  words,  and  from 
a  proud  exultation  in  present  success.  For  the 
great  characteristic  by  which  the  book  is  distin- 
guished from  the  later  apocalypse  of  Ezra  [Esdkas, 
2u  B(x)k]  is  the  tone  of  triumphant  expectation 
by  which  it  is  pervaded.  It  seems  to  repeat  in 
every  fonn  the  great  principle  that  the  world,  nat- 
ural, moral,  and  spiritual,  is  under  the  immediate 
government  of  God.  Hence  it  follows  that  there 
is  a  terrible  retribution  reserved  for  sinners,  and  a 
glorious  kingdom  prepared  for  the  righteous,  and 
Messiah  is  regarded  as  the  divine  mediator  of  this 
double  issue  (c.  90,  91).  Nor  is  it  without  a  strik- 
ing fitness  that  a  patriarch  translated  from  earth, 
and  admitted  to  look  ujwn  the  divine  majesty,  is 
chosen  as  "  the  herald  of  wisdom,  righteousness, 
and  judgment  to  a  people  who,  even  in  sufTering, 
saw  in  their  tyrants  only  the  victims  of  a  coming 
vengeance." 

6.  Notwithstanding  the  quotation  in  St.  Jude, 
and  the  wide  circulation  of  the  book  itself,  the 
apocalypse  of  Enoch  was  uniformly  and  distinctly 
separated  from  the  canonical  Scriptures.  Tertul- 
lian  alone  maintained  its  authority  (/.  c),  while  he 
admitted  that  it  was  not  received  by  the  Jews. 
Origen,  on  the  other  hand  (c.  Cels.  v.  207,  ed. 
Spenc),  and  Augustine  {de  Civ.  xv.  23,  4),  defini- 
tively mark  it  as  apocryphal,  and  it  is  reckoned 
among  the  apocryphal  hooks  in  the  Apostolic  (Jon- 
ititutions  (vi.  16),  and  in  the  catalogues  of  the 
Synopsis  S.  Sa-ipturce,  Nicephorus  (Credner,  Zur 
Gesclu  d.  Kan.  145),  and  Montfaucon  (Bibl.  Cois- 
Un.  p.  193). 

7.  The  literature  of  the  subject  has  been  already 
noticed  incidentally.  The  German  edition  of  Dill- 
mann  places  within  the  reach  of  the  student  all 
the  most  important  materials  for  the  study  of  the 
book.    Si)ecial  points  are  discussed  by  GfrCrer,  JJas 
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JaAr/i.  d.  Ileils,  i.  93  flf. ;   C.  Wieseler,  Die  70 

Wochen  des  Daniel,  1839.  An  attempt  was  made 
by  the  Kev.  E.  Murray  {Enoch  restitutus,  &c., 
Ix>nd.  1838)  to  "  separate  from  the  books  of  Enoch 
the  book  quoted  by  St.  Jude,"  which  met  with 
little  favor.  B.  F.  W. 

*  The  preceding  article  may  be  supplemented 
by  a  brief  notice  of  the  more  recent  literature  re- 
lating to  the  subject.  The  essay  of  Kcistlin,  Utber 
die  EnUtehung  des  Buches  Henoch  (alluded  to 
above),  appeared  in  Baur  and  Zeller's  Theol. 
Jahrb.  1856,  xv.  240-79,  370-86;  comp.  Ewald, 
Jahrb.  f.  Bibl.  mss.  viii.  182  ff.,  189  ff.  Dillmann, 
in  his  art.  Pseztdejnyraphen  des  A.  T.  in  Herzog's 
lieal-Encykl.  xii.  309,  has  retracted  his  earUer 
opinion  that  the  book  of  Enoch,  excepting  the 
Noachian  fragments,  is  substantially  the  work  of  a 
single  author.  He  is  now  convinced  that  it  is 
made  up  of  two,  if  not  three  other  books,  besides 
what  has  been  introduced  from  the  "  Noah-book" 
in  ch.  liv.  7-lv.  2,  ch.  Ix.,  bcv.-lxix.  25,  ch.  vi.-xvi., 
and  cvi.  f.  He  agrees  with  Ewald  in  regarding 
ch.  xxxvii.-lxxi.  (after  leaving  out  the  Noachian 
portions)  as  the  first  Enoch-book,  composed  about 
144  B.  c.  Volkmar,  in  the  Zeitsckrift  d.  deutschen 
moryenl.  Geseltschnfl  for  1880,  xiv.  87-134,  pre- 
sents a  view  of  the  origin  and  date  of  the  book 
altogether  new,  maintaining  that  it  was  witten  at 
the  time  of  the  Jewish  revolt  under  Bar-Cochba 
about  132  A.  ».,  by  a  disciple  of  the  famous  Kabbi 
Akiba,  to  encourage  the  Jew?  in  their  rebellion. 
He  finds,  however,  extensive  Christian  interpola- 
tions in  ch.  xviii.-lxx.,  cvi.  f.  Dillmann  has  criti- 
cized Volkniai-'s  essay  in  a  brief  article  in  the 
same  Zeitsckrift,  xv.  Ill  ff.,  not  deeming  it  worthy 
of  a  very  elaborate  refutation.  See  also  Ewald, 
Jahrb.  xi.  231  ff.  The  whole  question,  with  the 
connected  topics,  has  been  discussed  by  Hilgenfeld 
and  Volkmar  in  a  succession  of  articles  in  Hilgen- 
feld's  Zeitschr.  f.  wiss.  Theol.  for  1860-63.  See 
also  on  the  book  Ewald,  Gesch.  d.  Vblkes  Isr.,  3<^ 
Ausg.  (1364),  iv.  455  ff.,  and  especially  Martineau's 
article  on  the  Early  History  of  Messianic  Jdeas, 
in  the  National  Hecieiv  for  April,  1864. 

The  question  of  the  original  language  of  the 
book  is  discussed  very  fully  by  M.  Joseph  Hallevi 
in  the  Journal  Asiatique  for  April  and  May,  1807, 
pp.  352-95.  He  maintains,  it  would  seem  conclu- 
sively, that  it  was  composed  in  the  almost  Biblical 
Hebrew  of  the  Mishna  and  the  oldest  Midrashim. 
The  article  contains  many  happy  elucidations  of  dif- 
ficult passages  in  the  book.  A. 

E'NOCH,  CITY.     [Enoch,  No.  1.] 

E'NON.     [^Enon.] 

E'NOS  (tt713M  [man,  especially  as  mortal, 
decaying]:  ''E.vms-  Enos).  The  son  of  Seth; 
properly  called  Enosh,  as  in  1  Chr.  i.  1  [A.  V.] 
(Gen.  iv.  26,  v.  6,  7,  9,  10,  11;  Luke  iii.  38). 

*  He  was  the  third  from  Adam  in  the  antedi- 
luvian genealogy.  That  he  was  born,  had  children 
(of  these  Cainan  only  is  named),  and  died  at  the 
age  of  905,  is  the  sum  of  all  that  is  known  of  him. 
The  A.  V.  takes  the  form  of  the  name  from  the 
LXX.  or  Vulg.  H. 

E'NOSH.  The  same  as  the  preceding  (1 
Chr.  i.  1)  [and  the  stricter  Hebrew  form,  instead 
of  Enos]. 

EN-RIM'MON  iVtSn  ^1?  [f^mtain  oj 
pomer/ranates']:  Vat.  omits,  Alex,  tc  Pf/xfioji/:  et 
in  Jiimnwn),  one  of  the  places  which  the  men  of 
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udah  re-inhabited  after  their  return  from  the  Cap- 
tvity  (Neh.  xi.  29).  From  the  towns  in  company 
with  which  it  is  mentioned,  it  seems  very  probable 
that  the  name  is  the  same  which  in  the  earher 
books  is  given  in  the  Hebrew  and  A.  V.  in  the 
separate  form  of  "  Ain  and  Kimmon  "  (Josh.  xv. 
32),  "Ain,  Kemmon"  (xix.  7;  and  see  1  Chr.  iv. 
32),  but  in  the  LXX.  combined,  as  in  Nehemiah. 
[Ain,  2.]  G. 

*  Kaumer  suggests  that  En  or  Ain-Rimmon  may 
be  equivalent  to  Ain  and  Kimmon,  i.  e.  virtually 
two  places,  Rimmon  and  a  Fountain  or  Fountains 
in  the  vicinity  (Pnldstina,  p.  220).  It  would  thus 
be  accounted  for  that  the  names  (as  stated  above) 
are  found  to  occur  either  separately  or  in  combina- 
tion. According  to  Van  de  Velde  (Memoir,  p. 
344)  the  place  is  now  l/in  er  Rummanin  (Mother 
of  Pomegranates)  between  Eleutheropolis  and  Beer- 
sheba.  There  is  a  copious  fountain  there  at  present, 
to  which  the  people  resort  from  a  wide  distance. 

H. 

EN-RO'GEL  (b;'"l  )'^'S  {fountain  (^  of  the 
fuller] :  Trriy}]  'Pa)7^A :  J^ons  Roc/el),  a  spring 
which  formed  one  of  the  landmarks  on  the  bound- 
ary-line between  Judah  (.Josh.  xv.  7)  and  Benjamin 
(xviii.  16).  It  was  the  point  nest  to  Jerusalem, 
and  at  a  lower  level,  as  is  evident  from  the  use  of 
the  words  "ascended"  and  "descended"  in  these 
two  passages.  Here,  apparently  concealed  from 
the  view  of  the  city,  Jonathan  and  Ahimaaz  re- 
mained, after  the  flight  of  David,  awaiting  intelli- 
gence from  within  the  walls  (2  Sam.  xvii.  17),  and 
here,  "  by  the  stone  Zoheleth,  which  is  '  close  to ' 

(v!2M)  En-rogel,"  Adonijah  held  the  feast,  which 
was  the  first  and  last  act  of  his  attempt  on  the 
crown  (1  K.  i.  9).  These  are  all  the  occurrences 
of  the  name  in  the  Bible.  By  Josephus.  on  the 
last  incident  (Ant.  vii.  14,  §  4)  its  situation  is 
given  as  "without  the  city,  in  the  royal  garden," 
and  it  is  without  doubt  referred  to  by  him  in  the 
same  connection,  in  his  description  of  the  earth- 
quake which  accompanied  the  sacrilege  of  Uzziah 
(Ant.  ix.  10,  §  4),  and  which,  "at  the  place  called 
Eroge,"  *  shook  down  a  part  of  the  eastern  hiU, 
"  so  as  to  obstruct  the  roads,  and  the  royal  gar- 
dens." 

In  the  Targum,  and  the  Arabic  and  Syriac  ver- 
sions, the  name  is  commonly  given  as  "  the  spring 

of  thefuOer"  (S"12|2,  yiajj),  and  this  is  gen- 
erally accepted  as  the  signification  of  the  Hebrew 
name  —  Royel  being  derived  from  Rnyal,  to  tread, 
in  allusion  to  the  practice  of  the  Orientals  in  wash- 
ing hnen. 

In  more  modern  times,  a  tradition,  apparently 
first  recorded  by  Brocardus,  would  make  En-rogel 
the  well  of  Job  or  Nehemiah  (Bir  Eyub),  below 
the  junction  of  the  valleys  of  Kedron  and  Hinnom, 
and  south  of  the  Fool  of  Siloam.  In  favor  of  this 
is  the  fact  that  in  the  Arabic  version  of  Josh.  xv. 
7  the  name  of  Ain-Eyub,  or  "spring  of  Job,"  is 
given  for  En-rogel,  and  also  that  in  an  early  Jew- 
ish Itinerary  (Uri  of  Biel,  in  Hettinger's  Cipin 
Hein-aici)  the  name  is  given  as  "  well  of  Joab,'''  as 
if  retaining  the  memory  of  Joab's  connection  with 

o  *  Stanley  (S.  §•  P.  p.  501,  Amer.  ed.)  defines  En- 
iogel  as  "  Spring  of  the   Foot."     But  the  vocaliza- 

Uon  should  then  be  /JTl,  and  not  v!}"!,  as  in  the 
.^iaaoretic  text.  .  '  '       '  H. 
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Adonijah  —  a  name  which  it  still  retains  in  the 
traditions  of  the  Greek  Christians  (Williams,  ffoly 
City,  ii.  490).  Against  this  general  belief,  some 
strong  arguments  are  urged  by  Dr.  Bonar  in  favor 
of  identifying  En-rogel  with  the  present  "Foun- 
tain of  the  Virgin,"  ^Ain  [/mmed-Baraj  = '■^  s\}r'mg 
of  the  mother  of  steps  "  —  the  perennial  source 
from  which  the  Pool  of  Siloam  is  suppUed  (Land 
of  Promise,  App.  v.).  These  arguments  are  briefly 
as  follows :  —  (1.)  The  Bir  Eyvb  is  a  well  and  not  a 
spring  (En),  while,  on  the  other  hand,  the  "  Fount- 
ain of  the  Virgin  "  is  the  only  real  spring  close 
to  Jerusalem.  Thus  if  the  latter  be  not  En-rogel, 
the  single  spring  of  this  locality  has  escaped  men- 
tion in  the  Bible.  (2.)  The  situation  of  the  Fount- 
ain of  the  Virgin  agrees  better  with  the  course  of 
the  boundary  of  lienjamin  than  that  of  the  Bir 
Eyub,  which  is  too  far  south.  (3.)  Bir  Eyiih  does 
not  suit  the  requirements  of  2  Sam.  xvii.  17.  It 
is  too  far  off"  both  from  the  city,  and  from  the  di- 
rect road  over  Olivet  to  the  Jordan ;  and  is  in  full 
view  of  the  city  (Van  de  Velde,  i.  475),  which  the 
other  spot  is  not.  (4.)  The  martyrdom  of  St. 
James  was  effected  by  casting  him  down  from  the 
temple  wall  into  the  valley  of  Kedron,  where  he 
wa."  finally  killed  by  a  fuller  with  his  washing- 
stick.  The  natural  inference  is  that  St.  James 
fell  neai-  where  the  fullers  were  at  work.  Now 
Bir  Eyub  is  too  far  off'  from  the  site  of  the  Tem- 
ple to  allow  of  this,  but  it  might  very  well  have 
happened  at  the  Fountain  of  the  Virgin.  (See 
Stanley's  Sermons  on  the  Ajxist.  Age,  p.  333-34). 
(5.)  Da  raj  and  Roytl  are  both  from  the  same  root, 
and  therefore  the  modern  name  may  be  derived 
from  the  ancient  one,  even  though  at  present  it  is 
taken  to  allude  to  the  "  steps  "  by  which  the  reser- 
voir of  the  Fountain  is  readied. 

Add  to  these  considerations  (what  will  have 
more  significance  when  the  {)ermanence  of  Eastern 
habits  is  recollected)  —  (6.)  That  the  Fountain  of 
the  Virgin  is  still  the  great  resort  of  the  women  of 
Jerusalem  for  washing  and  treading  their  clothes: 
and  also  —  (7.)  That  the  level  of  the  king's  gar- 
dens must  have  been  above  the  Bir  Eyub,  even 
wlien  the  water  is  at  the  mouth  of  the  well  —  and 
it  is  generally  seventy  or  eighty  feet  below ;  while 
they  must  have  been  lower  than  the  Fountain  of 
the  Virgin,  which  thus  might  be  used  without  dif- 
ficulty to  irrigate  them.  (See  Robinson,  i.  331 
334 ;  and  for  the  best  description  of  the  Bir  Eyvh, 
see  WiUiams,  Holy  City,  ii.  483—495).  [Jerusa- 
lem.] G. 

*  In  reply  to  the  argument  by  Bonar,  adduced 
above,  and  in  support  of  the  theory  which  identi- 
fies Bir  Eyub  with  the  En-Kogel  of  the  sacred  writ- 
ers, these  considerations  may  be  urged.  (1.)  It  is 
both  a  well  and  a  spring.  During  portions  of  the 
rainy  season,  a  copious  stream  issues  from  its 
mouth,  and  when  it  ceases  to  overflow,  its  waters 
pa.ss  off"  by  a  subterranean  channel.  (2.)  The  nar- 
rative of  "  the  martyrdom  of  St.  James  "  [Jajies 
THE  Little]  above  referred  to,  differs  from  Jose- 
phus, and  is  partlj',  at  least,  legendary ;  and  if  the 
incident  named  is  accepted,  the  "  inference  "  does 
not  follow,  nor  has  it  a  decisive  bearing  on  this 
question.  (3.)  The  narrative  in  2  Sam.  xvii.  17, 
suggests  no  difficulty.  It  implies  some  place  of 
conceahnent  near  the  spot.     That  the  locality  was 

b  This  natural  interpretation  of  a  name  only 
slightly  corrupt  appears  to  have  first  suggested  itself 
to  Stanley  (S.  Sf  P.  p.  184). 
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•  little  off  from  the  direct  road  would  be  favorable; 
>nd  its  being  outside  tlie  city,  yet  within  easy 
reach  of  a  messeiia;er  from  it,  answers  all  the  re- 
quirements. (4.)  The  position  of  ^ir  isj/w/;  accords 
entirely  wth  the  boundary-lhie  between  Judah  and 
Benjamin,  imd  that  of  the  Fountain  of  tlie  Virgin 
does  not.  This  border,  coming  from  tlie  Dead 
Sea,  passed  up  the  Valley  of  lliiiiioiii,  south  of 
Jerusalem.  The  Bir  Eyub  is  in  the  ceiitro  of  tlie 
valley  through  which  it  passed,  while  the  lountain 
of  the  Vij-gin  is  on  a  liill-side,  several  hundred 
yards  distant  from  its  natural  course.  If  the 
reader  will  turn  to  the  article  Jkhusalk.m,  Plate 
III.,  on  which  both  points  are  indicated,  he  will 
see  at  a  glance  how  inevitably  the  border  would 
touch  the  former  point,  and  how  improbable  and 
unaccountal)le  would  be  the  detour  wliicli  would 
carry  it  to  the  latter  point.  (5.)  This  theory,  if  not, 
as  Thomson  claims,  more  in  harmony,  is  certainly 
not  less  so,  with  the  record  in  1  Kings  i.  9,  38,  41. 
(6.)  Other  rea.sons  in  its  favor  are  given  above, 
and  it  has  commanded  the  general  assent  of  vis- 
itors and  writers,  from  Brocardus  to  Kobinson. 

The  Bh-  Kyiib  is  125  feet  in  depth,  walled  up 
with  large  square  stones  on  its  four  sides,  one  of 
which  terminates  above  in  an  arcli.  'i'he  work  is, 
evidently,  of  high  antiquity.  ,  The  water  is  pure 
and  sweet,  but  not  very  cold.  When  it  passes  off 
beneath  the  surface,  it  issues,  during  a  part  of  the 
year,  in  a  large  stream  some  forty  yards  below. 
See  Thomson,  Land  tf  Booh,  ii.  528  f.       S.  W. 

*  ENROLLED  (Luke  ii.  1).  [Census; 
Taxing.] 

EN-SHE'MESH  (K?ptr-]''y  =  sjning  of 
the  sun:  ^  irriy^  tov  -liXiov,  irr]y^  BatOffafivs, 
[in  Josh,  xviii.,  Alex.  Trr^yn  2a/ie:]  J-Msemes,  id 
est,  Fans  Soils),  a  spring  which  formed  one  of  the 
landmarks  on  the  north  boundary  of  Judah  (Josh. 
XV.  7)  and  the  south  boundary  of  Benjamin  (xviii. 
17).  From  these  notices  it  appears  to  liave  lieen 
between  the  "ascent  of  Adummim  "  —  the  road 
leading  up  from  the  Jordan  valley  south  of  the 
IVady  Kelt  —  and  tlie  spring  of  En-rogel,  in  the 
valley  of  Kedron.  It  was  therefore  east  of  Jeru- 
salem and  of  the  Mount  of  Olives.  Tlie  only 
spring  at  present  answering  to  this  position  is  the 
^Ain-Uaud  or  'Ain-  Clo'it  —  the  "  Well  of  the  Apos- 
tles," "  about  a  mile  below  Bethany,  tlie  traveller's 
first  halting-place  on  the  road  to  .Jericho.  Accord- 
ingly this  sjiring  is  generally  identified  with  F>n- 
Shemesh.  The  aspect  of  \4in-/Iinid  is  such  that 
the  rays  of  the  sun  are  on  it  the  whole  day.  This 
is  not  inappropriate  in  a  fountain  dedicated  to  that 
luminary.  G. 

ENSIGN  (Dp,  in  the  A.  V.  generally  "en- 
sign," sometimes  "standard;"  ^3'^,  "standard," 
with  the  cxccptidu  (jf  (,"ant.  ii.  4,  "l)anner;" 
rr^S,  "ensign  ').  The  distinction  between  these 
three  Hel)rew  terms  is  sufficiently  marked  l)y  their 
respective  uses:  nts  is  a  su/wd;  deyel  a  military 
stdmlord  for  a  Inrfje  division  of  an  army;  and  oth, 
the  same  for  a  sinidl  one.  Neither  of  them,  how- 
ever, expresses  the  idea  which  "standard  "  conveys 
to  our  minds,  namely,  a  Jiof/  ;  the  standards  in  use 
among  the  Hebrews  probably  resembled  those  of 

a  •  So  called  from  its  being  supposed  that  the  Apos- 
tles of  Christ  may  have  rested  there  in  their  journeys. 

II. 


ENSIGN 

the  Egyptians  and  Assyrians  —  a  figure  or  device 
of  some  kind  elevated  on  a  pole.  (1.)  The  notices 
of  the  nes  or  "  ensign  "  are  most  frequent;  it  con- 
sisted of  some  well-understood  signal  which  was 
exhibited  on  the  top  of  a  pole  from  a  bare  mount- 
ain-fop (Is.  xiii.  2,  xviii.  3)  —  the  very  emblem  . 
of  conspicuous  isolation  (Is.  xxx.  17).  Around  it 
the  inhabitants  mustered,  whether  for  the  purpose 
of  meeting  an  enemy  (Is.  v.  26,  xviii.  3,  xxxi.  9), 
which  was  sometimes  notified  by  the  blast  of  a ' 
trumpet  (Jer.  iv.  21,  Ii.  27);  or,  as  a  token  of  res- 
cue (I's.  Ix.  4;  Is.  xi.  10;  Jer.  iv.  6);  or  for  a 
public  proclamation  (Jer.  1.  2);  or  simply  as  a 
gathering  point  (Is.  xhx.  22,  Ixii.  10).  What  the 
nature  of  the  signal  was,  we  have  no  means  of 
stating;  it  has  been  inferred  from  Is.  xxxiii.  23, 
and  l\.7,.  xxvii.  7,  that  it  was  a  flag:  we  do  not  ob- 
ser\'e  a  flag  depicted  either  in  Ejyptian  or  Assyrian 
representations  of  vessels  (Wilkinson,  iii.  211; 
Bonomi,  pp.  106,  167);  but,  in  lieu  of  a  flag,  cer- 
tain devices,  such  as  the  jjhoenix,  flowers,  &c.,  were 
embroidered  on  the  sail;  whence  it  appears  that 
the  device  itself,  and  jjerliaps  also  the  sail  bearing 
the  device,  was  the  nes  or  "  ensign."  It  may  have 
been  sometimes  the  name  of  a  leader,  as  implied 
in  the  title  which  Closes  gave  to  his  altar  "  Jelio- 
vah-nissi"  ''E.x.  xvii.  15).  It  may  also  have  been, 
as  Micha«lis  (Suj)2)l.  p.  1648)  suggests,  a  blazing 
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torch.  The  important  point,  however,  to  lie  ob- 
served is,  that  the  nes  was  an  occasional  signal, 
and  not  a  military  standard,  and  that  elev(dim 
land  con.^picidtij  are  implied  in  tlie  use  of  the  term: 
I  hence  it  is  appropriately  applied  to  the  "  pole  "  on 


ENSIGN 

whicb  the  brazen  serpent  hung  (Num.  xxi.  8), 
which  was  indeed  an  "ensign"  of  deliverance  to 
the  pious  Israelite;  and  again  to  the  censers  of 
Korah  and  his  company,  which  became  a  "  sign  " 
or  beacon  of  warning  to  Israel  (Num.  xvi.  38). 
(2.)  The  term  deyd  is  used  to  describe  the  stand- 
ards which  were  given  to  each  of  the  four  divisions 
of  the  Israelite  army  at  the  time  of  the  Exodus 
(Num.  i.  52,  ii.  2  fF.,  x.  14  fF.).  Some  doubt  in- 
deed exists  as  to  its  meaning  in  these  passages,  the 
LXX.  and  Vulgate  regarding  it  not  as  the  stand- 
ard itseli;  but  as  a  certaui  military  division  an- 
nexed to  a  standard,  just  as  vexillum  is  sometimes 
used  for  a  body  of  soldiers  (Tac.  Hist.  i.  70 ;  Liv. 
viii.  8).  The  sense  of  compict  and  martini  array 
does  certainly  seem  to  lurk  in  the  word;  for  in 
Cant.  vi.  4,  10,  tlie  brilliant  glances  of  the  bride's 
eyes  are  compared  to  the  destructive  advance  of  a 
well-arrayed  host,  and  a  similar  comparison  is  em- 
ployed in  reference  to  the  bridegroom  (Cant.  v. 
10);  but  on  the  other  hand,  in  Cant.  ii.  4,  no 
other  sense  than  that  of  a  "banner"  will  suit, 
and  we  therefore  think  the  rendering  in  the  A.  V. 
coiTect.  No  reliance  can  be  placed  on  the  term  in 
Ps.  XX.  5,  as  both  the  sense  and  the  text  are  mat- 
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ters  of  doubt  (see  Olshausen  and  Hengstenberg,  in 
Inc.).  A  standard  implies,  of  course,  a  standard- 
beai'er;  but  the  supposed  notice  to  that  officer  in 
Is.  X.  18,  is  incorrect,  the  words  meaning  rather 
"as  a  sick  man  pineth  away;"  in  a  somewhat 
parallel  passage  (Is.  lix.  19)  the  marginal  version 
is  to  be  ibUowed,  rather  than  the  text.  The  char- 
acter of  the  Hebrew  military  standards  is  quite  a 
matter  of  conjecture ;  they  probably  resembled  the 
Egyptian,  which  consisted  of  a  sacred  emblem  such 
as  an  animal,  a  boat,  or  the  king's  name  (Wilkin- 
son, i.  2J4).  Kabbinical  writers  state  the  devices 
to  have  been  as  follows :  for  the  tribe  of  Judah  a 
lion ;  for  Keuben  a  man ;  for  Ephraim  an  ox ;  and 
for  Dan  an  eagle  (Carpzov,  Crit.  App.  p.  667 ) ;  but 
no  reliance  can  be  placed  on  this.  As  each  of  the 
four  divisions,  consisting  of  three  tribes,  had  its 
standard,  so  had  each  tribe  its  "sign"  (otk)  or 
"  ensign,"  probably  in  imitation  of  the  Egyptians, 
among  whom  not  only  each  battaUon,  but  even 
each  company  had  its  particular  ensign  (Wilkin- 
son, I.  c. ).  We  know  nothing  of  its  nature.  The 
word  occurs  figuratively  in  Fs.  Ixxiv.  4,  apparently 
in  reference  to  the  images  of  idol  gods.    W.  L.  B. 


*  ENSUE  (like  the  French  ensuivre,  which  is 
from  the  Latin  insequor)  means  in  1  Pet.  iii.  11,  to 

fellow  after  and  overtake:  "  "  Let  him  seek  peace 
and  ensue  it."     It  has  no  longer  this  sense.    H. 

EN-TAPPU'AH  {rT\^Fr]^^  =  .v>riii(/  of 
apple,  or  citron:  -mjyii  Oacpdwd-  [Alex,  tj  yrj 
Qaecpwd-]  Fans  Taphtuje).  The  boundary  of  Ma- 
nasseh  went  from  facing  Shechem  "to  the  inhab- 
itants of  En-tappuah  "  (Josh.  xvii.  7).  It  is  prob- 
ably identical  with  Tappuah,  the  position  of  which 
will  be  elsewhere  examined:  [Tappuah.]  This 
pLice  must  not  be  confounded  with  Beth-tappuah 
in  the  mountains  of  Judah.  G. 

*  ENTRANCE  TO  HAMATH.  [Ha- 
math.] 

*  ENTREAT  (written  also  "uitreat")  is 
often  used  in  the  A.  V.  where  we  should  employ 
"  treat,"  or  a  similar  expression,  as  in  the  phrases 
"to  entreat  well,"  "courteously,"  "spitefully," 
"  shamefully,"  and  "to  evil  entrfeat;  "  see  Gen.  xii. 
16;  Acts  xxvii.  3;  Matt.  xxii.  6;  Luke  xx.  11; 
Acts  vii.  19,  &c.  The  simple  "treat"  does  not 
occur  in  this  sense  either  in  the  A.  V.  or  in  Shake- 
speare. "  To  be  entreated  "  (A.  V.)  often  signifies 
"  to  be  prevailed  upon  by  entreaty;  "  see  !  Chr.  v. 
20;  2  Chr.  xxxiii.  13;  Is.  xix.  22,  &c.  A. 

EP^N'ETUS  [A.  V.  Epenetus]  ('Eiroti/eTos 
[praised  or  worthy  of  praise^),  a  Christian  at 
Rome,  greeted  by  St.  Paul  in  Kom.  xvi.  5,  and 
designated  as  his  beloved,  and  the  first  fruit  of  Asia 
(so  the  majority  of  ancient  MSS.  and  the  critical 
editors:  the  received  text  has  'Axataj)  unto  Christ. 
The  Synopsis  of  the  Pseudo-Dorotheus  makes  him 
first  bishop  of  Carthage,  but  Justinian  remarks  that 
the  African  churches  do  not  recognize  him. 

H.  A. 

EP'APHRAS  {'Y.Tra<ppa.s  [lortly,  fascinat- 
ing] ),  a  fellow-laborer  with  the  Apostle  Paul,  men- 
tioned Col.  i.  7,  as  having  taught  the  (,'olossian 
church  the  grace  of  God  in  truth,  and  designated 
a  faithful  minister  (SiaKovos)  of  Christ  on  their 
behalf.  (On  the  question  whether  Epaphras  was 
the  founder  of  the  Colossian  church,  see  the  pro- 
legomena to  the  epistle,  in  Alford's  Greek  Testa- 
ment, iii.  35  ff.)  He  was  at  that  time  with  St. 
Paul  at  Kome  (Col.  iv.  12),  and  seems  by  the  ex- 
pression 6  e'l  vficov,  there  used,  to  have  been  a 
Colossian  by  birth.  We  find  him  again  mentioned 
in  the  Epistle  to  Philemon  (ver.  23),  which  was 
sent  at  the  same  time  as  that  to  the  Colossians. 
St.  Paul  there  calls  him  6  (TvvaixiJ-<i^<»T6s  yttou, 
but  whether  the  word  represents  matter  of  fact,  or 
is  only  a  tender  and  delicate  expression  of  Ep- 
aphras's  attention  to  the  Apostle  in  his  imprison- 
ment (cf.  Rom.  xvi.  13),  we  cannot  say. 

Epaphras  may  be  the  same  as  Epaphroditus,  who 
is  called,  in  Phil.  ii.  25,  the  apostle  of  the  Philip- 
pians,  and  having  come  from  Philippi  to  Home  with 
contributions  for  St.  Paul,  was  sent  back  with  the 
epistle.  It  has  been  supposed  by  many,  and  among 
them  by  Grotius.  In  all  probability  the  name  Ep- 
aphras is  an  abbreviation  of  Epaphroditus :  but  on 
the  question  of  the  identity  of  the  persons,  the  very 
slight,  notices  in  the  N.  T.  do  not  enable  us  to 
speak  with  any  confidence.  The  name  Epaphro- 
ditus was  sufficiently  common :  see  Tac.  Ann.  xv. 
55;  Sueton.  Domit.  14;  Joseph.  Life,  §  76.  The 
martyrologies  make  Epaphras  to  have  been  first 
bishop  of  (;;olos8«e,  and  to  have  suffered  martjTdom 
there.  H.  A. 


744 


EPAPHRODITUS 


♦Though  Epaphras  and  Epaphroditus  may  be 
different  forms  of  the  same  name  (see  Winer, 
Healw.  i.  331),  the  probability  is  that  in  the  Epistles 
^  they  designate  diflerent  persons.  It  is  against  the 
supposed  identity,  first,  that  Epaphras  belonged  to 
Colossse  (Col.  iv.  12),  and  had  come  thence  to 
JRonie  (Col.  i.  7),  whereas  Epaphroditus  belonged 
to  Philippi,  and  had  been  sent  thence  to  Kome  with 
the  church's  contributions  for  Paul  (Phil.  ii.  25); 
and,  secondly  (as  the  foregoing  facts  indicate),  that 
Epaphra.s  had  his  circuit  of  labor  in  Phrygia  or 
Asia  Minor  (Col.  iv.  13),  while  Epaphroditus  had 
his  circuit  in  northern  Greece  or  Macedonia.  See 
Neander's  Pftnnzung,  ii.  292  (18i7).  Again,  Ep- 
aphras was  Paul's  fellow-captive,  probably  in  a  lit- 
eraP  sense.  We  may  infer  this  first,  fromhis  being 
named  apart  from  Paul's  fellow-laborei-s  ((Tvv(pyoi) 
at  Rome  (Philem.  vv.  23,  24),  and,  secondly,  from 
the  subjoined  4v  Xpto-ry  'l-rtaov,  which  shows  in 
what  sphere  he  bore  that  character.  Meyer  Jield 
to  the  figurative  .sense  in  his  first  ed.  (1848),  but 
changes  to  the  otlier  in  his  third  (1865).         H. 

EPAPHRODl'TUS  ('Eira(^p<^5iTos,  Phil.  ii. 
25,  iv.  18).  See  above  under  ErAi'HKAs.  H.  A. 
*  EPEN'ETUS,  Kom.  xvi.  5.  [Ei-.knktus.] 
E'PHAH  (rlD'^y  {darkness']  :  Ttcpip,  [rr«<|)o; 
Vat.  in  1  Chr.,  Tacptp;  Alex,  in  1  Chr.  and  Is.,] 
Vai^ap-  Kj)ha),  the  first,  in  order,  of  the  sons  of 
Midian  (Gen.  xxv.  4;  1  Chr.  i.  33),  afterwards 
mentioned  by  Isiiiah  in  the  following  words :  "  The 
multitude  of  camels  shall  cover  thee,  the  drom- 
edaries of  Midian  and  Ephali ;  all  they  from  Sheba 
shall  come :  they  shall  bring  gold  and  incense ;  and 
they  shall  shew  forth  the  praises  of  the  l>ord.  All 
the  flocks  of  Kedar  shall  be  gathered  together  unto 
thee,  the  rams  of  Nebaioth  shall  minister  unto  thee : 
they  shall  come  up  with  acceptance  on  mine  altar, 
and  I  wiU  glorify  the  house  of  my  glory  "  (Is.  Ix. 
6,  7).  This  passage  clearly  connects  the  descend- 
ants of  Ephah  with  the  Midianites,  the  Keturahite 
Sheba,  and  the  Ishmaelites,  both  in  tlie  position  of 
their  settlements,  and  in  their  wandering  habits; 
and  shows  that,  as  usual,  they  formed  a  tribe  bear- 
ing his  name.  But  no  satisfactory  identification 
of  this  tribe  has  been  discovered.      The  Arabic 

word  X.ftAf'  {Gheyfeh),  which  has  been  supposed 
to  be  the  same  as  Ephah,  is  the  name  of  a  town, 
or  village,  near  Bulbeys  (the  modern  Bilbeys),  a 
place  in  Egypt,  in  the  province  of  the  Sharkeeyeh, 
not  far  from  Cairo :  but  the  tradition  that  Ephah 
settled  in  Africa  does  not  rest  on  sufficient  author- 
ity.    [Midian;  Siikba.]  E.  S.  P. 

E'PHAH  (nS""?^  \darknessy.  Tat<pd:  Epha). 
1.  Concubine  of  Caleb,  in  the  line  of  Judah  (1 
Chr.  ii.  46). 

2.  Son  of  Jahdai;  also  in  the  line  of  Judah  (1 
Chr.  ii.  47). 

E'PHAH.     [Measukes.] 

E'PHAI  [2  syl.]  (following  the  Ken,  "'3''^ ; 

\ut  the  original  text  is  ^Dl^  =  Ophai  [weary, 
languid]:  and  so  LXX. 'I&M^t ;  [Alex.  fl<f«t;  FA. 
n<^cO    Oplti),  a   Netophathite,  whose   sons  were 

among  the  "captains  (^'^tt')  of  the  forces  "  left  in 
Judah  after  the  dejiortation  to  Babylon  (.ler.  xl.  8). 
They  submitted  themsehes  to  (Jedaliah,  the  Baby- 
lonian governor,  and  were  apjiareiifly  massacred 
with  him  by  Ishmael  (xli.  3,  comp.  xl.  13). 
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E'PHER  ("1^??  [«  c<'lf,  young  animcU]: 
'A</>e/p,  '0<^€g;  [in  Gen.,  Alex.  A<pep:]  Opher, 
£2)her),  the  second,  in  order,  of  the  sons  of  Mid- 
ian (Gen.  xxv.  4;  1  Chr.  i.  33),  not  mentioned  in 
the  Bible  except  in  these  genealogical  passages. 
His  settlements  have  not  been  identified  with  any 
probabiUty.     According  to  Gesenius,  the  name  is 

equivalent^  to  the  Arabic  Ghifr,  ySLC-,  signifying 

"  a  calf,"  and  "  a  certain  little  animal,  or  insect,  or 
animalcule."  Two  tribes  bear  a  similar  appella- 
tion, GJiifdr  (  »La&);  but  one  was  a  branch  of 

the  first  Amalek,  the  other  of  the  Ishmaelite  Kina- 
neh  (cf.  Caussin,  £'ssni  sur  V  Hist,  dts  Arabes,  i. 
20,  297,  and  298;  and  Abulfeda,  Hist.  Anteislamica, 
ed.  Fleischer,  p.  196):  neither  is  ascribed  to  Mid- 
ian. The  first  settled  about  Yethrib  (El-Medeeneh); 
the  second,  in  the  neighborhood  of  Mekkeh. 

E.  S.  P. 

E'PHER  ("155  [a  calf] :  "A^ep,  Alex.  To- 
rpep:  Ephcr). 

1.  A  son  of  Ezra,  among  the  descendants  of 
Judah;  possibly,  though  this  is  not  clear,  of  the 
family  of  the  great  Caleb  (1  Chr.  iv.  17). 

2.  {'0(pfp;  [Comp. 'A^if'p;  Aid.  Tocptp.])  One 
of  the  heads  of  the  families  of  Manasseh  on  the 
east  of  Jord^i  (1  Chr.  v.  24).  The  name  may  be 
compared  with  that  of  Ophrah,  the  native  place  of 
Gideon,  in  Manasseh,  on  the  west  of  Jordan.  In 
the  original  the  two  are  identical  except  in  termi- 
nation ("^£27,  mD3?);  and  according  to  the 
LXX.  (as  above)  the  vowel-points  were  once  the ', 
same.  G. 

E'PHES-DAM'MIM       (D"'!13"!T     Dg^tj 
'E(p€pfifv;   [Vat.  -fj.€fj,'.]   Alex.  h<p((T^ofin(iv'  »•] 
finibus  Dormaim),  a  place  l)etween  Socoh  and  Aze-  ' 
kah,  at  which  the  Philistines  were  encamped  be- 
fore the  affray  in  which  (ioliath  was  killed  (1  Sam. 
xvii.  1).     The  meaning  of  the  word  is  uncertain, 
but   it   is  generally  explained   as  the   "  end "  Of 
"boundary  of  blood,"  in  that  case  probably  derived 
from  its  being  the  scene  of  frequent  sanguinary 
encounters    between    Israel   and    the    Philistines. 
Under  the  shorter  form  of  Pas-da>isiim  it  occurs 
once  again  in  a  similar  connection  (1  Chr.  xi.  13). 
For  the  situation  of  the  place  see  Ei.ah,  Vali^T 
OF.  G. 

*  EPHE'SIAN  {'Eipfffws--  Epln'.<his),  an  in- 
habitant of  l"4)hesus,  used  in  the  singular  only  of 
Tkoi'himus,  one  of  Paul's  Greek  friends  with  him  i 
at  Jerusalem  (Acts  xxi.  29),  but  in  the  plural,  of 
the  entire  people  of  that  city  as  notorious  for  thar  i 
worship  of  Diana  (Acts  xix.  28,  34,  35  bis).  [Di- 
ana.] H. 

EPHESIANS,  THE  EpiSTLE  TO] 
THE,  was  Written  i>y  the  Apostle  St.  Paul  during] 
his  first  captivity  at  Home  (Acts  xxviii.  16),  ajHi 
parently  ininiediatcly  after  he  had  written  thft] 
Epistle  to  tlie  Colossians  [C^oi.o.s.sians,  EpiSTUtl 
to],  and  during  that  period  (perhaps  the  early  paitj 
of  A.  D.  C2)  when  his  imprisonment  had  not 
sumed  the  severer  character  which  seems  to  havwj 
marked  its  cbse. 

This  sublime  epistle  was  addressed  to  the  Chr 
tian  church  at  the  juicient  and   famous  city 
Ephesus  (see  below),  that  church  which  the  Apogi 
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had  himself  founded  (Acts  xix.  1  fF.,  comp.  xviii. 
19),  with  which  he  abode  so  long  {Tpieriav,  Acts 
XX.  31),  and  from  the  elders  of  which  he  parted 
with  such  a  warra-hearted  and  affecting  farewell 
(Acts  XX.  18-35).  It  does  not  seem  to  have  been 
called  out  by  any  special  circumstances,  nor  even 
to  have  involved  any  distinctly  precautionary  teach- 
ing (comp.  Schneckenburger,  Beitrdye,  p.  135  ff.), 
whether  against  oriental  or  Judaistic  theosophy, 
but  to  have  been  suggested  by  the  deep  love  which 
the  Apostle  felt  for  his  converts  at  Ephesus,  and 
which  the  mission  of  Tychicus,  with  an  epistle  to 
the  church  of  Colossae,  afforded  him  a  convenient 
opportunity  of  evincing  in  written  teaching  and  ex- 
hortation. The  epistle  thus  contains  many  thoughts 
that  had  pervaded  the  nearly  contemjwraneous 
Epistle  to  the  Colossians,  reiterates  many  of  the 
same  practical  warnings  and  exhortations,  bears 
even  the  tinge  of  the  same  diction,  but  at  the  same 
time  enlarges  upon  such  profound  mysteries  of  the 
divine  counsels,  displays  so  fully  the  oriyin  and 
developments  of  the  church  in  Christ,  its  union, 
communion,  and  aggregation  in  him,  that  this  ma- 
jestic epistle  can  never  be  rightly  deemed  other- 
wise than  one  of  the  most  sublime  and  consolatory 
outpourings  of  the  Spirit  of  God  to  the  children 
of  men.  To  the  Christian  at  Ephesus  dwelling 
under  the  shadow  of  the  great  temple  of  Uiana, 
daily  seeing  its  outward  grandeur,  and  almost  daily 
hearing  of  its  pompous  ritualism,  the  allusions  in 
this  epistle  to  that  mystic-  building  of  which  Christ 
was  the  corner-stone,  the  Apostles  the  foundations, 
and  himself  and  his  fellow  Christians  portions  of 
the  august  superstructure  (ch.  ii.  19-22),  must 
have  spoken  with  a  force,  an  appropriateness,  and 
a  reassuring  depth  of  teaching  that  cannot  be  over- 
estimated. 

The  contents  of  this  epistle  easily  admit  of  be- 
ing divided  into  two  portions,  the  first  mainly  doc- 
trinal (ch.  i.-iii.),  the  second  hortatory  and  prac- 
tical. 

The  doctrinal  portion  opens  with  a  brief  address 
to  the  saints  in  Ephesus  (see  below),  and  rapidly 
passes  into  a  sublime  ascription  of  praise  to  God 
the  Father,  who  has  predestinated  us  to  the  adop- 
tion of  sons,  blessed  and  redeemed  us  in  Christ,  and 
made  known  to  us  his  eternal  purjwse  of  uniting 
all  in  him  (ch.  i.  3-1-1-).  This  not  unnaturally 
evokes  a  prayer  from  the  Apostle  that  his  con- 
verts may  be  enlightened  to  know  the  hope  of  God's 
calling,  the  riches  of  his  grace,  and  the  magnitude 
of  that  pbwer  which  was  displayed  in  the  resurrec- 
tion and  transcendent  exaltation  of  Christ  —  the 
head  of  his  body,  the  church  (ch.  i.  15-23). 
Then,  with  a  more  immediate  address  to  his  con- 
verts, the  Apostle  reminds  them  how,  dead  as  they 
had  been  in  sin,  God  had  quickened  them,  raised 
them,  and  even  enthroned  them  with  Christ,  —  and 
how  all  was  by  grace,  not  by  works  (ch.  ii.  1-10). 
They  were  to  remember,  too,  how  they  had  once 
been  aUenated  and  yet  were  now  brought  nigh  in 
the  blood  of  Christ ;  how  he  w.is  their  peace ;  how 
by  him  both  they  and  the  Jews  had  access  to  the 
Father,  and  how  on  him  as  the  corner-stone  they 
had  been  built  into  a  spiritual  temple  to  God  (ch. 
ii.  11-22).  On  this  account,  having  heard,  as  they 
must  have  done,  how  to  the  Apostle  was  revealed 
the  profound  mystery  of  this  call  of  the  Gentile 
world,  they  were  not  to  faint  at  his  troubles  (ch. 
iii.  1-13):  nay,  he  prayed  to  the  great  Father  of 
all  to  give  them  inward  strength  to  teach  them  with 
the  love  of  Christ  and  till  them  with  the  fullness  of 
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God  (ch.  iii.  1-3-19).  The  prayer  is  concluded  by 
a  subhme  doxology  (ch.  iii.  20,  21),  which  serves 
to  usher  in  the  more  directly  practical  portion. 

This  the  Apostle  commences  by  entreating  them 
to  walk  worthy  of  this  callmg,  and  to  keep  the 
unity  of  the  spirit:  there  was  but  one  body,  one 
Spirit,  one  Lord,  and  one  God  (ch.  iv.  1-6).  Each 
too  had  his  portion  of  grace  from  God  (ch.  iv. 
7-10),  who  had  appointed  ministering  orders  in  the 
church,  until  all  come  to  the  unity  of  the  faith, 
and  grow  up  and  become  united  with  the  living 
Head,  even  Christ  (ch.  iv.  11-16).  Surely  then 
they  were  to  walk  no  longer  as  darkened,  feelingless 
heathen;  they  were  to  put  off  the  old  man,  and  put 
on  the  new  (ch.  iv.  17-24).  This  too  was  to  be 
practically  evinced  in  their  outward  actions;  they 
were  to  be  truthful,  gentle,  honest,  pui-e,  and  forr 
giving ;  they  were  to  walk  in  love  (ch.  iv.  25-v.  2). 
Fornication,  covetousness,  and  impurity,  were  not 
even  to  be  named ;  they  were  once  in  heathen  dark- 
ness, now  they  are  light,  and  must  reprove  the 
deeds  of  the  past  (ch.  v.  3-14).  Thus  were  they 
to  walk  exactly,  to  be  filled  with  joy,  to  sing,  and 
to  give  thanks  (ch.  v.  15-21).  Wives  were  to  be 
subject  to  their  husbands,  husbands  to  love  and 
cleave  to  their  wives  (ch.  v.  22-33);  children  were 
to  honor  their  parents,  parents  to  bring  up  hoUly 
their  children  (ch.  vi.  1-4);  servants  and  masters 
were  to  perform  to  each  other  their  reciprocal  duties 
(ch.  vi.  5-9). 

With  a  noble  and  vivid  exhortation  to  arm  them- 
selves against  their  spiritual  foes  with  the  armor 
of  God  (ch.  vi.  10-20),  a  brief  notice  of  the  coming 
of  Tychicus  (ch.  vi.  21,  22),  and  a  twofold  doxology 
(ch.  vi.  23,  24),  this  sublime  epistle  comes  to  its 
close. 

With  regard  to  the  authenticity  and  genuineness 
of  this  epistle,  it  is  not  too  much  to  say  that  there 
are  no  just  grounds  for  doubt.  The  testimonies 
of  antiquity  are  unusually  strong.  F^ven  if  we  do 
not  press  the  supposed  allusions  in  Ignatius,  Eph. 
ch.  12,  and  Polycarp,  Philipp.  ch.  12,  we  can  con- 
fidently adduce  Ireiiajus,  Hivr.  v.  2,  3,  v.  14,  3 ; 
Clem.  Alex.  Pmhuj.  i.  p.  108  (ed.  Pott.),  Strom. 
iv.  p.  592  (ed.  Pott. ) ;  Origen,  Contr.  Cels.  iii.  20 ; 
TertuU.  de  Prcescr.  Ilier.  ch.  36,  and  after  them 
the  constant  and  persistent  tradition  of  the  ancient 
church,  liven  Marcion  did  not  deny  that  the 
epistle  was  written  by  St.  Paul,  nor  did  heretics 
refuse  occasionally  to  cite  it  as  confessedly  due  to 
him  as  its  author;  comp.  Irenaeus,  Hter.  i.  8,  5. 
In  recent  times,  however,  its  genuineness  has  been 
somewhat  vehemently  called  in  question.  De  Wette, 
iwth  in  the  introductory  pages  of  his  Commentary 
on  this  epistle  (ed.  2,  1847),  and  in  his  Introduction 
to  the  N.  T.  (ed.  5,  1848),  lalwrs  to  prove  that  it 
is  a  mere  spiritless  expansion  of  the  lipistle  to  the 
Colossians,  though  compiled  in  the  apostolic  age; 
Schwegler  {NuchajMst.  Zeitult.  ii.  330  fiT.),  Baur 
{Paulus,  p.  418  ff.),  and  others  advance  a  step 
further  and  reject  both  epistles  as  of  no  higher 
antiquity  than  the  age  of  Montanism  and  early 
Gnosticism.  Without  here  entering  into  the  details, 
it  seems  just  to  say  that  the  adverse  arguments 
have  been  urged  with  a  certain  amOUnt  of  specious 
plausibility,  but  that  the  rephes  have  been  so  clear, 
satisfactory,  and  in  some  cases  crushing,  as  to  leave 
no  reasonable  and  impartial  inquirer  in  doubt  as 
to  the  authorship  of  the  epistle.  On  the  one  hand 
we  have  mere  subjective  judgments,  not  unmarked 
by  arrogance,  relying  mainly  on  supposed  divengences 
in  doctrine  and  presumed  insipidities  of  diction,  but 
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wholly  destitute  of  any  sound  historical  basis;  on 
the  other  band  we  have  unusually  convincing 
counter-investigations,  and  the  unvarying  testimony 
of  the  ancient  church.  If  tlie  discrepancies  in 
matter  and  style  are  so  decided  as  to  lead  a  writer 
of  the  19th  century  to  deny  confidently  the  genuine- 
ness of  this  epistle,  how  are  we  to  account  for  its 
universal  reception  by  writers  of  the  2d  and  3d 
centuries,  who  siwke  the  lan^iage  in  which  it  was 
written,  and  who  were  by  no  means  unacquainted 
with  the  phenomena  of  pious  fraud  and  literary 
imposture  V 

For  a  detailed  reply  to  the  arguments  of  De 
Wette  and  liaur,  the  student  may  be  referred  to 
Meyer,  Eirdtil.  z.  Kph.  p.  19  fF.  (ed.  2),  Davidson, 
Inlrod.  to  N.  T.  ii.  p.  352  ff.,  and  Alford,  Pro- 
le[/ometui,  p.  8.  [See  also  Klijpper,  Be  Oriyine 
Epp.  ad  Ephesios  et  Cdi>»senses,  (iryph.  1853.]  « 

Two  special  points  require  a  brief  notice. 

(1.)  The  readers  for  whom  this  epistle  was  de- 
signed. In  the  opening  words,  TlavKos  aTr6a-To\os 
XpicTTOv  'IrjffoD  5m  OfKrifiaros  @fou  to7s  ayiois 
TO(s  ov(TLV  iv  ''E,(pia(c  koX  iriaTois  iv  XpiCTTcS 
'Iijo-oC,  the  words  eV  'Epfo-cii  are  omitted  by  B, 
67  [rt  secumla  mnnu],  Basil  (expressly),  and  jws- 
sibly  [probably]  TertuUian.  This,  conibined  with 
the  somewhat  noticealile  omission  of  all  greetings 
to  the  members  of  a  church  with  which  the  Ajwstle 
stood  in  such  affectionate  relation,  and  some  other 
internal  oI)jections,  have  suggested  a  doubt  whether 
these  words  really  formed  a  part  of  the  original 
text.  At  first  sight  these  doubts  seem  plausible; 
but  when  we  opjiose  to  them  {a)  the  overwhelming 
weight  of  diplomatic  evidence  for  the  insertion  of 
the  words,  {b)  the  testimony  of  all  the  versions,  (c) 
the  universal  designation  of  this  epistle  by  the 
ancient  church  (Marcion  standing  alone  in  his 
assertion  that  it  was  written  Aa  the  Laodiceans)  as 
an  epistle  to  the  Ephesians,  (<l)  the  extreme  diffi- 
culty in  giving  any  satisfactory  meaning  to  the 
isolated  participle,  and  the  absence  of  any  parallel 
usage  in  the  Apostle's  writings,  —  we  can  scarcely 
feel  any  doubt  as  to  the  propriety  of  removing  the 
brackets  in  which  these  words  are  inclosed  in  the 
2d  edition  of  TUolieruh)-/,  and  of  considering  them 
an  integral  part  of  the  original  text.*  If  called 
upon  to  supply  an  answer  to,  or  an  explanation  of 
the  internal  objections,  we  must  record  the  opinion 
that  none  on  the  whole  seems  so  free  from  objection 
as  that  which  regards  the  Epistle  as  also  designed 
for  the  benefit  of  churches  either  conterminous  to, 
or  dependent  on,  that  of  Ephesus.     The  counter- 


a  *  Some  good  remarks  on  this  topic  will  also  be 
found  in  an  article  on  The  Tiibingfn  School  by  the 
Eev.  S.  G.  Bulflnch.  D.  D.,  in  the  Monthly  liiligious 
Magazine  (Boston)  for  May,  1866,  p.  301  ff.  Speaking 
of  the  resemblance  of  the  Epistles  to  the  Ephesians 
and  the  Colossiana,  and  of  their  rejection  by  Baur,  the 
writer  observes :  — 

"  Our  critic,  however,  does  not  hold  that  one  of 
these  epistles  is  genuine  and  the  other  forged,  but 
condemns  both  together.  In  so  doing,  he  does  not 
appear  to  perceive  that  he  encounters  the  very  diffi- 
culty which  he  had  just  urged  against  the  common 
belief  It  is  cerbiinly  very  unlikely  that  two  persons 
should,  without  consent,  have  forged  two  pretended 
epistles  so  like  each  other  us  these  :  nor  does  it  seem 
credible  that,  when  one  had  forged  Colossiaiis,  another 
counterfeiter  should  have  received  this  base  coinage  a« 
true,  and  given  us  forgery  upon  forgery.  The  only 
Bupposition  rcumining  for  I>r.  Baur  is  that  the  pre- 
tended author  re|)eated  himself — the  supposition 
which  he  had  already  repudiated  as  applied  to  I'aul. 
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arguments  of  Meyer,  though  ably  urged,  are  not 
convincing.  Nor  can  an  appeal  to  the  silence  of 
writers  of  the  ancient  church  on  this  further  desti- 
nation be  conceived  of  much  weight,  as  their  refer- 
ences are  to  the  usual  and  titular  designation  of 
the  epistle,  but  do  not,  and  are  not  intended  to 
affect  the  question  of  its  wider  or  narrower  destina- 
tion. It  is  not  unnatural  to  suppose  that  the  special 
greetings  might  have  been  separately  intrusted  to 
the  bearer  Tychicus,  possibly  himself  an  Ephesian," 
and  certainly  commissioned  by  the  Apostle  (ch.  vi. 
22)  to  inform  the  Ephesians  of  his  state  and  cir- 
cumstances. 

(2.)  The  question  of  priority  in  respect  of  com- 
position between  this  epistle  and  that  to  the  Colos- 
sians  is  very  difficult  to  adjust.  On  the  whole, 
both  internal  and  external  considerations  seem 
somewhat  in  favor  of  tiie  priority  of  the  Epistle  to 
the  Colossians.  Comp.  Neander,  Planiini/,  i.  329 
(Bohn),  Schleiermacher,  Stud.  u.  Krit.  for  1832,  p. 
500,  and  Wieseler,  Chrcnwl.,  p.  450  ff.  On  the  sim- 
ilarity of  contents,  see  C\)U)ssians,  Epistle  to. 

(3.)  The  opinion  that  this  epistle  and  those  to 
the  Colossians  and  to  Philemon  were  written  during 
the  Ajwstle's  imprisonment  at  Ca>sarea  (Acts  xxi. 
27-xxvi.  32)  ha«  already  been  noticed  [Colos- 
sians, Epistle  to],  and  on  deliberation  rejected. 
The  weight  of  probability  seems  ('.istinctly  on  the 
side  of  the  opinion  of  the  ancient  church,  that  the 
present  epistle  was  written  during  the  Apostle's 
first  imprisonment  in  Rome. 

The  editions  of  [commentaries  on]  this  epistle 
have  been  numerous.  We  may  specify  those  of 
Iliickert  (Leipz.  1834),  Harless  (Erl.  1834), —an 
admirable  edition,  completely  undervalued  by  De 
Wette,  —  Olshausen  (Kinigsb.  1840),  I )e  Wette 
(Uipz.  1847),  Stier  (Beri.  1848),  IMeyer  (Gitt. 
1853);  and  in  our  own  country  those  of  Eadie 
(Glasg.  1854  [also  New  York]),  Ellicott  (I.ond. 
1855),  and  Alford  (Lond.  1857).  C.  J.  E. 

*  We  have  later  editions  of  conmientaries  from 
liniicott,  3d  ed.,  1864  (Amer.  reprint,  1800);  Alford, 
1865  (4th  ed.);  Harless,  1858  (but  unchanged); 
Stier,  1859  (an  abridgment  of  the  earlier  edition, 
which  EUicott  in  the  Preface  to  his  J plusiatis  so 
justly  censures  for  its  prolixity);  Meyer,  3d  ed., 
1859.  To  the  foregoing  works  we  may  add  those 
of  Schenkel,  Briefe  an  die  Eplieser,  &c.,  1867  (2te 
Ausg.) ;  Karl  Braune,  Bn:  an  die  Epheser,  &c.,  1867 
(substituted  for  Schenkel's  commentary  on  this 
epistle  in  I>auge's  Bibelirerk) ;  Bleek,  Vmlesungen 
iib.  die  Briefe  an  die  KoL,  den  Philem.  u.  die 


It  would  be.  indeed,  less  probable  in  the  case  of  a 
forger  than  in  that  of  the  Apostle ;  for  the  latter, 
writing  naturally,  would  not  guard  hinufclf  against 
repeating  the  same  thoughts  in  letters  to  different  per- 
sons ;  while  one  who  was  fabricating  fiilse  epistles 
would  take  especial  care  against  whatever  might  bring 
his  work  into  suspicion."     (I'agc  303.)  A. 

b  *  The  diplomatic  evidence  against  the  genuine- 
ness of  the  words  ec  'Eij>c<nf  is  now  strengthened  by 
their  omission  in  the  Coilex  .Sinaiticiis.  JSasil  testifier 
that  the  reading  tois  oiaiv  (without  cV  'E<)>e<Tif)  had 
been  handed  down  by  his  predecessors,  and  was  that 
which  he  had  found  in  the  ancient  copies  of  the  epistle ; 
OVTta  yap  Koi  oi  Trpb  rifJMi'  napaSeSiOKaai .  Koi  iifxfti  tv 
ToiS  iroAatot?  tCiv  am'iypa.^xov  (vpriKaiiev  (Contra 
Eitnoni.  ii.  19).  This  appears  also  to  have  been  the 
reading  of  Origen.  See  the  note  in  Ti.«chendorf 's  7th 
ed.  of  the  Greek  Testament  (1859).  The  external 
evidence  against  the  words  is  certainly  weighty.  On 
this  and  other  questions  relating  to  the  epistle,  see  par- 
ticularly Bleek 's  Vorlesungen  (1865),  p.  172  ff.       A. 
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Eph.j  1865  (edited  by  F.  Nitzsch);  Trapp,  in  his 
Commentary  on  the  New  Testament  (Webster's  ed. 
Lond.  1865);  Maurice,  Kpistle  to  the  Kphesians, 
in  \ii  Uniti/  of  the  Neio  Testament,  pp.  512-548 
(1854);  J.  Llewelyn  Davies,  Epistles  of  St.  Paul 
to  the  Ephedans,  Colossinm,  and  Philemon,  tcith 
Introduction,  and  Notes  (I^nd.  1866);  Alford,  in 
his  iVew  Testament  fw  English  Readers  (1866); 
Wordsworth,  in  his  Greek  Testament,  with  Intro- 
ductions and  Notes,  1866  (4th  ed.);  and  in  our 
own  country,  those  of  the  liev.  Albert  Banies, 
Notes,  Explanatory  and  Practical,  on  the  Epistles 
to  the  Ephesians,  Philippians,  ami  Colossians 
(1845),  S.  H.  Turner,  D.  D.,  The  Epistle  to  the 
Ephesi'tns,  in  Gnelc  and  English,  with  an  Exei/et- 
ical  Commentary  (1856),  and  Charles  Hodcfe,  1).  D., 
Comm.  on  the  Epistle  to  the  Ephesians  (185G). 

The  circle  of  critical  questions  (such  as  genuine- 
ness, Gnostic  tendency,  time  and  place  of  composi- 
tion) to  which  this  epistle  has  given  rise,  coincides 
very  nearly  with  that  connected  with  the  Epistle 
to  the  Colossians.  [Colossiaxs.J  On  this  class 
oi  questions  see  especially  Prof.  Weiss's  supple- 
mentary article  in  llerzog's  Real-Kncyk.  xix.  481- 
487.  This  writer  afjrees  with  those  who  regard  eV 
'E.<pf(ra>  of  the  received  text  (i.  1)  as  a  later  addition, 
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and  the  epistle  consequently  as  encyclical  in  its 
destination.  In  his  view  the  textual  evidence  for 
this  conclusion  is  altogether  preponderant,  while 
the  omission  of  the  words  occasions  no  difHeulty. 
It  was  sufficient  for  the  Apostle  in  the  atldress  to 
characterize  his  readers  as  Christians  or  saints  in 
a  general  way,  while  at  the  same  time  he  ga^e  to 
Tychicus,  the  bearer  of  the  letter  (Col.  iv.  7),  oral 
instructions  as  to  tlieT)articular  churches  for  whom 
the  epistle  was  designed.  Bleek  (Einl.  in  das  N. 
Test.  p.  457)  supposes  that  the  letter  was  sent  first 
to  the  church  at  I>aodicea  (comp.  Tertull.  adr. 
Marcum.  v.  11,  17,  and  Col.  iv.  16),  but  that  it 
was  designed  to  be  communicated  to  otlier  churches 
in  the  immediate  neighborhood  (as  that  at  Ilie- 
rapolis),  which  Paul  had  not  jiersonally  visited.  He 
thinks  it  cannot  have  been  intended  also  for  the 
church  at  Ephesus,  which  stood  in  so  different  a 
relation  to  the  Apostle.  Dr.  J.  C.  M.  Laurent,  on 
the  other  hand,  in  a  recent  article  {Philemon  von 
Laodikeia,  in  the  Jahrb.  f.  deutsche  Thevl.  1866, 
p.  129  ft'.)  regards  the  epistle  as  designed  equally 
for  the  churches  of  Laodicea  and  Ephesus,  and 
therefore  originally  written  without  any  address, 
the  words  iv  'Ecfjiffcp  in  ver.  1  being  a  later  addi- 
tion.    The  various  hypotheses  have  been  still  more 


Site  of  Ephesus.     (From  Laborde.) 


recently  discussed  by  Kamphausen,  Ueber  den 
ursprilngl.  Leserkreis  des  F.pheserbriefes,  in  the 
Jahrb.  f.  deutsche  Tlieol,  18;J6,  pp.  742-749.  He 
supposes  that  the  epistle  was  originally  addressed 
to  the  church  at  Laodicea.  H. 

EPH'ESLTS  ('Ec^eo-os),  an  illustrious  city  in 
the  district  of  Ionia  {i^oKis  'laivias  iiri(pav€(TTdTTi, 
Steph.  Byz.  s.  v.),  nearly  opposite  the  island  of 
Samos,  and  about  the  middle  of  the  western  coast 
of  the  peninsula  commonly  called  Asia  Minor.  Not 
that  this  geographical  term  was  known  in  the  first 
century.  The  Asia  of  the  N.  T.  was  simply  the 
Roman  province  which  embraced  the  western  part 
Of  the  peninsula.  Of  this  province  Ephesus  was 
the  capital.     [Ephesus.]  I 

Among  the  more  marked  physical  features  of  the 
peninsula  are  the  two  large  rivers,  Hermus  and 
Moeander,  which  flow  from  a  remote  part  of  the 
interior  westward  to  the  Archipelago,  Smyni»(Rev. 
ii.  8)  being  near  the  mouth  of  one  and  Miletus 
(Acts  XX.  17)  of  the  other.  Between  the  valleys 
Iraiued  by  these  two  rivers  is  the  shorter  stream 


and  smaller  basin  of  the  Cayster,  called  by  the 
Turks  Kutschuk- Mendere,  or  the  Little  Mseander. 
Its  upper  level  (often  called  the  Caystrian  meadows) 
was  closed  to  the  westward  by  the  gorge  between 
Gallesus  and  Pactyas,  the  latter  of  these  mountains 
being  a  prolongation  of  the  range  of  Messogis  which 
bounds  the  valley  of  the  Mseander  on  the  north, 
the  former  more  remotely  connected  with  the  range 
of  Tmolus  which  bounds  the  valley  of  the  Hennus 
on  the  south.  Beyond  the  gorge  and  towards  the 
sea  the  valley  opens  out  again  into  an  alluvial  flat 
(Herod,  ii.  10),  with  hills  rising  abruptly  from  it. 
The  plain  is  now  about  5  miles  in  breadth,  but 
formerly  it  must  have  been  smaller;  and  some  of 
the  hills  were  once  probably  islands.  Here  Ephesus 
stood,  partly  on  the  level  ground  and  partly  on  the 
hills. 

Of  the  hills,  on  which  a  large  portion  of  the  city 
was  built,  the  two  most  importsint  were  Prion  and 
Coressus,  the  latter  on  the  S.  of  the  plain,  and 
being  in  fact  almost  a  continuation  of  Pactyas,  the 
former  being   in   front  of  Coressus  and  near  it^ 
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though  separated  by  a  deep  and  definite  valley. 
Further  to  the  N.  E.  is  another  conspicuous  emi- 
nence. It  seems  to  be  the  hill  mentioned  by  Pro- 
copius  (de  A^dif.  v.  i.)  as  one  on  which  a  church 
d^icated  to  St.  John  was  built;  and  its  present 
name  Ayctsciluk  is  thought  to  have  reference  to 
him,  and  to  be  a  corruption  of  6  0710$  6fo\6yos. 
Ephesus  is  closely  connected  with  this  Apostle,  not 
only  as  being  the  scene  (Kev.  i.  11,  ii.  1)  of  the 
most  prominent  of  the  churches  of  the  Apocalypse, 
but  also  in  the  story  of  his  latef  hfe  as  given  by 
Eusebius.  Possibly  his  Gospel  and  Epistles  were 
wTitten  here.  There  is  a  tradition  that  the  mother 
of  our  Lord  was  buried  at  Ephesus,  as  also  Timothy 
and  St.  John ;  and  Ignatius  addressed  one  of  his 
epistles  to  the  church  of  this  place  {rfj  iKKKrtcria. 
TTj  k^io/j.aKapiaTCf!,  rfj  oijcrj  iv  'E(j)€(T(i)  t7)s  '  Afftos, 
riefele, /"«?.  A^iostoL' i^.  154),  which  held  a  con- 
spicuous position  during  the  early  ages  of  Chris- 
tianity, and  was  in  fact  the  n)etropolis  of  the 
churches  of  this  part  of  Asia.  But  for  direct  Biblical 
illustration  we  must  turn  to  the  hfe  and  writings 
of  St.  Paul,  in  following  which  minutely  it  is 
remarkable  how  all  the  most  characteristic  features 
of  ancient  Ephesus  come  successively  into  view. 

1.  Geoyraplncal  Relations.  —  These  may  l>e 
viewed  in  connection,  first  with  the  sea  and  ■  then 
with  the  land. 

All  the  cities  of  Ionia  were  remarkably  well 
situated  for  the  growth  of  commeroiid  prosperity 
(Herod,  i.  142),  and  none  more  so  than  Ephesus. 
With  a  fertile  neighborhood  and  an  excellent  climate, 
it  was  also  most  conveniently  placed  for  traffic  with 
all  the  neighboring  parts  of  the  Levant.  In  the 
time  of  Augustus  it  was  the  great  emporium  of 
all  the  regions  of  Asia  within  the  Taurus  (Str«b. 
xiv.  p.  950):  its  harbor  (named  Panormus),at  tbe 
mouth  of  the  Cayster,  was  elaborately  constructed; 
though  alluvial  matter 'caused  serious  hindrances 
both  in  the  time  of  Attalus,  and  in  St.  Paul's  own 
time  (Tac.  Ann.  xvi.  23).  The  Apostle's  life  alone 
furnishes  illustrations  of  its  mercantile  relations 
with  Achaia  on  the  VV.,  Macedonia  on  the  N.,  and 
SjTia  on  the  E.  At  the  close  of  his  second  mis- 
sionary circuit,  he  sailed  across  from  Corinth  to 
Ephesus  (Acts  xviii.  19)  when  on  his  way  to  Sj-ria 
(j6.  21,  22);  and  there  is  some  reason  for  believing 
that  he  once  made  the  same  short  voyage  over  the 
^gean  in  the  opposite  direction  at  a  later  period 
[CoKiNTiUANS,  FiKST  EpiSTLE  To].  Oil  the  third 
missionary  circuit,  besides  the  notice  of  the  journey 
from  Eph&sus  to  Macedonia  (xix.  21,  xx.  1),  we 
have  the  coast  voyage  on  the  return  to  Syria  given 
in  detail  (xx.,  xxi.)  and  the  geographical  relations 
of  this  city  with  the  islands  and  neighboring  parts 
of  the  coast  minutely  indicated  (xx.  15-17).  To 
these  passages  we  must  add  1  Tim.  i.  3;  2  Tim. 
iv.  12,  20 ;  though  it  is  difficult  to  say  confidently 
whether  the  journeys  implied  there  were  by  land 
or  by  water.     See  likewise  Acts  xix.  27,  xx.  1. 

As  to  the  relations  of  Ephesus  to  the  inland 
regions  of  the  continent,  these  also  are  prominently 
brought  before  us  in  the  Apostle's  travels.  The 
"upper  coasts  "  (to  avoirfpiKa  /utprj,  Acts  xix.  1) 
through  wliich  he  passed  when  about  t«i  take  up  his 
residence  in  the  city,  were  the  Phrygian  tiible-lands 
of  the  interior;  and  it  was  probably  in  tlie  same 
iistrict  that  on  a  previous  occasion  (Acts  xvi.  6)  he 
formed  the  unsucceasfid  project  of  preaching  the 
gospel  in  the  district  of  Asia.  Two  great  roads  at 
least,  in  the  Roman  times,  led  eastward  from  Eph- 
SBUs:  one  through  the  passes  of  Tmolus  to  Sardis 
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(Rev.  iii.  1)  and  thence  to  Galatla  and  the  N.  K; 
the  other  round  the  extremity  of  Pactj-as  to  Mag- 
nesia, and  so  up  the  valley  of  the  Mjeander  to  Ico- 
nium,  whence  the  communication  was  direct  to  the 
Euphrates  and  to  the  Syrian  Antioch.  There  seem 
to  have  been  Sardian  and  Magnesian  gates  on  the 
E.  side  of  Ephesus,  corresponding  to  these  roads 
respectively.  There  were  also  coast-roads  leading 
northwards  to  Smyrna  and  southwards  to  Miletus. 
By  tlie  latter  of  these  it  is  probable  that  the  Ephe'- 
sian  elders  travelled,  when  summoned  to  meet  Paul 
at  the  latter  city  (Acts  xx.  17,  18).  Part  of  the 
pavement  of  the  Sardian  road  has  been  noticed  by 
travellers  under  the  cUfts  of  Gallesus.  All  these 
roads,  and  others,  are  exhibited  on  the  map  in 
I.,eake's  Asia  Minor. 

2.  Temple  ami  Wwsliip  of  Di^na.  —  Conspic- 
uous at  the  head  of  the  harbor  of  Ephesus  was 
the  great  temple  of  Diana  or  Artemis,  the  tutelary 
divinity  of  the  city.  This  building  was  raised  on 
immense  substructions,  in  consequence  of  the 
swampy  nature  of  the  ground.  The  earlier  temple, 
which  had  been  begun  before  the  Persian  war,  was 
burnt  down  in  the  night  when  Alexander  the  Great 


Plali  of  the  Temple  of  Diana  at  Ephesus.     (From 
Quhl'S  Epkesiaca.) 

was  bom ;  and  another  structure,  raised  by  the  en- 
thusiastic co('i)eration  of  all  the  inhabitants  of 
"  Asia,"  had  taken  its  place.  Its  dimensions  were 
very  great.  In  length  it  was  425  feet,  and  in 
breadth  220.  The  columns  were  127  in  number, 
and  each  of  them  was  GO  feet  high.  In  style,  too, 
it  constituted  an  epoch  in  Greek  art  (Vitniv.  iv.  1); 
since  it  was  here  first  that  the  graceful  Ionic  order 
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<raa  perfected.  The  magnificence  of  this  sanctuary 
was  a  proverb  throughout  the  civilized  world,  ('o 
rrjs  'ApTffuSos  vahs  iv  'E<p((Tef)  fxSvos  icrrl  Otuv 
oIkos,  Philo  Byz.   Spect.   Mund.  7.)      All  these 


circumstances  give  increased  force  to  the  architect-  \  regarded  as  a  charm  when  pronounced,  and  when 
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ical  books  which  were  publicly  burnt  (ver.  19) 
under  the  influence  of  St.  Paul's  preaching,  it  is 
enough  here  to  refer  to  the  'E(|)6(no  ypifj-fMra. 
(mentioned  by  Plutarch  and  others),  which  were 


ural  allegory  in  the  great  epistle  which  St.  I'aul 
wrote  in  this  place  (1  Cor.  iii.  9-17),  to  the  pas- 
sages where  imagery  of  this  kind  is  used  in  the 
epistles  addressed  to  Ephesus  (Eph.  ii.  19-22;  1 
Tim.  iii.  15,  vi.  19;  2  Tim.  ii.  19,  20),  and  to  the 
words  spoken  to  the  Ephesian  elders  at  Miletus 
(Acts  XX.  32). 

The  chief  points  connected  with  the  uproar  at 
Ephesus  (Acts  xix.  23-41)  are  mentioned  in  the 
article  Di.vna  ;  but  the  following  details  must  be 
added.  In  consequence  of  this  devotion,  the  city 
of  Ephesus  was  called  yeooKdpos  (ver.  35)  or 
"warden"  of  Diana.  This  was  a  recognized  title 
applied  in  such  cases,  not  only  to  individuals,  but 
to  communities.  In  the  instance  of  Ephesus,  the 
term  is  abundantly  found  both  on  coins  and  on  in- 
scriptions. Its  neocurate  was  in  fact,  as  the  "  town- 
clerk  "  said,  proverbial.  Another  consequence  of 
the  celebrity  of  Diana's  worship  at  Ephesus  was, 
that  a  large  manufactory  grew  up  there  of  portable 
shrines  (vaoi,  ver.  24,  the  a<pi^pvjxaTa  of  Dionys. 
Halicarn.  ii.  2,  and  other  writers),  which  strangers 
purchased,  and  devotees  carried  with  them  on  jour- 
neys OF  set  up  in  their  houses.  Of  the  manufact- 
urers engaged  in  this  business,  perhaps  Alexander 
the  "coppersmith"  (3  ;ya\K€i}s,  2  Tim.  iv.  14) 
was  one.  The  case  of  Demetrius  the  "  silver- 
smith" {apyvpoiroios  in  the  Acts)  is  explicit.  He 
'  was  alarmed  for  his  trade  when  he  saw  the  gospel, 
under  the  preaching  of  St.  Paul,  gaining  ground 
upon  idolatry  <and  superstition ;  and  he  spread  a 
panic  among  the  craftsmen  of  various  grades,  the 
Tex''""""  (^'^''-  '^^^  °''  designers,  and  the  ipydrai 
(ver.  25)  or  common  workmen,  if  this  is  the  dis- 
tinction between  them. 

3.  The  Asinrc/is.  —  Public  games  were  connected 
with  the  worship  of  Diana  at  Ephesus.  The  month 
of  !May  was  sacred  to  her.  The  uproar  mentioned 
in  the  Acts  very  probably  took  place  at  this  season. 
St.  Paul  was  certainly  at  Ephesus  about  that  time 
of  the  year  (1  ("or.  xvi.  8);  and  Demetrius  might 
well  be  peculiarly  sensitive  if  he  found  his  trade 
failing  at  the  time  of  greatest  concourse.  However 
this  may  be,  the  Asiarchs  i'Afftdpxai,  A-  ^• 
"chiefs  of  Asia")  were  present  (Acts  xix.  31). 
These  were  officers  appointed,  after  the  manner 
of  the  aidiles  at  Rome,  to  preside  over  the  games 
which  were  held  m  different  parts  of  the  province 
of  Asia,  just  as  other  provinces  had  their  Galat- 
archs,  Lycinrehs,  &c.  Various  cities  would  require 
the  presence  of  these  officers  in  turn.  In  the  ac- 
count of  Polycarp's  martyrdom  at  Smyrna  (Hefele, 
Pat.  Apost.  p.  286)  an  important  part  is  played  by 
the  Asiarch  Philip.  It  is  a  remarkable  proof  of  the 
influence  which  St.  Paul  had  gained  at 
Ephesus,  that  the  Asiarchs  took  his  side  in 
the  disturbance.  See  Dr.  Wordswortli's 
note  on  Acts  xix.  31.     [Asiarch.e.] 

.  4.  Study  and  jvactice  of'  mnyic.  —  Not 
unconnected  with  the  preceding  subject  was 
the  remarkable  prevalence  of  magical  arts 
at  Ephesus.  This  also  comes  conspicuously 
into  view  in  St.  Luke's  narrative.  The  pe- 
culiar character  of  St.  Paul's  miracles  (Sw- 
vdfius  oh  T^s  -rvxovaas,   ver.    11)  would  Coin  of  Ephesus,  exhibiting  the  Temple  of  Diana. 

Beem  to  have  been  intended  as  antagonistic  to  the  I  vov  \Lri<pL(Tafjitvov  Ti$.  K\-  'ItoAikou  tov  ypafi- 
Wevalent  superstition.     In  illustration  of  the  mag- 1  fjiuTecos  tov  S-fifjiov.  2966.     The  coins  of  Ephesui. 


written  down  were  carried  about  as  amulets.  The 
faith  in  tiiese  mystic  syllables  continued,  more  or 
less,  till  the  sixth  century.  See  the  Life  of  Alexan- 
der of  Ti-alles  in  the  JJicl.  of'  Biog.  [See  also 
Grotius  and  Wetstein  on  Acts  xix.  19.] 

5.  Provincial  and  municipal  gover-nment.  —  It  is 
well  known  that  Asia  was  a  proconsular  province; 
and  in  harmony  with  this  fact  we  find  proconsuls 
(ai^viraroi,  "deputies,"  A.  V.)  specially  men- 
tioned (ver.  38).  Nor  is  it  necessary  to  inquire 
here  whether  the  plural  in  this  passage  is  generic, 
or  whether  the  governors  of  other  provinces  were 
present  in  Ephesus  at  the  time.  Again  we  learn 
from  Pliny  (v.  31)  that  Ephesus  was  an  assize- 
town  (forum  or  conventus) ;  and  in  the  sacred  nar- 
rative (ver.  38)  we  find  the  court- days  alluded  to 
as  actually  being  held  {ay6paioi  ayovrai,  A.  V. 
"the  law  is  open")  during  the  uproar;  though 
perhaps  it  is  not  absolutely  necessary  to  give  the 
expression  this  exact  reference  as  to  time  (see 
Wordsworth).  Ephesus  itself  was  a  "free  city," 
and  had  its  own  assemblies  and  its  own  magistrates. 
The  senate  (yepouaia  or  ^SouAiij)  is  mentioned,  not 
only  by  Strabo,  but  by  Josephus  (Ant.  xiv.  10,  § 
25,  xvi.  6,  §§  4,  7);  and  St.  Luke,  in  the  narrative 
before  us,  sixsiks  of  the  Si)fj.os  (vv.  30,  3.j,  A.  V. 
"the  people")  and  of  its  customary  assembhes 
{ivu6iJLw  iKK\r\ff'ia,  vv.  39,  A.  V.  "a  lawful  as- 
sembly"). That  the  tumultuary  meeting  which 
was  gathered  on  the  occasion  in  question  should 
take  place  in  the  tlieatre  (vv.  29,  31)  was  nothing 
extraordinary.  It  was  at  a  meeting  in  the  theatre 
at  Csesarea  that  Agrippa  I.  received  his  death- 
stroke  (.\cts  xii.  23),  and  in  Greek  cities  this  was 
often  the  place  for  large  assemblies  (Tac.  Hist.  ii. 
80;  Val.  Max.  ii.  2).  We  even  find  conspicuous 
mention  made  of  one  of  the  most  important  mu- 
nicipal officers  of  Ephesus,  the  "  Town-Clerk " 
(7/)OjU;uaT€us)  or  keeper  of  the  records,  whom  we 
know  from  other  sources  to  have  been  a  person  of 
great  influence  and  responsibility. 

It  is  remarkable  how  all  these  political  and  re- 
ligious characteristics  of  Ephesus  which  appear  in 
the  sacred  narrative,  are  illustrated  by  inscriptions 
and  coins.  An  apx^'iov  or  state -paper  office  is 
mentioned  on  an  inscription  in  Chishull.  The 
ypajXfMTfvs  frequently  appears;  so  also  the  'Ao-j- 
dpxai  ^"d  avdviraroi.  Sometimes  these  words 
are  combined  in  the  same  inscription :  see  for  in- 
stance Bockh.  Corp.  Insc.  2999,  2994.  The  fol- 
lowing is  worth  quoting  at  length,  as  containing 
also  the  words  ^^jxas  and  vewKSpos'-  'H  (piKoas- 
PaffThs  'E((>«Tici>v  fiov\^  koI  b  yewKopos  STjfios 
KoSiepuiaav  iirl  avdvirarov  lleSouKaiou  TlpeiaKei- 
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are  full  of  allusions  to  the  worship  of  Diana  in 
various  aspects.  The  word  vfwK6poc  is  of  fre- 
quent occurrence.  That  which  is  given  above  has 
also  the  word  audinraros  '■  it  exhibits  an  image  of 
the  temple,  and,  bearing  as  it  does,  the  name  and 
head  of  Nero,  it  must  have  been  struck  about  the 
time  of  St.  Paul's  stay  in  Epliesus. 

We  should  enter  on  doubtful  ground  if  we  were 
to  speculate  on  the  Gnostic  and  other  errors  which 
gtew  up  at  Ephesus  in  the  later  apostolic  age,  and 
which  are  foretold  in  the  address  at  Miletus,  and 
indicated  in  the  Epistle  to  the  Ephesians,  and  more 
distinctly  in  the  Epistles  to  Timothy.  It  is  more 
to  our  purpose  if  we  briefly  put  down  tlie  actual 
facts  recorded  in  the  N.  T.  as  connected  with  the 
rise  and  early  progress  of  Christianity  in  this  city. 

That  Jews  were  established  there  in  considerable 
numbere  is  known  from  Joseiihus  {U.  c),  and  might 
be  inferred  from  its  mercantile  eminence:  but  it  is 
also  evident  from  Acts  ii.  9,  vi.  9.  In  harmony 
with  the  character  of  Ephesus  as  a  place  of  con- 
course and  commerce,  it  is  here,  and  here  only,  that 
we  find  disciples  of  John  the  Baptist  explicitly 
mentioned  after  the  ascension  of  Christ  (Acts  xviii. 
25,  xix.  3).  The  case  of  ApoUos  (xviii.  24)  is  an 
exemplification  further  of  the  intercourse  between 
this  place  and  Alexandria.  The  first  seeds  of 
Christian   truth   were   possil  ly  sown   at    E[ihesiis 
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immediately  after  the  Great  Pentecost  (Acts  ii.). 
Whatever  previous  plans  St.  Paul  may  have  enter- 
tained (xvi.  6),  his  first  visit  was  on  his  return 
from  the  second  missionary  circuit  (xviii.  19-21); 
ti!icl  his  stay  on  that  occasion  was  very  short:  nor 
is  there  any  proof  that  he  found  any  Christians  at 
Ephesus;  but  he  left  there  Aquila  and  Priscilla 
(ver.  19),  who  both  then  and  at  a  later  period  (2 
Tim.  iv.  19)  were  of  signal  service.  In  St.  Paul's 
own  stay  of  more  than  two  years  (xix.  8,  10,  xx. 
31),  which  formed  the  most  iniiiortaiit  passage  of 
his  tliird  circuit,  and  during  which  lie  labored,  first 
in  the  synagogue  (xix.  8),  and  tlien  in  the  school 
of  Tyrannus  (ver.  9),  and  also  in  private  houses 
(xx.  20),  and  during  which  he  wrote  the  First 
Epistle  to  the  Corinthians,  we  have  the  period  of 
the  chief  evangelization  of  this  shore  of  the  /Egean. 
The  direct  narrative  in  .\cts  xix.  receives  but  little 
elucidation  from  the  Epistle  to  the  Ephesians, 
which  was  written  several  years  after  from  Pome; 
but  it  is  supplemented  in  some  important  particu- 
lars (especially  as  regards  the  Apostle's  personal 
habits  of  self-denial,  xx.  34)  by  the  address  at  ^li- 
letus.  This  address  shows  that  the  church  at  Eph- 
esus was  thoroughly  organized  under  its  presbyters. 
At  a  later  period  TmoTiiv  was  set  over  them,  as 
we  learn  from  the  two  epistles  addressed  to  him. 
Among  St.  Paul's  other  companions,  two,  Trophi- 


^'kw  of  the  Theatre  at  Ephesus.     (From  Labordo.) 

n)i;s  and  'I'ychicus,  were  natixcs  of  Asia  (xx.  4),  I  ton.     Some  views  are  given  in  the  second  volun 
and  the  latter  probably  (-2   Tim.  iv.  1-2).  the  former   of  the  /(niinn  Antiquities,  published  by  the  Dili 
certainly  (Acts  xxi.  2!»),  uatiws  ol'  l".]ihesus.     In   tanti  Society.     Leake,  in  his  Adn  Minor, Ma' 
the  same  connection  we  ought  to  niention  ( liiesiph-  discussion  on    the   dimensions   and   style  of  th^ 
orus  (2  Tim.  i.  lfl-18)  and  his  household  (iv.  1!)).    Temple.     The  whole  place  is  now  utterly  desolate, 
On  the  other  hand  must  be  noticed  certain  specified  ,  with  the  exception  of  the  small  Turkish  village  at 


Ephesian  antagonists  of  the  Apostle,  the  sons  of 
Scera  and  his  party  (Acta  xix.  14),  Hymenams  and 
Alexander  (1  Tim.  i.  20;  2  Tim.  iv.  14),  and  Phy- 
gellus  and  llerniogenes  (2  Tim.  i.  15). 

The  site  of  ancient  l^phesus  has  been  visited  and 
examined  by  many  travellers  during  the  last  200 
yearg;  and  ilescriptior.s,  more  or  less  copious,  have 
l)een  given  Viy  I'occK'ke,  Toumefort,  S{X)n  and 
Wheler,  Chandler,  I'oujtiulat,  Proke-sch,  Peaujour, 
Schul)ert,  Arun<lell,  I'ellows,  and  Hamilton.  The 
fullest  accounts  are,  among  the  older  travellers,  in 
Chandler,  and  among  the  more  recent,  in  Hamil- 


Aynuduk.  The  ruins  are  of  va.st  extent,  both  on 
Cores.sus  and  on  the  plain ;  but  tliere  is  gi'eat  doubt 
as  to  many  topographical  details.  In  Kiei>ert'8 
Ihllas  is  a  map,  more  or  less  conjectural,  tlie  sub- 
stance of  which  will  be  found  in  the  Diet,  of  Geog. 
8.  V.  Ephesus.  Gtihl's  plans  also  are  mostly  from 
Kiepert. 

It  is  satisfactory,  however,  that  the  position  of 
the  theatre  on  Mount  Prion  is  absolutely  certain. 
Fellows  says  it  nmst  have  been  one  of  the  largest 
in  the  worid.  A  view  of  it,  from  I.aliorde,  is  given 
above.     The  situation  of  the  temple  is  doubtful, 
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but  it  probably  stood  where  certain  larwe  masses  re- 
main on  the  low  ground,  full  in  view  of  the  theatre. 
ITie  disappearance  of  the  temple  may  easily  be  ac- 
counted for,  partly  by  the  rising  of  the  soil,  and 
partly  by  the  incessant  use  of  its  materials  for 
mediaeval  buildings.  Some  of  its  columns  are  said 
to  be  in  St.  Sophia  at  Constantinople,  and  even  in 
the  cathedrals  of  Italy. 

To  the  works  above  referred  to  must  be  added, 
Perry,  Be  rebus  Kphtsiorum  (Gott.  1837),  a  slight 
sketch;  Guhl,  Ephesiaca  (Berl.  1843),  a  very 
elalwrate  work;  Hemsen's  Paulus  (Gott.  1830), 
which  contains  a  good  chapter  on  Ephesus ;  Biscoe 
On  the  Ads  (Oxf.  1829),  pp.  274-285;  .^Ir.  Aker- 
man's  pajjer  on  the  Coins  of  Ephesus  in  the  Trans, 
of  the  Numisiwitic  Soc,  1841;  Gronov.  Antiq. 
Groec.  vii.  387-401;  and  an  article  by  Ampere  in 
the  Rev.  des  Deux  Moiules  for  January  1842. 

An  elaborate  work  on  Ephesus  is  understood  to 
be  in  preparation  by  Mr.  FaJkener  [since  published, 
Lond.  1802].  J.  S.  H. 

*  The  Apostle  Paul  in  all  probability  wrote  his 
Epistle  to  the  Galatians  at  Ephesus,  during  his  so- 
journ of  nearly  three  years  in  that  city  (Acts  xx. 
31).  [Galatiaxs,  Epistle  to  the.]  His  so- 
journ there  for  so  long  a  time  illustrates  what  appears 
to  have  been  a  rule  of  the  earliest  missionaries,  and 
that  was  to  plant  the  gospel  first  in  the  principal 
towns,  and  then  from  these  centres  to  extend  the 
knowledge  of  it  to  other  regions.  A\'riting  to  the 
believers  at  Thessalonica,  the  most  populous  place 
in  northern  Greece,  Paul  commends  them,  because 
from  them  had  "sounded  out  the  won!  of  the 
Lord  not  only  in  Macedonia  and  Achaia,  but  also 
in  every  (other)  place  "  with  which  travel  and  com- 
merce connected  that  metropolis  (1  Thess.  i.  8). 
Ephesus  held  a  similar  rank  in  relation  to  the  ad- 
jacent parts  of  Asia  Minor  (Acts  xix.  10),  The 
church  at  Ephesus  was  one  of  the  seven  churches 
to  which  the  Apostle  John  at  a  subsequent  jieriod 
sent  messages  from  Patmos  (Rev.  ii.  1  ff.).  How 
sadly  fulfilled  were  Paul's  predictions  respecting  the 
corruptions  which  should  appear  in  this  church 
aft«r  his  death  (Acts  xx.  28  ft'.),  we  learn  from  its 
condition  as  described  by  John  (Kev.  ii.  1-6). 
[NicoLAiTAxs.]  For  the  import  and  teachings 
of  the  communication  which  the  Spirit  sent  through 
John  to  the  church  at  Ephesus,  see  Trench's  Comm. 
on  the  KpisUes  to  the  Seven  Churches  in  Asia,  and 
Prof.  Stuart's  Commentary  on  the  Apocalypse. 

Forbiger  {Hamlb.  der  alten  Geogr.  ii.  188  if.) 
cites  the  principal  passages  in  the  classical  writers 
which  illustrate  the  rank  and  earlier  history  of  this 
capital  of  Roman  Asia.  There  are  articles  on 
"Ephesus"  in  Pauly's  Real-Encyk.  by  Wester- 
mann,  and  in  Herzog's  Real-Encyk.  by  Arnold. 
Lewin  furnishes  a  sketch  at  some  length  of  pro- 
consular Asia  and  Ephesus  its  capital  {Life  and 
Epistles  of  St.  Paul,  i.  344-3G.5).  The  incidents 
relating  to  Paul's  life  and  labors  in  that  city  are 
drawn  out  in  chap.  viii.  of  Howson's  Scenes  from 
the  Life  of  St.  Paul,  and  their  Relifwus  Lessons 
(Lond.  1806),  reprinted  by  the  American  Tract 
Society  (Boston,  1867).  See  also  Conybeare  and 
Howson's  Life  and  Letters  of  St.  Paid,  ii.  80  flf. 
(Amer.  ed.). 
^  The  approach  of  the  West  to  the  East  in  the 

imilating  power  of  its  commerce,  arts,  and  gen- 

'  civilization  brings  with  it  strange  innovations. 

railroad  at  the  present  time  connects  the  Apoc- 

lyptic  places.   SmjTna   and  Ephesus,  with   each 

Jther.     "By  the  railway,"  says  Pressens^  {Ijond 
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of  the  Gospel,  p.  215),  "we  made  the  journey  in 
two  hours.  It  crosses  a  smiling,  fertile  valley,  ly- 
ing between  green  mountains,  crowned  not  far  from 
Ephesus  by  a  fine  glacier.  Numerous  herds  are 
startled  into  flight  at  the  whistle  of  the  engine ; 
several  slow  caravans  pass  liefore  us,  as  if  to  draw 
the  contrast  between  the  antique  locomotion  of  the 
desert  world  and  the  unbridled  haste  of  a  more 
advanced  civihzation."  H. 

EPH'LAL  Pb?M  [jiidr/ment]:  ' A(pafxriK; 
Alex.  0(p\aS:  [Aid.  with  8  MSS.  '0<p\d\:]  Oph- 
lal),  a  descendant  of  Judah,  of  the  family  of  Hez- 
ron  and  of  Jerahmeel  (1  Chr.  ii.  37). 

EPHOD  (^^2S),  a  sacred  vestment  originally 
appropriate  to  the  high-priest  (Ex.  xxtiii.  4),  but 
afterwards  worn  by  ordinary  priests  (1  Sam.  xxii. 
18),  and  deemed  characteristic  of  the  office  (1  Sam. 
ii.  28,  xiv.  3;  Hos.  iii.  4).  For  a  description  of 
the  robe  itself  see  High-priest.  A  kind  of  ephod 
was  worn  by  Sanuiel  (1  Sam.  ii.  18),  and  by  Da- 
vid when  he  brought  the  ark  to  Jerusalem  (2  Sam. 
vi.  14;  1  Chr.  xv.  27);  it  diflfered  from  the  priestly 
ephod  in  material,  being  made  of  ordinary  linen 
{bad),  whereas  the  other  was  of  fine  linen  (shesh); 
it  is  noticeable  that  the  LXX.  does  not  give  iirw/xis 
or  'E(povS  in  the  passages  la.st  quoted,  but  terms 
of  more  general  import,  o-toAt;  e^oAAos,  cttoX^ 
fivarffivT).  Attached  to  the  ephod  of  the  high- 
priest  was  the  breastplate  with  the  Uriin  and 
Thummim;  this  was  the  ephod  /cot'  i^ox-flf,  which 
Abiathar  carried  off  (1  Sam.  xxiii.  0)  from  the 
tabernacle  at  Nob  (1  Sam.  xxi.  9),  and  which  Da- 
vid consulted  (1  Sam.  xxiii.  9,  xxx.  7).  The  im- 
portance of  the  ephod  as  the  receptacle  of  the 
breastplate  led  to  its  adoption  in  the  idolatrous  forms 
of  worship  instituted  in  the  time  of  the  Judges 
(Judg.  viii.  27,  xvii.  5,  xviii.  14  ft".).  The  amount 
of  gold  used  by  Gideon  in  making  his  ephod  (Judg. 
viii.  26)  has  led  Gesenius  {Thes.'p.  135),  following 
the  Peshito  version,  to  give  the  word  the  meaning 
of  an  idol-image,  as  though  that  and  not  the  priest 
was  clothed  with  the  ephod ;  but  there  is  no  evi- 
dence that  the  idol  was  so  invested,  nor  does  such 
an  idea  harmonize  with  the  general  use  of  the 
ephod.  The  ephod  itself  would  require  a  consid- 
erable amount  of  gold  (Ex.  xxviii.  6  ff.,  xxxix.  2 
AT.);  but  certainly  not  so  large  a  sum  as  is  stated 
to  have  been  usecl  by  Gideon ;  may  we  not  tlierefore 
assume  that  to  make  an  ephod  implied  the  inti-o- 
duction  of  a  new  system  of  worship  with  its  various 
accessories,  such  as  the  graven  image,  which  seems 
from  the  prominence  assigned  to  it  in  Judg.  xviii. 
31  to  represent  the  Urim  and  Thummim,  the 
molten  image,  and  the  Teraphim  (xvii.  4,  5),  which 
would  require  a  large  consumption  of  metal '? 

W.  L.  B. 

E'PHOD  (TtS  [ephod  or  image]:  ^ovfl; 
Alex.  Ou^iS :  Ephod).  Hanniel  the  son  of  l^phod, 
as  head  of  the  tribe  of  ^Manasseh,  was  one  of  the 
men  appointed  to  assist  Joshua  and  Eleazar  in  the 
apportionment  of  the  land  of  Canaan  (Num.  xxxiv. 
23). 

E'PHRAIM  {Heb.  Ephra'im]  (Q^SM : 
'E<ppdifA.;  Joseph.  'EppatfH]?'-  Ephi-aim),  the  sec- 
ond son  of  Joseph  by  his  wife  Asenath.  He  was 
bom  during  the  seven  years  of  plenteousness,  and 
an  allusion  to  this  is  possibly  latent  in  the  name, 
though  it  may  also  allude  to  Joseph's  increasing 
family :  "  The  name  of  the  second  he  called  Ep;;raini 
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(».  «.  double  fruitfulness),  for  God  hath  caused  me 
Lo  be  fruitful  ("^3'^?rT,  Mj^hrani)  in  the  land  of 
my  affliction"  (Geii.  xli.  52,  xlvi.  20).« 

The  first  indication  we  have  of  that  ascendency 
over  his  elder  brother  Manasseh,  which  at  a  later 
period  the  tribe  of  Ephraim  so  unmistakably  pos- 
sessed, is  in  the  blessing  of  the  children  by  Jacob, 
Gen.  xlviii.  —  a  passage  on  the  age  and  genuineness 
of  which  the  severest  cr'ticism  has  cast  no  doubt 
(Tuch,  Genesis,  p.  548;  Ewald,  i.  534,  note).  Like 
his  own  father,  on  an  occasion  not  dissimilar,  Ja- 
cob's eyes  were  dim  so  that  he  could  not  see  (xlviii. 
10,  comp.  xxvii.  1).  The  intention  of  Joseph  was 
evidently  that  the  right  hand  of  Jacob  should  con- 
vey its  ampler  blessing  to  the  head  of  >Ianasseh, 
his  first-born,  and  he  had  so  aiTanged  the  young 
men.  But  the  result  was  otherwise  ordained.  Ja- 
cob had  been  himself  a  younger  brother,  and  his 
words  show  plainly  that  he  liad  not  forgotten  this, 
and  that  his  sympathies  were  still  witli  the  younger 
of  his  two  grandchUdi-en.  He  recalls  the  tune 
when  he  was  flying  with  tlie  birthright  from  the 
vengeance  of  Esau ;  the  day  wlien,  still  a  wanderer, 
God  Almighty  had  ap{)eared  to  him  at  "  Luz  in 
the  land  of  Canaan,"  and  blessed  him  in  words 
which  foreshadowed  the  name  of*  Ephraim;  the 
still  later  day  when  the  name  of  Ephrath  <^  became 
bound  up  with  the  sorest  trial  of  his  life  (xlviii.  7, 
XXXV.  16).  And  thus,  notwitlistanding  the  pre- 
arrangement  and  the  remonstrance  of  Joseph,  for 
the  second  time  in  that  family,  the  younger  brother 
was  made  greater  than  r.he  elder  —  Ephraim  was 
set  before  Manasseh  (xlviii.  19,  20). 

Ephraim  would  appear  at  that  time  to  have  been 
about  21  years  old.  He  was  born  before  the  be- 
ginning of  the  seven  years  of  famine,  towards  the 
latter  part  of  which  Jacob  had  come  to  Egypt, 
17  years  before  his  death  (Gen.  xlvii.  28).  Before 
Joseph's  death  Ephraim's  family  had  reached  the 
third  generation  (Gen.  1.  2.3),  and  it  must  have 
been  about  this  time  that  the  affray  mentioned  in 
1  Chr.  vii.  21  occurred,  when  some  of  the  sons 
were  killed  on  a  plundering  expedition  along  the 
sea-coast  to  rob  the  cattle  of  the  men  of  Gath,  and 
when  Ephraim  named  a  son  Beriah,  to  perpetuate 
the  memory  of  .the  disaster  whicli  had  fallen  on  his 
house.  [Beriah.]  Obscure  as  is  the  interpreta- 
tion of  this  fragment,  it  enables  us  to  catch  our 
last  glimpse  of  the  patriarch,  mourning  inconsol- 
able in  the  midst  of  the  circle  of  his  brethren,  and 
at  last  commemorating  his  loss  in  the  name  of  the 
new  child,  who,  unknown  to  him,  was  to  be  the 
progenitor  of  the  most  illustrious  of  all  his  descend- 
ants—  Jehoshua,  or  Joshua,  the  son  of  Nun  (1 
Chr.  vii.  27;  see  Ewald,  i.  491).  To  this  early 
period,  too,  must  probably  be  referred  the  circum- 
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stance  alluded  to  in  Ps.  Ixxviii.  9,  when  the 
"  children  of  Ephraim,  carrying  slack  bows,''  turned 
back  in  the  day  of  battle."  Certainly  no  instance 
of  such  behavior  is  recorded  in  the  Later  history. 

The  numbers  of  the  tribe  do  not  at  once  fulfill 
the  promise  of  the  blessing  of  Jacob.  At  the  ceivt 
sus  in  the  wilderness  of  Sinai  (Num.  i.  32,  33,  ii. 
19)  its  numbers  were  40,500,  placing  it  at  the 
head  of  the  children  of  Rachel,  Mauasseh's  numb«f 
being  32,200,  and  Benjamin's  35,400.  But  forty 
years  later,  on  the  eve  of  the  conquest  (Num.  xxvi. 
37),  without  any  apparent  cause,  while  Manasseh 
had  advanced  to  52,700,  and  Benjamin  to  45,600, 
Ephraim  had  decreased  to  32,500,  the  only  smaller 
number  being  that  of  Simeon,  22,200.  At  this 
period  the  famiUes  of  both  the  brother  tribes  are 
enumerated,  and  Manasseh  has  precedence  over 
Ephraim  in  order  of  mention.  During  the  march 
through  the  wilderness  the  position  of  the  sons  of 
Joseph  and  Benjamin  was  on  the  west  side  of  the 
tabernacle  (Num.  ii.  18-24),  and  the  prince  of 
Ephraim  was  Elishama  the  son  of  Ammihud 
(Num.  i.  10). 

It  is  at  the  time  of  the  sending  of  the  spies  that 
we  are  first  introduced  to  the  great  hero  to  whom 
the  tribe  owed  much  of  its  subsequent  greatness. 
The  representative  of  Ephraim  on  this  occasion  was 
"  Oshea  the  son  of  Nun,"  whose  name  was  at  the 
termination  of  the  affair  changed  by  Moses  to  the 
more  distinguished  form  in  which  it  is  familiar  to 
us.  As  among  the  founders  of  the  nation  Abram 
had  acquired  the  name  of  Abraham,  and  Jacob  of 
Israel,  so  Oshea,  "help,"  became  Jehoshua  or 
Joshua,  "  the  help  of  Jehovah  "  (Ewald,  ii.  306). 

Under  this  great  leader,  and  in  spite  of  the 
smallness  of  its  numbers,  the  tribe  must  have  taken 
a  high  position  in  the  nation,  to  judge  from  the 
tone  which  the  Ephraimites  assumed  on  occasions 
shortly  subsequent  to  the  conquest.  These  will  be 
referred  to  in  their  turn. 

According  to  the  present  arrangement  of  the 
records  of  the  book  of  Joshua  — the  "Domesday 
book  of  Palestine  "  —  the  two  great  tribes  of  Judah 
and  Joseph  (Ephraim  and  ^lanasaeh)  first  took 
their  inheritance ;  and  after  them,  the  seven  other 
tribes  entered  on  theirs  (Josli.  xv.,  xvi.,  xvii.,  xviii. 
5).  The  boundaries  of  the  portion  of  Ephraim  are 
given  in  xvi.  1-10.  The  passage  is  evidently  in 
great  disorder,  and  in  our  ignorance  of  the  land- 
marks, and  of  the  force  of  many  of  the  almost  tech  - 
nical  terms  with  which  these  descriptions  abound 
it  is  unfortunately  inii>ossil)le  to  arrive  at  more 
than  an  approximation  to  the  case.  The  south 
boundary  was  coincident  for  part  of  its  length  with 
the  north  boundary  of  lienjamin.  Conuuencing  at 
the  Jordan,  at  the  reach  opi^site  Jcricho,«  it  ran 


a  Josephus  (Ant.  ii.  6,  §  1)  gives  tlie  derivation  of 
the  name  somewhat  differently —  "  restorer,  because 
he  was  restored  to  the  free-lorn  of  his  forefathers  ;  " 
kiroSiSovi  .  .  .  Sia  to  airoSoOrivai.  ktA. 

b  "I  will  make  thee  fruitful,"  tJ"!?^,  Maphrech/t, 

Gen.  xlviii.  4;  "Be  thou  fruitful,"  H"!?,  Plireh, 
XXXV.  11;  both  from  the  same  root  as  the  name 
Ephraim. 

c  There  seems  to  have  been  some  connection  be- 
tween Ephrath,  or  Bethlehem,  and  Ephraim,  the  clew 
to  which  is  now  lost  (Ewald,  Gesr/i.  i.  493,  note). 

The  expression  "  Eplirathito "  is  generally  applied 
to  a,  native  of  Ephrath,  i.  e.  Bethlehem  ;  but  there  are 
»om€  instances  of  its  meaning  an  Ephralmlte.     These 


are  1  Sam.  i.  1 ;  1  K.  xi.  26  ;  in  both  of  which  the 
word  is  accurately  transferred  to  our  version.  But  in 
Judg.  xii.  5,  where  the  Hebrew  word  is  the  same,  and 
with  the  definite  article  ("'n"1?Kn),  it  is  incorrectly 
rendered  "  an  Ephrainiitc."  lii  the  other  occurrences 
of  the  word  "  Ephniiniite  "  in  vv.  4,  5,  6  of  the  same 
chapter,  the  Hebrew  is  "Ephraim."  This  narrative 
raises  the  curious  inquiry,  which  we  have  no  means 
of  satisfying,  whether  the  Ephraimites  had  not  a  pe- 
culiar accent  or  paioi.^  —  similar  to  that  which  in  later 
times  caused  "  the  speech  "  of  the  Galileans  to  "  be- 
tray '■  them  to  the  inhabitants  of  Jerusalem. 

rf  This  is  the  rendering  of  Ewald. 

«  The  expression  "  .lonlan-.Jcricho "  is  a  common 
one  (Num.  xxvi.  3,63;  xxxiii  48,  &c.):  the  "by" 
or  "  near  "  in  the  A  V.  has  no  business  there. 
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to  the  "water  of  Jericho,"  probably  the  ^Ain  Duk 
or  ^Ain  Sultan ;  thence  by  one  of  the  ravines,  the 
Wady  Hnrith  or  W.  Suiveinit,  it  ascended  through 
the  wilderness  —  Mulbnr,  the  uncultivated  waste 
hills  —  to  Mount  Bethel  and  Luz ;  and  thence  by 
Ataroth,  "the  Japhletite,"  Kethhoron  the  lower, 
and  Gezer  —  all  with  one  exception  unknown  —  to 
the  Mediterranean,  probably  about  Joppa.  This 
agrees  with  the  enumeration  in  1  Chr.  vii.,  in  which 
Bethel  is  given  as  the  eastern,  and  Gezer  —  some- 
where about  Ramleh  —  as  the  western  limit.  The 
general  direction  of  this  line  is  N.  E.  by  E.  In 
Josh.  xvi.  8,  we  probably  have  a  fragment  of  the 
northern  boundary  (comp.  xvii.  10),  the  torrent 
Kanah  being  the  Niihr  tl-Akhdar  just  below  the 
ancient  Csesarea.  But  it  is  very  possible  that  there 
never  was  any  definite  subdivision  of  the  territory 
assigned  to  the  two  brother  tribes.  Such  is  cer- 
tainly the  inference  to  be  drawn  from  the  very  old 
fragment  preserved  in  Josh.  xvii.  14-18,  in  which 
the  two  are  represented  as  complaining  that  only 
one  portion  had  been  allotted  to  them.  At  any 
rate,  if  any  such  subdivision  did  exist,  it  is  not 
possible  now  to  make  out  what  it  was,  except,  gen- 
erally, that  Ephraim  lay  to  the  south  and  Manasseh 
to  the  north.  Among  the  towns  named  as  lianas - 
seh's  were  Beth-shean  in  the  Jordan  valley,  Endor 
on  the  slopes  of  the  "  Little  Hermon,"  Taanach  on 
the  north  side  of  Carmel,  and  Dor  on  the  sea- coast 
south  of  the  same  mountain.  Here  the  boundary — 
the  north  boundary  —  joined  that  of  Asher,  which 
dipped  below  Carmel  to  take  in  an  angle  of  the  plain 
6f  Sharon :  N.  and  N.  \V.  of  Manasseh  lay  Zeb- 
ulun  and  Issachar  respectively.  The  territory  thus 
allotted  to  the  "  house  of  Joseph  "  may  be  roughly 
estimated  at  55  miles  from  E.  to  W.  by  70  from  N. 
to  S.,  a  portion  about  equal  in  extent  to  tlie  coun- 
ties of  Norfolk  and  Suffolk  [England]  combined. 
But  though  similar  in  size,  nothing  can  be  more 
different  in  its  nature  from  those  level  counties  than 
this  broken  and  hilly  tract.  Central  Palestine  con- 
sists of  an  elevated  district  which  rises  from  the 
flat  ranges  of  the  wilderness  on  the  south  of  Judah, 
and  terminates  on  the  north  with  the  slopes  which 
descend  into  the  great  plain  of  I'^sdraelon.  On  the 
west  a  flat  strip  separates  it  from  the  sea,  and  on 
the  east  another  flat  strip  forms  the  valley  of  the 
Jordan.  Of  this  district  the  northern  half  was 
occupied  by  the  great  tribe  we  are  now  considering. 
This  was  the  Hav-Ephniim,  the  "Alount  [hill- 
country  of]  Ephraim,"  a  district  which  seems  to 
extend  as  far  south  as  Kamah  and  Bethel  (1  Sam. 
i.  1,  vii.  17 ;  2  Chr.  xiii.  4,  19,  compared  with  xv. 
8),  places  but  a  few  miles  north  of  Jerusalem,  and 
within  the  limits  of  Benjamin.  In  structure  it  is 
hmestone  —  rounded  hills  separated  by  valleys  of 
denudation,  but  much  less  regular  and  monotonous 
than  the  part  more  to  the  south,  about  and  below 
Jerusalem ;  with  "  wide  plains  in  the  heart  of  the 
mountains,  streams  of  running  water,  and  continuous 
tracts  of  vegetation  "  (Stanley,  p.  229).  All  travel- 
lers bear  testimony  to  the  "  general  growing  rich- 
ness" and  beauty  of  the  country  in  going  north- 
wards from  .Terusalem,  the  "  iimumerable  fountains  " 
and  streamlets,  the  villages  more  thickly  scattered 
than  anywhere  in  the  south,  the  continuous  corn- 
fields and  orchards,  the  moist,  vapory  atmosphere 
(Martineau,  pp.  51(5,  521;  Van  de  Velde,  i.  38G, 
388;  Stanley,  p.  234,  235).  These  are  the  "  precious 
things  of  the  earth,  and  the  fullness  thereof,"  which 
are  invoked  on  the  "ten  thousands  of  Ephraim  " 
and  the  "  thousands  of  Manasseh  "  in  the  blessuig 
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of  Moses.  These  it  is  which,  while  Dan,  Judah, 
and  Benjamin  are  personified  as  Rons  and  wolves, 
making  their  lair  and  tearing  their  prey  among  the 
ban-en  rocks  of  the  south,  suggested  to  the  Lawgiver, 
as  they  had  done  to  the  Patriarch  before  him,  the 
patient  "  bullock  "  and  the  "  bough  by  the  spring, 
whose  branches  ran  over  the  wall "  as  fitter  images 
for  Ephraim  (Gen.  xlix.  22;  Deut.  xxxiii.  17).  And 
centuries  after,  when  its  great  disaster  had  fallen 
on  the  kingdom  of  Israel,  the  same  images  recur 
to  the  prophets.  The  "flowers  "  are  still  there  in 
the  "  olive  valleys,"  "  faded  "  though  they  be  (Is. 
xxviii.  1).  The  vine  is  an  empty  unprofitable  vine, 
whose  very  abundance  is  evil  (Hos.  x.  1);  Ephraim 
is  still  the  "bullock,"  now  "unaccustomed  to  the 
yoke,"  but  waiting  a  restoration  to  the  "pleasant 
places"  of  his  former  "pasture"  (Jer.  xxxi.  18; 
Hos.  ix.  13,  iv.  10)  —  "the  heifer  that  is  taught 
and  ioveth  to  tread  out  the  corn,"  the  heifer  with 
the  "beautiful  neck"  (Hos.  x.  11),  or  the  "  kine 
of  Bashan  on  the  mountain  of  Samaria"  (Amos 
iv.  1). 

The  wealth  of  their  possession  had  not  the  same 
immediately  degrading  effect  on  this  tribe  that  it 
had  on  some  of  its  northern  brethren.  [Ashek.] 
Various  causes  may  have  helped  to  avert  this  evil. 
(1.)  The  central  situation  of  Ephraim,  in  the  high- 
way of  all  communications  from  one  part  of  the 
country  to  another.  From  north  to  south,  from 
Jordan  to  the  Sea  —  from  Galilee,  or  still  more 
distant  Damascus,  to  Philistia  and  Egypt  —  these 
roads  all  lay  more  or  less  through  Ephraim,  and 
the  constant  traffic  along  them  must  have  always 
tended  to  keep  the  district  from  sinking  into  stag- 
nation. (2.)  The  position  of  Shecheni,  the  original 
settlement  of  Jacob,  with  his  well  and  his  "  parcel 
of  ground,"  with  the  two  sacred  mountains  of  Ebal 
and  Gerizim,  the  scene  of  the  impressive  and  sig- 
nificant ceremonial  of  blessing  and  cursing ;  and  of 
Shiloh,  from  whence  the  division  of  the  land  was 
made,  and  where  the  ark  remained  from  the  time 
of  Joshua  to  that  of  VX\. ;  and  further  of  the  tomb 
and  patrimony  of  Joshua,  the  great  hero  not  only 
of  Ephraim  but  of  the  nation  —  the  fact  that  all 
these  localities  were  deep  in  the  heart  of  the  tribe, 
must  have  made  it  always  the  resort  of  large  num- 
bers from  all  parts  of  the  country  —  of  larger 
numbers  than  any  other  place,  until  the  establish- 
ment of  Jerusalem  by  David.  (3.)  But  there  was 
a  spirit  about  the  tribe  itself  which  may  have  been 
both  a  cause  and  a  consequence  of  these  advantages 
of  position.  That  spirit,  though  sometimes  taking 
the  form  of  noble  remonstrance  and  reparation 
(2  Chr.  xxviii.  9-15),  usually  manifests  itself  in 
jealous  complaint  at  wme  enterprise  undertaken 
or  advantage  gained  in  which  they  had  not  a  chief 
share.  To  Gideon  (Judg.  viii.  1),  to  Jephthah 
(xii.  1),  and  to  David  (2  Sam.  xix.  41-43),  the  cry 
is  still  the  same  in  effect  —  almost  the  same  in 
words  —  "  Why  did  ye  despise  us  that  our  advice 
should  not  have  been  first  had  ?  "  "  Why  hast  thou 
sen'ed  us  thus,  that  thou  calledst  us  not?"  The 
imsettled  state  of  the  country  in  general,  and  of  the 
interior  of  Ephraim  in  particular  (Judg.  ix.),  and 
the  continual  incursions  of  foreigners,  prevented  the 
power  of  the  tribe  from  manifesting  itself  in  a  more 
formidable  manner  than  by  these  murmurs,  during 
the  time  of  the  Judges  and  the  first  stage  of  the 
monarchy.  Samuel,  though  a  Levite,  was  a  native 
of  Ramah  in  Mount  Ephraim,  and  Saul  belonged 
to  a  tribe  closely  allied  to  the  family  of  Joseph,  so 
that  during  the  priesthood  of  the  former  and  the 


754  EPHRAIM 

reign  of  the  Litter  the  supremacy  of  Ephraim  may 
be  said  to  have  been  practically  maintained.  Cer- 
tainly in  neither  case  had  any  advantage  been 
gained  by  their  great  rival  in  the  south.  Again, 
the  brilliant  successes  of  David  and  his  wide  in- 
fluence atid  religious  zeal  kept  matters  smooth  for 
another  period,  even  ui  the  face  of  the  blow  given 
to  both  Shechem  and  Shiloh  by  the  concentration 
of  the  civil  and  ecclesiastical  capitals  at  Jerusalem. 
Twenty  thousand  and  eight  hundred  of  the  choice 
warriors  of  the  tribe,  "  men  of  name  throughout 
the  house  of  their  father,"  went  as  far  as  Hebron 
to  make  David  king  over  Israel  (1  Chr.  xii.  30). 
Among  the  officers  of  his  court  we  find  more  than 
one  Ephraimite  (1  Chr.  xxvii.  10,  14),  and  the 
attachment  of  the  tribe  to  his  person  seems  to  have 
been  great  (2  Sam.  xix.  41-43).  But  this  could 
not  last  much  longer,  and  the  reign  of  Solomon, 
splendid  in  appearance  but  oppressive  to  the  people, 
developed  both  the  circumstances  of  revolt,  and  the 
leader  who  was  to  turn  them  to  account.  Solomon 
saw  through  the  crisis,  and  if  he  could  have  suc- 
ceeded in  killing  Jeroboam  as  he  tried  to  do  (1  K. 
xi.  40),  the  disruption  might  have  been  postponed 
for  another  century.  As  it  was,  the  outbreak  was 
deferred  for  a  time,  but  the  irritation  was  not 
alla3'ed,  and  the  insane  folly  of  his  son  brought  the 
mischief  to  a  head.  Kehoboam  probably  selected 
Shechem  —  the  old  capital  of  the  country  —  for  his 
coronation,  in  the  hope  that  his  presence  and  the 
ceremonial  might  make  a  favorable  impression,  but 
in  this  he  failed  utterly,  and  the  tumult  which 
followed  shows  how  complete  was  the  l)reach  —  "  To 
your  tents,  0  Israel !  now  see  to  thine  own  house, 
David !  "  Eehoboam  was  certainly  not  the  last 
king  of  Judah  whose  chariot  went  as  far  north  as 
Shechem,  but  he  was  the  last  who  visited  it  as  a 
part  of  his  own  dominion,  and  he  was  the  last  who, 
having  come  so  far,  returned  unmolested  to  his  own 
capital.  Jehoshaphat  escaped,  in  a  manner  little 
short  of  miraculous,  from  the  risks  of  the  battle  of 
Ramoth-Gilead,  and  it  was  the  fete  of  two  of  his 
successors,  Ahaziah  and  Josiah  —  differing  in  every- 
thing else,  and  agreeing  only  in  this  —  that  they 
were  both  carried  dead  in  their  chariots  from  the 
plain  of  Esdraelon  to  Jerusalem. 

Henceforward  in  two  senses  the  history  of 
Ephraim  is  the  history  of  the  kingdom  of  Israel, 
since  not  only  did  the  trilie  become  a  kingdom,  but 
the  kingdom  embi'aced  little  besides  the  tribe.  This 
is  not  surprising,  and  quite  susceptible  of  explana- 
tion. North  of  Ephraim  the  country  appears  never 
to  have  been  really  taken  possession  of  by  the 
Israelites.  Whether  from  want  of  energy  on  their 
part,  or  great  stubbornness  of  resistance  on  that  of 
the  Canaanites,  certain  it  is  that  of  the  list  of  towns 
from  which  the  original  inhabitants  were  not  ex- 
pelled, the  great  majority  lielong  to  the  northern 
tribes,  Manasseh,  Asher,  Issachar,  and  Naphtali. 
-Vnd  in  atldition  to  this  original  defect  there  is 
much  in  the  physical  formation  and  circumstances 
of  the  uiiper  jwrtion  of  Palestine  to  explain  why 
those  triljes  never  took  any  active  part  in  the 
kingdom.  They  were  exposed  to  the  inroads  and 
seductions  of  their  surrounding  heathen  neighbors 
—  on  one  side  the  luxurious  Phoenicians,  on  the 
other  the  plundering  Hedouins  of  Midian;  they 
were  open  to  the  attacks  of  Syria  and  Assyria  from 
the  north,  and  I'^gypt  from  the  south;  the  great 
plain  of  I'^draelon,  which  communicatefl  more  or 
less  with  all  the  northern  trities,  was  tlie  natural 
outlet  of  the  no  less  natural  high  roads  of  the 
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maritime  plain  from  Egypt  and  the  Jordan  valley 
for  the  trilies  of  the  East,  and  formed  an  admirable 
base  of  operations  for  an  invading  army. 

But  on  the  other  hand  the  position  of  Ephraim 
was  altogether  different.  It  was  one  at  once  of 
gi'eat  richness  and  great  security.  Her  fertile  plains 
and  well-watered  valleys  could  only  be  reached  by 
a  laborious  ascent  through  steep  and  narrow  ravines, 
all  but  impassable  for  an  army,  lliere  is  no  record 
of  any  attack  on  the  central  kingdom,  either  from 
the  .Jordan  valley  or  the  maritime  plain.  On  the 
north  side,  from  the  plain  of  Esdraelon,  it  was  more 
accessible,  and  it  was  from  this  side  that  the  final 
invasion  apjiears  to  have  been  made.  But  even  on 
that  side  the  entrance  was  so  difficult  and  so  easily 
defensible  —  as  we  learn  from  the  description  in 
the  book  of  Judith  (iv.  G,  7)  —  that,  had  the  king- 
dom of  Samaria  been  less  weakened  by  internal 
dissensions,  the  attacks  even  of  the  great  Shal- 
maneser  might  have  been  resisted,  as  at  a  later 
date  were  those  of  Holofernes.  How  that  kingdom 
originated,  how  it  progressed,  and  how  it  fell,  will 
be  elsewhere  considered.  [Ishael,  Kingpom  of.] 
There  are  few  things  more  mournful  in  the  sacred 
story  than  the  descent  of  this  haughty  and  jealous 
tribe,  from  the  culminating  point  at  which  it  stood 
when  it  entered  on  the  fairest  portion  of  the  Land 
of  Promise  —  the  chief  sanctuary  and  the  chief 
settlement  of  the  nation  within  its  limits,  its  leader 
the  leader  of  tlie  whole  people  —  through  the  dis- 
trust which  marked  its  intercourse  with  its  fellows, 
while  it  was  a  member  of  the  confederacy,  and  the 
tumult,  dissension,  and  ungodliness  which  charac- 
terized its  independent  existence,  down  to  the  sud- 
den captivity  and  total  ol)livion  which  closed  its 
career.  Judah  had  her  times  of  revival  and  of  re- 
curring prosperity,  but  here  the  course  is  uniformly 
downward  —  a  sad  picture  of  opportunities  wasted 
and  personal  gifts  abused.  "  When  Israel  was  a 
child,  then  I  loved  him,  and  called  my  son  out  of 
Egypt.  ...  I  taught  Ephraim  also  to  go,  taking 
them  by  their  arms,  but  they  knew  not  that  I 
healed  them.  I  drew  them  with  cords  of  a  man. 
with  bands  of  love  .  .  .  but  the  Assyrian  shall 
be  their  king,  because  they  refused  to  return.  .  .  . 
How  shall  I  give  thee  up,  Epln-aim?  how  shall  I 
deliver  thee,  Israel?  how  shall  I  make  thee  as 
Admali?  how  shall  I  set  thee  as  Zeboim?  "  (Hos. 
xi.  1-^).  G. 


E'PHRAIM  (D^T'?^  [dmihle  frmtfvlnesi] 
''Etppaifi.  •    F.phraim).     In  "  B.ial-hazor  which 
'  by '    Ephraim "    was    Absalom's   sheep-fami,   at 
which  took  place  the  murder  of  Amnon,  one  of  the 
earliest  precursors  of  the  great  revolt  (2  Sam.  xiii. 

23).  The  Hebrew  particle  C2?,  rendered  above 
"by"  (A.  V.  "  beside  "),  always  seems  to  imply 
actual  proximity,  and  therefore  we  should  conclude 
that  Ephraim  was  not  the  tribe  of  that  name,  but 
a  town.  Ewakl  cor^jectures  that  it  is  identical  with 
ErnKAix,  Ei-iiKox,  and  Oi'iiitAii  of  the  ().  T.. 
and  also  with  the  Ei'iu^Aisi  which  was  for  a  time 
the  residence  of  our  Ix>rd  {Gmch.  iii.  219,  note). 
But  with  regard  to  the  three  first  names  there  is 
the  difficulty  that  they  are  spelt  with  the  guttural 
letter  nin,  which  is  very  rarely  exchanged  for  the 
aleph,  whicli  (jommences  the  name  before  us.  There 
is  unfortunately  no  clew  to  its  situation.  The  LXX. 
make  the  following  addition  to  verse  34:  "And 
the  watchman  went  and  told  the  king,  and  .said,  I 
have  seen  men  on  the  road   of  the  Oronen  (rijs 
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wpwvrjv,  Alex,  rwv  opewvrjv)  '\y  the  side  of  the 
mountain."  Ewald  considers  this  to  be  a  genuine 
addition,  and  to  refer  to  lieth-horon,  N.  W.  of 
Jerusalem,  off  the  Nablus  road,  but  the  indication 
is  surely  too  slight  for  such  an  inference.  Any 
force  it  may  have  is  against  the  identity  of  this 
Ephraim  with  that  in  John  xi.  54,  which  was  prob- 
ably in  the  direction  X.  E.  of  Jerusalem.  G. 

E'PHRAIM  ('E*pai>t:  E2)hrem;  Cod.  Amiat. 
Efrem),  a  city  ('E.  Keyofievnv  tt6\iv)  "  in  the 
district  near  the  wilderness  "  to  which  our  I^ord 
retired  with  his  disciples  wlien  threatened  with 
violence  by  the  priests  (John  xi.  54).  By  the 
"  wilderness  "  (eprj/tos)  is  probably  meant  the  wild 
uncultivated  hill-country  N.  E.  of  Jerusalem,  lying 
between  the  central  towns  and  the  Jordan  valley. 
In  this  ease  the  conjecture  of  Dr.  Kobinson  is  very 
admissible  that  Ophrah  and  Ephraim  are  identical, 
and  that  their  modem  representation  is  et-Tniyiiieli, 
a  village  on  a  conspicuous  conical  hill,  commanding 
a  view  "  over  the  whole  eastern  slope,  the  valley  of 
the  Jordan  and  the  Dead  Sea"  (Kob.  i.  444).  It 
is  situated  4  or  5  miles  east  of  Bethel,  and  Ifi  from 
Jerusalem;  a  position  agreeing  tolerably  with  the 
indications  of  Jerome  in  the  Oncnnoslicon  {h'.phrnim, 
Ephron),  and  is  too  conspicuous  to  have  escaped 
mention  in  the  Bible."  G. 

E'PHRAIM,  GATE  OF  (D^'^?^  IVtt?  : 
tvvKf)  ^E(ppaiix'  porta  Ephraim),  one  of  the  gates 
of  the  city  of  Jerusalem  (2  K.  xiv.  13 ;  2  Chr.  xxv. 
23;  Neh.  viii.  16,  xii.  39),  doubtless,  according  to 
the  oriental  practice,  on  the  side  looking  towards 
the  locality  from  which  it  derived  its  name,  and 
therefore  at  the  north,  probably  at  or  near  the 
position  of  the  present  "Damascus  gate."  [Je- 
rusalem.] G. 

*  EPHRAIM,  MOUNT  (Josh.  xvii.  15; 
Judg.  vii.  24:  1  Sam.  i.  l,and  often)  must  be  taken 
collectively,  i.  e.  not  any  single  mount,  as  the 
English  reader  might  suppose,  but  the  hill-country, 
or  high  lands  generally,  which  fill  up  the  greater 
part  of  central  Palestine  on  the  west  of  the  .Jordan. 
[Ephi{aiji.]     See  Rob.  Pliys.  Geogr.  p.  35. 

H. 

E'PHRAIM,    THE    WOOD    OF    ("1^2 

^1*2?^  •  Spv/xhs  "E.(ppdiix  '■  snltus  Ephraim),  a 
wood,  or  rather  a  forest  (the  word  ya^ar  implying 
dense  growth),  in  which  the  fatal  battle  was  fought 
•  between  the  armies  of  David  and  of  Absalom  (2 
Sam.  xviii.  0),  and  the  entanglement  in  which  added 
greatly  to  the  slaughter  of  the  latter  (ver.  8).  It 
would  be  very  tempting  to  believe  that  the  forest 
derived  its  name  from  the  place  near  which  Ab- 
salom's sheep-farm  was  situated  (2  Sam.  xiii.  23), 
and  which  would  have  been  a  natural  spot  for  his 
head-quai-ters  before  the  battle,  especially  associated 
as  it  was  with  the  murder  of  Amnon.  But  the 
statements  of  xvii.  24,  26,  and  also  the  expression 
of  xviii.  3,  "  that  thou  succor  us  out  of  the  city," 
t.  e.  ^Mahanaim,  allow  no  escape  from  the  conclusion 
that  the  locality  was  on  the  east  side  of  Jordan, 
though  it  is  impossible  to  account  satisfactorily  for 
the  presence  of  the  name  of  Ephraim  on  that  side 
of  the  river.  The  sujrgestion  is  due  to  Grotius  that 
the  name  was  derived  from  the  slaughter  of  Ephraim 
at  the  fords   of  Jordan   by  the  Gileadites  under 


a  *  For  the  identification  of  this  Ephraim  as  the 
place  of  the  Saviour's  retreat,  see  especially  Dr.  Robin- 
ion  in  BM.  Sacra,  ii.  398  ;  and  for  its  importance  in 
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Jephthah  (Judg.  xii.  1,  4,  5);  but  that  occurrence 
took  i)lace  at  the  very  brink  of  the  river  itself, 
while  tlie  city  of  INIahanaim  and  the  woo<led  countr; 
must  have  lain  several  miles  away  from  the  stream, 
and  on  the  higher  ground  above  the  Jordan  valley. 
Is  it  not  at  least  equally  probable  that  the  forest 
derived  its  name  from  this  very  battle  ?  The  great 
tribe  of  Ephraim,  though  not  specially  mentioned 
in  the  transactions  of  Absalom's  revolt,  cannot  fail 
to  have  taken  the  most  conspicuous  part  in  the 
affair,  and  the  reverse  was  a  more  serious  one  than 
had  overtaken  the  tribe  for  a  very  long  time,  and 
possibly  combined  with  other  circumstances  to 
retard  materially  their  rising  into  an  indeijendent 
kingdom.  G. 

E'PHRAIMITE  00^?^  :  'E<ppaeiTr,s 
[Vat.  -del-];  Ales,  (k  rov  Ecppaifi-  EphrnlJueus). 
Of  the  tribe  of  Ephraim ;  elsewhere  called  "  Eph- 
rathite"  (Judg.  xii.  5).     [Ephkaiji.] 

W.  A.  W. 

E'PHRAIN    [Hebrew,    Ephra'in]    (IIIDl?, 

Ephron;  Keri,  I'^'j^V  :  'E(pp(iy'-  Ephron),  s.  city 
of  Israel,  which  with  its  dependent  hamlets 
(mDD  =" daughters,"  A.  V.  "towns")  Abijah 
and  the  army  of  Judah  captured  from  Jeroboam 
(2  Chr.  xiii.  10).  It  is  mentioned  with  Bethel  and 
Jeshanah,  but  the  latter  not  being  known,  little 
clew  to  the  situation  of  Ephrain  is  obtained  from 
this  passage.  It  has  been  conjectured  that  this 
Ephrain  or  Ephron  is  identical  with  the  Ephraim 
by  which  Absalom's  sheep-farm  of  Baal-hazor  was 
situated;  with  the  city  called  Ephraim  near  the 
wilderness  in  which  our  Lord  lived  for  some  time 

[John  xi.  54] ;  and  with  Ophrah  (mS^)?  a  city 
of  I5eiijamin,  apparently  not  far  from  Bethel  (Josh, 
xviii.  23;  comp.  Joseph.  B.  J.  iv.  9,  §  9),  and 
which  has  been  located  by  Dr.  Robinson  (i.  447), 
with  some  probability,  at  the  modern  village  of 
et-Taiyibch.  But  nothing  more  than  conjecture 
can  be  arrived  at  on  these  points.  (See  Ewald, 
Geschichte,  iii.  219,  466,  v.  365;  Stanley,  p.  214.) 

G. 

EPH'RATAH,  or  EPH'RATH  (nn^Q^, 

or  rrnpS  Ifruilful,  Dietr.]  :  'E<(>pa6a.  and  'E^pdO; 
[Alex,  in  ver.  19,  (ppad'-]  Ephrain,  .lerome).  1. 
Second  wife  of  Caleb  the  son  of  Hezron,  mother  of 
Hur,  and  grandmother  of  Caleb  the  spy,  according 
to  1  Chr.  ii.  19,  50,  and  probably  24,  and  iv.  4. 
[Caleb-Ei'hratah.] 

2.  The  ancient  name  of  Beth]ehem-,Judah,  as  is 
manifest  from  Gen.  xxxv.  16,  19,  xlviii.  7,  both 
wliich  passages  distinctly  prove  that  it  was  called 
Ephrath  or  Ephratah  in  Jacob's  time,  and  use  the 
regular    formula   for    adding   the   modern   name, 

DTI  vTT^!!!  S"^rT,  icMch  is  Bethlehem,  comp.  e.  ff. 
Gen.  xxiii.  2,  xxxv.  27;  Josh.  xv.  10.  It  cannot 
therefore  have  derived  its  name  from  Ephratah,  the 
mother  of  Hur,  as  the  author  of  Qiuest.  Hebi:  in 
Paralip.  says,  and  as  one  might  otherwise  have 
supposed  from  the  connection  of  her  descendants, 
Salma  and  Hur,  with  Bethlehem,  which  is  some- 
what obscurely  intimated  in  1  Chr.  ii.  50,  51,  iv. 
4.     It  seems  obvious  therefore  to  infer  that,  on  the 

harmonizing  the  Gospels,  see  his  Greek  Harmony. 
§93.  H     ■ 
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eontrary,  Ephratah  the  mother  of  Hur  was  so  called 
from  the  town  of  her  birth,  and  that  she  probablj' 
was  the  owner  of  the  town  and  district.  In  fact, 
that  her  name  was  really  gentilitious.  But  if  this 
be  so,  it  would  indicate  more  communication  be- 
tween the  Israelites  in  Egypt  and  the  Canaanites 
than  is  commonly  supposed.  When,  however,  we 
recollect  that  the  land  of  Goshen  was  the  border 
country  on  the  Palestine  side;  that  the  Israelites 
in  Goshen  were  a  tribe  of  sheep  and  cattle  drovers 
(Gen.  xlvii.  3);  that  there  was  an  easy  communica- 
tion between  Palestine  and  Egypt  from  the  earliest 
times  (Gen.  xii.  10,  xvi.  ],  xxi.  21,  &c.);  that  there 
are  indications  of  communications  between  the 
Israelites  in  Egypt  and  the  Canaanites,  caused  by 
their  trade  as  keepers  of  cattle,  1  Ohr.  vii.  21,  and 
that  in  the  nature  of  things  the  owners  or  keepers 
of  large  herds  and  flocks  in  Goshen  would  have 
dealings  with  the  nomad  tribes  in  Palestine,  it  will 
perhaps  seem  not  impossible  that  a  son  of  Hezron 
may  have  married  a  woman  having  property  in 
Ephratah.  Another  way  of  accounting  for  the  con- 
nection between  Ephratah's  descendants  and  Beth- 
lehem, is 'to  suppose  that  the  elder  Caleb  was  not 
really  the  son  of  Hezron,  but  merely  reckoned  so  as 
the  head  of  a  Hezronite  house.  He  may  in  this 
case  have  Iteen  one  of  an  Edomitish  or  Horite 
tribe,  an  idea  which  is  favored  by  the  name  of  his 
son  Hur  [Caleb],  and  have  married  an  Ephrathite. 
Caleb  the  spy  maj'  have  been  their  grandson.  It  is 
singular  that  "  Salma  the  father  of  Bethlehem" 
should  have  married  a  Canaanitish  woman.  Could 
she  have  been  of  the  kindred  of  Caleb  in  any  way  ? 
If  she  were,  and  if  Salma  obtained  ]?ethlehem,  a 
portion  of  Hur's  inheritance,  in  consequence,  this 
would  account  for  both  Hur  and  Salma  being  called 
"  father  of  Bethlehem."  Another  possible  explana- 
tion is,  that  Ephvatiih  may  have  been  the  name 
given  to  some  daughter  of  Benjamin  to  commem- 
orate the  circumstance  of  Rachel  his  mother  having 
died  close  to  Ephrath.  This  would  receive  some 
support  from  the  son  of  Rachel's  other  son  Joseph 
being  called  £phraiin,  a  word  of  identical  etymology, 

as  appears  from  the  fact  that  "'iH'l^^  means  in- 
differently an  Ephrathite,  i.  e.  Beihlehemile  (Ruth 
i.  1,  2),  or  an  Kphraimile  (1  Sam.  i.  1).  But  it 
would  not  account  for  Ephratah's  descendants  being 
settled  at  Bethlehem.  The  author  of  the  Quoest. 
Hehr.  in  Paralip.  derives  Kphrata  from  Ephrahn, 
"Ephrath,  quia  de  Ephraim  fuit."  But  this  is  not 
consistent  with  the  appearance  of  the  name  in  Gen. 
It  is  perhaps  impossible  to  come  to  any  certainty 
on  the  subject.  It  must  suffice  therefore  to  note, 
that  in  Gen.,  and  perhaps  in  Chron.,  it  is  called 
Ephrath  or  Ephrntn ;  in  Ruth,  Bethlehem-Judnh  ; 
but  the  inhabitants,  Ephrnfhiles ;  in  Micah  (v.  2), 
Bethlehem^ Ephratah  ;  in  Matt.  ii.  6,  Bethlehem  in 
the  I'iml  oJ'Jwla.  Jerome,  and  after  him  Kalisch, 
observes  that  Ephratah,  fndtful,  has  the  same 
meaning  as  Bethlehem,  house  of  bread;  a  view 
which  is  favored  by  Stanley's  description  of  the 
neighboring  corn-fields  {Sinai  and  Palestine,  p. 
164).     [Bktiii.khem.] 

3.  Gesenius  thinks  that  in  Ps.  cxxxii.  6,  Ephrcv- 
tah  means  Ephraim.  A.  (,'.  il. 

•  *  If  Ephratah  stands  for  Ephraim  (see  No.  .3 
above)  the  territory  of  that  name,  it  must  refer 
especially  to  Shiloh,  one  of  the  former  sanctuaries 
of  the  ark  of  the  covenant  in  that  tribe.  Ilupfeld 
explains  Ephratah  in  this  pa.ssage  as  an  appellative, 
not  a  proper  name,  i.  e.  "  fruitful,"   sc.  field,  put 
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poetically  for  Beth-shemesh,  like  "  field  of  wood  " 
for  Kirjath-jearim  in  the  other  line  {Die  Psalmen, 
iv.  311  f.).  llie  two  places  were  near  each  other, 
and  those  searching  for  the  lost  ark  after  its  capture 
by  the  I'hihstines  (2  Sam.  vi.  1  ff.)  may  have  heard 
of  it  at  one  of  the  places,  and  have  found  it  at  the 
other  (see  the  psalm).  Hengstenberg  insists  {Die 
Psalmen,  iv.  75  ff.)  that  Ephratah  is  liethlehem  in 
this  place  as  elsewhere,  and  that  David,  who  wrote 
the  psalm,  means  that  the  ark,  which  he  waa 
removing  to  Mount  Zion  where  it  would  be  hence- 
forth so  accessible,  might  be  said  now  to  b« 
"  fotmd,"  whereas,  in  his  youth  at  Bethlehem  they 
had  only  heard  of  it,  as  it  were,  by  rumor.      H. 

EPH'RATHITE  (^'^"^?^:  'E4>paea7os. 
EphrattBus).  1.  An  inhabitant  of  Bethlehem  (Ruth 
i.  2  [applied  to  Elimelecii  and  his  family]). 

2.  [1  Sam.  i.  1,  'E<ppaiij.,  Alex.  E^poflaios;  1 
K.  xi.  26,  'E<^po0^  (Vat.  -Oei).]  An  Ephrairaite 
(1  Sam.  i.  1  [Elkanah,  father  of  Samuel] ;  Judg. 
xii.  5  [see  p.  752,  note  c],  Ac).  A.  C.  H. 

E'PHRON  Cj'TlPV  IfaumJike-]:  'E<pp6v: 
Ephron),  the  son  of  Zochar  [Zohar,  A.  V.],  a  Hit- 
tite ;  the  owner  of  a  field  which  lay  facing  ]Mamre 
or  Hebron,  and  of  the  cave  therein  contained,  which 
Abraham  bought  from  him  for  400  shekels  of  silver 
(Gen.  xxiii.  8-17,  xxv.  9,  xHx.  29,  30,  1.  13).  By 
Josephus  {Ant.  i.  14)  the  name  is  given  as  Ephraim; 
and  the  purchase-money  40  shekels. 

*  In  the  account  of  the  negotiations  betweep 
Ephron  and  Abraham  for  the  purchase  of  the  fieW 
of  Machpelah,  related  with  so  much  minuteness  in 
Gen.  xxiii.  3-18,  we  have  a  living  picture  of  tht 
ceremony  and  finesse  for  which  the  Orientals  are  so 
remarkable  on  such  occasions.  Dr.  Thomson  has 
an  extended  passage,  in  which  he  shows  how  exactly 
every  part  of  that  procedure  is  still  exemplified  in 
the  dealings  of  buyers  and  sellers  with  each  other 
among  the  modem  Syrians  {Land  and  Book;  ii. 
•381-384).  Hess,  not  taking  into  account  this 
oriental  trait,  regards  the  compliments  interchanged 
between  the  parties  as  seriously  meant,  and  hence 
as  evincive  of  rare  generosity  and  disinterestedness 
{Gesch.  der  Patriarchen,  i.  367-371).  Wilkinson 
also  {Personal  Names  in  the  Bible,  p.  424)  S])eak3 
of  Ephron  on  this  occasion  as  a  model  of  true 
courtesy.  This  sale  of  Ephron  to  Abraham  is  "  the 
first  recorded  legal  contract  in  human  history," 
and  it  relates  to  the  last  object  of  man's  earthly 
care,  the  interment  of  the  dead.  H. 

E'PHRON  {'E<ppwv-  Ejihron),  a  very  strong 
city  {ir6\is  fieyiXr)  oxvpa  <r<p6Spa)  on  the  east  of 
•Jordan  between  Carnaini  (.Xshteroth-Karnaim)  and 
Beth-sheau,  attacked  and  demolished  by  Judas 
Maccabanis  (1  Mace.  v.  46-52;  2  Mace.  xii.  27). 
From  the  description  in  the  former  of  these  two 
passages  it  appears  to  have  been  situated  in  a  defile 
or  valley,  and  to  have  completely  occupied  the  paaa. 
Its  sitc!  has  not  been  yet  discovered.  G. 

E'PHRON,  MOUNT  (plpy-nn :  t5 
upos  'Eippdv-  ^fons  Ephron).  Tlie  "cities  of 
Mount  I'.phron  "  formed  one  of  the  landmarks  of 
the  northeni  boundary  of  the  tribe  of  Jiidah  (.losh. 
XV.  9),  between  the  "water  of  Nephtoah  "  and 
Kirjath-jearim.  As  these  latter  are  with  great  , 
probability  identified  with  Ain  Lifta  and  Kwitt 
el-Enab,  Mount  Ephron  is  probably  the  range  of 
hills  on  the  west  side  of  the  Wady  lieit-flanina 
(traditional  valley  of  the  Terebinth),  opiwsite  Lifta, 
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which  stands  on  the  eastern  side.     It  may  possibly 
be  the  same  place  as  Ei'Hrain.  G. 

EPICURE'ANS,  THE  ('E7ri(co.;pfro0,  de- 
rived their  name  from  ICpicurus  (342-271  b.  c),  a 
philosopher  of  Attic  descent,  whose  "  Garden  "  at 
Athens  rivalled  in  popularity  the  "Porch"  and 
the  "  Academy."  The  doctrines  of  Epicurus  found 
wide  acceptance  in  Asia  Minor  {Lampsacus,  Mity- 
lene,  Tdrsus,  Diofr.  L.  x.  1,  11  fF.)  and  Alexandria 
(Diog.  L.  I.  c. ),  and  they  gained  a  brilliant  advocate 
at  Home  in  Lucretius  (95-50  b.  c).  The  object 
of  Epicurus  was  to  find  in  philosophy  a  practical 
guide  to  happiness  (iytpytta  .  .  .  rhv  evSaifioua 
fiioy  Trepiiroiovcra,  Sext.  Emp.  adv.  Math.  xi.  161)). 
True  pleasure  and  not  absolute  truth  was  the  end 
at  which  he  aimed;  experience  and  not  reason  the 
test  on  which  he  relied.  He  necessarily  cast  aside 
dialectics  as  a  profitless  science  (Diog.  L.  x.  30,  31), 
and  substituted  in  its  place  (as  rh  KavoviKiv,  Diog. 
L.  X.  19)  an  assertion  of  the  right  of  the  senses,  in 
the  widest  acceptation  of  the  term,  to  be  considered 
as  the  criterion  of  truth  (/cpiriijpja  ttjj  aAr)0€iay 
tlvai.  TCtj  aiV^Tjtrejs  kolI  toj  irpoKriipeis  (general 
notions)  kuI  ra  ndOr})-  He  made  the  study  of 
physics  subservient  to  the  uses  of  life,  and  especially 
to  the  removal  of  superstitious  fears  (Lucr.  i.  146 
flF.);  and  maintained  that  ethics  are  the  proper 
study  of  man,  as  leading  him  to  that  supreme  and 
lasting  pleasure  which  is  the  common  object  of  all. 

It  is  obvious  that  a  system  thus  framed  would 
degenerate  l)y  a  natural  descent  into  mere  material- 
ism ;  and  in  this  form  Epicurism  was  the  popular 
philosophy  at  the  i)eginning  of  the  Christian  era 
(cf.  Diog.  L.  X.  5,  9).  When  St.  Paul  addressed 
"  Epicureans  and  Stoics  "  (Acts  xvii.  18)  at  Athens, 
the  philosophy  of  life  was  practically  reduced  to  the 
teaching  of  those  two  antagonistic  schools,  which 
represented  in  their  final  separation  the  distinct 
and  complementary  elements  which  the  gospel  rec- 
onciled. For  it  is  unjust  to  regard  Epicurism  as 
a  mere  sensual  opposition  to  religion.  It  was  a 
pecessary  step  in  the  development  of  thought,  and 

pared  the  way  for  the  reception  of  Christianity, 
lot  only  negatively  but  positively.  It  not  only 
■eakened  the  hold  which  polytheism  retained  on 
le  mass  of  men  by  daring  criticism,  but  it  main- 
tained with  resolute  energy  the  claims  of  the  body 
to  be  considered  a  necessary  part  of  man's  nature 
coordinate  with  the  soul,  and  affirmed  tlie  existence 
of  individual  freedom  against  the  Stoic  doctrines 
of  pure  spiritualism  and  absolute  fate.  Yet  out- 
wardly Epicurism  appears  further  removed  from 
Christianity  than  Stoicism,  though  essentially  it  is 
at  least  as  near;  and  in  the  address  of  St.  Paul 
(Acts  xvii.  22  ft'. )  the  affirmation  of  the  doctrines 
of  creation  (v.  24),  providence  (v.  26),  inspiration 
(v.  28),  resurrection,  and  judgment  (v.  31),  appears 
to  be  directed  against  the  cardinal  errors  which  it 
involved. 

The  tendency  wliich  produced  Greek  Epicurism, 
when  carried  out  to  its  fullest  development,  is  pe- 
culiar to  no  age  or  country.  Among  the  .Jews  it 
led  to  Sadduceeism  [Sadduckes],  and  Josephus 
appears  to  have  drawn  his  picture  of  the  sect  with 
%  distinct  regard  to  the  (ireek  prototype  (.Joseph 
Ant.  xviii.  1,  §  4;  H.  .J.  ii.  8,  §  14;  cf.  Ant.  x. 
11,  §  7,  de  KjHCiireis).  In  modern  times  the  essay 
of  Gassendi  {Synt'if/na  P/iibsophke  Epicuri,  Hag. 
Com.  1059)  was  a  significant  symptom  of  the  res- 
toration of  sens:itionalism. 

The  chief  original  authority  for  the  philosophy 
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of  Epicurus  is  Diogenes  l^ertius  (lib.  x.).  who  has 
preserved  some  of  his  letters  and  a  Ust  of  his  prin 
cipal  writings.  The  poem  of  I.,ucretius  must  be 
used  with  caution,  and  the  notices  in  Cicero,  Sen- 
eca, and  Plutarch  are  undisguisedly  hostile. 

B.  F.  W. 

EPIPH'ANES  (1  Mace.  i.  10,  x.  1).    [Anti 

OCHUS   EpiPIfANES.] 

EP'IPHI  ('Eiric^i  [Alex,  once  ETric^ei].  ^  Mace 
vi.  38),  name  of  the  eleventh  month  of  the  Egyp- 
tian Vague  year,  and  the  Alexandrian  or  Egyptian 

■& 
.Julian  year:  Copt.  dlHII  ;  Arab.  v„>jO!.     In 

ancient  Egyptian  it  is  called  "  the  third  month  [of] 
the  season  of  the  waters."  [Egypt.]  The  name 
Epiphi  is  derived  from  that  of  the  goddess  of  the 
month,  Apap-t  (I>epsius,  Chron.  d.  yEff.  i.  141). 
The  supposed  derivation  of  the  Hebrew  month- 
name  Abib  from  Epiphi  is  discussed  in  other  arti- 
cles.    [Chronology;  Months.]         R.  S.  P. 

EPISTLE.  The  Epistles  of  the  N.  T.  are  de- 
scribed under  the  names  of  the  Apostles  by  whom, 
or  the  churches  to  whom,  they  were  addressed.  It 
is  proposed  in  the  present  article  to  speak  of  the 
epistle  or  letter  as  a  means  of  communication. 

The  use  of  written  letters  implies,  it  needs  hardly 
be  said,  a  considerable  progress  in  the  development 
of  civilized  Ufe.  There  must  be  a  recognized  sys- 
tem of  notation,  phonetic  or  symboUc;  men  must 
be  taught  to  write,  and  have  writing  materials  at 
hand.  In  the  early  nomadic  stages  of  society  ac- 
cordingly, like  those  which  mark  the  period  of  the 
patriarchs  of  the  O.  T.,  we  find  no  traces  of  any 
but  oral  communications.  Messengers  are  sent 
instructed  what  to  say  from  Jacob  to  Esau  ((Jen. 
xxxii.  3),  from  Balak  to  Balaam  (Num.  xxii.  5, 
7,  16),  bringing  back  in  like  manner  a  verbal, 
not  a  written  answer  (Num.  xxiv.  12).  The  nego- 
tiations between  Jephthah  and  the  king  of  the 
Ammonites  (Judg.  xi.  12,  13)  are  conducted  in  the 
same  way.  It  is  still  the  received  practice  in  the 
time  of  Saul  (1  Sam.  xi.  7,  9).  The  reign  of  Da- 
vid, bringing  the  Israelites,  as  it  did,  into  contact 
with  the  higher  civilization  of  the  Phoenicians,  wit- 
nessed a  change  in  this   respect  also.     The  first 

recorded  letter  ("""*?  =  "book;"  comp.  use  of 
$ifi\iov,  Herod,  i.  123)  in  the  history  of  the  0.  T. 
was  that  which  "  David  wrote  to  Joab,  and  sent  by 
the  hand  of  Uriah  "  (2  Sam.  xi.  14),  and  this  must 
obviously,  like  the  letters  that  came  into  another 
history  of  crime  (in  this  case  also  in  tracealile  con- 
nection with  Phoenician  influence,  1  K.  xxi.  8,  9), 
have  been  "  sealed  with  the  king's  seal,"  as  at  once 
the  guarantee  of  their  authority,  and  a  safeguard 
against  their  being  read  by  any  but  the  persons  to 
whom  they  were  addressed.  The  material  used  for 
the  impression  of  the  seal  was  probably  the  "  clay  " 
of  Job  xxxviii.  14.  The  act  of  sending  such  a  let- 
ter is,  however,  preeminently,  if  not  exclusively,  a 
kingly  act,  where  authority  and  secrecy  were  neces- 
sary. Joab,  e.  g.  answers  the  letter  which  David 
had  sent  him  after  the  old  plan,  and  receives  a  ver- 
bal message  in  return.  The  demand  of  Benhadad 
and  Ahab's  answer  to  it  are  conveyed  in  the  same 
way  (1  K.  XX.  2,  5).  Written  communications, 
however,  become  more  frequent  in  the  later  history. 
The  king  of  Syria  sends  a  letter  to  the  king  of 
Israel  (2  K.  v.  5,  6).     Elijah  the  prophet  sends  a 
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JWiting  (2^3X3)  to  Jehoram  (2  Chr.  sxi.   12). 

Hezekiah  introduces  a  system  of  couriers  like  that 
afterwards  so  fully  organized  under  the  Pereian 
kings  (2  Chr.  x-vx.  0,  10;  comp.  Herod,  viii.  98, 
and  Esth.  viii.  10,  1-t),  and  receives  from  Sennach- 
erib the  letter  which  he  "spreads  before  the  Lord  " 
(2  K.  xix.  14).  Jeremiah  writes  a  letter  to  the 
e.xiles  in  Babylon  (.Ter.  xxix.  1,  3).  The  books  of 
Ezra  and  Ncliemiah  contain  or  refer  to  many  such 
documents  (Kzr.  iv.  6,  7,  11,  v.  G,  vii.  11;  Neh.  ii. 
7,  9,  vi.  .5).  The  stress  laid  upon  the  "  open  let- 
ter" sent  by  Sanballat  (Xeh.  vi.  5)  indicates  that 
this  was  a  breach  of  the  customary  etiquette  of  the 
Persian  court.  The  influence  of  Persian,  and  yet 
more,  perhaps,  that  of  Greek  civilization,  led  to  the 
more  frequent  use  of  letters  as  a  means  of  inter- 
course. Whatever  doubts  may  be  entertained  .as 
to  the  geiuiineness  of  the  epistles  themselves,  their 
occurrence  in  1  Mace.  xi.  30,  xii.  C,  20,  xv.  1,  16 ; 
2  Mace.  xi.  16,  34,  indicates  that  they  were  recog- 
nized as  having  altogether  superseded  the  older  plan 
of  messages  orally  delivered.  The  two  stages  of 
the  history  of  the  X.  T.  present  in  this  respect  a 
very  striking  contrast.  The  list  of  the  Canonical 
Books  shows  how  largely  epistles  were  used  in  the 
expansion  and  organization  of  the  Church.  Those 
which  have  survived  may  be  regarded  as  the  repre- 
sentatives of  many  others  that  are  lost.  We  are 
perhaps  too  much  in  the  habit  of  forgetting  that 
the  absence  of  all  mention  of  \\Titten  letters  from 
the  gosjjel  history  is  just  as  noticeable.  AVith  the 
exception  of  the  spurious  letter  to  Abgarus  of 
Edessa  (Euseb.  //.  A",  i.  13)  there  are  no  epistles 
of  Jesus.  The  explanatimi  of  this  is  to  be  found 
partly  in  the  circunistiuices  of  one  who,  known  .as 
the  "carpenter's  son,"  was  training  as  his  disci- 
ples those  who,  like  himself,  belonged  to  the  class 
of  laborers  and  peasants,  partly  in  the  fact  that  it 
was  l:y  personal,  rather  than  by  written,  teaching 
that  the  work  of  the  prophetic  office,  which  he 
reproduced  and  perfected,  had  to  be  accomplished. 
The  epistles  of  the  N.  T.  in  their  outward  form 
are  su'.'li  as  nii'j;lit  be  expected  from  men  wlio  wore 
In'oii'^ht  into  contact  with  (Jreek  and  Konian  cus- 
toms, themselves  belonging  to  a  ditterent  race,  and 
so  reproducing  the  imjwrted  style  with  only  partial 
accuracy.  They  begin  (the  I'-pistle  to  the  Hebrews 
and  1  .lolni  excepted)  with  the  names  of  the  writ- 
er, and  of  those  to  whom  the  epistle  is  addressed. 
Tlien  ibiiows  tlie  formula  of  salutation  fanalotrons 
to  t!ie  e5  TTpaTTeiv  oi  (ircrk.  the  N.,  >'.  /'..  or  .S.  I). 
M ..  .<'ilii'i-iii,  .f'll/itcm  (licit,  s  ilukiii  iJicit  iiudtmu,  of 
Latin  correspondence)  —  generally  in  St.  Paul's 
epistles  in  >oiii(;  comliination  of  the  words  x'^P'^' 
(\eos,  ii^TiVT)'  in  otlicrs,  as  in  Acts  xv.  23,  Jam. 
i.  1,  witli  the  ck)ser  ei|uiva]i'nt  of  y^odptiv-  Then 
the  letter  itself  connnences,  in  the  first  person,  tlie 
singular  and  ])lural  being  used,  as  in  the  letfci^  of 
Cicero,  indiscriminately  (couip.  1  Cor.  ii. ;  2  tor. 
i.  S,  15:  1  Tlicss.  iii.'L  ■_':  and  jin<.<;,ii).  'Ilicn 
when  llir  siili>t;nirc  of  the  Irttri-  has  liccn  (MHiiiilctcd. 
questions  answered,  trntiis  enf()rced,  come  tlic  in- 
dividual messages,  characteristic,  in  St.  Paul's 
episfli's  csin'ciallv,  of  one  who  never  allowed  his 
pergonal  aticctions  to  lie  swallowed  up  in  (he  i;r<-at- 
ness  of  his  work,  'i'he  conchisioM  in  this  casr  was 
probably  modified  by  the  fait  that  the  letters  were 
dictated  to  an  amanuoisis.  When  he  had  done 
lis  work,  the  .\postle  took  n\>  the  pen  or  reed,  ;inil 
8/ided.  in  his  own  large  eharaeteis  ((ial.  ^i.  11), 
the  authenticating  autograph,  sometimes  with  spe- 
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cial  stress  on  the  fact  that  this  was  his  writiLg  (1 
Cor.  xvi.  21;  Gal.  \i.  11;  Col.  iv.  18;  2  Thess.  iii. 
17),  always  with  one  of  the  closing  fornndoe  of  sal- 
utation, "Grace  be  with  thee"  —  "the  grace  of 
our  Lord  Jesus  Christ  be  with  your  spirit."  In 
one  instance,  Kom.  xvi.  22,  the  amanuensis  in  his 


own  name  adds  his  salutation.     In  the 


epocoao 


of 


Acts  xxiii.  30,  the  eppaiade  of  Acts  x\-.  2:1,  we  have 
the  eipiivalents  to  the  V((le,  i-"h.\.  which  forme4 
the  customary  conclusion  of  L'oman  letters.  It 
need  hardly  be  said  that  the  fact  that  St.  Paul's 
epistles  were  dictated  in  this  wav  accounts  for 
tnany  of  their  most  striking  peculiarities,  the  fre- 
quent digressions,  the  long  parentheses,  the  vehe- 
mence aufl  energy  as  of  a  man  who  is  speaking 
strongly  as  his  feelings  prompt  him  rather  than 
writing  calmly.  An  .allusion  in  2  Cor.  iii.  1  brings 
before  us  another  class  of  letters  which  must  have 
been  in  frequent  use  in  the  early  ages  of  the  Chris- 
tian church,  the  einaroAai  avffTaTiKai.  by  which 
travellers  or  teachers  were  conunended  by  one 
church  to  the  good  offices  of  others.  Other  per- 
sons (there  7nay  be  a  reference  to  ApoUos,  Acts 
xviii.  27)  had  come  to  the  Church  of  Corinth  re- 
lying on  these.  St.  Paul  appeals  to  his  converts, 
as  the  iwiffToX^  Xpiffrov  (2  Cor.  iii.  3),  written 
"  not  with  ink  but  with  the  spirit  of  the  living 
God."  I'or  other  particulars  as  to  the  mat«rial 
and  implements  used  for  epistles,  see  Wkitixg. 

E.  11.  1'. 

*  Under  this  head  we  may  properly  notice  a  few 
additional  partieidars:  — 

Paul's  habit  of  authenticating  liis  letters,  referred 
to  above,  enal)les  us  to  trace  a  correspondence  be- 
tween 2  Thess.  iii.  17  and  Gal.  vi.  H  which  is  very 
striking.  I'lie  Apf;;;tle  speaks  in  the  former  passage 
not  only  of  adding  there  the  salutation  by  his  own 
hand,  and  as  a  sign  ((rrj/xeioi')  or  attestation  of  the 
genuineness  of  the  letter,  but  of  this  attestation 
(ouTw  ypa.<pw,  *'"  J  irri/c)  as  distinguished  by  a 
well-known  peculiarity.  From  Gal.  vi.  11,  now, 
we  learn  incidentally  what  this  pecidiarity  was, 
namely,  the  size  of  the  written  eliaracters  or  letters 
with  which  he  was  aeeu--toineil  to  ^^^ite  ( tttjAikois 
ypdnfiaffiv,  'dl/i  /'<"'•  /'"■.'<  '''  -''  '•-■■  not  Lcir  hn-ijc  a 
h'tUr,  A.  \'.),  as  eonqiared  with  men's  ordinary 
writini;'.  .Meyer,  it  is  true,  tliinks  that  Paul  did 
not  write  in  his  own  usu: 
but  employed  large  letteis 
would  emphasize  that  pait 
letter  iV.nl  vi.  11-18 
ence  which  lias  been 


way  ill   tliat   instance, 
ir  capitals   because  he 
nlar  jiaraciaph  of  the 
With  that  \iew.  the  infer- 
sti'd  falls  awav  of  course. 


But  really  there  is  no  apparent  reason  foi-  mak- 
ing any  such  distinction  between  thai  part  of  tlie 
letter  and  other  parts. 

Paul's  mode  of  epistolary  salutation  is  similar 
indeed  to  the  ^aipfiv  or  d  irpaTTdu  of  tlie  (ireeks 
(as  rcniarkeil  above),  but  <lillers  from  it  at  tlie  same 
time  in  a  pe(Miiiar  manner.  This  Apostle  never 
ein|iloys  (lie  classical  tbriii.  but  imariably  sub- 
stitutes for  it  x"f"*'  '^"'  f''P'h'''Oi  X^-P'^j  f\(OS, 
(ip-l}i'7],  or  a  similar  iMunbinatioii.  Sucii  a  rejection 
of  the  customary  phrase,  and  the  invention  of  a 
new  one,  cannot  be  otlierwise  than  intentional.  It 
has  been  suirgested  that  the  (iicek  foniiiila,  as  con- 
tainiliLC  a  \irtn:d  player  (o  the  lieatlieii  gods, 
awakened  heathenish  assd.'ialions.  and  was  laid 
aside,  therefon".  for  something  more  consonant  to 
a  just  ('hristian  feelinix.  It  is  certainly  remarkable 
that  of  the  \.  1'.  writers  the  Apostle  .lames  only 
in  his  i'.pistlc.  i.  1.  and  in  Acts  \v.  2-!.  eiii|iloys  the 
Greek  form  of  salutation  (xai'peii'  "■•  greeting,' 
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A.  V.)-"  It  occurs  also,  as  we  should  expect,  in 
Acts  xxiii.  26,  for  it  is  a  Eoman  officer  there,  and 
a  heathen,  who  writes  to  another  Koman  officer. 
The  colloquial  ■)(a,ipeiv,  which  is  recognized  as  still 
current  at  a  much  later  period  (2  John,  w.  10,  11), 
was  in  various  respects  a  different  usage. 

It  has  been  held  by  some  that  Paul  always  em- 
ployed an  amanuensis,  and  wrote  no  one  of  his 
epistles  without  that  assistance.  The  rendering;  of 
the  A.  V.  ("  How  large  a  letter  I  have  written  with 
mine  own  hand,"  Gal  vi.  11)  might  lead  us  to  sup- 
pose that  in  that  instance,  at  least,  he  departed 
from  his  usual  -practice.  But  the  correct  transla- 
tion (see  above)  removes  that  impression,  showing 
that  the  remark  applies  rather  to  a  few  words  or 
verses  only  of  the  letter  as  the  customary  token  of 
authenticity.  There  is  more  reason  for  supposing 
that  he  may  have  written  the  letter  to  rhilemon 
without  dictation,  both  on  account  of  its  brevity 
and  the  private  nature  of  the  contents.  Paul's 
saying  in  ver.  19  that  "he  wrote"  the  guarantee 
to  pay  the  debt  (if  Onesimus  was  to  be  held  liable 
for  anything),  does  not  prove  that  he  did  not  write 
the  rest  of  the  letter,  but  serves  only  to  affirm  the 
security  of  the  pledge.  It  is  barely  possible  that 
the  capacity  in  which  Onesimus  proved  himself  so 
usefulto  Paul  (Philem.  vv.  11,  13)  was  that  of  an 
occasional  amanuensis.  His  being  a  slave  is  not  at 
variance  with  that  supposition;  for  among  the 
Greeks  and  Ponians  slaves  were  often  trained  to 
that  particular  art,  and  in  other  resjiecfs  were  so 
well  educated  as  to  be  employed  altogether  for  lit- 
erary services.  (See  Becker's  Gullus,  i.  121  ff., 
Eng.  trans.) 

In  his  NeutestameniUche  Studien  (Gotha,  1866), 
J.  C.  51.  Laurent  discusses  several  questions  of  in- 
terest, relating  to  the  composition  and  form  of 
Paul's  epistles.  He  maintains  that  the  Apostle 
dictated  all  his  letters  with  the  exception  of  that 
to  Philemon  (which  was  wholly  written  by  himself), 
and  that  he  attested  them  all  by  some  addition  or 
postscript  from  his  own  band.  He  attempts  to  dis- 
tinguish in  every  instance  the  places  where  Paul 
took  the  pen  and  inserted  the  attesting  words.  In 
the  Epistle  to  the  Ponians  he  finds  them  in  xv.  14— 
33;  in  1  Cor.  xvi.  21  ff.,  and  2  Cor.  xiii.  10-13;  in 
Gal.  vi.  11-18;  in  Eph.  vi.  21-24;  in  Phil.  iv. 
21-23;  in  Col.  iv.  18;  in  1  Thess.  v.  2.5-28,  and 
2  Thess.  iii.  17,  18;  in  1  Tim.  vi.  20,  21,  and  2 
Tim.  iv.  19-22,  and  in  Tit.  iii.  12-15.  The  con- 
clusion in  some  of  the  instances  is  very  slightly 
supported.  lor  example,  the  Pauline  ^i/opKi^o), 
and  the  strictly  personal  import  of  the  paragraph, 
is  said  to  pro\e  that  the  words  in  1  Thess.  v.  25-28 
are  certainly  from  Paul's  hand.  Again,  it  is  argued 
that  a^rjt/  in  Phil.  iv.  20  closed  the  official  part  of 
the  letter,  and  hence  that  the  rest  was  written,  as  it 
were,  privatim.  On  the  other  hand,  Paul  states 
expressly  that  he  adds  the  salutation  in  Col.  iv.  18, 
and  that  also  in  1  Cor.  xvi.  21,  from  which  it 
would  certainly  be  violent  to  separate  the  next  two 
verses.  So  also  ypa<pa)  in  2  Cor.  xiii.  10  brings 
forward  so  distinctly  the  individual  after  the  i)lu- 
nils  {(v-xi/xida,  huvifxida,  xa'poM*")  which  pre- 
cede, that  we  may  reasonably  ascribe  that  verse  to 
Paul  as  well  as  tlie  next  two  verses  so  closely  con- 
i  nected  with  it.  The  reasoning  is  similar  to  this  in 
lie  case  of  other  epistles. 


«  *  It  is  supposed  that  the  Apostle  James  drew  up 
Efhe  letter  inserted  in  Acts  xv.  23-29,  in  virtue  of  his 
Mffice  as  pastor  of  the  church  at  Jerusalem.     Tlie  oc- 
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This  writer  adopts  the  hypothesis  of  certain  other 
critics,  though  carried  by  him  to  a  much  greater 
extent,  that  Paul,  after  dictating  his  letters  to  the 
amanuensis,  carefully  read  them  himself  or  had 
them  read  to  him,  and  then  wrote  or  had  written  on 
the  margin  various  annotatory  remarks  where  ex- 
pressions of  the  text  seemed  incomplete  or  obscure. 
Subsequent  copyists  transferred  these  remarks  to 
the  text  itself.  "  These  marginal  notations  are  not 
only  as  much  inspired  as  tlie  words  of  the  text,  but 
they  often  bear  the  impress  of  a  sjjecial  emphasis 
designed  by  the  author.  .  .  .  And  though  they 
were  forced  into  the  text  by  the  fault  of  the  copjist, 
against  the  will  of  the  Apostle,  the  words  of  the " 
Apostle  remained  entirely  unaltered.  The  imixirt- 
ance  of  the  hypothesis  is  philological  rather  than 
dogmatic :  the  style  of  the  Aiwstle  is  freed  thereby 
from  many  an  irregularity,  the  connection  of  the 
sentences  from  many  an  impediment."  It  is  hardly 
worth  while  to  illustrate  this  procedure  at  length. 
The  character  of  it  will  be  understood  if  we  men- 
tion e.  y.  that  I^urent  proposes  to  insert  Rom.  xvi. 
19  after  ver.  16,  because  the  logical  relation  of 
these  verses  to  each  other  apjiears  to  him  more  sat- 
isfactory than  that  which  he  finds  between  vv.  18 
and  19.  Hence,  to  account  for  tlie  dislocation  of 
the  true  text,  he  assumes  that  the  Apostle  wrote 
ver.  19  in  the  margin  with  the  intention  of  having 
it  read  as  explanatory  of  ver.  10,  but  by  some  mis- 
take of  a  transcriber  it  became  attached  to  ver.  18, 
where  it  seems  to  be  so  irrelevant.  It  is  self-evi- 
dent that  such  a  mode  of  criticism  is  not  only  un- 
historical,  but  arbitrary  and  subjective,  and  hence 
utterly  vague  and  unreliable.  Yet  it  should  be 
.said,  in  justice  to  this  able  treatise,  that  many  of 
the  suggestions  which  the  writer  makes  in  the  de- 
velopment of  his  theory  are  not  only  ingenious  but 
valuable  in  an  exegetical  ix)int  of  view,  and  deserve 
the  attention  of  the  critical  student.  H. 

*  EQUAL,  no  longer  used  as  a  transitive  verb, 
has  that  force  in  Lam.  ii.  13;  i.  e.  "to  make 
equal,"  "  compare  "  :  "  What  sliall  I  equal  to  thee, 
that  I  may  comfort  thee,  0  virgin  daughter  of 
Zion?"  H. 

ER  ("1?,  watchful:  "Up:  Her).  1.  First-bom 
of  Judah.  His  mother  was  Bath-Shuah  (daughter 
of  Shuah),  aCanaanite.  His  wife  was  Tamar,  the 
mother,  after  his  death,  of  Pharez  and  Zarah,  by 
Judah.  Er  "  was  wicked  in  the  sight  of  the  Lord; 
and  the  Lord  slew  him."  It  does  not  appear  what 
the  nature  of  his  sin  was;  but,  from  his  Canaan- 
itish  birth  on  the  mother's  side,  it  was  probably 
connected  with  the  alwniinable  idolatries  of  Canaan 
(Gen.  xxxviii.  3-7;  Num.  xxvi.  19). 

2.  Descendant  of  Shelah  the  son  of  Judah  (1 
Chr.  iv.  21). 

3.  Son  of  Jose,  and  father  of  Elmodam,  in  our 
Lord's  genealogy  (Luke  iii.  28),  about  contempo- 
rary with  Uzziah  king  of  Judah.  A.  C.  H. 

ETEIAN  il'^V  {watching},  but  Sam.  and  Syr. 

yVS,  Edan:  'E5eV:  Heran),  son  of  Shuthelah, 
eldest  son  of  Ephraim  (Num.  xxvi.  36).  The  name 
does  not  occur  in  the  genealogies  of  Ephraim  in  1 

Chr.  vii.  20-29,  though  a  name,  Ezer  (nT37),  is 


currence  itself  of  )(^aCpeiv  in  that  document  and  in  the 
epistle  indicates,  as  Beugel,  Bleek,  and  others  obserre, 
that  the  two  compositions  are  from  the  same  hand. 
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'ound  which  niaj'  possibly  be  a  corruption  of  it. 
Eran  was  the  head  of  the  family  of 

E'RANITES,   THE  ^y^Vn  [see  above]; 

Sam.  '*3^27^ :  d  'EStyi  [Vat.  -yet] :  lleranitcB), 
Num.  xxvi.  36. 

ERAS'TUS  {--EpatTTos  [btlwed]:  Erastus). 
1.  One  of  tiie  attendants  or  deacons  of  St.  Paul  at 
Ephesus,  who  with  Timothy  was  sent  forward  into 
Macedonia  while  the  Apostle  himself  remained  in 
Asia  (Acts  xix.  22).  He  is  probably  the  same  with 
Erastus  who  is  again  mentioned  in  the  salutations 
to  Timothy  (2  Tim.  iv.  20),  though  not,  as  Meyer 
maintains,  the  same  with  Erastus  the  chamberlain 
of  Corinth  (Kom.  xvi.  23). 

2.  Erastus  the  chamberlain,  or  rather  the  public 
treasurer  (oiKovSfios,  arcariiis)  of  (,'orinth,  who 
was  one  of  the  early  converts  to  Christianity  (Kom. 
xvi.  23).  According  to  the  traditions  of  the  Greek 
Church  {Mtiwl.  Groecunt,  i.  179),  he  was  first 
oeconomus  to  the  church  at  Jerusalem,  and  after- 
wards bishop  of  Paneas.  He  is  probably  not  the 
same  with  Erastus  who  was  with  St.  Paul  at  Eph- 
esus, for  in  this  case  we  should  be  compelled  to  as- 
sume that  he  is  mentioned  in  the  Epistle  to  the  Ko- 
mans  by  the  title  of  an  office  which  he  had  once  held 
and  afterwards  resigned.  W.  A.  W. 

E'RECH  (TJT?^  [as  Heb.  enduring,  shm,  but 
see  infr(i]:  'Opex'  Arac/i),  one  of  the  cities  of 
Nimrod's  kingdom  in  the  land  of  Shinar  (Gen.  x. 
10).  Until  recently,  the  received  opinion,  following 
the  authority  of  St.  Ephrem,  Jerome,  and  the  Tar- 
gumists,  identified  it  with  Edessa  or  Callirhoe  ( Ur- 
Jah),  a  town  in  the  northwest  of  Mesopotamia. 
This  opinion  is  suppoi-ted  by  Von  Bohlen  {Introd. 
to  Gen.  p.  23-'J),  wiio  coimects  the  name  Callirhoe 
with  the  Biblical  Erech  through  the  Syrian  form 
Eurhoh,  suggesting  the  Greek  word  evppoos.  This 
identification  is,  however,  untenable:  Edessa  was 
probably  built  by  Seleucus,  and  could  not,  therefore, 
have  been  in  existence  in  Ezra's  time  (Ezr.  iv.  9), 
and  t.he  extent  thus  given  to  the  land  of  Shinar 
presents  a  great  objection.  Erech  must  be  sought 
in  the  neighborhood  of  Babylon:  Gesenius  (Tlies. 
p.  1-51)  identifies  it  with  Aracca  on  the  Tigris  in 
Susiana;  but  it  is  doubtless  the  same  as  Orchoii 
[of  the  Greeks],  82  miles  S.  and  43  E.  of  Babylon, 
Uie  modern  designations  of  the  site,  Wat-ka,  Men, 
and  Irak,  bearing  a  considerable  affinity  to  the 
original  name.  This  place  appears  to  have  been  the 
necropolis  of  the  Assyrian  kings,  the  whole  neigh- 
borhood being  covered  with  mounds,  and  strewed 
with  the  remains  of  bricks  and  coffins.  Some  of 
the  bricks  l)ear  a  monogram  of  "the  moon,"  and 
Col.  Rawlinson  surmises  that  the  name  Erech  may 

be  nothing  more  than  a  form  of  H^"'  (Bonomi, 
Nineveh,  p.  4.5,  508).  The  inhabitants  of  this 
place  were  among  those  who  were  transplanted  to 
Samaria  by  Asnapper  (Ezr.  iv.  9).         W.  L.  B. 

*  As  to  the  interest  of  the  supposed  ruins  of 
Erech  at  [Varka,  and  the  discoveries  there,  see 
Rawlinson's  Five  Gveiit  Moruirchies,  i.  23,  and 
Loftus's  Chnlkea  and  Susiana,  p.  150  H.  Prof. 
Riidiger  describes  some  of  these  and  their  moim- 
mental  imiK)rtance,  in  the  Zeitsch.  der  dtutschcn 
Morr/.  GeselUelxift,  ix.  332  and  x.  726.  ('ol. 
l^wlinson  held  at  one  time  that  Wnrkn  was  Abra- 
bam'g  Ur  in  Chaldoea,  but  subsequently  was  con- 
vinced that  it  must  be  Erech.  H. 
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E'RI  C^IP  [watching'] :  'AvSels,  'ASSl  [Vat 
A55«(] ;  Alex.  ATjSiy  in  Gen. :  Ileri,  He?-).  Sob 
of  Gad  (Gen.  xlvi.  16;  Num.  xxvi.  16). 

E'RITES,  THE  i'^'^Vri :  &  'aSSI  [Vat.  A8- 
Set] :  IleriUe).  A  branch  of  the  tribe  of  Gad, 
descended  from  Eri  (Num.  xxvi.  16). 

ESA'IAS  [3  syl.]  (Rec.  T.  [Tisch.  Treg.] 
'Ho-oi'os;  Lachm.  with  B  [B  has  no  breathings 
a  prima  nmnu]  'Hirajos:  Isains;  Cod.  Amiat. 
Esaiits),  Matt.  iii.  3,  iv.  14,  viii.  17,  xii.  17,  xiii. 
14,  XV.  7;  Mark  [i.  2  in  the  best  editions.]  vii.  6; 
Luke  iii.  4,  iv.  17;  John  i.  23,  xii.  38,  39,  41; 
Acts  viii.  28,  30,  xxviii.  25;  Rom.  vs..  27,  29,  x. 
16,  20,   XV.  12.     [Isaiah.] 

E'SAR-HAD'DON  (V^n-IDS  :  [in  2  K. 
and  Is.,]  'Ao-opSoi',  [exc.  Sin.  in  Is.,  NaxopSov; 
in  Ezr.  iv.  2,  'AaapdSdv,  Vat.  Aaapfadaiv,  Alex. 
A(rapa8^wv(]  'XaxepSovSs,  LXX.  [Vj:  'Affapida- 
vos,  Ptol. :  Asihurnkh-iddinn,  Assyr. :  Asnr-had- 
doii),  one  of  the  greatest  of  the  kings  of  Assyria. 
He  was  the  son  of  Sennacherib  (2  K.  xix.  37 )  and 
the  grandson  of  Sargon  who  succeeded  Shalmane- 
ser.  It  has  been  generally  thought  that  he  was 
Sennacherib's  eldest  son ;  and  this  seems  to  have 
been  the  view  of  Polyhistor,  who  made  Sennacherib 
place  a  son,  Asonhines,  on  the  throne  of  Babylon 
during  his  own  lifetime  (ap.  Euseb.  Chi-cm.  Can.  i. 
5).  The  contrary,  however,  appears  by  the  inscrip- 
tions, which  show  the  Babylonian  viceroy  —  called 
Asordanes  by  Polyhistor,  but  Aparanadius  (Assar- 
anadius?)  by  Ptolemy  —  to  have  been  a  distinct 
person  from  Esar-haddon.  Thus  nothing  is  really 
known  of  Esar-haddon  until  his  succession  (ab. 
B.  c.  080),  which  seems  to  have  followed  quietly 
and  without  difficulty  on  the  nnirder  of  his  father 
and  the  flight  of  his  guilty  brothers  (2  K.  xix.  37 ; 
Is.  xxxvii.  38).  It  may,  perhaps,  be  concluded 
from  this  that  he  was,  at  the  death  of  his  father, 
the  eldest  son,  Assaranadius,  the  Babylonian  vice- 
roy, having  died  previously. 

Esar-haddon  apj)ears  by  his  monuments  to  have 
been  one  of  the  most  ix)werful  —  if  not  the  most 
powerful  — of  all  the  Assyrian  monarchs.  He  car- 
ried his  arms  over  all  Asia  between  the  Persian 
Gulf,  the  Armenian  mountains,  and  the  Mediter- 
ranean. Towards  the  east  he  engaged  in  wars  with 
Median  tribes  "of  which  his  fathers  had  never 
heard  the  name;  "  towards  the  west  he  extended 
his  influence  over  Cilicia  and  Cyprus ;  towards  the 
south  he  claims  authority  over  Egypt  and  over 
Ethiopia.  In  consequence  of  the  disaffection  of 
Babylon,  and  its  frequent  revolts  from  former 
Assyrian  kings,  lisar-haddon,  having  suiidued  the 
sons  of  Merodach-Baladan  who  hea<letl  the  national 
party,  introduced  the  new  policy  of  substituting  for 
the  former  government  by  viceroys  a  direct  dei)end- 
ence  u|X)n  the  Assyrian  crown.  He  did  not  reduce 
Babylonia  to  a  province,  or  attempt  its  actual 
absorption  into  the  enq)ire,  but  unitcfl  it  to  his 
kingdom  in  the  way  that  Hungary  was,  until  1848, 
united  to  Austria,  by  holding  both  crowns  himself 
and  residing  now  at  one  and  now  at  the  other 
capital.  He  is  the  only  Assyrian  monarch  whom 
we  find  to  liave  actually  reigned  at  Babylon,  where 
he  built  hini.self  a  palace,  bricks  from  which  have 
been  recently  recovered  l)earing  his  name.  His 
Babylonian  reign  lasted  thirteen  yeai-s,  from  n.  C. 
680  to  It.  c.  067 ;  and  it  was  undoubtedly  within 
this  space  of  time  that  Manasseh,  king  of  Jud.oh, 
having  been  seized  by  his  captains  at  Jerusalem  on 
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a  eliarge  of  rebellion,  was  brought  before  him  at 
Babylon  (2  Chr.  xxxiii.  11)  and  detained  for  a  time 
as  prisoner  there.  [Manasseii.]  EventiwUy  Esar- 
haddon,  persuaded  of  his  innocence,  or  excusing  his 
guilt,  restored  him  to  his  throne,  thus  giving  a 
proof  of  clemency  not  very  usual  in  an  oriental 
monarch.  It  seems  to  have  been  in  a  similar  spirit 
that  Esar-haddon,  accoixling  to  the  inscriptions, 
gave  a  territory  upon  the  Persian  Gulf  to  a  son  of 
Merodach-baladan,  who  submitted  to  his  authority 
and  became  a  refugee  at  his  court. 

As  a  builder  of  great  works  Esar-haddon  is 
particularly  distinguished.  Besides  his  palace  at 
Babylon,  which  has  been  already  mentioned,  he 
built  at  least  three  others  in  ditterent  parts  of  his 
dominions,  either  for  himself  or  his  son ;  while  in  a 
single  inscription  he  mentions  the  erection  by  his 
hands  of  no  fewer  than  thirty  temples  in  AssjTia 
and  Mesopotamia.  His  works  appear  to  have  pos- 
sessed a  peculiar  magnificence.  He  describes  his 
temples  as  "shining  with  silver  and  gold,"  and 
boasts  of  his  Nineveh  palace  that  it  was  "  a  build- 
ing such  as  the  kings  his  fathers  who  went  before 
him  had  never  made."  The  southwest  palace  at 
Nimrud  is  the  best  preserved  of  his  constractions. 
This  building,  which  was  excavated  by  Mr.  Layard, 
is  remarkable  from  the  peculiarity  of  its  plan  as 
well  as  from  the  scale  on  which  it  is  constructed. 
It  corresponds  in  its  general  design  ahnost  exactly 
with  the  palace  of  Solomon  (1  K.  vii.  1-12),  but 
is  of  larger  dimensions,  the  great  hall  being  220 
feet  long  by  100  broad  (l^yard's  Nin.  cf  Bab.  p. 
634),  and  the  porch  or  antechamber  IGO  feet  by 
60.  It  had  the  usual  adornment  of  winged  bulls, 
colossal  sphinxes,  and  sculptured  slabs,  but  has 
furnished  less  to  our  collections  than  many  inferior 
buildings,  from  the  circumstance  that  it  had  been 
originally  destroyed  by  fire,  by  which  the  stones 
and  alabaster  were  split  and  calcined.  This  is  the 
more  to  be  regretted  as  there  is  reason  to  believe 
that  Phoenician  and  Greek  artists  took  part  in  the 
ornamentation. 

It  is  impossible  to  fix  the  length  of  Esar-haddon's 
reign,  or  tiie  order  of  the  events  which  occurred  in 
it.  Little  is  known  to  us  of  his  history  but  from 
his  own  records,  and  they  have  not  come  down  to 
us  in  the  shape  of  annals,  but  only  in  the  form  of  a 
general  summary.  That  he  reigned  thirteen  years 
at  Babylon  is  certain  from  the  Canon  of  Ptolemy, 
and  he  cannot  have  reigned  a  shorter  time  in 
Assyria.  He  nvnj,  however,  have  reigned  longer; 
for  it  is  not  improbable  that  after  a  while  he  felt 
sufficiently  secure  of  the  affections  of  the  Baby- 
lonians to  reestablish  the  old  system  of  vice-regal 
government  in  their  country.  Saosduchiims  may 
have  been  set  up  as  ruler  of  Babylon  by  his  authority 
in  B.  c.  667,  and  he  may  have  withdrawn  to  Nin- 
eveh and  continued  to  reign  there  for  some  time 
longer.  His  many  expeditions  and  his  great  works 
seem  to  indicate,  if  not  even  to  require,  a  reign  of 
some  considerable  duration.  It  has  been  conjectured 
that  he  died  about  b.  c.  660,  after  occupying  the 
throne  for  twenty  years.  He  appears  to  have  been 
succeeded  by  his  son  Asshur-bani-pal,  or  Sar- 
danapalus  II.,  the  prince  for  whom  he  had  built  a 
palace  in  his  own  lifetime.  G.  K. 

*  For  tlie  connections  of  this  Assyrian  king  with 
le  Hebrew  history,  and   for  confirmation  of  the 
mpture  account  of  him  by  the  Babylonian  monu- 
nents,    the    reader   may    see    M.    von    Niebuhr, 
Geschichte  Assures  und  BabeVs,  pp.  38.  182  ff. ; 
Brandis,  Rencin  Assyr.  Tempora,  p.  41 ;  Layards 
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Nineveh  and  Babylcm,,  pp.  345,  621  (Lond.  1853) 
Eawlinson's  Bnmptmi  Lectures,  p.  122  (Amer 
ed.);  Five  Great  Monarchies  of  the  Anciem 
World,  vol.  iii.,  by  the  same  author;  and  Mihnan'a 
History  of  the  Jews,  i.  433  (Amer.  ed.).         H. 

E'SAU  ['H(raG:  Esnu\,  the  oldest  son  of  Isaac, 
and  twin-brother  of  Jacob.  The  singular  appear- 
ance of  the  child  at  his  birth  originated  the  name: 

"  And  the  first  came  out  red  (''3^D'7^?),  all  over 
like  an  hairy  garment,  and  they  called  his  name 
Esau'''  {y^^V,  i.  e.  "hairy,"  "rough,"  Gen.  xxv. 
25).  Tliis  was  not  the  ordy  remarkable  circum- 
stance connected  with  the  birth  of  the  infaTit.  Even 
in  the  womb  the  twin-brothers  struggled  together 
(xxv.  22).  Esau  was  the  first-)x)m;  but  as  he  was 
issuing  into  life  Jacob's  hand  grasped  his  heel. 
The  bitter  enmity  of  two  brothers,  and  the  increas- 
ing strife  of  two  great  nations,  were  thus  fore- 
shadowed (xxv.  23,  26).  Esau's  rol)ust  frame  and 
"  rough  "  aspect  were  the  types  of  a  wild  and  daring 
nature.  The  peculiarities  of  Ids  character  soon 
began  to  develop  themselves.  Sconiing  the  peace- 
ful and  commonplace  occupations  of  the  shepherd, 
he  revelled  in  the  excitement  of  the  chase,  and  in 
the  martial  exercises  of  the  Canaanites  (xxv.  27). 
He  was,  in  fact,  a  thorough  Bedawy,  a  "  son  of  the 

desert "  (so  we  may  translate  ^T^^?  ^^i^)'  '^^^ 
delighted  to  roam  free  as  the  wind  of  heaven,  and 
who  was  impatient  of  the  restraints  of  civilized  or 
settled  life.  His  old  father,  by  a  caprice  of  affection 
not  uncommon,  loved  his  willful,  ^'agrant  boy;  and 
his  keen  relish  for  savory  food  being  gratified  by 
Esau's  venison,  he  liked  him  all  the  better  for  his 
skill  in  hunting  (xxv.  28).  An  event  occurred 
which  exhibited  the  reckless  character  of  Esau  on 
the  one  hand,  and  the  selfish,  grasping  nature  of 
his  brother  on  the  other.  The  former  returned 
from  the  field,  exhausted  by  the  exercise  of  the 
chase,  and  faint  with  hunger.  Seeing  some  pottage 
of  lentiles  which  Jacob  had  prepared,  he  asked  for 
it.  Jacob  only  consented  to  give  the  food  on  Esau's 
swearing  to  him  that  he  would  in  return  give  up 
his  birthright.  There  is  something  revolting  in 
this  whole  transaction.  Jacob  takes  advantage  of 
his  brother's  distress  to  rob  him  of  that  which  was 
dear  as  life  itself  to  an  Eastern  patriarch.  The 
birthright  not  only  gave  him  the  headship  of  the 
tribe,  both  spiritual  and  temporal,  and  the  posses- 
sion of  the  great  bulk  of  the  family  property,  but  it 
carried  with  it  the  covenant  bksuny  (xxvii.  28,  29, 
36;  Heb.  xii.  16,  17).  Then  again  whilst  EsaJi, 
under  the  pressure  of  temporary  suffering,  despises 
his  birthright  by  selling  it  for  a  mess  of  potiage 
(Gen.  xxv.  34),  he  afterwards  attempts  to  seciu-e 
that  which  he  had  deliberately  sold  (xx\-ii.  4,  34, 
38;  Heb.  xii.  17). 

It  is  evident  the  whole  transjiction  was  public, 
for  it  resulted  in  a  new  name  being  given  to  Esau. 
He  said  to  Jacob,  "  Feed  me  with  that  same  rea 

(D^S^) ;  therefore  was  his  name  called  Edom " 

(DTTS,  Gen.  xxv.  30).  It  is  worthy  of  note, 
however,  that  tliis  name  is  seldom  applietl  to  Esau 
himself,  though  almost  universally  given  to  the 
country  he  settled  in,  and  to  his  posterity.  [Edom  ; 
Edomitks.]  The  name  "  Children  of  Esau  "  is 
in  a  few  cases  applied  to  the  Edomites  (Deut.  ii.  4, 
Jer.  xlix.  8;  Obad.  18);  but  it  is  rather  a  poetical 
expression. 
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Esau  married  at  the  age  of  40,  and  contrary  to 
the  wish  of  liis  parents.  His  wives  were  both 
Canaanites ;  and  they  "  were  bitterness  of  spirit 
unto  Isaac  and  to  Kebekah  "  (Gen.  xxvi.  34,  35). 

The  next  episode  in  the  history  of  Esau  and 
Jacob  is  still  more  painful  than  the  former,  as  it 
brings  fully  out  those  bitter  family  rivalries  and 
divisions,  which  were  all  but  universal  in  ancient 
times,  and  which  are  still  a  disgrace  to  Eastern 
society.  Jacob,  through  the  craft  of  his  mother,  is 
again  successful,  and  secures  irrevocably  the  cove- 
nant blessing.  I-^au  vows  vengeance.  But  fearing 
his  aged  father's  patriarchal  authority,  he  secretly 
congratulates  himself:  "  The  days  of  mourning  for 
iny  fiither  are  at  hand,  then  will  I  slay  my  brother 
Jacob"  (Gen.  iixvii.  41).  Thus  he  imagined  that 
by  one  bloody  deed  he  would  regain  all  that  had 
been  taken  from  him  by  artifice.  But  he  knew  not 
a  mother's  watchful  care.  Not  a  sinister  glance 
of  his  eyes,  not  a  hasty  expression  of  his  tongue, 
escaped  Kebekah.  She  felt  that  the  life  of  her 
darling  son,  whose  gentle  nature  and  domestic 
habits  had  won  her  heart's  affections,  was  now  in 
imminent  peril ;  and  she  advised  him  to  flee  for  a 
time  to  her  relations  in  Mesojwtamia.  The  sins 
of  both  mother  and  child  were  visited  u(X)n  them 
by  a  long  and  painful  separation,  and  all  the 
attendant  anxieties  and  dangers.  By  a  character- 
istic piece  of  domestic  policy  liebekah  succeeded 
both  in  exciting  Isaac's  anger  against  Esau,  and 
obtaining  his  consent  to  Jacob's  departure  —  '•  and 
Eebekah  said  to  Isaac,  I  am  weary  of  my  life  be- 
cause of  the  daughters  of  Heth ;  if  Jacob  take  a 
wife  such  as  these,  what  good  shall  my  life  do  me  ?  " 
Her  object  was  attained  at  once.  The  blessing  was 
renewed  to  Jacob,  and  he  recei\ed  his  father's  com- 
mands to  go  to  Badan-aram  (Gen.  xxvii.  46,  xxviii. 
1-5). 

When  lisau  heard  that  his  father  had  com- 
manded Jacob  to  take  a  wife  of  the  daughters  of 
his  kinsman  Laban,  he  also  resolved  to  try  whether 
by  a  new  alliance  he  could  propitiate  his  parents. 
He  accordingly  manied  his  cousin  IMahalath,  the 
daughter  of  Ishmael  (xxviii.  8,  9).  This  marriage 
appears  to  have  brought  him  into  connection  with 
the  Ishmaelitish  tribes  beyond  the  valley  of  Arabah. 
He  soon  afterwards  established  himself  in  Mount 
Seir;  still  retaining,  however,  some  interest  in  his 
father's  property  in  southern  Balestine.  It  is  prob- 
able that  his  own  habits,  and  the  idolatrous  prac- 
tices of  his  wives  and  rising  family,  continued  to 
excite  and  even  increase  the  anger  of  his  parents ; 
and  that  he,  consequently,  considered  it  more 
prudent  to  remove  his  household  to  a  distance.  He 
was  residing  in  Mount  Seir  when  Jacob  returned 
from  I'adan-arani,  and  had  then  become  so  rich 
and  iwwerful  that  the  impressions  of  his  brother's 
early  offenses  seem  to  have  \>ecn  almost  completely 
effaced.  His  reception  of  Jacob  was  cordial  and 
honest ;  though  doubts  and  fears  still  lurked  in  the 
mind  of  the  latter,  and  betrayed  him  into  some- 
thing of  his  old  duplicity ;  for  while  he  promises  to 
go  to  Seir,  he  carefully  declines  his  brother's  escort, 
and  immediately  after  liis  departure  turns  westward 
across  the  Jordan  (Gen.  xxxii.  7,  8,  11;  xxxiii.  4, 
12,  17). 

It  does  not  appear  that  the  brothers  again  met 
until  the  death  of  their  fether,  aliout  20  years  after- 
wards. Mutual  interests  and  mutual  fear  seem  to 
have  constrained  them  to  act  honestly,  and  even 
generously  towards  each  other  at  this  solemn  inter- 
new.     They  united  in  laying  Isaac's  body  in  the 
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cave  of  Machpelah.  Then  "  Esau  took  all  hii 
cattle,  and  all  his  substance,  which  he  had  got  in 
the  land  of  Canaan" — such,  doul)tless,  as  hij 
father  with  Jacob's  consent  had  assigned  to  him  — 
"  and  went  into  the  country  from  the  face  of  his 
brother  Jacob  "  (xxxv.  29,  xxxvi.  C).  He  now  saw 
clearly  that  the  covenant  blessing  was  Jacob's;  that 
God  had  inalienably  allotted  the  land  of  Canaan 
to  Jacob's  posterity;  and  that  it  would  be  folly  to 
strive  against  the  Divine  will.  He  knew  also  that 
as  Canaan  was  given  to  Jacob,  ISIount  Seir  was 
given  to  himself  (conip.  xxvii.  39,  xxxii.  3;  and 
Deut.  ii.  5);  and  he  was,  therefore,  desirous  with 
his  increased  wealth  and  power  to  enter  into  full 
jwssession  of  his  country,  and  drive  out  its  old 
inhabitants  (Deut.  ii.  12).  Anotlier  circumstance 
may  have  influenced  him  in  leaving  Canaan.  He 
"lived  by  his  sword"  (Gen.  xxvii.  40);  and  he 
felt  that  the  rocky  fastnesses  of  Edom  would  be  a 
safer  and  more  suitable  abode  for  such  as  by  their 
habits  provoked  the  hostihties  of  neighboring  tribes, 
than  the  open  plains  of  southern  I'alcstine. 

There  is  a  difficulty  connected  with  the  names 
of  Esau's  wives,  which  is  discussed  under  Aholi- 
BAMAH  and  Bashematii.  Of  his  subsequent  his- 
tory nothing  is  known ;  fOr  that  of  his  descendants 
see  Edoji  and  Edomites.  J.  L.  P. 

E'SAU  i'Hcav:  Sel),  1  Esdr.  v.  29.     [Ziba.] 
E'SAY  {'Haaias'-  Isaia,  /s(7/««),  Ecclus.  xlviii. 
20,  22;  2  Esdr.  ii.  18.     [Isaiah.] 

*  ESCHEW,  now  seldom  used,  means  in  the 
A.  V.  (Job  i.  1,  8,  ii.  3;  1  Pet.  iii.  11)  "to  flee 
from"  or  "shun."  It  is  from  the  old  French 
eschiver  in  that  sense.  H. 

ESDRAE'LON  [Jud.  iii.  9,  'E(TSpv\(iv;  Sin.t 
EaSripKwV,  Vat.  Conip.  Aid.  'EaSpariXcuv ;  iv.  6, 
Vat.  E(rpri\cov;  Alex.  E(r«p7jx«^»' !  ^i'-  '^i  'EaSpi}- 
\cifi,  Vat.  Sin.  -KaiV,  Comp.  .Aid.  'EaSpoTjAdj/*; 
i.  8,  'E<r5pT)Ac£/i;  Sin.  -A&ir;  Vat.  Ea-pprtfx;  Alex. 
Eo-SoTj/U  :  Esdrdm\.  This  name  is  merely  the 
Greek  form  of  the  Hebrew  word  Jezkekl.  It 
occurs  in  this  exact  shape  only  twice  in  the  A.  V. 
(Jud.  iii.  9,  iv.  6).  In  Jud.  vii.  3  it  is  Es- 
DKAELOM  [EsdraeloM,  ed.  1611],  and  in  i.  8 
EsDKEiX)M  [Esdrelon,  ed.  1611],  with  the  addition 
of  "the  great  plain."  In  the  0.  T.  the  plain  is 
called  the  Valley  of  Jezkeel;  by  Josephus  the 
great  plain,  -rh  ireSiov  fjLfja.  'I'he  name  is  derived 
from  the  old  royal  city  of  Jezkeel,  v.  liicli  occupied 
a  commanding  site,  near  the  eastern  extremity  of 
the  j)lain,  on  a  spur  of  Mount  Gilboa. 

"  The  great  plain  of  I'^sdraelon  "  extends  across 
central  Palestine  from  the  ^Metliterranean  to  the 
Jordan,  separating  the  mountain  ranges  of  Carniel 
and  Samaria  from  those  of  Galilee.  The  western 
section  of  it  is  properly  the  plain  of  AccHO,  or 
'Alka.  The  main  body  of  the  plvM  is  a  triangle. 
Its  base  on  the  east  extends  from  Jeiiin  (the  an- 
cient En-gannim)  to  the  foot  of  the  hills  below 
Nazareth,  and  is  about  15  miles  long;  the  north 
side,  formed  by  the  hills  of  Galilee,  is  about  12 
miles  long;  and  the  south  side,  formed  by  the 
Samaria  range,  is  about  18  miles.  The  apex  on 
the  we^t  is  a  narrow  pass  opening  into  the  plain  of 
'ylUvf.  'i'his  vast  exiMinse  has  a  gently  undulating 
surface  —  in  spring  all  green  with  corn  where  cul- 
tivated, and  rank  weeds  and  grass  where  neglected 
—  dotte<l  with  several  low  gray  tells,  and  near  the 
sides  with  a  few  olive  groves.     This  is  that  V'liUey 

of  Megiddo  ('ll^Q  n^nSl,  so  called  from  the 
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jity  of  Megiddo,  which  stood  on  its  southern 
border),  where  Harak  triumphed,  and  where  kiug 
Josiah  was  defeated  and  received  his  death-wound 
(Judg.  V. ;  2  Chr.  xxxv.).  Probably,  too,  it  was 
before  the  mind  of  the  Apostle  John  when  he  fig- 
uratively described  the  final  conflict  between  the 
hosts  of  good  and  evil  who  were  gathered  to  a 
place  called  Ar-mayeddon  {'Apfj.ayeSSciu,  from  the 

Hebrew  "1"^2^  13?,  that  is,  the  city  of  Megiddo ; 

Rev.  xvi.  16).  The  river  Kishon  —  "that  ancient 
river"  so  fatal  to  the  army  of  Sisera  (Judg.  v.  21) 
—  drains  the  plain,  and  flows  off  through  the  pass 
westward  to  the  Mediterranean. 

From  the  base  of  this  triangular  plain  three 
branches  stretch  out  eastward,  like  fingers  from  a 
hand,  divided  by  two  bleak,  gray  ridges  — one  bear- 
ing the  familiar  name  of  Mount  Gilboa;  the  other 
called  by  Franks  Little  Hermon,  but  by  natives 
Jebel  ed-Duhy.  The  northern  branch  has  Tabor 
on  the  one  side,  and  Little  Hermon  on  the  other ; 
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into  it  the  troops  of  Barak  defiled  from  the  heights 
of  Tabor  (Judg.  iv.  6);  and  on  its  op[X)9ite  side  are 
the  sites  of  Nain  and  Endor.  The  southern  branch 
lies  between  Jtnin  and  Gilboa,  terminating  in  a 
point  among  the  hills  to  the  eastward ;  it  was  across 
it  Aha^iah  fled  from  Jehu  (2  K.  is.  27).  The 
central  branch  is  the  richest  as  well  as  the  most 
celebrated ;  it  descends  in  green,  fertile  slopes  to  the 
banks  of  the  Jordan,  having  Jezreel  and  Shunem 
on  opposite  sides  at  the  western  end,  and  Beth- 
shean  in  its  midst  towartls  the  east.  This  is  the 
"Valley  of  Jezreel"  proper  —  the  battle- fiekl  on 
which  Gideon  triumphed,  and  Saul  and  Jonathan 
were  overthrown  (Judg.  vii.  1  ft'.;  1  Sara.  xxix. 
and  xxxi.) 

Two  things  arc  worthy  of  special  notice  in  the 
plain  of  Esdi-aelon.  (1.)  Its  wonderful  richness. 
Its  unbroken  expanse  of  verdure  contrasts  strangely 
with  the  gray,  bleak  crowns  of  Gilboa,  and  the 
rugged  ranges  on  the  north  and  south.  The  gigan- 
tic thistles,  the  luxuriant  grass,  and  the  exuberance 
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Df  the  crops  on  the  few  cultivated  spots,  show  the 
fertility  of  the  soil.  It  was  the  frontier  of  Zeb- 
ulun  —  "  Kejoice,  Zebulun,  in  thy  going  out  "  (Deut. 
xxxiii.  18).  But  it  was  the  special  portion  of  Is- 
sachar  —  "  And  he  saw  that  rest  was  good,  and  the 
land  that  it  was  pleasant;  and  bowed  his  shoulder 
to  bear,  and  became  a  servant  unto  tribute"  (Gen. 
xlix.  15).  (2.)  Its  desolation.  If  we  except  the 
eastern  branches,  there  is  not  a  single  inhabited 
village  on  its  whole  surface,  and  not  more  than  one 
sixth  of  its  soil  is  cultivated.  It  is  the  home 
of  the  wild,  wandering  BedawTn,  who  scour  its 
smooth  turf  on  their  fleet  horses  in  search  of  plun- 
der; and  when  hard  pressed  can  spee<lily  remove 
their  tents  and  flocks  beyond  the  Jordan,  and  be- 
yond the  reach  of  a  weak  government.  It  has 
ealways  been  insecure  since- history  began.  The  old 
I'Canaanite  tribes  drove  victoriously  through  it  in 
Itheir  iron  chariots  (Judg.  iv.  3,  7);  the  nomad 
lltidianites  and  Amalekites  —  those  "children  of 
tthe  east,"  who  were  "as  grasshoppers  for  multi- 


tude," whose  "  camels  were  without  number  "  — 
devoured  its  rich  pastures  (Juda;.  vi.  1-6,  vii.  1), 
the  Philistines  long  held  it,  establishing  a  strong- 
hold at  Beth-shean  (1  Sam.  xxix.  1,  xxxi.  10);  and 
the  Syrians  frequently  swept  over  it  with  theii 
armies  (1  K.  xx.  26;  2  K.  xiii.  17).  In  its  con- 
dition, thus  exposed  to  every  hasty  incursion,  and 
to  every  shock  of  war,  we  read  the  fortunes  of  that 
tribe  which  for  the  sake  of  its  richness  consented 
to  sink  into  a  half-nomadic  state — "Rejoice,  O 
Issachar,  in  thy  tents  .  .  .  Issachar  is  a  strong  ass, 
couching  down  between  two  burdens:  and  he  saw 
that  rest  was  good,  and  the  land  that  it  was  pleas- 
ant, and  bowed  his  shoulder  to  bear,  and  became  a 
servant  unto  tribute"  ((Jen.  xlix.  14,  1.5;  Deut. 
xxxiii.  18).  Once  only  did  this  tribe  shake  off  the 
yoke;  when  under  the  heavy  pressure  of  Sisera, 
"  the  chiefs  of  Issachar  were  with  Deborah  "  (Judg. 
V.  15).  Their  exposed  position  and  valuable  pos- 
sessions in  this  open  plain  made  them  anxious  foi 
the  succession  of  David  to  the  throne,  as  one  under 
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whose  powerful  protection  they  would  enjoy  that 
peace  and  rest  they  loved ;  and  they  joined  with 
their  neighbors  of  Zebulun  and  Naphtali  in  send- 
ing to  David  pi«sents  of  the  richest  productions  of 
their  rich  country  (1  Clir.  xii.  32,  40). 

The  whole  borders  of  the  plain  of  Esdraelon  are 
dotted  with  places  of  high  historic  and  sacred  in- 
terest. Here  we  group  them  together,  while  re- 
ferring the  reader  for  details  to  the  separate  articles. 
On  the  east  we  have  Endo>\  Nain,  and  Hhuntm, 
ranged  round  the  base  of  the  "hill  of  Moreh;'" 
then  BetJi-shean  in  the  centre  of  the  "  Valley  of 
Jezreel;"  then  GilJxia,  with  the  "well  of  Ilai-od,^' 
and  the  ruins  of  Jezreel  at  its  western  base.  On 
the  south  are  En^c/amiim,  T(utMidi,  and  Megiddo. 
At  the  western  apex,  on  the  overhanging  brow  of 
Carniel,  is  the  scene  of  Elijah's  sacrifice;  and  close 
by  the  foot  of  the  mountain  below,  runs  the  Kishon, 
on  whose  banks  the  false  prophets  of  Baal  were 
slain.  On  the  north,  among  places  of  less  note, 
are  NazareOi  and  Tabor.  The  modern  Syrians 
have  forgotten  the  ancient  name  as  they  have  for- 
gotten the  ancient  history  of  Esdraelon ;  and  it  is 
now  known  among  them  only  as  Merj  ibn  'Amer, 
"the  Plain  of  the  Son  of  'Amer."  A  graphic 
sketch  of  Esdraelon  is  given  in  Stanley's  S.  ^  P. 
p.  335  ff.  See  also  the  Handbook  for  Syria  and 
Palestine,  p.  351  ff.;  Robinson,  ii.  315-30,  366,  lii. 
113  ff.  J.  L.  P. 

*  The  plain  of  Esdraelon  is  remarkable  for  the 
number  and  sanguinary  character  of  the  battles 
which  have  been  fought  there  from  the  earliest 
times  down  to  our  own  age.  The  language  of  the 
traveller,  Dr.  Clarke,  hardly  needs  qualification 
when  he  says  (TraveU,  &c.,  ii.  493)  that  "warriors 
out  of  every  nation  which  is  under  heaven  have 
pitched  their  tent  in  the  plain  of  Esdraelon,  and 
have  beheld  the  various  banners  of  their  nations 
wet  with  the  dews  of  Tabor  and  of  Hermon."  It 
was  here  that  Barak  encountered  the  forces  of 
Sisera,  and  the  severe  battle  ensued  (commemorated 
in  the  song  of  Deborali  and  Barak)  which  swept 
over  almost  the  entire  plain  and  dyed  its  waters 
with  blood  (.ludg.  iv.  4  ff.  and  v.  1  ff.).  At  the 
foot  of  the  ridge  where  Jezreel  (Zerin)  was  situated, 
Gideon  achieved  his  great  victory  over  the  Amalek- 
ites  and  Midianites  (Judg.  vi.  33,  ^ii.  1  ff.).  By 
the  fountain  CAin  Jalud)  near  the  same  city,  the 
host  of  Israel  under  Saul  encamped,  before  it  was 
chased  and  scattered  on  the  mountains  of  Gillwa 
(1  Sam.  xxix.  1,  xxxi.  1  ff.).  At  Megiddo,  on  the 
southern  frontier,  between  Lssachar  and  Manasseh, 
Josiah,  king  of  Judah,  was  defeated  and  slain  by 
the  Egyi)tians  under  Necho  (2  K.  xxiii.  29;  2  Chr. 
XXXV.  22).  Tlie  army  of  Nebuchadnezzar,  at  the 
head  of  which  was  Ilolofernes,  had  their  quarters 
here  before  Bethulia,  tlie  strong  post  which  com- 
manded the  pass  between  Galilee  and  Samaria  (Jud. 
vii.  3);  and  here,  at  the  foot  of  Tabor,  Vespasian 
fought  against  the  Jews  (Joseph.  B.  J.  iv.  6,  §  8). 
Here  the  Crusaders  and  the  Saracens  slaughtered 


o  •  In  the  Vatican,  .Alexandrine,  and  Sinaitic  MSS. 
of  the  Septuagint,  and  in  the  Aldine  edition,  the  books 
of  Ezra  and  Nehcmiali  are  united  in  one  under  the 
name  of  2d  Esdraa.  In  tlie  Alexandrine  MS.  1st  Es- 
dras  is  eutitled  o  leptvs,  ''The  Priest,"  and  icpfv?  is 
also  prcfix(;d  aa  a  title  to  2d  Esdras  (Ezra  and  Nehe- 
iniah).  A. 

b  "  Oratio  ManaflsDC,  necnon  libri  duo  qui  sub  libri 
tertii  et  quarti  Esdne  nomine  oircumferuntur,  hoc  in 
oco,  extra  scilicet  seriem  canonicorum  librorum,  quos 
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each  other;  and  here  in  1799  the  Turks,  with  an 
army  of  25,000  men,  were  vanquished  by  3,000 
French  troops  under  Bonaparte  and  Kleber.  For 
interesting  notices  concerning  this  plain,  the  most 
remarkable  in  Palestine,  both  geographically  and 
historically,  see  Hitter's  Geography  of  Palestine 
Mr.  Gage's  trans,  ii.  317,  322,  iv.  343  ff. ;  and  P,ob! 
Pliys.  Geogr.  pp.  131-135.  The  best  view  of  Es- 
draelon is  that  spread  out  before  the  observer  from 
the  IVely  on  the  hill-top  above  Nazareth,  and  the' 
liest  description  of  that  view  is  the  one  written  by 
Dr.  Bobinson  {Bibl.  Jies.  iii.  189  ff.,  1st  ed.). 

H. 

ES'DRAS  ("EaSpas-  Esdras),  1  Esdr.  viii.  1, 
3,  7,  8,  9,  19,  23,  25,  91,  92,  96;  ix.  1,  7,  16,  39, 
40,  42,  45,  46,  49;  2  Esdr.  i.  1;  ii.  10,  33,  42;  vi. 
10;  vii.  2,  25;  viii.  2,  19;  xiv.  1,  38.     [Ezka.] 

ES'DRAS,  FIRST  BOOK  OF,  the  first  in 
order  of  the  ajxicryphal  books  in  the  English  Bible, 
which  follows  Luther  and  the  German  Bibles  in 
separating  the  apocryphal  from  the  canonical 
books,  instead  of  binding  them  up  together  accord- 
ing to  historical  order  (Walton's  Prolegom.  de 
Vers.  Grate.  §  9).  The  classification  of  the  4  books 
which  have  been  named  after  F^zra  is  particukrly 
complicated.  In  the  Vatican  and  other  quasi-mod- 
ern editions  of  the  LXX.,  our  1st  FIsdr.  is  called 
the//-s<  book  of  Esdras  in  relation  to  the  canonical 
book  of  FIzra,  which  follows  it  and  is  called  the 
second  F:sdras.'»  But  in  the  Vulgate,  1st  Esdr. 
means  the  canonical  book  of  F^ra,  and  2d  Esdr. 
means  Nehemiafi,  according  to  the  primitive  He- 
brew arrangement,  mentioned  by  Jerome,  in  which 
£zi-a  and  Nthemial,  made  up  two  jjarts  of  the  one 
book  of  Ezra ;  and  3d  and  4th  lisdr.  are  what  we 
now  call  1  and  2  Esdras.  These  last,  with  the 
prayer  of  Manasses,  are  the  only  apocryphal  books 
admitted  eo  nomine  into  the  Eomish  Bibles,  the 
other  Afjocrypha  being  declared  canonical  by  the 
Council  of  Trent.  The  reason  of  the  exclusion  of 
3d  F^dras  from  the  Canon  seems  to  be  that  the 
Tridentine  fathers,  in  1546,  were  not  aware  that  it 
existed  in  Greek.  For  it  is  not  in  the  Compluten- 
sian  edition  (1515),  nor  in  the  Biblia  Kegia;  Vata- 
blus  (about  1540)  had  never  seen  a  Greek  copy, 
and,  in  the  preface  to  the  ajxicryphal  books,  si)eak8 
of  it  as  only  existing  in  some  MSS.  and  printed 
Latin  Bibles.''  Baduel  also,  a  French  Protestant 
divine  {Bibl.  Ciit.)  (about  1550),  says  that  he  knew 
of  no  one  who  had  ever  seen  a  Greek  copy.  For  fl 
this  reason,  it  seems,  it  was  excluded  from  the ' 
(,'anon,  though  it  has  certainly  quite  as  good  a  title  ^1 
to  be  admitted  as  Tobit,  .Tudith,  &e.  It  has  in- 
deed been  stated  (Bp.  Marsh,  Comp.  View,  ap. 
Soames  Hist,  of  Ref.  ii.  608)  that  the  Council  of 
Trent  in  excluding  the  2  books  of  I^sdras  followed 
Augustine's  Canon.  But  this  is  not  so.  Augu»> 
tine  (tie  Doctr.  Christ,  lib.  ii.  13)  distinctly  m«D-  , 
tions  among  the  libri  canonici,  £sdr<e  duo ; "  sa^', 


sancta  Tridentina  gynodus  suscepit,  et  pro  oanonicia 
suscipiendoa  decrevit,  sepositj  sunt,  ne  prorsus  inter- 
irent,  quippe  qui  a  noiinuUis  Sanctis  Patribus  inter- 
dum  citnntur,  et  in  nliquibus  Bibliis  I.atinis,  tarn  maa< 
uscriptis  quaiu  impressis,  rep<?riuutur." 

c  Jerome,  in  his   preface   to   hi«  Latin  version  of 
Ezri  and  Nihfminh,  savs,  '' Unus  a  nobis  lilier  editttf) 
est,"  etc.  ;  though   he  implies   that  they  W2re  Bom». 
timi's  called  1  and  2  Esdras. 
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Ihat  one  of  these  was  our  1st  Elsdras  is  manifest 
from  the  quotation  from  it  given  below  from  Dt 
Civlt.  Dei.  Hence  it  is  also  sure  that  it  was  in- 
cluded among  those  pronounced  as  canonical  by  the 
3d  Council  of  Carthage  A.  D.  397,  or  419,  where 
the  same  title  is  given,  Jisdrce  libvi  duo :  where  it 
is  to  be  noticed,  by  the  way,  that  Augustine  and 
the  Coimcil  of  Carthage  use  the  term  canonical  in 
a  much  broader  sense  than  we  do;  and  that  the 
manifest  ground  of  considering  them  canonical  in 
any  sense,  is  their  being  found  in  the  Greek  copies 
of  the  LXX.  in  use  at  that  time.  In  all  the  earlier 
editions  of  the  English  Bible  the  books  of  Esdras 
are  numbered  as  in  the  Vulgate.  In  the  Gth  Art- 
icle of  the  Church  of  England  (first  introduced  in 
1571)  the  1st  and  2d  books  denote  Ezra  and  Ne- 
heniiah,  and  the  3d  and  4th,  among  the  Apocry- 
pha, are  our  present  1st  and  2d.  In  the  list  of 
revisers  or  translators  of  the  Bisliops'  Bible,  sent  by 
Archbishop  Parker  to  Sir  William  Cecil  with  the 
portion  revised  by  each,  Ezra,  Nehemiah,  Esther, 
and  the  apocryphal  books  of  Esdras,  seem  to  be  all 
comprised  under  the  one  title  of  Esdras.  Barlow, 
Bp.  of  Chichester,  was  the  translator,  as  also  of  the 
books  of  Judith,  Tobias,  and  Sapientia  ( Corresp. 
of  Archbp.  Parker,  Park.  Soc.  p.  335).  The 
Geneva  Bible  first  adopted  the  classification  used  in 
our  present  Bibles,  in  which  Ezra  and  Neiih:mi.\h 
give  their  names  to  the  two  canonical  books,  and 
the  two  apocryphal  become  1  and  2  Esdras;  where 
the  Greek  form  of  the  nanie  marks  that  these  books 
do  not  exist  in  Hebrew  or  Chaldee. 

As  regards  the  antiquity  of  this  book  and  the 
rank  assigned  to  it  in  the  early  church,  it  may 
suffice  to  mention    that  Josephus  quotes  largely 
from  it,  and  follows  its  authority,  even  in  contra- 
diction to  the  canonical  Ezra  and  Nehemiah,  by 
which  he  has  been  led  into  hopeless  historical  blun- 
ders and  anachronisms.     It  is  quoted  also  by  Cle- 
mens Alexandrinus  (Strom,  i.);    and   the  famous 
sentence  "  Veritas  nianet,  et  invalescit  in  letemum, 
et  vivit  et  obtinet  in  ssecula  sseculorum,"  is  cited 
by  Cyprian  as  from  Esdras,  prefaced  by  ut  scriptum 
est  {Epist.  Ixsiv.).     Augustine  also  refers  to  the 
same  passage  {De  Cirit.  Dei,  xviii.  36),  and  sug- 
gests that  it  may  be  prophetical  of  Christ  who  is 
the  truth.     He  includes  under  the  name  of  Esdras 
our  1  Esdr.,  and  the  canonical  books  of  Ezra  and 
Nehemiah.     1  Esdr.  is  also  cited  by  Athanasius 
and  other  fathers ;  and  perhaps  there  is  no  sentence 
that  has  been  more  widely  divulged  than  that  of 
,1  Esdr.  iv.  41,  "Magna  est  Veritas  et  prajvalebit." 
it  though  it  is  most  strange  that  the  Council  of 
ent  should  not  have  admitted  this  book  into  their 
ride  Canon,  nothing  can  be  clearer,  on  the  other 
od,  than  that  it  is  rightly  included  by  us  among 
Apocrypha,  not  only  on  the  ground  of  its  his- 
rical  inaccuracy,  and  contradiction  of  the  true 
a,  but  also  on  the  external  evidence  of  the  early 
liurch.     That  it  was  never  known  to  exist  in  He- 
ew,  and  formed  no  part  of  the  Hebrew  Canon,  is 
itted  by  all.     Jerome,  in  his  preface  to  Ezr. 
iid  Neh.,  speaks  contemptuously  of  the  dreams 
omnia)  of  the  3d  and  4th  Esdras,  and  says  they 
i  to  be  utterly  rejected.      In  his  Proh/jus  Gale- 
4us  he  clearly  defines  the  numljcr  of  books  in  the 
non,  22,  corresponding  to  the  22  letters  of  the 
lebrew  alphabet,  and  says  that  all  others  are  apoc- 
phal.    This  of  course  excludes  1  Esdras.    Melito, 
rigen,  Eusebius,  Athanasius,  Gregory  Niizianzen, 
lilary  of  Poitiers,  Cyril  of  Jerusalem,  the  Council 
L-vodicea,  and  many  other  &thers,  expressly  fol- 
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low  the  same  canon,  counting  as  apocryphal  what- 
ever is  not  comprehended  in  it. 

As  regards  the  contents  of  the  book,  and  the 
author  or  authors  of  it  —  the  first  chapter  is  a 
transcript  of  the  two  last  chapters  of  2  Chr.  for 
the  most  part  verbatim,  and  only  in  one  or  two 
parts  shghtly  abridged  and  paraphrased,  and  show 
ing  some  corruptions  of  the  text,  the  use  of  a 
different  Greek  version,  and  some  various  readings, 
as  e.  g.  i.  4,  /i€7aA€i({TrjTO  for  Sia  x^'P*^*,  indi- 
cating a  various  reading  in  the  Hebrew;  perhaps 

^I2^3  for  2/^5^5  or,  as  Bretschneider  suggests, 
Dj^5^;  Tipa,iv6v  ("Ip.^lb),  for  the  Hebrew  of  2 
Chr.  XXXV.  12,  '^l^.^?,  "with  the  oxen,"  &c. 
Chapters  iii.,  iv.,  and  v.,  to  the  end  of  v.  G,  are  the 
oriijiaal  portions  of  the  book,  containing  the  legend 
of  the  three  young  Jews  at  the  court  of  Darius; 
and  the  rest  is  a  transcript  more  or  less  exact  of 
the  book  of  Ezra,  with  the  chapters  transposed 
and  quite  otherwise  arranged,  and  a  portion  of  Ne- 
hemiah. Hence  a  twofold  design  in  the  compiler 
is  discernible:  one  to  introduce  and  give  Script- 
ural sanction  to  the  legend  about  Zerubbabel,  which 
may  or  may  not  have  an  historical  base,  and  may 
have  existed  as  a  separate  work;  the  other  to  ex- 
plain the  great  obscurities  of  the  book  of  Ezra,  and 
to  present  the  narrative,  as  the  author  understood 
it,  in  historical  order,  in  which,  however,  he  has 
signally  failed.  For,  not  to  advert  to  innumerable 
other  contradictions,  the  intixxlucing  the  opposition 
of  the  heathen,  as  offered  to  Zerubbabel  after  he 
had  been  sent  to  Jerusalem  in  such  triumph  by 
Darius,  and  the  describing  that  opposition  as  last- 
ing "  until  the  reign  of  Darius  "  (v.  73),  and  as 
put  down  by  an  appeal  to  the  decree  of  Cyrus,  is 
such  a  palpable  inconsistency,  as  is  alone  sufficient 
quite  to  discredit  the  authority  of  the  book.  It 
even  induces  the  suspicion  that  it  is  a  farrago  made 
up  of  scraps  by  several  different  hands.  At  all 
events,  attempts  to  reconcile  the  different  portions 
with  each  other,  or  with  Scripture,  is  lost  labor. 

As  regards  the  tune  and  place  when  the  com- 
pilation was  made,  the  ori<jin'd  portion  is  that 
which  alone  afibrds  much  clew.  This  seems  to 
indicate  that  the  wiiter  was  thoroughlj'  conversant 
with  Hebrew,  even  if  he  did  not  write  the  book  in 
that  language.  He  was  well  acquainted  too  with 
the  books  of  Esther  and  Daniel  (1  Esdr.  iii.  1,  2 
fF.),  and  other  books  of  Scripture  {ib.  i.  20,  21,  39, 
41,  &c.,  and  45  compared  with  Ps.  cxxxvii.  7). 
But  that  he  did  not  live  under  the  Persian  kings, 
and  was  not  contemporary  with  the  events  narrated, 
appears  by  the  undiscriminating  way  in  which  he 
uses  promiscuously  the  phrase  Medes  and  Persians, 
or,  Persians  and  Medes,  according  as  he  happened 
to  be  imitating  the  language  of  Daniel  or  of  the 
book  of  Esther.  The  allusion  in  ch.  iv.  23  to 
"sailing  upon  the  sea  and  upon  the  rivers,"  for  the 
purpose  of  "  robbing  and  stealing,"  seems  to  indi- 
cate residence  in  Egypt,  and  acquaintance  with  the 
lawlessness  of  Greek  pirates  there  acquired.  The 
phraseology  of  v.  73  savors  also  strongly  of  Greek 
rather  than  Hebrew.  If,  however,  as  seems  very 
probable,  the  legend  of  Zerubbabel  appeared  first  as 
a  separate  piece,  and  was  afterwards  incorporated 
into  the  narrative  made  up  from  the  book  of  Ezra, 
this  Greek  sentence  from  ch.  v.  would  not  prove 
anything  as  to  the  language  in  which  the  original 
legend  was  written.  The  expressions  in  iv.  40, 
"  She  is  the  strength,  kingdom,  power,  and  majesty 
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of  all  ages,"  is  very  like  the  doxology  found  in  scime 
copies  of  the  lx)rd"s  Prayer,  and  retained  by  us, 
"thine  is  the  kingdom  and  the  power  and  the 
glory  for  ever."  [Comp.  1  Chr.  xxix.  12.]  But 
Lightfoot  says  that  tlie  Jews  in  the  temple  serv- 
ice, instead  of  saying  Amen,  used  this  antiplion, 
"  Bles.sed  be  the  name  of  the  Glory  of  His  King- 
dom for  ever  and  ever"  (vi.  427).  So  that  tlie  re- 
semblance may  be  accounted  for  by  their  being  both 
taken  from  a  common  source. 

For  a  furt^ier  account  of  the  history  of  the  times 
embraced  in  this  book,  see  I'Izha;  Esduas  II.; 
Joseph.  Anliq.  J  ml.  xi. ;  Hervey's  Geneahg.  of  our 
Lord  Jesiis  Christ,  ch.  xi. ;  Bp.  Cosin  on  the  Canon 
of  Scr.;  Fulke's  Defence  of  Transl.  of  Bible 
(Park.  Soc.  p.  18  ft".);  Kitto,  Cyclop,  of  Bibl.  Lit., 
art.  Esdras ;  and  the  authorities  cited  in  the  course 
of  this  article.  A.  C.  H. 

*  For  a  fuller  discussion  of  the  questions  sug- 
gested by  this  book,  see  Trendelenburg's  essay 
Ueber  den  ajx>kr.  L'sra.s,  in  Eichhom's  Allytm. 
BibUoUiek  d.  bibl.  Lit.  i.  180  ff.,  reprinted  in  Eich- 
horn's  Einl.  in  die  apokr.  Schriften  des  A.  T. 
(1795),  pp.  335-377;  O.  F.  Fritzsche,  Exeg.  Hnndb. 
zu  d.  Ajjokr.  des  A.  T.,  Lief.  i.  (1851),  the  best 
commentary;  De  Wette,  Einl.  7e  Ausg.  (1852),  pp. 
395-U7;  I'alfrey,  Led.  on  the  Jewish  Scriptures, 
iv.  106-119  (lioston,  1852);  Keil,  Einl.  2e  Aufl. 
(1859),  pp.  677-082;  Itertheau,  Die  Biicher  Ksrn, 
Nec/iem.  u.  Ester  (Exeg.  Ilandb.  Lief,  xvii.,  1802), 
p.  14  f.,  on  its  relation  to  the  canonical  lx)ok  of 
Ezra;  Davidson,  Jntrod.  to  tlie  Old  Test.  iii.  352- 
57  (1803);  Ewald,  Gesch.  d.  ]},l/:cs  Israel,  3*  Ausg. 
(1864),  iv.  165  ff.,  and  tlie  art.  Esdras  by  Ginsburg 
in  the  3d  ed.  of  Kitto's  Cycl.  of  Bibl.  Literature. 

The  following  table  may  facilitate  the  comparison 
of  the  apocryphal  1st  I'^sdras  with  the  corresiwnd- 
ing  portions  of  the  canonical  bo<jks  of  the  Old 
Testament : 

Ch.  i.  is  from  2  Chr.  xxxv.,  xxxvi. 
"    ii.  1-15  "       Y.zr.  i. 

"    ii.  16-30  "       I2zr.  iv.  7-24. 

"    V.  7-73  "        I'jir.  ii.  1-iv.  5. 

"    vi.  1-ix.  36         "        F^.r.  v.  1-x.  44. 
"    ix.  37-55  "        Nell.  vii.  73-viii.  13. 

The  abrupt  tei-mination  of  the  book  has  led 
most  scholars  to  consider  it  incomplete  in  its  pres- 
ent form.  Trendelenburg,  Eichhorn,  De  Wette, 
Fritzsche,  Bertiieau,  and  Ginsburg  regard  the  work 
as  in  the  main  a  free  translation  from  the  Hebrew 
of  the  Old  Testament  books,  and  consequently,  as 
of  some  value  for  the  criticism  of  the  original  text ; 
Keil,  on  tlie  other  hand,  with  whom  Davidson 
agrees,  maintains  that  the  compiler  used  the  Sep- 
tuagint  version.  The  peculiar  passage  iii.  1-v.  6 
is  generally  supposed  to  have  been  originally  written 
in  Greek,  'i'he  style  of  the  book  is  much  better 
than  that  of  most  portions  of  the  Septuagint,  and 
is  comparatively  free  from  Hebraisms.  The  Syriac 
version  of  1st  Ijudras  has  been  recently  published 
by  Lagarde  in  a  form  more  correct  than  that  in 
Walton's  I'olyglott  (Lid7-i  Vet.  Test,  ajxjcryphi 
Stfriace,  Lips.  1861).  A. 

ES1)RAS,  THE  SECOND  BOOK  OF, 

in  the  English  Version  of  the  Apocr^-pha,  and  so 
called  by  the  author  (2  Esdr.  i.  1),  is  more  com- 


«  Gfriirer  obtained  a  transcript  of  a  Greek  MS.  at 
PariH,  bearing  tlie  title,  which  proved  to  be  a  wortli- 
fess  <  impilation  of  late  date.   Jahrk.  d.  Heils,  i.  70,  n. : 


ESDRAS,  SECOND  BOOK  OF 

monly  kno\vn,  according  to  the  reckoning  of  the 
l>atin  Version,  as  the  fourth  book  of  I'^ra  [see 
above,  Esdras  L]  ;  but  the  arrangement  in  the 
I^tin  MSS.  is  not  uniform,  and  in  the  Arabic  and 
vEthiopic  versions  the  book  is  called  the  first  of 
Ezra.  The  original  title,  'Airo/caAin^is  "EirSpa  (or 
irpo<prirtla  ''EcSpo),  "  the  litvelatum  of  Ezi-a," 
which  is  preser\ed  in  some  old  catalogues  of  the 
canonical  and  apocryphal  liooks  (Nicephorus,  ay. 
Fabric.  Cod.  Pseudep.  V.  T.  ii.  170  [Corf.  AjMJCr. 
N.  T.  i.  952],  Montfaucon,  BUdioth.  Coislin.  p. 
194),  is  far  more  appropriate,  and  it  were  to  be 
wished  that  it  could  be  restored." 

1.  For  a  long  time  this  book  of  I'^zra  was  known 
only  by  an  old  Latin  version,  which  is  preserved  in 
some  51 SS.  of  the  Vulgate.  This  vereion  was  usefl 
by  Ambrose,  and,  like  the  other  jiarts  of  the  Vetv.i 
Latino,  is  probably  older  than  the  time  of  Tertul- 
lian.  A  second  Arabic  text  was  discovered  by  ^Ir. 
Gregory  about  the  middle  of  the  17th  century  in 
two  Bodleian  MSS.,  and  an  English  version  made 
from  this  by  Simon  Ockley  was  inserted  by  \Vhi.ston 
in  the  last  [4th]  volume  of  his  Primitive  Christian- 
ity (London,  1711).  Fabricius  added  the  various 
readings  of  the  Arabic  text  to  his  edition  of  the 
Latm  in  1723  {Cml.  Psewlep.  V.  T.  ii.  173  ff.).  A 
third  iEthiopic  text  was  published  in  1820  by 
[Archbp.]  Laurence  with  luiglish  and  I-atin  trans- 
lations, likewise  from  a  I5odleian  MS.  which  had 
remained  wholly  disregarded,  though  quoted  by 
Ludolf  in  his  Dictionary  {Primi  Esrce  llbii,  versio 
yEthiopica  .  .  .  Latine  Angliceque  reddita.  Oxon. 
1820).  The  I^tin  translation  has  been  reprinted 
by  Gfrorer,  with  the  various  readings  of  the  Latin 
and  Arabic  {Proph.  Pseudep.  Stuttg.  1840,  p.  66 
ff.);  but  the  original  Arabic  text  had  not  yet  been 
published. 

2.  The  three  versions  were  all  made  directly 
from  a  Greek  text.  This  is  evidently  the  ease  with 
regard  to  the  Latin  (Liicke,  ]'ersuch  einer  vollst. 
Einleitung,  i.  149)  and  the  yEthiopic  (Van  der 
Vlis,  Disputatio  critica  de  Ezra  lib.  apocr.  Amstei., 
1839,  p.  75  ff.),  and  apparently  so  with  regard  to 
the  Arabic.  A  clear  trace  of  a  Greek  text  occuis 
in  the  Epistle  of  Barnabas  (c.  xii.  =  2  I'^r.  v.  6 1. 
but  the  other  supposed  references  in  the  Apostolic 
Fathers  are  very  uncertain  (e.  g.  Clem.  i.  20;  Henn. 
Past.  1.  1,  3,  &c.).  The  next  witness  to  the  (ireek 
t«xt  is  Clement  of  Alexandria,  who  expressly  quotes 
the  book  as  the  work  of  "  the  prophet  lizra '" 
{Strom,  iii.  16,  §  100).  A  question,  however,  has 
Ijeen  raised  whether  the  (Jreek  text  was  not  itself 
a  translation  from  the  Hebrew  (Bretschneider,  in 
Henke's  Mus.  iii.  478  ff.  ap.  I^iicke,/.  c.l;  but  the 
arguments  from  language  by  which  the  liypothesis 
of  a  Hebrew  (Aramaic)  original  is  supiMirted,  are 
wholly  unsatisfactory ;  and  in  default  of  direct 
evidence  to  the  contrary,  it  must  be  supjxised  that 
the  liook  was  conqiosed  in  (ireek.  This  conclusion 
is  further  strengthene<l  by  its  internal  character, 
which  points 'to  Egypt  as  the  place  of  its  composi- 
tion. 

3.  The  common  I^tin  text,  which  is  followed  in 
the  English  version,  contains  two  irniiortant  inter- 
|x>lations  (ch.  i.,  ii.;  xv.,  xvi.)  which  are  not  found 
in  the  Arabic  and  yEthiopic  versions,  and  are  sep  • 
arated  from  the  genuine  Apocalypse  in  the  best 
Latin  MSS.     Both  of  these  passages  are  evidently 


comp.  Van  der  Vlis,  Disp.  crit.  de  Ezra  lib.  quarto 
Pref.  p.  6  ff. 
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of  Christian  origin :  they  contain  traces  of  the  use 
of  the  Christian  Scriptures  (e.  g.  i.  30,  33,  37,  ii. 
13,  2G,  45  ft'.,  XV.  8,  35,  xvi.  54),  and  still  more 
they  are  pervaded  by  an  anti-Jewish  spirit.  Thus, 
in  the  opening  chapter,  Ezra  is  commanded  to 
reprove  the  people  of  Israel  for  tlieir  continual 
rebeUions  (i.  1-23),  in  consequence  of  which  God 
threatens  to  cast  them  oft'  (i.  24-34)  and  to  "  give 
their  houses  to  a  people  that  shall  come."'  I5ut  in 
spite  of  their  desertion,  God  offers  once  more  to 
receive  them  (ii.  1-32).  The  offer  is  rejected  (ii. 
33),  and  the  heathen  are  called.  Then  Ezra  sees 
"  the  Son  of  God  ''  standing  in  the  midst  of  a  great 
multitude  "  wearing  crowns  and  bearing  palms  in 
their  hands  "  in  token  of  their  victorious  confession 
of  the  truth.  The  last  two  chapters  (xv.,  xvi.)  are 
difierent  in  character.  They  contain  a  stem  prophecy 
of  the  woes  which  shall  come  upon  Egypt,  IJabylon, 
Asia,  and  Syria,  and  upon  the  whole  earth,  with 
an  exhortation  to  the  chosen  to  guard  their  faitli 
^in  the  midst  of  all  the  trials  with  which  they  shall 
be  visited  ( '?  the  Decian  persecution.  Cf  Liicke,  p. 
180,  <fec.).  Another  smaller  interpolation  occurs 
in  the  Latin  version  in  vii.  28,  where  Jilius  nieus 
Jesus  answers  to  "  My  Messiah  "  in  the  ^thiopic, 
and  to  "  My  San  Messiah "  in  the  Arabic  (cf. 
Liicke,  p.  170  n.  Ac).  On  the  other  hand,  a  long 
passage  occurs  in  the  ^thiopic  and  Arabic  versions 
after  vii.  35,  which  is  not  found  in  the  Latin 
(zEthiop.  c.  vi.),  though  it  bears  all  the  marks  of 
genuineness,  and  was  known  to  Ambrose  {de  Buiio 
Mart.  10, 11).  In  this  case  the  omission  was  prob- 
ably due  to  dogmatic  causes.  The  chapter  con- 
tains a  strange  description  of  the  intermediate  state 
of  souls,  and  ends  with  a  peremptory  denial  of  the 
efficacy  of  human  intercession  after  death.  Vigilan- 
tius  appealed  to  the  passage  in  support  of  his  views, 
and  called  down  upon  himself  by  this  the  severe 
reproof  of  Jerome  (Lib.  c.  Vigil,  c.  7).  This  cir- 
cumstance, combined  with  the  Jewish  complexion 
of  the  narrative,  may  have  led  to  its  rejection  hi 
later  times  (cf.  Liicke,  p.  155  ff.). 

4.  The  original  Apocalypse  (iii.-xiv.)  consists  of 
a  series  of  angelic  revelations  and  visions  in  which 
Ezra  is  instructed  in  some  of  the  great  mysteries 
of  the  moral  world,  and  assured  of  the  final  triumph 
of  the  righteous.  The  first  revelation  (iii.-v.  15, 
according  to  the  A.  V. )  is  given  by  the  angel  Uriel 
to  Ezra,  in  "  the  thirtieth  year  after  the  ruin  of 
the  city,"  in  answer  to  his  complaints  (c.  iii.)  that 
Israel  was  neglected  by  God  while  the  heathen  were 
lords  over  them ;  and  the  chief  subject  is  the  un- 
searchableness  of  God's  purposes,  and  the  signs  of 
the  last  age.  The  second  revelation  (v.  20-vi.  34) 
carries  out  this  teaching  yet  further,  and  lays  open 
the  gradual  progress  of  the  plan  of  Providence,  and 
the  nearness  of  the  visitation  before  which  evil  must 
attain  its  most  terrible  climax.  The  third  revela- 
tion (vi.  35-ix.  25)  answers  the  objections  which 
ai'ise  from  the  apparent  narrowness  of  the  limits 
within  which  the  hope  of  blessedness  is  confined, 
and  describes  the  coming  of  Messiah  and  the  last 
scene  of  Judgment.  After  this  follow  three  visions. 
The  first  vision  (ix.  26-x.  59)  is  of  a  woman  (Sion) 
jjin  deep  sorrow,  lamenting  the  death,  upon  his 
pbridal  day,  of  her  only  son  (the  city  built  by 
[Solomon),  who  had  been  born  to  her  after  she  had 
Ihad  no  child  for   thirty  years.     But  while  Ezra 
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looked,  her  face  "  upon  a  sudden  shined  exceed- 
ingly," and  "  the  woman  apjjeared  no  more,  but 
there  was  a  city  builded."  The  second  vision  (xi.- 
xii.),  in  a  dream,  is  of  an  eagle  (Rome)  which 
"  came  up  from  the  sea "  and  "  spread  her 
wings  over  all  the  earth."  As  Ezra  looked,  the 
eagle  suffered  strange  transformations,  so  that  at 
one  time  "  three  heads  and  six  little  wings "  re- 
mained ;  and  at  last  only  one  head  was  left,  when 
suddenly  a  lion  (Messiah)  came  forth,  and  with  the 
voice  of  a  man  rebuked  the  eagle,  and  it  was  burnt 
up.  The  tJiird  vision  (xiii.),  in  a  dream,  is  of  a 
man  (Messiah)  "  flying  with  the  clouds  of  heaven," 
against  whom  the  nations  of  the  earth  are  gathered, 
till  he  destroys  them  with  the  blast  of  his  mouth, 
and  gathers  together  the  lost  tribes  of  Israel  and 
offers  Sion,  "  prepared  and  builded,"  to  his  people 
The  last  chapter  (xiv.)  recounts  an  appearance  to 
Ezra  of  the  Lord  who  showed  himself  to  Moses  in 
the  bush,  at  whose  command  he  receives  again  the 
Law  which  had  been  burnt,  and  with  the  help  of 
scribes  writes  down  ninety-four  books  (the  twenty- 
four  canonical  books  of  the  O.  T.  and  seventy  books 
of  secret  mysteries),  and  thus  the  people  is  prepared 
for  its  last  trial,  guided  by  the  recovered  Law. 

5.  The  date  of  tlie  book  is  nmch  disputed, 
though  the  limits  within  which  opinions  vary  are 
nan-ower  than  in  the  case  of  the  book  of  Enoch. 
Liicke  ( Versuch  einer  rvl/st.  Kml.  &c.,  2e  Aufl.  i. 
209)  places  it  in  the  time  of  Caesar;  Van  der  Vlis 
{Disput.  crit.  1.  c.)  shortly  after  the  death  of  Csesar. 
Laurence  (/.  c.)  brings  it  down  somewhat  lower,  to 
28-25  B.  c,  and  Hilgenfeld  {Jiid.  AjwL  p.  221) 
agrees  with  this  conclusion,  though  he  arrives  at 
it  by  very  diflerent  reasoning.  On  the  other  hand 
Gfriirer  (Jahr/i.  d.  Ileik,  i.  09  ff. )  assigns  the  book 
to  the  time  of  Domitian,  and  in  this  he  is  followed 
by  AYieseler  and  by  [Bruno]  Rauer  (Liicke,  p.  189, 
&c.),  while  Liicke  in  his  first  edition  had  regarded 
it  as  the  work  of  a  Hellenist  of  the  time  of  Trajan. 
The  interpretation  of  the  details  of  the  vision  of 
the  eagle,  which  furnishes  the  chief  data  for  de- 
termining the  time  of  its  composition,  is  extremely 
uncertain  from  the  difficulty  of  regarding  the  his- 
tory of  the  period  from  the  point  of  view  of  the 
author ;  and  this  difficulty  is  increased  by  the 
allusion  to  the  desolation  of  Jerusidem,  which  may 
be  merely  suggested  by  the  circumstances  of  Ezra, 
the  imaginary  author:  or,  on  the  contrary,  the 
last  destruction  of  Jerusalem  may  have  suggested 
Ezra  as  the  medium  of  the  new  revelation.  (Cf. 
Eabricius,  Cod.  Pseudep.  ii.  p.  189  ff.  and  Liicke, 
p.  187,  n.  <fec.,  for  a  summary  of  the  earUer  opinions 
on  the  composition  of  the  book. ) 

G.  The  chief  characteristics  of  the  "  three-headed 
eagle  "  wliich  refer  apparently  to  historic  details," 
are  "twelve  feathered  wings"  (duodecim  alae  pen- 
narum),  "eight  counter-feathers"  (contraricg  pen- 
nse),  and  "three  heads;"  but  though  the  writer 
expressly  interprets  these  of  kings  (xii.  14,  20)  and 
"kingdoms"  (xii.  23),  he  is,  perhaps  intentionally, 
so  obscure  in  his  allusions,  that  the  interpretation 
only  increases  the  difficulties  of  the  vision  itself.  One 
pomt  only  may  be  considered  certain,  —  the  eagle 
can  typify  no  other  empire  than  Home.  Notwith- 
standing the  identification  of  the  eagle  with  the 
fourth  empire  of  Daniel  (cf.  Barn.  Ep.  4;  Daniel, 
Book  of),  it  is  impossible  to  suppose  that  it  rep- 


a  The  descriptioa  of  the  duration  of  the  world  as 
I  "divided  into  twelve  (ten  jEl/i.)  parts,  of  which  ten 
Lparts  are  gone  already,  and  half  of  a  tenth  part "  (xiv. 


11),  is  so  uncertain  in  its  reckoning,  that  no  argument 
can  be  based  upon  it. 
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resents  tlie  Greek  kingdom  (Hilgenfeld;  cf.  Volk- 
mar,  Das  viertt  Buck  Esru,  p.  36  ff.  Zurich,  1858). 
The  power  of  the  Ptolemies  coiild  scarcely  have 
been  described  in  language  which  may  be  rightly 
applied  to  Kome  (xi.  2,  0,  40);  and  the  succession 
of  kings  quoted  by  Hilgenfeld  to  represent  "  the 
■  twelve  wings  "  preserves  only  a  faint  resemblance 
to  the  imagery  of  the  vision.  But  when  it  is  estab- 
lished that  the  interpretation  of  the  vision  is  to  be 
sought  in  the  history  of  Kome,  the  chief  difficulties 
of  the  problem  begin.  The  second  wing  (i.  e.  king) 
rules  twice  as  long  as  the  other  (xi.  17).  This  fact 
seems  to  point  to  Octavian  and  the  Une  of  the 
Caesars;  but  thus  the  line  of  "  twelve  "  leads  to  no 
plausible  conclusion.  If  it  is  supposed  to  close  with 
Trajan  (Liicke,  Isle  Aujl.),  the  "three  heads" 
receive  no  satisfactory  explanation.  If,  again,  the 
"  three  heads  "  represent  the  three  Flavii,  then  "  the 
twelve"  must  be  composed  of  the  nine  C*sars 
(Jul.  Cfesar  —  VitelUus)  and  the  three  pretenders 
Piso,  Vindex,  and  Nymphidius  (Gfriirer),  who  could 
scarcely  have  been  brought  within  the  range  of  a 
Jewish  Apocalypse.  Volkmar  proposes  a  new  in- 
terpretation, by  which  two  wings  are  to  represent 
one  king,  and  argues  that  this  symbol  was  chosen 
in  order  to  conceal  better  from  strange  eyes  the 
revelation  of  the  seer.  The  twelve  wings  thus  rep- 
resent the  six  Caesars  (CiEsar  —  Nero);  the  eight 
"  counter-feathers,"  the  usurping  emperors  Galba, 
Otho,  Vitellius,  and  Nerva;  and  the  three  heads 
the  three  Flavii.  This  hypothesis  offers  many 
striking  coincidences  with  the  text,  but  at  the  same 
time  it  is  directly  opposed  to  the  form  of  interpre- 
tation given  by  i2zra  (xii.  14,  regnabunt  .  .  .  duo- 
deciin  verres  ...  v.  18,octo  reges),  and  Volkmar's 
hypothesis  that  the  twelve  and  eiyfit  were  marked 
in  the  original  MS.  in  some  way  so  as  to  suggest 
the  notion  of  division,  is  extremely  improbable. 
Van  der  Vlis  and  Liicke  in  his  later  edition  regard 
the  twelve  kings  as  only  generally  symbolic  of  the 
Roman  power;  and  while  they  identify  the  three 
heads  with  the  Triumvirs,  seek  no  explanation  of 
the  other  details.  All  is  evidently  as  yet  vague 
and  uncertain,  and  will  probably  remain  so  till 
some  clearer  light  can  be  thrown  upon  Jewish 
thought  and  history  during  the  critical  period  100 
B.  C.-lOO  A.  D. 

7.  But  while  the  date  of  the  book  must  be  left  un- 
determined, there  can  be  no  doubt  that  it  is  a  gen- 
uine product  of  .Jewish  thought.  Weisse  (Evan- 
f/elienfraye,  p.  222)  alone  dissents  on  this  point 
from  the  unanimous  judgment  of  recent  scholars 
(Hilgenfeld,  p.  190,  &c.);  and  the  contrast  between 
the  tone  and  style  of  the  Christian  interpolations 
and  the  remainder  of  the  book  is  in  itself  sufficient 
to  prove  the  fact.  The  Apocalypse  was  probably 
wTitteii  in  Egypt;  the  opening  and  closing  chapters 
oertiiinly  were. 

8.  In  tone  and  character  the  Apocalypse  of  Ezra 
offers  a  striking  contrast  to  that  of  J'^nocii  [Enoch, 
Book  of.]  Triumphant  anticipations  are  over- 
shadowed by  gloomy  forebodings  of  the  destiny  of 
the  world.  The  idea  of  victory  is  lost  in  that  r)f 
revenge.  Future  blessedness  is  nsirved  (diIv  for 
"a  very  few"  (vii.  70,  viii.  1,  3,  52-55,  vii.  l-].'i). 
The  great  question  is  "  not  how  the  ungodly  shall 
be  punished,  but  how  the  righteous  shall  be  saved, 
for  whom  the  world  is  created  "  (ix.  13).  'ITie 
"woes  of  Messiah"  are  described  witli  a  terrible 
minuteness  which  approaches  the  flesjiairing  tradi- 
tions of  the  Talmud  (v.,  xiv.  10  11.,  i\.  ^i  If.):  and 
*fter  a  reign  of  400  years  (vii.  28-35;  tlie  clause 
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is  wanting  in  .^th.  v.  29)  "Christ,"  it  is  said, 
"  my  Son,  shall  die  {Arab,  omits),  and  all  men  that 
have  breath;  and  the  world  shall  be  turned  into 
the  old  silence  seven  days,  like  as  in  the  first  be- 
ginning, and  no  man  shall  remain  "  (vii.  29). 
Then  shall  follow  the  resurrection  and  the  judgw 
ment,  "  the  end  of  this  time  and  the  beginning  of 
immortality"  (vii.  43).  In  other  points  the  doc- 
trine of  the  book  offera  curious  approximations  tp 
that  of  St.  Paul,  as  the  imagery  does  to  that  of  the 
Apocalypse  (e.  <j.  2  Esdr.  xiii.  43  ff. ;  v.  4).  The 
relation  of  "the  first  Adam  "  to  his  sinful  poster- 
ity, and  the  operation  of  the  Law  (iii.  20  ft".,  vii. 
48,  ix.  36);  the  transitoriness  of  the  world  (iv.  26); 
the  eternal  counsels  of  God  (vi.  ff'.);  his  providence 
(vii.  11)  and  long-suffering  (vii.  64);  his  sanctifica- 
tion  of  his  people  "  from  the  beginning "  (ix.  8) 
and  their  peculiar  and  lasting  privileges  (vi.  59) 
are  plainly  stated :  and  on  the  other  h;uid  the  effi- 
cacy of  good  works  (viii.  33)  in  conjunction  with 
faith  (ix.  7)  is  no  less  clearly  afhrnied. 

9.  One  tradition  which  the  book  contains  ob- 
tained a  wide  reception  in  early  times,  and  served 
as  a  pendant  to  the  legend  of  the  origin  of  the 
LXX.  Ezra,  it  is  said,  in  answer  to  his  prayer 
that  he  might  be  inspired  to  write  agaui  all  the 
Law  which  was  burnt,  received  a  command  to  take 
with  him  tablets  and  five  men,  and  retire  for  forty 
days.  In  this  retirement  a  cup  was  given  him  to 
^rink,  and  forthwith  his  understanduig  was  quick- 
ened and  his  memory  strengthened ;  and  for  forty 
days  and  forty  nights  he  dictated  to  his  scribes, 
who  wrote  ninety-four  books  {Latin,  204),  of  -which 
twenty-four  were  delivered  to  the  people  in  place 
of  the  books  which  were  lost  (xiv.  20-48).  This 
strange  story  was  repeated  in  various  forms  by  Ire- 
nseus  {adv.  Hmr.  iii.  21,  2),  Tertullian  (c/e  Cult. 
Fmm.  i.  3,  "  omne  instrumentum  Judaicse  litera- 
turse  per  Esdram  constat  restauratum  "),  Clement 
of  Alexandria  {Strom,  i.  22,  p.  410,  P.  cf.  p.  392), 
Jerome  {adv.  Ilelv.  7,  cf.  I'seudo-Augustine,  de 
Mirab.  S.  Scr.  ii.  32),  and  many  others;  and 
probably  owed  its  origin  to  the  tradition  which 
regarded  Ezra  as  the  representative  of  the  men  of 
"the Great  Synagogue,"  to  whom  the  final  revision 
of  the  canonical  books  was  universally  assigned  in 
early  times.     [Cajs'on.] 

10.  Though  the  book  was  assigned  to  the 
"  prophet "  Ezra  by  Clement  of  Alexandria  (Strom, 
iii.  16,  p.  556  P.)  and  quoted  with  respect  by  Ire- 
noeus  (/.  c),  Tertullian  (?  /.  c.  (  f.  <i</r.  Marc.  iv. 
16),  and  Ambrose  {Ivp.  xxxiv.  2:  -/(  lli'im  Morth, 
10  ff.),  it  did  not  maintain  its  eeelesiastiial  position 
in  the  church.  Jerome  speaks  of  it  witii  contempt, 
and  it  is  rarely  found  in  MSS.  of  the  Latin  Bible. 
Archbishop  l^urence  examined  180  .MSS.  and  the 
book  was  contained  only  in  thirteen,  wnA  in  these 
it  was  arranged  very  differently.  It  is  found,  how- 
ever, in  the  printed  copies  of  tlie  Vulgate  older 
than  the  Council  of  Trent,  by  which  it  was  ex- 
cluded from  the  ('.'ukui;  and  (nuitalinns  from  it 
still  occur  in  the  Knnian  ser\ites  ( iJasnage,  ap. 
Fabr.  tW.  ]'s(.-ii<hj>.  ii.  l'.)l).  On  the  other  liand, 
though  this  book  is  inchuU'd  anioiig  those  which 
are  "read  for  examples  of  life  "  by  the  English 
Church,  no  use  of  it  is  there  w.ulv  m  [lublic  wor- 
ship. Luther  and  the  Kcfornie<l  (hnreli  rejected 
the  book  entirely;  but  it  was  held  in  hii,'h  estima- 
tion by  numerous  mystics  (I'abric.  /.  c.  p.  178  ft".) 
for  whom  its  contents  naturally  had  great  attrac- 
tions. 

11.  The  chief  literature  of  the  subject  has  been 
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noticed  in  the  course  of  tlie  article.  LUcke  has, 
perhaps,  given  the  best  general  account  of  the  book ; 
but  the  essay  of  Van  der  Vlis  is  the  most  important 
contribution  to  the  study  of  the  text,  of  which  a 
critical  edition  is  still  needed,  though  the  Latin 
materials  for  its  construction  are  abundant. 

B.  F.  \V. 
*  Since  the  preceding  article  was  published,  the 
subject  has  been  much  discussed ;  and  the  recent 
literature  is  too  important  to  be  passed  over  with- 
out notice.  Volkmar's  view  of  the  book  as  set 
forth  in  his  Das  vierte  Buck  £sra,  u.  s.  w.  Zurich, 
1858,  was  criticised  by  Hilgenfeld  ( Volkmar's  Ent- 
deckunyen  iib.  d<is  Apok.  <les  Esra,  u.  s.  w.)  in  his 
Zeitschr.f.  wiss.  Theol.  1858,  i.  247-270.  In  the 
volume  of  the  same  i)eriodical  for  1860  (iii.  1-81), 
the  subject  was  further  discussed  by  A.  von  Gut- 
schmid,  Die  Apok.  d.  Esrau.  ihre  spdtern  Bearbeit- 
ungen  (comp.  Ewa.\d,Jahrb.  x.  222  ff.);  and  Ewald 
had  in  tlie  mean  time  presented  his  view  of  the 
question  in  his  Gescli.  d.  Volkes  Isr,  vii.  62-78 
(1859),  referring  the  book  to  the  time  of  Titus,  78- 
81  A.  D.     See  also  Dillmann,  art.  Pseudepigr.  des 

A.  T.  in  Herzog's  Real-Enctjkl.  xii.  310  if".  (1860). 
Gutschmid  agreed  with  Hilgenfeld  in  assigning  the 
date  of  the  main  body  of  the  work  to  about  30 

B.  c,  but  endeavored  to  rid  himself  of  that  crux 
inteipretuin,  the  vision  of  the  Eagle  (ch.  xi.,  xii.) 
by  the  hypothesis  of  interpolation.  Hilgenfeld  re- 
viewed the  recent  Apocalyptic  literature  in  an  elab- 
orate article,  Die  jlid.  Ajxikalyptik  u.  die  neuesten 
Forscliuiif/en,  in  his  Zdtschr.  f.  wiss.  Theol.  18G0, 
iii.  301-362  (on  2  Esdras,  p.  335  ff.).  In  this  arti- 
cle he  was  constrained  to  abandon  the  explanation 
which  he  had  previously  given  of  the  20  kings  in 
the  vision  of  the  Eagle,  and  endeavored  to  find 
them  among  the  Seleucidse  instead  of  the  Ptole- 
mies. It  must  be  confessed,  however,  that  the 
manner  in  which  they  are  made  out  is  far  from 
satisfactorv.  Yolkmar  briefly  replied  in  the  Ztitschr. 
f.  w!ss.  Theol.  1861,  iv.  83  ff.,  and  in  1863  pub- 
lished Das  vierte  Buck  Esra,  zum  Erstenmale  voli- 
standig  herausgegeben,  as  the  2d  Abtheilung  of 
his  Haiidhuch  zu  den  Apokryphen.  This  important 
work,  indispensable  to  one  who  would  make  a  thor- 
ough study  of  the  book,  contains  a  critical  edition 
of  the  text  of  the  Old  Latin  or  ItaUc  version,  ac- 
cording to  the  Codex  Sangermanensis  of  the  9th 
century,  with  the  various  readings  of  a  newly  dis- 
coveretl  MS.  of  that  version  belonging  to  the  State 
Library  at  Ziirich  ( Codex  Turicensis),  and  also  of 
the  Arabic  and  iEthiopic  versions,  so  far  ijs  the 
means  of  giving  them  were  then  available.  This 
text  is  accompanied  by  a  critical  and  exegetical 
commentary,  a  new  German  translation,  and  a  full 
discussion  (pp.  273-408)  of  the  questions  relating 
to  the  nature  and  history  of  the  book.  This  work 
was  reviewed  by  Hilgenfeld  in  an  article  in  his 
Zeitschr.f.  wigs.  Theol.  for  1863,  which  was  issued 
separately,  with  additions,  under  the  title  Die 
Propheten  Esra  u.  Daniel  u.  ihre  neuesten  Bear- 
beitungen,  Halle,  1863.  Shortly  after,  in  the  same 
year,  Ewald  (who  had  previously  criticised  Volkmar 
in  the  Golfing,  gelehrte  Anzeigen,  1863,  p.  641  ff. ) 
published  Dns  vierte  Ezrabuch  nach  seinem  zeital- 
ter,  seinen  Avnbischen  ubersezungen  u.  einer  neuen 
wtederherstellung,  Gottingen,  1863,  4to,  separately 
printed  from  vol.  xi.  of  the  Abhandlungen  of  the 


o  The  word  rendered  "  striv<  "  (!Il"^"1)  in  the  former 
part  of  ver.  20,  and  in  21  and  22,  is  not  the  same  as 
that  from  which  Esek  derived  its  name,  and  should 
49 
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Koyal  Acad,  of  Sciences  at  Gcittingen.  Here  he 
gives  us  for  the  first  time,  from  a  MS.  in  the  Bod- 
leian Library  at  Oxford,  an  edition  of  the  Arabic 
version  of  the  book,  which  had  before  been  known 
only  by  Ockley's  English  translation,  also  a  portion 
of  another  Arabic  version,  and  various  readings, 
communicated  by  Dillmann.  of  several  MSS.  of  the 
-^thiopic  version.  —  As  to  the  comparative  fidelity 
of  these  ancient  translations,  there  is  a  difference 
of  opinion.  Volkmar  regards  the  Old  Latin  ver- 
sion as  almost  a  daguerreotype  of  the  original 
Greek ;  Hilgenfeld  gives  the  preference  to  the  Arabic ; 
Ewald  generally  adheres  to  the  Old  Latin  text,  but 
not  unfrequently  adopts  the  readings  of  the  Arabic, 
and  occasionally  of  the  .lEthiopic,  in  their  stead. 
For  a  good  review,  by  Hermann  Schultz,  of  the 
essays  of  Hilgenfeld,  Volkmar,  and  Ewald,  on  the 
2d  book  of  Esdnis,  see  the  Jahrb.  f.  deutsche 
Theol.  1864,  ix.  165-173.  Volkmar's  view  re- 
specting the  date  of  2d  Esdras  (97  a.  d.)  appeai-s 
to  be  gaining  prevalence,  being  adopted  by  writers 
of  opposite  schools,  as  Strauss,  Colani,  Scholten, 
Pressensd,  and  the  Catholic  Langen  in  his  recent 
treatise.  Das  Judenthum  zur  Zeit  Jesu  (1866),  p. 
118  ff.  But  the  contest,  it  appears,  is  not  yet  over. 
Hilgenfeld,  in  a  notice  of  Volkmar's  last  work, 
Mose  Prophetic  u.  Himmelfahrt,  Leipz.  1867, 
which  is  closely  connected  in  its  subject  with  the 
second  book  of  lisdras,  announces  that  he  "  shall 
soon  speak  further  respecting  the  prophet  Ezra, 
and  explain  the  only  real  difficulty  in  the  way  of 
liis  view,  namely,  the  passage,  ch.  xi.  17,  without 
any  alteration  of  the  text"  (Zeitschr.  f.  tciss. 
Theol.  1867,  x.  217).  A. 

*  ESDRE'LOM,     ESDRE'LOX.       [Es- 

URAi5IX)N.] 

ES'EBON,  THEY  OF  (tovs  'Ea-eficoviras; 
[Vat.  -vfi-;  Sin.  Aid.]  Alex,  rovs  'Eatfiwy-  fles- 
ebon),  Jud.  v.  15.     [Heshbon.] 

ESEBRI'AS  CEtrepefilas;  [Aid.  'Earepfiias; 
Wechel  (1597)  'Eae^plas:]  Sedebias),  1  Esdr. 
viii.  54.     [Shekebiah.J 

E'SEK  (p??y  [s<r//e] :    'ASi/ci'a:    Calumnia), 

a  well  (^N5)  containing  a  spring  of  water ;  which 
the  herdsmen  of  Isaac  dug  in  the  valley  of  Gerar, 
and  which  received  its  name  of  Esek  or  "  strife,"  be- 
cause the  herdmen  of  Gerar  "  strove  "  (^j^tt^^^nn) 
with  him  for  the  possession  of  it  «  (Gen.  xxvi.  20). 

ESH-BA'AL  (b^SttJS  =  BaaVs  man  : 
'Affa^dK;  [1  Chr.  viii.  .33, 'Alex.  U$aa\,  Aid. 
'leo-jSactA,  Comp.  'la^adx;  ix.  39,  Vat.  U0aa\, 
Alex.  BaaK,  Aid.  'laPdeX,  Comp.  Sin.  'la-^adX-] 
Esbaal),  the  fourth  son  of  Saul,  according  to  the 
genealogy  of  1  Chr.  viii.  33  and  ix.  39.  He  is 
doubtless  the  same  person  as  Ism-sosheth,  since 
it  was  the  practice  to  change  the  obnoxious  name 
of  Baal  into  Bosheth  or  Besheth,  as  in  the  case  of 
Jerub-besheth  for  Jerub-liaal,  and  (in  this  very 
genealogy)  of  ilerib-baal  for  ^lephi-bosheth :  com- 
pare also  Hos.  ix.  10,  where  Bosheth  (A.  V. 
"shame")  apj)ears  to  be  used  as  a  synonym  for 
Baal.  If  Esh  baal  is  not  identical  with  Ish-bosheth, 
the  latter  has  been  omitted  entirely  from  these  lists 
of  Saul's  descendants,  which,  considering  his  posi- 

be  translated  by  a  different  English  word.  Snch 
points,  though  small,  are  anything  but  unimportant 
in  connectioQ  with  these  ancient  ai>*\  peculiar  r  iconls 
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tion,  is  not  likely.     Which  of  the  two  names  is 
the  earlier  it  is  not  possible  to  decide.  G. 

ESH'BAN  Ciarr'M  [wise  hero,  Fiirst] :  'Ao- 
fidv,  'Aa-e^civ,  Alex,  [in  1  Chr.]  ESe/Sov:  J--se- 
ban),  a  liorite;  one  of  the  four  sons  of  Dishan 
(so  the  Hebrew  in  Gen.;  but  A.  V.  has  Dishon), 
the  son  of  Seir  the  Horite  (Gen.  xxxvi.  26;  1  Chr. 
1.  41).  No  trace  of  the  name  appears  to  have 
been  discovered  among  the  modern  tribes  of  Idu- 
msea. 

ESH'COL  (bbtt?^^  [a  bunch,  cluster,  espe- 
cially of  grapes] :  'Etrxt^A ;  [Alex.  ver.  24,  E((r- 
ycuA;]  Josephus  'E(rxwA.7)$:  Kschol),  brother  of 
Mamre  the  Amorite,  and  of  Aner;  and  one  of 
Abraham's  companions  in  his  pursuit  of  tlie  four 
kings  who  had  carried  off  Lot  (Gen.  xiv.  13,  24). 
According  to  Josephus  {Ant.  i.  10,  §  2)  he  was 
the  foremost  of  the  three  l)rothers,  but  the  Bible 
narrative  leaves  this  quite  uncertain  (comp.  13  with 
24).  Their  residence  was  at  Hebron  (xiii.  18), 
and  possibly  the  name  of  Eshcol  remained  attached 
to  one  of  the  fruitful  valleys  in  that  district  till  the 
arrival  of  the  Israelites,  who  then  interpreted  the 
appellation  as  significant  of  the  gigantic  "cluster" 
(in  Hebr.  Kshcol),  which  they  obtained  there. 

*  It  is  more  probable  that  Eshcol,  the  chieftain, 
derived  the  name  from  the  region  or  town  over 
which  he  ruled,  which  in  its  turn  wa.s  so  called  on 
account  of  its  fniitful  vineyards.  So  in  the  case 
of  Shecliem  (Gen.  xxxiv.  2),  the  Hivit«  prince 
must  have  taken  his  name  from  the  place,  and  not 
the  place  from  him  [Siiechem].  The  Amoritic 
name  may  well  have  been  very  similar  in  form,  as 
well  as  meaning,  to  the  later  Hebrew  name.     H. 

ESHCOL,  THE  VALLEY,  OR  THE 
BROOK,  OF  (VlS^^^bna,  or  Vst^Ji^: 
tpdpay^  tiSTpvos-  [Twi-ens  hofri,']  Nehelescol,  id 
est  iorrens  botri,  [  Vallis  botri] ),  a  wady  in  the 
neighborhood  of  Hebron,  explored  by  tlie  spies  who 
were  sent  by  Moses  from  Kadesh-barnea.  From 
the  terms  of  two  of  the  notices  of  tliis  transaction 
(Num.  xxxii.  9;  Deut.  i.  24)  it  might  be  gathered 
that  Eshcol  was  the  furthest  point  to  which  the 
spies  penetrated.  But  this  wotdd  be  to  contradict 
the  express  statement  of  Num.  xiii.  21,  that  they 
went  as  far  as  Rehob.  From  this  fruitful  valley 
they  brought  back  a  huge  cluster  of  grapes,  an  in- 
cident which,  according  to  the  narrative,  obtained 
for  the  place  its  appellation  of  the  "  valley  of  the 
chister"  (Num.  xiii.  23,  24).  It  is  true  that  in 
Hebrew  Eshcol  signifies  a  cluster  or  bunch,  but 
the  name  had  existed  in  this  neighborhood  centu- 
ries before,  when  Abraham  lived  there  with  the 
chiefs  Aner,  Eshcol,  and  Slamre,  not  Hebrews  but 
Amorites;  and  this  was  possibly  the  Hebrew  way 
of  appropriating  the  ancient  name  derived  from 
that  hero  into  the  language  of  the  conquerors,  con- 
sistently with  tlie  paronoma.stic  turns  so  much  in 
favor  at  that  time,  and  with  a  practice  of  which 
traces  apjicar  elsewhere.      [See  under  Eshcol.] 

In  the  Oiioma^tlcim  of  Eusebius  the  <pa.pay^  $6- 
rpuos  is  placed,  with  some  hesitation,  at  (lOphna, 
fifteen  miles  north  of  Jenisalem,  on  the  Neapolis 


a  *  We  have  a  minute  account  of  the  valley  of 
Hebron  and  its  inmicdiate  neighborhood,  by  Dr.  IloBen, 
the  I'russian  consul  nt  .Icrusalem,  in  the  Z'ittrli.  r/.  D. 
M  Oesdisrhaft,  1858  (xii.  481.  482).  Instead  of  Van 
le  Valde'f  ^Ain-Eskali  (written  EshJcali  above  ;  8«e  hU 
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road.  By  Jerome  it  is  given  as  north  of  Hebron, 
on  the  road  to  Bethsur  (Epitaph.  Paula;).  The 
Jewish  traveller  Ila-rarchi  speaks  of  it  as  north  of 
the  mountain  on  which  the  (ancient)  city  of  Hebron 
stood  (Benjamin  of  Tudela,  Asher,  ii.  437);  and 
here  the  name  ha:<  been  lately  observed  still  attached 
to  a  sj)ring  of  remarkably  fine  water  called  'Ain- 
Eshkali,  in  a  valley  which  crosses  the  vale  of  He- 
bron N.  E.  and  S.  W.,  and  about  two  miles  north 
of  the  town  (Tan  de  Yelde,  Narrative,  &c.,  ii.  64"). 
It  is  right  to  say  that  this  interesting  intelligence 
has  not  been  yet  confirmed  by  other  observers  " 

G. 
*  Jlr.  Tristram's  description  of  this  valley  as  it 
now  is  {Land  of  Israel,  p.  397,  2d  ed.),  shows  how 
well  it  nmst  have  deserved  its  ancient  fame.  "  Hie 
walk  up  the  valley  revealed  to  us  for  the  first  time 
what  Judah  was  everywhere  else  in  the  days  of  its 
prosperity.  Bare  and  stony  as  are  the  hill-sides, 
not  an  inch  of  space  is  lost.  Terraces,  where  tlie 
ground  is  not  too  rocky,  support  the  soil.  Ancient 
vineyards  cling  to  the  lower  slopes ;  olive,  mulberry, 
almond,  fig,  and  pomegranate  trees  fill  every  availa- 
ble cranny  to  the  very  crest,  while  the  bottom  of 
the  valley  is  carefully  tilled  for  corn,  carrots,  and 
cauliflowers,  which  will  soon  gi\e  place  to  melons 
and  cucumbers.  Streamlets  of  fresh  water  trickled 
on  each  side  of  our  path.  The  production  and  fer- 
tility, as  evidenced  even  in  winter,  is  extraordinary ; 
and  the  culture  is  «|ual  to  that  of  iMalta.  That 
catacomb  of  perished  cities,  the  hill-country  of 
Judah,  through  whose  labyrinths  we  yesterday 
wandered,  is  all  explained  by  a  walk  up  the  Vale 
of  Eshcol ;  and  those  who  doubt  the  ancient  records 
of  the  population,  or  the  census  of  David  or  his 
successors,  have  only  to  look  at  this  valley,  and  by 
the  light  of  its  commentary  to  read  the  story  of 
those  cities."  H. 

E'SHEAN  (7^tf'S:  Soyuci;  [Comp.  Aid.] 
Alex.  ^'E.ffa.V-  Esaan),  one  of  the  cities  of  Judah, 
in  the  mountainous  district,  and  in  the  same  group 
with  Hebron  (Josh.  xv.  52).  The  name  does  not 
occur  again,  nor  has  it  been  met  with  in  modern 
times.  G. 

E'SHEK  (pl»??:  'Ao-^A;  Alex.  EtreAeK,- 
[Comp.  'Atre'/c:]  Esec),  a  Benjamite,  one  of  the 
late  descendants  of  Saul;  the  founder  of  a  large 
and  noted  fa.nily  of  archers,  lit.  "  treaders  of  the 
bow"  (1  Chr.  viii.  39).  The  name  is  omitted  in 
the  parallel  Hit  of  1  Chr.  ix. 

ESH'KALONITES,  THE  (accurately  "the 
Eshklonite,"  *'31^|/tt''Mn,  in  the  singular  num- 
ber: Ty  'kffKaKuivWri;  [Vat. -;/«{-:]  Ascalaniia), 
Josh.  xiii.  3.     [Ashkklox.] 

ESH'TAOL  (VlSri??^  and  VWWtf'h^  [re- 
cess,  Ges. ;  */(-('/)  or  holbno  way,  Fiirst] :  ' kmawX, 
'Ao-ci,  'E<r0orfA,  [etc. :  Estaol,]  Esthaol),  a  town  in 
the  low  country  —  the  Sheftlah — of  Judah.  It 
is  the  first  of  the  first  group  of  cities  in  that  dis- 
trict (Josh.  XV.  33),  enumerated  with  Zoreah  (Heb. 
Zareah),  in  company  with  whicli  it  is  conmionly 
mentioned.  Zorah  and  Eshtaol  were  two  of  th« 
towns  allotted  to  the  tribe  of  Dan  out  of  Judak 


Sijr.  4"  Pal-  ii-  64),  Dr.  Rosen,  who  spcnks  of  the  same 
fountain,  writes  the  name  as  ^Ain-el-KaMcala.  Though 
an  expert  Arabic  scholar,  he  does  not  recognize  this 
name  as  related  in  any  way  to  Eshcol  See  also  Rob 
Phys.  QeonT.  p.  121  H- 
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(Josh.  xix.  41).  Between  them,  and  behind  Kir- 
jath-jearim,  was  situated  Jfahaneli-Dan,  the  camp 
or  stronghold  which  formed  tlie  head-quarters  of 
that  little  community  during  their  constant  en- 
counters with  the  Philistines.  Here,  among  the 
old  warriors  of  the  tribe,  Samson  spent  his  Iwy- 
hood,  and  experienced  the  first  impulses  of  the 
Spirit  of  Jehovah ;  and  hither  after  his  last  exploit 
his  body  was  brought,  up  the  long  slopes  of  the 
western  hills,  to  its  last  rest  in  the  burying-place 
of  Manoah  his  father  (Judg.  xiii.  25,  xvi.  31,  xviii. 
2,  8,  11, 12).  [Dajj.]  In  the  genealogical  records 
of  1  Chron.  the  relationship  between  Eshtaol, 
Zareah,    and    Kirjath-jearirn    is   still   maintained. 

[ESHTAULITES.] 

In  the  Oiioinasticon  of  Eusebiu?  and  Jerome 
Eshtaol  is  twice  mentioned  —  (1)  as  Astaol  of  Ju- 
dali,  described  as  then  existing  between  Azotus  and 
Ascalon  under  the  name  of  Astho ;  (2)  as  Esthaul 
of  Dan,  ten  miles  N.  of  Eleutheropolis.  The  latter 
position  is  hardly  more  in  accordance  with  the  in- 
dications of  the  Bible.  In  more  modern  times  the 
name  has  vanished.  Zorah  has  been  recognized  as 
Surah  (Rob.  ii.  14,  16,  224,  iii.  153),  but  the  iden- 
tification of  Eshtaol  has  yet  to  be  made.  Schwarz 
(p.  102)  mentions  a  village  named  8tual,  west  of 
Zorah,  but,  apart  from  the  fact  that  this  is  corrob- 
orated by  no  other  traveller  and  by  no  map,  the 
situation  is  too  far  west  to  be  "  behind  Kirjath- 
jearim "  if  Kuryet  el-Eimb  be  Kirjath-jearim. 
The  village  marked  on  the  maps  of  Kobinson  and 
Van  de  Velde,  Ytdiwi,  and  alluded  to  by  the  former 
(iii.  155),  is  nearer  the  requisite  position;  but  the 
resemblance  between  the  two  names  is  too  faint  to 
admit  of  identification.  G. 

ESHTAULITES,  THE  Obwn^^bJin, 
accurately  "  the  Eshtaiilite,"'  in  singular  number; 
vloi  'EaOadfj.,  Alex,  oi  E.<Tdaa>\aiof-  Esthdolitai), 
with  the  Zareathites,  were  among  the  families  of 
Kirjath-jearim  (1  Chr.  ii.  53).     [Eshtaol.] 

ESHTEMO'A,  and  in  shorter  form,  without 

the   final  guttural,  ESH'TEMOH  (pia^^??^ 

and  n^FllTS  Iwomnn  of  renown,  but  uncertain]  ; 
the  latter  occurs  in  Josli.  xv.  only:  [in  Josh,  xv.,] 
corruptly  "Es  koX  VlaV,  Alex.  Eo-fle/ioj;  [Josh, 
xxi.,]  Te/ict;  [Alex.  Effdefiio;  1  Sam.,]  'Kffdif 
[Vat.  -dfte;  Alex.  Ecr0e/ia;  1  Chr.  iv.  17,  'Effdm- 
udv,  Alex.  Ecrdffiaii/;  vi.  57,]  'Effdafid'  hiemo, 
Esttmo,  [I'Jglhniiio,  Esthemo]),  a  town  of  Judah,  in 
the  mountains ;  one  of  the  group  containing  De- 
BiR  (.Josh.  XV.  50).  With  its  "suburbs"  Esh- 
temoa  was  allotted  to  the  priests  (xxi.  14 ;  1  Chr. 
vi.  57).  It  was  one  of  the  places  frequented  by 
David  and  hi.s  followers  during  the  long  period  of 
their  wanderings;  and  to  his  friends  there  he  sent 
presents  of  the  spoil  of  the  Amalekites  (1  Sam. 
XXX.  28,  comp.  31).  The  place  was  known  in  the 
time  of  Eusebius  and  Jerome  (prayraiuKs  ricus), 
though  their  description  of  its  locality  is  too  vague 
to  enable  us  to  determine  it  (Onom.  Esthemo). 
But  there  is  little  doubt  that  it  has  been  discovered 
by  Dr.  Robinson  at  Semu'a,  a  village  seven  miles 
south  of  Hebron,  on  the  great  road  from  el-Milh, 
containing  considerable  ancient  remains,  and  in  the 
neighborhood  of  other  villages  still  bearing  the 
names  of  its  companions  in  the  list  of  Josh,  xv., 
as  Anab,  Socoh,  .Jattir,  &c.  (See  Robinson,  i.  494, 
ii.  204,  205 ;  Schwarz,  p.  105 ;  [Wilson,  Lamls  of 
the  Bible,  i.  353.]) 
In  the  lists  —  half  genealogical,  half  topograph- 
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ical  —  of  the  descendants  of  Judan  in  1  Chr.,  Esh- 
temoa  occurs  as  derived  from  Ishltah,  "  the  father 
of  Eshtemoa"  (1  Chr.  iv.  17);  Gedor,  Socoh,  and 
Zanoah,  all  towns  in  the  same  locality,  being  named 
in  the  following  verse.  Eshtemoa  apjjears  to  have 
been  founded  by  the  descendants  of  the  l^yptian 
wife  of  a  certain  Mered,  the  three  other  towns  by 
those  of  his  Jewish  wife.  See  the  explanations  of 
Bertheau  (Clironik,  ad  loc.).  G. 

*  The  "  father  of  Eshtemoa,"  as  Ishbah  is  called 
(see  above),  means  that  he  was  its  founder  or  re- 
pairer, and  head  of  the  clan.  [F.vthek.]  A 
recent  traveller  says  that  the  town  has  now  alx)ut 
500  inhabitants.  The  ruins  there  consist  of  the 
remauis  of  an  early  Greek  church,  many  pieces  of 
ancient  carving,  a  marble  sarcophagus  built  into 
the  wall,  and  numerous  sculptured  doorways  and 
broken  columns  (Tristram,  Land  of  Israel,  p.  391, 
2d  ed.).  The  "hill-country"  of  Judah  is  full  of 
such  examples  of  the  ancient  prosperity  and  pre.s  • 
ent  decay.  H. 

ESHTEMO'A  ['Eaeaifniv.  Alex.  U(reitj.o>-n: 
Esthamo]  in  1  Chr.  iv.  19  appears  to  be  the  name 
of  an  actual  person.      [ilAACHATHiTE.] 

ESH'TON  (]'intrS  [effeminate  or  uxorious, 
Gesen.] :  ^AtraaOciv-  Estlion),  a  name  which  oc- 
curs in  the  genealogies  of  Judah  (1  Chr.  iv.  11, 12). 
Mehir  was  "  the  father  of  Eshton,"  and  amongst 
the  names  of  his  four  children  [three]  are  two  — 
Beth-rapha  and  Ir-nahash  —  which  have  the  appear 
ance  of  being  names,  not  of  persons  [merely],  but 
of  places.  G. 

ES'LI  (Rec.  T.  'EaXi,  [Tisch.  and  Treg.  with] 
B  [Sin.  etc.]  'Eo-Aei,  probably  =  -in^7yS,  AzA- 
liah:  Esli,  Cod.  Amiat.  Ilesli),  son  of  Nagge  or 
Naggai,  and  father  of  Naura,  in  the  genealogy  of 
Christ  (Luke  iii.  25).  See  Hervey,  Genealogies, 
&c.,  p.  130. 

ESO'RA  (Aiffwpd;  [Sin.i  Apaffovffia;  Comp. 
Aid.  'E(7aipa:]  Vulg.  omits:  the  Peshito  Syriac 
reads  Bethchorn),  a  place  fortified  by  the  Jews  on 
the  approach  of  the  Assyrian  army  under  Holofer- 
nes  (.Jud.  iv.  4).  The  name  may  be  the  represent- 
ative of  the  Hebrew  word  Hazor,  or  Zorah  (Si- 
monis,  Onom.  N.  T.  19),  but  no  identification  has 
yet  been  an-ived  at.  The  Syriac  reading  suggests 
Beth-horon,  which  is  not  imijossible. 

*  ESPOUSAL.        [JiARKIAGE.] 

ES'RIL  CEo-diA;  [Vat.  ECpe'A.;]  Alex.  E(,>iA: 
Vulg.  omits),  1  Esdr.  ix.  34.  [Azakeel  4,  or 
Sharai.] 

ES'ROM  (Rec.  T.  'Eo-pw/i;  in  Luke,  Lachm. 
with  B,  'Effpcif  [so  Elz.  and  Tisch.  7th  ed.] :  Es- 
rom),  Matt.  i.  3;  Luke  iii.  33.     [Hezkox.] 

ESSE'NES.  1.  In  describing  the  different 
sects  which  existed  among  the  Jews  in  his  own 
time,  Josephus  dwells  at  great  length  and  with 
especial  emphasis  on  the  faith  and  practice  of  the 
Essenes,  who  appear  in  his  description  to  combine 
the  ascetic  virtues  of  the  Pythagoreans  and  Stoics 
with  a  spiritual  knowledge  of  the  Divine  I^w.  An 
analogous  sect,  marked,  however,  by  characteristic 
differences,  appears  in  the  Egyptian  Therapeuice, 
and  from  the  detailed  notices  of  Josephus  {B.  J. 
ii.  8;  Ant.  xiii.  5,  §  9,  xv.  10,  §  4  f.,  xviii.  1,  §  2  ff.) 
and  Philo  (  Quod  omn.  prob.  liber,  §  12  ff. ;  Fragm. 
de  Vita  contemplaiiva  ap.  Euseb.  Prcep.  Ev.),  and 
the  casual  remarks  of  Pliny  {H.  N.  v.  17),  later 
writers  have  frequently  discussed  the  relation  which 
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these  Jewish  mystics  occupied  towards  the  popular  ' 
religion  of  the  time,  and  more  particularly  towards 
the  doctrines  of  Christianity.  For  it  is  a  most 
remarkable  fact  that  the  existence  of  such  sects 
appears  to  be  unrecognized  both  in  the  apostolic 
writings  and  in  early  Hebrew  Uterature. 

2.  The  name  £sstne  {'Effffrivol,  Joseph.  Esseni, 
Plin.)  or  Esscean  ('Effo-atoi,  Philo;  Joseph.  B.  ./. 
1.  3,  §  5,  <tc.)  is  itself  full  of  difficulty.  Various 
derivations  have  been  proposed  for  it,  and  all  are 
more  or  less  open  to  objection.  Some  have  con- 
nected it  with  T^DH  CAo-iSoTos),  puritan,  or 
^"•IJISIJ,  the  retirinff,  or  X^Tl,  the  sen-ant  (of 
God);  others,  again,  find   the  root  in  MDW,  to 

heal  (Baur),  or  SDn,  to  bathe  (Griitz).  Philo, 
according  to  his  fashion,  saw  in  the  word  a  possible 
connection  with  the  Greek  ocrios,  holy  (  Quod  omn. 
prob.  lib.  §  12);  and  Epiphanius  interpreted  ihe 
collateral  form  ''Ocrcrrivoi  as  meaning  "the  stout 

race"  {an^aphv  yevos.  Ha:'-,  xix.  i.  e.  ^^DH). 
It  seems  more  Ukely  that  Essene  represents  T^^H, 
teers  (so  Suidas  =  etcapTiTiKol,  Hn^enfeld,,  or 
^"'Wl27n,  the  silent,  the  mysterious  (Jost)."     Jo- 

sephus  represents  ^WJl  (LXX.  Xoythv),  the  high- 
priesVs  breastplate,  by  'Ecra-fiu-ns,  interpreting  the 
word  as  equivalent  to  x6yiov,  oracle  {Ant.  iii.  7, 
§  5).  Comp.  Jost,  Gescii.  d.  Judenth.  i.  207  n.; 
Hilgenfeld,  J  ad.  Apok.  p.  277  f.;  Ewald,  Gesch. 
Isr.  iv.  420  n. 

3.  The  obscurity  of  the  Essenes  as  a  distinct 
body  arises  from  the  fact  that  they  represented 
originally  a  tendency  rather  than  an  organization. 
The  connnuiiities  which  were  formed  out  of  them 
were  a  result  of  their  practice,  and  not  a  necessary 
part  of  it.  As  a  sect  they  were  distmguished  by 
an  aspiration  after  ideal  purity  rather  than  by  any 
special  code  of  doctrines;  and  like  the  Chasidim 
of  earlier  times  [A.sssidkaxs],  they  were  confounded 
in  the  popular  estimation  with  the  great  body  of 
the  zealous  observers  of  the  I^aw  (Pharisees).  The 
growth  of  Essenism  was  a  natural  result  of  the  re- 
ligious feeling  which  was  called  out  by  the  circum- 
g^nces  of  the  Greek  dominion ;  and  it  is  easy  to 
trace  the  process  by  which  it  was  matured.  From 
the  Maccabwan  age  there  was  a  continuous  effort 
among  the  stricter  Jews  to  attain  an  absolute 
standard  of  holiness.  I'^ch  class  of  devotees  was 
looked  upon  as  practically  impure  by  their  succes- 
sors, who  carried  the  laws  of  purity  still  further; 
and  the  Essenes  stand  at  the  extreme  Jimit  of  the 
mystic  asceticism  which  was  thus  gradually  reduced 
to  shape.     The  associations  of  the   "  Scribes  and 

Pharisees"  (Q"^"13n,  the  companions,  the  wise) 
gave  pkice  to  others  bound  by  a  more  rigid  rule: 
and  the  rule  of  the  Essenes  was  made  gradually 
stricter.  Judas,  the  earliest  Essene  who  is  men- 
tioned (c.  110  B.  c),  appears  living  in  ordinary 
society  (Joseph.  B.  J.  i.  3,  §  5).  iMenahem,  ac- 
cording to  tradition  a  colleague  of  lliilel,  was  a 
friend  of  Herod,  and  brought  upon  his  sect  the 
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favor  of  the  king  (Joseph.  Ant.  x\.  10,  §  5).  But 
by  a  natural  impulse  the  Essenes  withdrew  from 
the  dangers  and  distractions  of  business.  From 
the  cities  they  retired  to  the  wilderness  to  realize 
the  conceptions  of  religion  which  they  formed,  but 
still  they  remained  on  the  whole  true  to  their  an- 
cient faith.  To  the  l^harisees  they  stood  nearly 
in  the  same  relation  as  that  in  which  the  Pharisees 
themselves  stood  with  regard  to  the  mass  of  the 
people.  The  differences  lay  mainly  in  rigor  of 
practice,  and  not  in  articles  of  belief. 

4.  The  traces  of  the  existence  of  Essenes  in 
common  society  are  not  wanting  nor  confined  to 
individual  cases.  Not  only  was  a  gate  at  Jerusalem 
named  from  them  (Joseph.  B.  J.  v.  4,  §  2,  'Effo-Tj- 
vS>u  irv\r]),  but  a  later  tradition  mentions  the  ex- 
istence of  a  congregation  there  which  devoted  "  one 
third  of  the  day  to  study,  one  third  to  prayer,  and 
one  third  to  labor"  (Frankel,  ZeitschriJ't,  1846,  p. 
458).  Those,  again,  whom  Josephus  speaks  of  as 
allowing  marriage,  may  be  supposed  to  have  be- 
longed to  such  bodies  as  had  not  yet  withdrawn 
from  intercourse  with  their  fellow-men.  But  the 
practice  of  the  extreme  section  was  afterwards 
regarded  as  charateristic  of  the  whole  class,  and 
the  isolated  cammunities  of  Essenes  furnished  the 
type  which  is  preserved  in  the  popular  descriptions. 
These  M'ere  regulated  by  strict  rules,  analogous  to 
those  of  the  monastic  institutions  of  a  later  date. 
The  candidate  for  admission  first  passed  through  a 
year's  noviciate,  in  which  he  received,  as  symbolic 
gifts,  an  axe,  an  apron,  and  a  white  robe,  and  gave 
proof  of  his  temperance  by  observing  the  ascetic 
rules  of  the  order  (tV  avriiv  Stairav)-  At  the 
close  of  this  proi>ation,  his  character  (rb  ?idos)  was 
submittefl  to  a  fresh  trial  of  two  years,  and  mean- 
while he  shared  in  the  lustral  rites  of  the  initiated, 
but  not  in  their  meals.  The  fidl  membership  was 
imparted  at^the  end  of  this  second  period,  when  the 
novice  bound  himself  "  by  awful  oaths  "  —  though 
oaths  were  absolutely  forbidden  at  all  other  times 
—  to  observe  piety,  justice,  obedience,  honesty,  and 
secrecy,  "  preserving  alike  the  books  of  their  sect, 
and  ihe  names  of  the  angels  "  (Joseph.  B.  J.  ii.  8, 
§7). 

5.  Tlie  order  itself  was  regulated  by  an  internal 
jurisdiction.  Excommunication  was  etpiivaleut  to 
a  slow  death,  since  an  Essene  could  not  take  food 
prepared  by  strangers  for  fear  of  pollution.  All 
things  were  held  in  conmion,  without  distinction  of 
property  or  house;  and  special  provision  was  made 
for  the  relief  of  the  poor.  Self-tlenial,  temperance, 
and  lalx)r  —  especially  agriculture  —  were  the  marks 
of  the  outward  life  of  the  Essenes;  purity  and 
divine  communion  the  objects  of  their  aspiration. 
Slavery,  war,  and  commerce  were  alike  Ibrbidden 
(Philo,  Qiuxl  omn.  prob.  lilnr.  §  12.  p.  877  M.); 
and,  according  to  Philo,  their  conduct  generally 
was  directed  by  three  rules,  "  the  love  of  tiod,  the 
love  of  virtue,  and  the  love  of  man  "  (Philo,  /.  c). 

6.  In  doctrine,  as  has  been  seen  already,  they 
did  not  differ  essentially  from  strict  Pharisees. 
Moses  was  honored  by  them  next  to  Go<l  (Joseph. 
B.  J.  ii.  8,  ii).  lliey  obsenwl  the  Sabbath  with 
singular  strictness ;  and  though  they  were  unable 


a  'Jost  himself,  as  Ginsburg  correctly  remarks 
(Kitto's  Cycl.  of  Bihl.  hit.,  M  ed.,  i.  827,  note),  hazards 
no  opinion  about  the  etymology  of  this  name.  He 
merely  says  that  Josephus  seems  to  derive  it  from 

WlOn    "  to  be  silent,"  "  mygterious."     Giusburg  (/. 


c.)  enumerates  19  different  etymologies  which  hare 
been  proposed  for  the  word,  the  last  being  the  deriva- 
tion from  S'^DH,  "pious."  To  this  ho  incline*, 
"because  It  plainly  connects  the  Essenes  with  tl»« 
Chasidim,  from  which  they  originated."  A. 
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to  onfer  sacrifices  at  Jerusalem,  probably  from  re- 
gard to  purity  {Sia(j>op6TriTi  ayueiuy),  they  sent 
gifts  thither  (Joseph.  Ant.  xviii.  2,  §  5) :  at  the  same 
time,  like  most  ascetics,  they  turned  their  attention 
specially  to  the  mysteries  of  the  spiritual  world, 
and  looked  upon  the  body  as  a  mere  prison  of  the 
soul."  They  studied  and  practiced  with  signal  suc- 
cess, according  to  Josephus,  the  art  of  prophecy 
(Joseph.  B.  J.  ii.  8;  cf.  Ant.  xv.  10,  §  5;  B.  J.  i. 
3,  §  5);  and  familiar  intercourse  with  nature  gave 
them  an  unusual  knowledge  of  physical  truths. 
They  asserted  with  peculiar  boldness  the  absolute 
power  and  foreknowledge  of  God  (Joseph.  Ant.  xiii. 
5,  §  9,  xviii.  1,  §  5);  and  disparaged  the  various 
forms  of  mental  philosophy  as  useless  or  beyond 
the  range  of  man  (Philo,  I.  c.  p.  877). 

7.  The  number  of  the  Essenes  is  roughly  esti- 
mated by  Philo  at  4000  (Philo,  I.  c),  and  Josephus 
says  that  there  were  "  more  than  4000  "  who  ob- 
served their  rule  (Ant.  xviii.  2,  §  5).  Their  best- 
known  settlements  were  on  the  N.  W.  shore  of  the 
Dead  Sea  (Philo,  Plin.,//.  cc).  but  others  hved  in 
scattered  communities  throughout  Palestine,  and 
perhaps  also  in  cities  (.Joseph.  B.  J.  ii.  8,  §  4.  Cf. 
[Hippol.]  PJiilus.  ix.  20). 

8.  In  the  Talmudic  writings  there  is,  as  has 
been  already  said,  no  direct  mention  of  the  Essenes, 
but  their  existence  is  recognized  by  the  notice  of 
peculiar  points  of  practice  and  teaching.  Under 
the  titles  of  "the  pious,"  "the  weakly"  (i.  e. 
with  study),  "the  retiring,"  their  maxims  are 
quoted  with  respect,  and  many  of  the  traits  pre- 
served in  Josephus  find  parallels  in  the  notices  of 
the  Talmud  (Z.  Frankel,  Zeifscki-ift,  Dec.  1846,  p. 
4.31  ff.:  Mon'ttsschrift,  1853,  p.  37  ff.).  The  four 
stages  of  purity  which  are  distinguished  by  the 
doctors  {Ch((giya,  18  a,  ap.  Frankel,  /.  c.  p.  451) 
correspond  in  a  singular  manner  with  the  four 
classes  into  which  the  Essenes  are  said  to  have  been 
divided  (Joseph.  B.  J.  ii.  8,  §  10);  and  the  periods 
of  probation  observed  in  the  two  cases  ofler  similar 
coincidences. 

9.  But  tlie  best  among  the  Jews  felt  the  peril  of 
Essenism  as  a  system,  and  combined  to  discourage 
it.  They  shrank  with  an  instinctive  dread  from 
the  danger  of  connecting  asceticism  with  spiritual 
power,  and  cherished  the  great  truth  which  lay  in 
the  saying  "  Doctrine  is  not  in  heaven."  The 
miraculous  energy  which  was  attributed  to  mystics 
was  regarded  by  them  rather  as  a  source  of  sus- 
picion than  of  resi)ect ;  and  theosophic  speculations 

:ere  condemned  with  emphatic  distinctness  (Fran- 
Monitsschri/t,  1853,  pp.  62  fF.,  68,  71). 

10.  The  character  of  Essenism  limited  its  spread, 
lit  of  Palestine,  I^vitical  purity  was  impossible, 

for  the  very  land  was  impure;  and  thus  there  is 
no  trace  of  the  sect  in  Babylonia.  The  case  was 
different  in  Egypt,  where  Judaism  assumed  a  new 
shape  from  its  intimate  connection  with  Greece. 
Here  the  original  form  in  which  it  was  moulded 
was  represented  not  by  direct  copies,  but  by  anal- 
ogous forms;  and  the  tendency  which  gave  birth 
to  the  Essenes  found  a  fresh  development  in  the 
pure  specuktion  of  the  Therapeut£e.  These  Alex- 
andrine mystics  abjured  the  practical  labors  which 
rightly  belonged  to  the  Essenes,  and  gave  them- 
selves up  to  the  study  of  the  inner  meaning  of  the 
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«  *  Accordingly,  though  they  believed  in  the  im- 
morbility  of  the  soul,  they  did  not  believe  in  the  res- 
gurrection  of  the  body  (Joseph.  B.  J.  ii.  8,  §  11). 

A. 


Scriptures.  The  impossibiUty  of  fulfilling  the  law 
naturally  led  them  to  substitute  a  spiritual  for  a 
literal  interpretation;  and  it  was  their  object  to 
ascertain  its  meaning  by  intense  labor,  and  then  to 
satisfy  its  requirements  by  absolute  devotion.  The 
"  whole  day,  from  sunrise  to  sunset,  was  spent  in 
mental  discipline."  Bodily  wants  were  often  for- 
gotten in  the  absorbing  pursuit  of  wisdom,  and 
"  meat  and  drink  "  were  at  all  times  held  to  be 
unworthy  of  the  light  (Philo,  Be  vit.  contempL 
§  4). 

11.  From  the  nature  of  the  case  Essenism  in  its 
extreme  form  could  exercise  very  little  influence  on 
Christianity.  In  all  its  practical  bearings  it  was 
diametrically  opposed  to  the  apostolic  teaching. 
The  dangers  which  it  involved  were  far  more  clear 
to  the  eye  of  the  Christian  than  they  were  to  the 
Jewish  doctors.  The  only  real  similarity  between 
Essenism  and  Christianity  lay  in  the  common  ele- 
ment of  true  Judaism ;  and  there  is  Uttle  excuse 
for  modern  writers  who  follow  the  error  of  Eusebius, 
and  confound  the  society  of  the  Therapeuta;  with 
Christian  brotherhoods.  Nationally,  however,  the 
Essenes  occupy  the  same  position  as  that  to  which 
John  the  Baptist  was  personally  called.  They  mark 
the  close  of  the  old,  the  longing  for  the  new,  but 
in  this  case  without  the  promise.  In  place-  of  the 
measage  of  the  coming  "  kingdom  "  they  could  pro- 
claim only  individual  purity  and  isolation.  At  a 
later  time  traces  of  Essenism  appear  in  the  Clemen- 
tines, and  the  strange  accoimt  which  Epiphanius 
gives  of  the  Osseni  ('Ocrcnjj'oi)  appears  to  point  to 
some  combination  of  Essene  and  pseudo-Christian 
doctrines  (fIcBr.  xix.).  After  the  Jewish  war  the 
Essenes  disappear  from  history.  The  character  of 
Judaism  was  changed,  and  ascetic  Pharisaism  be- 
came almost  impossible. 

12.  The  original  sources  for  the  history  of  the 
Essenes  have  been  already  noticed.  Of  modem 
essays,  the  most  original  and  important  are  those 
of  Frankel  in  his  ZeitschriJ't,  1846,  pp.  441-461, 
and  Monatsschri/t,  1853,  p.  30  fF.,  taken  in  con- 
junction with  the  wider  view  of  Jost,  Gesch.  d. 
Jiuknth.  i.  207  ff.  The  account  of  Hilgenfeld  {JiUl. 
AjMjk/tli/pti/c,  p.  245  ff. )  is  interesting  and  ingenious, 
but  essentially  one-sided  and  subservient  to  the 
WTiter's  theory  (cf  Volkmar,  Das  vierfe  B.  Ezra, 
p.  60).  Gfrcirer  {Phih,  ii.  299  ff.),  Diihne  {Jikl- 
Altx.  Reli(j.-Philos.  i.  467  ff.),  and  Ewald  (Gesch. 
d.  Volk.  hi:  iv.  420  ff.),  all  contribute  important 
sketches  from  their  respective  points  of  view.  The 
earlier  literature,  as  far  as  it  is  of  any  value,  is 
embodied  in  these  works.  B.  F.  W. 

*  It  may  be  well  to  add  to  the  preceding  article 
references  to  the  more  recent  discus.sions  concerning 
the  Essenes,  noticing  also  some  older  works  which 
may  still  be  useful  to  the  inquirer.  Prideaux,  Con- 
nection, etc.  pt.  ii.  bk.  v.  has  translated  in  full  the 
passages  of  Josephus  and  Philo  which  relate  to 
them  —  to  Ije  sure,  not  always  accurately.  See  also 
Bellennann,  Gesch.  Nachrkhten  mis  dem  Alter- 
thuine  iiber  Essder  u.  Therapeuten,  Berl.  1821,  and 
P.  Beer,  Geschichte,  Lehren  u.  Meinungen  aller 
reliff.  Sekten  d.  Jwkn,  Briinn,  1822,  i.  68-113. 
De  Quincey's  ingenious  but  paradoxical  essay,  in 
which  he  endeavors  to  show  that  Josephus  has 
given  under  the  name  of  Essenes  a  disguised  ac- 
count of  a  portion  of  the  early  Christians,  first 
appeared  in  Blackwood' s  Magazine  for  Jan.,  April, 
and  Jlay,  1840,  and  was  reprinted  in  his  Ilist.  and 
Crit.  Ess'iys,  Boston,  1856,  i.  26-112,  with  a  Sup- 
plement in  his  Avenger,  &c.  {ibid.  1859),  pp.  107- 
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130.  There  is  a  review  of  De  Quincey  in  Kitto's  ! 
Jmm.  of  Sacred  Lit.  for  Oct.  1852,  pp.  176-86; ! 
Bee  also  on  the  I'^senes  the  number  for  April  1853, 
p.  170  ff.  The  relation  of  Christianity  to  Essenism  \ 
is  elaborately  discussed  by  A.  F.  V.  von  Wegneni  ! 
(Das  Verhdltniss  des  Christent/iums  zuin  Jissenis-  i 
mns)  in  Illgen's  Zntschr.  f.  d.  hist.  T/ieol.  1841, ' 
ii.  3-7().  See  also,  for  different  views,  Neander's 
Jligt.  of  the  Christ.  Eel.  and  Church,  i.  43-49 1 
(Torrey's  transl.) ;  Baur,  Das  Chrislenthum  d. 
drd  ersten  Jahrh.,  2e  Aufl.  18G0,  p.  19  ff. ;  Hil- 
genfeld,  Ber  Essaismus  und  Jesus,  in  his  Ztitschr. 
f.  mss.  Theol.  1867,  x.  97-111  (comp.  ib.  iii. 
358-62);  and  A.  IJeville,  Jesus  et  I Ksmnisme, 
ill  the  Strasl)ourg  Rev.  de  theol.  1867,  pp.  221- 
245  (coinp.  Rev.  des  Detix  Mondes  for  Sept.  15, 
1867,  p.  331  ff.)  On  the  general  subject  one  may 
further  compare  Kitschl,  Ueber  die  Essener,  in 
Baur  and  Zeller's  Thtol.  Jahrb.  1855,  xiv.  315-56 
(comp.  his  Entstehunij  d.  allkatk.  Kirche,  2«  Aufl. 
1857,  pp.  179-248);  Zeller,  Ueber  den  Zusam- 
■meniianij  des  Essaisiiius  mit  dern  Gnechenthum, 
ibid.  1856,  xv.  401-33;  Diillinger,  Heidenthuni  u. 
Judenthum,  1857,  p.  754  ff.,  or  (Eng.  trans.)  The 
Gentile  and  Jew,  ii.  309-17;  Keuss,  Hist,  de  la 
theol.  chretienne,  2e  ('■d.  1860,  pp.  115-25;  jNI. 
Nicolas,  Dts  doctrines  relig.  des  Juifs,  1860,  pp. 
80-92;  and  Ginsburg,  The  Essenes,  their  History 
and  Doctrines,  I^ond.  1864.  The  last  mentionetl 
writer  in  his  art.  Essenes  in  Kitto's  Cycl.  of  Bibl. 
Lit.  3d  ed.,  says  that  "  Graetz,  adopting  the  results 
of  Frankel,  and  pursuing  the  same  course  still 
further,  has  given  a  masterly  treatise  upon  the 
Essenes  in  his  Geschichte  der  .luden,  Leipzig,  1856, 
iii.  96  ff.,  518  ff.";  and  also  commends  highly 
Herzfeld's  account  in  his  Geschichte  d.  Volkes 
Jisrael,  Nordhausen,  1857,  ii.  368,  388  ff.  He 
further  speaks  ot  "  the  very  interesting  and  im- 
portant relics  of  the  Essenes,  published  by  Jellinek 
...  in  /ieth  Ha-Midrash,  vol.  ii.  (Leipz.  1853), 
p.  xviii.  ff. ;  vol.  iii.  p.  xx.  ff." 

Only  a  hint  can  be  here  given  of  the  distinctive 
views  of  some  of  the  writers  above  named.  Diihne 
traces  in  the  sect  the  influence  of  the  Jewish- 
Alexandrian  philosophy;  comp.  Uhlhorn  in  Iler- 
zog's  RenUEncykl.  iv.  176.  Baur  and  Zeller  derive 
Essenism  mainly  from  the  influence  of  the  Neo- 
Pythagofein  philosophy  and  asceticism  upon  .Juda- 
ism. Neander  regards  it  as  modified  by  the  infusion 
of  old  oriental,  I'arsi,  and  Chalda'an  elements.  Hil- 
genfeld  connects  it  with  the  later  Jewish  prophetic 
tendency  as  shown  in  apocalyptic  writings,  but 
derives  many  characteristics  of  the  sect  from  Parsi 
and  even  Buddhistic  influences.  Kitschl  reganls 
it  as  an  attempt  to  embody  the  idea  that  all  the 
Jews,  and  not  a  particular  order,  were  a  "  kingdom 
of  priests"  unto  God  (Ex.  xix.  6).  He  with  other 
writers  (as  Heuss)  finds  a  close  connection  between 
Essenism  and  t^liionitism,  and  traces  its  influence  in 
the  history  of  the  Christian  church.  Ewald  (Gesch. 
d.  Volk-es  Jsr.  iv.  476  ff.,  3d  ed.),  Frankel,  Jost, 
(■iinsburg,  and  Reville  agree  substantially  hi  the 
view  presented  in  the  preceding  article.  A. 

ES'THER  ("iripS,  the  planet  Venus :  'E<r- 
e-f)p),  the  Persian  name  of  IIadas.sah,  daughter 
of  Abihail  the  son  of  Shimei,  the  son  of  Kisli,  a 
Benjamite,  and  cousin  of  Mokdecai.  The  ex- 
olanation  of  her  old  name  IIada.ssah,  by  the  addition 
jf  her  new  name,  by  which  she  was  better  known. 

with  the  formula,  "IFID^  K"*n,  "that  is  Esther" 
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(Esth.  ii.  7),  is  exactly  analogous  to  the  usual  hJ- 
dition  of  the  modern  names  of  towns  to  explain  the 
use  of  the  old  obsolete  ones  (Gen.  xxxv.  19,  27; 
Josh.  XV.  10,  &c.).  Esther  was  a  beautiful  Jewish 
maiden,  whose  ancestor  Kish  had  been  among  the 
captives  led  away  from  Jerusalem  (part  of  which 
was  in  the  tribe  of  lienjamiii)  by  Nebuchadnezzar 
when  Jehoiachim  was  taken  captive.  She  was  an 
orphan  without  father  or  mother,  and  had  been 
brought  up  by  her  cousin  Mordecai,  who  had  *an 
ottice  ill  the  household  of  Ahasuerus  king  of  Persia, 
and  dwelt  at  "  Shushan  the  palace."  When  Yashti 
was  dismissed  from  being  queen,  and  all  the  fairest 
vii^ns  of  the  kingdom  had  been  collected  at  Shu- 
shan for  the  king  to  make  choice  of  a  successor  to 
her  from  among  them,  the  choice  fell  upon  Esther, 
and  she  was  crowned  queen  in  the  room  of  Yashti 
with  much  pomp  and  rejoicing.  The  king  was  not 
aware,  however,  of  her  race  and  parentage ;  and  so, 
with  the  careless  profusion  of  a  sensual  desjwt,  on 
the  representation  of  Haman  the  Agagite,  his  prime 
minister,  that  the  Jews  scattered  through  his  em- 
pire were  a  pernicious  race,  he  gave  him  full  power 
and  authority  to  kill  them  all,  young  and  old, 
women  and  children,  and  take  possession  of  all  their 
property.  The  means  taken  by  ICsther  to  avert  this 
great  calamity  from  her  people  and  her  kindred,  at 
the  risk  of  her  own  life,  and  to  turn  upon  Haman 
the  destruction  he  had  plotted  against  the  Jews, 
and  the  success  of  her  scheme,  by  which  she  changed 
their  mourning,  fasting,  weeping,  and  wailing,  into 
light  and  gladness  and  joy  and  honor,  and  became 
for  ever  especially  honoretl  amongst  her  countrymen, 
are  fully  related  in  the  book  of  Esther.  The  feast 
of  Purim,  i.  e.  of  Lots,  was  appointed  by  ]*;sther 
and  Mordecai  to  be  kept  on  the  14th  and  15th  of 
the  month  Adar  (February  and  ]\Iarch)  in  com- 
memoration of  this  great  deliverance.  [Pi'kim.] 
The  decree  of  Esther  to  this  effect  is  the  last  thing 
recorded-of  her  (ix.  32).  The  continuous  celebra- 
tion of  this  feast  by  the  Jews  to  the  present  day  is 
thought  to  be  a  strong  evidence  of  the  historical 
truth  of  the  book.      [Esthkr,  Book  ok.] 

The  questions  which  arise  in  attempting  to  give 
Esther  her  place  in  profane  history  ai-e  — 

I.  Who  is  .\hasuerus  V  'Hiis  question  is  answered 
under  Aiiasukku.s,  and  the  reasons  tliere  given 
leatl  to  the  conclusion  that  he  was  Xerxes  the  son 
of  Darius  Hystaspis. 

II.  The  second  inquiry  is,  who  tlien  was  Esther? 
Artissona.  Atossa,  and  others  are  indeed  excluded 
by  the  above  decision;  but  are  we  to  conclude  with 
Scaliger,  tlnit  because  Ahasuenis  is  Xerxes,  there- 
fore Ivsther  is  Amestris  ?  Surely  not.  None  of  the 
historical  particulai-s  related  by  Herodotus  concern- 
ing Amestris  make  it  possible  to  identify  her  with 
I'^sther.  Amestris  was  the  daughter  of  Otanes 
(Onophas  in  Ctesias),  one  of  Xerxes'  generals,  and 
brother  to  his  father  Darius  (Herod,  vii.  61,  82). 
Esther's  father  and  mother  had  lieen  Jews.  Ames- 
tris wiis  wife  to  Xerxes  before  the  (ireek  expedition 
(Herod,  vii.  61),  and  her  sons  accompanied  Xerxes 
to  Greece  (Herod,  vii.  39),  and  iiad  all  three  come 
to  man's  estate  at  the  death  of  Xerxes  in  the  20th 
year  of  his  reign.  Darius,  the  eldest,  had  married 
immediately  after  the  return  from  ( ireece.  lather 
did  not  epter  the  king's  p.alace  till  his  7th  year, 
just  the  time  of  Darius's  marriage.  These  oljections 
ar«  conclusive,  without  adding  the  diftereiice  of 
character  of  tlie  two  queens.  The  tnith  is  that 
history  is  wholly  silent  both  about  Va.sliti  and 
listher.     Herodotus  only  hapfiens  to  mention  one 
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of  Xerxes'  wives ;  Scripture  only  mentions  two,  if 
indeed  either  of  them  were  wives  at  all.  But  since 
we  know  that  it  was  the  custom  of  the  Persian 
kings  before  Xerxes  to  have  several  wives,  besides 
their  concubines;  that  Cyrus  had  several  (Herod, 
iii.  3);  that  Cambyses  had  four  whose  names  are 
mentioned,  and  others  besides  (iii.  31,  32,  68);  that 
Smerdis  had  several  {ib.  68,  69);  and  that  Darius 
had  six  wives,  whose  names  are  mentioned  {ib. 
passim),  it  is  most  improbable  that  Xerxes  should 
have  been  content  with  one  wife.  Another  strong 
objection  to  the  idea  of  Esther  being  his  one  legiti- 
mate wife,  and  perhaps  to  her  being  strictly  his 
wife  at  all,  is  that  the  Persian  kings  selected  their 
wives  not  from  the  harem,  but,  if  not  foreign  prui- 
cesses,  from  the  noblest  Persian  families,  either 
their  own  nearest  relatives,  or  from  one  of  the  seven 
great  Persian  houses.  It  seems  therefore  natural 
to  conclude  that  Esther,  a  captive,  and  one  of  the 
harem,  was  not  of  the  highest  rank  of  wives,  but 
that  a  special  honor,  with  the  name  of  queen,  may 
have  been  given  to  her,  as  to  Vashti  before  her,  as 
the  favorite  concubine  or  inferior  wife,  whose  off- 
spring, however,  if  she  had  any,  would  not  have 
succeeded  to  the  Persian  throne.  This  view,  which 
seems  to  be  strictly  in  accordance  with  what  we 
know  of  the  manners  of  the  Persian  court,  removes 
all  difficulty  in  reconciling  the  history  of  I'lsther 
with  the  scanty  accounts  left  us  by  profane  authors 
of  the  reign  of  Xerxes. 

It  only  remains  to  remark  on  the  character  of 
Esther  as  given  in  the  Bible.  She  appears  there  as 
a  woman  of  deep  piety,  faith,  courage,  patriotism, 
and  caution,  combined  with  resolution;  a  dutiful 
daughter  to  her  adoptive  father,  docile  and  obedient 
to  his  counsels,  and  anxious  to  share  the  king's 
favor  with  him  for  the  good  of  the  Jewish  people. 
That  she  was  a  virtuous  woman,  and,  as  far  as  her 
situation  made  it  possible,  a  good  wife  to  the  king, 
her  continued  influence  over  him  for  so  long  a  time 
warrants  us  to  infer.  And  there  must  have  Ijeen  a 
singular  grace  and  charm  in  her  aspect  and  man- 
ners, since  she  "  obtained  favor  in  the  sight  of  all 
that  looked  upon  her "  (ii.  15).  That  she  was 
raised  up  as  an  instrument  in  the  hands  of  God  to 
avert  the  destruction  of  the  Jewish  people,  and  to 
aff)rd  them  protection,  and  forward  their  wealth 
and  peace  in  their  captivity,  is  also  manifest  from 
the  Scripture  account.  But  to  impute  to  her  the 
sentiments  put  into  her  mouth  by  the  apocryphal 
author  of  ch.  xiv.,  or  to  accuse  her  of  cruelty  be- 
cause of  the  death  of  Haman  and  his  sons,  and  the 
ond  day's  slaughter  of  the  Jews'  enemies  at 
Jhushan,  is  utterly  to  ignore  the  maimers  and  feel- 
1  of  her  age  and  nation,  and  to  judge  her  by  the 
andard  of  Christian  morality  in  our  own  age  and 
ountry  instead.  In  fact  the  simplicity  and  truth 
•  nature  of  the  Scriptural  narrative  afford  a  striking 
ontrast,  lx)th  with  the  forced  and  florid  amplifica- 
ons  of  the  apocryphal  additions,  and  with  the 
entiments  of  some  later  commentators.  It  may 
I  convenient  to  jidd  that  the  3rd  year  of  Xerxes 
iwas  B.  c.  483,  his  7th,  479,  and  his  12th,  474 
(Clinton,  F.  II.),  and  that  the  simultaneous  battles 
Plataea  and  Mycale,  which  frightened  Xerxes 
oni  Sardis  (Diod.  Sic.  xi.  §  36 )  to  Susa,  happened, 
ording  to  Prideaux  and  (Clinton,  in  September 
|of  his  7  th  year.     For  a  fuller  discussion  of  the 
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«  It  is  not  Intended  by  this  expression  to  imply  that 

I  translators  of  the  Hebrew  Bible  into  Greek  were 

the  authors  of  the  apocryphal  additions.     The 


identity  of  Esther,  and  different  views  of  the  sub- 
ject, see  Prideaux's  Conntclion,  i.  230,  243,  297 
ff.,  and  Petav.  <le  Ducti:  Ttmp.  xii.  27,  28,  who 
make  Esther  wife  of  Artaxerxes  Ix)ngim.,  IbUowing 
Joseph.  Ant.  xi.  6,  as  he  followed  the  LXX.  and  the 
apocryphal  Esther;  J.  Scahg.  {de  Emend.  Temp.  vi. 
591;  Animadv.  Etiseb.  p.  100),  making  Ahasuerus, 
Xerxes;  Usher  {Annal.  Vet.  Test.),  making  him 
Darius  Hystaspis;  Loftus,  Cliakluen,  &c.  Eusebius 
(Canon.  Chron.  p.  338,  ed.  Mediol.)  rejects  the 
hypothesis  of  Artaxerxes  Longim.,  on  the  score  of 
the  silence  of  the  books  of  I^ra  and  Neheniiah,  and 
adopts  that  of  Artaxerxes  JInemon,  following  the 
Jews,  who  make  Darius  Codomanus  to  be  the  same 
as  l>arius  Hystaspis,  and  the  son  of  Artaxerxes  by 
Pother !  It  is  most  observable  that  all  Petavius's 
and  Prideaux's  arguments  against  Scaliger's  view 
apply  solely  to  the  statement  that  Esther  is  Ames- 
tris.  A.  C.  H. 

ESTHER,  BOOK  OF,  one  of  the  latest  of 
the  canonical  books  of  Scripture,  having  been 
Nvritten  late  in  the  reign  of  Xerxes,  or  early  in  that 
of  his  son  Artaxerxes  I^ngimanus.  The  author  is 
not  known,  but  may  very  probably  have  been 
Jlordecai  himself  The  minute  details  given  of  the 
great  banquet,  of  the  names  of  the  chamberlains 
and  eunuchs,  and  Haman's  wife  and  sons,  and  of 
the  customs  and  regulations  of  the  palace,  betoken 
that  the  author  lived  at  Shushan,  and  probably  at 
court,  while  his  no  less  intimate  acquaintance  with  < 
the  most  private  affairs  both  of  listher  and  Mor- 
decai  well  suits  the  hypothesis  of  the  latter  being 
himself  the  writer.  It  is  also  in  itself  probable  that 
as  Daniel,  Ezra,  and  Xehemiah,  who  held  high 
offices  under  the  Persian  kings,  wrote  an  account 
of  the  affairs  of  their  nation,  in  which  they  took 
a  leading  part,  so  Mordecai  should  have  recorded 
the  transactions  of  the  book  of  I'^ther  likewise. 
The  termination  of  the  book  with  the  mention  of 
Mordecai's  elevation  and  government,  agrees  also 
well  with  this  view,  which  has  the  further  sanction 
of  many  great  names,  as  Aben  Ezra,  and  most  of 
the  Jews,  Vatablus,  Carpzovius,  and  many  others. 
Those  who  ascribe  it  to  lv;ra,  or  the  men  of  the 
great  Synagogue,  may  have  merely  meant  that 
Ezra  edited  and  added  it  to  the  canon  of  Scripture, 
which  he  probably  did,  bringing  it,  and  perhaps 
the  book  of  Daniel,  with  him  from  Babylon  to 
Jerusalem. 

The  book  of  Esther  appeai-s  in  a  different  form 
in  the  LXX.,«  and  the  translations  therefrom,  from 
that  in  which  it  is  found  in  the  Hebrew  Bible.  In 
speaking  of  it  we  shall  first  speak  of  the  canonical 
book  found  in  Hebrew,  to  which  also  the  above 
observations  refer;  and  ne.xt  of  the  Greek  book 
with  its  apocryphal  additions.  The  canonical  Es- 
ther then  is  placed  among  the  Hagiographa  or 

D''3^n3  by  the  Jews,  and  in  that  first  portion 

of  them  which  they  call  the  five  volumes,  mv2p. 
It  is  sometimes  emphatically  called  Megillah,  with- 
out other  distinction,  and  was  held  in  such  high 
repute  by  the  Jews  that  it  is  a  saying  of  ^Maimonides 
that  in  the  days  of  Jlessiah  the  prophetic  and 
hagiographical  books  will  pass  away,  except  the 
book  of  Esther,  which  will  remain  with  the  Pen- 
tateuch.    This  book  is  read  through  by  the  Jews 

term  LXX.  is  used  to  indicate  the  whole  Greek  rolvune 
as  we  now  have  it. 
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in  their  synagogues  at  the  feast  of  Purim,  when  it 
was,  and  is  still  in  some  synagogues,  the  custom  at 
the  mention  of  Haman's  name  to  hiss,  and  stamp, 
and  clench  the  fist,  and  cry,  "  I^t  his  name  be 
blotted  out;  may  the  name  of  the  wicked  rot."  It 
is  said  also  that  the  names  of  Haman's  ten  sons  are 
read  in  one  breath,  to  signify  that  they  all  expired 
at  the  same  instant  of  time.  Even  in  writing  tlie 
names  of  Haman's  sons  in  the  7th,  8th,  and  9th 
verses  of  Esth.  ix.,  the  .lewish  scribes  have  con- 
trived to  express  their  abhorrence  of  the  race  of 
Haman ;  for  these  ten  names  are  written  in  three 
perisendicular  columns  of  3,  3,  4,  as  if  they  were 
hanging  upon  three  pandlel  cords,  three  upon  each 
cord,  one  above  another,  to  represent  the  hanging  of 
Haman's  sons  (Stehelin's  Rnbbin.  Literal,  vol.  ii. 
p.  349).  The  Targum  of  listh.  ix.,  in  Walton's 
Polyglott,"  inserts  a  very  minute  account  of  the 
exact  position  occupied  by  Haman  and  his  sons  on 
the  gallows,  the  height  from  the  ground,  and  the 
interval  between  each ;  according  to  which  they  all 
hung  in  one  hue,  Haman  at  the  top,  and  his  ten 
sons  at  intervals  of  half  a  cubit  under  him.  It  is 
added  that  Zeresh  and  Haman's  seventy  surviving 
sons  fled,  and  ijegged  their  bread  from  door  to  door, 
in  evident  allusion  to  Ps.  cix.  9,  10.  It  has  often 
been  remarked  as  a  peculiarity  of  this  book  that 
the  name  of  God  does  not  once  occur  in  it.  Some 
of  the  anci«it  Jewish  teachers  were  somewhat 
,  staggered  at  this,  but  others  accounted  for  it  by 
saying  that  it  was  a  transcript,  under  Divine  inspi- 
ration, from  the  Chronicles  of  the  Medes  and 
Persians,  and  that  being  meant  to  be  read  by 
heathen,  the  sacred  name  was  wisely  omitted. 
Baxter  (SainCs  Rest,  pt.  iv.  ch.  iii.)  speaks  of  the 
Jews  using  to  cast  to  the  ground  the  book  of 
Esther,  because  the  name  of  God  was  not  in  it. 
But  Wolf  {B.  II.  pt.  ii.  p.  90)  denies  this,  and 
Bays  that  if  any  such  custom  prevailed  among  the 
oriental  Jews,  to  whom  it  is  ascribed  by  Sandys, 
it  must  have  been  rather  to  express  their  hatred  of 
Haman.  Certain  it  is  that  this  book  was  always 
reckoned  in  the  Jewish  canon,  and  is  named  or 
implied  in  almost  every  enumeration  of  the  books 
composing  it,  from  Josephus  downwards.  Jerome 
mentions  it  by  name  in  the  I'rohy.  Gal.,  in  his 
Epistle  to  Paulinus,  and  in  the  preface  to  lather; 
as  does  Augustine,  de  Civil.  Dei,  and  de  Dovtr. 
Chiisl.,  and  Origen,  as  cited  by  Eusebius  (Iliit. 
Eccles.  vi.  25),  and  many  others.  Some  modern 
commentators,  both  English  and  German,  have 
objected  to  the  contents  of  the  book  as  improbable ; 
Vmt  if  it  be  true,  as  Diodorus  Sic.  relates,  that 
Xerxes  put  the  Medians  foremost  at  Thermopylae 
on  purpose  that  they  might  be  all  killed,  because 
he  thought  they  were  not  thoroughly  reconciled  to 
the  loss  of  their  national  supremacy,  it  is  surely 
not  incrediljle  that  he  should  have  given  jiermission 
to  Haman  to  destroy  a  few  thousand  strange  [x^oplc 
like  the  Jews,  who  were  represented  to  be  injurious 
to  his  empire,  and  disobedient  to  his  laws.  Nor 
again,  when  we  rememl)er  what  Herodotus  relates 
of  Xerxes  in  respect  to  promises  made  at  banquets, 
can  we  deem  it  incredible  that  he  should  perform 
his  promise  to  lather  to  reverse  the  decree  in  the 
only  way  that  seemed  practicable.  It  is  likely  too 
that  the  secret  friends  and  adherents  of  Haman 

a  There  are  two  Targuiiia  to  Esther,  both  of  Iat« 
iate.     See  Wolfs  Bibl.  Hebr.  pars  ii.  pp.  1171-81. 
b  I>r.  W.  Lee  also  has)  some  remarks  on  the  proof 
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would  be  the  persons  to  attack  the  Jews,  which 
would  be  a  reason  why  Ahasuerus  would  rather 
rejoice  at  their  destruction.  In  all  other  respecta 
the  writer  shows  such  an  accurate  acquaintance 
with  Persian  manners,  and  is  so  true  to  history 
and  chronology,  as  to  afford  the  strongest  internal 
evidences  to  the  truth  of  the  book.  The  casual  way 
in  which  the  author  of  2  Mace.  xv.  36  alludes  to 
the  feast  of  Purim,  under  the  name  of  "  Mar- 
dochaeus's  day,"  as  kept  by  the  Jews  in  the  time 
of  Nicanor,  is  another  strong  testimony  in  its  favor, 
and  tends  to  justify  the  strong  expression  of  Dr. 
I>ee  (quoted  in  Whiston's  Josephus,  xi.  ch.  vi.), 
that  "  the  truth  of  this  history  is  demonstrated  by 
the  feast  of  Purim,  kept  up  from  that  time  to  this 
very  day."  ^ 

The  style  of  writing  is  remarkably  chaste  and 
simple,  and  the  narrativeof  the  struggle  in  Esther's 
mind  between  fear  and  the  desire  to  save  her  people, 
and  of  the  final  resolve  made  in  the  strength  of 
that  help  which  was  to  be  sought  in  prayer  and 
fasting,  is  very  touching  and  beautiful,  and  without 
any  exaggeration.  It  does  not  in  the  least  savor 
of  romance.  The  Hebrew  is  very  like  that  of  Ezra 
and  parts  of  the  Chronicles;  generally  pure,  but 
mixed  with  some  words  of  Persian  origin,  and  some 
of  Chaldaic  affinity,  which  do  not  occur  in  oldei 

Hebrew,    such    as    "T2h?a,    "jV-|2,     I^V^OB, 

t^'^SntC'.  In  short  it  is  just  what  one  would 
expect  to  find  in  a  work  of  the  age  which  the  book 
of  Esther  pretends  to  belong  to. 

As  regards  the  LXX.  version  of  the  book  (of 
which  there  are  two  texts,  called  by  l^r.  Fritzsche, 
A  and  B),  it  consists  of  the  canonical  Esther  with 
various  interpolations  prefixed,  interspersed, «  and 
added  at  the  close.  Kead  in  Greek  it  makes  a 
complete  and  continuous  history,  except  that  here 
and  there,  as  e.  g.  in  the  repetition  of  Mordeeai's 
pedigree,  the  patch-work  betrays  itself.  The  chief 
additions  are,  Mordeeai's  pedigree,  his  dream,  and 
his  appointment  to  sit  in  the  king's  gate,  in  the 
second  year  of  Artaxerxes,  prefixed  [AjX)c.  Esther, 
A.  V.  and  Vulg.,  ch.  xi.  2-xii.  6].  Then,  in  the 
third  chapter,  a  pretended  copy  of  Artaxerxes's 
decree  for  the  desti-uction  of  the  Jews  added,  writ- 
ten in  thorough  Greek  style  [Apoc.  xiii.  1-7] ;  a 
jjrayer  of  Mordecai  inserted  in  the  fourth  chapter, 
followed  by  a  prayer  of  Esther,  in  which  she  excuses 
herself  for  being  wife  to  the  uncircumcised  king, 
and  denies  having  eaten  anything  or  drunk  wine  at 
the  table  of  Haman  [Apoc.  xiii.  8-xiv.  19];  an 
ampHfication  of  v.  1-3  [Apoc.  xv.  1-10,  A.  V.; 
Vulg.  4-19] ;  a  pretended  copy  of  Artaxerxes' 
letter  for  reversing  the  previous  decree,  also  of 
manifestly  (ireek  origin,  in  ch.  viii.,  in  which  Ha- 
man is  called  a  Macedonian,  and  is  accused  of 
having  plotted  to  transfer  the  empire  i'rom  the  Per- 
sians to  the  Macedonians,  a  palpable  proof  of  this 
jwrtion  having  been  com{K)setl  alter  the  overthrow 
of  the  Persian  empire  by  the  (ireeks  [Apoc.  ch. 
xvi.] ;  and  lastly  an  a<ldition  to  the  tenth  chapter, 
in  which  Mordecai  shows  how  his  dream  was  lul- 
fiUed  in  the  events  that  had  hapiiened,  gives  glory 
to  tJod,  and  j)rescribes  the  observation  of  the  feast 
of  the  14th  and  15th  Adar  [Apoc.  x.  4-13].  ITie 
whole  book  is  closed  with  the  following  entry;  — 


the  feast  of  I'urim,  as  well  as  on  other  points  (Inspir. 
of  H   S.  ],.  430  U.). 

Tlic  TarKuni  to  listher  contains  other  copious  em 


•>[  the  liisloricat  cliaracter  of  the  booli  derived  from  [  bcllishments  and  auipliticationg.     [MoRHECAl.] 
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■«  In  the  fourth  year  of  the  reign  of  Ptolemaeus  and 
Cleopatra,  Dositheus,  who  said  he  was  a  priest  and 
Levite,  and  Ptolemy  his  son,  brought  this  epistle  of 
Phurim,  which  they  said  was  the  same,  and  that 
Lysimachus,  the  son  of  Ptolemy,  that  was  in  Jeru- 
salem, had  interpreted  it"  [Apoc.  xi.  1].  This 
entry  vvas  apparently  intended  to  give  authority  to 
this  Greek  version  of  Esthek,  by  pretending  that 
it  was  a  certified  translation  from  the  Hebrew  orig- 
inal. Ptolemy  Philometor,  who  is  here  meant," 
began  to  reign  n.  c.  181.  Though,  however,  the 
interpolations  of  the  Greek  copy  are  thus  manifest, 
they  make  a  consistent  and  intelligible  story.  But 
the  apocrj'phal  additions  as  they  are  inserted  in 
some  editions  of  the  Latin  Vulgate,  and  in  the 
English  Bible,  are  incomprehensible;  the  history 
of  which  is  this:  When  Jerome  translated  the 
book  of  Esther,  he  first  gave  the  version  of  the 
Hebrew  alone  as  being  alone  authentic.  He  then 
added  at  the  end  a  version  in  Latin  of  those  several 
passages  which  he  found  in  the  LXX.,  and  which 
were  not  in  the  Hebrew,  stating  where  each  passage 
came  in,  and  marking  them  all  with  an  obelus. 
The  first  passage  so  given  is  that  which  forms  the 
continuation  of  chapter  x.  (which  of  course  imme- 
diately precedes  it),  ending  with  the  above  entry 
about  Dositheus.  Having  annexed  this  conclasion, 
he  then  gives  the  Procemiuin,  which  he  says  forms 
the  beginning  of  the  Greek  Vulgate,  beginning 
with  what  is  now  verse  2  of  chapter  xi. ;  and  so 
proceeds  with  the  other  passages.  But  in  subse- 
quent editions  all  Jerome's  explanatory  matter  has 
been  swept  away,  and  the  disjointed  portions  have 
been  printed  as  chapters  xi.,  xii.,  xiii.,  xiv.,  xv., 
ivi.,  as  if  they  formed  a  narrative  in  continuance 
of  the  canonical  book.  Tlie  extreme  absurdity  of 
this  arrangement  is  nowliere  more  apparent  than 
m  chapter  xi.,  where  the  verse  (1)  which  closes  the 
whole  book  in  the  Greek  copies,  and  in  St.  Jerome's 
Latin  translation,  is  actually  made  immediately  to 
precede  that  (ver.  2)  which  is  the  very  first  verse 
of  the  Prooemium.  As  regards  the  place  assigned 
to  Esther  in  the  LXX.,  in  the  Vatican  edition, 
and  most  others,  it  comes  between  Judith  and  Job. 
Its  place  before  Job  is  a  remnant  of  the  Hebrew 
order,  Esther  there  closing  the  historical,  and  Job 
beginning  the  metrical  MerjiUoth.  Tobit  and  Ju- 
dith have  been  placed  between  it  and  Nehemiah, 
doubtless  for  chronological  reasons.  But  in  the 
very  ancient  Codex  published  by  Tischendorf,  and 
called  C.  Fii'lerlco-Augustdnus,  Esther  immedi- 
ately follows  Nehemiah  (included  under  Esdras  B), 
and  precedes  Tobit.  This  Codex,  which  contains 
the  apocryphal  additions  to  Esther,  was  copied 
from  one  written  by  the  martyr  Pamphilus  with 
his  own  hand,  as  far  as  to  the  end  of  Esther,  and 
is  ascribed  by  the  editor  to  the  fourth  ceiltury.* 

As  regards  the  motive  which  led  to  these  addi- 
tions, one  seems  evidently  to  have  been  to  supply 
what  was  thought  an  omission  in  the  Hebrew  book, 
by  uitroducing   copious  mention  of  the  name  of 
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c"  He  is  the  same  as  is  frequently  mentioned  in  1 
Mace. ;  e.  g.  x.  57,  xi.  12 ;  of.  Joseph.  Ant.  xiii.  4.  §  1, 
>,  and  Clinton,  F.  H.  iii.  p.  393.  Dositheus  seems  to 
«e  a  Greek  version  of  Mattithiah  ;  Ptolemy  was  also  a 
fommoii  name  for  .lews  at  that  time. 

''  *  The  position  of  the  book  of  Esther  in  the  Vati- 
can manuscript  is  very  different  from  that  which  it 
has  in  the  Vatican,  or  rather,  Roman  editinn  (1587), 
meotioTied  above.  In  the  Vatican  7nanii.irrlpt,  Ezra 
Mid  Nehemiah  (united  in  one  book  as  2d  E.sdras)  are 
immediately  followed  by  the  whole  series  of  poetical 


God.  It  is  further  evident  from  the  other  apoc< 
ryphal  books,  and  additions  to  canonical  Scripture, 
which  appear  in  the  LXX.,  such  as  Bel  and  the 
Dragon,  Susanna,  the  Song  of  the  Three  Chil- 
dren, &c.,  that  the  Alexandrian  .Jews  loved  to  dwell 
upon  the  events  of  the  Babylonish  Captivity,  and 
especially  upon  the  Divine  interpositions  in  their 
behalf,  probably  as  being  the  latest  manifestations 
of  God's  special  care  for  Israel.  Traditional  stories 
would  be  likely  to  be  current  among  them,  and 
these  would  be  sure  sooner  or  later  to  be  connnitted 
to  writing,  with  additions  according  to  the  fancy 
of  the  writers.  The  most  popular  among  them,  or 
those  which  had  most  of  an  historical  basis,  or 
which  were  written  by  men  of  most  weight,  or 
whose  origin  was  lost  in  the  most  remote  antiquity, 
or  which  most  gratified  the  national  feelings,  would 
acquire  something  of  sacred  authority  (especially 
in  the  absence  of  real  inspiration  dictating  fresh 
.Scriptures),  and  get  admitted  into  the  vohnne  of 
Scripture,  less  rigidly  fenced  by  the  Hellenistic 
than  by  the  Hebrew  Jews.  No  subject  would  be 
more  likely  to  engage  the  thoughts  and  exercise 
the  pens  of  such  writers,  than  the  deliverance  of 
the  .Jews  from  utter  destruction  by  the  intervention 
of  Esther  and  !Mordecai,  and  the  overthrow  of  their 
enemies  in  their  stead.  Those  who  made  the  ad- 
ditions to  the  Hebrew  narrative  according  to  the 
religious  taste  and  feeling  of  their  own  times,  prob- 
ably acted  in  the  same  spirit  as  others  have  often 
done,  who  have  added  florid  architectural  orna- 
ments to  temples  which  were  too  plain  for  their 
own  corrupted  taste.  The  account  which  Josephus 
follows  seems  to  have  contained  yet  further  partic- 
ulars, as,  e.  g.  the  name  of  the  eunuch's  sei-vant, 
a  Jew,  who  betrayed  the  conspiracy  to  Mordecai ; 
other  passages  from  the  Persian  Chronicles  read  to 
Ahasuerus,  besides  that  relating  to  Mordecai,  and 
amplifications  of  the  king's  speech  to  Hanian,  &c. 
It  is  of  this  LXX.  version  that  Athanasius  {Pest. 
Epist.  39,  Oxf.  transl. )  spoke  when  he  ascril)ed  the 
book  of  Esther  to  the  non-canonical  books;  and 
this  also  is  perhaps  the  reason  why  in  some  of  the 
lists  of  the  canonical  books  Esther  is  not  named, 
as,  e.  g.  in  those  of  Melito  of  Sardis  and  Gregory 
Nazianzen,  unless  in  these  it  is  included  under 
some  other  book,  as  Ruth,  or  Esdras  <^  (see  Whita- 
ker,  Disput.  on  11.  Scr.  Park.  Soc.  57,  58;  (,'osin 
on  the  Canon  of  Sci\  p.  49,  50).  Origen,  singu- 
larly enough,  takes  a  different  line  in  his  Pp.  to 
Afrlcanus  (0pp.  i.  14).  He  defends  the  canon- 
icity  of  these  Greek  additions,  though  he  achnits 
they  are  not  in  the  Hebrew.  His  sole  argument, 
unworthy  of  a  great  scholar,  is  the  use  of  the  LXX. 
in  the  churches,  an  argument  which  embraces 
equally  all  the  apocryphal  books.  Africanus,  in 
his  Ep.  to  Origen,  had  made  the  being  in  tlie  He- 
brew essential  to  canonicity,  as  Jerome  did  later. 
The  Council  of  Trent  pronounces  the  whole  book 
of  Esther  to  be  canonical,  and  Vatablus  says  that 
prior  to  that  decision  it  was  doubtful  whether  or  no 

books  (as  distinguished  from  the  prnpheticnl).  namely, 
P.salms,  Proverbs,  Ecclesiastes,  Canticles,  ,Job,  WL^dom 
of  Solomon,  Ecclesiiisticus.  Then  come  Esther,  .Judith, 
Tobit,  followed  first  by  the  minor,  then  by  the  greater 
prophets.  (See  further,  under  Bible,  p.  305,  note  o, 
Amer.  ed.).  The  Colex  Friierico-Auguslnniis  is  a  part 
of  the  same  manuscript  as  the  Codex  Sinaiticus,  pub- 
lished by  Tischendorf  in  1882.  A. 

c  "  This  book  of  Esther,  or  sixth  of  Rsdras,  as  it  is 
placed  in  some  of  the  most  ancient  copies  of  the  Vul- 
gate." —  Lee's  Dissert,  on  2d  Esdras,  p  25 
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IMher  was  to  be  included  in  the  Canon,  some  au- 
thors affirming,  and  some  denying  it.  He  after- 
wards qualifies  the  statement  by  saying  that  at  all 
events  the  seven  last  chapters  were  doubtful.  Six- 
tus  Senensis,  in  spite  of  the  decision  of  the  Coun- 
cil, speaks  of  these  additions,  after  the  example  of 
Jerome,  as  "  lacinias  hinc  inde  quorunulam  Scripto- 
rum  tenieritate  insertas,"  and  thinks  that  they  are 
chiefly  derived  from  Jasephus,  but  this  last  opinion 
is  without  probability.  The  manner  and  the  order 
in  which  Josephus  cites  theiu  (Ant.  xi.  C)  show 
that  they  had  already  in  his  days  obtained  currency 
among  the  Hellenistic  Jews  as  jiortions  of  the  book 
of  l<]sther;  as  we  know  from  the  way  in  which  he 
cites  other  ajjocryphal  Ijooks  that  they  were  cur- 
rent likewise,  with  others  which  are  now  lost. 
For  it  was  probably  from  such  that  Josephus  de- 
rived Ills  stories  about  Moses,  alwut  Sanballat,  and 
the  teinple  on  Mount  (Jerizim.  and  the  meeting  of 
the  high-priest  and  Alexander  the  Great.  But 
these,  not  having  hapjjened  to  be  bound  up  with 
the  LXX.,  perished.  However,  the  marvellous 
purity  with  which  the  Heljrevv  Canon  has  been 
preserved,  under  the  providence  of  (jod,  is  brought 
out  into  very  strong  light,  by  the  contrast  of  the 
Greek  volume.  Nor  is  it  uninteresting  to  observe 
how  the  relaxation  of  the  peculiarity  of  their  na- 
tional cliaracter,  by  the  Alexandrian  Jews,  implied 
in  the  adoption  of  the  (ireek  language  and  Greek 
names,  seems  to  have  been  accompanied  with  a  less 
jealous,  and  consequently  a  less  trustworthy  guard- 
ianship of  their  great  national  treasures,  "  the  ora<- 
des  of  God." 

See  further.  Bishop  Cosin,  on  the  Canon  of  Holy 
Script. ;  Wolf's  Bibl.  Iltbr.  ii.  88,  and  ^Jossim ; 
Hotting.  Thesnur.  p.  494;  Walton,  Proler/.  ix.  § 
13;  Whitaker,  Disput.  of  Script,  ch.  viii. ;  Dr.  O. 
F.  Fritzsche,  Zumize  zum  Buch  A'silier  [in  the 
Kurzgef.  exeg.  Hnrulb.  zu  den  Apok.  des  A.  T., 
Ijef.  i.  (1851)]  ;  Baumgarteu,  de  Fide  Lib.  Estherte 
[Hal.  Sax.  1839],  &c.  A.  C.  H. 

*  M.  Baumgarten,  author  of  the  treatise  de  Fide 
JJb.  Estherte.!  &c.,  has  an  excellent  article  on  the 
game  suliject  in  Herzog's  Real-Encyk.  iv.  177- 
185  (1855).  We  make  room  for  one  of  his  sug- 
gestions. In  respect  to  the  omission  of  the  name 
of  God  in  the  book,  he  remarks  that  it  is  the  less 
surprising,  because  it  occurs  in  a  history  which  is 
80  ftiU  of  interpositions,  revealing  the  actual  pres- 
ence of  Him  who  presides  over  the  destiny  of  men 
and  nations,  and  also  the  power  of  that  faith  in  the 
unseen  One,  which  made  the  actors  in  this  drama 
so  hopeful,  enduring,  and  trimnphant.  The  his- 
torical credibility  of  the  events  related  in  the  book 
is  well  attested,  and  at  present  generally  acknowl- 
edged (see  Win.  Bibl.  Realw.  i.  350).  Prof.  Stuart 
says  very  truly :  '•  The  fact  that  the  feast  of  Purim 
has  come  down  to  us  from  time  almost  immemoriiU 
.  .  .  proves  as  certainly  that  the  main  events 
related  in  the  l)Ook  of  Esther  happened,  as  the 
Declaration  of  Independence  and  the  celebration 
of  the  I'ourth  of  .hily  jtrove  that  we  .separated  from 
Great  Britain,  and  became  an  indejwndent  nation. 
.  .  .  The  l)Ook  of  Ksther  was  an  essential  docu- 
ment to  explain  the  feast  of  Purim."  See  his 
Histirry  ami  Defence  of  the  0.  T.  Canon,  p.  357. 
[Purim.]  It  u  interesting  to  ob8er\'e  the  self- 
asserting  character  of  truthfulness  which  the  Script- 
ure narrative  assumes  as  expanded  and  illustrated 
ftx)m  contemporary  sources  in  Dean  Milman's  sketch 
of  the  events  (History  of  the  Jeivs,  i.  472-477, 
Amsr.  ed.). 
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The  later  commentators  or  expositors  are  Ber- 
theau.  Die  Biicher  Esva,  Nechemia  u.  Ester  erk- 
Idrl  (1862,  Lief.  xvii.  of  the  Kuvzgef  exeg.  Handb. 
zum  A.  T. ),  containing,  with  a  commentary,  a  full 
critical  introduction  to  the  book;  Oppert,  Vomm. 
hist,  et  phil.  du  Litre  d'Esther,  d'apri's  la  kcttefe 
des  inscriptions  pjerses  (Paris,  1864),  a  small 
pamphlet;  Chr.  Wordsworth,  T he  Bmtk  of  Esther, 
in  his  Holy  Bible,  inlh  Xotes  and  Jntroductims, 
iii.  367-384  (1860);  and  A.  D.  Davidson,  Lectures, 
Expositm-y  and  Practical,  on  the  Book  of  Esther 
(Min.  1859).  Bishop  Hall  (Contemptaliovs,  Ac, 
bk.  xxi.)  has  five  discourses  founded  on  portions  of 
this  suggestive  history.  Dr.  Thomas  IM'Crie's 
Lectures  an  the  Bwk  of  Esther  (Kdin.  1838),  are 
commended  by  Prof.  Douglas  (art.  Esther  in  Fair- 
bafrn's  Imp.  Bible  Diet.)  for  "  comprehensiveness, 
brevity,  and  raciness." 

On  the  critical  questions  connected  with  the 
book,  and  for  different  opinions  resi)ecting  its  char- 
acter, the  reader  may  further  consult  Hiivemick, 
Handb.  der  Einl.  in  das  A.  Test.  ii.  301  tf.,  trans- 
lated, with  additions  from  other  sources,  in  the 
Christian  Rev.  for  Sept.  1848;  Keil,  Lehrb.  d. 
hist.-krit.  Einl.  u.  s.  w.,  2«  Aufl.,  pp.  408-474; 
Bleek,  Einl.  in  das  A.  Test.  pp.  401-409;  Kwald, 
Gesch.  d.  Volkes  Isr.  iv.  296  ft".  (3*  Ausg.);  Herz- 
feld,  Gesch.  d.  Volkes  Jisrnel,  ii.  1-9  (1855);  David- 
son, Ditrod.  to  the  Old  Test.  ii.  151-173;  and 
Kuenen,  Hist.  crit.  des  livres  de  VAncien  Test, 
trad,  par  Pierson,  i.  523-534.  H. 

E'TAM  (C^^l?  [lair  of  wild  beasts']:  Ahdv; 
[Comp.  'ET£{/i;  Aid.  'HTt£(U:]  Etam).  1.  A  vil- 
lage ("l^n)  of  the  tribe  of  Simeon,  specified  only 
in  the  list  in  1  Chr.  iv.  32  (comp.  Josh.  xix.  7); 
but  that  it  is  intentionally  introduced  appears  from 
the  fact  that  the  numlier  of  places  is  summed  as 
five,  though  in  the  parallel  list  as  four.  The  cities 
of  Simeon  appear  all  to  have  been  in  the  extreme 
south  of  the  country  (see  Joseph.  Ant.  v.  1,  §  22). 
Different  from  this,  therefore,  was :  — 

2.  [AfTOj/;  Vat.i  AiraV,  Alex.  Atravi:  Comp. 
'Et({/x.]  a  place  in  Judah,  fortified  and  garrisoned 
by  Kehoboam  (2  Chr.  xi.  0).  From  its  jwsition  in 
this  list  we  may  conclude  that  it  was  near  Beth- 
lehem and  Tekoah;  and  in  accordance  with  this  is 
the  mention  of  the  name  among  the  ten  cities 
which  the  LXX.  insert  in  the  text  of  .Josh.  xv.  60, 
"  Thecoa  and  Ephratha  which  is  Bethlehem,  Pha- 
gor  and  Aitan  (Ethan)."  Keasons  are  shown  be- 
low for  believing  it  possible  that  this  may  have  been 
the  scene  of  Samson's  residence,  the  cliff  Etam 
teing  one  of  the  numerous  bold  eminences  which 
abound  in  this  part  of  the  country;  and  tlie  spring 
of  En-hak-kore  one  of  those  abundant  fountains 
which  have  procured  for  Etam  its  chief  fame.  For 
here,  according  to  the  statements  of  Joscjjhus  (Ant. 
viii.  7,  §  3)  and  the  Talnnidists,  wera  the  sources 
of  the  water  from  which  Solomon's  gardens  and 
pleasure-grounds  were  fed,  and  Itethlehem  and  the 
Temple  supplied.     (See  Lightfoot,  on  John  v.) 

3.  [AiTciju;  Vat.  -to;';  Comp.  'Hrdp.]  A 
name  occurring  in  the  lists  of  Judah's  descendants 
(1  Chr.  iv.  3),  but  probably  referring  to  the  place 
named  above  (2),  Bethlehem  being  mentioned  in 
the  following  verse. 

E'TAM,  THE  ROCK  (CT;"'37  v'^'Q/.  ^ 
irerpa  "Hri/i,  for  Alex,  see  below;  .Joseph.  Ahiy'- 
Petra,  and  silex,  Etam),  a  cliff'  or  lofty  rock  (such 
seems  to  be  the  special  force  of  Stl(C )  mU-  a  cleft, 


ETHAM 

w  chasm  (^''^p:  A.  V.  "top"),  of  which  Sam- 
son retired  after  his  slaughter  of  the  Philistinas,  in 
revenge  for  their  burning  tlie  Timnite  woman  who 
was  to  have  been  his  wife  (Judg.  xv.  8,  11 ").  This 
natural  stronghold  {irerpa  5'  icrrlv  bxvpa.,  Joseph 


Ard.  V.  8,  §  8)  was  in  the  tribe  of  Judah;  and 
near  it,  probably  at  its  foot,  was  I>ehi  or  Kamath- 
lehi,  and  En-haic-kore  (xv.  9,  14,  17,  19).  These 
names  have  all  vanished ;  at  any  rate  none  of  them 
have  been  yet  discovered  within  that  comparatively 
narrow  circle  to  which  Samson's  exploits  appear  to 
have  l>een  confined.  Van  de  Velde  (ii.  141)  would 
identify  I^hi  with  Lekiyeh,  a  sliort  distance  north 
of  Beer-sheba,  but  this  has  nothing  beyond  its  name 
to  recommend  it.  The  name  Etam,  however,  was 
held  by  a  city  in  the  neighlwrhood  of  Bethlehem, 
fortified  by  Kehoboam  (2  Chr.  xi.  6),  and  which 
from  other  sources  is  known  to  have  been  situated 
in  the  extremely  uneven  and  broken  country  round 
the  modern  Urtas.  Here  is  a  fitting  scene  for  the 
adventure  of  Samson.  It  was  sufficiently  distant 
from  Timnah  to  have  seemed  a  safe  refuge  from  the 
wrath  of  the  Philistines,  while  on  the  other  hand 
it  was  not  t(X)  far  for  them  to  reach  in  search  of 
him ;  for  even  at  Bethlehem,  still  more  distant  from 
I^Philistia,  they  had  a  gairison,  and  that  in  the  time 
their  great  enemy  king  David.  In  the  abun- 
™t  springs  and  the  mmierous  eminences  of  the 
Jistrict  round  Urins,  the  cliff  Etam,  Ramath-lehi, 
ad  En-hak-kore  may  be  yet  discovered.  G. 

E'THAM  [nnW,  from  the  Coptic  atiom, 
'boundary  of  the  sea,"  Jablonski:  Ex.  xiii.  20, 
)6;ifiU,  Alex.  Odo/j.;  Num.  xxxiii.  6,  7,  Bouddy- 
Ztham].     [Exodus,  the.] 

E'THAN  Qn^S  Ifirm,  sironff]:  Taidd,';  [in 
Chr.  and  Ps.,]  AlOdu  [Alex.  Aidav,  and  so  Vat 
ad  Sin.  in  Ps. :]  Ethan).  Tlie  name  of  several 
1.  Ethan  the  Ezrahite,  one  of  the 
iiu-  sons  of  Mahol,  whose  wisdom  was  excelled  by 
olomon  (1  K.  iv.  31).  His  name  is  in  the  title 
Ps.  Ixxxix.  There  is  little  doubt  that  this  is 
he  same  person  who  in  1  Chr.  ii.  6  is  mentioned 
•  with  the  same  brothers  as  before  —  as  a  son  of 
erah,  the  son  of  Judah.  [Darda;  Ezrahite.] 
8ut  being  a  son  of  Judah  he  must  have  been  a 
Serent  person  from 

[In   1   Chr.   vi.,   Aledfi,   Alex.   KiQaV,   xv., 

\10dv,  FA.  in  ver.  17,  hiOafi.]     Son  of  Kishi  or 

tushaiah ;  a  Merarite  I^evito,  head  of  that  family 

the  time  of  king  David  (1  Chr.  vi.  44,  Heb.  29), 

ad  six)ken  of  as  a  "singer."     With  Heman  and 

aph,  the  heads  of  the  other  two  families  of  J^- 

^tes,  Etiian  was  appointed  to  sound  with  cymbals 

17,  I'J).     From  the  fact  that  in  other  passages 

these  books  the  three  names  are  given  as  Asaph, 

leman,  and  Jeduthux,  it  has  been  conjectured 

liat  the  two  names  both  belonged  to  the  one  man, 

^Gt  are  identical ;  but  there  is  no  direct  evidence  of 

this,  nor  is  there  anything  to  show  that  Ethan  the 

singer  was  the  same  person  as  Ethan  the  Ezrahite, 

whose  name  stands  at  the  head   of  Ps.   Ixxxix., 

though  it  is  a  curious  coincidence  that  there  should 

be  two  persons  named  Heman  and  Ethan  so  closely 

connected  in  two  different  tribes  and  walks  of  life. 

3.   [Ai^au;  Vat.  Aidav;  Alex.  Oupi.]     A  Ger- 

shonite  Levite,  one  of  the  ancestors  of  Asaph  the 
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singer  (1  Chr.  \i.  42,  Heb.  27).  In  the  rerersed 
genealogy  of  the  Gershonites  (ver.  21  of  this  cb:^.) 
JoAH  stands  in  the  place  of  Etkui  as  the  son  of 
Zimmah. 


a  There  is  some  uncertainty  about  the  text  of  this 
passage,  the  Alex.  MS.  of  the  LXX.  [in  ver.  8]  ln.sert- 
•ng  the  words  Trapa  tou  x^'Mappo"  i'^V  X«'Mapp<?]i  "^X 


ETH'ANIM.     ^Months.] 

ETHBA'AL  (by^OS  [a-Hh  Baal,  i.  e. 
favored  by  him,  Gesen.]':'  ['U6€^aA\;  Alex. 
Ia/3aaA;  Comp.]  'Efl/SooA;  Josei>h.  '\e6^a\m- 
Ethbanl),  king  of  Sidon  and  father  of  Jc-ebel,  wife 
of  Ahab  (1  K.  xri.  31).  JosefJius  {Ant.  viii.  13, 
§  1 )  represents  him  as  king  of  tlie  Tynans  as  weD 
as  the  Sidonians.  We  may  tlius  idaitify  him  with 
Eithobalus  (El0u>0a\os),  noticed  by  Meiiander 
(Joseph,  c.  Apum.  i.  18),  a  priest  of  Astarte,  who, 
after  having  assassinated  Pheles,  usurped  the  throne 
of  TjTe  for  32  years.  As  50  years  elapsed  betweea 
the  deatlis  of  Huum  and  Pheles,  the  date  of  Eth- 
baal's  reign  may  be  given  as  about  b.  c.  940-908. 

llie  variation  in  the  name  is  easily  ex{>lained : 
Ethbaal  =  itri</j  Baal  [«.   e.  his  help];   Ithoiialus 

C^V^'^^^)  =  Baal  mth  him,  which  is  preferable 
in  point  of  sense  to  the  other.  Tlie  position  which 
Ethbaal  held  explains,  to  a  certain  extent,  the  idol- 
atrous zeal  which  Jezebel  displayed.      W.  L.  B. 

ETHER  (10^  labimJance]:  lOdK,  '\,6ip; 
Alex.  A4)6p  [Alexll  Aflep?],  BeOep;  [Comp.  'Atrep, 
'E9*p;  Aid.  'Mfp,  "Edep:]  Ethtr,  Athar),  one  of 
the  cities  of  Judah  in  the  k)w  country,  the  She/e- 
lah  (Josh.  XV.  42)  allotted  to  Simeon  (xix.  7).  In 
the  parallel  list  of  the  towns  of  Simeon  in  1  Chr. 
iv.  32,  Tochen  is  substituted  for  Ether.  In  his 
Oiiomasticon  Eusebius  mentions  it  twice,  as  Ether 
and  as  Jether  (in  the  latter  case  confounding  it  with 
Jattik,  a  city  of  priests  and  containing  friends 
of  David  during  his  troubles  imder  Saul).  It  was 
then  a  considerable  place  (Kci/jiJi  /xeyia-Trt),  retam- 
ing  the  name  of  Jethira  or  Etera,  very  near  Mal- 
atha  in  the  interior  of  the  district  of  Daroma,  that 
is  in  the  desert  country  below  Hebron  and  to  the 
east  of  Beer-sheba.  Hie  name  of  Ether  has  not 
yet  been  identified  with  any  existing  remains;  but 
Van  de  Velde  heard  of  a  Ttl  Athar  in  tliis  direc- 
tion {Memoir,  p.  311).  G. 

ETHIO'PIA  (2?«  :  Aleionia:  ^Elhiojna). 
The  country,  wliich  the  Greeks  and  Romans  de- 
scribed as  ".Ethiopia  "  and  the  Heljrews  as  "  Cush  " 
lay  to  the  S.  of  l%ypt,  and  embraced,  in  its  most 
extended  sense,  the  modem  Nubi'i,  Sennnar,  Kor- 
dofan,  and  northern  Abymrtiii,  and  in  its  more 
definite  sense  the  kingdom  of  Mei-oe,  from  the 
jimction  of  the  Blue  and  White  branches  of  the 
Nile  to  the  borfer  of  Egypt.  The  only  direction 
in  which  a  clear  boundary  can ,  be  fixed  is  in  the 
N.,  where  Syene  marked  the  division  between 
Ethiopia  and  Egypt  (Ez.  xxix.  10):  in  other  direc- 
tions the  lioundaries  can  be  only  generally  described 
as  the  Red  Sea  on  the  E.,  the  Libyan  desert  on 
the  W.,  and  the  .Abyssinian  highlands  on  the  S. 
The  name  "  Ethiopia  "  is  probably  an  adaptation 
of  the  native  Egyptian  name  "Ethaush,"  which 
bears  a  tolerably  close  resemblance  to  the  gentile 
form  "iEthiops;  "  the  Greeks  themselves  regarded 
it  as  expressive  of  a  dark  complexion  (from  a3f0£», 
"to  burn,"  and  ^(|/,  "a  countenance").  The  He- 
brews transformed  the  ethnical  designation  "Cush  " 


the  torrent,"  before  the  mention  of  the  rock  [iv  t<5 
a-jn)\aCm  'Hroft].  In  ver.  11  the  reading  agrees  with 
the  Hebrew. 
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into  a  territorial  one,  restricting  it,  however,  in  the 
latter  sense  to  the  African  settlements  of  the  Cush- 
ite  race.  [Ccsn.]  The  Hebrews  do  not  appear  to 
have  had  much  practical  acquaintance  with  Ethiopia 
itself,  thougli  the  Ethiopians  were  well  known  to 
them  through  their  intercourse  with  Egypt.  They 
were,  however,  }:)erfectly  aware  of  its  position 
(Ez.  xxix.  10);  and  they  describe  it  as  a  well- 
watered  country  lying  "by  the  side  of"  (A.  V. 
"bejond")  the  waters  of  Cush  (Is.  xviii.  1;  Zeph. 
iii.  10),  being  traversed  t)y  the  two  branches  of  the 
Xile.  and  by  the  Astalioras  or  Tacazze.  The  Nile 
descends  with  a  rapid  stream  in  this  part  of  its 
course,  forming  a  series  of  cataracts:  its  violence 
eeems  to  be  refen-ed  to  in  the  words  of  Is.  xviii.  2, 
"whose  land  the  rivers  have  spoiled."  The  He- 
brews seem  also  to  have  been  aware  of  its  tropical 
characteristics,  the  words  translated  in  the  A.  V. 
"  the  land  shadowing  with  wings "  (Is.  xviii.  1) 
admitting  of  the  sense  "  the  land  of  the  shadow  of 
both  sides,"  the  shadows  falling  towards  the  north 
and  south  at  different  i)eriods  of  the  year  —  a  feat- 
ure which  is  noticed  by  many  early  writers  (comp. 
the  expression  in  Stralx),  ii.  p.  1-33,  a/j.(pi(rKtoi ; 
Virg.  £d.  X.  68;  Plin.  ii.  75).  The  papyrus 
boats  ("vessels  of  bulrushes,"  Is.  xviii.  2),  which 
were  peculiarly  adapted  to  the  navigation  of  the 
Upper  Nile,  admitting  of  being  carried  on  men's 
backs  when  necessary,  were  regarded  as  a  charac- 
teristic feature  of  the  country.  The  Hebrews  car- 
ried on  commercial  intercourse  with  Ethiopia,  its 
"  merchandise  "  (Is.  xlv.  14)  consisting  of  ebony, 
ivory,  frankincense  and  gold  (Herod,  iii.  97,  114), 
and  precious  stones  (Job  xxviii.  19;  Joseph.  Ant. 
viii.  6,  §  5).  Tlie  country  is  for  the  most  part 
mountainous,  the  ranges  gradually  increasing  in 
altitude  towards  the  S.,  until  they  attain  an  eleva- 
tion of  about  8000  feet  in  Abyssinia. 

The  inhabitants  of  Ethiopia  were  a  Ilamitic  race 
(Gen.  X.  6),  and  are  described  in  the  Bible  as  a 
dark-complexioned  (.ler.  xiii.  23)  and  stalwart  race 
(Is.  xlv.  14,  "men  of  stature;"  xviii.  2,  for 
"scattered,"  substitute  "tall").  Their  stature  is 
noticed  by  Herodotus  (iii.  20,  114),  as  well  as  their 
handsomeness.  Not  improbably  the  latter  quality 
is  intended  by  the  term  in  Is.  xviii.  2,  which  in  the 
A.  V^.  is  rendered  •'  peeled,"  but  which  rather  means 
"  fine-looking."  Their  appearance  led  to  their  he- 
tag  selected  as  attendants  in  royal  households  (Jer. 
xxxviii.  7).  The  Ethiopians  are  on  otie  occasion 
coupled  with  the  Arabians,  as  occupying  the  oppo- 
site shores  of  the  lied  Sea  (2  t.'hr.  xxi.  16);  but 
elsewhere  they  are  connected  with  African  nations, 
particularly  Egypt  (I's.  Ixviii.  31;  Is.  xx.  3,  4, 
sliii.  3,  xlv.  14),  I'hut  (Jer.  xlvi.  9),  Lub  and  Lud 
(Ez.  XXX.  o),  and  the  Sukkiim  (2  Chr.  xii.  3). 
They  were  divided  into  various  triljes,  of  which  the 
Sabaeans  were  the  most  powerful.  [Seba;  Suk- 
kiim.] 

The  history  of  Ethiopia  is  closely  interwoven  with 
that  of  ligypt.  The  two  countries  were  not  un- 
frequently  united  under  the  rule  of  the  s.ame  sov- 
ereign. The  first  Egyptian  king  wiio  governed 
Ethiopia  was  one  of  the  Xllth  dynasty,  named 
Osirtasen  I.,  the  Sesostris  of  Herod,  ii.  110.  Dur- 
ing the  occupation  of  ICgypt  by  the  Hyksos,  the 
Xlllth  dynasty  retired  to  the  Ethiopian  capit;»l,  Na- 
^ata;  and  again  we  find  the  kings  of  the  XVHIth 
and  XlXth  dynasties  exercising  a  supremacy  over 
Ethiopia,  and  erecting;  numerous  temples,  the  ruing 
of  which  still  exist  at  Semneli,  Amnd/t,  Soleb, 
AOoosimbel,  and  JeOel  Btrkd.    The  tradition  of  the 
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successful  expedition  of  Moses  against  the  Ethi- 
opians, recorded  by  Josephus  {Ant.  ii.  10),  waa 
doubtless  founded  on  the  general  superiority  of  the 
Egyptians  over  the  Ethiopians  at  that  period  of 
their  history.  The  XXIId  dynasty  still  held  sway 
over  Ethiopia,  as  we  find  Etliiopians  forming  a  por- 
tion of  Shishak's  army  (2  Chr.  xii.  3),  and  his  suc- 
cessor Osorkon  apparently  described  as  Zerah  '•  the 
Ethiopian  "  (2  Chr.  xiv.  9 ).  The  kings  of  the  XX  Vth 
dynasty  were  certainly  Ethiopians,  who  ruled  the 
whole  of  Upper  Egypt,  and  at  one  time  Lower 
lilgypt  also,  from  their  northern  capital,  Xapata. 
Two  of  these  kings  are  connected  with  sacred  his- 
tory, namely,  So,  probably  Seb^ichiis,  who  made  an 
alliance  with  Hoshea  king  of  Israel  (2  K.  xvii.  4), 
and  Tirhakah,  or  Tarcus,  who  advanced  against 
Sennacherib  in  aid  of  Hezekiah  king  of  Judah  (2 
K.  xix.  9).  The  prophets  appear  to  refer  to  a  sub- 
jection of  Ethiopia  by  the  Assyrians  as  occurring 
about  this  period  (Is.  xx.  4),  and  particularly  to 
the  capture  of  Thebes  at  a  time  when  the  Ethi- 
opians were  among  its  defenders  (Nah.  iii.  8,  9). 
We  find,  in  confirmation  of  these  notices,  that 
Esar-haddon  is  stated  in  the  Assyrian  inscriptions 
to  have  conquered  both  Egj-pt  and  Ethiopia.  At 
the  time  of  the  conquest  of  Egypt,  Cambyses  ad- 
vanced against  Meroii  and  subdued  it;  but  the 
Persian  rule  did  not  take  any  root  there,  nor  did 
the  influence  of  the  Ptolemies  generally  extend 
beyond  northern  Ethiopia.  Shortly  before  our 
Saviour's  birth,  a  native  djTiasty  of  females,  hold- 
ing the  official  title  of  Candace  (Phn.  vii.  35),  held 
sway  in  Ethiopia,  and  even  resisted  the  advance  of 
the  Roman  arms.  One  of  these  is  the  queen 
noticed  in  Acts  viii.  27.     [Candace.] 

W.  L.  B. 

ETHIO'PIAN  OCJnS  :  Klelo^:  ^Ethiops). 
Properly  "Cushite"  (.Jer.  xiii.  23);  used  of  Zerah 
(2  Chr.  xiv.  9  [8]),  and  Ebed-melech  (.ler.  xxxviii. 
7,  10,  12,  xxxix.  16).«  "\V.  A.  W. 

*  ETHIOPIAN  EUNUCH,  baptized  by 
the  Evangelist  Philip  on  the  way  between  Jerusalem 
and  Gaza  (Acts  viii.  20  ft".).  [Heth-zuk.]  Wiiether 
he  wa-s  an  Ethiopian  by  birth,  or  a  Jew  who  lived  in 
Ethiopia  (comp.  Acts  ii.  10), has  ijeen  disputed.  The 
sense  of  fdQi6Tuiv  (same  verse)  belongs  jiatiu-ally 
to  At0tov|/,  as  applied  to  the  eunuch,  and  in  tiiat  case 
the  latter  must  refer  to  his  Gentile  extraction.  It 
was  customary  for  proselytes,  as  well  as  foreign 
Jews,  to  repair  to  .Jerusalem  for  worship  at  the 
great  festivals  (see  .John  xii.  20;  Acts  ii.  10).  He 
was  no  doubt  a  eunuch  in  the  strict  im])ort  of  that 
word,  and  not  in  its  secondary  or  official  sense  as 
denoting  a  minister  of  state  or  courtier  merely ;  for 
in  the  latter  case,  ^waarris  which  follows  would 
be  superfluous.  His  office  under  Canoack  (which 
see)  as  treasurer  or  ciiamlierlain  (eVl  irdarii  Tr,s 
yd(ri?)  was  one  of  high  rank. 

The  I'^thiopian  was  reading  one  of  the  most 
remarkable  of  the  Messianic  predictions  when 
Philip  overtook  him.  It  is  not  improliable  that  he 
had  heard,  at  .Jerus:ilem,  of  the  death  of  .)esu<  and 
the  attendant  miracles,  of  the  claim  put  forth  l>y 
the  crucified  one  to  be  the  Messiali,  and  of  the 
existence  of  a  numerous  party  who  acknowledged 
him  in  that  character.     Hence  he  may  have  lieeu 


a  •  In  Acts  viii.  27,  AiSioi/f  is  strictly  "  Ethio|)ian  " 
and  not  "man  of  Ethiopia"  (A.  V.).      See  Candaos. 
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sxamining  the  prophecies  at  the  moment  of  Philip's 
approach  to  him,  with  reference  to  tlie  question 
liow  far  they  had  been  accomplished  in  the  history 
of  the  jjerson  concerning  wliom  such  reports  had 
reached  him.  The  extraordinary  means  which  God 
employed  for  bringing  the  two  strangers  into  con- 
nection with  each  other,  and  the  readiness  with 
which  the  Ethiopian  embraced  the  gospel,  certainly 
indicate  that  his  mind  had  been  sfjecially  prepared 
for  the  reception  of  the  truth.  Tradition  adds  that 
the  eunuch's  name  was  Indich,  and  that  it  was  he 
who  first  preached  the  gospel  in  Ethiopia.  It  is 
certain  that  Christianity  existed  there  at  an  early 
period,  but  its  introduction,  says  Neander,  cannot 
be  traced  to  any  connection  with  his  labors. 

H. 

ETHIOTIAN  WOMAN  (i'T't^S  :  Aldio- 
irlffffa-  ^'Eihiopissa).  Zipporah,  the  wife  of  Moses, 
is  so  described  in  Num.  xii.  1.  She  is  elsewhere 
said  to  have  been  the  daughter  of  a  ilidianite,  and 
in  consequence  of  this  Ewald  and  others  have  sup- 
ix)sed  that  the  allusion  is  to  another  wife  whom 
Moses  married  after  the  death  of  Zipporah. 

W.  A.  W. 

ETHIOPIANS  (C'^3,  Is.  xx.  4;  Jer.  xlvi. 

9;  ''ti7^3  :  AlOioires'-  Ethiopia,  ^thiopes).  Prop- 
erly "Cush"  or  "Ethiopia"  in  two  passages  (Is. 
XX.  4;  Jer.  xlvi.  9).  Elsewhere  "  Cushites,"  or 
inhal)itants  of  Ethiopia  (2  Chr.  xii.  3,  xiv.  12  [H], 
13  [12],  xvi.  8,  xxi.  16;  Dan.  xi.  43;  Am.  jx.  7; 
Zeph.  ii.  12  [Acts  viii.  27] ).     [Ethiopia.] 

W.  A.  W. 
ETH'MA  ('Efl;ut£;  [Vat.  Oo;ua;]  Alex.Nooyuo: 
Xuhei),  1  Esdr.  ix.  35;  apparently  a  corruption  of 
Xebo  in  the  parallel  list  of  Ezra  x.  43. 

ETH'NAN  Cl^n^  [</iA  /"■'■«]:  '^(reaydix:, 
[Vat.  ^evviav  ;  Comp.  'Edviv  ;]  Alex.  EdvaSi : 
Elknan),  a  descendant  of  Judah;  one  of  the  sons 
Df  Helah  the  wife  of  Ashur,  "  the  father  of  Tekoa  " 
(1  Chr.  iv.  7). 

*ETHNARCH    (2   Cor.   xi.   32).      [Gov- 

KKXOIt.  11. 1 

ETH'NI  C^ani:^  [munificent:] :  'Kdavi,  [Vat.] 
Alex.  Mavii'-  Athnnai),  a  Gershonite  Levite,  one 
of  the  forefathers  of  Asaph  the  singer  (1  Chr.  vi. 
41,  Heb.  26). 

EUBU'LUS  (EijfiovKos  [of  good  counsel, 
prwlent]),  a  Christian  at  Kome  mentioned  by  St. 
~aul  (2  Tim.  iv.  21). 

EUER'GETES  {Evepyerris,  a  benefactm- : 
■  ilemwus  Kuevgetes),  a  common  surname  and 
title  of  honor  (cf.  Plato,  Gorg.  p.  506  c,  and  Stallb. 
ad  he.)  in  Greek  states,  conferred  at  Athens  by  a 
pubUc  vote  (Dem.  p.  475),  and  so  notorious  as  to 
pass  into  a  proverb  (Luke  xxii.  25).  The  title  was 
borne  by  two  of  the  Ptolemies,  Ptol.  III.,  Euergetes 
I.,  B.  c.  247-222,  and  Ptol.  VII.,  Euergetes  JI., 
B.  c.  (170)  146-117.  The  Euergetes  mentioned 
in  the  prologue  to  Ecclesiasticus  has  been  identified 
tvith  each  of  these,  according  to  the  different  views 
taken  of  the  history  of  the  book.  [Ecclesia.sti- 
cus:  .Jesus  son  of  Sikach.]  B.  F.  W. 

EU'MENES  II.  (Eu/t€V7js  [well- disposed, 
kiTid]),  king  of  Pergamus,  succeeded  his  father 
Attalus  I.,  B.  c.  197,  from  whom  he  inherited  the 
favor  and  alliance  of  the  Romans.  In  the  war  with 
Antiochus  the  Great  he  rendered  the  most  important 
gen'ices  to  the  growing  republic ;  and  at  the  battle 
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of  Magnesia  (a.  c.  190)  commanded  his  contingent 
in  person  (Just.  xxxi.  8,  5;  App.  Syr.  34).  After 
peace  was  made  (b.  c.  189)  he  repaired  to  Rome 
to  claim  the  reward  of  his  loyalty ;  and  the  Senate 
conferred  on  him  the  provinces  of  Mysia,  Lydia,  and 
Ionia  (with  some  exceptions),  Phrygia,  Lycaonia, 
and  the  Thracian  Chersonese  (App.  Syr.  44;  Polyb. 
xxii.  7;  Liv.  xxxviii.  56).  His  influence  at  Rome 
continued  uninterrupted  till  the  war  with  Perseus, 
with  whom  he  is  said  to  have  entertained  treason- 
able correspondence  (Liv.  xxiv.  24,  25);  and  after 
the  defeat  of  Perseus  (b.  c.  167)  he  was  looked 
upon  with  suspicion  which  he  vainly  endeavored  to 
remove.  The  exact  date  of  his  death  is  not  men- 
tioned, but  it  must  have  taken  place  in  b.  c.  159. 

The  large  accession  of  territory  which  was 
granted  to  Eumenes  from  the  former  dominions  of 
Antiochus  is  mentioned  1  Mace.  viii.  8,  but  the 
present  reading  of  the  Greek  and  I.iatin  texts  offei-s 
insuperable  difficulties.  "  The  Romans  gave  him," 
it  is  said,  "  the  country  of  India  and  Media,  and 
Lydia  and  parts  of  his  (Antiochus)  fairest  countries 
{dich  Twv  KaW.  x'^paii'  avrov)-"  Various  con- 
jectures have  been  proposed  to  remove  these  obvi- 
ous errors ;  but  though  it  may  be  reasonably  allowed 
that  Mysia  may  have  stood  originally  for  Media 

("^DQ  for  """TO,  MichaeUs),  it  is  not  equally  easy 
to  explain  the  origin  of  -xcapau  tV  IfStK-fiv-  It  is 
barely  possible  that  ^lvSiK7]y  may  have  been  sub- 
stituted for  'lojj/iKTjj/  after  MriSiav  was  already 
established  in  the  text.  Other  explanations  are 
given  by  Grimm,  Exeg.  llarulb.  ad  loc. ;  Werns- 
dorf,  Defide  Libr.  Mace.  p.  50  ff.;  but  they  have 
little  plausibility.  B.  F.  W. 

EU'NATAN  {'EvvaTa.v\  Alex.  EXvadaV. 
Ennagam),  1  Esdr.  viii.  44.      [Elxathan.] 

*  This  form  of  the  name  in  the  A.  V.  may  be 
a  mere  misprint  for  E/niatan,  the  readmg  of  the 
Genevan  version  and  the  Bishops'  Bible.  A. 

EUNI'CE  {EvviK-n  [hnppily  victorioml), 
mother  of  Timotheus,  2  Tim.  i.  5;  there  spoken 
of  as  possessing  unfeigned  faith;  and  described  in 
Acts  xvi.  1,  as  a  yw^  'lovSaia  ttktt^.       H.  A. 

EUNUCH  (D'^'ID:  ewoOxos,  e\aSias-- 
spado;  variously  rendered  in  the  A.  V.  "eunuch," 
"officer,"  and  "chamberlain,"  apparently  as  though 
the  word  intended  a  class  of  attendants  who  were 
not  always  mutilated)."    The  original  Hebrew  word 

(root  Arab,  i  ww*«ww,  impotens  esse   ad  venerem, 

Gesen.  s.  v.)  clearly  implies  the  incapacity  which 
mutilation  involves,  and  perhaps  includes  all  the 
classes  mentioned  in  Matt.  xix.  12,  not  signifying, 
as  the  Greek  evvovxos,  an  office  merely.  The  Law, 
Deut.  xxiii.  1  (comp.  Lev.  xxii.  24),  is  repugnant 
to  thus  treating  any  Israelite;  and  Samuel,  when 
describing  the  arbitrary  power  of  the  future  king 
(1  Sam.  viii.  15,  marg.),  mentions  "his  eunuchs," 
but  does  not  say  that  he  would  make  ■'  their  sons  " 
such.  This,  if  we  compare  2  K.  xx.  18 ;  Is.  xxxix. 
7,  possibly  implies  that  these  persons  would  be 
foreigners.  It  was  a  barbarous  custom  of  the  East 
thus  to  treat  captives  (Herod,  iii.  49,  vi.  32),  not 
only  of  tender  age  (when  a  non-development  of 
beard,  and  feminine  mould  of  limbs  and  modulation 
of  voice  ensues),  but,  it  should  seem,  when  past 
puberty,  which  there  occurs  at  an  early  age.  Phys- 
iological considerations  lead  to  the  supposition  that 

«  So  WhistOD,  Joseph.  Ant.  x.  10,  §  2,  not« 
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in  the  latter  case  a  remnant  of  animal  feeling  is 
left;  which  may  explain  I'xckis.  xx.  4,  xxx.  20 
(oomp.  Juv.  vi.  300,  and  Mart.  vi.  07;  I'liilostr. 
ApoU.  Tyiii.  i.  37 ;  Ter.  Kun,  iv.  3,  24),  wliere  a 
sexual  function,  tliou^h  fruitless,  is  implied.  Bus- 
bequius  (A//,  iii.  122,  Ox.  ICGO)  seems  to  ascribe 
the  absence  or  presence  of  this  to  tlie  total  or  par- 
tial character  of  tlie  nuitilation;  but  modern  surgery 
would  rather  assign  the  earlier  or  later  [period  of 
the  operation  as  the  real  explanation.  It  is  total 
among  modern  Turks  (Tournefort,  ii.  8,  9,  10,  ed. 
Far.  1717,  Udlltis  a  Jfeur  de  ventre)\  a  precaution 
arising  from  mixed  ignorance  and  jealous}'.  The 
"  officer  "  Potiphar  (Gen.  xxxvii.  30,  xxxix.  1,  marg. 
"eunuch")  was  an  Egyptian,  was  married,  and 
was  the  "  captain  of  tlie  guard ;  "  and  in  the  .\s- 
syrian  monuments  an  eunuch  often  apjjears,  some- 
times armed,  and  in  a  warlike  capacity,  or  as  a 
scribe,  noting  the  numljer  of  heatls  and  amount  of 
spoil,  as  receiving  the  prisoners,  and  even  as  offici- 
ating in  religious  ceremonies  (l^yard,  Nineveh,  ii. 
324-6,  334).  A  bloated  beardless  face  and  double 
chin  is  there  their  conventional  type.  Chardin 
(Voyages  en  Perse,  ii.  283,  ed.  Amsterd.  1711) 
speaks  of  eunuchs  having  a  liarem  of  their  own.  If 
Potiphar  h:id  Ijeconie  such  by  operation  for  disease, 
by  accident,  or  even  by  malice,  such  a  marriage 
seems,  therefore,  according  to  luistern  notions,  sup- 
posable."  (See  tirotius  on  Deut.  xxiii.  1 ;  comp. 
Burckhardt,  Trav.  in  Arab.  i.  290.)  Nor  is  it 
wholly  repugnant  to  that  barbai'ous  social  standard 
to  think  that  the  prosi)ect  of  rank,  honor,  and  royal 
confidence,  might  even  induce  parents  to  thus  treat 
their  children  at  a  later  age,  if  they  showed  an 
aptness  for  such  preferment.  The  characteristics 
as  regards  l)eard,  voice,  &c.,  might  then  perhaps 
be  modified,  or  might  gradually  follow.  The  Poti- 
pherah  of  Gen.  xli.  50,  whose  daughter  .Joseph 
married,  was  "priest  of  On,"  and  no  doubt  a  dif- 
ferent person. 

The  origination  of  the  practice  is  ascriljed  to 
Semiramis  (Amm.  Marcell.  xiv.  6),  and  is  no  doubt 
as  early,  or  nearly  so,  as  eastern  despotism  itself. 
Tteir  incapacity,  as  in  the  case  of  nmtes.  is  the 
ground  of  reliance  upon  them  (Clarke's  Travels, 
part  ii.  §  1,13;  Busteq.  Kp.  i.  33).  By  reason 
of  tlie  mysterious  distance  at  which  the  sovereign 
sought  to  keep  his  subjects  (Heixxl.  i.  99,  comp. 
Esth.  iv.  11),  and  of  the  malignant  jealousy  fostered 
by  the  deba.sed  relation  of  the  sexes,  such  wretches, 
detached  from  social  interests  and  hojies  of  issue 
(especially  when,  as  commonly,  and  as  amongst  the 
Jews,  foreigners),  the  natural  slaves  of  either  sex 
(Esth.  iv.  5),  and  having  no  prospect  in  rebellion 
save  the  change  of  nia.sters,  were  the  fittest  props 
of  a  government  resting  on  a  servile  relation,  the 
most  complete  upyava  t/JL^f/vxa  of  its  desjxitisni  or 
its  lust,  the  surest  (but  see  Ksth.  ii.  21)  guardians 
(Xenoph.  Cyrop.  vii.  .5,  §  15;  Herod,  viii.  105)  of 
the  monarch's  person,  and  the  sole  confidential 
witnesses  of  his  unguarded  or  undignified  moments. 


a  The  Jewish  tradition  is  that  Joseph  wa«  made  a 
eunuch  on  his  first  introduction  to  E^'vpt;  and  yet 
the  accusation  of  Potiphar's  wife,  his  marriage  and 
the  birth  of  his  children,  are  related  sub8e(iuently 
without  any  explanation.  See  Targum  I'seudojon. 
on  Gen.  xxxix.  1,  xli.  50,  and  the  details  given  at 
xxxix.  13. 

b  Wilkinson  (Anc.  E^^ypt,  ii.  61)  denies  tlic  use  of 
eunuchs  in  Egypt.  Herodotus,  indeed  (ii.  i*2),  con- 
Oims  his  statement  as  regards  Egyptian  uionoganiy  ; 
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Hence  they  have  in  all  ages  frequently  risen  to  high 
offices  of  trust.  Thus  the  "chief"  *  of  the  cup- 
Ijearers  and  of  the  cooks  of  Pharaoh  were  eunuchs, 
as  being  near  his  jierson,  though  their  inferior 
agents  need  not  have  been  so  (CJen.  xl.  1).  The 
complete  assimilation  of  the  kingdom  cif  Israel,  atid 
latterly  «  of  Judah,  to  tlie  neigliboring  models  of 
despotism,  is  traceai)le  in  the  rank  and  prominence 
of  eunuchs  (2  K.  viii.  G,  ix.  32,  xxiii.  11,  xxv.  19; 
Is.  hi.  3,  4;  Jer.  xxix.  2,  xxxiv.  19,  xxxviii.  7,  xli. 
16,  Iii.  25).  They  mostly  appear  in  one  of  two 
relations,  either  military  as  "  set  over  the  men  of 
war,"  greater  trustworthiness  possibly  counterbal- 
ancing inferior  courage  and  military  vigor,  or  as- 
sociated, as  we  mostly  recognize  them,  with  women  1 
and  children.  We  find  the  Ass)Tian  Kal>Saris,  or  1 
chief  eunuch  (2  K.  xviii.  17),  employed  together  ■ 
with  other  high  officials  as  ambassador.  Similarly, 
in  the  details  of  the  travels  of  an  embassy  sent  by 
the  Duke  of  Holstein  (p.  136),  we  find  a  eunuch 
mentioned  as  sent  on  occasion  of  a  state-marriage 
to  negotiate,  and  of  another  (p.  273)  who  was  the 
Meheter,  or  chamberlain  of  Shah  Abbas,  who  was 
always  near  his  person,  and  had  his  ear  (comp. 
Chardin,  iii.  37;,  and  of  another,  originally  a 
Georgian  nrisoner,  who  officiated  as  supreme  judge. 
Fryer  {Travels  in  India  and  Persi'i,  1698)  and 
Chardin  (ii.  283)  descrilie  them  as  being  the  base 
and  ready  tools  of  licentiousness,  as  tyrannical  in 
humor,  and  pertinacious  in  the  authority  which 
they  exercise ;  Clarke  (Travels  in  Kitrope,  &c.,  part 
ii.  §  1,  p.  22),  as  eluded  and  ridiculetl  by  those 
whom  it  is  their  office  to  guard.  A  great  number 
of  them  accompany  the  Shah  and  his  ladies  when 
hunting,  and  no  one  is  allowed,  on  pain  of  death, 
to  come  within  two  leagues  of  the  field,  unless  the 
king  sends  an  eunuch  for  him.  So  eunuchs  nm 
tefore  the  closed  arabahs  of  the  sultanas  when 
abroad,  crying  out  to  all  to  keep  at  a  distance. 
This  illustrates  Esth.  i.  10,  12,  15,  16,  ii.  3.  8,  14. 
The  moral  tendency  of  this  sad  condition  is  well 
known  to  be  the  repression  of  courage,  gentleness, 
shame,  and  remorse,  the  development  of  malice,  and 
often  of  melancholy,  and  a  disposition  to  suicide. 
The  favorable  description  of  them  in  Xeiio|)hon 
(/.  c.)  is  overcharged,  or  at  least  is  not  confirmed 
by  modern  observation.  They  are  not  more  liable 
to  disease  than  others,  unless  of  such  as  often  fol- 
lows the  foul  vices  of  which  they  are  the  tools. 
The  operation  itself,  especially  in  infancy,  is  not 
more  dangerous  than  an  ordinary  amputation. 
Chardin  (ii.  285)  sajs  that  only  one  in  four  sur- 
vives; and  Clot  Bey,  chief  physician  of  the  Pasha, 
states  that  two  thirds  die.  Ilurckhardt,  therefore 
(Nub.  p.  329),  is  mistaken,  when  he  says  that  the 
operation  is  only  fatal  in  about  two  out  of  a  hundred 
cases. 

It  is  probable  that  Daniel  and  his  companions 
were  thus  treated,  in  ftdfiUment  of  2  K.  xx.  17,  18 ; 
Is.  xxxix.  7;  comp.  Dan.  i.  3,  7.  The  court  of 
Herod  of  course  had  its  eunuchs  (Joseph.  Ant.  xvi. 


but  if  this  as  a  rule  applied  to  the  kings,  they  seem 
at  any  rate  to  have  allowed  themselves  concubines 
(V).  181).  From  the  general  beardless  character  of 
Egyptian  heads  it  is  not  easy  to  pronounce  whether 
any  eunuchs  appear  in  the  sculptures  or  not. 

e  2  Chr.  xxviii.  1,  is  remarkable  as  ascribing 
eunuchs  to  the  period  of  David,  nor  can  it  be  doubted 
that  Solomon's  polygamy  niade  them  a  necessary  con- 
sequence ;  but  in  the  state  they  do  not  seem  to  haW 
played  an  importaut  part  at  this  period. 
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8,  §  1,  XV.  7,  §  4),  as  had  also  that  of  Queen 
Candace  (Acts  viii.  27).  ilichaelis  (ii.  180)  regards 
them  as  the  proper  consequence  of  the  gross  polyg- 
amy of  the  East,  although  his  further  remark  that 
they  tend  to  balance  the  sexual  disparity  which 
sucli  monopoly  of  women  causes  is  less  just,  since 
the  countries  despoiled  of  their  women  for  the  one 
purjwse  are  not  commonly  those  which  furnish 
male  children  for  the  other. 

In  the  three  classes  mentioned  in  Matt.  xix.  12 
the  first  is  to  be  ranked  with  other  examples  of 
defective  organization,  the  last,  if  taken  literally,  as 
it  is  said  to  have  been  personally  exemplified  in 
Origen  (Euseb.  Eccl.  Hist.  vi.  8),  is  an  instance 
of  human  ways  and  means  of  ascetic  devotion  being 
valued  by  the  Jews  above  revealed  precept  (see 
Schuttgen,  Ilor.  Ileb.  i.  159).  But  a  figurative 
sense  of  tvvovxos  (comp.  1  Cor.  vii.  32,  -34)  is  also 
possible. 

In  the  A.  V.  of  Esther  the  word  "  chamberlain  " 
rg.  "eunuch")  is  the  constant  rendering  of 

J^^D  '  and  as  the  word  also  occurs  in  Acts  xii. 
I  and  Rom.  xvi.  23,  where  the  original  expressions 
very  ditferent,  some  caution  is  required.  In 
Lets  xii.  20  rhv  iwl  rov  Konwvos  tov  ^aaiXeais 
ay  mean  a  "chamberlain"  merely.  Such  were 
sons  of  pubUc  influence,  as  we  learn  from  a 
Jreek  inscription,  preserved  in  Walpole's  Turkey 
(ii.  559),  in  honor  of  P.  ^Elius  Alcibiades,  "cham- 
berlain of  the  emperor"  {inl  koituvos  SejS.),  the 
epithets  in  which  exactly  suggest  the  kind  of 
patronage  expressed.  In  liom.  xvi.  23  the  word 
iTTtTpoTTos  is  the  one  commonly  rendered  "steward  " 
(e.  //.  Matt.  XX.  8;  Luke  viii.  3),  and  means  the 
one  to  whom  the  care  of  the  city  was  committed. 
For  further  information,  Salden,  Otia  Tkeol.  de 
Eunuchis  [and  Winer's  Realm,  art.  Verschnittene\^ 
may  be  consulted.  H-.  H. 

*  EUNUCH,  ETHIOPIAN.   [Ethioplvn 

Eunuch.] 

*  EUO'DIA.     [EuoDiAs.] 

EUO'DIAS  (EucoSi'a  [Steph., /m,^mn^-  Euo- 
5fa,  Elz.  Griesb.  Lachm.  Tisch.,  with  all  the  uncial 
MSS.,  lirosjyerous]),  a  Christian  woman  at  Philippi 
(Phil.  iv.  2).  The  name,  however,  is  correctly 
Euodia  [as  in  the  Genevan  vers.],  that  being  the 
nominative  case  of  EuooStai'.  The  two  persons 
whom  St.  Paul  there  wishes  to  bring  into  accord- 
ance are  both  women,  referred  to  in  the  following 
verse  by  auTah  and  cuTives-  H.  A. 

*  The  A.  V.  in  Phil.  iv.  3  does  not  bring  out 
this  relation  of  avrais  to  the  previous  names.  In- 
stead of  "help  those  women  which  labored,"  &c., 
the  rendering  should  be  "  help  them,"  i.  e.  the 
women  before  mentioned,  "  which  labored,"  &c. 
The  conjecture  that  Euodia  may  have  taken  the 
name  (note  the  meaning)  on  becoming  a  Christian, 
cannot  be  proved  or  disproved.  Most  of  those  who 
recognize  an  order  of  deaconesses  in  the  primitive 
church,  think  that  Euodia  belonged  to  that  order. 
[Deaconess  ]  H. 

EUPHRA'TES  (iTlS  :  Evcppdrvs'-  Euphra- 
»)  is  probably  a  word  of  Aryan  origin,  the  initial 
aent  being  'm,  which  is  in  Sanscrit  su,  in  Zend 
»,  and  in  Greek  eg ;  and  the  second  element  being 
I'ra,  the  particle  of  abundance.  The  Euphrates  is 
lius  "  the  good  and  abounding  river."  It  is  not 
Bprobable  that  in  common  parlance  the  name  was 
on  shortened  to  its  modem  form  of  Frdt,  which 
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is  almost  exactly  what  the  Hebrew  literation  ex- 
presses.    But  it  is  most  frequently  denoted  in  the 

Bible  by  the  term  "IHSn,  han-ndhdr,  i.  e.  "  the 
river,"  the  river  of  Asia,  in  grand  contrast  to  the 
short-lived  torrents  of  I'alestine.  (For  a  list  of  the 
occurrences  of  this  term,  see  Stanley,  >S.  </  P.  App. 
§34). 

The  Euphrates  is  the  largest,  the  longest,  and 
by  far  the  most  important  of  the  rivers  of  western 
Asia.  It  rises  from  two  chief  sources  in  the  Ar- 
menian mountains,  one  of  them  at  Duiidi,  25  miles 
N.  E.  of  Erzeroum,  and  little  more  than  a  degree 
from  the  Black  Sea;  the  other  on  the  northern 
slope  of  the  mountain  range  called  Alu-Tnyli,  near 
the  village  of  Diyudm,  and  not  far  from  Mount 
Ararat.  The  former,  or  Northern  Euplirates,  has 
the  name  Frdt  from  the  first,  but  is  known  also  as 
the  Kara-Su  (Black  Kiver) ;  the  Latter,  or  Southern 
Euphrates,  is  not  calletl  the  Frdt  but  the  Murcul 
Chai,  yet  it  is  in  reality  the  main  river.  Both 
branches  flow  at  first  towards  the  west  or  south- 
west, passing  through  the  wildest  mountain-dis- 
tricts of  Armenia;  they  meet  at  Kthban-Maden, 
nearly  in  long.  39°  E.  from  Greenwich,  liaving  run 
respectively  400  and  270  miles.  Here  the  stream 
formed  by  their  combined  waters  is  120  yards  wide, 
rapid,  and  very  deep;  it  now  flows  nearly  south- 
ward, but  in  a  tortuous  course,  forcing  a  way 
through  the  ranges  of  Taurus  and  Anti-Taurus, 
and  still  seeming  as  if  it  would  empty  itself  into 
the  Mediterranean;  but  prevented  from  so  doing 
by  the  longitudinal  ranges  of  Amanus  and  Leba- 
non, which  here  run  parallel  to  the  Syrian  coast, 
and  at  no  great  distance  from  it ;  the  river  at  last 
desists  from  its  endeavor,  and  in  about  lat.  36° 
turns  towards  the  southeast,  and  proceeds  in  this 
direction  for  above  1000  miles  to  its  embouchure  in 
the  Persian  Gulf.  The  last  part  of  its  course,  from 
lilt  downwards,  is  through  a  low,  flat,  and  alluvial 
plain,  over  which  it  has  a  tendency  to  spread  and 
stagnate;  above  Hit,  and  from  thence  to  Sumeisat 
(Samosata),  the  country  along  its  banks  is  for  the 
most  part  open  but  hilly;  north  of  Sumeisat,  the 
stream  runs  in  a  narrow  valley  among  high  mount- 
ains, and  is  interrupted  by  numerous  rapids.  The 
entire  course  is  calculated  at  1780  miles,  nearly 
650  more  than  that  of  the  Tigris,  and  only  200 
short  of  that  of  the  Indus;  and  of  this  distance 
more  than  two  thirds  (1200  miles)  is  navigable  for 
boats,  and  even,  as  the  expedition  of  Col.  Chesney 
proved,  for  small  steamers.  The  width  of  tlie  river 
is  gr&atest  at  the  distance  of  700  or  800  miles  from 
its  mouth  —  that  is  to  say,  from  its  junction  with 
the  Kliabour  to  the  village  of  Werai.  It  there 
averages  400  yards,  whUe  lower  down,  from  Werdi 
to  Lamlum,  it  contumally  decreases,  until  at  the 
last  named  place  its  width  is  not  more  than  120 
yards,  its  depth  ha\'ing  at  the  same  time  dimin- 
ished from  an  average  of  18  to  one  of  12  feet. 
The  causes  of  this  singular  phenomenon  are  the 
entire  lack  of  tributaries  below  the  Kluibour,  and 
the  employment  of  the  water  in  irrigation.  The 
river  has  also  in  this  part  of  its  course  the  tendency 
ah-eady  noted,  to  run  off  and  waste  itself  in  vast 
marshes,  which  every  year  more  and  more  cover 
the  alluvial  tract  west  and  south  of  the  stream. 
From  this  cause  its  lower  course  is  continu.ally 
varying,  and  it  is  doubted  whether  at  present,  ex- 
cept in  the  season  of  the  inundation,  any  portion 
of  the  Euphrates  water  is  poured  into  the  Shat-el' 
Ai-ab. 
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The.  annual  inundation  of  the  Euphrates  is  caused 
by  the  melting  of  the  snows  in  the  Armenian  high- 
lands. It  occurs  in  the  month  of  May.  The  rise 
of  the  Tigris  is  eariier,  since  it  drains  the  southern 
flank  of  the  great  Armenian  chain.  The  Tigris 
scarcely  ever  overflows  [Hiudekel],  but  the  Eu- 
phrates inundates  large  tracts  on  both  sides  of  its 
course  from  Hit  downwards.  The  great  hydraulic 
worlis  ascribed  to  Nebuchadnezzar  (Abyden.  Fr.  8) 
had  for  their  great  object  to  control  the  inundation 
by  turning  the  waters  through  sluices  into  canals 
prepared  for  them,  and  distributing  them  in  chan- 
nels over  a  wide  extent  of  country. 

The  Euphrates  has  at  all  times  been  of  some  im- 
portance as  furnishing  a  line  of  traffic  between  the 
liast  and  the  West.  Herodotus  speaks  of  persons, 
probably  merchants,  using  it  regularly  on  their 
passage  from  the  Mediterranean  to  Babylon  (Herod. 
i.  185).  He  also  describes  the  boats  which  were  in 
use  upon  the  stream  (i.  19-1)  —  and  mentions  that 
their  principal  freight  was  wine,  which  he  seems  to 
have  thought  was  furnished  by  Armenia.  It  was, 
however,  more  probably  Syrian,  as  Armenia  is  too 
cold  for  the  vine.  Boats  such  as  he  describes,  of 
wicker  work,  and  coated  with  bitumen,  or  some- 
times covered  with  skins,  still  abound  on  the  river. 
Alexander  apjiears  to  have  brouglit  to  Babylon  by 
the  Euphrates  route  vessels  of  some  considerable 
size,  which  he  had  had  made  in  ('yprus  and  Phoe- 
nicia. They  were  so  constructed  that  they  could 
take  to  pieces,  and  were  thus  carried  piecemeal  to 
Thapsacus,  where  they  were  put  together  and 
launched  (.Vristobul.  ap.  Strab.  xvi.  1,  §  11).  The 
disadvantage  of  the  route  was  the  ditticulty  of  con- 
veying return  cargoes  against  the  current.  .Accord- 
ing to  Herodotus  the  boats  which  descended  the 
river  were  broken  to  pieces  and  sold  at  Babylon, 
and  the  owners  returned  on  foot  to  Armenia,  tak- 
ing with  them  only  the  skins  (i.  194).  Aristobulus 
however  related  (ap.  Strab.  xvi.  3,  §  3)  that  the 
Gerrhseans  ascerded  the  river  in  their  rafts  not 
only  to  Babylon,  but  to  Thapsacus,  whence  they 
carried  tlieir  wares  on  foot  in  all  directions.  The 
spices  and  other  products  of  Arabia  formed  their 
principal  merchandise.  On  the  whole  there  are 
sufficient  grounds  for  believing  that  throughout 
the  Babylonian  and  Persian  periods  this  route  was 
made  use  of  by  the  merchants  of  various  nations, 
and  that  by  it  the  liast  and  West  continually  inter- 
changed their  most  important  products.  (See 
I^ayard's  Nineveh  and  Bnbyhm,  pp.  636-37). 

The  Euphrates  is  first  mentioned  in  Scripture  as 
one  of  the  four  rivers  of  Ixlen  (Gen.  ii.  14).  Its 
celebrity  is  there  sufficiently  indicated  by  the  ab- 
sence of  any  explanatory  phrase,  such  as  accom- 
panies the  names  of  the  other  streams.  We  next 
hear  of  it  in  the  covenant  made  with  Abraham 
(Gen.  XV.  18),  where  the  whole  country  from  "  the 
great  river,  the  river  Euphrates"  to  the  river  of 
Egypt  is  promised  to  tlie  cliosen  race.  In  Deuter- 
onomy and  .Joshua  we  find  that  this  promise  was 
borne  in  mind  at  the  time  of  the  settlement  in 
Canaan  (Deut.  i.  7,  xi.  24;  .losh.  i.  4);  and  from 
an  important  passage  in  the  first  book  of  (chroni- 
cles it  appears  that  the  trilje  of  Keuben  did  act- 
ually extend  itself  to  the  Euphrates  in  the  times 
anterior  to  Saul  (1  Clir.  v.  9).  Hero  tliey  came 
in  contact  with  the  Hagarites,  who  appear  upon 
the  middle  I^uphrates  in  the  Assyrian  inscriptions 
of  the  Liter  empire.  It  is  Dav^id,  however,  who 
seems  for  the  first  time  to  have  entered  on  the  full 
M\joyment  of  the  premise,  by  the  victories  which 
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he  gained  over  Hadadezer,  king  of  Zobah,  and  his 
allies,  the  Syrians  of  Damascus  (2  Sam.  viii.  3-8: 
1  Chr.  xviii.  3).  The  object  of  his  exjjedition  was 
"  to  recover  his  border,"  and  "  to  stablish  his  do- 
minion by  the  river  Euphrates;  "  and  in  this  oliject 
he  appears  to  have  been  altogether  successful :  jn- 
somuch  that  Solomon,  his  son,  who  was  not  a  man 
of  war,  but  only  inherited  his  father's  dominions, 
is  said  to  have  "  reigned  over  all  kingdoms  from 
the  river  (i.  e.  the  Euphrates)  unto  the  land  of  the 
Philistines  and  unto  the  border  of  Egypt "  (1  K. 
iv.  21;  compare  2  Chr.  ix.  2G).  Thus  during  the 
reigns  of  David  and  Solomon  the  dominion  of 
Israel  actually  attained  to  the  full  extent  both  ways 
of  the  original  promise,  the  Euphrates  forming  the 
boundary  of  their  empire  to  the  northeast,  and  the 
river  of  Egypt  {toi-rens  JEyypH)  to  the  southwest. 
This  wide-spread  dominion  was  lost  ujwn  the  dis- 
ruption of  the  empire  under  Kehoboam;  and  no 
more  is  heard  in  Scripture  of  the  Euphrates  until 
the  expedition  of  Necho  against  the  Babylonians 
in  the  reign  of  Josiah.  The  "Great  Kiver  "  had 
meanwhile  served  for  some  time  as  a  boundary  be 
tween  Assyria  and  the  country  of  the  Hittites  (see 
Assyria),  but  had  been  repeatedly  crossed  by  the 
armies  of  the  Ninevite  kings,  who  gradually  estab- 
lished their  sway  over  the  countries  upon  its  right 
bank.  The  crossing  of  the  river  was  always  diffi- 
cult ;  and  at  the  point  where  certain  natural  facili- 
ties fixed  the  ordinary  passage,  the  strong  fort  of 
Carchemish  had  been  built,  probably  in  very  early 
times,  to  command  the  position.  [Oakchemisii.] 
Hence,  when  Necho  determined  to  attempt  the  i)er- 
manent  conquest  of  Syria,  his  march  was  directed 
uixin  "Carchemish  by  Euphrates"  (2  Chr.  xxxv. 
20),  which  he  captured  and  held,  thus  extending 
the  dominion  of  Egypt  to  the  Euphrates,  and  re- 
newing the  old  glories  of  the  Kaniesside  kings.  His 
triumph,  however,  was  short-lived.  Three  yesirs 
afterwards  tlie  Babylonians  —  who  had  inherited 
the  Assyrian  dominion  in  these  parts  —  made  an 
expedition  under  Nebuchadnezzar  against  Necho, 
defeated  his  army,  "  which  was  by  the  river  Eu- 
phrates in  Carchemish  "  (Jer.  xlvi.  2),  and  recov- 
ered all  Syria  and  Palestine.  Then  "  the  king  of 
I'^ypt  came  no  more  out  of  his  land,  for  the  king 
of  Ikbylon  had  taken  from  the  river  of  Egypt  unto 
the  river  Euphrates  all  that  pertained  to  the  king 
of  Egypt"  (2  K.  xxiv.  7). 

These  are  the  chief  events  which  Scripture  dis- 
tinctly comiects  with  the  "Great  Kiver."  It  is 
probably  included  among  the  "rivers  of  Babylon," 
by  the  side  of  which  the  Jewish  captives  "  rcmem- 
l)ered  Zion  "  and  "wept"  (I's.  cxxxvii.  1);  and  no 
doubt  is  glanced  at  in  the  threats  of  .leremiab 
against  the  Chaldoean  "  waters  "  and  "  springs," 
upon  which  there  is  to  be  a  "  drought,"  tliat  shall 
"dry  them  up"  (Jer.  1.  38;  li.  30).  The  fulfill- 
ment of  these  prophecies  has  been  noticed  under 
the  head  of  Ciiald.ka.  The  river  still  brings 
down  as  much  water  as  of  old,  but  the  precious 
element  is  wasted  by  the  neglect  of  man ;  tlie  vari- 
ous water-courses  along  which  it  was  in  former 
times  conveyed  ;ire  dry;  the  main  channel  has 
shnmk;  and  the  water  stagnates  in  unwholesome 
marshes. 

It  is  remark.'ible  that  Scripture  contains  no  clear 
and  distinct  reference  to  that  striking  occasion, 
when,  according  to  profane  historians  (Herod,  i. 
191;  Xen.  Cyrop.  vii.  5),  the  Euphrates  was  turned 
against  its  mistress,  and  used  to  eflfect  the  ruin  of 
Babylon.     The  brevity  of  Daniel  (v.  30,  31)  is  per- 
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>iaps  sufficient  to  account  for  his  silence  on  the 
point ;  but  it  might  have  been  expected  from  tlie 
fullness  of  Jeremiah  (chs.  1.  and  li.)  that  so  remark- 
able a  feature  of  the  siege  would  not  have  escaped 
mention.  We  must,  however,  remember,  in  the 
first  place,  that  a  clear  prophecy  may  have  been 
purposely  withheld,  in  order  that  the  Babylonians 
might  not  be  put  upon  their  guard.  And  secondly, 
we  may  notice,  that  there  does  seem  to  be  at  least 
cue  reference  to  the  circumstance,  though  it  is  cov- 
ert, as  it  was  necessary  that  it  should  be.  In 
immediate  conjunction  with  the  passage  which  most 
clearly  declares  the  taking  of  the  city  by  a  surprise 
is  found  an  expression,  which  reads  very  obscui'ely 
in  our  version —  "the  passages  are  stopped  "  (Jer. 

li.  32).  Here  the  Hebrew  term  used  (nilSiyTa) 
applies  most  properly  to  "  fords  or  ferries  over  riv- 
ers" (comp.  Judg.  iii.  28);  and  the  whole  passage 
may  best  be  translated,  '•  the  ferries  are  seized  "  or 
"occupied;"  which  agrees  very  well  with  tlie  en- 
trance of  the  Persians  by  the  river,  and  with  the 
ordinary  mode  of  transit  in  the  place,  where  there 
was  but  one  bridge  (Herod,  i.  186). 

(See,  for  a  general  account  of  the  Euphrates, 
Col.  Chesiiey's  Euphrates  Expedition,  vol.  i. ;  and 
for  the  lower  course  of  the  stream,  compare  Loftus's 
ChaldcBi  and  Susiari'i.  See  also  Rawlinson's  ffe- 
rodotus,  vol.  i.  Essay  ix.,  and  Layard's  Nineveh  and 
Babylon,  chs.  xxi.  and  xxii.)  G.  K. 

EUPOL'EMUS  {EuTr6\ftJios  [good  in  war]), 
the  "son  of  John,  the  son  of  Accos  "  ('A/c/ccis; 
cf.  Neh.  iii.  4,  21,  &c.),  one  of  the  envoys  sent  to 
Rome  by  Judas  Maccabaeus,  cir.  b.  c.  161  (1  Mace, 
viii.  17;  2  Mace.  iv.  11;  Joseph.  Ant.  xii.  10,  §  6). 
He  has  been  identified  with  the  historian  of  the 
same  name  (Euseb.  Prcep.  Ev.  ix.  17  ff.);  but  it  is 
by  no  means  clear  that  the  historian  was  of  Jewish 
descent  (Joseph,  c.  Apion.  i.  23;  yet  cf.  Hieron. 
de  Vir.  lllustr.  38).  B.  F.  W. 

EUROC'LYDON  (Eupo/c\u5a)i/  [Lachm. 
Treg.,  with  A  B*  Sin.,  EvpaKvKcjv  '■  Euro- 
aquib]),  the  name  given  (Acts  xxvii.  14)  to  the 
gale  of  wind,  which  off  the  south  coast  of  Crete 
seized  the  sliip  in  which  St.  Paul  was  ultimately 
wrecked  on  the  coast  of  Malta.  The  circumstances 
of  this  gale  are  described  with  much  particularity; 
and  they  admit  of  abundant  illustration  from  the 
experience  of  modern  seamen  in  the  Levant.  In 
the  first  place  it  came  down  from  the  island  (kot' 
avrrjs)"  and  therefore  must  have  blown,  more  or 
less,  from  the  northward,  since  the  ship  was  sailing 
along  the  south  coast,  not  far  from  Mount  Ida,  and 
on  the  way  from  Faik  Havkns  toward  Phcenice. 
So  Captain  Spratt,  R.  N.,  after  leaving  Fair  Ha- 
vens with  a  hght  southerly  wind,  fell  in  with  "  a 
strong  northerly  breeze,  blowing  direct  from  Mount 
Ida  "  (Smith,  Voyage  and  Shipwreck  of  St.  Paul, 
1856,  pp.  97,  245  [p.  101,  ed.  of  1866]).  Next, 
the  wind  is  described  as  being  like  a  typhoon  or 
whirlwind  {tv(Pcoi'ik6s,  A.  V.  "tempestuous"); 
tuid  the  same  authority  speaks  of  such  gales  in  the 
Levant  as  being  generally  "  accompanied  by  terrific 
gusts  and  squalls  from  those  high  mountains " 
(Life  and  Epistles  of  St.  Paul,  1856,  ii.  401). 
It  is  also  observable  that  the  change  of  wind  in  the 
voyage  before  us  (xxvii.  13,  14)  is  exactly  what 
might  have  been  expected ;  for  Captain  J.  Stewart, 


«  *  On  the  force  of  (car'  avr^s,  see  addition  under 
CasTK.  H. 
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R.  N.,  observes,  in  his  remarks  on  the  Archipelago, 
that  "  it  is  always  safe  to  anchor  under  the  lee  of 
an  island  with  a  northerly  wind,  as  it  dies  away 
gradually,  but  it  would  be  extremely  dangerous 
with  southerly  winds,  as  they  almost  invariably 
shift  to  a  violent  northerly  wind  "  (Purdy's  Sailing 
Directory,  pt.  ii.  p.  61).  The  long  duration  of  the 
gale  ("  the  fourteenth  night,"  27),  the  overclouded 
state  of  the  sky  ("  neither  sun  nor  stars  apijearing," 
20),  and  even  the  heavy  rain  which  concluded  the 
storm  {rhv  veT6v,  xxviii.  2)  could  easily  be  matched 
with  parallel  instances  in  modem  times  (see  Voy. 
and  Shipwreck,  p.  144;  Life  and  Ej)p.  p.  412). 
We  have  seen  that  the  wind  was  more  or  less 
northerly.  The  context  gives  us  full  materials  for 
determining  its  direction  with  great  exactitude. 
The  vessel  was  driven  from  tlie  coast  of  Crete  to 
Claud  A  (jcxvii.  16),  and  apprehension  was  felt 
that  she  would  be  driven  into  the  African  Syrtis 
(ver.  17).  Combuiing  these  two  circumstances  witii 
the  fact  that  she  was  less  than  half  way  from  I'air 
Havens  to  Phoenice  when  the  storm  began  (ver.  14). 
we  come  to  the  conclusion  that  it  came  from  the 
N.  E.  or  E.  N.  E.  This  is  quite  in  harmony  with 
the  natural  sense  of  EvpaKv\ciiv  \Euroaquik>, 
Vulg.),  which  is  regarded  as  the  true  reading  by 
Bentley,  and  is  found  in  some  of  the  best  MSS. ; 
but  we  are  disposed  to  adhere  to  the  Received  Text, 
more  especially  as  it  is  the  more  difficult  reading, 
and  the  phrase  used  by  St.  Luke  (6  Ka^ov/Mivos 
EupoK\vSaiy)  seems  to  point  to  some  peculiar  word 
in  use  among  the  sailors.  Dean  Alford  thinks 
that  the  true  name  of  the  wind  was  evpaKvKwv, 
but  that  tlie  (.Jreek  sailors,  not  understanding  the 
Latin  termination,  corrupted  the  word  into  evpon- 
\vSwy,  and  that  so  St.  Luke  wrote  it.      [Wixus.] 

J.  S.  H. 

EU'TYCHUS  CeStvxos  [fortunate]),  a 
youth  at  Troas  (Acts  xx.  9),  who  sitting  in  a  win- 
dow, and  having  fallen  asleep  while  St.  Paul  was 
discoursing  far  into  the  night,  fell  from  the  third 
story,  and  being  taken  up  dead,  was  miraculously 
restored  to  Ufe  by  the  Apostle.  The  plain  state- 
ment, jjpOr]  viKp6s,  and  the  proceeding  of  St.  Paul 
with  tlie  body  (cf.  2  K.  iv.  34),  forbid  us  for  a 
moment  to  entertain  the  view  of  De  Wette,  Meyer, 
and  Olshausen,  who  suppose  that  animation  was 
merely  suspended.  H.  A. 

*  In  his  later  editions  (ApostelgescMchte,  1854 
and  1861),  Meyer  discards  his  earlier  opinion,  and 
declares  fully  that  Eutychus  was  killed  by  the  fall, 
and  hence  was  restored  to  life  by  a  miracle.  We 
may  add  that  the  window,  out  of  which  the  sleeper 
fell,  projected  (according  to  the  side  of  tlie  house 
where  the  window  was)  either  over  the  street  or 
over  the  interior  court;  and  hence,  in  eitlier  case, 
he  fell  from  "  the  third  story  "  upon  the  hard  earth 
or  pavement  below.  The  lamentation  of  those  pres- 
ent (dopv^eTadf,  and  see  ^lark  v.  38)  shows  that 
they  considered  him  dead,  which  is  also  the  antith- 
esis suggested  by  ^ajj^Ta  in  ver.  12.  H. 

EVANGELIST.  The  constitution  of  the 
Apostolic  Church  included  an  order  or  body  of 
men  known  as  EvangeUsts.  The  absence  of  any 
detailed  account  of  the  organization  and  practical 
working  of  the  church  of  the  first  century  leaves 
us  in  some  uncertainty  as  to  their  functions  and 
positions.  The  meaning  of  the  name,  "  the  pub- 
lishers of  glad  tidings,"  seems  common  to  the  work 
of  the  Christian  ministry  generally,  yet  in  Eph.  iv. 
11  the  €ua776A(0'TOt  appear  on  the  one  hand  after 
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the  airSffroKoi  and  wpo<pvrai ;  on  the  other  before 
the  voiixfvfs  and  SiSia/coAoi-     Assuming  that  the 
Apostles  here,  whetlier  hmited  to  the   Twelve  or 
not,  are  those  who  were  looked  on  as  the  special 
delegates  and  representatives  of  Christ,  and  there- 
fore higher  than  all  others  in  their  authority,  and 
that  the  prophets  were   men  speaking  under  the 
immediate  inipulse  of  the  Spirit  words  that  were 
mighty  in  their  effects  on  men's  hearts  and  con- 
sciences, it  would  follow  that  the  evangelists  had 
a  function  subordinate  to  theirs,  yet  more  conspic- 
uous, and  so  far  higher,  than  that  of  the  pastors 
who  watched  over  a  church  that  had  been  founded, 
and  of  the  teachers  who  carried  on  the  work  of 
systematic  instruction.     This  passage  accordingly 
would  lead  us  to  think  of  them  as  standing  between 
the  two  other  groups  —  sentr  forth  as  missionary 
preachers  of  the  Gospel  by  the  first,  and  as  such 
preparing  the  way  for  the  labors  of  the  second. 
The  same  inference  would  seem  to  follow  the  occur- 
rence of  the  word  as  applied  to  Philip  in  Acts  xxi. 
8.     He  had  been  one  of  those  who  had  gone  every- 
where, €i'a77eAj^({/iie»'oi  rhv  \6yov  (Acts  viii.  4), 
now  in  one  city,  now  in  another  (viii.  40);  but  he 
has  not  the  power  or  authority  of  an  Apostle,  does 
not  speak  as  a  prophet  himself,  though  the  gift  of 
prophecy  belongs  to  his  four  daughtei-s   (xxi.  'J), 
exercises   apparently   no   pastoral   superintendence 
over  any  portion  of  the  flock.     The  omission  of 
evangelists  in  the  list  of  1  Cor.  xii.  may  be  ex- 
plained on  the  hyiwthesis  that  the  nature  of  St. 
Paul's  argument  led  him  there  to  speak  of  the  set- 
tled organization  of  a  given  local  church,  which  of 
course   presupposed   the  work  of  the   missionary 
preacher  as  already  accomplished,  while  the  train 
of  thought  in  Eph.  iv.  11  brought  before  his  mind 
all  who  were  in  any  way  histrumental  in  building 
up  the  church  universal.     It  follows  from  what  has 
been  said  that  the  calling  of  the  evangelist  is  ex- 
pressed by  the  word  Kripvcrffeiv  rather  than  SiSdff- 
Keiv,  or  TTopa/caXeiv;    it  is  the   proclamation   of 
the   glafl-tidings   to   those  who  have    not   known 
them,  rather  than  the  instruction  and  pastoral  care 
of  those  who   have  believed   and    been  baptized. 
And  this  is  also  what  we  gather  from  2  Tim.  iv. 
2,  5-     llmotheus   is  "  to  preach   the  word;"   in 
doing  this  he  is  to  fulfill  "  the  work  of  an  evangel- 
ist."    It  follows  also  that  the  name  denotes  a  iroric 
rather  than  an  oi-der.     The  evangelist  might  or 
might   not  be  a  bishop-elder  or  a  deacon.       The 
Apostles,  so  far  as  they  evangelized  (Acts  viii.  25, 
xiv.  7 ;  1  Cor.  i.  17 ),  might  claim  the  title,  though 
there  were  many  evangelists  who  were  not  Apos- 
tles.    The  brother,  "  whose  praise  was  in  the  gos- 
pel "  (2  Cor.  viii.  18j,  may  be  looked  on  as  one  of 
St.  Paul's  companions  in  the  work,  and  known 
probably  by  the  same  name.     In  this,  as  in  other 
points   connected    with    the   organization   of    the 
church  in  the  Apostolic  age,  but  Uttle  information 
is  to  be  gained  from  later  writers.     The  name  was 
no  longer  explained   by  the  presence  of  those  to 
whom  it  had  been  specially  applied,  and  came  to 
be  variously  inteqireted.     theodoret  (on  Kph.  iv. 
11)  describes  the  evangeUsts  (as   they  have  l)een 
described  above)  as  travelling  missionaries.     Chry- 
sostom,  as  men  who  preached  the  gosiJel  ^r;  wfpt toy- 
res  navraxov.     The  account  given  by  I'.usebius 
(H.  E.  iii.  37),  though  somewhat  rhetorical  and 
vague,  gives  prominence  to  the  idea  of  itinerant 
missionary   preaching.      Men    "  do   the  work   of 
evangelists,  leaving  tiieir  homes  to  proclaim  ('hrist, 
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ignorant  of  the  faith."  Th(!  last  clause  of  thia 
description  indicates  a  change  in  the  work,  which 
before  long  affected  the  meaning  of  the  name. 
If  the  gospel  was  a  written  book,  and  the  office  of 
the  evangelists  was  to  read  or  distribute  it,  then 
the  writers  of  such  books  were  /car'  f^oxv"  '^^^ 
evangelists.  It  is  thus,  accordingly,  that  Eusebius 
(/.  c.)  speaks  of  them,  though  the  old  meaning  of 
the  word  (as  in  //.  A',  v.  10,  where  he  applies  it  to 
I'ant»nus)  is  not  forgotten  by  him.  Soon  this 
meaning  so  overshadowed  the  old  that  O'^cumenius 
(Estius  on  Eph.  iv.  11)  has  no  other  notion  of  the 
evangeUsts  than  as  those  who  have  written  a  gos- 
pel (comp.  Harless  on  Eph.  iv.  11).  Augustine, 
though  commonly  using  the  word  in  this  sense,  at 
times  remembers  its  earlier  signification  {Sti-m. 
xcix.  and  cclxvi.).  Ambrosianus  (Estius,  /.  c.) 
identifies  them  with  deacons.  In  later  liturgical 
language  the  work  was  applied  to  the  reader  of  tue 
gospel  for  the  day.  (Comp.  Neander,  PJianz.  u. 
Leit.  iii.  5;  Hooker,  £.  P.  bk.  Ixxviii.  7,  9.) 

E.  II.  P. 

EVE  (njn,  i.  e.  Chavvah :  LXX.  in  Gen.  iii. 
20,  Z«ij,  elsewhere  Eua:  Heva),  the  name  given  in 
Scripture  to  the  first  woman.  It  is  simply  a  femi- 
nine form  of  the  adjective  "^H,  limng,  alive,  which 
more  commonly  makes  TX^T}  j  or  it  may  be  re- 
garded as  a  variation  of  the  noun  T^^T^,  which 
means  life.  The  account  of  Eve's  creation  is  found 
at  Gen.  ii.  21,  22.  UjK)n  the  failure  of  a  compan- 
ion suitable  for  Adam  among  the  creatures  which 
were  brought  to  him  to  be  named,  the  Lord  God 
caused  a  deep  sleep  to  fall  upon  him,  and  took  one 
of  his  ribs  from  him,  which  he  fashioned  into  a 
woman,  and  brought  her  to  the  man.  Various 
explanations  of  this  nan-ative  have  been  offered. 
Perhajis  that  which  we  are  chiefly  intended  to  learn 
from  it  is  the  foundation  upon  which  the  unioii 
between  man  and  wife  is  built,  namely,  identity  of 
nature  and  oneness  of  origin. 

Through  the  subtlety  of  the  serpent.  Eve  waa 
beguiled  into  a  violation  of  the  one  commandment 
which  had  been  impo.sed  upon  her  and  Adam.  She 
took  of  the  fruit  of  the  forbidden  tree  and  gave  i» 
her  husband  (comp.  2  Cor.  xi.  3;  1  Tim.  ii.  13, 
14).  [Ai>AM.]  The  different  aspects  under  which 
Eve  regarded  her  mission  as  a  mother  are  seen  in 
the  names  of  her  sons.  At  the  birth  of  the  first 
she  said  "  I  have  gotten  a  man  from  the  Lord," 
["  with  Jehovah,"  i.  e.  his  aid?]  or  perhaps,  "1 
have  gotten  a  man,  even  the  I^rd,"  mistaking  him 
for  the  Redeemer.  When  the  second  was  torn, 
finding  her  hopes  frustrated,  slit. named  him  Abel, 
or  vanity.  [Abel.]  A\'hen  his  brother  had  slain 
him,  and  she  again  bare  a  .son,  she  called  his  name 
Seth,  and  the  joy  of  a  mother  seemed  to  outweigh 
the  sense  of  the  vanity  of  hie:  "For  God,"  said 
she,  "hath  appointed  jie  another  seed  instead  ol 
Abel,  for  Cain  slew  him."  The  Scripture  account 
of  Eve  closes  with  the  birth  of  Seth.  S.  L. 

E'VI  ("'IS  [desire]:  Eu/i  [Vat.  Euti,  and  80 
Alex,  in  Num.:]  J-A'i,  Ilevmis),  one  of  the  five 
kings  or  princes  of  Midian,  slain  by  the  Israelite* 
in  the  war  after  the  matter  of  IJaal-jieor,  and  \vho8f 
lands  were  afterwards  allotted  to  Heuben  (Nun 
xxxi.  8;  Josh.  xiii.  21).     [Midiax.]     E.  S.  P. 

*  EVIDENCE  (Jer.  xxxii.  10  ff.)  means  "hill 
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the  account  of  Jererniab's  fictitious  purchase  of  a 
field.  Tliis  was  a  symbolic  act,  signifying  tbat 
though  the  threatened  desolation  must  come.  God's 
word  of  promise  was  sure,  and  "  houses  and  fields 
and  vineyards  should  again  be  possessed  in  the 
land  "  (Jer.  xxsli.  15).  H. 

E'VIL-MERO'DACH  ("Tn'TP  ^''l^; : 
EuioA/iapcoSe'/c  [Vat.  -ei-],  [Alex.  EveiauapcoSax, 
OuKafiapaSax  i  I'A.  in  Jer.,  OvKeSafxaxap  ;J 
OuKaifxa5dxo.p'j  Abyden.  'AfxiK^apovSoKos'i  J5e- 
ros.  EvetKixapdSouxos-  Evilnicruddch),  according 
to  Berosus  and  Abydenus,  was  the  son  and  succes- 
sor of  Nebuchadnezzar.  We  learn  from  the  second 
book  of  Kings  (2  K.  xxv.  27)  and  from  Jeremiah 
(Jer.  lii.  31),  that  in  the  first  year  of  his  reign  this 
king  had  compassion  ujwn  his  father's  enemy,  Jehoi- 
achin,  and  released  him  from  prison  where  he  had 
languished  for  thirty-seven  years,  "  spake  kindly  to 
him,"  and  gave  him  a  portion  at  his  table  for  the 
rest  of  his  life.  He  reigned  but  a  short  term,  hav- 
ing ascended  the  throne  on  the  death  of  Nebuchad- 
nezzar in  B.  c.  561,  and  being  himself  succeeded 
by  Neriglissar  in  b.  c.  559.  (See  the  Canon  of 
Ptolemy,  given  under  Babylon.)  He  thus  ap- 
pears to  have  reigned  but  two  years,  which  is  the 
time  assigned  to  him  by  Abydenus  {Fr.  9)  and 
Berosus  {Fr.  14).  At  the  end  of  this  brief  space 
Evil-.Merodach  was  murdered  by  Neriglissar  [Nek- 
gal-shakezek]  —  a  Babylonian  noble  married  to 
his  sister  —  who  then  seized  the  crown.  Accord- 
ing to  Berosus,  Evil-Merodach  provoked  his  fate  by 
lawless  government  and  intemperance.  Perhaps 
the  departure  from  the  policy  of  his  father,  and 
the  substitution  of  mild  for  severe  measures,  may 
have  been  viewed  in  this  light.  G.  K. 

*  EVIL  SPIRIT.     [Demon.] 

*  EXCELLENCY  OF  CARMEL,  Is. 
XXXV.  2.  [Carmel,  especially  note,  p.  389,  Amer. 
ed.] 

*  EXCELLENT,  after  the  Latin  excellens, 
has  its  older  sense  of  "surpassing,"  "transcend- 
ent," in  Dan.  ii.  31  ("brightness  .  .  .  excellent") 
and  2  Peter  i.  17  ("excellent  glory").  In  con- 
formity with  that  usage,  we  find  Shakespeare  speak- 
ing of  "  a  grand  excellent  tyrant,"  and  Taylor  of 
"excellent  pain." 

"  Most  excellent "  (KpdriffTos)  as  applied  to 
Theophilus,  Luke  i.  3,  and  to  Felix,  Acts  xxiii. 
26,  is  unquestionably  a  title  of  rank  or  office.  It 
is  the  same  Greek  term  that  the  A.  V.  renders 
"noble"  as  applied  to  Felix,  Acts  xxiv.  3,  and  to 
Festus,  Acts  xxvi.  25.     [Theophilus.]  H. 

*  EXCHANGERS.     [Money-Changers.] 

EXCOMMUNICATION  (i.<popi(rfx6s:  ex- 
communicatio).  Excommunication  is  a  power 
founded  upon  a  rigiit  inherent  in  all  religious  so- 
cieties, and  is  analogous  to  the  powers  of  capital 
punishment,  banishment,  and  exclusion  from  mem- 
bership, which  are  exercised  by  poUtical  and  mu- 
nicipal bodies.  If  Christianity  is  merely  a  philosoph- 
ical idea  thrown  into  the  world  to  do  battle  with 
other  theories,  and  to  be  valued  according  as  it 
maintains  its  ground  or  not  in  the  conflict  of  opin- 
ions, excommunication  and  ecclesiastical  punish- 
ments and  penitential  discipline  are  unreasonable. 
rf  a  society  has  been  instituted  for  maintaining 
iny  body  of  doctrine  and  any  code  of  morals,  they 
are  necessary  to  the  existence  of  that  society.  That 
the  Christian  church  is  an  organized  poUty.  a  spir- 
itual "  kingdom  of  God  "  on  earth,  is  the  declara- 
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tion  of  the  Bible  [Church]  ;  and  that  the  Jewish 
church  was  at  once  a  spiritual  and  a  temporal  or- 
ganization is  clear. 

I.  Jewish  Excommunication.  —  The  Jewish  sys- 
tem of  excommunication  was  threefold.  For  a  fiirst 
offense  a  deUnquent  was  subjected  to  the  penalty  of 

"^^"73  (JVidclui).  Rambam  (quoted  by  Lightfoot, 
fierce  Hebraicce  on  1  Cor.  v.  5),  Morinus  {De 
Paenilentia,  iv.   27),  and  Buxtorf  {Lexicon,  s.  v. 

^•1"^3)  enumerate  the  twenty-four  offenses  for  which 
it  was  inflicted.  They  are  various,  and  range  in 
heinousness  from  the  offense  of  keeping  a  fierce  dog 
to  that  of  taking  God"s  name  in  vain.  Elsewhere 
{Bab.  Moed  Knton,  fol.  16,  1)  the  causes  of  its 
infliction  are  reduced  to  two,  termed  money  and 
epicurism,  by  which  is  meant  debt  and  wanton  in- 
solence. The  offender  was  first  cited  to  api^ear  in 
court,  and  if  he  refused  to  appear  or  to  make  amends, 
his  sentence  was  pronounced  —  "  Let  M.  or  N.  be 
under  excommunication."  The  excommunicated 
person  was  prohibited  the  use  of  the  batli,  or  of 
the  razor,  or  of  the  convivial  table;  and  all  who 
had  to  do  with  him  were  commanded  to  keep  him 
at  four  cubits'  distance.  He  was  allowed  to  go  to 
the  Temple,  but  not  to  make  the  circuit  in  the  or- 
dinary manner.  The  term  of  this  punishment  was 
thirty  days;  and  it  was  ext<»nded  to  a  second,  and 
to  a  third  thirty  days  when  necessary.  If  at  the 
end  of  that  time  the  offender  was  still  contuma- 
cious, he  was  subjected  to  the  second  excommuni- 
cation, termed  C^n  {cherem),  a  word  meaning 
something  devoted  to  God  (I^v.  xxvii.  21,  28 ;  Ex. 
xxii.  20  [19] ;  Num.  xviii.  14).  Severer  penalties 
were  now  attached.  The  offender  was  not  allowed 
to  teach  or  to  be  taught  in  company  with  others,  to 
hire  or  to  be  hired,  nor  to  perform  any  commercial 
transactions  beyond  purchasing  the  necessaries  of 
life.  The  sentence  was  delivered  by  a  court  of  ten, 
and  was  accompanied  by  a  solemn  malediction,  for 
which  authority  was  supposed  to  be  found  in  the 
"  Curse  ye  Meroz  "  of  Judg.  v.  23.    I^astly  followed 

Sn^2l^  {Shammatha),  which  was  an  entire  cut- 
ting off  from  the  congregation.  It  has  been  sup- 
posed by  some  that  these  two  latter  forms  of  excom- 
munication were  undistinguishable  from  each  other. 

The  punishment  of  excommunication  is  not  ap- 
pointed by  the  I>aw  of  Moses.  It  is  founded  on 
the  natural  right  of  self-protection  which  all  socie- 
ties enjoy.  The  case  of  Korah,  Dathan,  and  Abi- 
ram  (Num.  xvi.},  the  curse  denounced  on  Meroz 
(Judg.  v.  23),  the  commission  and  proclamation  of 
Ezra  (vii.  26,  x.  8),  and  the  reformation  of  Nehe- 
miah  (xiii.  25),  are  appealed  to  by  the  Talmudists 
as  precedents  by  which  their  proceedings  are  regu- 
lated. In  respect  to  the  principle  involved,  the 
'•  cutting  off  from  the  people  "  commanded  for  cer- 
tain sins  (Ex.  XXX.  33,  38,  xxxi.  14;  I^v.  x\ii.  4), 
and  the  exclusion  from  the  camp  denounced  on  the 
leprous  (Lev.  xiii.  46;  Num.  xii.  14)  are  more 
apposite. 

In  the  New  Testament,  Jewish  excommunication 
is  brought  prominently  before  us  in  the  case  of  the 
man  that  was  bom  blind  and  restored  to  sight  (.John 
ix.).  "  The  Jews  had  agreed  already  that  if  any 
man  did  confess  that  he  was  Christ,  he  should  be 
put  out  of  the  synagogue.  Therefore  said  his  par- 
ents. He  is  of  age,  ask  him  "  (22,  23).  "  And 
they  cast  him  out.  Jesus  heard  that  they  had  cast 
him  out"   (34,  35).     The  expressions  here  used, 
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airo<rvvay<i)yos  y(vr]Tai  —  i^e^aKov  avrhv  efai, 
refer,  no  doubt,  to  the  first  form  of  exconiniuniea- 
tion  or  nidditi.  Our  Lord  wanis  his  disciples  that 
they  will  have  to  suffer  excommunication  at  the 
hands  of  their  countrymen  (John  xvi.  2) ;  and  the 
fear  of  it  is  described  as  sufficient  to  prevent  per- 
Bons  in  a  respectable  position  from  acknowledging 
their  belief  in  Christ  (John  xii.  42).  In  Luke  vi. 
22,  it  has  been  thought  that  our  Lord  referred  spe- 
cifically to  the  three  forms  of  Jewish  excommuni- 
cation —  "  Blessed  are  ye  when  men  shall  hate  you, 
and  when  they  shall  separate  you  from  their  com- 
pany {a<popi(r<ii(nv),  and  shall  reproach  you  (ovei- 
Sicrwciv),  and  cast  out  your  name  as  evil  (iK^aKou- 
(Tiv),  for  the  Son  of  Man's  sake."  The  three 
words  very  accurately  express  the  simple  separation, 
the  additional  malediction,  and  the  final  exclusion 
of  nuliliii,  cherein,  and  shammutha.  This  verse 
makes  it  probable  that  the  three  stages  were  already 
formally  distinguished  from  each  other,  though,  no 
doubt,  the  words  appropriate  to  each  are  occasion- 
ally used  inaccurately." 

IL  Christian  Excommunication.  —  Excommuni- 
cation, as  exercised  by  the  Christian  church,  is  not 
merely  founded  on  the  natural  right  possessed  by 
all  societies,  nor  merely  on  the  example  of  the  Jew- 
ish church  and  nation.  It  was  instituted  by  our 
Lord  (Matt,  xviii.  15,  18),  and  it  was  practiced  by 
and  commanded  by  St.  Paul  (1  Tim.  i.  20 ;  1  Cor. 
v.  11;  Tit.  iii.  10). 

Its  Institution.  —  The  passage  in  St.  Matthew 
has  led  to  much  controversy,  into  which  we  do  not 
enter.  It  runs  as  follows :  "  If  thy  tirother  shall 
trespass  agauist  thee,  go  and  tell  him  his  fault 
between  thee  and  him  alone:  if  he  shall  hear  thee, 
thou  hast  gained  thy  brother.  But  if  he  will  not 
hear  thee,  then  take  with  thee  one  or  two  more, 
that  in  the  mouth  of  two  or  three  witnesses  every 
word  may  be  estabUshed.  And  if  he  shall  neglect 
to  hear  them,  tell  it  unto  the  church :  but  if  he 
n^lect  to  hear  the  church,  let  him  be  unto  thee  as 
a  heathen  man  and  a  publican."  "  Verily  I  say  unto 
you.  Whatsoever  ye  shall  bind  on  earth  shall  be 
bound  in  heaven,  and  whatsoever  ye  shall  loose  on 
earth  shall  be  loosed  in  heaven."  Our  Lord  here 
recognizes  and  appoints  a  way  in  which  a  member 
of  his  church  is  to  become  to  his  brethren  as  a 
heathen  man  and  a  publican  —  i.  e.  be  reduced  to 
a  state  analogous  to  that  of  the  Jew  sufTeriiig  the 
penalty  of  the  third  form  of  excommunication.  It 
is  to  follow  on  his  contempt  of  the  censure  of  the 
church  passed  on  him  for  a  trespass  which  he  has 
committed.  The  final  excision  is  to  be  preceded, 
as  in  the  case  of  the  Jew,  by  two  warnings. 

Ajxislolic  Example.  —  In  the  epistles  we  find 
St.  Paul  frequently  claiming  the  right  to  exercise 
discipline  over  his  converts  (comp.  2  Cor.  i.  23,  xiii. 
10).  In  two  ca.ses  we  find  him  exercising  this  au- 
thority to  the  extent  of  cutting  oft'  offenders  from 
the  church.  One  of  these  is  the  case  of  the  incest- 
uous Corinthian  :  "  Ye  are  puffed  up,  and  have 
not  rather  mourned,  that  he  that  hath  done  this 
deed  might  be  taken  away  from  among  you.  For 
I  verily,  as  absent  in  body,  but  present  in  spirit, 
have  judged  already,  as  though   I  were   present, 


a  *  On  the  forms  and  degrees  of  Jewish  excommu- 
nication, sec  particularly  Buxtorfs  Lex.  Tatm.  col. 
327-29,  1303-07,  24r)(>-70.  A  tremendous  example  of 
the  chfrem  is  given  (from  Buxtorf)  in  Stuart's  Comm. 
on  Riimnm,  p.  40.3,  2d  ed.  (note  on  Rom.  ix.  3).  The 
uuitheuia  pronoimced  on  Spinoza  by  a  Jewish  tribunal 
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concerning  him  that  hath  so  done  this  deed,  in  tlu 
name  of  our  Lord  Jesus  Christ,  when  ye  are  gath- 
ered together,  and  my  spirit,  with  the  power  of  our 
Lord  Jesus  Christ,  to  deliver  such  an  one  unto 
Satan  for  the  destruction  of  the  flesh,  that  the 
spirit  may  be  saved  in  the  day  of  the  Lord  Jesus  " 
(ICor.  V.  2-5).  The  other  case  is  that  of  Ilyme- 
neus  and  Alexander :  "  Holding  faith,  and  a  good 
conscience ;  which  some  having  put  away  concern- 
ing faith  have  made  shipwreck :  of  whom  is  Hyme- 
neus  and  Alexander;  whom  I  have  delivered  unto 
Satan,  that  they  may  learn  not  to  blaspheme  "  (1 
Tim.  i.  19,  20).  It  seems  certain  that  these  per- 
sons were  excommunicated,  the  first  for  immorality, 
others  for  heresy.  What  is  the  full  meaning  of 
the  expression,  "  deliver  unto  Satan,"  is  doubtful. 
All  agree  that  excommunication  is  contained  in  it, 
but  whether  it  implies  any  further  punishment, 
inflicted  by  the  extraordinary  powers  committed 
specially  to  the  Apostles,  has  been  questioned. 
The  strongest  argument  for  the  phrase  meaning 
no  more  than  excomnmnication  may  be  drawn 
from  a  comparison  of  Col.  i.  13.  Addressing  him- 
self to  the  "  saints  and  faithful  brethren  in  Christ 
which  are  at  Colosse,"  St.  I'aul  exhorts  them  to 
"  give  thanks  unto  the  Father  which  hath  made  us 
meet  to  be  partakers  of  the  inheritance  of  the 
saints  in  light:  who  hath  delivered  us  from  the 
power  of  darkness,  and  hath  translated  us  into  the 
khigdom  of  his  dear  Son:  in  whom  we  have  re- 
demption through  his  blood,  even  the  forgiveness 
of  sins."  The  conception  of  the  Apostle  here  is 
of  men  lying  in  the  realm  of  darkness,  and  trans- 
ported from  thence  into  the  kingdom  of  the  Son 
of  God,  which  is  the  inheritance  of  the  saints  in 
light,  by  admission  into  the  church.  A\'hat  he 
means  by  the  power  of  darkness  is  abundantly  clear 
from  many  otlier  passages  in  his  writings,  of  which 
it  will  be  sufficient  to  quote  Eph.  vi.  12:  "Put 
on  the  whole  armor  of  God,  that  ye  may  be  able 
to  stand  against  the  wiles  of  the  devil;  for  we 
wrestle  not  against  flesh  and  blood,  but  against 
principalities,  against  jx)wers,  against  the  rulers 
of  the  darkness  of  this  world,  against  spiritua] 
wickedness  in  high  places."  Introduction  into 
the  church  is  therefore,  in  St.  Paul's  mind,  a  trans- 
lation from  the  kingdom  and  power  of  Satan  to 
the  kingdom  and  goveniment  of  Christ.  This 
being  so,  he  could  hardly  more  naturally  describe 
the  effect  of  excluding  a  man  from  the  church  than 
by  the  words,  "  deliver  him  unto  Satan,"  the  idea 
being,  that  the  man,  ceasing  to  be  a  sulyect  of 
Christ's  kingdom  of  light,  was  at  once  trausiwiied 
back  to  the  kingdom  of  darkness,  and  delivered 
therefore  into  the  power  of  its  ruler,  Satan.  This 
interpretation  is  strongly  confinned  by  the  terms 
in  which  St.  Paul  describes  the  conmiission 
which  he  received  from  the  Lord  Jesus  Christ, 
when  he  was  sent  to  the  (ientiles  :  "  To  open 
their  eyes,  and  to  turn  them  from  darkness  to  light, 
and  from  the  power  of  Satan  unto  (iod,  that  they 
may  receive  forgiveness  of  sins,  and  inheritance 
among  them  which  are  sanctified  by  iitith  tha'i  is 
in  me"  (.Acts  xxvi.  18).  Here  again  the  act  of 
being  placed  in  Christ's  kuigdom,  the  church,  is 


in  1656  is  another  remarkable  specimen  of  cursinn  In 
the  name  of  religion.  It  has  been  recently  published 
in  the  Siipjilfmenlum  to  the  Works  of  Spinoza  (con- 
taining hitherto  inoditod  treatises)  p.  290  ff.  (Amit 
1862).  A- 
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pronouneed  to  be  a  translation  from  darkness  to 
light,  from  the  power  of  Satan  unto  God.  Con- 
versely, to  be  cast  out  of  the  church  would  be  to 
be  removed  from  light  to  darkness,  to  be  withdrawn 
fiom  God's  government,  and  delivered  into  the 
power  of  Satan  (so  Balsamon  and  Zonaras,  in  Ba^ 
sil.  Can.  7;  Estius,  in  1  Cor.  v.;  Beveridge,  in 
Can.  Apost.  x.).  If,  however,  the  expression 
means  more  than  excommunication,  it  would  im- 
ply the  additional  exercise  of  a  special  apostolical 
power,  similar  to  that  exerted  on  Ananias  and  Sap- 
phira  (Acts  v.  1),  Simon  Magus  (viii.  20),  and 
Elyraas  (xiii.  10).  (So  Chrysostom,  Ambrose, 
Augustine,   Hammond,  Grotius,  Lightfoot. ) 

Apostolic  Precept.  —  In  addition  to  the  claim  to 
exercise  discipline,  and  its  actual  exercise  in  the 
form  of  exconmiunication,  by  the  Aixjstles,  we  find 
apostolic  precepts  directing  that  discipline  should 
be  exercised  by  the  rulers  of  the  church,  and  that 
in  some  cases  excommunication  should  be  resorted 
to  :  "If  any  man  obey  not  our  word  by  this 
epistle,  note  that  man,  and  have  no  company  with 
him,  that  he  may  be  ashamed.  Yet  count  him  not 
as  an  enemy,  but  admonish  him  as  a  brother," 
wTites  St.  Paul  to  the  Thessalonians  (2  Thess.  iii. 
14).  To  the  Romans:  "  ^lark  them  which  cause 
divisions  and  oifenses  contrary  to  the  doctrine 
which  ye  have  heard,  and  avoid  them  "  (Rom.  xvi. 
17).  To  the  Galatians :  "  I  would  they  were  even 
cut  oft'  that  trouble  you"  (Gal.  v.  12).  To  Tim- 
othy :  "  If  any  man  teach  otherwise,  ....  from 
such  withdraw  thyself"  (1  Tim.  vi.  3).  To  Titus 
he  uses  a  still  stronger  expression :  "  A  man  that 
is  an  heretic,  after  the  first  and  second  admonition, 
reject"  (Tit.  iii.  10).  St.  John  instructs  the  lady 
to  whom  he  addresses  his  second  epistle,  not  to 
receive  into  her  house,  nor  bid  God  speed  to  any 
who  did  not  believe  in  Christ  (2  John  10);  and  we 
read  that  in  the  case  of  Cerinthus  he  acted  himself 
on  the  precept  that  he  had  given  (F'.useb.  H.  E.  iii. 
28).  In  his  third  epistle  he  descril)es  Diotrephes, 
apparently  a  Judaizing  presbyter,  "  who  loved  to 
have  the  preeminence,"  as  "  casting  out  of  the 
church,"  I.  «.  refusing  church  conmiunion  to,  the 
stranger  lirethren  who  were  travelling  about  preach- 
ing to  the  Gentiles  (3  Jolin  10).  In  the  addresses 
to  the  Seven  Churches,  the  angels  or  rulers  of  the 
Church  of  I'ergamos  and  of  Thyatira  are  rebuked 
for  "suftering"  the  Nicolaitans  and  Balaamites 
"  to  teach  and  to  seduce  my  servants  to  commit 
fornication,  and  to  eat  things  sacrificed  unto  idols" 
(Rev.  ii.  20).  There  are  two  passages  still  more 
important  to  our  subject.  In  the  Epistle  to  the 
Galatians,  St.  Paul  denounces,  "  Though  we,  or  an 
angel  from  heaven,  preach  any  other  gospel  unto 
you  than  that  which  we  have  preached  unto  you, 
let  him  be  accursed  {avadefia  tffTia)-  As  I  said 
before,  so  say  I  now  again,  If  any  man  preach  any 
other  gospel  mito  you  than  that  ye  have  received, 
let  him  tje  accursed  "  (a^afle/ia  icrrm.  Gal.  i.  8,  9). 
And  in  the  First  Epistle  to  the  Corinthians :  "  If 
any  man  love  not  the  Lord  Jesus  Christ,  let  him 
be  Anathema  Maran-atha "  (1  Cor.  xvi.  22).  It 
has  been  supposed  that  these  two  expressions,  "  let 
him  be  .\nathema,"  "  let  him  be  Anathema  Jlar- 
m-atha,"  refer  respectively  to  the  two  later  stages 
of  Jewish  excommunication  — the  clierem  and  the 
shaniim'tthd.     This  requires  consideration. 

The  words  avadena  and  auid-n/jia  have  evidently 
the  same  derivation,  and  originally  they  bore  the 
same  meaning.     They  express  a  person  or  thing 

•t  apart,  laid  up,  or  devowd.    But  whereas  a  thing 
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may  be  set  apart  by  way  of  honor  or  for  destruction, 
the  words,  like  the  Latin  "  sacer  "  and  the  English 
"devoted,"  came  to  have  opposite  senses  —  rh 
inrriKKorpiaifxevov  0eoC,  and  rh  cupcepicrfxevov 
@e(p.  The  LXX.  and  several  ecclesiastical  writers 
use  the  two  words  almost  indiscriminately,  but  in 
general  the  form  avd,9T]fi,a  is  applied  to  the  votive 
offering  (see  2  Mace.  ix.  16;  Luke  xxi.  5;  and 
Chrys.  Horn.  xvi.  i?i  Ep.  ad  Eom.),  and  the  form 
avaOffia  to  that  which  is  devoted  to  evil  (see  Deut. 
vii.  20;  Josh.  vi.  17,  viii.  13).  Thus  St.  Paul 
declares  that  he  could  wish  himself  an  avddefia 
from  Christ,  if  he  could  thereby  save  tlie  .lews 
(Rom.  ix.  3).  His  meaning  is  that  he  would  be 
willing  to  be  set  apart  as  a  vile  thing,  to  be  cast 
aside  and  destroyed,  if  only  it  could  bring  about 
the  salvation  of  his  brethren.  Hence  we  see  the 
force  of  afddefjM  tffros  in  Gal.  i.  8.  "  Have 
nothing  to  do  with  him,"  would  be  the  Apostle's 
injunction,  "  but  let  him  be  set  apart  as  an  e\'i] 
thing,  for  God  to  deal  with  him  as  he  thinks  fit." 
Hammond  {in  he.)  paraphrases  it  as  follows:  — 
"  You  are  to  disclaim  and  renounce  all  communion 
with  him,  to  look  on  him  as  on  an  excommunicated 
jjerson,  under  the  second  degree  of  exconunujiica- 
tion,  that  none  is  to  have  any  commerce  with  in 
sacred  things."  Hence  it  is  that  a.v6.Qen.a  ecTTca 
came  to  be  the  common  expression  employed  by 
Councils  at  the  termination  of  each  canon  which 
they  enacted,  meaning  that  whoever  was  disobedi- 
ent to  the  canon  was  to  be  separated  from  the 
communion  of  the  church  and  its  privileges,  and 
from  the  favor  of  God,  until  he  repented  (see  Bing- 
ham, Ant.  xvi.  2,  16). 

The  expression  'Avdde/xa  fiapavaOd,  as  it  stands 
by  itself  without  explanation  in  1  Cor.  xvi.  22,  is 
so  peculiar,  that  it  has  tempted  a  numljer  of  in- 
genious expositions.    Parkhurst  hesitatingly  derives 

it  from  nnS  D~ina,  "  Cursed  be  thou."     But 
T  -         T  -:  t' 

this  derivation  is  not  tenable.     Buxtorf,  Morinus, 

Hammond,  Bingham,  and  others  identify  it  with 

the  Jewish  shammatha.    They  do  so  by  translating 

shammdtkd,  "  The  Lord  comes."     But  shammdthd 

cannot  be  made  to  mean  "The  I^ord  comes"  (see 

Lightfoot,  in  he).    Several  fanciful  derivations  are 

given  by  Rabbinical  writers,  as  "  There  is  death," 

"  There  is  desolation;  "  but  there  is  no  mention  by 

them  of  such  a  signification  as  "  The  Lord  comes." 

Lightfoot  derives  it  from  n^tt7,  and  it  probably 

means  a  thing  excluded  or  shut  out.  Maranatha, 
however  peculiar  its  use  in  the  text  may  seem  to 
us,  is  a  Syro-Chaldaic  expression,  signifying  "  The 
IjoxA  is  come  "  (Chrysostom,  Jerome,  I-stius,  Light- 
foot), or  "  The  Ix)rd  cometh."  If  we  take  the  for- 
mer meaning,  we  may  regard  it  as  giving  the  reason 
why  the  offender  was  to  be  anathematized ;  if  the 
latter,  it  would  either  imply  that  the  separation 
was  to  be  in  perpetuity,  "  donee  Dominus  redeat " 
(Augustine),  or,  more  properly,  it  would  be  a  form 
of  solemn  appeal  to  the  day  on  which  the  judgment 
shoidd  be  ratified  by  the  Lord  (comp.  Jude  14). 
In  any  case,  it  is  a  strengthened  form  of  the  simple 
avdde/ia  ((rroo.  And  thus  it  may  be  regarded  as 
holding  towards  it  a  similiu-  relation  to  that  which 
existed  between  the  shammdthd  and  the  cherem. 
but  not  on  any  supposed  ground  of  etymological 
identity  between  the  two  words  shammdthd  and 
maran-dtha.  Perhaps  we  ought  to  interpunctuate 
more  strongly  between  avade/ia  and  fiapavadd,  and 
read  firu  avdOefta-  fxapai/adi,  »•  e.  "  Let  him  be 
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aDatliema.  The  I^rd  will  come."  The  anathema 
and  the  clierem  answer  very  exactly  to  each  other 
(see  I>ev.  xxvii.  28;  Num.  xxi.  3;  Is.  xliii.  28). 

Restoration  to  Communion Two  cases  of  ex- 
communication are  related  in  Holy  Scripture;  and 
in  one  of  them  the  restitution  of  the  offender  is 
specially  recounted.  The  incestuous  Corinthian 
had  been  excommunicated  by  the  authority  of 
St.  Paul,  who  had  issued  his  sentence  from  a  dis- 
tance without  any  consultation  with  the  Corinthi- 
ans. He  had  required  them  publicly  to  promul- 
gate it  and  to  act  upon  it.  They  had  done  so. 
The  offender  hat!  been  brought  to  ref)entance,  and 
was  overwhelmed  with  grief.  Hereupon  St.  Paul, 
still  absent  as  ttefore,  forbids  the  further  infliction 
of  the  punishment,  pronounces  the  forgiveness  of 
the  penitent,  and  exhorts  the  Corinthians  to  re- 
ceive him  b.'Uik  to  communion,  and  to  confirm  their 
love  towards  him. 

The  N'lture  of  Excommunication  is  made  more 
evident  by  these  acts  of  St.  Paul  than  by  any  in- 
vestigation of  Jewish  practice  or  of  the  etymology 
of  words.  We  thus  find,  (1)  that  it  is  a  spiritual 
penalty,  involving  no  temporal  punishment,  except 
accidentally;  (2)  that  it  consists  in  separation  from 
the  communion  of  the  church;  (3)  that  its  object 
is  the  good  of  the  sufferer  (1  Cor.  v.  5),  and  the 
protection  of  the  sound  members  of  the  church 
(2  Tim.  iii.  17);  (4)  that  its  subjects  are  those  who 
are  guilty  of  heresy  (1  Tim.  i.  20),  or  gross  inmio- 
rality  (1  (,'or.  v.  1);  (5)  that  it  is  inflicted  by  the 
authority  of  the  church  at  large  (Jlatt.  xviii.  18), 
wielded  by  the  highest  ecclesiastical  officer  (1  Cor. 
V.  3;  Tit.  iii.  10);  (6)  that  this  officer's  sentence 
is  promulgated  by  the  congregation  to  which  the 
offender  belongs  (1  Cor.  v.  4),  in  deference  to  his 
superior  judgment  and  command  (2  Cor.  ii.  9), 
and  in  spite  of  any  opposition  on  the  part  of  a 
minority  {ib.  G);  (7)  that  the  exclusion  may  be  of 
indefinite  duration,  or  for  a  period;  (8)  that  its 
duration  may  be  abridged  at  the  discretion  and  by 
the  indulgence  of  the  person  who  has  imposed  the 
penalty  {ib.  8);  (9)  that  penitence  is  the  condition 
on  which  restoration  to  communion  is  granted  {ih. 
7);  (10)  that  the  sentence  is  to  be  publicly  reversed 
as  it  was  publicly  promulgated  {ib.  10). 

Practice  of  Excommunication  in  the  Posl-Apos- 
tolic  Church.  —  The  first  step  was  an  admonition 
to  the  offender,  rei)eated  once,  or  even  more  than 
once,  in  accordance  with  St.  Paul's  precept  (Tit. 
iii.  10).  (See  S.  Ambr.  De  Offic.  ii.  27;  Prosfjer, 
De  Vit.  Contempl.  ii.  7;  SjTiesius,  Ep.  Iviii.)  If 
this  did  not  reclaim  him,  it  was  succeeded  t>y  the 
lesser  excommunication  (a<l)opi<rfx6i),  by  whicli  he 
was  excluded  from  the  participation  of  the  eucha- 
rist,  and  was  shut  out  from  the  communion-service, 
although  admitted  to  what  was  called  the  service 
of  the  catechumens  (see  Theodoret,  Ep.  Ixxvii. 
ad  Evl'iL).  Thirdly  followed  the  greater  excom- 
munication or  Anathema  {iravTfK^js  a.<popi(Tn6's, 
itvadf/jLa),  by  which  the  offijnder  was  debarred,  not 
only  from  the  eucharist,  but  from  taking  part  in 
all  religious  acts  in  any  as,sembly  of  the  church, 
and  from  the  company  of  the  faithful  in  the  ordi- 
nary concerns  of  life.  In  case  of  submission,  offend- 
ers were  received  back  to  conununion  by  going 
through  the  four  stages  of  public  jienance,  in  which 
they  were  termed,  (1)  irpo<TK\alovT(s,  Jtentes,  or 
weepers;  (2)  iKpowfievoi,  aitdientet,  or  hearers; 
(3)  uiroTri'jTTOj'Tes,  sndstrati,  or  kneelers:  (4)  (tvv 
ecTTwres,  '■'mgistenfcg,  or  co-standers;  after  which 
they  were  restored  to  communion  by  absolution, 
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accompanied  by  imposition  of  hands.  To  trace  ouj 
this  branch  of  the  subject  more  minutely  would 
carry  us  beyond  our  legitimate  sphere.  Reference 
may  be  made  to  Suicer's  Thesawus  Eccledasti- 
cus,  a.  vv.  irpScrKXavaii,  aKpSatrts,  xmSirraiais, 
(Tvaraais. 
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746,  Ivond.  1684;  Bingham,  Antiquities  of  the 
Christian  Church,  books  xvi.,  xviii.,  Lond.  1862; 
Marshall,  Penitential  Discipline  of  the  Primitive 
Church,  Oxf.  1844;  Thorndike,  The  Church's 
Power  of  Exconimunication,  as  found  in  Script- 
ure;  Works,  vi.  21  (see  also  i.  55,  ii.  157),  Oxf. 
1856 ;  Waterland,  No  Communion  with  Impnf/ners 
of  Fundamentals ;  Works,  iii.  456,  Oxf.  1843 ; 
Hey,  Lectures  in  Dirinily,  On  Art.  xxxiii.,  Camb. 
1822;  Palmer,  Treatise  on  the  Church,  ii.  224, 
I>ond.  1842;  Browne,  Exposition  of  the  Ai-ticles, 
On  Art.  xxxiii.,  Lond.  1863.  F.  M. 

EXECUTIONER  (nS^:  ffwtKovXdToip). 
The  Hebrew  tabbach  describes  in  the  first  instance 
the  office  of  executioner,  and  secondarily,  the  gen- 
eral duties  of  the  body-guard  of  a  monarch.  Thus 
Potiphar  was  "captain  of  the  executioners"  (Gen. 
xxxvii.  36;  see  margin),  and  had  his  official  resi- 
dence at  the  public  jail  (Gen.  xl.  -'J).  Nebuzara- 
dan  (2  K.  xxv.  8;  Jer.  xxxix.  9)  and  Arioch  (Dan. 
ii.  14)  held  the  same  office.  That  the  "captain 
of  the  guard  "  himself  occasionally  })erformed  the 
duty  of  an  executioner  appears  from  1  K.  ii.  25, 
34.  Nevertheless  the  post  was  one  of  high  dig- 
nity, and  something  bejond  the  present  jwsition 
of  the  zdbit  of  modern  Egypt  (comp.  I^ane,  i.  163), 
with  which  Wilkinson  (ii.  45)  compares  it.  It  is 
still  not  unusual  for  officers  of  high  rank  to  inflict 
corjwral  punishment  with  their  own  hands  (Wilkin- 
son, ii.  43).  The  LXX.  takes  the  word  in  its  orig- 
inal sense  (cf.  1  Sam.  ix.  23),  and  terms  Potiphar 
chief-cook,  apxtfidyetpos- 

The  Greek  (ntiKovXaToip  (.Mark  vi.  27)  is  bor- 
rowed from  the  Latin  speculator ;  originally  a 
military  spy  or  scout,  but  under  the  emperors 
transferred  to  the  bocly-yuard,  from  the  vigilance 
which  their  office  demanded  (Tac.  JJist.  ii.  11; 
Suet.  Claud.  35).  W.  L.  B. 

EXILE.     [Captivity.] 

EX'ODUS   (.ri^7lP  n^S^  being  the  first 

words  of  the  book,  or  abbr.  miStt'' ;  in  the  Ma- 

sora  to  Gen.  xxiv.  8  called  ^^p''T3,  see  Buxt.  Lex. 
Talm.  col.  1325:  "'E|o5os:  Exodus),  the  second 
book  of  the  I.«aw  or  Pentateuch. 

A.  Contents.  —  The  book  may  be  divided  into 
two  principal  parts,  I.  Historical,  i.  1-xviii.  27; 
and  II.  I^egislative,  xix.  1-xl.  38.  The  former  of 
these  may  lie  sjibdivided  into  (1)  the  preparation 
for  the  deliverance  of  Israel  from  their  bondage  in 
Kgypt;  (2)  the  accomplishment  of  that  deliver- 
ance. 

I.  (1.)  The  first  section  (i.  1-xii.  36)  contains 
an  account  of  the  following  particulars :  The 
great  increase  of  Jacob's  posterity  in  the  land  of 
ligypt,  and  their  o[)pression  under  a  new  dynasty, 
which  occupied  the  throne  after  the  death  of  Joseph 
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^ch.  i.);  the  birth,  education,  and  flight  of  Moses 
(ii. ) ;  his  solemn  call  to  be  the  deliverer  of  his  people 
(iii.  1-iv.  17),  and  his  return  to  Egypt  in  conse- 
quence (iv.  18-31);  his  first  ineffectual  attempt  to 
prevail  upon  Pharaoh  to  let  the  Israelites  go,  which 
only  resulted  in  an  increase  of  their  burdens  (v.  1- 
21);  a  further  preparation  of  Moses  and  Aaron  for 
their  office,  together  with  the  account  of  their  gene- 
alogies (v.  22-vii.  7);  the  successive  signs  and 
wonders,  by  means  of  which  the  deliverance  of  Is- 
rael from  the  land  of  bondage  is  at  length  accom- 
pUshed,  and  the  institution  of  the  Passover  (vii. 
8-xii.  36). 

(2.)  A  narrative  of  events  from  the  departure 
out  of  Egypt  to  the  arrival  of  the  Israelites  at 
Mount  Sinai.  We  have  in  this  section  (a.)  the 
departure  and  (mentioned  in  connection  with  it)  the 
injunctions  then  given  respecting  tlie  Passover  and 
the  sanctification  of  the  first-born  (xii.  37-xiii.  16); 
the  march  to  the  Ked  Sea,  the  passage  through  it, 
and  the  destruction  of  Pharaoh  and  his  host  in  the 
midst  of  the  sea,  together  with  Moses'  song  of 
triumph  on  the  occasion  (xiii.  17-xv.  21);  (6.) 
the  principal  events  on  the  journey  from  the  Ked 
Sea  to  Sinai,  the  bitter  waters  at  !Marah,  the  giving 
of  quails  and  of  the  manna,  the  observance  of  the 
Sabbath,  the  miraculous  supply  of  water  from  the 
rock  at  Hephidim,  and  the  battle  there  with  the 
Amalekites  (xv.  22-xvii.  16 ) ;  the  arrival  of  Jethro 
in  the  Israelitish  camp,  and  his  advice  as  to  the 
civil  government  of  the  people  (xviii.). 

II.  The  solemn  establishment  of  the  Theocracy 
on  Mount  Sinai.  The  people  are  set  apart  to  God 
as  "a  kingdom  of  priests  and  an  holy  nation  "  (xix. 
6);  the  ten  commandments  are  given,  and  the  laws 
which  are  to  regulate  the  social  life  of  the  people 
are  enacted  (xxi.  1-xxiii.  19);  an  Angel  is  promised 
as  their  guide  to  the  Promised  Land,  and  the  cov- 
enant between  God  and  Moses,  Nadab  and  Abihu, 
and  seventy  elders,  as  the  representatives  of  the 
people,  is  most  solemnly  ratified  (xxiii.  20-xxiv.  18) ; 
instructions  are  given  respecting  the  tabernacle,  the 
ark,  the  mercy-seat,  the  altar  of  burnt^offering, 
the  separation  of  Aaron  and  his  sons  for  the  priest's 
office,  the  vestments  which  they  are  to  wear,  the 
ceremonies  to  be  observed  at  their  consecration,  the 
altar  of  incense,  the  laver,  the  holy  oil,  the  selec- 
tion of  Ifezaleel  and  Aholiab  for  the  work  of  the 
tabernacle,  the  observance  of  the  Sabbath,  and  the 
delivery  of  the  two  tables  of  the  I^w  into  the 
hands  of  Moses  (xxv.  1-xxxi.  18);  the  sin  of  the 
people  in  the  matter  of  the  golden  calf,  their  re- 
jection in  consequence,  and  their  restoration  to 
God's  favor  at  the  intercession  of  Moses  (xxxii.  1- 
xxxiv.  .35);  lastly,  the  construction  of  the  taber- 
nacle, and  all  pertaining  to  its  service  in  accordance 
with  the  injunctions  previously  given  (xxxv.  1-xl. 
38). 

This  book,  in  short,  gives  a  sketch  of  the  early 
history  of  Israel  as  a  nation :  and  the  history  has 
three  clearly  marked  stages.  First  we  see  a  nation 
enslaved;  next  a  nation  redeemed;  lastly  a  nation 
set  apart,  and  through  the  blending  of  its  relig- 
ious and  political  fife  consecrated  to  the  service  of 
God. 

B.  Tnterp-ily.  —  According  to  von  Lengerke  {Ke- 
naan,  Ixxxviii.,  xc.)  the  following  portions  of  the 
book  belong  to  the  original  or  Elohistic  document : 
Chap.  i.  1-14,  ii.  23-25,  vi.  2-vii.  7,  xii.  1-28,  37,  38, 
40-51  (xiii.  1,  2,  perhaps),  xvi.,  xix.  1,  xx.,  xxv.- 
xxxi.,  xxxv.-xl.  Stiihelin  {Kiit.  Unterss.)  and  De 
Wette  {Einhitung)  agree  in  the  main  with  this  di- 
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vision.  Knobel  [1857],  the  most  recent  writer  on 
the  subject,  in  the  introduction  to  his  commentarj 
on  Exodus  and  Leviticus,  h;is  sifted  these  books  still 
more  carefully,  and  with  regard  to  many  passages 
has  formed  a  different  judgment.     He  assigns  to 

the  Elohist:  i.  1-7, 13, 14,  ii.  2-3-25  from  in^W^I, 
vi.  2-vii.  7  (except  vi.  8),  vii.  8-13, 19-22,  viu.  1-3, 
11  from  Sbl,  and  12-15,  ix.  8-12  and  35,  xi.  9, 
10,  xii.  1-23,  28,  37  a,  40-42,  43-51,  xiii.  1,  2,  20, 
xiv.  1-4,  8,  9,  15-18  (except  "'bw  \:i'2'^r\  HQ 
in  ver.  15,  and  1  *7t2X2  HH  DIH  in  ver.  16), 

21-23,  and  26-29  (except  27  from  3a7''1),  xv.  19, 
22,  23, 27,  xvi.  1,  2,  9-26,  31-36,  xvii.  1,  xix.  2  a, 
xxv.-xxxi.  11,  12-17  in  the  main;  xxxv.  1-xl.  38. 
A  mere  comparison  of  the  two  lists  of  passages 
selected  by  these  different  writers  as  belonging  to 
the  original  document  is  sufficient  to  show  how  very 
uncertain  all  such  critical  processes  must  be.  The 
first,  that  of  von  Lengerke,  is  open  to  many  ob- 
jections, which  have  been  urged  by  Hiivernick 
{l-Aiil.  in  der  Pent.  §  117),  li<vnke,  and  others. 
Thus,  for  instance,  chap.  vi.  6,  which  all  agree  in 
regarding  as  Elohistic,  speaks  of  "great  judg- 
ments" (D'^Y'TS  D'^l?QtZ7a  in  the  plur.),  where- 
with God  would  redeem  Israel,  and  yet  not  a  word 
is  said  of  these  in  the  so-calletl  original  document. 
Again  xii.  12,  23,  27  contains  the  announcement 
of  the  destruction  of  the  first-born  of  Egypt,  but 
the  fulfillment  of  the  threat  is  to  be  found,  accord- 
ing to  the  critics,  only  in  the  later  Jehovistie  ad- 
ditions. Hupfeld  has  tried  to  escape  this  difficulty 
by  supposing  that  the  original  documents  did  con- 
tain an  account  of  the  slaying  of  the  first-born,  as 
the  institution  of  the  Passover  in  xii.  12,  &c.  has 
clearly  a  reference  to  it :  only  he  will  not  allow  that 
the  story  as  it  now  stands  is  that  account.  But 
even  then  the  difficulty  is  only  partially  removed, 
for  thus  one  judgment  only  is  mentioned,  not  many 
(vi.  0).  Knobel  has  done  his  best  to  obviate  this 
glaring  inconsistency.  Feeling  no  doubt  that  the 
ground  taken  by  his  predecessors  was  not  tenable, 
he  retains  as  -a  part  of  the  original  work  much 
wiiich  they  had  rejected.  It  is  especially  worthy 
of  notice  that  he  considers  some  at  least  of  the 
miraculous  portions  of  the  story  to  belong  to  the 
older  document,  and  so  accounts  for  the  expression 
in  vi.  6.  The  changing  of  Aaron's  rod  into  a  ser- 
pent, of  the  waters  of  the  Nile  into  blood,  the  plague 
of  frogs,  of  mosquitoes  (A.  V.  hce),  and  of  boils, 
and  the  destruction  of  the  first-boni,  are,  according 
to  Knobel,  Elohistic.  He  points  out  what  he  con- 
siders here  links  of  connection,  and  a  regular  se- 
quence in  the  narrative.  He  bids  us  observe  that 
Jehovah  always  addresses  Moses,  and  that  Moses 
directs  Aaron  how  to  act.  The  miracles,  then,  are 
arranged  in  order  of  importance:  first  there  is 
the  sign  which  serves  to  accredit  the  mission  of 
Aaron ;  next  follow  three  plagues,  which,  however, 
do  not  touch  men,  and  these  are  sent  through 
the  instrumentality  of  Aaron ;  the  fourth  plague  ia 
a  plague  ujwn  man,  and  here  Moses  takes  the  most 
prominent  part;  the  fifth  and  last  is  accomplished, 
by  Jehovah  himself.  Thus  the  miracles  increase  in 
intensity  as  they  go  on.  The  agents  likewise  rise 
in  dignity.  If  Aaron  with  his  rod  of  might  be- 
gins the  work,  he  gives  way  afterwards  to  his  greater 
brother,  whilst  for  the  last  act  of  redemption  Je- 
hovah employs  no  human  agency,  but  himself  with 
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a  mighty  hand  and  outstretched  arm  effects  the 
deliverance  of  his  people.  The  passages  thus  se- 
lected have  no  doubt  a  sort  of  connection,  but  it  is 
in  the  highest  degree  arbitrary  to  conclude  that 
because  portions  of  a  work  may  be  omitted  without 
seriously  disturbing  the  sense,  these  portions  do  not 
belong  to  the  original  work,  but  must  be  regarded 
as  subsequent  embellishments  and  additions. 

Again,  all  agree  in  assigning  chaps,  iii.  and  iv. 
to  the  Jehovist.  The  call  of  Moses,  as  there  de- 
scribed, is  said  to  be  merely  the  Jehovistic  parallel 
to  vi.  2-vii.  7.  Yet  it  seems  improbable  that  the 
Elohist  should  introduce  Moses  with  the  bare  words, 
"  And  God  spake  to  Moses,"  vi.  2,  without  a  single 
word  as  to  the  previous  histoi7  of  so  remarkable  a 
man.  So  argues  Hiivemick,  and  as  it  appears  to 
us,  not  without  reason.  It  will  be  observed  that 
none  of  these  critics  attempt  to  make  tlie  divine 
names  a  criterion  whereby  to  distiniruish  the  sev- 
eral documents.  Thus  in  the  Jehovistic  portion, 
chap.  i.  1,5-22,  De  Wette  is  obliged  to  remark,  with 
a  sort  of  uneasy  candor,  "  but  vv.  17,  20,  £lvlnm 
(?),"  and  again,  chap.  iii.  4,  6,  11-15  "here  seven 
times  Klohini."  In  other  places  there  is  the  same 
difficulty  as  in  chap.  xix.  17,  19,  which  Stiilielin,  as 
well  as  Knobel,  gives  to  the  Jehovist.  In  the  pas- 
sages in  chaps,  vii.,  viii.,  ix.,  which  Knobel  classes 
in  the  earUer  record,  the  name  Jehovah  occurs 
throughout.  It  is  obvious,  then,  that  there  must 
be  other  means  of  determining  the  relative  antiquity 
of  the  different  portions  of  the  book,  or  the  attempt 
to  a.scertain  which  are  earlier  and  which  are  later 
must  entirely  foil.  Accordingly  certain  peculiar- 
ities of  style  are  supposed  to  be  characteristic  of 
the  two  documents.     Thus,  for  instance,  De  Wette 

{Einl.  §  151,  S.  18.3)  appeals  to  n2~11  n~l2,  i.  7, 

mn  '^r\  D!J2?3,  xii.  17, 41,  nnn  t2>pn,  vi. 

4,  the  formula  "IDSb  T^WTZ  bs  ^"'^  -aT«1, 
XXV.  1,  XXX.  11,  (fee,  niM3!J,  vi.  26,  vii.  4,  xii. 

17, 41, 51;  a'^mrn  I'^n,  xu.  e,  xxix.  41,  xxx. 

8,  and  other  expressions,  as  decisive  of  the  Elohist. 
Stahelin  also  proposes  on  very  similar  grounds  to 
separate  the  first  from  the  second  legislation. 
"  Wherever,"  he  says,  "  I  find  mention  of  a  pillar 
of  fu^,  or  of  a  cloud,  Ex.  xxxiii.  9,  10,  or  an  '  An- 
gel of  Jehovah,'  as  Ex.  xxiii.,  xxxiv.,  or  the  phrase 
'flowing  with  milk  and  honey,'  as  Ex.  xiii.  5, 
xxxiii.  3  .  .  .  where  mention  is  made  of  a  coming 
down  of  God,  as  Ex.  xix.,  xxxiv.  5,  or  where  the 
Canaanite  nations  are  numbered,  or  the  tal)eniacle 
supposed  to  be  without  the  camp,  Ex.  xxxiii.  7,  I 
feel  tolerably  certain  that  I  am  reading  the  words 
of  the  author  of  the  second  legislation  (i.  e.  the 
Jehovist)."  But  these  nice  critical  distinctions  are 
very  precarious,  especially  in  a  stereotyped  Language 
like  the  Hebrew. 

Unfortunat«ly,  too,  dogmatical  prepossessions 
have  In-en  allowed  some  share  in  the  controversy. 
De  Wette  and  his  school  chose  to  set  down  every- 
thing which  savored  of  a  miracle  as  proof  of  later 
authorship.  The  love  of  the  marvellous,  which 
is  all  they  see  in  the  stories  of  miracles,  accord- 
ing to  them  could  not  have  existed  in  an  earlier 
and  simpler  age.  But  on  their  own  hypothesis 
this  is  a  very  extraordinary  view.  For  the  earlier 
traditions  of  a  people  are  not  generally  the  leist 
wonderful,  but  the  reverse.  And  one  cannot,  thus, 
acquit  the  second  writer  of  a  desiyn  in  embellish- 
ing hig  naiTative.     However,  this  is  not  the  place 
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to  argue  with  those  who  deny  che  jwssibility  of  a 
miracle,  or  who  make  the  narration  of  miracleg 
proof  sufficient  of  later  authorship.  Into  this  error 
Knobel,  it  is  true,  has  not  fallen.  By  admitting 
some  of  the  plagues  into  his  Elohistic  catalogue,  he 
shows  that  he  is  at  least  free  from  the  dogmatic 
prejudices  of  critics  like  De  Wette.  But  his  own 
critical  tests  are  not  conclusive.  And  the  way  in 
which  he  cuts  verses  to  pieces,  as  in  viii.  11,  and 
xiii.  15,  IG,  27,  where  it  suits  his  purpose,  is  so 
completely  arbitrary,  and  results  so  evidently  from 
the  stern  constraint  of  a  theory,  that  his  labors  in 
this  direction  are  not  more  satisfactory  than  those 
of  his  predecessors. 

On  the  whole  there  seems  much  reason  to  doubt 
whether  critical  acumen  will  ever  be  able  plausibly 
to  distinguish  between  the  original  and  the  supple- 
ment in  the  book  of  Exodus.  There  is  nothing  in- 
deed forced  or  improbable  in  the  supposition,  either 
that  Moses  himself  incorporated  in  his  memoirs 
ancient  tnwlition,  whether  oral  or  written,  or  that  a 
writer  later  than  Moses  made  use  of  materials  left 
by  the  great  legislator  in  a  somewhat  fragmentary 
form.  There  is  an  occasional  abniptness  in  the 
narrative,  which  suggests  that  this  may  possibly 
have  been  the  case,  as  in  the  introduction  of  the 
genealogy  vi.  13-27.  The  remarks  in  xi.  3,  xvi. 
35,  36  lead  to  the  same  conclusion.  The  apparent 
confusion  at  xi.  1-3  may  be  explained  by  regarding 
these  verses  as  parenthetical. 

We  shall  give  reasons  hereafter  for  concluding 
that  the  Pentateuch  in  its  present  fm-m  was  not 
altogether  the  work  of  Moses.  [Pentatkuch.J 
For  the  present  it  is  sufficient  to  remark,  that  even 
admitting  the  hand  of  an  editor  or  compiler  to  be 
visible  in  the  book  of  Exodus,  it  is  quite  impossible 
accurately  to  distinguish  the  documents  from  each 
other,  or  from  his  own  additions. 

C.  CredUyility.  —  Almost  every  historical  fact 
mentioned  in  litodus  has  at  some  time  or  other 
been  called  in  question.  But  it  is  certain  that  all 
investigation  has  hitherto  tended  only  to  establish 
the  veracity  of  the  narrator.  A  comparison  with 
other  writers  and  an  examination  of  the  monuments 
confirm,  or  at  least  do  not  contradict,  the  most  ma- 
terial statements  of  this  book.  Thus,  for  instance, 
Manetho's  story  of  the  Hyksos,  questionable  as 
mucii  of  it  is,  and  differently  as  it  has  been  inter- 
preted by  different  writers,  points  at  least  to  some 
early  connection  between  the  Israelites  and  the 
Egyptians,  and  is  corroborative  of  the  fact  implied 
in  the  Pentateuch  that,  at  the  time  of  the  Israelitish 
sojourn,  Egypt  was  ruled  by  a  foreign  dynasty. 
[Egyft.J  Manetho  speaks,  too,  of  strangers  from 
the  East  who  occupietl  the  eastern  part  of  Lower 
Egypt.  And  his  account  shows  that  the  Israehtes 
had  liecome  a  numerous  and  formidable  [people. 
According  to  Ex.  xii.  37,  the  munber  of  men  beside 
women  and  children  who  left  Egypt  was  600,000. 
This  would  give  for  the  whole  nation  about  two 
millions  and  a  half.  There  is  no  doubt  some  dif- 
ficulty in  accounting  for  this  immense  increase,  if 
we  suppose  (as  on  many  accounts  seems  probable) 
that  the  actual  residence  of  the  children  of  Lsrael 
was  only  215  years.  We  must  remember,  indeed, 
that  the  number  who  went  into  Egyjit  with  Jacob 
was  considerably  more  than  "  threescore  and  ten 
souls "  [see  CHUONdixKiv] ;  we  must  also  take 
into  account  the  extraordinary  fruitfulness  of 
Egypt"  (concerning  which  all  writers  are  agreed), 


a  Cf.  Strabo,  xt.  p.  378 ;  Aristot.  Hiit.  Anim.  tB. 
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and  especially  of  that  part  of  it  in  which  the  Is- 
raelites dwelt.  Still  it  would  be  more  satisfiictory 
if  we  could  allow  430  years  for  the  incre«se  of  the 
nation  rather  than  any  shorter  period. 

According  to  De  Wette,  the  story  of  Moses'  birth 
is  mythical,  and  arises  ffoni  an  attempt  to  account 
etymologically  for  his  name.  But  the  beautiful 
simplicity  of  the  narrative  places  it  far  above  the 
stories  of  Komulus,  Cyrus,  and  Semiramis,  with 
which  it  has  been  conipaied  (Knobel,  p.  14).  And 
as  regards  the  etymology  of  the  name,  there  can  be 
very  little  doubt  that  it  is  Egyptian  (from  the  Copt. 
jjj(_yy       "water,"  and  2tJ  or  (^    "to  take;" 

cf.  Gesen.  Tlies.  in  v.,  and  Knobel,  Comm.  in  loc); 
and  if  so,  the  author  has  either  played  upon  the 
name  or  is  mistaken  in  his  philology.  But  this 
does  not  prove  that  the  whole  story  is  nothing  but 
a  myth.  Philology  as  a  science  is  of  very  modern 
growth,  and  the  truth  of  history  does  not  stand  or 
fell  with  the  explanation  of  etymologies.  The  same 
remark  applies  to  De  Wette's  objection  to  the  ety- 
mology in  ii.  22. 

Otlier  objections  are  of  a  very  arbitrary  kind. 
Thus  Knobel  thinks  the  command  to  destroy  the 
male  children  (i.  15  ff.)  extremely  improbable,  be- 
cause the  object  of  the  king  was  not  to  destroy  the 
people,  but  to  make  use  of  them  as  slaves.  To 
require  the  midwives  to  act  as  the  enemies  of  their 
own  people,  and  to  issue  an  injunction  that  every 
son  born  of  Israelitish  parents  should  be  thrown 
into  the  Nile,  was  a  piece  of  downright  madness 
of  which  he  thinks  the  king  would  not  be  guilty. 
But  we  do  not  know  that  the  midwives  were  He- 
brew, they  may  have  been  Egyptian;  and  kings, 
like  other  slave  owners,  may  act  contrary  to  their 
interest  in  obcUence  to  their  fears  or  their  passions ; 
indeed,  Knobel  himself  compares  the  story  of  King 
Bocchoris,  who  commanded  all  the  unclean  in  his 
land  to  be  cast  into  the  sea  (I.ysim.  op.  Joseph,  c. 
Apion.  i.  -34),  and  the  destruction  of  the  Spartan 
Helots  (Plutarch,  Lycur<j.  28).  He  objects  further 
that  it  is  not  easy  to  reconcile  such  a  command 
with  the  number  of  the  Israelites  at  their  exodus. 
But  we  may  suppose  that  in  very  many  instances 
the  command  of  the  king  would  be  evaded,  and 
probably  it  did  not  long  continue  in  force. 

Again,  De  Wette  objects  to  the  call  of  Moses 
that  he  could  not  have  thus  fomied  the  resolve  to 
become  the  savior  of  his  people —  which,  as  Haver- 
nick  justly  remarks,  is  a  dogmatical,  not  a  critical 
sion. 

The  ten  plagues  are  physically,  many  of  them, 
,t  might  be  expected  in  Egypt,  although  in  their 
'-intensity  and  in  their  rapid  succession  they  are 
clearly  supernatural.  Even  the  order  in  which 
they  occur  is  an  order  in  which  physical  causes  are 
allowed  to  o{)erate.  The  corruption  of  the  river  is 
followed  by  the  plague  of  frogs.  From  the  dead 
frogs  are  bred  the  gnats  and  flies,  from  these  came 
the  murrain  among  the  cattle  and  the  boils  on 
men,  and  so  on. 

Most  of  the  plagues  indeed,  though  of  course  in 
a  much  less  aggnivated  form,  and  without  such 
succession,  are  actually  experienced  at  this  day  in 
Egypt.  Of  the  plague  of  locusts  it  is  expressly 
remarked  that  "  before  them  were  no  such  locusts, 
leitker  after  them  shall  be  such."  And  all  travel- 
lers in  Egypt  have  observed  swarms   of  locusts. 
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brought  generally  by  a  southwest  wind  (Denon, 
however,  mentions  their  coming  with  an  east  wind), 
and  in  the  winter  or  spring  of  the  year.  This  last 
fact  agrees  also  with  our  narrative.  Lepsius  speaks 
of  being  in  a  "  regular  snow-drift  of  locusts,^'  which 
came  from  the  desert  in  hundreds  of  thousands  to 
the  valley.  "  At  the  edge  of  the  fruitful  pbin," 
he  says,  "  they  fell  down  in  sliowers."  And  ihis 
continued  for  six  days,  indeed  in  weaker  flights 
much  longer.  He  also  saw  lioil  in  Egypt.  In 
.lanuary  1843,  he  and  his  party  were  surprised  by 
a  storm.  "  Suddenly,"  he  writes,  "  the  storm  grew 
to  a  tremendous  hurricane,  such  as  I  have  never 
seen  in  Europe,  and  hail  fell  upon  us  ui  such 
ma.sses,  as  almost  to  turn  day  into  night."  He 
notices,  too,  an  extraordinary  cattle  murrain 
"  which  carried  off  40,000  head  of  cattle  "  {Letter* 
from  Eijypt,  Eng.  trans,  pp.  49,  27,  14). 

The  institution  of  the  Passover  (ch.  xii.)  has 
been  subjected  to  severe  criticism.  This  has  also 
been  called  a  mythic  fiction.  The  alleged  circum- 
stances are  not  historical,  it  is  said,  but  arise  out 
of  a  later  attempt  to  explain  the  origin  of  the 
ceremony  and  to  refer  it  to  the  time  of  Moses. 
The  critics  rest  mainly  on  the  difi'erence  between 
the  directions  given  for  the  observance  of  this  the 
first,  and  those  given  for  subsequent  passovers. 
But  there  is  no  reason  why,  considering  the  very 
remarkable  circumstances  under  which  it  was  insti- 
tuted, the  first  Passover  should  not  have  had  its 
own  peculiar  solemnities,  or  wliy  instructions  should 
not  then  have  been  given  for  a  somewhat  different 
observance  for  the  future.     [Pas-sovek.] 

In  minor  details  the  writer  shows  a  remarkable 
acquaintance  with  Egypt.  Thus,  for  instance, 
Phai-aoh's  daughter  goes  to  the  river  to  bathe.  At 
the  present  day  it  is  true  that  only  women  of  the 
lower  orders  bathe  in  the  river.  But  Herodotus 
(ii.  35)  tells  us  (what  we  learn  also  from  the  mon- 
uments) that  in  ancient  Egypt  the  women  were 
under  no  restraint,  but  apparently  lived  mere  in 
public  than  the  men.  To  this  must  be  added  that 
the  Egyptians  supposed  a  sovereign  virtue  to  exist 
in  the  Nile-waters.  The  wTiter  siKsiks  of  chariots 
and  "chosen  chariots"  (xiv.  7)  as  constituting  an 
important  element  in  the  Egyptian  army,  and  of 
the  king  as  leading  in  person.  The  monuments 
amply  confirm  this  representation.  The  Pharaohs 
lead  their  armies  to  battle,  and  the  anr.ies  consist 
entirely  of  infantry  and  chariots. 

Many  other  facts  have  been  disputed,  such  as 
the  passage  of  the  Bed'  Sea,  the  giving  of  the 
manna,  &c.  But  respecting  these  it  may  suffice  to 
refer  to  other  articles  in  which  they  are  discussed. 
[The  Exodus;  Manna;  The  Bed  Si;a.] 

D.  The  authorship  and  date  of  the  book  are 
discussed  imder  Pentateuch.  J.  J.  S.  P. 

*  Of  recent  exegetical  works  on  the  book  of 
Exodus  the  following  may  be  mentioned:  Mecklen- 
burg, Scriptura  ac  Traditio,  Com.perpet.  in  Pent. 
1839  ;  Heinemann.  Thorath  Emeth,  die  fiinf 
Bucher  3fosis,  1853 ;  I^borde,  Commentaire  geo- 
fpviphique  sur  VKxode  et  les  Nonibres,  1842 ; 
Ilerzheimer,  Sclmschmi  Eduth,  Krklaruny  der 
fiinf  Bucher  Mosis,  1853-56;  Kalisch,  Hist,  and 
Crit.  Commentary  on  the  Okl  Testament,  with  a 
New  Translation,  Exodus,  1855;  Knobel,  in  the 
Kurzgef.  exeget.  Ilandb.  zum  A.  T.,  vol.  xii.. 
Exodus  u.  Leviticus  erklart,  1857;  Chr.  Words- 
worth, Holy  Bible  with  Notes,  vol.  i..  Five  BooJca 
I  of  Moses,  2d  ed.  1865 ;  Keil,  Blbl.  Kommmtar 
I  ^er  das  A.  T.  von  Keil  u.  Delitzsch,  l^r  Band 
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GtnesU  «.  Exodus,  2te  Aufl.  1866 ;  3.  G.  Murphy, 
Commentary  cm  the  Book  of  Exoclitg,  1866. 

T.  J.  C. 

EX'ODUS,  THE.  The  object  of  this  article 
is  to  give  a  combined  view  of  the  results  stated  in 
the  various  articles  relating  or  referring  to  the 
Exodus  of  the  children  of  Israel  from  Egypt.  It 
may  be  divided  into  three  parts,  treating  of  the 
chronological,  the  historical,  and  the  geographical 
aspect  of  the  event. 

1.  D'lte.  —  The  date  of  the  Exodus  is  discussed 
under  Chhoxoi-OGY,  where  it  is  held  that  a  pre- 
pondenince  of  evidence  is  in  favor  of  the  year  b.  c. 
1652.  The  historical  questions  connected  with  this 
date  are  noticed  under  Egyit.     Hales  places  the 
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Exodus  B.  c.  1648,  Usher  b.  c.  1491,  and  Bunsm 
B.  c.  1320. 

2.  History.  —  The  Exodus  is  a  great  turning- 
point  in  Hiblical  history.  With  it  the  Patriarchal 
dispensation  ends  and  the  I>aw  begins,  and  with  it 
the  Israelites  cease  to  be  a  family  and  become' a 
nation.  It  is  therefore  important  to  observe  how 
the  previous  history  led  up  to  this  event.  The 
advancement  of  .Joseph,  and  the  placing  of  bis 
kinsmen  in  what  was  to  a  pastoral  people,  at  least, 
"  the  best  of  the  land,"  yet,  as  far  as  possible,  apart 
from  Egyptian  influence,  favored  the  multiplyini» 
of  the  Israelites  and  the  preservation  of  their 
nationality.  The  subsequent  persecution  bound 
them  more  firmly  together,  and  at  the  same  tima 
loosened  the  hold  that  Egypt  had  gained  upon 


Map  to  illustrate  the  Exodus  of  the  Israelites. 


them.  It  was  thus  that  the  Israehtes  were  ready, 
when  Moses  declarc<l  his  mission,  to  go  forth  as  one 
man  from  the  land  of  their  bondage.  [Joseph  ; 
Moses;  Egyit.  | 

The  history  of  the  Exodus  it«elf  commences  with 
the  close  of  that  of  the  Ten  Plagues  [PLAtniKS  ok 
Egyit].  In  the  night  in  which,  at  midnight,  the 
first-lK>rn  were  slain  (l'>x.  xii  29),  Pharaoh  urged 
the  departure  of  the  Israelitfts  (vv.  31,  32).  Tliey 
at  once  set  forth  from  liaineses  (vv.  37,  39^  »p- 
pareiitly  during  the  night  (ver.  42),  l)ut  iowatds 
morning,  on  the  l.'ith  day  of  the  first  month  (Num. 


xxxiii.  3).  They  made  three  journeys  and  encamped 
by  the  Red  Sea.  Here  Pharaoh  overtook  them, 
and  the  great  miracle  occurretl  by  which  they  were 
saved,  while  the  pursuer  and  his  iirmy  were  de- 
stroyed. It  has  lieen  thought  by  some  that  Pharaoh 
did  not  perish  in  the  Ked  Sea;  but  not  only  does 
the  narrative  seem  to  forbid  such  a  sup|X)sition 
(Ex.  xiv.  18,  23,  28),  but  it  is  expressly  contradicted 
in  Ps.  exxxvi.  (ver.  15).  Recently  it  lias  lieen  sug- 
gestetl  that  the  Israelites  crossed  by  a  ford.  If, 
however,  tlieir  safe  passage  could  thus  lie  nocounted 
for,  the  drowning  of  the  Egyptians  would  become 
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more  extraordinary  than  before.  Obviously  ordi- 
nary causes  are  not  sufficient  to  explain  the  deliver- 
ance of  the  former  and  the  destruction  of  the  latter. 
But  even  were  it  so,  the  question  would  have  to  be 
asked  whether  the  occurrence  of  the  event  at  the 
fit  time  could  rea.sonably  be  considered  as  due  to 
such  ordinary  causes,  and  the  necessary  negative 
reply  would  show  the  fallacy  of  attempting  a  nat- 
uralistic explanation  of  the  event  on  account  of  the 
use  of  natural  means.  It  would  be  more  reasonable 
to  deny  the  event,  but  this  could  not  be  attempted 
ill  the  face  of  the  overwhelming  evidence  of  its 
occurrence. 

3.  Geof/raphy.  —  The  determination  of  the  route 
by  which  the  Israelites  left  Egypt  is  one  of  the 
most  difficult  questions  in  Hil)lical  geography.  The 
following  points  must  be  settled  exactly  or  approx- 
imately :  the  situation  of  the  I^nd  of  f.ioshen, 
the  length  of  each  day's  march,  the  position  of  the 
first  station  (Kameses),  and  the  direction  of  the 
journey. 

The  Land  of  Goshen  may  be  concluded  from  the 
Biblical  narrative  to  have  been  part  of  Egypt,  but 
not  of  what  was  tlien  held  to  be  Egypt  Proper.  It 
must  therefore  have  been  an  outer  eastern  province 
of  Ix)vver  I'vgypt.  The  Israelites,  setting  out  from 
a  town  of  (ioshen,  made  two  days'  journey  towards 
the  ited  Sea,  and  then  entered  the  wilderness,  a 
day's  journey  or  less  from  the  sea.  They  could 
only  tlierefore  have  gone  by  the  valley  now  called 
the  Wddi-t-Tummjldt,  for  every  other  cultivated 
or  cultivable  tract  is  too  far  from  the  Red  Sea. 
Rameses,  as  we  shall  see,  must  have  lain  in  this 
valley,  which  thus  corresjwnded  in  part  at  least  to 
Goshen.  That  it  wholly  corresponded  to  that  r«;ion 
is  evident  from  its  being  markedly  a  single  valley, 
and  from  tlie  insufficiency  of  any  smaller  territory 
to  support  the  Israelites.     [Goshkn.] 

It  is  not  difficult  to  fix  very  nearly  the  length  of 
each  day's  march  of  the  Israelites.  As  they  had 
with  them  women,  children,  and  cattle,  it  cannot 
be  supposed  that  they  went  more  than  fifteen  miles 
daily;  at  the  same  time  it  is  unlikely  that  they  fell 
far  short  of  this.  The  three  journeys  would  there- 
fore give  a  distance  of  about  forty-five  miles.  There 
seems,  however,  as  we  shall  see,  to  have  been  a 
deflexion  from  a  direct  course,  so  that  we  cannot 
consider  the  whole  distance  from  the  starting-point, 
Rameses,  to  the  shore  of  the  Red  Sea  as  much 
more  than  about  thirty  miles  in  a  direct  line. 
Measuring  from  the  ancient  western  shore  of  the 
Arabian  Gulf  due  east  of  the  WmU-t-Tumeyldt,  a 
distance  of  thirty  miles  in  a  direct  line  places  the 
site  of  liameses  near  the  mound  called  in  the  present 
day  EL'  Abbdseeytit,  not  far  from  the  western  end 
of  the  valley.  That  the  Israelites  started  from  a 
place  in  this  position  is  further  evident  from  the 
account  of  the  two  routes  that  lay  before  them: 
"  And  it  came  to  jiass,  when  Pharaoh  had  let  the 
people  go,  that  (iod  led  them  not  [by]  the  way  of 
the  land  of  the  Philistines,  although  that  [was] 
near;  for  God  said,  I^st  perad venture  the  people 
repent  when  they  see  war,  and  they  return  to 
Egypt ;  but  God  let  the  people  turn  to  the  way  of 
he  wilderness  of  the  lied  Sea'"  (Ex.  xiii.  17,  18). 

The  expression  used,  2^*1,  does  not  necessarily 
imply  a  change  in  the  direction  of  the  journey,  but 
may  mean  that  God  did  not  lead  the  Israelites  into 
Palestine  by  the  nearest  route,  but  took  them  about 
xpi  the  way  of  the  wilderness.  Were  the  meaning 
•hat  the  people  turned,  we  should  have  to  suppose 
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Rameses  to  hftve  been  beyond  the  valley  io  the 
west-,  and  this  would  probably  make  the  distance 
to  the  Red  Sea  too  great  for  the  time'occupied  ir 
traversing  it,  besides  overthrowing  the  reasonabk 
identification  of  the  Ijand  of  Goshen.  [Rames>ks.} 
Hence  it  is  clear  that  they  must  have  skirted  from 
near  the  eastern  side  of  the  ancient  Delta,  along 
which  lies  the  commencement  of  the  route  to  the 
Philistine  territory. 

Rameses  is  evidently  the  Raamses  of  Ex.  i.  11. 
It  seems  to  have  been  the  chief  town  of  the  Land  of 
Goshen,  for  that  region,  or  possibly  a  i^art  of  it,  is 
called  the  land  of  Rameses  in  Gen.  xlvii.  11,  comp. 
•1,  6.     [Ramkses;  Goshen.] 

After  the  first  day's  journey  the  Isradites  en- 
camped at  Succoth  (Ex.  xii.  61,  xiii.  20;  Niun. 
xxxiii.  5,  6).  This  was  probably  a  mere  resting- 
place  of  caravans,  or  a  niilitary  station,  or  else  a 
town  named  from  one  of  the  two.  Such  names  as 
the  Sceiiifi  Veteranonim  (which  has  been  ntshly 
identified  with  Succoth),  and  the  Seen*  Maudrse 
of  the  Itineritry  of  Antoninus,  and  the  settlement 
of  Ionian  and  Carian  mercenaries  called  to  "SiToarS- 
TteSa  (Herod,  ii.  Ib-i),  may  be  compared  to  this. 
Obviously  such  a  name  is  very  difficult  of  identifica- 
tion.    [Succoth.] 

The  next  camping-place  was  Etham,  the  position 
of  which  may  be  very  nearly  fixed  in  consequence 
of  its  being  described  as  "  in  the  edge  of  the  wilder- 
ness "  (Ex.  xiii.  20;  Num.  xxxiii.  6,  7).  The  cul- 
tivable land  now  extends  very  nearly  to  the  western 
side  of  the  ancient  head  of  the  gulf.  At  a  period 
when  the  eastern  part  of  Lower  Egypt  was  largely 
inhabited  by  Asiatic  settlers,  tliere  can  be  no  doubt 
that  this  tract  was  under  cultivation.  It  is  there- 
fore reasonable  to  place  Etham  where  the  cultivable 
land  ceases,  near  the  Seba  Bldr,  or  Seven  Wells, 
about  three  miles  from  the  western  side  of  the 
ancient  head  of  the  gulf.  The  Patumos  of  Herod- 
otus and  Strabo,  which  ap[xsirs  to  have  been  the 
same  as  the  Thoum  or  Thou  of  the  Itinernry  of 
Antoninus,  is  more  likely  to  be  the  Pithom  than 
the  Etham  of  Scriptiu^.  [Pitho.m.]  It  is  too 
far  west  for  the  latter. 

After  leaving  Etham  the  direction  of  the  route 
changed.  The  Israelites  were  commanded  "  to  turn 
and  encamp  before  Pi-hahiroth,  between  Migdol  and 
the  sea,  over  against  Baal-zephon  "  (Ex.  xiv.  2). 
Therefore  it  is  most  probable  that  they  at  once 
turned,  although  they  may  have  done  so  later  in 
the  march.  The  direction  cannot  be  doubted,  if 
our  description  of  the  route  thus  far  be  correct,  for 
they  would  have  been  entangled  (ver.  3)  only  by 
tiu"ninw  southward,  not  northward.  They  encamped 
for  the  night  by  the  sea,  probably  after  a  full  day's 
journey.  The  place  of  their  encampment  and  of 
the  passage  of  the  sea  would  therefore  be  not  far 
from  the  Persepolitan  monument,  which  is  made 
in  Linant's  map  the  site  of  the  Sera])eum.  We  do 
not  venture  to  attempt  the  identification  of  tie 
places  mentioned  in  the  narrative  with  motlern  sites. 
Nothing  but  the  discovery  of  ancient  Egyptian 
nam&s,  and  their  positive  appropriation  to  such 
sites,  could  enable  us  to  do  so.  Something,  how- 
ever, may  be  gathered  from  the  names  of  the  places. 
The  position  of  the  Israelite  encampment  was  be- 
fore or  at  Pi-hahiroth,  behind  which  was  3Iigdol, 
and  on  the  other  hand  Baal-zephon  and  the  sea. 
[B.VAL-ZEPHox.]  Pi-hahiroth  or  Hahiroth  is 
probably  the  name  of  a  natural  locality.  The  sep- 
arable prefix  is  evidently  the  Egyptian  masculine 
article,  and  we  therefore  hold  the  name  to  be 
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Egyptian.  Jablonsky  proposed  the  Coptic  ety- 
•nology,   ni-^')^S-ptUT,  "  the  place  where 

sedge  grows,"  which,  or  a  similar  name,  the  crit- 
ical sagacity  of  Fresnel  rew^nized  in  tlie  modern 
G/imcet/l/ti^tlr-boos,  "the  bed  of  reeds."  We  can- 
not, however,  hold  that  the  Ghuweybet-el-6oos  in 
the  neighborhood  where  we  place  the  passage  of  the 
sea  is  the  Pi-hahiroth  of  the  Bible :  there  is  another 
G/tmceybeUei-boiis  near  Suez,  and  such  a  name 
would  of  course  depend  for  its  permanence  upon 
the  continuance  of  a  vegetation  subject  to  change. 
[Fi-HAHIKOTH.]  Jligdol  appears  to  have  been  a 
common  name  for  a  frontier  watch-tower.  [iliG- 
DOL.]  Baal-zephon  we  take  to  have  had  a  similar 
meaning  to  that  of  Migdol.  [Uaai^zf.phon.] 
We  should  expect  therefore  that  the  encampment 
would  have  been  in  a  depression,  partly  marsliy, 
having  on  either  hand  an  elevation  marked  by  a 
watch-tower. 

The  aetual  passage  of  the  sea  forms  the  subject 
of  another  article.  [Rkd  Sea,  Passage  of.] 
There  can  Ije  no  doubt  that  the  direction  was  fiom 
the  west  to  the  east,  and  that  the  breadth  at  the 
place  of  crossing  was  great,  since  the  whole  Egyp- 
tian army  perished. 

We  do  not  propose  to  examine  the  various  the- 
ories that  have  been  put  forth  respecting  the  route 
of  the  Israelites.  We  have  thought  it  enough  to 
state  all  the  jwints  of  evidence  which  can,  in  our 
judgment,  lead  to  a  satisfactory  conclusion.  It 
might,  however,  be  thought  neglectful  if  we  did  not 
allude  to  what  Prof,  l^epsius  has  written  on  the 
subject.  He  does  not  enter  into  any  detailed  ex- 
position of  the  geography  of  the  Exodus,  and 
attempts  but  one  identification  with  any  modern 
site  —  that  of  Kameses  with  the  ancient  Egyp- 
tian site  now  called  Aboo-Kesheyd,  about  eight  miles 
from  the  old  head  of  the  gulf.  The  argument  he 
adduces  for  this  identification  is  that  a  monolith  is 
found  here  representing  Itameses  11.  seated  between 
the  gods  Turn  and  Ita,  and  that  therefore  he  was 
worshipped  at  the  place  which  must  have  borne  his 
name.  It  might  equally,  however,  have  been  called 
Pa-tura,  from  Turn,  and  have  corresponded  in  ety- 
mok>gy  to  Patumos  or  else  Pithom.  The  conclusion 
to  which  Prof.  Lepsius  arrives,  that  because  Ahoo- 
Kedieyd  is  Rameses,  therefore  the  Land  of  Goslien 
must  have  l)een  within  the  eastern  part  of  lx)wer 
Egypt  l)elow  Heliopolis,  is  singularly  illogical,  for 
Rameses  was  in  the  Land  of  Goshen,  and  not  20 
miles  east  of  it,  and  it  occupied  the  Israelites  more 
than  two  days  to  journey  from  it  to  the  Red  Sea, 
which  makes  its  allocation  within  about  eight  Tniles 
of  the  sea  absurd.  The  supiwsition  involves  there- 
fore a  double  im[)08siliility. 

The  preceding  map  exiiibits  the  main  features 
oi  the  country  in  which  we  place  tlie  route  of  the 
Israelites,  and  tlie  places  referred  to  in  tliis  article. 
The  liest  map  is  Linant'8,  in  the  Atlas  of  the  Pcrce- 
metU  de  I'/nllime.  de  Suez.  R.  S.  P. 

EXORCIST  (i^opKiffT-fis  •■  exoi-ckta).  The 
verb  i^opKi^a  occurs  once  in  the  N.  T.  and  once 
in  the  LXX.  version  of  the  0.  T.  In  Ijoth  cases 
it  i«  used,  not  in  the  sense  of  exofci.te,  but  as  a 
gynonym  of  the  simple  \erb  6pKi(w,  io  chnrfje  villi 

an  oath,  to  adjure.  Comp.  Gen.  xxiv.  3  (P"'SlB7n, 
A.  V.  "I  will  make  thee  swear")  with  37,  and 
Matt.  xxvi.  63  with  Mark  v.  7 ;  and  see  1  Thejis. 
i.  27  {ivopKi^u,  l.achm.  Tischend.).  The  cognate 
DOun,  however,  together  with  the  simple  verb,  ia  I 
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found  once  (Acts  six.  13)  with  reference  to  the 
ejection  of  evil  spirits  from  persons  possessed  by 
them  (cf.  d^6pKa>(ns,  opKow,  Joseph.  A7iL  viii.  2, 
§  5).  The  use  of  the  term  exorcists  in  that  passage 
as  the  desij^nation  of  a  well-known  class  of  persons, 
to  which  the  individuals  mentioned  belonged,  coti- 
firms  what  we  know  from  other  sources  as  to  the 
common  practice  of  exorcism  amongst  the  Jews. 
That  some,  at  least,  of  them  not  only  pretended  to, 
but  possessed,  the  power  of  exorcising,  appears  by 
our  lx)rd's  admission  when  he  asks  the  Pharisees, 
"  If  I  by  Beelzebub  cast  out  devils,  by  whom  do 
your  disciples  (viol)  cast  them  out?  "  (Matt.  xii. 
27.)  What  means  were  employed  by  real  exorcists 
we  are  not  informed.  David,  by  playhig  skillfully 
on  a  harp,  procured  the  temporary  departure  of  the 
evil  spirit  which  troubled  Saul  (1  Sam.  xvi.  23). 
Justin  Martyr  has  an  interestmg  suggestion  as  to 
the  possibility  of  a  Jew  successfully  exorcising  a 
devil,  by  employing  the  name  of  the  (iod  of  Abra- 
ham, Isaac,  and  Jacob.  ('AAA.'  el  &pa  e^opKi^oi 
Tis  vfi.Sjv  Kara  tov  &fOv  'A^paa/x  Ka\  deov  'laraaK 
Kal  dfov  'laKcc^,  tcruis  inroTa-y^fffrai  [to  Saifii- 
yioi/].  Bill!,  cum  Tryph.  c.  85,  p.  311,  C.  See 
also  Ai)oL  11.  c.  6,  p.  45,  B,  where  he  claims  for 
Christianity  superior  but  not  necessarily  exclusive 
power  in  this  respect.  Compare  the  statements  of 
Iren.  adv.  Hteres.  ii.  5,  and  the  authorities  quoted 
by  (irotius  on  Matt.  xii.  27. )  But  Justin  goes  on 
to  say  that  the  Jewish  exorcists,  as  a  class,  had 
sunk  down  to  the  superstitious  rites  and  usages  of 
the  heathen  (''HStj  fievToi  oi  i^  iificov  eiropKiiXTal 
TTJ  rex"!?,  Siffirep  Kal  to  eflcTj,  XP'^M^''"'  ^^opKi- 
(ovcri  Kal  Ovfiidfiaffi  Kal  KaraSecrfxats  xp*''''ra') 
elTTov).  With  this  agrees  the  account  given  by 
Josephus  (Ant.  viii.  2,  §  5)  of  an  exorcism  which 
he  saw  performed  by  Ele.azar,  a  Jew,  in  the  presence 
of  Vespasian  and  his  .«ons,  though  the  virtue  of  the 
cure  is  attributed  to  the  mention  of  the  name  of 
Solomon,  and  to  the  use  of  a  root,  and  of  certain 
incantations  said  to  have  been  prescribed  by  him. 
It  was  the  profane  use  of  the  name  of  Jesus  as  a 
mere  charm  or  spell  which  led  to  the  disastrous 
issue  recorded  in  the  Acts  of  the  Apostles  (xix. 
13-16). 

The  power  of  casting  out  devils  was  bestowed  by 
Christ  while  on  earth  upon  the  ajjostles  (Matt.  x. 
8)  and  the  seventy  disciples  (Luke  x.  17-19),  and 
was,  according  to  his  promise  (Mark  xvi.  17),  ex- 
ercised by  telievers  after  his  ascension  (.\cts  xvi. 
18);  but  to  the  Christian  minicle,  whetlier  as  jier- 
formed  by  our  Ixird  himself  or  by  his  followers,  the 
N.  T.  writers  never  apply  the  terms  "  exorcise " 
or  "exorcist."     [See  Demon;  Demoniacs.] 

T.  T.  P. 

EXPIATION.     [Sacrifice.] 

*  EYE-SERVICE,  a  word  for  which  we  are 
indebted  to  our  iuiglish  translators  (found  in  tlie 
Bishops'  Bible,  Col.  iii.  22,  and  in  the  A.  V.,  both 
there  and  Kpli.  vi.  0).  It  is  their  rendering  of 
6<bda\fioSov\fia,  which  means,  service  pertormed 
only  as  it  were  under  the  master's  eye,  i.  e.  reluc- 
tant and  mercenaiy.  The  Greek  word  does  not 
occur. elsewhere.  H. 

*  E'ZAR  is  found  in  many  niodem  editiong 
of  the  -V.  V.  in  1  Chr.  i.  38  instead  of  the  correct 
form  lier.     [EzEU.]  A. 

EZ'BAI  [2  syl.]  (""aTf^  ['**'•*  or  short,  l^ietr.] : 
'ACofiai;  [Vat.  AC«j8a«;  Alex.  aC/8<;  EA.  AC»)3« 
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Coinp.  'Aff^at']  Asbai),  father  of  Naarai,  who  was 
one  of  David's  thirty  tniglity  men  (1  Chr.  xi.  37). 
In  the  parallel  list  (2  Sam.  xxiii.  35)  the  names 
are  given  "  Paarai  the  Arbite,"  which  Kennicott 
decides  to  be  a  corruption  of  the  reading  in  Chron- 
icles.    {Dissertation,  &c.  p.  209.) 

EZ'BON  ("jiaV^  [perh.  inclined,  Ges.] :  @a.<To- 
fiiiv-  F.sebon).  1.  Son  of  Gad,  and  founder  of  one 
of  the  (iadite  families  (Gen.  xlvi.  16 ;  Num.  xxvi. 
16).     In  the  latter  passage  the  name  is  written 

"'IlTK  (A.  V.  Ozni),  probably  by  a  corruption  of 
the  text  of  very  early  date,  since  the  LXX.  have 
'A^€>'i.  The  process  seems  to  have  been  the  acci- 
dental omission  of  the  3  in  the  first  instance  (as 
in  '1T5?'^i3M,  Abiezer  (Josh.  xvii.  2),  which  in 
Num.  xxvi.  is  written  "1T5?"'S,  Jeezer),  and  then, 
when  ^32N  was  no  longer  a  Hebrew  form,  the 

changing  it  into  "*3TM. 
OS  •  :  T 

2.  ["I'ISf  ^  :]  'Eo-e^ci;/;  [Vat.  ■ZefiwV,  Alex.] 
AcTifiwv'  [F.sbon'\.  Son  of  Kela,  the  son  of  Ben- 
jamin, according  to  1  Chr.  vii.  7.  It  is  singular, 
however,  that  while  ICzbon  is  nowhere  else  men- 
tioned among  the  sons  of  Bela,  or  Benjamin,  he 

api^ears  here  in  company  with  "'"^."^Vj  I"?  which 
is  not  a  Benjamite  family  either,  according  to  the 
other  lists,  but  which  is  found  in  company  with 
Ezbon  among  the  Gadite  families,  both  in  Gen. 

xlvi.  16  (Eri,  "'~!^),  and  Num.  xxvi.  16.  Were 
these  two  Gadite  families  incorporated  into  Ben- 
jamin after  the  slaughter  mentioned  Judg.  xx.  ? 
Possibly  they  were  from  Jabesh-Gilead  (comp.  xxi. 
12-14).  [Bkchek.]  1  Chr.  vii.  2,  sa^ms  to  fix 
the  date  of  the  census  as  in  king  David's  time. 

A.  C.  H. 

EZECHI'AS  ('EC€«('aj;  [Vat.  ECetay:]  Ozias). 
1.  1  Esdr.  ix.  14;  put  for  Jahaziah  in  Ezr. 
X.  15. 

-2.  (Ezechias.)  2  Esdr.  vii.  40.    [Hezekiah.] 

EZECI'AS  ('ECfKiay:  Ezechins),  1  Esdr.  ix. 
43;  for  Hilkiah  in  the  parallel  passage,  Neh. 
viii.  4. 

EZEKI'AS  (ECe/cfos,  and  so  Codex  B  in  N. 
T.:  Eztchias),  Ecclus.  xlviii.  17,  22;  xlix.  4;  2 
Mace.  XV.  22 ;  Matt.  i.  9,  10.     [Hezekiah.] 

EZE'KIEL    (^SiTfn^   i.  e.  Yechezkd,  for 

_       p'Tn^,  God  tciU  strengthen,  or  from  pTTH 

vMn,  the  strength  of  God:  'le^exf^A:  Ezechiel), 
one  of  the  four  greater  prophets.  There  have  been 
various  fancies  about  his  name;  according  to  Abar- 
banel  {Prcef.  in  Ezech.)  it  impUes  "  one  who  nar- 
rates the  might  of  God  to  be  displayed  in  the 
future,"  and  some  (as  Villalpandus,  Prmf.  in  Ezech. 
p.  X.)  see  a  play  on  the  word  in  the  expressions 

^"'l?!'!!:  and  "*i7Tn  (iii.  7,  8,  9),  whence  the 
groundless  conjecture  of  Sanctius  {Prolegom.  in 
Ezech.  p.  2,  II.  2)  that  the  name  was  given  him 
subsequently  to  the  commencement  of  his  career 
(Carpzov,  Jntrod.  ad  Libr.  BiOl.  Vet.Testam.  ii. 
part  iii.  ch.  v.).  He  was  the  son  of  a  priest 
named  Buzi,  respecting  whom  fresh  conjectures 
have  been  recorded,  although  nothing  is  known 
about  him  (as  Arehbp.  Newcome  observes)  beyond 
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the  fact  that  he  must  have  given  his  son  a  carefiil 
and  learned  education.  The  Rabbis  had  a  rule 
that  every  prophet  in  Scripture  was  also  the  son 
of  a  prophet,  and  hence  they  (as  K.  Uav.  Kimchi 
in  his  Commentary)  absurdly  identify  Buzi  with 
Jeremiah,  who  they  say  was  so  called,  because  he 
was  rejected  and  despised.  Another  tradition  makes 
Ezekiel  the  servant  of  Jeremiah  (Greg.  Naz.  Or. 
xlvii.),  and  Jerome  supjwses  that  the  prophets 
being  contemporaries  during  a  part  of  their  mission 
interchanged  their  prophecies,  sending  them  re- 
spectively to  Jerusalem  and  Chaldaea  for  mutual 
confirmation  and  encouragement,  that  the  Jews 
might  hear  as  it  were  a  strophe  and  antistrophe  of 
warning  and  promise,  "  velut  ac  si  duo  cantores 
alter  ad  alterius  vocem  sese  conijwnerent "  (Calvin, 
Comment,  ad  Ezech.  i.  2).  Although  it  was  only 
towards  quite  the  close  of  Jeremiah's  lengthened 
office  that  Ezekiel  received  his  commission,  yet 
these  suppositions  are  easily  accounted  for  liy  the 
internal  harmony  between  the  two  prophets,  in 
proof  of  which  Hiivemick  {Introd.  to  Ezech.)  quotes 
Ez.  xiii.  as  compared  with  Jer.  xxiii.  9  ff.,  and  Ez, 
xxxiv.  with  Jer.  xxxiii.  <tc.  This  inner  resemblance 
is  the  more  striking  from  the  otherwise  wide  dif- 
ference of  character  which  separates  the  two  proph- 
ets; for  the  elegiac  tenderaess  of  Jeremiah  is  the 
reflex  of  his  gentle,  calm,  and  introspective  spirit, 
while  Ezekiel,  in  that  age  when  true  prophecy  was 
so  rare  (Ez.  xii.  21;  Lam.  ii.  9),  "comes  forward 
with  all  abniptness  and  iron  consistency.  Has  ho 
to  contend  with  a  people  of  brazen  front  and  un- 
bending neck?  He  possesses  on  his  o^vn  part  an 
unbending  nature,  opposing  the  evil  with  an  un- 
flinching spirit  of  boldness,  with  words  full  of  con- 
suming fire "  (Hiiveniick's  Introd.  translated  by 
Rev.  F.  W.  Gotch  in  Journal  of  S.  L.  i.  23). 

Unlike  his  predecessor  in  the  prophetic  office, 
who  gives  us  the  amplest  details  of  his  personal 
history,  Ezekiel  rarely  alludes  to  the  facts  of  his 
own  life,  and  we  have  to  complete  the  imperfect 
picture  by  the  colors  of  late  and  dubious  tradition. 
We  shall  mention  both  sources  of  information,  con- 
tenting ourselves  with  this  general  caution  against 
the  latter.  He  was  taken  captive  e/c  yrjs  Saprjpa 
(Isidor.  de  Vit.  et  Ob.  Sanct.  39 ;  Epiphan.  de  lit. 
et  Mort.  Prophet,  ix.  ap.  Carpzov.)  in  the  captivity 
(or  transmigration,  as  Jerome  more  accurately  pre- 
fers to  render  H^vS,  i.  2)  of  Jehoiachin  (not  Je- 
hoiachim  as  Joseph  us  {Ant.  x.  6,  §  3)  states,  prob- 
ably by  a  sUp  of  memory)  with  other  distinguished 
exiles  (2  K.  xxiv.  15),  eleven  years  before  the  de- 
struction of  Jerusalem.  Josephus  {I.  c.)  says  that 
this  removal  happened  when  he  was  a  boy,  and 
although  we  cannot  consider  the  assertion  to  be 
refuted  by  Hiivernick's  argument  from  the  matured, 
vigorous,  priestly  character  of  his  writings,  and  feel 
still  less  incUned  to  say  that  he  had  '■'■undoubtedly''' 
exercised  for  some  considerable  time  the  function  of  a 
priest,  yet  the  statement  is  questionable,  because  it 
is  improbable  (as  Hiivemick  also  points  out)  that 
Ezekiel  long  survived  the  27th  year  of  his  exile  (xxix. 
17),  so  that  if  Josephus  be  correct  he  must  have  died 
very  young.  He  was  a  member  of  a  community 
of  Jewish  exiles  who  settled  on  the  banks  of  the 
Chebar,  a  "river"  or  stream  of  Babylonia,  which 
is  sometimes  taken  to  be  the  Khabour,  but  which 
the  latest  investigators  suppose  to  be  the  Nahr 
Makha  or  royal  canal  of  Nebuchadnezzar.  [Che- 
bar.]     The  actual  name  of  the  spot  where  he 

resided  was  2"*IlS    v/H  {acen-us  novamm  frvh 
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^MTO,  Vulg.  nfTewpos  Kol  TfptrjKeoy  (?)  LXX.,  |  his  united  offices  of  priest  and  propliet  lie  was  a 
"  the  liill  of  grief,"  Syr.),  a  name  wliich  Jerome,  as  I  living  witness  to  "  them  of  the  Captivity  '"  tliat  God 

had  not  abandoned  them.  Yitringa  even  says  (rft 
Synotf.  ^f^  p.  332)  that  "  in  wdibiis  snis  ut  in 
scliola  quadani  publico,  conventus  institueltat,  il>iqu€ 


usual,  allegorizes.  It  is  thought  by  Michaelis  to 
oe  the  same  as  Thallaba  in  D'Anville's  map 
(Rosenniiill.  ScJiol.  in  Ee.  iii.  15).  It  was  by  this 
river  "  in  the  land  of  the  Chaldseans  "  that  (Jod's 
message  tirst  reached  him  (i.  3);  the  Chaldee  ver- 
sion, however,  interpolates  the  words  "  in  the  land 
[of  Israel :  and  again  a  second  time  he  spake  to 
him  in  the  land]  of  the  Chalda'ans,"  teeause  the 
Jews  had  a  notion  that  the  Shekinah  could  not 
overshadow  a  prophet  out  of  the  Holy  IjmA. 
Hence  K.  Jarchi  thinks  that  ch.  xvii.  was  Ezekiel's 
first  prophecy,  and  was  uttered  before  the  Cap- 
tivity, a  view  which  he  supjwrts  by  the  Hebrew 

idiom  n^n  7^^T^  (A.  V.  "came  expressly")  in  i. 
3.  II.  Kimchi,  however,  makes  an  exception  to 
the  rule  in  case  the  prophecy  was  inspired  in  some 
pure  and  quiet  spot  like  a  river's  bank  (cf.  Fs. 
cxxxvii.  1).  His  call  took  place  "in  the  fifth  year 
of  king  Jehoiachin's  captivity"  b.  c.  595  (i.  2), 
"in  the  thirtieth  year  in  the  fourth  month."  The 
latter  expres.sion  is  very  uncertain.  Most  com- 
mentators take  it  to  mean  the  30th  year  of  his  age, 
the  recognized  period  for  assuming  full  priestly 
functions  (Num.  iv.  23,  30).  Origen,  following 
this  assumption,  niake-s  the  prophet  a  type  of  Christ, 
to  whom  also  -'the  heavens  were  opened  "  when  he 
was  baptized  in  Jordan.  But,  a.s  I'radus  argues, 
such  a  computation  would  \>e  unusual,  and  would 
not  be  sufficiently  imiwrtant  or  well  known  as  a 
mark  of  genuineness,  and  would  require  some  more 
definite  addition.  The  Chald.  paraphrase  liy  Jon. 
ben  Uzziel  has  —  "  30  years  after  Hilkiah  the  high- 
priest  had  found  the  book  of  the  I>aw  in  the  sanct- 
uary in  the  vestibule  under  the  iiorch  at  midnight 
after  the  setting  of  the  moon  in  the  days  of  Josiah, 
&c.,  in  the  month  Thammiiz,  in  the  fifth  day  of 
the  month  "  (cf.  2  K.  xxii.).  Tliis  view  is  adopted 
by  Jerome,  Ussher,  Iliivernick,  &c.;  but  had  this 
been  a  recognized  era,  wu  should  have  found  traces 
of  it  elsewhere,  whereas  even  Ezekiel  never  refers 
to  it  again.  There  ai-e  similar  and  more  forcible 
objections  to  its  being  the  30th  year  from  the 
Jubilee,  as  Hitzig  supiwses.  following  many  of  the 
early  commentators.  It  now  seems  generally  agreed 
that  it  was  the  30th  year  from  the  new  era  of  Na- 
bopolassar,  father  of  Nebuchadnezzar,  who  began 
to  reign  b.  c.  625  (liawlinson's  IJeivd.  i.  508). 
The  use  of  this  Chnlke  epoch  is  the  more  appro- 
priate as  the  prophet  wrote  in  Babylonia,  and  he  gives 
a  Jewish  chronology  in  ver.  2.  Compare  the  notes 
of  time  in  Dan.  ii.  1,  vii.  1 ;  Ez.  vii.  7 ;  Neh.  ii. 
1,  V.  14  (Kosenmiiller,  SchoL;  Poll  Syiiops.  m 
loc. ;  Scaliger,  de  emend.  Temp.  Prdegom.  p.  xii.). 
The  decision  of  the  question  is  the  less  imjiortant, 
becau.se  in  all  other  [)laces  Ezekiel  dates  from  the 
year  of  Jehoiachin's  captivity  (xxix.  17,  xxx.  20, 
et  passim).  We  learn  from  an  incidental  allusion 
(xxiv.  18)  —  the  only  reference  which  he  makes  to 
his  personal  history  —  that  he  was  married,  and  had 
a  house  (viii.  1 )  in  his  place  of  exile,  and  lost  his 
wife  by  a  sudden  and  unforeseen  stroke.  He  lived 
in  the  highest  consideration  among  his  companions 
in  exile,  and  their  eldere  consulted  him  on  all  occa- 
«ions  (viii.  1,  xi.  25,  xiv.  1,  xx.  1,  &c.),  because  in 


coram  frecpienti  concione  divinam  interpretabatw 
voluntatem  oratione  facunda  "  (quoted  liy  Iliiver- 
nick 1.  There  seems  to  be  little  ground  for  Theo- 
doret's  supix)sition  that  he  was  a  Nazarite.  The 
last  date  he  mentions  is  the  27th  year  of  the  Cap- 
tivity (xxix.  17),  so  that  his  mission  extended  over 
twenty-two  years,  during  part  of  which  jjeriod 
Daniel  wa.s  probably  living,  and  already  famous 
(Ez.  xiv.  14,  xxviii.  3).  Tradition  ascribes  various 
miracles  to  him,  as,  for  instance,  escaping  from  his 
enemies  by  walking  dry-shod  across  the  Chebar; 
feeding  the  famished  people  with  a  miraculous 
draught  of  fishes,  <fee.  He  is  said  to  have  been 
murdered  in  Babylon  by  some  Jewish  prince  ( ?  4 
i^yovfjLfuos  Tov  AooD,  called  in  the  lioman  martyr- 
ology  for  vi.  Id.  Apr.  "judex  populi."  Carpzov, 
Introil.  1.  c),  whom  he  had  convicted  of  idolatry; 
and  to  have  been  buried  in  a  0-jrr\\ouov  hiirXovv, 
the  tomb  of  Shem  and  Arphaxad,  on  the  banks  of 
the  Euphrates  (Epiphan.  ch  Vit.  et  Mort.  Prophet.). 
The  tomb,  said  to  have  been  built  by  Jehoiachin, 
was  shown  a  few  days'  journey  from  Bagdad  (Me- 
nasse  ben  Israel,  f/e  Resur.  Mwt.  p.  23),  and  was 
called  "  habitaculum  elegantiae."  A  lamp  was  kept 
there  continually  burning,  and  the  autograph  copy 
of  the  prophecies  was  said  to  be  there  preserved. 
The  tomb  is  mentioned  by  I'ietro  de  la  "N'alle,  and 
fully  described  in  the  Itinerary  of  K.  Beiyamin  of 
Tudela  (Ilottinger,  Thes.  Phil.  II.  i.  3;  f%;i  Ile- 
hruici,  p.  82).  A  curious  conjecture  (discredited 
by  Clemens  Alexandrinus  {Stnmi.  i.),  but  coHsid- 
ered  not  impossible  by  Selden  {Syntayni.  de  Diii 
Syr.  ii.  p.  120),  Meyer,  and  others,  identifies  him 
with  "  Nazaratus  the  Assyrian,"  the  teacher  of 
Pythagoras.  We  need  hardly  mention  the  ridicu- 
lous suppositions  that  he  is  identical  with  Zoroaster, 
or  with  the  'E^eKi'rjAos  6  riiv  'lovSaCKciv  Toaytf- 
^iS)V  TTOfOTTii  (Clem.  Alex.  t<troin.  i.  [23];  Euseb. 
Prwp.  Evanij.  ix.  28,  29)  who  wrote  a  play  on  the 
Exodus,  called  "^i^ayoyyh  (Fabricius,  Bibl.  (Jrac. 
ii.  19).  This  I'Jiekiel  livetl  b.  c.  40  (Sixt.  Sen. 
Bibl.  Sanct.  iv.  235)." 

But,  as  Iliivernick  i-emarks,  "  by  the  side  of  the 
scattered  data  of  his  external  life,  those  of  his  in- 
ternal life  appear  so  much  tiie  richer."  ^\'e  have 
already  noticed  his  stern  and  inflexible  energy  of 
will  and  character;  and  we  also  observe  a  devoted 
adherence  to  the  rites  and  ceremonies  of  his  national 
religion.  Ezekiel  is  no  cosmoiwlite,  but  displays 
everywhere  the  peculiar  tendencies  of  a  Hebrew 
educated  under  Levitical  training.  The  priestiy 
bias  is  always  visible,  esj^ecially  in  chaps,  viii.-xi., 
xl.-xlviii.,  and  in  iv.  13  ff.,  xx.  12  ff.,  x.\i.  8,  &0. 
It  is  strange  of  De  Wette  and  Gesenius  to  attrib- 
ute this  to  a  "contracted  spirituality,"  and  of 
Ewald  to  see  in  it  "  a  one-sided  conception  of  an- 
tiquity which  he  obtained  merely  from  books  and 
traditions,"  and  "  a  depression  of  spirit  ( ! )  enhanced 
by  the  long  continuance  of  the  banishment  and 
bondage  of  the  })eople"  (Hiivemick's  Jntrod.).  It 
was  surely  this  very  intensity  of  patriotic  loyalty 
to  a  system  whose  partial  susi)ension  he  both  pre- 


a  •This  writer  is  now  generally  assigned  to  the 
uecond  century  b.  c.  See  Smith's  Diet,  of  Greek  and 
Roman  Biogr.,  art.  Ezekidus,  and  Bernhardy'a  Grund- 
tits  d.  Grieeh.  Literatur,  a.  Abth.  ii.    pp.  66,  72  ff. 


The  poem,  edited  by  D'libner,  has  been  published  bj 
Didot  In  an  apiH'ndix  to  Wagner's  edition  of  the  Frag 
ments  of  Kuripides  (Paris,  1846).  A. 
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dieted  and  survived,  which  cheered  the  exiles  with 
the  confidence  of  liis  hopes  in  the  future,  and  tended 
to  preserve  their  decaying  nationahty.  Mr.  F.  W, 
Newman  is  even  more  contemptuous  than  the  Ger- 
man critics.  "  The  writings  of  F.zekiel,"  he  says 
{Heb.  Monnrcliy,  p.  330,  2d  ed.),  "painfully  show 
the  growth  of  what  is  merely  visionary,  and  an  in- 
creasing value  of  hard  sacerdotalism;"  and  he 
speaks  of  the  "heavy  materialism"  of  Ezekiel's 
temple,  with  its  priests,  sacrifices,  &c.,  as  "  tedious 
and  unedifying  as  I^viticus  itself."  His  own  re- 
mark that  Ezekiel's  predictions  "  so  kept  alive  on 
the  minds  of  the  next  generation  a  belief  in  certain 
return  from  captivity,  as  to  have  exceedingly  con- 
duced towards  the  result,"  is  a  sufficient  refutation 
of  such  criticisms. 

We  may  also  note  in  Ezekiel  the  absorbing  recog- 
nition of  his  high  calling  which  enabled  him  cheer- 
fully to  endure  any  deprivation  or  misery  (except, 
indeed,  ceremonial  pollution,  from  which  he  shrinks 
with  characteristic  loathing,  iv.  14),  if  thereby  he 
may  give  any  warning  or  lesson  to  his  people  (iv., 
xxiv.  15,  IG,  &c.),  whom  he  so  ardently  loved  (ix. 
8,  xi.  13).  On  one  occasion,  and  on  one  only,  the 
feelings  of  the  man  burst,  in  one  single  expression, 
through  the  self-devotion  of  the  prophet ;  and  while 
even  then  his  obedience  is  unwavering,  yet  the  in- 
expressible depth  of  submissive  pathos  in  the  brief 
words  which  tell  how  in  one  day  "  the  desire  of  his 
eyes  was  taken  from  him "  (xxiv.  15-18),  shows 
what  well-springs  of  the  tenderest  human  emotion 
were  concealed  under  his  uncompromising  opposi- 
tion to  every  fonn  of  sin. 

His  predictions  are  marvellously  varied.  He  has 
instances  of  visions  (viii.-xi.),  sj-mbolical  actions 
(as  iv.  8),  simihtudes  (xii.,  xv.),  parables  (as  xvii.), 
proverbs  (as  xii.  22,  xviii.  1  ff.),  poems  (as  xix.), 
allegories  (as  xxiii.,  xxiv.),  open  prophecies  (as  \i.. 
vii.,  XX.  &c.),  "tantaque  ubertate  et  figurarum  va- 
riatione  floret  ut  unus  omnes  prophetici  sermonis 
numeros  ac  modos  explevisse,  jure  suo  sit  dicendus  " 
(Carpzov,  Introd.  ii.  pt.  iii.  5).  It  is  therefore  un- 
just to  charge  him  with  plagiarism,  as  is  done  by 
Michaelis  and  others,  although  no  doubt  his  lan- 
guage (in  which  several  Aramaisms  and  otto^  Ae- 
yS/ieva  also  occur)  is  colored  largely  both  by  the 
Pentateuch  and  by  the  writings  of  Jeremiah.  His 
style  is  characterized  by  "numberless  particular- 
isms," as  may  be  clearly  observed  by  contrasting 
his  prophecy  against  Tyre  (xxviii. )  with  that  of 
Isaiah  (xxiii.)  (Fairbairn's  L'zekiel).  Grotius  (in 
Critici  Sacri,  iv.  8)  compares  him  to  Homer  for 
his  knowledge,  especially  of  architecture,  from  which 
he  repeatedly  draws  his  illustrations ;  and  Witsius 
{Misc.  Sacr.  i.  2i3)  says,  that  besides  his  "incom- 
parabile  donum  prophetiaj,"  he  deserves  high  lit- 
erary reputation  for  the  learning  and  beauty  of  his 
style,  ilichaelis,  on  the  other  hand,  is  very  dispar- 
aging, and  Lowth  (referring  to  the  diffiiseness  of 
his  details)  says  "  he  is  oftener  to  be  classed  with 
the  orators  than  the  poets."  Few  will  agree  with 
Archbishop  Xewcome's  depreciation  of  such  re- 
marks on  the  ground  (apparently)  that  even  the 
langudfie  of  a  sacred  writer  is  a  matter  of  inspira- 
tion; for  it  is  clear  that  inspiration  in  no  way 
supersedes  the  individualities  of  the  divine  messen- 
ger. Ewald  {Die  Proph.  des  Alien  Bundes,  ii. 
212),  though  not  enthusiastic,  admits  that  "  simply 
as  a  writer  he  shows  great  excellences,  particularly 
in  this  dismal  jjeriod,"  and  he  points  out  his  "  even- 
ness and  repose  "  of  style,  to  which  we  suppose 
Jerome  alludes  when  he  says,  "  Sermo  ejus  nee 
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satis  disertus  nee  admodum  rusticus,  sed  ex  utroque 
genere  medie  temperatus"  {Prcef.  in  Eztch.). 
Hiivernick  seems  to  us  too  strong  in  saying  that 
"  the  glow  of  the  divine  indignation,  the  mighty 
rushing  of  the  spirit  of  the  Lord,  the  holy  majesty 
of  .lehovah,  as  the  seer  beheld  it,  are  remarkably 
reflected  in  his  writings.  .  .  .  The  loftj  action,  the 
torrent  of  his  eloquence  .  .  .  rests  on  this  com- 
bination of  {wwer  and  consistency,  the  one  as  un- 
wearied as  the  other  is  imposing."  Among  the 
most  splendid  passages  are  chapter  i.  (called  by  the 

Rabbis  n33*nt5),  the  prophecy  against  Tjtus 
(xxvi.-xxviii. ),  that  against  Assyria,  "  the  noblest 
monument  of  eastern  history"  (xxxi.),  and  ch. 
viii.,  the  account  of  what  he  saw  in  the  Temple- 
porch,  — 

"  When,  by  the  vision  led. 
His  eye  surveyed  the  dark  idolatries 
Of  alienated  Judah."  —  Milton,  Par.  Lost,  i. 

Certain  phrases  constantly  recur  in  his  writings,  as 
"  Son  of  Man,"  "  They  shall  know  that  I  am  the 
Lord,"  "The  hand  of  the  Lord  was  upon  me," 
"  Set  thy  face  against,"  &c. 

The  depth  of  his  matter,  and  the  manellous 
nature  of  his  visions,  make  him  occasionally  ob- 
scure.   Hence  his  prophecy  was  placed  by  the  Jews 

among  the  ^"^p5  (treasures),  those  portions  of 
Scripture  which  (like  the  early  part  of  Genesis, 
and  the  Canticles)  were  not  allowed  to  be  read  till 
the  age  of  30  (Jer.  Ep.  ad  Kustoch. ;  Orig.  Proem. 
Homil.  iv.  in  Cantic. ;  Hottinger,  Tliea.  Phil.  ii. 
1,  3).  Hence  Jerome  compares  the  "  inextricabilis 
error  "  of  his  writings  to  Virgil's  labyrinth  ("  Oce- 
anus  Scripturarum,  mysteriorumque  Dei  laby- 
rinthus"),  and  also  to  the  catacombs.  The  .Jews 
classed  him  in  the  very  highest  rank  of  prophets. 
Gregory  Xaz.  {Or.  23)  calls  him  6  irpocpriTaiv  Oau- 
IxafftiiraTos  Kol  v\pTi\6TaTOs,  and  agam  6  tuv 
fj.fya.Kwu  iiroirr^s  Kal  e^r]yTiTr]s  nvffrripiaii/.  Isi- 
dore (f/e  Vit.  et  Ob.  Snnct.  39)  makes  him  a  type 
of  Christ  from  the  title  "Son  of  Man,"  but  that 
is  equally  applied  to  Daniel  (viii.  17).  Other  sim- 
ilar testimonies  are  quoted  by  Carpzov  {Introd.  ii. 
193  ff.).  The  Sanhedrim  is  said  to  have  hesitated 
long  whether  his  book  should  form  part  of  the 
canon,  from  the  occasional  obscurity,  and  from  the 
supposed  contradiction  of  xviii.  20  to  Ex.  xx.  5, 
xxxiv.  7;  Jer.  xxxii.  18.  But  in  point  of  fact 
these  apparent  oppositions  are  the  mere  expression 
of  truths  complementary  to  each  other,  as  Moses 
himself  might  have  taught  them  (Deut.  xxiv.  16). 
Although  generally  speaking  comments  on  this 
book  were  forbidden,  a  certain  K.  Nananias  imder- 
took  to  reconcile  the  supposed  differences.  (Spinoza, 
Tract.  Theol.  Polit.  ii.  27,  partly  from  these  con- 
siderations, infers  that  the  present  book  is  made 
up  of  mere  a.Tro(Tfxa(r/j.dTia,  but  his  argument  from 
its  commencing  with  a  "i,  and  from  the  expression 
in  i.  3  above  alluded  to,  hardly  n^eds  refutation. ) 

Of  the  authenticity  of  Ezekiel's  prophecy  there 
has  been  no  real  dispute,  although  a  few  rash  critics 
(as  Oeder,  Yogel,  and  Corrodi)  have  raised  ques- 
tions about  the  last  chapters,  even  suggesting  that 
they  might  have  been  written  by  a  Samaritan, 
to  incite  the  Jews  to  suffer  the  cooperation  in  re- 
building the  Temple.  There  is  hardly  a  shadow 
of  argument  in  favor  of  this  view,  and  absolutely 
none  to  support  the  anonymous  objections  in  the 
Monthly  Magazine  for  1798  against  the  genuine- 
ness of  other  chapters,  which  never  would   have 
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attracted  any  notice  had  not  Jahn  taken  the  super- 
fluous trouble  to  answer  them.  The  specific  nature 
of  some  of  his  predictions  (xii.  12,  xxwi.  6,  &c. ; 
on  the  former  passage  and  its  apparent  contradic- 
tion to  Jer.  xxxii.  4,  see  Joseph.  Ant.  x.  8,  §  2)  is 
also  in  a  very  unhistorical  manner  made  a  ground 
for  impugning  the  authenticity  of  the  book  of 
Ezekiel  by  Zunz  and  others.  This  style  of  crit- 
icism is  very  much  on  the  increase,  and  we  have 
had  some  audacious  instances  of  it  lately;  but 
though  it  is  quite  true  that  the  prophets  deal  far 
more  in  external  principles  than  specific  announce- 
ments, yet  some  show  of  argument  must  be  ad- 
duced before  we  settle  the  date  of  a  sacred  book  as 
necessarily  subsequent  to  an  event  which  it  pro/esses 
to  foretell. 

The  book  is  divided  into  two  great  parts,  of 
which  the  destruction  of  Jerusalem  is  the  turning- 
point;  chapters  i.-xxiv.  contain  predictions  de- 
livered before  that  event,  and  xxv.-xlviii.  after  it, 
as  we  see  from  xxvi.  2.  Again,  chapters  i.-xxxii. 
are  mainly  occupied  with  correction,  denunciation, 
and  reproof,  while  the  remainder  deal  chiefly  in 
consolation  and  promise.  A  parenthetical  section 
in  the  middle  of  the  book  (xxv.-xxxii. )  contains  a 
group  of  prophecies  against  seven  foreign  nations, 
the  septenary  arrangement  being  apparently  (as 
elsewhere  in  Scripture)  intentional  (see  an  art.  on 
tliis  subject  in  the  Jmirnal  of  Sacr.  Literature). 
De  VV'ette,  Carpzov,  Ac,  have  adopted  various  ways 
of  grouping  the  prophecies,  but  the  best  synopsis  is 
that  of  Hiivernick,  who  divides  the  book  into  nine 
sections  distinguished  by  their  superscriptions,  as 
follows:  I.  I'^ekiel's  call,  i.-iii.  15.  II.  The  gen- 
erid  carrying  out  of  the  commission,  iii.  lO-vii. 
III.  The  rejection  of  the  people,  because  of  their 
idolatrous  worsliip,  viii.-xi.  IV.  The  sins  of  the 
age  rebuked  in  detail,  xii.-xix.  V.  The  nature  of 
the  judgment,  and  the  guilt  which  caused  it,  xx.- 
xxiii.  VI.  The  meaning  of  the  now  commencing 
punishment,  xxiv.  VII.  God's  judgment  de- 
nounced on  seven  heathen  nations  (Amnion,  xxv. 
1-7;  Moal),  8-14;  the  Philistines,  15-17;  Tyre, 
xxvi.-xxviii.  19;  Sidon,  20-24;  Egypt,  xxix.- 
xxxii.).  VIII.  Prophecies,  after  the  destruction 
of  Jerusalem,  concerning  the  future  condition  of 
Isi-ael,  xxxiii.-xxxLx.  IX.  The  glorious  consum- 
mation, xl.-xlviii. 

Chronological  order  is  followed  throughout  (the 
date  of  the  prediction  l)eing  constantly  referred  to), 
except  in  the  section  devoted  to  prophecies  against 
heathen  nations  (xxix.-xxxii.),  where  it  is  several 
times  abandoned  (xxix.  17;  cf.  xxvi.  1,  xxix.  1), 
BO  that  in  the  prediction  against  Egypt,  one  uttered 
in  the  27th  year  of  the  Captivity  is  inserted  be- 
tween two  uttered  in  the  10th  and  11th  years. 
Hence  Jahn  supjwses  a  purely  "accidental"  order, 
which  Eichhorn  expands  into  an  economical  ar- 
rangement of  the  separate  scrolls  on  which  the 
prophecies  were  written.  Hut  there  is  no  necessity 
to  resort  to  such  arbitrary  hypotheses.  The  gen- 
eral unity  of  subject  in  the  arrangement  is  obvious, 
and  Jerome  (although  he  assumes  some  mystery  in 
the  violation  of  chronology  throughout  the  warn- 
ings a^ldressed  to  Pharaoh)  correctly  remarks,  "  in 
prophetis  nequaquani  historiae  ordo  servatur;  neque 
enim  narrant  pro'terita  sed  futura  pronuntiant, 
prout  voluntas  Spiritus  Sancti  fuerit "  (Comm.  in 
h'zech.  xxix.  17,  where  he  especially  adduces  the 
nistance  of  Jeremiah).  RosenmiiUer  (Scholia  in 
loc.)  thinks  that  the  causes  of  the  destruction  of 
Egypt  are  put  together  (xxix.  2-21),  and  then  the 
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actual  nature  of  that  predicted  judgment  is  ue- 
scribed. 

Josephus  (Ant.  x.  5)  has  the  following  passa<^. 
ou  fj.6vov  8e  ouTOs  (Jeremiah)  wpofefc-iria-e  toDto, 
oAAo  Ka\  6  irpo(j>-I^Tris  'U^eKiriKos,  [hs]  Trpwroi 
irepj  TovTwv  Svo  0t$\la  ypdipas  KaTfAnrei'.  The 
undoubted  meaning  seems  to  be  that  L'zekiel  (al- 
though Eichhorn  on  various  grounds  applies  the 
word  to  Jeremiah)  left  two  books  of  prophecy; 
which  is  also  stated  by  Zonaras,  and  the  Latin 
translation  of  Athanasius,  where,  after  mentioning 
other  lost  books,  and  two  of  Ezekiel,  the  writer 
continues,  "  nunc  vero  jam  unum  duntaxat  inveniri 
scimus.  Itaque  hsec  omnia  per  impiorum  Judae- 
orum  amentiam  et  incuriam  periisse  manifestum 
est"  (Synoj)s.  p.  136,  but  the  passage  does  not 
occur  in  the  Greek).  In  confirmation  of  this  view 
(which  is  held  by  Maldonatus  and  others)  we  have 
a  passage  quoted  in  Clem.  Alex.  Quis  dives  sale.  40, 
iv  ^  evpw  (Te  iv  avrcp  /col  KpivSi  a,  and  again  tc- 
TOKfv  Kol  oil  TfroKfv,<brio-\v  rj  •ypa/p'i)  (Id.  Strom. 
vii.  1(J);  a  prophecy  also  mentioned,  as  alluding 
to  the  Virgin  Mary,  in  Tertullian,  who  says,  "  Le- 
gimus  apud  Ezechielem  de  vacca  ilia  quae  peperit 
et  non  peperit  "  (De  Cam.  CJrristi,  23,  cf.  Epiphan. 
IMres.  XXX.  30.  The  attempt  to  refer  it  by  an 
error  of  memory  to  Job  xxi.  10,  seems  a  failure). 
That  these  passages  (quoted  by  Fabricius,  Cod. 
Pseiidejdgr.  Vet.  Test.  num.  221)  can  come  from 
a  lost  genuine  book  is  extremely  improbable,  since 
we  know  from  Philo  and  Justin  MartjT  the  ex- 
traordinary care  with  which  the  Jews  guarded  the 
\6yia  ^wvTa.  They  may  indeed  come  from  a  lost 
ajMicryphal  book,  although  we  find  no  other  trace 
of  its  existence  (Sixtus  Sen.  Jiihl.  Sand.  ii.  p.  til). 
Le  Moyne  (Var.  Sacra,  ii.  -'J-'i-i  ti'.)  thinks  that 
they  undoubtedly  belong  to  the  collection  of  tra- 
ditionary Jewish  apophthegms  called  Pirke  Abolli, 
or  "chapters  of  the  fathers."  Just  in  the  same 
way  we  find  certain  &ypa<pa  S6yfj.ara  attributed  to 
our  Lord  by  the  Fathers,  and  even  by  the  Ajwstles 
(Acts  XX.  35),  on  which  see  a  monograph  by 
Kuinoel.  The  simplest  supposition  alx)ut  the  pas- 
sage in  Josephus  is  either  to  assume  that  he  is  in 
eiTor,  or  to  admit  a  former  division  of  Ezekiel  into 
two  books,  possibly  at  ch.  xl.  I^  Moyne  adopts 
the  Latter  view,  and  supports  it  by  analogous  cases. 
There  is  nothing  which  militates  against  it  in  the 
fact  that  Josephus  mentions  dvo  fj.6va  Ka\  (Ikovi 
$i0\ia  (c.  Apiwi.  i.  22)  as  forming  the  canon. 

There  are  no  direct  quotations  from  I-zekiel  in 
the  New  Testament,  but  in  the  Apocalypse  there 
are  many  parallels  and  obvious  allusions  to  the 
later  chapters  (xl.-xlviii.).  We  cannot  now  enter 
into  the  difficulties  of  these  or  other  chapters  (for 
which  we  must  refer  to  some  of  the  commentaries 
mentioned  below);  but  we  wiU  enumerate,  follow- 
ing Fairbaini,  the  four  main  lines  of  interpreta- 
tion, namely,  (1.)  The  Historico-literal,  adopted 
by  Villalpandus,  Grotius,  Lowth,  &c.,  who  make 
them  a  prosaic  description  intended  to  preserve  the 
memory  of  Solomon's  Temple.  (2.)  The  Histor- 
ico-ideal  (of  JCichhom,  Dathe,  &c.),  which  reduces 
them  "  to  a  .sort  of  vague  and  well-meaning  an- 
nouncement of  future  good."  (3.)  The  Jewish- 
carnal  (of  Lightfoot,  llofmann,  Ac),  which  main- 
tains that  their  outline  was  actually  adopted  by  the 
exiles.  (4.)  The  Christian-spiritual  (or  Messianic), 
followed  by  Luther,  Calvin,  Cocceius,  and  most 
modern  commentators,  which  makes  them  " » 
grand  conipVcated  symbol  of  what  the  good  tiod  had 
in  reserve  lor  his  church."    Kosenmiiller,  who  dis- 
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approves  alike  of  the  literalism  of  Grotius,  and  the 
arbitrary,  ambiffuous  allegorizing  of  others,  remarks 
{SchoL  in  xxviii.  26),  "  Xobis  quidem  oleum  et 
operam  perdere  videntur,  qui  hujusmodi  oracula  ad 
certos  eventus  referre  student,  aut  poetica  oma- 
menta  ad  factorum  fidem  explorant."  Other  proph- 
ecies of  a  general  Jlessiauic  character  are  xxxiv. 
11-19,  and  sxxvi.-xxsix. 

The  chief  commentators  on  this  "  most  neglected 
of  the  prophets"  are,  among  the  fathers,  Origen, 
Jerome  {Comment,  in  Ezech.  LI.  xiv.),  and  Theo- 
doret;  among  the  Jews,  Kabbis  Dav.  Kimchi  and 
Abarbanel;  of  the  Reformers,  Oecolampadius  and 
Calvin;  and  of  the  Romanists,  Pradus  and  Villal- 
pandus  (Rome,  1596  [-1604,  in  3  vols,  fol.,  "  opus 
multifaria  eruditione  refertum  et  ad  antiquitatis 
studium  utilissimum,"  Rosenm.]).  iSIore  modern 
commentaries  are  those  of  Starck  (1731),  Yenema 
(1790),  Newcome  [1788],  W.  Greenhill  [Lond. 
1645-62,  5  vols.  4to,-  reprinted  1829],  Fairbairn 
[3d  ed.  Edinb.  1862],  Henderson  [1855],  Haver- 
nick  (Comm.  iiber  Eztchiel  [Erlang.  1843]),  Hit- 
zig  {Dtr  Pniphel  Eztchiel  erklcirt  [Leipz.  1847, 
Lief.  viii.  of  the  Kurzyef.  exey.  llandb.  zum  A. 
r.]).     [Jkhezekkl.]  F.  W.  F. 

*  As  the  topography  and  the  monumental  sculpt- 
ures and  inscriptions  of  Babylon  have  become  bet- 
ter known  in  our  own  day,  it  is  seen  how  fully  the 
characteristics  of  Ezekiel's  writings  agree  with  the 
circumstances  in  wliich  he  was  placed  at  the  time. 
The  imagery  and  sjTiibology  in  particular,  under 
which  his  visions  are  set  before  us,  are  largely  de- 
rived from  Babylonian  rather  than  Hebrew  sources. 
The  costume  of  his  thoughts  shows,  in  the  words 
of  Stanley,  that  '•  he  had  wandered  through  the  vast 
halls  of  Assyrian  monuments,  and  there  gazed  on  all 
that  Assyrian  monuments  have  disclosed  to  us  of 
human  dignity  and  brute  strength  combinefl,  — the 
eagle-winged  lion,  human-headed  bull  (Layard, 
Nin.  &  Bab.  pp.  448,  464).  These  complicated 
forms  supplied  the  vehicle  of  the  sublime  truths 
that  dawned  ujKin  him  froiv  amidst  the  mystic 
wheels,  the  sapphire  throne,  the  amber  fire,  and 
the  rainbow  brightness.  It  is  the  last  glimpse  of 
these  giirantic  emblems,  which  vanished  in  the 
prophefs  lifetime,  only  to  reappear  in  our  own  age 
from  the  ruins  of  the  long-lost  Nineveh  "  {.lemsh 
Church,  ii.  623  if.).  In  illustration  of  this  trait 
of  the  prophet's  style,  see  also  Dean  Milman's  His- 
tory of  the  Jews,  i.  455  (Amer.  ed.),  and  Herzfeld, 
Gesch.  cks  Volkes  Jisrael,  i.  206.  But  nearly 
all  interpreters  recognize  one  signal  exception  to 
this  view  of  the  origin  of  Ezekiel's  imagery.  The 
scenery  under  which  he  so  graphically  describes  the 
new  spiritual  temple  which  in  the  latter  days  God 
was  to  rear  on  the  top  of  the  mountains  for  the  as- 
semblage and  worship  of  all  nations,  and  the  river 
with  its  healing  waters  which  was  to  flow  out  of  it 
to  fertilize  the  whole  earth,  aiid  convert  its  moral 
wastes  into  a  garden  full  of  the  fruits  of  holiness, 
and  peace,  and  happiness,  is  undoubtedly  founded 
on  his  familiarity  with  the  structure  of  the  temple 
at  Jerusalem,  and  the  hidden  sprintts  of  the  sacred 
mount,  sending  forth  their  waters  into  the  valley 
of  the  Kidron,  and  thence  onward  over  its  rocky 
bed  to  the  plain  of  the  Jordan  and  into  the  Dead 
Sea.  Thomson  {Lnnd  and  Boole,  ii.  530-535)  has 
some  extended  remarks  on  this  parabolic  represen- 
tation. There  is  a  special  essay  on  it  by  W.  Neu- 
mann, Die  Wnsser  des  Lehens.  Fin  exey.  Versuck 
iib.  Ezech.  xlvii.  1-12  (Berl.  1848). 

The  number  of  symbolic  acts  which  Ezekiel  rep- 
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resents  as  performed  by  himself  or  others,  consti- 
tutes a  peculiar  feature  of  his  work  (see  iv. ;  v.  1 
fr.;  xii.  3  ft".;  xxiv.  3  ft'.;  xxx\ii.  16  ff.).  Bleek 
reminds  us  of  an  important  rule  of  interpretation 
in  regard  to  many  of  these  acts,  which  is  that  they 
are  not  to  be  understood  by  us  as  having  been  lit- 
erally performed  by  tlie  prophet  before  the  eyes  of 
others,  but  are  described  in  this  manner  only  as  a 
more  forcible  rhetorical  exhibition  of  the  messages 
or  teachings  which  the  prophet  was  sent  to  announce 
(Am/,  in  d'isA.  T.  p.  514  ff.).  We  must  certainly 
take  this  view  of  some  of  these  acts ;  for  their  char- 
acter is  such  that  they  could  not  have  been  witnessed 
by  those  for  whom  the  prophecies  were  designed, 
or  have  been  brought  to  their  knowledge  in  any 
other  way  than  by  report  (e.  y.  iv.  4-6;  v.  1-4; 
xii.  3  ff.,  Ac).  In  some  instances  it  may  be  diffi-' 
cult  in  this  prophet,  or  in  other  prophets,  to  dis- 
tinguish the  scenic  and  the  rhetorical  symbolism 
from  each  other. 

Baumgarten's  article  on  Ezekiel  in  Herzog's 
Real-Encyk.  iv.  296-304,  furnishes  a  good  outline 
of  the  plan  and  contents  of  this  neglected  book. 
There  is  a  translation  of  Hiivernick's  Introduction 
in  the  Bild.  Sacra  for  Aug.  1848.  To  the  com- 
mentators already  mentioned  may  be  added  Rosen- 
miiller,  Scholia,  etc.,  2  vols.  (2d  ed.  1826);  Maurer, 
Comm.  in  Vet.  Test.,  vrith  notes  chiefly  grammat^ 
ical,  ii.  1-76  (1838);  Ewald,  Die  Proph.  des  Alttn 
Butules  (1841),  u.  202-387;  Umbreit,  Prakt. 
Commentar  ul/er  den  Propheten  fJesekitl,  a  trans- 
lation with  exegetical  aud  critical  remarks  (1843); 
Henry  Cowles,  Ezekiel  and  Daniel,  icith  Notes, 
&c.,  12mo  (New  York,  1867);  Kliefoth  {Das 
Buck  Kztchiels  ubersetzt  und  erkliirt  (2  Abth. 
1864-65);  G.  R.  Noyes,  New  Trans,  of  the  //«- 
brem  Prophets,  with  Notes,  (3d  ed.  Boston,  1866,) 
vol.  ii. ;  and  Hengstenberg,  Die  Weissayunyen  des 
Proph.  Ezechiel  trlaiitert,  ler  Theil  (1867).  The 
last  three  works  are  meant  for  general  readers.  On 
the  Messianic  or.  prophetic  portions  of  Ezekiel,  see 
Hengstenberg's  Christoloyy,  iii.  458-492  (Keith's 
trans.):  Ha.sse's  Gesch.  des  Alten  Bundes,  pp.  160- 
173  (1863);  and  Ensfelder,  Les  jn-opheties  messi- 
aniques  d' Ezechiel,  in  the  Strasbourg  Hev.  de 
Theol.  1864,  pp.  59-76.  On  I'lzekiel's  vision  of 
the  Tejiple  (ch.  xl.-xlviii.)  there  are  special  treat- 
ises by  Solomon  Bennett,  The  Temple  of  Ezekiel, 
Ac,  Lqnd.  1824;  J.  F.  Buttcher,  in  his  Proben 
alttestamentl.  Sch  riflerkldrnny  (Leipz.  1833),  pp. 
218-365,  with  2  plates;  J.  J.  Balmer-Rinck,  Des 
Proph.  Ezech.  Gesicht  voni  Tempel  iibersichtlich 
daryestelh  u.  architektonisch  erlailtert  (Ludwigsb. 
1858),  with  5  plates  and  a  map  (comp.  Auberlen'a 
notice  in  the  Theol.  Stiul.  u.  Kril.  1860,  p.  207 
ff.);  and  T.  O.  Paine,  Solomon's  Temple,  etc.  (Bos- 
ton, 1861),  with  21  plates.  See  also  Thenius,  Das 
vorexiliscke  Jerus'dem  u.  dessen  Tempel  (an  ap 
pendix  to  his  Biicher  der  Koniye,  Ixipz.  1849),  p 
25  ff.  The  older  literature  on  the  subject  is  de- 
scribed in  Rosenmiiller's  Scholia  on  Ezekiel,  ii. 
466  ff. 

The  oriental  explorer,  Mr.  Loftus  ( Chaldcea  and 
Susiana,  p.  34,  New  York,  1857),  gives  a  descrip- 
tion and  drawing  of  the  reputed  tomb  of  Ezekiel. 
Kifl,  where  the  tomb  is  found,  is  a  journey  of  12 
hours  from  the  site  of  Babylon,  but  may  be  said  to 
be  near  that  city,  for  the  palm-trees  which  cast 
their  shade  over  the  tomb  are  visible  from  the  sum- 
mit of  the  Birs  Nimi-oud  (see  I^yard's  Nin.  ^ 
Bab.  p.  500).  The  former  of  these  traveUers 
thinks*  that  this  may  be  the  prophet's  rentable 
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tomb,  or  at  all  events,  the  pkce  of  his  sepulture. 
The  Jews,  it  is  certain,  have  always  been  numerous 
in  that  region  iroin  the  days  of  the  Captivity,  but 
it  does  not  follow  that"  they  would  from  the  first 
mark  the  spot  where  their  countryman  was  buried, 
and  keep  alive  its  memory  ever  after.  H. 

E'ZEL,  THE  STONE  (b.Thjn  l^i^H 
[the  stone  of  departure,  Gesen.;  or,  of  separation, 
ilirst]:  rh  'Epya.fi  (KeTvo;  Alex.  epyoV-  lapis 
cui  nomen  est  Ezel).  A  well-known  stone  in  the 
neighborhood  of  Saul's  residence,  the  scene  of  the 
parting  of  David  and  .Jouatlian  when  the  former 
finally  fled  from  the  court  (1  Sam.  xx.  19).  At 
the  second  mention  of  the  spot  (verse  41)  the  He- 
brew text  (3?3n  b!?Sia  :  A.  V.  "  out  of  a  place 
toward  the  south,"  literally  "from  close  to  the 
south  "  [more  literally,  "  from  the  side  of  the  south,' ' 
t.  e.  south  side,  (iesen.])  is,  in  the  opinion  of  [some] 
critics,  undoubtedly  corrupt.  The  true  reading  is 
indicated  by  the  LXX.,  which  in  both  cases  has 
Eryab  or  Argab  —  in  ver.  19  for  the  Hebrew  Eben, 
"stone,"  and  in  ver.  -41  for  lian-Ne(/eb,  "the 
south."  Eryab  is  doubtless  the  Greek  rendering 
of  the  Hebrew  Ar(/()b^=^  heap  of  stones.  The 
true  reading  of  ver.  41  will  therefore  be  as  follows: 
"David  arose  from  close  to  the  stone-heap,"  — 

close  to  which  (the  same  preposition,  7^M,  A.  V. 
"by")  it  had  been  arranged  beforehand  that  he 
should  remain  (ver.  19).  The  change  in  41  from 
23"lMn,  as  the  text  stood  at  the  time  of  the 

LXX.,  to  23Sn,  as  it  now  stands,  is  one  which 
might  easily  take  place.  G. 

*  The  stone  was  evidently  named  Ezel  (note  its 
import)  from  the  memory  of  this  parting  of  the 
two  friends  from  each  other  at  that  place.  The 
name  is  given,  therefore,  in  the  passage  above,  by 
way  of  anticipation.  As  to  the  question  of  the 
state  of  the  Hebrew  text,  referred  to  abow,  see 
Thenius,  Die  Biiclier  Samuels,  p.  88.  His  view 
is  that  adopted  by  the  preceding  writer.  On  the 
contrary,  Fiirst  (fltb.  Ilarulwortb.  i.  14,  and  David- 
son's trans,  p.  15)  regards  the  Eryab  or  Aryab  in 
the  LXX.  not  as  proof  of  a  different  Hebrew  t«xt 
followed  by  the  translators,  but  as  an  arbitrary  sub- 
stitution on  their  part  of  the  supposed  name  of  the 
spot  where  David  and  Jonathan  met  each  other. 
It  is  objected  that  no  appropriate  sense  can  be  de- 
rived from  33311  b^JStt,  but  the  meaning  may 
well  be  "  from  the  side  of  the  south,"  i.  e.  from 
the  south  side  {Mittafjs-Stite,  De  Wette,  Gesenius) 
of  the  stone  or  stone  heap  where  David  lay  con- 
cealed until  the  departure  of  Jonathan's  armor- 
bearer  to  the  city,  when  David  rose  up  and  came 
forth,  and  the  farewell  scene  took  place  between 
him  and  Jonathan.  Such  minuteness  is  after  the 
manner  of  the  Hebrew  writers.  For  a  similar  ex- 
planation, see  Keil  and  Delitzsch  on  1  K.  xx.  41. 

H. 

E'ZEM  (D>J3?  [/>wu-] :  A<Ve>;  [Vat.  BootroX;] 
Alex.  Boao-oju:  Asmn),  one  of  the  towns  of  Simeon 
(1  Chr.  iv.  29).  In  the  lists  of  Joshua  (xix.  3) 
the  name  appears  in  the  slightly  difterent  form  of 
AzEM  (the  vowel  Iteiiig  lengthened  before  the  pause). 

*  E'ZER  n?!v?5  treasure,  Ges.;  unimi,  Fiirst: 
in  (Jen., 'Atrtip;  Alex.  2aap;  in  1  Chr., 'flo-ctp; 
Comp.  Aid.  Alex.  'Ao-op;  Vat.  in  ver.  38,  Clvav'- 
Eier),  a  son  of  Seir,  and  one  of  the  "dukes"  or 
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chiefs  of  Edom  (Gen.  xxxvi.  21,  27,  30;  1  Chr.  L 
38,  42).  In  1  Chr.  i.  38  the  name  is  mispruited 
Ezffr  in  many  modern  editions  of  the  A.  V.,  b  it 
the  e<l.  of  1611  and  other  early  editions  have  the 
correct  form.  A. 

E'ZER  (nt^  {kelp-]:  'eC«>;  [Va*-  0<ap; 
Vlex.  E^€p:]  Ezer).  1.  A  son  of  Ephraim,  who 
was  slain  by  the  aboriginal  inhabitants  of  Gath, 
while  engaged  in  a  foray  on  their  cattle  (1  Cht  vii. 
21).  Kwald  (GescMchte,  i.  490)  assigns  this  oc- 
currence to  the  pre-Egyptian  period. 

2.  ([Rom.  Vat.  omit;  ('onip.  Aid.  Alex.]  'Ij- 
Covp.)  A  priest  who  assisted  in  the  dedication  of 
the  walls  of  Jerusalem  under  Nehemiah  (Neh.  xii. 
42).  I 

3.  lCla(ip;  Vat.  ACnp;  Comp.  Alex.  'E^€p.)| 
Father  of  Hushah,  and  one  of  the  sons  of  Hur] 
(1  Chr.  iv.  4). 

*4.  ('aCo;  Aid.  Alex.  [ACfp;  Comp.  'E(^p.) 
A  Gadite  warrior,  who  joined  David  at  his  strong- 
hold in  the  wilderness  (1  (.;hr.  xii.  9).  A. 

*5.  i'ACovp;  FA.i  ACop:  -42e;-.)  A  I>evite, 
son  of  Jesluia,  the  ruler  of  Mizpeli,  who  assisted  in 
repairing  the  wall  of  Jerusalem  in  the  time  of  Ne- 
hemiah (Neh.  iii.  19).  A. 

EZERFAS  (Zex/?^oy;  [-'^''l-]  '^^'^^-  'EC«p^as: 
Azaiias),  1  Esdr.  viii.  1.  [Azariah,  7;  AzA- 
RIAS,  4.] 

EZI'AS  CoO'ay:  [Vat.  oCuas;  Aid.]  Alex. 
'Efias:  Azahel),  1  Esdr.  viii.  2.  [Azauiah; 
AziEi.] 

E'ZION-GA'BER,  or  -GE'BER  ('|'Y'?5 
l^'Si  =  the  (/iant's  backbone:  [reffiwv  or]  Toffiii' 
Tafiep,  [etc.:  Alex,  in  1  K.  xxii.,  Kfftccvyafitp'^ 
Asionf/aber ;  Num.  xxxiii.  3.5,  36;  Deut.  ii.  8;  1 
K.  ix.  26,  xxii.  48;  2  Chr.  viii.  17),  the  last  station 
named  for  the  encampment  of  the  Israelites  before 
they  came  to  "  the  wilderness  of  Zin,  which  is  Ka- 
desh,"  sul)sequently  the  station  of  Solomon's  navy, 
described  as  "besides  Eloth,  on  the  shore  of  the 
Ketl  Sea,  in  the  land  of  Edom;"  and  where  that 
of  Jehoshaphat  was  afterwards  "broken," — prob- 
ably destroyed  on  the  rocks  which  lie  in  "jagged 
ranges  on  each  side"  (Stanley,  S.  <f  P.  p.  2). 
WcUsted  (ii.  ch.  ix.  p.  153)  would  find  it  in  Dahab 
[DizAHAii],  but  this  could  hardly  be  regarded  as 
"in  the  land  of  Mom"  (although  jwssibly  the 
rocks  which  Wellsted  describes  may  have  been  the 
actual  scene  of  the  wreck),  nor  would  it  accord  with 
Josephus  {Ant.  viii.  6,  §  4)"  as  "not  far  from 
Elath."  According  to  the  latest  map  of  Kiepert 
(in  Robinson,  18.56),  it  stands  at  'Ain  d-Ghwhj&n, 
about  ten  miles  up  what  is  now  the  dry  bed  of  the 
Arabali,  but,  as  be  supposed,  was  then  the  northern 
end  of  the  gulf,  which  may  liave  anciently  had,  like 
that  of  Suez,  a  further  extension.  Tliis  prol)ably 
is  the  best  site  for  il.  By  comparing  1  K.  ix.  26, 
27  with  2  Chr.  viii.  17. 18,  it  is  probalJe  tliat  tim- 
ber was  floated  from  Tyre  to  the  nearest  point  on 
the  Mediterranean  coast,  and  then  conveyed  over- 
land to  the  head  of  the  Gulf  of  Akabah,  where  the 
ships  seem  \o  have  been  built;  for  there  can  hardly 
hnve  )><-<'n   adequate  forests  in  the  neighl)orhood. 

[U'll.lH  KNKSS  OK  THE  WaNUKKINO.]      H.  H. 

EZNITE,  THE  (1325?n,  Keri  ^V^^'Q 
[prob.  the  spear,  Ges.] :  6  ' Affuviuos  [Alex.  A<r«r 

a  'AcriwyyolSopw,  oitTrj  Bepen'ici)  KoAelTot,  ov  v6pfm 
AtXou^f  ir6A«i>s. 
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vaov  '■  Vulg.  omits] ).  According  to  the  statement 
»f  2  Sam.  xxiii.  8,  "  Adino  the  Eznite  "  was  another 
name  for  "  Josheb-hasshebeth  a  Taclicemonite  (A. 
V.  "  the  Tachmoiiite  that  sate  in  the  seat ' ' ),  chief 
among  the  captains."  The  passage  is,  however, 
one  of  the  most  disputed  in  the  whole  Bible,  owing 
partly  to  the  difficulty  of  the  one  man  bearing  two 
names  so  distinct  without  any  assigned  reason, 
and  partly  to  the  discrepancy  between  it  and  the 
parallel  sentence  in  1  Chr.  xi.  11,  in  which  for  the 
words  "Adino  the  Eznite"  other  Hebrew  words 
are  found,  not  very  dissimilar  in  appearance  but 
meaning  "  he  shook  (A.  V.  '  lifted  up  ')  his  spear." 
The  question  naturally  arises  whether  the  words  in 
Chronicles  are  an  explanation  by  a  later  writer  of 
those  in  Samuel,  or  whether  they  preserve  the  orig- 
inal text  which  in  the  latter  has  become  corrupted. 
The  form  of  this  particular  word  is  in  the  original 
text  (the  Chttih)  Etzno,  which  has  been  altered  to 
Etzni  by  the  Masoret  scribes  (in  the  Keti)  appar- 
ently to  admit  of  some  meaning  being  obtained 
from  it.  Jerome  read  it  Etzno,  and  taking  it  to 
be  a  declension  of  Etz  (=  "  wood  " )  has  rendered 
the  words  quasi  tenerrimtis  Hgni  vermiculus.  The 
LXX.  and  some  Hebrew  M.SS.  (see  Davidson's 
Ileb.  Text)  add  tlie  words  of  Chronicles  to  the  text 
of  Samuel,  a  course  followed  by  the  A.  V. 

The  passage  has  been  examined  at  length  by 
Kennicott  {Dissertation  1,  pp.  71-128)  and  Gese- 
nius  ( Thes.  pp.  994, 995),  to  whom  the  reader  must 
be  referred  for  details.  Their  conclusion  is  that 
the  reading  of  the  Chronicles  is  correct.  Ewald 
does  not  mention  it  (Gesch.  iii.  180,  note).      G. 

EZ'RA  (W!^t^  =  lielp:  "EcrSpas:  [Esdras]). 
1.  The  head  of  one  of  the  twenty-two  courses  of 
priests  which  returned  from  captivity  with  Zerub- 
babel  and  Jeshua  (Neh.  xii.  1).  But  in  the  some- 
what parallel  list  of  Neh.  x.  2-8,  the  name  of  the 

same  person  is  written  H^'lTl?,  Azariah,  as  it  is 
probably  in  Ezr.  vli.  1.     [Azariah,  22.] 

2.  The   famous    Scribe   and    Priest,  descended 
from  Hilkiah  the  high-priest  in  Josiah's  reign,  from 
whose  younger  son  Azariah,  sprung  Seraiah,  Ezra's 
father,  quite  a  different  person  from  Seraiah  the 
high-priest  (Ezr.  vii.  1).     All  that  is  really  known 
of  Ezra  is  contained  in  the  four  last  chapters  of 
the  book  of  Ezra,  and  in   Neh.  viii.  and  xii.  26. 
From  these  passages  we  learn  that  he  was  a  learned 
and  pious  priest  residing  at  Babylon  in  the  time  of 
Artaxerxes  Longimanus.     The  origin  of  his  influ- 
ence with  the  king  does  not  appear,  but  in  the  sev- 
enth year  of  his  reign,  in  spite  of  the  unfavorable 
report  which  had  been  sent  by  Kehum  and  Shim- 
shai,  he  obtained  leave  to  go  to  Jerusalem,  and  to 
take  with  him  a  company  of  Israelites,  together 
with  priests,  Levites,  singers,  porters,  and  Nethi- 
nim.     Of  these  a  list,  amounting  to  1754,  is  given 
in  Ezr.  viii. ;  and  these,  also,  doubtless  form  a  part 
of  the  full  list  of  the  returned  captives  contained 
in  Neh.  vii.,  and  in  duplicate  in  f^r.  ii.    Thejour- 
I       ney  of  Ezra  and  his  companions  from  Babylon  to 
I      Jerusalem  took  just  four  months ;  and  they  brought 
up  with  them  a  large  free-will  offering  of  gold  and 
silver,  and  silver  vessels,  contributed,  not  only  by 
.       the  Babylonian  Jews,  but  by  the  king  himself  and 
his  counsellors.     These  offerings  were  for  the  house 
f      of  God,  to  beautify  it,  and  for  the  purchase  of  bul- 
j       locks,  rams,  and   the  other  offerings  required  for 
\       the  temple-service.     In  addition  to  this  Ezra  was 
empowered  to  draw  upon  the  king's  treasurers  be- 
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yond  the  river  for  any  further  supplies  he  might 
require;  and  all  priests,  Levites,  and  other  minis- 
ters of  the  temple  were  exempted  from  taxation. 
I'ira  had  also  authority  given  him  to  appoint  mag- 
istrates and  judges  in  Judaja,  with  power  of  life 
and  death  o/er  all  offenders.  This  ample  commis- 
sion was  granted  him  at  his  own  request  (Ivzr.  vii. 
6),  and  it  appears  that  his  great  design  was  to  effect 
a  religious  relbrraation  among  the  Palestine  Jews, 
and  to  bring  them  back  to  the  observation  of  the 
law  of  Moses,  from  which  they  had  grievously  de- 
clined. His  first  step,  accordingly,  was  to  enforce 
a  separation  from  their  wives  upon  all  who  had 
made  heathen  marriages,  in  which  numl)er  were 
many  priests  and  Levites,  as  well  as  other  Israelites. 
This  was  effected  in  little  more  than  six  months 
after  his  arrival  at  Jerusalem.  AV'ith  the  detailed 
account  of  this  important  transaction,  Ezra's  auto- 
biograpliy  ends  abruptly,  and  we  hear  nothing  more 
of  him  till,  13  years  afterwards,  in  the  20th  of 
Artaxerxes,  we  find  him  again  at  Jerusalem  with 
Nehemiah  "the  Tirshatha."  It  is  generally  as- 
sumed that  Ezra  had  continued  governor  till  Nehe- 
miah superseded  him;  but  as  Ezra's  commission 
was  only  of  a  temporary  nature,  "  to  inquire  con- 
cerning Judah  and  Jerusalem"  (I'^r.  vii.  14),  and 
to  carry  thither  "the  silver  and  gold  which  the 
king  and  his  counsellors  had  freely  offered  unto  the 
God  of  Israel  "  (15),  and  as  there  is  no  trace  what- 
ever of  his  presence  at  Jerusalem  between  the  8th 
and  the  20th  of  Artaxerxes,  it  seems  probable  that 
after  he  had  effected  the  above-named  reformation, 
and  had  appointed  competent  judges  and  magis- 
trates, with  authority  to  maintain  it,  he  himself 
returned  to  the  king  of  Persia.  This  is  in  itself 
what  one  would  expect,  and  what  is  borne  out  by 
tlie  parallel  case  of  Nehemiah,  and  it  also  accounts 
for  the  abrupt  termination  of  Ezra's  narrative,  and 
for  that  relapse  of  the  Jews  into  their  fornser  ir- 
regularities which  is  apparent  in  the  book  of  Nehe- 
miah. Such  a  relajwe,  and  such  a  state  of  affairs 
at  Jerusalem  in  general,  could  scarcely  have  occurred 
if  Ezra  had  continued  there.  W^hether  he  returned 
to  Jerusalem  with  Nehemiah,  or  separately,  does 
not  appear  certainly,  but  as  he  is  not  mentioned  in 
Nehemiah's  narrative  till  after  the  completion  of 
the  wall  (Neh.  viii.  1),  it  is  perhaps  probable  that 
he  followed  the  latter  some  months  later,  having, 
perhaps,  been  sent  for  to  aid  him  in  his  work.  The 
functions  he  executed  under  Nehemiah's  govern- 
ment were  purely  of  a  priestly  and  ecclesiastical 
character,  such  as  reading  and  interpreting  the  law 
of  Moses  to  the  people  during  the  eight  days  of  the 
Feast  of  Tabernacles,  praying  in  the  congregation, 
and  assisting  at  the  dedication  of  the  wall,  and  in 
promoting  the  religious  reformation  so  happily 
effected  by  the  Tirshatha.  But  in  such  he  filled 
the  first  place  ;  being  repeatedly  coupled  with 
Nehemiah  the  Tirshatha  (viii.  9,  xii.  26),  while 
Eliashib  the  high-priest  is  not  mentioned  as  taking 
any  part  in  the  reformation  at  all.  In  the  sealing 
to  the  covenant  described  Neh.  x.,  Ezi-a  probably 
sealed  under  the  patronymic  Seraiah  or  Azariah 
(v.  2).  As  Ezra  is  not  mentioned  after  Nehe- 
miah's departure  for  Babylon  in  the  32d  Arta- 
xerxes, and  as  everything  fell  into  confusion  during 
Nehemiah's  absence  (Neh.  xiii.),  it  is  not  unlikely 
that  Ezra  may  have  died  or  returned  to  Babylon 
before  that  year.  Josephus,  who  should  be  our 
next  best  authority  after  Sci  ipture,  evidently  knew 
nothing  about  the  time  or  the  place  of  his  death. 
He  vaguely  says,  "  he  died  an  old  man,  and  wag 
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buried  in  a.  magnificent  manner  at  Jenisalem  " 
(Ant.  xi.  5,  §  5),  and  places  his  death  in  the  high- 
priesthood  of  Joacim,  and  Ijefore  the  government 
of  Nehemiah !  But  that  he  lived  under  the  high- 
priesthood  of  Eliashib  and  the  govenmient  of 
Nehemiah  is  expressly  stated  in  Nehemiah;  and 
there  was  a  strong  Jewish  tradition  that  he  was 
buried  in  Persia.  Thus  Benjamin  of  Tudela  says 
of  Nehar-Samorah  —  apparently  some  place  on  the 
lower  Tigris,"  on  the  frontier  of  Persia;  Zamuza 
according  to  the  Talmudists,  otherwise  Zamzumn 
—  "  The  sepulchre  of  lizra  the  priest  and  scribe  is 
in  this  place,  where  he  died  on  his  jouniey  from 
Jerusalem  to  king  Artaxerxes  "  (vol.  i.  p.  116),  a 
tradition  which  certaiidy  agrees  very  well  with  the 
narrative  of  Nehemiah.  This  sepulchre  is  shown 
to  this  day  (ib.  vol.  ii.,  note  p.  110).  As  regards 
the  traditional  history  of  Ezra,  it  is  extremely  dif- 
ficult to  judge  what  portion  of  it  has  any  histori- 
ca!  lOLindation.     The  principal  works  ascribed  to 
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him  by  the  Jews,  and,  on  the  strength  of  theUr 
testimony,  by  Christians  also,  are:  —  (1.)  The  in- 
stitution of  the  Great  Synagogue,  of  which,  the 
Jews  say,  Ezra  was  president,  and  Daniel,  Hafwai, 
Zechariah,  ilalachi,  Zorobabel,  ]\Iordecai,  Jeshua, 
Nehemiah,  &c.,  were  membere,  Simeon  the  Just, 
the  last  survivor,  living  on  till  the  time  of  Alex- 
ander the  Great!  (2.)  The  settling  the  canon  of 
Scripture,  and  restoring,  correcting,  and  editing 
the  whole  sacred  volume  according  to  the  threefold 
arrangement  of  the  Law,  the  Prophets,  and  the 
Hagiographa,  with  the  divisions  of  the  Pesul'im, 
or  verses,  the  vowel-points  handed  down  by  tradi- 
tion from  Moses,  and  the  emendations  of  the  Keri. 
(■i.)  The  introfluction  of  the  Chaldee  character  in- 
stead of  the  old  Hebrew  or  Samaritan.  (4.)  The 
authorship  of  the  books  of  Chronicles,  litra,  Nehe- 
miah, and,  some  add,  Esther;  and  many  of  the 
Jews  say,  also  of  the  books  of  Elzekiel,  Daniel,  and 
the  12  prophets.     (5.)  The  establishment  of  synii- 
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gogues.  Of  most  of  tiiese  works  a  full  account  is 
given  in  Prideaux's  Conntcliim,  1.  308-348,  and 
355-^376 ;  also  in  Buxtorf's  Tiheriiis.  References 
to  the  chief  rabbinical  and  other  authorities  will  be 
found  iti  Winer.  A  compendious  account  of  the 
arguments  by  which  most  of  these  Jewish  state- 
ments are  proved  to  be  fabulous  is  given  in  Stehe- 
lin's  Rnbbin.  Liternt.  pp.  5-8;  of  which  the  chief 
are  drawn  from  the  silence  of  the  sacred  writers 
themselves,  of  the  apocryphal  lKX)ks,  and  of  Jose- 
phus — and  it  miirht  lie  added,  of  Jerome  —  and 
from  the  fact  that  they  may  l)e  traceil  to  tiie  author 
of  the  chapter  in  the  Mishna  called  Pirke  Avofli. 
Here,  however,  it  nnist  suffice  to  observe  that  the 
pointed  description  of  I^zra  (vii.  6)  as  "a  ready 
scribe  in  the  kw  of  Moses,"  repeated  in  11,  12, 


o  ""On  the  Tigrig,  near  its  junction  with  the  Eu- 
phnites,"  says  Layard  (Nineveh  and  Babylon,  p.  501). 

U. 


21,  added  to  the  information  concerning  liini  that 
"  he  had  prepared  his  heart  to  seek  the  law  of  the 
I>ord,  and  to  do  it,  and  t«  teach  in  Israel  statutes 
and  judgments  "  (vii.  10),  and  his  commission  "to 
teach  the  laws  of  his  God  to  such  as  knew  them 
not"  (2.5),  and  his  great  diligence  in  reading  the 
Scriptures  to  the  people,  all  give  the  utmost  prob- 
ability to  the  account  which  attributes  to  him  a 
corrected  e<lition  of  the  Scriptures,  and  the  circu- 
lation of  many  such  copies.  'J'he  liooks  of  Nehe- 
miah and  Malachi  must  indeed  have  been  added 
later;  possibly  by  Malachi's  authority.  Some  tra- 
dition to  this  cii'cct  may  have  given  rise  to  the 
Jewish  fable  of  Malachi  l)eirig  the  same  jwrson  as 
I'^ra.  But  we  cannot  affirm  tliat  I-J^ra  inserted  in 
the  Canon  any  books  that  were  not  already  ac- 
knowledged as  inspired,  as  we  have  no  suHicient 
ground  for  ascribing  to  him  the  prophetic  charac- 
ter. Even  the  l)ooks  of  which  he  wjus  the  author 
may  not  have  assumed  definitely  the  character  of 
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Scripture  till  they  were  sanctioned  by  Malachi. 
There  does  not,  however,  seem  to  be  sufficient 
ground  for  forming  a  definite  opinion  on  the  detaik 
of  the  subject.  In  Jike  manner  one  can  only  say 
that  the  introduction  of  the  Chaldee  character,  and 
the  commencement  of  such  stated  meetings  for 
hearing  the  Scriptures  read  as  led  to  the  regular 
synagogue -service,  are  things  likely  to  have  occurred 
about  this  time.  For  the  question  of  Ezra's  au- 
thorship, see  Cukoxicles;  also  Ezka,'book  of. 

A.  C.  H. 

3.  (nnt^) :  'Effpi;  [Vat.  Eapei:]  Ezra).  A 
name  which  occurs  in  the  obscure  genealogy  of  1 
Chr.  iv.  17.  According  to  the  autlior  of  the 
Qiuestiones  in  ParaL,  Ezra  is  the  same  as  Ani- 
rani,  and  his  sons  Jether  and  Mered  are  Aaron 
and  Moses. 

EZ'RA,  BOOK  OF.  The  book  of  Ezra  speaks 
for  itself  to  any  one  who  reads  it  with  ordinary  in- 
telligence, and  without  any  prejudice  as  to  its 
nature  and  compositioh.  It  is  manifestly  a  con- 
tinuation of  the  books  of  Chronicles,  as  indeed  it 
is  called  by  Hilary,  bishop  of  Poitiers,  Serniones 
dieruni  Esdne  (ap.  Cosin's  C'lnon  of'  Scr.  51).  It 
is  naturally  a  fresh  book,  as  commencing  the  his- 
tory of  the  returned  captives  after  seventy  years 
of  suspension,  as  it  were,  of  the  national  life.  But 
when  we  speak  of  the  book  as  a  chronicle,  we  at 
once  declare  the  nature  of  it,  which  its  contents 
also  abundantly  confirm.  Like  the  two  books  of 
Chronicles,  it  consbts  of  the  contemporary  histori- 
cal journals  kept  from  time  to  time  by  the  prophets, 
or  other  authorized  persons,  who  were  eye-wit- 
nesses for  the  most  part  of  what  they  record,  and 
whose  several  narratives  were  afterwards  strung 
together,  and  either  abridged  or  added  to,  as  the 
case  required,  by  a  later  hand.  That  later  hand, 
in  the  book  of  Ezra,  was  doubtless  Ezra's  own,  as 
appears  by  the  four  last  chapters,  as  well  as  by 
other  matter  inserted  in  tlie  previous  chapters. 
While  therefore,  in  a  certain  sense,  the  whole  book 
is  Ezra's,  as  put  together  by  him,  yet,  strictly,  only 
the  four  last  chapters  are  his  original  work.  Nor 
wiU  it  be  difficult  to  point  out  with  tolerable  cer- 
tainty several  of  the  writers  of  whose  writings  the 
first  six  chapters  are  connx)sed.  It  has  already 
been  suggested  [Chkoxicles]  that  the  chief  por- 
tion of  tiie  last  chapter  of  2  Chr.  and  Ezr.  i.  may 
probably  have  been  written  by  Daniel.  The  evi- 
dences of  this  in  Ezr.  i.  must  now  be  given 
more  fully.  No  one  probably  can  read  Daniel  as 
a  genuine  book,  and  not  be  struck  with  the  very 
singular  circumstance  that,  while  he  tells  us  in 
ch.  ix.  that  he  was  aware  that  the  seventy  years' 
captivity,  foretold  by  .Jeremiah,  was  near  its  close, 
and  was  led  therel>y  to  pray  earnestly  for  the 
restoration  of  Jerusalem,  and  while  he  records  the 
remarkable  vision  in  answer  to  his  prayer,  yet  he 
takes  not  the  slightest  notice  of  Cyrus's  decree,  by 
which  Jeremiah's  prophecy  was  fulfilled,  and  his 
own  heart's  desire  and  prayer  to  God  for  Israel  was 
accomplished,  and  wliich  must  have  been  the  most 
stirring  event  in  his  long  life,  not  even  excepting 
the  incident  of  the  den  of  lions.  He  passes  over  in 
»tter  silence  the  Jirst  year  of  Cyrus,  to  which 
pointed  allusion  is  made  in  Dan.  i.  21,  atid  proceeds 
in  ch.  X.  to  the  third  year  of  Cyrus.  Such  silence 
is  utterly  unaccountable.  IJut  l^zr.  i.  supplies  the 
missing  notice.  If  placed  between  Dan.  ix.  and  x. 
it  exactly  fiUs  up  the  gap,  and  records  the  event 
of  the  first  year  of  Cyrus,  in  wliich  Daniel  was  so 
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deeply  interested.  And  not  only  so,  but  the  man- 
ner of  the  record  is  exactly  Daniel's.  Ezr.  i.  1: 
"  And  in  the  first  year  of  C}tus  K.  of  Persia,"  is 
the  precise  formiUa  used  in  Dan.  i.  1,  ii.  1,  vii.  1, 
viii.  1,  ix.  1,  X.  1,  xi.  1.  The  designation  (ver.  1, 
2,  8)  "Cyrus  king  of  Persia"  is  that  used  Dan. 
X.  1 ;  the  reference  to  the  prophecy  of  Jeremiah  in 
ver.  1  is  similar  to  that  in  Dan.  ix.  2,  and  the 
natural  sequence  to  it.  The  giving  the  text  of  the 
decree,  ver.  2-4  (cf.  Dan.  iv.),  the  mention  of  the 
name  of  "  Mithredath  the  treasurer,"  ver.  8  (cf. 
Dan.  i.  3,  11),  the  allusion  to  the  sacred  vessels 
placed  by  Nebuchadnezzar  in  the  house  of  his  god, 
ver.  7  (cf.  Dan.  i.  2),  the  giving  the  Chaldee  name 
of  Zerubbabel,  ver.  8,  11  (cf.  Dan.  i.  7),  and  the 
whole  locus  stamli  of  the  narrator,  who  evidently 
wrote  at  Babylon,  not  at  Jerusalem,  are  all  circum 
stances  which  in  a  marked  manner  jx)int  to  Daniel 
as  the  wi'iter  of  Ezr.  i.  Nor  is  there  the  least  im- 
probability in  the  supposition  that  if  Ezra  edited 
Daniel's  papers  he  might  think  the  chapter  in  ques- 
tion more  conveniently  placed  in  its  chronological 
position  in  the  Chronicles  than  in  the  collection  of 
Daniel's  prophecies.  It  is  scarcely  necessary  to  add 
that  several  chapters  of  the  prophets  Isaiah  and 
Jeremiah  are  actually  found  in  the  book  of  Kings, 
as  e.  (/.  Is.  xxxvi.-xxxix.  in  2  K.  xviii.-xx. 

Ezr.  i.  then  was  by  the  hand  of  Daniel. 

As  regards  Ezr.  ii.,  and  as  far  as  iii.  1,  where 
the  change  pf  name  from  .  Sheshbazzar  to  Zerub- 
babel in  ver.  2,  the  mention  of  Nehemiah  the 
Yirshatha  in  ver.  2  and  6-3,  and  that  of  JMordecai 
in  ver.  2,  at  once  indicate  a  different  and  much 
finer  hand,  we  need  not  seek  long  to  discover  where 
it  came  from,  because  it  is  found  in  extenso,  ver- 
batim el  literatim  (with  the  exception  of  clerical 
errors),  in  the  7th  ch.  of  Nehemiah,  where  it  be- 
longs bej'ond  a  shadow  of  doubt  [Nkhk.miah, 
Book  of].  This  portion  then  was  written  by 
Nehemiah,  and  was  placed  by  Ezra,  or  iK)ssil)ly  by 
a  still  later  hand,  in  this  position,  as  bearing  upon 
the  return  from  captivity  related  in  ch.  j.,  though 
chronologically  out  of  place.  Whether  the  extract 
originally  extended  so  fiir  as  iii.  1  may  be  doubted. 
The  next  portion  extends  from  iii.  2  to  the  end  of 
ch.  vi.  With  the  exception  of  one  large  explana 
tory  addition  by  Ezra,  extending  from  iv.  G  to  23, 
which  has  cruelly  but  most  needlessly  perplexed 
commentators,  this  portion  is  the  work  of  a  writer 
contemporary  with  Zerubbabel  and  Jeshua,  and  an 
eye-witness  of  the  rebuilding  of  the  Temple  in  the 
beginning  of  the  reign  of  Darius  Hystaspis.  The 
minute  details  given  of  all  the  circumstances,  such 
as  the  weeping  of  the  old  men  who  had  seen  the 
first  Temple,  the  names  of  the  Levites  who  took 
part  in  the  work,  of  the  heathen  governors  who 
hindered  it,  the  expression  (vi.  15)  "  This  house 
was  finished,"  <fcc.,  the  number  of  the  sacrifices 
oflfered  at  the  dedication,  and  the  whole  tone  of  the 
narrative,  bespeak  an  actor  in  the  scenes  described. 
Who  then  was  so  likely  to  record  these  interesting 
events  as  one  of  those  prophets  who  took  an  active 
part  in  promoting  them,  and  a  branch  of  whose 
duty  it  would  lie  to  continue  the  national  chroniclest^ 
That  it  was  tlie  prophet  Haggai  l)ecomes  tolerably 
sure  when  we  observe  further  the  following  coin- 
cidences in  style. 

1.  The  title  "  the  prophet,"  is  throughout  this 
portion  of  Ezra  attached  in  a  peculiar  way  to  the 
name  of  Haggai.  Thus  chapter  v.  1  we  read  "  Then 
the  prophets,  Haggai  the  prophet,  and  Zechariah 
the  sou  of  Iddo,  prophesied,"    &c.;    and  vi..  14, 
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"  They  prospered  through  the  prophesying  of  Hag- 
gai  the  prophtt,  and  Zechariah  the  son  of  Iddo." 
And  in  like  manner  in  Hag.  i.  1,  3,  12,  ii.  1,  10, 
he  is  called  "  Haggai  tlie  prophet." 

2.  The  designation  of  Zerubbabel  and  Jeshua  is 
identical  in  the  two  writers.  "  Zerubbabel  the  son 
of  Shealtiel,  and  Jeshua  the  son  of  Jozadak  "  (conip. 
Ezr.  iii.  2,  8,  v.  2,  with  Hag.  i.  1,  12,  14,  ii.  2,  4, 
2-3).  It  will  be  seen  that  both  writers  usually  name 
them  together,  and  in  the  same  order:  Zechariah, 
on  the  contrary,  does  not  once  name  them  together, 
and  calls  them  simply  Zerubbabel,  and  Jeshua. 
Only  in  vi.  11  he  adds  "  the  son  of  Josedech." 

3.  The  description  in  lilzr.  v.  1,  2  of  the  effect 
of  the  preaching  of  Haggai  and  Zechariah  ujwn 
Zerubbabel,  Jeshua,  and  the  people,  is  identical  with 
that  in  Hag.  i.,  only  abbreviated.  And  Hag.  ii.  3 
alludes  to  the  interesting  circumstance  recorded  in 
Ezr.  iii.  12. 

4.  Both  writers  mark  the  date  of  the  transactions 
they  record  by  the  year  of  "Darius  the  king" 
(Ezr.  iv.  24,  vi.  15,  compared  with  Hag.  i.  1,  15, 
ii.  10,  &c.). 

5.  Ezr.  iii.  8  contains  exactly  the  same  enumera- 
tion of  those  that  worked,  viz.  "  Zerubbabel,  Jeshua, 
and  the  remnant  of  their  brethren,"  as  Hag.  i.  12, 
14,  where  we  have  "  Zerubbabel,  and  Jeshua,  with 
all  the  rtimianl  of  the  i)eople  "  (comp.  too  Ezr.  vi. 
16,  and  Hag.  ii.  2). 

6.  Both  writers  use  the  expression  "  the  work 
of  the  house  of  the  I>ord  "  (Ezr.  iii.  8  and  9,  com-, 
pared  with  Hag.  i.  14);  and  both  use  the  phrase 
"the  foundation  of  the  temple  was  laid  "  (Ezr.  iii. 
6,  10,  11,  12,  compared  with  Hag.  ii.  18). 

7.  Both  writers  use  indifferently  the  expressions 
the  "  house  of  the  I>ord,"  and  the  "  temple  of  the 
Lord,"  but  the  former  much  more  frequently  than 
the  latter.  Thus  the  writer  in  Ezra  uses  the  ex- 
pression "  the  house  "  (H^S)  twenty-five  times,  to 

six  in  which  he  speaks  of  "  the  temple"  (72"'n). 
Haggai  speaks  of  "  the  house "  seven  times,  of 
"  the  temple  "  twice. 

8.  Both  writers  make  marked  and  frequent 
reference  to  the  law  of  ]Moses.  'i'hus  comp.  l'2zr. 
iii.  2,  3-6,  8,  vi.  14,  16-22,  with  Hag.  i.  8,  10,  ii. 
5,  17,  11-13,  &c. 

Such  strongly  marked  resemblances  in  the  com- 
pass of  two  such  brief  portions  of  Scripture  seem 
to  ])rove  that  they  are  from  the  pen  of  the  same 
writer. 

But  the  above  observations  do  not  apply  to  Ezr. 
iv.  6-23,  which  is  a  parenthetic  addition  by  a  much 
later  hand,  and,  as  the  passage  most  clearly  shows, 
made  in  the  reign  of  Artaxerxes  Longinianus.  The 
compiler  who  inserted  chapter  ii.,  a  document  drawn 
up  in  the  reign  of  .\r(axerxes,  to  illustrate  the 
return  of  the  captives  under  Zerubbal)el,  here  inserts 
a  notice  of  two  historicjd  facts  —  of  which  one 
occurred  in  the  reign  of  Xerxes,  and  tlie  other  in 
the  reign  of  Artaxerxes  —  to  illustrate  the  opposi- 
tion ofiered  liy  the  heathen  to  the  rel)uilding  of  the 
temple  in  the  reign  of  Cjtus  and  Cambyses.  ^  He 
tells  lis  that  in  the  lieginning  of  the  reign  of 
Xcixcs,  ?'.  e.  Vjefore  J'lsther  was  in  favor,  tiiey  had 
written  to  the  king  to  prejudice  him  against  the 
Jews  —  a  circumstance,  by  the  way,  which  may 
rather  have  inclined  him  to  listen  to  Hamans 
proposition ;  and  he  gives  the  text  of  letters  sent 
to  Artaxerxes,  and  of  .\rtaxerxes'  answer,  on  the 
strength  of  which  Itehum  and  Shimshai  forcibly 
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hindered  the  Jews  from  rebuilding  the  city.  These 
letters  doubtless  came  into  Ezra's  hands  at  Babylon, 
and  may  have  led  to  those  endeavors  on  his  part  to 
make  the  king  favorable  to  Jetusalem  which  issued 
in  his  own  conunission  in  the  seventh  yeai"  of  his 
reign.  At  ver.  24  Haggai's  narrative  proceeds  in 
connection  with  ver.  5.  'llie  mention  of  Artaxerxes 
in  chapter  vi.  14,  is  of  the  same  kind.  The  last 
four  chapters,  beginning  with  chapter  vii.,"are 
I'jira's  own,  and  continue  the  history  after  a  gap 
of  fifty-eight  years  —  from  the  sixth  of  Darius  to 
the  seventh  of  Artaxerxes.  The  only  history  of 
Judrea  during  this  interval  is  what  is  given  in  the 
above-named  iiarenthesis,  from  which  we  may  infer 
that  during  this  time  there  was  no  one  in  Palestine 
to  write  the  Chronicles.  The  history  of  the  Jews 
in  Persia  for  the  same  jjeriod  is  given  in  the  book 
of  Esther. 

The  text  of  the  book  of  Ezra  is  not  in  a  good 
condition.  There  are  a  good  many  pali)able  cor- 
ruptions both  in  the  names  and  numerals,  and 
perhaps  in  some  other  points.  It  is  written  partly 
in  Hebrew,  and  partly  in  Chaldee.  The  C'haldee 
begins  at  iv.  8,  and  continues  to  the  end  of  vi.  18. 
The  letter  or  decree  of  Artaxerxes,  vii.  12-26,  is 
also  given  in  the  original  Chaldee.  There  has 
never  been  any  doubt  about  Ezra  being  canonical, 
although  there  is  no  quotation  from  it  in  the  N.  T. 
Augustine  says  of  Ezra  "  niagis  rerum  gestarum 
scriptor  est  habitus  quam  proplieta  "  (Z>e  Civ.  Ihi, 
xviii.  36).  The  period  covered  by  the  book  is  eighty 
years,  from  the  first  of  Cyrus  h.  c.  536  to  the  be- 
ginning of  the  eighth  of  Artaxerxes  is.  c.  456.  It 
embraces  the  governments  of  Zerubbabel  and  lilzra, 
the  high-priesthood  of  Jeshua,  Joiakim,  and  the 
early  part  of  Eliashib;  and  the  reigns  of  Cyrus, 
(Jambyses,  Smerdis,  Darius  Hystaspis.  Xerxes,  and 
part  of  Artaxerxes.  Of  these  Cambyses  and  Smerdis 
are  not   named.     Xerxes   is  barely  named  iv.  6. 

[Esi>l!AS,  FIKST  BOOK  OK.]  A.  C.  H. 

*  Among  the  later  wi-iters  on  the  book  of  Ezra 
are  these:  Keil  in  his  A/kiI.  Versiich  iib.  die  Biicher 
i/,r  CI,  11, 111/:,  i>p.  93-194,  and  in  his  J-i)il.  in  dat 
A.  'J\.<t.  |ip.  515-520;  INlaurer,  Comm.  in  Vtt. 
Test.  i.  244  ff.  (of  httle  value);  Niigelsbach,  art. 
Esrn  u.  Nehemin,  in  Herzog's  lie(d-Kticyk.  iv. 
165-174;  Bleek  in  his  lAnl.  in  das  A.  Test.,  pp. 
373-391.;  Davidson,  Jntiod.  to  the  Old  Test.  ii. 
121-132;  Pusey,  in  his  Lectures  on  Daniel,  p. 
328  ff.  (in  defense  of  its  integrity  and  geiuiineness); 
Bertheau,  Die  Biicher  Ksra,  Kechemia  v.  Kiier 
erkliirt  (Lief.  svii.  of  the  Knrzijef.  exe;/.  flandb. 
znm  A.  T.,  1862);  A\'or(lsworth,  in  his  JMij  Bible 
irith  Introfl action  and  Notes,  iii.  301-324  (186(i); 
and  Kuenen,  Hist.  crit.  des  livres  de  VAncien  Ted., 
trad,  par  Pierson,  i.  496-522  (18(i6).  It  is  th« 
opinion  of  many  eminent  critics  of  dif  erent  schools, 
as  Zunz,  Kwaid,  Bertheau,  Vailiinirer,  Dillniann. 
Herzfeld,  Davidson,  Bleek,  and  Kuenen,  that  the 
bcjoks  of  l>-ra.  Xehemiah,  and  Chronicles  were  com- 
piled by  tlie  same  person.  H- 
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[Vat.  -p«j-],  .\lex.  ECpaTjAiTTjs;  [in  Ps.,  'Itroa- 
TjXiTTjj,  Vat.  Sin.  -Ku--]  AzruAiVrt),  a  title  attached 
to  two  persons  —  Ethan  (1  K.  iv.  31;  Ps.  Ixxxix. 
title)  and  Heman  (Ps.  Ixxxviii.  title).  The  word 
is  naturally  derivable   from  ferah,  or  —  which  is 

almost  the  same  in  Hebrew  — Zerach,  PT?. :  «"'* 
accordingly  in  1  Chr.  ii.  6,  i:than  and  Heman  are 
both  given  a.s  sons  of  Zerah  the  son  of  .ludah 
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Another  Ethan  and  another  Heman  are  named  as 
Levites  and  musicians  in  the  lists  of  1  Chr.  vi.  and 
elsewhere. 

EZ'RI  C*"]!^  [.^^^P  of  Jehovah,  a  contracted 
form,  Ges.  and  Fiirst]  :  'EtrSpt ;  [Vat.  KaSpti ; 
Corap.  Aid.]  Alex.  'E(,pai':  J^zrl),  son  of  Chelub, 
superintendent  for  king  David  of  those  "  who  did 
the  work  of  the  field  for  tillage  of  the  ground  " 
(1  Chr.  xxvii.  28). 


F. 

FABLE  {fivQos- fiibula).  Taking  the  words 
fable  and  parable;  not  in  their  strict  etymological 
meaning,  but  in  that  which  has  been  stamped  upon 
them  by  current  usage,  looking,  /.  e.  at  the  J'^sopic 
fable  as  the  type  of  the  one,  at  the  Parables  of  the 
N.  T.  as  the  type  of  the  other,  we  have  to  ask 
(1)  in  what  relation  they  stand  to  each  other,  as 
instruments  of  moral  teaching?  (2)  what  use  is 
made  in  the  Bible  of  this  or  of  that  form  V  That 
they  have  much  in  common  is,  of  course,  obvious 
enough.  In  both  we  find  "  statements  of  facts, 
which  do  not  even  pretend  to  be  historical,  used  as 
vehicles  for  the  exhibition  of  a  general  truth " 
(Neander,  Leben  Jesti,  p.  68).  Both  differ  from 
the  Mythus,  in  the  modern  sense  of  that  word,  in 
being  the  result  of  a  delil)erate  choice  of  such  a 
mode  of  teaching,  not  the  sjx)ntaneous,  unconscious 
evolution  of  thought  in  some  symbolic  form.  They 
take  their  place  so  far  as  species  of  the  same  genus. 
What  are  the  characteristic  marks  by  which  one 
differs  from  the  other,  it  is  perhaps  easier  to  feel 
than  to  define.  Thus  we  have  (comp.  Trench  On 
Farablt.%  p.  2)  (1)  I_.essing's  statement  that  the 
fable  takes  the  form  of  an  actual  narrative,  while 
the  Parable  assumes  only  that  what  is  related  might 
have  happened;  (2)  Herder's,  that  the  difference 
lies  in  the  iiible's  dealing  with  brute  or  inanimate 
nature,  in  the  parable's  drawing  its  materials  ex- 
clusively from  human  life;  (;j)  Olshausen's  (on 
Matt.  xiii.  1^,  followed  by  Trench  {l.  c. ),  that,it  is 
to  be  found  in  the  higher  truths  of  which  the 
parable  is  the  vehicle.  Perhaps  the  most  satisfac- 
tory summing  up  of  the  chief  distinctive  features 
of  each  is  to  be  found  in  the  following  extract  from 
Neander  {I.  c):  "The  parable  is  distinguished 
from  the  fable  by  this,  that,  in  the  latter,  qualities, 
or  acts  of  a  higher  class  of  beings  may  be  attributed 
to  a  lower  {e.  g.  those  of  men  to  brutes);  while  in 
the  former,  the  lower  sphere  is  kept  jjerfectly  dis- 
tinct from  that  which  it  seems  to  illustrate.  The 
beings  and  powers  thus  introduced  always  follow 
the  law  of  their  nature,  but  their  acts,  according  to 
this  law,  are  used  to  figure  those  of  a  higher  race. 
.  .  .  Tlie  mere  introduction  of  brutes  as  personal 
agents,  in  tlie  fable,  is  not  sufficient  to  distinguish 
it  from  the  parable,  which  may  make  use  of  the 
same  contrivance;  as,  for  example,  Christ  employs 
the  sheep  in  one  of  his  parables.  The  great  dis- 
tinction here,  also,  lies  in  what  has  already  been 
remarked;  brutes  introduced  in  the  parable  act 
according  to  the  law  of  their  nature,  and  the  two 
spheres  of  nature  and  of  the  kingdom  of  (iod  are 
carefully  separated  from  each  other.  Hence  the 
reciprocal  relations  of  bnites  to  each  other  are  not 
made  use  of,  as  these  coiUd  furnish  no  appropriate 
image  of  the  relation  between  man  and  the  kingdom 
>f  God." 
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the  fable,  as  thus  distinguished  from   the 
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parable,  we  have  but  two  examples  in  the  Bible, 

(1)  that  of  the  trees  choosing  their  king,  addressed 
by  Jotham  to  the  men  of  Shechem  (-Judg.  Lx.  8-15); 

(2)  that  of  the  cedar  of  Lebanon  and  the  thistle,  as 
the  answer  of  Jehoash  to  the  challenge  of  Amaziah 
(2  K.  xiv.  ii).  The  narrative  of  Ez.  xvii.  1-10, 
though,  in  common  with  the  fable,  it  brings  before 
us  the  lower  forms  of  creation  as  representatives  of 
human  characters  and  destinies,  differs  from  it  in 
the  points  above  noticed,  (1)  in  not  introducing 
them  as  having  human  attributes,  (2)  in  the  higher 
prophetic  character  of  the  truths  conveyed  by  it. 
The  great  eagle,  the  cedar  of  I>ebanon,  the  spread- 
ing vine,  are  not  groujjed  together  as  the  agents  in 
a  fable,  but  are  simply,  like  the  bear,  the  leopard, 
and  the  lion  in  the  visions  of  Daniel,  symbols  of 
the  great  monarchies  of  the  world. 

In  the  two  instances  referred  to,  the  fable  has 
more  the  character  of  the  Greek  aJvos  (Quintil. 
Inst.  Orat.  v.  11)  than  of  the  ^Cflos;  that  is,  is  less 
the  fruit  of  a  vivid  imagination,  sporting  with  the 
analogies  between  the  worlds  of  nature  and  of  men, 
than  a  covert  reproof,  making  the  sarcasm  which  it 
affects  to  hide  all  the  shaq)er  (iliiller  and  Donald- 
son, Hist,  of  Greek  Literature,  vol.  i.  c.  xi.).  The 
appearance  of  the  fable  tJius  early  in  the  history 
of  Israel,  and  its  entire  absence  from  the  direct 
teaching  both  of  the  O.  and  N.  T.  are,  each  of 
them  in  its  way,  significant.  Taking  the  received 
chronology,  the  fable  of  Jotham  was  spoken  about 
1209  B.  c.  The  Arabian  traditions  of  Lokman  do 
not  assign  to  him  an  earlier  date  than  that  of 
David.  The  earliest  Greek  aivos  is  that  of  Hesiod 
{Op.  et  D.  202),  and  the  prose  form  of  the  fable 
does  not  meet  us  till  we  come  (about  550  b.  c.)  to 
Stesichorus  and  ^Esop.  The  first  example  in  the 
history  of  Kome  is  the  apologue  of  Menenius 
Agrippa  B.  c.  494,  and  its  genuineness  has  been 
questioned  on  the  ground  that  the  fable  could 
hardly  at  that  time  have  found  its  way  to  Latium 
(Miiller  and  Donaldson,  /.  c).  It  may  be  noticed 
too  that  when  collections  of  fables  became  familiar 
to  the  Greeks  they  were  looked  on  as  imported,  not 
indigenous.  The  traditions  that  surround  the  name 
of  /Esop,  the  absence  of  any  evidence  that  he  wrote 
fables,  the  traces  of  eastern  origin  in  those  ascribed 
to  him,  leave  him  little  more  than  the  representa- 
tive of  a  period  when  the  forms  of  teaching,  which 
had  long  been  familiar  to  the  more  eastern  nations, 
were  travelling  westward,  and  were  adopted  eagerly 
by  the  Greeks.  The  collections  themselves  are 
described  by  titles  that  indicate  a  foreign  origin. 
They  are  Libyan  (Arist.  Rhet.  ii.  20),  Cyprian, 
(,'ilician.  All  these  facts  lead  to  the  conclusion 
that  the  Hebrew  mind,  gifted,  as  it  was,  in  a  spe- 
cial measure,  with  the  power  of  perceiving  analo- 
gies in  things  apparently  dissimilar,  attained,  at  a 
very  early  stage  of  its  growth,  the  power  which 
does  not  appear  in  the  history  of  other  nations  tUl 
a  later  period.  Whatever  antiquity  may  be  ascribed 
to  the  fables  in  the  comparatively  later  collection 
of  the  Pancha  Tnntru,  the  land  of  Canaan  is,  so 
far  as  we  have  any  data  to  conclude  from,  the  fa- 
therland of  fable.  To  conceive  brutes  or  inani- 
mate objects  as  representing  human  characteristics, 
to  personify  them  as  acting,  speaking,  reasoning, 
to  draw  lessons  from  them  applicable  to  human  life, 
—  this  must  have  been  common  among  the  Israel- 
ites in  the  time  of  the  Judges.  The  part  assigned 
in  the  earliest  records  of  the  Bible  to  the  impres- 
sions made  by  the  brute  creation  on  the  mind  of 
man  -  ihen  "  the  Lord  God  formed  every  beast  (rf 
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the  field  and  every  fowl  of  the  air,  and  brought 
them  unto  Adam  to  see  what  he  would  call  theui  " 
(Gen.  ii.  19),  and  the  apparent  sjmboUsm  of  the 
serpent  in  the  narrative  of  the  Fall  (Gen.  iii.  1) 
are  at  once  inaications  of  teaching  adapted  to  men 
in  the  possession  of  tiiis  jwwer,  and  must  have 
helped  to  develope  it  (Herder,  Geht  der  Ebrui- 
tchen  Poesie^  Werke,  xxxiv.  p.  16,  ed.  1826).  The 
large  number  of  proverbs  in  which  analogies  of  this 
kind  are  made  the  bases  of  a  moral  precept,  and 
some  of  which  (e.  ff.  Prov.  xxvi.  11,  xxx.  15,  25- 
28)  are  of  the  nature  of  condensed  fables,  show 
that  there  was  no  decline  of  this  power  as  the  in- 
tellect of  the  people  advanced.  The  absence  of 
fables  accordingly  from  the  teaching  of  the  0.  T. 
must  be  ascribed  to  their  want  of  fitness  to  be  the 
media  of  the  truths  which  that  teaching  was  to 
convey.  The  points  in  which  brutes  or  inanimate 
objects  present  analogies  to  man  are  chiefly  those 
which  belong  to  his  lower  nature,  his  pride,  indo- 
lence, cunning,  and  the  hke,  and  the  lessons  derived 
from  them  accordingly  do  not  rise  higher  than  the 
prudential  moraUty  which  aims  at  repressing  such 
defects  (comp.  Trench  on  the  Parables,  I.  c). 
Hence  the  fable,  apart  from  the  associations  of  a 
grotesque  and  ludicrous  nature  which  gather  round 
it,  apart  too  from  its  presenting  narratives  which 
are  "  nee  verae  nee  verisiniiles  "  (Cie.  de  Invent,  i. 
19),  is  inade<],uate  as  the  exponent  of  the  higher 
truths  which  belong  to  man's  spiritual  fife.  It 
may  serve  to  exhibit  the  relations  between  man 
and  man ;  it  fails  to  represent  those  between  man 
and  God.  To  do  that  is  the  office  of  the  Taka- 
IJLE,  finding  its  outward  framework  in  the  dealings 
of  men  with  each  other,  or  in  the  world  of  nature 
as  it  is,  not  in  any  grotesque  parody  of  nature,  and 
exhibiting,  in  either  case,  real  and  not  fanciful  anal- 
ogies. The  fable  seizes  on  that  which  man  has  in 
common  with  the  creatures  below  him ;  the  para- 
ble rests  on  the  tniths  that  man  is  made  in  the 
image  of  God,  and  that  "  all  things  are  double  one 
against  another." 

It  is  noticeable,  as  confinning  this  view  of  the 
office  of  the  fable,  that,  though  those  of  yEsop 
(so  called)  were  known  to  the  great  preacher  of 
righteousness  at  Athens,  though  a  metrical  para- 
phrase of  some  of  them  was  among  the  employ- 
ments of  his  imprisonment  (Tlato,  Pluedon,  pp.  GO, 
61),  they  were  not  employed  by  him  as  illustra- 
tions, or  channels  of  instruction.  While  Socrates 
shows  an  appreciation  of  the  power  of  such  fables 
to  represent  some  of  the  plienomena  of  human  life, 
he  was  not,  he  says,  in  this  sense  of  the  word, 
(tv6o\o'YiK6s.  The  myths,  which  ap]5ear  in  the 
Gorgias,  the  Ph(ednis,  the  I'IkiiIuh.  the  Jiepublic, 
are  as  unlike  as  jwssible  to  the  ^h'-sopic  fables,  arc 
(to  take  his  own  account  of  them)  ou  fxvdoi  a.\\a 
\.6yoi,  true,  though  figurative,  representations  of 
spiritual  realities,  while  the  illustrations  from  the 
common  facts  of  life  which  were  so  conspicuous  in 
his  ordinary  teaching,  though  differing  in  being 
comparisotis  rather  than  nan-atives,  come  n&arer  to 
the  parables  of  the  liible  (comp.  the  contrast  be- 
tween TCt  loiKpariKa,  as  examples  of  the  irapafioK'ti 
and  the  \6yoi  AtVwTreioi,  Arist.  Rliet.  ii.  20).  It 
may  be  said  indeed  that  the  use  of  the  fable  as  an 
Instrument  of  teaching  (apart  from  the  cml)ellish- 
ments  of  wit  and  fancy  witli  which  it  is  associated 
by  such  writers  as  I.«8sing  and  \ji  Fontaine)  Ije- 
longs  rather  to  childhood,  and  the  child-like  period 
of  national  life,  than  to  a  more  advanced  develop- 
ment.    In  the  earlier  stages  of  political  change,  as 
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in  the  cases  of  Jotham,  Stesichorus  (Arist.  Rhet 
I.  c),  Menenius  Agrippa,  it  is  used  as  an  element 
of  persuasion  or  reproof.  It  ceases  to  appear  in  the 
higher  eloquence  of  orators  and  statesmen.  The 
special  excellence  of  fables  is  that  they  are  Stj^ii/vo- 
piKol  (Arist.  Jihet.  I.  c),  that  "ducere  anitnos 
Solent,  proecipue  rusticorum  et  imperitorum " 
((^lint.  Inst.  Orat.  I.  c). 

The  fxtiBoi  of  false  teachers  claiming  to  belong 
to  the  Christian  church,  alluded  to  by  writers'  of 
the  N.  T.  in  connection  with  761/60A.07101  airfpav- 
Toi  (1  Tim.  i.  4),  or  with  epithets  'louSaiKoi  (Tit. 
i.  14),  ypawSfls  (1  Tim.  iv.  7),  a-eao<ptafj.evoi  (2 
Pet.  i.  16),  do  not  appear  to  have  had  the  character 
of  fables,  projjerly  so  called.  As  applied  to  them, 
the  word  takes  its  general  meaning  of  anything 
false  or  unreal,  and  it  does  not  fall  within  the  scope 
of  the  present  article  to  discuss  the  nature  of  the 
falsehoods  so  referred  to.      [See  Pakaulk.] 

E.  H.  P. 

FAIR  HAVENS  (KoAol  Aifityts),  a  harbor 
in  the  island  of  Crete  (Acts  xxvii.  8),  not  men- 
tioned in  any  other  ancient  writing.  There  seems 
no  probability  that  it  is,  as  Biscoe  suggested  (on  the 
Acts,  p.  347,  ed.  1829),  the  Ka\h  ' hKri)  of  Steph. 
Byz.  —  for  that  is  said  to  be  a  city,  whereas  Pair 
Havens  is  described  as  ''  a  place  near  to  wliich  was 
a  city  called  I>asoea  "  {totto^  tis  ^  iyyvs  ijv  ttSKis 
A.)-  Moreover  Jlr.  Pashley  found  {Travels  in 
Crete,  vol.  ii.  p.  57)  a  district  called  Acte ;  and  it 
is  most  likely  that  K0A7?  A/cttj  wiis  situated  there; 
but  that  district  is  in  the  SV.  of  the  island,  whereas 
Fair  Havens  was  on  the  S.  Its  position  is  now 
quite  certain.  Though  not  mentioned  by  classical 
writers,  it  is  still  known  by  its  old  (ireek  name,  as 
it  was  in  the  time  of  Pococke,  and  other  early 
travellers  mentioned  by  ^Ir.  Smith  (  Voyage  and 
Shipwreck  of  St.  Paul,  2d  ed.  pp.  80-82).  La- 
S.SA  too  has  recently  been  most  explicitly  discov- 
ered. In  fact  Fair  Havens  appears  to  have  been 
practically  its  harbor.  These  places  are  situated 
four  or  five  miles  to  the  E.  of  Cape  JIatala,  which 
is  the  most  conspicuous  headhmd  on  the  S.  coast 
of  Cj'ete,  and  immediately  to  the  W.  of  which  the 
coast  trends  suddenly  to  the  N.  This  last  circum- 
stance explains  why  the  sliip  which  conveyed  St, 
Paul  was  brought  to  anchor  in  Fair  Havens.  In 
consequence  of  violent  and  continuing  N.  AV.  winds 
she  had  been  unable  to  hold  on  her  course  towards 
Italy  from  Cnidus  (ver.  7),  and  had  nm  down,  by 
Salmone,  under  the  lee  of  Crete.  It  was  jK)ssible  to 
reach  Fair  Havens;  but  beyond  Ca|)e  M-.itala  the 
difficulty  would  have  recurred,  so  long  as  the  wind 
remainetl  in  the  same  ([Uiutcr.  A  considerable 
delay  took  place  (ver.  9)  duriui,'  wliicii  it  is  possible 
that  St.  Paul  may  have  liud  opportunities  of  preach- 
ing the  gospel  at  Lasa-a,  or  even  at  (ionxYKA, 
where  Jews  resided  (1  Mace.  xv.  2'J),  and  which 
was  not  far  distant;  but  all  this  is  conjectural. 
A  consultation  took  place,  at  which  it  was  decided, 
against  the  apostle's  advice,  to  make  an  attempt  to 
reach  a  goo<l  harlxjr  named  Phenick,  their  present 
anchorage  being  avdQfTos  irphs  Trapaxf'M*"'^'*'' 
(ver.  12).  All  sucii  terms  are  comparative:  and 
there  is  no  doubt  that,  as  a  sale  winter  harl)or, 
Fair  Havens  is  infinitely  inferior  to  Phenice ; 
though  ])erhaps  even  as  a  matter  of  seainauship 
St.  Paul's  a<lvice  was  not  bad.  However  this  may 
be,  the  south  wind,  which  spnvng  up  alterwardi 
(ver.  13),  proved  delusive;  and  the  vessel  was  caught 
by  a  hurricane  [Euhoci.ydox]  on  her  way  to- 
M^irds  Phenice,  and  ultimately  wrecked.     Besidei 


FAIR  HAVENS 

a  view  (p.  81),  Mr.  Smith  gives  a  chart  of  Fair 
Havens  with  the  soundings  (p.  257),  from  whicli 
any  one  can  form  a  judgment  for  himself  of  the 
merits  of  the  harbor.  J.  S.  H. 

*  The  result  certainly  vindicated  the  prudence 
of  the  apostle's  advice  ia  his  opposition  to  the  sea- 
men wlao  insisted  on  leaving  Fair  Havens  and  at- 
tempting to  reach  Phcenice  (Acts  xxvii.  12).  It 
was  not  a  question  of  the  comparative  excellence 
of  the  two  harbors,  but  of  the  safety  of  exchanging 
one  for  the  other  under  such  circumstances.  It 
should  have  been  taken  into  account  at  that  season 
of  the  year  that  gales  of  northerly  wind,  sudden 
and  violent,  were  liable  to  spring  up  at  any  mo- 
ment, and  in  that  event  that  the  ship  must  be 
driven  off  to  sea  and  almost  inevitably  be  wrecked. 
Paul  ere  this  must  have  become  a  cautious  as  well 
as  experienced  navigator.  He  had  "  thrice  suffered 
shipwreck,  had  spent  a  night  and  a  day  in  the  deep  " 
(2  Cor.  xi.  25)  before  he  embarked  on  this  voyage 
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to  Rome.  Recent  observations  show  that  Fair 
Havens,  though  not  equal  to  Phcenice  (if  that  be 
Lutro),  is  yet  protected  to  some  extent  by  reefs  and 
islands,  and  not  bad  as  a  temporary  shelter.  (See 
Smith's  Voyaye  ami  Shipwreck  of  St.  Paul,  p.  85, 
3d  ed.)  The  apostle's  advice,  therefore,  may  be 
justified  on  nautical  grounds.  II. 

FAIRS  (D'^3l2t2?:  ayopd:  nundiiue,  forwtt), 
a  word  which  occurs  only  in  Ez.  xxvii.  and  there 
no  less  than  seven  times  (ver.  12,  14,  16,  19,  22, 
27,  33):  in  the  last  of  these  verses  it  is  rendered 
"  wares,"  and  this  we  believe  to  be  the  true  mean- 
ing of  the  word  throughout.  It  will  be  observed 
that  the  word  stands  in  some  sort  of  relation  to 

2'^V.K)  throughout  the  whole  of  the  chapter,  the 
latter  word  also  occurring  seven  times,  and  trans- 
lated sometimes  "market"  (ver.  13,  17,  19),  and 
elsewhere  "  merchandise  "  (ver.  9,  27,  33,  34). 
The  words  are  used  alternately,  and  represent  the 
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temations  of  commercial  business  in  which  the 
merchants  of  Tyre  were  engaged.  That  the  first 
of  these  words  cannot  signify  "fairs"  is  evident 
from  ver.  12 ;  for  the  inhabitants  of  Tarshish  did 
not  visit  Tyre,  but  vice  versa.  Let  the  reader  sub- 
stitute "paid  "  or  "exchanged  for  thy  wares,"  for 
"occupied  in  thy  fairs,"  and  the  sense  is  much 
improved.  The  relation  which  this  terra  bears  to 
maarab,  which  properly  means  barter,  appears  to  be 
pretty  much  the  same  as  exists  between  exports  and 
imports.  The  requirements  of  the  Tyrians  them- 
selves, such  as  slaves  (13),  wheat  (17),  steel  (19), 
were  a  matter  of  maarab  ;  but  where  the  business 
consisted  in  the  exchange  of  Tyrian  wares  for  for- 
eign productions,  it  is  specified  in  this  fonn,  "  Tar- 
shish paid  for  (In/  wares  with  silver,  iron,  tin,  and 
lead."  The  use  of  the  terms  would  probably  have 
been  more  uitelligible  if  the  prophet  had  mentioned 


a  From  the  root  "1X2n,  "  to  be  red." 
-  T  ' 


what  the  Tyrians  gave  in  exchange:  as  it  is,  he 
only  notices  the  one  side  of  the  bargain,  namely, 
what  the  Tyrians  received,  whether  they  were  buy- 
ers or  sellers.  W.  L.  B. 

FALLOW-DEER     C^ian.N"    yachmur : 

Alex.  $ovPa\os:  bubalus).  The  Heb.  word, 
which  is  mentioned  only  in  Deut.  xiv.  5,  as  the 
name  of  one  of  the  animals  allowed  by  the  Leviti- 
cal  law  for  food,  and  in  1  K.  iv.  23,  as  forming 
part  of  the  provisions  for  Solomon's  table,  appears 
to  point  to  the  Antilope  huhalis,  Pallas;  the  ^ov- 
PaKos  of  the  Greeks  (see  Herod,  iv.  192;  Aris- 
totle, Hist.  Anim.  iii.  6,  ed.  Schneider,  and  De  Part. 
Anim.  iii.  2,  11,  ed.  Bekker;  Oppian,  Cyn.  il.  300) 
is  properly,  we  believe,  identified  with  the  afore- 
named antelope.  From  the  different  descriptions 
of  the  yachmur,  as  given  by  Arabian  writers,  and 
cited  by  Bochart  (Hieroz.  ii.  284  ff.),  it  would 
seem   that  this   is   the  animal   denoted;   though 
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Damir's  remarks  in  some  respects  are  fabulous, 
and  he  represents  the  yachmur  as  having  decid- 
uous horns,  which  will  not  apply  to  any  antelope. 
Still  Cazuinus,  according  to  liosenuiiiUer,  identifies 
the  yuchmur «  with  the  bekker-el-iansh  ("  wild 
cow  "  K  which  is  the  modem  name  in  N.  Africa  for 
the  Amilope  bubalis.  Kitto  {Pict.  Bibl.  Deut.  I.  c.) 
sajs,  "  The  yachmur  of  the  Hebrews  is  without 
doubt  erroneously  identified  with  the  fallow-deer, 
which  does  not  exist  in  Asia,"  and  refers  the  name 
to  the  Oryx  kucoryx,  citing  Xiebuhr  as  authority 
for  stating  that  this  animal  is  knowni  among  the 
eastern  Arabs  by  the  name  of  yizmur.  The  fallow- 
deer  {Cei-vus  dama)  is  undoubtedly  a  native  of 
Asia;  indeed  Persia  seems  to  be  its  proper  country. 
Hasselquist  {Trac.  p.  211)  noticed  this  deer  in 
Mount  Tabor.  Oedmann  (Vei-m.  Sarnml.  i.  178) 
believes  that  the  yachmur  is  best  denoted  by  the 
Ceivus  dama.  The  authority  of  the  LXX.,  how- 
ever, in  a  question  of  this  kind,  should  decide  the 
matter:  accordingly  we  have  little  doubt  but  that 
the  ijri(iiimir  of  the  Heb.  Scriptures  denotes  the 
bi'kker-cl-wash,  or  "wild  ox,"  of  Barbary  and  N. 
Africa.     (See  Shaw's  Travels,  p.  242,  and  Suppl. 
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p.  75,  folio;  BufFon,  Hist.  Nntur.  xii.  294.)  The 
Greek  fiov$a\os  evidently  points  to  some  animal 
having  the  general  a])jK'arance  of  an  ox.  Pliny 
(A'^.  //.  viii.  1-5)  tells  us  that  the  common  people  in 
their  ignorance  sometimes  gave  the  name  of  bitbnlus 
to  the  Bkon  (Aurocli)  and  the  Uiits.  He  adds, 
the  animal  properly  so  called  is  produced  in  Africa, 
and  liears  a  resemblance  to  the  calf  and  the  stag. 
That  this  antelope  partakes  in  external  form  of  the 
characters  belonging  both  to  the  cervine  and  bo- 
vine ruminants  will  he  evident  to  any  one  who 
glances  at  the  woodcut. 

The  bekker-eUwaih  appears  to  lie  depicted  in  the 
Egyptian  monuments,  where  it  is  represented  as 
being  hunt«d  for  the  sake  of  its  flesh,  wliich  Shaw 
tells  us  (Suppl.  p.  75)  is  very  sweet  and  nourishing, 
much  preferable  to  that  of  the  red  deer.     (See  Wil- 
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kinson's  Anc.  Egypt,  i.  223,  figs.  3,  4,  and  p.  225, 
tig.  19).  This  animal,  which  is  about  the  size  of  a 
stag,  is  common  in  N.  Africa,  and  lives  in  herds. 
We  were  at  one  time  inclined  to  refer  the  Heb. 
ynchinur  to  the  Oryx  leiicoryx  (see  art.  Ox);  on 
further  investigation,  however,  we  have  decided  fbr 
the  Alcelrtphus.  The  Teo  or  To  may  perhaps 
therefore  denote  the  former  antelope.         W.  H. 

*  The  Arabic  \  %  t'^  is  described  in  a  work  "of 

Natural  History  as  "  a  species  originating  in  the 
Barbary  States,  its  size  somewhat  smaller  than  the 
red  deer,  but  in  form  resembling  it,  having  erect 
spirally  curving  ringed  horns ;  the  color  of  its  body 
is  reddish-brown,  and  the  belly  and  inner  surface 
of  the  thighs  are  white.  The  female  has  no  horns." 
This  description  fixes  the  s^jecies  as  the  Akelaphus 
bubalis.  G.  E.  P. 

*  FAMILIAR  SPIRIT  or  SPIRITS  (2iS, 

n^mS),  found  in  Ixv.  xx.  27;  1  Sam.  xxviii.  7, 
8 ;  1  Chr.  x.  13 ;  2  Chr.  xxxiii.  6 ;  Is.  xxix.  4,  viii. 
19,  and  elsewhere.  [See  Divination;  Magic] 
The  "  familiar  "  employed  in  this  expression  comes 
from  the  idea  that  the  necromancers,  soothsayers, 
and  the  like,  had  spirits  or  demons  whom  they 
could  summon  from  the  unseen  world  to  wait  upon 
them  as  servants  {famuli),  and  execute  their  com- 
mands. See  Eastwood  and  Wright's  Biblt  Wwd- 
Book,  p.  194.  H. 

FAMINE.  When  the  sweet  influences  of  the 
Pleiades  are  bound,  and  the  bands  of  Scorpio  can- 
not be  loosed,*  then  it  is  that  famines  generally 
prevail  in  the  lands  of  the  Bible.  In  Kgypt  a  de- 
ficiency in  the  rise  of  the  Nile,  with  drying  winds, 
produces  the  same  results.  The  fiimines  recorded 
in  the  Bible  are  traceable  to  both  these  phenomena; 
and  we  generally  find  that  Egypt  was  resorted  to 
when  scarcity  aftlicted  Palestine.  This  is  notably 
the  case  in  the  first  three  famine?,  those  of  Abra- 
ham, of  Isaac,  and'  of  Jacob,  although  in  the  last 
case  Egypt  was  involved  in  the  calamity,  and  only 
saved  from  its  horrors  by  the  providential  policy  of 
Joseph.  In  this  instance,  too,  the  famine  was  wide- 
spread, and  Palestine  further  suftered  from  the 
restriction  which  must  have  been  placed  on  the 
supplies  usually  derived,  in  such  circumstances, 
from  I'^ypt. 

In  the  whole  of  Syria  and  Arabia,  the  fruits  of 
the  earth  must  ever  lie  dependent  on  rain;  the 
watersheds  having  few  large  springs,  and  the  small 
rivers  not  being  sufticient  for  the  irrigation  of  even 
the  level  lands.  If  therefore  the  heavy  i-ains  of 
November  and  December  fail,  the  sustenance  of  the 
people  is  cut  oft"  in  the  jiarching  drought  of  han'est- 
time,  when  the  country  is  almost  devoid  of  moist- 
ure. Further,  the  pastoral  tribes  rely  on  tiie  scanty 
herbage  of  the  desert-plains  and  valleys  for  their 
flocks  and  herds ;  for  the  desert  is  intersjiersed  in 
spring-time  with  sjxintaneous  vegetation,  which  if 
the  product  of  the  jireceding  rain-fall,  and  fail* 
almost  totally  without  it.  It  is  therefore  not  diffi- 
cult to  conceive  the  frequent  occurrence  and  severity 
of  famines  in  ancient  times,  when  the  scattered 
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a        ..m^.  Ruber;  animal  ad  genus  pertincns  cui 
wt  apud  Arabes  nomcn  ijj.'^   mj f   «JL>  (Freytag, 


b  That  i8  to  sa\ ,  when  the  best  and  most  fertiliziag 
of  the  rains,  wliioh  full  when  the  Pleiades  set  at  dawn 
(not  exactly  heliiically)  at  the  end  of  autimm,  fiJlj 
rain  scarcely  ever  falling  at  tlie  opposite  season,  wh«n 


Scorpio  set*  at  dawn. 
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is  clearly  Scorpio,  or 


Ler.  Ar 


Cor  Scorpionis,  as  Abcn  Ezra  says. 
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population,  rather  of  a  pastoral  than  an  agricultu- 
ral country,  was  dependent  on  natural  phenomena 
which,  however  regular  in  their  season,  occasionally 
failed,  and  with  them  the  sustenance  of  man  and 
beast. 

Egypt,  again,  owes  all  its  fertility  —  a  fertihty 

that  sained  for  it  the  striking  comparison  to  the 

•'  garden  of  the  Lord  "  —  to  its  mighty  river,  whose 

annual  rise  inundates  nearly  the  whole  land  and 

renders  its  cultivation  an  easy  certainty.     But  this 

very  bounty  of  nature  has  not  unfrequently  exposed 

the  country  to  the  opposite  extreme  of  drought. 

With  scarcely  any  rain,  and  tliat  only  on  the  jMedi- 

terranean  coast,  and  with  wells  only  supplietl  by 

filtration  from  the  river  through  a  nitrous  soil,  a 

failure  in  the  rise   of  the  Nile  almost  certainly 

entails  a  degree  of  scarcity,  although  if  followed  by 

cool  weather,  and  if  only  the  occurrence  of  a  single 

year,  the  labor  of  the  people  may  in  a  great  meas- 

avert  the  calamity.     The  causes  of  dearth  and 

Etmiue  in  Egypt  are  occasioned  by  defective  inim- 

dation,  preceded  and  accompanied  and  followed  by 

prevalent  easterly  and  southerly  winds.    Both  these 

winds  dry  up  the  earth,  and  the  latter,  keeping 

back  the  rain-clouds  from  the  north,  are  perhaps 

jthe  chief  cause  of  the  defective  inundation,  as  they 

also  by  their  accelerating  the  current  of  the 

fiver  —  the   northerly  winds   producing   the   con- 

ary   effects.     Famines   in  Egypt   and    Palestine 

em  to  be   affected  by  drought  extending  from 

Borthern  SjTia,  through  the  meridian  of  Egypt,  as 

'  as  the  highlands  of  Abyssinia. 

The  first  famine  recorded  in  the  Bible  is  that  of 

Lbrahaui  after  he  had  pitched  his  tent  on  the  east 

'  Bethel :  "  And  there  was  a  famine  in  the  land  : 

nd  Abram  went  down  into  Egypt  to  sojourn  there, 

or  the  famine  was  grievous  in  the  land  "  (Gen.  xii. 

10).     ^^'e  may  conclude  that  this  famine  was  ex- 

ensive,  although  this  is  not  quite  proved  by  the 

ct  of  Abraham's  going  to  Egypt;  for  on  the  occa- 

lion  of  the  second  famine,  in  the  days  of  Isaac, 

|his  patriarch  found  refuge  with  Abimelech  king 

the  Philistines  in   Gerar,  and  was  warned  by 

not  to  go  down  into  Egypt,  whither  therefore 

re  may  suppose  he  was  journeying  (Gen.  xxvi.  1 

■ ).     We  hear  no  more  of  times  of  scarcity  until 

be  great  famine  of  Egypt  which  "  was  over  all  the 

08  of  the  earth;  "  "  and  all  countries  came  into 

gypt  to  Joseph  to  buy  [corn],  because  that  the 

aine  was  [soj  sore  in  all  lands"  (Gen.  xU.  56, 

57).     "  And  the  sons  of  Israel  came  to  buy  [corn] 

ttong  those  that  came ;  for  the  famine  was  in  the 

nd  of  Canaan"    (xlii.   5).     Thus    in   the   third 

aeration,  Jacob  is   afflicted  by  the  famine,  and 

nds  from  Hebron  to  Egypt  when  he  hears  that 

bere  is  corn  there;  and   it  is  added  in  a  later 

ssage,  on  the  occasion  of  his  sending  the  second 

me  for  corn  to  Egypt,  '•  and  the  famine  was  sore 

the  land,"  i.  e.  Hebron. 

The  famine  of  Joseph  is  discussed  in  art.  Egypt, 
far  as  Joseph's  history  and  policy  is  concerned, 
is  only  necessary  here  to  consider  its  physical 
baracteristics.  We  have  mentioned  the  chief  causes 
famines  in  Egypt:  this  instiince  differs  in  the 
Dvidential  recun-ence  of  seven  years  of  plenty, 
►hereby  Joseph  was  enabled  to  provide  against  the 
oming  dearth,  and  to  supply  not  only  the  popula- 
on  of  Egypt  with  corn,  but  those  of  the  surround- 


a  Since  writing  the  above,  we  find  that  Quatremfere 

given  a   translation    of   El-Makreezee's    account 

'  this  famine,  in  the  life  of  El-Mustansir,  contained 


FAMINE  811 

ing  countries:  "  And  the  seven  years  of  plenteous- 
ness,  that  were  in  the  land  of  I'^ypt,  were  ended. 
And  the  seven  years  of  dearth  began  to  come,  ac- 
cording as  Joseph  had  said :  and  the  dearth  was  in 
all  lands;  but  in  all  the  land  of  I'^ypt  there  was 
bread.  And  when  all  the  land  of  I'^ypt  was 
famished,  the  people  cried  to  Pharaoh  for  bread ; 
and  Pharaoh  said  unto  all  the  I'lgyptians,  Go  unto 
Joseph,  and  what  he  saith  to  you,  do.  And  the 
famine  was  over  all  the  face  of  the  earth:  and 
Joseph  opened  all  the  storehouses,  and  sold  unto 
the  Egyptians;  and  the  famine  waxal  sore  in  the 
land  of  Egypt.  And  all  countries  came  into  I^iypt 
to  Joseph  for  to  buy  [com],  because  that  the 
famine  was  [so]  sore  in  all  lands"  (Gen.  xli.  5-3- 
57). 

The  modem  history  of  Egypt  throws  some  curious 
light  on  these  ancient  records  of  famine;  and  in- 
stances of  their  recurrence  may  be  cited  to  assist 
us  in  understanding  their  course  and  extent.  They 
have  not  been  of  very  rare  occurrence  since  the 
Mohammedan  conquest,  according  to  the  testimony 
of  Arab  historians :  one  of  great  severity,  following 
a  deficient  rise  of  the  Nile,  in  the  year  of  the  Flight 
597  (A.  D.  1200),  is  recorded  by  'Abd-l-:i-Lateef, 
who  was  an  eye-witness,  and  is  regarded  justly  as 
a  tmstworthy  authority.  He  gives  a  most  interest- 
ing account  of  its  horrors,  states  that  the  people 
throughout  the  country  were  driven  to  the  last 
extremities,  eating  offal,  and  even  their  own  dead, 
and  mentions,  as  an  instance  of  the  dire  straits  to 
which  they  were  driven,  that  persons  who  were 
burnt  alive  for  eating  human  flesh  were  themselves, 
thus  ready  roasted,  eaten  by  others.  Multitudes 
fled  the  country,  only  to  perish  in  the  desert-road 
to  Palestine. 

But  the  most  remarkable  famine  was  that  of  the 
reign  of  the  Fiitimee  Khaleefeh,  El-Mustansir  bill;ih, 
which  is  the  only  instance  on  record  of  one  of  seven 
years'  duration  in  Egypt  since  the  time  of  Joseph 
(A.  H.  457-404,  A.  D.  10(34-1071).  This  famine 
exceeded  in  severity  all  othere  of  modern  times,  and 
was  aggravated  by  the  anarchy  which  then  ravaged 
the  country.  Vehement  drought  and  pestilence 
(saj-s  Es-Suyootee,  in  his  IIo»n  el  Jfofuidmrih,  MS.) 
continued  for  seven  consecutive  years,  so  that  they 
[the  people]  ate  corpses,  and  animals  that  died  of 
themselves;  the  cattle  perished  ;  a  dog  was  sold 
for  5  deeniirs,  and  a  cat  for  3  deenurs  .  .  .  and  an 
ardebb  (about  5  bushels)  of  wheat  for  100  deenars, 
and  then  it  failed  altogether.  He  adds,  that  all 
the  horses  of  the  Khaleefeh,  save  three,  perished, 
and  gives  numerous  instances  of  the  straits  to  which 
the  wretched  inhabitants  were  driven,  and  of  the 
organizetl  bands  of  kidnapj^ei-s  who  infested  Cairo 
and  caught  passengers  in  tlie  streets  by  ropes  fur- 
nished with  hooks  and  let  down  from  the  houses. 
This  account  is  confinned  by  El-Makreezee  (in  his 
Kliihit),"  from  whom  we  ftirther  leam  that  the 
family,  and  even  the  women  of  the  Khaleefeh  fled, 
by  the  way  of  Syria,  on  foot,  to  escape  the  peril 
that  threatened  all  ranks  of  the  population.  Tiie 
whole  narrative  is  worthy  of  attention,  since  it  con- 
tains a  parallel  to  the  duration  of  the  famine  of 
Joseph,  and  at  the  same  time  enables  us  to  form 
an  idea  of  the  character  of  famines  in  the  lilast. 
The  famine  of  Samaria  resembled  it  in  many  par- 
ticulars; and  that  very  briefly  recorded  in  2  K. 


in   his    Mcmoires   Geographiques   et  Historiqiua    »» 

VETgypte. 
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viii.  1,  2,  affords  another  instance  of  one  of  seven 
years :  "  Then  spake  Elisha  unto  the  woman  whose 
son  he  had  restored  to  Ufe,  saying,  Arise,  and  go, 
thou  and  thy  household,  and  sojourn  wheresoever 
thou  canst  sojourn :  for  the  Ixird  hath  called  for  a 
famine;  and  it  shall  also  come  u{X)n  the  land  seven 
years.  And  the  woman  arose,  and  did  after  the 
sajing  of  the  man  of  God :  and  she  went  with  her 
household  and  sojourned  in  the  land  of  the  Philis- 
tines seven  years."'  Bunsen  {KjjypV s  Place,  <S:c., 
ii.  334)  quotes  the  record  of  a  famine  in  the  reign 
of  Sesertesen  I.,  which  he  supjwses  to  be  that  of 
Joseph ;  but  it  must  I*  observed  that  the  instance 
in  point  is  expressly  stated  not  to  have  extended 
over  the  whole  land,  and  is  at  least  equally  likely, 
apart  from  chronological  reasons,  to  have  been  that 
of  Abraham. 

Di  Arabia,  femines  are  of  frequent  occurrence. 
The  Ai-abs,  in  such  cases,  when  they  could  not 
afford  to  slaughter  their  camels,  used  to  bleed  them, 
and  drink  the  blood,  or  mix  it  with  the  shorn  fur, 
making  a  kind  of  black-pudding.  They  ate  also 
various  plants  and  grains,  which  at  other  times 
were  not  used  as  articles  of  food.  And  the  tribe 
of  Haneefeh  were  tauntetl  with  having  in  a  famine 
eaten  their  god,  which  consisted  of  a  dish  of  dates 
mashed  up  with  clarified  butter  and  a  preparation 

of  dried  curds  of  milk  {Sihdh,  MS.,  art  /tj<li). 

E.  S.  P. 
*  FAN.     [Agriculture,  i.  44.] 
FARTHING.     Two  names  of  coins  in  the 
N.  T.  are  rendered  in  the  A.  V.  by  this  word. 

1.  KoSpdvTris,  quiidr(nis  (Matt.  v.  26;  Mark  xii. 
42),  a  coin  current  in  Palestine  in  the  time  of  Our 
r^rd.  It  was  e<iuivalent  to  two  lepta  (AeTrro  Svo, 
o  iffTiy  KoSpdyrv^,  Mark,  l.  c).  The  name  quad- 
rans  was  originally  given  to  the  quarter  of  the 
Roman  as,  or  piece  of  three  uncia;,  therefore  also 
called  teruncius.  The  \eirr6v  was  originally  a  very 
small  Greek  copper  coin,  seven  of  which  with  the 
Athenians  went  to  the  x«AkoDs.  The  copper  cur- 
rency of  Palestine  in  the  reign  of  Titerius  was 
partly  of  Koman  coins,  partly  of  Grfeco-Roman 
(technically,  Greek  Jmperud).  In  the  former  class 
there  was  no  common  piece  smaller  than  the  as, 
equivalent  to  the  ka-aapiov  of  the  N.  T.  (infra), 
but  in  the  latter,  there  were  two  counnon  smaller 
pieces,  the  one  apparently  the  quarter  of  the  oura-dr 
ptov,  and  the  other  its  eighth,  though  the  irregu- 
larity with  which  they  were  struck  makes  it  difficult 
to  pronounce  with  certainty :  the  former  piece  was 
doubtless  called  the  KoSpdyTrjs,  and  the  latter  the 
\firr6i'. 

2.  'Affffdptov  (Matt.  x.  29;  Luke  xii.  6),  properly 
a  small  as,  rissnritim,  but  iu  the  time  of  our  Ix)rd 
used  as  the  (Jreek  equivalent  of  the  Latin  as.  The 
Vulg.  in  Matt.  x.  2!)  renders  it  by  as,  and  in  Luke 
xii.  6  puts  (lipimrlius  for  two  assaria,  the  dipondius 
or  dujK)iidius  l)eing  equal  to  two  asses.  The  acrad- 
piov  is  therefore  either  the  Koman  as,  or  the  more 
common  equivalent  in  Palestine  in  the  Grreco- 
Koman  series,  or  [wrhaps  both ;  the  last  supposition 
we  are  inclined  to  think  the  most  likely.  The 
rendering  of  the  Vulg.  in  Luke  xii.  6  makes  it 
prolable  that  a  single  coin  is  intended  by  two 
assaria,  and  this  opinion  is  strengthened  by  the 


a  •  For   the  famine   predicted   by  Agabns,  which 
occurred  in  the  reign  of  Claudius  (Acts  xi.  28),  see 
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occurrence,  on  coins  of  Chios,  struck  during  the 
imperial  i)eriod,  but  without  the  heads  of  emperors, 
and  therefore  of  the  Greek  avtonumous  class,  of 
the  words  ACCAPION,  ACCAPIA  ATO,  ACCA- 
PIA  TPIA.  K.  S.  P. 

FASTS.  The  word  D^^,  rrjo-rtio,  jcjunium, 
is  not  found  in  the  I'entateuch,  but  it  often  occurs 
in  the  historical  liooks  and  the  Pro])hets  (2  Sam» 
xii.  16;  1  K.  xxi.  9-12;  lizr.  viii.  21;  Ps.  Ixix. 
10;  Is.  Iviii.  5;  Joel  i.  14,  ii.  1.5;  Zech.  viii.  19, 
&c.).  In  the  I^w,  the  only  term  used  to  denote 
the  religious  observance  of  fasting  is  the  more  sig- 
nificant one,  tt?52  HS^  :  Tairfivovv  r^v  \pvx'fiv- 
affligere  nnimam  :  "afflicting  the  soul"  (Lev.  xvi. 
29-31,   xxiii.    27  ;    Num.    xxx.    13).      The   word 

n"^35?'?r?  i-  e.  ajjiicihn,  which  occurs  Ezr.  ix.  5, 
where  it  is  rendered  in  A.  V.  "heaviness,"  is  com- 
monly used  to  denote  fasting  in  the  Talmud,  and 
is  the  title  of  one  of  its  treatises. 

I.  One  fast  only  was  appointed  by  the  Law,  that 
on  the  day  of  Atonement.  [At(1XKMEnt,  Day 
OK.]  There  is  no  mention  of  any  other  periodical 
fast  in  the  0.  T.,  except  in  Zech.  vii.  1-7,  viii.  19. 
From  these  passa^^es  it  appears  that  the  Jews, 
during  their  Captivity,  observed  four  annual  fasts 
in  the  fourth,  fifth,  seventh,  and  tenth  months. 
When  the  building  of  the  second  Temple  had  com- 
menced, those  who  remained  in  Babylon  sent  a  mes- 
sage to  the  priests  at  Jerusalem  to  inquire  whether 
the  observance  of  the  fast  in  the  fifth  month  should 
not  be  discontinued.  The  prop'uet  takes  the  occar 
sion  to  rebuke  the  Jews  for  the  spirit  in  which  they 
had  oliserved  the  fast  of  the  seventh  month  as  well 
as  that  of  the  fifth  (vii.  5-6);  and  afterwards  (viii. 
19),  giving  the  subject  an  evangelical  turn,  he  de- 
clares that  the  whole  of  the  four  fasts  shall  be 
turned  to  "joy  and  gladness,  and  cheerful  feasts." 
Zechariah  simply  distinguishes  the  fasts  l)y  the 
months  in  which  they  were  observed  ;  but  the 
Mishna  (Taunil/i,  iv.  6)  and  S.  Jerome  (///  Zach- 
ariitm  viii.)  give  statements  of  certain  historical 
events  which  they  were  intended  to  connnemorate :  — 

The  fast  of  the  fourth  month.  —  The  breaking 
of  the  tables  of  the  Law  by  Moses  (Ex.  xxxii.),  and 
the  stonning  of  Jerusalem  by  Nebuchadnezzar  (Jer. 
lii.). 

The  fast  of  the  fifth  month.  — The  return  of  the 
spies,  &c.  (Num.  xiii.,  xiv.),  the  Temple  burnt  by 
Nebuchadnezzar,  and  again  by  Titus  ;  and  the 
ploughing  up  of  the  site  of  the  temple,  with  the 
capture  of  liether,  in  which  a  vast  number  of  Jews 
from  Jerusalem  had  taken  refuge  in  the  time  of 
Hadrian. 

The  fast  of  the  seventh  month.  —  The  complete 
sack  of  Jenisalem  by  Nebuchadnezzar  and  the  death 
of  Gedaliah  (2  K.  xxv.). 

The  fast  of  the  tenth  month.  —  The  recei\ing  by 
Ezekiel  and  the  other  captives  in  Babjlon  of  the 
news  of  the  destruction  of  Jerusalem. 

Some  other  events  mentioned  in  the  ^Mishna 
are  omitted  as  unimportant.  Of  those  here  stated 
several  could  have  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  fasts 
in  the  time  of  the  prophet.  It  would  seem  most 
probable,  from  the  mode  in  which  he  has  grouped 
them  together,  that  the  original  purjwse  of  all  four 
was  to  commemorate  the  circumstances  connected 
with  the  commencement  of  the  Cajitivity,  and  that 
the  other  events  were  subsequently  a-ssociated  with 
them  on  the  groimd  of  some  real  or  fancied  coin- 
cidence of  the  time  of  occurrence.     As  regards  the 
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gist  of  the  fifth  month,  at  least,  it  can  hardly  be 
doubted  that  the  captive  Jews  applied  it  exclusively 
to  the  destruction  of  the  Temple,  and  that  S.  Jerome 
was  right  in  regarding  as  the  reason  of  their  request 
to  be  released  from  its  observance,  the  fiict  that  it 
had  no  longer  any  purpose  after  the  new  Temple 
was  begun.  As  this  fast  (as  well  as  the  three 
others)  is  still  retained  in  the  Jewish  Calendar,  we 
must  infer  either  that  the  priests  did  not  agree 
with  the  Babylonian  Jews,  or  that  the  fast  having 
Iwen  discontinued  for  a  time,  was  renewed  after  the 
destruction  of  the  Temple  by  Titus. 

The  number  of  annual  fists  in  the  present  Jewish 
Calendar  has  been  multiplied  to  twenty-eight,  a  list 
of  which  is  given  by  Ueland  {Antiq.  p.  274). 

II.  I'ublic  fasts  were  occasionally  proclaimed  to 
express  national  humiliation  on  account  of  sin  or 
misfortune,  and  to  supplicate  divine  favor  in  regard 
to  some  great  undertaking  or  threatened  danger. 
In  the  case  of  public  danger,  the  proclamation  ap- 
pears to  have  been  accompanied  with  the  blowing 
of  trumpets  (Joel  ii.  1-15;  cf  T(i'iiutli,[.  G).  The 
foUowiiii;  instances  are  recorded  of  strictly  national 
fasts:  Samuel  gathered  "all  Israel"  to  Jlizpeh  and 
proclaimed  a  fast,  performing  at  the  same  time 
what  seems  to  have  been  a  rite  symbolical  of  puri- 
fication, when  the  [wople  confessed  their  sin  in  hav- 
ing worshipped  Uaalim  and  xVshtaroth  (1  Sam.  vii. 
6);  Jehoshaphat  appointed  one  "throughout  all 
Judah  "  when  he  was  preparing  for  war  against 
JNIoab  and  Amnion  (2  (]hr.  xx.  3),-  in  the  reign  of 
Jehoiakini,  one  was  proclaimed  for  "all  the  people 
in  Jerusalem  and  all  who  came  thither  out  of  the 
cities  of  Judah,"  when  the  prophecy  of  Jeremiah 
was  publicly  read  by  Baruch  (Jer.  xxxvi.  6-10; 
cf.  Baruch  i.  5);  three  days  after  the  feast  of  Tab- 
ernacles, when  the  second  Temple  was  completed, 
"  the  children  of  Israel  assembled  with  fiisting  and 
with  sackclothes  and  earth  upon  them  "  to  hear  the 
Law  read,  and  to  confess  their  sins  (Neh.  ix.  1). 
There  are  referenc&s  to  general  fasts  in  the  Prophets 
(Joel  i.  14,  ii.  1.5;  Is.  Iviii.),  and  two  are  noticed 
in  the  books  of  the  Maccaljees  (1  Mace.  iii.  46-47 ; 
2  Mace.  xiii.  10-12). 

There  are  a  considerable  number  of  instances  of 
cities  and  todies  of  men  observing  fasts  on  occa- 
sions in  which  they  were  especially  concerned.  In 
the  days  of  Phinehas,  the  grandson  of  Aaron,  when 
the  men  of  .Judah  had  been  defeated  by  those  of 
Benjamin,  they  fasted  in  making  preparation  for 
another  battle  (Judg.  xx.  26).  David  and  his  men 
fasted  for  a  day  on  account  of  the  death  of  Saul 
(2  Sam.  i.  12),  and  the  men  of  Jabesh-Gilead 
fasted  seven  days  on  Saul's  burial  (1  Sam.  xxxi. 
13).  Jezebel,  in  the  name  of  Ahal),  appointed  a 
fast  for  the  inhat)itants  of  Jezreel,  to  render  more 
striking,  as  it  would  seem,  the  punishment  about 
to  be  inflicted  on  Natoth  (1  K.  xxi.  9-12).  lizra 
proclaimed  a  fast  for  his  companions  at  the  river 
of  Ahava,  when  he  was  seeking  for  God's  help  and 
guidance  in  the  woi-k  he  was  about  to  undertake 
(Ezr.  viii.  21-23).  Esther,  wlien  she  was  going  to 
intercede  with  Aiiasuerus,  commanded  the  Jews  of 
Shushan  neither  to  eat  nor  drink  for  three  days 
(Esth.  iv.  10). 

Public  fasts  expressly  on  account  of  unseasonable 
weather  and  of  famine,  may  perhaps  be  traced  in 
the  first  and  second  chapters  of  Joel.  In  later 
tiuias  they  assumed  great  importance  and  form  the 
main  subject  of  the  treatise  Tnanith  in  the  Mishna. 

HI.  Private  occasional  fasts  are  recognized  in 
one  passage  of  the  Law  (Num.  xxx.  13).     The  in- 
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stances  given  of  individuals  fasting  under  the  influ- 
ence of  grief,  vexation,  or  anxiety,  are  numerous 
(1  Sam.  i.  7,  xx.  34;  2  Sam.  iii.  .35,  xii.  10;  IK. 
xxi.  27;  Ezr.  x.  0;  Neh.  i.  4;  Dan.  x.  3).  The 
fasts  of  forty  days  of  Moses  (Ex.  xxiv.  18,  xxxiv. 
28;  Deut.  ix.  18)  and  of  Elijah  (1  K.  xix.  8)  are, 
of  course,  to  be  regarded  as  sjiecial  acts  of  spiritual 
disciphne,  faint  though  wonderful  shadows  of  that 
fast  in  the  wilderness  of  Judoea,  in  which  all  truf> 
fasting  finds  its  meaning. 

IV.  In  the  N.  T.  the  only  references  to  the 
Jewish  fasts  are  the  mention  of  "  the  Fast "  in 
Acts  xxvii.  9  (generally  understood  to  denote  the 
Day  of  Atonement),  and  the  allusions  to  the  weekly 
fasts  (Matt.  ix.  14 ;  ^lark  ii.  18 ;  Luke  v.  33,  xviii. 
12;  Acts  X.  30).  These  fasts  orif^hiated  some  time 
after  the  Captivity.  They  were  observed  on  the 
second  and  fifth  days  of  the  week,  which,  being 
appointed  as  the  days  for  public  fasts  ( Taanitli,  ii 
9),  seem  to  have  been  selected  for  these  private  vol- 
untary fasts.  The  Gemara  states  that  they  were 
chosen  because  Moses  went  up  Moimt  Sinai  on  the 
fifth  day  and  came  down  on  the  second.  All  that 
can  be  known  on  the  sultject  appeare  to  be  given 
by  Grotius,  Lightfoot,  and  Schoettgen  on  Luke 
xviii.  12;  and  Lightfoot  on  Matt.  ix.  14. 

A  time  of  fasting  for  believers  in  C'hrist  is  fore- 
told Matt.  ix.  15,  and  a  caution  on  the  subject  is 
given  Matt.  vi.  16-18.  Fasting  and  prayer  are 
sjwken  of  as  the  great  sources  of  spiritual  strength, 
Matt.  xvii.  21;  Mark  ix.  23;  1  Cor.  vii.  5;  and 
they  are  especially  connected  with  ordhiation.  Acts 
xiii.  3,  xiv.  23. 

V.  'i'he  .Jewish  fasts  were  obsen'ed  with  various 
degrees  of  strictness.  Sometimes  there  was  entire 
abstinence  from  food  (Esth.  iv.  10,  &c.).  On  other 
occasions  there  appears  to  have  been  only  a  restric- 
tion to  a  very  plain  diet  (Dan.  x.  3).  Rules  are 
given  in  the  Talmud  (both  in  Joma  and  Taanith) 
as  to  the  mode  in  whicli  fasting  is  to  be  observed  on 
particular  occasions.  The  fast  of  the  day,  accord- 
ing to  Josephus,  was  considered  to  terminate  at  sun- 
set, and  St.  Jerome  speaks  of  the  fasting  Jew  as 
anxiously  waiting  for  the  rising  of  the  stars.  Fasts 
were  not  observed  on  the  Sabbatlis,  the  new  moons, 
the  great  festivals,  or  the  feasts  of  Purira  and  Ded 
ication  (Jud.  viii.  0;    Tdanith,  ii.  10). 

Those  who  fasted  frequently  dressed  in  sackcloth 
or  rent  their  clotlies,  put  ashes  on  their  head  and 
went  barefoot  (1  K.  xxi.  27;  cf.  Joseph.  Ant.  viii. 
13,  §  8;  Neh.  ix.  1;  Ps.  xxxv.  13).  The  rabbin- 
ical directions  for  the  ceremonies  to  he  observed  in 
public  fasts,  and  the  prayers  to  be  used  in  them, 
may  be  seen  in  Tnanith,  ii.  1-4. 

VI.  The  sacrifice  of  the  personal  wLU,  which 
gives  to  fasting  all  its  value,  is  expressed  in  the  old 
term  used  in  the  law,  ajflicfinr/  the  soul.  The 
faithful  son  of  Israel  realized  the  blessing  of  "  chas- 
tening his  soul  with  fasting"  (Ps.  Ixix.  10).  But 
the  frequent  admonitions  and  stern  denunciations 
of  the  prophets  may  show  us  how  prone  the  Jews 
were,  in  their  formal  fasts,  to  lose  the  idea  of  a 
spiritual  discipline,  and  to  regard  them  as  being  in 
themselves  a  means  of  winning  favor  from  God,  or, 
in  a  still  worse  spirit,  to  make  a  parade  of  them  in 
order  to  appear  religious  before  men  (Is.  Iviii.  3; 
Zech.  vii.  5,  6;  Mai.  iii.  14;  comp.  Matt.  vi.  16). 

S.  C. 

*  The  word  (••^aO  in  Arabic,  the  same  root 
as  U^'2,  signifies  abstinence  from  food,  drink,  con- 
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versation,  and  sexual  intercourse.  This  is  undoubt- 
edly the  true  intent  of  fasting,  })erfect  absorption 
in  religion  to  the  exclusion  of  all  sensual  occupa- 
tions or  delights.  G.  E.  P. 

FAT.     Tlie  Hebrews  distinguished  between  the 

suet  or  pure  fat  of  an  animal  (37n),  and  the  fat 

which  was  intermixed  witli  the  lean  (D'^S^ffi'D, 

Neh.  viii.  10).  Certain  restrictions  were  imposed 
upon  them  in  reference  to  the  former:  some  parts 
of  the  suet,  namely,  about  the  stomach,  the  entrails, 
the  kidneys,  and  the  tail  of  a  sheep,  which  grows  to 
an  excessive  size  in  many  eastern  countries,  and  pro- 
duces a  large  (piantity  of  rich  fat  [Shekp].  were  for- 
bidden to  he  eaten  in  the  case  of  animals  offered  to 
Jehovah  iri  sacrifice  (l>ev.  iii.  3,  9,  17,  vii.  3,  23). 
The  ground  of  the  prohibition  was  that  the  fat  was 
the  richest  part  of  the  animal,  and  therefore  be- 
longed to  Him  (iii.  16).  It  has  been  supposed  that 
other  reasons  were  superadded,  as  that  the  use  of 
fat  was  unwholesome  in  the  hot  climate  of  Pales- 
tine. There  api)ears,  however,  to  be  no  gromid  for 
such  an  assumption.  The  presentation  of  the  fat 
as  the  richest  part  of  the  animal  was  agi-eeable  to 
the  dictates  of  natural  feeling,  and  was  the  ordinary 
practice  even  of  heathen  nations,  as  instanced  in 
the  Homeric  descriptions  of  sacrifices  ( //.  i.  400,  ii. 
423;  Od.  iii.  4o7),  and  in  the  customs  of  the 
Egyptians  (Her.  ii.  47),  and  Persians  (Strab.  xv.  p. 
732).  Indeed,  tlie  term  cheleb  is  itself  significant 
of  the  feeling  on  which  the  regulation  was  based : 
for  it  describes  the  best  of  any  production  (Gen. 
xlv.  18;  Num.  xviii.  12;  Ps.  Ixxxi.  16,  cxlvii.  14; 
comiKire  2  Sam.  i.  22;  Judg.  iii.  29;  Is.  x.  16). 
With  regard  to  otlier  parts  of  the  fat  of  sacrifices 
or  the  fat  of  other  animals,  it  might  be  consumed, 
with  the  exception  of  those  dying  either  by  a  violent 
or  a  natural  death  (i^v.  vii.  24),  which  might  still 
lie  used  in  any  other  way.  I'lie  burnuig  of  the  fat 
of  sacrifices  was  particularly  sjiecified  in  eax;h  kind 
of  offering,  whether  a  peace-ofFering  (I>ev.  iii.  9), 
consecration-offering  (viii.  25),  sin-offering  (iv.  8), 
trespass-offering  (vii.  3),  or  redemption-offering 
(Num.  xviii.  17).  The  Hebrews  fully  appreciated 
the  luxury  of  well-fatted  meat,  and  had  their  stall- 
fed  oxen  and  calves  (1  K.  iv.  23;  Jer.  xlvi.  21; 
Luke  XV.  23);  nor  is  there  any  reason  to  suppose 
its  use  unwholesome.  W.  L.  B. 

FAT,  t.  e.  Vat.  The  word  employed  in  the 
A.  V.  to  translate  the  Hebrew  term  Sp."*..,  Yakeb, 
in  Joel  ii.  24,  iii.  13  only.  The  word  commonly 
used  for  yekeb,  indiscriminately  with  'jath,  HH,  is 
"  wine-press  "  or  "  wine-fat,"  and  once  "  press-fat " 
(Hag.  ii.  16);  but  the  two  apjiear  to  be  distinct  — 
yatli  the  upper  receptacle  or  "press  "  in  which  the 
grapes  were  trod,  and  ytktb  the  "  vat,"  on  a  lower 
level,  into  which  the  juice  or  must  was  collected. 
The  word  is  derived  by  Gesenius  {Thes.  p.  619  b) 
from  a  root  signifying  to  hollow  or  dig  out;  and 
in  accoixl.ance  with  this  is  the  practice  in  Palestine, 
where  tiie  "  wine-press "  and  "  vats  "  appear  to 
have  been  excavated  out  of  the  native  rock  of  the 
hills  on  wliich  the  vineyards  lay.  One  such,  ap- 
parently ancient,  is  described  by  Robinson  as  at 
TIabhh  in  central  Palestine  (iii.  137),  and  another, 
probably  more  modern,  in  the  lycbanon  (p.  603). 
The  word  rendered  "wine-fat  "  in  Mark  xii.  1  is 
\nro\-fivioy,  which  is  frequently  used  by  the  LXX.  to 
translate  yekeb  in  the  O.  T.    [Wine-press.]    G. 
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FATHER  (J'i,nS,Chald.  Abba,  S2S,  Mark 
xiv.  36,  Kom.  viii.  15:  irar^p:  pater:  a  primitive 
word,  but  followmg  the  analogy  of  HUS,  to  show 
kindness,  Gesen.  Thes.  pp.  6-8). 

The  jwsition  and  authority  of  the  fiither  as  the 
head  of  the  family  is  expressly  assumed  and  sanc- 
tioned in  Scripture,  as  a  likeness  of  that  of  the 
Almighty  over  his  creatures,  an  authority  —  as 
Philo  remarks  —  intermediate  between  human  aiid 
divine  (Philo,  Trepl  yovewy  Tifj.ris,  §  1)-  It  lies 
of  course  at  the  root  of  that  so-c;dled  patriarchal 
government  (Gen.  iii.  10;  1  Cor.  xi.  3),  which  was 
introductory  to  the  more  definite  systems  which 
followed,  and  which  in  pai-t,  but  not  wholly,  super- 
seded it.     When,  therefore,  the  name  of  "father 

of  nations  "  (Dn"1DS)  was  given  to  Abram,  he 
was  thereby  held  up  not  only  as  the  ancestor,  but 
as  the  example  to  those  who  should  come  after  him 
(Gen.  xviii.  18,  19;  Kom.  iv.  17).  The  father"? 
blessing  was  regarded  as  conferring  special  benefit, 
but  his  malediction  special  injury  on  those  on  whom 
it  fell  (Gen.  ix.  25,  27,  xxvii.  27-40.  xlviii.  15,  20, 
xlix.);  and  so  also  the  sin  of  a  parent  was  held  to 
affect,  in  certain  cases,  the  welfare  of  his  descend- 
ants (2  K.  v.  27),  though  the  I>aw  forbade  the  pun- 
ishing of  the  son  for  his  father's  transgression 
(Deut.  xxiv.  16;  2  K.  xiv.  6;  Ez.  xviii.  20).  The 
command  to  honor  parents  is  noticed  by  St.  Paul 
as  the  only  one  of  the  Decalogue  which  bore  a  dis- 
tinct promise  (Ex.  xx.  12;  Eph.  vi.  2),  and  disre- 
spect towards  them  was  condemned  by  the  Law  as 
one  of  the  worst  of  crimes  (Ex.  xxi.  15,  17;  1 
Tim.  1,  9;  comp.  Virg.  yEn.  vi.  609;  Aristoph 
Ran.  274-773).  Instances  of  legal  enactment  in 
support  of  parental  authority  are  found  in  Ex.  xxii. 
17;  Num.  xxx.  3,  5,  xii.  14:  Deut.  xxi.  18,  21; 
Lev.  XX.  9,  xxi.  9,  xxii.  12;  and  the  spirit  of  the 
Law  in  this  direction  may  be  seen  in  Prov.  xiii.  1, 
XV.  5,  xvii.  25,  xix.  13,  xx.  20,  xxviii.  24,  xxx.  17 : 
Is.  xiv.  10;  Mai.  i.  0.  The  father,  however,  had 
not  the  power  of  death  over  his  child  (Deut.  xxi. 
18-21;  Philo,  /.  c). 

From  the  patriarchal  spirit,  also,  the  principle 
of  respect  to  age  and  authority  in  general  apjiears 
to  be  derived.  Thus  Jacob  is  described  as  lilessmg 
Pharaoh  (Gen.  xlvii.  7,  10;  comp.  Lev.  xix.  32; 
Prov.  xvi.  31;  Philo,  /.  c.  §  6). 

It  is  to  this  well-recognized  theory  of  parental 
authority  and  supremacy  that  the  very  various  uses 
of  the  term  "father"  in  Scripture  are  due.  (1.) 
As  the  source  or.  inventor  of  an  art  or  practice 
(Gen.  iv.  20,  21;  John  viii.  44;  Job  xxxviii.  28, 
xvii.  14;  2  Cor.  1,  3).  (2.)  As  an  object  of  respect 
or  reverence  (Jer.  ii.  27;  2  K.  ii.  12,  v.  LI,  vi.  21). 
(3. )  Thus  also  the  pupils  or  scholars  of  the  pro- 
phetical schools,  or  of  any  teacher,  are  called  sons 
(2  K.  ii.  3,  iv.  1;  1  Sam.  x.  12,  27;  IK.  xx.  35; 
Ileb.  xii.  9;  1  Tim.  i.  2).  (4.)  The  term  father, 
a!id  also  mother,  is  applied  to  any  ancestor  of  the 
male  or  female  line  respectively  (Is.  Ii.  2 ;  Jer.  xxxv. 
6,  18;  Dan.  v.  2;  2  Sara.  ix.  7;  2  Chr.  xv.  16). 
(5.)  In  the  Talmud  the  tenn  father  is  used  to  in- 
dicate the  chief,  e.  g.  tlie  principal  of  certain  works 
are  termed  "fathers."  Objects  whose  contact 
causes  pollution  are  called  "fathers"  of  defilement 
(Mishn.  ShabI).  vii.  2,  vol.  ii.  p.  29 ;  Pesach,  i.  6, 
vol.  ii.  p.  137,  Surenh.)..  (6.)  A  protector  or 
guardian  (Job  xxix.  16;  Ps.  Ixviii.  5;  Deut.  xxxii. 
6).    Many  personal  names  are  found  with  tlie  prefix 


FATHOM 

3W,  as  Absalom,  Abishai,  Abiram,  &c.,  implying 
some  quality  or  attribute  possessed,  or  ascribed 
(Gesen.  pp.  8,  10). 

"  Fathers  "  is  used  in  the  sense  of  seniors  (Acts 
vii.  2,  xxii.  1),  and  of  parents  in  general,  or  ances- 
tors (Dan.  V.  2;  Jer.  xxvii.  7;  Matt,  xxiii.  30,  .32). 

Among  Mohammedans  parental  authority  has 
great  weight  during  the  time  of  pupilage.  The  son 
is  not  allowed  to  eat,  scarcely  to  sit  in  his  father's 
presence.  Disobedience  to  parents  is  reckoned  one 
of  the  most  heinous  of  crimes  (Hurckhardt,  Notes 
on  Bed.  i.  355;  Lane,  Mod.  Kgypt.  i.  84;  Atkin- 
son, Travel.i  in  Siberia,  &c.  p.  559).    H.  W.  P. 

*  The  Arabic  i^jf,  "  father,"  denotes  the  person 
by  whose  means  a  thing  is  made,  repaired,  or 
caused  to  appear,  as  well  as  the  parent. 

p   "p  p 

FATHOM.     [Me.\sures.] 

*  FAUCHION,  a  short  sword  (Jud.  xiii.  6 
and  xvi.  9),  less  common  Vaan  falchion  or  faidchion, 
in  each  form  now  almost  obsolete.  It  stands  for 
oMivaKTis,  a  transferred  Persian  word.  It  is  the 
name  of  the  weapon  with  which  Judith  slew  Holo- 
fernes  (see  Fritzsche,  Ilandb.  zu,  den  AjKikryphen 
des  A.  T.  i.  196).  H. 

FEASTS.     [Festivals.] 

*  FEET.  For  various  customs  in  relation  to 
the  feet,  see  Dust;  ^Iourxing;  Sandal;  and 
Washing  the  Hands  and  Feet. 

FE'LIX  (4>^A.j|,  Acts  xxiii.-xxiv. :  [Felix,  hap- 
py, fortunate;]  in  Tac.  Hist.  v.  9,  called  Antonius 
Felix;  in  Suidas,  Claudius  Felix;  in  Josephus  and 
Acts,  simply  Felix;  so  also  in  Tac.  Ann.  xii.  54), 
a  Roman  procurator  of  .Judaea,  apjwinted  by  the 
Emperor  Claudius,  whose  freedman  he  was,  on  the 
banishment  of  Ventidius  Cumanus  in  a.  .  d.  53. 
Tacitus  (Ann.  xii.  54)  states  that  Felix  and  Cu- 
manus were  joint  procurators,  Cumanus  having 
Galilee,  and  Felix,  Samaria.  In  this  account  Tacitus 
is  directly  at  issue  with  Josephus  (Ant.  xx.  6,  2-7, 
1),  and  is  generally  supposed  to  be  in  error;  but 
his  account  is  very  circumstantial,  and  by  adopting 
it  we  should  gain  some  little  justification  for  the 
expression  of  St.  Paul,  Acts  xxiv.  10,  that  Felix 
had  been  judge  of  the  nation  "for  many  years." 
Those  words,  however,  must  not  even  thus  be 
closely  pressed ;  for  Cumanus  himself  only  went  to 
Judaea  in  the  eighth  year  of  Claudius  (Joseph.  Ant. 
XX.  5,  §  2).  Felix  was  the  brother  of  Claudius's 
powerful  freedman  Pallas  (B.  J.  ii.  12,  §  8;  Ant. 
xs.  7,  §  1) ;  and  it  was  to  the  circumstance  of 
Pallas's  influence  surviving  his  master's  death 
(Tacit.  Ann.  xiv.  Go)  that  Felix  was  retained  in  his 
procuratorship  by  Nero.  He  ruled  the  province  in 
a  mean,  cruel,  and  profligate  manner,  "  per  omnem 
saevitiam  et  libidinem  jus  regium  servili  ingenio 
exercuit"  (Tac.  Hist.  v.  9,  and  Ann.  xii.  54). 
With  this  compendious  description  the  fuller  details 
of  Josephus  agree,  though  his  narrative  is  tinged 
with  his  hostility  to  the  Jewish  patriots  and  zealots, 
whom,  under  the  name  bf  robbers,  he  describes 

^^lix  as  putting  down  and  crucifying  by  hundreds. 
lis  period  of  office  was  full  of  troubles  and  sedi- 
ions.  We  read  of  his  putting  down  false  ^lessiahs 
)h.  Ant.  XX.  8,  §  5;  B.  J.  ii.  13,  §  4);  the 
bllowera  of  an  P^gyptian  magician  (Ant.  xx.  8,  §  6 ; 
?.  /.  ii.  13,  §  5;  Acts  xxi.  38);  riots  between  the 
Jews  and  S}Tians  in  Caesarea  (Ant.  xx.  8,  §  7; 

IB.  J.  ii.  3,  §  7),  and  between  the  priests  and  the 
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principal  citizens  of  Jerusalem  (Ant.  xx.  8,  §  8; 
Joseph.  Life,  3).  He  once  employed  the  sicarii 
for  his  own  purposes,  to  bring  about  the  murder 
of  the  high-priest  .Jonathan  (Ant.  xx.  8,  §  5).  His 
severe  measures  and  cniel  retributions  seemetl  only 
to  accelerate  the  already  rapid  course  of  the  Jews 
to  ruin :  "  intempestivis  remediis  delicta  accende- 
bat"  (Tac.  Ann.  xii.  54;  6  w6\ffj.os  KaO'  rifxfpav 
aveppiiri^eTO,  Joseph.  B.  J.  ii.  13,  §  6).  St.  Paul 
was  brought  before  Felix  in  Cajsarea,  having  been 
sent  thither  out  of  the  way  of  the  Jews  at  Jerusalem 
by  the  "chief  captain ", (Claudius  Lysias.  Some 
effect  was  produced  on  the  guilty  conscience  of  the 
procurator,  as  the  Apostle  reasoned  of  righteous- 
ness, and  temperance,  and  judgment  to  come;  but 
St.  Paul  was  remanded  lo  prison  and  kept  there, 
in  hopes  of  extorting  money  from  him,  two  years 
(Acts  xxiv.  26,  27).  At  the  end  of  that  time 
Porcius  Festus  [Festl's]  was  apjwinted  to  super- 
sede Fehx,  who,  on  his  return  to  Home,  was  accused 
by  the  Jews  in  Caesarea,  and  would  have  suflered 
the  penalty  due  to  his  atrocities,  had  not  his  brother 
Pallas  prevailed  with  the  Enifjeror  Nero  to  spare 
him  (Ant.  xx.  8,  §  9).  This  was  probably  in  the 
year  60  a.  d.  (Anger,  De  iemjxrrum  in  Act.  Apost. 
ratione,  &c.,  p.  100;  Wieseler,  Chronologie  der 
AjMstelgeschichte,  pp.  66-82).  The  wife  of  Felix 
was  Drusilla,  daughter  of  Herod  Agrippa  I.  the 
former  wife  of  Azizus  King  of  Emesa.   [Dklsilla.] 

H.  A. 
*  FELLER  (Is.  xiv.  8),  a  cutter  of  wood  (from 
the  Anglo-Saxon,  felktn,  to  fell).  The  prophet 
represents  the  cedars  of  Ixbanon  as  shouting  in 
the  lower  world,  over  the  fall  of  Sennacherib,  their 
great  destroyer :  "  Since  thou  art  laid  low,  no  feller 
is  come  up  against  us."  H. 

FENCED  CITIES  (D^^^n,  or 
n'"n^?p,  Dan.  xi.  15,  from  "1^^,  cut  off,  sep- 
arate, equivalent  to  C"1^  HTl^J?,  Ges.  231 : 
7r6\€is  oxvpai,  reixvpfts,  reTeixicr/jievai.  urbes, 
or  civitcites,  muratie,  munike.  munitissinue,  firtnce). 
The  broad  distinction  between  a  city  and  a  village 
in  Biblical  language  has  been  shown  to  consist  in 
the  possession  of  walls.  [City.]  The  city  had 
walls,   the  village  was   unwalled,  or  had   only  a 

watchman's  tower  (7^3Q  :  iropyos'.  turris  cuf- 
iodum  ;  compare  Gesen.  267),  to  which  the  villagers 
resorted  in  times  of  danger.  A  threefold  distinc- 
tion is  thus  obtained — (1)  cities;  (2)  unwalled 
villages;  (3)  villages  with  castles  or  towei-s  (1  Chr. 
xxvii.  25).  The  district  east  of  the  Jordan,  form- 
ing the  kingdoms  of  Moab  and  Bashan,  is  said  to 
have  abounded  from  very  early  times  in  castles  and 
fortresses,  such  as  were  built  by  Uzziah  to  protect 
the  cattle,  and  to  repel  the  inroads  of  the  neigh- 
boring tribes,  besides  unwalled  towns  (Amm.  !Marc. 
xiv.  9:  Deut.  iii.  5;  2  Chr.  xxvi.  10).  Of  these 
many  remains  are  thought  by  Jlr.  Porter  to  exist 
at  the  present  day  (Damascus,  ii.  197).  The  dangere 
to  which  unwalled  villages  are  exposed  from  the 
marauding  tribes  of  the  desert,  and  also  the  fortifi- 
cations by  which  the  inhabitants  sometimes  pro- 
tect themselves,  are  illustrated  by  Sir  J.  Malcolm 
(Sketches  of  Persia,  c.  xiv.  148;  and  Fniser, 
Persia,  pp.  379,  380  ;  comp.  Judg.  v.  7).  Villages 
in  the  Hauran  are  sometimes  inclosed  by  a  wall, 
or  rather  the  houses  being  joined  together  form  a 
defense  against  Arab  robbers,  and  the  entrance  is 
closed  by  a  gate  (Burckhardt,  Syi-ia,  p.  212). 
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A  further  characteristic  of  a  city  as  a  fortified 
place  is  found  in  the  use  of  the  word   7132,  build, 

.         .  T  T  '  ' 

end  also  fortify.  So  that  to  "  build  "  a  city  ap- 
jiears  to  be  sometimes  the  same  thing  as  to  fortify 
it  (comp.  Gen.  viii.  20,  and  2  Chr.  xvi.  6  with  2 
Chr.  xi.  5-10,  and  1  K.  xv.  17). 

The  fortifications  of  the  cities  of  Palestine,  thus 
regularly  "  fenced,"  consisted  of  one  or  more  walls 

crowned  with  battlemented  parapets,  m2Q,  having 
towers  at  regular  intervals  (2  Chr.  xxxii.  5;  Jer. 
xxxi.  38),  on  which  in  later  times  engines  of  war 
were  pkced,  and  watch  was  kept  by  day  and  night 
in  time  of  war  (2  Chr.  xxvi.  9,  15;  Judg.  ix.  45; 
2  K.  ix.  17).     Along  the  oldest  of  the  three  walls 


Walls  of  .\ntioch.  remarkable  for  their  strength,  and 
the  manner  in  which  they  are  carried  up  and  down 
the  sides  of  mountains. 

of  Jerusalem  there  were  90  towers;  in  the  second, 
14;  and  in  the  third,  60  (.Joseph.  B.  J.  v.  4,  §  2). 
One  such  tower,  that  of  Hananeel,  is  repeatedly 
mentioned  (Jer.  xxxi.  38;  Zech.  xiv.  10),  as  also 
others  (Neh.  iii.  1,  11,  27).  The  gate-ways  of  for- 
tified towns  were  also  fortified  and  closed  with 
strong  doors  (Neh.  ii.  8,  iii.  3,  6,  &c. ;  Judg.  xvi. 
2,  3;  1  Sam.  xxiii.  7;  2  Sam.  xviii.  24,  33;  2  Chr. 
xiv.  7;  1  Mace.  xiii.  33,  xv.  39).  In  advance  of 
the  wall  there  appeal's  to  have  been  sometimes  an 

outwork  (v"'n,  TrpoTtixia-fxa),  in  A.  V.  "ditch" 
(1  K.  xxl.  23;  2  Sam.  xx.  15;  Ges.  Tlies.  p.  4.54), 
which  was  perhaps  either  a  palLsade  or  wall  lining 
the  ditch,  or  a  wall  raised  midway  within  the  ditch 
itself.  Ikith  of  these  metliods  of  strengthening 
fortified  places,  by  hindering  the  near  approach  of 
machines,  were  usual  in  earlier  I'^yptian  fortifica- 
tion (Wilkinson,  Anc.  J-i/i/pt.  i.  408),  but  would 
generally  I*  of  less  use  in  the  hill  forts  of  Palestine 
than  in  Egypt.  In  many  towns  there  was  a  keep 
or  citadel  for  a  last  resource  to  the  defenders. 
Those  remaining  in  the  Ilnnnin  and  J.fdjn  are 
iquare.  Such  existed  at  Shechem  and  Thebez 
(Judg.  ix.  46,  51,  viii.  17;  2  K.  ix.  17),  and  the 
great  forts  or  towers  of  Psepliinus,  Hippicus,  and 
especially  Antonia,  served  a  similar  purpose,  as  well 
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as  that  of  overawing  the  town  at  Jerusalem.  These 
forts  were  well  furnished  with  cisterns  (Acts  xxi. 
34;  2  Mace.  v.  6;  Joseph.  Ant.  xviii.  4,  §  3;  i?.  J. 
i.  5,  §  4,  V.  4,  §  2,  vi.  2,  §  1).  At  the  time  of  the 
entrance  of  Israel  into  Canaan  there  were  many 
fenced  cities  existing,  which  first  caused  great  alarm 
to  the  exploring  party  of  searchers  (Num.  xiii.  28), 
and  afterwards  gave  much  trouble  to  the  people  in 
subduing  them.  ^Many  of  these  were  refortified,  or, 
as  it  is  expressed,  rebuilt  by  the  Hebrews  (Num. 
xxxii.  17,  34-42;  Deut.  iii.  4,  5;  Josh.  xi.  12,  13; 
Judg.  i.  27-33),  and  many,  especially  those  on  the 
sea-coast,  remained  for  a  long  time  in  the  posses- 
sion of  their  inhabitants,  who  were  enabled  to 
preserve  them  by  means  of  their  strength  in  chariots 
(Josh.  xiii.  3,  6,  xvii.  16;  Judg.  i.  19;  2  K.  xviii. 
8;  2  Chr.  xxvl.  0).  The  strength  of  Jerusidem 
was  shown  by  the  fact  that  that  city,  or  at  least 
the  citadel,  or  "stronghold  of  Zion,"  remained  in 
the  {X)ssession  of  the  Jebusites  until  the  time  of 
David  (2  Sam.  v.  6,  7;  1  Chr.  xi.  5).  Among  the 
kings  of  Israel  and  Judah  several  are  mentioned  as 
fortifiers  or  "builders"  of  cities:  Solomon  (1  K. 
ix.  17-19;  2  Chr.  viii.  4-6),  Jeroboam  I.  (1  K.  xii. 
25),  Kehoboam  (2  Chr.  xi.  5,  12),  Baasha  (1  K. 
XV.  17),  Omri  (1  K.  xvi.  24),  Hezekiah  (2  Chr. 
x.\.\ii.  5),  Asa  (2  Chr.  xiv.  6,  7),  Jehoshaphat  (2 
Chr.  xvii.  12),  but  especially  Uzziah  (2  K.  xiv.  22; 
2  Chr.  xxvi.  2,  9,  15),  and  in  the  reign  of  Ahab 
the  town  of  Jericho  was  rebuilt  and  fortified  by  a 
private  individual,  Hiel  of  Bethel  (1  K.  xvi.  34). 
Herod  the  Great  was  conspicuous  in  fortifying 
strong  positions,  as  Masada,  Maclioerus,  Herodium, 
besides  his  great  works  at  Jerusalem  (Josepli.  B.  J. 
vii.  6,  §§  1,  2,  and  8,  ^  3;  B.  J.  i.  21,  §  K);  Ant. 
xiv.  13,  9). 

But  the  fortified  places  of  Palestine  served  only 
in  a  few  instances  to  check  eflfectually  the  progress 
of  an  invading  force,  though  many  instances  of 
determined  and  protracted  resistance  are  on  record, 
as  of  Samaria  for  three  years  (2  K.  xviii.  10), 
Jerusalem  (2  K.  xxv.  3)  for  four  months,  and  in 


The  so-called  Golden  Gate  of  Jerusalem,  showing  lap- 
posed  remains  of  the  old  Jewish  Wall. 

later  times  of  Jotapata.,  Gamala,  Machserus,  Masada, 
and  above  all  Jerusalem  itself,  the  strength  of  whose 
defenses  drew  forth  the  admiration  of  the  conqueror 
Titus  (Joseph,  li.  J.  iii.  6,  iv.  1  and  9,  vii.  6,  §§ 
2-4  and  8;  Robinson,  i.  232). 
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Assyrian  Fortifications.     (Layard.) 


The  earlier  Egyptian  fortifications  consisted 
usually  of  a  quadrangular  and  sometimes  double 
wall  of  sun-<lried  brick,  fifteen  feet  thick,  and  often 
fifty  feet  in  height,  with  square  towers  at  intervals, 
of  the  same  height  as  the  walls,  both  crowned  with 
a  parajxit,  and  a  round-headed  br.-ttlement  in  shape 
like  a  shield.  A  second  lower  wall  with  towers  at 
the  entrance  was  added,  distant  13  or  20  feet  from 
the  main  wall,  and  sometimes  another  was  made  of 
70  or  100  feet  in  length,  projecting  at  right  angles 
from  the  main  wall  to  enable  the  defenders  to  annoy 
the  assailants  in  flank.  The  ditch  was  sometimes 
fortified  by  a  sort  of  tenaiUe  in  the  ditch  itself,  or 
a  ravelin  on  its  edge.  In  later  times  the  practice 
of  fortifying  towns  was  laid  aside,  and  the  large 
temples  with  their  inclosures  were  made  to  serve 
the  purpose  of  forts  (Wilkinson,  Ayic.  Egypt,  i.  408, 
409,  abridgm.). 

The  fortifications  of  Nineveh,  Babylon,  Ecbatana, 
and  of  Tyre  and  Sidon,  are  all  mentioned,  either 
in  the  canonical  books  or  the  Apocrypha.  In  the 
sculptures  of  Nineveh  representations  are  found  of 
walled  towns,  of  which  one  is  thought  to  represent 
Tyre,  and  all  illustrate  the  mode  of  fortification 
adopted  both  by  the  AssjTians  and  their  enemies 
(.Jer.  li.  .30-32,  .58;  Am.  i.  10;  Zech.  ix.  3;  Ez. 
xxvii.  11;  Nah.  iii.  14;  Tob.  i.  17,  xiv.  14,  15; 
Jud.  i.  1,  4;  Layard,  Niti.  vol.  ii.  pp.  275,  279, 
388,  395;  Nin.  if  Bab.  pp.  231,  358;  .\fon.  of 
Nin.  pt.  ii.  39,  43).  H.  W.  P. 

FERRET  (nf^3W  :  fivyaX-fi :  mygak),  one  of 
the  unclean  creeping  things  mentioned  in  I^v.  xi. 
30.  The  fivyaKr)  of  Aristotle  {Hid.  An.  viii.  24) 
Js  the  Mils  (traneus,  or  shrew-mouse;  but  it  is 
ore  probable  that  the  animal  referred  to  in  Lev. 
a  reptile  of  the  lizard  tribe,  deriving  its  name 
the  mournful  cry,  or  wail,  which  some  lizards 


i  «  The   original    meaning   of   tiie   word   2n   is   a 
52 


utter.  The  root  is  p3S,  to  sigh  or  groan.  I'he 
liabbinical  writers  seem  to  have  identified  this  an- 
imal with  the  hedgehog:  see  Lewysohn,  ZoOl.  des 
ralmuf/g,  §§  129,  134.  W.  D. 

FESTIVALS  (D"'2n).«  The  object  of  this 
article  is  merely  to  give  a  classification  of  the  sacred 
times  of  the  Hebrews,  accompanied  by  some  gen- 
eral remarks.  A  particular  account  of  each  festival 
is  given  in  its  proper  place. 

I.  The  religious  times  ordained  in  the  Law  fall 
under  three  heads:  (1.)  Those  formally  connected 
with  the  institution  of  the  Sabbath.  (2.)  The  his- 
torical or  great  festivals.  (3.)  The  Day  of  Atone- 
ment. 

(1.)  Immediately  connected  with  the  institution 
of  the  Sabbath  are  — 

(n.)  The  weekly  Sabbath  itself. 

(b.)  The  seventh  new  moon  or  Feast  of  Trump- 
ets. 

(c.)  The  Sabbatical  Year. 

(d.)  The  Year  of  JubUee. 

(2.)  The  great  feasts  (D'^'l^'^'S ;  in  the  Tal- 
mud, G^^y^},  pilgrimage  feasts)  are  — 

(n.)  The  Passover. 

(b. )  The  Feast  of  Pentecost,  of  Weeks,  of  Wheat- 
harvest,  or  of  the  First-Fruits. 

(c.)  The  Feast  of  Tabernacles,  or  of  Ingather- 
ing. 

On  each  of  these  occasions  every  male  Israelite 
was  commanded  "to  appear  before  the  Lord,"  that 
is,  to  attend  in  the  court  of  the  tabernacle  or  the 
Temple,  and  to  make  his  offering  with  a  joyful 
heart  (Dent,  xxvii.  7;  Neh.  viii.  9-12;  cf.  Joseph. 
Ant.  xi.  5,  §  5).  The  attendance  of  women  was 
voluntary,  but  the  zealous  often  went  up  to  the 


"  dance."'     Tie  modern  Arabic  term  Hadj  is  derived 
from  the  same  root  (^fiesen.  Thes.  p.  444). 
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Passover.  Thus  Mary  attended  it  (Luke  ii.  41), 
and  Hannah  (1  Sam.  i.  7,  ii.  19).  As  might  be 
supposed,  there  was  a  stricter  obUgation  regarding 
the  Passover  than  the  other  feasts,  and  hence  there 
was  an  express  provision  to  enaVile  those  who,  by 
niiatvoidable  circumstances  or  legal  impurity,  had 
been  prevented  from  attending  at  the  proper  time, 
to  observe  the  feast  on  the  same  day  of  the  succeed- 
ing month  (Xum.  ix.  10-11). 

On  all  the  days  of  Holy  Convocation  there  was 
to  be  an  entire  suspension  of  ordinary  labor  of  all 
kinds  (Ex.  xii.  16;  Lev.  xvi.  29,  xxiii.  21,  24,  25, 
35).  But  on  the  iutenening  days  of  the  longer 
festivals  work  might  be  carried  on.« 

Besides  their  religious  purpose,  the  great  festi- 
vals must  have  had  an  important  bearing  on  the 
maintenance  of  a  feeUng  of  national  unity.  This 
may  be  traced  in  the  apprehensions  of  Jeroboam 
(1  K.  xii.  26,  27),  and  hi  the  attempt  at  reforma- 
tion by  Hezekiah  (2  Chr.  xxx.  1),  as  well  as  in  the 
necessity  which,  in  later  times,  was  felt  by  the 
Roman  government  of  mustering  a  considerable 
mihtary  force  at  Jerusalem  during  the  festivals 
(Joseph.  Ant.  xvii.  9,  §  3,  xvii.  10,  §  2;  cf.  Matt, 
xxvi.  5;  Luke  xiii.  1). 

The  frequent  recurrence  of  the  sabbatical  num- 
ber in  the  organization  of  these  festivals  is  too 
remarkable  to  be  passed  over,  and  (as  Ewald  has 
observed)  seems,  when  viewed  in  connection  with 
the  sabbatical  sacred  times,  to  furnish  a  strong 
proof  that  the  whole  system  of  the  festivals  of  the 
Jewish  law  was  the  product  of  one  mind.  Pente- 
cost occurs  seven  weeks  after  the  Passover;  the 
Passover  and  the  Feast  of  Tabernacles  last  seven 
days  each ;  the  days  of  Holy  Convocation  are  seven 
in  the  year  —  two  at  the  Passover,  one  at  Pentecost, 
one  at  the  Feast  of  Trumpets,  one  on  the  Day  of 
Atonement,  and  two  at  the  Feast  of  Tabernacles ; 
the  Feast  of  Tabernacles,  as  well  as  the  Day  of 
Atonement,  falls  in  the  seventh  month  of  the  sa- 
cred year;  and,  lastly,  the  cycle  of  annual  feasts 
occupies  seven  months,  from  Nisan  to  Tisri. 

The  agricultural  significance  of  the  three  great 
festivals  is  clearly  set  forth  in  the  account  of  the 
Jewish  sacred  year  contained  in  Lev.  xxiii.  The 
prominence  which,  not  only  in  that  chapter  but 
elsewhere,  is  given  to  this  significance,  in  the  names 
by  which  Pentecost  and  Tabernacles  are  often  called, 
and  also  by  the  offering  of  "the  first-fruits  of 
wheat-harvest"  at  Pentecost  (Ex.  xxxiv.  22),  and 
of  "  the  first  of  the  first-fruits  "  at  the  Passover 
(Ex.  xxiii.  19,  xxxiv.  20),  might  easily  suggest  that 
the  origin  of  the  feasts  was  ])atriarchal  (Ewald,  Al- 
Urihumer,  p.  385),  and  that  tlie  historical  associa- 
tions with  which  Moses  endowed  them  were  grafted 
upon  their  primitive  meaning.  It  is  perhaps,  how- 
ever, a  dirticulty  in  the  way  of  this  view,  that  we 
should  ratiier  look  for  the  institution  of  agricultural 
festivals  amongst  an  agricultural  than  a  pastoral 
people,  such  as  the  Israelites  and  their  ancestors 
were  tefore  the  settlement  in  the  land  of  promise. 

The  times  of  the  festivals  were  evidently  ordained 
in  wisdom,  so  as  to  interfere  as  little  as  possible 
with  the  industry  of  the  people.  The  I'assover  was 
held  just  l)efore  the  work  of  harvest  commenced, 
Pentecost  at  the  conclusion  of  the  corn-harvest  and 
before  the  vintage,  the  Feast  of  Tabernacles  after 
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all  the  fruits  of  the  ground  were  gathered  in.  In 
winter,  when  travelling  was  difficult,  there  were  no 
festivals. 

(3.)  For  the  Day  of  Atonement,  see  that  art- 
icle. 

II.  After  the  Captivity,  the  Feast  of  Purira 
(Esth.  ix.  20  ff.)  and  that  of  the  Dedication  (1 
Mace.  iv.  56)  were  instituted.  The  Festivals  of 
Wood-carrying,  as  they  were  called  (eoprol  t.u>v 
^v\o<popi<i>v),  are  mentioned  by  Josephus  (B.  J.  ii. 
17,  §  G)  and  the  Mishna  {Taanith,  iv.  5).  What 
appears  to  have  been  their  origin  is  found  in  Neh. 
X.  34.  The  term,  "  the  I'estival  of  the  Basket " 
(eopTT)  KaprdWov)  is  applied  by  Philo  to  the  of- 
fering of  first-fruits  described  in  Deut.  xxvi.  l-ll 
(Philo,  vol.  v.  p.  51).     [Fikst-Fkuits.] 

The  system  of  the  Hebrt-'.v  festivals  is  treated  at 
large  by  Bahr  {Symbvlik  dts  Mvsaischen  Cultus, 
bk.  iv.),  by  Ewald  {Alterihumer,  p.  379  ff.),  and 
by  Philo,  in  a  characteristic  manner  (IXep*  t^s 
'I.fid6u.7is,  0pp.  vol.  V.  p.  21,  ed.  Tauch.). 

S.  C. 

FESTUS,  POR'CIUS  (nJpKioj  *^(rToy, 
Acts  xxiv.  27 ),  successor  of  Felix  as  procurator  of 
Judaea  (Acts  /.  c. ;  Joseph.  Ant.  xx.  8,  §  9 ;  B.  ./. 
ii.  14,  §  1),  sent  by  Nero,  probably  in  the  autumn 
of  the  year  60  A.  1>.  (See  Fei.ix.)  A  few  weeks 
after  Festus  reached  his  province  he  heard  the  cause 
of  St.  Paul,  who  had  been  left  a  prisoner  by  Felix, 
in  the  presence  of  Herod  Agrippa  II.  and  Bemice 
his  sister.  Not  finding  anything  in  the  Apostle 
worthy  of  death  or  of  bonds,  and  being  confirmed 
in  this  view  by  his  guests,  he  would  have  set  hira 
free  had  it  not  been  that  Paul  had  himself  pre- 
viously (Acts  XXV.  11,  12)  appealed  to  Caesar.  In 
consequence,  Festus  sent  him  to  Pome.  Judaea 
was  in  the  same  disturbed  state  during  the  procu- 
ratorship  of  Festus,  which  had  prevailed  through 
that  of  his  predecessor.  Sicarii,  robbers,  and  ma- 
gicians were  put  down  with  a  strong  hand  (Ant. 
XX.  8,  §  10).  Festus  had  a  difierence  with  the 
Jews  at  Jerusalem  about  a  high  wall  which  they 
had  built  to  prevent  Agrippa  seeing  from  his  palace 
into  the  court  of  the  Temple.  As  this  also  hid  the 
view  of  the  Temple  from  the  IJoman  guard  ap- 
pointed to  watch  it  during  the  festivals,  the  proc- 
urator took  strongly  the  side  of  Agrippa;  but 
permitted  the  Jews  to  send  to  Rome  for  the  decision 
of  the  emperor.  He  being  influenced  by  Poppaea, 
who  was  a  proselyte,  decided  in  favor  of  the  Jews. 
Festus  died  probably  in  the  summer  of  62  A.  r>., 
having  ruled  the  province  less  than  two  years.  The 
chronological  questions  conceriiing  his  entrance  on 
the  province  and  his  death  are  too  intricate  and 
difhcult  to  be  entered  on  here,  but  will  be  found 
fully  discussed  by  Anger,  (h  ttmpoi-um  in  Act. 
A]X)st.  ratione,  p.  99  ff.,  and  Wieseler,  Chronologie 
der  Ajmslelf/escliichte,  pp.  89-99.  Josephus  implies 
(B.  J.  ii.  14,  §  1)  that  Festus  was  a  just  as  well  as 
an  active  magistrate.  H.  A. 

*  A  question  arises  under  this  name  respecting 
Luke's  accuracy. 

Could  Festus  in  the  reign  of  Nero  call  the  em- 
peror his  lord  in  accordance  with  Roman  usage,  as 
he  is  said  to  have  done.  Acts  xxv.  26?  A  free 
Roman  under  the  republic  never  called  any  one  his 
Kvptos   or  diniuum,  which   Ijitin  word,  denoting 


6  The  Law  always  speaks  of  the  Days  of  Holy  Con- 
yocation  as  Sabbaths.  But  the  Mixhna  makes  a  dis- 
tinction, and  states  in  detail  what  acts  may  bo  per- 
formed on  the  former,  which  are  unlawful  on  the 


Sabbath,  in  the  treatise  Yom  Tob ;  while  in  Moed 
Katon  It  lays  down  strange  and  burdensome  coneU- 
tioDS  in  reference  to  the  intermediate  days. 
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hmse-mnster,  slave-master,  is  the  equivalent  of 
Seo-TTf^TTjs,  and  in  a  degree  of  Kvpios.  If  dommus, 
now,  at  a  subsequent  period  could  be  so  used,  much 
more  Kvpios  could  be.  That  it  could  be  and  was 
so  used  we  have  the  means  of  showing.  Under 
Augustus,  when  a  mime  in  the  theatre  uttered  the 
words,  "0  dominum  aequum  et  bonum,"  the  audi- 
ence applied  it  to  the  emperor  and  expressed  loud 
applause  (Sueton.  August.  §  53).  Augustus  re- 
buked the  use  of  the  term,  but  could  not  repress 
it,  nor  could  Tiberius  prevent  its  application  to 
himself  (Sueton.  Tiber.  §  27;  Tac.  Ann.  ii.  87). 
Philo,  in  his  account  of  his  legation  to  Caligula, 
makes  Herod  Agrippa  call  that  emperor  Sea-irSrris, 
and  even  Fhilo's  fellow-delegates  address  him  as 
Kvpios.  Afterwards,  in  addressing  the  emperor,  it 
became  much  more  frequent.  The  letters  of  l*liny 
to  Trajan,  and  those  of  Fronto  to  iNIarcus  Aurelius 
before  his  accession  to  the  imperial  power,  begin 
with  domino  meo.  So  in  addresses  to  a  crowd,  to 
unknown  and  even  to  known  persons  of  no  very 
high  rank  the  same  title  was  given,  and  that  dur- 
ing the  reign  of  Nero  himself  (Dion  Cass.  Ixi.  20). 
The  lapidary  style  from  Tiberius  onward  follows  in 
the  same  track.  The  earliest  use  of  dominus,  as 
a  title  of  the  emperor,  on  inscriptions  belongs  to 
the  age  of  Domitian,  but  Kvpios,  especially  on 
Egyptian  marbles,  is  the  emperor's  title  of  honor 
in  very  many  instances,  and  from  an  earlier  date. 
Thus  Nero  was  so  called.  ^Moreover  children  calletl 
their  parents  so,  and  friends  each  other.  "  Illud 
mihi  in  ore  erat  domini  met  Gallionis,"  says  Seneca 
under  Nero,  speaking  of  his  brother  the  "  deputy 
of  Achaia"  (kpist.  104).  These  remarks  serve  to 
show  the  wonderful  accuracy  of  Luke  in  the  Acts, 
of  which  accuracy  all  new  study  is  constantly  fur- 
nishing additional  proof  See  a  copious  discussion 
of  this  topic  in  the  Bibl.  Sacra,  xviii.  595-G08. 

T.  D.  W. 

FETTERS  (C^rirpTO,  b^S,  D'')?t).  (1.) 
The  first  of  these  Hebrew  words,  nechnshtaim,  ex- 
presses the  material  of  which  fetters  were  usually 
made,  namely,  brass  (weSai  x«^f«''  ^-  ^'  "fet- 
ters of  brass"),  and  also  that  they  were  made  in 
pairs,  the  word  being  in  the  dual  numter:  it  is 
the  most  usual  term  for  fetters  (Judg.  xvi.  21;  2 
Sam.  iii.  34;  2  K.  xxv.  7;  2  Chr.  xxxiii.  11,  xxxvi. 
6;  Jer.  xxxix.  7,  Iii.  11).  Iron  was  occasionally 
employed  for  the  purpose  (Ps.  cv.  18,  cxlix.  8). 
(2.)  Cebel  occurs  only  in  the  above  Psalms,  and, 
from  its  appearing  in  the  singular  number,  may 
perhaps  apply  to  the  link  which  connected  the  fet- 
ters. ZiJckim  ("fetters,"  Job  xxxvi.  8)  is  more 
usually  translated  "chains"  (Ps.  cxUx.  8;  Is.  xlv. 
14;  Nah.  iii.  10),  but  its  radical  sense  appears  to 
refer  to  the  contraction  of  the  feet  by  a  chain 
(Gesen.  Thes.  p.  424).  [Fetters  of  iron  (irtSai) 
are  probably  meant  in  Mark  v.  4  bis  and  Luke  viii. 
23.     See  Chains.     H.]  W.  L.  B. 

FEVER  (nmn,  ni?^?,  "^mn :  y^repos, 

otyos,  fpidi(Tfi6s'i  Lev.  xxvi.  16,  Deut.  xxviii.  22). 
These  words,  from  various  roots  "  signifying  heat  or 
mflammation,  are  rendered  in  the  A.  V.  by  various 
words  suggestive  of  fever,  or  a  feverish  affection. 
The  word  ptyos  ("  shuddering  " )  suggests  the  ague 
M  accompanied  by  fever,  as  in  the  opinion  of  the 
LXX.  probably  intended ;  and  this  is  still  a  very 


«  Winer  suggests  the  Arabic    ^~y    ,  ~y,  which  he 
renders  Stickfluss,  i.  e.  choking  phlegm.      It  rather 
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common  disease  in  Palestine;  the  third  word,  which 
they  render  epediatj.6s  (a  term  still  known  to 
pathology),  a  feverish  irritation,  and  which  in  the 
A.  v.  is  called  burning  fever,  may  perhaps  be  ery- 
sipelas. Fever  constantly  accompanies  the  bloody 
flux,  or  dysentery  (Acts  xxviii.  8 ;  comp.  De  Man- 
delslo.  Travels,  ed.  1669,  p.  65).  Fevers  of  an 
inflammatory  character  are  mentioned  (Burckhardt, 
Arab.  i.  446)  as  common  at  Mecca,  and  putrid  ones 
at  Djidda.  Intermittent  fever  and  dysentery,  the 
latter  often  ftvtal,  are  ordinary  Arabian  diseases. 
For  the  former,  though  often  fatal  to  strangers,  the 
natives  care  little,  but  much  dread  a  relapse.  These 
fevers  sometimes  occasion  most  troublesome  swell- 
ings in  the  stomach  and  legs  (ii.  290,  291). 

H.  H. 
FIELD  (n'Jtt?).  The  Hebrew  sadeh  is  not 
adequately  represented  by  oivc  field:  the  two  words 
agree  in  describing  cultivated\a,-aA,  but  they  differ  in 
point  of  extent,  the  sadeh  being  specifically  applied 
to  what  is  uninclosed,  while  the  opposite  notion  of 
inclosure  is  involved  in  the  word  field.  The  essence 
of  the  Hebrew  word  has  been  variously  taken  to  lie 
in  each  of  these  notions,  Gesenius  (Thes.  p.  1321) 
giving  it  the  sense  oi  freedom,  Stanley  (p.  490) 
that  of  smoothness,  comparing  arvuni  from  arare. 
On  the  one  hand  sadeh  is  applied  to  any  cultivated 
ground,  whether  pasture  (Gen.  xxix.  2,  xxxi.  4, 
xxxiv.  7;  Ex.  ix.  3),  tillage  (Gen.  xxxvii.  7,  xlvii. 
24 ;  Ruth  ii.  2,  3 ;  Job  xxiv.  6 ;  Jer.  xxvi.  18 ;  Mic. 
iii.  12),  woodland  (1  Sam.  xiv.  25,  A.  V.  "ground"; 
Ps.  cxxxii.  6),  or  mountain-top  (Judg.  ix.  32,  36; 
2  Sam.  i.  21);  and  in  some  instances  in  marked 
opposition  to  the  neighboring  wilderness  (Stanley, 
pp.  236,  490),  as  in  the  instance  of  Jacob  settling 
in  the  field  of  Shechem  (Gen.  xxxiii.  19),  the  field 
of  Moab  (Gen.  xxxvi.  35;  Num.  xxi.  20,  A.  V. 
"country";  Ruth  i.  1),  and  the  vale  of  Siddim, 
i.  e.  o/'  the  cultivated  fields,  which  formed  the  oasis 
of  the  Pentapolis  (Gen.  xiv.  3,  8),  though  a  differ- 
ent sense  has  been  given  to  the  name  (by  Gesenius, 
Thes.  p.  1321).  On  the  other  hand  the  sadeh  is 
frequently  contrasted  with  what  is  inclosed,  whether 
a  vineyard  (Ex.  xxii.  5;  Lev.  xxv.  3,  4;  Num.  xvi. 
14,  XX.  17 ;  compare  Num.  xxii.  23,  "  the  ass  went 
into  the  field,"  with  verse  24,  "  a  path  of  the  vine- 
yards, a  wall  being  on  this  side  and  a  wall  on  that 

side  "),  a  garden  (the  very  name  of  which,  "JS,  im- 
plies inclosure),  or  a  walled  town  (Deut.  xxviii.  3, 
16);  unwalled  villages  or  scattered  houses  ranked 
in  the  eye  of  the  law  as  fields  (Lev.  xxv.  31),  and 
hence  the  expression  ei'y  tovs  aypovi  =  houses  in 
the  fields  (in  villas,  Vulg. ;  Mark  vi.  36,  56).  In 
many  passages  the  terra  implies  what  is  remote 
from  a  house  (Gen.  iv.  8,  xxiv.  63;  Deut.  xxii.  25) 
or  settled  habitation,  as  in  the  case  of  Esau  (Gen. 
xxv.  27;  the  LXX.,  however,  refer  it  to  his  char- 
acter, aypoiKos)  ■  this  is  more  fully  expressed  by 

n'lTt&rr  '^35,  the  open  field  (Lev.  xiv.  7,  53,  xvii. 
5;  Num.  xix.  16;  2  Sam.  xi.  11),  with  which  is 
naturally  coupled  the  notion  of  exposure  and  de- 
sertion (.Jer.  ix.  22 ;  Ez.  xvi.  5,  xxxii.  4,  xxxiii.  27, 
xxxix.  5). 

The  separate  plots  of  ground  were  marked  off  by 
stones,  which  might  easily  be  remoiredi  (Deut.  xix. 


seems  to  mean  the  frothing  at  the  mouth  which  ac» 
companies  the  violent  religious  exercitation.s  of  th« 
fanatical  Arabs  on  the  occasioa  of  the  festival  of  the 
Nebi-Mousa. 
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14,  xxvii.  17 ;  cf.  Job  xxiv.  2 ;  Prov.  xxii.  28,  xxiii. 
10):  the  absence  of  fences  rendered  the  fields  liable 
to  damage  from  straying  cattle  (Ex.  xxii.  5)  or  fire 
(ver.  6;  2  Sara.  xiv.  30):  hence  the  necessity  of 
constantly  watching  flocks  and  herds,  the  peoijle  so 
employed  being  in  the  present  day  named  Natmr 
(Wortabet,  Syria,  i.  2!».'J).  A  certain  amount  of 
protection  was  gained  by  sowing  the  tallest  and 
strongest  of  the  grain  crops  on  the  outside: 
"  spelt "  appears  to  have  been  most  commonly 
used  for  this  purpose  (Is.  xxviii.  25,  as  in  the  mai'- 
gin).  From  the  absence  of  inclosures,  cultivated 
land  of  any  size  might  be  termed  a  field,  whether 
it  were  a  piece  of  ground  of  limited  area  (Gen. 
xxiii.  13,  17;  Is.  v.  8),  a  man's  whole  inheritance 
(I.ev.  xxvii.  10  ff. ;  Ruth  iv.  5 ;  Jer.  xxxii.  9,  25 ; 
Prov.  xxvii.  26,  xxxi.  16),  the  a(/er  publlcus  of  a 
town  (Gen.  xli.  48;  Neh.  xii.  29),  as  distinct,  how- 
ever, from  the  ground  immediately  adjacent  to  the 
walls   of  the   l^vitical   cities,    which  was    called 

2712^  (A.  V.  suburbs),  and  was  deemed  an  ap- 
pendage of  the  town  itself  (.Josh.  xxi.  11,  12),  or 
lastly  the  territory  of  a  people  (Gen.  xiv.  7,  xxxii. 
3,  xxxvi.  35;   Num.   xxi.   20;    Kuth  i.  6,  iv.  3; 

1  Sam.  vi.  1,  xxvii.  7,  11).  In  1  Sam.  xxvii.  5, 
"a  town  in  the  field"  (A.  V.  country)  ^a,  pro- 
vincial town  as  distinct  from  the  royal  city.  A 
plot  of  ground  separated  from  a  larger  one  was 

termed  TllW  Di^H  (Gen.  xxxiii.  19 ;  Ruth  ii. 

3;  1  Chr.  xi.  13),  or  simply  HiT^O  (2  Sam.  xiv. 
30,  xxiii.  12;  cf.  2  Sam.  xix.  29).  Fields  occa- 
sionally received  names  after  remarkable  events,  as 
Helkath-Hazzurim,  the  field  of  the  strowj  men,  or 
possibly  of  stconis  (2  Sam.  ii.  16),  or  from  the  use 
to  which  they  may  have  been  applied  (2  K.  xviii. 
17;  Is.  vii.  3;  JIatt.  xxvii.  7). 

It  should  be  observed  that  tlie  expressions  "  fruit- 
ful field"  (Is.  X.  18,  xxix.  17,  xxxii.  15,  16)  and 
"plentiful  field"  (Is.  xvi.  10;  Jer.  xlviii.  33)  are 
not  connected  with  smhh,  but  with  cnnnel,  mean- 
ing a  park  or  well-kept  wood,  as  distinct  from  a 
wilderness  or  a  forest.     The  same  term  occurs  in 

2  K.  xix.  23,  and  Is.  xxxvii.  24  (A.  V.  Carmel), 
Is.  X.  18  {forest),  and  Jer.  iv.  20  (fruitful  place) 
[Carmel] .     Distinct  from  this  is  the  expression 

in  Ez.  xvii.  5,  27'^?"n"irtp  (A.  V.  fruitful  fieU), 
which  means  a  field  suited  for  planting  suckers. 

AVe  have  further  to  notice  other  terms — (1.) 
Shedemoth  (nhaitp),  translated  "fields,"  and 
connected  by  Gesenius  witli  the  idea  of  inclomre. 
It  is  doubtful,  however,  whether  the  notion  of 
burning  does  not  rather  he  at  the  bottom  of  the 
word.  This  gives  a  n-ore  consistent  sense  through- 
out. In  Is.  xvi.  8,  it  would  thus  mean  the  withered 
grape;  in  Hab.  iii.  17,  blasted  com;  in  Jer.  xxxi. 
40,  the  bur7it  parts  of  the  city  (no  "fields  "  inter- 
vened Ijetween  the  southeastern  angle  of  Jerusalem 
and  the  Kidron);  while  in  2  K.  xxiii.  4,  and  Deut. 
xxxii.  32,  the  sense  of  a  place  of  burniny  is  appro- 
priate. It  is  not  therefore  necessary  to  treat  the 
word  in    Is.  xxxvii.  27,  "  blasted,"  as  a  corrupt 

reading.  (2.)  Abel  (vIlM),  a  vieW-wutered  spot, 
frequently  employed  as  a  prefix  in  projier  names. 
(3.)  Achu  CinS),  a  word  of  ligyptian  origin, 
given  in  the  LXX.  in  a  Graeiuzed  form,  Sxe«  (Gen. 
xli.  2,  18,  "meadow;"  Job  viii.  11,  "flag;"  Is. 
vix.  7,  LXX.),  meaning  the  flags  and  rushes  that 
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grow  in  the  marshes  of  lower  Egypt.  (4.)  Maareh 
(rriV^),  which  occurs  only  once  (Judg.  xx.  33^ 
"  meadows  "):  it  has  been  treated  as  a  corruption 
either  of  m27Q,  cave,  or  2"13?Q,  from  the  west 
{anrh  Sva'fiS)!',  LXX.).  But  the  sense  of  openness 
or  exjxisure  may  be  appUed  to  it :  thus,  "  they  came 
forth  on  account  of  the  exposure  of  Gibeah,"  the 
Benjamites  having  been  previously  enticed  away 
(ver.  31).  W.  L.  B.* 

*  This  practice  of  leaving  the  fields  of  different 
jiroprietore  uninclosed,  or  separated  only  by  a  nar- 
row foot-path,  explains  other  Scripture  statements 
or  allusions.  Thus  the  sower,  scattering  his  seed, 
as  he  approaches  the  end  or  side  of  his  own  lot,  is 
liable  to  have  some  of  the  grains  fall  beyond  the 
ploughed  portion;  and  there,  exposed  on  the  hard 
earth  (see  Matt.  xiii.  4),  the  fowls  may  come  and 
devour  them  up.  In  this  way  also  we  may  under- 
stand the  Saviour's  passing  with  his  disciples 
through  the  coni-fields  on  the  Sabbath.  Instead 
of  crossing  the  fields  and  trampling  down  the 
grain,  they  no  doubt  followed  one  of  these  paths 
between  tlie  fields,  where  the  grain  stood  within 
their  reach.  The  object  being  to  appease  their 
hunger,  the  "  plucking  of  the  ears  of  corn  to  eat  " 
was  not,  according  to  Jewish  ideas,  a  violation  of 
the  rights  of  property,  nor  was  it  for  that  that  the 
Pharisees  complained  of  the  disciples,  but  for  break- 
ing the  Sabbath  (Luke  vi.  1  ff.).  The  })eople  of 
Palestine  grant  the  same  Uberty  to  the  hungry  at 
the  present  time  (Rob.  Bibl.  Res.  ii.  192).  Ruth, 
it  is  said,  gleaned  in  "  a  part  of  the  field  belonging 
to  Boaz  "  (Ruth  ii.  3).  We  are  to  think  of  an 
oi)en  cultivated  tract  of  country,  the  projierty  of 
various  owners,  and  the  particular  part  of  this 
uninclosed  field  to  which  the  steps  of  the  gleaner 
brought  her,  was  the  part  which  belonged  to  Boaz. 

In  the  N.  T.,  "  fields "  {hypoi)  occasionally 
means  farm-houses  or  hamlets,  ui  distinction  from 
villages  and  towns.  See  Mark  v.  14,  vi.  36,  56, 
where  we  have  "  country  "  m  the  A.  V.  H. 

*  FIELD,  FULLER'S,  THE.  [Fuller's 
Field,  Tick.] 

*  FIELD,  POTTER'S,  THE.  [Acel- 
dama; Potter's  Field,  The.] 

FIG,  FIG-TREE,  n3S^,  a  word  of  fre- 
quent occurrence  in  the  O.  T.,  where  it  signifies 
the  tree  Ficus  carica  of  Linnajus,  and  also  its 
fruit.  The  LXX.  render  it  by  ffVKri  and  avKov, 
and  when  it  signifies  fruit  by  auKri  [  VJ  —  also  by  g-v 
K(d>v  or  ffvK<i>v,  ficetum,  in  Jer.  v.  17  and  Am.  iv. 
9.  In  N.  T.  ffvKri  is  the  fig-tree,  and  avKa  the 
figs  (.Jam.  iii.  12).  The  fig-tree  is  very  common 
in  Palestine  (Deut.  \iii.  8).  Mount  Olivet  was 
famous  for  its  fig-trees  in  ancient  times,  and  they 
are  still  found  there  (see  Stanley,  S.  </•  P.  pp.  187, 
421,  422).  "  To  sit  under  one's  own  vine  and  one's 
own  fig-tree  "  became  a  proverbial  expression  among 
the  Jews  to  denote  peace  and  pros|)erity  (1  K.  iv. 
25;  Mic.  iv.  4;  Zcch.  iii.  10).  The  character  of 
the  tree,  with  its  wide-spreading  branches,  accords 

well  with  the  derivation  of  the  name  from  ]'!?'??> 
to  stretch  out,  jKn-i-exit  brachia.     In  Gen.  iii.  7 

the  identification  of  HSSri  Pfb^?  with  the  leaves 
of  the  Finis  carica  has  been  disputed  by  (iese- 
nius,  Tuch,  and  others,  who  think  that  the  large 
leaves  of  the  Indian  Musn  pnradisincn  are  meant 
(Germ.  Adamsfeiye  —  Fr.  Ji<jitier  it  Adam),    llieie 
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leaves,  however,  would  not  have  needed  to  be  strung 
or  sewn  together,  and  the  plant  itself  is  not  of  the 
same  kind  with  the  fig-tree. 

When  figs  are  spoken  of  as  distinguished  from 

the  fig-tree,  the  plur.  form  C3S]7I  is  used  (see 

Jer.  viii.  13).     There  are  also  the  words  m^32, 

29,   and    71712^5   signifying   different   kinds   of 

figs,  (a.)  In  Hos.  ix.  10,  HDSna  71^.^22  sig- 
nifies the  fist  ripe  of  the  f(/-tree,  and  the  same 
word  occurs  in  Is.  xxviii.  4,  and  in  Mic.  vii.  1 
(conip.  Jer.  xxiv.  2).  I>owth,  on  Is.  xxviii.  4, 
quotes  from  Shaw's  Trni:  p.  370,  fol,  a  notice  of 
the  early  fig  called  boccure,  and  in  Spanish  Alba- 

cora.  (b.)  H^  is  the  unripe  fig,  which  hangs 
through  the  winter.  It  is  mentioned  only  in  Cant. 
ii.  13,  and  its  name  comes  from  the  root  229, 
crudus  fuit.  The  LXX.  render  it  uKvvQoi.  It  is 
found  in  the  Greek  word  Bi)0(J)a7^  =  "^SW?  ri"^2, 
"house  of  green  figs"  (see  Buxt.  col.  1691). 

(c.)  In  the  historical  books  of  the  O.  T.  mention 
is  made  of  cakes  of  figs,  used  as  articles  of  food, 
and  compressed  into  that  form  for  the  sake  of  keep- 
ing them.  They  also  appear  to  have  been  used 
remedially  for  boils  (2  K.  xx.  7;  Is.  xxxviii.  21). 

Such  a  cake  was  called    n^Sl,  or   more   fully 

D''3Sl]^  n  ;.2"T,  on  account  of  its  shape,  from 

root    V2"T,   to   make   round.     Hence,  or  rather 

from  the  Syriac  SH  vHT,  the  first  letter  being 
dropt,  came  the  Greek  word  iraXaQr]-  Athenaeus 
(xi.  500,  ed.  Casaub.)  makes  express  mention  of  the 
TraXadt]  lupiaK-i)-  Jerome  on  Ez.  vi.  describes  the 
iraKadii  to  be  a  mass  of  figs  and  rich  dates,  formed 
into  the  shape  of  bricks  or  tiles,  and  compressed  in 
order  that  they  may  keep.  Such  cakes  harden  so 
as  to  need  cutting  with  an  axe. 
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Tew  passages  in  the  Gosj)els  have  given  occ;i- 
t>n  to  so  much  nerplexity  as  that  of  St.  Mark 


xi.  13,  where  the  Evangelist  relates  the  circum- 
stance of  our  Lord's  cursing  the  fig-tree  near  Beth- 
any :  "  And  seeing  a  fig-tree  afar  off  having  leaves, 
he  came,  if  haply  he  might  find  anything  thereon : 
and  when  he  came  to  it,  he  found  nothing  but 
leaves;  fn-  the  time  offgs  was  not  yet.''^  The  ap- 
parent unreasonableness  of  seeking  fruit  at  a  time 
when  none  could  naturally  be  exfjected,  and  the 
consequent  injustice  of  the  sentence  pronounced 
upon  the  tree,  is  obvious  to  every  reader. 

The  fig-tree  (Fictis  carica)  in  Palestine  produces 
fruit  at  two,  or  even  three  different  periods  of  the 
year:  first,  there  is  the  biccurdh,  or  "early  ri[)e 
fig,"  frequently  mentioned  in  the  O.  T.  (see  Jlic. 
vii.  1;  Is.  xxviii.  4;  Hos.  ix.  10),  which  ripens  on 
an  average  towards  the  end  of  June,  though  in  fa- 
vorable places  of  soil  or  temperature  the  figs  may 
ripen  a  little  earlier,  while  under  less  favorable 
circumstances  they  may  not  be  matured  till  the 
middle  of  July.  The  biccurdh  drops  off  the  tree 
as  soon  as  ripe;  hence  the  allusion  in  Nali.  iii.  12, 
when  shaken  they  "  even  fall  into  the  mouth  of  the 
eater."  Shaw  {Trav.  i.  264,  8vo  ed.)  aptly  com- 
pares the  Spanish  name  breba  for  this  early  fruit, 
"  quasi  breve,"  as  continuing  only  for  a  short  time. 
.4.bout  the  time  of  the  ripening  of  the  biccurim, 
the  karnwuse  or  summer  fig  begins  to  be  formed ; 
these  rarely  ripen  before  August,  when  another 
crop,  called  "  the  winter  fig,"  appears.  Shaw  de- 
scril)es  this  kind  as  being  of  a  much  longer  shape 
and  darker  complexion  than  the  karmouse,  hangnig 
and  ripening  on  the  tree  even  after  the  leaves  are 
shed,  and,  provided  the  winter  proves  mild  and 
temperate,  as  gathered  as  a  delicious  morsel  in  the 
spring.     (Corap.  also  Pliny,  //.  >V.  xvi.  26,  27.) 

The  attempts  to  explain  the  above-quoted  pas- 
sage in  St.  llark  are  numerous,  and  for  the  most 
part  very  unsatisfactory;  passing  over,  therefore, 
the  ingenious  though  objectionable  reading  pro- 
posed by  Dan.  Heinsius  {Exercit.  Sac.  ed.  1639, 
p.  116)  of  ou  yap  ^v,  Katphs  (Tvkwv  —  "where  he 
was,  it  was  the  season  for  figs  "  —  and  merely  men- 
tioning another  proposal  to  read  that  clause 
of  the  evangelist's  remark  as  a  question, 
"  for  was  it  not  the  season  of  figs  ?  "  and  the 
no  less  unsatisfactory  rendering  of  Hammond 
{Annot.  on  St.  ^[avk),  "  it  was  not  a  good 
season  for  figs,"  we  come  to  the  interpreta- 
tions which,  though  not  perhaps  of  recent 
origin,  we  find  in  modern  works. 

The  explanation  which  has  found  favor 
with  most  writers  is  that  which  understands 
the  words  naiphs  crvKtav  to  mean  "  the  fig- 
harvest;"  tlie  yap  in  this  case  is  referred 
not  to  the  clause  immediately  preceding,  "he 
found  nothing  but  leaves,"  but  to  the  more 
remote  one,  "  he  came  if  haply  he  might  find 
\  anything  thereon ; "  for  a  similar  trajection 
^\it  is  usual  to  refer  to  Mark  xvi.  3,  4;  the 
^\  X\''Gnse  of  the  whole  passage  would  then  be  as 
,^,  \jfollows:  "  xVnd  seeing  a  fig-tree  afar  ofFhav- 
mg  leaves,  he  came  if  perchance  he  might 
find  any  fruit  on  it  (and  he  ought  to  have 
found  some),  for  the  time  of  gathering  it 
had  not  yet  arrived,  but  when  he  came  he 
found  nothing  but  leaves."      (See  the  notes 
in  the  (jreek  I'estaments  of  Burton,  TroUope, 
Bloomfield,  "Webster  and  Wilkinson:  Mac- 
knight,  Ilcrm.  of  the  Gospek,  ii.  591,  note, 
1809;  Elsley's  Annot.  ad  1.  c,  i'C.)     A  for- 
cible objection  to  this  explanation  will  be 
found  in  the  fact  that  at  the  time  implied,  namely, 
the  end  of  March  or  the  beguming  of  April,  no  figs 


822 


FIG-TREE 


at  all  eatalile  would  be  found  on  the  trees;  the  hic- 
ctuim  seldom  riijen  in  Palestine  before  the  end  of 
June,  and  at  the  time  of  the  Passover  the  fruit,  to  use 
Shaw's  expression,  would  be  "  hard  and  no  bigo-er 
than  common  plums,"  corresponding  iu  this  state 

to  the paffffim  (D'^aS)  of  Cant.  ii.  13,  wholly  unfit 
for  food  in  an  unprepared  state,  and  it  is  but  rea- 
sonable to  infer  that  our  I^rd  expected  to  find  some- 
thing more  palatable  than  these  small  sour  things 
upon  a  tree  which  by  its  show  of  foliage  bespoke, 
though  falsely,  a  corresponding  show  of  good  fruit, 
for  it  is  important  to  remember  that  thejridt  comes 
before  the  leaves.  Again,  if  Kaip6i  denotes  the 
"fig-harvest,"  we  must  suppose,  that  although  the 
fruit  might  not  have  been  rifje,  the  season  was  not 
very  far  distant,  and  that  the  figs  in  consequence 
must  have  been  considerably  more  matured  than 
these  hard  piigglm;  but  is  it  probable  that  St. 
Mark  should  have  thought  it  necessary  to  state  that 
it  was  not  yet  the  season  for  gathering  figs  in  March, 
when  they  could  not  have  been  fit  to  gather  before 
June  at  the  earliest  ? 

There  is  another  way  of  seeking  to  get  over  the 
diflBculty,  by  supposing  that  the  tree  in  question 
was  not  of  the  ordinary  kind.  Celsius  {Ilierob.  ii. 
385)  sayg  there  is  a  peculiar  fig-tree  known  to  the 

Jews  by  the  name  oi Beiwth-shundi  (JViW  m3I2), 
which  produces  .iyn«.sM/i,  "  small  unripe  figs  "  {png- 
gim)  every  year,  but  only  good  fruit  every  third 
year;  and  that  our  I^rd  came  to  this  tree  at  a 
time  when  the  ordinary  annual  yrossuli  only  were 
produced !  We  are  ignorant  as  to  what  tree  the 
Benoth-shtMch  may  denote,  but  it  is  obvious  that 
the  apparent  unreasonableness  remains  as  it  was. 

As  to  the  tree  which  Whitby  {Comment,  in 
Mark,  1.  c.)  identifies  with  the  one  in  question, 
that  it  was  that  kind  which  Theophrastus  {Hist. 
Plant,  iv.  2,  §  4)  calls  ael<pv\\ov,  "  evergreen,"  it 
is  enough  to  observe  that  this  is  no 'fig  at  all,  but 
the  Carob  or  Ix)cust  tree  ( Ceratonia  si&jua). 

It  appears  to  us,  after  a  long  and  diligent  study 
of  the  whole  question,  that  the  difhculty  is  best 
met  by  looking  it  full  in  the  face,  and  by  admitting 
that  the  words  of  the  evangelist  are  to  be  taken  in 
the  natural  order  in  which  they  stand,  neither 
having  recourse  to  trojerlion,  nor  to  unavailable 
attempts  to  prove  that  e;itable  figs  could  have  been 
found  on  the  trees  in  March.  It  is  true  that  occa- 
sionally the  winter  figs  remain  on  the  tree  in  mild 
seasons,  and  may  be  gathered  the  following  spring, 
but  this  is  not  to  be  considered  a  usual  circiuu- 
stance;  and  even  these  figs,  which  rij^n  late  in  the 
year,  do  not,  hi  the  natural  order  of  things,  con- 
tinue on  the  tree  at  a  time  when  it  is  shooting 
forth  its  leaves. 

But,  after  all,  where  is  the  vnreasonnbleness  of 
the  whole  transaction  V  It  was  stated  above  that 
the  fruit  of  the  fig-tree  appears  before  the  leaves; 
consequently  if  the  tree  produced  leaves  it  should 
also  have  hatl  some  figs  as  well.  As  to  what  nat- 
ural causes  had  operated  to  effect  so  unusual  a 
thing  as  for  a  fitr-tree  to  have  leaves  in  March,  it  is 
unimportant  to  inquire;  but  the  stepping  out  of 
the  way  with  the  jwssible  chance  {fl  &pa,  si  forte, 
"  under  the  circumstances;  "  see  Winer,  Gram,  of 
N.  T.  Diction,  p.  405,  Masson's  transl.)  of  finding 
»atable  fruit  on  a  fig-tree  in  leaf  at  the  end  of 
March,  would  probably  be  repeated  by  any  observ- 
ant modem  traveller  in  Palestine.  'ITie  whole 
question  turns  on  the  pretensions  of  the  tree ;  had 
it  not  proclaimed  by  its  foliage  its  8U|jeriority  over 
Other  fig-trees,  and  thus  proudly  exhibited  its  pi'e- 
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cociousness,  had  our  Lord  at  that  season  of  the 
year  visited  any  of  the  other  fig-trees  upon  which 
no  leaves  had  as  yet  appeared  with  the  prospect  of 
finding  fruit,  —  then  tlie  case  would  be  altered,  and 
the  unreasonableness  and  injustice  real.  The  word* 
of  St.  Mark,  therefore,  are  to  be  understood  in  Uje 
sense  which  the  order  of  the  words  naturally  sug- 
gests. The  evangelist  gives  the  reason  why  no 
fruit  was  found  on  the  tree,  namely,  "  because  it 
was  not  the  time  for  fruit ; ' '  we  are  left  to  infer 
the  reason  why  it  ought  to  have  had  fruit  if  it  were 
true  to  its  iiretensions ;  and  it  must  be  renieuitered 
that  this  miracle  had  a  typical  design,  to  show  how 
God  would  deal  with  the  Jews,  who,  professing  like 
this  precocious  fig-tree  "  to  be  first,"  should  be 
"  last  "  in  his  favor,  seeing  that  no  fruit  was  pro- 
duced in  their  lives,  but  only,  as  Wordsworth  well 
expresses  it,  "  the  rustling  leaves  of  a  religious 
profession,  the  barren  traditions  of  the  Pharisees, 
the  ostentatious  display  of  the  Law,  and  vain  exu- 
berance of  words  without  the  good  fruit  of  works." 

Since  the  above  was  written  we  have  referred  to 
Trench's  Notes  on  the  Miracles  (p.  438),  and  find 
that  this  writer's  remarks  are  strongly  corroborative 
of  the  views  expressed  in  this  article.  'J'he  follow- 
ing observation  is  so  pertinent  that  we  cannot 
do  better  than  quote  it  :  "  All  the  explanations 
which  go  to  prove  that,  according  to  the  natural 
order  of  things  in  a  climate  Uke  that  of  Palestine, 
there  might  have  been,  even  al  this  early  time  of 
the  year,  figs  on  that  tree,  either  winter  figs  which 
had  survived  till  spring,  or  the  early  figs  of  spring 
themselves  —  all  these,  ingenious  as  they  often  are, 
yet  seem  to  me  beside  the  matter.  For,  without 
entering  further  into  the  question  wliether  they 
prove  their  point  or  not,  they,  shatter  upon  that 
oh  yap  -^v  Kaiphs  ffvKiav  of  St.  Mark ;  from  which 
ii  is  pliin  that  no  such  calculation  of  jrrobabilities 
brought  the  Loi'd  thither,  but  those  a/jnormal  leaves 
which  he  had  a  right  to  count  would  hare  been  ac- 
companied with  abnormal  fruit.'"  See  also  Trench's 
admirable  reference  to  Ez.  xvii.  24.  W.  H. 

*  Ldnge  {Bibelwerk,  ii.  116)  adopts  the  trajeciion 
view,  mentioned  in  the  preceding  article.  In  the 
oi)  yap  clause,  he  finds  in  eflfect  a  reason,  not  why 
Jesus  should  not  have  exjiected  to  find  figs  on  the 
tree  (namely,  because  it  was  not  the  time  for  figs 
to  be  ripe),  but  just  the  reverse,  i.  e.  why  he  might  be 
expected  to  have  found  them  (since  the  leaves  had 
come)  provided  it  was  not  so  late  in  the  season  that 
they  had  been  gathered.  JIark  states,  therefore, 
essentially  for  the  reader's  information,  that  this 
reason  for  the  disappointment  (oir  yap  -f^v  Kaiphs 
(TVKuv)  did  not  exist,  and  hence  the  deceitful  tree 
could  justly  serve  as  a  fit  symbol  of  ftilse  professors 
of  the  gospel.  The  season  for  the  harvesting  of 
figs  ditters  in  different  lands.  Hence  Mark's  foreign 
readers  (he  only  gives  tlie  explanation)  would  need 
to  be  informed,  that  it  was  not,  in  this  partic- 
ular instance,  too  early  for  figs  on  the  one  hand 
(as  the  leaves  showed),  and  not  too  late  on  the 
other,  as  the  harvest-time  was  not  past.  For  the 
possibility  that  a  s])ecies  of  the  fig-tree  might  have 
leaves,  and  even  fruit,  "  in  the  warn),  sheltered  ra- 
vines of  Olivet,"  at  the  time  of  the  Passover,  see 
Thomson's  Land  <^  Book,  i.  538.  H. 

FIR  (tt?"l"l2,  birosh;  Q\n''n3,  berothim 
&pKev0os,  KfSpos,  itItvs,  KvirdpttTtros,  Treu«i>: 
abies,  cupres.iu.1).  The  Hebrew  term  in  all  proba- 
bility detiotes  either  the  Binus  hale/xiisis  or  the 
Juniperus  excelsa,  twth  of  which  trees  grow  in 
Lebanon,  and  would  supply  excellent  timber  for  the 
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purposes  to  which  we  learn  in  Scripture  the  herosh 
was  applied;  as,  for  instance,  for  boards  or  planks 
for  the  Temple  (1  K.  vi.  15);  for  its  two  doors 
(ver.  34);  for  the  ceiling  of  the  greater  house  (2 
Chr.  iii.  6);  for  ship-boards  (lu.  xxvii.  5);  for 
musical  instruments  (2  Sam.  vi.  5).  The  red  heart- 
wood  of  the  tall  fragrant  juniper  of  I>ebanon  was 
no  doubt  extensively  used  in  the  building  of  the 
Temple ;  and  the  identification  of  herosh  or  beruth 
with  this  tree  receives  additional  confirmation  from 
the  LXX.  words  dpKfvdos  and  KfSpos,  "a  juni- 
per." The  deodar,  the  larch,  and  Scotch  fir,  which 
have  been  by  some  writers  identified  with  the  be- 
rvsh,  do  not  exist  in  Syria  or  Palestine.    [Cedar.] 

W.  H. 
FIRE  (1.  tt7W:  ndp:  iynis:  2.  ^IS,  and  also 

"l^S  :  (pus'  lux ;  flame  or  light).  The  applications 
of  fij-e  in  Scripture  may  be  classed  as :  — 

I.  Religious.  — (1.)  That  which  consumed  the 
burnt  sacrifice,  and  the  incense  offering,  beginning 
with  the  sacrifice  of  Noah  (Gen.  viii.  20),  and  con- 
tinued in  the  ever  burning  fire  on  the  altar,  first 
kindled  from  heaven  (l^v.  vi.  9,  13,  ix.  24),  and 
rekindled  at  the  dedication  of  Solomon's  Temple 
(2  Chr.  vii.  1,  3).  (2.)  The  symbol  of  Jehovah's 
presence,  and  the  instrument  of  his  power,  in  the 
way  either  of  approval  or  of  destruction  (Ex.  iii.  2, 
xiv.  19,  xix.  18;  Num.  xi.  1,  3;  Judg.  xiii.  20: 
1  K.  xviii.  38;  2  K.  i.  10,  12,  ii.  11,  vi.  17;  comp! 
Is.  li.  6,  Ixvi.  15,  24;  Joel  ii.  30;  Mai.  iii.  2,  3,  iv. 
1;  Mark  ix.  44;  2  Pet.  iii.  10;  Kev.  xx.  14,  15: 
Reland,  Ant.  Sacr.  i.  8,  p.  2'J ;  Jennings,  Jewish 
Ant.  ii.  1,  p.  301:  Joseph.  Ant.  iii.  8,  §  6,  viii.  4, 
§  4).  Pamllel  with  this  application  of  fire  and 
with  its  symlwlical  meaning  is  to  be  noted  the  sim- 
ilar use  for  sacrificial  purposes,  and  the  respect  paid 
to  it,  or  to  the  heavenly  bodies  as  symbols  of  deity, 
which  prevailed  among  so  many  nations  of  antiq- 
uity, and  of  which  the  traces  are  not  even  now 
extinct :  e.  g.  the  Saba?an  and  ilagian  systems  of 
worship,  and  their  alleged  connection  with  Abra- 
ham (Spencer,  de  Leg.  Ihbr.  ii.  1,  2);  the  occa- 
sional relapse  of  the  Jews  themselves  into  sun-,  or 
its  corrupted  form   of  fire-worship    (Is.  xxvii.  9; 

comp.  Gesen.  ]^n,  p.  489;  Deut.  xrii.  3;  Jer. 
viii.  2;  Ez.  nil.  16;  Zeph.  i.  5;  2  K.  xvii.  16,  xxi. 
3,  xxiii.  5,  10,  11,  13;  Jahn,  Avch.  Bibl.  c.  vi. 
§§  405, 408)  [Moloch]  ;  the  worship  w  deification 
of  heavenly  bodies  or  of  fire,  prevailing  to  some 
extent,  as  among  the  Persians,  so  also  even  in 
Egypt  (Her.  iii.  16;  Wilkinson,  Anc.  Ecjypl.  i.  328, 
abridgm.);  tlie  sacred  fire  of  the  Greeks  and  Ro- 
mans (Thuc.  i.  24,  ii.  15;  Cic.  de  Leg.  ii.  8,  12; 
Liv.  xxviii.  12 ;  Dionys.  ii.  67 ;  Plut.  Niima,  9,  i. 
203,  ed.  Reiske) ;  the  ancient  forms  and  usages  of 
woi-ship,  differing  from  each  other  in  some  impor- 
tant respects,  but  to  some  extent  similar  in  princi- 
ple, of  Mexico  and  Peru  (Prescott,  Mexico,  i.  60, 
64;  Peru,  i.  101);  and  lastly  the  theory  of  the  so- 
called  Guebres  of  Persia,  and  the  Parsees  of  Bom- 
bay. (Fraser,  Persia,  c.  iv.  pp.  141,  162,  164;  Sir 
R.  K.  Porter,  Travels,  ii.  50,  424;  Chardin,  Voy- 
ages, iimO,  iv.  2.58,  viii.  -367  ff.;  Niebuhr,  Voy- 
V.yes,  ii.  36,  37;  Mandclslo,  Trncels,  b.  i.  p.  76; 
Gibbon,  ffist.  c.  viii.,  i.  335,  ed.  Smith;  Benj.  of 
Tudela,  Early  Trav.  pp.  114,  116;  Burckhardt, 
Syria,  p.  1.56.) 

The  perpetual  fire  on  the  altar  was  to  be  replen- 
ished with  wood  every  morning  (l^v.  vi.  12;  comp. 
Is.  xxd.  9).  According  to  the  Gemara,  it  was 
divided  into  3  parts,  one  for  burning  the  victims,  , 
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one  for  incense,  and  one  for  supply  of  the  other  por- 
tions (Lev.  vi.  15;  Reland,  Antiq.  Heb.  i.  4,  8,  p. 
26;  and  ix.  10,  p.  98).  Fire  for  sacred  purposes 
obtained  elsewhere  than  from  the  altar  was  called 
"strange  fire,"  and  for  use  of  such  Nadab  and 
Abihu  were  punished  with  death  by  fire  from  God 
(Ixv.  X.  1,  2;  Num.  iii.  4,  xxvi.  61). 

(3.)  In  the  case  of  the  spoil  taken  from  the  ]\Dd- 
ianites,  such  articles  as  could  bear  it  were  purified 
by  fire  as  well  as  in  the  water  appointed  for  the 
purpose  (Num.  xxxi.  23).  The  victims  slain  for 
sin-offerings  were  afterwards  consumed  by  fire  out- 
side the  camp  (Lev.  iv.  12,  21,  vi.  30,  xvi.  27; 
Heb.  xiii.  11).  The  Nazarite  who  had  completed 
his  vow,  marked  its  completion  by  shaving  his  head 
and  casting  the  hair  into  the  fire  on  the  altar  on 
which  the  peace-offerings  were  being  sacrificed 
(Num.  vi.  18). 

II.  Domestic.  —  Besides  for  cooking  purposes,  fire 
is  often  required  in  Palestine  for  warmth  (.Jer. 
xxxvi.  22;  Mark  xiv.  54;  John  xviii.  18;  Harmer, 
Obs.  i.  125;  Raumer,  p.  79  f.  For  this  purpose  a 
hearth  with  a  chimney  is  sometimes  constructed, 
on  which  either  lighted  wood  or  pans  of  charcoal 
are  placed  (Harmer,  i.  405).  In  Persia  a  hole 
made  in  the  floor  is  sometimes  filled  with  charcoal, 
on  which  a  sort  of  table  is  set  covered  with  a  car- 
pet ;  and  the  company  placing  their  feet  under  the 
carpet  draw  it  over  themselves  (Olearius,  Travels, 
p.  294;  Chardin,  Voyages,  viii.  190).  Rooms  in 
Egypt  are  warmed,  when  necessary,  with  pans  of 
charcoal,  as  there  are  no  fire-places  except  in  the 
kitchens  (Lane,  Moil.  Egypt,  i.  41;  Englishw.  in 
Egypt,  ii.  11).     [Coal,  Amer.  ed.] 

On  the  Sabbath  the  law  forbade  any  fire  to  be 
kindled  even  for  cooking  (Ex.  xxxv.  3;  Num.  xv. 
32).  To  this  general  prohibition  the  Jews  added 
various  refinements,  e.  g.  that  on  the  eve  of  the 
Sabbath  no  one  might  read  with  a  light,  though 
passages  to  be  read  on  the  Sabbath  by  children  in 
schools  might  be  looked  out  by  the  teacher.  If  a 
Gentile  lighted  a  lamp,  a  Jew  might  use  it,  but  not 
if  it  had  been  lighted  for  the  use  of  the  Jew.  If 
a  festival  day  fell  on  the  Sabbath  eve  no  cooking 
was  to  be  done  (ilishn.  Shabb.  i.  3,  xvi.  8,  vol.  ii. 
4,  56,  Moed  Katon,  ii.  vol.  ii.  287,  Surenhus.). 

III.  The  dryness  of  the  land  in  the  hot  season 
in  Syria  of  course  increases  liability  to  accident 
from  fire.  The  Law  therefore  ordered  that  any  one 
kindling  a  fire  which  caused  damage  to  corn  in  a 
field  should  make  restitution  (Ex.  xxii.  6 ;  comp. 
Judg.  XV.  4,  5;  2  Sam.  xiv.  30;  Mishn.  Maccoth, 
vi.  5,  6,  vol.  iv.  p.  48,  Surenhus.  ;  Burckhardt, 
Syria,  pp.  496,  622). 

IV.  Punishment  of  death  by  fire  was  awarded 
by  the  Law  only  in  the  cases  of  incest  with  a 
mother-in-law,  and  of  unchastity  on  the  part  of  a 
daughter  of  a  priest  (Lev.  xx.  14,  xxi.  9).  In  the 
former  case  both  the  parties,  in  the  latter  the 
woman  only,  was  to  suffer.  This  sentence  appears 
to  have  been  a  relaxation  of  the  original  practice  in 
such  cases  (Gen.  xxxviii.  24).  Among  other  nations, 
burning  appears  to  have  Ijeen  no  uncommon  mode, 
if  not  of  judicial  punishment,  at  least  of  vengeance 
upon  captives;  and  in  a  modified  form  was  not 
unknown  in  war  among  the  Jews  themselves  (2 
Sam.  xii.  31;  Jer.  xxix.  22;  Dan.  iii.  20,  21).  In 
certain  cases  the  bodies  of  executed  criminals  and 
of  infamous  {arsons  were  subsequently  burnt  (Josh, 
vii.  25;  2  K.  xxiii.  16). 

The  Jews  were  expressly  ordered  to  destroy  the 
idols  of  the  heathen  nations,  and  especially  any  city 
of  their  own  relapsed  into  idolatry  (Ex.  xxxii.  20 ; 
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2  K.  X.  20;  rteut.  vii.  5,  xii.  3,  xiii.  16).  In  some 
cases,  the  cities,  and  in  the  e:ise  of  Hazor,  the 
chariots  also,  were,  by  God's  order,  consumed  with 
fire  (Josh.  vl.  24,  viii.  28,  xi.  6,  9,  13).  One  of 
the  expedients  of  war  in  sieges  was  to  set  fire  to 
the  gate  of  the  besieged  place  (.Judg.  ix.  49,  52). 
[Sieges.] 

V.  Incense  was  sometimes  burnt  in  honor  of  the 
dead,  especially  royal  personages,  as  is  mentioned 
specially  in  the  cases  of  Asa  and  Zedekiah,  and 
negatively  in  that  of  Jehoram  (2  Chr.  xvi.  14,  xxi. 
19;  Jer.  xxxiv.  5). 

VJ.  The  use  of  fire  in  metallurgy  was  well  known 
to  the  Hebrews  at  the  time  of  "the  Exodus  (Ex. 
xxxii.  24,  XXXV.  32,  xxxvii.  2,  6,  17,  xxxviii.  2,  8: 
Num.  xvi.  38,  39).     [H.vndickaft.] 

VII.  Eire  or  flame  is  used  in  a  metaphorical 
sense  to  express  excited  feeling  and  divine  inspira- 
tion, and  also  to  describe  temporal  calamities  and 
future  punishments  (Ps.  Ixvi.  12;  Jer.  xx.  9;  Joel 
ii.  30;  .Alal.  iii.  2;  A^att.  xxv.  41;  Mark  ix.  43: 
Rev.  XX.  15).  II.  W.  1". 

FIRE-PAN  (nrinP  :  -rrvpelov,  Svixiar-hpi- 
ov-  iynium  receptacidwn,  thuribidum),  one  of  the 
vessels  of  the  Temple  service  (Ex.  xxvii.  3,  xxxviii. 
3;  2  K.  xxv.  15;  Jer.  Iii.  19).  The  same  word  is 
elsewhere  rendered  "  snuftklish "  (Ex.  xxv.  38. 
xxxvii.  23;  Num.  iv.  9;  ewapvaTTip:  emimc/ormm) 
and  "censer"  (I^v.  x.  1,  xvi.  12;  Num.  xvi.  G  ff.). 
Tliere  ap{)ear,  therefore,  to  have  been  two  articles 
80  called;  one,  like  a  chafing-dish,  to  carry  live 
coals  for  the  purpose  of  burning  incense ;  another, 
like  a  snuffer-dish,  to  be  used  in  trimming  the 
lamps,  in  order  to  carry  the  snuffers  and  convey 
away  the  snuft'.  W.  L.  B. 

FIRKIN.     [Measures.] 

FIRMAMENT.  This  term  was  introduced 
into  our  language  from  the  Vulgate,  which  gives 
fitnnmenium  as  the  equivalent  of  the  a-Tepewixa  of 
the  LXX.  and  the  rakin  (l?''i7^)  of  the  Hebrew 
text  (Gen.  i.  0).  The  Hebrew  term  first  demands 
notice.  It  is  generally  regarded  as  expressive  of 
simple  exjjfingum,  and  is  so  rendered  in  the  margin 
of  the  A.  V.  (l.  c. ) ;  but  the  true  idea  of  the  word 
is  a  complex  one,  taking  in  the  yiuxle  by  which  the 
expansion  is  effected,  and  consequently  implying 
the  nature  of  the  ma/erial  expanded.  The  verb 
rakn  means  to  expand  by  befitinr/,  whether  by  the 
hand,  the  foot,  or  any  instrument.  It  is  esixK^ially 
used,  however,  of  teating  out  metals  into  thin 
plates  (Ex.  xxxix.  3;  Num.  xvi.  39),  and  hence  the 

substantive  Q"'2?("?"1  ="  broad  plates"  of  metal 
(Num.  xvi.  38).  It  is  thus  applied  fn  the  flattened 
surface  of  the  solid  earth  (Is.  xlii.  r..  xliv.  24;  I's. 
cxxxvi.  (!),  and  it  is  in  this  sense  that  the  term  is 
applied  to  the  heaven  in  Job  xxxvii.  18 — '•  Ha.st 
thou  spread  (rather  Ii<immertf1)  out  the  sky  which 
is  strong,  and  as  a  molten  l<x)king-glass  "  —  (he 
mirrors  to  which  he  refers  being  made  of  metal. 
The  sense  of  soliditi/,  therefore,  is  comliined  with 
the  ideas  of  expansion  and  tenuity  in  the  term  rahii. 
Saalschiitz  (Arclicevl.  il.  67)  conceives  that  the  idea 
of  solidity  is  inconsistent  with  Gen.  ii.  6,  which 
implies,  according  to  him,  the  passage  of  the  mist 
through  the  rakia  ;  he  therefore  gives  it  the  sense 
of  pure  expansion — it  is  the  large  and  lofty  room 
in  which  the  winds,  Ac,  have  their  abode.  Hut  it 
ihould  l)e  observetl  that  Gen.  ii.  6  implies  the  very 
reverse.  If  the  mist  had  |ienetrated  the  rakia  it 
;vould  have  descended  in  the  form  of  rain;  the  mist, 
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however,  was  formed  under  the  rakia,  and  resembled 
a  heavy  dew  —  a  mode  of  fructifying  the  earth 
which,  from  its  regularity  and  quietude,  was  more 
appropriate  to  a  state  of  innocence  than  rain,  the 
occasional  violence  of  which  associated  it  with  the 
idea  of  divine  vengeance.  But  the  same  idea,  of 
solidity  runs  through  all  the  references  to  the  rakia. 
In  Ex.  xxiv.  10,  it  is  represented  as  a  solid  floor  — 
"a  paved  work  of  a  sapphire  stone;"  nor  is  the 
image  nmch  weakened  if  we  regard  the  word  n^b*? 
as  applying  to  the  transparency  of  the  stone  rather 
than  to  the  paving  as  in  the  A.  V.,  either  sense  . 
being  admissible.  So  again,  in  Ez.  i.  22-26,  the  ] 
"  firmament "  is  the  floor  on  which  the  throne  of 
the  Most  High  is  placed.  That  the  rakia  should 
be  transparent,  as  implied  in  the  comparisons  with 
the  sapphire  (Ex.  /.  c.)  and  with  crystal  (Ez.  I.  c; 
comp.  I!ev.  iv.  6),  is  by  no  means  inconsistent  with 
its  solidity.  Eurther.  the  office  of  the  rakin  in  the 
economy  of  the  world  demanded  sirenfjth  and  sub- 
stance. It  was  to  serve  as  a  division  between  the 
waters  above  and  the  waters  below  (Gen.  i.  7).  In 
order  to  enter  into  this  description  we  must  carry 
our  ideas  back  to  the  time  when  the  earth  was  a 
chaotic  mass,  overspread  with  water,  in  which  the 
material  elements  of  the  heavens  were  intenuingled. 
The  first  step,  therefore,'  in  the  work  of  orderly 
arrangement  was  to  separate  the  elements  of  heaven 
and  earth,  and  to  fix  a  floor  of  partition  between 
the  waters  of  the  liea\en  and  the  waters  of  the 
earth;  and  accordingly  the  rakia  was  created  to 
support  the  upjier  reservoir  (I's.  cxlviii.  4;  comp. 
Ps.  civ.  3,  where  Jehovah  is  represented  as  "  build- 
ing his  chambers  of  water,"  not  simply  "  in  water," 

as  the  A.  V. ;  the  prep.  2  signifying  the  material 

out  of  which  the  beams  and  joists  were  made), 
itself  being  supportetl  at  the  edge  or  rim  of  the 
earth's  disk  by  the  mountauis  (2  Sam.  xxli.  8;  Job 
xxvi.  11).  In  keeping  with  this  view  the  rakia 
was  provided  with  "windows"  (Gen.  vii.  11;  Is. 
xxiv.  18;  Mai.  iii.  10)  and  "doors"  (Ps.  Ixxviii. 
23),  through  which  the  rain  and  the  snow  might 
descend.  A  secondary  purpose  which  the  rakia 
served  was  to  support  the  heavenly  liodies,  sun, 
moon,  and  stars  (Gen.  i.  14),  in  which  they  were 
fixed  as  nails,  and  from  which,  consequently,  they 
might  be  said  to  drop  off  (Is.  xiv.  12,  xx.xiv.  4; 
Matt.  xxiv.  29).  In  all  these  particulars  we  rec- 
ognize the  same  view  as  was  entertainetl  by  the 
Greeks  a!id,  to  a  certain  extent,  by  the  latins. 
The  former  ai)plied  to  the  heaven  such  epithets  as 
"brazen"  (xdhKfov,  U-  xvii.  425;  TroXi>xa>^KOv, 
IL  V.  .504)  ami  "iron"  (atS-fipfov,  CM.  xv.  328, 
xvii.  505) — epithets  also  useil  in  the  Scriptures 
(Lev.  xxvi.  19)  —  and  that  tliis  was  nut  merely 
ix)etical  embellishment  appears  Ironi  the  views  pro- 
mulgated by  their  philosophers,  lunpedodes  (Plu- 
tarch, Plac.  Phil.  ii.  11)  and  Artemidonis  (Senec. 
Qiiast.  vii.  13).  The  same  idea  is  expressed  in  the 
C(eh  nj/ixa  sidera  of  the  Latins  (Plin.  ii.  39,  xviii. 
57).  If  it  lie  objected  to  the  Mosaic  account  that 
the  view  emlKxlied  in  the  word  rakia  does  not 
harmonize  with  strict  philosophical  truth,  the 
answer  to  .such  an  objection  is,  that  the  writer 
descrilies  things  as  they  aiijiear  ratlier  than  as  they 
ire.  But  in  tnith  the  same  absence  of  philosc^hic 
truth  may  be  traced  throughout  all  the  terms  ap- 
plied to  this  sulject,  and  the  objection  is  levelled 
rather  against  the  j)rinciples  of  language  than  any- 
thing else,  l^xamine  the  Ijitin  co-ium  (ko7Kov), 
the  "hollow  place"  or  cave  scooped  out  of  solid 
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spa.e;  our  own  "heaven,"  i.  e.  what  is  heaved  up  ; 
the  Greek  ovpav6s,  similarly  significant  of  height 
(Pott.  £ty)n.  Forsch.  i.  123) ;  or  the  German 
»  himmel,"  from  htimeln,  to  cover  —  the  "roof" 
which  constitutes  the  "  heim "  or  abotle  of  man : 
in  each  there  is  a  large  amount  of  philosopliical 
error.  Correctly  speaking,  of  course,  the  atmospliere 
is  the  true  rukia  by  which  the  clouds  are  supported, 
and  undefined  space  is  the  abode  of  the  celestial 
bodies.  There  certainly  appears  an  inconsistency 
in  treating  the  rukia  as  the  support  both  of  the 
clouds  and  of  the  stars,  for  it  could  not  have  escaped 
observation  that  the  clouds  were  below  the  stars: 
but  perhaps  this  may  be  referred  to  the  same  feeling 
which  is  expressed  in  the  caelum  ruit  of  the  Latins, 
the  downfall  of  the  rukia  in  stormy  weather. 
Although  the  rukia  and  the  shnmayim  ("  heavens") 
are  treated  as  identical  in  Gen.  i.  8,  yet  it  was 
more  correct  to  recognize  a  distinction  between 
them,  as  implied  in  the  expression  "  firmament  of 
the  heavens"  (Gen.  i.  14),  the  former  being  the 
upheaving  power  and  the  latter  the  upheaved  body 
—  the  former  the  line  of  demarcation  between 
heaven  and  earth,  the  latter  the  strata  or  stories 
into  which  the  heaven  was  divided.        W.  L.  li. 

*  We  must  distinguish  the  merely  ideal  and 
poetical  imagery  in  later  writings  (Ps.  civ.  3;  2 
Sam.  xxii.  8;  Job  xxvi.  11,  xxxvii.  18),  and  in 
symbolic  vision  (Ez.  i.  22-20),  from  the  purely 
descriptive,  though  manifestly  phenomenal,  repre- 
sentation in  Genesis.  In  the  latter,  it  is  also  neces- 
sary to  distinguish  between  the  phenomena  de- 
scribed, and  the  processes  which  we  may  presuppose 
as  being  anterior  to  and  the  cause  of  them,  but  of 
which  the  sacred  writer  makes  no  account."  Jlore- 
over,  we  should  not  overlook  the  writer's  puqx)se, 
to  give,  in  a  few  broad  and  powerful  strokes,  the 
great  outlines  of  creation ;  shadowing  forth  its  deep 
mysteries  in  a  series  of  grand  and  impressive  rep- 
resentations, on  a  scale  of  magnificence  which  is 
without  a  parallel.  In  the  tone  of  description  suited 
to  such  a  purpose,  minute  specification  is  out  of 
place.  All  is  vast,  and  general.  Let  anything  be 
added  in  the  way  of  minute  distinction,  or  of  ex- 
planation and  conciliation,  and  the  whole  style  of 
conception  is  changed. 

One  stage  among  these  mysterious  processes  was 
the  separation  of  the  waters  enveloping  the  earth 
into  waters  above  and  waters  below.  The  phenom- 
enon to  be  described  —  not  explained  but  simply 
described  as  a  phenomenon  —  is  the  unfailing  sup- 
ply of  the  former,  poured  down  from  time  to  time 
for  ages  without  stint,  and  never  exhausted.  It 
accords  with  the  whole  tone  of  this  remarkable  and 
unique  document,  to  describe  this  phenomenon  as 


«  *  This  remark  is  applicable  to  many  points  in  the 
account  of  the  creation,  and  among  others  to  the 
firmament  (expanse)  and  to  the  appearance  in  it  of 
the  heiivenly  bodies  on  the  fourth  day.        T.  J.  C. 

''  *  The  etymological  argument,  in  the  preceding 
article,  only  proves  that  the  sense  of  simple  expansion, 
as  in  all  such  cases,  originated  in  an  act  observable 
by  the  senses.  The  irrelevance  of  some  references  (as, 
for  example,  Ex.  xxiv.  10  ;  Is.  xiv.  12,  xxxiv.  4)  seems 
too  obvious  to  require  correction.  Gen.  ii.  6  (in  a 
iocmmeiit  completing  the  account  of  creation,  but 
iTholly  different  in  style  from  ch.  i.  1-ii.  3)  describes 
he  ordinary  process  in  the  formation  of  clouds  and 
iie  descent  of  niin  :  the  ascent  of  vapors  (?nist)  being 
expressed  by  the  Hebrew  imperfect  tense,  as  an  act  con- 
tinued and  repeated  from  time  to  time,  and  the  descent 
Df  rain  by  the  perfect,  as  a  single  act  completed  at 
once.  T.  J.  C. 
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a  separation  of  waters  by  a  firmament  (more  prop- 
erly, expanse'')  interposed  between  the  waters  be- 
low and  the  waters  above,  dividing  the  one  from 
the  other.  If  in  this  same  expanse  the  heavenly 
bodies  are  set,  it  is  what  we  should  expect  in  a 
style  of  representation  which  excludes  minute  cir- 
cumstantial detail.  This  is  a  trait,  moreover,  that 
is  true  to  nature,  as  it  appears  in  an  oriental  sky; 
where  the  stars  at  night  seem  to  be  set  in  the  same 
expanse  in  which  the  clouds  also  are  seen,  and  fair 
beyond  is  the  blue  vault  that  bounds  it.*^  The 
description,  therefore,  is  phenomenally  true;  nor 
can  science  urge  anything  against  it,  since  the 
stars,  though  not  in  tlie  same  limit  of  space,  are 
set  in  the  same  expanse. 

It  may  be  said  to  be  now  well  established,  that 
the  phenomena  of  creation,  as  described  here,  in  its 
successive  stages,  accord  with  its  deepest  mysteries, 
as  science  is  gradually  unfolding  them.    T.  J.  C. 

FIRST-BORN  (")"13?,   TrpwrSroitos:  pri 

mogenitus ;  from  "^S-^?  early  ripe,  Gesen.  p.  206), 
applied  equally  both  to  animals  and  human  beings. 
That  some  rights  of  primogeniture  existed  in  very 
early  times  is  plain,  but  it  is  not  so  clear  in  what 
they  consisted.  They  have  been  classed  as,  (a) 
authority  over  the  rest  of  the  family ;  (6)  priest- 
hood ;  (c)  a  double  portion  of  th6  inheritance.  The 
birthright  of  Esau  and  of  Keuben,  set  aside  by 
authority  or  forfeited  by  misconduct,  prove  a  gen 
eral  privilege  as  well  as  quasi-sacredness  of  primo- 
geniture (Gen.  XXV.  23,  31,  34,  xlix.  3;  1  Clir.  v. 
1;  Heb.  xii.  10),  and  a  precedence  which  obvioasly 
existed,  and  is  alluded  to  in  various  pa.ssages  (as 
Ps.  Ixxxix.  27;  Job  xviii.  13;  Rom.  viii.  29;  Col.  i. 
15;  Heb.  xii.  23)  [Bihthhight]  ;  but  the  story 
of  Esau's  rejection  tends  to  show  the  supreme  and 
sacred  authority  of  the  parent  irrevocable  even  by 
himself,  rather  than  inherent  right  existing  in  the 
eldest  son,  which  was  evidently  not  inalienable  (Gen. 
xxvii.  29,  33,  36 ;  Grotius,  Calmet,  Patrick,  Knobel, 
on  Gen.  xxv.). 

Under  the  law,  in  memory  of  the  Exodus,  the 
eldest  son  was  regarded  as  devoted  to  God,  and  was 
in  every  case  to  be  redeemed  by  an  offering  not 
exceeding  5  shekels,  within  one  montli  from  birth 
If  he  died  before  the  expiration  of  .30  days,  the 
.Jewish  doctors  held  the  father  excused,  but  liable 
to  the  payment  if  he  outlived  that  time  (Ex.  xiii. 
12-15,  xxii.  29 ;  Xum.  viii.  17,  xviii.  15,  16 ;  Lev. 
xxvii.  6;  Lightfoot,  JJor.  Ilebr.  on  Luke  ii.  22; 
PhUo,  de  Pr.  Sacerd.  l,  ii.  233,  Mangey).  This 
devotion  of  the  first-bom  wiis  believed  to  indicate  a 
priesthood  belonging  to  the  eldest  sons  of  families, 
which  being  set  aside  in  the  case  of  Keuben,  was 

c  *  "  An  oriental  sky,"  says  Prof.  Hackett  (Ulustra- 
tions  of  Scripture,  p.  31,  8th  ed.)  "  has  another  peculi- 
arity, which  adds  very  much  to  its  impressive  appear- 
ance. With  us  the  stars  seem  to  adhere  to  the  face  of 
the  heavens  ;  they  form  the  most  distant  objects  within 
the  range  of  vision  ;  the}-  appear  to  be  set  in  a  ground- 
work of  thick  darkness,  beyond  which  the  eye  does 
not  penetrate.  .  .  .  But  in  Eastern  climes  the  stars 
seem  to  hang,  like  burning  lamps,  midway  between 
heaven  and  earth  ;  the  pure  atmosphere  enables  us  to 
see  a  deep  expanse  of  blue  ether  lying  far  beyond 
them.  The  hemisphere  above  us  glows  and  sparkles 
with  innumerable  fires,  that  appear  as  if  kept  burning 
in  their  jxjsition  by  an  immediate  act  of  the  Omnipo- 
tent, instead  of  resting  on  a  frame-work  which  suh 
serves  the  illusion  of  seeming  to  give  to  them  thet« 
support."  T.  J.  C. 


826 


FIRST-BORN 


FIRST-FRUITS 


transferred  to  the  tribe  of  Levi.     This  priesthood  I  On  the  morrow  after  the  Passover  Sabbath,  i.  e.  on 


ts  said  to  have  lasted  till  the  completion  of  the 
Tabernacle  (Jahn,  Arch.  Bihl.  x.  §  165,  387 ;  Patrick, 
Selden,  de  Syn.  c.  16;  Mishn.  Zebachim,  xiv.  4, 
vol.  V.  p.  58;  comp.  Ex.  xxiv.  5). 

The  ceremony  of  redemption  of  the  first-born  is 
described  by  Calmet  fi-om  Ixo  of  Modena  (Calm. 
on  Num.  xviii.).  The  eldest  son  received  a  double 
portion  of  the  father's  inheritance  (Deut.  xxi.  17), 
but  not  of  the  mother's  (Mishn.  Becorvih,  viii.  0). 
If  the  father  had  married  two  wives,  of  whom  he 
preferred  one  to  the  other,  he  was  forbidden  to  give 
precedence  to  the  son  of  the  one,  if  the  child  of  the 
other  were  the  first-born  (Ueut.  xxi.  15,  16).  In 
the  case  of  levirate  marriage,  the  son  of  the  next 
brother  succeeded  to  his  uncle's  vacant  inheritance 
(Deut.  XXV.  5,  6).  Under  the  monarchy,  the  eldest 
son  usually,  but  not  always,  as  appeal's  in  the  case 
of  Solomon,  succeeded  his  father  in  the  kingdom 
(1  K.  i.  30,  ii.  22). 

The  male  first-born  of  animals  (CflT  "^^5  '• 
Stavoiyov  fi'firpav:  quod  operit  vuham)  was  also 
devoted  to  Goa  (Ex.  xiii.  2,  12,  13,  xxii.  29,  xxxiv. 
19,  20;  Philo,  /.  c.  and  Qids  rerum  div.  hares,  24, 
i.  489,  Mang.).  Unclean  animals  were  to  be  re- 
deemed with  the  addition  of  one  fifth  of  the  value, 
or  else  put  to  death ;  or  if  not  redeemed,  to  be  sold, 
and  the  price  given  to  the  priests  (I>ev.  xxvii.  13, 
27,  28).  Tlie  first-born  of  an  ass  was  to  be  redeemed 
with  a  lamb,  or,  if  not  redeemed,  put  to  death  (Ex. 
xiii.  13,  xxxiv.  20;  Num.  xviii.  15).  Of  cattle, 
goats,  or  sheep,  the  first-bom  from  eight  days  to 
twelve  months  old  were  not  to  be  used,  but  offered 
in  sacrifice.  After  the  burning  of  the  fat,  the 
remainder  was  appropriated  to  the  priests  (Ex. 
xxii.  30;  Num.  xviii.  17,  18;  Deut.  xv.  19,  20; 
Neh.  X.  36).  If  there  were  any  blemish,  the  animal 
was  not  to  be  sacrificed,  but  eaten  at  home  (Deut. 
XV.  21,  22,  and  xii.  5-7,  xiv.  23).  Various  refine- 
ments on  the  subject  of  blemishes  are  to  be  found 
in  Mishn.  Btcoroth.  (See  Mai.  i.  8.  By  "  first- 
lings," Deut.  xiv.  23,  compared  with  Num.  xviii. 
17,  are  meant  tithe  animals:  see  Reland,  Antiq.  iii. 
10,  p.  327 ;  Jahn,  Arch.  Blbl.  §  387.)    H.  W.  P. 
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tt^S"!,  shake,  Gesen.  pp.  1249,  1252;  sometimes 
D>n^32  n'^JTST?-  (2-)  n'^1^33  in  pi.  only,  or 
D"*"!?!!!,  Gesen.  p.  206 :  usually  trpoiToyevviifj.aTa, 
airapxii  twv  irpuToyeyvrnxaToov  (Ex.  xxiii.  19): 
primituB,fruguminili(i,2n'iiiutiva.  (3.)  nip^"1^, 
Gesen.  p.  1276 :  cupaiptixa,  awapx^  ■  primitia. 

Besides  the  first-born  of  man  and  of  beast,  the 
Iaw  required  that  offerings  of  first-fruits  of  produce 
should  be  made  publicly  by  the  nation  at  each  of 
the  three  great  yearly  festivals,  and  also  by  indi- 
viduals without  limitation  of  time.  No  ordinance 
appears  to  have  l)een  more  distinctly  recognized 
than  this,  so  that  the  use  of  the  term  in  the  way 
of  illustration  carried  with  it  a  full  significance  even 
in  N.  T.  times  (Prov.  iii.  9 ;  Tob.  i.  6;  1  ^lacc.  iii. 
49;  Rom.  viii.  23,  xi.  16;  Jam.  i.  18;  Rev.  xiv. 
4).  (1.)  The  Law  ordered  In  general,  that  the  first 
of  all  ript  fruits  and  of  liquors,  or,  as  it  is  twice 
expressed,  the  first  of  first-iruits,  should  be  offered 
in  God's  house  (Ex.  xxii.  29,  xxiii.  19,  xxxiv.  26; 


the  16th  of  Nisan,  a  sheaf  of  new  corn  was  to  be 
brought  to  the  priest,  and  waved  before  the  altar, 
in  acknowledgment  of  the  gift  of  fruitfulness  (Lev. 
xxiii.  5,  6,  10,  12,  ii.  12).  Josephus  tells  us  that 
the  sheaf  was  of  barley,  and  that  until  this  cere- 
mony had  been  i)erformed,  no  hanest  work  was  to 
be  begun  (Joseph.  Ant.  iii.  10,  §  5).  (3.)  At  the 
expiration  of  seven  weeks  from  this  time,  i.  c»  at 
the  Feast  of  Pentecost,  an  oblation  was  to  Ije  made 
of  two  loaves  of  leavened  bread  made  from  the  new 
flour,  which  were  to  be  waved  in  like  manner  with 
the  Passover  sheaf  (Ex.  xxxiv.  22;  Lev.  xxiii.  15, 
17;  Num.  xxviii.  26).  (4.)  The  Feast  of  Ingath- 
ering, i.  e.  the  Feast  of  Tabernacles  in  the  7th 
month,  was  itself  an  acknowledgment  of  the  fruits 
of  the  harvest  (Ex.  xxiii.  16,  xxxiv.  22;  Lev.  xxiii. 
39).  These  four  sorts  of  offerings  were  national. 
Besides  them,  the  two  following  were  of  an  indi- 
vidual kind,  but  the  last  was  made  by  custom  to 
assume  also  a  national  character.  (5.)  A  cake  of 
the  first  dough  that  was  baked  was  to  be  offered  as 
a  heave-offering  (Num.  xv.  19,  21).  (6)  The  first- 
fruits  of  the  land  were  to  be  brouglit  in  a  basket  to 
the  holy  place  of  God's  choice,  and  there  presented 
to  the  priest,  who  was  to  set  the  basket  down  before 
the  altar.  The  offerer  was  then,  in  words  of  which 
the  outline,  if  not  the  whole  fomi  was  prescribed, 
to  recite  the  story  of  Jacob's  descent  into  Egypt, 
and  the  deliverance  therefrom  of  his  posterity ;  and 
to  acknowledge  the  blessings  with  which  God  had 
visited  him  (Deut.  xxvi.  2-11). 

ITie  offerings,  both  pubhc  and  private,  resolve 
themselves  into  two  classes :  (a. )  Produce  in  gen- 
eral, in  the  Mishna  D"^'^^32,  Biccurim,  first-fhiits, 
primitivi  J'ructus,  irptaToyevvijfji.ara,  raw  produce. 
(J.)  ni^Sliri,  Terumoth,  offerings,  pnmitue, 
01rapx"^  prepared  produce  (Gesen.  p.  1276;  Au- 
gustine, Quiesf.  in  Hept.  iv.  32,  vol.  iii.  p.  732; 
Spencer,  de  Leg.  Heir.  iii.  9,  p.  713;  Helaiid, 
Antiq.  iii.  7 ;  Philo,  de  Prvevi.  Sacerd.  1  (ii.  233, 
Mang.);  de  Sacrijic.  Abel,  et  Cain,  21  (i.  177,  M.)). 

(a.)  Of  the  public  offerings  of  first-fruits,  the  I^w 
defined  no  place  from  which  the  Passover  sheaf 
should  be  chosen,  but  the  Jewish  custom,  so  far  as 
it  is  represented  by  the  ^Mishna,  prescribed  that 
the  wave-sheaf  or  sheaves  should  be  taken  from 
the  neighborhood  of  Jerusalem  ( Teintmoth,  x.  2). 
Deputies  from  the  Sanhedrim  wen,t  out  on  the  eve 
of  the  festival,  and  tied  the  growing  stalks  in 
bunches.  In  the  evening  of  the  festival  day  the 
sheaf  was  cut  with  all  jwssible  publicity,  and  car- 
ried to  the  Temple.  It  was  there  threshed,  and  an 
omer  of  grain,  after  being  winnowed,  w:is  bruised 
and  roasted:  after  it  had  been  mixed  with  oil  and 
frankincense  laid  u[x)n  it,  the  i)riest  waved  the  of- 
fering in  all  directions.  A  handful  was  tlirowu  on 
the  altar-fire,  and  the  rest  belonged  to  the  priests, 
to  1)6  eaten  by  those  who  were  free  from  ceremonial 
defilement.  After  this  the  hanest  miglit  be  car- 
ried on.  After  the  destruction  of  the  Temple  all 
this  was  discontinued,  on  the  principle,  as  it  seems, 
that  the  House  of  God  was  exclusively  the  place 
for  oblation  (I>ev.  ii.  14,  x.  14,  xxiii.  13;  Num. 
xviii.  11;  Mishn.  Terum.  v.  6,  x.  4,  5;  Shebdim 
viii.  8;  Joseph.  Ant.  iii.  10,  §  5;  Philo,  de  Proem. 
Sncerd.  1  (ii.  233,  Mang.);  Reland,  Antiq.  iii.  7, 
3,  iv.  3,  8). 

The  offering  made  at  the  feast  of  the  Pentecost 


Pliilft,  de  Mmnrchia,  ii.  3  (ii  224,  Mang.)).     (2.)  I  was  a  thanksgiving  for  the  conclusion  of  wheat 
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harvest.  It  consisted  of  two  loaves  (according  to 
Josephus,  one  loaf )  of  new  flour  baked  with  leaven, 
which  were  waved  by  the  priest  as  at  the  Passover. 
The  size  of  the  loaves  is  fixed  by  the  Mishna  at 
seven  palms  long  and  four  wide,  with  horns  of  four 
fingers  length.  No  private  offerings  of  first-fruits 
were  allowed  before  this  public  oblation  of  the  two 
loaves  (Lev.  xxiii.  15,  20;  Mishn.  Tei-um.  x.  6,  xi. 
4;  Joseph.  Ant.  iii.  10,  §  6';  Keland,  Antiq.  iv.  4, 
5).  The  private  oblations  of  first-fruits  may  be 
classed  in  the  same  maimer  as  the  public.  The 
directions  of  the  Law  respecting  them  have  been 
stated  generally  alx)ve.  To  these  the  Jews  added 
or  deduced  the  following.  Seven  sorts  of  produce 
were  considered  liable  to  oblation,  namely,  wheat, 
barley,  grapes,  figs,  pomegranates,  olives,  and  dates 
(Gesen.  p.  219 ;  Deut.  viii.  8 ;  Mishn.  Biccurim,  i. 
3;  Hasselquist,  Trarels,  p.  417),  but  the  Law  ap- 
pears to  have  contemplated  produce  of  all  sorts, 
and  to  have  been  so  understood  by  Nehemiah 
(Ueut.  xxvi.  2;  Neh.  x.  35,  37).  The  portions  in- 
tended to  be  offered  were  decided  by  inspection,  and 
the  selected  fruits  were  fastened  to  the  stem  by  a 
band  of  rushes  {Bic.  iii.  1).  A  proprietor  might, 
if  he  thought  fit,  devote  the  whole  of  his  produce 
as  first-fruits  (ibid.  ii.  4).  But  though  the  Law 
laid  down  no  rule  as  to  quantity,  the  minimum 
fixed  by  custom  was  one  sixtieth  (Reland,  Antiq. 
iii.  8,  4).  No  offerings  were  to  be  made  before 
Pentecost,  nor  after  the  feast  of  the  Dedication,  on 
the  25th  of  Oisleu  (Ex.  xxiii.  16;  Lev.  xxiii.  10, 
17;  Bic.  i.  3,  6).  The  practice  was  for  companies 
of  24  persons  to  assemble  in  the  evening  at  a  cen- 
tral station,  and  pass  the  night  in  the  open  air.  In 
the  morning  they  were  summoned  by  the  leader  of 
the  feast  with  the  words,  "  Let  us  arise  and  go  up 
to  Mount  Zion,  the  House  of  the  Ix)rd  our  God." 
On  the  road  to  Jerusalem  they  recited  portions  of 
Psalms  cxxii.  and  cl.  Each  party  was  preceded  by 
a  piper,  a  sacrificial  bullock  having  the  tips  of  his 
horns  gilt  and  crowned  with  olive.  At  their  ap- 
proach to  the  city  they  were  met  by  priests  apjwinted 
to  inspect  the  offerings,  and  were  welcomed  by 
companies  of  citizens  proportioned  to  the  number 
of  the  pilgrims.  On  ascending  the  Temple  mount 
each  person  took  his  basket  containing  the  first- 
flniits  and  an  offering  of  turtle  doves,  on  his 
shoulders,  and  proceeded  to  the  court  of  the  Tem- 
ple, where  they  were  met  by  I>evites  singing  Ps. 
XXX.  2.  The  doves  were  sacrificed  as  a  burnt-offer- 
ing, and  the  first-fruits  presented  to  the  priests 
with  the  words  appointed  in  Deut.  xxvi.  The 
baskets  of  the  rich  were  of  gold  or  silver ;  those  of 
the  poor  of  peeled  willow.  The  baskets  of  the  latter 
kind  were,  as  well  as  the  offerings  they  contained, 
presented  to  the  priests,  who  waved  the  offerings  at 
the  S.  W.  corner  of  the  altar:  the  more  valuable 
baskets  were  returned  to  the  owners  (Bic.  iii.  6,  8). 
After  passing  the  night  at  Jerusalem,  the  pilgrims 
returned  on  the  following  day  to  their  homes  (Deut. 
xvi.  7;  Terum.  ii.  i).  It  is  mentioned  that  King 
Agrippa  bore  his  part  in  this  highly  picturesque 
national  ceremony  by  carrying  his  basket,  like  the 
rest,  to  the  Temple  (Bic.  iii.  4).  Among  other 
by-laws  were  the  following:  (1.)  He  who  ate  his 
first-fruits  elsewhere  than  in  Jerusalem  and  without 
the  proper  form  was  liable  to  punishment  (Mac- 
coth,  iii.  3,  vol.  iv.  p.  284,  Surenh.).  (2.)  Women, 
8laves,_  deaf  and  dumb  persons,  and  some  others, 
were  exempt  from  the  verbal  oblation  before  the 
priest,  which  was  not  generally  used  after  the  Feast 
of  Tabernacles  (Bic.  i.  5,  6). 
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(b.)  The  first-fruits  prepared  for  use  were  not  re- 
quired to  be  taken  to  .Jerusalem.  They  consisted 
of  wine,  wool,  bread,  oil,  date-honey,  onions,  cu- 
cumbers ( Terum.  ii.  5,  G ;  Num.  xv.  19,  21 ;  Deut. 
xviii.  4).  They  were  to  be  made,  according  to 
some,  only  by  dwellers  in  Palestine;  but  according 
to  others,  by  those  also  who  dwelt  in  Moab,  in  Am- 
monitis,  and  in  Egypt  (Terum.  i.  1).  They  were 
not  to  be  taken  from  the  jx)rtion  intended  for  tithes, 
nor  from  the  comers  left  for  the  poor  (i/tid.  i.  5, 
iii.  7).  The  proportion  to  be  given  is  thus  esti- 
mated in  that  treatise:  a  libei-al  measure,  one 
fortieth,  or,  according  to  the  school  of  Shammai, 
one  thirtieth;  a  moderate  portion,  one  fiftieth;  a 
scanty  portion,  one  sixtieth.  (See  Ez.  xlv.  13.) 
The  measuring-basket  was  to  be  thrice  estimated 
during  tlie  season  (ibid.  iv.  3).  He  who  ate  or 
drank  his  offering  by  mistake  was  bound  to  add 
one  fifth,  and  present  it  to  the  priest  (Lev.  v.  16, 
xxii.  14),  who  was  forbidden  to  remit  the  penalty 
(Terum.  vi.  1,  5).  The  offerings  were  the  per- 
quisite of  the  priests,  not  onlj'  at  Jerusalem,  but  in 
the  provinces,  and  were  to  be  eaten  or  used  only  by 
those  who  were  clean  from  ceremonial  defilement 
(Num.  xviii.  11;  Deut.  xviii.  4). 

The  corruption  of  the  nation  after  the  time  of 
Solomon  gave  rise  to  neglect  in  these  as  well  as  in 
other  ordinances  of  the  Law,  and  restoration  of 
them  was  among  the  reforms  brought  about  by 
Hezekiah  (2  Chr.  xxxi.  5,  11).  Nehemiah  also,  at 
the  return  from  Captivity,  took  pains  to  reorganize 
the  offerings  of  first-fruits  of  both  kinds,  and  to 
appoint  places  to  receive  them  (Neh.  x.  35,  37,  xii. 
44).  Perversion  or  alienation  of  them  is  reprobated, 
as  care  in  observing  is  eulogized  by  the  prophets, 
and  specially  mentioned  in  the  sketch  of  the  res- 
toration of  tlie  Teni[)le  and  Temple  service  made 
by  Ezekiel  (Ez.  xx.  40,  xliv.  30,  xlviii.  14;  Mai.  iii. 
8). 

An  offering  of  first-fruits  is  mentioned  as  an  ac- 
ceptable one  to  the  prophet  Elisha  (2  K.  iv.  42). 

Besides  the  offerings  of  first-fruits  mentioned 
above,  the  Law  directed  that  the  fruit  of  all  trees 
fresh  planted  should  be  regarded  as  uncircumcised 
or  profane,  and  not  to  be  tasted  by  the  owner  for 
three  years.  The  whole  produce  of  the  fourth  year 
was  devoted  to  God ;  and  did  not  become  free  to 
the  owner  till  the  fifth  year  (Lev.  xix.  23-25).  The 
trees  found  growing  by  the  Jews  at  the  conquest 
were  treated  as  exempt  from  this  rule.  (JNIishn. 
Orlah,  i.  2.) 

Offerings  of  first-fruits  were  sent  to  Jerusalem 
by  Jews  living  in  foreign  countries  (Joseph.  Ant. 
xvi.  6,  §  7). 

Offerings  of  first-fruits  were  also  customary  in 
heathen  systems  of  woi-ship.  (See,  for  instances 
and  authorities,  Patrick,  On  Deut.  xxvi. ;  and  a 
copious  list  in  Spencer,  de  Leg.  Hebr.  iii.  9,  de 
Primitiarum  Online ;  also  Leslie,  On  Tithes, 
Works,  vol.  ii. ;  Winer,  s.  v.  Erstlinge.) 

H.  W.  P. 

FISH,  FISHING.  The  Hebrews  recognized 
fish  as  one  of  the  great  divisions  of  the  animal 
kingdom,  and,  as  such,  give  them  a  place  in  the 
account  of  the  creation  (Gen.  i.  21,  28),  as  well  as 
in  other  passages  where  an  exhaustive  description 
of  living  creatures  is  intended  (Gen.  ix.  2;  Ex.  xx. 
4;  Deut.  iv.  18;  IK.  iv.  33).  They  do  not,  how- 
ever, appear  to  have  acquired  any  intimate  knowl- 
edge of  this  branch  of  natural  history.  Although 
they  were  acquainted  with  some  of  the  names  givea 
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by  the  Egyptians  to  the  different  species  (for  Jo- 
sephus,  Ji.  -I .  iii.  10,  §  8,  compares  one  found  in 
the  Sea  of  Galilee  to  the  coracinus),  they  did  not 
adopt  a  similar  method  of  distinguishing  them; 
nor  wa,s  any  classification  attempted  beyond  the 
broad  divisions  of  clean  and  unclean,  gi-eat  and 
small.  The  former  was  established  by  the  Mosaic 
Law  (I^ev.  xi.  9,  10),  which  pronounced  unclean 
such  fish  as  were  devoid  of  fins  and  scales:  these 
were  and  are  regarded  as  unwholesome  food  in 
Egypt  (Wilkinson,  Anc.  Kijypt-  iii.  58,  59),  so 
much  so  that  one  of  the  laws  of  Kl-Hakim  prohib- 
ited the  sale,  or  even  the  capture  of  them  (Lane, 
Mod.  Kijypt.  i.  132).  This  distinction  is  probably 
referred  to  in  the  terms  aatrpd  (esui  non  idonea^ 
Schleusner's  Lex.  s.  v.;  'i'rench.  On  Parables,  p. 
137)  and  Ka\a  (Matt.  xiii.  48).  Of  the  various 
species  found  in  the  Sea  of  GalUee  (as  enumerated 
by  Raumer,  Faldstiiia,  p.  93),  the  Silurm  would  be 
classed  among  the  former,  while  the  Sparus  Gali- 
keus,  a  sj)ecies  of  bream,  and  the  iiiugil,  chub, 
woidd  be  deemed  "clean  "  or  "good."  The  sec- 
ond division  is  marked  in  Gen.  i.  21  (as  compared 
with  verse  28),  where  the  great  marine  animals 

(D  V^^rin  D'^P'^Sri  :  K-i)Ti)  fj.eyd\a),  generically 
described  as  ichales  in  the  A.  V.  (Gen.  /.  c. ;  Job 
vii.  12)  [Whale],  but  including  also  other  animals, 
such  as  the  crocodile  [Lkviatiiax]  and  perhaps 
some   kinds   of  seri)ents,   are  distinguished    from 

"every  living  creature  that  crtepeth  "  (ntC'ttHn  : 
A.  V.  ''moveth"),  a  description  applying  to  fish, 
along  with  other  reptiles,  as  having  no  legs.  To  the 
former  class  we  may  assign  the  large  fish  referred  to 

in  Jon.  ii.  1  (vl"T2  '2^  :  k^jtos  fitya,  Matt.  xii. 
40),  which  Winer  (art.  FUche),  after  Bochart, 
identifies  with  a  sjjecies  of  shark  {Canis  carcha- 
ji'ds);  ai\d  also  that  refeired  to  in  Tob.  vi.  2  ff., 
identified  by  Bochart  {llieroz.  iii.  697  ff'.)  with  the 
Silurus  (jlatiis,  but  by  Kitto  (art.  Fkh)  with  a 
species  of  crocodile  (the  seesur)  found  in  the  Indus. 
The  Hebrews  were  struck  with  the  remarkable  fe- 
cundity of  fish,  and  have  expressed  this  in  the  term 

2"T,  the  root  of  which  signifies  increase  (conip. 
Gen.  xlviii.  IG),  and  in  the  secondary  sense  of 
Vntt7,  lit.  to  creep,  thence  to  multiply  (Gen.  i.  20, 
viii.  17,  ix.  7;  Ez.  i.  7),  as  well  as  in  the  allusions  in 
Ez.  xlvii.  10.  Doubtless  they  became  famihar  with 
this  fact  in  I'^ypt,  where  the  abundance  of  fish  in  the 
Nile,  and  the  lakes  and  canals  (Strab.  xvii.  p.  823; 
Diod.  i.  3G,  43,  52;  Her.  ii.  93,  149),  rendered  it 
one  of  the  staple  commodities  of  food  (Num.  xi.  5 ; 
conip.  Wilkinson,  iii.  02).  The  destniction  of  fish 
was  on  this  account  a  most  serious  visitation  to  the 
Egyptians  (Ex.  vii.  21;  Is.  xix.  8).  Occasionally 
it  is  the  result  of  natural  causes:  thus  St.  Jolm 
(Ti'avels  ill  Valley  of  the  Nile,  ii.  240)  descrites 
a  vast  destruction  of  fish  from  cold,  and  Wellsted 
{Travels  in  Arabia,  i.  310)  states  that  in  Oman 
the  fish  are  visited  with  an  epidemic  about  every 
five  years,  which  destroys  immense  quantities  of 
them.  It  was  perhaps  as  an  image  of  fecundity 
that  the  fish  was  selected  a-s  an  object  of  idolatry: 
the  worship  of  it  wa.s  widely  spread,  from  Egypt 
(Wilkinson,  iii.  58)  to  Assyria  (Ijiyard,  Nineveh, 
ii.  467),  and  even  India  (Baur,  Afylhol<>;/ie,  ii.  58). 
Among  the  Phili.stines,  Dagon  (=/J»/e //«/«)  was 
represented  by  a  figure  half  man  and  half  fish  (1 
Sam.  V.  4).  On  this  account  the  worship  of  fish 
U  expressly  prohibited  (Ueut.  iv.  18).     [Uagon.] 
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In  Palestine,  the  Sea  of  Galilee  was  and  still  u 
remarkably  well  stored  with  fish,  and  the  value 
attached  to  the  fishery  by  the  Jews  is  shown  by  the 
tKulitional  belief  that  one  of  the  ten  laws  of  Joshua 
enacted  that  it  should  be  open  to  all  comers  (Light- 
foot's  Talmwlical  Kxercitutums  on  Matt.  iv.-18). 
No  doubt  the  inhabitants  of  northern  Judsea  drew 
large  supplies  thence  for  their  subsistence  in  the 
earlier  as  well  as  the  later  periods  of  the  BiblQ  his- 
tory. Jerusalem  derived  its  supply  chiefly  fix)m 
the  MediteiTanean  (comp.  I'2z.  xlvii.  10),  at  one 
time  through  Phoenician  traders  (Neh.  xiii.  16), 
who  must  have  previously  salted  it  (in  which  form 

it  is  termed  n^7!2  in  the  Talmud;  Lightfoot  on 
Matt.  xiv.  17).  The  existence  of  a  regular  fish 
market  is  implied  in  the  notice  of  the  fish  gate, 
which  was  probably  contiguous  to  it  (2  Chr.  xxxiiL 
14;  Neh.  iii.  3,  xii.  39;  Zeph.  i.  10).  In  addition 
to  these  sources,  the  reservoirs  fonned  in  the  neigh- 
borhood of  towns  may  have  teen  stocked  with  jSdl 
(2  Sam.  ii.  13,  iv.  12;  Is.  vii.  3,  xxii.  9,  11;  Cant. 
vii.  4,  where,  however,  "  fish  "  is  interpolated  in  the 
A.  v.).  With  regard  to  fish  as  an  article  of  food^ 
see  Food. 

Numerous  allusions  to  the  art  of  fishing  occur 
in  the  Bible.  In  the  0.  T.  these  allusions  are  of  a 
metaphorical  character,  descriptive  either  of  the 
conversion  (Jer.  xvi.  16;  I^z.  xlvii.  10)  or  of  the 
destruction  (Ez.  xxLx.  3  ft'. ;  I'x;cl.  ix.  12 ;  Am.  iv. 
2;  Hab.  i.  14)  of  the  enemies  of  God.  In  the 
N.  T.  the  allusions  are  of  a  historical  character  for 
the  most  part,  though  the  metaphorical  a])plication 
is  still  maintained  in  Matt.  xiii.  47  IF.  The  most 
usual  method  of  catching  fish  was  by  the  use  of  the 

net,  either  the  casting  net  (Q'^n,  Hab.  i.  15 ;  Ez. 
xxvi.  5,  14,  xlvii.  10;  Uktvov,  Matt.  iv.  20,21; 
Mark  i.  18,  19;  Luke  v.  2  ft'.;  John  xxi.  6  ff.; 
aiJ.(plfiX-n<TTpou,  Matt.  iv.  18;  Jlark  i.  16),  prob- 
ably resembling  the  one  used  in  Egypt,  as  shown 


An  Egyptian  Fishing-Net.  (Wilkinson.) 
in  Wilkinson  (iii.  55),  or  the  draio  or  drag  net 
(nnbDtt,  Is.  xix.  8;  Hab.  i.  15;  (ray^vri,  Matt 
xiii.  47),  which  was  larger  and  required  the  use  ct 
a  boat :  the  latter  was  probably  most  used  on  the 
Sea  of  Galilee,  as  the  number  of  boats  kept  on  it 
was  very  considerable  (Joseph,  fi.  J.  iii.  10,  §  9). 
On  other  waters  a  method  analogous  to  the  use  of 
the  weir  in  our  country  was  pursued :  a  fence  of 
canes  or  ree<is  was  made,  within  wliich  tiie  fiah 
were  caught:  this  was  forbidden  on  the  Sea  of 
Galilee,  in  consequence  of  the  damage  done  to  th« 
boate  by  the  stakes  (Lightfoot  on  Matt.  i?.  18). 
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Angling  was  a  favorite  pursuit  of  the  wealthy  in 
Egypt,  as  well  ;is  followed  by  the  poor  who  could 
not  aflbrd  a  net  (A\'iIkiiison,  iii.  53  ft".);  the  requi- 
sites were  a  hook  (HSn,  Is.  xix.  8;  Hab.  i.  15; 
Job  xli.  1;  n2^  and  ~l"^p,  so  called  from  its  re- 
semblance to  a  thorn,  Am.  iv.  2  ;  6.yKi<TTpov, 
Matt.  xvii.  27),  and  a  line  ( VSH,  Job  xli.  1)  made 
perhaps  of  reeds:  the  rod  was  occasionally  dis- 
pensed with  (Wilkinson,  iii.  53),  and  is  not  men- 
tioned in  the  Uible:  ground-bait  alone  was  used, 
fly-fishing  being  unknown.     A  still  more  scientific 

method   was    with    the    trident   (HSli?     A.    V. 

T  ■■. ' 

"barbed  iron")  or  the  spear  (7^7^),  as  prac- 
ticed in  Egypt  in  taking  the  crocodile  (Job  xli.  7) 
or  the  hipjwpotamus  (Wilkinson,  iii.  72).  A  similar 
custom  of  spearing  fish  still  exists  in  Arabia  (Well- 
sted,  ii.  347).  The  reference  in  Job  xli.  2  is  not 
to  the  use  of  the  hook  in  fishing,  but  to  the  cus- 
tom of  keeping  fish  aJive  in  the  water  when  not  re- 
quired for  immediate  use,  by  piercing  the  gills  with 

a  ring  (n^n,  A.  V.  "  thorn  ")  attached  to  a  stake 

by  a  rope  of  reeds  (^^!lS,  A.  V.  "hook").     Tlie 

night  was  esteemed  the  best  time  for  fishing  with 
the  net  (Luke  v.  5;  Plin.  ix.  23).         W.  L.  B. 

*  See  Mr.  Tristram's  LmtuI  of  Israel,  in  regard 
to  the  fishes  of  the  Sea  of  Galilee,  p.  426;  those 
of  the  Jordan,  pp.  245,  485;  and  those  of  the 
Jabbok  and  Gilead,  pp.  529,  544.  As  showing  how 
abundant  they  still  are  in  the  Sea  of  Tiberias,  this 
traveller  states  that  he  saw  crumbs  of  poisoned 
bread  thrown  to  them,  "  which  the  fish  seized,  and 
turning  over  dead,  were  washed  ashore  and  collected 
for  the  market.  The  shoals  were  marvellous  — 
black  masses,  many  hundred  yards  long,  with  the 
back  fins  projecting  out  of  the  water  as  thick  as 
they  could  pack.  No  wonder  any  net  should  break 
which  inclosed  such  a  shoal."  There  seems  to  be 
no  trace  in  the  Bible  of  any  such  mode  of  taking 
fish  in  ancient  times.  Fishing  from  boats  on  this 
sea  has  almost  if  it  has  not  altogether  ceased.  Only 
two  or  three  boats  (Tristram,  p.  42G)  used  for  any 
purpose  are  now  found  on  the  lake  of  Galilee.  Sepp 
states  (Jentsnltm  u.  ckis  heil.  Land,  ii.  185)  that 
nets  are  no  longer  used  in  fishing  there,  but  probably 
we  are  to  understand  this  as  meaning  that  they  are 
not  cast  from  boats  for  a  draught;  for  others  in- 
form us  that  the  fishermen  wade  into  the  water  with 
hand-nets,  which  they  dexterously  throw  around 
the  fish  and  thus  capture  them.  (See  Richter, 
Wallfahrtm,  p.  60;  and  Rob.  Blbl.  Res.  iii.  262, 
1st  ed.)  It  must  have  been  a  common  sight  to 
the  ancient  mhabitants  of  Palestine,  as  it  is  to  those 
there  now,  to  see  the  flying-fish  leap  from  the  wa- 
ters along  the  coast  of  the  Mediterranean.  "  Their 
flight  is  always  short,  spasmodic,  and  painful ;  and 
when  their  web-wings  become  dry  they  instantly 
collapse,  and  the  poor  Uttle  aeronaut  drops  into  the 
water  hke  a  stone  "  (Thomson,  Larul  and  Book,  ii. 
257).  The  catfish  or  coracinus  {KopaKtvos)  is  very 
abundant  in  the  Ivound  Fountain  \'Ain  Mudawarah) 
in  the  plain  of  Gennesaret.  [Capernausi,  Amer. 
ed.]  "Certain  kinds  of  fishing,"  says  Thomson, 
referring  apparently  to  the  Mediterranean,  though 
the  same  may  once  have  been  true  also  of  the  Sea 
of  Galilee,  "  are  always  carried  ou  at  night.  With 
blazing  torch  the  boat  glides  over  the  flashing  sea, 
and  the  men  stand  gazing  keenly  into  it  until  their 
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prey  is  sighted,  when,  quick  as  lightning,  they  fling 
their  net  or  fly  their  ^^at  ;  and  often  you  see  the 
tired  fishennen  come  sullenly  into  harbor  in  the 
morning,  having  toiled  all  night  in  vain  "  {Land 
and  Book,  ii.  80).  The  Saviour's  language  (JIatt. 
vii.  10;  Luke  xi.  11)  implies  that  a  person  in  need 
might  ask  a  fish  of  another  and  expect  it  as  a  gra- 
tuity. There  was  an  ancient  "  fish  gate  "  at  Jerusa- 
lem (2  Chr.  xxxiii.  14;  Neh.  iii.  3,  &c.),  and  a 
fish  market  has  existed  there  in  all  periods  (TtJbler, 
Tojyograjphie  von  Jerusalem,  p.  208).  It  is  evident 
that  the  inhabitants  have  always  relied  in  part  on 
their  fish-stocked  waters  for  supplies  of  food.  The 
reference  to  "  sluices  and  ponds  "  in  Is.  xix.  10 
(A.  v.),  as  if  for  preserving  fish,  probably  rests  on 
a  mistranslation.     [Sluicks,  Amer.  ed.]        H. 

*  FISH  GATE.  [Jkkusalem,  I.  8,  and 
in.,  viii.] 

*  FISH-POOLS,  a  mistranslation  in  Cant, 
vii.  4,  A.  v.     [Heshbok,  Amer.  ed.] 

FITCHES  (i.  e.  Vetches),  the  representative 
in  the  A.  Y.  of  the  two  Hebrew  words  cussemeth. 
and  ketzach.     As  to  the  fonner  see  Rye. 

Ketzach  (n^i7;  fxeXdudiov:  gith)  denotes  with- 
out doubt  the  Nigella  saliva,  an  herbaceous  annual 
plant  belonging  to  the  natural  order  Ranuncidacem, 
and  sub-order  Hellebores,  which  grows  in  the  S. 
of  Europe  and  in  the  N.  of  Africa.     It  was  for- 


Nigella  sativa. 


merly  cultivated  in  Palestine  for  the  sake  of  its 
seeds,  which  are  to  this  day  used  in  eastern  countries 
as  a  medicine  and  a  condiment.  Tliis  plant  is  men- 
tioned only  in  Is.  xxviii.  25,  27,  where  esjiecial  ref- 
erence is  made  to  the  mode  of  threshing  it;  not 

with  " a  threshing  instrument"  (3*210,   ^^^'nn), 

but  "with  a  staff"  (HIS)^),  because  the  heavy- 
armed  cyUnders  of  the  former  implement  would 
have  crushed  the  aromatic  seeds  of  the  Nigella. 
The  ixeXavOiov  of  Dioscorides  (iii.  83,  ed.  Sprengel) 
is  unquestionably  the  Nigella ;  both  these  terms 
having  reference  to  its  black  seeds,  which,  accord- 
ing to  the  above-named  author  and  Pliny  {U.  N. 
xix.  8),  were  sometimes  mixed  with  bread.  The 
word  gilh  is  of  uncertain  origin.  It  is  used  by 
Pliny  (//.  N.  xx.  17),  who  says,  "Gi<A  ex  Graecis 
alii  melanthion,  alii  melaspermon  vocant."  Plautua 
also  {Rud.  v.  2,  39)  has  the  same  word  git:  "Os 
calet  tibi!  num  git  frigid^actas."  Comp.  Celsius 
{Hierob.  ii.  71). 
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Besides  the  TV.  saliva,  there  Is  another  species, 
the  N.  anensis,  which  may  be  included  under  the 
term  ketzach;  but  the  seeds  of  this  last-named 
plant  are  less  aromatic  than  the  other.      W.  H. 

*  The  seeds  of  this  plant  are  universally  used  in 
Syria,  not  mixed  with  the  bread,  but  sprinkled  on 
the  top  of  the  loaf  or  cake.       They  are  called 

P-'OyM*j\     HJa],    that  is,  the  black  seed,  in 

allusion  to  their  color;  also  JOwaJi  Xa^,  the  seed 

of'  blessing,  in  allusion  to  their  supposed  medicinal 
virtues.  There  is  an  Arabic  proverb,  "  In  the  black 
seed  is  the  medicine  for  every  disease."  It  is  no 
less  tnie  at  this  day  than  in  Isaiah's  time,  that  it 
is  beaten  out  with  a  staff,  not  threshed  out  with 
the  Nouraj  on  the  threshing-floor.  G.  E.  P. 

FLAG,  the  representative  in  the  A.  V.  of  the 
two  Hebrew  words  adiu  and  suph. 

1.  Ach'i  (^nS  :  6,^1^  &^ei,  ^ovTOfiov-  locus 
palustiis,  carectum:  A.  V.  "meadow,"  "flag"), 
a  word,  according  to  Jerome  ( Comment,  in  Is.  xix. 
7),  of  Egyptian  origin,  and  denoting  "  any  gi-een 
and  coai-se  herbage,  such  as  rushes  and  reeds,  which 
grows  in  marshy  places."  "  Quuni  ab  eruditis 
quoererem,"  says  Jerome,  "quod  hie  sermo  signi- 
licaret,  audivi  ab  iEgyptiis  hoc  nomine  lingua  eorum 
omne  quod  in  palude  rireiis  nascitur,  appellari." 
In  Job  viii.  11  it  is  asked,  "  Can  the  achu  grow 
without  water?"  It  seems  probable  that  some 
specific  plant  is  here  denoted,  as  Celsius  has  en- 
deavored to  prove  (Hiei-ob.  i.  342),  for  the  dchu 
is  mentioned  with  the  gome,  "  the  papyrus."  The 
word  occurs  once  again  in  Gen.  xli.  2,  18,  where  it 
is  said  that  the  seven  well-favored  kine  came  up 
out  of  the  river  and  fed  in  an  achu.  Koyle  (Kitto's 
Cyc.  art.  Achu)  and  Kitto  {Pict.  Bib.  on  Gen. 
/.  c.)  are  inclined  to  think  that  the  dchu  denotes  the 
Cypeinis  esculentus.  The  last-namecl  writer  iden- 
tifies this  sedge  with  the  ixaKtvaOaWT]  of  Theo- 
phrastus  (Hist.  Plant,  iv.  8,  §  12),  which  plant  was 
much  eaten  by  sheep  and  cattle.  There  is,  how- 
ever, much  doubt  a.s  to  what  the  malinathaUa  de- 
notes, as  Schneider  has  shown.  The  LXX.  render 
'droth  by  &^t  in  Is.  xix.  7.  [See  Heed.]  Kalisch 
{Comment,  on  Gen.  /.  c.)  says  that  the  dcAu  "is 
unquestionably  either  the  Cyperus  esculentus  or  the 
Butomtis  umbellatus.^'  We  are  quite  unable  to 
satisfy  ourselves  so  e;isily  on  this  point.  There  are 
many  marsh-plants  besides  the  Cyperus  esculenim 
and  the  B.  umbellatus ;  at  the  same  time,  if  the 
Greek  ^oino/xos  denotes  the  latter  plant,  about 
which,  however,  there  is  some  doubt,  it  is  possible 
that  the  dchu  of  Job  viii.  11  may  be  represented 
by  the  Butomus  umbellatus,  or  "  flowering  rush," 
which  grows  in  Palestine  and  the  Kast.  The  dchu 
of  Gen.  (/.  c.)  may  be  use<l  in  a  general  sense  to 
denote  such  marshy  vegetation  as  is  seen  on  some 
parts  of  the  Nile.     As  to  discussions  on  the  origin 

of  ^nS,  see  Celsius,  Ilierob.  1.  c. ;  Jablonski, 
Opusc.  i.  45,  ii.  159,  ed.  Te- Water;  Schultens, 
Comment,  ad  Job,  I.  c,  and  Gesenius,  Thes.  s.  v.,  &c. 

2.  Suph  (^-ID  :  t\oi'  carectum, pelaffus)  occurs 
frequently  in  the  O.  T.  in  connection  with  yam, 

'sea,"  to  denote  the  "Red  Sea"  (^ID'D^). 
lSea.]  The  term  here  api)ears  to  be  used  in  a 
very  wide  sense  to  denclte  "  weeds  of  any  kind." 
The  yam-suph,  therefore,  is  the  "  sea  of  weeds," 


FLAG 

and  perhaps,  as  Stanley  (iS.  cf  P.  p.  6,  note)  olv 
serves,  suph  "  may  be  applied  to  any  aqueous  veg- 
etation," which  would  include  the  arborescent  coral 
growths  for  which  this  sea  is  celebrated,  as  well  as 
the  different  algae  which  grow  at  the  bottom :  see 
Pliny  (//.  N.  xiii.  25),  and  Shaw  (7Vff).\  p.  387,  fol. 
1738),  who  speaks  of  a  "  variety  of  algiB  and  fuci 
that  grow  within  its  channel,  and  at  low  water  are 
left  in  great  quantities  upon  the  sea-shore  "  (see  also 
p.  384).  The  word  si'iph  in  Jon.  ii.  5,  translated 
"  weeds  "  by  the  A.  V.,  has,  there  can  be  no  doubt, 
reference  to  "  sea-weed,"  and  more  especially  to  the 
long  ribbon-hke  fronds  of  the  Laminarice,  or  the 
entangled  masses  of  Fuci.  In  Ex.  ii.  3,  5,  how- 
ever, where  we  read  that  Moses  was  laid  "  in  the 
siiph  ('flags,'  A.  V.)  by  the  river's  brink,"  it  is 
probable  that  "  reeds  "  or  "  rushes,"  (fee,  are  de- 
noted, as  Kab.  Salomon  explains  it,  "  a  place  thick 
with  reeds."  (See  Celsius,  Hierob.  ii.  GC.)  The 
yam-suph  in  the  Coptic  version  (as  in  Ex.  x.  19,  xiii. 
18;  Ps.  cvi.  7,  9,  22)  is  rendered  "the  San-sea." 
The  word  Sa7-i  is  the  old  Egyptian  for  a  "  reed  " 
or  a  "  rush  "  of  some  kind.  Jablonski  (  Ojmsc.  i. 
2G6)  gives  J  uncus  as  its  rendering,  and  compares  a 
passage  in  Theophrastus  {Hist.  Plant,  iv.  8,  §§  2,  5) 
which  thus  describes  the  sari :  "  The  sari  grows 
in  water  about  marshes  and  those  watery  places 
which  the  river  after  its  return  to  its  bed  leaves 
behind  it;  it  has  a  hard  and  closely  twisted  root, 
from  which  spring  the  saria  (stalks)  so  called." 
Pliny  (//.  N.  xiii.  23)  thus  speaks  of  this  plant: 
"  The  sari,  which  grows  al)out  the  Nile,  is  a  shrubby 
kind  of  plant  ( ?),  commonly  being  about  two  cubits 
high,  and  as  thick  as  a  man's  thumb;  it  has  the 
panicle  {coma)  of  the  papyrus,  and  is  similariy 
eaten ;  the  root,  on  account  of  its  hardness,  is  used  in 
blacksmiths'  shops  instead  of  charcoal."  Sprei;gel 
{Hist.  Rei  Herb.  i.  78)  identifies  the  sari  of  Theo- 
phrastus  with  the  Cyperus  fastigiatus,  Linn. ;  but 
the  description  is  too  vague  to  serve  as  a  sufficient 
basis  for  identification.  There  can  be  little  doubt 
that  svp>h  is  sometimes  used  in  a  general  sense  like 
our  English  "  weeds."  It  cannot  be  restricted  to 
denote  alga,  as  Celsius  has  endeavored  to  show, 
because  alga  is  not  found  in  the  Nile.  I^dy  Cal- 
cott  {Script.  Herb.  p.  158)  thinks  tiie  Zostera  ma- 
rina ("grass-wrack")  may  be  intended:  but  there 
is  nothing  in  favor  of  such  an  opinion.  The  siiph 
of  Is.  xix.  6,  where  it  is  mentioned  with  the  kdneh, 
appears  to  be  used  in  a  more  restricted  sense  to 
denote  some  species  of  "reed"  or  "tall  grass." 
There  are  various  kinds  of  Cyperacea  and  tall 
GraminacecB,  such  as  Arundo  and  Saccharvm,  in 
Egypt.     [Reed.]  W.  H. 

*  It  is  quite  possible  that  no  definite  species  was 
intended  here,  as  in  many  other  places  in  the 
Scriptures  where  plants  are  mentioned.  In  Gen. 
xU.  2,  18,  where  the  kine  fed  "  in  an  dchu,"  the 
expression  may  be  used  in  a  general  sense,  ju.st  as 
we  might  say  "  in  the  sedge,"  without  intending  to 
designate  any  particular  species  of  Cy/>erus,  or  Co- 
rex,  or  Juncus,  or  others  of  kindred  orders.  This 
same  indefiniteness  is  retained  in  the  Arabic  terms 

*AJs  and  i_B_A!*^ ,  the  former  signifying  Grami- 

nem  in  general;  the  latter  being  an  indefinite  term 
covering  many  si)ecie8  of  Graminem  and   Cyper- 

0  0'' 

acece;  while  ^^^Jo  is  a  general  term  for  Jxm- 
cacete.  G.  E.  P. 
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FLAGON,  a  word  employed  in  the  A.  V  to 
render  two  distinct  Hebrew  terms:   1.  Ashishah, 

nttJ^lTi^  (2  Sam.  vi.  19;  1  Chr.  xvi.  3;  Cant.  ii. 
5;  Hos.  iii.  1).  The  real  meaning  of  this  word, 
according  to  the  conclusions  of  Gesenius  ( T/ies.  p. 
166),  is  a  cake  of  pressed  raisins.  He  derives  it 
from  a  root  signifying  to  compress,  and  this  is  con- 
firmed by  the  renderings  of  the  LXX.  {Ka.-ya.vov, 
afjLop'iTj],  irffinara)  and  of  the  Vulgate,  and  also 
by  the  indications  of  the  Targum  Pseudojon.  and 
the  Mishn<t  {Nedarim,  6,  §  10).  In  the  passage 
in  Hosea  there  is  probably  a  reference  to  a  practice 
of  offering  such  cakes  before  the  false  deities.  The 
rendering  of  the  A.  V.  is  perhaps  to  be  traced  to 
Luther,  who  in  the  first  two  of  the  above  passages 
has  ein  Nossel  Wein,  and  in  the  last  Kanne 
Wein;  but  primarily  to  the  interpretations  of 
modem  Jews  (e.  (j.  Gemara,  Baba  Bathra,  and 
Targum  on  Chronicles),  gi'ounded  on  a  false  ety- 
mology (see  Michaelis,  quoted  by  Gesenius,  and  the 
observations  of  the  latter,  as  above).  It  will  be  ob- 
served that  in  the  two  first  passages  the  words  "  of 
wine  "  are  interpolated,  and  that  in  the  last  "  of 
wine  "  should  be  "  of  grapes." 

2.  Nebd,  723  (Is-  xxii.  24  only).  Nebel  is 
commonly  used  for  a  bottle  or  vessel,  originally 
probably  a  skin,  but  in  later  times  a  piece  of  pot- 
tery (Is.  XXX.  14).  But  it  also  frequently  occurs 
with  the  force  of  a  musical  instrument  (A.  V.  gen- 
erally "  psaltery,"'  but  sometimes  "  viol "),  a  mean- 
■  ing  whicli  is  adopted  by  the  Targum,  and  the 
Arabic  and  Vulgate  versions,  and  Luther, '  and 
given  in  the  margin  of  the  A.  V.  The  text,  how- 
ever, follows  the  rendering  of  the  LXX.,  and  with 
this  agrees  Gesenius's  rendering,  '■^Becken  und 
Flaschen,  von  allerhand  Art."  G. 

FLAX.  Two  Hebrew  words  are  used  for  this 
plant  in  0.  T.,  or  rather  the  same  word  slightly 

modified  —  nntt7S,  and  n;^tt7Q.  About  the 
former  there  is  no  question.  It  occurs  only  in 
three  places  (Ex.  ix.  31;  Is.  xlii.  3,  xliii.  17).  As 
regards  the  latter,  there  is  probably  only  one  pas- 
sage where  it  stands  for  the  plant  in  its  undressed 
state  (.Josh.  ii.  6).  Eliminating  all  the  places 
where  the  words  are  used  for  the  article  manufact- 
ured in  the  thready  the  piece,  or  the  made  up  gar- 
ment [Lixen;  Cotton],  we  reduce  them  to  two: 
Ex.  ix.  31,  certain,  and  .Josh.  ii.  6,  disputed. 

In  the  former  the  flax  of  the  Egyptians  is  re- 
corded to  have  been  damaged  by  the  plague  of  hail. 

The  word  ^3732  is  retained  by  Onkelos:  but  is 
rendered  in  LXX.  a-irepfuiri^ov,  and  in  Vulg.  folli- 
culos  germinabat.     The  A.  V.  seems  to  have  fol- 
'    lowed  the  LXX.  {Mled=ffirepfxaT'i^ov);  and  so 
;    Rosenm.  "globulus  sen  nodus  lini  maturescentis " 
'    (Scltol.  .0(1  loe.).    Gesenius  makes  it  the  calix  or  co- 
rolla ;  refers  to  the  Mishna,  where  it  is  used  for  the 
calix  of  the  hyssop,  and  describes  this  explanation 
;   as  one  of  long  standing  among  the  more  learned 
'■    Rabbins  (Thes.  p.  261). 

I        For  the  flax  of  ancient  Egypt,  see  Herod,  ii.  37, 

105;  Cels.  ii.  p.  28-5  ff.;  Heeren,  Ideen,  ii.  2,  p. 

368  ff.    For  that  of  modern  Egypt,  see  Hasselquist, 

^  Journey,  j>.  bOO ;  Olivier,  Voyige,  iii.  297;  (Hrard"s 

,    Observations  in  Descripi.  de  VEgypte,  torn.  xvii. 

{etat  moderne),  p.  98 ;  Paul  Lucas,  Voyages,  pt  ii. 

I  P-  47. 

From  Ritter's  Erdkunde,  ii.  916  (comp.  his  Vor- 
haUe,  &c.  pp    45-48'    it  seems  probable  that  the 
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culti\'ation  of  flax  for  the  purpose  of  the  manufact- 
ure of  linen  was  by  no  means  confined  to  Egypt; 
but  that,  originating  in  India,  it  spread  over  the 
whole  continent  of  Asia  at  a  very  early  period  of 
antiquity.  That  it  was  grown  in  Palestine  even 
before  the  conquest  of  that  country  by  the  Israelites 
appears  from  Josh.  ii.  6,  the  second  of  the  two  pas- 
sages mentioned  above.  There  is,  however,  some 
difference   of  opinion  about  the  meaning  of  the 

words  V??^  ''^^^  •  ^ivoKaKa/jLTf-  Vulg.  stipuke 
lini ;  and  so  A.  V.  "  stalks  of  fliax ;  "  Joseph,  speaks 
of  \ivov  ayKoXiSas,  amifuls,  or  bundles  of  flax; 
but  Arab.  Vers,  "stalks  of  cotton."  Gesenius, 
however,  and  Rosenmiiller  are  in  favor  of  the  ren- 
dering "stalks  of  flax."  If  this  be  correct,  the 
place  involves  an  allusion  to  the  custom  of  drying 
the  flax-stalks  by  exposing  them  to  the  heat  of  the 
sun  upon  the  flat  roofs  of  houses ;  and  so  expressly 
in  Joseph.  (Ant.  v.  1,  §  2),  A.iVoi>  yap  ajKaXiSas 
iirl  rod  Tfyovs  e\pvxf.  In  later  times  this  drying 
was  done  in  ovens  (Rosenm.  Altertlmmsk.).  There 
is  a  decided  reference  to  the  raw  material  in  the 
LXX.  rendering  of  Lev.  xiii.  47,  jjuariy  arvir- 
TTvivc^,  and  Judg.  xv.  14,  ffTvinriov,  comp.  Is.  i. 
31. 

The  various  processes  employed  in  preparing  the 
flax  for  manufacture  into  cloth  are  indicated  —  (1 . ) 
The  drying  process  (see  above).  (2.)  The  peeling 
of  the  stalks,  and  separation  of  the  fibres   (the 

name  being  derivable  either,  as  Parkh.  from  I2li7S, 
o  )  -  t' 

to  strip,  peel,  or  as  Gesen.  from  Ctt7^,  to  separate 

into  parts).     (3.)  The  hackling  (Is.  xix.  9;  LXX. 

\lvov  rh  (rxi<TT6v;  vid.  Gesen.  Lex.  s.  v.  p'^^tZ?, 
and  for  the  combs  used  in  the  process,  comp.  Wil- 
kinson, Anc.  Egypt,  iii.  140).  The  flax,  however, 
was  not  always  dressed  before  weaving  (see  Ecclus. 
xl.  4,  where  diix6Kivov  is  mentioned  as  a  species  of 
clothing  worn  by  the  poor).  That  the  use  of  the 
coarser  fibres  was  known  to  the  Hebrews  may  be 

inferred  from  the  mention  of  tow  (n"n373),  in 
Judg.  xvi.  9;  Is.  i.  31.  That  flax  was  anciently 
one  of  the  most  important  crops  in  Palestine  ap- 
pears from  Hos.  ii.  5,  9;  that  it  continued  to  be 
grown  and  manufactured  into  linen  in  N.  Palestine 
down  to  the  ^liddle  Ages  we  have  the  testimony  of 
numerous  Talmudists  and  Rabbins.  At  present  it 
does  not  seem  to  be  so  much  cultivated  there  as  the 
cotton  plant.     [Cotton;  Linen.]         T.  E.  B. 

FLEA,  an  insect  twice  only  mentioned  in 
Scripture,  namely,  in  1  Sam.  xxiv.  14,  xxvi.  20.  In 
both  cases  David  in  speaking  to  Saul  applies  it  to 
himself  as  a  term  of  humiUty.    '  The  Heb.  word  is 

Jt'37"]Q,  which  the  LXX.  render  by  y^vKKos,  and 
the  Vulg.  by  pulex.  Ileas  are  abundant  in  the 
East,  and  afford  the  subject  of  many  proverbial 
expressions.  W.  D. 

FLESH.     [Food.] 

FLINT.  The  Heb.  quadriliteral  l£?''??bn  is 
rendered  _/?tn<  in  Deut.  viii.  1.5,  xxxii.  13;  Ps.  cxiv. 
8 ;  and  Is.  1.  7.  In  Job  xxviii.  9  the  same  word  is 
rendered  rock  in  the  text,  and  flint  in  the  margin. 
In  the  three  first  passages  the  reference  is  to  God's 
bringing  water  and  oil  out  of  the  naturally  barren 
rocks  of  the  wilderness  for  the  sake  of  his  people. 
In  Isaiah  the  word  is  used  metaphorically  to  signify 
the  firmness  of  the  propl^^in  resistance  to  his 
persecutors.    In  Ez.  iii.  9  tl^English  word  "  flint " 


832  FLOOD 

occurs  ill  the  same  sense,  but  there  it  represents 
the  Heb.  Tzor.  So  also  in  Is.  v.  28  we  have  like 
flinty  in  reference  to  the  hoofs  of  horses.  In  1 
Mace.  X.  73  K6x>^a.^  is  translated  Jiint,  and  in 
Wisd.  xi.  4  the  expression  e'/c  nerpas  aKporS/xov 
is  adopted  from  Deut.  viii.  1.5  (LXX.)-    [Knii-e.] 

W.  D. 

FLOOD.     [Noah.] 

FLOOR.     [Pavemext.] 

FLOUR.     [Bkead.] 

FLOWERS.     [Palestine,  Botaxy  of.] 

FLUTE  (Wn'^P'n^'tt),  a  musical  instru- 
ment, mentioned  amongst  others  (Dan.  iii.  5,  7, 
10,  15)  as  used  at  the  worship  of  the  golden  image 
which  Nebuchadnezzar  had  set  up.     It  is  derived 

from  p"^tt7,  to  hiss;  LXX.  avpiy^,  a  pipe.  Ac- 
cording to  the  author  of  Shilte-Hagfjiborim,  this 
instrument  was  sometimes  matle  of  a  great  number 
of  pij)es  —  a  statement  which,  if  correct,  would 
make  its  name  the  Chaldee  for  the  musical  instru- 
ment called  in  Hebrew  33'137,  and  erroneously 
rendered  in  the  A.  V.  "  Organ."       D.  W.  M. 

FLUTE  (^"'^rt:  xopis:  tibia),  1  K.  i.  40, 
marg.     [Pipe.] 

FLUX,  BLOODY  (Sva-evrtpia,  Acts  xxviii. 
8),  the  same  as  our  dysentery,  which  in  the  East 
is,  though  sometimes  sporadic,  generally  epidemic 
and  infectious,  and  then  assumes  its  worst  form. 
It  is  always  attended  with  fever.  [Fi-n^Eii.]  A 
sharp  gnawing  and  burning  sensation  seizes  the 
bowels,  which  give  off  in  purging  much  slimy  matter 
and  purulent  discharge.  When  blood  flows  it  is 
said  to  lie  less  dangerous  than  without  it  (Schmidt, 
Bibl.  Medic,  c.  xiv.  pp.  50.3-507).  King  Jehoram's 
disease  was  probably  a  chronic  dysentery,  and  the 
"  Iwwels  falling  out "  the  prolapsus  ani,  known 
sometimes  to  ensue  (2  Chr.  xxi.  15,  19). 

H.  H. 

FLY,  FLIES.  The  two  foUowuig  Hebrew 
terms  denote  flies  of  some  kind. 

1.  Zebub  {DrGf  '.  fivia'  musca)  occurs  only  in 
Eccl.  X.  1,  "  Dead  zvbubim  cause  the  ointment  of 
the  apothecary  to  send  forth  a  stinking  savour," 
and  in  Is.  vii.  18,  wliere  it  is  said,  "  the  Ix)rd  shall 
hiss  for  the  z'^bt'ib  that  is  in  the  uttermost  part  of 
the  rivers  of  Egypt."  The  Heb.  name,  it  is  prob- 
able, is  a  generic  one  for  any  insect,  but  the  ety- 
mology is  a  matter  of  doubt  (see  Gesenius,  Thes. 
p.  401;  Heb.  nnd  Chabl.  Lex.  s.  v.;  and  Fiirst, 
ffeb.  Concard.  s.  v.).  In  the  fii'st  quoted  passage 
allusion  is  made  to  flies,  chiefly  of  the  family  Mus- 
cidm,  getting  into  vessels  of  ointment  or  other  sub- 
stances; even  in  this  country  we  know  what  an 
intoleralile  nuisance  the  house-flies  are  in  a  hot 
summer  when  they  atound,  crawling  everywhere 
and  into  everything;  but  in  the  ICast  the  nuisance 
Is  tenfold  greater.  Tlie  zebfib  from  the  rivers  of 
5gypt  has  by  some  writers,  as  by  Oedmann  ( Ver- 
misch.  Sdiiuii.  vi.  79),  been  identifietl  with  the  ziml/ 
of  which  Hruce  (Trm:  v.  190)  gives  a  description, 
and  which  is  evidently  some  species  of  Tabanus. 
Sir  G.  Wilkinson  has  given  some  account  ( Transnc. 
of  the  r.ntuiuol.  S()c.  ii.  p.  18.3)  of  an  injurious  fly 
under  the  name  of  dthebnh,  a  term  almost  identical 
with  zebi'ih.  It  would  not  do  to  press  too  much 
upon  this  point  whea4|  is  considered  that  Egypt 
abounds   with   noxiou^msects :    but   it   must   be 
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allowed  that  there  is  some  reason  for  this  identifi- 
cation; and  though,  as  was  stjited  above,  zi'bi'ib  is 
probably  a  generic  name  for  any  Jlits,  in  this  pas- 
sage of  Isaiah  it  may  be  used  to  denote  some  very 
troublesome  and  injurious  fly,  /cot'  i^oxv"-  "  The 
dthebab  is  a  long  gray  fly,  which  conies  out  aljout 
the  rise  of  the  Nile,  and  is  like  the  cley  of  the 
north  of  England ;  it  abounds  in  calm  hot  weather, 
and  is  often  met  with  in  .June  and  July,  both  in 
the  desert  and  on  the  Nile."  This  insect  is  very 
injurious  to  camels,  and  causes  their  death,  if  the 
disease  which  it  generates  is  neglected ;  it  attacks 
both  man  and  beast. 

2.  ^Aivb  {'2,1V:  KvvSjivta:  omne  genus  viv». 
carurii,  niuscce  diversi  yeneris,  musca  grai-isstma : 
"  swarms  otfies,"  "  divers  sorts  offies,"  A.  V.), 
the  name  of  the  insect,  or  insects,  which  God  sent 
to  punish  Pharaoh;  see  Ex.  viii.  21-31;  Ps.  Ixxviii. 
45,  cv.  31.  The  question  as  to  what  particular 
insect  is  denoted  by  'divb,  or  whether  any  one 
species  is  to  be  understood  by  it,  lias  long  been  a 
matter  of  dispute.  The  Scriptural  details  are  as 
follows :  the  \h-6b  filled  the  houses  of  the  Egyp- 
tians, they  covered  the  ground,  they  lighted  on  the 
people,  the  land  was  laid  waste  on  their  account. 
From  the  expression  in  ver.  31,  "  there  remained 
not  one,"  some  writers  have  concluded  that  the 
Hebrew  word  jioints  to  some  definite  species;  we 
do  not  think,  however,  that  much  stress  ought  to 
be  laid  uixui  this  argument ;  if  the  'dfob  be  taken 
to  denote  "swarms,"  as  the  Auth.  Version  renders- 
it,  the  "not  we  reniaininir "  may  surely  have 
for  its  antecedent  an  individual  fly  understood  in 
the  collective  "  swarms."  The  LXX.  explain  'drob 
by  Kvvifivia,  i-  e.  "dog- fly;  "it  is  not  very  clear 
what  insect  is  meant  by  this  Greek  term,  which  is 
frequent  in  Homer,  who  often  uses  it  as  an  abusive 
epithet.  It  is  not  improbable  that  one  of  the  //«/>- 
poboscidcE,  perhaps  //.  er/mna,  Linn.,  is  the  Kvvi- 
fivia  of  yElian  (A^.  A.  iv.  51),  though  Homer  may 
have  used  the  compound  term  to  denote  extreme 
impudence,  implied  by  the  shamelessness  of  the  dog 
and  the  teasing  impertinence  of  the  coniniou  fly 
(Musca).  As  the  'drub  are  said  to  have  filled  the 
houses  of  the  Egyptians,  it  seems  not  improbable 
that  common  flies  {Muscida)  are  more  especially 
intended,  and  that  the  compound  Kvu6ixvta  deiiota 
the  grievous  nature  of  the  plague,  though  we  see 
no  reason  to  restrict  the  \'trob  to  any  one  family. 
"Of  insects,"  says  Sonnini  (Trat:  iii.  p.  199), 
"the  most  troublesome  in  Egypt  are  flies;  both 
man  and  beast  are  cruelly  tormented  with  them> 
No  idea  can  be  formed  of  their  obstinate  rapacity. 
It  is  in  vain  to  drive  them  away ;  they  return  again 
in  the  self-same  moment,  and  their  pei"severanoe 
wearies  out  the  most  patient  spirit."  The  ^drdb 
may  include  various  sjxicies  of  Cv/ieidte  (gnats), 
such  as  the  mosquito,  if  it  is  necessary  to  inter- 
pret the  "  devouring  "  nature  of  the  'dn'b  (in  Ps. 
Ixxviii.  45)  in  a  strictly  literal  sense;  though  the 
expression  used  by  the  Psalmist  is  not  inajiplicable 
to  the  flies,  which  even  to  this  day  in  Eg>pt  may 
be  regarded  as  a  "plague,"  and  which  arc  the  great 
instrument  of  spreading  the  well-known  oiilithalmia, 
which  is  conveyed  from  one  individual  to  another 
by  these  dreadful  pests ;  or  the  literal  meaning  of 
the  'drob  "  devouring  "  the  Egyptians  may  be  un- 
derstood in  its  fullest  .sense  of  the  Muscida,  if  we 
suppose  that  tiie  people  may  have  Ijceii  i)uiiished 
by  the  larva?  gaining  admittance  into  the  bodies, 
OS  uito  the  stomach,  frontal  sinus,  and  uitestines, 
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and  so  occasioning  in  a  hot  clinKite  many  instances 
of  death ; "  see  for  cases  of  Jlyasis  produced  by 
dipterous  Inifce,  Tramaclions  oj'  Entotnol.  Soc.  ii. 
pp.  266-269. 

The  identification  of  the  ''drob  with  the  cockroach 
{Blatta  orientaiis),  which  Oedmann  (  Vena.  Sam. 
pt.  ii.  c.  7)  suggests,  and  which  Kirby  {Bi-idgw. 
Treat,  ii.  p.  357)  adopts,  has  nothing  at  all  to 
recommend  it,  and  is  purely  gratuitous,  as  ^Ir. 
Hope  proved  in  1837  in  a  paper  on  this  subject  in 
the  Trans.  Ent.  Soc.  ii.  p.  179-183.  The  error 
of  calling  the  cockroach  a  beetle,  and  the  confusion 
which  has  been  made  between  it  and  the  Sacred 
Beetle  of  Egypt  {Ateachus  sacer),  has  recently  been 
repeated  by  !M.  Kalisch  (flist.  ami  Crit.  Comment. 
Ex.  I.  c).  Tlie  cockroach,  as  Mr.  Hope  remarks, 
is  a  nocturnal  insect,  and  prowls  about  for  food  at 
night,  "  but  what  reason  have  we  to  believe  that 
the  fly  attacked  the  Egyptians  by  night  and  not 
by  day?"  We  see  no  reason  to  be  dissatisfied 
fldth  the  reading  in  our  own  version.         W.  H. 

*  FLYING  ROLL.     [Roll,  Amer.  ed.] 

♦  FOLD.    [Sheep-Fold.] 

FOOD.  The  diet  of  eastern  nations  has  been 
in  all  ages  light  and  simple.  As  compared  with 
our  own  habits,  the  chief  points  of  contrast  are  the 
small  amount  of  animal  food  consumed,  the  variety 
of  articles  used  as  accompaniments  to  bread,  the 
substitution  of  milk  in  various  forms  for  our  liquors, 
and  the  combination  of  what  we  should  deem 
heterogeneous  elements  in  the  same  dish,  or  the 
same  meal.  The  chief  point  of  agreement  is  the 
large  consumption  of  bread,  the  importance  of 
which  in  the  eyes  of  the  Hebrew  is  testified  by  the 
use  of  the  term  kchem  (originally  food  of  any  kind) 
specifically  for  bread,  as  well  as  by  the  expression 
"staff  of  bread"  (Lev.  xxvi.  26;  Ps.  cv.  16;  Ez. 
iv.  16,  xiv.  13).  Simpler  preparations  of  corn  were, 
however,  common ;  sometimes  the  fresh  green  ears 
were  eaten  in  a  natural  state,''  the  husks  being 
rubbed  off  by  the  hand  (Lev.  xxiii.  1-1;  Dent,  xxiii. 
2-5;  2  K.  iv.  42;  Matt.  xii.  1;  Luke  vi.  1);  more 
frequently,  however,  the  grains,  after  being  carefully 
picked,  were  roasted  in  a  pan  over  a  fire  (Lev.  ii. 
14),  and  eaten  as  "  parched  com,"  in  which  form  it 
was  an  ordinary  article  of  diet,  particularly  among 
laborers,  or  others  who  had  not  the  means  of  dress- 
ing food  (Lev.  xxiii.  14;  Ruth  ii.  14;  1  Sam.  xvii. 
17,  XXV.  18;  2  Sam.  xvii.  28):  this  practice  is  still 
very  usual  in  the  I'^t  (cf.  Lane,  i.  251 ;  Robinson, 
Researches,  ii.  350).  Sometimes  the  grain  was 
bruised  (like  the  Greek /^o/en^rt,  Plin.  xviii.  14),  in 

which  state  it  was  termed  either  tt?^2  {ipiKTci, 
LXX. ;    A.  V.    "beaten"    Lev.    ii.    14,    16),   or 

^^2"*~)  {irTia-dvai,  Aquil.  Symni. ;  A.  V.  "com;" 
2  Sam.  xvii.  19;  cf.  Prov.  xxvii.  22),  and  then 
dried  in  the  sun ;  it  was  eaten  either  mixed  with 
oil  (I^v.  ii.  15),  or  made  into  a  soft  cake  named 

•^9"'"!5?  (A.  V.  "dough:"  Num.  xv.  20;  Neh. 
I  X.  37;  Ez.  xliv.  30).  The  Hebrews  used  a  great 
r  variety  of  articles  (John  xxi.  5)  to  give  a  relish  to 
\  bread.  Sometimes  salt  was  so  used  (Job  vi.  6),  as 
\     ve  learn  from  the  passage  just  quoted ;  sometimes 


«  There  is,  however,  no  occasion  to  appeal  to  the 
«bove  explanation,  for  the  common  flies  in  Egypt  well 
merit  the  epithet  of  "  devouring."  Mr.  Tristram  assures 
us  that  he  lias  had  his  ankles  and  instep  covered  with 
blood  trom  the  bite  of  the  common  tly,  as  he  lay  on 
the  sand  in  the  desert  with  his  boots  off. 
53 
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the  bread  was  dipped  into  the  sour  wine  (A.  V. 
vinegar  ")  which  the  laborers  drank  (Ruth  ii.  14); 
or,  where  meat  was  eaten,  into  the  gravy,  which 
was  either  ser\ed  up  separately  for  the  purpose,  as 
by  Gideon  (Judg.  vi.  19),  or  placed  in  the  middle 
of  the  meat  dish,  as  done  by  the  Arabs  (Burck- 
hardt.  Notes,  i.  63),  who.se  practice  of  dipping  bread 
ui  the  broth,  or  melted  fat  of  the  animal,  strongly 
illustrates  the  reference  to  the  sop  in  John  xiii.  26 
ff.  The  modem  Egyptians  season  their  bread  with 
a  sauce  '^  composed  of  various  stimulants,  such  as 
salt,  mint,  sesame,  and  chick-jjeas  (Lane,  i.  180). 
The  Syrians,  on  the  other  hand,  use  a  mixture  of 
savory  and  salt  for  the  same  purpose  (Russell,  i.  93). 
Where  the  above  mentioned  accessories  were  want- 
ing, fruit,  vegetables,  fish,  or  honey,  were  used.  In 
short  it  may  be  said  that  all  the  articles  of  food 
which  we  are  about  to  mention  were  mainly  viewed 
as  subordinates  to  the  staple  commodity  of  bread. 
The  various  kinds  of  bread  and  cakes  are  described 
under  the  head  of  Bkead. 

JlUk  and  its  preparations  hold  a  conspicuous 
place  in  eastem  diet,  as  affording  substantial 
nourishment ;  sometimes  it  was  produced  m  a  fresh 

state  (3vn '-  Gen.  xviii.  8),  but  more  generally 
in  the  form  of  the  modem  leban,  i.  e.  sour  milk 

(nWPQ;  A.  V.  "butter;"  Gen.  xviii.  8;  Judg. 
V.  25;  2  Sam.  xvii.  29).  The  latter  is  universally 
used  by  the  Bedouins,  not  only  as  their  ordinary 
beverage  (Burckhardt,  Notes,  i.  240),  but  mixed 
with  flour,  meat,  and  even  salad  (Burckhardt,  i. 
58,  63  ;  Russell,  Aleppo,  i.  118).  It  is  constantly 
offered  to  travellers,  and  in  some  parts  of  Arabia 
it  is  deemed  scandalous  to  take  any  money  in  return 
for  it  (Burckhardt,  Arabia,  i.  120).  For  a  certain 
sea.son  of  the  year,  khan  makes  up  a  great  part  of 
the  food  of  the  poor  in  Syria  (Russell,  /.  c).  Butter 
(Prov.  XXX.  33)  and  various  forms  of  coagulated 
milk,  of  the  consistency  of  the  modem  kaimnk  (.lob 
X.  10;  1  Sam.  xvii.  18;  2  Sam.  xvii.  29)  were  also 
used.     [Buttek;  Cheese;  Milk.] 

Fruit  was  another  source  of  subsistence:  figs 
stand  first  in  point  of  importance ;  the  early  sorts 

described  as  the  "  summer  fruit  "  (V?f2  5  Am.  viii. 

1,  2),  and  the  "  fii-st  ripe  frait "  (71^^22  :  Hos. 
ix.  10 ;  Mic.  vii.  1 )  were  esteemed  a  great  luxury, 
and  were  eaten  as  fresh  fmit ;  but  they  were  gen- 
erally dried  and  pressed  into  cakes,  similar  to  the 
date-cakes  of  the  Arabians  (Burckhardt,  Arabia,  i. 

57),  in  which  form  they  were  termed  D'^vS^ 
(ira\ddai,  A.  V.  "cakes  of  figs; "  1  Sam.  xxv.  18, 
XXX.  12;  1  Chr.  xii.  40),  and  occasionally  \^^|2 
simply  (2  Sam.  xvi.  1;  A.  V.  "summer  fruit"). 
Grapes  were  generally  eaten  in  a  dried  state  iis 

raisins  (D'^pS^ ;  ligaturm  uvce  passas,  Vulg. ;  1 
Sam.  xxv.  18,  XXX.  12;  2  Sam.  xvi.  1;  1  Chr.  xii. 
40),  but  sometimes,  as  before,  pressed  into  cakes, 

named  nC?''trW  (2  Sam.  vi.  19;  1  Chr.  ivi.  3; 

T     •  -: 
Cant.  ii.  5;  Hos.  iii.  1),  understood  by  the  LXX. 

as  a  sort  of  cake,  \iyauov  otjrb  TTiydvov,  and  bj 


6  This  custom  is  still  practiced  in  Palestine  (Robin' 
son's  Researches,  i.  493). 

c  The  later  Jews  named  this  sauce  nOl^n  (Mishn 
Pes.  2,  §  8) :  it  consisted  of  vinegar,  almonds,  and 
spice,  thickened  with  flour.  It  was  used  at  the  cele 
bration  of  the  Passover  (Pes.  10,  §  3). 
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the  A.  V.  as  a  "  flagon  of  wine."  Fruit-cake  forms 
a  part  of  the  daily  food  of  the  Arabians,  and  is 
particularly  adapted  to  the  wants  of  travellers ;  dis- 
solved in  water  it  aflords  a  sweet  and  refreshing 
drink  (Niebuhr,  Arabia^  p.  57;  Kussell,  Alcpjx),  i. 
82);  an  instance  of  its  stimulating  efiect  is  recorded 
in  1  Sam.  xxx.  12.  Apples  (probably  citrons)  are 
occasionally  noticed,  but  rather  in  reference  to  their 
fragrance  (Cant.  ii.  5,  vii.  8)  and  color  (Prov.  xxv. 
11),  than  as  an  article  of  food.  Dates  are  not 
noticed  in  Scripture,  unless  we  accept  the  rendering 

of  Y'^tl  ''i  *^'i^  LXX.  (2  Sam.  xvi.  1)  as  =  <poii>iKes\ 
it  can  hiirdly  be  doulited.  however,  that,  where  the 
pahii-tree  flourished,  as  in  the  neighborhood  of 
Jericho,  its  fruit  was  consumed;  in  Joel  i.  12  it  is 
reckoned  among  other  trees  valuable  for  their  fruit. 
The  poineffi-aiiate-tree  is  also  noticed  by  Joel ;  it 
yields  a  luscious  fruit,  from  which  a  sjiecies  of  wine 
was  expressed  (Cant.  viii.  2;  Hag.  ii.  19).  ]Melons 
were  grown  in  Egypt  (Num.  xi.  5),  but  not  in 
Palestine.  The  mulberry  is  undoubtedly  mentioned 
in  Luke  xvii.  (i  under  the  name  crvKifuvos',  the 

Hebrew  D'^SDS  so  translated  (2  Sam.  v.  23;  1 

Chr.  xiv.  14)  is  rather  doubtful;  the  Vulg.  takes 
it  to  mean  jjiars.  The  (rvKO/iopta  ("  sycamore," 
A.  v.;  Luke  xix.  4)  differed  from  the  tree  last 
mentioned ;  it  was  the  Egyptian  fig,  which  abounded 
in  Palestine  (1  K.  x.  27),  and  was  much  valued  for 
its  fruit  (1  Chr.  xxvii.  28;  Am.  vii.  14).  [Afplk; 
Cithon;  Fig;  Muliu:i!I{V-ti;ki:s;  Pai.m-tkee; 
Pomegkaxate;  Sycamink-thi:!-;;  Svcamoke.] 
Of  vegetables  we  have  most  frequent  notice  of 
lentils  (On.  xxv.  34;  2  Sam.  xvii.  28,  xxiii.  11; 
Ez.  iv.  9),  which  are  still  largely  used  by  the  Be- 
douins in  travelling  ( Burckliardt,  Arabia,  i.  Go); 
beans  (2  Sam.  xvii.  28;  Ez.  iv.  9),  which  still  form 
a  favorite  dish  in  Egypt  and  Arabia  for  breakfast, 
boiled  in  water  and  Ciiten  with  butter  and  pepper ; 
from  2  Sam.  xvii.  28  it  might  be  inferred  that 
beans  and  other  kinds  of  pulse  were  roasted,  as 

barley  was,  but  the  second  "*7P  '^^  ^''^*  verse  is 
probably  interjwlated,  not  appearing  in  the  LXX., 
and  even  if  it  were  not  so,  the  reference  to  pulse 
in  the  A.  V.,  as  of  deer  in  the  Vulg.,  is  wholly 
unwarranted;  cucumbers  (Xum.  xi.  6;  Is.  i.  8; 
Bar.  vi.  70  [or  Epist.  of  Jer.  70] ;  cf.  2  K.  iv.  39 
where  wild  gourds,  citcumeres  asintnl,  were  picked 
in  mistake  for  cucumbers);  leeks,  onions,  and  gar- 
lic, which  were  and  still  are  of  a  superior  quality 
in  ICgypt  (Xum.  xi.  5;  cf.  Wilkinson,  Anc.  Eijypt. 
ii.  374;  I^ne,  i.  251);  lettuce,  of  which  the  wild 
species,  lacluca  ajjreslis,  is  identified  with  the  Greek 
■niKpis  by  Pliny  (xxi.  65),  and  formed,  according 
to  the   LXX.  and  the  Vulg.,  the  "  bitter  herbs  " 

(D"^n"1^)  eaten  with  the  paschal  lamb  (Ex.  xii.  8; 
Num.  ix.  11);  endive,  which  is  stiU  well  known  in 
the  liast  (Kussell,  i.  91),  may  h.ave  l>een  included 
under  the  same  class.     In  addition  to  the  above  we 

have  notice  of  certain  "herbs"  (mmS  ?  2  K. 
iv.  39)  eaten  in  times  of  scarcity,  which  were  mal- 
lows according  to  the  Syriac  and  Arabic  versions, 
but  according  to  the  Talmud  a  vegetable  resem- 
bling the  Bi-assica  eruca  of  Linnaeus ;  and  again  of 

sea-purslane  (n^lv^  :  &Ai/ia:  A.  V.  "mallows") 

and  broom-root  (D^^iTl,  A.  V.  "  jimiper;  "  Job 
xxx.  4)  as  eaten  by  the  poor  in  time  of  famine,  un- 
less the  latter  were  gathered  as  fuel.     An  insipid 
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plant,  probably  purslane,  used  in  salad,  appears  to 
be  referred   to  in  Job  vi.  6,  mider  the  expression 

n^Xsbn  ~l''"1  ("  white  of  egg,"  A.  V.).  The 
usual  method  of  eating  vegetables  was  in  the  form 
of  jwttage  (T'l^  :  f\l/rifx.a'-  Jjulmentum  ;  Gen.  xxv. 
29;  2  K.  iv.  38^  Hag.  ii.  12):  a  meal  wholly  of 
vegetables  was  deemed  very  poor  fare  (Prov.  xv.  17; 
Dan.  i.  12;  Hom.  xiv.  2).  llie  modem  Arabians 
consume  but  few  vegetables:  radishes  and  leeks  are 
most  in  use,  and  are  eaten  raw  with  bread  (Burck- 
hardt,  Arabia,  i.  56).  [Hi:ans  ;  Cucumbek; 
Gaklic;  Gouun;  Leek;   Lkntilics;  Omox.] 

The  spices  or  condiments  known  to  the  Hebrews 
were  numerous;    cummin    (Is.  xxviii.   25;    Matt, 
xxiii.  23),  dill  (Matt,  xxiii.  23,  "anise,"  A.  V.),  ■, 
coriander  (Ex.  xvi.  31;  Xum.  xi.  7),  mint  (Jklatt.JI 
xxiii.  23),  rue  (Luke  xi.  42),  mustard  (Matt.  xiii.H 
31,  xvii.  20),  and  salt  (.Job  vi.  6),  which  is  reckoned^ 
among  "  the  pruicipal  things  for  the  whole  use  of 
man's  life"  (Ecclus.  xxxix.  26).    Nuts  (pistachios) 
and  almonds  (Gen.  xliii.  11)  were  also  used  as  whets 
to  the  appetite.     [Alwond-tkee;  Amse;  Cori- 
andek;    Cummin;    Mint;    Mustard;    Nuts; 
Spices.] 

In  addition  to  these  classes,  we  have  to  notice 
some  other  imjwrtant  articles  of  food :  in  the  first 
place,  honey,  whether  the  natural  product  of  the 
bee  (1  Sam.  xiv.  25;  Matt.  iii.  4),  which  aboimdg 
in  most  parts  of  Arabia  (Burckhardt,  Arabia,  i. 
54),  or  the  other  natural  and  artificial  productions 
included  under  that  head,  especially  the  i/ibs  of  the 
SyTians  and  Arabians,  i.  e.  grape -juice  boiled  down 
to  the  state  of  the  Roman  dtj'rutum,  which  is  still 
extensively  used  in  the  East  (Kussell,  i.  82);  the 
latter  is  supjwsed  to  be  referred  to  in  Gen.  xliii. 
11  and  I'2z.  xxvii.  17.  The  importance  of  honey, 
as  a  substitute  for  sugar,  is  obvious ;  it  was  both 
used  in  certain  kinds  of  cake  (though  prohibited 
in  the  case  of  meat  ofterings.  Lev.  ii.  11 )  as  in  the 
pastry  of  the  Arabs  (Burckhardt,  Arabia,  i.  54), 
and  was  also  eaten  in  its  natural  state  either  by 
itself  (1  Sam.  xiv.  27;  2  Sam.  xvii.  29;  1  K.  xiv. 
3),  or  in  conjunction  \vith  other  things,  even  with 
fish  (Luke  xxiv.  42).  "  Hutter  and  honey"  is  an 
expression  for  rich  diet  (Is.  vii.  15,  22);  such  a 
mixture  is  jx)pular  among  the  Arabs  (Burckhardt, 
Arabia,  i.  54).  "Milk  and  honey"  are  similarly 
coupled  together,  not  only  frequently  by  the  sacred 
writers,  as  expressive  of  the  richness  of  the  ])romised 
land,  l)Ut  also  by  the  (Jreek  poets  (cf.  Callim.  llymn, 
in  Jiw.  48;  Hom.  Od.  xx.  ()8).  Too  much  honey 
was  deemed  unwholesome  (Prov.  xxv.  27).  AVith 
regard  to  oil,  it  does  not  appear  to  have  been  used 
to  the  extent  we  might  have  anticijiated ;  the  mod- 
ern Arabs  only  employ  it  in  frying  fish  (Burckhardt, 
Arabia,  i.  54),  but  for  all  other  purposes  butter  ia 
substituted :  among  the  Hebrews  it  was  deemed  an 
expensive  luxury  (Prov.  xxi.  17),  to  be  reserved  fat 
fiestive  occasions  (1  ( 'hr.  xii.  40) ;  it  was  chiefly  used 
in  certain  kinds  of  cake  (l>ev.  ii.  5ft";  1  K.  xvii. 
12).  "  Oil  and  honey  "  are  mentioned  in  conjunc- 
tion with  bread  in  Ez.  xvi.  13,  18.  The  S)Tian8, 
especially  the  Jews,  eat  oil  and  honey  {dihs)  mixed 
together  (Kussell,  i.  80).  Eggs  are  not  often  no- 
ticed, but  were  evidently  known  as  articles  of  food 
(Is.  X.  14,  lix.  5;  Luke  xi.  12),  and  are  reckoned 
by  Jerome  {In  I'/iild/tk.  Paul.  i.  176)  among  the 
delicacies  of  the  table.     [Ho.ney  ;  Oil.] 

The  Orientals  have  lieen  at  all  times  sparing  in 
the  use  of  animal  food :  not  only  does  the  excessiv* 
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heat  of  the  climate  render  it  both  unwholesome  to 
eat  much  meat  (Niebiilir,  Descript.  p.  46),  and  ex- 
pensive from  the  necessity  of  immediately  consum- 
ing a  whole  animal,  but  beyond  this  the  ritual 
regulations  of  the  Slosaic  law  in  ancient,  as  of  the 
Koran  in  modern  times,  have  tended  to  the  s;ime 
result.  It  has  been  inferred  from  Gen.  ix.  3,  4, 
that  animal  food  was  not  permitted  before  the  flood : 
but  the  notices  of  the  fiock  of  Abel  (Gen.  iv.  2) 
and  of  the  herds  of  Jabal  (Gen.  iv.  20),  as  well  as 
the  distinction  between  clean  and  unclean  animals 
(Gen.  vii.  2),  favor  the  opposite  opinion;  and  the 
permission  in  Gen.  is.  3  may  be  held  to  be  only  a 
more  explicit  declaration  of  a  condition  impUed  in 
the  grant  of  universal  dominion  previously  given 
(Gen.  i.  28).  The  prohibition  then  expressed 
against  consuming  the  blood  of  any  animal  (Gen. 
ix.  4)  was  more  fully  developed  in  the  Levitical  kw, 
and  enforced  by  the  penalty  of  death  (I^v.  iii.  17, 
vii.  26,  xix.  26 ;  Deut.  xii.  16 ;  1  Sam.  xiv.  32  fF. ; 
Ez.  xliv.  7,  15),  on  the  ground,  as  stated  in  I^v. 
xvii.  11  and  Deut.  xii.  23,  that  the  blood  contained 
the  principle  of  hfe,  and,  as  such,  was  to  be  ottered 
on  the  altar ;  probably  there  was  an  additional  rea- 
son in  the  heathen  practice  of  consuming  blood  in 
their  sacrifices-  (Ps.  xvi.  4;  Ez.  xxxiii.  2.5).  The 
prohibition  applied  to  strangers  as  well  as  Israelites, 
and  to  all  kinds  of  be<ist  or  fowl  (I-^v.  vii.  26,  xvii. 
12,  13).  So  strong  was  the  feeling  of  the  Jews  on 
this  point,  that  the  Gentile  converts  to  Christianity 
were  laid  under  similar  restrictions  (Acts  xv.  20, 
29,  xxi.  2-5).  As  a  necessary  deduction  from  the 
above  principle,  aU  animals  which  had  died  a  nat- 
ural death  (Hv^?,  Deut.  xiv.  21),  or  had  been 

torn  of  beasts  ((IS^tp,  Ex.  xxii.  31),  were  also 
prohibited  (Lev.  xvii.  15;  cf.  Ez.  iv.  14),  and  to  be 
thrown  to  the  dogs  (Ex.  xxii.  31):  this  prohibition 
did  not  extend  to  strangers  (Deut.  xiv.  21).  Any 
person  infringing  this  rule  was  held  unclean  until 
the  evening,  and  was  obliged  to  wash  his  clothes 
(Lev.  xvii.  15).  In  the  N.  T.  these  cases  are  de- 
scribed under  the  term  iryiKT6v  (Acts  xv.  20), 
applying  not  only  to  what  was  strangled  (as  in 
A.  v.),  but  to  any  animal  from  which  the  blood 
was  not  regularly  poured  forth.  Similar  prohibi- 
tions are  contained  in  the  Koran  (ii.  175,  v.  4,  xvi. 
116),  the  result  of  which  is  that  at  the  present  day 
the  Arabians  eat  no  meat  except  what  has  been 
bought  at  the  shambles.  Certain  portions  of  the 
fat  of  sacrifices  were  also  forbidden  (Lev.  iii.  9,  10), 
as  being  set  apart  for  the  altar  {IjSv.  iii.  16,  vii. 
25;  cf.  1  Sam.  ii.  16  fF.;  2  Chr.  vii.  7):  it  should 
be  observed  that  the  term  in  Neh.  viii.  10,  trans- 
lated fit,  is  not  nbn,  but  D'^aau^a  =  the 

fatty  pieces  of  meat,  delicacies.  In  addition  to  the 
above,  Christians  were  forbidden  to  eat  the  flesh  of 
animals,  portions  of  which  had  been  offered  to  idols 
{eldaj\6doTa),  whether  at  private  feasts,  or  as 
bouglit  in  the  market  (Acts  xv.  29,  xxi.  25 ;  1  Cor. 
viii.  1  ff'. ).  All  beasts  and  birds  classed  as  unclean 
(I^v.  xi.  1  ffi;  Deut.  xiv.  4  ff.)  were  also  prohibited 
[Uncleax  Beasts  and  Birds]  :  and  in  addi- 
tion to  these  general  precepts  there  was  a  special 
prohibition  against  "  seething  a  kid  in  his  mother's 
milk"  (Ex.  xxiii.  19,  xxxiv.  26;  Deut.  xiv.  21), 
which  has  been  variously  understood,  by  Tahnudi- 
cal  writers,  as  a  general  prohibition  against  the  joint 
use  of  meat  and  milk  (Jlishna,  C/io/m,  cap.  8,  §  1); 
by  aiichaelis  {Mos.  Eecht,  iv.  210),  as  prohibiting 
use  of  fat  or  mUk,  as  compared  with  oil,  in 
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cooking;  by  Luther  and  Calvin,  as  prohibiting  the 
slaughter  of  young  animals ;  and  by  Bochart  and 
others,  as  discountenancing  cruelty  in  any  way. 
These  interpretations,  however,  all  fail  in  establish- 
ing any  connection  between  tlie  precepf  and  the 
offering  of  the  first-fruits,  as  implied  in  the  three 
passages  quoted.  More  probal)ly  it  has  reference 
to  certain  heathen  usages  at  tlieir  harvest  festivals 
(Maimonides,  More  Nebocli.  3,  48;  Spencer,  de 
Le;jg.  Jlebr.  Ritt.  p.  535  ft". ) :  there  is  a  remarkable 
addition  in  the  Samaritan  version  and  in  some 
copies  of  the  LXX.  in  Deut.  xiv.  21,  which  sup- 
ports this  view:  hs  yap  iroifi  toOto,  wail  acrird- 
Aa«a  diKTfi,  on  f^.iacrfj.d  icrrt  rw  Ofw  'landfi  (cf. 
Knobel,  Comintnt.  in  Ex.  xxiii.  19).  The  Hebrews 
further  abstained  from  eating  the  sinew  of  the  hip 

(ni^Hn  "T^'S,  Gen.  xxxii.  32),  in  memory  of  the 

struggle  betw^een  Jacob  and  the  angel  (comp.  ver. 
25).  The  LXX.,  the  Vulg.,  and  the  A.  V.  inter- 
pret the  ojra|  KiySfifvov  word  naslieh  of  the 
shriukmg  or  benumbing  of  the  muscle  {h  ivdpKr)- 
fffvi  qui  emarcuit:  "which  shrank"):  Josephus 
{Ant.  i  20,  §  2)  more  correctly  explains  it,  rb  viv- 
pov  rh  irKaTv ;  and  there  is  little  doubt  that  the 
nerve  he  refers  to  is  the  nervus  isclnadicus,  which 
attains  its  greatest  thickness  at  the  hip.  Tliere  is 
no  further  reference  to  this  custom  in  the  Bible ; 
but  the  Talmudists  {Cholin,  7)  enforced  its  observ- 
ance by  penalties. 

Under  these  restrictions  the  Heljrews  were  per- 
mitted the  free  use  of  animal  food :  generally  speak- 
ing they  only  availed  themselves  of  it  in  the  exer- 
cise of  hospitality  (Gen.  xviii.  7),  or  at  festivals  of 
a  religious  (Ex.  xii.  8),  public  (1  K.  i.  9;  1  Chr. 
xii.  40),  or  private  character  (Gen.  xxvii.  4;  Luke 
XV.  23);  it  was  only  in  royal  households  that  there 
was  a  daily  consumption  of  me;it  (1  K.  iv.  23; 
Neh.  V.  18).  The  use  of  meat  is  reserved  for  sim- 
ilar occasions  among  the  Bedouins  (Burckhardt's 
Notes,  i.  63).  The  animals  killed  for  meat  were  — 
calves  (Gen.  xviii.  7 ;  1  Sam.  xxviii.  24 ;  Am.  vi. 
4),  which  are  fui-ther  described  by  the  term  fatling 

(W"1P  =  fx6(TX'>^  airevrSs,  Luke  xv.  23,  and 
(TiTHTTa,  iNIatt.  xxii.  4 ;  2  Sam.  \i.  13 ;  1  K.  i.  9  ff^. ; 
A.  V.  "fat  cattle");  lambs  (2  Sam.  xii.  4;  Am. 
vi.  4);  oxen,  not  above  three  years  of  age  (1  K.  i. 
9;  Prov.  xv.  17;  Is.  xxii.  13;  Matt.  xxii.  4),  which 

were  either  stall-fed  (D^S'IS :  jxSff^oi  iK\eKTol), 

or  taken  up  fi-om  the  pastures  C^P"?  :  fi6fs  vofiddes ; 
1  K.  iv.  23);  kids  (Gen.  xxvii. '9;  Judg.  vi.  19; 
1  Sam.  xvi.  20);  harts,  roebucks,  and  fallow-deer 
(1  K.  iv.  23),  winch  are  also  brought  into  close 
connection  with  ordinary  cattle  in  Deut.  xiv.  5,  as 
though  holding  an  intermediate  pLace  between  tame 

and  wild  animals;  birds  of  various  kinds  (Q^"1S)2 : 
A.  V.  "fowls  ;  "  Neh.  v.  18;  the  LXX.,  how- 
ever, give  -xlfiapos,  as  though  the  reading  were 
□''T'D^) ;  quail  in  certain  parts  of  Arabia  (Ex. 
xvi.  13;  Num.  xi.  32);  poultry  (D'»"]2*15  ;  1  K. 
iv.  23 ;  understood  generally  by  the  LXX.,  opvidwv 
iKXeKTMV  ff  IT  find;  by  Kimchi  and  the  A.  V.  as 
fatted  fowl;  by  Gesenius,  Thesaur.  246,  as  geese, 
from  the  whiteness  of  their  plumage;  by  Thenius, 
Comm.  in  I.  c,  as  guinea-fowls,  as  though  the  word 
represented  the  call  of  that  bird);  partridges  (1 
Sam.  xxvi.  20);  fish,  with  the  exception  of  such  aa 
I  were  without  scales  and  fins  (Lev.  xi.  9 ;  Deut.  xi» 
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9),  both  salted,  as  was  probably  the  case  with  the 
sea-fish  brought  to  Jerusalem  (Neh.  xiii.  16),  and 
fresh  (Matt.  xiv.  19,  xv.  36;  Luke  xxiv.  42):  in 
our  Saviour'*  time  it  appears  to  have  been  the 
usual  food  about  the  Sea  of  Galilee  (Matt.  vii.  10); 
the  term  oif/dpLov  is  applied  to  it  by  St.  John  (vi. 
9 ;  xxi.  9  ft". )  in  the  restricted  sense  which  the  word 
obtained  among  the  later  Greeks,  as  =^sh.  Lo- 
custs, of  which  certain  species  only  were  esteemed 
clean  (I^v.  xi.  22),  were  occasionally  eaten  (Matt. 
iii.  4),  but  considered  as  poor  fare.  They  are  at 
the  present  day  largely  consumed  by  the  poor  lx)th 
in  Persia  (Morier's  Seamd  Journey,  p.  44)  and  in 
Arabia  (Niebuhr,  Voyar/e,!.  319);  they  are  salted 
and  dried,  and  roasted,  when  required,  on  a  frying- 
pan  with  butter  (Burckhardt's  Notes,  ii.  92;  Nie- 
buhr, I.  c). 

Meat  does  not  appear  ever  to  have  been  eaten  by 
itself;  various  accompaniments  are  noticed  in  Script- 
ure, as  bread,  milk,  and  sour  milk  (Gen.  x\iii.  8); 
bread  and  broth  (Judg.  vi.  19);  and  with  fish  either 
bread  (Matt.  xiv.  19,  xv.  36;  John  xxi.  9)  or 
honeycomb  (Luke  xxiv.  42):  the  instance  in  2 
Sam.  vi.    19    cannot  be   relied   on,  as   the   term 

"lQtt7S,  rendered  in  the  A.  V.  «  good  piece  of 
flesh,  after  the  Vulg.,  assatiira  bibulm  carnis, 
means  simply  a  jwrtion  or  measure,  and  may  ap- 
ply to  wine  as  well  as  meat.  For  tlie  modes  of 
preparing  meat,  see  Cooking;  and  for  the  times 
and  manner  of  eating.  Meals:  see  also  Fish, 
Fowl,  &c.,  Ac. 

To  pass  from  ordinary  to  occasional  sources  of 
subsistence  :  prison  diet  consisted  of  bread  and 
water  atlministered  in  small  quantities  (1  K.  xxii. 
27;  Jer.  xxxvii.  21);  pulse  and  water  was  consid- 
ered but  little  better  (Dan.  i.  12) ;  in  time  of  sor- 
row or  fasting  it  was  usual  to  abstain  either  alto- 
gether from  food  (2  Sam.  xii.  17,  20),  or  from 
meat,  wine,  and  other  deUcacies,  which  were  de- 
scribed as  niTlDn  on)?,  Ut.  bread  of  desires 
(Dan.  X.  3).  In  time  of  extreme  famine  the  most 
loathsome  food  was  swallowet! ;  such  as  an  ass's 
head  (2  K.  vi.  25),  the  ass,  it  must  be  remembered, 
being  an  unclean  animal  (for  a  parallel  case  comp. 
Plutarch,  Artaxerx.  24),  and  dove's  dung  (see  the 
article  on  that  subject),  the  dung  of  cattle  (Joseph. 
B.  J.  V.  13,  §  7),  and  even  possibly  their  own 
dung  (2  K.  xviii.  27).  The  consumption  of  hu- 
man flesh  was  not  altogether  unknown  (2  K.  vi. 
28 ;  cf.  Joseph.  B.  J.  vi.  3,  §  4),  the  passages  quoted 
supplying  instances  of  the  exact  fulfillment  of  the 
prediction  in  Deut.  xxviii.  56,  57;  comp.  also  La'n. 
ii.  20,  iv.  10 ;  Yji.  v.  10. 

With  regard  to  the  beverages  used  by  the  He- 
brews, we  have  already  mentioned  milk,  and  the 
probable  use  of  barley-water,  and  of  a  mixture 
resembling  the  modern  sherbet,  formed  of  fig-cake 
and  water.  The  Hebrews  probably  resembled  the 
Arabs  in  not  drinking  much  during  their  meals, 
but  concluding  them  with  a  long  draught  of  water. 
It  is  almost  needless  to  say  that  water  was  most 
generally  drunk.  In  addition  to  these  the  Hebrews 
were  acquainted  with  various  intoxicating  liquors, 
the  most  valued  of  which  was  the  juice  of  the 
grape,  while  others  were  described  under  the  gen- 
eral term  of  shechar  or  strung  drink  (I^v.  x.  9; 
Num.  vi.  3;  Judg.  xiii.  4,  7),  if  indeed  the  latter 
does  not  sometimes  include  the  former  (Num. 
ixviii.  7).  Tliese  were  reser\-ed  for  the  wealthy 
or  for  festive  occasions :  the  poor  consumed  a  sour 
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wine  (A.  "V.  "vinegar;"  Ruth  ii.  14;  Matt,  xxvil 

48),  calculated  to  quench  thirst,  but  not  anreeable 
to  the  taste  (Prov.  x.  26).  [Dkisk,  strong; 
Vinegar;  Water;  ^^'I^•E.]  W.  L.  B. 

*  It  is  not  correct  to  say  that  the  food  of  the 
Orientals  is  light  and  simjjie,  unless  meat  be  the 
only  henry  article.  They  use  an  inordinate  amount 
of  grease  in  cooking.  Eggs  ai-e  fried  in  twice  their 
bulk  of  fat,  or  butter,  or  oil.  llice  is  not  eaten 
except  drenched  with  butter.  A  stew  is  unheard 
of  unless  the  meat  and  vegetables  be  first  fried  in 
butter  or  fat,  that  they  may  drink  in  as  much  of 
the  fatty  matter  as  possible. 

Again,  they  are  famous  in  the  East  for  elaborate 
compounds.  Kibbe,  their  most  prized  article  of 
diet,  is  compounded  of  cracked  wheat,  boiled  and 
dried  previously  to  give  it  solidity,  beaten  up  with 
meat,  and  onions,  and  spices,  and  the  nut  of  a  spe- 
cies of  pine,  a  very  heavy  article  of  diet.  Esau's 
pottage  was  probably  compounded  with  lentiles,  oil, 
onions,  and  spices,  like  the  mcjedderah  of  the  pres- 
ent day.  Dysjiepsia  is  one  of  the  most  universal 
disorders  of  the  people,  and  arises  from  their  heavy 
and  unwholesome  food,  and  the  fact  that  their  heavy 
meal  is  taken  just  before  retiring  for  the  night. 

Again,  oil  is  not  used  merely  for  frying  fish,  but 
is  eaten  universally  in  place  of  butter  and  fat  dur- 
ing l>ent,  and  at  all  times  is  a  prominent  article  of 
diet.  I  know  of  a  single  family  where  they  use 
500  pounds  of  it  per  annum,  of  which  the  larger 
part  is  for  food.  There  are  twelve  to  fourteen  per- 
sons in  the  household.  G.  E.  P. 

*  FOOT,  Watering  with  the,  is  mentioned 
in  Deut.  xi.  10,  as  a  mark  of  the  inferiority  of 
Egypt  to  Palestine  in  regard  to  the  existence  there 
of  fountains  and  rivulets.  The  phrase  (whatever 
its  origin  may  be)  imports  that  the  Egyptians, 
owing  to  their  scanty  supphes  of  water,  were  obliged 
to  practice  a  careful,  pains-taking  economy  in  the 
use  of  such  means  of  irrigation  as  they  possessed. 
The  reference,  as  some  think,  is  to  a  reel  with  a  rope 
and  bucket  attached  to  it,  "  the  upper  part  of  which 
the  operator  drew  towards  him  with  his  hands, 
while  at  the  same  time  he  pushed  the  lower  part 
from  him  with  his  feet '"  (liol*.  Bibl.  Res.  ii.  351, 
and  note  ii.,  at  the  end  of  vol.  i.).  Niebuhr  gives  a 
drawing  of  such  a  machine  which  he  found  very  com- 
mon in  India  (lieisebcschr.  nach  Arubien,  i.  148), 
but  says  that  he  saw  it  only  once  in  I'^ypt.  The 
more  common  explanation  is  that  stated  under 
G.\rden.  _  In  addition  to  the  testimony  there, 
Dr.  Shaw  {Travels  in  Barbary  and  the  Levant,  ii. 
267)  says  of  the  modem  l^gyptians  that  they  plant 
their  various  sorts  of  pulse  in  rills,  and  that  when 
they  water  them,  "  they  stand  ready,  as  occasion 
requires,  to  stop  and  divert  the  torrent,  by  turning 
the  earth  against  it  with  the  foot,  and  oj)ening  at 
the  same  time,  with  a  mattock,  a  new  track  to  re- 
ceive it."  H. 

FOOTMAN,  a  word  employed  in  the  Author- 
ized Version  in  two  senses.  (1.)  (jenerally,  to  distin- 
guish those  of  the  people  or  of  the  fighting-men 
who  went  on  foot  from  those  who  were  on  horse- 
back or  in  chariots.     The  Hebrew  word  for  this  is 

"^^JIj  ''"i'^'t  from  regel,  a  foot.  The  LXX.  com- 
monly express  it  by  ire^oi,  or  occasionally  ray 
fidra- 

But  (2.)  The  word  occurs  in  a  more  special  sense 
(in  1  Sam.  xxii.  17  only),  and  a«  the  translation 

of  a  different  term  from  the  above  —  V^"^'  *"**"'• 
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This  passage  affords  the  first  mention  of  the  ex- 
istence of  a  lx)dy  of  swift  runners  in  attendance  on 
the  king,  though  such  a  thing  had  been  foretold 
by  Samuel  (1  Sam.  viii.  11).  This  body  api)ear  to 
have  been  afterwards  kept  up,  and  to  have  been 
distinct  from  the  body-guard  —  the  six  hundred, 
and  the  thirty  —  who  were  originated  by  David. 
See  1  K.  xiv.  27,  28;  2  Chr.  xii.  10,  11;  2  K.  xi. 

4,  6,  11,  13,  19.  In  each  of  these  cases  the  word 
is  the  same  as  the  above,  and  is  rendered  "  guard :  " 
but  the  translators  were  evidently  aware  of  its  sig- 
nification, for  they  have  put  the  word  "runners" 
in  the  margin  in  two  instances  (1  K.  xiv.  27;  2 
K.  xi.  13).  This  indeed  was  the  force  of  the  term 
"  footman  "  at  the  time  the  A.  Y.  wa-s  made,  as  is 
plaui  not  only  from  the  references  just  quoted,  but 
amongst  others  from  the  title  of  a  well-known  tract 
of  Bunyan's  —  The  Heavenly  Footman,  &r  a  De- 
scription of  the  Man  that  gets  to  Heaven,  on  1  Cor. 
ix.  24  (St.  Paul's  figure  of  the  race).  Swift  run- 
ning was  evidently  a  valued  accomplishment  of  a 
perfect  warrior  —  a  (/Mot;  as  the  Hebrew  word  is  — 
among  the  Israelites.  There  are  constant  allusions 
to  this  in  the  Bible,  though  obscured  in  the  A.  V., 
fix)m  the  translators  not  recognizing  the  technical 
sense  of  the  word  (jMoi:  Among  others  see  Ps. 
xix.  5;  Job  xvi.  14;  Joel  ii.  7,  where  "strong 
man,"  "giant,"  and  "mighty  man,"  are  all  ^zMor. 
David  was  famed  for  his  powers  of  running;  they 
are  so  mentioned  as  to  seem  characteristic  of  him 
(1  Sam.  xvii.  22,  48,  .51,  xx.  6),  and  he  makes  them 
a  special  subject  of  thanksgiving  to  God  (2  Sam. 
xxii.  30;  Ps.  xviii.  2!)).  The  cases  of  Cushi  and 
Ahimaaz  (2  Sam.  xviii.)  will  occur  to  every  one.  It 
is  not  imix)ssible  that  the  former —  "  the  Ethiopian," 
as  his  name  most  likely  is  —  had  some  peculiar 
mode  of  running.  [Cushi.]  Asahel  also  was  ■"  swift 
on  his  feet,"  and  tlie  Gadite  heroes  who  came 
across  to  David  in  his  difficulties  were  "  swift  as 
the  roes  upon  the  mountains:"  but  in  neither  of 
these  last  cases  is  the  word  rootz  employed.  The 
word  probably  derives  its  modem  sense  from  the 
custom  of  domestic  servants  running  by  the  side 
of  the  carriage  of  their  master.     [Guard.]      G. 

*  FORDS.     [See  Jordan,  iii.] 

FOREHEAD  (H^tt,  from  TOD,  rad.  inus. 
shine,  Gesen.  p.  815:  jxironroV-  frons).  The  prac- 
tice of  veiling  the  face  in  pubUc  for  women  of  the 
higher  classes,  especially  married  women,  in  the 
East,  sufficiently  stigmatizes  with  reproach  the  un- 
veiled face  of  women  of  bad  character  (Gen.  xxiv. 
65:  Jer.  iii.  3;  Niebuhr,  Voy.  i.  132,  149,  150; 
Shaw,  Travels,  p.  228,  240;  Hasselquist,  Travels, 
p.  58;  Buckingham,  Arab  Tribes,  p.  312;  I^ne, 
Mod.  Eg.  i.  72,  77,  225-248;  Burckhardt,  Travels, 
i.  233).  An  especial  force  is  thus  given  to  the 
term  "  hard  of  forehead  "  as  descriptive  of  audacity 
in  general  (Ez.  iii.  7,  8,  9 ;  comp.  Juv.  Sat.  xiv. 
242  —  "  Ejectum  attrita  de  fronte  ruborem  "). 

The  custom  among  many  oriental  nations  both 
of  coloring  the  face  and  forehead,  and  of  impressing 
on  the  body  marks  indicative  of  devotion  to  some 
special  deity  or  religious  sect,  is  mentioned  elsewhere 
[Cuttings  in  Flesh]  (Burckhardt,  Notes  on  Bed. 
i.  51 ;  Niebuhr,  Voy.  ii.  57 ;  Wilkinson,  Anc.  Eg. 
U.  342;  Lane,  Mod.  Eg.  i.  66).  It  is  doubtless 
»lluded  to  in  Rev.  (xiii.  16,  17,  xiv.  9,  xvii.  5,  xx. 
4),  and  in  the  opposite  direction  by  Ezekiel  (ix.  4, 

5,  6),  and  in  Rev.  (vii.  3,  ix.  4,  xiv.  1,  xxii.  4). 
The  mark  mentioned  by  I<^ekiel  with  approval  has 
been  supposed  to  be  the  figure  of  the  cross,  said  to 
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be  denoted  by  the  word  1.  ,  used,  ^^.  **  ,  de- 
ancient  Semitic  language  ((iesen.  p.  1495;  Spencer, 
de  Leg.  Hebr.  ii.  20,  3,  pp.  409,  413). 

It  may  have  been  by  way  of  contradiction  to 
heathen  practice  that  the  high-priest  wore  on  the 
front  of  his  mitre  the  golden  plate  inscribed  "  Holi- 
ness to  the  Lord"  (Ex.  xxviii.  36,  xxxix.  30; 
Spencer,  /.  c). 

The  "jewels  for  the  forehead,"  mentioned  by 
Ezekiel  (xvi.  12),  and  in  margin  of  A.  V.  Gen 
xxiv.  22,  were  in  all  probability  nose-rings  (Is.  iii. 
21;  I^ane,  Mod.  Eg.  iii.  225,226;  JIarmer,  Obs 
iv.  311,  312;  Gesen.  p.  870;  Winer,  s.  v.  Nasen 
ring).  The  Persian  and  also  Egyptian  women 
wear  jewels  and  strings  of  coins  across  their  fore- 
heads (Olearius,  Travels,  p.  317 ;  Lane,  Mod.  Eg. 
ii.  228).     [Nose-Jewkl.] 

For  the  use  of  frontlets  between  the  eyes,  see 
Fkontlets,  and  for  the  symptoms  of  leprosy  ap- 
parent in  the  forehead.  Leprosy.         H.  VV.  P. 

*  FORESKIN.     [Circumcision.] 

FOREST.  The  corresponding  Hebrew  terms 
are  "l^!;  ^T?n,  and  D^"19.  Tlie  first  of  these 
most  truly  expresses  the  idea  of  a  forest,  the  ety- 
mological force  of  the  word  being  abumlnnce,  and 
its  use  being  restricted  (with  the  exception  of  1 
Sam.  xiv.  26,  and  Cant.  v.  1,  in  which  it  refers  to 
honey)  to  an  abundance  of  trees.  The  second  is 
seldom  used,  and  applies  to  woods  of  less  extent, 
the  word  itself  involving  the  idea  of  what  is  being 
cut  down  {silva  a  cax/emlo  dicta,  Gesen.  Thesaur. 
p.  530):  it  is  only  twice  (1  Sam.  xxiii.  15  fF.;  2 
Chr.  xxvii.  4)  applied  to  woods  properly  so  called; 
its  sense,  however,  is  illustrated  in  the  other  pyas- 
sages  in  which  it  occurs,  namely.  Is.  xvii.  9  (A.  V. 
"  bough  "),  where  the  comparison  is  to  the  solitary 
relic  of  an  ancient  forest,  and  Ez.  xxxi.  S,  where  it 
applies  to  trees  or  foliage  sufficient  to  afford  shelter 
{froiulibusnemorosiis,  Vulg. ;  A.  V.  "  with  a  shadow- 
ing shroud  ").  The  third,  pardes  (a  word  of  foreign 
origin,  meaning  a  park  or  plantation,  whence  also 
comes  the  (Jreek  trapaSetcros},  occurs  only  once  in 
reference  to  forest  trees  (Xeh.  ii.  8),  and  appro- 
priately expresses  the  care  with  which  the  forests 
of  Palestine  were  preserved  under  the  Persian  rule, 
a  regular  warden  being  appointed,  without  whose 
sanction  no  tree  could  be  felled.  Elsewhere  the  word 
describes  an  orchard  (Eccl.  ii.  5;  (^ant.  iv.  13). 

Although  Palestine  has  never  been  in  historical 
times  a  woodland  country,  yet  there  can  be  no 
doubt  that  there  was  much  more  wood  formerly 
than  there  is  at  present.  It  is  not  improbable  that 
the  highlands  were  once  covered  with  a  primeval 
forest,  of  which  the  celebrated  oaks  and  terebinths 
scattered  here  and  there  were  the  relics.  The 
woods  and  forests  mentioned  in  the  Bible  appear 
to  have  been  situated  where  they  are  usually  found 
in  cultivated  countries,  in  the  valleys  and  defiles 
that  lead  down  from  the  high  to  the  lowlands  and 
in  the  adjacent  plains.  They  were  therefore  of  no 
great  size,  and  correspond  rather  with  the  idea  of 
the  I>atin  saltus  than  with  our  forest. 

(1.)  The  wood  of  Epbraim  was  the  most  exten- 
sive. It  clothed  the  slopes  of  the  hills  that  bordered 
the  plain  of  Jezreel,  and  the  plain  itself  in  the 
neighborhood  of  Beth-shean  (Josh.  xvii.  15  fF.),  ex- 
tending, perhaps,  at  one  time  to  Tabor,  which  is 
translated  Spufids  by  Theodotion  (Hos.  v.  1),  and 
which  is  still  well  covered  witli  forest  trees  (Stanley, 
p.  350).    (2.)  The  wood  of  Bethel  (2  K.  ii.  23,  24) 
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9)  i)f  situated  in  the  ravine  which  descends  to  the 
[)iiCia  of  Jericlio.  (3.)  The  forest  of  Hareth  (1 
Sani.  xxii.  5)  was  somewhere  on  the  border  of  the 
Philistine  plain,  in  the  southern  part  of  Judah. 
(4.)  The  wood  through  which  the  Israelites  passed 
in  their  pursuit  of  the  Philistines  (1  Sam.  xiv.  25) 
was  proliahly  near  Aijalon  (comp.  v.  31),  in  one 
of  tlie  valleys  leading  down  to  the  plain  of  I'hilistia. 
(5.)  The  '-wood"  (Ps.  cxxxii.  6)  implied  in  the 
name  of  Kirjath-jearim  (1  Sam.  vii.  2)  must  have 
been  siniilai;ly  situated,  as  also  (6.)  were  the 
"forests"  (choresh)  in  which  Jotham  placed  his 
forts  (2  Chr.  xxvii.  4).  (7.)  The  plain  of  Sharon 
was  partly  covered  with  wood  (Strab.  xvii.  p.  758), 
whence  the  LXX.  give  Spvix6s  as  an  equivalent 
(Is.  Ixv.  10).  It  has  still  a  fair  amount  of  wood 
(Stenley,  p.  260).  (8.)  The  wood  (choresh)  in 
the  wilderness  of  Ziph.  in  which  David  concealed 
himself  (1  Sam.  xxiii.  15  ff.),  lay  S.  E.  of  Hebron. 

The  gi^eater  portion  of  Peraja  was,  and  still  is, 
covered  with  forests  of  oak  and  terebinth  (Is.  ii.  13; 
Ez.  xxvii.  6;  Zech.  xi.  2;  comp.  Buckingham's 
Palestine,  pp.  103  ft'.,  240  ff.;  Stanley,  p.  324). 
A  portion  of  this  near  ilahanaim  was  known  as  the 
"wood  of  Ephraini"  (2  Sam.  xviii.  6),  in  which 
the  battle  tetween  David  and  Absalom  took  place. 
Whier  (art.  Wuhkr)  places  it  on  the  west  side 
of  the  Jordan,  but  a  comparison  of  2  Sam.  xvii. 
26,  xviii.  3,  23,  proves  the  reverse.  The  state- 
ment in  xviii.  23,  in  particular,  marks  its  position 
as  on  the  highlands,  at  some  little  distance  from 
the  valley  of  the  Jordan  (comp.  Joseph.  Aid.  vii. 
10,  §§  1,  2). 

The  house  of  the  forest  of  Lebanon  (1  K.  vii.  2, 
X.  17,  21 ;  2  (,'hr.  ix.  10,  20)  was  so  called  probably 
from  being  fitted  up  with  cedar.  It  has  also  been 
explained  as  referring  to  the  forest-like  rows  of 
cedar  pillars.  The  number  and  magnificence  of  the 
cedars  of  I>ebanon  is  frequently  noticed  in  the 
poetical  jwrtions  of  tlie  Bible.  The  forest  generally 
supplied  Hebrew  writers  with  an  image  of  pride 
and  exaltation  doomed  to  destruction  (2  K.  xix. 
23;  Is.  X.  18,  xxxii.  19,  xxxvii.  24;  Jer.  xxi.  14, 
xxii.  7,  xlvi.  23;  Zech.  xi.  2),  as  well  as  of  unfruit- 
iiilness  as  contrasted  with  a  cultivated  field  or 
vineyard  (Is.  xxix.  17,  xxxii.  15;  Jer.  xxvi.  18; 
Hos.  ii.  12).  W.  L.  B. 

*  FORNICATION.     [Adultery.] 
FORTIFICATIONS.     [Fenced  Cities.] 
FORTUNA'TUS      (^-opTouvoTos      [Utin, 

happy,  foi-tuwite],  1  Cor.  xvi.  17),  one  of  three 
Corinthians,  the  others  being  Stephanas  and 
Achaicus,  who  were  at  Ephesus  when  St.  Paul 
wrote  his  first  Epistle.  Some  have  supposed  that 
they  were  ol  X\orjs,  alluded  to  1  Cor.  i.  11;  but 
the  language  of  irony,  in  which  the  Apostle  must 
in  that  case  be  inter])reted  in  ch.  xvi.  as  speaking 
of  their  presence,  would  become  sarcasm  too  cutting 
for  80  tender  a  heart  as  St.  Paul's  t«  have  uttered 
among  his  valedictions.  "  llie  household  of 
Stephanas "  is  mentioned  in  ch.  i.  10  as  having 
been  baptized  by  liimself :  jjcrhaps  Fortunatus  and 
Achaicus  may  have  lieen  members  of  that  house- 
hold. There  is  a  Fortunatus  mentioned  at  the  end 
^f  Clement's  first  I':pistle  to  the  Corinthians,  who 
iras  possibly  the  same  |>erson.  H.  A. 

*  FOUNDER.     [Handicraft,  I.] 

FOUNTAIN.     (1.)  I^y,  from  W,  iofow; 

also  signifies  an  "eye,"  Gesen.  p.  1017.  (2.)  l^^P 
(from  1),  a  well-watered  place;  sometimes  in  A.  V. 
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"well,"  or    "spring."     (3.)    D^tt  S^'ltt,  fhxn 

^^^)  fo  ffo  forth,  Gesen.  p.  613 ;  a  gushing  forth 

of  waters.     (4.)  "Ilptt,  from  ^^p,  to  diff,  Gesen. 

p.  1209.     (5.)  V^2ip,  from  'S'2'2,  to  bubble  fm-th, 

Gesen.  p.  845.  (6.)  ^2,  or  rihi,  from  bb|, 
to  roll,  Gesen.  p.  288,  all  usually:  irriyf],  or  irriyii 
SSaros'-  fons  fmdfons  aquai-um.  The  sj^ecial  use 
of  these  various  terms  will  be  found  examined  in 
the  Appendix  to  Stanley's  Sinai  and  Palestine. 

Among  the  attractive  features  presented  by  the 
J^nd  of  Promise  to  the  nation  migrating  from 
Egypt  by  way  of  the  desert,  none  would  be  more 
striking  than  the  natural  gush  of  waters  from  the 
ground.  Instead  of  watering  his  field  or  garden, 
as  in  Egypt,  "  with  his  foot "  (Shaw,  Travels,  p. 
408),  the  Hebrew  cultivator  was  taught  to  look 
forward  to  a  land  "  drinking  water  of  the  rain  of 
heaven,  a  land  of  brooks  of  water,  of  fountains  and 
dei)ths  springing  from  valleys  and  hiUs "  (Deut. 
viii.  7,  xi.  11).  In  the  desert  of  Sinai,  "  the  few 
living,  jierhaps  perennial  springs,"  by  the  fact  of 
their  rarity  assume  an  importance  hardly  to  be  im- 
derstood  in  moister  climates,  and  more  than  justify 
a  poetical  expression  of  national  rejoicing  over  the 
discovery  of  one  (Num.  xxi.  17).  But  tlie  springs 
of  Palestine,  though  short-lived,  are  remarkable  for 
their  abundance  and  beauty,  especially  those  which 
fall  into  the  Jordan  and  its  lakes  throughout  its 
whole  course  (Stanley,  S.  <f  P.  pp.  17, 12-2.' 123, 295, 
373,  509;  Burckhardt,  Syria,  p.  344).  The  spring 
or  fountain  of  living  water,  the  "  eye  "  of  the  land- 
scape (see  No.  1),  is  distinguished  in  all  oriental 
languages  from  the  artificially  sunk  and  inclosed 
well  (Stanley,  p.  509).  Its  importance  is  implied  by 
the  number  of  topographical  names  conifxiunded 
with  En,  or  Mm  (Arab.) :  En-gedi,  'Ain-jidy, 
"spring  of  the  gazelle,"  may  sene  as  a  striking 
instance  (1  Sam.  xxiii.  29;  Reland,  p.  703;  Rob- 
inson, i.  504;  Stanley,  App.  §  50).     [See  Ain.] 


Fouutuiu  at  Nazareth,     (liol'crts.) 

Tke  volcanic  agency  which  has  oj)erated  so  power- 
fully in  Palestine,  has  from  very  early  times  given 
tokens  of  its  working  in  tlie  warm  springs  which 
are  found  near  the  sea  of  Galilee  and  the  l>ead  S«. 
One  of  them,  En-eglaim,  the  "  spring  of  ciUves," 
at  the  N.  V..  end  of  the  latter,  is  probably  ideutioal 
with  Callirrht.e,  mentioned  by  Josephus  as  a  place 
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resorted  to  by  Herotl  in  his  last  illness  (Joseph. 
B.  J.  i.  33,  §  5;  Kitto,  Phys.  Geogr.  of  Pal.  120, 
121;  Stanley,  S.  </  /'.  285).  His  son  Philip  built 
the  town,  which  he  named  Tiberias,  at  the  sul- 
phureous hot-sprinsTs  at  the  S.  of  the  sea  of  Galilee 
(Joseph.  Ant.  xviii.  2,  §  3;  llasselquist,  Travels, 
App.  283;  Kitto,  114;  Burckhardt,  Sijnu,  328, 
330).  Other  hot-springs  are  found  at  seven  miles 
distance  from  Tiberias,  and  at  Oinktis  ((iadara) 
(Reknd,  775;  Burckhardt,  276,  277;  Kitto,  116, 
118). 

Jenisalem,  though  mainly  dependent  for  its  sup- 
ply of  water  upon  its  rain-water  cistenis,  appears 
from  recent  inquiries  to  have  possessed  either  more 
than  one  jjerennial  spring,  or  one  issuing  by  more 
than  one  outlet.  To  this  agree  the  "  fons  perennis 
aqu£e  "  of  Tacitus  {Hist.  v.  12),  and  the  uiaTwv 
aveK\itirTos  arvffTacns  of  Aristeas  (Joseph,  ii.  112, 
ed.  Havercainp. ;  liobinson,  i.  343,  345;  Williams, 
Holy  City,  ii.  458,  408;  Kaumer,  p.  298;  Ez.  xlvii. 
1,  12;  Kitto,  P/iys.  Geogr.  pp.  412,  415).     [Cis- 

TEENS;    SiLOAJI.] 

In  the  towers  built  by  Herod,  Josephus  says 
there  were  cisterns  with  x^'^'fovpyrjiJ.aTa  through 
which  water  was  poured  forth :  these  may  have 
been  statues  or  figures  containing  spouts  for  water 
after  Koinan  models  (I'lin.  J\pist.  v.  6;  Hi  N. 
xxxvi.  15,  121;  Joseph.  B.  J.  v.  4,  §  4). 

No  Eastern  city  is  so  well  supplied  with  water 
as  Damascus  (K/irly  Trav.  p.  294).  In  oriental 
cities  fjenerally  pul)lic  fountains  are  frequent  (Poole, 
Englishw.  in  Kgypt,  i.  180).  Traces  of  such  fount- 
ains at  Jerusalem  may  perhaps  be  found  in  the 
names  En-Kogel  (2  Sam.  xvii.  17),  the  "  Dragon- 
well"  or  fountain,  and  the  "gate  of  the  fountain  " 
(Neh.  ii.  13,  14).  The  water  which  supplied  Sol- 
omon's pools  near  Bethlehem  was  conveyed  to  them 
by  subterranean  channels.  In  these  may  perhaps 
be  found  the  "  sealed  fountain  "  of  Cant.  iv.  12 
(Hasselquist,  p.  145;  Maundrell,  luirly  Trav.  p. 
457).  The  fountain  of  Nazareth  bears  a  traditional 
antiquity,  to  which  it  has  probably  good  derivative, 
if  not  actual  claim  (Roberts,  Views  in  Palestine, 
i.  21,  20,  33;  Col.  Ch.  Chrofl.  No.  cxxx.  p.  147; 
Fisher's  Views  in  Syria,  i.  31,  iii.  44). 

H.  W.  P, 


So-called  "  Founkaia  "  of  Cana.     (From  Roberts.) 

*  FOUNTAIN-GATE.      [Jerusalem,  I., 
13,  and  HI.,  viii.] 

Ii'OWL.     Several  distinct  Hebrew  and  Greek 
wotds  are  thus  rendered  in  the  A.  V.  of  the  Bible. 

Of  these  the  most  common  is  ^"IV,  which  is  usually 
a  collective  term  for  all  kinds  of  birds,  frequently 
with  the  addition  of  D^ttB^n,  "of  the  skies." 
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U]S  is  a  collective  term  for  birds  of  prey,  de- 
rived from  13"'37,  "to  attack  vehemently."  It  is 
translated  fowl  in  Gen.  xv.  11,  Job  xxviii.  7,  Is. 
xviii.  6. 

")*1Q:?  (Chald.  -15^),  from  root  ID^,  "to 
hiss,"  is  also  a  collective  term  for  birds,  thcugb  oc- 
casionally rendered  by  swallow  and  spavroie.  For 
the  collective  use  of  the  wonJ  see  Deut.  iv.  17;  Ps 
viii.  8;  Ez.  xvii.  23;  and  Dan.  iv.  12.  In  Neh. 
V.  18,  the  word  seems  to  have  the  special  sense 
which  "fowl"  has  with  us,  as  it  is  enumerated 
among  the  viands  provided  for  Nehemiah's  table. 

In  1  K.  iv.  23,  among  tlie  daily  pmvisions  for 
Solomon's  table  "fatted  fowl"  are   included,  the 

Hebrew  words  being  D'^D^^N  D''"]12"12.  Gese- 
nius  prefers  to  translate  this  "  fatted  geese,"  refer- 
ring the  word  to  the  root  "1^2,  "to  be  pure," 
because  of  the  pure  whiteness  of  the  bird.  He 
gives  reasons  for  beheving  that  the  same  word  in 
the  cognate  languages  included  also  the  meaning 
of  swan. 

In  the  N.  T.  the  word  translated  "fowls"  is 
most  frequently  to  Tveniva,  which  comprehends  all 
kinds  of  birds  (hicluding  ravens,  Luke  xii.  24); 
but  in  Rev.  xix.  17-21,  where  the  context  shows 
that  birds  of  prey  are  mefint,  the  (ireek  is  ra  uppta. 
The  same  distinction  is  obsened  in  the  apocryphal 
writings :  comp.  Jud.  xi.  7,  Ecclus.  xvii.  4,  xliii. 
14,  with  2  JIacc.  xv.  33.  W.  D. 

[The  following  supplement  to  the  preceding  art- 
icle appears  under  Bikds  in  the  Englisli  edition, 
but  was  omitted  in  reprinthig,  tlirough  the  misun- 
derstandhig  of  a  reference  in  tlie  Appendix.  As 
"birds"  and  "fowls"  are  used  in  precisely  the 
same  sense  in  the  A.  V.,  it  is  better  that  the  two 
articles  should  be  united.] 

Birds  are  mentioned  as  articles  of  food  in  Deut. 
xiv.  11,  20,  the  intermediate  verses  containing  a 
list  of  unclean  birds  which  were  not  to  be  eaten. 
There  is  a  similar  list  in  Lev.  xi.  13-1!).  From 
Job  vi.  6,  Luke  xi.  12,  w^e  find  that  the  eggs  of 
birds  were  also  eaten.  Quails  and  pigeons  are 
edible  birds  mentioned  in  the  O.  T.  Our  Saviour's 
mention  of  the  hen  gathering  her  chickens  under 
her  wing  implies  that  the  domestic  fowl  was  known 
in  Palestine.  The  art  of  snarmg  wild  birds  is  re- 
ferre<l  to  in  Ps.  cxxiv.  7 ;  Prov.  i.  17,  vii.  23 ;  Am 
iii.  5;  Hos.  v.  1,  vii.  12.  The  cage  full  of  birds  in 
Jer.  V.  27  was  a  trap  in  which  decoy-birds  were 
placed  to  entice  others,  and  furnished  with  a  trap- 
door which  could  be  dropped  by  a  fowler  watching 
at  a  distance.  Tliis  practice  is  mentioned  in  Ecclus. 
xi.  30  {irepSt^  6rip€VTi]s  eV  KapTaWec;  comp. 
Arist.  Hist.  Anim.  ix.  8).  In  Deut.  xxii.  6  it  is 
commanded  that  an  Israelite  finduig  a  bird's-nest  in 
his  path  might  take  the  young  or  the  eggs,  but 
must  let  the  hen-bird  go.  By  this  means  the 
extirpation  of  any  sjjecies  was  guarded  against 
Comp.  Phocyl.  Carm.  80  ff. :  — 

liLTfrepa  S'  cKTTpoAiTrois,  iV  eX7l5  "■"^i  ■nja'Se  veorrovi. 

Birds  were  not  ordinarily  used  as  victims  in  the 
Jewish  sacrifices.  They  were  not  deemed  valuable 
enough  for  that  purpose;  but  the  substitution  of 
turtle-doves  and  pigeons  was  permitted  to  the  poor 
and  in  the  sacrifice  for  purification.  The  way  of 
offering  them  is  detailed  in  l^v.  i.  15-17,  and  v.  8 
and  it  is  worthy  of  notice  that  the  practice  of  not 
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dividing  them,  wliich  was  the  case  iu  other  victims, 
was  of  high  aiitiquit}'  (Gen.  xv.  10). 

The  abundance  of  birds  in  the  I'^st  has  been 
mentioned  by  many  travellers.  In  Curzon's  Moiv- 
astertes  of  the  Levant,  and  in  Stanley's  Sinai  and 
Palestine,  this  abundance  is  noticed ;  by  the  latter 
in  connection  with  his  admirable  illustration  of  the 
|)aral)Ie  of  the  sower  (Matt.  xiii.  4).  (Comp.  Ros- 
eimiiiller,  Morgenl.  v.  59.) 

The  nests  of  birds  were  readily  allowed  by  the 
Oi-ientals  to  remain  in  their  t«mples  and  sanctuaries, 
as  though  they  had  placed  themselves  under  the 
protection  of  God  (comp.  Herod,  i.  159;  MYi^n, 
V.  II.  V.  17).  There  is  probably  an  allusion  to  this 
in  Ps.  lx.xxiv.  3. 

The  seasons  of  migration  observed  by  birds  are 
noticed  in  Jer.  viii.  7.  Birds  of  song  are  men- 
tioned in  Ps.  civ.  12;  Eccl.  xii.  4.  Ducks  and 
geese  are  supposed  to  be  meant  by  the  word 
D"*"12"^2  in  1  K.  iv.  23.  W.  D. 

FOWLER.     [Sparrow.] 

FOX  (by^ir,  shiCal:  &Acoir^|).  The  root  of 
7^^C7  is  7l7tt7,  "  to  break  through,  to  make  hol- 
low;" and  hence  its  application  to  the  fox,  which 
burrows.  The  term,  probably,  in  its  use  by  the 
Hebrews,  included  the  jackal  as  well  as  the  com- 
mon fox;  for  some  of  the  passages  in  which  A.  V. 
renders  it  "fox"  suit  that  animal,  while  others 
better  represent  the  habits  of  the  jackal. 

The  fox  is  proverbially  fond  of  grajies,  and  a  very 
destructive  visitor  to  vineyards  (Cant.  ii.  15).  The 
proverbially  cunning  character  of  the  fox  is  alluded 
to  in  Ez.  xiii.  4  and  Luke  xiii.  32,  where  the 
prophets  of  Israel  are  said  to  be  like  foxes  in  the 
desert,  and  where  our  Saviour  calls  Herod  "  that 
fox."  His  habit  of  burrowing  among  ruins  is  re- 
ferred to  in  Neh.  iv.  3  and  Lam.  v.  18  (see  also 
Matt.  viii.  20).  In  Judg.  xv.  4,  and  in  Ps.  Ixiii. 
10,  it  seems  probable  that  the  jackal  rather  than 
the  fox  is  spoken  of.  Tlie  Kabbinical  writers  make 
frequent  mention  of  the  fox  and  his  habits.  In 
the  Talmud  it  is  said,  "  The  fox  does  not  die  from 
being  under  the  earth :  he  is  used  to  it,  and  it  does 
not  hurt  him."  And  again,  "He  has  gained  as 
much  as  a  fox  in  a  ploughed  field,"  )'.  e.  nothing. 
Another  proverb  relating  to  him  is  this :  — 
"  If  the  fox  be  at  the  rudder. 
Speak  hiin  fairly,  '  My  dear  brother.'  " 

Both  the  fox  and  the  jackal  are  common  in  Pal- 
estine; the  latter  name  being  probably  connected 
with  the  Heb.  shu'cil;  Fr.  chacal;  Germ,  schakal; 
Sanskr.  gi-ikdla,  i^riydla. 

A  curious  instance  of  a  not  unfrequent  error  in 
the  LXX.  will  be  found  in  1  K.  xx.  10,  where 
ihu'dlim,  foxes,  has  been  read  for  salim,  handl'uls, 
and  rendered  accordingly.  AV.  D. 

There  can  be  no  doubt  that  the  Hebrew  word 

sftu'dl  (yVAW)  denotes  the  "jackal"  (Canis  au- 
reiis),  as  well  as  "  the  fox."  'i'he  passage  in  Ps. 
Ixiii.  10,  "they  shall  tie  a  portion  for  slitVdlim," 
evidently  refers  to  "jackals,"  which  are  ever  ready 
to  prey  on  the  dead  bodies  of  the  slain.  Indcecl, 
we  are  inclined  to  think  that  the  "jackal"  is  tlie 
animal  more  particularly  signifietl  in  almost  all  the 
passages  in  the  O.  T.  where  the  Hebrew  term  oc- 
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curs.  The  partiality  for  grapes  is  nearly  as  strong 
in  the  jackal  as  in  the  fox; «  and  there  can  be  no 
doubt  that  the  Hebrew  shudl,  the  Persian  shagal, 
the  Gennan  schakal,  and  the  English  jackal, '  are 
all  connected  with  each  other. 


«  We  remember  Rome  years  ago  testing  thla  fond- 
Dexs  for  grapes  in  tlie  jackals,  foxes,  and  wolves.  In  the 
Regent's  Park   Zoological   Gardens.      The  two  first- 


Jackal.      Canis  aiiretii. 

The  slnVdlim  of  Judg.  xv.  4  are  evidently 
"jackals,"  and  not  "foxes,"  for  the  former  animal 
is  gregarious,  whereas  the  latter  is  solitary  in  its 
habits ;  and  it  is  in  the  highest  degree  improbable 
that  Samson  should  ever  Jiave  succeeded  in  catch- 
ing so  many  as  300  foxes,  whereas  he  could  readily 
have  "  tiiken  in  snares,"  as  the  Hebrew  verb  (^Db) 
properly  means,  so  many  jackals,  which  go  together 
for  the  most  part  in  lai-ge  groups.  The  whole  pas- 
sage, which  describes  the  maiiiitT  iu  wliicli  Samson 
avenged  himself  on  the  Pliilistines  )>y  tving  the 
tails  of  two  jackals  togetlier,  villi  a  tiielirand  be- 
tween them,  and  then  sending  them  into  the  stand- 
ing corn  and  orchards  of  his  enemies,  has,  it  is 
well  known,  been  the  subject  of  much  dispute.  Dr. 
Kennicott  (Remai-ks  mi  Select  Fassayes  in  the  0. 
T.,  Oxford,  1787,  p.  100)  proposed,  on  the  author- 
ity of  seven  Heb.  MSS.,  to  read  shedlhn  (cb'SW), 
"sheaves"  (?),  instead  of  shU'dlim  (C"*72?!)27), 
leaving  out  the  letter  »,  the  meaning  then  being, 
siAply,  that  Samson  took  300  sheaves  of  corn,  and 
put  end  to  end  ("tail  to  tail"),  and  then  set  a 
burning  torch  between  them.  (See  also  what  an 
anonymous  French  author  has  written  under  the 
title  of  Rdnnrds  de  Savisan,  and  his  arguments  re- 
futed in  a  treatise,  "  De  Vulpibus  Simson*is,"  by 
15.  H.  Gebhard,  in  Tlies.  Nov.  Thtol.  Phil.  i.  553 
fF.)  Tlie  proposed  reading  of  Kennicott  has  de- 
servedly found  little  favor  with  commentators.  Not 
to  mention  the  authority  of  the  important  old  ver- 
sions which  are  opposed  to  this  view,  it  is  pretty 
certain  that  shedlim  cannot  mean  "  sheaves."  Th« 
word,  which  occurs  only  three  times,  <l('iiotes  in  Is. 
xl.  12  "the  hollow  of  the  hand,"  and  in  1  K.  xx. 
10,  i:z.  xiii.  19,  "  handfuls." 

The  difficulty  of  the  whole  passage  consists  in 
understanding  how  two  animals  tied  togetlier  by 
their  tails  would  run  far  in  the  same  direction. 
Col.  H.  Smith  (in  Kitto's  Cyc.  art.  Shiral)  ob- 
serves, "  they  would  assuredly  pull  counter  to  each 
other,  and  ultimately  fight  most  fiercely."  Prob- 
ably they  would ;  but  it  is  only  fair  to  remember,* 


named  animalg  ate   the  fniit  with  avidity,  but 
wolves  would  not  touch  it. 
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in  reply  to  the  objections  which  critics  have  ad- 
vanced to  this  transaction  of  the  Hebrew  judge, 
that  it  has  yet  to  be  demonstrated  that  two  jackals 
united  by  their  tails  icmdd  run  counter,  and  thus 
defeat  the  intendefl  purpose;  in  so  important  a 
matter  as  the  verification  of  a  Scripture  narrative 
the  proper  course  is  experimental  where  it  can  be 
resorted  to.  Again,  we  know  nothing  as  to  the 
lenfjth  of  the  cord  which  attached  the  animals,  a 
consideration  which  is  obviously  of  much  import- 
ance in  the  question  at  issue,  for  :is  jackals  are  gre- 
garious, the  couples  would  naturally  run  together 
if  we  allow  a  length  of  cord  of  two  or  three  yards, 
esiiecially  when  we  reflect  that  the  terrified  animaK 
would  endeavor  to  escape  as  far  as  possible  out  of 
the  reach  of  their  captor,  and  make  the  best  of  their 
way  out  of  his  sight.  Col.  H.  Smith's  explanation, 
which  has  been  adopted  by  Kitto  (in  the  Pict.  Bibl. 
in  Judg.  /.  c),  namely,  that  by  "tail  to  tail"  is  to  be 
understood  the  erul  of  the  Jirebraiul  Attached  to  the 
extremity  of  the  tail,  is  contradicted  by  the  imme- 
diate context,  where  it  is  said  that  Samson  "  put  a 
firebrand  in  the  midst  between  two  tails."  The 
translation  of  the  A.  V.  is  unquestionably  the  cor- 
rect rendering  of  the  Hebrew,  and  has  the  author- 
ity of  the  LXX.  and  Vulg.  in  its  favor.  But  if 
the  above  remarks  are  deemed  inadequate  to  a  sat- 
isfactory solution  of  Samson's  exploit,  we  are  at 
Uberty  to  suppose  that  he  had  men  to  help  him, 
both  in  the  capture  of  the  jackals  and  in  the  use 
to  which  he  put  them,  and  it  is  not  necessary  to 
conclude  that  the  animals  were  all  caught  at,  and 
let  loose  from,  the  same  place.  Some  might  have 
been  taken  in  one  portion  of  the  Philistines'  terri- 
tory, and  some  in  another,  and  let  loose  in  different 
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parts  of  the  country.  This  view  would  obviate  the 
alleged  ditticuky  alluded  to  above;  for  there  would 
be  no  necessity  tor  the  jackals  to  run  any  great  dis- 
tance in  order  to  insure  the  greatest  amount  of 
damage  to  the  crops:  I.'jO  different  centres,  so  to 
speak,  of  conflagration  throughout  the  country  of 
the  Philistines  must  have  burnt  up  nearly  all  their 
corn ;  and,  from  the  whole  context,  it  is  evident  that 
the  injury  done  was  one  of  almost  unlimited  extent." 
With  respect  to  the  jackals  and  foxes  of  Palestine, 


there  is  no  doubt  that  the  common  jackal  of  the 
country  is  the  Canis  aureus,  which  may  be  heard 
every  night  in  the  villages.  Hemprich  and  Ehren- 
berg  {Symb.  Phys.  pt.  i.)  speak  of  a  vulpine  ani- 
mal, under  the  name  of  Cunis  Syriacus,  as  occur- 
ring in  Lebanon.  Col.  H.  Smith  has  figured  an 
animal  to  which  he  gives  the  name  of  "  S3Tian  fox," 
or  Vulpes  thateb,  or  t<ialeb ;  but  we  have  been 
quite  unable  tq  identify  the  animal  with  any  known 
species.''  The  Egyptian  Vu/pes  Nibticus  and  doubt- 


<*  •  Tlie  reader  will  fiixl  interesting  information  re- 
ting  some  of  the  supposed  difficulties  in  Samson's 

ploit  witti  the  foxes,  in  Thomson's  Land  and  Book, 
li.  a40,  341.  Prof  Cassel  also  {Richter  mid  Kuth,  p. 
136,  in  Lange's  Bihflwerk)  brings  forward  from  the  his- 
tory of  other  ancient  chieftains  various  instances  of  a 
resort  to  similar  modes  of  inflicting  iiyury  on  enemies 
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Vulpes  Nilotiacs. 

less  the  common  fox  of  our  own  country  ( V.  vid- 
(/iiris)  are  Palestine  species.  Hasselquist  ( Trnv. 
p.  184)  says  foxes  are  common  in  the  stony  country 
about  Bethlehem,  and  near  the  Convent  of  St. 
John,  where  about  nntage  time  they  destroy  all 
the  vines  unless  they  are  strictly  watched.  That 
jackals  and  foxes  were  formerly  very  common  in 
some  parts  of  Palestine  is  evident  from  the  names 
of  places  derived  from  these  animals,  as  Hazar-Shual 
(Josh.  XV.  28),  Shaal-bim  (Judg.  i.  35).     W.  H. 

FRANKINCENSE  (n3h^,  from  "|?b,  to 
be  white  :  \i0avos,  l^x.  xxx.  34,  Ac,  and  Matt.  ii. 
11;  M^avoiTos,  1  Chr.  ix.  29;  Rev.  viii.  3,  N. 
T.),  a  vegetable  resin,  brittle,  glittering,  and  of  a 
bitter  taste,  used  for  the  purpose  of  sacrificial  fumi- 
gation (Ex.  xxx.  34-36).  It  is  obtained  by  succes- 
sive incisions  in  the  bark  of  a  tree  called  the  arbor 
thuris,   the  first  of  which  yields   the  purest  and 

whitest  kind  (HST  V  :  xi^avov  SicKbayrj,  or  ^a- 
Qap6v) ;  while  the  produce  of  the  after  incisions  is 
spotted  with  yellow,  and  as  it  becomes  old  loses  its 
wliifeness  altogether.  The  Hebrews  imported  their 
frankincense  from  Arabia  (Is.  Ix.  6;  Jer.  vi.  20), 
and  more  particularly  from  Saba;  but  it  is  remark- 
able that  at  present  the  Arabian  Libanum,  or  Oli- 
banum,  is  of  a  very  inferior  kind,  and  that  the 
finest  frankincense  imported  into  Turkey  comes 
through  Arabia  from  the  islands  of  the  Indian 
Archipelago.  The  Arabian  plant  may  possibly 
have  degenerated,  or  it  may  be  that  the  finest  kind 

ft  The  late  Col.  Hamilton  Smith  used  to  make  draw- 
ings of  animals  from  all  sources,  such  as  monuments, 
books,  specimens,  &c. ;  but,  as  he  often  forgot  the 
sources,  it  is  difficult  in  several  instances  to  understand 
what  animal  he  intended.  Dr.  Gray  tells  us  that  he 
was  unable  to  identify  many  of  the  horses  in  Jardin«'« 
Naturatisfs  Library. 
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was  always  procured  from  India,  as  it  certainly  was 
in  the  time  of  Dioscorides.  The  Arabs  call  the 
best  frankincense  cmulur,  with  which  compare  the 
Sanskrit  cwiduru,  an  odorous  gum  wliich  is  stated 
by  the  Hindu  medical  \VTiters  to  be  tlie  produce  of 
a,  tree  called  S(iU(tcl  or  Salai.  This  tree  grows  on 
the  mountains  of  India,  and  is  described  by  Dr. 
Roxburgh,  who  calls  it  the  Boswellia  sen-atn  {Aslnt. 
Res.  ix.  377,  8vo  ed.). 

The  resin  itself  is  well  known :  but  it  is  still  un- 
certain by  what  tree  it  is  produced.  Ancient  as 
well  as  modern  authors  vary  in  their  descriptions 
to  such  an  extent  that  it  is  difficult  to  arrive  at  a 
consistent,  still  more  difficult  to  gain  a  botanical 
idea  of  the  plant.  It  is  described  by  Theophitistus 
as  attaining  the  height  of  about  five  ells,  having 
many  branches,  leaves  like  the  pear-tree,  and  bark 
like  the  laurel ;  but  at  the  same  time  he  mentions 
another  description,  according  to  which  it  resembles 
the  mnstickr-tree,  its  leaves  being  of  a  reddish  color 
{Hist.  Plunt.  ix.  4).  According  to  Diodorus  (v. 
41)  it  is  a  small  tree,  resembling  the  Egyptian 
hawthorn,  with  gold-yellow  leaves  like  those  of  the 
wond.  The  difficulty  was  rather  increased  than 
otherwise  in  the  time  of  Pliny  by  the  imiwrtation 
of  some  shoots  of  the  tree  itself,  which  seemed  to 
belong  to  the  terebintlius  (xii.  31).  Garcia  de 
Horto  represents  it  as  low,  with  a  leaf  like  that  of 
the  mnslick :  he  distinguishes  two  kinds,  the  finer, 
growing  on  the  mountains,  the  other  dark,  and  of 
an  inferior  quality,  growing  on  the  plains.  Char- 
din  says  that  the  frankincense  tree  on  the  mount- 
ains of  Caramania  resembles  a  large  pear-tree.  It 
is  not  mentioned  by  t'orskal,  and  Niebuhr  could 
learn  nothing  of  it  {Trnv.  p.  350).  A  more  def- 
inite notion  of  the  plant  might  possibly  be  obtained 
from  the  Thuin  ucc'uhntnlh,  the  American  arbov 
vitcB,  or  frankincense  tree.  But  at  any  rate  there 
can  be  little  doubt  that  the  tree  which  produces  the 
Indian  frankincense,  and  which  in  all  probability 
supplied  Arabia  with  the  finer  kind  supjiosed  to  be 
indigenous  in  that  country,  is  the  BoswtUia  serrata 
of  Koxbu,rgh  {vid.  supr.);  or  BuswuUia  ihuriftra 
of  Colebrooke.  Its  claims  have  been  maintained 
by  Colebrooke  against  tlie  Juniptrus  Lycia  of  Lin- 
naeus, which  was  long  supposed  to  be  the  true 
frankincense  tree.  Colebrooke  shows,  upon  the 
testimony  of  French  botiuiists,  tliat  this  tree,  which 
grows  in  the  south  of  France,  does  not  yield  the 
gum  in  question.  It  is  extremely  doubtful  what 
tree  produces  the  Arabian  olibanuiii:  I^amarck 
proposes  the  Amyris  OUendensis ;  but,  as  it  would 
seem,  upon  inconclusive  evidence. 

The  Indian  olib'inum,  or  frankincense,  is  im- 
ported in  chests  and  casks  from  ltoml)ay,  as  a  reg- 
ular article  of  sale.  It  is  chiefly  used  in  the  rites 
of  the  (ireek  and  Koman  churches;  and  its  only 
medical  application  at  present  is  as  a  perfume  in 
sick  rooms.  The  oUbarmm,  or  frankincense  used 
by  the  .lews  in  the  Temple  service,  is  not  to  be  con- 
founded with  the  frankincense  of  commerce,  wliich 
is  a  spontaneous  exudation  of  the  Pinus  abies,  or 
Norway  spruce  fir,  and  resembles,  in  its  nature  and 
uses,  tiie  Burgundy  pitch  which  is  obtained  from 
the  same  tree. 

From  ('ant.  iv.  14,  it  has  been  inferred  that  the 
frankincense  tree  grew  in  Palestine,  and  especially 
on  Mount  Lebanon.  Tlie  connection  lietween  the 
names,  howevet,  goes  for  nothing  (I^elionah,  I>eba- 
non);  the  word  may  lie  used  for  aromatic  plants 
generally  (Gesen.  Lex.);  and  tlie  rhetorical  flour- 
Vihes  of  Florus  {Ejnt.  iii.  6,  "thuris  silvas")  and 
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Ausonius  (Monomil.  p.  110)  are  of  little  avail 
against  the  fact  that  the  tree  is  not  at  present 
fonnd  in  Palestine  (Cels.  Jlierob.  i.  p.  231  ff.; 
Kosenm.  Alterthumsk.  iv.  153  fF.).  T.  E.  B. 

*  FRANKLY  (said  of  the  creditor's  manner  of 
discharging  his  debtors,  Luke  vii.  42)  formerly  meant 
freely,  generously.  The  Greek  is  i)(apicraTO,  i-  e. 
made  n  yift  of  the  debt  to  those  who  owetl  it.    IL 

*  FRAY  (l>eut.  xxviii.  20;  Jer.  vii.  33;  Zech, 
i.  21)  means  '•  ;itt'iiy;ht,"  "  tenify.''  It  was commbn 
when  our  version  was  made,  but  is  now  a  provin- 
cialism. H. 

*  FREEDOM,  Acts  xxii.  28.    [Citizexship.] 

*  FRET  (Lev.  xiii.  55)  is  apparently  a  noun 
(not  a  participle)  denoting  the  plague-sjwt  m  a  lep- 
rous garment.  It  translates  nriHS,  literally  a 
hollow  spot,  here  one  that  has  eaten  into  the  text- 
ure of  the  cloth.  It  is  from  the  Anglo-Saxon //-etajj, 
"  to  devour,"  kindretl  v;ii\i  freodan,  "to  rub."   H. 

*  FRINGES.    [Dkess;  Hem  of  Garment.] 
FROG  (^tll^V)  tzepharde'a  [marsh-leaper, 

Gesen.,  but  Dietrich  has  other  conjectures] :  fii- 
rpaxos'.  rami),  the  animal  selected  by  Gocl  as  an 
instrument  for  humliling  the  pride  of  Pharaoh  (Ex. 
viii.  2-14;  Ps.  Ixxviii.  45,  cv.  30;  AVisd.  xix.  10); 
frogs  came  in  prodigious  numbei"s  from  the  canals, 
the  rivers,  and  the  marshes,  they  filled  the  houses, 
and  even  entered  the  ovens  and  kneading  troughs; 
when  at  the  command  of  Closes  the  frogs  died,  the 
l)eople  gathered  tliem  in  heaps,  and  "  the  land 
stank  "  from  the  corruption  of  the  bodi^.  There 
can  be  no  doubt  tiiat  the  whole  transaction  was 
miraculous ;  frogs,  it  is  true,  if  allowed  to  increase, 
can  easily  be  imagined  to  occur  in  such  multitudes 
as  marked  the  second  plague  of  l^gypt;  indeed 
similar  plagues  are  on  record  as  having  occurred  in 
various  pLoces,  as  at  IVonia  and  Dardania,  where 
frogs  suddenly  appeared  in  such  numbers  as  to 
cause  the  inhabitants  to  leave  that  region  (see 
Eustathius  on  Horn.  II.  i.,  and  other  quotations 
cited  by  Itochart,  Ifieroz.  iii.  575);  l)ut  that  the 
transaction  was  miraculous  apjxjars  from  the  follow- 
ing considerations. 

(1.)  The  time  of  the  occurrence  was  in  spring, 
when  frogs  would  be  in  their  tadpole  state,  or  .at 
any  rate  not  sufficiently  developed  to  enable  them 
to  go  far  from  the  water.  (2.)  The  fnigs  would 
not  naturally  have  died,  in  such  prodigious  numbers 
as  is  recorded,  in  a  single  day. 

It  is  stated  (Ex.  viii.  7)  that  the  Eijjyptian  '<  m.a- 
gicians  brought  up  frogs."  Some  writers  have  de- 
nied that  they  could  liave  had  any  such  [K<wer,  and 
think  that  they  must  liave  practiced  some  deceit. 
It  is  worthy  of  remark,  that  though  they  may  have 
been  permitted  by  God  to  increase  the  plagues,  they 
were  quite  Mnalile  to  remove  them. 

Amongst  the  Egyptians  the  frog  was  considered 
a  symbol  of  an  imjierfect  man,  and  wjis  sup]Kised  to 
be  generated  from  the  slime  of  the  river —  iK  rrjs 
Tov  voTafj.ov  i\vos  (see  Horapollo,  i.  2(!).  A  frog 
sitting  upon  a  lotus  (Xeluinbinni)  wiis  also  i-egarded 
by  the  ancient  Egyptians  as  symbolical  of  the  re- 
turn of  the  Nile  to  its  bed  after  the  inundations. 
Hence  the  I'^^yjitian  word  Iflinir,  whicii  was  used 
to  denote  the  Nile  descending,  was  also,  with  the 
slight  change  of  the  first  letter  into  an  aspirate, 
Chrvr,  the  name  of  a  frog  (Jaldonski,  Panth. 
jEfjypt.  iv.  1,  §  !)). 

libe  only  known  species  of  frog  which  occurs  at 
present  in  Egypt  is  the  Rana  eaculenia,  of  whieh 
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two  varieties  are  described  which  differ  from  Spal- 
lauzani's  species  in  some  sliglit  i^eculiarities  {De- 
scnpt.  de  tEyyple,  Hist.  Natiu:  t«m.  i.  p.  181, 
fol.  ed.).  Tlie  Rnna  esculentn,  the  well-known 
edible  frog  of  the  Continent,  which  occurs  also  in 
some  localities  in  England,  has  a  wide  geographical 
range,  being  found  in  many  parts  of  Asia,  Africa, 
and  Europe.  How  the  Ji.  /mnclnta  (Pelocli/les)  came 
to  be  described  a-s  an  Egyptian  species  we  cannot 
say,  but  it  is  certain  that  this  species  is  not  found 
in  Egypt,  and  it  is  almost  certain  that  none  but 
the  Ji.  escuknt't  does  occur  in  that  country.  We 
are  able  to  state  that  Dr.  A.  Giinther  of  tlie  Jiritish 
Museum  confirms  this  statement.  A  species  of 
tree-frog  (llyln)  occurs  in  Egypt;  but  with  this 
genus  we  have  nothing  to  do.  W.  H. 

*  It  is  remarkable  that  none  of  the  Hebrew 
writers  speak  of  frogs  as  existing  in  Palestine 
(though  referring  to  those  in  Egypt,  as  in  Ps. 
Ixxviii.  io,  cv.  aVi);  and  yet  the  marshes,  pools, 
and  tanks  there  abound  with  them,  and  the  trav- 
eller in  the  spring  months  hears  their  croaking  in- 
cessantly from  one  end  of  the  land  to  the  other. 
The  crater  known  as  Birket  er-Ram  (the  Phiala  of 
Josephus),  not  far  from  the  ancient  Csesarea  Philippi 
(Banins),  is  a  noted  haunt  of  these  animals.  "  On 
every  stone,  and  along  the  edge  they  sat  in  serried 
ranks,  bolting  into  the  water  before  us  as  we 
stepped,  while  hundreds  of  water-snakes  wTiggled 
from  under  them,  but  not  a  stork  or  a  heron  to 
rule  them''  (Tristram,  Laml  of  Israel.,  p.  590,  2d 
ed.).  "  I>arge  parts  of  its  surface  (Phiala)  are  cov- 
ered with  a  sort  of  sea-weed,  and  upon  it,  and  all 
around  the  margin, 

'  These  loud-piping  frogs  make  the  marshes  to  ring.' 
It  seems  to  be  the  very  metropolis  of  frogdom  " 
(Thomson,  Lmid  and  Book,  i.  3G8).  H. 

FRONTLETS,     or     PHYLACTERIES 

(niDtj'llO,  Ex.  xiii.  IG;  Deut.  vi.  8,  xi.  18;  the 
only  three  passages  of  the  O.  T.  in  which  the  word 
occurs;  LXX.  affd\evTa;  N.  T.  (pvAuKriipia, 
Matt,  xxiii.  5;  the  modern  Jews  called  them  Tt- 

phillin,  ]^yDi^,  a  word  not  found  in  the  Bible, 
Buxtorf,  Lex.  Talm.  s.  v.).  These  "frontlets"  or 
"phylacteries  "  were  strips  of  parchment,  on  which 
were  written  four  passages  of  Scripture  (Ex.  xiii. 
2-10,  11-17;  Deut.  vi.  4-9,  13-22)  in  an  ink  pre- 
pared for  the  purpose.  They  were  then  rolled  up 
in  a  case  of  black  calf-skin,  which  was  attached  to 
a  stiffer  piece  of  leather,  having  a  thong  one  finger 
broad,  and  one  and  a  half  cubits  long.  "  They  were 
placed  at  the  bend  of 
the  left  arm,  and  after 
the  thong  had  made  a 
little  knot  in  the  shape 
of  the  letter  »,  it  was 
wound  about  the  arm 
in  a  spiral  line,  which 
ended  at  the  top  of  the 
middle  finger."  This 
was  called  "the  TeiMU 
Inh  on  the  arm,"  and 
the  leather  case  contained 
only  one  cell,  the  pas- 
sages being  written  on  a 
single  piece  of  parch- 
ment, with  thin  lines 
ruled  between  (GodwjTi, 
Moses  ami  Aaron,  bk.  i. 
teries.    eh.  x.).     Those  worn  on 
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the  forehead  were  written  on  four  strips  of  parch- 
ment (which  might  not  be  of  any  hide  except  cow's 
hide,  Nork,  Bram.  und  Rabb.  p.  211  ;  comp. 
Hesych.  s.  v.  :S,KvriK7]  eiriKovpia),  and  put  into  four 
little  cells  within  a  square  case,  on  which  the  letter 

27  was  written ;  the  three  points  of  the  W  being 
"  an  emblem  of  the  heavenly  Fathers,  Jehovah  our 
Lord  Jehovah  "  {Zohar,  fol.  54,  col.  2).  The  square 

had  two  thongs  (mV^iJ"1),  on  which  Hebrew 
letters  were  inscribed ;  these  were  passed  round  the 
head,  and  after  making  a  knot  in  the  shape  of  1 
passed  over  the  breast.  This  phylactery  was  called 
"  the  Tepldlluh  on  the  head,"  and  was  worn  in  the 
centre  of  the  forehead  (Leo  of  Modena,  Ceremonies 
of  the. lews,  i.  11,  n.  4;  Calmet,  s.  v.  Phylactery; 
Otho,  Lex.  Rab.  p.  656). 

The  derivation  of  mS^^lD  is  uncertain.  .  Ge- 

senius  derives  it  by  contraction  from  iHIStiptS 

( Thes.  p.  548).    The  Rabbinic  name  T^  vSJ^l  comes 

from  n  vSri,  "  a  prayer,"  because  they  were  worn 
during  prayer,  and  were  supjMsed  to  typify  the  sin- 
cerity of  the  worshipjjer;  hence  they  were  bound 
on  the  left  wrist  (Gem.  Eruvin,  95,  2;  Otho,  '.  c. ; 
Buxt.  Lex.  Talm.  s.  v.).  In  ilatt.  xxiii.  5,  only, 
they  are  called  (pvXaKT^pta,  either  because  they 
tended  to  promote  observance  of  the  I^aw  (ael  fivrf 
/x^v  ^X*"'  '''"^  &iov.  Just.  Mart.  Dial.  c.  Tryph. 
p.  205,  for  which  reason  Luther  happily  renders 
the  word  by  DenkztUel) ;  or  from  the  use  of  them 
as  amulets  (I^t.  PrceOi^i,  Gk.  irept'oTTa,  Grotius  ad 
Matt,  xxiii.  5).  ^vKuKT-fipiov  is  the  ordinary  Greek 
word  for  an  amulet  (Plut.  ii.  378,  B,  where  c^uA. 
^the  Roman  Bulla),  and  is  used  apparently  with 
this  meaning  by  a  Greek  translator,  Ez.  xiii.  18, 

for  rr^nOS,  cushions  (Rosenmiiller,  Schol.  ad  loc. 
cit. ;  Schleusner,  Lex.  in  X.  T. ).  That  phylacteries 
wei'e  used  as  amulets  is  certain,  and  was  very  nat- 
ural (Targ.  ad  Cant.  viii.  3;  Bartolocc.  Bibl.  Rab. 
i.  576  ;  Winer,  s.  vv.  Amidete,  Phylakterien). 
Jerome  (on  Matt,  xxiii.  5)  says  they  were  thus 
used  in  liis  day  by  the  Babylonians,  Persians,  and 
Indians,  and  condemns  certain  Christian  "mulier- 
culse  "  for  similarly  using  the  gospels  ("  parvula 
evangelia,"  jSi)3A.ta  fiiKpd,  Chrys.)  as  -Kepid^ixara, 
especially  the  Proem  to  St.  John  (comp.  Chrj-sost. 
Horn,  in  Matt.  73).  The  Koran  and  other  sacred 
books  are  applied  to  the  same  purpose  to  this  day 
(Hottinger,  Hist.  Orient,  i.  8,  p.  301,  de  Nummis 
Orient,  xvii.  ff. ;  "  The  most  esteemed  of  all  Hhe- 
gabs  is  a  Mooshaf,  or  copy  of  the  Koran,"  Lane, 
MmL  Kgypt.  i.  338).  Scaliger  even  supposes  that 
phylacteries  were  designed  to  sui)ersede  those  amu- 
lets, the  use  of  which  had  been  already  learnt  by 
the  Isi-aelites  in  Egypt.  [Ajiulkts.]  There  was 
a  spurious  book  called  Phylact.  Anfjelorum,  where 
Pope  Gelasius  evidently  understood  the  word  to 
mean  "amulets,"  for  he  remarks  that  Phylacteria 
ought  rather  to  be  ascribed  to  devils.  In  this  sense 
they  were  expressly  forbidden  by  Poije  Gregory 
("  Si  quis  .  .  .  phylacteriis  usus  fuerit,  anathema 
sit,"  Sixt.  Senensis,  Bibl.  Sanct.  p.  92;  comp. 
Can.  36,  Concil.  Laod.). 

The  LXX.  rendering  affdAivra  (Aquil.  ot/vok- 
ra)  must  allude  to  their  Injing  tightly  bound  on  the 
forehead  and  wrist  during  prayer.  Petit  (Var. 
Lectt.  ii.  3)  would  read  a^dKevra  (h.  e.  appema 
aiSoTa   iirl    oTOT/307rp?    Sclileusner,    Thes.   a.  t. 
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iuroK.),  but  he  is  amplj'  refuted  by  Spencer  (de 
Leyg.  Hit-  iv.  2,  p.  l-2i0)  and  Witsius  (^Egypt. 
ii.  9,  §  11).  Jerome  calls  them  PUlnciola  (al. 
Pictat.),  a  name  which  tolerably  expresses  their 
purpose  (Forcellini,  Lex.  s.  v.). 

The  expression  "  they  make  broad  their  phy- 
lacteries"  (irXarvvouat.  ra  (pv\.  avrwv,  Matt, 
xxiii.  5)  refers  not  so  much  to  the  phylactery  itself, 
which  seems  to  have  been  of  a  prescribed  breadth, 

as  to  the  case  (n!J''2p)  in  which  the  parchment 
was  kept,  which  the  Pharisees  (among  their  other 
pretentious  customs,  Mark  vii.  3,  4;  Luke  v.  33, 
&c.)  made  as  conspicuous  as  they  could  (Reland, 
Andq.  ii.  9,  15).     Misled   probably  by  the  term 

irXarvvovffi,  and  by  the  mention  of  the  n^J'^S, 
or  fringe  (Num.  xv.  38,  KKaxr/xa  uaKivOivov  eirl  to. 
KpdffireSa  raiv  irrepvyiwu,  LXX.),  iu  connection 
with  them,  Epiphanius  says  that  they  were  TrAcirea 
a-f]fiaTa  troptpupas,  like  the  Koman  laticlave,  or  the 
stripes  on  a  Dalmatic  (ra  5e  ari/xara  rrji  nopcjiv- 
pas  (pvXaKTTipia  eiuiOaoriv  ol  TiKpi^oifJ-fVOi  fifTO- 
vofid^etv,  c.  JJter.  i.  33;  Sixt.  Sen.  /.  c).  He  says 
that  these  purple  stripes  were  worn  by  the  Phari- 
sees with  fringes,  and  four  pomegranates,  that  no 
one  might  touch  tliem,  and  hence  he  derives  their 
name  (Keland,  Ant.  ii.  9,  15).  But  that  this  is  an 
error  is  clearly  shown  by  Scaliger  {Elench.  Tiihcer. 
viii.  66  fF.).  It  is  said  that  the  Pharisees  wore 
them  always,  whereiis  the  common  people  only  used 
them  at  prayers,  because  they  were  considered  to 

be  even  holier  than  the  V^^,  or  golden  plate,  on 
the  priest's  tiara  (lis.  xxviii.  36)  since  that  had  the 
sacred  name  once  engraved,  but  in  each  of  the 
Tephillin  the  tetragrammaton  recurred  twenty- 
three  times  (Carpzov,  App.  Ciilic.  196).  Again, 
the  Pharisees  wore  the  Tephillah  above  the  eli)ow, 
but  the  Sadducees  on  the  palm  of  the  hand  (God- 
wyn,  I.  c).  The  modem  Jews  only  wear  them  at 
morning  prayers,  and  sometimes  at  noon  (Leo  of 
Modena,  /.  c. ). 

In  our  Lord's  time  they  were  worn  by  all  Jews, 
except  the  Karaites,  women,  and  slaves.  Boys, 
when  (at  the  age  of  thirteen  years  and  a  day)  they 

became  miSXS  "*33  (sons  of  the  commandments), 
were  boinid  to  wear  them  {Buba  Berac.  fol.  22,  1, 
in  Glossa),  and  therelbre  they  may  have  been  used 
even  by  our  Lord,  as  he  merely  discountenanced 
their  abuse.  The  suggestion  was  made  by  Scaliger 
(/.  c),  and  led  to  a  somewhat  idle  controversy. 
Lightfoot  {llor.  Ilebr.  ad  Matt,  xxiii.  5)  and  Otho 
(Lex.  Rid),  p.  656)  agree  with  Scaliger,  but  Carp- 
zov {I.  c. )  an<l  others  strongly  deny  it,  from  a  belief 
that  the  entire  use  of  phylacteries  arose  from  an 
error. 

The  Karaites  explained  Deut.  vi.  8,  Ex.  xiii.  9, 
&c.,  as  a  Jiguraiict  conuuand  to  remember  the  law 
(Reland,  Antiq.  p.  132),  as  is  certainly  the  case  in 
gimikr  passages  (Prov.  iii.  3,  vi.  21,  vii.  3;  Cant. 
viii.  6,  &c.).  It  seems  clear  to  us  that  the  scope 
of  these  iiyunctions  favors  the  Karaite  interpreta- 
tion, and  in  Ex.  xiii.  9  the  word  is  not  m2^"1t3, 

but  ]^"^3y  "a  memorial"  (Gerhardus  on  Dent.  vi. 
8;  lulzardus  on  Beracoth,  i.  209;  Heidanus,  de 
Orig.  Krrorii,  viii.  B.  6;  SchiJttgen,  Ilor.  llebr. 
i.  199;  Kosenmiiller,  ndUic;  Hengstenberg,  Pent. 
i.  458).  Considering  too  the  nature  of  the  passages 
inscrilted  on  the  phylacteries  (by  no  means  the  most 
important  iu  the  Pentateuch  —  for  the  Fathers  are 
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mistaken  in  saying  that  the  Decalogue  was  used 
in  this  way,  Jer.  I.  c. ;  Chrysost.  /.  c. ;  TheophyL 
ad  Matt,  xxiii.  5),  and  the  fact  that  we  have  nc 
trace  whatever  of  their  use  before  the  exile  (during 
which  time  the  Jews  probably  learnt  the  practice 
of  wearing  them  from  the  Babylonians),  we  have 
no  doubt  that  the  object  of  the  precepts  (Deut.'  vi. 
8;  Ex.  xiii.  9)  was  to  impress  on  the  minds  of  the 
people  the  necessity  of  remembering  the  Law.  But 
the  figurative  language  in  which  this  duty  -was 
urged  ujwn  them  was  mistaken  for  a  literal  com- 
mand. An  additional  argument  against  the  lit- 
eral interpretation  of  the  direction  is  the  dangerous 
abuse  to  which  it  was  immediately  liable.  Indeed 
such  an  observance  would  defeat  the  supposed  in- 
tention of  it,  by  substituting  an  outward  ceremony 
for  an  inward  remembrance.  We  have  a  specimen 
of  this  in  the  curious  literalism  of  Kimchi's  com 
ment  on  Ps.  i.  2.  Starting  the  olyection  that  it  is 
impossible  to  meditate  in  God's  law  day  and  night, 
because  of  sleep,  domestic  cares,  &c.,  he  answers 
that  for  the  fulfillment  of  the  text  it  is  sufficient  to 
wear  Tephillin! 

In  spite  of  these  considerations,  Justin  {Dial.  c. 
Tryph.  1.  c),  Chrysostom,  Euthymius,  Theophy- 
liict,  and  many  moderns  (Bamngarten,  Comm.  i. 
479;  Winer,  s.  v.  Pliylakt.)  prefer  the  literal  mean- 
ing. It  rests  therefore  with  them  to  account  for 
the  entire  absence  of  all  allusion  to  phylacteries  in 
the  O.  T.     The  passages  in  Proverbs  {v.  supra) 

contain  no  such  reference,  and  in  Ez.  xxiv.  17  "^MQ 
means  not  a  phylactery  (as  Jarchi  says),  but  a  tur- 
ban.    [Crowns.]     (Gesen.  Tlies.  p.  1089.) 

The  Rabbis  have  many  rules  about  their  use. 
They  were  not  worn  on  Sabbaths  or  other  sacred 
days,  because  those  days  were  themselves  a  sign  or 

pledge  (n"^S),  and  required  no  further  memorial 
(Zokar,  fol.  236;  Reland,  I.  c).  They  must  be 
road  standing  in  the  morning  (when  blue  can  be 
distmguished  from  green),  but  in  the  evening  (at 
sunset)  they  might  be  read  sitting.  In  times  of 
persecution  a  red  thread  was  worn  instead  (Mun- 
ster,  de  pr(KC.  affirm. ;  comp.  Josh.  ii.  18).  Both 
hands  were  to  be  used,  if  possible,  in  writing  them. 
The  leather  must  have  no  hole  in  it.  A  single  blot 
did  not  signify  if  an  uneducated  boy  could  read  the 
word.     At  the  top  of  the  parchment  no  more  room 

nmst  be  left  than  would  suffice  for  the  letter   V, 

but  at  the  bottom  there  miglit  be  room  even  for  p 

or  ^.  A  man,  when  wearing  the  TephiUin,  must 
not  approach  within  four  cubits  of  a  cemetery 
(Sixt.  Seiiensis,  /.  c).  He  who  has  a  taste  for 
further  frivolities  (which  yet  are  deeply  interesting 
as  illustrative  of  a  priestly  superstition)  may  find 
them  in  Lightfoot  {lloi-.  Ueb.  ad  loc),  Schilttgen, 
Otho  {Lex.  Itab.  s.  v.),  and  in  the  Mishna  —  espe- 
cially in  the  treatise  called  lioah  Ilanhanah. 

The  Rabbis  even  declared  that  God  wore  them, 
arguing  from  Is.  Ixii.  8;  Deut.  xxxiii.  2;  Is.  xlix. 
16.  Perhaps  this  was  a  pious  fraud  to  inculcate 
their  use;  or  it  may  have  had  some  mystic  mean- 
ing (Zohar,  pt.  ii.  fol.  2;  Carpzov,  I.  c). 

Josephus  gives  their  general  significance  {Ant. 
iv.  8,  §  13,  i)s  irtpi^XfirTow  flvat  iravraxi^fv  rh 
■KfpX  auTovs  Trp66vixov  rov  &fou).  They  were  sup- 
posed to  save  from  the  Devil  (Targ.  ad  Cunt.  viii.  3) 
and  from  sin  (Ilottinger,  .lur.  Ilebr.  Leg.  xx.  29), 
and  they  were  used  for  oaths ;  but  the  Rabbis  dis- 
approved the  application  of  them  to  charm  wound*, 


FROST 

tT  lull  children  to  sleep  (id.  Leg.  253;  Maimon 
de  Idol.  u.).  He  who  wore  them  was  supposed  to 
prolong  his  days  (Is.  xxxviii.  16),  hut  he  who  did 
not,  was  doomed  to  perdition,  since  he  thereby  broke 
eight  affirmative  precepts  (Maimon.  Tephil.  iv.  20). 

On  the  analogous  practice  alluded  to  in  Ilev.  xiii. 
16,  xiv.  1,  see  Forehead. 

Besides  the  authors  already  quoted  (Sixt.  Senen- 
sis,  Reland,  Otho,  Lightfoot,  Schottgen,  Carpzov, 
Hottinger,  Godwyn,  Kosenmiiller,  &c.),  see  the 
following,  to  whom  they  refer:  Maimonides,  Tn- 
philUii ;  Wagenseil  in  Sola,  cap.  ii.  pp.  397-418 ; 
Surenhusius,  Jfinfina,  ad  Tract.  Beracoth,  pp.  8, 
9;  Beck,  de  Judoeurum  Ligamentis  precatiris,  and 
de  Usu  Phylact.  (1679);  Basnage,  Hist,  des  Jui/s, 
liv.  vi.  ch.  xviri. ;  Braunius,  de  Vest.  Sacerd.  p.  7 
ff. ;  Buxtorf,  Sijnag.  Juil.  p.  170  ff. ;  Ugolini,  Thes. 
torn,  xxi.,  de  Usu  Phijlact.  There  is  in  this  latter 
work  much  further  information,  but  we  have  in- 
serted all  that  seemed  interesting.        F.  W.  F. 

*  FROST.     [Palestine,  47.] 

*FUEL.    [Coal;  Dung;  Oven;  Thorns.] 

FULLER  (O?'^.  from  D23,  tread,  Gesen. 
p.  657:  'Yva(pem'-  f'dl»).     The  trade  of  the  full- 
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ers,  so  far  as  it  is  mentioned  in  Scripture,  appears 
to  have  consisted  chiefly  in  cleansuig  garments  and 
whitening  them.  The  use  of  white  garments,  and 
also  the  feeling  respecting  their  use  for  festal  and 
religious  purposes,  may  be  gathered  from  the  fol- 
lowing passages  :  Fxcl.  ix.  8;  Dan.  vii.  9;  Is. 
Ixiv.  6;  Zech.  iii.  3,  5;  2  Sam.  vi.  14;  1  Chr.  xv. 
27;  Mark  ix.  3;  Rev.  iv.  4,  vi.  11,  vii.  9;  Mishna, 
Taanith,  iv.  8 ;  see  also  Stat.  Sik.  i.  2,  237 ;  Ovid. 
Fast.  i.  79  ;  Claudian,  de  Laud.  Sfil.  iii.  289. 
This  branch  of  the  trade  was  perhaps  exercised 
by  other  persons  than  those  who  cardetl  the  wool 
and  smootlied  the  cloth  when  woven  (Mishna,  Bava 
kama,  i.  x.  10).  In  applying  the  marks  used  to 
distinguish  cloths  sent  to  be  cleansed,  fullers  were 
desired  to  be  careful  to  avoid  the  mixtures  forbidden 
by  the  Law  (I>ev.  xix.  19;  Deut.  xxii.  11;  Mishna, 
Massec.  Cilnim,  ix.  10). 

The  process  of  fulling  or  cleansing  cloth,  so  far 
as  it  may  be  gathered  from  the  practice  of  other 
nations,  consisted  in  treading  or  stamping  on  the 
garments  with  the  feet  or  with  bats  in  tubs  of 
water,  in  which  some  alkaline  substance  answering 
the  purpose  of  soap  had  been  dissolved   (Gesen. 

Thes.  p.  1261,  ^S^ ;  Beckmann,  Hist,  of  Inverts 
dom,  ii.  94,  95,  Bohn).  The  substances  used  for 
this  purpose  which  are  mentioned  in  Scripture  are 

"TTp,,  nitre,  vlrpov,  nitrum  (Gesen.  p.  930;  Prov. 

txv.   20;   Jer.  ii.  22),  and   n"'"12,  soap,   iroia.. 


herba  fullonum,  herba  borith  (Gesen.  p.  246 ;  Mai. 
iii.  2).  Nitre  is  found  in  Eg}-pt  and  in  Syria,  and 
vegetable  alkali  was  also  obtained  there  from  the 
ashes  of  certain  plants,  probably  Salsola  kali  (Ge- 
sen. p.  246;  Plin.  xxxi.  10,  46;  Ilasselquist,  p.  275; 
Burckhardt,  Sytia,  p.  214).  The  juice  also  of  some 
saponaceous  plant,  jjerhaps  Gypsapkila  struthium, 
or  Sajxmaria  officinalis,  was  sometimes  mixed  with 
the  water  for  the  like  purjx)se,  and  may  thus  be 
regarded  as  representing  the  soap  of  Scripture. 
Other  substances  also  are  mentioned  as  being  em- 
ployed in  cleansing,  which,  together  with  alkali, 
seem  to  identify  the  Jewish  with  the  Roman  pro- 
cess, as  urine  and  chalk,  Creta  cimolia,  and  bean- 
water,  i.  e.  bean-meal  mixed  with  water  (Mishna, 
Shcd)b.  ix.  5;  Nid/lah,  ix.  6).  Urine,  both  of  men 
and  of  animals,  was  regularly  collected  at  Rome 
for  cleansing  cloths  (Plin.  xxxviii.  6,  8;  Athen. 
xi.  p.  484;  Alart.  ix.  93;  Plautus,  Asin.  v.  2,  57), 
and  it  seems  not  improbable  that  its  use  in  the  full- 
er's trade  at  Jerusalem  may  have  suggested  the 
coarse  taunt  of  Rabshakeh,  during  his  interview 
with  the  deputies  of  Hezekiah  in  the  highway  of 
the  Fuller's  Field  (2  K.  xviii.  17),  but  Schottgen 
thinks  it  doubtful  whether  the  Jews  made  use  of 
it  in  fulling  {Antiq.  full.  §  9).  The 
process  of  whitening  garments  was 
performed  by  rubbing  into  them 
chalk  or  earth  of  some  kind.  Creta 
cimolia  (Cimolite)  was  probably  the 
earth  most  frequently  used.  The 
whitest  sort  of  earth  for  this  pur- 
pose is  a  white  potter's  claj'  or 
marl,  with  which  the  poor  at  Rome 
rubbed  their  clothes  on  festival  days 
to  make  them  appear  brighter  (Plin. 
\W  xxxi.  10,  §118,  XXXV.  17).    Sulphur, 

which  was  used  at  Rome  for  dis- 
charging positive  color,  was  abun- 
dant in  some  p.arts  of  Palestine,  but 
there  is  no  evidence  to  show  that  it 
was  used  in  the  fuller's  trade. 

The  trade  of  the  fullers,  as  causing  offensive 
smells,  and  also  as  requiring  space  for  drying 
clothes,  appears  to  have  been  carried  on  at  Jeru- 
salem outside  the  city,  and  from  them  a  field,  a 
monument,  and  also  a  spring  (En-rogel),  to  have 
derived  their  names  (Beckmann,  Hist,  of  Inv.  ii. 
92,  106,  Bohn ;  Did.  of  Antiq.  art.  Fvlh  ;  Winer, 
s.  V.  Walker;  AVilkinson,  abridgm.  ii.  106;  Saal- 
schiitz,  i.  3,  14,  32,  ii.  14,  6;  Schottgen,  Antiq. 
fullonicB).     [Handicraft.]  H.  W.  P. 

FULLER'S  FIELD,  THE  (D5"l3  niip : 
6  ayphs  TOvyva<j)tws,  or  Kva(\>i(iis'.  ager  fidlonis), 
a  spot  near  Jerusalem  (2  K.  xviii.  17 ;  Is.  xxxvi. 
2,  vii.  3)  so  close  to  the  walls  that  a  person  speak- 
ing from  there  could  be  lieard  on  them  (2  K.  xviii. 
17,  26).  It  is  only  incidentally  mentioned  in  these 
passages,    as   giving   its  name  to  a    "  highway " 

(nbpQ  =  an   embanked  road,  Gesen.    Thes.  p. 

957  b),  "in"  (2)  or  "on"  (bi^,  A.  V.  "in"), 
which  highway  was  the  "  conduit  of  the  upper 
pool."  The  "end"  (n!^i7)  of  the  conduit,  what- 
ever that  was,  apjjears  to  have  been  close  to  the 
road  (Is.  vii.  3).  One  resort  of  the  fullers  of  Jeru- 
salem would  seem  to  have  been  below  the  city  on 
the  southeast  side  [En-rogel].  But  Rabshakeh 
and  his  "great  host"  can  hardly  have  approached 
in  that  direction.     They  must  have  come  feom.  tha 
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north  —  the  only  accessible  side  for  any  body  of 
people  —  as  is  certainly  indicated  by  the  route  traced 
in  Is.  X.  28-32  [Gibeah]  ;  and  the  Fuller's  Field 
was  therefore,  to  judge  from  this  circumstance,  on 
the  table-land  on  the  northern  side  of  the  city. 
The  "  pool "  and  the  "  conduit "  would  be  sufficient 
reasons  for  the  presence  of  the  fuUers.  But  on  the 
other  hand,  Kal)shakeh  and  his  companions  may 
have  left  the  army  and  advanced  along  the  east 
side  of  Blount  Jloriah  to  En-rogel,  to  a  convenient 
place  under  the  Temple  walls  for  speaking. 

In  considering  the  nature  of  this  spot,  it  should 
be  borne  in  mind  that  SnJeli,  "  field,"  is  a  term 
almost  invariably  confined  to  cultivated  arable  land, 
as  opposed  to  unreclaimed  ground.  [Jerusalem.] 

G. 

*  Others  find  this  "field"  on  the  west  of 
Jerusalem,  near  the  pool  usually  marked  on  the 
maps  as  "upjier  Gihon  "  (Birket  el- MamiUah). 
The  field  took  its  name  doubtless  from  the  fact 
that  the  fullers  spread  the  garments  cleansed  by 
them  on  the  ground  there  to  dry.  This  pool  is 
used  now  for  that  purpose,  and  the  adjacent  ground 
may  be  seen  covered  with  whitening  garments. 
(See  Robinson  in  Bibl.  Sacra,  iii.  646  f.)  Williams 
(Ilohj  City,  i.  Suppl.  p.  122)  places  the  Fuller's 
Field  on  the  north  of  Jerusalem,  chiefly  because 
Josephus  (5.  J.  V.  4,  §  2)  speaks  of  a  "  fuller's 
moimment "  there  (yvacpeois  fji.vr\iJ.a}-  On  that 
side  of  the  city  the  field  and  the  place  of  washing 
could  not  well  have  been  near  each  other,  unless 
the  nature  of  the  ground  has  very  much  changed. 
On  the  other  hand,  "a  fuller's  monument,"  probably 
a  tomb,  would  have  no  necessary  connection  with 
the  "  fuller's  field."  (See  Schultz,  Jei-vsakm,  eine 
Vm-lemnff,  pp.  51 ,  84. )  The  different  opinions  show 
how  imperfectly  the  minute  topogi-aphy  of  the 
aiicient  city  is  yet  known.  H. 

FUNERALS.     [Burial.] 

FURLONG.     pMEAsuREs.] 

FURNACE.  Various  kinds  of  furnaces  are 
noticed  in  the  Bible.  (1.)  "l^S^l  is  so  translated 
in  the  A.  V.  in  Gen.  xv.  17;  Is.  xxxi.  9;  Neh.  iii. 
11,  xii.  38.  Generally  the  word  applies  to,  the 
baker's  oven,  which  is  described  under  Bread, 
and  there  is  little  doubt  that  the  "  tower  of  the 
furnaces  "  in  Neh.  should  be  rendered  "  tower  of 
the  ovens."     In  Gen.  xv.  and  Is.  xxxi.  it  is  used 

in  a  more  general  sense.  (2.)  1tt?123,  a  smelting 
or  calcining  furnace  (Gen.  xix.  28;  Ex.  ix.  8,  10, 
six.  18),  especially  a  lime-kiln,  the  use  of  which 
was  evidently  well  known   to   the   Hebrews    (Is. 

xxxiii.  12 ;  Am.  ii.  1).  (3.)  'TIS,  a  refining 
furnace  (Prov.  xvii.  3,  xxvii.  21;  Ez.  xxii.  18  ff.), 
metaphorically  applial  to  a  state  of  trial  (Deut.  iv. 
20;  1  K.  viii.  51;  Is.  xlviii.  10;  Jer.  xi.  4).  Tlie 
form  of  it  was  probably  similar  to  the  one  used  in 
Kgypt,  which  is  figured  below.  [The  word  trans- 
lated "furnace"  (A.  V.)  in  Ps.  xii.  6  (7),  ^''bl?, 
does  not  occur  elsewhere,  and  is  of  uncertain  sig- 
nification. (Jesenius  incUnes  to  the  sense  "  work- 
shop " ;  F'iirst  and  others  understand  it  to  mean 

"crucible." — A.]  (4.)  ^^nM»  a  large  funiace 
built  like  a  brick-kiln,  with  an  opening  at  the  top 
to  ca.st  in  the  materials  (Dan.  iii.  22,  23),  and  a 
door  at  the  ground  by  which  the  metal  might  be 
extracted  (ver.  26).  The  Romnn  fintiax,  as  repre- 
sented in  Diet,  of  Ant.  p.  546,  gives  an  idea  of  the 
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Persian  aftun.     The   Persians  were   in  the  habit 
of  using  the  furnace  as  a  means  of  inflicting  capital 


Furnace.  —  An  Egyptian  blowing  thp  fire  for  melting 
gold.     (Wilkinson.) 

punishment  (Dan.  I.  c. ;  Jer.  xxix.  22;  2  Mace.  vii. 
5;  Hos.  vii.  7).  A  parallel  case  is  mentioned  by 
Chardin  {Voyage  en  Perse,  iv.  276).  two  ovens 
having  been  kept  ready  heated  for  a  whole  month 
to  throw  in  any  com-dealers  who  raised  the  price 
of  corn.  (5.)  The  potter's  furnace  (Ecclus.  xxvii. 
5  ;  xxxviii.  30),  which  resembles  a  chimney  in 
shajje,  and  was  about  five  or  six  feet  high,  as  rep- 
resented  below.     (6.)    The   blacksmith's   furnace 


The  Egyptian  Potter's  Furnace.     (Wilkinson.) 

(Ecclus.  xxxviii.  28).  The  Greek  Kdfiipos,  which 
is  applied  to  the  two  latter,  also  describes  the  cal- 
cining furnace  (Xen.  Vecllr/.  iv.  40).  It  is  meta- 
phorically used  in  the  N.  T.  in  this  sense  (Itev.  i. 
15,  ix.  2),  and  in  Matt.  xiii.  42,  with  an  especial 
reference  to  Dan.  iii.  6.  AV.  h.  B. 

*  FURNITURE,  formerly  =  "  equipment," 
"accoutrements  "  (see  Bible  Word- Book),  is  so  used 
in  Gen.  xxxi.  34.  Rachel  put  the  "  teraphim  " 
(which  see)  or  "images"  in  the  "camel's  furni- 
ture," in  order  to  conceal  them  from  Laban.  who 
was  searching  for  them  in  her  tent.  It  is  not  easy 
to  say  how  this  should  be  understood.  Thomson 
thinks  that  she  placed  them  under  the  padding  of 
the  riding-saddle,  where,  as  he  mentions,  the  Arabs 
at  present  often  secrete  stolen  goods  {Land  and 
Book,  ii.  24).  Cari)ets  were  frequently  spread  over 
the  siiddle  on  which  women  rode,  and  these  could 
have  been  thrown  over  the  idols,  so  as  to  answer 
the  purpose  of  a  seat  and  of  concealment.  Kitto 
(Bible  Jllusir.  i.  301,  Amer.  ed.)  suggests  that  the 
convexity  of  the  pack-saddle  may  have  formed  a  good 
hiding-place  for  the  images.  It  is  altosether  less 
probable  that  the  "  furniture  "  was  the  pjilaiuiuin 
or  litter  swung  across  the  camel's  liack,  with  apart- 
ments on  lioth  sides,  and  screened  with  curtains 
(see  Jahn,  Biljl.  Archceol.  §  49,  Upham's  trans.). 
The  rapid  travelling  on  this  flight  of  Jacob  would 
have  made  such  a  vehicle  inconvenient  and  unsafe. 
On  the  Hebrew  expression,  see  Tuch,  Die  Genesis, 
p.  459;  Bunsen,  Bibelwerk,  i.  67;  Knobel,  IHt 
Genesis,  p.  226 ;  Keil  and  Dditzsch,  Peniatewk, 
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I.  298  (Eng.   trans.)-     "Saddle,"   on  the  whole, 
though  vague,  may  for  us  be  the  best  translation. 

H. 


G. 

GA'AL  (  V^3  [rejection,  Fiirst,  perh.  a  cutting 
or  grctft,  Ges.] :  roa\ ;  [Vat.  Va.Ka.aS,  exc.  ver. 
28,  Taa.^;  Alex.  Taa^,  exc.  ver.  .36,  TaS,  and  vv. 
26,  37,  TaAaaS;]  Joseph.  Vaa.\i)s'-  Gaal\  son  of 
Ebed,  aided  the  Shechemites  in  their  rebellion 
against  Abimelech  (.Judg.  is.  [26-41]  ;  Joseph.  Ant. 
v.  7,  §§  3,  4).  He  does  not  seem  to  have  been  a 
native  of  Sheshem,  nor  specially  interested  in  the 
revolution,  but  rather  one  of  a  class  of  condottieri, 
who  at  such  a  period  of  anarchy  would  be  willing 
to  sell  tlieir  services  to  the  highest  bidder.  Josephus 
calls  him  tU  rav  apx^vTuv,  a  term  which  scarcely 
designates  any  special  office,  as  in  the  case  of  Zebul 
{twv  'S.iKLfj.iToiv  ipx'^v,  Joseph.  I.e.):  more  prob- 
ably it  has  reference  to  the  headship  of  his  family 
(.Judg.  ix.  26:  Joseph.  I.  c),  and  the  command  of 
a  body  of  men-at-arms,  who  seem  to  have  been 
permanently  attached  to  his  service  {avv  dirKirats 
Kol  (Tuyyfveffi,  Joseph.).  His  ap{)eal  to  ante- 
Israelitish  traditions  (Judg.  ix.  28),  together  with 
the  re-establishment  of  idolatry  at  Shechem,  shows 
that  the  movement  in  which  he  took  part  was  a 
reactionary  one,  and  proceeded  upon  the  principle 
of  a  combination  of  the  aborigines  with  the  idola- 
trous Israelites  against  the  iconoclastic  family  of 
Gideon  as  represented  by  Abimelech.  The  ambi- 
tious designs  of  Gaal,  who  seems  to  have  aspired  to 
the  supreme  command,  awakened  the  jealousy  of 
Zebul,  who  recalled  Abimelech,  and  procured  the 
expulsion  of  Gaal  from  the  city  upon  a  charge  of 
cowardice      [Abimklecii.]  T.  E.  B. 

GA'ASH  ([127^2,  in  pause]  WV^^  earth- 
quake: Faas,  [Rom.  Vat.]  once  FaXadS:  Gntis). 
On  the  north  side  of  "  the  hijl  of  Gaash  "  (accurately 

"  Mount  G.,"  S""!!!^),  in  the  district  of  "  Mount 
Ephraim,"  was  Timnath-serach,  or  Timnath-cheres, 
the  city  which  at  his  request  was  given  by  the 
nation  to  Joshua;  where  he  resided,  and  where  at 
last  he  was  buried  (.Josh.  xxiv.  30;  Judg.  ii.  9; 
comp.  .Josh.  xix.  49,  50).  We  only  hear  of  it  again 
incidentally  as  the  native  place  of  one  of  David's 
guard,  "  Hiddai,   or   Hurai,    of  the   brooks    (the 

torrent-beds  or  wadies,  '^7C!3)  of  Gaash" — the 
"torrents  of  the  earthquake"  (2  Sam.  xxiii.  30; 
1  Chr.  xi.  32 ).  By  Eusebius  and  Jerome  the  name 
is  mentioned  (  On.om.  "  Gaas  "),  but  evidently  with- 
out any  knowledge  of  the  place ;  nor  does  it  apjibar 
to  have  been  recognized  by  any  more  modern  trav- 
eller in  I'alestine.  G. 
.  *  The  name  of  Gaash  has  been  lost,  but  the  hill 
which  was  so  called  has  been  identified  with  reason- 
able certainty.  Our  countryman,  Ur.  Eli  Smith, 
in  1843  discovered  Timnath-serah  ( =  Timnath- 
heres)  in  the  site  and  ruins  of  the  present  Tifmeh, 
about  6  miles  northeast  of  Jiifnn  (the  Roman 
Gophna).  But  we  know  from  Judg.  ii.  9,  that 
Gaash  was  within  the  precincts  of  the  ancient  town, 
which  lay  in  the  tribe  of  Ephraim  (where  Tihneh 
is  at  present),  and  that  Joshua  was  buried  on  the 
north  side  of  this  hill.  It  is  found  now  that  off 
gainst  these  ruins  of  Tihneh  (thus  identified  as 
'Hmnath-serah),  a  little  to  the  south  of  them,  rises 
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a  high  hill,  and  on  "  the  north  side"  of  this  hill 
are  some  remarkable  tombs  of  elaborate  structure 
and  of  great  antiquity.  Thus  nothing  but  the 
extant  name  is  wanting;  for  the  site  of  the  ruined 
town,  the  vicinity  of  the  hill,  the  sepulchral  excava- 
tions on  the  north  side  of  the  hill  where  the  tomb 
of  Joshua  was  cut  out,  supply  ample  proof  that 
Gaash  must  have  been  in  this  place.  (See  "  Visit 
to  Antipatris  "  in  the  Bibl.  Sacra,  1843,  p.  478  ff.) 
Add  to  all  this  that  "the  brooks"  {wadies  or 
ravines)  of  Gaash  (2  Sam.  xxiii.  30)  answer  to 
"  the  deep  valleys  round  about  this  hill,  through 
which  ths  winter  torrents  flow  to  Wady  Beldt." 
(See  Rob.  Phys.  Geogr.  p.  42.)  H. 

GA'BA  (P?2  [height,  hill\ :  Tafiad,  Tai$d\, 
Fa^adv,  [etc. :]  Gabee,  Gabaa,  Geba ).  The  same 
name  as  Geba,  but  with  the  vowel  sound  made 
broader,  according  to  Hebrew  custom,  because  of 
its  occurrence  at  the  end  of  a  clause  or  sentence. 
It  is  found  in  the  A.  V.  in  Josh,  xviii.  24 ;  F^r.  IL 
26;  Neh.  vii.  30  ["Geba,"  A.  V.  ed.  1611]:  but 
in  the  Hebrew  also  in  2  Sam.  v.  25;  2  K.  xxiii.  8; 
Neh.  xi.  31.     [Gabues.] 

,  GAB'AEL  (ro;3a7)\;  Alex.  Fa^arjA. :  Vet. 
Lat.  Gabahel ;  Vulg.  omits).  1.  An  ancestor  of 
Tobit  (Tob,  i.  1). 

2.  [Va^ariXos,  To/Sa^A. ;  Alex.  iv.  20,  TajuariAos, 
FA',  i.  14,  Vafir)Kos:  Gabelm.]  A  poor  Jew  (Tob. 
i.  17,  Vulg.)  of  "  Rages  in  Media."  to  whom  Tobias 
lent  (sid)  chirographo  dtdit,  Vulg.)  ten  talents  of 
silver,  which  Gabael  afterwards  faithfully  restored 
to  Tobias  in  the  time  of  Tobit's  distress  (Tob.  i. 
14,  iv.  1,  20,  V.  6,  ix.  [2,  5,]  x.  2).     [Gabkias.] 

B.  F.  W. 

GAB'ATHA  ([Fo^Saed:]  Bagatha),  Esth.  xii. 

1.      [BiGTHAN.] 

GAB'BAI  [2  syl.]  ("^22  [collector,  as  of 
tribute]:  Frj/Se';  [Vat.  FTj/Sr;;  Alex.  Ti]^e€i;  F.A.. 
Frj/Sei J :]  Gebbai),  apparently  the  head  of  an  im- 
portant family  of  Benjamin  resident  at  Jerusalem 
(Neh.  xi.  8). 

GAB'BATHA  (Fa^jSofla:  Gabbatha).  The 
Hebrew  or  Chaldee  appellation  of  a  place  also  called 
"Pavement"  (KidSffTpaiTov),  where  the  judgment- 
seat  or  bema  (0rjfj.a)  wa.s  planted,  from  his  place 
on  which  Pilate  delivered  our  I>ord  to  death  (.John 
xix.  13).  The  name,  and  the  incident  which  leads 
to  the  mention -of  the  name,  occur  nowhere  but  in 
this  passage  of  St.  John.  The  place  was  outside 
the  praetorium  (A.  V.  judgment-hall),  for  Pilate 
brought  Jesus  forth  from  thence  to  it. 

It  is  suggested  by  Lightfoot  (Exei-c.  on  St.  John, 

ad  loc.)  that  the  word  is  derived  from  !II12,  a  sur- 
face, in  which  c;ise  Gabbatha  would  be  a  mere 
translation  of  XiQScnpwTov.  There  was  a  room  in 
the  Temple  in  which  the  Sanhedrim  sate,  and  which 
was  called  Gazith,  because  it  was  paved  with  smooth 

and  square  flags  (iT^T^) ;  and  Lightfoot  conjectures 
that  Pilate  may  on  this  occasion  have  delivered  his 
judgment  in  that  room.  But  this  is  not  consistent 
with  the  practice  of  St.  John,  who,  in  other  in- 
stances, gives  the  Hebrew  name  as  that  properly 
belonging  to  the  place,  not  as  a  mere  translation 
of  a  Greek  one.  Besides,  Pilate  evidently  spoke 
from  the  bema  —  the  regular  seat  of  justice  —  and 
this  in  an  important  place  like  Jerusalem  would  be 
in  a  fixed  spot.  Besides,  the  praetorium ,  a  Roman 
residence  with  the  idolatrous  emblems,  could  not 
have  been  within  the  Temple.     The  word  is  more 
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probably  Chaldee,  Mri2|l,  from  an  ancient  root 
signifying  height  or  roundness  —  the  root  of  the 
Hebrew  word  Gibtah,  which  is  the  common  term 
in  the  O.  T.  for  a  bald  rounded  hill,  or  elevation 
of  moderate  height.  In  this  case  Gabbatha  desig- 
nated the  elevated  bema;  and  the  "pavement" 
was  possibly  some  mosaic  or  tessellated  work,  either 
forming  the  bema  itself,  or  the  flooring  of  the  court 
immediately  round  it  —  perhajis  some  such  work 
as  that  which  we  are  told  by  Suetonius  ( Caisar,  46) 
Julius  Caesar  was  accustomed  to  carry  with  him 
on  his  expeditions,  in  order  to  give  the  bema  or 
tribunal  its  necessary  conventional  elevation. 
[Pavkmkxt.]  G. 

GABTDES  iVa^&ris,  both  MSS. ;  [rather, 
Rom.,  Alex.;  Vat.  KffKa^^-qs  ;  Aid.  TcijSST??:] 
Gabea),  1  Esdr.  v.  20.      [Gaba.] 

GABRI'AS  {Ta^pias,  LXX.  ;  Ta^p^i,  FA. 
[Sin.] ;  i.  e.  n*^^??  the  man  of  Jehovah),  accord- 
ing to  the  present' text  of  the  LXX.  the  brother  of 
Gabael,  the  creditor  of  Tobit  (Tob.  i.  14),  though 
in  another  place  (Tob.  iv.  20,  ry  rev  Tafipia  [Vat. 
-e«-];  cf.  Fritzsche,  ad  loc.)  he  is  described  as  his 
father.  The  readings  throughout  are  very  uncer- 
tain, and  in  the  versions  the  names  are  strangely 
confused.  It  is  an  obvious  correction  to  suppose 
that  Ta^ai)K((i  r^  dSEA</>ij?  ry  Ta^pia  should  be 
read  in  i.  14,  as  is  in  fact  suggested  by  Cod.  FA., 
Tafii)\u  .  .  .  TCfi  aS.  rip  Taipei.  The  misun- 
derstanding of  T<j5  a.Se\<p<f  (cf.  lob.  i.  10,  10,  Ac.) 
naturally  occasioned  the  omission  of  the  article. 
The  old  I>atin  has,  Gabelojratn  meojilio  Gabahel  ; 
and  so  also  iv.  20.  B.  F.  W. 

GA'BRIEL  (bS'^nnS,  man  of  God:  Ta- 
fipii\\,  LXX.  and  N.  T.-.'lGabnel]).  The  word, 
which  is  not  in  itself  distinctive,  but  merely  a  de- 
scription of  the  angelic  office,  is  used  as  a  proper 
name  or  title  in  Dan.  viii.  16,  ix.  21,  and  in  Luke 
i.  19,  26.  (It  is  also  added  in  the  Targums  as  a 
gloss  on  some  other  passages  of  the  0.  T.)  In  the 
ordinary  traditions,  Jewish  and  (Christian,  Gabriel 
is  spoken  of  a.s  one  of  the  archangels.  In  Scripture, 
he  is  set  forth  only  as  the  representaFive  of  llie 
angelic  nature,  not  in  its  digtiity  or  power  of  con- 
tending against  evil  [Miciiakl],  but  in  its  minis- 
tration of  comfort  and  sympathy  to  man.  Thus 
his  mission  to  Daniel  is  to  interpret  in  plain  words 
the  vision  of  the  ram  and  the  he-goat,  and  to  com- 
fort him  after  his  prayer  with  the  prophecy  of  the 
"  seventy  weeks."  And  so  in  tlie  New  Testament 
he  is  the  herald  of  good  tidings,  declaring  as  he 
does  the  coming  of  the  predicted  IMessiah  and  of 
his  foreruimer.  His  prominent  character,  there- 
fore, is  that  of  a  "  fellow-servant  "  of  the  saints  on 
earth ;  and  there  is  a  corresponding  simplicity,  and 
absence  of  all  terror  and  mystery,  in  his  communi- 
cations to  men.  A.  1$. 

*  There  is  no  clear  Scriptural  authority  for  the 
plural  use  of  arcliangcl  (see  above).  The  term, 
which  twice  occurs  in  the  N.  T.  (1  Thess.  iv.  16; 
Jude  9),  is  once  applied  to  Michael,  but  not  to 
Gabriel.  Although  the  divine  messages  by  the 
ingel  Gabriel,  on  Iwth  the  occasions  of  his  recorded 
appearance,  were  characterized,  as  above  statoi,  by 
Bimplicity  and  freedom  from  terror,  yet  it  is  stated, 


«  In  his  Qiurst.  in  Genesim,  Jerome  has  in  fortuna. 
Josephus  (Ant.  i.  19,  §  8)  gives  it  still  a  different  turn 
—  TVXO109  =/ortuitits. 

b  Jerome  (Ue  Benedict.  Jacobi)  interprets  this  of  the 
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in  each  instance,  that  the  vision  awakened  extraor- 
dinary fear  — suggesting  the  thought,  that  there 
may  have  been  something  in  the  mien  of  the  angel, 
fitted  to  inspire  special  awe.  S.  wt 

GAD  (13  :  Td^;  [1  Chr.  vi  63,  Vat.  M.  Aw; 
Jer.  xlix.  1,  ToXacfS,  but  Comp.  with  4  MSS. 
ra5;]  Joseph.  Tanas'-  Gw/),  .Jacob's  seventh  son, 
tlie  first-lwm  of  Zilpah,  I>eah's  maid,  and  whole- 
brother  to  Asher  (Gen.  xxx.  11-1.3,  xlvi.  10,  ik). 
{n.)  The  passage  in  whicli  the  bestowal  of  the  name 
of  (iad  is  preserved  —  like  the  others,  an  exclama- 
tion on  his  birth  —  is  more  than  usually  obscure : 
"  And  I>eah  said,  '  In  fortune '  {be  gad,  133),  and 
she  caUed  his  name  Gad"  (Gen.  xxx.  11).  Such 
is  supposed  to  be  the  meaning  of  the  old  text  of 
the  passage  (the  Cetib):  so  it  stood  at  the  time 
of  the  LXX.,  who  render  the  key-word  by  iv  rvxv  5 
in  which  they  are  followed  by  Jerome  in  the  Vul- 
gate,/e/(«7er.a  But  in  the  marginal  emendations 
of  the  Masorets  (the  Keri)  the  word  is  given  SS 
*T3,  "  Gad  comes."  This  construction  is  adopted 
by  the  ancient  versions  of  Onkelos,  Aquila  (^Aflfv 
V  (uo-ts),  and  Symmachus  (^AOe;/ TaS).  (b.)  In 
the  blessing  of  Jacob,  however,  we  find  the  name 
played  upon  in  a  different  manner:  "  Gad  "  is  here 
taken  as  meaning  a  piratical  band  or  troop  (the 
term  constantly  used  for  which  is  ffedud,  1^12), 
and  the  allusion  —  the  turns  of  which  it  is  imjios- 
sible  adequately  to  convey  in  English  —  would  seem 
to  be  to  the  irregular  life  of  predatory  warfare  which 
should  be  pursued  by  the  tribe  after  their  settlement 
on  the  borders  of  the  Promised  I>and.  "  Gad,  a 
plundering  troop  ((/edml)  shall  plunder  him  (ye- 
f/ud-e?iu),  but  he  will  plunder  (ya-fjUd)  at  their 
heels"  (Gen.  xlix.  ld).<>  (c.)  The  force  here  lent 
to  the  name  has  been  by  some  partially  transferred 
to  the  narrative  of  Gen.  xxx.,  e.  (j.  the  Samaritan 
version,  the  Veneto-Greek,  and  our  own  A.  V.  "  a 
troop  (of  children)  cometh."  But  it  must  not  be 
overlooked  that  the  word  gedvd — by  which  it  is 
here  sought  to  interpret  the  f/nd  of  Gen.  xxx.  11  — 
possessed  its  own  special  signification  of  turbulence 
and  fierceness,  which  makes  it  hardly  applicatile  to 
children  in  the  sense  of  a  number  or  crowd,  the 
image  suggested  by  the  A.  V.  lixactly  as  the  turns 
of  .Jacob's  language  apply  to  the  characteristics 
of  the  tribe,  it  does  not  apjiear  that  there  is  any 
connection  between  his  allusions  and  those  in  the 
exclamation  of  Leah.  The  key  to  the  latter  is 
probably  lost.  To  supjwse  that  Leah  was  invoking 
some  ancient  divinity,  the  god  Fortune,  who  is 
conjectured  to  be  once  alluded  to  —  and  once  only 
—  in  the  later  part  of  the  book  of  Isaiah,  under 
the  title  of  Gad  (Is.  Ixv.  11;  A.  V.  "that  troop;" 
(Jesenius,  "  dem  Gliick  "),  is  surely  a  poor  explana- 
tion. 

Of  the  childhood  and  life  of  the  individual  Gar 
nothing  is  preser\ed.  At  the  time  of  the  dt>scent 
into  I^rypt  seven  sons  are  a.scrii)ed  to  him,  remark- 
able from  the  fact  that  a  mfyority  of  their  names 
have  plural  terminations,  as  if  those  of  families 
rather  than  persons  ((Jen.  xlvi.  16).  The  list,  with 
a  slight  variation,  is  asiain  given  on  the  occasion 
of  the  census  in  the  wilderness  of  Sinai  (Num.  xxvi. 
15-18).     [Akoj);  Ezbon;  Ozni.]     The  position 


revenge  taken  by  the  warriors  of  the  tribe  on  their 
return  from  the  conque-st  of  western  Palestine,  for  thf 
incursions  of  the  desert  tribes  duritig  their  absence. 
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of  Gad  during  the  inarch  to  the  Promised  I^nd 
vras  on  the  south  side  of  the  Tabernacle  (Num.  ii. 
14).  The  leader  of  the  tribe  at  the  time  of  the 
start  from  Sinai  was  Eliasaph  son  of  Reuel  or  Deuel 
(ii.  14,  X.  20).  Gad  is  regularly  named  in  the 
various  enumerations  of  the  tribes  through  the 
wanderings  —  at  the  despatching  of  the  spies  (xiii. 
15)  —  the  numbering  in  the  plains  of  Moab  (xxvi. 
3,  15);  but  the  only  inference  we  can  draw  is  an 
indication  of  a  commencing  alliance  with  the  tribe 
which  was  subsequently  to  be  his  next  neighbor. 
He  has  left  the  more  closely  related  trite  of  Asher, 
to  take  up  his  position  next  to  Keuben.  These 
two  tribes  also  preserve  a  near  equality  in  their 
numbers,  not  suffering  from  the  fluctuations  which 
were  endured  by  the  others.  At  the  first  census 
Gad  had  45,650,  and  Keuben  46,-500;  at  the  last, 
Gad  had  40,500,  and  Keuben  43,330.  This  aUiance 
was  doubtless  induced  by  the  similarity  of  their 
pursuits.  Of  all  the  sons  of  Jacob  these  two  tribes 
alone  returned  to  the  land  which  their  forefathers 
had  left  five  hundred  years  before,  with  their  occu- 
pations unchanged.  "  The  trade  of  thy  slaves  hath 
been  about  cattle  from  our  youth  even  till  now  "  — 
"we  are  shepherds,  both  we  and  our  fathers" 
(Gren.  xlvi.  34,  xlvii.  4)  —  such  was  the  account 
which  the  patriarchs  gave  of  themselves  to  Pharaoh. 
The  civilization  and  the  persecutions  of  I'^ypt  had 
worketl  a  cliange  in  the  habits  of  most  of  the  tribes, 
but  Reuben  and  Gad  remained  faithful  to  the  pas- 
toral pursuits  of  Abraham,  Is;iac,  and  Jacob;  and 
at  the  halt  on  the  east  of  Jordan  we  find  them 
coming  forward  to  Moses  with  the  representation 
that  they  " have  cattle "  —  "a  great  multitude  of 
cattle,"  and  the  land  where  they  now  are  is  a  "  place 
for  cattle."'  What  should  they  do  in  the  close  pre- 
cincts of  the  country  west  of  Jordan  with  |all  their 
flocks  and  herds?  Wherefore  let  this  land,  tliey 
pray,  be  given  them  for  a  possession,  and  let  them 
not  be  brought  over  Jordan  (Num.  xxxii.  1-5). 
They  did  not,  however,  attempt  to  evade  taking 
their  proper  share  of  the  difficulties  of  subduing 
the  land  of  Canaan,  and  after  that  task  had  been 
effected,  and  the  apportionment  amongst  the  nine 
and  a  half  tribes  completed  "  at  the  door-way  of  the 
tabernacle  of  the  congregation  in  Shiloh,  before 
Jehovah,"  they  were  dismissed  by  Joshua  "  to  their 
tents,"  to  their  ''wives,  their  little  ones,  and  their 
cattle,"  which  they  had  left  behind  them  in  Gilead. 
To  their  tents  they  went,  to  the  dangers  and 
delights  of  the  free  liedouin  life  in  which  they  had 
elected  to  remain,  and  in  which  —  a  few  partial 
glimses  excepted  —  the  later  history  allows  them 
to  remain  hidden  from  view. 

The  country  allotted  to  Gud  appears,  speaking 
roughly,  to  have  lain  chiefly  about  the  centre  of 
the  land  east  of  Jordan.  The  south  of  that  district, 
from  the  xVmon  ( Wac/y  Mojeb),  about  half  way 
down  the  Dead  Sea,  to  Heshbon,  nearly  due  east 
of  Jerusalem,  was  occupied  by  Keuben,  and  at  or 
about  Heshbon  the  possessions  of  Gad  commenced. 
They  embraced  half  Gilead,  as  the  oldest  record 
specially  states  (Deut.  iii.  12),  or  half  the  laud  of 
the  children  of  Amnion  (Josh.  xiii.  25),  probably 
the  mountainous  district  which  is  intersected  by 
the  torrent  Jabbok  —  if  the  Wadij  Zurki  be  the 
Jabbok  —  including,  as  its  most  northern  town,  the 
ancient  sanctuary  of  Mahanaim.  On  tiie  east  the 
furthest  landmark  given  is  "  Aroer,  that  faces  Kab- 
bah," the  present  Amman  (Josh.  xiii.  25).  West 
was  the  Jordan  (ver.  27).  The  territory  thus  con- 
sisted of  two  comparatively  separate  and  independent 
54 
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parts,  (1)  the  high  land,  on  the  general  level  <rf 
the  country  east  of  -lordan,  and  (2)  the  sunk 
valley  of  the  Jordan  itself —  the  former  stopping 
short  at  the  Jabbok ;  the  latter  occupying  the  whole 
of  the  great  valley  on  the  east  side  of  the  river,  and 
extending  up  to  the  very  sea  of  Cinnereth,  or  Gen- 
nesaret,  itself. 

Of  the  structure  and  character  of  the  land  which 
thus  belonged  to  the  tribe  —  "  the  land  of  Gad  and 
Gilead  "  —  we  have  only  vague  information.  Prom 
the  western  part  of  Palestine  its  aspect  is  that  of  a 
wall  of  purple  mountain,  with  a  suigularly  horizon- 
tal outline;  here  and  there  the  surface  is  seamed 
by  the  ravines,  through  which  the  torrents  find  theu* 
way  to  the  Jordan,  but  this  does  not  much  affect 
the  vertical  wall-like  look  of  the  range.  But  on  a 
nearer  approach  in  the  Jordan  valley,  the  horizontal 
outline  becomes  broken,  and  when  the  summits  are 
attained,  a  new  scene  is  said  to  burst  on  the  view. 
"  A  wide  table-laud  appears,  tossed  about  in  wild 
confusion  of  undulating  downs,  clothed  with  rich 
grass  throughout;  in  tlie  southern  jiarts  trees  are 
thinly  scattered  here  and  there,  aged  trees  covered 
with  lichen,  as  if  the  religs  of  a  primeval  forest  long 
since  cleared  away ;  the  northern  parts  still  abound 
in  magnificent  woods  of  sycamore,  beech,  terebinth, 
ilex,  and  enormous  fig-trees.  These  downs  are 
broken  by  three  deep  defiles,  through  which  the  three 
rivers  of  the  Yarnuk,  the  Jabbok,  and  the  Arnon 
fall  into  the  valley  of  tlie  Jordan  and  the  Dead  Sea. 
On  the  east  they  melt  away  into  the  vast  red  plain, 
which  by  a  gradual  descent  joins  the  level  of  the 
plain  of  the  Hauran,  and  of  the  Assyrian  desert " 
(Stanley,  S.  <f  P.  p.  320).  A  very  picturesque 
country,  not  tlie  "  flat  open  downs  of  smooth  and 
even  turf"  of  the  country  round  Heshbon  (Irby, 
p.  142),  the  sheep-walks  of  Keuben  and  of  the 
Moabites,  but  "  most  beautifully  varied  with  hang- 
ing woods,  mostly  of  the  vallonia  oak,  laurestinus, 
cedar,  arbutus,  arbutus  andi-achne,  ifec.  At  times 
the  country  had  all  the  appearance  of  a  noble,  park  " 
(147),  "graceful  hills,  rich  vales,  luxuriant  herbage" 
(Porter,  Handb.  p.  310).     [Gilead.] 

Such  was  the  territory  allotted  to  the  Gadites; 
but  there  is  no  doubt  that  they  soon  extended  them- 
selves beyond  these  limits.  The  official  records  of 
the  reign  of  Jotham  of  Judah  (1  Chr.  v.  11,  16) 
show  them  to  have  been  at  that  time  established 
over  the  whole  of  Gilead,  and  in  possession  of 
Bashan  as  far  as  Salcah,  the  modern  Sulkhad,  a 
town  at  the  eastern  extremity  of  the  noble  plain  of 
the  JIaurdn,  and  very  far  both  to  the  north  and 
the  east  of  the  border  given  them  originally,  while 
the  Manassites  were  pushed  still  further  northwards 
to  Mount  Hermon  (1  Chr.  v.  23).  They  soon  be- 
came identified  with  Gilead,  that  name  so  mem- 
orable in  the  earliest  history  of  the  nation ;  and  in 
many  of  the  earlier  records  it  supersedes  the  name 
of  Gad,  as  we  have  already  remarked  it  did  that  of 
Bashan.  In  the  song  of  Deljorah  •'  Gilead  "  is  said 
to  have  "abode  beyond  Jordan"  (Judg.  v.  17) 
Jephthah  appears  to  have  been  a  Gadite,  a  native  of 
Mizpeh  (Judg.  xi.  34:  conip.  31,  and  Josh.  xiii.  26), 
and  j'et  he  is  always  designated  "the  Gileadite;" 
and  so  also  with  Barzillai  of  JIahanaim  (2  Sam. 
xvii.  27;  Ezr.  ii.  61;  conip.  Josh.  xiii.  26). 

The  character  of  the  tribe  is  throughout  strongly 
marked,  fierce  and  warlike,  "  strong  men  of  might, 
men  of  war  for  the  battle,  that  could  handle  shield 
and  buckler,  their  faces  the  fUce.*  of  lions,  and  like 
roes  upon  the  mountains  for  swiftness."  Such  is 
the  graphic  description  given,  of  tliose  eleven.  henoeB 
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of  Gad,  "  the  least  of  them  more  than  equal  to  a 
hundred,  and  the  greatest  to  a  thousand,"  who 
joined  their  fortunes  to  David  at  the  time  of  his 
greatest  discredit  and  embarrassment  (1  Chr.  xii. 
8),  undeterred  by  the  natural  difficulties  of  "  flood 
and  field  "  which  stootl  in  their  way.  Surrounded, 
as  they  were,  by  Ammonites,  IMidianites,  Hagarites, 
"  Children  of  the  luist,"  and  all  the  other  countless 
tribes,  animated  by  a  common  hostility  to  the 
strangere  whose  coming  had  dispossessed  them  of 
their  fairest  districts,  the  warlike  propensities  of  the 
tribe  must  have  had  many  opportunities  of  exercise. 
One  of  its  great  engagements  is  related  in  1  Chr. 
V.  19-22.  Here  their  opponents  were  the  wander- 
ing Ishmaelite  tribes  of  Jetur,  Xephish,  and  Nodab 
(comp.  Gen.  xxv.  15),  nomad  jieople,  possessed  of 
an  enormous  wealtli  in  camels,  sheep,  and  asses,  to 
this  day  the  characteristic  jwssessions  of  their  lie- 
douin  successors.  This  immense  booty  came  into 
the  hands  of  the  conquerors,  who  seem  to  have 
entered  with  it  on  the  former  mode  of  life  of  their 
victims  :  probably  pushed  their  way  further  into 
the  eastern  wilderness  in  the  "steads"  of  these 
Hagarites.  Another  of  these  encounters  is  con- 
tained in  the  history  of  Jephthah,  but  this  latter 
story  develops  elements  of  a  difterent  nature  and  a 
higher  order  than  the  mere  fierceness  necessary  to 
repel  the  attacks  of  the  plunderers  of  the  desert. 
In  the  behavior  of  Jephthah  throughout  that  affect- 
ing history,  there  are  traces  of  a  spirit  which  we 
may  almost  call  chivaleresque ;  the  high  tone  taken 
with  the  Elders  of  Gilead,  the  noble  but  fruitless 
expostulation  with  the  king  of  Ammon  before  the 
attack,  the  hasty  vow,  the  overwhelming  grief,  and 
yet  the  persistent  devotion  of  purpose  —  surely  in  all 
these  there  are  marks  of  a  great  nobility  of  character, 
which  must  have  been  more  or  less  characteristic 
of  the  Gadites  in  general.  If  to  this  we  add  the 
loyalty,  the  generosity  and  the  deUcacy  of  Barzillai 
(2  Sam.  xix.  32-39)  we  obtain  a  very  high  idea  of 
the  tribe  at  whose  head  were  such  men  as  these. 
Nor  nmst  we,  while  enumerating  the  worthies  of 
Gad,  forget  that  in  all  probability  Elijah  the  Tish- 
bite,  "  who  was  of  the  inhabitants  of  Gilead,"  was 
one  of  them. 

But  while  exhibiting  these  high  personal  qualities. 
Gad  appears  to  have  l)een  wanting  in  the  powers 
necessary  to  enable  him  to  take  any  active  or  lead- 
ing part  in  the  confederacy  of  the  nation.  The 
warriors,  who  rendered  such  assistance  to  David, 
might,  when  Ishbosheth  set  up  his  court  at  Maha- 
naim  as  king  of  Israel,  have  done  much  towards 
affirming  his  rights.  Had  Abno.r  made  choice  of 
Shechem  or  Shiloh  instead  of  ISIahanaini,  the  quick, 
explosive  Ephraim  instead  of  the  unready  Gad,  who 
can  doubt  that  tiie  troubles  of  David's  reign  would 
have  been  inniiensely  increased,  perhaps  the  estab- 
lishment of  the  northern  kingdom  ante-dated  by 
nearly  a  century  ?  David's  presence  at  the  same 
city  during  his  flight  from  Absalom  produced  no 
efiect  on  the  tribe,  and  they  are  not  mentioned  as 
having  Uiken  any  part  in  the  quarrels  between 
Ephraim  and  .ludah. 

Cut  off"  as  Gad  was  by  position  and  circumstances 
from  its  brethren  on  the  west  of  Jordan,  it  still  re- 
tained some  coimection  with  them.  We  may  infer 
that  it  was  considered  as  belonging  to  the  northern 
kingdom:  "  Know  ye  not,"  says  Ahab  in  Samaria, 
"  know  ye  not  that  Kamoth  in  ( jilead  is  ours,  and 
we  be  still,  and  take  it  not  out  of  the  hand  of  the 
king  of  Syria?  "  (1  K.  xxii.  3).  The  territory  of 
Giad  was  the  battle-field  on  which  the  long  and  fierce 
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struggles  of  Syrt,  and  Israel  were  fought  out,  and 
as  an  agricultural  pastoral  country,  it  must  have 
suffered  severely  in  consequence  (2  K.  x.  33). 

Gad  was  carried  into  captivity  by  Tiglath-Pileser 
(1  Chr.  v.  2(i),  and  in  the  time  of  Jeremiah  the 
cities  of  the  trite  seem  to  have  been  inhabite*}  by 
the  Ammonites.  "  Hath  Israel  no  sons '?  hath  he 
no  heir?  why  doth  Malcham  (('.  e.  Moloch)  inherit 
Gad,  and  his  people  dwell  in  his  cities?"  (Jer. 
xlix.  1).  G. 

GAD  (12  [see  above]:  rci5:  Gad),  "the  seer" 

(njnn),  or  "the  king's  seer,"  i.  e.  David's  — 
sucli  appears  to  have  been  his  official  title  (1  Chr. 
xxix.  29;  2  Chr.  xxix.  25;  2  Sam.  xxiv.  11;  1  Chr. 

xxi.  9)  — was  a  "prophet"  (W'Sa),  who  appears 
to  have  joined  David  when  in  ."  the  hold,"  and  at 
whose  advice  he  quitted  it  for  the  forest  of  Hareth 
(1  Sam.  xxi.  5).  Whether  he  remained  with  David 
during  his  wanderings  is  not  to  be  ascertained:  we 
do  not  again  encounter  him  till  late  in  the  life  of 
the  king,  when  he  reappears  in  comiection  with  the 
punishment  inflicted  for  the  numbering  of  the  peo- 
ple (2  Sam.  xxiv.  11-19;  1  Chr.  xxi.  9-19).  But 
he  was  evidently  attached  to  the  royal  establish- 
ment at  Jerusalem,  for  he  wrote  a  book  of  the  Acts 
of  David  (1  Chr.  xxix.  29),  and  also  assisted  in 
settling  the  arrangements  for  the  musical  service 
of  the  "  house  of  God,"  by  which  his  name  was 
handed  down  to  times  long  after  his  own  (2  Chr. 
xxix.  25).  In  the  abruptness  of  his  introduction 
Gad  has  been  compared  with  Elijah  (Jerome,  Qu. 
Jhbr.  on  1  Sam.  xxii.  5),  with  whom  he  may  have 
been  of  the  same  tribe,  if  his  name  can  be  taken 
as  denoting  his  parentage,  but  this  is  unsupported 
by  any  evidence.  Nor  is  there  any  apparent  ground 
for  Ewald's  suggestion  (Gesch.  iii.  116)  that  he  was 
of  the  school  of  Samuel.  If  this  could  be  made 
out,  it  would  aflt)rd  a  natural  reason  for  his  joining 
David.     [David,  p.  556.]  G. 

GAD  (12  '•  Soufji6viov;  Sin.  Zal/jucv:  Fwtuna). 
Proj)erly  "  the  Gad,"  with  the  article.  In  the  A.  V. 
of  Is.  Ixv.  11  the  clause  "  that  prepare  a  tal)le  for 
that  troop  "  has  in  the  margin  instead  of  the  last 
word  the  proper  name  "Gad,"  which  evidently  de- 
notes some  idol  worshipped  by  the  .Jews  in  Babylon, 
though  it  ig  impossible  positively  to  identify  it. 
Huetius  would  understand  by  it  Fortune  as  sym- 
bolized by  the  Moon,  but  Vitringa,  on  the  contrary, 
considers  it  to  be  the  Sun.  Milhus  (Diss,  de  Gad 
et  Meni)  regards  both  Gad  and  ]\Ieni  as  names  of 
the  Moon.  Tljat  (iad  was  the  deity  Fortune,  un- 
der whatever  outward  form  it  was  worshipped,  is 
supfiorted  by  the  etymology,  and  by  the  common 
assent  of  commentators.     It  is  evidently  connected 

with  the  Syriac  l?-^. »  gddS,  "fortune,  luck,"  and 

with  the  Arabic  cX^,  jnd,  "  good  fortune,"  and 
Gesenius  is  probably  right  in  his  conjecture  that 
Gad  was  the  planet  Jupiter,  which  was  regarded 
by  the  astrologers  of  the  East  (I'ococke,  ti>pec.  /list, 
Ar.  p.  130)  as  the  star  of  greater  good  fortune. 
Movers  (Phain.  i.  050)  is  in  favor  of  the  planet 
Venus.  Some  have  suppo.sed  that  a  trace  of  the 
Syrian  worship  of  Gad  is  to  \>e  found  in  the  excla- 
msition  of  Leah,  when  Zilpah  bare  a  son  (Gen.  xxi. 

11),  "T52,  bar/ad,  or  as  the  Ken  has  it,  13  ^^i 
"  Gad,  or  good  fortune,  cometh."  The  Targmn  of 
Pseudo-Jonathan  and  the  .lerusalcm  Targuni  both 
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give  "  a  lucky  planet  cometh,"  but  it  is  most  prob- 
able that  this  is  an  interpretation  which  grew  out 
of  the  astrological  beliefs  of  a  later  time ;  and  we 
can  infer  nothing  from  it  with  respect  to  the  idol- 
atry of  the  inhabitants  of  Padan-Arani  in  the  age 
of  Jacob.  That  this  later  belief  in  a  deity  Fortune 
existed,  there  are  many  things  to  prove.  Buxtorf 
{Lex.  Talin.  s.  v.)  says  that  anciently  it  was  a  cus- 
tom for  each  man  to  have  in  his  house  a  splendid 
couch,  which  was  not  used,  but  was  set  apart  for 
"  the  prince  of  the  house,"  that  is,  for  the  star, 
or  constellation  Fortune,  to  render  it  more  propi- 
tious. This  couch  was  called  the  couch  of  Gada, 
or  good-luck  (Talm.  Babl.  Sanhed.  f.  20  n,  Nedti- 
rim,  f.  50  a).    Again  in  Bereshith  llabba,  sect.  65, 

the  woi-ds  '^3M  C^p^,  in  Gen.  xxvii.  31,  are  ex- 
plained as  an  invocation  to  Gada  or  P'ortune. 
Kabbi  Moses  the  Priest,  quoted  by  Aben  Ezra  (on 

Gen.  XXX.  11),  says  "that  12/  (Is.  Ixv.  11)  sig- 
nifies the  star  of  luck,  which  points  to  everything 
that  is  good;  for  thus  is  the  language  of  Kedar 

(Arabic):  but  he  says  that  "T2  S2  (Gen.  xxx.  11) 
is  not  used  in  the  same  sense." 

Illustrations  of  the  ancient  custom  of  placing  a 
banqueting  table  in  honor  of  idols  will  be  found  in 
the  table  spread  for  the  sun  among  the  Ethiopians 
(Her.  iii.  17,  18),  and  in  the  feast  made  by  the 
Babylonians  for  their  god  Bel,  which  is  described 
in  the  Apocryphal  history  of  Bel  and  the  Dragon 
(conip.  also  Her.  i.  181,  &c.).  The  table  in  the 
temple  of  IJelus  is  described  by  Diodorus  Siculus 
(ii.  9)  as  Iwing  of  beaten  gold,  40  feet  long,  15 
wide,  and  weighing  500  talents.  On  it  were  placed 
two  drinking  cups  {napx'ho'i-O')  weighing  30  talents, 
two  censers  of  -300  talents  each,  and  three  golden 
goblets,  that  of  Jupiter  or  Bel  weighing  1200 -Baby- 
lonian talents.  The  couch  and  table  of  the  god  in 
the  temple  of  Zeus  Triphylius  at  Patara  in  the 
island  of  Panchaaa  are  mentioned  by  Diodorus  (v. 
i6).     Comp.  also  Virg.  jEn.  ii.  763: 

"  Hue  undique  Troia  gaza 
Incensis  erepta  adytis,  mensmque  deorum 
Craleresqiie  auro  sotidi,  captivaque  vestis 
Congeritur." 
In  addition  to  the  opinions  which  have  been  referred 
to  above  may  be  quoted  that  of  Stephen  Le  Moyne 
(  Var.  Sdcr.  p.  363),  who  says  that  Gad  is  the  goat 
of  Mendes,  worshipped  by  the  Egyptians  as  an  em- 
blem of  the  sun;  and  of  Le  Clerc  {Comm.  in  Is.) 
and  I^akemacher  {Obs.  Phil.  iv.  18,  &c.),  who  iden- 
tify Gad  with  Hecate.    iMacrobius  {Sat.  i.  19)  tells 
us  that  in  the  later  Egj-jjtian  mythology  Tux'J  ^^^ 
worshipped  as  one  of  the  four  deities  who  presided 
over   birth,    and  was    represented    by  the   Moon. 
This  will  perhaps  throw  some  light  upon  the  ren- 
dering of  the  LXX.  as  given  by  Jerome.     [Meni, 
note  rt.] 

Traces  of  the  worship  of  Gad  remain  in  the 
proper  names  Baal-Gad,  and  Giddeneme  (Plant. 
Pceft.  V.  3 ),  the  latter  of  which  Gesenius  ( Mon.  Pkmn. 

p.  407)  renders  7110^3  11,  "favoring  fortune." 

W.  A.  W. 
GAD'ARA,  a  strong  city  (Joseph.  Ant.  xiii. 
13,  §  3),  situated  near  the  river  Hieromax  (Plin. 
H.  N.  v.  16),  east  of  the  Sea  of  Galilee,  over 
against  Scythopolis  and  Tiberias  (Euseb.  Onom. 
8.  V  ),  and  sixteen  Roman  miles  distant  from  each 
of  those  places  {Itin.  Anton,  ed.  Wess.  pp.  196, 
198;  Tab.  Pent.).  It  stood  on  the  top  of  a  hill, 
at  the  foot  of  which,  upon  the  banks  of  the  Hiero- 
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max,  three  miles  distant,  were  warm  springs  and 
baths  called  Amatha  ( Onom.  s.  v.  yEtliam  et  Gad- 
ara;  Itin.  Ant.  Martyr.J.  Josephus  calls  it  the 
capital  of  I'eroea;  and  Polybius  says  it  was  one  of 
the  most  strongly  fortified  cities  in  the  country 
(Joseph.  B.  J.  iv.  7,  §  3;  Polyb.  v.  71).  A  large 
district  was  attached  to  it,  called  by  Josephus 
TabapiTis  {B. ./.  iii.  10,  §  10);  Strabo  also  hiforms 
us  that  the  warm  healing  springs  were  iv  rij  Ta- 
SaplSi,  "in  the  territory  of  Gadara  {Geoy.  xvi.). 
Gadara  itself  is  not  mentioned  in  the  Bible,  but  it 
is  evidently  identical  with  the  "  Country  of  the 
Gadarenes,"  xdpa  or  Trfpix(»pos  riiv  VdSapr]vwv 
(Mark  v.  1;  Luke  viii.  20,  37). 

Of  the  site  of  Gadara,  thus  so  clearly  defined, 
there  cannot  be  a  doubt.  On  a  partially  isolated 
hill,  at  the  northwestern  extremity  of  the  moun- 
tains of  Gilead,  about  sixteen  miles  from  Tiberias, 
lie  the  extensive  and  remarkable  ruins  of  Um  Keis. 
Three  miles  northward,  at  the  foot  of  the  hill,  is 
the  deep  bed  of  the  Shtriat  tl-Mandhur,  the  an- 
cient Hieromax ;  and  here  are  still  the  warm  springs 
of  Amatha.  On  the  west  is  the  Jordan  valley ;  and 
on  the  south  is  Wady  eP  Arab,  running  parallel  to 
the  Mandiiur.  Um  Keis  occupies  the  crest  of  the 
ridge  between  the  two  latter  wadies;  and  as  this 
crest  declines  in  elevation  towards  the  east  as  well 
as  the  west,  the  situation  is  strong  and  command- 
ing. The  whole  space  occupied  by  the  ruins  is 
about  two  miles  in  circumference;  and  there  are 
traces  of  fortifications  all  round,  though  now  almost 
completely  prostrate. 

The  first  historical  notice  of  Gadara  is  its  cap- 
ture, along  with  Pella  and  other  cities,  by  Antio- 
chus  the  Great,  in  the  year  a.  c.  218  (Joseph.  Ant. 
xii.  3,  §  3).  About  twenty  years  afterwards  it  was 
taken  from  the  Syrians  by  Alex.  Jannaeus,  after  a 
siege  of  ten  months  {Ant.  xiii.  13,  §  3;  B.  J.i. 
4,  §  2).  The  Jews  retained  possession  of  it  for 
some  time;  but  the  place  having  lieen  destroyed 
during  their  civil  wars,  it  was  rebuilt  by  Pompey 
to  gratify  his  freedraan  Demetrius,  who  was  a 
Gadarene  {B.  J.  i.  7,  §  7).  When  Gabinius,  the 
proconsul  of  Syria,  changed  the  government  of 
Judfea,  by  dividing  the  country  into  five  districts, 
and  placing  each  under  the  authority  of  a  councU, 
Gadara  was  made  the  capital  of  one  of  these  dis 
tricts  {B.  ./.  i.  8,  §  5).  The  territory  of  Gadara, 
with  the  adjoining  one  of  Hippos,  was  subsequently 
added  to  the  kingdom  of  Herod  the  Great  {Ant. 
XV.  7,  §  3). 

Gadara,  however,  derives  its  greatest  interest 
from  having  been  the  scene  of  our  lx)rd's  miracle 
in  healing  the  demoniacs  (Matt.  viii.  28-34 ;  Mark 
v.  1-21 ;  Luke  viii.  26-40).  "  They  ware  no  <^lothes, 
neither  abode  in  any  house,  but  in  the  tombs." 
Christ  came  across  the  lake  from  Caiiernaum,  and 
landed  at  the  southeastern  corner,  where  the  steep, 
lofty  bank  of  the  eastern  plateau  breaks  down 
into  the  plain  of  the  Jordan.  The  demoniacs  met 
him  a  short  distance  from  the  shore;  on  the  side 
of  the  adjoining  declivity  the  "  great  herd'of  swine  " 
were  feeding ;  when  the  demons  went  among  them 
the  whole  herd  rushed  down  that  "  steep  place " 
into  the  lake  and  perished ;  the  keepers  ran  up  to 
the  city  and  told  the  news,  and  the  excited  popular 
tion  came  down  in  haste,  and  "  besought  Jesus  that 
he  would  depart  out  of  their  coasts."  The  whole 
circumstances  of  the  narrative  are  thus  strikingly 
illustrated  by  the  features  of  the  country.  Another 
thing  is  worthy  of  notice.  The  most  interesting 
remains  of  Gadara  are  its  toml)S,  which  dot  the  cli£Bi 
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for  a  considerable  distance  round  the  city.  They 
are  excavated  in  the  limestone  rock,  and  consist  of 
chambers  of  various  dimensions,  some  more  than 

20  feet  square,  with  recesses  in  the  sides  for  bodies. 
The  doors  are  slabs  of  stone  —  a  few  being  orna- 
mented with  panels :  some  of  them  still  remain  in 
their  places.  The  present  inhabitants  of  Um  Keis 
are  all  troglodytes,  "  dwelling  in  tombs,"  like  the 
poor  maniacs  of  old ;  and  occasionally  they  are  al- 
most as  dangerous  to  the  unprotected  traveller. 
In  the  Gospel  of  Matt.  (viii.  28)  we  have  [in  the 
received  text]  the  word  Ttpyea-nvaiy  (instead  of 
raSapTji/uv),  which  seems  to  be  the  same  as  the 

Hebrew  ''272"ia  (LXX.  TfpyfffaTos)  in  Gen.  xv. 

21  and  Deut.  vii.  1  —  the  name  of  an  old  Canaan- 
itish  tribe  [GiuoAsurrKs],  which  .Jerome  (Comm. 
ad  Gtn.  xv. )  locates  on  the  shore  of  the  sea  of 
Tiberias.  Origen  also  says  ( 0pp.  iv.  140)  that  a 
city  called  Genjesa  anciently  stood  on  the  eastern 
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side  of  the  lake.  Even  were  this  true,  still  ttip 
other  gospels  would  be  strictly  accurate.  Gadara 
was  a  large  city,  and  its  district  would  include  Ger- 
gesa.  But  it  nuist  be  remembered  that  the  most 
ancient  MSS.  give  the  word  Ttpaa^vuv,  while 
others  have  raSap-qvuv  —  the  former  reading- is 
adopted  by  Griesbacli"  and  Lachmann ;  while  Scholz 
[with  Tisch.  and  Treg.]  prefers  the  latter;  and 
either  one  or  other  of  these  is  preferable  to  Tepye- 
ffrivuv-     [Gekasa.] 

Gadara  was  captured  by  Vespasian  on  the  first 
outbreak  of  the  war  with  the  .Jews,  all*  its  inhab- 
itants massacred,  and  the  town  itself,  with  the 
surrounding  villages,  reduced  to  ashes  (Joseph. 
B.  J.  iii.  7,  §  1).  It  was  at  this  time  one  of  the 
most  important  cities  east  of  the  Jordan,  and  is  even 
called  the  Capital  of  Peroea.  At  a  later  period  it 
was  the  seat  of  a  bishop ;  but  it  fell  to  ruin  at,  or 
soon  after,  the  Mohammedan  conquest. 


QadaiH. 


The  ruins  of  Um  Keis  bear  testimony  to  the 
splendor  of  ancient  Gadara.  On  the  northern  side 
of  the  hill  is  a  theatre,  and  not  far  from  it  are  the 
remains  of  one  of  the  city  gates.  At  the  latter  a 
street  commences  —  the  via  recta  of  Giulara  — 
which  ran  through  the  city  in  a  straight  line,  hav- 
ing a  colonnade  on  each  side.  The  columns  are  all 
prostrate.  On  the  west  side  of  the  hill  is  another 
larger  theatre  in  better  preservation.  The  prin- 
cipal part  of  the  city  lay  to  the  west  of  these  two 
theatres,  on  a  level  piece  of  ground.  Now  not  a 
house,  not  a  column,  not  a  wall  remains  standing ; 
yet  the  old  pavement  of  the  main  street  is  nearly 
perfect ;  and  here  and  there  the  traces  of  the  char- 
iot-wheels are  visible  on  the  stones,  reminding  one 


of  the  thoroughfares  of  Pompeii.  (?"ull  descrip- 
tions of  (iadara  are  given  in  llantllMxik  for  Syr.  <f 
Pal.  ;  Hurckhardt,  Sijrvi,  p.  270  f. ;  Porter,  in 
Jmtrn'il  of  S'ir.  Lit.  vol.  vi.  p.  281  f.)    J.  L.  P. 

*  It  is  still  a  question  whether  we  know  the 
exact  place  where  the  Saviour  healed  the  demoniacs, 
or  the  precipice  from  which  the  swine  nishe<l  down 
into  the  sea.  The  statement  in  the  foregoing  arti- 
cle that  both  these  events  occurred  at  ( iadara,  or 
in  its  immediate  vicinity,  is  attended  with  serious 
difficulty.  That  city  is  ten  miles  inland  from  the 
lake,  and  is  apjiroached  only  by  a  toils<jnie  way, 
wiiereas  the  evani;elists  seem  to  represent  the  mir- 
acle as  performe<l  at  once  on  the  Saviour's  landing 
(Mark  v.  2),  ^nd  consequently,  according  to  the 


a  *  Griesbach  retains  Tepyeartviov  in  the  text  (Matt,  tnentnrius  Critictis.  1.  90  ff.  Lachmann,  Ti.<ichendorfi 
Till.  28),  but  niarka  Y(pa.<n}i'u>v  as  of  equal,  or  nearly  and  TrcRelles  agree  in  reading  Ttpajrqviiv  ia  Mark;  io 
•qua],  authority      See  the  full  disrusgioii  in  his  Com-   Luke,  TIsch.  now  reads  ^8tii  od  /  icpy.u ■/>'»»'.      A- 
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Impression  which  the  narrative  makes  on  the  reader, 
near  the  shore.  Again,  the  mountain  where  the 
Bwine  were  feeding  appears  to  have  been  near  the 
lake;  for  tliey  ran  madly  down  the  precipice  (Kprj/jL- 
i/(5s)  into  tlie  sea  and  were  drowned.  But  with 
Gadara  at  such  a  distance,  the  miracle  could  not 
have  been  wrought  till  after  some  considerable  de- 
lay, and  still  less  could  the  swine  have  plunged 
directly  into  the  sea.  A  recent  traveller  in  that 
region,  Thomson  {L'lnd  <^  Book,  ii.  -35),  describes 
the  intervening  country  thus :  —  First  (as  one  goes 
inland),  "there  is  a  broad  plain  from  Khurbet 
S/imra  to  the  Jermtik ;  then  the  vast  gorge  of 
this  river,  and  after  it  an  ascent  for  an  hour  and  a 
half  to  ijin  Keis.''''  Hence,  if  the  swine  started 
from  the  vicinity  of  Gadara,  they  would  have  to 
run  down  the  mountain,  ford  the  Jermuk  (Hiero- 
max)  as  deep  and  rapid  as  the  Jordan  itself,  and 
then  cross  a  level  plain  several  miles  in  length  be- 
fore reaching  the  lake. 

Under  these  circumstsinces  the  writer  just  named 
proposes  a  different  locality,  which  agrees  much 
better  with  the  Scripture  account.  He  reports  his 
finding  a  heap  of  ruins  on  the  eastern  shore  of  the 
lake,  near  the  mouth  of  \V(uly  Seinakh,  known 
among  the  natives  as  Kerzi  or  Gersa.  Directly 
above  this  site  stands  "  an  immense  mountain," 
where  are  also  (as  well  as  near  Gadara)  rock-tombs 
sueli  as  lunatics  in  the  East  sometimes  occupy  at 
the  present  day.«  The  base  of  this  mountain, 
though  not  directly  overhanging  the  site,  is  so  near 
the  shore  that  the  swine,  rushing  down  the  declivity 
(said  to  be  almost  perpendicular  =  Kara  tov  Kp-qft.- 
vov,  Mark  v.  13),  would  be  carried  by  their  own 
impetus  across  the  narrow  strip  of  beach  into  the 
depth  of  the  sea.''  He  says  further,  that  this  Gersa, 
as  pronounced  by  the  Arabs,  gives  back  to  us  very 
nearly  the  ancient  Gergesa  or  Geresa.  This,  may 
be  the  identical  place  of  which  Origen  seems  to 
have  heard,  and  which  he  supposed  to  be  the  scene 
of  the  miracle.     (See  Reland's  Palcesliiui,  p.  807.) 

One  circumstance  not  unimportant  to  the  discus- 
sion here  has  been  overlooked  by  some  writers. 
The  evangelists  do  not  mention  Gadara  or  Gergesa 
(whichever  may  be  the  true  reading),  but  sjieak 
only  of  "  the  country  (region,  x^P"-^  '^^  ^^^^  Gad- 
arenes,"  or  Gergesenes,  as  a  general  geographical 
designation.<^  So  far  from  naming  that  city,  Luke 
(viii.  20),  in  order  to  give  his  readers  an  idea  of  the 
"region  of  the  Gadarenes,"  merely  defines  it  as 
opposite  to  Galilee  (avTiirfpay  r^y  ToAiAatay). 
Hence  the  city  to  which  tlie  Synoptists  refer  as 
the  one  to  which  the  keepers  of  the  swine  fled  in 
terror,  and  from  which  the  people,  on  hearing  their 
report,  came  out  to  .lesus  (Matt.  viii.  'i'-i  ff. :  Mark 
V.  11;  Luke  viii.  .31  ff.),  is  not  necessarily  Gadara, 
but  may  be  any  other  city  in  the  land  of  the  Gada- 
renes, viewed  definitely  as  the  one  associated  in  the 
writer's  mind  with  these  transactions.  It  is  suffi- 
cient for  tiie  accuracy  of  the  writers,  if  we  find  the 
scene  of  the  two-fold  miracle  within  the  limits  of 
the  country  of  the  Gadarenes  or  Gergesenes.     The 


«  •Tristram  {Land  of  hrnel,  2d  ed.,  p.  465,  note) 
lays :  '■  I  have  often  met  ia  the  outskirts  of  Caiffa 
"Haifa,  at  the  foot  of  Mount  Carmel]  a  maniac  who 
iwells  in  similar  tombs."  II. 

*  *  Matthew's  "afar  o£f.''  viii.  30  (jLojcpiv).  being  of 
course  relative,  applies  well  enough  to  the  herd  liigh 
up  on  the  side  of  the  ''  immense  mountain."  though 
lie  spectator  may  be  at  the  base.  Besides,  one  feels 
Mark's  and  Luke"s  iJeklic  ixel  reflects  a  manifest 
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evangelists  do  not  in  reality  commit  themselves  to 
anything  more  definite  than  that. 

It  is  gratifying  to  find  that  Mr.  Tristram,  who 
also  visited  the  ruins  of  this  Kerza  or  Gersa,  en- 
dorses Dr.  Thomson's  view.  "  The  bluff  behind  is 
so  steep,  and  the  shore  so  narrow,  that  a  herd  of 
swine,  rushing  frantically  down,  must  certainly 
have  been  overwhelmed  in  the  sea  before  they 
could  recover  themselves.  While  the  tombs  at 
Gadara  are  peculiarly  interesting  and  remarkable, 
yet  the  whole  region  is  so  perforated  everywhere  by 
these  rock-chambers  of  the  dead,  that  we  may  be 
quite  certain  that  a  home  for  the  demoniac  will  not 
be  wanting,  whatever  locality  be  assigned  for  the 
events  recorded  by  the  evangelists."  (Land  of 
Israel,  p.  460,  2d  ed.)  Lord  Lindsay,  who  went 
into  that  region,  assigns  the  occurrence  to  Wady 
Fik,  considerably  further  south  on  the  lake  (Letters 
on  tlie  Holij  Land,  p.  208).  Stanley,  at  first  rely- 
ing on  that  writer,  adopted  the  same  view  (Sin.  (f 
Pal.  ch.  X.);  but  now  speaks  of  the  inadmissibility 
of  that  identification  (Xvfices  of  Easttrn  Locali- 
ties, ifc,  p.  194).  Captain  Wilson's  exploring 
party  have  visited  this  Kerza  still  more  recently, 
and  found  it  answering  weU  to  the  conditions  of 
tlie  Scripture  history.  H. 

GAD'DI  ("'"72:  ra55i;  H^'at- ToSSfi :]  Gaddi), 
son  of  Susi ;  representative  of  the  tribe  of  3Ianas- 
seh  among  the  spies  sent  by  Moses  to  explore  Ca- 
naan (Num.  xiii.  11). 

GAD'DIEL  (bW^"^!  [God  the  fortune-giver, 
Fiirst] :  Vov'5i-i)\  '■  Geddiel),  son  of  Sodi ;  represent- 
ative of  the  tribe  of  Zebulun  on  the  same  occasion 
(Num.  xiii.  10). 

GA'DI  013:  Va.Wi;  [Vat.  roSSet;]  Alex. 
TeSSei,  and  TaSSet:  Gadi),  father  of  Menahem, 
who  seized  the  throne  of  Israel  from  Shallum  (2  K. 
XV.  14,  17). 

GADITES,  THE  0"T2n  :  6  TciS,  6  Va^Vi 
[Vat.  FA.  -Set],  ol  vto\  TaS;  [Alex,  in  2  K.  x.  33, 
TaAaaSSej;  Vat.  in  1  Chr.  xii.  8,  TeSSei;  ver.  37, 
FA.  raSSed/:]  Gad,  Gnditce,  Gaddi).  The  de- 
scendants of  Gad  and  members  of  his  tril>e.  Their 
character  is  described  under  Gai),  p.  849.  In  2 
Sam.  xxiii.  30  for  "  the  Gadite "  the  LXX.  have 
roAaaSSt  [Vat.  -Set,  Alex.  TaSSi],  and  the  Vulg. 
de  Gadi.  W.  A.  W. 

G A'HAM  (nnS  [perh.  hurnin(j,  fire-brand} : 
Taafi.;  Alex,  ["in  charact.  minore"]  Tad^-  [Ga 
ham]),  son  of  Nahor,  Abraham's  brother,  by  his 
concubine  Keuniah  (Gen.  xxii.  24).  No  hght  has 
yet  been  thrown  on  this  tribe.  The  name  probably 
signifies  "  sunburnt,"  or  "  swarthy." 

GA'HAR  ("ina  \hiding-place,  Ges.]:  Taap, 
[in  YxT.,  Vat.  TatA.;  in  Neh.,  Vat.  FA.  omit:] 
Gaher).  The  Kene-Gachar  were  among  the  fami- 
lies of  Nethinim  who  returned  ffom  the  Captivity 
with  Zerubbabel  (lizr.  ii.  47;  Neh.  vii.  49).  In 
the  lists  of  1  Esdr.  the  name  is  given  as  Geddcr. 


sense  on  their  part  of  the  vicinity  of  the  mountain  and 
the  landing-place  to  each  other.  The  hand  points  out 
the  object,  as  it  were,  visible  from  the  shore.  H. 

c  *  Tristram  (p.  465)  speaks  of  Matthew  as  naming 
the  exact  locality,  Gergesa  =  Germ,  but  Matthew's 
expression  is  x'^P"'  twi'  Tepyea-ifvojv  or  VaSapTjviav  (the 
latter  the  better  reading),  and  therefore  in  each  caw 
indefinite,  like  that  of  the  other  writers.  H 
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•  GA'IUS  or  CA'IUS  {rdios:  Caius,  the  for- 
mer Grecized  from  the  latter)  is  the  name  appar- 
ently of  four  persons  mentioned  in  the  X.  T. 

1.  A  Macedonian,  a  missionary  associate  of 
Paul  ((rvveKSr]fj,os),  whom  the  mob  at  Ephesus 
seized  and  draj^ged  into  the  theatre,  and  would  no 
doubt  have  killed,  had  it  not  been  for  the  interposi- 
tion of  the  Asiarchs  and  "  town-clerk  "  of  the  city. 
This  Gains  is  otherwise  unknown.  See  Acts  xix. 
29. 

2.  One  of  the  party  who  went  with  Paul  from 
Corinth  (possibly  only  from  Phihppi),  accompanying 
him  as  far  as  Asia,  when  he  went  for  the  last  time 
from  Europe  to  Palestine."  This  Gaius  was  a  na- 
tive of  Derbe  (Acts  xx.  4),  and  hence  a  different 
person  from  the  preceding  one.  Some,  as  Kuinoel, 
Olshausen,  Neander,  regard  him  as  a  Thessalonian, 
but  they  nnist  then  join  Afpfialos  with  Ttfj.6d€os, 
in  the  above  passage,  which  not  only  puts  Kai  there 
out  of  its  natural  place,  but  disagrees  with  xvi.  1. 
Timothy  was  a  native  of  Lystu.v  (which  see). 

3.  A  Gaius,  who  lived  at  Corinth,  and  sent  a 
salutation  in  Paul's  letter  to  the  Roman  Christians 
(Rom.  xvi.  23).  He  Wiis  one  of  the  very  few  whom 
Paul  baptized  at  Corinth  (1  Cor.  i.  14),  was  Pauls 
"host"'  during  his  second  sojourn  in  that  city,  and 
was  noted  for  his  hospitality  to  aU  who  bore  Christ's 
name  (Hom.  xvi.  23). 

4.  John's  Third  Epistle  is  addressed  to  a  Chris- 
tian of  this  name,  of  whose  character  the  Apostle's 
commendation  (3  John  i.  6)  gives  us  an  exalted 
opinion.  We  may  possibly  identify  him  with  num- 
ber 2.  John  wrote  the  epistle  at  Ephesus.  Derbe 
was  in  Lycaonia,  a  province  of  Asia  Minor,  and  the 
Derbean  (Jaius,  as  last  traced  in  the  Acts  (xx.  4), 
was  on  the  way  to  Asia.      [Jonx,  Skcoxu  and 

TlIIKD    El'ISTLES    OF.]  H. 

GAL'AAD  (roA.ao5;  [in  1  Mace.  v.  9,  Alex. 
ra\aaStTis  '■  Galnad ;  in  Jud.  i.,  Cednr,  in  xv. 
Vulg.  omits]),  1  Mace.  v.  9,  55;  Jud.  i.  8,  xv.  5; 
and  TiiK  couxTUY  of  Galaad  (^  TaXaaSiTis; 
[Sin.  -Sfi-:]  Galaaditis),  1  Mace.  v.  17,  20,  25,  27, 
36,   45;    xiii.   22,    the  Greek  form   of  the  word 

GlI.EAD. 

GA'LAL  (^^2  [occasion.^  or  cause  ;  and  then, 
perh.,  one  weighty,  inJluenUal,  Fiirst]  :  TaKadW 
[Vat.  roA.aa5;  Alex.  raiA.TjA;  Comp.  ToAaA:] 
Gal(tl).  1.  A  Invite,  one  of  the  sons  of  Asaph 
(1  Chr.  ix.  15). 

2.  Anotiier  Levite  of  the  family  of  Elkanah 
(1  Chr.  ix.  10). 

3.  [Rom.  Vat.  Alex.  EA.i  omit;  FA.'  and 
Comp.  ra\e\.]  A  third  Levite,  son  of  Jeduthun 
(Neh.  xi.  17). 

GALA'TIA  (roAoT/o).  It  is  sometimes  diffi- 
cult to  determine,  in  the  case  of  the  names  of  dis- 
tricts mentioned  in  the  N.  T.,  whether  they  are  to 
be  understood  in  a  general  and  iwpular  sense  as 
referring  to  a  region  iniiabited  by  a  race  or  tril)e 
of  people,  or  whether  tiiey  define  precisely  some 
tract  of  c<5untry  marked  out  for  political  purjxjses. 
Galatia  is  a  district  of  this  kind;  and  it  will  1* 
convenient  to  consider  it,  first  ethnologically,  and 
then  as  a  Roman  province. 

Galatia  is  literally  the  "Gallia"   of  the  East. 


o  •  It  is  said  erroneously  in  Kitto's  Cydoi>.  of  Biy. 
LM.  (iii.  1167),  that  Paul  was  then  going  ''from  Asia, 
on  his  second  visit  to  Kurope,"  ?'.  c,  earlier  than  the 
•otual  time,  and  the  opposite  of  the  true  direction. 

U. 
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Roman  writers  call  its  inhabitants  Galli,  just  aa 
Greek  writers  call  the  inhabitants  of  ancient  France 
roA.aTO(.  In  2  Tim.  iv.  10,  some  commentators 
suppose  Western  Gaul  to  be  meant,  and  several 
MSS.  have  TaWiav  instead  of  TaXariav.  In  1 
Mace.  viii.  2,  where  Judas  JIaccabajus  is  hearing 
the  story  of  the  prowess  of  the  Romans  in  con- 
quering the  roAaraj,  it  is  [wssible  to  interpret  the 
passage  either  of  the  Eastern  or  Western  Gauls; 
for  the  subjugation  of  Spain  by  the  Romans,  jftid 
tlieir  defeat  of  Antiochus,  King  of  Asia,  are  men- 
tioned in  the  same  context.  Ai,'ain,  raAarot  is 
tlie  same  word  with  KeArai;  and  the  Galatians 
were  in  their  origin  a  stream  of  that  great  Keltic 
ton-eiit  (apparently  Kymry,  and  not  Gael)  which 
poured  into  Greece  in  the  third  century  before  the 
Christian  era.  Some  of  these  invaders  moved  on 
into  Thrace,  and  appeared  on  the  shores  of  the 
Hellespont  and  Bosphorus,  when  Nicomedes  I.,  kmg 
of  Ritliynia,  being  then  engagal  in  a  civil  war,  in- 
vited them  across  to  help  him.  Once  established 
in  Asia  Minor,  they  became  a  terrible  scourge,  and 
extended  their  invasions  far  and  wide.  The  neigh- 
boring kings  succeeded  in  repressing  them  within 
the  general  geographical  limits  to  which  the  name 
of  Galatia  was  permanently  given.  Antiochus  I., 
king  of  Syria,  took  his  title  of  Soter  in  consequence 
of  his  victory  over  them,  and  Attalus  I.  of  Perga^ 
mus  commemorated  his  own  success  by  taking  the 
title  of  king.  The  (jalatians  still  found  vent  for 
their  restlessness  and  love  of  war  by  hiring  them- 
selves out  as  mercenary  soldiers.  This  is  doubtless 
the  explanation  of  2  Mace.  viii.  20,  which  refers  to 
some  struggle  of  the  Seleucid  princes  in  which  l)oth 
Jews  and  (ialatians  were  engaged.  In  Joseph.  B. 
J.  i.  20,  §  3,  we  find  some  of  the  latter,  who  had 
been  in  Cleopatra's  body-guard,  acting  in  the  same 
character  lor  Herod  the  Great.  Jle-anwhile  the 
wai's  had  been  taking  place,  which  brought  all  the 
countries  round  the  east  of  the  Mediterranean 
within  the  range  of  the  Roman  jwwer.  The  Ga- 
latians fought  on  the  side  of  Antiochus  at  Magne- 
sia. In  the  ^lithridatic  war  they  fought  on  both 
sides.  At  the  end  of  the  Republic  Galatia  appears 
.as  a  dependent  kingdom,  at  the  beginning  of  the 
I'jnpire  as  a  province.  (See  Ritter,  Erdkunde, 
xviii.  507-010.) 

The  Roman  province  of  Galatia  may  be  roughly 
described  as  the  central  region  of  the  peninsula  of 
Asia  Minor,  with  the  provinces  of  Asia  on  the  west, 
Cai'padocia  on  the  east,  Pa.mphvlia  and  Cili- 
ciA  on  the  south,  and  Hitiiynia  and  Pontus  on 
the  north.  It  would  l)e  difficult  to  define  the  ex- 
act limits.  In  fact  they  were  frequently  changing. 
For  information  on  this  subject,  see  the  Diet,  of 
Geog.  i.  930  b.  At  one  time  there  is  no  doubt  that 
this  province  contained  Pisidia  and  Lycaonia,  and 
therefore  those  towns  of  Antioch,  Iconium,  Lystm, 
and  Derbe,  which  are  conspicuous  in  the  narrative 
of  St.  Raid's  travi'ls.  Hut  the  chartcteristic  part 
of  Galatia  lay  nortliwanl  from  those  districts.  On 
the  table-land  between  the  Sang-arius  and  the  Halys, 
the  (ialatians  were  settled  in  three  tril)es,  the  Tec- 
tosages,  the  Tolistoiioii,  and  the  Trocmi,  the  first 
of  which  is  identical  in  n.ame  with  a  tribe  familiar 
to  us  in  the  history  of  (Jaul,  as  distributed  over  the 
Cevennes  near  Toulouse.  The  three  capitals  were 
respectively  Tavimn,  Pessinus,  and  .\ncyra.  Tlie 
last  of  these  (tlie  modern  Angm'a)  was  the  centre 
of  the  roads  of  the  district,  and  may  1*  regarded 
as  the  metroiwlis  of  the  (ialatians.  These  Eastern 
Gauls  preserved  much  of  their  ancient  character, 
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and  something  of  their  ancient  language.  At  least 
Jerome  sa3's  that  in  his  day  the  same  Language 
might  be  heard  at  Ancyra  as  at  Treves :  and  he  is 
a  good  witness ;  for  he  himself  had  been  at  Treves. 
The  prevailing  speech,  however,  of  the  district  was 
Greek.  Hence  the  Galatians  were  called  Gallo- 
graeci.  ("  Hi  jam  degeneres  sunt;  niixti,  et  Gal- 
logrseci  vere,  quod  appellautur."  Manlius  in  Livy, 
xxxviii.  17.)  The  inscriptions  found  at  Ancyra  are 
Greek,  and  .St.  Paul  wrote  his  Epistle  in  Greek. 

It  is  ditticult  at  first  sight  to  determine  in  what 
sense  the  word  Galatia  is  used  by  the  writers  of  the 
N.  T.,  or  whether  always  in  the  same  sense.  In 
the  .A.cts  of  the  .-Vpostles  the  journeys  of  St.  Paul 
through  the  district  are  mentioned  in  very  genend 
terms.  We  are  simply  told  (Acts  xvi.  G),  that  on 
his  second  missionary  circuit  he  went  with  Silas 
and  Timotheus  through  t^j'  ^pvyiav  koI  rijv  Ta- 
KariK^v  X'^P"'"-  I'f^'"  the  epistle  indeed  we  liave 
this  supplementary  information,  that  an  attack  of 
sickness  (5j'  a,(TOeviia.v  r^s  ffapKSs,  Gal.  iv.  1-i) 
detained  him  among  the  Galatians,  and  gave  him 
the  opportunity  of  preaching  the  Gospel  to  them, 
and  also  that  he  was  received  by  them  with  extraor- 
dinary fervor  (ib.  14,  15);  but  this  does  not  inform 
us  of  the  route  which  he  took.  So  on  the  third 
circuit  he  is  described  (.Acts  xviii.  2-3)  as  Siepx^M-f- 
vos  KaOe^ris  t^v  ra\aT(Krjf  x^P'^"  '^"■^  ^puyiav. 
We  know  from  the  first  Epistle  to  the  Corinthians 
that  on  this  journey  St.  Paul  was  occupied  with  the 
collection  for  the  poor  Christians  of  .Judaja,  and 
that  he  gave  instructions  in  Galatia  on  the  sulyect 
{uxrirfp  SUra^a  rats  4KK\r)(Tlais  rr\s  FaKaTias, 
1  Cor.  xvi.  1);  but  here  again  we  are  in  doubt  as 
to  the  places  which  he  had  visited.  We  observe 
that  the  ''  churches  "  of  Galatia  are  mentioned  here 
in  the  plural,  as  in  the  opening  of  the  Epistle  to 
the  Galatians  themselves  (Gal.  i.  2).  From  this 
we  should  be  inclined  to  infer  that  he  visited  sev- 
eral parts  of  the  district,  instead  of  residing  a  long 
time  in  one  pLice,  so  as  to  form  a  great  central 
church,  as  at  Ephesus  and  Corinth.  This  is  in 
harmony  with  the  phnise  fi  FaKariK^  X^P"  "^^"^ 
in  both  instances.  Since  Phrygia  is  mentioned 
first  in  one  case,  and  second  in  the  other,  we  should 
.suppose  that  the  order  of  the  journey  was  different 
the  two  occasions.  Phrygia  also  teing  not  the 
of  a  Roman  province,  but  simply  an  ethno- 
Eiphical  term,  it  is  natural  to  conclude  that  Gala- 
,  is  used  here  by  St.  Luke  in  the  same  general 
iway.  In  confirmation  of  this  view  it  is  worth  while 
notice  that  in  .\cts  ii.  9,  10,  where  the  enumera- 
aou  is  ethnographical  rather  than  political,  Phrygia 
,  mentioned,  and  not  Galatia,  while  the  exact  con- 
Eiry  is  the  case  in  1  Pet.  i.  1,  where  each  geograph- 
,  term  is  the  name  of  a  province. 
The  Epistle  to  the  Galatians  was  probably  writ- 
en  very  soon  after  St.  Paul's  second  visit  to  them. 
|1ts  abruptness  and  severity,  and  the  sadness  of  its 
one,  are  caused  by  their  sudden  perversion  from 
:  doctrine  which  the  Apostle  had  taught  them, 
od  which  at  first  they  had  received  so  willingly. 
It  is  no  fancy,  if  wo  see  in  this  fickleness  a  s[)eci- 
nen  of  that  "  esprit  impetueux,  ouvert  a  toutes  les 
opressions,"  that,  "mobilite  extreme,"  which 
iThierry  marks  as  characteristic  of  the  Gaulish  race 
^Hist.  (les  Gaulols,  Introd.  iv.,  v.).  From  .Joseph. 
^Ant.  xvi.  6,  §  2,  we  know  that  many  Jews  were 
ettled  in  Galatia;  but  Gal.  iv.  8  would  lead  us  to 
appose  that  St.  Paul's  converts  were  mostly  Gen- 

We  must  not  leave  unnoticed  the  view  advocated 
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by  Bottger  (Schauplaiz  rler  Wirksamkeit  des  Ajx)t- 
tels  PaiUus,  pp.  28-.30,  and  the  third  of  his 
Beitriige,  pp.  1-5),  namely,  that  the  (xalatia  of  the 
epistle  is  entirely  limited  to  the  district  between 
Derbe  and  Colossae,  i.  e.  the  extreme  southern  fron- 
tier of  the  Roman  province.  On  this  view  the 
visit  alluded  to  by  the  Apostle  took  place  on  his 
first  missionary  circuit;  and  the  aa-devfta  of  Gal. 
iv.  13  is  identified  with  the  effects  of  the  stoning  at 
Lystra  (Acts  xiv.  19).  Geograpliically  this  is  not 
impossible,  though  it  seems  uidikely  that  regions 
called  Pisidia  and  Lycaonia  in  one  place  should  he 
called  Galatia  in  another.  Bilttger's  geography, 
however,  is  connected  with  a  theory  concerning  the 
date  of  the  epistle;  and  for  tl>e  determination  of 
this  point  we  must  refer  to  the  article  on  the  Gala- 
Ti.vxs,  The  Epistle  to  the.  J.  S.  H. 

*  GALATIANS  (TaKaTai:  GalaUe),  1  Mace, 
viii.  2;  2  Mace.  viii.  20;  Gal.  iii.  1;  to  whom 
Paul  wrote  his  Galatian  epistle.  Of  this  people 
some  account  has  been  given  above  [Galatia]. 
No  one  of  all  the  N.  T.  epistles  reflects  so  many 
national  traits  of  the  readers  to  whom  they  were 
addi-essed  as  that  to  the  Galatians.  The  some- 
what peculiar  intermixture  of  Judaistic  and  hea- 
then elements  which  we  find  at  work  among 
them,  their  tendency  to  the  opposite  extremes  of  a 
Pharisaic  legalism  on  the  one  hand,  and  of  a  de- 
gree of  libertinism  on  the  other,  the  ardor  of  tem- 
perament which  made  them  so  zealous  for  the  truth 
of  the  Gospel  at  one  time,  and  so  e;isy  a  prey  to 
the  arts  of  false  teachers  at  another,  and  likewise 
susceptible  of  such  strong  affection  for  Paul  when 
they  first  believed,  and  of  such  partisanship  for  his 
opponents  so  soon  after  his  leaving  them,  are  char- 
acteristics more  or  less  peculiar  to  this  letter,  and 
presuppose  certain  historical  antecedents  having 
something  to  do  with  their  fonnation. 

Of  these  antecedents,  Prof.  Lightfoot's  ethno- 
graphic sketch,  brief,  but  the  result  of  extended  in- 
vestigation {St.  Paul's  Kpistle  to  the  Galatians,  pp. 
1-17,  2d  ed.),  furnishes  a  very  good  account :  "  The 
Galatians,  whom  Manlius  subdued  by  the  arms  of 
Rome,  and  St.  Paul  by  the  sword  of  the  Spirit, 
were  a  very  mixed  race.  The  substratum  of  society 
consisted  of  the  original  inhabitants  of  the  invaded 
country,  chiefly  Phrygians,  of  whose  language  not 
much  is  known,  but  whose  strongly  marked  re- 
ligious system  has  a  prominent  place  in  ancient 
history.  The  upper  layer  was  composed  of  the 
Gaulish  conquerors  ;  while  scattered  irregularly 
through  the  social  mass  were  Greek  settlers,  many 
of  whom  doubtless  had  followed  the  successors  of 
Alexander  thither,  and  were  already  in  the  country 
when  the  Gauls  took  possession  of  it.  To  the 
country  thus  peopled  the  Romans,  ignoring  the  old 
Phrygian  population,  gave  the  name  of  Gallogrtecia. 
.  .  .  The  great  work  of  the  Roman  conquest  was 
the  fusion  of  the  dominant  with  the  conquered  race 
—  the  i-esult  chiefly,  it  would  api^ear,  of  that  nat- 
ural process  by  which  all  muior  distinctions  arc 
levelled  in  the  presence  of  a  superior  power.  From 
this  time  forward  the  amalgamation  began,  and  it 
was  not  long  before  the  Gauls  adopted  even  the  re- 
ligion of  their  Phrygian  subjects.  .  .  .  But  before 
St.  Paul  visited  the  country  two  new  elements  had 
been  added  to  this  already  heterogeneous  population 
The  establishment  of  the  province  must  have  drawn 
thither  a  considerable  number  of  Romans,  not  very 
widely  spread  in  all  probabiUty,  but  gathered  about 
the  centres  of  government,  either  holduig  ofllcial 
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positions  themselves,  or  connected  more  or  less  di- 
rectly with  those  who  did.  .  .  .  More  important  is  it 
to  remark  on  the  large  influx  of  Jews,  which  nmst 
have  invaded  Galatia  in  tlie  interval.  Antiochus 
the  Great  had  settled  two  thousand  Jewish  families 
in  Lydia  and  Phrygia ;  and  even  if  we  suppose  these 
settlements  did  not  extend  to  Galatia,  projierly  so 
called,  the  Jewish  colonists  must  in  course  of  time 
have  overflowed  into  a  neighboring  country  which 
possessed  so  many  attractions  for  them.  .  .  .  The 
country  of  Galatia  aftbrded  great  facilities  for  com- 
mercial enterprise.  With  fertile  plains  rich  in 
agricultural  produce,  with  extensive  pastures  for 
flocks,  with  a  temperate  climate  and  copious  rivers, 
it  al)ounde<l  in  all  those  resources  out  of  which  a 
commerce  is  created.  It  was  moreover  conveniently 
situated  for  mercantile  transactions,  being  traversed 
by  a  great  high-road  between  the  East  and  the 
shores  of  the  ^Egean,  along  which  caravans  were 
consUmtly  passing,  and  among  its  towns  it  numbered 
not  a  few  which  are  mentioned  as  great  centres  of 
commerce.  .  .  .  With  these  .attractions  it  is  not 
difficult  to  explain  the  vast  increase  of  the  Jewish 
population  in  Galatia,  and  it  is  a  significant  fact 
that  in  the  generation  before  St.  Paul,  Augustus 
directed  a  decree  granting  especial  privileges  to  the 
Jews  to  be  inscribed  in  his  temple  at  Ancyra,  the 
Galatian  metropolis,  doubtless  because  this  was  a 
principal  seat  of  tlie  dispersion  in  these  parts  of 
Asia  Elinor.  Otlier  testimony  to  the  same  effect 
is  afforded  by  the  inscriptions  found  in  Galatia, 
which  present  here  and  there  Jewish  names  and 
symbols  amidst  a  strange  confusion  of  Phrygian 
and  Celtic,  Roman  and  Greek.  At  the  time  of 
St.  Paul  they  probably  boasted  a  large  number  of 
prosel3'tes,  and  may  even  have  infused  a  beneficial 
leaven  into  the  religion  of  the  mass  of  the  heathen 
population.  .  .  .  The  main  features  of  the  Gaulish 
character  are  traced  with  great  distinctness  by  the 
Roman  writers.  Quickness  of  apprehension,  promp- 
titude in  action,  great  impressibility,  an  eager  crav- 
ing after  knowledge,  this  is  the  brighter  aspect  of 
the  Celtic  character.  Inconstant  and  quarrelsome, 
treacherous  in  their  dealings,  incapable  of  sustained 
effort,  easily  disheartened  by  failure,  such  they  ap- 
pear when  viewed  on  their  darker  side.  .  .  .  Fickle- 
ness is  the  term  used  to  ex])ress  their  temperament. 
This  instabiUty  of  character  wjis  the  great  difficulty 
against  which  Ciesar  had  to  contend  in  his  dealings 
with  the  Gauls,  lie  complains  that  they  all  with 
scarcely  an  exception  are  inii>elled  by  the  desire  of 
change.  Nor  did  they  show  more  constancy  in  the 
discharge  of  their  religious  tlian  of  their  social  obli- 
gations. The  hearty  zeal  with  wliich  they  embraced 
tlie  Apostle's  teaching,  followed  by  their  rapid  apos- 
tasy, is  only  an  instance  out  of  many  of  tlie  reckless 
facility  witli  which  they  adopted  and  discarded  one 
religious  system  after  another.  To  St.  Paul,  who 
had  had  much  bitter  experience  of  hollow  profes- 
sions and  fickle  purposes,  this  extraordinary  levity 
was  yet  a  matter  of  unfeigned  surprise.  '  I  mar- 
vel,' he  says,  >  that  ye  are  changing  so  quickly.' 
He  looked  upon  it  as  some  strange  fascination. 
'  Ye  senseless  Gauls,  who  did  bewitch  you  ?  '  The 
language  in  whicli  Roman  writers  speak  of  the 
martial  courage  of  the  Gauls,  inn)etuous  at  the  first 
onset,  but  r.ipidly  melting  in  the  heat  of  the  fray, 
well  descril)es  tlie  short-lived  prowess  of  these  con- 
verts in  the  warfare  of  the  Christian  church. 
Equally  imjiortant,  in  its  relation  to  St.  Paul's 
epistle,  is  the  tyjie  of  religious  worship  which  seems 
to  have  pervaded  the  Celtic  nations.     The  Gauls 
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are  descrited  as  a  su})erstitious  people,  given  ova 
to  ritual  observances.  .  .  .  Tlie  Gosjjel  was  offered 
to  them,  and  tlie  energy  of  the  Apostle's  preach- 
ing took  their  hearts  by  storm.  But  the  old  leaven 
still  remained.  The  pure  and  spiritual  teaching 
of  Christianity  soon  ceased  to  satisfy  them.  Their 
religious  temperament,  fostered  by  long  habit, 
prompted  them  to  seek  a  system  more  external  and 
ritualistic.  '  Having  begun  in  the  Spirit,  they 
would  be  made  perfect  in  the  flesh.'  Such  is  the 
language  of  tlie  Apostle  rebukmg  this  unnatural 
■violation  of  the  law  of  progress."  H. 

GALATIANS,  THE  EPISTLE  TO 
THE,  was  written  by  the  Ajxjstle  St.  Paul,  not 
long  after  his  journey  through  Galatia  and  Phrygia 
(Acts  xviii.  23),  and  in-obiibly  (see  below)  in  the 
early  portion  of  his  two  years  and  a  half  stay  at 
Ephesus,  which  terminated  with  the  Pentecost  of 
A.  D.  57  or  58.  It  would  thus  succeed  in  order  of 
composition  the  epistles  to  the  Thessalonians,  and 
would  form  the  first  of  the  second  group  of  epistles, 
the  remaining  portions  of  which  are  epistles  to  the 
Corinthians  and  to  the  Romans. 

This  characteristic  letter  was  addressed  to  the 
churches  of  the  Asiatic  province  of  Galatia  (i.  2), 
or  GaUogreecia  (Strabo,  xii.  506)  —  a  province  that 
bore  in  its  name  its  well-founded  claim  to  a  Gallic 
or  Celtic  origin  (Pausanias,  i.  4),  and  that  now, 
after  an  estibhshment,  first  Ijy  predatory  conquest, 
and  subsequently  by  recognition  but  limitation  at 
the  hands  of  neighboring  rulers  (Strabo,  /.  c. ; 
Pausanias,  iv.  5),  could  date  an  occupancy,  though 
not  an  independence,  extending  to  more  than  three 
hundred  years;  the  first  subjection  of  Galatia  to 
the  Romans  having  taken  place  in  189  b.  c.  (Liv. 
xxxviii.  16  ff".),  and  its  formal  reduction  (with  ter- 
ritorial additions)  to  a  regular  Roman  province  in 
26  A.  B.  The  epistle  appears  to  have  been  called 
forth  by  the  machinations  of  Judalzing  teachers, 
who,  shortly  before  the  date  of  its  composition,  had 
endeavored  to  seduce  the  churches  of  this  province 
into  a  recognition  of  circumcision  (v.  2,  11,  12;  vi. 
12  ft'.),  and  had  openly  sought  to  depreciate  the 
apostolic  claims  of  St.  Paul  (conip.  i.  1,  11). 

The  scope  and  contents  of  the  epistle  are  thus : 

(1)  apologetic  (i.,  ii.)  and  polemical  (iii.,  iv.),  and 

(2)  hortatory  and  practical  (v.,  vi.),  the  positions 
and  demonstrations  of  the  former  portion  being 
used  with  great  power  and  jiersuasiveness  in  the 
exhortations  of  the  latter.  The  following  is  a  brief 
summary :  — 

After  an  address  and  salutation,  in  which  his 
total  independence  of  human  mission  is  distinctly 
asserted  (i.  1),  and  a  brief  doxology  (i.  5),  the 
Apostle  expresses  his  astonishment  at  the  speedy 
lapse  of  his  converts,  and  reminds  them  how  he 
had  forewarned  them  that  even  if  an  angel  [ireached 
to  them  another  gospel  he  was  to  lie  anatliema 
(i.  0-10).  The  gospel  he  preache<l  was  not  of  men, 
as  his  former  course  of  life  (i.  11-14),  and  as  his 
actual. history  subsequent  to  his  conversion  (i.  15- 
24),  convincingly  proved.  When  he  went  up  to 
.lerusalem  it  was  not  to  be  instnicted  by  the 
.Vixjstles,  but  on  a  special  mission,  which  resulted 
in  his  being  formally  accredited  by  tliem  (ii.  1-10); 
nay,  more,  when  St.  Peter  dissembled  in  his  com- 
nnmion  with  Gentiles,  he  rebuked  him,  and  dem- 
onstrates the  danger  of  such  inconsistency  (ii.  11- 
21).  The  Apostle  then  turns  to  the  (ialatiang, 
and  urges  sjiecially  the  doctrine  of  justification,  as 
evinced  by  the  gift  of  the  Spirit  (iii.  1-5),  the  caae 
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3f  Abraham  (iii.  G-9),  the  fact  of  the  law  involving 
a  curse,  from  which  Christ  has  freed  us  (iii.  10- 
1-t),  and  lastly  the  prior  validity  of  the  promise  (iii. 
15-18),  and  that  preparatory  character  of  the  Law 
(iii.  19-24)  which  ceased  when  faith  in  Christ  and 
baptism  into  him  were  fully  come  (iii.  25-29 ).  All 
this  the  Apostle  illustrates  by  a  comparison  of  the 
nonage  of  an  heir  witli  that  of  bondage  under  the 
Law:  they  were  now  sons  and  inheritors  (iv.  1-7), 
why  then  were  they  now  turning  back  to  bondage 
(iv.  8-11)?  They  once  treated  the  Apostle  very 
differently  (iv.  12-lG);  now  they  pay  court  to  others 
and  awaken  feelings  of  serious  mistrust  (iv.  17-20), 
and  yet  with  all  their  approval  of  the  Law  show 
that  they  do  not  understand  its  deeper  and  more 
allegorical  meanings  (iv.  21-30).  If  this  be  so, 
they  must  stand  ftist  in  their  freedom,  and  beware 
that  they  make  not  void  their  union  with  Christ 
(iv.  31-v.  6):  their  perverters  at  any  rate  shall  be 
punished  (v.  7-12).  The  real  fulfillment  of  the 
Law  is  love  (v.  13-15):  the  works  of  the  Spirit  are 
what  no  law  condemns,  the  works  of  the  flesh  are 
what  exclude  from  the  kingdom  of  God  (v.  16-26). 
The  Apostle  further  exhorts  the  spiritual  to  be  for- 
bearing (vi.  1-5),  the  taught  to  be  liberal  to  their 
teachers,  and  to  remem))er  that  as  they  sowed  so 
would  they  reap  (vi.  6-10).  Then  after  a  noticeable 
recapitulation,  and  a  contnist  between  his  own  con- 
duct and  that  of  the  false  teachers  (vi.  11-10),  and 
an  affecting  entreaty  that  they  would  trouble  him 
no  more  (vi.  17),  the  Apostle  concludes  with  his 
usual  benediction  (vi.  18). 

With  regard  to  the  f/enuineness  and  authenticity 
of  this  epistle,  no  writer  of  any  credit  or  respect- 
abiUty  has  expressed  any  doubts.  The  testimony 
of  the  early  church  is  most  decided  and  unanimous. 
Beside  express  references  to  the  epistle  (Irenaeus, 
Har.  iii.  7,  2,  v.  21,  1;  TertuU.  de  Prcesci:  c.  60, 
al.),  we  have  one  or  two  direct  citations  found  as 
early  as  the  time  of  the  Apostolic  Fathers  (Polyc. 
(id  PIdl.  c.  3),  and  several  apparent  allusions  (see 
Davidson,  Introd.  ii.  318  ff.).  The  attempt  of 
Bruno  Bauer  (Ki-itik  der  Pauliii.  Briefe,  Berlin, 
1850)  to  demonstrate  that  this  epistle  is  a  com- 
pilation of  later  times,  out  of  those  to  the  Romans 
and  to  the  Corinthians,  has  been  treated  by  Meyer 
with  a  contempt  and  a  severity  (  Vorrede,  p.  vii. ; 
Einldt.  p.  8)  which,  it  does  not  seem  too  much  to 
say,  are  both  completely  deserved.  Such  efforts  are 
alike  melancholy  and  desperate,  but  are  useful  i?. 
exhibiting  the  real  issues  and  tendencies  of  all  his 
torical  criticism  that  has  the  hardihood  to  place  its 
own,  often  interested,  speculations  before  external 
testimony  and  recognized  facts. 

Two  historical  questions  require  a  brief  notice :  — 
1.  The  number  of  visits  made  by  St.  Paul  to  the 
^diurches  of  Galatia  previous  to  his  writing  the 
pistle.  These  seem  certainly  to  have  been  two. 
be  Apostle  founded  the  churches  of  Galatia  in  the 
sit  recorded  Acts  xvi.  6,  during  his  second  mis- 
onary  journey,  about  A.  i>.  51,  and  revisited  them 
the  period  and  on  the  occasion  mentioned  Acts 
iii.  23,  when  he  went  through  the  country  of 
itia  and  rhrygia,  iirtaTTjpi^wu  iravras  rovs 
tirds.  On  this  occasion  it  would  seem  probable 
at  he  found  the  leaven  of  Judaism  beginnins;  to 
Drk  in  the  churches  of  Galatia,  and  that  he  then 
aed  them  against  it  in  language  of  the  most 
cided  character  (comp.  i.  9,  v.  3).  The  majority 
the  new  converts  consisted  of  Gentiles  (iv.  8-), 
nt,  as  we  may  infer  from  the  language  of  the 
pistle,  had  considerable  contact  with  Jews,  and 


some  familiarity  with  Jewish  modes  of  interpreta- 
tion. It  was  then  all  the  more  necessary  to  warn 
them  emphatically  against  belie\ing  in  the  necessity 
of  circumcision,  and  of  yielding  themselves  up  to 
the  bondage  of  a  I^w  which,  however  strenuously 
urged  upon  them  by  those  around  them,  had  now 
become  merged  in  that  dispensation  to  which  it 
was  only  prevenient  and  preparatory. 

2.  Closely  allied  with  the  preceding  question  is 
that  of  the  date  and  place  from  which  the  epistle 
was  written.  If  the  preceding  view  be  cori-ect,  the 
epistle  could  not  have  been  written  before  the  sec- 
ond visit,  as  it  contains  clear  allusions  to  warnings 
that  were  then  given  when  the  Apostle  was  present 
with  them.  It  must  then  date  from  some  period 
subsequent  to  the  journey  recorded  in  Acts  xviii. 
23.  How  long  subsequent  to  that  journey  is  some- 
what debatable.  Conybeare  and  Howson,  and  more 
recently  Lightfoot  {Journtd  of  Class,  and  Sacred 
P/iilol.  for  Jan.  1857),  urge  the  probability  of  its 
having  been  WTitten  at  about  the  same  time  as  the 
Epistle  to  the  Romans,  and  find  it  very  unlikely 
that  two  epistles  so  nearly  allied  in  sulyect  and  line 
of  argument  should  have  been  separated  in  order 
of  composition  by  the  two  epistles  to  the  Corin- 
thians. They  would  therefore  assign  Corinth  as 
the  place  where  the  epistle  was  written,  and  the 
three  months  that  the  Apostle  stayed  there  (Acts 
XX.  2,  3),  apparently  the  winter  of  a.  d.  57  or  58, 
as  the  exact  period.  It  is  not  to  be  denied  that 
there  is  a  considerable  plausibility  in  these  argu- 
ments ;  stiU  when  we  consider  not  only  the  note  of 
time  in  Gal.  i.  6,  ourcos  raxf^s,  but  also  the  ob- 
vious fervor  and  freshness  of  interest  that  seems  to 
breathe  through  the  whole  epistle,  it  does  seem 
almost  impossible  to  assign  a  later  period  than  the 
commencement  of  the  prolonged  stay  in  Ephesus. 
The  Apostle  would  in  that  city  have  been  easily 
able  to  receive  tidings  of  his  Galatian  converts; 
the  dangers  of  Judaism,  against  which  he  jjerson- 
ally  warned  them,  would  have  been  fresh  in  his 
thoughts ;  and  when  he  found  that  these  warnings 
were  proving  unavailing,  and  that  even  his  apostolic 
authority  was  becoming  undermined  by  a  fresh 
arrival  of  Judaizing  teachers,  —  it  is  then  that  he 
would  have  written,  as  it  were,  on  the  sptir  of  the 
moment,  in  those  terms  of  earnest  and  almost  im- 
passioned warning  that  so  noticeably  mark  this 
epistle.  We  do  not,  therefore,  see  sufficient  reason 
for  giving  up  the  anciently  received  opinion  that 
the  epistle  was  wi-itten  from  Ephesus,  perhaps  not 
very  long  after  the  Apostle's  arrival  at  that  city. 
The  subscription  eypd<j)r]  cnrh  'Vilifxris  has  found, 
both  in  ancient  and  modern  times,  some  supporters, 
but  seems  in  every  way  improbable,  and  was  not 
unlikely  suggested  by  a  mistaken  reference  of  the 
expressions  in  ch.  vi.  17  to  the  sufferings  of  im- 
prisonment. See  Meyer,  Einleit.  p.  7;  Davidson, 
Introduction,  ii.  292  ff. ;  Alford,  Prolegomena,  p. 
459. 

The  editions  of  [commentaries  on]  this  epistle 
have  been  very  numerous.  We  may  specify  those 
of  AViner  (Lips.  1829  [4th  ed.  1859]),  Riickert 
(I^ipz.  1833),  Usteri  (Ziirich,  1833),  Schott  (Lips. 
18-34),  Olshauseu  (Kcmirrsb.  1840^,  Windischmann 
(Mainz,  1843),  De  Wette  (I.eipz.  1845  [3d  ed.  by 
W.  Mdller,  J864]),  Meyer  (Gifting.  1851  [4th  ed. 
1862]),  Turner  (New  York,  1855),  and  in  our  own 
country  those  of  Ellicott  (Lond.  1854, 4th  ed.  1867), 
Bagge  (Lond.  1856),  and  Alford  (Lond.  1857  [4th 
ed.  1865]).  C.  J.  E. 

*  Prof.  Lightfoo*  in  his  Commentary  (see  undei 
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Galatians)  assigns  the  Epistle  to  the  Galatlans  to 
Corinth  as  the  place  where  it  was  written,  at  the 
time  of  Paul's  last  visit  to  that  city  (Acts  xx.  3 
ff.)  and  shortly  before  his\VTiting  the  Epistle  to  the 
Romans.  Like  otiier  advocates  of  this  opinion,  he 
argues  for  it  mainly  from  the  similarity  of  thought 
and  language  which  distinguishes  these  two  letters 
in  a  somewhat  remarkat)le  degree.  For  a  tabular  i 
view  of  the  passages  which  exhibit  this  resemblance 
see  his  <S^  Paul's  Epistle  to  the  Galutuins,  pp.  45- 
48,  and  Davidson's  Introduction  to  the  N.  T.  p.  326. 
But  there  are  two  considerations  which  abate  the 
force  of  this  reasoning.  First,  it  is  to  be  borne  in 
mind  that  this  similarity  so  far  as  it  is  verbal  (the 
sort  of  correspondence  only  which  furnishes  decisive 
proof  of  proximity  in  time)  is  found  to  a  great 
extent  in  the  pi-oof-texts  quoted  from  the  O.  T.,  or 
other  fornmlistic  expressions,  and  would  therefore 
be  found  to  exist  at  whatever  intervals  of  time  the 
two  letters  may  have  been  written.  The  verbal 
agreement  l)etween  the  Epistle  to  the  Ephesians  and 
that  to  the  Colossians  is  of  a  very  different  character, 
and  shows  that  the  phraseology  of  the  one  was  still 
in  the  writer's  memory,  as  well  as  the  ideas,  when 
the  other  was  written.  Secondly,  the  similarity 
in  the  trains  of  tliought  is  really  not  greater  than 
one  might  expect  to  occur  when  the  same  writer, 
who  has  fixed  and  definite  views  of  Christian  truth, 
is  led  to  discuss  the  same  topics  at  different  times 
and  under  different  circumstances.  For  example, 
Paul's  sjDeech  to  the  Lystrians  (Acts  xiv.  15-17) 
contains  a  striking  epitome  of  his  views  resj^cting 
the  accountability  of  tiie  heatheu  as  more  fully 
stated  in  Kom.  i.  19  ff",  and  yet  the  speech  and 
the  epistle  stand  widely  apart  from  each  other  as 
to  the  time  when  the  one  was  spoken  and  the  other 
written.  On  this  relation  of  Paul's  discourses  and 
epistles  to  each  other,  see  especially  Tholuck's  Die 
Reden  dts  AjM)stels  Paidus  in  der  Apostelg.,  mit 
seinen  Bricfen  verijlichen  {Stud.  u.  Krit,  1839,  p. 
305  AT.);  and  Ch.  .J.  Trip's  Patdus  nach  der  Ajx>s- 
telyeschichte  :  Ilislorischer  Werth  dieser  Berichte, 
pp.  187-219  (I^iden,  1866). 

Bishop  I'>llicott's  view  (stated  above)  that  Paul 
wrote  to  the  Galatians  from  Ephesus,  is  the  generally 
accepted  one  of  the  later  critics  as  well  as  the  older. 
So,  among  others,  Winer,  Hemsen,  Olshausen, 
Wieseler,  Schott,  Anger,  Jveander,  Meyer,  Guericke, 
Reuss,  Ewald,  Schaff,  Pr"8sens^.  Bleek  is  unde- 
cided (Einl.  in  dns  N.  lest.  p.  429),  and  some,  as 
De  Wette  and  Alford,  have  held  both  opinions  at 
different  times.  On  the  question  whether  Paul 
wrote  the  entire  letter  with  his  own  hand,  see 
Epistles  (Amer.  ed.).  It  is  one  of  the  four  letters 
which  Chr.  Fr.  Ikur  admits  to  be  unquestionably 
Pauline,  never  having  in  fact  been  seriously  ques- 
tioned, says  Meyer,  except  by  Bruno  Bauer,  1850. 

The  dogmatic  and  practical  interest  of  this  epistle 
has  given  to  it  a  foremost  place  in  all  ages  of  the 
church.  It  formed  the  battle-ground  between  Prot- 
estantism and  Itomanism  at  the  time  of  the  Refor- 
mation. Luther  wrote  and  re-wrote  Commentaries 
on  it,  which  have  been  often  printed,  and  translated 
into  other  languages.  Of  all  the  lalwrs  of  his 
active  life  he  esteemed  none  more  useful  than  that 
bestowed  on  the  exiwsition  of  this  one  epistle.  In 
our  own  day  it  has  t)een  brought  into  new  prom- 
inence by  the  use  which  Baur  and  his  followers 
make  of  it  as  supporting  their  notion  of  Christianity 
as  having  been  only  a  modified  Judaism  until  it 
was  re-\<Tought  by  the  plastic  hand  of  the  energetic 
Paul.    "  The  epistle,"  says  Lightfoot  (p.  68,  2d  ed.), 


"  affords  at  once  the  ground  for,  and  the  refutation 
of,  this  view.  It  affords  the  ground,  for  it  dis- 
covei-s  the  mutual  jealousy  and  suspicions  of  the  Jew- 
ish and  the  Gentile  converts.  It  affbrtls  the  refuta- 
tion, for  it  shows  the  true  relations  existing  between 
St.  Paul  and  the  Twelve.  It  presents  not  indeed 
a  colorless  miiformity  of  feeling  and  opinion,  but  a 
far  higher  and  more  instructive  harmony,  the  gen- 
eral agreement  amidst  some  lesser  differences  and 
some  human  failings,  of  men  animated  by  the  sarfle 
divine  Spirit,  and  working  together  for  the  same 
hallowed  purpose." 

Additional  literature.  —  Among  the  writers  who 
have  illustrated  this  epistle  the  following  also  desene 
notice :  C.  F.  A.  Fritzsche,  De  nonnidlis  Patdi  ad 
Galat.  EpistoloB  Locis  Comm.  i.-iii.,  Rostock,  1833- 
34,  repr.  in  Fritzschiorum  Ojmsc.  Acad.  pp.  158- 
258;  P.  A.  Sarduioux,  Comm.  sur  tepUrt  de  Vap. 
Paul  aux  Galates,  Valence,  1837,  with  a  critical 
introduction  and  new  translation;  Barnes,  Albert, 
Notes,  Kxplan.  and  Practical,  on  2d  Corinthians 
and  Gnlntians,  New  York,  1839 ;  Hilgenfeld,  Der 
Galaterbnef'  iiierseizt,  in  seinen  geschichtl.  Bezie- 
hunyen  untersucht  u.  erkldrt,  etc.  Leipz.  1852; 
Brown,  John,  £xjx>sition  oj"  the  Ep.  to  the  Gala- 
tians, Edin.  1853,  an  elaborate  work  ;  ^Maurice, 
The  Unity  of  the  New  Test.  (1854),  pp.  491-511; 
Jatho,  Pavli  Brief  an  die  Galater,  Hildesh.  1856; 
Ewald,  in  his  Sendschreiben  des  Ap.  Paulus 
Ubersezt  u.  erkldrt  (1857),  pp.  52-101  ;  Jowett, 
The  Epistles  to  the  Thessalonians,  Galatians, 
Romans,  toiih  Crit.  Notes  and  Dissertations,  vol. 
i.,  2d  ed.,  Lond.  1859  (1st  ed.  1856);  Wieseler, 
Comm.  ilb.  d.  Brief  an  die  Galater,  Giitt.  1859, 
see  also  his  supplementary  article  in  Herzog's  Real- 
Encyk.  xix.  523-535;  SchmoUer,  Der  Brief  an  die 
Galater,  in  Lange's  Bibelwerk,  Theil  viii.  (1862, 
2d  ed.  1805);  J.  C.  K.  von  Hofmann,  Die  heiliye 
Schrlft  zusammenhdnyeml  untersucht,  Theil  ii. 
Abth.  i.  (1863);  Reithmayr  (Cath.),  Comm.  zum 
Brief e  an  die  Galater,  INIiinchen,  18G5;  Vcimel, 
S.  Pavli  Br.  an  d.  Galater,  yriech.  mit  deulscher 
Uebersetzuny  u.  mit  hrii.  Anmerkunyen  (1865); 
G.  W.  Matthias,  Der  Galaterhrief  u.  s.  w.  (1865), 
Greek  text  with  German  translation,  explanation 
of  difficult  passages,  and  a  special  dissertation  on 
iii.  20 ;  Webster  and  Wilkinson,  Greek  New  Test. 
ii.  112-180  <1861);  Wordsworth,  Greek  Nas  Test., 
4th  ed.,  1866;  and  J.  B.  Lightfoot,  St.  Pants  Ep. 
(o  the  Galatians ;  a  revised  Text,  with  Jnlroduction, 
Notes,  and  Dissertations,  2d  ed.,  Lond.  1866.  This 
last  work  is  one  of  special  value  in  its  treatment 
of  the  various  ethnographic  and  historical  questions 
which  grow  out  of  tlie  epistle.  Menuann's  Proyr. 
de  Pauli  Ejrist.  ml  Galat.  trihus  priinis  Capitibus 
(Lips.  1832)  is  not  only  remarkable,  but  very  in- 
structive. It  shows  how  imjwssible  it  is  to  reach 
the  sense  of  the  N.  T.  writers  if  we  construe  their 
Greek  (as  did  this  celebrated  scholar)  as  strictly 
classical,  without  making  due  allowance  for  its 
Hebraistic  character. 

The  doctrinal  passages,  of  which  so  many  occur 
in  this  letter,  ate  specially  examined  in  such  works 
as  Usteri's  Paulin.  Lehrbeyrijf',  Ziirich,  1834; 
Neander's  Plantiny  and  Traininy  of  the  Christian 
Church  by  the  Ajjostles ;  R.  A.  I.ipsius's  Die 
PaiUinische  Rechtfertiyunqslehre,  I^i|)z.  1853;  C. 
F.  Schmid's  BU'd.  Theu'l.  des  N.  T.  2e  Aufl. 
(1859),  pp.  472-588;  Reuss's  Hist,  de  la  tkeol 
chretienne  nu  siecle  ajwstolir/ue,  torn,  ii.,  2«  ed., 
Strasb.  1860 ;  and  Messner's  Die  Lehre  der  ApotUi 
daryestellt,  Leipz.  1856. 


GALBANUM 

On  the  relation  of  this  epistle  to  the  theory  of  | 
the  Tubingen  critics,  see  the  commentaries  of  Meyer 
and  Hofmann;  Lechler's  Dfis  ajxistol.  u.  nachapost. 
Zeitaller,  p.  233  ff. :  Prof.  G.  P.  Fisher's  Essays 
on  the  Supernatural  Oiiyin  of  Clirislianity  (New 
York,  1860),  pp.  205-282  (from  the  New  Enylarukr 
for  July,  186i);  Liglitfoofs  Diss,  iii.,  St.  Paul  and 
the  Three,  in  his  Kp.  to  the  Gal.  pp.  283-355,  2d 
ed. ;  and  especially  C.  J.  Trip's  prize-essay,  Paulas 
nach  der  Ajxjstelyeschichle  (already  mentioned), 
which  treats  of  many  of  the  points  in  this  contro- 
versy common  to  Acts  and  Galatians,  and  is  a  val- 
uable contribution  to  the  subject.  It  deserves  to 
be  translated  into  Eiiijjlish.  For  the  view  of  the 
Tubingen  school,  besides  the  well  known  works  of 
IJaur  and  Zeller  (see  addition  to  Acts  of  the 
Apostles),  one  may  consult  the  articles  of  Hilgen- 
feld  in  his  Zeitschr.f.  wiss.  Theol.  for  1858,  1860, 
and  18G6. 

A  fuller  outline  of  the  argument  of  the  epistle 
than  the  one  given  above,  wiU  be  found  in  the 
Christian  Review  for  Oct.  1861,  pp.  577-584.  For 
the  correction  of  errors  in  the  A.  V.  relating  either 
to  the  sense  or  the  Greek  text,  see  articles  in  the 
Bibl.  Sacra,  xix.  211-225  and  xxii.  138-149;  also 
Alford's  New  Testament  for  Emjlish  Readers,  vol. 
ii.  Most  of  the  changes  there  recommended  are 
incorporated  in  the  revised  version  of  the  American 
Bible  Union.  Winer  prefixes  an  admirable  Latin 
translation  to  his  Pauli  ad  Galutas  Epistola  (4th 
ed.,  1859).  H. 

GALBANUM  (TOS"'?!!,  cheWnah),  one  of 
the  perfumes  employed  in  the  preparation  of  the 
sacred  incense  (Ex.  xxx.  34  [comp.  Ecclus.  xxiv. 
15]).  The  similarity  of  the  Hebrew  name  to  the 
Greek  ■)(Q.\fidirf\  and  the  l>atin  galbanum  has  led 
to  the  supposition  that  the  substance  indicated  is 
the  same.  The  galbanum  of  commerce  is  brought 
chiefly  from  India  and  the  Levant.  It  is  a  resinous 
gum  of  a  brownish-yellow  color,  and  strong,  dis- 
agreeable smell,  usually  met  with  in  masses,  but 
sometimes  found  in  yellowish  tear-like  drops.  The 
ancients  believed  that  when  burnt  the  smoke  of  it 
was  efficacious  in  driving  away  serpents  and  gnats 
(Phn.  xii.  56,  xix.  58,  xxiv.  13;  Virg.  Georg.  iii. 
415).  But.  though  galbanum  itself  is  well  known, 
the  plant  which  yields  it  has  not  been  exactly  de- 
termined. Dioscorides  (iii.  87)  describes  it  as  the 
juice  of  an  umbelliferous  plant  growing  in  Syria, 
and  called  by  some  fjurdnriov  (cf.  i.  71).  Kuhn, 
in  his  commentary  on  Dioscorides  (ii.  p.  532),  is  in 
fevor  of  the  Ferula  ferulayo,  L.,  which  grows  in 
North  Africa,  Crete,  and  Asia  Minor.  According 
to  Phny  (xii.  56)  it  is  the  resinous  gum  of  a  plant 
called  st'Kjoniiis,  growing  on  Mount  Amanus  in 
Syria ;  while  the  mefqnon  is  the  product  of  a  tree 
near  the  oracle  of  Amnion  (xii.  49 ).  The  testimony 
of  Theophrastus  (flist.  Plant,  ix.  7),  so  far  as  it 
goes,  confirms  the  accounts  of  Pliny  and  Dioscorides. 
It  was  for  some  time  supposed  to  be  the  product 
of  the  Bubon  yalbanum  of  Linnaeas,  a  native  of  the 
Cape  of  Good  Hope.  Don  found  in  the  galbanum 
of  commerce  the  fruit  of  an  umbelliferous  plant  of 
the  tribe  Silerinw,  which  he  assumed  to  be  that 
m  which  the  gum  w'as  produced,  and  to  which 
16  gave  the  name  of  Galbanum  officinale.  But  his 
conclusion  was  called  in  question  by  Dr.  Lindley, 
frho  received  from  Sir  John  Macneil  the  fniits  of  a 
plant  growing  at  Durrood,  near  Nishapore,  in 
Khorassan,  which  he  named  Opou.lia  galbanifera, 
of  the  tribe  Smyrnea.  This  plant  has  been  adopted 
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by  the  Dublin  College  in  their  Pharmacopoeia,  as 
that  which  yields  the  galbanum  (Pereira,  ^fat.  Med. 
ii.  pt.  2,  p.  188).  M.  Buhse,  in  his  Persian  travels 
(quoted  in  Eoyle,  3fat.  Med.  pp.  471,  472),  identi- 
fied the  plant  producing  gall)anum  with  one  which 
he  found  on  the  Demawend  mountains.  It  was 
called  by  the  natives  khassuch,  and  bore  a  very 
close  resembkmce  to  the  Ferula  eridiescens,  but 
belonged  neither  to  the  genus  Galhaiiiim  nor  to 
Ojjoidia.  It  is  believed  that  the  Persian  galbanum, 
and  that  brought  from  the  Levant,  are  the  produce 
of  different  plants.  But  the  question  remains  un- 
decided. 

If  the  galbanum  be  the  tnie  representative  of  the 
chellj'ndh  of  the  Hebrews,  it  may  at  first  sight  ap- 
pear strange  that  a  substance  which,  when  burnt 
by  itself,  produces  a  repulsive  odor,  should  be  em- 
ployed in  the  composition  of  the  sweet-smelling 
incense  for  the  senice  of  the  taliernacle.  We  have 
the  authority  of  Pliny  that  it  was  used,  with  other 
resinous  ingredients,  in  making  perfumes  among 
the  ancients;  and  the  same  author  tells  us  that 
these  resinous  substances  were  added  to  enable  the 
perfume  to  retain  its  fragrance  longer.  "  Resina 
aut  gummi  adjiciuntur  ad  continendum  odorem  in 
corpore  "  (xiii.  2).  Galbanum  was  also  employed 
in  adulteratuig  the  opobalsamum,  or  gum  of  the 
balsam  plant  (Plin.  xii.  54).  W.  A.  W. 

GAL'EED  ("T??b2,  i.  e.  Gal-ed  =  heap  of  wit- 
ness:  [ver.  47,  Bovvhs  fjidprvs;  48,  B-  /iaprvpfi; 
Alex.  B.  fjiaoTvpei.  Acervus  testimonii  Galaad]). 
The  name  given  by  Jacob  to  the  heap  which  he 
and  Laban  made  on  Mount  Gilead,  in  witness  of 
the  covenant  then  entered  into  between  them  (Gen. 
xxxi.  47,  48;  comp.  23,  25).     [Gilead;  Jegab- 

SAHADUTHA.] 

GAL'GALA  {TdKyaXa-  Galgala),  the  ordi- 
nary equivabnt  in  the  LXX.  for  Gilgal.  In  the 
A.  V.  it  is  named  only  in  1  Mace.  ix.  2,  as  desig- 
nating the  direction  of  tlie  road  taken  by  the  army 
of  Demetrius,  when  they  attacked  Masaloth  in  Ar- 
tela  —  "  the  way  to  Galgala  "  {i^hv  t})v  els  rd\- 
ya\a)-  The  army,  as  we  leani  from  the  statements 
of  Josephus  {Ant.  xii.  11,  §  1),  was  on  its  way  from 
Antioch,  and  there  is  no  reason  to  doubt  that  by 
Arbela  is  meant  the  place  of  that  name  in  Galilee 
now  suniving  as  Irbid.  [Akbela.]  Its  ultimate 
destination  was  Jerusalem  (1  Mace.  ix.  3),  and  Gal- 
gala may  therefore  be  either  the  upper  Gilgal  near 
Bethel,  or  the  lower  one  near  Jericho,  as  the  route 
thiough  the  Ghor  or  that  through  the  centre  of 
the  country  was  chosen  (Ewald.  Gescli.  iv.  370). 
Jo.sephus  omits  the  name  in  his  version  of  the  pas- 
sage. It  is  a  gratuitous  .supposition  of  Ewald's 
that  the  Galilee  which  Josephus  introduces  is  a 
corruption  of  Galgala.  G. 

*  GALILE'AN  or  GALIL^'AN  (FoAi- 
\aios'-  Galikeus),  an  inhabitant  of  Galilee  (Mark 
xiv.  70 ;  Luke  xiii.  1,  2,  xxii.  59,  xxiii.  6 ;  John 
iv.  45 ;  Acts  ii.  7 ;  also  in  the  Greek,  Matt.  xxvi. 
69;  Actsi.  11,  v.  37).  A. 

GAL'ILEE  (FaAiAaia;  [Vat.  FoAeiAaio: 
Galikea] ).  This  name,  which  in  the  Roman  age 
was  applied  to  a  large  province,  seems  to  have  been 
originally  confined  to  a  Uttle  "  circuit "  (the  He- 
brew word   7^7!!,   Gain,  the  origin  of  the  later 

"Galilee,"  like  *133,  signifies  a  "circle,  or  cir- 
cuit ")  of  country  round  Kedesh-Napht-oli,  in  which 
were  situated  the  twenty  towns  given  by  Solomou 
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to  Hiram,  king  of  Tjtb,  as  pa3-meiit  for  his  work 
iu  conveying  timber  from  I^banon  to  Jerusalem 
(Josh.  xs.  7:  1  K.  ix.  11;  LXX.  TaKiXaia)-  Tliey 
were  tlien,  or  subsequently,  occupied  by  strangers, 
and  for  this  reason  Isaiah  gives  to  the  district  the 

name  "  Galilee  of  the  Gentiles  "  (D^'IHn  b"*b3, 
Is.  ix.  1.  In  Matt.  iv.  15,  FaXiXaia  ruv  idvuu; 
in  1  Mace.  v.  15,  FoAiAaia  a\\o(pv\uv)-  It  is 
probable  that  the  strangers  increased  in  numlier, 
and  became  during  the  Captivity  the  great  body  of 
the  inhabitants ;  extending  themselves  also  over  the 
surrounding  country,  they  gave  to  their  new  terri- 
tories the  old  name,  until  at  length  Galilee  became 
one  of  the  largest  provinces  of  Palestine.  In  the 
time  of  the  Maccal)ees  Galilee  contained  only  a  few 
Jews  living  in  the  midst  of  a  large  heathen  popula- 
tion (1  Mace.  v.  20-23);  Strabo  states  that  in  his 
day  it  was  chiefly  inhabited  by  Syrians,  Phoenicians, 
and  Arabs  (xvi.  p.  7G0) ;  and  Josephus  says  Greeks 
also  dwelt  in  its  cities  (  Vit.  12). 

In  the  time  of  our  Lord  all  Palestine  was  divided 
into  three  provinces,  Judaea,  Samaria,  and  Galilee 
(Acts  ix.  31;  Luke  xvii.  11;  Joseph.  B.  J.  iii.  3). 
The  latter  included  the  whole  northern  section  of 
the  country,  including  the  ancient  territories  of 
Issachar,  Zebulun,  Asher,  and  Naphtali.  Josephus 
defines  its  boundaries,  and  gives  a  tolerably  full 
description  of  its  scenery,  products,  and  population. 
He  says  the  soil  is  rich  and  well  cultivated ;  fruit 
and  forest  trees  of  all  kinds  alwund;  numerous 
large  cities  and  populous  villages,  amounting  in  all 
to  no  less  than  two  hundred  and  forty,  thickly  stud 
the  whole  face  of  the  country ;  the  inhabitants  are 
industrious  and  warlike,  being  trained  to  arms  from 
theu-  infancy  (/i.  ./.  iii.  3,  §  3;  Mt.  45).  On  the 
west  it  was  liounded  by  the  territory  of  Ptolemais, 
which  probably  included  the  whole  plain  of  Akka 
to  the  foot  of  ( 'annel.  The  southern  border  ran 
along  the  ba.se  of  Carniel  and  of  the  hills  of  Samaria 
to  Mount  Gilboa,  and  then  descended  the  valley  of 
Jezreel  by  Scythopolis  to  the  Jordan.  The  river 
Jordan,  the  Sea  of  Giililee,  and  the  upper  Jordan 
to  the  fountain  at  Dan,  formed  the  eastern  border; 
and  the  northern  ran  from  Dan  westward  across 
the  mountain  ridge  till  it  touched  the  territory  of 
the  Phwnicians  {B.  J.  iii.  3,  §  1,  ii.  18,  §  9;  comp. 
Luke  viii.  26). 

Galilee  was  divided  into  two  sections,  "  Ix)wer  " 
and  "Upper;"  r]  koltui  koI  r)  &va>  VaXiKaia. 
Cyril  says  (c.  Jul.  ii.)  EtVl  yhp  TaXiXalai.  Svo,  Siv 
7]  iJ,fv  jxia  Kara  ri]v  ^louSaiau,  rj^e  /itr/j/  (Ttpa  rals 
^oiv'iKoiv  ■ir6\e<Tiy  o/xopSs  n  Ka\  yfiroov.  A  single 
glance  at  the  country  shows  that  the  division  was 
natural.  Lower  Galilee  included  the  great  plain 
of  Lsdraelon  with  its  ofrsho<jts,  which  run  down  to 
the  Jordan  and  the  Lake  of  Til)erias :  and  the  whole 
of  the  hill-country  adjoining  it  on  the  north  to  the 
foot  of  the  mountain-range.  The  words  of  Josephus 
are  clciir  and  important  (B.  J.  iii.  3,  §  1):  Ka\  rrjs 
fxev  k<Itq>  Ka\oufi.ivris  Ta\iKaias  atrh  Ti^fpidSos 
/n€XP'  Za^ovKwu  ris  iv  rols  TtapaKwii  TlroKefxafs 
yfiruy  xb  fJriKos  (KTiifeTai-  irXarvviTai  5f  airh 
T^y  iv  Tie  fj.eyd.\cj)  irfSlo}  Kftfifvqs  Kwfxrj^  ^  s.aKwd 
KaXeirai  /if'xpi  BTjpffa/Srjs.  "  The  villai,'ft  of 
Xaloth  "  in  evidently  the  Chesulloth  of  Josh.  xix. 
12,  now  called  /Aw/,  and  situated  at  the  base  of 
Mount  Talx)r,  on  the  northern  lorder  of  the  Great 
Plain  (Porter,  llatulljodk,  p.  350).  But  a  com- 
pariscn  of  Josephus,  Ant.  xx.  0,  §  4,  with  B.  J.  iii. 
2,  §  4,  proves  that  Lower  Galilee  extended  as  far 
u  the  village  of  Ginea,  the  modem  Jenin,  on  the 
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extreme  southern  side  of  the  plain.  The  sita  of 
the  northern  border  town,  Bersabe,  is  not  known; 
but  we  learn  incidentally  that  both  Arbela  and 
Jotapata  were  in  Lower  Galilee  (Joseph.  Vit.  37; 
B.  J.  ii.  20,  §  G);  and  as  the  former  wa,s  situated 
near  the  northwest  angle  of  the  Lake  of  Tiberisjg, 
and  the  latter  about  eight  miles  north  of  Nazareth 
(Porter,  Handbook,  pp.  432,  377),  we  conclude  that 
Ix)wer  Galilee  included  the  whole  region  extending 
from  the  plain  of  Akka,  on  the  west,  to  the  shorts 
of  the  lake  on  the  east.  It  was  thus  one  of  the 
richest  and  most  beautiful  sections  of  Palestine. 
The  Plain  of  Esdraelon  presents  an  unbroken  surface 
of  fertile  soil  —  soil  so  good  that  to  enjoy  it  the 
tribe  of  Issachar  condescended  to  a  semi-nomadic 
state,  and  "became  a  servant  to  tribute"  (Deut. 
xxxiii.  18;  Gen.  xhx.  14,  15).  With  the  exception 
of  a  few  rocky  summits  round  Nazareth  the  hills 
are  all  wooded,  and  sink  down  in  graceful  slo[)es  to 
broad  winding  vales  of  the  richest  green.  The  out- 
lines are  varied,  the  colors  soft,  and  the  whole  land- 
scape is  characterized  by  that  picturesque  luxui-iance 
which  one  sees  in  parts  of  Tuscany.  The  blessings 
promised  by  Jacob  and  Moses  to  Zebulun  and  Asher 
seem  to  be  here  inscribed  on  the  features  of  the 
country.  Zebulun,  nestling  amid  these  hills,  "  offers 
sacrifices  of  righteousness"  of  the  abundant  flocks 
nourished  by  their  rich  pastures ;  he  rejoices  "  in 
his  goings  out  "  along  the  fertile  plain  of  I'^draelon ; 
"he  sucks  of  the  abundance  of  the  seas" — his 
possessions  skirting  the  bay  of  Haifa  at  the  base 
of  (,'armel ;  and  "  he  sucks  of  treasures  hid  in  the 
sand,"  probably  in  allusion  to  the  (jhtss,  which  was 
first  made  from  the  sand.^  of  the  river  Itelus  (Deut. 
xxxiii.  18,  19;  Plin.  v.  19;  Tac.  Hut.  v.).  Asher, 
dwelling  amid  the  hills  on  the  northwest  of  Zebu- 
lun, on  the  borders  of  Phoenicia,  "  dips  his  feet  in 
oil,"  the  produce  of  luxuriant  olive  groves,  such  as 
still  distinguish  this  region;  "his  bread,"  the  pro- 
duce of  the  plain  of  Phoenicia  and  the  fertile  upland 
valleys,  "  is  fat;  "  "  he  yields  royal  dainties  "  —  oil 
and  wine  from  his  olives  and  vineyards,  and  milk 
and  butter  from  his  pastures  (Gen.  xlix.  20;  Deut. 
xxxiii.  24,  25).  The  chief  towns  of  Lower  Galilee 
were  Tiberias,  Tarichoea,  at  the  southern  end  of  the 
.Sea  of  Galilee,  and  Sepphoris  (.Joseph.  Vit.  9,  25, 
29,  37).  The  latter  played  an  important  part  in  the 
last  great  Jewi.sh  war  (Joseph.  I'jV.  45;  B.  J.  ii.  18, 
§  11).  It  is  now  called  Si-J'iiritli,  and  is  situated 
about  three  miles  north  of  Nazaretli  (Porter,  Hand- 
book, p.  378).  There  were  besides  two  strong  for- 
tresses, Jotapata,  now  called  .Jt/df,  and  Mount 
Tabor  (Joseph.  B.  ./.  iii.  7,  §  3  ff.,  iv.  1,  §  6). 
The  towns  most  celebrated  in  N.  T.  history  are 
Nazareth,  Cana,  and  Tiberias  (Luke  i.  26;  John 
ii.  1,  vi.  1). 

Ujiper  Galike,  according  to  .Josephus,  extended 
from  llersabe  on  the  south,  to  the  village  of  Haca, 
on  the  borders  of  the  territory  of  Tyre,  and  from 
Meloth  on  the  west,  to  Thella,  a  city  near  the 
Jordan  (B.  ./.  iii.  3,  §  1).  None  of  these  places 
are  now  known,  but  tliere  is  no  difficulty  in  ascer- 
taining the  [wsition  and  approximate  extent  of  the 
province.  It  embraced  the  whole  momitain-range 
lying  l)etween  theupjier  .lordan  and  Phoenicia.  Its 
southern  border  ran  along  the  foot  of  the  Safed 
range  from  the  northwest  angle  of  the  Sea  of 
(Jalilee  to  the  plain  of  .Akka.  To  this  region  thb 
name  "  Galilee  of  the  ( ientiles "  is  given  in  the 
O.  and  N.  T.  (Is.  ix.  1;  Matt.  iv.  15).  So  Euse- 
biiis  states  :  ^  fxtv  FaKiKaia  tdvUv  (IprjTai  if 
dplois  T'joiuv  irapaKftfiiVT],  (v6a  tSoi/ce  SoAojuwf 
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r^  Xtph/x  Ke  Tr6\eis  K\7)pov  'NetpdaXeifj.  ( Onom. 
i.  V.  TaKi\aia)-  The  town  of  Caijemaum,  on  the 
north  shore  of  the  lake,  was  in  upper  Galilee  (  Onom. 
3.  V.  Co/jharnaum),  and  this  fact  is  important,  as 
showing  how  far  the  province  extended  southward, 
and  as  proving  that  it,  as  well  as  Lower  Galilee, 
touched  the  lake.  The  mountain-range  of  Upper 
Galilee  is  a  southern  prolongation  of  I^banon,  from 
which  it  is  separated  hy  the  deep  ravine  of  the 
Leontes  [Lkbanox].  The  summit  of  the  range  is 
table-land ;  part  of  which  is  beautifully  wooded  with 
dwarf  oak,  intermixed  with  tangled  shrubberies  of 
hawthorn  and  arbutus.  The  whole  is  varied  by 
fertile  upland  plains,  green  forest  glades,  and  wild 
picturesque  glens  breaking  down  to  the  east  and 
west.  The  population  are  still  numerous  and  in- 
dustrious, consisting  chiefly  of  Metawileh,  a  sect  of 
]\Iohaumiedans.  S  ij'ed  is  the  principal  town,  and 
contains  about  4000  souls,  one-third  of  whom  are 
Jews.  It  is  one  of  the  four  holy  .Jewish  cities  of 
Palestine,  and  has  for  three  centuries  or  more  been 
celebrated  for  the  sacredness  of  its  tombs,  and  the 
learning  of  its  Rabbins.  S'lje.d  seems  to  be  the 
centre  of  an  extensive  volcanic  district.  Shocks  of 
earthquake  are  felt  every  few  years.  One  occiured 
in  18.37,  which  killed  about  5000  persons  (Porter, 
IlandOuok,  p.  438  V  On  the  table-land  of  Upper 
Galilee  lie  the  ruins  of  Kedesh-Naphtali  (Josh.  xx. 
7),  and  GiscaUi  (now  el-Jisli),  a  city  fortified  by 
Josephus,  and  celebrated  as  the  last  place  in  Galilee 
that  held  out  against  the  Romans  {B.  J.  ii.  22,  § 
6,  iv.  1,  §  1,  2, 1  1-5). 

Galilee  was  the  scene  of  the  greater  part  of  our 
IjOrd's  private  life  and  public  acts.  His  early  years 
were  spent  at  Nazareth;  and  wlien  he  entered  on 
his  great  work  he  made  Capernaum  his  home" 
(Matt.  iv.  13,  ix.  1).  It  is  a  remarkable  fact  that 
the  first  three  Gospels  are  chiefly  taken  up  with  our 
Lord's  ministrations  in  this  province;  while  the 
Ciospel  of  Jolm  dwells  more  upon  those  in  .Judsea. 
The  niiture  of  our  lord's  parables  and  illustrations 
was  greatly  influenced  by  the  jjeculiar  features  and 
products  of  the  country.  The  vineyard,  the  fig- 
tree,  the  shepherd,  and  the  desert  in  the  parable  of 
the  Good  Samaritan,  were  all  appropriate  in  Judsea; 
while  the  corn-fields  (.Mark  iv.  28),  the  fisheries 
(Matt.  xiii.  47),  the  merchants  (Matt.  xiii.  45),  and 
the  flowers  (Matt.  vi.  28),  are  no  less  appropriate  in 
Galilee.  The  Apostles  were  all  either  Galileans  by 
birth  or  residence  (.\.cts  i.  11);  and  as  such  they 
were  despised,  as  their  Master  had  been,  by  the 
proud  .Tews  (John  i.  46,  vii.  52;  Acts  ii.  7).  It 
appears  also  that  the  pronunciation  of  those  Jews 
who  resided  in  Galilee  had  become  peculiar,  prob- 
ably from  their  contact  with  their  Gentile  neighbors 
(Matt.  xxvi.  73 ;  Mark  xiv.  70 ;  see  Lightfoot,  0pp. 
ii.  77).  After  the  destruction  of  Jerusalem,  Galilee 
became  the  chief  seat  of  .(ewish  schools  of  learning, 
and  the  residence  of  their  most  celebrated  Rabbins. 
The  National  Council  or  Sanhedrim  was  taken  for 
a  time  to  .fabneh  in  Philistia,  but  was  soon  removed 
to  Sepphoris,  and  afterwards  to  Tiberias  (Lightfoot, 
0pp.  ii.  141).  The  Mishna  was  here  compiled  by 
Rabbi  Judah  Hakkodesh  (cir.  A.  i>.  109-220);  and 

.a  *  Xhe  best  arrangement  places  the  Saviour's  re- 
iTal  to  Capernaum  after  his  return  from  Judasa  to 
(Jalilee  (.John  iv.  1  ff. ).  It  mu.st  liiive  been,  therefore, 
a  year  or  more  after  his  baptism,  the  proper  beginning 
of  his  public  ministry.     (See  table  at  the  end  of  Gos- 

'EI.S.)  H. 

*  *  Rudolf  Ilofmann,  in  his  Ueber  den  Berg  Gal- 
ilca  (Mei-ssen,  1853),  maintains  this  view,  and  urges  it 
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a  few  years  afterwards  the  Gemara  was  added 
(Buxtorf,  Tiberias,  p.  19).  Remains  of  splendid 
synagogues  still  exist  in  many  of  the  old  towns  and 
villages,  showing  that  from  the  second  to  the  seventh 
century  the  Jews  were  as  prosperous  as  they  were 
numerous  (Porter,  Handbook,  pp.  427,  440). 

J.  L.  P. 
*  GAL'ILEE,  MOUNTAIN  IN,  where  the 
Savhour  manifested  himself  to  some  of  his  disciples 
(Matt,  xxviii.  16,  and  probably  1  Cor.  xv.  6)  after 
his  resurrection.  It  is  impossible  to  know  what 
particular  mountain  is  here  referred  to.  Some  of 
the  conjectures  are  that  it  was  the  Mount  of  Trans 
figuration  (whether  that  was  Tabor  or  Hermon  on 
the  east  of  the  Jordan ),  or  the  Mount  of  Beatitudes 
in  the  vicinity  of  the  Sea  of  Galilee.  Tlie  singular 
opinion  that  it  was  the  northern  summit  of  Olivet 
is  utterly  indefensible.*  It  is  stated  explicitly  in 
Matt.  xx\iii.  16  that  the  disciples  went  into  Gal- 
ilee (e(s  tV  TaXiXaiav)  to  the  mountain  which 
Christ  had  appointed  for  the  interview :  and  Galilee, 
according  to  the  invariable  usage  of  the  N.  T., 
denotes  the  province  of  that  name.  Undoubtedly 
the  Saviour  mentioned  the  place,  but  the  EvangeUst 
has  passed  that  over.  H. 

GAL'ILEE,  SEA  OF.     [Gennesaiuct.] 
GALL,  the  representative  in  the  A.  V.  of  the 
Hebrew  words  mcrirah,  or  merurah,  and  rash. 

1.  Merevah  or  imrorah  (TTTyt^  or  HTltt  : 

^      T"  :  T     : 

XoKi) :  fd,  amariludo,  viscera  men)  denotes  ety- 
mologically  "  that  which  is  bitter;"  see  Job  xiii. 
26,  "thou  writest  bitter  things  against  me."  Hence 
the  term  is  applied  to  the  "bile"  or  "gall"  from 
its  intense  bitterness  (.Job  xvi.  13,  xx.  25);  it  is 
also  used  of  the  "  ix)ison  "  of  seri^ents  (Job  xx.  14), 
which  the  ancients  erroneously  believed  was  their 
gall :  see  Pliny,  //.  iV.  xi  37,  "  No  one  should  be 
astonished  that  it  is  the  gall  which  constitutes  the 
poison  of  serpents." 

2.  Bush  (27S"1  or  li^^T  :  xo^^»  niKpla,  iypaxr- 
Tts'-  ,fd,  amnntudo,  caput),  generally  translited 
"gall"  by  the  A.  V.,  is  in  Hos.  x.  4,  rendered 
"hemlock;"  in  Deut.  xxxii.  33,  and  Job  xx.  Ifi, 
rosh  denotes  the  "  poi-son "  or  "venom"  of  ser- 
pents. From  Deut.  xxix.  18,  "  a  root  that  beareth 
rosh  "  (margin  "  a  poisonful  herb  "),  and  I^am.  iii. 
19,  "  the  wprmwood  and  the  »-(5.s/i,"  compared  with 
Hos.  X.  4,  "judgment  springeth  up  as  rosh."  it  is 
evident  that  the  Heiirew  term  denotes  some  bitter, 
and  perhaps  poisonous  plant,  though  it  may  also 
be  used,  as  in  Ps.  Ixix.  21,  in  the  general  sense  of 
"something  very  bitter."  Celsius  {Hierob.  ii.  46- 
52)  thinks  "  hemlock  "  (  Coniiim  mncidatum)  is  in- 
tended, and  quotes  Jerome  on  Ilosea  in  support  of 
his  opinion,  though  it  seems  that  this  commentator 
had  in  view  tlie  couch-grass  (Triticum  repens) 
rather  than  "  hemlock."  Rosenmiiller  {Bib.  Bot. 
p.  118)  is  inclined  to  think  that  the  Jj)Uuin  teinu- 
lentum  [darnel]  best  agrees  with  the  passage  in 
Hosea,  where  the  rush  is  said  to  grow  "  in  the  fur- 
rows of  the  field." 

Other  writers  have  supposed,  and  with    some 


as  important  for  harmonizing  the  different  account;  of 
the  Saviour's  appearances  after  the  resurrection.  There 
is  some  evidence  that  the  northern  point  of  Olivet  may 
have  been  known  as  Galilee  in  a  later  age,  becauM 
the  Galileans  usually  crossed  here  on  their  way  to  Je- 
rusalem (see  Thilo's  Cod.  apocr.  N.  T.  p.  619  fif.). 
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reason  (from  Deut.  xxxii.  32,  "their  grapes  are 
grapes  of  7vsh"),  that  some  berry-bearing  plant 
must  be  intended.  Gesenius  ( T/ies.  p.  1251)  un- 
derstands "]X)ppies;"  Michaelis  {StippL  Lex.  Ileb. 
p.  2220)  is  of  opinion  that  rush  may  be  either  the 
Loliuni  temulirttum,  or  the  Solanum  (" night- 
shade"). Oedniann  {Verm.  Sam.  pt.  iv.  e.  10) 
argues  in  favor  of  the  Colocynth,  Tlie  most  prob- 
able conjecture,  for  proof  there  is  none,  is  that  of 
Gesenius:  the  capsules  of  the  PapaveracecB  may 
well  give  the  name  of  rash  ("head  ")  to  the  plant 
in  question,  just  as  we  sjieak  of  poppy  lieads.  The 
various  species  of  this  family  spring  up  quickly  in 
corn-fields,  and  the  juice  is  extremely  bitter.  A 
steeped  solution  of  poppy  heads  may  be  "  the  water 
of  gall "  of  Jer.  viii.  14,  unless,  as  Gesenius  thinks, 

the  irS"1  '^12  may  be  the  poisonous  extract,  ojnum; 
but  nothing  definite  can  be  learnt. 

The  passages  in  the  Gosi)els  which  relate  the 
circumstance  of  tlie  Roman  soldiers  offering  our 
Lord,  just  before  his  crucifixion,  "vinegar  mingled 
with  gall "  according  to  St.  Matthew  (xxvii.  34), 
and  "  wine  mingled  with  myrrh  "  according  to 
St.  Mark's  account  (xv.  23),  require  some  consid- 
eration. The  (ii'st-named  Evangelist  uses  x"^'^^ 
which  is  the  LXX.  rendering  of  the  Hebrew  rusk 
in  the  Psalm  (Ixix.  21)  which  foretells  the  I^ord's 
snfFerings.  St.  Mark  explains  the  bitter  ingredient 
in  the  sour  vinous  drink  to  be  "myrrh"  {olvoi 
4(TnupvtffiJ.4vos),  for  we  cannot  regard  the  transac- 
tions as  different.  "  Matthew,  in  his  usual  way,"  as 
Hengstenberg  {Comment,  on  Ps.  Ixix.  21)  remarks, 
"  designates  the  drink  theologically.  Always  keep- 
ing his  eye  on  the  prophecies  of  the  O.  T.,  he 
speaks  of  gall  and  vinegar  for  the  purpose  of  ren- 
dering the  fulfillment  of  the  Psalms  more  manifest. 
Mark  again  (xv.  23),  according  to  his  way,  looks 
rather  at  the  iiutioard  quality  of  the  drink."  Ben- 
gel  takes  quite  a  different  view;  he  thinks  both 
mj'rrh  and  gall  were  abided  to  the  sour  wine: 
"  myrrha  conditus  ex  more ;  felle  adulteratus  ex 
petulantia "  {(liwm.  Nov.  Test.  Matt.  1.  c). 
Hengstenl)erg's  view  is  far  preferable;  nor  is  "gall" 
(xoA.'^)  to  be  understood  in  any  other  sense  than 
as  expressing  the  bitter  nature  of  the  draught.  As 
to  the  intent  of  the  proffered  drink,  it  is  generally 
supposed  that  it  was  for  the  purpose  of  deadening 
pain.  It  was  customary  to  give  criminals  just  be- 
fore their  execution  a  cup  of  wine  with  frankincense 
in  it,  to  which  reference  is  made,  it  is  believed,  by 
the  olvos  Karavx>i,(a)s  of  Ps.  Ix.  3;  see  also  Prov. 
xxxi.  6.  This  the  Talmud  states  was  given  in 
order  to  alleviate  the  pain.  See  Buxtorf  {Lex. 
Talm.  p.  2131),  who  thus  quotes  from  the  Talmud 
{SnnhefL  fol.  43,  1 ) :  "  Qui  exit  ut  occidatur  (ex 
sent«ntia  judicis)  potanteum  grano  thuris  in  poculo 
vini  ut  distrahatur  mens  ejus."  Kosenmiiller  {Bib. 
Bot.  p.  103)  is  of  opinion  that  the  m^rrh  was  given 
to  our  I/3rd,  not  for  the  purpose  of  alleviating  his 
sufferings,  but  in  order  that  he  might  be  sustained 
until  the  punishment  was  completed.  He  quotes 
from  Apuleius  {.\fetnmo)-ph.  viii.),  who  relates  that 
a  certain  priest  "  disfigured  himself  with  a  multi- 
tude of  blows,  having  previously  strengthened  him- 
self by  taking  myrrh."  How  far  the  frankincense 
in  the  cup,  as  mentioned  in  the  Talmud,  was  sup- 
posed to  possess  soporific  properties,  or  in  any  way 
to  induce  an  alleviation  of  pain,  it  is  difficult  to 
determine.  The  same  must  l)e  said  of  the  ohos 
i(T)xvpviaiJ.fvos  of  St.  Mark ;  for  it  is  quite  certain 
that  neither  of  these  two  drugs  in  question,  Iwth 
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of  which  are  the  produce  of  the  same  natural  order 
of  plants  {Amyrtdacea:),  is  ranked  among  the  hyp- 
nopoietics  by  modern  physicians.  It  is  true  that 
Dioscorides  (i.  77)  ascribes  a  soporific  property  to 
mjrrh,  but  it  does  not  seem  to  have  been  so  re- 
garded by  any  other  author.  Notwithstanding, 
therefore,  the  almost  concurrent  opinion  of  ancient 
and  modern  commentators,  that  the  "  wine  mingled 
with  myrrh  "  was  offered  to  our  Lord  as  an  ano- 
dyne, we  cannot  readily  come  to  the  same  conclu- 
sion. Had  the  soldiers  intended  a  mitigation  of 
suffering,  they  would  doubtless  have  offered  a 
draught  drugged  with  some  substance  having  nar- 
cotic properties.  The  drink  in  question  was  prob- 
ably a  mere  ordinary  beverage  of  the  Komans,  who 
were  in  the  habit  of  seasoning  their  various  wines, 
which,  as  they  contained  little  alcohol,  soon  turned 
sour,  with  various  spices,  drugs,  and  jjerfumes,  such 
as  myrrh,  cassia,  myrtle,  pepper,  &c.,  &c.  {Diet,  of 
Gr.  and  Rom.  Antiq.  art.   Vinum).  W.  H. 

*  Rosenmiiller's  supposition  is  not  founded  on  a 
knowledge  of  the  natural  history  of  Palestine.  No 
plant  is  more  common  in  the  fields  than  the  Papnver 
Syriacum,  which  is  a  plant  of  the  same  genus  as 
the  opium  plant,  Paptiver  somniferum.  In  places 
the  Papaver  Syriacum  is  seen  in  such  profusion 
that  the  ground  is  covered  with  its  red  blossoms. 

The  bitterness  of  the  colocynth  is  proverbial  with 
the  Arabs,  who  speak  of  anything  bitter  as  being 

Uke  the  jviLLc,  but  the  fact  that  this  does  not 

grow  in  the  furrows  causes  us  to  decide  in  favor  of 
the  former.  G.  E.  P. 

GALLERY,  an  architectural  term,  describing 
the  porticos  or  verandas,  which  are  not  uncommon 
in  eastern  houses.  It  is  doubtful,  however,  whether 
the  Hebrew  words  so  translated  have  any  reference 
to  such  an  object.     (1.)  In  Cant.  i.  17,  the  word 

rachit  (C3^n"1)  means  "  panelling,"  or  "  fretted 
work,"  and  is  so  understood  in  the  LXX.  and  Vulg. 
{(pdrva/j-a:  lofpieare).  The  sense  of  a  "  gallery" 
appears  to  be  derived  from  the  marginal  reading 

rdhit  (lO'^n"^,  Keri),  which  contains  the  idea  of 
"  running,"  and  so  of  an  ambulatory,  as  a  place 
of  exercise :  such  a  sense  is,  however,  too  remote  to 
be  accepted.  (2.)  In  Cant.  vii.  5,  rahit  is  applied 
to  the  hair,  the  regularly  arranged,  flowing  locks 
being  comp.ared  by  the  poet  to  the  channels  of  run- 
ning water  seen  in  the  pasture-grounds  of  Palestine. 
[H.UR.]     (3.)  In  Fj!.  xli.  15,  xhi.   3,  the  word 

attik  (p'^riS)  seems  to  mean  a  pillar,  used  for  the 
support  of  a  floor.  The  LXX.  and  Vulg.  give  in 
the  latter  passage  irfpiarrvKov,  and  porticus,  but  a 
comparison  of  verses  5  and  6  shows  that  the  "  gal- 
leries "  and  "pillai-s"  were  identical;  the  reason 
of  the  upper  chambers  being  shorter  is  ascribed  to 
the  absence  of  supporting  pillai^s,  which  allowed  an 
extra  length  to  the  chambers  of  the  lower  story. 
The  space  thus  included  within  the  pillars  would 
assume  the  corner  of  an  open  gallery. 

W.  L.  B. 

GALLEY.     [Ship.] 

GAL'LIM  (D^  /  3  =heaps,  or  possibly  springs: 
[in  Is.,]  TaKMiixX  [Vat.  FaAfi/i;  EA.>  ToAtjyu:] 
Gnllim),  a  place  which  is  twice  mentioned  in  the 
Bible:  (1.)  As  the  native  place  of  the  man  to 
whom  Michal   David's  wife  was  given  —  "  Phalti 

the  son  of  Laish,  who  was  from  Gallim  "  (Cy^ip, 
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1  Sam.  XXV.  44).  The  LXX.  [Rom.  Vat.]  has 
'Pofi/xi  [Alex.  TaWei],  and  Josephus  r€0A.a;  but 
there  is  no  clew  in  either  to  the  situation  of  the 
place.  In  2  Sam.  iii.  15, 16,  where  ^liclial  returns 
to  David  at  Hebron,  her  husband  is  represented  as 
following  her  as  far  as  Bahurim,  i.  e.  on  the  road 
between  the  Mount  of  Olives  and  Jericho  (comp.  2 
Sam.  xvi.  1 ).  But  even  this  does  not  necessarily 
point  to  the  direction  of  Gallim,  because  Phalti 
may  have  been  at  the  time  with  Ishbosheth  at  Ma- 
hanaim,  the  road  from  which  would  naturally  lead 
past  Bahurim.  (2.)  The  name  occurs  again  in  the 
catalogue  of  places  terrified  at  the  approach  of 
Sennacherib  (Is.  x.  30):  "Lift  up  thy  voice,  0 
daughter  (/.  e.  O  inhabitant)  of  Gallim  I  attend, 
O  Laish!  poor  Anathoth!"  The  other  towns  in 
this  passage  —  Aiath,  Michmash,  Kamah,  Gibeah 
of  Saul  —  are  all,  like  Anathoth,  in  the  tribe  of 
Henjamin,  a  short  distance  north  of  Jerusalem.  It 
should  not  be  overlooked  that  in  both  these  pas- 
sages the  names  Laish  and  Gallim  are  mentioned 
in  connection.  Possibly  the  Berv-Laish  in  the 
former  implies  that  Phalti  was  a  native  of  Laish, 
that  being  dependent  on  GaUim. 

Among  the  names  of  towns  added  by  the  LXX. 
to  those  of  Judah  in  Josh.  xv.  59,  Galem  (roAt/x 
[Alex.  TaAAi/u] )  occurs  between  Karem  and  The- 
ther.  In  Is.  xv.  8,  the  Vulgate  has  Gallim  for  Eg- 
laim,  among  the  towns  of  Moab. 

The  name  of  Gallim  has  not  been  met  with  in 
modem  times.  Schwarz  (p.  131)  reports  a  Beit- 
DjdUin  between  Kamleh  and  Joppa,  but  by  other 
explorers  the  name  is  given  as  Beit-Deja7i.  Euse- 
bius,  from  hearsay  {Xeytrai),  places  it  near  Ak- 
karon  (Ekron).  G. 

GAL'LIO  {raWlcoV-  Junius  Annseus  Galho, 
Plin.  //.  N.  xxxi.  33),  the  Roman  proconsul  of 
Achaia  when  St.  Paul  was  at  Corinth,  a.'  d.  53, 
under  the  Emperor  Claudius  [Acts  xviii.  12-17]. 
He  was  brother  to  Lucius  Ann  sens  Seneca,  the 
philosopher,  and  was  originally  named  Jlarcus  An- 
nffius  Novatus,  but  got  the  above  name  from  his 
adoption  into  the  family  of  the  rhetorician  Lucius 
Junius  Gallio.  (See  Tac.  Ann.  xv.  73,  xvi.  17; 
Seneca,  Nat.  Quoest.  iv.  prsef. ;  Dion.  Cass.  Ix.  35; 
Statins,  Silv.  ii.  7,  32.)  Gallio  appeai-s  to  have 
resigned  the  government  of  Achaia  on  account  of 
the  cUmate  not  agreeing  with  his  health,  Seneca. 
Ep.  civ. :  "  Quum  in  Achaia  febrem  habere  coepis- 
set,  protinus  navem  adscendit,  clamitans  non  cor- 
poris esse  sed  loci  morbum."  The  character  of  him 
which  his  brother  gives  is  in  accordance  with  that 
which  we  might  infer  from  the  narrati\e  in  the  Acts : 
"  Nemo  mortjilium  uni  tam  dulcis  est,  quam  hie 
omnibus."  "  Gallionem  fratrem  meum,  quem  nemo 
non  parum  amat,  etiam  qui  amare  plus  non  potest." 
And  Statins  {I.  c.)  says,  "  Hoc  plus  quam  Senecam 
dedisse  mundo,  aut  dulcem  generasse  Gallionem." 
He  is  said  to  have  been  put  to  death  by  Nero,  "  as 
well  as  his  brother  Seneca,  but  not  at  the  ^ame 
time"  (Winer);  but  there  is  apparently  no  author- 
ity for  this."  Tacitus  describes  him  (Ann.  xv.  73) 
as  "  fratris  morte  pavidum,  et  pro  sua  incolumitate 
Bupplicem;  "  and  Jerome  in  the  Chronicle  of  Euse- 
bius  says  that  he  committed  suicide  in  the  year  65 
A.  D.  Of  Seneca's  works,  the  De  Ira  is  dedicated 
to  him  {Exegistia  ??«e.  Novate,  &c.),  and  the  Vita 
Beata  ( Vivere,  Gallio  frater,  omnes  beate  volunt). 

IH.  A. 
•  It  is  worth  observing  as  a  mark  of  Luke's  ae- 
racy  that  he  mentions  Gallio  as  proconsul  {avQu- 
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irareiovros,  Acts  xviii.  12)  in  the  reign  of  Claudius 
(Suet.  Clatid.  c.  25);  for  under  the  preceding  em- 
perors, Tiberius  and  Caligula,  Achaia  was  an  im- 
perial province,  and  the  title  of  the  governor  would 
have  been  propraetor  {avrunparriyos,  vpeaffev- 
T^s).  See  Lardner's  Credibility,  pt.  i.  bk.  i.  eh. 
i.  [Pi!OC()NsuL.J  Luke  does  not  mention  Gal- 
lio's  indifference  to  the  dispute  between  the  Jews 
and  the  Christians  and  to  the  abuse  of  Sosthenes 
by  the  Greeks  (Acts  xviii.  17)  in  order  either  to  com- 
mend or  censure  him,  but  simply  as  showing  why 
the  attempt  of  the  Jews  against  Paul  had  such  an 
unexpected  issue.  Luke's  ov^iv  rovrwv  e/xeAfy, 
which  furnishes  this  explanation,  accords  at  the 
same  time  with  Gallio's  character,  as  his  contem- 
poraries describe  it  (see  above) ;  for  this  incidental 
remark  about  his  carelessness  reveals  to  us  a  glimpse 
of  that  easy  temper  which  goes  so  far  to  make  a 
man  a  general  favorite.  H. 

GALLOWS.       [PuXISHMKxNT.] 

GAM'AEL  (ro/toAjiijA;  [Vat.  ro/tr/Aos:  Aid.] 
Alex.  Ta/ia^A :  Amtnus),  1  Esdr.  viii.  29.  [Dan- 
iel, 3.] 

GAMA'LIEL  (bW"<bp2  [God  the  avenger, 
Fiirst]:  Tafj,a\tri\:  Gamaliel),  son  of  Pedahzur: 
prince  or  captain  (S^tt73)  of  the  tribe  of  Manasseh 
at  the  census  at  Sinai  (Num.  i.  10 ;  ii.  20 ;  vii.  54, 
59),  and  at  starting  on  the  march  through  the  wil- 
derness (x.  23). 

GAMA'LIEL  (ra/iaAi^A:  for  the  Hebrew 
equivalent  see  the  preceding  article),  a  Pharisee  and 
celebrated  doctor  of  the  Law,  who  gave  prudent 
worldly  atlvice  in  the  Sanhedrim  respecting  the 
treatment  of  the  followers  of  Jesus  •  of  Nazareth 
(Acts  v.  34  fF. ).  We  learn  from  Acts  xxii.  3,  that 
he  was  the  preceptor  of  St.  Paul.  He  is  generally 
identified  with  the  very  celebrated  Jewish  doctor 
Gamaliel,  who  is  known  by  the  title  of  "  the  glory 
of  the  law,"  and  was  the  first  to  whom  the  title 
"Rabban,"  "our  master,"  was  given.  The  time 
agrees,  and  there  is  every  reason  to  suppose  the  as- 
sumption to  be  correct.  This  Gamaliel  was  son  of 
Kabbi  Simeon,  and  grandson  of  the  celebrated  Hil- 
lel;  he  was  president  of  the  Sanhedrim  under  Ti- 
berius, Caligula,  and  Claudius,  and  is  reported  to 
have  died  eighteen  years  before  the  destruction  of 
Jerusalem.  Winer  says  "after"  (nach);  but  it  is 
evidently  a  mistake,  for  he  was  succeeded  in  the 
presidency  by  his  son  Simeon,  who  perished  in  the 
siege  (see  Lightfoot,  Centwia  chovographica  MaJ- 
thceo  prcemissa,  ch.  xv.).  If  the  identity  be  as- 
sumed, there  is  no  reason  —  and  we  should  arrive 
at  the  same  result  by  inference  from  his  conduct  in 
Acts  (t.  c.)  —  for  supposing  him  at  all  inchned 
towards  Christianity.  The  Jewish  accounts  make 
him  die  a  Pharisee.  And  when  we  remember  that 
in  Acts  v.  he  was  opposing  the  then  prevalent  feat- 
ure of  Sadducseism  in  a  matter  where  the  Resur- 
rection was  called  in  question,  and  was  a  wise  and 
enlightened  man  opposing  furious  and  unreasoning 
zealots,  —  and  consider  also,  that  when  the  anti 
phaiisaicnl  element  in  Christianity  was  brought  out 
in  the  acts  and  sayings  of  Stephen,  his  pupil  Saul 
was  found  the  foremost  persecutor,  —  we  should  be 
slow  to  suspect  him  of  forwarding  the  Apostles  as 
followers  of  Jesus. 


a  *I/ewin's  citations  (Fasti  Sarri,  p.  335  f.)  show 
that  Gtellio  was  a  victim  of  Nero"s  cruelty  as  well  a* 
Seneca,  and  was  put  to  death  after  his  brother.     11. 
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Ecclesiastical  tradition  makes  liim  become  a 
Christian,  and  be  baptized  by  St.  Peter  and  St. 
Paul  (Phot.  Cuil.  171,  p.  199),  together  with  his 
son  Gamaliel,  and  with  Nicodemus ;  and  the  Clem- 
entina Kecognitions  (i.  G5)  state  that  he  was  se- 
cretly a  Christian  at  this  time.  Various  notices 
and  anecdotes  concerning  him  will  be  found  in 
Conybeare  and  IIowsou's  Life  of  St.  Paul,  ed.  2, 
vol.  i.  p.  69  ff.  n.  A. 

*  For  the  alleged  anachronism  in  Gamaliel's 
speech  before  the  Jewish  Council,  see  Tiieudas. 
His  recommendation  of  a  lenient  policy  toward 
the  followers  of  Jesus  when  the  popuLir  rage 
against  them  was  so  strong,  is  certainly  remark- 
able. Neander  {Pjlunzuiiij,  i.  74  ff.)  attributes  to 
him  something  more  than  tlie  discernment  which 
sees  the  folly  of  conferring  importance  on  what  is 
insignificant,  or  of  making  fanaticism  more  violent 
by  vain  resistance.  On  the  contrary,  the  manner 
in  which  the  Apostles  had  spoken  and  acted  may 
have  produced  a  favorable  impression  on  him,  and 
60  much  the  more  because  their  strict  obser\-ance 
of  the  Law  and  their  hostile  attitude  towards  Sad- 
duceeism  may  have  awakened  in  him  an  interest  in 
their  behalf.  It  is  by  no  means  impossible  that 
the  thought  may  distinctly  have  occurred  to  him 
that  there  might  be  something  divine  in  the  cause 
of  these  persecuted  Galileans.  The  Talmud,  in  ac- 
cordance with  this  view,  represents  Gamaliel  as  not 
only  a  great  teacher,  but  tolerant  and  charitable, 
far  beyond  the  mass  of  his  countrymen.  See  fur- 
ther Pres.sers  article  on  "(ianialiel"  in  Herzog's 
Ileul-Encyk.  is.  C5f>  f.,  and  especially  Ginsburg's 
art.  Ganvdid  I.  in  Kitto's  C'ljd.  of  Bib.  Lit.,  3d 
ed.  H. 

GAMES.  Of  the  three  classes  into  which 
games  may  be  arranged,  juvenile,  manly,  and  pub- 
lic, the  two  first  alone  telong  to  the  Hebrew  life, 
the  latter,  as  noticed  in  the  Bible,  being  either 
foreign  introductions  into  I'alestine  or  the  customs 
of  other  countries.  With  regard  to  juvenile  games, 
the  notices  are  very  few.  It  must  not,  however,  be 
inferred  from  this  that  the  Hebrew  children  were 
without  the  amu.senients  adapted  to  their  age.  The 
toys  and  sports  of  childhood  claim  a  remote  an- 
tiquity ;  and  if  the  children  of  the  ancient  Egyp- 
tians had  their  dolls  of  ingenious  construction,  and 
played  at  ball  (Wilkinson,  Anc.  K<iypl.  abridgm. 
i.  197),  and  if  the  children  of  the  Itomans  amused 
themselves  much  as  those  of  the  present  day  — 
"  .(Edificare  casa.s,  plostello  adjungere  mures, 

Ludere  par  impar,  equitare  in  arundine  longa." 

Ilor.  2  Sat.  iii.  247  — 

we  may  imagine  the  Hebrew  children  doing  the 
game,  as  they  played  in  tlie  streets  of  Jenisalem 
(Zech.  viii.  5).  The  only  recorded  sjKirts,  how- 
ever, are  keeping  tame  birds  (Job  xli.  5;  cf.  CatuU. 
ii.  1, ''  Passer,  deliciae  meie  puella;  ")  and  imitating 
the  proceedings  of  marriages  or  funerals  (Matt.  xi. 
16). 

With  regard  to  manly  games,  they  were  not 
much  followed  up  by  tlie  Hebrews;  the  natural 
earnestness  of  their  character  and  the  influence  of 
the  climate  alike  indisposed  them  to  active  exertion. 
The  chief  amusement  of  the  men  apjiears  to  have 
consisted  in  conversation  and  joking  (Jer.  xv.  17; 
Prov.  xxvi.  19).  A  military  exercise  seems  to  be 
noticed  in  2  Sam.  ii.  14,  but  the  temi  under  which 

it  is  described  (pHtt^)  is  of  too  general  an  appli- 
cation to  enable  us  to  form  an  idea  as  to  its  char- 
lOter:  if  intended  as  a  sjiort  it  must  have  resem- 
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bled  the  DJerid,  with  the  exception  of  the  combat- 
ants not  being  mounted ;  but  it  is  more  consonant 
to  the  sense  of  the  passage  to  reject  the  notion  of 
sport  and  give  sichak  the  sense  of  fencing  or  fight- 
ing  (Thenius,  Coinm.  in  loc).  In  Jerome's  day 
the  usual  sport  consisted  in  lifting  weights  as  a 
trial  of  strength,  as  also  practiced  in  Egypt  (Wil- 
kinson, i.  207).  Dice  are  mentioned  by  the  Tal- 
mudists  (Mishna,  Sanhul.  3,  3;  Slinbb.  23,  2\ 
probably  introduced  from  Egypt  (Wilkinson, -ii. 
424);  and,  if  we  assume  that  the  Hebrews  im- 
itated, as  not  improbably  they  did,  other  amuse- 
ments of  their  neighbors,  we  might  add  such  games 
as  odd  and  even,  mora  (the  micare  digilis  of  the 
Romans),  draughts,  hoops,  catching  balls,  &c. 
(Wilkinson,  i.  188).  If  it  he  objected  that  such 
trifling  amusements  were  inconsistent  with  the 
gravity  of  the  Hebrews,  it  may  be  remarked  that 
the  amusements  of  the  Arabians  at  the  present 
day  are  equally  trifling,  such  as  blindman's  buff, 
hiding  the  ring,  &c.  (Wellsted,  Anibia,  i.  160). 

Public  games  were  altogether  foreign  to  the  spirit 
of  Hebrew  institutions :  the  great  religious  festivals 
supplied  the  pleasurable  excitement  and  the  feelings 
of  national  union  which  reiideretl  tlie  games  of 
Greece  so  popular,  and  at  the  same  time  inspired 
the  persuasion  that  such  gatherings  should  be  ex- 
clusively connected  with  religious  duties.  Accord- 
ingly the  erection  of  a  f/ymnasium  by  Jason,  in 
which  the  discus  was  chiefly  practiced,  was  looked 
upon  as  a  heathenish  proceeding  (1  Mace.  i.  14; 
2  Mace.  iv.  12-14) ;  and  the  subsequent  erection  by 
Herod  of  a  theatre  and  amphitheatre  at  Jerusalem 
(Joseph.  Ant.  xv.  8,  §  ] ),  as  well  as  at  Cffisarea 
(Ant.  XV.  9,  §  6;  B.  .J.  i.  21,  §  8)  and  at  Berytus 
{Ant.  xix.  7,  §  5),  in  each  of  which  a  quinquennial 
festival  in  honor  of  Caesar  was  celebrated  with  the 
usual  contests  in  gymnastics,  chariot-races,  music, 
and  with  wild  beasts,  was  viewed  with  the  deepest 
aversion  by  the  general  body  of  the  Jews  {Ant.  xv. 
8,  §  1). 

The  entire  absence  of  verbal  or  historical  refer- 
ence to  this  subject  in  the  Gospels  shows  how  little 
it  entered  into  the  life  of  the  Jews :  .some  of  the 
foreign  .lews,  indeed,  imbibed  a  taste  for  theatrical 
representations;  Josephus  {Vit.  3)  sjjeaks  of  one 
Aliturus,  an  actor  of  farces  (fiLfioKoyos),  who  was  in 
high  favor  with  Nero.  Among  the  (Jreeks  the  rage 
for  theatrical  exhibitions  was  such  that  every  city 
of  any  size  possessed  its  theatre  and  stadium.  At 
P^phesus  an  annual  contest  idywv  koI  yviJ.viKhSf 
Kol  /xovfftKos,  Thucyd.  iii.  104)  was  held  in  honor 
of  Diana,  which  was  suj)erintended  by  officers  named 
'Afftdpx""  (Acts  xix.  31;  A.  V.  "chief  of  Asia"). 
[AsiAKCii.K.]  It  is  probable  that  St.  Paul  was 
present  when  these  games  were  proceeding,  as  they 
were  celebrated  in  the  month  of  May  (comp.  Acts 
XX.  16;  Conybeare  and  Howson's  iSt.  J'md,  ii.  81). 
A  direct  reference  to  the  exhibitions  that  took  place 
on  such  occa.sions  is  made  in  the  term  (6rifH0fi.dxv<''<'^ 
(1  Cor.  XV.  32).  The  dr)piofxaxoi  were  sometimes 
professional  performers,  i)ut  more  usually  criminals 
(Joseph.  Ant.  xv.  8,  §  1)  who  were  exposed  to  hons 
and  other  wild  beasts  without  any  means  of  defense 
(Cic.  Pro  Sext.  64;  Tertnll.  A/Kd.  \)).  Political 
offenders  were  so  treated,  and  Josephus  (B.  J.  vii. 
3,  §  1)  records  that  no  less  than  2500  Jews  were 
destroyed  in  the  theatre  at  Ciesaroa  by  this  and 
similar  methods.  The  expression  as  used  by  St. 
Paul  is  usually  taken  as  metaphorical,  Ijoth  on 
account  of  the  qualifying  words  /cot'  &y6pa>7rov,  the 
absence  of  all  reference  to  the  occurrence  in  the 
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Acts,  and  the  rights  of  citizenship  which  St.  Paul 
enjoyed:  none  of  these  arguments  can  be  lield  to 
be  absolutely  conclusive,  while  on  the  other  hand 
the  term  $ripiOfj.axe7y  is  applied  iu  its  literal  sense 
in  the  Apostolical  Epistles  (Ign.  (id  Kph.  1,  ad 
Trail.  10;  Mart.  Polyc.  3;  cf.  Euseb.  //.  E.  iv. 
15),  and,  where  metaphorically  used  (Ign.  ad  Rom. 
5),  an  explanation  is  added  which  implies  that  it 
would  otherwise  have  been  taken  literally.  Certainly 
St.  Paul  was  exposed  to  some  extraordinary  suffer- 
ing at  Ephesus,  which  he*  describes  in  language 
borrowed  from,  if  not  descriptive  of,  a  real  case  of 
Brtpto/jLax'ta.',  for  he  Sfjeaks  of  himself  as  a  criminal 
condenmed  to  death  {iwidavariovi,  1  Cor.  iv.  9; 
airoKpifxa  tov  Bavarov  icrx^KafMei/,  2  Cor.  i.  9), 
exhiliited  previously"  to  the  execution  of  the  sentence 
(aweSet^fv,  1  Cor.  /.  c. ),  reserved  to  the  conclusion 
of  the  games  (icrxo-TOvs)  as  was  usual  with  the 
ilieriomachi  (novissimos  eleyit,  vtlut  bestiarios, 
TertuU.  de  Pudic.  14),  and  thus  made  a  spectacle 
(dfarpov    iyei'ridritJ.ev).     Lightfoot    (Exercil.    on 

1  Cor.  XV.  32)  points  to  the  friendliness  of  the 
Asiarchs  at  a  subsequent  period  (Acts  xix.  31)  as 
probably  resulting  from  some  wonderful  preserva- 
tion which  they  had  witnessed.  Nero  selected  this 
mode  of  executing  the  Christians  at  Pome,  with 
the  barbarous  aggravation  that  the  victims  were 
dressed  up  in  the  skins  of  beasts  (Tac.  Ann.  xv. 
44).  St.  Paul  may  possibly  allude  to  his  escape 
from  such  torture  in  2  Tim.  iv.  17.  [Did.  of 
Ant.  art.  Besllarii.] 

St.  Paul's  epistles  abound  with  allusions  to  the 
Greek  contests,  borrowed  probably  from  the  Isth- 
mian games,  at  which  he  may  well  have  been 
present  during  his  first  visit  to  Corinth  (Conybeare 
and  llowson,  ii.  20G).  These  contests  {6  aywv  — 
a  word  of  general  import,  applied  by  St.  I'aul,  not 
to  the  J></lit,  as  the  A.  V.  has  it,  but  to  tlie  race, 

2  Tim.  iv.  7;  1  T!m.  vi.  12)  were  divided  into  two 
classes,  the  pancratium,  consisting  of  boxing  and 
wrestling,  and  the  pentathlon,  consisting  of  leaping, 
running,  quoiting,  hurling  the  spear,  and  wrestling. 
The  competitors  (6  ayuvt^SfMevoi,  1  Cor.  ix.  25; 
ii,y  a9\i}  rts,  2  Tim.  ii.  5)  required  a  long  and 
severe  course  of  previous  training  (cf  a-UfxariK^ 
yvfjivaa-ia,  1  Tim.  iv.  8),  during  which  a  partic- 

i  ukir  diet  was  enforced  {izavTO.  iyKpanverai, 
'^ovXaywyib,  1  Cor.  ix.  25,  27).  In  the  Olympic 
ontests  these  preparatory  exercises  (irpoyv/j-vda- 
ara)  extended  over  a  i^eriod  of  ten  months,  during 
jie  last  of  which  they  were  conducted  under  the 
Dipervision  of  appointed  officers.  The  contests  took 
ce  in  the  presence  of  a  vast  multitude  of  specta- 
ors  {mpiKiijj.evov  vecpos  fiaprvpuiv,  Heb.  xii.  1), 
competitors  being  the  spectacle  {Qiarpov  = 
\ia^a,  1  Cor.  iv.  9;  e€aC6/j.evoi,  Heb.  x.  33).  The 
ames  were  opened  by  tlie  proclamation  of  a  herald 
Ki7pu|or,  1  Cor.  ix.  27),  whose  office  it  was  to 
claim  the  name  and  country  of  each  candidate, 
ttd  especially  to  announce  the  name  of  the  victor 
fore  the  assembled  multitude.  Certain  conditions 
Hd  rul'  5  were  laid  down  for  the  different  contests, 
1^,  that  no  bribe  be  offered  to  a  competitor ;  that 
boxing  the  combatants  should  not  lay  hold  of 
ne  another,  &c. ;  any  infringement  of  these  rules 
\iav  yu/j  vofiifxcos  adK-fia-p,  2  Tim.  ii.  5)  involved  a 
of  the  prize,  the  competitor  being  pronounced 
ludified  (aS^Kiyuos,  1  Cor.  ix.  27 ;  imlir/nm 
rabeo,  Bengel. ).  The  judge  was  selected  for  his 
otless  integrity  (6  S'lKaios  Kpni\s,  2  Tim.  iv.  8): 
1  office  was  to  deciJe  any  disputes  (^pa/SeyeVw, 
ol.  iii.  15;  A.  V.  "  rule")  and  to  give  the  prize 
55 
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{rh  $pafie7ov,  1  Cor.   ix.  24;  Phil.   iii.  Ii).  con- 
sisting of  a  crown  {ar4(pavos,  2  Tim.  ii.  5,  iv.  8) 


Isthmian  Crowns. 


of  leaves  of  wild  olive  at  the  Olympic  games,  and 
of  pine  or,  at  one  period,  ivy  at  the  Isthmian  games. 
These  crowns,  though  perishable  ((pdaprSv,  1  Cor. 
ix.  25;  cf.  1  Pet.  v.  4),  were  always  regarded  as  a 
source  of  unfailing  exultation  (Phil.  iv.  1;  1  Thess. 
ii.  19):  palm  branches  were  also  placed  in  the  hand* 
of  the  victors  (I!ev.  vii.  9).  St.  Paul  alludes  to 
two  only  out  of  the  five  contests,  boxing  and  run- 
ning, most  frequently  to  the  latter.  In  boxing 
{Truyjj.7];  cf  iruKTeiiuj,  1  Cor.  ix.  20),  the  hands 
and  arms  were  bound  with  the  cestus,  a  band  of 
leather  studded  with  nails,  which  very  much  in- 


Boxing. 

creased  the  severity  of  the  blow,  and  rendered  a 
bruise  inevitable  ivwanrid^a),  1  (-'or.  /.  c. ;  uirdnna^ 
ra  vwh  roiiy  Siiras  raiv  irK-qyiiv  "ixvOi  Pollux. 
Onom.  ii.  4,  52).  The  skill  of  the  combatant  was 
shown  in  avoiding  the  blows  of  his  adversary  so 
that  they  were  expended  on  the  air  {ohx  ^^  aepa 
Stpoiv,  1  Cor.  l.  c).  The  foot-race  (Sp6/j.os,  2 
Tim.  iv.  7,  a  word  peculiar  to  St.  Paul;  cf.  Acts 
xiii.  25,  XX.  24)  was  run  in  the  stadium  (eV  ffTaSlcp; 


The  Race. 


A.  V.  "race;"  1  Cor.  is.  24),  an  oblong  area, 
open  at  one  end  and  rounded  in  a  semicircular 
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form  at  the  other,  along  the  sides  of  which  were 
the  raised  tiers  of  seats  on  which  the  spectators  sat. 
The  race  was  either  from  one  end  of  the  stadium  to 
the  otlier,  or,  in  the  Si'ouAos,  back  again  to  the 
starting-post.  There  may  be  a  latent  reference 
to  the  SiauAo;  in  the  expression  apxTY^*'  foi 
r(\(iwTr)v  (Heb.  xii.  2),  Jesus  being,  as  it  were, 
the  starting-point  and  the  goal,  the  locus  a  quo  and 
the  locus  (id  quern  of  the  Christian's  course.  The 
judge  was  stationed  by  the  goal  {arK0Tr6v;  A.  V. 
"  mark  " ;  Phil.  iii.  14),  which  was  clearly  visible 
from  one  end  of  the  stadium  to  the  other,  so  that 
the  numer  could  make  straight  for  it  {ovk  iis 
dS^JAcos,  1  Cor.  ix.  26).  St.  Paul  brings  vividly 
before  our  minds  the  earnestness  of  the  competitor, 
having  cast  off  every  encumbrance  {uyKov  hiro- 
BeHffoi  irdura),  especially  any  closely-fitting  robe 
UvirepiffraTov,  Heb.  xii.  1;  cf.  Conybeare  and 
Howson,  ii.  543),  holding  on  his  course  uninter- 
ruptedly (Skoko),  Phil.  iii.  12),  his  eye  fixed  on  the 
distant  goal  (apopwines,  dire'^SAsire,  Heb.  xii.  2, 
zL  26 ;  i,ir6  notat  hnye,  Bengel),  unmindful  of  the 
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space  ah-eady  past  (ri  fxiv  oiricroi  liri\aveav6fievos, 
Phil.  /.  c),  and  stretching  forward  with  bent  body 
{rois  S«  e/jLirpoaflfv  fwfKTetv6fiei/os),  his  persever- 
ance (Si'  vtrofjiovris,  Heb.  xii.  1),  his  joy  at  the 
completion  of  the  course  (jutrck  x"P^*»  ^'^**  ^'^* 
24),  his  exultation  as  he  not  only  receives  ((\a$ov, 
Phil.  iii.  12)  but  actually  grasps  {KaTaAdPai,  not 
"apprehend,"  as  A.  V.  Phil.;  eViAa/SoO,  1  Tin.. 
vi.  12,  ID)  the  crown  which  had  been  set  apart 
(inrdKfiTai,  2  Tim.  iv.  8)  for  the  victor. 

W.  L.  B. 
*  Dr.  Howson  devotes  the  last  of  his  four  essays 
on  the  "  Metaphors  of  St.  Paul "  (Sunday  Maya- 
zine,  1866-7)  to  the  illustration  of  Paul's  imagery 
derived  from  the  Greek  games  (July,  pp.  683-689). 
He  reminds  us  that  the  athletic  games  of  the 
Greeks,  such  as  "  wrestling,  boxing,  and  especially 
foot-races,  with  all  the  prehminary  training,  with 
the  assembled  and  applauding  multitudes  while  the 
contest  was  going  on,  with  the  formality  of  the 
heralds  and  the  strict  obsenance  of  ihe  rules,  with 
the  umpires  and  prizes  and  eager  congratulations 


Foot-race,  adapted  from  a  view  of  the  Circus  Flora  at  Rome.     (Montfeucon.) 


at  the  close,  with  the  poems  which  perpetuated 
great  victories  like  heir-looms,"  must  have  been 
very  familiar  to  I'aul's  thoughts.  Though  a  Jew, 
he  was  born  in  a  foreign  city,  and  not  only  labored 
for  the  most  part  in  places  where  the  Greek  popu- 
lation was  predominant,  but  wTote  liis  letters  to 
Greek  Christians  or  those  who  spoke  tlie  (Jreek 
language.  In  some  of  these  cities,  as  Ephesus, 
Philippi,  Athens,  Corinth,  and  Pome,  remains  of 
the  Gymnasium,  for  training  the  body,  and  of  the 
Stadium,  or  the  ground  for  runnmg,  are  still  to  be 
seen. 

The  foot-race  supplied  many  of  the  figures  which 
occur  In  his  speeches  and  epistles.  Unfortimatoly, 
our  ambiguous  "course"  (A.  V.)  conceals  some 
of  these  from  the  reader.  ^Vllen  in  his  sermon  at 
Antioch  in  Pisidk  (Acts  xili.  2.5)  the  Apostle  speaks 
of  John  the  liaptist  as  "  fulfilling  his  course,"  he 
means  that  the  forerunner  was  hastening  to  the 
end  of  his  appointefl  -'race"  (SpS/j-os),  and  that 
this  race  though  brief  was  energetic  while  it  lasted. 
So  also  in  Acts  xx.  24,  the  substitution  of  "  race  " 
for  "course"  lirings  out  a  similar  allusion  in  that 
passage  to  the  struggles  of  the  runner  for  the  crown 
of  victory.  "  I  count  not  my  life  dear  unto  nie," 
he  says,  "  that  I  may  finish  my  race  with  joy." 
Tlie  comparison  in  Heb.  xii.  2  gives  special  prom- 
inence to  the  immense  concourse  which  the  (ireek 
gpectacle  called  together,  as  well  as  the  necessity 
■){  being  free  from  every  hindrance  and  of  straining 
to  the  ulnwst  every  nene,  in  onler  to  obtain  the 
hea\only  nmner's  prize.     (See  also  1  Cor.  ix.  24; 


Gal.  ii.  2,  V.  7;  Phil.  ii.  16.)  There  was  an  officer 
among  those  employed  in  the  supervision  of  the 
games  "  whose  business  it  was  with  his  voice  or 
with  a  trumpet  to  summon  the  competitors  to  the 
exciting  struggle."  I'aul  seems  to  refer  to  this 
practice,  when,  in  speaking  of  the  possibihty  that 
some  who  have  instructed  and  warned  others  may 
lose  their  own  souls,  he  says  (1  Ccr.  ix.  27):  "I 
keep  under  my  body  and  bring  it  into  subjection ; 
lest  that  by  any  means,  after  having  been  a  herald 
("preached"  in  the  A.  V.)  to  others  {&\\ots 
KTipv^ai),  I  myself  should  be  a  cast-away."'  ITie 
metaphor  in  this  passage  (taken  from  the  boxer, 
not  the  runner)  states  strongly  another  significant 
thought:  "So"  (i.  e.  imitating  the  earnestness  of 
those  who  strive  for  "  a  corruptible  (fading)  crown  ") 
"fight  I,  not  as  one  beating  the  air."  What  is 
meant  is  that  if  we  have  really  entered  on  the 
Christian  warfare,  having  now  to  do  with  definite, 
formidable  ant'igonists,  we  are  not  to  trifle,  but  to 
be  in  earnest,  like  the  pugilist  "  with  whom  is  no 
mere  striking  for  striking's  sake,  no  mere  pretense, 
no  dealing  of  i)lows  in  the  air."  The  apostle  refers 
not  to  outward  cfibrts  for  the  advancement  of 
Christ's  kingdom,  but  (note  tlie  context)  its  triumph 
in  each  one's  bosom  over  his  own  peculiar  sins  and 
temptations.  The  "  bodily  exercise  "  of  which  Paul 
sjieaks  with  so  much  disparagement  (1  Tim.  iv.  8) 
w.is  not  a  sjXKjies  of  religious  asceticism,  .igainst 
which  he  would  warn  the  self-richteous,  but  the 
severe  training  of  the  tody,  to  which  the  athletes 
submitted  for  the  sake  of  the  rewards  so  worthies* 
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ind  contemptible,  though  coveted  so  much,  in  com- 
parison with  those  of  the  works  "of  godliness,"  in 
which  we  should  -'exercise  (or  train)  ourselves"  — 
a  service  "  having  promise  of  the  life  that  now  is, 
and  of  that  which  is  to  come." 

Possibly  Paul  when  at  Philippi  may  have  seen  the 
rock  seats  in  the  hill-side  there,  full  of  eager  specta- 
tors of  combats  such  as  he  refers  to  in  his  letter  to 
the  Philippians :  "  Xot  as  though  I  had  ah^ady  at- 
tained, either  were  ah-eady  perfect :  but  I  follow  after. 
.  .  .  This  one  thing  I  do,  forgetting  those  things 
which  are  behind,  and  reaching  forth  unto  those 
things  which  are  before,  I  press  toward  the  mark  for 
the  prize  of  the  high  calling  of  God  in  Christ  Jesus  " 
(Phil.  iii.  12-14).  The  athlete  in  the  scene  which 
this  figure  so  \ividly  depicts,  forgetting  the  spaces 
of  the  race-course  already  past,  and  thinking  only 
of  those  which  lie  between  liira  and  the  goal,  runs, 
as  it  were,  with  outstretched  neck  {iTteKTeiv6fi(vo^), 
in  his  eagerness  to  outstrip  every  competitor  and 
arrive  first  at  the  pillar  where  the  crown  of  the 
victor  awaits  him.  For  the  Christian  "  there  is  no 
looking  back,  no  thought  of  giving  up  the  struggle. 
The  whole  energy  of  mind  and  body  is  bent  upon 
success,  and  till  success  is  achieved,  nothing  is  done." 
Once  more,  it  is  not  to  a  fight  or  campaign,  as  the 
A.  V.  might  suggest,  but  to  a  strife  in  the  foot- 
race, that  Paul  alludes  in  that  outburst  of  exultant 
joy,  on  the  eve  of  his  martyrdom :  "  I  have  fought 
the  good  fight,  I  have  finished  my  course  (race); 
I  have  kept  the  faith ;  henceforth  there  is  laid  up 
for  me  a  crown  of  righteousness,  which  the  Ix)rd, 
the  righteous  Judge,  shall  give  me  at  that  day  " 
(2  Tim.  iv.  7,  8).  "  The  race  is  nearly  run,  the 
stniggle  is  all  but  over;  he  is  weary,  as  it  were,  and 
pants  with  the  effort,  but  he  is  successful,  the 
crown  is  in  sight,  and  tiie  Judge,  the  righteous 
Judge,  who  cannot  make  a  mistake,  is  there,  ready 
to  place  that  bright  wreath  upon  his  brow." 

The  entire  paper  of  which  use  has  been  so  freely 
made  in  this  account  of  Paul's  agmistic  figures, 
contains  many  good  hints,  both  for  the  preacher 
and  the  general  student  of  the  Apostle's  speeches 
and  letters.  The  subject  illustrates  the  dependence 
of  practical  exegesis  on  a  knowledge  of  archfeology. 
It  reveals  also  a  harmony  of  language  in  what  is 
ascril)ed  to  Paul  as  a  writer  and  a  speaker,  which 
is  not  without  its  value  as  "  one  of  the  small  col- 
lateral proofs  of  the  genuine  and  honest  character 
lx)th  of  the  Acts  and  the  epistles."  H. 


GARDEN  867 

Metks.  (.3.)  A  third  class  gives  a  more  general 
sense  to  the  word;  Gesenius  {Tlies.  p.  292)  con- 
nects it  with  "I'^S,  a  bough,  wheice  the  sense  of 
brave  warriors,  Iwstes  arborum  instnr  ccedentea. 
Hitzig  (Comin.  in  loc.)  suggests  deserters  (Ueber- 
Idufer)  and  draws  attention  to  the  preposition  in 
as  favoring  this  sense:  he  inclines,  however,  to  the 
opinion  that  the  prophet  had  in  view  Cant.  iv.  4, 
and  that  the  word  D"*"1*122  in  that  passage  has 
been  successively  corrupted  into  D"'"lQtC',  as  read 

by  the  LXX.  which  gives  ((,i\aK(s,  and  i3"*"7a2, 
as  m  the  present  text.     After  all,  the  rendering  in 


II  es  t3 


go  aa 


I 

Castle  of  a  maritime  people,  with  the  shields  hanging 
upon  the  walls.  (From  a  bas-relief  at  Kouyuujik. 
Layard.) 


GAM'MADIMS  (a"^"TSl2).  This  word  oc- 
curs only  in  Kz.  xxvii.  11,  where  it  is  said  of  Tyre 
"  the  (iammadims  were  in  thy  towers."  A  variety 
of  explanations  of  the  term  have  been  offered.  (1.) 
One  class  turns  upon  a  supposed  connection  with 

iu2,  a  cubit,  as  though  =  cubil-liigh  men,  whence 
the  Vulg.  has  Piigmcei.  Michaelis  thinks  that  the 
apparent  height  alone  is  referred  to,  with  the  in- 
tention of  conveying  an  idea  of  the  great  height  of 
the  towers.  Spencer  {<1e  Leg.  Ileb.  Rit.  ii.  cap. 
24)  explains  it  of  small  images  of  the  tutelar  gods, 
like  the  Lares  of  the  Romans.  (2.)  A  second  class 
its  it  as  a  geographical  or  local  term ;  Grotius 

bids  Gamrid  to  be  a  1  lebraized  form  of  the  name 
on,  a  Phoenician  town ;  the  Chaldee  paraphrase 

Capjxulocians,  as  though  reading  D'^'TSS : 
iller  {Miscell.  vi.  3)  identifies  them  as  the  inhab- 
nts  of  Gamala  (Plin.  v.  14);  and  again  the  word 

been   broken  up  into  D^^Q  125  =  aho  the 


the  LXX.  furnishes  the  simplest  explanation :  the 
Lutheran  translation  has  followed  this,  giving 
Wdchter.  The  following  words  of  the  verse,  "  they 
hanged  their  shields  upon  thy  walls  round  about," 
are  illustrated  by  one  of  the  bas-reliefs  found  at 
Komunjik  (see  preceding  cut).  W.  L.  B. 

*  The  best  sense  is  that  of"  warriors,"  under  (3) 
above.  Thus  De  Wette's  Uebersetzung  (18.58)  ren- 
ders the  word  by  "  Tapfere,"  and  that  of  the  So- 
ciete  biblique  Protestante  de  Paris  (1806),  by  "des 
braves."  Kidiger  supports  this  signification  from 
the  Syriac  use  of  t  >o^  and  its  derivatives,  in  his 
Addil.  ad  Gesen.  Tkes.,  p.  79  f.  H. 

GA'MUL  (7^?32  [weaned,  Ges.;  hence  one 
mature,  strong,  Fiirst]  :  o  ra/j.ov\ ;  Alex.  TayUoi/TjA : 
Gamul),  a  priest;  the  leader  of  the  22d  course  in 
the  service  of  the  sanctuary  (1  Chr.  xxiv.  17). 

GAR  (ros;  [Aid.  rcip]:  Sasus).  "Sons  of 
Gar  "  are  named  among  the  "  sons  of  the  servants 
of  Solomon  "  in  1  Esdr.  v.  34.  There  are  not  in 
the  lists  of  Ezra  and  Nehemiah  any  names  corre- 
sponding to  the  two  preceding  and  the  six  succeed- 
ing this  name.  It  does  not  appear  whence  the 
form  of  the  name  in  the  A.  V.  is  derived.  [It  was 
derived  from  the  Aldine  edition ;  see  above.] 

GARDEN  (12,  n32,  n32  :  Kr,iros)-  Gar- 
dens in  the  East,  as  the  Hebrew  word  indicates, 
are  inclosures,  on  the  outskirts  of  towns,  planted 
with  various  trees  and  shrubs.  From  the  allusions 
in  the  Pible  we  learn  that  they  were  surroundefl  by 
hedges  of  thorn  (Is.  v.  5),  or  walls  of  stone  (Prov. 
xxiv.  31).  For  further  protection  lodges  (Is.  i.  8; 
Lam.  ii.  6)  or  watch-towers  (Mark  xii.  1)  were  built 

in  them,  in  which  sat  the  keeiier  (*^^2,  Job  xxvii. 
18)  to  drive  away  the  wild  beasts  and  robbers,  a!) 
is  the  case  to  this  day.  Ijiyard  {Nin.  if  Bab. 
p.  365)  gives  the  following  description  of  a  scene 
which  he  witnessed  :  "  The  broad  silver  river 
wound  through  the  plain,  the  great  ruin  cast  its 
dark  shadows  in  the  moonlight,  the  lights  of  '  the 
lodges  in  the  gardens  of  cucuuibers-'  flickered  at 
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our  feet,  and  the  deep  silence  was  only  broken  by 
the  sharp  report  of  a  ritle  fired  by  the  watchful 
guards  to  frighten  away  the  wild  boars  that  lurked 
in  the  melon  beds."  The  scarecrow  also  was  an 
invention  not  unknown  {irpo^aaKaviov,  Bar.  vi. 
70  [or  Epist.  of  Jer.  70] ). 

The  gardens  of  the  Hebrews  were  planted  with 
flowers  and  aromatic  shrubs  (Cant.  vi.  2,  iv.  16), 
besides  olives,  fig-trees,  nuts,  or  walnuts  (Cant.  vi. 
11),  iwniegranates,  and  others  for  domestic  use 
(Ex.  xxiii.  11;  Jer.  xxix.  5;  Am.  ix.  14).  The 
quince,  medlar,  citron,  almond,  and  service  trees 
ai-e  among  those  enumerated  in  the  Mishna  as  cul- 
tivated in  Palestine  (Klliini,  i.  §  4).  Gardens  of 
herbs,  or  kitchen-gardens,  are  mentioned  in  Deut. 
xi.  10,  and  1  K.  xxi.  2.  Cucumbers  were  grown 
in  them  (Is.  i.  8;  Bar.  vi.  70  [or  Epist.  of  Jer. 
70]),  and  probably  also  melons,  leeks,  onions,  and 
garlic,  which  are  six)ken  of  (Num.  xi.  5)  as  the 
productions  of  a  neighboring  country.  In  addi- 
tion to  these,  the  lettuce,  mustard-plant  (Luke  xiii. 
19),  coriander,  endive,  one  of  the  bitter  herbs  eaten 
with  the  paschal  lamb,  and  rue,  are  particularized 
in  the  precepts  of  the  Mishna,  though  it  is  not 
certain  that  they  were  all,  strictly  speaking,  culti- 
vated in  the  gardens  of  Palestine  {Kilaim,  i.  §§  2, 
8).  It  is  well  known  that,  in  the  time  of  the  Ro- 
mans, the  art  of  gardening  was  earned  to  great 
perfection  in  Syria.  Pliny  (xx.  16)  says,  "Syria 
in  hortis  oi^erosissima  est ;  indeque  proverbium 
GrKcis,  '  Multa  Syronun  olera; '  "  and  again  (xii. 
54)  he  describes  the  balsam  plant  as  growing  in 
Judaa  alone,  and  there  only  in  two  royal  gardens. 
Strabo  (xvi.  p.  763),  alluding  to  one  of  these  gar- 
dens near  Jericho,  calls  it  6  rov  ^aKaafjiov  irapd- 
Seiaos.  The  rose-carden  in  Jerusalem,  mentioned 
in  the  Mishna  {Mattseroth,  ii.  §  5),  and  said  to 
have  been  situated  westward  of  the  Temple  mount, 
is  remarkable  as  having  been  one  of  the  few  gar- 
dens which,  from  the  time  of  the  prophets,  existed 
within  the  city  walls  (Lightfoot,  J/or.  Ihb.  on 
Matt.  xxvi.  36).  They  were  usually  plantal  with- 
out the  gates,  according  to  the  gloss  quoted  by 
Lightfoot,  on  account  of  the  fetid  smell  arising 
fron)  the  weeds  thrown  out  from  them,  or  from  the 
manure  employed  in  their  cultivation. 

The  gate  Gennath,  mentioned  by  Josephus  {B. 
J.  V.  4,  §  2)  is  supposed  to  have  derived  its  name 
from  the  rose-garden  already  mentioned,  or  from 
the  fact  of  its  leading  to  the  gardens  without  the 
city.  It  was  near  the  garden-ground  by  the  Gate 
of  the  Women  that  Titus  was  surprised  by  the 
Jews  while  reconnoitering  the  city.  The  trench  by 
which  it  wa.s  surrounded  cut  off  his  retreat  (.Joseph. 
B.  J.  v.  2,  §  2).  But  of  all  the  gardens  of  Pales- 
tine none  is  possessed  of  associations  more  sacred 
and  imperishable  than  the  garden  of  Gethsemane, 
beside  the  oil-presses  on  the  slopes  of  Olivet.  Eight 
aged  olive-trees  mark  the  site  which  tradition  has 
connected  with  that  memorable  garden-scene,  and 
their  gnarled  stems  and  almost  leafless  liranches 
attest  an  antiquity  as  venerable  as  that  which  is 
claimed  for  them.     [Gethsemank.] 

In  addition  to  the  ordinary  productions  of  the 
country,  we  are  tempted  to  infer  from  Is.  xvii.  10 
that  in  some  gardens  care  was  liestowed  on  the 
rearing  of  exotics.  To  this  conclusion  the  descrip- 
tion of  the  gardens  of  Solomon  in  the  Targum  on 
Keel.  ii.  5,  6,  seems  to  [wint :  "  I  made  me  well- 
watered  gardens  and  paradises,  and  sowed  tliere  all 
kinds  of  plants,  some  for  use  of  eating,  and  some 
for  use  of  drinking,  and  some  for  purposes  of  med- 
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icine;  all  kuids  of  plants  of  spices.  I  planted  in 
them  trees  of  emptiness  (i.  e.  not  fruit-bearing), 
and  all  trees  of  spices  which  the  spectres  and  de- 
mons brought  me  from  India,  and  every  tree  which 
produces  fruit;  and  its  border  was  from  the  wall 
of  the  citadel,  which  is  in  Jerusalem,  by  the  wateij! 
of  Siloah.  ■  I  chose  reservoirs  of  water,  which  be- 
hold! are  for  watering  the  trees  and  the  plants, 
and  I  made  me  fish-jMnds  of  water,  some  of  them 
also  for  the  plantation  which  rears  the  trees  fb 
water  it." 

In  a  climate  like  that  of  Palestine  the  neighbor- 
hood of  water  was  an  important  consideration  in 
selecting  the  site  of  a  garden.  The  nomenclature 
of  the  country  has  perpetuated  this  fact  in  the 
name  En-gannim  —  "  the  fountain  of  gardens  "  — 
the  modern  .lenin  (cf.  Cant.  iv.  15).  To  the  old 
Hebrew  poets  "  a  well-watered  garden,"  or  "  a  tree 
planted  by  the  waters,"  was  an  emblem  of  luxuri- 
ant fertility  and  material  prosperity  (Is.  Iviii.  11; 
tier.  xvii.  8,  xxxi.  12);  while  no  figure  more  graph- 
ically conveyed  the  idea  of  dreary  barrenness  or 
misery  than  "  a  garden  that  hath  no  water  "  (Is. 
i.  30).  From  a  neighboring  stream  or  cistern 
were  supplied  the  channels  or  conduits,  by  which 
the  gardens  were  intersected,  and  the  water  was  thus 
conveyed  to  all  parts  (Ps.  i.  3;  Eccl.  ii.  6;  Ecclus. 
xxiv.  30).  It  is  matter  of  doubt  what  is  the  exact 
meaning  of  the  expression  "  to  water  with  the  foot  " 
in  Deut.  xi.  10.  Niebuhr  (Degcr.  cle  I'Aiab.  p. 
138)  describes  a  wheel  which  is  employed  for  irri- 
gating gardens  where  the  water  is  not  deep,  and 
which  is  worked  by  the  hands  and  feet  after  the 
niarmer  of  a  treatlmill,  the  men  "  pulling  the  upper 
part  towards  them  with  their  hands,  and  pusiiing 
with  their  feet  upon  the  lower  part  "  (Pobinson,  ii. 
226).  This  mode  of  irrigation  might  be  described 
iis  "  watering  with  the  foot."  But  the  method 
practiced  by  the  agriculturists  in  Oman,  as  narrated 
by  \Vellstetl  {True.  i.  281),  answers  more  nearly 
to  this  description,  and  serves  to  illustrate  Prov. 
xxi.  1 :  "  Alter  ploughing,  they  form  the  ground 
with  a  spade  into  small  squares  with  ledges  on 
either  side,  along  which  the  water  is  conducted  .  . 
.  .  When  one  of  tlie  hollows  is  filled,  the  peasant 
stops  the  supply  by  turning  up  the  eirth  with  his 
foot,  and  thus  opens  a  channel  into  another." 

The  orange,  lemon,  and  mulberry  groves  which 
lie  around  and  behind  Jaffa  supply,  j^erhaps,  the 
most  striking  peculiarities  of  oriental  gardens  — 
gardens  which  Maundrell  describes  as  being  "a 
confused  miscellany  of  trees  jumbled  together, 
without  either  posts,  walks,  arbors,  or  anything 
of  art  or  design,  so  that  they  seem  like  thickets 
rather  than  gardens"  {Enrly  Trav.  in  Pul.  p. 
416).  The  Persian  wheels,  which  are  kept  ever 
working,  day  and  night,  by  mules,  to  supply  the 
gardens  with  water,  leave  upon  the  traveller's  ear 
a  most  enduring  impression  (Lynch,  £xp.  to  Jor- 
dan, p.  441;  Siddon's  Memoir,  p.  187). 

The  law  against  the  propagation  of  mixed  species 
(Levi  xix.  1!);  Deut.  xxii.  9,  11)  gave  rise  to  nu- 
merous enactments  in  the  Mishna  to  insure  its 
observance.  The  portions  of  the  field  or  garden, 
in  which  the  various  plants  were  sown,  were  .sepa- 
rated by  light  fences  of  reed,  ten  palms  in  heiglit. 
the  distance  between  the  reeds  being  not  more  tiian 
tliree  palms,  so  that  a  kid  could  not  enter  (KiUiim. 
iv.  §§  3,  4). 

The  kings  and  nobles  hatl  their  country-hcusea 
surrounded  by  gardens  (1  K.  xxi.  1 ;  2  K.  ix.  27), 
and  these  were  used  on  festal  occasions  (Cant.  v.  1). 


GARDEN 

So  intimately,  indeed,  were  gardens  associated  with 
festivity  tiiat  horticulture  and  conviviality  are.  in 
the  Talmud,  denoted  by  the  same  term  (cf.  Bux- 
torf,  Lex.  Talm.  s.  v.  mD'^-1«).  It  is  possil)le, 
however,  that  this  may  be  a  merely  accidental 
coincidence.  The  garden  of  Ahasuerus  was  in  a 
court  of  the  palace  (l':sth.  i.  5),  adjoining  the 
banqueting-hall  (Esth.  vu.  7).  In  Babylon  the 
gardens  and  orchards  were  inclosed  by  the  city 
walls  (Uyard,  Nin.  ii.  246).  Attached  to  the 
house  of  Joachim  was  a  garden  or  orchard  (Sus. 
4)  — "a  garden  inclosed"  (Cant.  iv.  12)  — pro- 
vided with  baths  and  other  appliances  of  luxury 
;6us.  15;  cf.  2  Sam.  xi.  2). 

In  large  gardens  the  ovchard  (D^"15,  ^apti- 
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Sejo-os)  was  probably,  as- in  Egypt,  the  inclosure 
set  apart  for  the  cultivation  of  date  and  sycamore 
trees,  and  fruit-trees  of  various  kinds  (Cant.  iv.  13; 
Eccl.  ii.  5).  Schroeder,  in  the  preface  to  his  The- 
saurus LAtifjiux,  Armeniae,  asserts  that  the  word 
"pardes"  is  of  Armenian  origin,  and  denotes  a 
garden  near  a  house,  planted  with  herbs,  trees,  and 
tlowei-s.  It  is  applied  by  Diodorus  Siculus  fii.  10) 
and  Berosus  (quoted  by  Joseph.  Anl.  x.  11,  §  1)  to 
the  famous  hanging  gardens  of  Babylon.  Xenophon 
(Anab.  i.  2,  §  7)  describes  the  "paradise  "  at  Ce- 
l«nae  in  Phrygia,  where  Cyrus  had  a  palace,  as  a 
large  preserve  full  of  wild  beasts;  and  Aulus  Gel 
lius  (ii.  20)  gives  "  vivaiia  "  as  the  equivalent  ot 
Trapadfiaoi  (cf.  Philostratus,  Vit.  Apoll.  Tynn..  i. 
aS).      The   officer   in   charge   of  such  a  domain 


An  Egyptian  garden,  with  the  vineyard  and  other  inclosures,  tanks  of  water,  a  temple  or  chapel,  and  a  small 

house.     (Rosellini.) 


was  called  "the  keeper  of  the  paradise"  (Neh.  ii. 
8). 

The  ancient  Hebrews  made  use  of  gardens  as 
places  of  burial  (.John  xix.  41).    Manasseh  and  his 
son  Anion  were  buried  in  the  garden  of  their  pal-  j 
ace,  the  garden  of  Uzza  (2  K.  xxi.  18,  2f) ;  iv  Toh  \ 
UiiTov  irapo5ei'(roty,  Joseph.  Anf.  x.  3,  §  2).     The  | 
retirement  of  gardens  rendered  them  favorite  places 
for  devotion   (Matt.  xxvi.  36;    John  xviii.  1:  cf.  j 
Gen.  xxiv.  63).     In  the  degenerate  times  of  the 
monarchy  they  were  selected  as  the  scenes  of  idola- 
trous worship  (Is.  i.  29,  Ixv.  3,  Ixvi.  17),  and  im- i 
tges  of  the  idols  were  probably  erected  in  them.       I 

Gardeners  are  alluded  to  in  Job  xxvii.  18  and 
John  XX.  15.  But  how  far  the  art  of  gardening 
was  carried  anions;  the  Hebrews  we  have  few  means 


of  ascertaining.  That  they  were  acquainted  with 
the  process  of  grafting  is  evident  from  Itom.  xi.  17, 
24,  as  well  as  from  the  miimte  prohibitions  of  the 
Misiina;"  and  the  method  of  propagating  plants 
by  layers  or  cuttings  was  not  unknown  (Is.  xvii. 

10).  Buxtorf  says  that  'j'^D'^'^S,  cirisin  (Mishna, 
Btccurim,  i.  §  2),  were  gardeners  who  tended  and 
looked  after  gardens  on  consideration  of  receiving 
some  portion  of  the  fruit  (Lex.  Talm.  s.  v.).  But 
that  gardening  was  a  special  means  of  livelihood  is 
clear   from  a  proverb  which  contains  a  warning 


a  It  was  forbidden  to  graft  trees  on  trees  of  a  dif- 
ferent kind,  or  to  graft  vegetables  on  trees  or  trees  on 
vegetables  {Kilaim,  i.  §§  7,  8). 
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against  rash  speculations :  "  Who  hires  a  garden 
3ats  the  birds;  wlio  hires  jrardeiis,  liiii.  the  birds 
eat"  (Dukes,  Rabbin,  /■i/iutunltse,  p.  1-tl). 

The  traditional  ^Mrdens  and  pools  of  Solomon, 
Bupi)osed  to  be  alluded  to  in  Eccl.  ii.  5,  6,  are  shown 
in  the  W'ady  Urtth  (i.  e.  Hortus),  about  an  hour 
and  a  quarter  to  the  south  of  Betlilelieni  (cf.  Jo- 
seph. Ant.  viii.  7,  §  3).«  The  Arabs  jjerpetuate  the 
tradition  in  tlie  name  of  a  neighboring  liill,  which 
they  call  ^^Jebel-el-Fureidis,"'  or  "Mountain  of  the 
Paradise"  (Stanley,  S.  (f  P.  p.  106).  Maundrell 
is  skeptical  on  the  subject  of  the  gardens  {l-'.arhj 
Trav.  in  Pol.  p.  457),  but  they  find  a  champion 
in  Van  de  Velde,  who  asserts  that  they  "  were  not 
confined  to  the  Wadi  Urtus;  the  hiU-sloijes  to  the 
left  and  right  also,  with  their  heights  and  hollows, 
must  have  been  covered  with  trees  and  plants,  as  is 
shown  by  tile  names  they  still  bear,  as  •  peach-hill,' 
♦nut-vale,'  'fig-vale,"  "  Ac.  {Syrifi  A-,  J'al.  ii.  27). 

The  "  king's  garden,"  mentioned  in  2  K.  xxv.  4, 
Neh.  iii.  15,  Jer.  xxxix.  4,  lii.  7,  was  near  the  pool 
of  Siloam,  at  the  mouth  of  the  Tyropoeon,  north 
of  Bir  J''ifub,  and  was  formed  by  the  meeting  of  the 
valleys  of  Jehoshaphat  and  Ben  Hinnom  (Wilson, 
Lntuk  of  the  Bible,  i.  498).  Josephus  places  the 
scene  of  the  feast  of  Adonijah  at  En-rogel,  •'  beside 
the  fountain  that  is  in  the  royal  paradise  "  (Ant. 
vii.  14,  §  4;  cf.  also  ix.  10,  §  4).         AV.  A.  A\'. 

GA'REB  (2^1  [l<pe>;  Fiirst] :  [Koni.  Vat. 
rTjpct^S;  Alex.  rapv6;  Comp.]  rap4p:  [Gfireb]), 
one  of  the  heroes  of  David's  army  (2  Sam.  xxiii. 
38).  He  is  descrilie.l  as  /he  (A.  V.  "an")  Ithrite, 
et  ipse  Jethriles,  N'uIl;.  'I'liis  is  generally  explained 
as  a  patronymic  =  sun  of  .Jetlier.  It  maybe  ob- 
served, however,  that  Ira,  who  is  also  called  the 
Ithrite  in  this  passage,  is  called  the  Jairite  in  2 
Sam.  XX.  20,  and  tli.at  the  readings  of  the  LXX. 
vary  in  the  former  passage,  'EBpatos,  'EfJipoToj,  and 
^Edeva7os-  These  variations  support  to  a  certain 
extent  the  sense  given  in  the  .Syriac  version,  which 

reads  iu  2  Sam.  xx.  20  "^"I'^^rJ?  *•  ^-  ^"  inhab- 
itant of  .Jatliir  in  the  mountainous  district  of  Ju- 
dah.  W.  L.  B. 

GA'REB,    THE    HILL     {D.';',}     n^nS 

[scabbed,  /<"/>»•()!(«,  Gesen.,  Fiirst] :  fiovvoi  VapiS'- 
collis  Gareh),  in  the  neighborhood  of  Jerusalem, 
named  only  in  -Icr.  xwi.  :iit.      [Ji'.husai.km.] 

*  The  pr<)]ilirt  inciitidjis  tins  hill  as  falling  within 
the  circuit  of  the  restored  "holy"  Jerusalem, 
which  was  to  be  built  in  the  latter  times.  Kwald. 
in  view  of  the  nieanini;  i)artly  ("scraped  oft','' 
"bald"),  would  identify  (Jareb  with  (iolgotha 
(Koaviov)  in  the  histdi-y  of  the  Crucifixion  (O'e- 
schichle  r'///-»s///s.  |).  4x:i|.  (Ji'senius  thinks  it  may 
have  bei-n  the  later  llezetha  (.!'/'/.  ml  Thes'iur.  p. 
80).  It  is  iiiipossililc  t(i  rrcciiicile  these  npinioiis. 
unless  liczcllia  was  outside  of  .Icrusalem  i]i  the 
time  of  (iuist.  Tlif  supposed  l!e/,etha  is  luiw 
within  the  city.     [.lionu.s.u.ivM.]  II. 

GAR'IZIM  {Tapi^iv-  Alex.  TapiC^iv,  fPapi- 
^tj:]   (;nri-j,i).  i  .Marc.  v.  2:),  vi.  2.      (( ;i:i:i/,l.M.  | 

*  (;  AI!LA\  DS  la-Tefx/xuTa).  wrcatlis  or  chap- 
lets  of  tlo\MT>  wlii.-h  the  prie>t  of  .liipiler  at  l.ystia 
brought  with  oxen  to  the  e'atcs  of  tiic  eily  wlicii 
the  people  were  aljout  to  otitjr  worsliip  to  I'aul  and 


GARRISON 

Barnabas  (Acts  xiv.  13).  The  garlands  were  to 
adorn  the  victims  of  sacrifice,  and  jjerhaps,  as  De 
Wette  suggests,  the  head  of  the  priest  himself,  and 
the  altar.  See  Jahn's  Bibl.  Arclued.  §  401,  6. 
That  the  garlands  were  not  exclusively  meant  for 
the  oxen  seems  probable  from  the  Greek  {raipovs 
Koi  (ntfJLfxara,  and  not  roupous  4(TT(iJ.fXfvovs)- 
[Citovvx;  1)iai)i;m.]  H. 

GARLIC  CCW:  to.  (TK6pSa-  allia),  men- 
tioned in  Num.  xi.  5  as  one  of  the  Egyptian  jjlants, 
the  loss  of  which  was  regretted  by  tlie  mixed  mul- 
titude at  Taberah.  It  is  the  Allium  suticum  of 
Linnajus,  which  abounds  in  I'.gypt  (see  Celsius, 
Ilierobat.  pt.  ii.  p.  52  ff.),  a  fact  evident  from  He- 
rodotus (ii.  125),  when  he  states  that  the  allowance 
to  the  workmen  for  this  and  other  vegetables  was 
inscribed  on  the  great  pyramid.  W.  1). 

GARMENT.     [Dkess.] 

*  GARMENT,  BABYLONISH.  [DiiE.ss; 
Babylonish  G.vhji knt.] 

GAR'MITE,  THE  ("'a~'2n  [the  strony, 
Fiirst]:  [Kom.  .\ld.]  VapfJii;  [Vat.  Ara^uei:]  Alex. 
OTapfii-  O(trnii).  Keilah  the  Garmite,  i.  e.  the 
descendant  of  (ierem  (see  the  Targuni  on  this  word^, 
is  mentioned  in  the  obscure  genealogical  lists  of  the 
families  of  Judah  (1  I'hr.  iv.  19).  Keilah  is  ap- 
parently the  place  of  that  name;  but  there  is  no 
clew  to  the  reason  of  the  sobriquet  here  given  it. 

GARRISON.  Tlie  Hebrew  words  so  rendered 
in  the  A.  V.  are  derivatives  ii'oni  the  root  nutzab 
to  "place,  erect,"  which  may  be  applied  to  a  variety 

of  objects.     (1.)  Mattzab  and   mat/zubdh    (25^0, 

n25J^)  undoubtedly  mean  a  "  garrison,"  or  for- 
tified post  (1  Sam.  xiii.  23,  xiv.  1,  4,  12,  15;  2 

Sam.  xxiii.  14).  (2.)  Xttzib  (H'^^v)  is  also  used 
for  a  "garrison"  (in  1  Chr.  xi.  10),  but  elsewhere 
for  a  "column"  erected  in  an  enemy's  country  as 
a  token  of  conquest,  like  the  stebe  erected  by  Sesos- 
tris  (Her.  ii.  102,  100):  the  I. XX.  correctly  gives 
avaar-qixa  (1  Sam.  x.  5):  Jonathan  broke  in  pieces 
a  colimiu  which  the  Philistines  had  erected  on 
a  hill  (1  Sam.  xiii.  3).  (3.)  The  same  word 
elsewhere  means  "officers"  placed  over  a  van- 
(piislied  iicople  (2  Sam.  viii.  0,  14:  1  ( 'hr.  xviii.  13; 
2  Chr.  xvii.  2):  the  presence  of  a  '•  izarri-on  "  in 
such  cases  is  implied  but  iio*  exi.iessi-d  in  the  word 

(comp.  1  K.  iv.  7,  111).  (4.)  Mntlzrbah  I  nii-!i») 
means  a  "jiillar:"  in  V:/..  xx\i.  11.  relcrence  is 
made  to  the  lieaufiful  pillu'sof  the  lyriini  temples, 
some  of  which  attracted  tiie  attention  of  Herodotus 
(ii.  44).  W.  L.  B. 

*  There  w:is  a  garrison  at  .bi-nsaleni  at  a  later 
period,  variously  known  as  tlie  arropi'lis  or  citadel, 
Haris  (M:icedon'ian  forr/,.r,  >ee  Waiils  (  bi,:.<  J.iljr. 
r.  7'.  ApiH-riiiih.  s.  \.  j.  touer  of  Antonia  (.loseph. 
Ant.  XV.  11. '§  4;  /.'.  ./.  i.  ."i.  §  4).  and  castle  or 
barracks  (Acts  xxi.  34).  It  was  luiilt  by  the  Mac- 
cabees, and  duriuL'  the  I.'oman  occupancy  was  held 
1,\  till-  l.'oTnun  troops  stationed  at  .Icru.salem,  or 
nioxed  tliilhcr  lioni  C.i  s.-irea  to  )ire\fnt  riots  dur- 
ing the  le^ti\als.  Its  military  use  ap|)ears  in  its  Ni 
i'.  name,  the  Tru/tf/i/SoAr'j  or  ••  camp  "  (Acts  xxi.  34, 
37).     It  is  es[jeciall\  memorable  ius  havim;  been  the 


«  Within  a  few 
put  miller  Kurii|ii' 
Deglectfd  stale  it  .-i 


ir.^  tliis  valley  of  fVrt.i:  has  hoi-u    lens,  it  exhibits  now  an  extraordlnarj    richness  anil 

eullivMtioii.   aii.l    fhoiiL'h    ill    its  I  fertility.  H. 

ic'l  to  lie  sterile  ami  almost  use-  i 


gash:.iu 

refuge  and  prison  of  the  Apostle  Paul  (Acts  xxiii. 
10).  It  stood  on  a  rock  or  hill  at  the  northwest 
angle  of  the  temple-area.  It  had  a  tower  at  the 
southeast  corner,  which  was  70  cubits  high  and  over- 
looked the  whole  temple  with  its  couits.  At  a  mo- 
ment's notice  the  soldiers  in  this  garrison  could 
descend  by  flights  of  stairs  into  the  inclosure  below 
and  instantly  suppress  any  tumult  there  which  might 
be  reported  to  the  otiicer  in  connuand  (Joseph.  B. 
J.  V.  5,  §  8).  This  arrangement  explains  how  the 
chiliarch  could  interfere  with  so  much  promptitude 
and  rescue  Paul  from  the  fury  of  the  Jewish  mob. 
It  was  from  the  steps  which  led  up  into  this  castle 
that  the  Apostle  addressed  the  crowd  in  the  adjacent 
court  (Acts  xxii.  3  fF.).  The  Turkish  garrison 
stands  at  present  very  nearly  on  the  site  of  the  an- 
cient fortress.  If  this  garrison  (as  some  suppose) 
was  V\]a,t&'%  pvcstonum  during  his  visits  to  Jerusa- 
lem, it  was  then  the  pLice  where  Jesus  was  ar- 
raigned before  the  lionian  tribunal,  and  whence  he 
was  led  along  the  Vi'i  Dolorosa  to  Golgotha. 

The  A.  V^.  in  2  Cor.  xi.  32  speaks  of  a  "  gar- 
rison "  at  Damascus  as  employed  to  prevent  Paul's 
escape.  But  the  Greek  verb  (icppovpet)  states  only 
the  fact  of  the  custody,  not  the  means  of  it:  the 
governor  "  watched  "  or  "  guarded  the  city."  The 
watch  on  this  occasion  may  have  belonged  to  the 
garrison.  H. 

GASH'MU  Ontt'2:  [Comp.  Aid.  with  7 
MSS.  r-nffdfj.;  FA.-'  roo-e/u,:]  Gossem),  Neh.  vi.  6. 
Assumed  by  all  the  lexicons  to  be  a  variation  of 
the  name  of  Geshkm  (see  vv.  1,  2).  The  words 
"and  Gashmu  saith  "  are  omitted  in  both  MSS. 
of  the  LXX. 

GA'TAM  (ani?2  [n  valley  burnt,  Fiirst]: 
rodto/j.,  Toaiedn;  -Viex.  irodofi,  roOa,]  Toda/j.: 
Gfithaiii,  Gathiiii),  the  fourth  son  of  Eliphaz  the 
son  of  Esau  ((ien.  xxxvi.  11;  1  Chr.  i.  30),  and 
one  of  the  "dukes"  of  Eliphaz:  (Gen.  xxxvi.  16). 
By  Knobel  {Genesis,  ad  loc.)  the  name  is  compared 

with  Jodain  (-kf  Jk^j,  a  tribe  inhabiting  a  part 

of  the  mountains  of  Sherah  called  Hisninh.  But 
in  this  case  the  Ain  in  the  original  name  would 
have  been  dropped,  which  is  very  rarely  the  case. 

,,Kodiger  (Gesen.  Thes.  iii.  80)  quotes  's^!^X:>-  as 
lie  name  of  an  Arab  tribe,  referring  to  Ibn  Duraid, 
|854,  p.  300. 

GATE.     (1.)    "11"?^,  from  "^VW,  to  divide, 

p.    1458:    jruA-rj:    iMrta,    introitus.       (2.) 

ins,  from  nn2,  to  open,  Gesen.  p.  1138:  dvpa, 

|rwAi) :  ostium,  a  "  doorway."    (3.)  ^O,  a  vestibule 

gateway:  avX-i],  aTadfji6s-  limen,  jMstes.     (4.) 

niyi,  Chald.  only  in   Ezra   and   Daniel:  auArj, 

Opa:  ostium,  fores.  (5.)  ^01  from  H^^,  to 
kang  down:  Gesen.  p.  339,  n  door:  dvpa-  valva, 
ttiutn, fores,  tlie  "door"  or  valve. 
The  gates  and  <;ateways  of  eastern  cities  an- 
ently  held,  and  still  hold,  an  important  part,  not 
ily  in  the  defense,  but  in  the  public  economy  of 
be  place.  They  are  thus  sometimes  taken  as  rep- 
senting  the  city  itself  ((ien.  xxii.  17,  xxiv.  60  r 
eut.  xii.  12 ;  Judg.  v.  8 ;  Kuth  iv.  10 ;  Ps.  Ixxxvii. 
t,  cxxii.  2).  Among  the  special  purjioses  for  which 
|hey  were  used  may  be  mentioned:  (1.)  As  places 
public  resort,  either  for  business,  or  where  people 
to  converse  and  hear  news  (Gen.  xix.  1,  xxiii. 


GATE 
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10,  xxxiv.  20,  24;  1  Sam.  iv.  18;  2  Sam.  xv.  2, 
xviii.  24;  Ps.  Ixix.  12;  Neh.  viii.  1,3,  16;  Shaw 
p.  207).  (2.)  Places  for  public  deliberation,  ad- 
ministration of  justice,  or  of  audience  for  kings  and 
rulers,  or  ambassadors  (Deut.  xvi.  18,  xxi.  Iii,  xxv. 
7;  Josh.  XX.  4;  Judg.  ix.  35;  Kuth  iv.  1;  2  Sam. 
xix.  8 ;  1  K.  xxii.  10 ;  Job  xxix.  7 ;  Prov.  xxii.  22, 
xxiv.  7 ;  Jer.  xvii.  19,  xxxviii.  7 ;  I^m.  v.  14 ;  Am. 
V.  12;  Zech.  viii.  10;  Polyb.  xv.  31).  Hence  came 
the  usage  of  the  word  "  I'orte  "  in  speaking  of  the 
government  of  Constantinople  (Early  Trav.  p.  349). 
(3.)  Public  markets  (2  K.  vii.  1;  comp.  Aristoph. 
Eq.  1243,  ed.  Bekk.;  Neh.  xiii.  16,  19).  [Citiks.] 
In  heathen  towns  the  open  spaces  near  the  gates 


^V^/^^  K/V^v^ 


Assyrian  gates. 


00 

(Layard.) 
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appear  to  have  been  sometimes  used  as  places  for 
sacrifice  (Acts  xiv.  13;  comp.  2  K.  xxiii.  8). 

Regarded,  therefore,  as  positions  of  great  import- 
ance, tJie  gates  of  cities  were  carefully  guarded  and 


Egyptian  doors.  —  Fig.  1.  The  upper  pin,  on  which  tht 
door  turned.     Fig-  2.  Lower  pin.     (Wilkinson.) 

closed  at  nightfall  (Deut.  iii.  5;  Josh.  ii.  5,  7; 
Judg.  ix.  40,  44;  1  Sam.  xxiii.  7;  2  Sam.  xi.  23, 
Jer.°xxxix.  4;  Judith  i.  4).    They  contained  chani- 


An  Egyptian  folding-door. 


bers  over  the  gateway,  and  probably  also  chambers 
or  recesses  at  the  sides  for  the  various  purposes  to 
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which  they  were  applied  (2  Sam.  xviii.  24 ;  I^ayard, 
Nin.  (f  Bob.  p.  67,  and  note). 

The  gateways  of  Assyrian  cities  were  arched  or 
square-headed  entrances  in  tlie  wall,  sometimes 
flanked  by  towers  (I^yard,  Nineveh^  ii.  388,  395, 
Nin.  (f  BaA.  p.  ,231,  Mms.  of  Nin.  pt.  2,  pi.  49; 
Bee  also  Assyrian  bas-reliefs  in  Brit.  ]\Ius.  Nos.  49, 
25,  20).     In  later  Egyptian  times  the  gates  of  the 


Modern  Egyptian  door      (Liii.e 

temples  seem  to  have  been  intended  as  places  of 
defense,  if  not  tiie  principal  fortifications  (Wilkin- 
son, Anc.  Egypt,  i.  409,  abridgm.).  The  doors 
themselves  of  the  larger  gates  mentioned  in  Script- 
m-e  were  two-leaved,  ])lated  with  metal,  closed  with 
locks  and  fastened  with  metal  bars  (Ueut.  iii.  5; 
Judg.  xvi.  3 ;  1  Sam.  xxiii.  7 ;  1  K.  iv.  13 ;  2  Chr. 
vlii.  5;  Neh.  iii.  3-15;  Ps.  cvii.  16;  Is.  xlv.  1,  2; 
•Jer.  xlix.  31).  Gates  not  defended  by  iron  were 
of  course  liable  to  be  set  on  fire  by  an  enemy  (.Judg. 
ix.  :rl). 


GATE 

fences  from  the^Law  were  inscribed  on  and  above 
the  gates,  as  in  Mohannnedan  countries  sentences 
from  the  Koran  are  inscribed  over  doorways  and  on 
dooi-s  (Deut.  vi.  9;  Is.  liv.  12;  Kev.  xxi.  21; 
Maundrell,  Early  Trav.  p.  488 ;  Lane,  Mod.  Efiypt. 
,i.^29;  Kauwolfi;  Travels,  pt.  iii.  c.  10;  Kay,  ii.. 
278).  The  principal  gate  of  the  royal  palace  at 
Ispahan  was  in  Chaidin's  time  held  sacred,  and 
served  as  a  sanctuary  for  criminals  (Chardin,  vii. 
368),  and  petitions  were  presented  to  the  sovereign* 
at  the  gate.  (See  I-lsth.  iv.  2,  and  Herod,  iii.  120, 
140.)  The  gateways  of  Nimroud  and  I'ersepolis 
were  flanked  by  colossal  figures  of  animals. 


Ancient  Egyptian  door.     (Wilkinson.) 

The  gates  of  Solomon's  Temple  were  very  massive 
and  costly,  being  overlaid  with  gold  and  carvings 
(1  K.  vi.  34,  35;  2  K.  xviii.  16).  Those  of  the 
Holy  riace  were  of  olive-wood,  two-leaved,  and  over- 
laid with  gold ;  those  of  the  temple  of  fir  (1  K.  vi. 
31,  32,  34;  Ez.  xli.  23,  24).  Of  the  gates  of  the 
outer  court  of  Herod's  temple,  9  were  covered  with 
gold  and  siher,  as  well  as  the  posts  and  lintels,  but 
the  outer  one,  the  Beautiful  Gate  (Acts  iii.  2),  was 
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The  gateways  of  royal  palaces  and  even  of  pri- 
Tate  houses  were  often  richly  ornamented.     Sen- 


(\Mlkinson.) 

made  entirely  of  Corinthian  brass,  and  was  con- 
sidered    to  surpass   the  others    for  in   costlineag 


GATE,  BEAUTIFUL 

(Joseph.  B.  J.  V.  5,  §  3).  This  gate,  which  was  I 
so  heavy  as  to  require  20  men  to  close  it,  was  un- 
expectedly found  open  on  one  occasion  shortly  he- 
fore  tlie  close  of  the  siege  (Joseph.  B.  J.  vi.  5,  §  3 ; 
c.  Ap.  ii.  D). 

The  figurative  gates  of  pearl  and  precious  stones 
(Is.  liv.  12;  Rev.  xxi.  21)  may  be  regarded  as 
having  their  types  in  the  mtissive  stone  doors  which 
are  found  in  some  of  the  ancient  houses  in  Syria. 
These  are  of  single  slabs  several  inches  thick,  some- 
times 10  feet  high,  and  turn  on  stone  pivots  above 
and  l)elow  (Maundrell,  Kdrlij  Trac.  p.  447;  Shaw, 
p.  210;  Burckhardt,  Syn;i,  pp.  58,  74  ;  I'orter, 
Damascus,  ii.  22,  l'J2;  Kay,  Coll.  of  Trav.  ii.  420). 

Egyptian  doorways  were  often  richly  ornamental. 

The  parts  of  the  doorway  were  the  threshold  (^P, 
Judg.  xix.  27:  irp60upov-  limeti);  the  side-posts 
(nt^TP  :    (TTaQfxoi  ■    uterque   posfis),    the   lintel 

(J^^plt'P  :  (pXid:  superliminnre,  Ex.  xii.  7).  It 
Wiis  on  the  lintel  and  side-posts  that  the  blood  of 
the  Passover  lamb  was  sprinkled  (Ex.  xii.  7,  22). 
A  trace  of  some  similar  practice  in  Assyrian  worship 
seems  to  have  been  discovered  at  Nineveh  (Layard, 
Mn.  ii.  256). 

The  camp  of  the  Israelites  in  the  desert  appears 
to  have  been  closed  by  gates  (Ex.  xxxii.  27). 

The  word  "  door "  in  reference  to  a  tent,  ex- 
presses the  opening  made  by  dispensing  with  the 
cloths  in  front  of  the  tent,  which  is  then  supported 
only  by  the  hinder  and  middle  fwles  (Gen.  xviii.  2 ; 
Burckhardt,  Notts  on  Btd.  i.  42). 

In  the  Temple,  I^evites,  and  in  houses  of  wealthier 
classes,  and  in  palaces,  persons  were  especially  ap- 
pointed to  keep  the  door  (Jer.  xxxv.  4;  2  K.  xii. 

9,  XXV.  18 ;  1  Chr.  ix.  18, 19 ;  F^t.  ii.  21 ;  U^'IVW  : 
dupwpoi,  TTvXcopoi-  portai-ii,  janitores).  ■  In  the 
A.  V.  these  are  frequently  called  "  porters,"  a  word 
which  has  now  acquired  a  different  meaning.  The 
chief  steward  of  the  household  in  the  palace  of  the 
Shah  of  Persia  was  called  chief  of  the  guardians  of 
the  gate  (Chardin,  vii.  369).  [Curtain;  Housk; 
Te.mplk.]  H.  W.  p. 

*  GATE,  BEAUTIFUL,  Acts  iii.2.  [Tem- 
ple (of  Herod),  Cloisters."\ 

*  GATES  OF  JERUSALEM.  [Jerusa- 
lem.] 

GATH  (nS,  a  imne-press:  Ted;  [1  Sam.  v. 
8,  Vat.  Ffda,  Alex.  Teflfla;  vii.  14,  'AC6&;  xvii. 
52i«',  Alex.  Pat;  1  Chr.  vii.  21,  Alex,  raid:] 
Joseph.  riTTa'-  Get/i),  one  of  the  five  royal  cities 
of  the  Philistines  (Josh.  xiii.  3;  1  Sam.  vi.  17); 
and  the  native  place  of  the  giant  Goliath  (1  Sam. 
xvii.  4,  23).  The  site  of  Gath  has  for  many  cen- 
turies remained  unknown.  The  writer  of  this 
article  made  a  tour  through  Philistia  in  1857,  one 
special  object  of  which  was  to  search  for  the  long 
lost  city.  After  a  careful  survey  of  the  country, 
and  a  minutfi  examination  of  the  several  passages 
of  Scripture  in  which  the  name  is  mentioned,  he 
came  to  the  conclusion  that  it  stood  upon  the  con- 
spicuous hill  now  called  Ti-ll-es-SdJieh.  This  hill 
stands  upon  the  side  of  tlie  plain  of  Philistia,  at 
the  foot  of  the  mountains  of  Judali ;  10  miles  E. 
jf  Ashdod,  and  al)0ut  the  same  distance  S.  by  E. 
of  Ekron.  It  is  irregular  in  form,  and  about  200 
feet  high.  On  the  top  are  the  foundations  of  an  old 
castle;  and  great  numbers  of  hewn  stones  are  built 
up  in  the  walls  of  the  terraces  that  run  along  the 
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declivities.  On  the  N.  E.  is  a  projecting  shoulder, 
whose  sides  apixar  to  have  been  scaqjed.  Here, 
too,  are  traces  of  ancient  buildings ;  and  here  stands 
the  modern  village,  extending  along  the  whole 
northern  face  of  the  hill.  In  the  walls  of  the  houses 
are  many  old  stones,  and  at  its  western  extremity 
two  columns  still  remain  on  their  pedestals.  Pound 
the  sides  of  the  hill,  esiiecially  on  the  S.,  are  large 
cisterns  excavated  in  the  rock.  Gatli  occupied  a 
strong  position  (2  CUir.  xi.  8)  on  the  Iionler  of 
Judah  and  Philistia  (1  Sam.  xxi.  10;  1  Chr.  xviii. 
1 ) ;  and  from  its  strength  and  resources,  forming 
the  key  of  both  countries,  it  Wiis  the  scene  of  fre- 
quent struggles,  and  was  often  captured  and  recap- 
tured (2  Chr.  xi.  8,  xxvi.  6 ;  2  K.  xii.  17 ;  Am.  vi. 
2).  It  was  near  Shocoh  and  Adullani  (2  Chr.  xi. 
8),  and  it  appears  to  have  stood  on  the  way  leading 
from  the  former  to  Ekron ;  for  when  the  Philistines 
fled  on  the  death  of  Goliath,  they  went  "  by  the 
way  of  Shaaraim,  even  unto  Gath  and  mito  Ekron  '* 
(1  Sam.  xvii.  1,  52).  All  these  notices  combine  in 
pointing  to  TtU-es-SaJtth  as  tlie  site  of  Gath.  Tlie 
statements  of  most  of  the  early  geographers  as  to 
the  position  of  Gath  are  not  onlj'  confusetl,  but  con 
tradictory,  probably  owing  to  the  fact  that  there 
was  more  than  one  place  of  the  same  name.  But 
there  is  one  very  clear  description  by  Eusebius, 
translated  without  change  or  comment  by  Jerome. 
It  is  as  follows:  "  Gath,  from  which  the  Anakim 
and  Philistines  were  not  exterminated,  is  a  village 
seen  by  such  as  go  from  Eleutheropolis  to  1  )iospolis, 
at  about  the  fifth  milestone"  —  kco/^tj  iraptSi'Twi/ 
airh  Tjjs  'E\ev6€pow6\eoi>s  Trepl  AtoffiroAiv  wfpl 
TrffiTTTOV  (TTJiXilov  Tjjj  'EA€i»6epo7r(iAe&>s  ( Oiiom. 
s.  V.  reddd)-  Ihe  road  from  Eleutheroiiohs,  now 
Beit  Jtbrin,  to  Diospolis  or  Lydda,  must  have 
passed  near  Tell-es-SaJieh,  which  would  be  dis- 
tinctly seen  at  about  the  distance  indicated.  Euse- 
bius mentions  another  Gath  ( Otwm.  s.  v.  Geth ),  a 
large  village  between  Antipatris  and  Jainnia,  which 
he  considered  to  be  that  to  which  the  Ark  was 
carried  (1  Sam.  v.  8),  but  this  position,  on  the 
western  side  of  the  plain  of  Philistia,  does  not  agree 
with  the  descriptions  above  referred  to.  Jerome, 
who,  as  stated  above,  translates  Eusebius'  fonner 
notice  without  change  or  comment,  gives  a  per- 
plexing statement  hi  his  Comm.  on  Micali :  "  Geth 
una  est  de  5  urbibus  PaLiestinie  vicina  JudajiB  con- 
finio  et  de  Eleutheropoh  euntibus  G:izam,  nuno 
usque  vicus  vel  masimus."  Yet  in  his  preface  to 
Jonah,  he  says  that  Geth  in  Opher,  the  native  place 
of  the  prophet,  is  to  be  distinguished :  "  Aliarum 
Geth  urbiura  quie  juxta  I'lieutheropolim  sive  Dios- 
polim  hodie  quoque  monstrantur."  On  the  whole 
then  there  is  nothing  in  these  notices  to  contradict 
the  direct  statement  of  Eusebius,  and  we  may, 
therefore,  safely  conclude  that  Ttll-ei-Siifieh  is  its 
site. 

The  ravages  of  war  to  which  Gath  was  exposed 
appear  to  have  destro3ed  it  at  a  comparatively  early 
jjeriod,  as  it  is  not  mentioned  among  the  other 
royal  cities  by  the  later  prophets  (Zeph.  ii.  4 ;  Zech. 
ix.  5,  6).  It  is  familiar  to  the  Bible  student  as  the 
scene  of  one  of  the  most  romantic  incidents  in  the 
life  of  king  David  (1  Sam.  xxi.  10-15),  when  to 
save  his  life  "he  feigned  himself  mad;  scrabbled 
on  the  doors  of  the  gate,  and  let  his  spittle  fall 
down  ujion  his  beard."  A  few  years  later  he  re- 
turned to  the  city,  was  well  received  by  the  Philis- 
tine king,  and  had  Ziklag  assiffned  to  hiui  as  a 
residence.  He  then  secured  some  firm  friends  among 
his  hereditary  foes,  who  were  true  to  him  when  his 
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own  8on  rebelled.  We  have  few  more  striking 
examples  of  devoted  attachment  than  that  of  Ittai 
the  Gittite  (2  Sam.  xv.  19-22).  J.  L.  P. 

GATH-HEPHER,    or    GIT'TAH-HE- 

PHER  Opnn  na,  the  wine-press  0/ the  xell ; 
and  with  Tl  loc.  *^2n  HFlSi,  Josh.  xix.  13;   fin 

2  K.,  T(9xo<P^P->  ^^^^-  TfOxoBep,  Alex.  Ted  KxoQtp, 
Comp.  raiOfcpfp,  Vulg.  d'etJi  qim  est  in  Opher  ; 
in  Josh.,  Ve&€p4,  Alex.  raiOOa,  Aid.  r(deaf(p8a., 
Comp.  TfOaerpfp,  Vulg.  Gelli-liep/itr] ),  a  town  on 
the  liorder  of  tlie  territory  of  Zehulun,  not  far  from 
Japhia,  now  Ynf"  (.fosh.  xix.  12,  13),  celebrated 
a.s  the  native  place  of  tlie  prophet  Jonah  (2  K.  xiv. 
25).  Jerome  says  {Praam,  in  Jonum):  "  Geth 
quae  est  in  Opher  baud  grandis  est  viculus,  in 
secundo  Sepphoris  niiliario  quae  hodie  appellatur 
Diocaisarea  euntibus  Til)eriadeni,  ubi  et  sepulchrum 
ejus  ostenditur."  IJenjamin  of  Tudela  in  the  12th 
century  says  that  the  tomb  of  Jonah  was  still 
shown  on  i  hill  near  Sepphoris  (Early  Travels  in 
Pal  p.  8!)).  About  2  miles  E.  of  Sejuiieh  (Sep- 
phoris), on  the  top  of  a  rocky  hill,  stands  the  little 
village  of  el^.Uesli/iad,  in  which  the  tomb  of  Jonah 
vet  exists.  It  telongs  to  the  Jloslem-s,  and  both 
they  and  the  Christians  of  Nazareth  agree  in  re- 
garduig  this  as  the  native  village  of  the  prophet. 
There  can  scarcely  be  a  doubt  that  eL  Meshhad  is 
the  ancient  Gath-hepher.  J.  L.  P. 

GATH-RIM'MON  (I'lTS"!  H?  ipome- 
f;ratwte-press :  redpe/i^uiu,  exc.  Josh.  xxi.  24, 
Kom.  Vat.  V(0ep(pifi.<i>v,  and  1  Clir.,  Vat.  Tedaipaiv'- 
Gethremnwn\ ).  1.  A  city  given  out  of  the  trite 
of  Dan  to  the  I^evites  (Josh.  xxi.  24;  1  Chr.  vi. 
69),  situated  on  the  plain  of  Philistia,  apparently 
not  far  from  Joppa  (.losh.  xix.  45).  Eusebius 
mentions  a  TtrOi  lying  lietween  Antipatris  and 
Jamnia,  which  would  answer  well  to  the  position 
of  Gath-rinmion  (Onom.  s.  v.  Geth).  But  in  an- 
other place  he  says  rfdptfifjiwv  vvv  icrri  kw/jlt) 
fi(yi(nr\  kirh  aTjfi.eiui'  ij3'  AtocrTrc^Aecos  airiSvTwv 
eh  'i.\eve€p6iro\iv  (Ommi.  s.  v.).  This,  however, 
would  seem  to  agree  tetter  with  the  jwsition  of 
Oath,  the  royal  city  of  Philistia,  than  of  that 
assigned  to  Gath-rimmon  in  the  passage  above 
cited.  The  site  of  Gath-rimmon  is  unknown  (Ke- 
land,  p.  808). 

2.  ['Ufiadd;  Ales.  BaiBaa;  Aid.  with  11  MSS. 
Batdaiv  (7  others  hfdcrdv);  Comp.  with  3  MSS. 
rtOpfUftoiv'-  Gelhre?nmnn.]  A  town  of  the  half 
trite  of  Manasseh  west  of  the  Jordan,  assigned  to 
the  T>evites  (Josh.  xxi.  25).  It  is  only  once  men- 
tioned, and  the  LXX.  reading  is  Baidadv  [see 
atevc].  In  the  parallel  passage  in  1  Chr.  vi.  70, 
this  town  is  calle<l  I?ili:am.  The  reading  Gath- 
rimmon  is,  therefore,  probal)ly  an  error  of  the  tran- 
Bcriters,  and  may  te  merely  a  reitetition  of  the 
game  name  occurring  in  the  previous  verse. 

J.  L.  P. 
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remarkable  for  its  continuous  existence  and  im- 
portance from  the  very  earliest  times.  lake  Damas- 
cus, it  is  mentioned  both  in  the  book  of  Genesis 
and  in  the  Acts  of  the  Apostles:  and  it  is  still 
a  place  of  very  considerable  size,  larger  than 
Jerusalem. 

The  secret  of  this  unbroken  history  is  to  b»- 
found  in  the  situation  of  Gaza.  It  is  the  last  town 
in  the  S.  W.  of  Palestine,  on  the  frontier  towards 
I'^^yot.  'Effx^Tt)  uKtiTO  is  *ir'  AiyviTTOv  iit 
^oiviKijs  i6vTi  eVl  T^  apxp  ''"'i^  ip'fip.ov  (Arrian, 
Exp.  Alex.  ii.  20).  It  lay  on  the  road  which  must 
always  have  been  t'je  line  of  conmumication  be- 
tween the  valley  of  the  Nile  and  the  whole  region 
of  Syria.  Even  now  its  bazaars  are  better  than 
those  of  Jerusalem.  "  Those  travelling  towards 
Egypt  naturally  lay  in  here  a  stock  of  provisions 
and  necessaries  for  the  desert;  while  those  coming 
from  Egypt  arrive  at  Gaza  exhausted,  and  must 
of  course  supply  themselves  anew  "  (Robinson,  ii. 
40). 

The  same  peculiarity  of  situation  has  made  Gaza 
important  in  the  military  sense.  Its  name  means 
"  the  strong;  "  and  this  was  well  elucidated  in  its 
siege  by  Alexander  the  Great,  which,  notwithstand- 
ing all  his  resources  of  artillery,  Lasted  five  months. 
As  Van  de  Velde  says  (p.  187),  it  was  the  key  of 
the  country.  What  had  happened  in  the  times  of 
the  Pharaohs  (Jer.  xlvii.  1)  and  Cambyses  (Pomp. 
Mel.  i.  11)  happened  again  in  the  struggles  between 
the  Ptolemies  and  Seleucidse  (Polyb.  v.  08,  xvi.  40). 
This  city  was  one  of  the  most  important  military 
lX)sitions  in  the  wars  of  the  Maccabees  (see  1  ^lacc. 
xi.  01,  02,  xiii.  43;  Joseph.  Ant.  xiii.  5,  §  5,  and 
13,  §  3).  By  the  Komans  it  was  assigned  to  the 
kingdom  of  llerod  (xv.  7,  §  3),  and  after  his  death 
to  the  province  of  Syria  (xvii.  11,  §  4).  Nor  does 
the  history  of  Gaza  in  connection  with  war  end 
here.  In  A.  D.  034  it  was  taken  by  the  generals 
of  the  first  Khalif  Abu  Bekr,  though  he  did  not 
live  to  hear  of  the  victory.  Some  of  the  most  im- 
portant campaigns  of  the  crusaders  took  place  in 
the  neighborhood.  In  the  12th  century  we  find 
the  place  garrisoned  by  the  Knights  Templars.  It 
finally  fell  hito  tlie  hands  of  Saladin,  A.  v.  1170 
after  the  disastrous  battle  of  Hattin. 

Tlie  Biblical  history  of  Gaza  may  he  traced 
through  the  following  stages:  — In  Gen.  x.  19  it 
appears,  even  before  the  call  of  Abraham,  as  a 
"  border  "  city  of  the  Canaanites.  ^\'ith  this  we 
should  compare  the  descriptive  words  in  Dent.  ii. 
23,  where  the  name  is  spelt  "  Azzah "  in  the 
English  Version.  [AzzAii.]  In  the  conquest  of 
Joshua  the  territory  of  tiaza  is  mentioned  as  one 
which  he  was  not  able  to  subdue  (Josh.  x.  41,  xi. 
22,  xiii.  3).  It  was  assigned  to  the  trite  of  Judah 
(Josh.  XV.  47),  and  that  tribe  did  obtain  possession 
of  it  (Judg.  i.  18);  but  they  did  not  hold  it  long! 
for  soon  afterwards  we  find  it  in  the  hands  of  the 


Philistines  (Judg.  iii.  3,  xiii.  1,  xvi.  1,  21);  indeed 
it  seems  to  have  been  their  capital ;  and  iiotwith- 
GA'ZA  (n-fO,  i.  e.  Azzah  [ttronff,  a  fortress] :  |  standing  the  gigantic  efiorts  of  Samson,"  who  died 
rd(a;  still  call^  Ghuzzeh  or  'Azzah:  the  form  j  here,  Gaza  apparently  continued  through  the  times 
Gnz'ira  is  found  in  the  Apocrypha  and  .losephus,  j  of  Sanuiel,  Saul,  and  1  lavid  io  be  a  Philistine  city 
and  Brocardus  mentions  it  as  used  in  his  day),  one!  (1  Sam.  vi.  17,  xiv.  52,  xxxi.  1;  2  Sam.  x.xi.  15). 
of  the  five  chief  cities  of  the  Philistines.     It  is  i  Solomon  became  master  of  "  Azzah  "  (1  K.  iv.  24). 


a  •  Thfc  A.  V  Jnag.  xvi.  3,  implied  a  proximity  of  ''  hour  soutlieaitt  from  Gaza  ;  for  it  lies  in  the  rirfht 
Oaai  to  Hebron  which  is  not  true,  nor  required  by  the  |  direction,  and  is  a  marked  eniiiicnre,  belnj?  iJitrtially 
Hebrew.  Samson  carried  the  doorn  of  the  city-gate  isolated  and  higher  than  any  other  point  in  the  ueigh 
'■  to  the  top  of  the  hill  "  (definite)  "  that  is  (not  lie/ore.  borhood. 
but)  toward  Ilebrou."     This  may  be  the  bill  halt  aa  > 


U. 
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But  in  afi  r  times  the  same  trouble  with  the  Phil- 
istines rec  r>-ed  (2  Chr.  xxi.  l(i,  xxvi.  C,  xxviii.  18). 
In  these  p  vssages,  indeed,  Gaza  is  not  specified,  but 
there  is  little  doubt  that  it  is  implied.  In  2  K. 
xviii.  8,  we  are  distinctly  told  that  Hezekiah  "  smote 
the  Philistines  even  unto  (jaza,  and  the  borders 
thereof,  from  the  tower  of  the  watchmen  to  the 
fenced  city."  During  this  period  of  .Jewish  history, 
it  seems  that  some  facts  concerning  the  connection 
of  Giiza  with  the  invasion  of  Sennacherib  may  be 
added  from  the  inscriptions  found  at  Nineveh 
(Layard's  Xiiitveh  and  Babylon,  p.  144).  We 
ought  here  to  compare  certain  passages  in  the 
prophets  where  the  name  of  the  Philistine  city 
occurs:  namely,  Am.  i.  6,  7;  Zeph.  ii.  4;  Zech. 
is.  5.  The  (jeriod  uitermaliate  between  the  Old 
and  New  Testaments  has  been  touched  on  alwve. 

The  passiige  where  Gaza  is  mentioned  in  the 
N.  T.  (Acts  viii.  20 )  is  full  of  interest.  It  is  the 
account  of  the  baptism  of  the  Ethiopian  eunuch  ou 
his  return  fix)in  Jerusalem  to  Egypt.     The  words 
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in  this  passage :  "  Arise  and  gc  towards  the  south, 
unto  the  way  that  goeth  down  from  Jerusjilen  t<> 
Gaza,  which  is  desert  "  {iropdox,  Kara  ixeajifi^^iav, 
fwl  ri)v  oShv  rrjv  Kara^aivovffav  wnh  'Iep«  vaar 
Atj/u.  its  Ta^av  out7j  ((tt\v  iprifxos)i  have  ;;iven 
rise  to  much  discussion.  It  is  doubtetl,  in  the  first 
place,  whether  tliey  are  to  be  attributed  to  the  angel 
or  to  the  narrator.  The  solution  of  this  doubt 
depends  partly  on  another  question,  namely,  whether 
ouTjj  is  to  be  referred  to  the  road  or  the  city.  If 
to  the  latter,  the  remark  will  natundl}  Im;  under- 
stood as  St.  Luke's;  and  we  may  suppo.se  tliat  he 
wrote  the  passage  just  after  the  beginning  of  the 
Jewish  war  (a.  d.  65),  when  Gaza  was  actually 
desolated  (Joseph.  B.  J.  ii.  18,  §  1 ).  Others  would 
refer  us  to  a  passage  of  Strabo,  where  he  says  that 
the  town  was  tp7]/xus  after  it  was  taken  by  .Mes- 
ander;  but  the  text  of  Stnil)0  in  this  pkice  is  doubt- 
ful; and  it  is  evident  (see  above)  that  the  statement 
cannot  be  literally  true.  Pomponius  Mefa  speaks 
of  Gaza  as  "ingens  urbs  et  muuita  admo<luiii," 


Oajsa,  firom  the  southeast. 


and  it  is  prominently  noticed  in  Pliiiy.  Some  sup- 
pose (as  Jerome)  that  the  site  of  Gaza  was  changed  : 
and  this  may  possibly  be  true :  for  .Strabo  says  that 
it  was  only  seven  stadia  from  the  sea,  whereas  it  is 
now  considerably  more:  and  the  encroachment  of 
the  drifting  sands  near  the  coast  may  have  l)een  a 
motive  for  the  restorers  of  the  city  to  move  it 
further  eastwards.  The  probability,  however,  is  tliat 
the  words  aiirri  ((TtIv  ipTjjxos  refer  to  the  road,  and 
are  used  by  the  angel  to  inform  Philip,  who  was 
then  in  Samaria,  on  what  route  he  would  find  the 
eunuch.  Besides  the  ordinary  road  from  .Jerusalem 
by  Ramleh  to  Gaza,  there  was  another,  more  fa- 
voral)le  for  carriatres  (Acts  viii.  28),  further  to  the 
south,  through  Hebron,  and  thence  through  a  dis- 
trict comparatively  without  towns  and   much  ex- 

osed  to  the  incursions  of  people  from  the  desert. 

he  matter  is  discussed  by  Kaunier  in  one  of  his 


Beilratje,  incorporated  in  the  last  edition  of  his 
Pdh'isfiri't,  also  by  Robinson  in  the  Appendix  to  h'ii 
second  volume.  The  latter  writer  suggests  a  very 
probable  place  for  the  baptism,  namely,  at  the  water 
in  the  Wady  el-Hasy,  between  Eleutherop^ilis  and 
(iaza,  not  far  from  the  old  sites  of  Lichish  and 
Eglon.  The  legendary  scene  of  the  baptism  is  at 
Bfit-iur,  between  Jerusalem  and  Hebron :  the  tra- 
dition having  arisen  apparently  from  the  opinion 
that  Philip  himself  was  travelling  southwards  from 
.Terusiilem.  But  there  is  no . need  to  suppose  that 
he  went  to  Jerusalem  nt  all.  Lange  (Ajx^st.  Zthall. 
ii.  109)  gives  a  spiritual  sense  to  the  word  tpnfxos- 
[See  Bf.tii-zuk,  Amer.  ed.] 

The  modem  Ghuzzeh  is  situated  partly  on  an 
oblong  hill  of  moderate  ht  ight,  and  jKirtly  Dn  the 
lower  ground.  The  climate  of  the  plaee  is  ilmost 
tropical,  but  it  has  deep  wells  of  excellent  water. 
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Tliere  are  a  few  palm-trees  in  the  town,  and  its 
fruit-orchards  are  very  productive.  But  the  cliief 
feature  of  the  neigliborhood  is  the  wide-siiroad  ohve- 
grove  to  tiie  N.  and  X.  i:.  1  Iciicc  arises  a  consider- 
able manufacture  of  soaj),  which  Ulnizzth  exports  in 
large  quantities.  [Asiii;s,  Anier.  ed.J  It  has  also 
an  active  trade  in  corn.  For  a  full  account  of  nearly 
all  that  has  l.wii  written  concerning  the  topograph- 
ical and  historical  relations  of  Gaza,  see  Hitter's 
Erdkioidc.  x\i.  -i.J-liO.  Among  the  travellers  who 
have  described  the  [ilace  we  may  mention  esjKcially 
Robinson  {hlOliail  I^cscarc/ies,  ii.  35-4-J)  and  Van 
de  \'elde  (Syria  and  r(dc:<tiiit',  ii.  179-188),  from 
whom  we  have  already  quoted  ;  also  Thomson  (Land 
and  h'oak,  ii.  331-.34.3).  The  last  writer  speaks  of 
the  ureat  extent  of  corn-land  near  Gaza,  and  of  the 
sound  of  millstones  in  the  city.  Both  these  cir- 
cumstances are  valuable  illustrations  of  the  acts 
and  sufferings  of  Samson,  the  great  hero  of  Gaza. 
[On  the  site  and  ruins  of  Gaza,  see  also  I'cjrter's 
Ilandlj.  of  Syr.  and  Palest,  i.  2G'2  ft'. ;  Sepp's  Je- 
ruf'ikm  u.  das  Jieil.  Land,  ii.  522  ft'. ;  and  Gage's 
Trans,  of  liitter's  Geo(/r.  of  Palestine,  iii.  205  ft'. 
—  11-J  J.  S.  H. 

GAZ'ARA  (^  Ta^apa,  and  to  Td(apa.:  [in  1 
Mace.  XV.  28,  35,  Alex.  Ta^ap-qvcov  (gen.):]  Uaz- 
ara),  a  place  frequently  mentioned  in  the  wars  of 
the  Maccabees,  and  of  great  miportance  in  the 
operations  of  both  parties.  Its  first  introduction  is 
as  a  stronghold  (6xvpai/j.a),  in  which  Timotheus 
.took  refuge  after  his  defeat  by  Judas,  and  which 
for  four  days  resisted  the  efforts  of  the  infuriated 
Jews  (2  Mace.  x.  32-36).  One  of  the  first  steps 
of  Bacchides,  after  getting  possession  of  ,ludsea,  was 
to  fortify  Bethsura  and  (iazara  and  the  citadel 
(oLKpa)  at  Jerus-'dern  (1  ;Macc.  ix.  52);  and  the 
same  names  are  mentioned  when  Simon  in  his  turn 
reco\ered  the  country  (xiv.  7,  33,  34,  30,  xv.  28). 
So  important  was  it,  that  Simon  made  it  the 
residence  of  his  son  John  as  general-in-chief  of  the 
Jewish  army  (xiii.  53,  xvi.  1). 

There  is  every  reason  to  believe  that  Gazara  was 
the  same  jilace  as  the  more  ancient  Gkzki!  or 
(;.\ZKi;.  The  name  is  the  same  as  that  which  the 
LXX.  use  for  (iezer  in  the  O.  T. ;  and  more  than 
this,  the  indications  of  the  position  of  botli  are  very 
nnieli  in  accordance.  As  David  smote  the  Philis- 
tines from  Gibeon  to  Gezer,  so  Judas  defeats 
Gorgias  at  Kmniaus,  and  pursues  him  to  Gazera 
(1  Mace.  iv.  15).  (iiazara  also  is  constantly  men- 
tioned in  connection  with  the  sea-coast — Joppa 
and  Janmia  (xv.  28,  35;  iv.  15),  and  with  the 
Philistine  jiiaiii,  Azotus,  Adasa,  &c.  (iv.  15,  vii.  45, 
siv.  31).     [Gazhua.]  G. 

GA'ZATHITES,  THE  C'n-rvri,  accur. 
the  Azzathite  :  tw  Ta^aitf'  Gazceos),  Josh.  xiii.  3; 
the  inliabitaiits  of  Gaza.  Elsewhere  the  same 
nauie  is  rendered  Gazites  in  the  A.  V. 

GA'ZER  ("!,T2  [declivity,  precipice]  :  [Pa- 
C-r)pi.\  in  1  Ghr.  xiv.,  FA.  Ta(,apav:  Gezer, 
Gazcra]).  2  Sam.  v.  25;  1  Ghr.  xiv.  10.  The 
same  |ila<i-  as  (ii/.KK;  the  diflTerence  arising  from 
the  (iniilialif  Hclirew  accent;  which  has  been  liere 
."detained  in  the  A.  \'.,  though  disregarded  in  several 
ether  lilacis  where  the  same  form  occurs.  [Gkzkk.J 
From  the  \niilorm  practice  of  the  LXX.,  both  in 
the  O.  r.  and  IIk'  liooks  of  Maccabees,  Kwald  infers 
that  the  riii_;iiial  fc )rm  of  the  name  was  Gazer ;  but 
'Jie  punctuation  of  the  Masorets   is  certainly  as 
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often  the  one  as  the  other.    (Ewald,  Gesch.  ii.  427 
note.)  G. 

GAZE'RA.     1.  (ra  Ta^vpa;  Alex.  Tacrripai 

Jo.seph.  TO  rdSapa-   Gtzcrun,  Gazara),  1  Mace. 

iv.   15,   vii.    45.      The   place   elsewhere  given  as 
Gazaka. 

2.  [Ka^Tjpa;  Aid.  Alex.  faCrjpa:  Gaze.]  One 
of  the  "servants  of  the  temple,"  whose  sons  re- 
turned with  Zorol)abel  (1  Esdr.  v.  31).  In  F^zra 
and  Xehem.  the  name  is  Gazzam. 

GA'ZEZ  (na  [shearer]:  d  TeCove;  [Comp. 
ra^7](,  Ta(dsi  Aid.  Ta^ep:]  Gezez),  a  name  wliich 
occurs  twice  in  1  Chr.  ii.  40;  (1)  as  son  of  (  aleb 
l)y  Ephah  his  concubine;  and  (2)  as  son  of  Ilaran, 
tlie  son  of  the  same  woman:  the  second  is  pussilily 
only  a  repetition  of  the  first.  At  any  rate  tlu  re  is 
no  necessity  for  the  assumption  of  llimbiuanl.  that 
the  second  Gazez  is  an  error  for  .lahdai.  in  some 
MSS.  and  the  I'eshito  the  name  is  i<(\\c\\  (lazen. 
The  YaI.  LXX.  omits  the  second  occurrence. 

GA'ZITES,  THE  (n\n-T3?n  :  roh  TaCaiois: 
PliiUsdiiiin),  inhabitants  of  Gaza  (.ludg.  xvi.  2). 
Elsewhere  given  as  GAZATnrri:.s. 

GAZ'ZAM  (C-T3  \_der<Ainn<i]:  Taiffx.  TnCdix: 
Gazam,  [Gezem^).  Tlie  lieiie-tJazzani  were  among 
the  fiimilies  of  the  Ni'rnuMM  wlai  i-ctuiTii'd  Irom 
the  Captivity  with  /erubliabel  (Ezr.  ii.  48:  Xi  h.  vii. 
51).  In  1  lidr.  [v.  31]  the  name  is  altered  to 
Gazeha. 

GE'BA  (2753,  often  with  the  definite  article  = 
the  liill :  Taffad,  [etc.  :  Gabaa,  Geha,]  h'at/ni', 
Gabee),  a  city  of  lionjaniin,  with  "  snburlis," 
allotted  to  the  priests  (.losh.  xxi.  17;  1  (  lir.  vi. 
00).  It  is  named  ainonixst  the  tirst  i;roii]i  of  the 
Benjamite  towns,  apparently  those  lying  ncai'  to 
and  along  the  north  boundarj'  (.losh.  xviii.  24). 
Here  the  name  is  given  as  Gais.v,  a  change  due  to 
the  emphasis  required  in  Hebrew  before  a  jiause; 
and  the  same  change  occurs  in  F.zr.  ii.  2(i:  Xeh. 
vii.  30  and  xi.  31;  2  Sam.  v.  25;  2  K.  xxiii.  8;  the 
last  three  of  these  being  in  the  A.  V.  Geba  In 
one  place  Geba  is  used  as  the  northern  landmark 
of  the  kingdom  of  -ludah  and  Benjamin,  in  the  ex- 
pression ''froin  (i.  to  Bcer-sheba"  (2  K.  xxiii.  8); 
and  also  as  an  caslcni  limit  in  O])i)osition  to  (iazer 
(2  Sam.  v.  2.")).  In  tlie  iiaraUcl  jiassai;.-  t(j  this  last 
in  1  Chr.  xiv.  10,  the  name  is  (■haiiL;c(i  to  dilicon. 
During  tlie  wars  of  tlie  earlier  part  of  llu'  iciun  of 
Saul,  Geba  was  held  as  a  garrison  I^y  the  I'iiilis- 
tines  (1  Sam.  xiii.  3),  but  tliey  wcic  ejected  by 
.Jonathan,  a  feat  which,  \vbilc  it  added  Lieafly  to 
his  renown,  exasperated  IIkmu  to  a  more  o\ei\\lielin- 
ing  invasion.  Later  in  tlie  same  caiiipaign  we  lind 
it  referred  to  to  define  tlie  position  of  the  two  rocks 
which  stood  in  the  ravine  below  the  gairison  of 
Michmash,  in  terms  which  fix  (ieba  on  the  south 
and  Michmash  on  the  north  of  the  ra\iiie  ( 1  Sam. 
xiv.  5:  tb.e  .\.  \.  has  here  (Jibeah).  l'!xactly  in 
accordance  with  this  is  the  position  of  the  modern 
village  of  .lilm,  which  stands  picturesquely  on  the 
top  of  its  steep  tiaraeed  hill,  on  the  very  edge  of  the 
great  W'ady  N»/r, ////i',  looking  northwards  to  the 
op])Ositi'  \illai;e.  wbieli  also  iet;iiiis  its  old  iiaiiic  of 
Mfddiiiia^.  The  nairies,  and  tlie  a-iirmeiil  of  the 
situation  with  the  re<pnieiiients  of  the  story  of 
Jonathan,  make  the  identili<ation  all  Imt  certain; 
but  it  is  still  further  con fuiiieil  by  flii>  irnaluablo 
li.st  of  I'lenjaiiiite  towns  \\-.\ivi\  b\  the  Assyrian 
army  on  their  road  through  the  country  .soutliward 
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to  Jerusalem,  which  we  have  in  Is.  x.  28-32;  where 
the  niiiiute  details  —  the  stoppage  of  the  heavy 
baggage  (A.  V.  "  caiTiages  "),  which  could  not  be 
got  across  the  broken  ground  of  the  wady  at  Mich- 
mash  ;  then  the  passage  of  the  ravine  by  the  lighter 
portion  of  the  army,  and  the  subsequent  bivouac 

("lodging,"  )1vX2  =  rest  for  the  night)  at  Geba 
on  the  opposite  side  —  are  in  exact  accordance  with 
the  nature  of  the  spot.  Standing  as  it  does  on  the 
south  bank  of  this  important  watly  —  one  of  the 
most  striking  natural  features  of  this  part  of  the 
country  —  the  mention  of  Geba  as  the  northern 
boundary  of  the  lower  kingdom  is  very  significant. 
Thus  conmianding  the  pitss,  its  fortification  l)y  Asa 
(1  K.  XV.  22;  2  Chr.  xvi.  6)  is  also  quite  intelligible. 
It  continues  to  be  named  with  Michmash  to  the 
very  last  (Neh.  xi.  31). 

Geba  is  probably  intended  by  the  "Gibeah-in- 
the-field  "  of  Judg.  xx.  31,  to  which  its  position  is 
very  applicable.  [Gibeah,  6. J  The  "  fields  "  are 
mentioned  again  as  late  as  Neh.  xii.  29. 

It  remains  to  notice  a  few  places  in  which,  from 
the  similarity  of  the  two  names,  or  possibly  from 
some  provincial  usage,"  "Geba"  is  used  for  "Gib- 
eah." These  are:  (1.)  Judg.  xx.  10:  here  the  A. 
v.,  probably  anxious  to  prevent  confusion,  has 
"Gibeah."  (2.)  Judg.  xx.  33:  "the  meadows," 
or  more  probably  "  the  cave  of  Geba."  Greba  may 
be  here  intended,  but  Gibeah  —  as  in  the  A.  V. — 
seems  almost  necessary.  Owing  to  the  word  oc- 
curring here  at  a  pause  the  vowels  are  lengthened, 
and  in  the  Hebrew  it  stands  as  Gdba.  (3.)  1  Sam. 
xiii.  10 :  here  the  meaning  is  evident,  and  the  A. 
V.  has  again  altered  the  name  accordingly.  Jo- 
sephus  (Ant.  vi.  fi,  §  2)  has  Fa^adv,  Gibeon,  in 
this  place;  for  which  perhaps  compare  1  Chr.  viii. 
29,  ix.  35. 

2.  Tlie  Geba  (roi;8at;  Alex.  Tai/Saj/;  [Sin. 
Fai^aV,  Comp.  Ta^d;  Aid.  roj;8a])  named  in 
Jud.  iii.  10,  where  Holofernes  is  said  to  have  made 
his  encampment— "  between  Geba  and  Scythopo- 
lis '"  —  must  be  the  place  of  the  same  name,  Jeba, 
on  the  road  between  Samaria  and  Jenin,  about 
three  miles  from  the  former  (Rob.  i.  440).  The 
Vulgate  has  a  lemarkable  variation  here  —  "  venit 
ad  Idunifeos  in  terram  Gabaa."  G. 

GE'BAL  (bn3,  G'bal,  from  ^22,  Gdbal,   to 

twist ;  hence  7^22,  Cbul,  a  line  ;  thence  Ju^fv. 
GehnI,  a  line  of  mountains  as  a  natural  boundary : 
[in  Ps.,]  refiaK;  [Vat.  Sin.  Naij8a\:]  Gebal;  [in 
Kz.,  fil^\toi-  Giblii]),  a  proper  name,  occurring 
in  Ps.  Ixxxiii.  7  (Vulg.  Ixxxii.)  in  connection  with 
Edom  and  Moab,  Amnion  and  Amalek,  the  Philis- 
tines and  the  inhabitants  of  Tyre.  The  mention 
of  Assur,  or  the  Assyrian,  in  the  next  verse  is  with 
reason  supposed  to  refer  the  date  of  the  composition 
to  the  latter  days  of  the  Jewish  kingdom.  It  is 
inscril)ed,  moreover,  with  the  name  of  Asaph. 
Now  in  2  Chr.  xx.  14  it  is  one  of  the  sons  or  de- 
scendants of  Asaph,  Jahaziel,  who  is  inspired  to 
encourage  Jehoshaphat  and  his  people,  when  threat- 
ened with  invasion  by  the  Moabites,  Ammonites, 
and  otiters  from  beyond  the  sea,  and  from  Syria 
(as  the  LXX.  and  Vulg. :  it  is  unnecessary  here  to 
go  into  the  obscurities  and  varieties  of  the  Hebrew, 
"Syriac,  and  Arabic  versions).  It  is  impossible, 
ttherefore,  not  to  recognize  the  connection  between 
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a  As  with  us,  Barkshire  for  Berkshire,  Darby  for 
^Derby,  &c. 


this  psalm  and  these  events;  and  hence  the  con- 
texts both  of  the  psalm  and  of  the  historical  records 
will  justify  our  assuming  the  Gebal  of  the  Psalms 
to  be  one  and  the  same  city  with  the  Gebal  of 
Ezekiel  (xxvii.  9),  a  maritime  town  of  Phoenicia, 
and  not  another,  as  some  have  supposed,  m  the 
district  round  about  Petra,  which  is  by  Josephus, 
Eusebius,  and  St.  Jerome  called  Gebalene.  Jehosh- 
aphat had,  in  the  beginning  of  his  reign,  humljled 
the  Philistines  and  Arabians  (2  Chr.  xvii.  10-11), 
and  still  more  recently  had  assisted  Ahab  against 
the  Syrians  (iiid.  ch.  xviii.).  Now,  according  to 
the  jwetii''  language  of  the  Psalmist,  there  were 
symptoms  of  a  general  rising  against  him.  On 
the  south  the  Edomites,  Ishmaelites,  and  Haga- 
renes :  on  the  southeast  iloab,  and  northeast  Am- 
nion. Along  the  whole  line  of  the  western  coast 
(and,  with  Jehoshaphat's  maritime  projects,  this 
would  naturally  disturb  him  most,  see  2  Chr.  xx. 
36)  the  Amalekites,  Philistines,  and  Phoenicians,  or 
inhabitants  of  Tyre,  to  their  frontier  town  Gebal; 
with  Assur,  i.  e.  the  Syrians,  or  Assyrians,  from 
the  more  distant  north.  It  may  be  observed  that 
the  Ashurites  are  mentioned  in  connection  with 
Gebal  no  less  in  the  prophecy  (ver.  6)  than  in  the 
psalm.  But,  again,  the  Gebal  of  Ezekiel  was  evi- 
dently no  mean  city.  From  the  fact  that  its  in- 
liabitants  are  written  "  Giblians "  in  the  Vulg., 
and  "liiblians"  in  the  LXX.,  we  may  infer  their 
identity  with  the  Giblites,  spoken  of  in  connection 
with  Lebanon  by  Joshua  (xiii.  5),  and  that  of  their 
city  with  the  "  Biblus  "  (or  Byblus)  of  profane  lit- 
erature—  so  extensive  that  it  gave  name  to  the 
surrounding  district.  (See  a  passage  from  Lucian, 
quoted  by  lieland,  Palast.  lib.  i.  c.  xiii.  p.  289.) 
It  was  situated  on  the  frontiers  of  Phoenicia,  some- 
what to  the  north  of  the  mouth  of  the  small  river 
Adonis,  so  celebrated  in  mythology  (comp.  Ez. 
viii.  13).  Meanwhile  the  Giblites,  or  Biblians, 
seem  to  have  been  preeminent  in  the  arts  of  stone- 
carving  (1  K.  V.  18)  and  ship-caulking  (Ez.  xxvii. 
9) ;  but,  according  to  Strabo,  their  industry  suffered 
greatly  from  the  robbers  infesting  the  sides  of 
Mount  Lebanon.  Ponipey  not  only  destroyed  the 
strongholds  from  whence  these  pests  issued,  but 
freed  the  city  from  a  tyrant  (Strab.  xvi.  2,  18). 
Some  have  confounded  Gebal,  or  Biblus,  with  the 
Gabala  of  Strabo,  just  below  Laodicea,  and  conse- 
quently many  leagues  to  the  north,  the  ruins  and 
site  of  which,  still  called  Jebilee,  are  so  graphically 
described  by  Maundrell  {Karly  Travels  in  Pales- 
tine, by  A^'right,  p.  494).  By  Jloroni  (DIzion. 
Eccks.)  they  are  accurately  distinguished  und.'.r 
their  respective  names.  Finally,  Biblus  became  a 
Christian  see  in  the  patriarchate  of  Antioch,  sub- 
ject to  the  metropolitan  see  of  Tyre  (Reland's 
Pakest.  lib.  i.  p.  214  ff".).  It  shared  the  usual  vi- 
cissitudes of  Christianity  in  these  parts;  and  even 
now  furnishes  episcopacy  with  a  title.  It  is  called 
Jebail  by  the  Arabs,  thus  reviving  the  old  Biblical 
name.  E.  S.  If. 

GE'BEE  ("153  [wirtw,  herd]),  a  name  occur- 
ring twice  in  the  list  of  Solomon's  commissariat 
officers,  and  there  only.  1.  (No/Se'p;  [Vat.  Alex. 
tafiip'  Bengaber].)  The  son  of  Geber  (Ben- 
Geber)  resided  in  the  fortress  of  Ramoth-Gilead, 
and  had  charge  of  Havoth-Jair,  and  the  district  of 
Argob  (1  K.  iv.  13).  Josephus  (Ant.  viii.  2,  §  3) 
gives  the  name  as  TajSaprjj. 

2.  (ra/3ep;  [Vat.  M.  omits:]  fdber.)  Gebei 
the  son  of  L' ri  had  a  district  south  of  the  former  — 
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the  "land  of  Gilead,"  the  country  originally  pos- 
sessed by  Sihon  and  Og,  probably  the  modern 
Belka,  the  great  pasture-ground  of  the  tribes  east 
of  Jordan  (1  K.  iv.  19).  The  conclusion  of  this 
rerse  as  rendered  in  the  A.  V.  is  very  unsatisfactory 
—  "  and  he  was  the  only  officer  which  was  in  the 
land,"  when  two  others  are  mentioned  in  13  and 
14.  A  more  accurate  iiiterjiretation  is,  "  and  one 
officer  who  was  in  the  land,"  that  is,  a  superior 

(3"'23,  a  word  of  rare  occurrence,  but  used  again 
for  Solomon's  "officers"  in  2  Chr.  viii.  10)  over 
the  three.  Josephus  has  eVl  Se  rovrtuv  eh  vaKiv 
S-pXaif  cLToSfSf iKTo,  the  ird\iv  referring  to  .\  similar 
statement  just  before  that  there  was  also  one  general 
superintendent  over  the  commissaries  of  the  whole 
of  Upper  Palestuie.  G. 

GE'BIM  (D'^DSn,  with  the  article  =  probably 
(he  dilcfies  [cisterns,  sprinf/s,  Fiirst] ;  the  word  is 
used  in  that  sense  in  2  K.  iii.  16,  and  elsewhere: 
rj/3/8etp;  [Comp.  Tf^i/j.:]  Gnbiin),  a  village  north 
of  Jerusalem,  in  the  neighborhood  of  the  main 
road,  and  apparently  between  Anathoth  (the  modem 
Annt'i)  and  the  ridge  on  which  Nob  was  situated, 
and  from  which  the  first  view  of  the  city  is  obtained. 
It  is  named  nowhere  but  in  the  enumeration  by 
Isaiah  of  the  towns  whose  inhabitants  fled  at  Sen- 
nacherib's appro.och  (x.  31).  Judging  by  those 
places  the  situation  of  which  is  known  to  us,  the 
enumeration  is  so  orderly  that  it  's  impossible  to 
"entertain  the  conjecture  of  either  Eusebius  ( Orumi. 
Gebin),  who  places  it  at  Geba,  five  miles  north  of 
Gophna;  or  of  Schwarz  (p.  131),  who  would  have 
it  identical  with  Gob  or  Gezer:  the  former  being  at 
least  10  miles  north,  and  the  latter  20  miles  west, 
of  its  probable  position.  EUhaiiiyeh  occupies 
about  the  right  spot.  G. 

GEDALI'AH  (n;:^"!?!,  and  ^H^^l?,  i.  e. 
GedaliaTiu  {.fehocah  is  fjrent]:  ToSoXias-  Co<lo- 
lias).  1.  Gico-Vi.iAH,  the  son  of  Ahikam  (Jere- 
miah's protector,  Jer.  xxvi.  24),  and  grandson  of 
Shaphan  the  secretary  of  king  Josiah.  After  the 
destruction  of  the  Temple,  n.  c.  588,  Nebuchad- 
nezzar departed  from  Judnea.  leaving  Gedaliali  with 
a  Chaldiean  guard  (Jer.  xl.  5)  at  Mizpah,  a  strong 
(1  K.  XV.  22)  town,  six  miles  N.  of  Jerusalem,  to 
govern,  as  a  tributary  (Joseph.  Ant.  x.  9,  §  1)  of 
the  king  of  Babylon,  the  vine-dressers  and  hus- 
bandmen (Jer.  Iii.  16)  who  were  exempted  from 
captivity.  Jeremiah  joined  Gedaliah;  and  Mizpah 
became  the  resort  of  Jews  from  various  quarters 
(Jer.  xl.  6,  11),  many  of  whom,  as  might  be  ex- 
pected at  the  end  of  a  long  war,  were  in  a  demor- 
alized state,  unrestrained  by  religion,  patriotism,  or 
prudence.  The  gentle  and  popular  character  of 
Gedaliah  (Josejth.  Ant.  x.  9,  §  1,  3),  his  hereditary 
piety  (l^osenmiiller  in  Jer.  xxvi.  24),  the  prosperity 
of  his  brief  rule  (Jer.  xl.  12),  the  reverence  which 
revived  and  was  fostered  under  him  for  the  mined 
Temple  (xli.  5),  fear  of  the  Chaldajan  conquerors 
whose  officer  he  was,  —  all  proved  insutticient  to 
secure  (Jedaliah  from  the  foreign  jealousy  of  Haalis 
king  of  Anunon,  and  the  domestic  ambition  of 
Ishmael,  a  member  of  the  royal  family  of  Judah 
(Joseph.  Ant.  x.  9,  §  3).  This  man  [Ishmael,  2 
K.  XXV.  25]  came  to  Mizpah  with  a  secret  purjwse 
to  destroy  Gedaliah.     Gedaliah,  generously  refus- 
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ing  to  believe  a  friendly  warning  which  he  received 
of  the  intended  treachery,  was  murdered,  with  his 
Jewish  and  Chaldiean  followers,  two  months  after 
his  appointme'.it.  After  his  death,  which  is  still 
commemorated  in  the  Jewish  calendar  (Prideaux, 
C(m,nea:um,  anm>  588,  and  Zech.  viii.  19)''  as  a 
national  calamity,  the  Jews,  in  their  native  lainl, 
anticipating  the  resentment  of  the  king  of  Baby- 
lon, gave  way  to  despair.  Many,  forcing  Jeremiah 
to  accompany  them,  fled  to  Egypt  under  Johanan. 

2.  [Vat.  Tovva,  raAoum.J  Gkdalia'iiu;  a 
Invite,  one  of  the  six  sons  of  Jeduthun  who  played 
the  harp  in  the  service  of  Jehovah  (1  Chr.  xxv.  3, 
9). 

3.  [raSoAi'o;  Vat.  -Xeia;  FA.  FaXaSeia:  Go- 
dolia.]  Gkuai.iah;  a  priest  in  the  time  of  Ezra 
(I'^zr.  X.  18).     [JoADAjJiis.] 

4.  [FA.i  ToKias:  Geikllas.']  Gedalia'hu; 
son  of  Pashur  (Jer.  xxxviii.  1),  one  of  those  who 
caused  Jeremiah  to  be  imprisoned. 

5.  Gedaliah;  grandfather  of  Zephaniah  the 
prophet  (Zepli.  i.  1).  W.  T.  B. 

GED'DUR  (re55oi5p  ;  [Vat.  KeSSovp  :] 
Gedclu),  1  Esdr.  v.  30.     [Gaiiak.] 

GED'EON  ([Alex.]  TeSfoi./;  [Sin.  TtSawvi] 
Gedeon).  1.  The  son  of  Kaphaim;  one  of  the 
ancestors  of  Judith  (Jud.  viii.  1).  The  name  is 
omitted  in  the  Vat.  LXX. 

2.  The  Greek  form  of  the  Hebrew  name  Gideon 
(Heb.  xi.  32);  retained  in  the  N.  T.  by  our  trans- 
lators, in  company  with  Elias,  liliseus,  Osee,  Jesus, 
and  other  Grecized  Hebrew  names,  to  the  confusion 
of  the  orduiary  reader. 

GE'DER  (~1TT3  [walUd place]:  raSsp;  [Vat. 
A<rej;]  Gader).  The  king  of  Geder  was  one  of 
the  31  kings  who  were  overcome  by  Joshua  on  the 
west  of  the  Joi-dan  (Josh.  xii.  13),  and  mentioned 
in  that  list  only.  Being  named  with  Debir,  Hor- 
mah,  and  Arad,  Geder  was  evidently  in  the  extreme 
south:  this  prevents  our  identifying  it  with  (Jedor 
(Josh.  XV.  58),  which  lay  between  Hebron  and 
Bethlehem ;  or  with  ha-(jederah  in  the  low  country 
(xv.  36).  It  is  possible,  however,  that  it  may  be 
the  same  place  as  the  Gedor  named  in  connection 
with  the  Simeonites  (1  Chr.  iv.  39).  G. 

GEDE'RAH  (n"1^3n,  with  the  article  = 
the  sheepcote :  TaSvpa-  ^'er/oa),  a  town  of  Judah 
in  the  Shefehh  or  lowland  country  (Josh.  xv.  36), 
apparently,  from  the  near  mention  of  Azekah, 
Socoh,  &c.,  in  its  eastern  part,  ne;ir  the  "  valley  of 
the  Terebinth."  [Elaii.]  This  position  agrees 
passably  with  that  assignetl  by  Eusebius  ( Ommins- 
ticon)  to  "  Gedour,"  wliicli  he  says  was  in  his  time 
a  very  large  village  10  miles  from  Eleutheropolis,  on 
the  road  to  Diospolis  (Lydda);  and  also  with  an- 
other which  he  gives  as  Gidora,  in  the  boundaries 
of  Jerusalem  (yElia),  ne:ir  the  Terebinth.  No 
town  bearing  this  name  lias  however  lieen  yet  dis- 
covered in  this  hitherto  little  explored  district.  The 
name  (if  the  interpretation  given  be  correct),  and 
the  occuiTence  next  to  it  of  one  so  similar  as  Ged- 
KKOTiiAiM,  seem  to  point  to  a  great  deal  of  sheep- 
breeding  in  this  part.  G. 

GEDE'RATHITE,  THE  C'ri'71?n  [see 
above]:  6  TaSapaddn;  [Vat.   -ei/x;]  Alex.  TaSri- 


a  •Called  the  "  fivst  of  the  seventh,"  i.  e.  month 
(comp.  Zech.  viii.  19  with  2  K.  xxv.  25.  Sec  Feste 
in  .IwUn  In  Ilerzog's  RealrEnr.yk.  iv.  387).     For  the 


character  of  Gcdiiliali  and  the  tragical  scene  of  his 
death,  the  reader  may  see  Stanley's  JeuxiA  History,  \i. 
616  ff.  ^ 
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jwOt;  [FA.  raSopo:]  Gadtratldtes),  the  native  of 
%  place  called  Gederah,  but  not  of  that  in  tlie 
Shefelah  of  Judah,  for  Josabad  the  Gederathite 
(1  Chr.  xii.  4)  was  one  of  Saul's  own  tribe  —  his 
"brethren  of  Benjamin"  (ver.  2).  No  other  is 
named.  G. 

GE'DERITE,  THE  ("'"^lan  :  6  reStopj'rrjs 
[Vat.  -pej-]  ;  Alex,  o  Te^cap :  Geclenlts),  i.  e.  the  na- 
tive of  some  place  named  Geder  or  Gederah.  Baal- 
hanan  the  Gederite  had  charge  of  the  olive  and 
sycamore  groves  in  the  low  country  (SlieJtLih)  for 
king  David  (1  Chr.  xxvii.  28).  He  possibly  be- 
longed to  Gkdehait,  a  place  in  this  district,  the 
very  locality  for  sycamores.  G. 

GEDE'ROTH  (n""l"ll2  =  sheep-cotes,  but  in 
Chr.  witli  the  article :  Ti^^tip,  Ta.\npw ;  Alex.  To- 
Sr)pcad'-  Gkleroth,  Giultrnth),  a  town  in  the  Shef- 
elah or  low  country  of  Judah  (Josh.  xv.  41;  2  Chr. 
xxviii.  18).  It  is  not  named  in  the  same  group 
with  Gederah  and  (iEdeuoth.vim  in  the  list  in 
Joshua,  but  lay  apparently  a  little  more  to  the 
north  with  Makkedah.  The  notice  in  Chronicles 
shows,  however,  that  all  the  towns  of  these  groups 
were  comparatively  close  together.  G. 

GEDEROTHA'IM  (C\nni2=:to  sheep- 
folds:  Gedoi-athaim),  a  town  in  the  low  country 
of  Judah  (Josh.  xv.  36),  named  next  in  order  to 
Gederah.  The  LXX.  treat  the  word  iis  referring  to 
the  name  preceding  it,  and  render  it  koi  al  iiravKeis 
aiiTTJs.  G. 

GE'DOR  ("1S72  [a  wall] :  Gedor).  1,  (PeS- 
h(i)v\  Alex.  TeSto/j.)  A  town  in  the  mountainous 
part  of  Judah,  named  with  Halhul  and  Bethzur 
(Josh.  XV.  58),  and  therefore  a  few  miles  north  of 
Hebron.  Eusebius  (Onom.  "G*dur")  places  it 
at  ten  miles  south  of  Diospolis,  the  modern  Lfidd; 
but  this  does  not  agree  with  the  requirements  of 
the  passage.  On  the  other  hand,  Hobinson  (iii. 
283)  has  discovered  a  Jedur  half  way  between  Beth- 
lehem and  Hebron,  about  two  miles  west  of  the 
road,  which  very  probably  represents  the  ancient 
site.     The  Gsedur  of  Eusebius  is  more  likely. 

2.  [reScop;  FA.  reSScop.]  The  town  —  appar- 
ently of  Benjamin  —  to  which  ".lehoram  of  Ge- 
dor" belonged,  whose  sons  Joelah  and  Zebadiah 
were  among  the  mighty  men,  "  Saul's  brethren  of 
Benjamin,"  who  joined  David  in  his  difficulties  at 
Ziklag  (1  Chr.  xii.  7).     The  name  has  the  definite 

article  to  it  in  this  passage  ("mSH'^D :  ol  rod 
TeStop).  If  this  be  a  Benjamite  name,  it  is  very 
probably  coimected  with 

3.  {TeSovp;  [in  1  Chr.  viii.  31,  Vat.  Aovp;  in 
ix.  37,  Vat.  Shi.  leSoup.])  A  man  among  the 
ancestors  of  Saul ;  son  of  Jehiel,  the  "  father  of 
Gibeon"  (1  Chr.  viii.  31;  ix.  37). 

4.  The  name  occurs  twice  in  the  genealogies  of 
Judah  —  1  Chr.  iv.  4,  and  18  —  (in  both  shortened 

to  "1^2  :  TeSccp).  In  the  former  passage  Penuel 
is  said  to  be  "  father  of  Gedor,"  while  in  the  latter 
Jered,  son  of  a  certain  ■l'>,ra  by  his  Jewish  wife 
(A.  V.  "  Jehudijah"),  has  the  same  title.  In  the 
Targum,  Jered,  Gedor,  and  other  names  in  this 
ssage,  are  treated  as  being  titles  of  ]Moses,  con- 
on  him  by  Jehudijah,  who  is  identified  with 
I  daughter  of  Pharaoh. 
i5.  In  the  records  of  the  tribe  of  Simeon,  in  1 
iv.  39,  certain  chiefs  of  the  tribe  are  said  to 
We  gone,  in  the  reign  of  Hezekiah,  ''  to  the  en- 
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trance  of  Gedor,  unto  the  east  side  of  the  valley " 
(Nl^Sn),  in  search  of  p;isture  grounds,  and  to  have 
expelled  thence  the  Hamites  who  dwelt  there  in 
tents,  and  the  Maonites  (A.  V.  "habitations'-). 
Simeon  lay  in  the  extreme  south  of  Judah,  and 
therefore  this  Gedor  must  be  a  different  place  from 
that  noticed  above  —  No.  1.  If  what  is  told  in  ver. 
42  was  a  subsequent  incident  in  the  same  expedi- 
tion, then  we  should  look  for  Gedor  between  the 
south  of  Judah  and  Jlount  Seir,  i.  e.  Petra.  No 
place  of  the  name  has  yet  been  met  with  in  that 
direction.  The  LXX.  "(!)oth  MSS.)  read  (ierar  for 
Gedor  (ecoj  rod  iAdelf  Tepapo;  which  agrees  vyell 
both  with  the  situation  and  with  the  mention  of 
the  "pasture,"  and  is  adopted  by  Ewald  (i.  322, 
note).  The  "valley"  (Gdi,  i.  e.  rather  the  "rav- 
ine"), from  the  presence  of  the  article,  would  ap- 
pear to  be  some  well-known  s[K)t;  but  in  our  pres- 
ent limited  knowledge  of  that  district,  no  conjecture 
can  be  made  as  to  its  locaUty.  It  may  be  noticed 
that  A7ic/(a/ (=:wady),  and  not  Gai,  is  the  word 
elsewhere  applied  to  Gerar.  G. 

GEHA'ZI  C'Tq.S  [usually  =  "'Tq"''?  valley 
of  vision,  Ges.;  Fiirst  suggests  from  another  root, 
lessener,  denitr]:  Tie^;  [Vat.  Alex,  -(ei:]  Giezi), 
the  servant  or  boy  of  Elisha.  He  was  sent  as  the 
prophet's  messenger  on  two  occasions  to  the  good 
Shunammite  (2  K.  iv.);  obtained  fraudulently  in  • 
Elisha's  name  money  and  garments  from  Naaman 
was  miraculously  smitten  with  incurable  leprosy, 
and  was  dismissed  from  the  prophet's  service  (2  K. 
v.).  Later  in  the  history  he  is  mentioned  as  being 
engaged  in  relating  to  King  .Joram  all  the  great 
things  which  Elisha  had  done,  when  the  Shunam- 
mite whose  son  Elisha  had  restored  to  life  appeared 
before  the  king,  petitioning  for  her  house  and  land 
of  which  she  had  been  dispossessed  in  her  seven 
years'  absence  in  PhUistia  (2  K.  viii.). 

W.  T.  B. 

GEHEN'NA'(re6Wo),  the  Greek  representa- 
tive of  Dbn"''2,  Josh.  XV.  8,  Neh.  xi.  30  (rendered 
by  LXX.   Vaiivva,  Josh,  xviii.   10;    more  fully 

abn'15  ^%  or  'n-^an  ^%  2  k.  xxiii.  10,  2 

Chr.  xxviii.  3,  xxxiii.  6,  Jer.  xix.  2),  the  "valley  of 
Hinnom,"  or  "of  the  son,"  or  "children  of  H." 
(A.  v.),  a  deep  narrow  glen  to  the  S.  of  Jerusalem, 
where,  after  the  introduction  of  the  worship  of 
the  fire-gods  by  Ahaz,  the  idolatrous  Jews  offered 
their  children  to  Molech  (2  Chr.  xxviii.  3 ;  xxxiii. 
6;  Jer.  vii.  31,  xix.  2-6).  In  consequence  of  these 
abominations  the  valley  was  polluted  by  .losiah  (2 
K.  xxiii.  10);  subsequently  to  which  it  became  the 
common  lay-stall  of  the  city,  where  the  dead  bodies 
of  criminals,  and  the  carcases  of  animals,  and  every 
other  kind  of  filth  was  cast,  and,  according  to  late 
and  somewhat  questionable  authorities,  the  com- 
bustible portions  consumed  with  fire.  From  the 
depth  and  narrowness  of  the  gorge,  and,  ])erhaps, 
its  ever-burnin<r  fires,  as  well  as  from  its  being  the 
receptacle  of  all  sorts  of  putrefying  matter,  and  all 
that  defiled  the  holy  city,  it  became  in  later  times 
the  image  of  the  place  of  everlasting  punishment, 
"  where  their  worm  dieth  not,  and  the  fire  is  not 
quenched ;  "  in  which  the  Talmudists  placed  the 
mouth  of  hell :  "  There  are  two  palm-trees  in  the 
V.  of  H.,  between  which  a  smoke  ariseth  .... 
and  this  is  the  door  of  Grehenna."  (Talmud,  quo- 
ted by  Barclay,  City  of  Great  Kintj,  p.  90 ;  Light- 
foot,  Ceiitui:  Choroijrctph.  Afatt.  procem.  ii.  200.) 
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In  this  sense  the  word  is  used  by  our  blessed 
Lord,  Matt.  v.  2!),  30,  x.  28,  xxiii.  i5,  -33;  Mark 
jc.  43,  45;  Luke  xii.  5;  and  with  the  addition  rod 
irvp6s.  Matt.  v.  22,  xviii.  9;  Mark  ix.  47;  and  by 
St.  James,  iii.  G.  [Hkll;  IIinnom,  Valley  of; 
TOFHET.]  E.  V. 

*  'i'here  is  a  remarkable  passage  in  the  book  of 
Enoch  which  deserves  notice  here,  as  perhaps  the 
earliest  example  in  Jewish  writings  of  the  represen- 
tation of  Gehenna  or  the  Valley  of  Ilinnom  as  a 
place  of  punishment  for  the  wicked.  The  valley  is 
not  mimed  in  the  passage  referred  to,  but  it  is  so 
miinitely  described  in  connection  witii  Jerusalem 
and  Jlount  Zion  that  its  identity  is  unmistakable. 
After  tlie  description,  the  passage  continues  thus :  — 

"Then  I  said:  'What  means  this  blessed  land 
which  is  full  of  trees,  and  this  accursed  valley  in 
the  midst  ?  '  Then  Uriel,  one  of  the  holy  angels 
with  me,  answered  and  said :  '  This  accursed  valley 
is  for  those  wiio  shall  be  accursed  to  eternity:  here 
must  assemble  all  those  who  utter  with  their  mouths 
unseemly  speeches  against  (jod,  and  blaspheme  his 
glory;  here  they  are  to  be  gathered,  and  this  is  the 
place  of  their  punishment.  And  in  the  last  times 
will  the  spectacle  be  given  to  the  righteous  of  a 
just  judgment  on  these  for  ever  and  ever;  for  which 
those  who  have  found  mercy  will  praise  the  Lord  of 
glory,  the  eternal  king.'  "  {Enoch,  c.  27,  Dill- 
inaiin ;  2G,  I-aurence. ) 

»•  This,"  remarks  a  writer  in  the  National  Re- 
view (xviii.  503,  564),  "  is  the  earliest  expression 
of  the  Jewish  belief  respecting  the  scene  and  mode 
of  the  ^lessianic  crisis.  .  .  .  The  Judgment,  it  is 
plain,  was  to  take  place  near  Jerusalem :  and  while 
the  temple  hill  was  to  be  the  citadel  of  reward  to 
the  pious,  the  punishment  of  the  wicked,  in  order 
to  be  within  sight  [comp.  Is.  Ixvi.  24],  would  take 
phice  in  the  valley  of  Hinnom  lielow.  This  sixit, 
it  is  quite  evident,  is  not  figuratively  referred  to,  as 
furnishing  merely  a  nanie  and  symbol  for  the  invis- 
ible i)enalties  of  another  world,  but  literally  desig- 
nated a.s  their  real  topographical  seat:  precisely  a.s 
the  neighboring  heights  are  taken  to  !«  the  proper 
metropolis  of  the  elect.  Both  physical  and  his- 
torical causes  inclined  the  Jewish  imagination  to 
select  this  particular  valley  for  the  fatal  purpose. 
Stretching  towards  the  volcanic  district  to  the  south, 
it  is  said  to  have  emitted  at  times  a  smoke  which 
betrayed  subterranean  fires,  and  which  would  re- 
ceive from  the  Jew  the  same  penal  interpretation 
that  his  Scriptures  had  already  put  on  the  convul- 
Bions  of  the  .\s])li!dtite  basin.  And  as  the  frequent 
scene  of  the  rites  of  Moloch,  it  was  associated  with 
many  horrors,  and  had  received  the  curse  of  the 
prophets  (comp.  2  K.  xxiii.  10;  Jer.  vii.  31-33, 
six.  5-^7,  xxxii.  35;  Is.  xxiv.  15,  24)." 

For  a  fuller  illustration  of  the  suliject,  see  Dill- 
mann's  note  {Dts  Buck  Ilenuch,  pp.  131,  132),  and 
comp.  Enoch,  cc.  xc.  20,  27,  liv.  1,  2,  Ivi.  3,  4  (or 
Ixxxix.  34-37,  liii.  1,  2,  liv.  7,  8,  in  Laurence's 
translation).  The  conception  of  the  writer  appeai-s 
to  have  been,  that  at  the  time  of  the  Messianic 
judgment  the  wicked  would  lie  gathered  in  the 
Valley  of  Ilinnom  in  the  presence  of  the  righteous, 
where  the  cartii  would  ojjen,  as  in  the  case  of  the 
followers  of  Korah  (Num.  xvi.  30),  and  receive 
them  into  the  fiery  lake  beneath.  From  this  con- 
ception of  "  the  accursed  valley "  a.s  the  gate  of 
hell,  the  transfer  of  the  name  Gehenna  to  the  place 
of  punishment  itself  (comp.  the  I>atin  Avernus) 
wa.s  easy  and  natural.  Jahnnnam  is  the  current 
\rabic  name  for  hell,  as  GeJiinnam  is  in  the  Tar- 
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gums  and  the  Talmud  (see  Buxt.  Lex.  Talni.  col. 
395,  and  Liglitfoot  and  W'etstein  on  Matt.  v.  22). 
See  also  Jeiidsh.vpiiat,  Valley  of.  .A.. 

GELI'LOTH  (n'lb'^ba  [circle,  circml]  : 
TaKiXdd;  Alex.  A^aAAiAeofl,  as  if  the  definite  article 
had  been  originall}-  prefixed  to  the  Hebrew  word : 
(ul  tumulos),  a  place  named  among  the  marks  of 
the  south  boundary  line  of  the  tribe  of  Benjamin 
(Josh,  xviii.  17).  The  boundary  went  from  En- 
shemesh     towards    Geliloth,    which     was     "  ofer 

agahist"  (nD3)  the  ascent  of  Adumjiim.  In 
the  description  of  the  north  boundary  of  Judah, 
which  was  identical  at  this'  part  with  the  south  of 
Benjamin,  we  find  Gilgal  substituted  for  (ieliloth, 
with   the   same  specification   as    "over   against" 

(nDS)  the  ascent  of  Adummim  (.Tosh.  xv.  7). 
The  name  Geliloth  never  occurs  again  in  this  lo- 
cality, and  it  therefore  seems  probable  that  Gilgal 
is  the  right  reading.  Jlany  glimpses  of  the  Jor- 
dan valley  are  obtained  through  the  hills  in  the 
latter  part  of  the  descent  from  Olivet  to  Jericho, 
along  which  the  boundary  in  question  appears  to 
have  run;  and  it  is  very  possible  that,  from  the 
ascent  of  Adummim,  Gilgal  appeared  through  one 
of  these  gaps  in  the  distance,  "  over  against "  the 
spectator,  and  thus  furnished  a  point  by  which  to 
indicate  the  direction  of  the  line  at  that  part. 

But  though  Geliloth  does  not  again  appear  in 
the  A.  v.,  it  is  found  in  the  original  bearing  a  pe- 
culiar tojwgraphical  sense.  The  following  extract 
from  the  Apiiendix  to  Professor  Stanley's  /S.  (/•  P 
(1st  edit.)  §  13,  contains  all  that  can  be  said  on 
the    point  :    "  This  word  is  derived  from  a  root 

bba,  'to  roll'  (Gesen.  T/,es.  p.  287  b.).  Of  the 
five  times  in  which  it  occurs  in  Scripture,  two  are 
in  the  general  sense  of  boundary  or  border:  Josh, 
xiii.  2,  'All  the  burdtrs  oi  the  Philistines'  ('6pia)\ 
Joel  iii.  4,  '  All  the  coasts  of  Palestine '  (VaXiKaia 
aK\o(pv\<i}v) ;  and  three  specially  relate  to  the 
course  of  the  Jordan:  Josh.  xxii.  10,  11,  'The 
borders  of  Jordan'  (FaAoaS  toC  'lopSacou):  Ez. 
xlvii.  8,  '  The  east  country '  {els  r^v  TaKiXaiav)- 
It  has  been  pointed  out  in  ch.  vii.  p.  278  note,  that 
this  word  is  analogous  to  the  Scotch  term  '  links,' 
which  has  both  the  meanings  of  Geliloth,  lieiug 
used  of  the  snake-like  windings  of  a  stream,  as 
well  as  with  the  derive<l  mcmiiig  of  a  coast  or 
shore.  Thus  Geliloth  is  distinguished  from  Ciccar, 
which  will  rather  mean  the  circle  of  vegetation  or 
dwellings  gathered  round  the  bends  and  reaches  of 
the  river." 

It  will  not  be  overlooked  that  the  place  (ieliloth, 
noticed  above,  is  in  the  neighborhood  of  the  Jor- 
dan. G. 

GEMAL'LI  ("'V^'^  [comel-owiwr  or  camel- 
keeper]:  ra/JUiKl;  [Vat.  ro/to(:]  Gemalli),  the 
father  of  Ammiel,  who  was  the  "  ruler  "  {Nasi)  of 
Dan,  chosen  to  represent  that  trilie  among  the  spies 
who  explored  the  land  of  Canaan  (Num.  xiii.  12). 

GEMARI'AH  (H^^r.'^tl  [Jehm-ah  requites]: 
ra/xapias;  [Vat.  vv.  10,  11,'  -pei-:]:  Gnmanas). 
1.  Son  of  Shaphan  the  scribe,  and  father  of  Mi- 
chaiah.  He  was  one  of  the  nobles  of  Judah,  and 
had  a  chamber  in  the  house  of  the  Lord,  from 
which  (or  from  a  window  in  which,  Prideaux,  Mi- 
chaelis)  Baruch  read  Jeremiah's  alanning  prophecy 
in  the  ears  of  all  the  people,  b.  c.  000  (Jer.  xxxvi 
[10-12,  25]).     Gemariah  with  the  other  prinoet 


GENEALOGY 

heard  the  Divine  message  with  terror  but  without 
a  sign  of  repentance ;  though  Gemariah  joined  two 
others  in  intreating  king  Jehoiakim  to  forbear  de- 
stroying the  roll  which  they  had  taken  from  Baruch. 

2.  Son  of  Hilkiah,  being  sent  B.  c.  597  by  king 
Zedekiah  on  an  embassy  to  Nebuchadnezzar  at 
Babylon,  was  made  the  bearer  of  Jeremiah's  letter 
to  the  captive  Jews  (Jer.  xxix.).  W.  T.  B. 

GEMS.     [Stones,  Precious.] 

GENEALOGY  (TfveaXoyla),  literally  the  act 
or  art  of  the  yevfa\6yos,  i-  e.  of  him  who  treats 
of  birth  and  family,  and  reckons  descents  and  gen- 
erations. Hence  by  an  easy  transition  it  is  often 
(like  ia-Topia)  used  of  the  document  itself  in  which 
such  series  of  generations  is  set  down.    In  Hebrew 

the  term   for  a  genealogy  or  pedigree   is    "IpD 

JETl^n,  and  nnyin  ~lSp,  « the  book  of  the 
generations;  "  and  because  the  oldest  histories  were 
usually  drawn  up  on  a  genealogical  basis,  the  ex- 
pression often  extended  to  the  whole  history,  as  is 
the  case  with  the  Gospel  of  St.  Matthew,  where 
'•  the  book  of  the  generation  of  Jesus  Christ "  in- 
cludes the  whole  history  contained  in  that  Gospel. 
So  Gen.  ii.  4,  "  These  are  the  generations  of  the 
heavens  and  of  the  earth,"  seems  to  be  the  title  of 
the  history  which  follows.     Gen.  v.  1,  vi.  9,  x.  1, 
xi.  10,  27,  XXV.  12,  19,  xxxvi.  1,  9,  xxxvii.  2,  are 
other  examples  of  the  same  usage,  and  these  pas- 
sages seem  to  mark  the  existence  of  separate  histo- 
ries from  which  the  book  of  (ienesis  was  compiled. 
Nor  is  tliis  genealogical  form  of  history  peculiar  to 
the  Hebrews,  or  the  Semitic  races.     The  earliest 
Greek  histories  were  also  genealogies.     Thus  the 
histories  of  Acusilaus  of  Argos  and  of  Hecataeus  of 
Miletus  were  entitled  VeueaKoyiai,  and  the  frag- 
ments remaining  of  Xanthus,  Charon  of  Lampsacus, 
and  HeUanicus,  are  strongly  tinged  with  the  same 
genealogical  element,"  which  is  not  lost  even'  in  the 
pages  of  Herodotus.     The  frequent  use  of  the  pa- 
tronymic in  Greek,  the  stories  of  particular  races, 
as  Heraclidae,  .\lcma;onid£e,  &c.,  the  lists  of  priests, 
and  kings,  and  conquerors  at  the  Games,  preservetl 
at  Elis,  Sparta,  Olympia,  and  elsewhere ;  the  hered- 
itary monarchies  and  priesthoods,  as  of  the  Bran- 
ludse,  EumolpidiB,  &c.,  in  so  many  cities  in  Greece 
ttd  Greek  Asia;  the  division,  as  old  as  Homer, 
ttto  tribes,.//v)/rt(e,  and  yevn],  and  the  existence  of 
tiibe,  the   (/ens,  and  the  fam'dia  among  the 
omans ;  the  Celtic  clans,  tlie  Saxon  families  using 
k  common  patronymic,  and  their  royal  genealogies 
aing  back  to  the  Teutonic  gods,  these  are  among 
many  instances  that  may  be  cited  to  prove  the 
g  family  and  genealogical  instinct  of  the  an* 
at  world.     Coming  nearer  to  the  Israelites,  it 
be  enough  to  allude  to  the  hereditary  principle, 
the  vast  genealogical  records  of  the  Egj-ptians, 
egards  their  kings  and  priests,  and  to  the  pas- 
on  for  geneiUogies  among  the  Arabs,  mentioned 
Layard  and  others,  in  order  to  show  that  the 
ittention  paid   by  the  Jews  to  genealogies  is  in 
tttire  accordance  with  the  manners  and  tendencies 
their  contemporaries.     In  their  case,  however, 
( was  heightened  by  several  pecuhar  circumstances. 
"he  promise  of  the  land  of  Canaan  to  the  seed  of 
braham,  Isaac,  and  Jacob  successively,  and   the 
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"    0<ra  'EAAa^iKot  'AxowcriAou  Trepc  riav  yevfoXoyuov 
a.irf<l>utvriK€v  (Joseph,  c.  Apion.  i.  3). 
*  Jul.  Africanu.s,  in  his  Ep.  to  Arhtulcs,  expressly 
•ntions  that  the  ancient  genealogical Vecords  at  Jeru-  j  servants, 
i  included  those  who  .vere  descended  from  prose-  I 
56 


separation  of  the  Israelites  from  the  Gentile  world; 
the  expectation  of  Messiah  as  to  spring  from  the 
tribe  of  Judah;  the  exclusively  hereditary  priest- 
hood of  Aaron  with  its  dignity  and  emoluments; 
the  long  succession  of  kings  in  the  line  of  David ; 
and  the  whole  division  and  occupation  of  the  land 
upon  genealogical  principles  by  the  tribes,  families, 
and  houses  of  fathers,  gave  a  deeper  importance  to 
the  science  of  genealogy  aniong  the  Jews  than  per- 
haps any  other  nation.  We  have  already  noted 
the  evidence  of  the  existence  of  family  memoirs 
even  before  the  flood,  to  which  we  are  proljably  in- 
debted for  the  genealogies  in  (jlen.  iv.,  v. ;  and  Gen 
X.,  xi.,  &c.,  indicate  the  continuance  of  the  same 
system  in  the  times  between  the  flood  and  Abra- 
ham.    But  with  Jacob,  the  founder  of  the  nation, 

the  system  of  reckoning  by  genealogies  (K^n^inrT, 
or  in  the  language  of  Moses,  Num.  i.  18,  ly^nn) 
was  much  further  developed.  In  Gen.  xxxv.  22-26 
we  have  a  formal  account  of  the  sons  of  Jacob,  the 
patriarchs  of  the  nation,  repeated  in  Ex.  i.  1-5.  In 
Gen.  xlvi.  we  have  an  exact  genealogical  census  of 
the  house  of  Israel  at  the  time  of  Jacob's  going 
down  to  Egypt.  The  way  in  which  the  former 
part  of  this  census,  relating  to  Keuben  and  Simeon, 
is  quoted  in  Ex.  vi.,  where  the.  census  of  the  tribe 
of  I>evi  is  all  that  was  wanted,  seems  to  show  that 
it  was  transcribed  from  an  existing  document. 
When  the  Israelites  were  in  the  wilderness  of  Si- 
nai, in  the  second  month  of  the  second  year  of  the 
Exodus,  their  number  was  taken  by  Divine  com- 
mand, "  after  their  families,  by  the  house  of  their 
fathers,"  tribe  by  tribe,  and  the  number  of  each 
tribe  is  given  "  by  their  generations,  after  their 
families,  by  the  house  of  their  fathers,  according  to 
the  number  of  the  names,  by  their  poUs,"  Num.  i., 
iii.  This  census  was  repeated  -38  years  afterwards, 
and  the  names  of  the  families  added,  as  we  find  hi 
Num.  xxvi.  According  to  these  genealogical  divis- 
ions they  pitched  their  tents,  and  marched,  and 
offered  their  gifts  and  offerings,  and  chose  the  spies. 
According  to  the  same  they  cast  the  lots  by  which 
the  troubler  of  Israel,  Achan,  was  discovered,  as 
later  those  by  which  Saul  was  called  to  the  throne. 
Above  all,  according  to  these  divisions,  the  whole 
land  of  Canaan  was  parcelled  out  amongst  them. 
But  now  of  necessity  that  took  place  which  always 
has  taken  place  with  respect  to  such  genealogical 
arrangements,  namely,  that  by  marriage,  or  servi- 
tude, or  incorporation  as  friends  and  allies,  jiersons 
not  strictly  belonging  by  birth  to  such  or  such  a 
family  or  tribe,  were  yet  reckoned  in  the  census  as 
belonging  to  them,  when  they  had  acquired  prop- 
erty within  their  borders,  and  were  liable  to  the 
various  services  in  peace  or  war  which  were  per- 
formed under  the  heads  of  such  tril)es  and  families. 
Nobody  supposes  that  all  the  CorneHi,  or  all  the 
Campbells,  sprang  from  one  ancestor,  and  it  is  in 
the  teeth  of  direct  evidence  from  Scripture,  as  well 
as  of  probability,  to  suppose  that  the  Jewish  tribes 
contained  alisolutely  none  but  such  as  were  de- 
scended from  the  twelve  patriardis.^  The  tribe  of 
I>evi  was  probably  the  only  one  which  had  no  ad- 
mixture of  foreign  blood.  In  many  of  the'  Script- 
ure  genealogies,   as    e.  g.  those   of  Caleb,  Joab, 


lytes,  and  yctupai,  as  well  as  those  who  sprang  from 
the  pjitriarohs.  The  registers  in  Ezra  and  Nehemiah 
include  the  Nethinim,  aiui  the  ohiidrea  of  Solomon'o 
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S^ub,  and  the  sons  of  Rephaiah.  &«.,  in  1  Chr. 
iii.  21,  it  is  quite  clear  that  birth  was  not  the 
ground  of  their  incorporation  into  their  respective 
tribes.  [Bechek;  Caleb.]  However,  birth  was, 
and  continued  to  be  throughout  their  whole  na- 
tional course,  the  fmndation  of  all  the  Jewish 
civilization,  and  the  reigns  of  the  more  active 
and  able  kings  and  rulers  were  marked  by  atten- 
tion to  genealogical  operations.  When  David  estab- 
lished the  temple  services  on  the  footing  which  con- 
tinued till  the  time  of  Christ,  he  divided  the  priests 
and  Levites  into  courses  and  companies,  each  under 
the  family  chief.  The  singers,  the  porters,  the 
trumpeters,  the  players  on  instruments,  were  all 
tlius  genealogically  distributed.  In  the  active  stir- 
ring reign  of  Kehoboam,  wo  liave  the  work  of  Iddo 
conceniing  genealogies  (2  Chr.  xii.  15).  When 
Hezekiah  reopened  the  temple,  and  restored  the 
temple  services  which  had  fallen  into  disuse,  he 
reckoned  the  whole  nation  by  genealogies.  This 
appears  from  the  fact  of  many  of  the  genealogies 
in  Chronicles  terminating  in  Ilezekiali's  reign  [Az- 
ABIAH,  5],  from  the  expression  "  So  all  Israel  were 
reckoned  by  genealogies  "  (1  Chr.  ix.  1),  immedi- 
ately following  genealogies  which  do  so  terminate, 
and  from  the  narrative  in  2  Chr.  xxxi.  16-19  prov- 
ing that,  as  regards  the  priests  and  I.«vites,  such  a 
complete  census  wafe  taken  by  Hezekiah.  It  is  in- 
dicated also  in  1  Chr.  iv.  41.  We  learn  too  inci- 
dentally from  Prov.  xxv.  that  Hezekiah  had  a  staff 
of  scribes,  who  would  be  equally  useful  in  transcrib- 
ing genealogical  registers  as  in  copying  out  Prov- 
erbs. So  also  in  the  reign  of  Jotham  king  of 
Judah,  who  among  other  great  works  built  the 
higher  gate  of  the  house  of  the  Lord  (2  K.  xv.  '6b), 
and  was  an  energetic  as  well  as  a  good  king,  we 
find  a  genealogical  reckoning  of  the  Keubenites  (1 
Chr.  V.  17),  probably  in  connection  with  Jotham's 
wars  against  the  Ammonites  (2  Chr.  xxvii.  5). 
When  Zerubbabel  brought  back  the  Captivity  from 
Babylon,  one  of  his  first  cares  seems  to  have  been 
to  take  a  census  of  those  that  returned,  and  to 
settle  them  according  to  their  genealogies.  The 
evidence  of  this  is  found  in  1  Chr.  ix.,  and  the 
duplicate  passage  Neh.  xi. ;  in  1  Chr.  iii.  19 ;  and 
yet  more  distinctly  in  Neh.  vii.  5,  and  xii.  In  like 
manner  Nehemiah,  as  an  essential  part  of  that  na- 
tional restoration  which  he  labored  so  zealously  to 
promote,  gathered  "  together  the  nobles,  and  the 
rulers,  and  the  people,  that  they  might  be  reckoned 
by  genealogy,"  Xeh.  vii.  5,  xii.  26.  The  abstract 
of  this  census  is  preserved  in  I'^ra  ii.  and  Neh.  vii., 
and  a  portion  of  it  in  1  Chr.  iii.  21-24.  That  this 
system  was  continued  after  their  times,  as  far  at 
least  as  the  priests  and  Ix!vites  were  concerned,  we 
learn  from  Neh.  xii.  22;  and  we  have  incidental 
evidence  of  the  continued  care  of  the  Jews  still 
later  to  presene  their  genealogies,  in  such  pa.ssages 
of  the  apocryphal  books  as  1  Mace.  ii.  1-5,  viii.  17, 
xiv.  29,  and  jierhaps  Judith  viii.  1;  Tob.  i.  1,  &c. 
Passing  on  to  the  time  of  the  birth  of  Christ,  we 
have  a  striking  incidental  proof  of  the  continuance 
of  the  .lewish  genealogical  economy  in  the  fact  that 
when  Augustus  ordered  the  census  of  the  empire  to 
be  taken,  the  Jews  in  the  province  of  Syria  immedi- 
ately went  each  one  to  his  own  city,  i.  e.  (as  is 
clear  from  .loseph  going  to  IJethlehem  the  city  of 
David),  to  the  city  to  which  his  tribe,  family,  and 
fatlier's  house  belonged.  So  that  the  return,  if 
completed,  doubtless  exhibited  the  form  of  the  old 
oensuses  taken  by  the  kings  of  Israel  and  Judah. 
Another  proof  is  the  existence  of  our  Lord's  gen- 
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ealogy  in  two  forms  as  given  by  St.  Matthew  aiid 
St.  Luke.  [Genealogy  of  CiniLST.]  The  men- 
tion of  Zachai-ias,  as  "of  the  course  of  Abia,"  of 
Klizabeth,  as  "  of  the  daughters  of  Aaron,"  and  of 
Anna  the  daughter  of  Plianuel,  as  '•  of  the  tribe 
of  Aser,"  are  further  indications  of  the  same  thing. 
And  this  conclusion  is  expressly  confiniied  by-the 
testimony  of  Josephus  in  the  opening  of  his  Life. 
There,  after  deducing  his  own  descent,  "  not  only 
from  that  race  which  is  considered  the  noblest 
among  the  Jews,  that  of  the  priests,  but  from  the 
fii-st  of  the  24  courses  "  (the  course  of  Jehoiarib), 
and  on  the  mother's  side  from  the  Asmonean  .sov- 
ereigns, he  adds,  "  I  have  thus  traced  my  genealogy, 
as  I  have  found  it  recorded  in  the  public  tables  " 
(eV  rats  Srifioalats  Sf \rots  avayfypa/j.fj.epr)v); 
and  again,  Cuntr.  Apion.  i.  §  7,  he  states  that  the 
priests  were  obliged  to  verify  the  descent  of  their 
intended  wives  by  reference  to  the  archives  kept  at 
Jerusalem;  adding  that  it  was  the  duty  of  the 
priests  after  every  war  (and  he  specifies  the  \\ars 
of  Antiochus  Epiph.,  Pompey,  and  Q.  Varus),  to 
make  new  genealogical  tables  from  the  old  ones, 
and  to  ascertain  what  women  among  the  priestly 
families  had  Ijeen  made  prisoners,  as  all  such  were 
deemed  improjier  to  be  wives  of  priests.  As  a  proof 
of  the  care  of  the  Jews  in  such  niatters  he  further 
mentions  that  in  his  day  the  list  of  successive  high 
priests  preserved  in  the  public  records  extended 
through  a  period  of  2000  years.  From  all  this  it 
is  abundantly  manifest  that  the  Jewish  genealogical 
records  continued  to  be  kept  till  near  the  destruction 
of  Jerusalem.  Hence  we  are  constrained  to  disbe- 
lieve the  story  told  by  Africanus  concerning  the 
destruction  of  all  the  Jewish  i^ciiialosips  hy  Hercxl 
the  Great,  in  order  to  conceal  the  iunubleness  of 
his  own  origin.  His  statement  is,  that  up  to  that 
time  the  Hebrew  genealogies  had  been  presen'ed 
entire,  and  tlie  different  families  were  traced  up 
either  to  the  patriarchs,  or  the  first  proselytes,  or 
the  •yeiojpoi  or  mixed  people.  But  that  on  Herod's 
causing  these  genealogies  to  be  burnt,  only  a-  few 
of  the  more  illustrious  Jews  who  had  private  pedi- 
grees of  their  own,  or  who  could  supply  the  lost 
genealogies  from  memory,  or  from  the  books  of 
chronicles,  were  able  to  retain  any  account  of  their 
own  lineage  —  among  whom  he  says  were  the 
Desposyni,  or  brethren  of  our  Lord,  from  whom 
was  said  to  be  derived  the  scheme  (given  by  Afri- 
canus) for  reconciling  the  two  genealogies  of  Christ. 
But  there  can  be  little  doulit  that  the  registers  of 
the  Jewish  tribes  and  families  perished  at  the  de- 
stniction  of  Jerusalem,  and  not  before.  Some  par- 
tial records  may,  however,  have  survived  that  event, 
as  it  is  probable,  and  indeed  seems  to  be  implied  in 
.losephus's  statement,  that  at  least  the  i)riestly 
families  of  the  disj>crsion  had  records  of  their  own 
genealogy.  A\'e  learn  too  from  Benjamin  of  Tudela, 
that  in  his  day  the  princes  .f  t!;e  ('a|)ti\ity  pro- 
fessed to  trace  their  descent  to  liavid,  and  lie  also 
names  others,  e.  y.  R.  Calonymos,  "  a  descendant 
of  the  house  of  David,  as  proved  by  his  pedigree,'' 
vol.  i.  p.  32,  and  K.  I'^leazar  Ben  Tsemaeh,  "  who 
possesses  a  pedigree  of  his  descent  from  the  prophet 
Samuel,  and  knows  the  melodies  which  were  sung 
in  the  temple  during  its  existence,"  ib.  p.  100,  Ac. 
He  also  mentions  descendants  of  the  tribes  of  Dan, 
Zabulon,  and  Naphtali,  among  the  mountains  of 
Khasvin,  whose  prince  was  of  the  trilie  of  I.evi. 
The  patriarchs  of  Jerusalem,   so  called  from  the 

Hebrew  m^N  E?t^"l,  claimed  descent  from  HilW, 
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.he  Babylonian,  of  whom  it  is  said  that  a  genealogy, 
found  at  Jerusalem,  declared  his  descent  from  David 
and  Abital.  Others,  however,  traced  his  descent 
from  Benjamin,  and  from  David  only  through  a 
daughter  of  Shephatiah"  (Wolf,  B.  11.  iv.  380). 
But  however  tradition  may  haive  preserved  for  a 
while  true  genealogies,  or  imagination  and  pride 
have  coined  fictitious  ones,  after  the  destruction  of 
Jerusalem,  it  may  be  safely  affirmed  that  the  Jewish 
genealogical  sjstem  then  came  to  an  end.  Essen- 
tially connected  a.s  it  was  with  the  tenure  of  tiie 
land  on  the  one  hand,  and  with  the  peculiar  priv- 
ileges of  tlie  houses  of  David  and  Ixvi  on  the  other, 
it  naturally  failed  when  the  land  was  taken  away 
from  tlie  Jewish  raee,  and  when  the  promise  to 
David  was  fulfilled,  and  the  priesthood  of  Aaron 
superseded  by  the  exaltation  of  Christ  to  the  right 
hand  of  God.  The  remains  of  the  genealogical 
spirit  among  the  later  Jews  (which  might  of  course 
be  much  more  fully  illustrated  from  Kabbinical 
literature)  has  only  been  glanced  at  to  show  how 
deeply  it  had  penetrated  into  the  Jewish  national 
mind.''  It  remains  to  be  said  tliat  just  notions  of 
the  nature  of  the  Jewish  genealogical  records  are 
of  great  importance  with  a  view  to  the  right  inter- 
pretation of  Scripture.  Let  it  only  be  remembered 
that  these  records  have  respect  to  political  and  ter- 
ritorial divisions,  as  much  as  to  strictly  genealogical 
descent,  and  it  will  at  once  be  seen  how  erroneous 
a  conclusion  it  may  be,  that  all  who  are  called 
"  sons  "  of  such  or  such  a  patriarch,  or  chief  father, 
must  necessarily  be  his  very  children.  Just  as  in 
the  very  first  di\ision  into  tribes  Manasseh  and 
Epliraim  were  numbered  with  their  uncles,  as  if 
they  had  been  sons  instead  of  grandsons  (Gen. 
.xlviii.  5)  of  .Jacob,  so  afterwards  the  names  of  per- 
sons belonging  to  different  generations  would  often 
stand  side  by  side  as  heads  of  families  or  houses, 
and  be  called  the  sons  of  their  common  aiicestor. 
For  example,  Gen.  xlvi.  21  contains  grandsons  as 
well  as  sons  of  lienjamin  [Bkl.vh],  and  Ex.  vi.  24 
probably  eiunnerates  the  son  and  grandson  of  .\ssir 
as  heads,  with  tlieir  father,  of  the  families  of  the 
Korhites.  And  so  in  innumerable  instances.  If 
any  one  family  or  house  became  extinct,  some  other 
would  succeed  to  its  place,  called  after  its  own  chief 
fatlier.  Hence  of  course  a  census  of  any  tribe  drawn 
up  at  a  later  period  would  exhibit  different  divisions 
from  one  drawn  up  at  an  earlier.  Compare,  e.  </., 
the  Ust  of  courses  of  priests  in  Zerubbabel's  time 
(Xeh.  xii.),  with  that  of  those  in  David's  time  (1 
Chr.  xxiv.).<^  The  same  principle  must  be  borne 
in  nund  in  interpreting  any  particular  genealogy. 
The  sequence  of  generations  may  represent  the  suc- 
cession to  such  or  such  an  inheritance  or  headship 
3f  tribe  or  family,  rather  than  the  relationship  of 
father  and  sou.''  Again,  where  a  pedigree  was 
abbreviated,  it  would  naturally  specify  such  genera- 
tions as  would  indicate  from  what  chief  houses  the 
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a  Some  further  information  on  these  modern  Jewish 
genealog'  33  is  given  in  a  note  to  p.  32  of  Asher's  B^nj. 
of  TiieJeia,  vol.  ii.  p.  6. 

f>  Tlius  iu  the  Targum  of  Esther  we  have  Haman's 
pedigree  traced  through  21  generations  to  the  "  impious 
Eisau :  •'  and  Mordecai's  through  42  generations  to 
Abraham.  The  writer  makes  33  generations  from 
Ibraliam  to  King  Saul  I 

c  The  Jews  say  that  only  4  courses  came  baclc  with 
ferubbabel,  and  that  they  were  subdivided  into  24, 
saving  the  rights  of  such  courses  as  should  return 
from  captivity.     See  Seldcn,  0pp.  v.  i.  t.  i.  p.  x. 

d  "  The  term  '  son  of '  appears   to  have  been  used 


person  descended.  In  cases  where  a  name  wm 
common  tlie  father's  name  would  l)e  added  for  dis- 
tinction only.  These  reasons  would  be  well  under- 
stood at  the  time,  though  it  may  be  difficult  now 
to  ascertain  tliem  positively.  Thus  in  tiie  jjedigree 
of  Ezra  (I'^r.  vii.  1-5),  it  would  seem  that  both 
Seraiah  and  Azariah  were  heads  of  houses  (Neh.  x. 
2);  they  are  both  therefore  named.  Hilkiah  is 
named  as  having  been  high-priest,  and  his  identity 
is  established  by  the  addition  "  the  son  of  Shallum "' 
(1  Chr.  vi.  Vi);  the  next  named  is  Zadok,  the 
priest  in  David's  time,  who  was  chief  of  the  16 
courses,  sprung  from  Eleazar,  and  then  follows  a 
complete  pedigree  from  this  Zatlok  to  Aaron.  But 
then  as  regards  the  chronological  use  of  the  Script- 
ure genealogies,  it  follows  from  the  aliove  view  that 
great  caution  is  necessary  in  using  them  as  meas- 
ures of  time,  though  they  are  invaluatjle  for  this 
purpose  whenever  we  can  be  sure  that  they  are 
complete.  What  seems  necessary  to  make  them 
trustworthy  measures  of  time  is,  either  that  they 
should  have  special  internal  marks  of  being  com- 
plete, such  as  where  tlie  mother  as  well  as  the 
father  is  named,  or  some  historical  circumstance 
defines  the  several  relationships,  or,  that  there 
should  be  several  genealogies,  all  giving  the  same 
numljer  of  generations  withiu  the  same  termini. 
When  these  conditions  are  found  it  is  difficult  to 
overrate  the  value  of  genealogies  for  chronology.  In 
determining  however  the  relation  of  generations  to 
time,  some  allowance  must  be  made  for  the  station 
in  life  of  the  persons  in  question.  From  the  early 
marriages  of  the  princes,  the  average  of  even  30 
years  to  a  generation  will  probably  be  found  too 
long  for  the  kings.* 

Another  feature  in  the  Scripture  genealogies 
which  it  is  worth  while  to  notice  is  the  recurrence 
of  the  same  name,  or  modifications  of  the  same 
name,  such  as  Tobias,  Tol)it,  Nathan,  Mattatha, 
and  even  of  names  of  the  same  signification,  in  tlie 
same  family.  This  is  an  indication  of  the  careful- 
ness with  which  the  Jews  kept  their  pedigrees  (as 
otherwise  they  could  not  have  known  tlie  names  of 
their  remote  ancestors);  it  also  gives  a  clew  by 
which  to  judge  of  obscure  or  doubtful  genealogies. 

The  Jewish  genealogies  have  two  forms,  one 
giving  the  generations  in  a  descending,  the  other 
in  an  ascending  scale.  Examples  of  the  descend- 
ing form  may  be  seen  in  Ruth  iv.  18-22,^r  1  Chr. 
iii.  Of  the  ascending,  1  Chr.  vi.  33-43  (A.  V.); 
Ezr.  vii.  1-5.  The  descending  form  is  expressed 
by  the  fonnula  A  begat  B,  and  B  begat  C,  Ac. ; 
or,  the  sons  of  A,  B  his  son,  C  his  son,  &c. ;  or, 
the  sons  of  A,  b,  c,  d;  and  the  sons  of  B,  c,  d, 
e;  and  the  sons  of  C,  K,  f,  g,  &c.  The  ascend- 
ing is  always  expressed  in  the  same  way.  Of  the 
two,  it  is  obvious  that  the  descending  scale  is  the 
one  in  which  we  are  most  likely  to  find  collateral 
descents,  inasmuch  as  it  implies  that  the  object  is 


throughout  the  East  in  those  days,  as  it  still  is,  to 
denote  connection  generally,  either  by  descent  or  suc- 
cession "  (Layard's  Nin.  If  Bab.  p.  613).  The  observa- 
tion is  to  explain  the  inscription  "  Jehu  the  son  of 
Omri." 

e  Mr.  J.  W.  Bosanquet,  in  a  paper  resid  laefore  the 
"  Chronolog.  Instit.,"  endeavors  to  show  that  a  gen- 
eration in  Scripture  language  =  40  years  ;  and  that  St. 
Matthew's  three  divisions  of  14  generations,  conse- 
quently, equal  each  560  years  ;  a  calculation  which 
suits  his  chronological  scheme  exactly,  by  placing  the 
Captivity  in  the  year  b.  c.  563. 
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to  enumerate  the  heirs  of  the  person  at  the  head 
of  the  stem ;  and  if  direct  heirs  failed  at  any  point, 
collateral  ones  would  have  to  be  inserted.  In  all 
cases,  too,  where  the  original  document  was  pre- 
served, when  the  direct  line  failed,  the  heir  would 
naturally  place  his  own  name  next  to  his  immediate 
predecessor,  though  that  predecessor  was  not  his 
father,  but  only  his  kinsman.  Whereas  in  the 
ascending  scale  there  can  be  no  failure  in  the  nature 
of  things.  But  neither  form  is  in  itself  more  or 
less  fit  than  the  other  to  express  either  proper  or 
imputed  filiation. 

Females  are  named  in  genealogies  when  there  is 
any  thing  remarkable  about  them,  or  when  any 
right  or  projierty  is  transmitted  through  them. 
See  Gen.  xi.  29,  xxii.  23,  xxv.  1-4,  xxxv.  22-26; 
Ex.  vi.  23;  Num.  xxvi.  33;  1  Chr.  ii.  4,  19,  50, 
35,  &c. 

The  genealogical  lists  of  names  are  peculiarly 
liable  to  corruptions  of  the  text,  and  there  are  many 
8uch  in  the  books  of  Chronicles,  Ezra,  &c.  Jerome 
speaks  of  these  corruptions  having  risen  to  a  fearful 
height  in  the  LXX. :  "  Sylvam  nomtnum  quae 
scriptorum  vitio  confusa  sunt."  "  Ita  in  Grtec.  et 
I^t.  Codd.  hie  nominimi  liber  vitiosus  est,  ut  non 
tarn  Hebroea  quam  barbara  qua?dam  et  Sarmatica 
nomina  conjecta  arbitrandum  sit."  "  Ssejje  tria 
nomina,  subtractis  e  medio  syllabis,  in  uimm  vo- 
cabulum  cogunt,  vel  .  .  .  unum  nomen  ...  in 
duo  vel  tria  vocabula  dividunt  "  {Prmfnt.  in  Para- 
leip.).  In  like  manner  the  lists  of  high-priests  in 
Josephus  are  so  corrupt  that  the  names  are  scarcely 
recognizable.  This  must  be  bonie  in  mind  in  deal- 
ing with  the  genealogies.  " 

The^Bible  genealogies  give  an  unbroken  descent 
of  the  house  of  David  from  the  creation  to  the 
time  of  Christ.  The  registers  at  Jerusalem  must 
have  supplied  the  same  to  the  priestly  and  many 
other  families.  They  also  inform  us  of  the  origin 
of  most  of  the  nations  of  the  earth,  and  .carry  the 
genealogy  of  the  Edomitish  sovereigns  down  to 
about  the  time  of  Saul.  Viewed  as  a  whole,  it  is 
a  genealogical  collection  of  surpassing  interest  and 
accuracy.  (Kawlinson's  NeroiL  vol.  i.  ch.  2;  Bur- 
lington's Genenl.  Tab. ;  Selden's  Works,  passim ; 
Btpj.  of  TwhkCB  Itin.,  by  A.  Asher.) 

A.  C.  H. 

*  The  late  Prof.  Auberlen  has  .some  thoughts  on 
this  subject  of  the  "  genealogies,"  particularly  those 
in  the  book  of  Genesis,  of  which  it  may  be  well 
to  remind  the  reader.  He  calls  attention  especially 
to  the  uses  of  such  registers  among  the  Hebrews, 
in  whose  minds  it  was  so  imixirtant  to  keep  alive  a 
consciousness  of  their  mission  as  a  national  family, 
set  apart  for  peculiar  religious  purposes.  Such 
registers  are  '■  without  doubt  the  oldest  medium 
through  which  history  was  handed  down  among 
men.  .  .  .  Those  in  the  first  eleven  chapters  of 
Genesis  are  perhaps  the  most  ancient  examples, 
first  of  an  oral,  and  then  of  a  written  tradition,  that 
there  are  on  earth.  .  .  .  They  furnish  the  casting 
or  framework  of  history,  in  the  names  and  num- 
bers of  which  they  largely  consist;  but  such  data, 
it  is  to  be  remarked,  are  to  the  Oriental  living 
things;  they  are  to  him  as  a  gallery  of  family 
pictures,  with  which  an  ever  fresh  remembrance 
and  oral  tradition  may  connect  many  particulars 
which  are  not  recorded.  Of  the  transmission  of 
such  accessf)ry  facts,  we  have  a  remarkable  instance 
in  Gen.  v.  21-24.  The  case  of  the  Table  of  Na- 
tions, so  called,  in  the  tenth  chapter  of  Genesis, 
ihows  how  readily  the  genealogical  register  expands 
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itself  to  historiography,  genealogy  to  ethnography, 
and  ethnography  to  history  (see  Acts  xvii.  26). 
This  Table  contains  notices  of  the  germinant  or- 
ganization of  states  and  kingdoms  with  which  his- 
tory in  its  narrower  sense  begins."  It  is  remarked 
as  disclosing  the  main  object  and  interest  of  "  th« 
genealogies,"  that  they  attach  themselves  almost 
exclusively  to  the  line  of  descent  from  Adam,  which 
contains  the  progenitors  of  the  chosen  race,  of 
which  in  the  fullness  of  time  Christ  was  to  be  bomj 
while  as  to  Cain  a  few  names  only  are  mentioned, 
and  soon  the  succession  in  tliat  line  is  broken  off 
altogether.  Thus  in  Gen.  xi.  10,  the  Messianic 
genealogy  becomes  distinct  from  the  general  or 
human  genealogy ;  or,  in  other  words,  the  human 
genealogy  derives  its  importance  from  the  Messianic. 
The  significance  of  these  registers,  it  is  maintained, 
is  to  be  mainly  found  in  the  recognition  of  this 
Messianic  element  which  pervades  them.  See  the 
full  discussion  in  Auberlen's  Gotlliche  Offenbai-ung: 
ein  apohgetischer  Versudi,  pp.  123-131  (trans,  in 
the  Bibl.  ISacra,  1865,  pp.  395-405).  H. 
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The  New  Testament  gives  us  the  genealogy  of  but 
one  person,  that  of  our  Saviour.  The  priesthood 
of  Aaron  having  ceased,  the  possession  of  the  land 
of  Canaan  being  transferred  to  the  Gentiles,  there 
being  under  the  N.  T.  dispensation  no  difference 
between  circumcision  and  uncircumcision,  barbarian 
and  Scythian,  bond  and  free,  there  is  but  One 
whose  genealogy  it  concerns  us  as  Christians  to  be 
acquainted  with,  that  of  our  Lord  Jesus  Christ. 
Him  the  prophets  announced  as  the  seed  of  Abra- 
ham and  the  son  of  David,  and  the  angel  declai-ed 
that  to  him  should  be  given  the  throne  of  his  father 
David,  that  he  might  reign  over  the  house  of  Jacob 
for  ever.  His  descent  from  David  and  Abraham 
being  therefore  an  essential  part  of  his  Messiahship, 
it  was  right  that  his  genealogy  should  be  given  as 
a  portion  of  Gospel  truth.  Considering,  fifrther, 
that  to  the  Jews  first  he  was  manifested  and 
preached,  and  that  his  descent  from  David  and 
Abraham  was  a  matter  of  special  interest  to  tliem, 
it  seems  likely  that  the  proof  of  his  descent  would 
be  one  especially  adapted  to  convince  them ;  in 
other  words  that  it  would  be  drawn  from  docmnents 
which  they  deemed  authentic.  Such  were  the  ge- 
nealogical records  preserved  at  Jerusalem.  [Gkne- 
ALOGY.]  And  when  to  the  above  consiclerations 
we  add  the  fict  that  the  lineage  of  Jose])h  was 
actually  made  out  from  authentic  records  for  the 
purpose  of  the  civil  census  ordered  by  Augustus,  it 
tecomes  morally  certain  that  the  genealogy  of  Jesus 
Christ  was  extracted  from  the  public  registers. 
Another  consideratioh  adds  yet  further  conviction. 
It  has  often  excited  surprise  that  the  genealogies  of 
Christ  should  both  give  the  descent  of  Joseph,  and 
not  Mary.  But  if  these  genealogies  were  those  con- 
tained in  the  public  registers,  it  could  not  be  other- 
wise. In  them  Jesus,  the  son  of  M.iry,  the  es- 
poused wife  of  Joseph,  could  only  appear  as  Joseph's 
son  (comp.  John  i.  45).  In  transferring  them  to 
the  pages  of  the  Gospels,  the  evangelists  only  added 
the  qualifying  expression  "  as  was  supposed  "  (Luke 
iii.  23,  and  its  equivalent,  Matt.  i.  16). 

But  now  to  approach  the  difficulties  with  which 
the  genealogies  of  ( 'hrist  are  thought  to  be  beset 
These  difficulties  have  seemed  so  considerable  in  all 
ages  .as  to  drive  conunentators  to  very  strange  shifts. 
Some,  as  early  as  the  second  century,  bi-oacheil  the 
notion,  which  Julius  Africanus  vigorously  repudi- 
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»les,  that  the  genealogies  are  imaginary  lists  de- 
signed only  to  set  forth  the  union  of  royal  and 
priestly  descent  in  Christ.  Others,  on  the  contrary, 
to  silence  this  and  similar  solutions,  brought  in  a 
"  Deus  ex  machina,"  in  the  shape  of  a  tradition 
derived  from  the  Desposjui,  in  which  by  an  ingen- 
ious application  of  tlie  law  of  I>evirate  to  uteniie 
brothers,  whose  mother  had  married  first  into  the 
house  of  Solomon,  and  afterwards  into  the  house 
of  Nathan,  some  of  the  discrepancies  were  recon- 
ciled, though  the  meeting  of  the  two  genealogies 
in  Zerubbabel  and  Salathiel  is  whoUy  unaccounted 
for.  Later,  and  chiefly  among  Protestant  divines, 
the  theory  was  invented  of  one  genealogy  being 
Joseph's  and  the  other  Mary's,  a  theory  in  direct 
contradiction  to  the  plain  letter  of  the  Scripture 
narrative,  and  leaving  untouched  as  many  diffi- 
culties as  it  solves.  The  fertUe  invention  of  An- 
nius  of  Viterbo  forged  a  book  in  Philo's  name, 
which  accounted  for  the  discrepancies  by  asserting 
that  all  Clirist's  ancestors,  from  David  downwards, 
had  two  names.  The  circumstance,  however,  of 
one  line  running  up  to  Solomon,  and  the  other  to 
Nathan,  was  overlooked.  Other  fanciful  sugges- 
tions have  been  offered;  while  infidels,  from  Por- 
phjTy  downwards,  have  seen  in  what  they  call  the 
contradiction  of  ^latthew  and  Luke  a  proof  of  the 
spuriousness  of  tlie  tiospels;  and  critics  Uke  Pro- 
fessor Norton,  a  proof  of  such  portions  of  Scripture 
being  interpolated.  Others,  like  Alford,  content 
themselves  with  saying  that  solution  is  impossible, 
without  further  knowledge  than  we  possess.  But 
it  is  not  too  much  to  say  that  after  all,  in  regard 
to  the  main  points,  there  is  no  difficulty  at  all,  if 
only  the  documents  in  question  are  dealt  with  rea- 
sonably, and  after  the  analogy  of  similar  Jewish 
documents  in  the  O.  T.  —  and  that  the  clews  to  a 
right  understanding  of  them  are  so  patent,  and  so 
strongly  marked,  that  it  is  surprising  that  so  much 
diversity  of  opinion  should  have  existed.  The  fol- 
lowing propositions  will  explain  the  true  construc- 
tion of  these  genealogies :  — 

1.  They  are  both  the  genealogies  of  Joseph,  i.  e. 
of  Jesus  Christ,  as  the  reputed  and  legal  son  of 
Joseph  and  Mary.  One  has  only  to  read  them  to 
be  satisfied  of  this.  The  notices  of  Joseph  as  being 
of  the  house  of  David,  by  tlie  same  evangelists  who 
give  the  pedigree,  are  an  additional  confirmation 
(Matt.  i.  20;  Luke  i.  27,  ii.  4,  &c.),  and  if  these 
pedigrees  were  extracted  from  the  public  archives, 
they  must  have  been  Joseph's. 

2.  Tfie  genealogy  of  St.  Matthew  is,  as  Grotius 
most  truly  and  unhesitatingly  asserted,  Joseph's 
genealogy  as  legal  successor  to  the  throne  of  David, 
i.  e.  it  exhibits  the  successive  heirs  of  the  kingdom 
ending  with  Christ,  as  Joseph's  reputed  son.  St. 
Luke's  is  Joseph's  private  genealogy,  exhibiting  his 
real  birtli,  as  David's  son,  and  thus  showing  why 
he  was  heir  to  Solomon's  crown.  This  is  capable 
of  being  almost  denionstrate<l.  If  St.  Matthew's 
genealogy  had  stood  alone,  and  we  had  no  further 
information  on  this  subject  than  it  affords,  we  might 
indeed  have  thought  that  it  was  a  genealogical  stem 
in  the  strictest  sense  of  the  word,  exhibiting  Jo- 
seph's forefathers  in  succession,  from  David  down- 
wards. Hut  immediately  we  find  a  second  genealogy 
of  Joseph  —  that  in  St.  Luke's  Gospel  —  such  is  no 
longer  a  reasonable  opinion.  Because  if  St.  Mat- 
thew's genealogy,  tracing  as  it  does  the  successive 
generations  tlirouijh  the  long  line  of  Jewish  kings, 
had  been  Joseph's  real  paternal  stem,  there  could 
lot  possibly  have  been  room  for  a  second  genealogy.  I 


The  steps  of  ancestry  coinciding  with  the  steps  of 
succession,  one  pedigree  only  could  in  the  nature  of 
things  be  proper.  The  mere  existence,  tlierefore,  of 
a  second  pedigree,  tracing  Joseph's  ancestry  through 
private  persons,  by  the  side  of  one  tracing  it  through 
kings,  is  in  itself  a  proof  that  the  latter  is  not  the 
true  stem  of  birth.  When,  with  this  clew,  we 
examine  St.  Alatthew's  list,  to  discover  whether  it 
contains  in  itself  any  evidence  as  to  when  the  lineal 
descent  was  broken,  we  fix  at  once  ufwn  Jechonias, 
who  could  not,  we  know,  be  literally  the  ftither  of 
Salatliiel,  because  the  word  of  (iod  by  the  mouth 
of  Jeremiah  had  pronounced  him  cJuMess,  and 
declared  that  none  of  his  seed  should  sit  U|K)n  the 
tlirone  of  David,  or  rule  in  Judah  (Jer.  xxii.  30). 
The  same  thing  had  been  declared  concerning  his 
father  Jehoiakim  in  Jer.  xxxvi.  30.  Jechonias, 
therefore,  could  not  be  the  father  of  Salathiel,  nor 
could  Christ  spring  either  from  him  or  his  father. 
Here  then  we  have  the  most  striking  confirmation 
of  the  justice  of  the  inference  drawn  from  finding  a 
second  genealogy,  namely,  that  St.  Matthew  gives 
the  succession,  not  the  strict  birtii ;  and  we  con- 
clude that  the  names  after  the  childless  Jechonias 
are  those  of  his  next  heirs,  as  also  in  1  Chr.  iii.  17. 
One  more  look  at  the  two  genealogies  convinces  us 
tliat  this  conclusion  is  just;  for  we  find  that  the 
two  next  names  following  Jechonias,  Salathiel  and 
Zorobabel,  are  actually  taken  from  the  other  gene- 
alogy, which  teaches  us  that  Salathiel's  real  father 
was  Neri,  of  the  house  of  Nathan.  It  becomes, 
therefore,  perfectly  certain  that  Salathiel  of  the 
house  of  Nathan  became  heir  to  David's  throne 
on  the  failure  of  Solomon's  line  in  Jechonias,  and 
that  as  such  he  and  his  descendants  were  transferred 
as  "  sons  of  Jeconiah  "  to  the  royal  genealogical 
table,  according  to  the  principle  of  the  Jewish  law 
laid  down  Num.  xxvii.  8-11.  The  two  genealogies 
then  coincide  for  two,  or  rather  for  four  generations, 
as  will  be  shown  below.  I'here  then  occur  six 
names  in  St.  Matthew,  which  are  not  found  in  St. 
Luke;  and  then  once  more  the  two  genealogies  co- 
incide in  the  name  of  Matthan  or  ^latthat  (Matt, 
i.  15;  Luke  iii.  24),  to  whom  two  diflerent  sons, 
Jacob  and  Heli,  are  assigned,  but  one  and  the  same 
gi-andson  and  heir  Joseph,  the  husband  of  ^lary, 
and  the  reputed  father  of  Jesus,  who  is  called 
Christ.  The  simple  and  obvious  explanation  of 
this  is,  on  the  same  principle  as  before,  that  Joseph 
was  descended  from  Joseph,  a  younger  son  of  Abiud 
(the  Juda  of  Luke  iii.  26),  but  tliat  on  the  failure 
of  the  line  of  Abiud's  eldest  son  in  Eleazar,  Jo- 
seph's grandfather  Matthan  became  the  heir;  that 
Matthan  hatl  two  sons,  Jacob  and  Heli ;  that  Jacob 
had  no  son,  and  consequently  that  Joseph,  the  son 
of  his  younger  brother  Heli,  became  heir  to  his 
uncle,  and  to  the  throne  of  David.  Thus  the 
simple  principle  that  one  evangelist  exhibits  tliat 
genealogy  w'hich  contained  the  successive  heirs  to 
David's  and  Solomon's  throne,  while  the  other 
exiiii)its  the  paternal  stem  of  him  who  was  the 
heir,  explains  all  the  anomalies  of  the  two  pedigrees, 
their  agreements  as  well  as  their  discrepancies,  and 
the  circumstance  of  there  being  two  at  all.  It 
must  be  added  that  not  only  does  this  theory  ex- 
plain all  the  phenomena,  but  that  that  portion  of 
it  which  asserts  that  Luke  gives  Joseph's  paternal 
stem  receives  a  most  remarkable  confirmation  from 
the  names  which  compose  that  stem.  For  if  v^ 
begin  with  Nathan,  we  find  that  his  son,  Mattatha, 
and  four  others,  of  whom  the  last  was  grandfather 
to  Joseph,  had  names  which  are  merely  modifica- 
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tions  of  Nathan  (Matthat  twice,  and  Mattathias 
twice);  or,  if  we  be;;in  with  Joseph,  we  shall  find 
no  less  than  tiiree  of  his  name  between  him  and 
Nathan:  an  evidence,  of  the  most  convincing  kind, 
that  Joseph  was  lineally  descended  from  Nathan  in 
the  way  St.  Luke  represents  him  to  be  (comp. 
Zeeh.  xii.  12). 

3.  Mary,  the  mother  of  Jesus,  was  in  all  prob- 
ability the  daughter  of  Jacob,  and  first  cousin  to 
Joseph  her  husband."  So  that  hi  point  of  fact, 
though  not  oi  form,  both  the  genealogies  are  as 
much  hers  as  her  husband's. 

But  besides  tiiese  main  difficulties,  as  they  have 
been  thouglit  to  be,  tliere  are  several  others  which 
cannot  be  passed  over  in  any  account,  however  con- 
cise, of  the  genealogies  of  Christ.  The  most  start- 
ling is  the  total  discrepancy  between  them  both  and 
that  of  Zenibbabel  in  the  O.  T.  (1  Chr.  iii.  19-24). 
In  this  last,  of  seven  sons  of  Zerubbabel  not  one 
bears  the  name,  or  any  thing  like  the  name,  of 
Khesa  or  Abiud.  And  of  the  next  generation  not 
one  bears  the  name,  or  any  thing  like  the  name,  of 
Eliakim  or  Joanna,  which  are  in  the  corresponding 
generation  in  Matthew  and  Luke.  Nor  can  any 
subsequent  generations  be  identified.  But  this 
difference  will  be  entirely  got  rid  of,  and  a  remark- 
able harmony  established  in  its  place,  if  we  suppose 
Rliesa,  who  is  named  in  St.  Luke's  Gospel  as  Zerub- 
babel's  son,  to  have  sUpped  into  the  text  from  tlie 
margm.  lihesn  is  in  fact  not  a  name  at  all,  but  it 
is  the  Chaldee  title  of  the  princes  of  the  Captivity, 
who  at  the  end  of  the  second,  and  through  the 
third  century  after  Christ,  rose  to  great  eminence 
in  the  Tjist,  assumed  tlie  state  of  sovereigns,  and 
were  considered  to  ^  of  the  house  of  David.  (See 
preceding  article,  p.  882  b.)  These  princes  then 
were  exactly  what  Zerubbabel  was  in  his  day.     It 

is  very  probable,  therefore,  that  this  title,  StW''^, 
Rhesn,  should  have  been  placed  against  the  name 
of  Zerubbabel  by  some  early  Christian  Jew,  and 
thence  crept  into  the  text.  If  this  lie  so,  St.  Luke 
will  then  give  .loanna,  'luawas,  as  the  son  of 
Zerubbabel.     But  'IwavvM  is  the  very  same  name 

as  Hiinnniah,  T^^yy^,  the  son  of  Zerubbabel  ac- 
cording to  1  Chr.  iii.  1!).  [Hajjaxiah.]  In  St. 
Matthew  this  generation  is  omitted.  In  the  next 
generation  we  identify  Matthew's  Ab-jud  (Abiud), 

TJirT'SS,  with   Luke's  Juda,  in  the  Hebrew  of 

that  day   "VHT]  <Jud),  and  both  with  Hodaiah, 

!in"'mrT,  of  l  Chr.  Vn.  24  (a  name  which  is  act- 
T  :  -       '  ^ 

ually  interchanged  with  Juda,  Hl^n^  Ezr.  iii.  9 ; 

Neil.  xi.  9,  compared  with  l'>.r.  ii.  40;  1  Chr.  ix. 

7),  l)y  tlie  simple  jn-ocess  of  supposing  the  Shemaiah, 

JT'yiDtt?,  of  1  Chr.  iii.  22  to  be  tlie  same  person 

as  the  Shimei,  ^^Ptt?,  of  ver.  19 :  thus  at  the 
same  time  cutting  off'  all  those  redundant  genera- 
tions which  l)riiig  this  genealogy  in  1  (  iir.  iii. 
down  some  200  years  later  than  any  other  in  tlie 
book,  and  long  after  the  close  of  tiie  canon. 

Tiie  next  diflHculty  is  the  ditt'erence  in  the  num- 
ber of  generations  between  the  two  genealogies. 
St.  Matthew's  division  into  three  fourteens  gives 
only  42,  while  St.  Luke,  from  AlmUiam  to  Christ 
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inclusive,  reckons  50,  or,  which  is  more  to  the  point 
(shice  the  generations  between  Al  raham  and  David 
are  the  same  in  both  genealogies),  while  St.  Mat- 
thew reckons  28  from  David  to  Christ,  St.  Luke 
reckons  4-3,  or  42  witliout  Khesa.  But  the  gene- 
alogy itself  supplies  the  explanation.  In  the  sec 
ond  tessarodecad,  including  the  kings,  we  know 
that  three  generations  are  omitted  —  Ahaziah,  Jo- 
ash,  Ainaziah  —  in  order  to  reduce  the  generations 
from  17  to  14 :  the  difference  between  these  17  and 
the  19  of  St.  Luke  being  very  small.  So  in  like 
manner  it  is  obvious  that  the  generations  have  been 
abridged  in  tlie  same  way  in  the  tliird  division  to 
keep  to  the  immlier  14.  The  true  numl)er  would 
l>e  one  much  nearer  St.  Luke's  23  (22  without 
Ithesa),  implying  the  omission  of  about  seven  gen- 
erations in  this  last  division.  Dr.  Jlill  has  shown 
that  it  was  a  common  practice  with  the  Jews  to 
distribute  genealogies  into  divisions,  each  contain- 
ing some  favorite  or  mystical  number,  and  that,  in 
order  to  do  this,  generations  were  either  repeated 
or  left  out.  Thus  in  I'hilo  the  generations  from 
Adam  to  Moses  are  divided  into  two  decads  and 
one  hebdomad,  by  the  repetition  of  Al)raham. 
But  in  a  Samaritan  poem  the  very  same  series  is 
divided  into  two  decads  only,  by  tlie  omission  of 
six  of  the  least  important  names  (  Vindication,  pp. 
110-118). 

Another  difficulty  is  the  apparent  deficiency  in 
the  number  of  the  last  tessarodecad,  which  seems 
to  contain  only  13  names.  But  the  explanation  of 
this  is,  that  either  in  the  process  of  translation,  or 
otherwise,  the  names  of  Jehoiakim  and  Jehoiachin 
have  got  confused  and  expressed  by  the  one  name 
Jechonias.  For  that  Jechonias,  in  ver.  11,  means 
Jehoiakim,  while  in  ver.  12  it  means  Jehoiachin,  is 
quite  certain,  as  Jerome  saw  long  ago.  Jehoiaehin 
had  no  brothers,  but  Jehoiakim  had  three  brothers, 
of  whom  two  at  least  sat  upon  the  throne,  if  not 
three,''  and  were  therefore  named  in  the  genealogy. 
Tlie  two  names  are  very  commonly  considered  as 
the  same,  Iwth  by  (ireek  and  Latin  writers,  e.  y. 
Clemens  Alex.,  Ambrose,  Africanus,  Epiphanius, 
as  well  as  the  author  of  1  Esdr.  (i.  37,  43),  and 
others.  Iren«us  also  distinctly  asserts  tliat  Jo- 
seph's genealogy,  as  given  by  St.  Matthew,  expresses 
both  Joiakim  and  Jechonias.  It  seems  that  this 
identity  of  iianu!  has  led  to  some  corruption  in  the 
text  of  very  early  date,  and  that  the  clause  'lex"" 
vias  Se  (yfuvrjae  rhv  'Iex<"''o«'  has  fallen  out 
between  avTov  and  iirl  rrjr  juer-  Bo/3.,  in  ver.  11. 
The  Cod.  \&t.  B  contains  the  clause  only  aftei 
Ba^uKuvos  in  ver.  12,  where  it  seems  less  proi)ei 
(see  Alf'ord's  Gretk  Test.). 

The  last  ditiSculty  of  sufficient  importance  to  be 
mentioned  here  is  a  chronological  one.  In  both 
the  genealogies  tliere  are  liut  three  names  l)etween 
Salmon  and  l)a^  id  —  15oaz,  t)bed,  Jesse.  But, 
according,  to  the  common  chnmology,  from  the 
entrance  into  Canaiin  (when  Salmon  M-as  come  to 
man's  estate)  to  the  birtii  of  David  was  40.5  years, 
or  from  that  to  500  years  and  upwards.  Now  for 
aliout  an  equal  period,  from  Solomon  to  Jehoiacliin, 
St.  Luke's  genealogy  contains  20  names.  Obvi- 
ously, therefore,  either  the  clironology  or  the  gene- 
alogy is  wrong.  But  it  cannot  be  tiie  genealogy 
(which  is  repeated  four  times  over  witliout  any  vari- 
ation), because  it  is  supported  by  eiylit  other  gene- 


by  her  mother  (Patritiu?,  Dissert.  Ix.  &c.,  De  Gen. 
Jes.  Christi). 

b  See  Jer.  xxii.  11. 
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ilogies,"  which  all  contain  about  the  same  number 
of  generations  from  the  Patriarchs  to  David  as 
David's  own  line  does:  except  that,  as  was  to  be 
expected  from  Judah,  Hoaz,  and  Jesse  being  all 
advanced  in  years  at  the  time  of  the  birth  of  their 
sons,  David's  line  is  one  of  the  shortest.  The 
number  of  generations  in  the  genealogies  referred 
to  is  14  in  five,  15  in  two,  and  11  in  one,  to  corre- 
spond with  the  11  in  David's  line.  There  are  other 
genealogies  where  the  series  is  not  complete,  but 
not  one  which  contains  more  generations.  It  is 
the  province  therefore  of  Chronology  to  square  its 
calculations  to  the  genealogies.  It  must  suffice 
here  to  assert  that  the  shortening  the  interval  be- 
tween the  Exodus  and  David  by  about  200  years, 
which  brings  it  to  the  length  indicated  by  the  gene- 
alogies, does  in  the  most  remarkable  manner  bring 
Israelitish  history  into  harmony  with  Egyptian, 
with  the  traditional  .Jewish  date  of  the  Exodus, 
with  the  fragment  of  Edomitish  history  preserved 
in  Gen.  xxxvi.  31—39,  and  with  the  internal  evi- 
dence of  the  Israelitish  history  itself.  The  follow- 
ing pedigree  will  exhibit  the  successive  generations 
as  given  by  the  two  Evangelists :  — 


According 

to 
St.  Luke. 


Adam 

Scth 

En  03 

I 
Cain  an 

I 
Maleleel 

Jared 

Enoch 

Matliusala 

Laraech 

Noah 

Shem 

Arphaxad 

Cainan 

8ula 

Heber 

I 
Phalec  (Pcleg) 

Ragau  (lieu) 


According 
to  Matt, 
and  Luke. 


Saruch  (Seriig) 

Nachor 

Thara  (Terah; 

Abraham 

Isaac 

Jacob 


Pharez 

Ezrom 

Aram  (Ram) 

Amiuadab 

Naasson 
1 
Salmon=Rachab 

Booz=Ruth 

Obed 

Jesse 

David=Bathsheba 


According 

Solomon 

According 

Nathan 

to  Matt. 

1 

to  Luke. 

1 

Roboam 

Mattatha 

■    , 

Aliia 

Menan 
Melca 

aL 

Josaphat 

Eliakim 
1 

Joram  (Ah 

aziali. 

Jonan 

JouBh,  Amaziali) 

1 

[ 

Joseph 

Ozias 
1 

Juda 

Joathara 

1 

Simeon 

Achaz 

1 

EzeKias 

Levi 

1 

1 

Matthat 

Man  asses 
1 

1 
Joritn 

Am  on 

1 

Eliezer 

Josias 
1 

Jose 

Jechonins  ( 

•.  e.  Jc- 

I 

hoiakim)  and  his 

brothers  ( 

.  e.  Je- 

1 

hoahaz.  Z 

Mlekiab. 

Elmodain 

and  Shall 

im) 

1 

Jechonias  (i.  e.  Je- 
lioiachin),  child- 
less 


CoBam 
Addl 
Melchi 
Neri 


{Matt,  and  Luke)        | 

.    Salathiel 

Zorobabel  (the  Prince  or  Rhesa) 

Joanna  (Hananiah,  in  I  Chr.  iii.  19, 
omitted  by  Matthew,  i.  13) 

luda,  or  Ab-iud  (Hodaiah,  1  Chr. 
iii.  24) 


Eliakim 

I 

Azor 

Sadoc 

1 
Achim 

Eliud 

Eleazar 


Joseph 
Semei 


Maath 

Nagg» 

Esli 

Naura 

I 
Amos 

Mattatliiaa 

Joseph 

Janna 

Melchi 


(Matt,  and  Luke.) 


His  heir  was  Matthan  or  Matthat 


I       (Matt,  and  Luke.)         | 


a  Those  of  Zadok,  Heman  Ahimoth,  A.saph,  Ethan, 
•n  1  Chr.  vi. ;  that  of  Abiathar,  made  up  from  dif- 
ferent notices  of  his  ancestors  in  1  Sam. ;  that  of  Saul, 


Mary  =^  Jacob's  heir  was  Joseph 

Jksus,  called  Christ. 

Thus  it  will  be  seen  that  the  whole  number  of 
generations  from  Adam  to  Christ,  both  inclusive, 
is  74,  without  the  second  Cainan  and  Khe.sa.  In- 
cluding these  two,  and  adding  the  name  of  God, 
Augustine  reckoned  77,  and  thought  the  number 
typical  of  the  forgiveness  of  all  sins  in  baptism  by 
Him  who  was  thus  born  in  the  77th  generation, 
alluding  to  Matt,  xviii.  22 ;  with  many  other  won- 
derful speculations  on  the  hidden  meaning  of  the 
numbers  3,  4,  7,  10,  11,  and  their  additions  and 
multiplications  (  Qiuest.  Evang.,  1.  ii.  c.  6).  Irenreus, 
who  probably,  like  Africanus  and  Eusebius,  omittad 
Matthat  and  Levi,  leckoned  72  generations,  which 
he  connected  with  the  72  nations,  into  which,  ac- 
cording to  Gen.  x.  (LXX.),  mankind  was  divided, 
and  so  other  fathers  likewise. 

For  an  account  of  the  different  explanations  that 
have  been  given,  both  by  ancient  and  modern  com- 
mentators, the  reader  may  refer  to  the  elaborate 
Dissertation  of  Patritius  in  his  2d  vol.  De  Evan- 
geliis  ;  who,  however,  does  not  contribute  much  to 
elucidate  the  difficulties  of  the  case.  The  opinions 
advanced  in  the  foregoing  article  are  fully  discussed 
in  the  writer's  work  on  the  Genenloyies  of  our 
Lord  Jesus  Christ ;  and  much  valuable  matter  will 
be  found  in  Dr.  Mills'  Vindication  of  the  Geneal., 
and  in  Grotius's  note  on  Luke  iii.  23.  Other  trea- 
tises are,  Gomarus,  De  Geneal.  Chrisli ;  Hottinger, 
Dissert,  dius  de  Geneal.  Christi ;  G.  G.  Voss,  De 
J.  Chr.  Geneal. ;  Yardley,  On  the  Geneal.  of  J. 
Chr.,  &c.  A.  0.  H. 

from  1  Chr.  viii.,  ix.,  and  1  Sam.  ix. ;   and  that  ol 
Zabad  in  1  Chr.  ii. 


GENERATION 
GENERATION.   1.  Abstract.  —  Time, either 
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definite  or  indefinite.  The  primary  meaning  of  the 
Heb.  11"^  is  revolution;  hence  periml  of  time: 
comp.  TrepioSos,  ^yiavrds,  and  annii.<<.  l<"rom  the 
general  idea  of  a  period  comes  tlie  more  special 
notion  of  an  age  or  .generation  of  men,  the  ordi- 
nary period  of  human  life.  In  this  point  of  view 
the  history  of  the  word  seems  to  be  directly  con- 
trasted with  that  of  the  Lat.  seculum ;  which, 
starting  with  the  idea  of  breed,  or  race,  acquired 
the  secondary  signification  of  a  definite  period  of 
time  (Censorin.  de  Die  Nat.  c.  17). 

In  the  long-lived  Patriarchal  age  a  generation 
seems  to  have  been  computed  at  100  years  (Gen. 
XV.  16;  comp.  13,  and  Ex.  xii.  40);  the  later 
reckoning,  however,  was  the  same  which  has  been 
adopted  by  other  civilized  nations,  namely,  from 
thirty  to  forty  years  (Job  xlii.  IG ).  For  yenera- 
tion  in  the  sense  of  a  defini/e  period  of  time,  see 
Gen.  XV.  IG ;  Deut.  xxiii.  3,  4,  8,  &c. 

As  an  indefinite  period  of  time :  for  time  past 
see  Deut.  xxxii.  7;  Is.  Iviii.  12;  for  time  future 
see  Ps.  xlv.  17,  Ixxii.  5,  &c. 

2.  Concrete.  —  The  men  of  an  age,  or  time.  So 
generation  =  coiitemj}oraries  (Gen.  vi.  9;  Is.  Uii. 
8 ;  see  Lowth  ad  he. ;  Ges.  Lex. ;  better  than 
"feterna  generatio,"  or  "  multitudo  creditura"); 
posterity,  especially  in  legal  formulaj  (I^v.  iii.  17, 
&c.);  fathers,  or  ancestors  (Ps.  xlix.  19;  Kosenm. 
Sclwl.  ad  loc. ;  comp.  2  Chr.  xxxiv.  28).  Dropping 
the  idea  of  time,  generation  conies  to  mean  a  race, 
or  class  of  men;  e.  g.  of  the  righteous  (Ps.  xiv. 
5,  &c.);  of  the  wicked  (Deut.  xxxii.  5;  Jer.  vii. 
29,  where  "generation  of  his  wrath  "  =  against 
which  God  is  angry). 

In  A.  V.  of  N.  Test,  three  words  are  rendered 
by  generation :  — 

(1.)  Vividis,  properly  getieratio ;  but  in  Matt. 
i-  1  $i0\os  jfvefffcos  =  rmyin  ~15D  =  a  ge- 
nealogical scheme.  (2.)  Fevi/ri^aTo,  pi.  ofy^vvT,/iia, 
Matt.  lii.  7,  &c.,  A.  V.  generation ;  more  properly 
brood  [of  vipers],  as  the  result  of  generation  in  its 
primary  sense.  (3.)  rei/ed  in  most  of  its  uses 
corresponds  with  the  Heb.  ~lT^  [see  above]. 

For  the  abstract  and  indefinite,  see  Luke  i.  50 ; 
Eph.  iii.  21  (A.  V.  "ages"),  future:  Acts  xv.  21 
(A.  V.  "of  old  time"),  Eph.  iii.  5  (A.  V. 
"ages"),  past.  For  concrete,  see  Matt.  xi.  16. 
For  generation  without  reference  to  time,  see  Luke 
xyi.  8,  "  in  their  generation  "  [A.  V.],  i.  e.  in  their 
disposition,  "indoles,  ingeniuni,  et  ratio  homi- 
num,"a  (Schleusn.):  in  Matt.  i.  17,  "aU  the  gen- 
erations;" either  concrete  use,  sc.  "familiffi  sibi 
invicem  succedentes;  "  or  abstract  and  defnite,  ac- 
cording to  the  view  which  may  be  taken  of  the 
difficulties  connected  with  the  genealogies  of  our 
Lord.     [Genkalogy.]  T.  E.  B. 

♦GENERATION  or  GENERATIONS, 

as  the  translation  of  rm^^PI  or  yfvfats,  has 
these  secondary  meanings  in  the  A.  V. :  first,  a  gen- 
ealogical register  (as  Gen.  v.  1);  second,  a  family 
history  ((]en.  vi.  9,  xxv.  19,  etc.),  since  early  his- 
tory among  the  Orientals  is  drawn  so  much  from 


a  *Me>er  {in  loc.)  takes  the  V.n-i-k  .■xpiossion  as 
meaning  "in  respect  to  their  oun  r:M<.  ■  ,.  e.  their 
kindredship  in  a  moral  sense.  Tlie  wurldl.v  in  their 
dealings  witli  ck  h  other  are  wiser  in  worldly  things 
than  the  children  of  lij^ht  in  spiritual  things.      U. 


genealogical  registers;  and  third,  a  history  of  the 
origin  of  things  as  well  as  iiersons,  e.  g.  of  the 
earth  (Gen.  ii.  4).  jj 

GENES'ARETH.  In  this  form  the  name 
appears  in  the  edition  of  the  A.  V.  of  1611  in 
Mark  vi.  53  and  Luke  v.  1,  following  the  speliin<r 
of  the  Vulgate.  In  Matt.  xiv.  34,  where  the  Vulg! 
has  Genesar,  the  A.  V.  originally  followed  the  Re- 
ceived Greek  Text  —  Genesaret.  The  oldest  MSS. 
have,  however,  Tevvr]aapfT  in  each  of  the  thtee 
places.      [Gexxesakkt.] 

GEN'ESIS  (n^tpSn?:  reVeTi,:  Genem; 
called  also  by  the  later  Jews  rD^^";  "i????),  the 
first  book  ©f  the  Law  or  PentateuT;h."  " 

A.  The  book  of  Genesis  has  an  interest  and  an 
miportance  to  which  no  other  document  of  antiquity 
can  pretend.  If  not  absolutely  tlie  oldest  book  in 
the  world,  it  is  the  oldest  which  lays  any  claim 
to  being  a  trustworthy  history.  There  may  be 
some  papyrus-rolls  in  our  Museums  which  were 
written  in  Egypt  about  the  same  time  that  the 
genealogies  of  the  Semitic  race  were  so  carefully 
collected  in  the  tents  of  the  Patriarchs.  Put  these 
rolls  at  best  contain  barren  registers  of  little  service 
to  the  historian.  It  is  said  that  there' are  fragments 
of  Chinese  literature  which  in  their  present  form 
date  back  as  far  as  2200  years  is.  c,  and  even  more.* 
But  they  are  either  calendars  containing  astronom- 
ical calculations,  or  records  of  merely  local  or  tem- 
porary interest.  Genesis,  on  the  contrary,  is  rich 
in  details  respecting  other  races  besides  the  race 
to  which  it  more  immediately  belongs.  And  the 
Jewish  pedigrees  there  so  studiously  preserved  are 
but  the  scaffolding  whereon  is  reared  a  temple  of 
universal  history. 

If  the  religious  books  of  other  nations  make  any 
pretensions  to  vie  with  it  in  antiquity,  in  all  other- 
respects  they  are  immeasurably  inferior.  The  Man- 
tras, the  oldest  portions  of  the  Vedas,  are,  it  would 
seem,  as  old  as  the  fourteenth  century  is.  c.c  The 
Zendavesta,  in  the  opinion  of  competent  scholars, 
is  of  very  much  more  modern  date.  Of  the  Chi- 
nese sacred  books,  the  oldest,  the  Yih-king,  is  un- 
doubtedly of  a  venerable  antiquity,  but  it  is  not 
certain  that  it  was  a  religious  book  at  all;  while 
the  writings  attributed  to  Confucius  are  certainly 
not  earlier  than  the  sixth  century  n.  c' 

But  Genesis  is  neither  like  tiie  \'wlas,  a  collec- 
tion of  hymns  more  or  less  sublime;  nor  like  the 
Zendavesta,  a  philosophic  speculation  on  the  origin 
of  all  things;  nor  like  the  Yih-king,  an  unintel- 
ligible jumble  whose  expositors  could  twist  it  from 
a  cosmological  essay  into  a  standard  treatise  on 
ethical  philosophy.*  It  is  a  history,  and  it  is  a 
religious  history.  The  earlier  portion  of  the  book, 
so  far  as  the  end  of  the  eleventh  cliaptcr.  may  lie 
properly  termed  a  history  of  the  world;  the  hitter 
is  a  liistorv  of  the  fatbei-s  of  the  .lewish  race.  But 
from  first  to  last  it  is  a  leliuioiis  history:  it  begins 
with  the  erealioii  (,r  tin-  worl.l  and  of  liian;  it  tolls 
of  the  early  li:iii|iiriess  ol'  a  I'aradise  in  which  (Jod 
spake  with  man;  of  the  first  sin  and  its  conse- 
quences; of  the  promise  of  iiedeiiiiition ;  of  the 
gigantic  growth  of  sin,  and  tlie  judgment  of  the 
Flood ;  of  a  new  earth,  and  a  new  covenant  with 


b  Gfrijrer,   Vrgesr/iukte,  i.  s.  215. 
e  See  Colebrooke,  A.'<iat.  Re.f.  vli.  283,  and  Professot 
Wilson's  pref  100  to  Ids  translation  of  the  Rig-  Veda, 
il  Gfriirer.  i.  'I'D. 
e  Hardwiok,  C/irlit  and  other  Masters,  iii.  i.  p.  16. 
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man,  its  unchangeableness  typified  by  the  bow  in 
the  heavens;  of  the  dispersion  of  the  human  race 
over  the  world.  And  then  it  passes  to  the  story 
of  Redemption ;  to  the  promise  given  to  Abraham, 
and  renewed  to  Isaac  and  to  Jacob,  and  to  all  that 
chain  of  circumstances  which  paved  the  way  for  the 
great  symbolic  act  of  Redemption,  when  with  a 
mighty  hand  and  a  stretched  out  arm  Jehovah 
brought  his  people  out  of  Egypt. 

It  is  very  important  to  bear  in  mind  this  relig- 
ious a-spect  of  the  history  if  we  would  put  our- 
selves in  a  position  rightly  to  understand  it.  Of 
course  the  facts  must  be  treated  like  any  other  his- 
torical facts,  sifted  in  the  same  way,  and  subjected 
to  the  same  laws  of  evidence.  But  if  we  would 
judge  of  the  work  as  a  whole  we  must  not  forget 
the  evident  aim  of  the  writer.  It  is  only  in  this 
way  we  can  understand,  for  instance,  why  the  his- 
tory of  the  Fall  is  given  with  so  much  minuteness 
of  detail,  whereas  of  whole  generations  of  men  we 
have  nothing  but  a  bare  catalogue.  And  only  in 
this  way  can  we  account  for  the  fact  that  by  far  the 
greater  portion  of  the  book  is  occupied  not  with 
the  fortunes  of  nations,  but  with  the  biographies  of 
the  three  patriarchs.  For  it  was  to  Abraham,  to 
Isaac,  and  to  Jacob  that  God  revealed  himself.  It 
was  to  them  that  the  promise  was  given,  which  was 
to  be  the  hojie  of  Israel  till  "  the  fullness  of  the 
time  "  should  come.  And  hence  to  these  wander- 
ing sheikhs  attaches  a  grandeur  and  an  interest 
greater  than  that  of  the  Babels  and  Nimrods  of 
the  world.  The  minutest  circmnstances  of  their 
lives  are  worthier  to  be  chronicled  than  the  rise  and 
fall  of  empires.  And  this  not  merely  from  the 
patriotic  feeling  of  the  writer  as  a  Jew,  but  from 
his  religious  feeling  as  one  of  the  chosen  race.  He 
lived  in  the  land  given  to  the  fatheFs ;  he  looked  for 
the  seed  promised  to  the  fathers,  in  whom  himself 
and  all  the  families  of  the  earth  should  be  blessed. 

B.  Unity  and  Degi(/n.  —  That  a  distinct  plan 
and  method  characterize  the  work  is  now  generally 
admitted.  This  is  acknowledged  in  fact  quite  as 
much  by  those  who  contend  for,  as  by  those  who 
deny  the  existence  of  different  documents  in  the 
book.  Ewald  and  Tuch  are  no  less  decided  advo- 
cates of  the  unity  of  Genesis,  so  far  as  its  plan  is 
concerned,  than  Ranke  or  Ilengstenberg.  Ewald 
indeed  (in  his  C'miixmlkm  der  Genesis)  was  the 
first  who  &stablished  it  satisfactorily,  and  clearly 
pointed  out  the  principle  on  which  it  rests. 

What,  then,  is  the  plan  of  the  writer?  First, 
we  must  bear  in  mind  that  Genesis  is  after  all  but 
a  portion  of  a  larger  work.  The  five  books  of  the 
Pentateuch  form  a  consecutive  whole:  they  are  not 
merely  a  collection  of  ancient  fragments  loosely 
strung  together,  but,  as  we  shall  prove  elsewhere, 
a  well-dii^ested  and  connected  composition.     [Pex- 

TATECCH.] 

The  great  subject  of  this  history  is  the  establish- 
ment of  the  Theocracy.  Its  central  point  is  the 
giving  of  the  Law  on  Sinai,  and  the  solemn  cov- 
enant there  ratified,  whereby  the  Jewish  nation  was 
constituted  "  a  kingdom  of  pi-iests  and  a  holy  na- 
tion to  .lehovah."  With  reference  to  this  great 
central  feet  all  the  rest  of  the  narrative  is  grouped. 

Israel  is  the  people  of  God.  God  rules  in  the 
midst  of  them,  having  chosen  them  to  himself. 
But  a  nation  must  have  laws,  therefore  He  gives 
them  a  law;  and,  in  virtue  of  their  peculiar  rela- 
tiouship  to  God,  tliis  body  of  laws  is  both  reliffious 
and  political,  defining  their  duty  to  God  as  well  as 
their  duty  to  their  neighbor.     Fm-ther,  a  nation 
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must  have  a  land,  and  the  promise  of  the  land  and 
the  preparation  for  its  possession  are  all  along  kept 
in  view. 

The  book  of  Genesis  then  (with  the  first  chap- 
ters of  Exodus)  describes  the  steps  which  led  to  the 
establishment  of  the  Theocracy.  In  reading  it  we 
miLst  remember  that  it  is  but  a  part  of  a  more  ex- 
tended work ;  and  we  must  also  bear  in  mind  these 
two  prominent  ideas,  which  give  a  characteristic 
unity  to  the  whole  composition,  namely,  the  people 
of  God,  and  the  promised  land. 

We  shall  then  observe  that  the  history  of  Abra- 
ham holds  the  same  relation  to  the  other  portions 
of  Genesis,  which  the  giving  of  the  I^w  does  to 
the  entire  Pentateuch.  Abraham  is  the  father  of 
the  Jewish  Nation :  to  Abraham  the  Laiid  of  Ca- 
naan is  first  given  in  promise.  Isaac  and  Jacob, 
though  also  prominent  figures  in  the  narrative,  yet 
do  but  inherit  the  promise  as  Abraham's  children, . 
and  Jacob  especially  is  the  chief  connecting  link  in 
the  chain  of  events  which  leads  finally  to  the  pos- 
session of  the  land  of  Canaan.  In  like  manner  the 
former  section  of  the  book  is  written  with  the  same 
obvious  purpose.  It  is  a  part  of  the  writer's  plan 
to  tell  us  what  the  divine  preparation  of  the  world 
was  in  order  to  show,  first,  the  significance  of  the 
caU  of  Abraham,  and  next,  the  true  natiu-e  of  the 
•Jewish  theocracy.  He  does  not  (as  Tuch  asserts) 
work  backwards  from  Abraham,  till  he  comes  in 
spite  of  himself  to  the  beginning  of  all  things. 
He  does  not  ask,  Who  was  Abraham  ?  answering, 
of  the  posterity  of  Shem ;  and  who  was  Shem  ?  a 
son  of  Noah;  and  who  was  Noah?  etc.  But  he 
b^ins  with  the  creation  of  the  world,  because  the 
God  who  created  the  world  and  the  God  who  re- 
vealed himself  to  the  fathers  is  the  same  God.  Je- 
hovah, who  commanded  his  people  to  keep  holy  the 
seventh  day,  was  the  same  God  who  in  six  days 
created  the  heavens  and  the  earth,  and  rested  on 
the  seventh  day  from  all  his  work.  Tlie  God  who, 
when  man  had  fallen,  visited  him  in  mercy,  and 
gave  him  a  promise  of  redemption  and  victory,  is 
the  God  who  sent  Moses  to  deliver  his  jjeople  out 
of  Egj-pt.  He  who  made  a  covenant  with  Noah, 
and  through  him  with  "all  the  families  of  the 
earth,"  is  the  God  who  also  made  himself  known 
as  the  God  of  Abraham,  of  Isaac,  and  of  Jacob 
In  a  word,  creation  and  redemption  are  eternally 
linked  together.  This  is  the  idea  which  in  fa«t 
gives  its  shape  to  the  history,  although  its  distinct 
enunciation  is  reserved  for  the  N.  T.  There  we 
learn  that  all  things  were  created  by  and  for  Christ, 
and  that  in  him  all  things  consist  (Col.  i.  16,  17); 
and  that  by  the  church  is  made  known  unto  prin- 
cipalities and  powers  the  manifold  wisdom  of  God. 
It  would  be  impossible,  therefore,  for  a  book  which 
tells  us  of  the  beginning  of  the  church,  not  to  telJ 
us  also  of  the  beginning  of  the  world. 

The  book  of  Genesis  has  thus  a  character  at  once 
special  and  universal.  It  embraces  the  world ;  it 
speaks  of  God  as  the  God  of  the  whole  human  race. 
But  as  the  introduction  to  Jewish  history,  it  makes 
the  universal  interest  subordinate  to  the  national. 
Its  design  is  to  show  how  God  revealed  himself  to 
the  first  fathers  of  the  .Jewish  race,  in  order  that 
he  might  make  to  himself  a  nation  who  should  be 
his  witnesses  in  the  midst  of  the  earth.  This  is 
the  inner  principle  of  unity  which  pervades  the 
book.  Its  exteraal  framework  we  are  now  to  ex 
amine.  Five  principal  persons  are  the  pillars,  so 
to  speak,  on  which  the  whole  superstructure  rests: 
!  Adam,  Noah,  Abraham,  Isaac,  and  Jacob. 


890  GENESIS 

I.  Adam.  —  The  creation  of  the  world,  and  the 
earliest  history  of  mankind  (ch.  i.-iii.).  As  yet, 
no  divergence  of  tlie  ditterent  families  of  man. 

II.  Noah.  —  The  history  of  Adam's  descendants 
to  the  death  of  Noah  (iv.-ix.).  —  Here  we  have  (1 ) 
the  line  of  Cain  branching  off  while  the  history 
follows  tlie  fortunes  of  Seth,  whose  descendants 
are  (2)  traced  in  genealogical  succession,  and  in  an 
unbroken  line  as  far  as  Noah,  and  (3)  the  history 
of  Noali  himself  (vi.-ix.),  continued  to  his  death. 

in.  Abniham.  —  Noah's  posterity  till  the  death 
of  Abraham  (x.-xxv.  18).  —  Here  we  have  (1)  the 
peopling  of  the  whole  eai'th  by  the  descendants  of 
Noah's  three  sons  (xi.  1-9).  The  history  of  two 
of  these  is  then  droppetl,  and  (2>  the  line  of  Shem 
only  pursued  (xi.  10-'-i2)  as  far  as  Terah  and  Abra- 
ham, where  the  genealogical  table  breaks  off.  Qi) 
Abraliam  is  now  the  prominent  figure  (xii.-xxv. 
18).  But  as  Terah  hatl  two  other  sons,  Nahor  and 
Haran  (xi.  27),  some  notices  resj)ecting  their  fam- 
ilies are  added,  loot's  migration  with  Abraham 
into  the  land  of  Canaan  is  mentioned,  as  well  as 
the  fact  that  he  was  the  father  of  Moab  and  Am- 
nion (xix.  -n,  38),  nations  whose  later  history  was 
intimately  connected  with  that  of  the  posterity  of 
Abraham.  Nahor  remained  in  Mesopotamia,  but 
his  family  is  briefly  enumerated  (xxii.  20-24), 
chiefly  no  doubt  for  liebekah's  sake,  who  was  after- 
wards the  wife  of  Isaac.  Of  Abraham's  own  chil- 
dren, there  branches  oft'  first  the  line  of  Ishmael 
(xxi.  !),  &c.),  and  next  the  children  by  Keturah; 
and  the  genealogical  notices  of  these  two  branches 
of  his  posterity  are  ajjparently  brought  together 
(xxv.  1-6,  and  xxv.  12^18),  in  order  that,  being 
here  severally  dismissed  at  the  end  of  Abraham's 
life,  the  main  stream  of  the  narrative  may  flow  in 
the  channel  of  Isivac's  fortunes. 

IV.  Isaac.  —  Isaac's  hfe  (xxv.  19-xxxv.  29),  a 
life  in  itself  retiring  and  uneventful.  But  in  his 
sons  the  final  separation  takes  place,  leaving  the 
field  clear  for  the  great  story  of  the  chosen  seed. 
Even  when  Nahor's  family  comes  on  the  scene,  as 
it  does  in  ch.  xxix.,  we  hear  only  so  much  of  it  as 
b  necessary  to  throw  light  on  Jacob's  history. 

V.  Jacob.  —  The  history  of  .lacob  and  Joseph 
(rxxvi.-l.).  — Here,  after  Isaac's  death,  we  have  (i ) 
the  genealogy  of  Esau,  xxxvi.,  who  then  drops  out 
of  the  narrative  in  order  tliat  (2)  the  history  of 
the  patriarchs  may  be  caiTied  on  without  inter- 
mission to  the  death  of  Joseph  (xxxvii.-l. ). 

Thus  it  will  be  seen  that  a  specific  plan  is  pre- 
served throughout.  The  main  purixjse  is  never 
forgotten.  God's  relation  to  Israel  holds  the  first 
place  in  the  writer's  mind.  It  is  this  which  it  is 
his  object  to  convey.  The  history  of  that  chosen 
seed  who  were  the  heirs  of  the  promise,  and  the 
guardians  of  the  divine  oracles,  is  the  only  history 
which  interprets  man's  relation  to  (iod.  By  its 
light  all  others  shine,  and  may  be  r&od  when  the 
time  shall  come.  Meanwhile,  as  the  different  fam- 
ilies drop  oft"  here  and  there  from  the  principal 
stock,  their  course  is  briefly  indicated.  A  hint  is 
given  of  their  jiarentage  and  their  migrations ;  and 
then  the  narrative  returns  to  its  regular  channel. 
Thus  the  whole  b<x)k  may  be  compared  to  one  of 
those  vast  American  rivers  which,  instea<l  of  being 
fed  by  tributaries,  send  off  here  and  there  certain 
lesser  streams  or  l)ayous,  as  they  are  termed,  the 
main  current  meanwhile  flowing  on  with  its  great 
mass  of  wat«r  to  the  sea. 

Beyond  all  doulit  then,  we  may  trace  in  the  l)ook 
7t  Genesis  in  its  present  form  a  systematic  plan. 
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It  is  no  hasty  compilation,  no  mere  coUection  of 
ancient  fragments  without  order  or  arrangement. 
It  coheres  by  an  internal  principle  of  unity.  Ita 
whole  structure  presents  a  very  definite  and  clearly 
marked  outline.  But  does  it  follow  from  this  that 
the  book,  as  it  at  present  stands,  is  the  work  of  a 
single  author? 

C.  Integnty.  —  This  is  the  next  question  we 
have  to  consider.  Granting  that  this  unity  of 
design,  which  we  have  already  noticed,  leads  to  the 
conclusion  that  the  work  must  have  been  by  the 
same  hand,  are  there  any  reasons  for  supposing  that 
the  author  availed  himself  in  its  composition  of 
earlier  documents '?  and  if  so,  are  we  still  able  by 
critical  investigation  to  ascertain  where  they  have 
been  introduced  into  the  body  of  the  work  V 

1.  Now  it  is  almost  impossible  to  read  the  book 
of  Genesis  with  anything  like  a  ci-itical  eye  without 
being  struck  with  the  great  peculiarities  of  style 
and  language  which  certain  jxirtions  of  it  present. 
Thus,  for  instance,  chap.  ii.  3-iii.  24  is  quite  dif- 
ferent both  from  chap.  i.  and  from  chap.  iv.  Again, 
chap.  xiv.  and  (according  to  Jalni)  chap,  xxiii.  are 
evidently  separate  documents  transplanted  in  their 
original  form  without  correction  or  modification 
into  the  existing  work.  In  fact  there  is  nothing 
like  uniformity  of  style  till  we  come  to  the  history 
of  Joseph. 

2.  We  are  led  to  the  same  conclusion  by  the 
inscnptions  which  are  prefixed  to  certain  sections, 
as  ii.  4,  v.  1,  vi.  9,  x.  1,  xi.  10,  27,  and  seem  to 
indicate  so  many  older  documents. 

3.  lastly,  the  distinct  use  of  the  Divine  names. 
.Jehovah  in  some  sections,  and  Eluhim  in  others,  is 
characteristic  of  two  difterent  writei's;  and  other 
peculiarities  of  diction,  it  has  been  observed,  fall  in 
with  this  usage,  and  go  far  to  establish  the  theory. 
All  this  is  quite  in  harmony  with  what  we  might 
have  expected  a  jjiiori,  namely,  that  if  Moses  or 
any  later  writer  were  the  autiior  of  the  Ijook  he 
would  have  availed  himself  of  existing  traditions 
either  oral  or  written.  That  they  might  have  been 
written  is  now  established  beyond  all  doubt,  the  art 
of  writing  having  been  provetl  to  be  much  earlier 
than  jMoses.  That  they  were  written  we  infer  from 
the  book  itself. 

Astruc,  a  Belgian  physician,  was  the  first  who 
broached  the  theory  that  (Jenesis  was  l)ased  on  a 
collection  of  older  documents.  [TKNiwrKUCH.] 
Oi  these  he  professed  to  point  out  as  many  aa 
twelve,  the  use  of  the  1  )ivine  names,  however,  hav- 
ing in  the  first  instance  suggested  the  distinction. 
Subsequently  Eichhorn  !ulo])ted  tliis  theory,  so  far 
as  to  atlmit  that  two  documents,  the  one  Elohistic, 
and  the  other  Jehovistic,  were  the  main  sources  of 
tlie  book,  though  he  did  not  altogether  exclude 
others.  Since  his  time  the  theory  has  been  main- 
tained, but  variously  modified,  by  one  class  of 
critics,  whilst  another  class  has  strenuously  opposed 
it.  I)e  Wette,  Knobel,  Tuch,  Delitzsch,  itc,  think 
that  two  original  documents  may  be  traced  through- 
out the  work,  the  .lehovist,  who  was  also  probably 
the  editor  of  the  book  in  its  present  form,  having 
designed  merely  to  complete  the  work  of  tlie  ILlohist, 
Hengstenberg,  Keil,  Baumgarten,  and  lliivernick 
contend  for  a  single  author.  I'he  great  weight  of 
probaliility  lies  on  the  side  of  those  who  argue  for 
the  existence  of  different  documents.  The  evidence 
already  alludwl  to  is  stron;;;  and  nothing  can  be 
more  natural  than  that  an  honest  historian  should 
seek  ia  make  his  work  more  valual)le  by  embodying 
in  it  the  most  ancient  records  of  his  race;  the 
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higher  the  value  which  tliey  possessed  in  his  eyes, 
the  more  anxious  would  he  be  to  presene  them 
in  their  original  form.  Those  particularly  in  the 
earlier  portion  of  the  work  were  perliaps  simply 
transcribed.  In  one  instance  we  have  what  looks 
like  an  omission,  ii.  4,  where  the  inscription  seems 
to  promise  a  lari;er  cosmo<;ony.<»  Here  and  there 
throughout  the  book  we  meet  with  a  later  remark, 
intended  to  exjjlain  or  supplement  the  earlier  mon- 
ument. And  in  some  instances  there  seems  to  have 
been  so  complete  a  fusion  of  the  two  principal  docu- 
ments, the  Elohistic  and  the  Jehovistic,  that  it  is 
no  longer  possil)le  accurately  to  distinguish  them. 
The  later  writer,  the  Jehovist,  instead  of  tran- 
scribing the  Elohistic  account  intact,  thought  fit  to 
blend  and  intersperse  with  it  his  own  remarks.  We 
have  an  instance  of  this,  according  to  Hupfeld  {Die 
Quelttn  (ler  Genesis),  in  chap.  vii. :  vv.  1-10  are 
usually  assigned  to  the  .Jehovist ;  but  whilst  he  ad- 
mits this,  he  detects  a  large  admixture  of  Elohistic 
phraseology  and  coloring  in  the  narrative.  But 
this  sort  of  criticism  it  must  be  admitted  is  very 
doubtful.  Many  other  instances  might  be  men- 
tioned where  there  is  the  same  difficulty  in  assign- 
ing their  own  to  the  several  authors.  Thus  in 
sections  generally  recognized  as  .Jehovistic,  chaps, 
xii.,  xiii.,  xix.,  here  and  there  a  sentence  or  a  phrase 
occurs,  wliich  seems  to  betray  a  different  origin,  as 
xii.  5,  xiii.  G,  xix.  2).  These  anomalies,  however, 
though  it  may  he  difficult  to  account  for  them,  can 
hardly  be  considered  of  sufficient  force  entirely  to 
overthrow  the  theory  of  independent  documents 
which  has  so  much,  on  other  grounds,  to  recom- 
mend it.  And  certainly  when  ICeil,  Hengstenberg 
and  others,  who  reject  this  theory,  attempt  to  ac- 
count for  the  use  of  the  Divine  names,  on  the 
hypothesis  that  the  writer  designedly  employed  the 
one  or  the  other  name  according  to  the  subject  of 
which  he  was  treating,  their  explanations  are  often 
of  the  most  arbitrai'v  kind.  As  a  whole,  the  docu- 
mentary character  of  (ienesis  is  so  remarkable  when 
we  compare  it  with  the  later  books  of  the  Penta- 
teuch, and  is  so  exactly  what  we  might  expect, 
supposing  a  Mosaic  authorship  of  the  whole,  that, 
whilst  contending  against  the  theory  of  different 
documents  in  the  later  jwrtions,  we  feel  convinced 
that  this  tlieory  is  the  only  tenable  one  in  Genesis. 
Of  the  two  principal  documents,  the  Elohistic  is 
the  earlier.  So  far  as  we  can  detach  its  integral 
portions,  they  still  present  the  appeai-ance  of  some- 
thing like  a  connected  work.     This  has  been  very 


a  *  This  remark  is  unnecessary.  In  (Jen.  ii.  4  ff. 
there  is  a  further  account  of  creation,  more  particular 
so  &r  as  relates  to  the  first  human  pair  and  the  pro- 
visions made  for  them.  The  superscription,  "  These 
are  the  geuer.itions  of  the  heavens  and  of  the  earth,"' 
is  speciiiUy  adapted  to  such  an  account.  We  should 
not  expect  from  it  an  account  of  the  creation  of  the 
lieavens  and  the  earth,  or  "  a  larger  cosmogony  •'  in 
any  sense.  The  Hebrew  word  rendered  ''  generations  " 
properly  means  births,  and  by  metonymy  a  record  of 
births,  a  family  record.  [rjENEALOOT  ;  Generations, 
Amer.  ed.]  In  such  a  record  incidents  of  fiimily  his- 
tory would  naturally  be  interwoven  (as  in  ch.  v.,  espe- 
cially TV.  24,  29,  and  in  xi.  27-32,  xxxvi.  1-8),  and 
hence  the  word  came  to  express  simply  a  record  of 
such  incidents.  Thus  in  vi.  9  ff.  and  under  the  heading 
"  These  are  the  generations  of  Noah,"  instead  of  a  list 
3f  births  we  find  only  the  chief  events  of  his  own  life 
md  times.  In  xxv.  19  this  heading  is  prefixed  to  the 
brief  family  history  of  Isaac,  and  in  xxxvi.  1  to  that 
of  Esau,  and  in  xxxvii.  2  to  that  of  Jacob.     The  birth 
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well  argued  by  Tuch  {Die  Genesis,  Allrjem.  EinL 
li.-lxv. ),  as  well  as  by  Hupfeld  {Die  Qutlltn  der 
Genesis),  Knobel,  and  Dehtzsch. 

Hupfeld,  however,  whose  analysis  is  very  careful, 
thinks  that  he  can  discover  traces  of  three  original 
records,  an  earlier  Elohist,  a  Jehovist,  and  a  Later 
Elohist.  These  three  documents  were,  acconling 
to  him,  subsequently  united  and  arranged  by  a 
fourth  person,  who  acted  as  alitor  of  the  whole. 
His  argument  is  ingenious  and  worthy  of  consid- 
eration, though  it  is  at  times  too  elaborate  to  bo 
convincing. 

The  following  bible  of  the  use  of  the  Divine 
Names  in  Genesis  will  enable  the  i-eader  to  form 
his  own  judgment  as  to  the  relative  probability  of 
the  hyi^otheses  above  mentioned,  ^luch  as  com 
mentators  differ  concerning  some  portions  of  the 
book,  one  pronouncing  passages  to  be  l-Uohistic, 
which  another  with  equal  confidence  assigns  to  the 
Jehovist,  the  fact  is  certain  that  whole  sections  are 
characterized  by  a  separate  use  of  the  Divine  names. 

(1.)  Sections  in  which  Elohim  is  found  exclu- 
sively, or  nearly  so:  Chap,  i.-ii.  .3  (creation  of 
heaven  and  earth);  v.  (generations  of  Adam,  except 
ver.  29,  where  Jehovali  occurs);  vi.  9-22  (genera- 
tions of  Noah);  vii.  9-24  (the  entering  into  the 
ark),  but  Jehovah  in  ver.  10;  viii.  1-19  (end  of 
the  flood);  ix.  1-17  (covenant  with  Noah);  xvii. 
(covenant  of  circumcision),  where,  howe\er,  Jehovah 
occurs  once  in  ver.  1,  as  comparetl  with  Elohim 
seven  times;  xix.  29-38  (conclusion  of  Lot's  his- 
tory); XX.  (Abraham's  sojourn  at  Gerar),  where 
agam  we  have  Jehovah  once  and  Elohim  four  times, 
and  ha-lilohim  twice;  xxi.  1-21  (Isiiac's  birth  and 
Ishmael's  dismissid),  only  xxi.  1,  Jehovah;  xxi. 
22-34  (.\braham's  covenant  witli  Abimelech),  where 
Jehovah  is  found  once;  xxv.  1-18  (sons  of  Keturah, 
Abraham's  death  and  the  generations  of  Ishmael), 
Elohim  once;  xxvii.  46-xxviii.  9  (Jacob  goes  to 
Haran,  lisau's  marriage),  Elohim  once,  and  El 
Shaddai  once;  xxxi.  (Jacob's  departure  from  I^iban). 
where  Jehovah  twice  [namely,  vv.  3  and  49] ;  x.\xiii.— 
xxsvii.  (Jacob's  reconciliation  with  Esau,  Dinah 
and  the  Shechemites,  Jacob  at  Bethel,  I-lsau's  family, 
Joseph  sold  into  f^ypt).  It  should  be  observed, 
however,  that  in  lai^e  portions  of  this  section  the 
Divine  name  does  not  occur  at  all.  (See  below.) 
xl.-l.  (history  of  .Josepl^  in  Egj-pt):  here  we  have 
Jehovah  once  only  (xlix.  18).  [Ex.  i.-ii.  (Israel's 
oppression  in  Egypt,  and  birth  of  Moses  as  deliv- 
erer)]. 


or  origin  of  the  one  whose  name  stands  as  the  subject 
of  this  word  is  seldom  included. 

Accordingly,  we  should  expect  here,  under  the 
superscription ,  "  These  are  the  generations  of  the 
heavens  and  of  the  earth,"  not  an  account  of  their 
origin,  but  a  continuation  and  further  development 
of  their  history,  in  events  connected  with  them  as 
parts  of  the  same  divine  plan.  And  this  is  what  we 
find.  The  account  of  creation  is  here  continued,  but 
with  special  reference  to  man,  for  whom  the  heavens 
and  the  earth  were  made  and  in  whase  history  the 
design  of  their  creation  is  fully  unfolded.  Hence  all 
the  facts  here  related  are  presented  from  a  point  of 
view  which  has  him  for  its  object,  and  hence  the  order 
of  sequence  here  observed  in  narrating  them. 

The  words,  "  when  they  were  created,"  etc.,  show 
that  the  following  account  belongs  to  the  same  period 
of  time  as  the  preceding  one,  and  is  a  continuation  of 
it.  In  ver.  5,  where  the  account  commences,  we 
should  translate  :  "  And  there  was  yet  no  plant  of  the 
field  in  the  earth,  and  no  herb  of  the  field  had  yet 
sprung  up."  T-  J-  C. 
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(2.)  Sections  in  which  Jehovah  occurs  exchisively, 
or  in  preference  to  Elohim;  iv.  (Cain  and  Abel, 
and  Cain's  posterity),  where  Jehovah  10  times  and 
Elloliini  only  once ;  vi.  1-8  (the  sons  of  God  and 
the  daughters  of  men,  etc.);  vii.  1-9  (the  enterint; 
into  the  ark),  but  Elohim  once,  ver.  9;  viii.  20-'2'2 
(Noah's  altar  and  Jehovah's  blessing);  ix.  18-27 
(Noah  and  his  sons);  x.  (the  families  of  mankind 
as  descended  fi-om  iSi  oah ) ;  xi.  1-9  (the  confusion 
of  tongues);  xii.  1-20  (Abram's  journey  first  from 
Haran  to  Caanan,  and  then  into  Egypt);  xiii. 
(Abraham's  separation  from  Lot);  xv.  (Abram's 
faith,  sacrifice,   and   covenant);  xvi.    (Hagar  and 

Ishmael),  where  ''S")  ^S  once;  xviii.-xix.  28  (visit 
of  the  three  angels  to  Abram,  I-ot,  destruction  of 
Sodom  and  Gomorrah)  xxiv.  (betrothal  of  Kebekah 
and  Isaac's  marriage);  xxv.  19-xxvi.  35  (Isaac's 
sons,  his  visit  to  Abimelech,  Esau's  wives);  xxvii. 
1-40  (Jacob  obtains  the  blessing),  but  in  ver.  28  ha- 
Elohim;  xxx.  25-43  (Jacob's  bargain  with  Laban), 
where  however  Jehovah  only  once ;  xxxviii.  (Judali's 
incest);  xxxix.  (Jehovah  with  Joseph  in  Potiphar's 
house  and  in  tJie  prison);  [Ex.  iv.  18-31  (Jloses' 
return  to  I^ypt);  v.  (Pharaoh's  treatment  of  the 
messengers  of  Jehovah).] 

(3.)  The  section  Gen.  ii.  4-iii.  24  (the  account 
of  Paradise  and  the  Fall)  is  generally  regarded  as 
Jehovistic,  but  it  is  clearly  quite  distinct.  The 
Divine  name  as  there  found  is  not  Jehovah,  but 
Jehovah  Hohim  (hi  which  form  it  only  occurs  once 
beside  in  the  Pentateuch,  Ex.  ix.  30),  and  it  occurs 
20  times ;  the  name  Elohim  being  found  three  times 
in  the  same  section,  once  in  the  mouth  of  the 
woman,  and  twice  in  that  of  the  serpent. 

(4.)  In  Gen.  xiv.  the  prevailing  name  is  El-Elyon 
(A.  V.  "the  most  high  God''),  and  only  once,  in 
J4/Y(»i's  mouth,  "Jehovah  the  most  high  God," 
which  is  quite  intelligible. 

(5.)  Some  few  sections  are  found  in  which  the 
names  Jehovah  and  lUohim  seem  to  l>e  used  pro- 
miscuously. This  is  the  case  in  xxii.  1-19  (the 
offering  up  of  Isaac);  xxviii.  10-22  (Jacob's  dream 
at  Bethel);  xxix.  31-xxx.  24  (birth  and  naming 
of  the  eleven  sons  of  Jacob);  and  xxxii.  (Jacob's 
wrestling  with  the  angel);  [Ex.  iii.  1-iv.  17  (the 
call  of  Moses).] 

(6.)  It  is  worthy  of  notice  that  of  the  other 
Divine  names  Adonai  is  al\^ays  found  in  connection 
witli  Jehovah,  except  Gen.  xx.  4;  whereas  El,  El- 
Shaddai,  etc.,  occur  most  frequently  in  the  Elohistic 
sections. 

(7.)  In  the  following  sections  neither  of  the 
Divine  names  occur:  —  Gen.  xi.  10-32,  xxii.  20-24, 
xxiii.,  xxv.  27-34,  xxvii.  40-45,  xxix.  1-30,  xxxiv., 
xxxvi.,  xxxvii.,  xl.,  Ex.  ii.  1-22. 

D.  Aulhenticiiy.  —  Luther  used  to  say,  "  Nihil 
pulcrius  Genesi,  nihil  utilius."  Hut  hard  critics 
have  tried  all  they  can  to  mar  its  beauty  and  to 
detract  from  its  utility.  In  fact  the  bitterness  of 
the  attacks  on  a  document  so  venerable,  so  full  of 
undying  interest,  hallowed  by  the  love  of  many 
generations,  makes  one  almost  suspect  that  a  secret 
malevolence  must  have  been  the  mainspring  of 
hostile  criticism.  Certain  it  is  that  no  l)Ook  has 
met  with  more  determined  and  unsiiaring  assailants. 
To  enumerate  and  to  reply  to  all  objections  would 
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be  imjwssible.     We  will  only  refer  to  some  of  the 
most  important. 

(1.)  The  story  of  Creation,  as  given  in  the  first 
chapter,  has  been  set  aside  in  two  ways :  first  by 
placing  it  on  the  same  level  with  other  cosmogonies 
which  are  to  be  found  in  the  sacred  writings  of  all 
nations;  and  next,  by  asserting  that  its  statements 
are  directly  contradicted  by  the  discoveries  of  modem 
science. 

I>et  us  glance  at  these  two  objections. 
(a.)  Now  when  we  coniiiare  tiie  J5ililical  with  all 
other  known  cosmogonies,  we  are  unmediately  struck 
with  the  great  moral  superiority  of  the  former. 
There  is  no  confusion  here  between  the  Divine 
Creator  and  his  work.  God  is  before  all  things, 
God  creates"  all  things;  this  is  the  sublime  asser- 
tion of  the  Hebrew  writer.  Whereas  all  the  cos- 
mogonies of  the  heathen  world  err  in  one  of  two 
directions.  Either  they  are  DuaUstic,  that  is,  they 
regard  God  and  matter  as  two  eternal  co-existent 
principles;  or  they  are  Pantheistic,  i.  e.  they  con- 
found God  and  matter,  making  the  material  universe 
a  kind  of  emanation  from  the  great  Spirit  which 
informs  the  mass.  lk)th  these  theories,  with  their 
various  modifications,  whether  in  the  more  subtle 
philosophemes  of  the  Indian  races,  or  in  the  rougher 
and  grosser  systems  of  the  Phcenioians  and  Baby- 
lonians, are  alike  exclusive  of  the  idea  of  creation. 
Without  attempting  to  discuss  in  anything  hke 
detail  the  points  of  resemblance  and  difference  be- 
tween the  Biblical  record  of  creation  and  the  myths 
and  legends  of  other  nations,  it  may  suffice  to 
mention  certain  particulars  in  which  the  superiority 
of  the  Helirew  account  can  hardly  be  called  in 
question,  lirst,  the  Hebrew  story  alone  clearly 
acknowledges  the  personality  and  unity  of  God. 
Secondly,  here  only  do  we  find  recognized  a  distinct 
act  of  creation,  by  creation  being  understood  the 
calUng  into  existence  out  of  nothing  the  whole 
material  universe.  Thirdly,  here  only  is  tliere  a 
clear  intimation  of  that  great  law  of  progress  which 
we  find  everywhere  observed.  The  oidtr  of  creation 
as  given  in  Genesis  is  the  gradual  progress  of  all 
things  from  the  lowest  and  least  perfect  to  the 
highest  and  most  completely  developed  forms. 
Fourthly,  there  is  the  fact  of  a  relation  between  the 
personal  Creator  and  the  work  of  his  fingers,  and 
that  relation  is  a  relation  of  Love :  for  God  looks 
upon  his  creation  at  every  stage  of  its  progress  and 
pronounces  it  very  good.  Fifthly,  there  is  through- 
out a  sublime  simplicity,  which  of  itself  is  charac- 
teristic of  a  historj-,  not  of  a  myth  or  of  a  philo- 
sophical sijeculation. 

(b.)  It  would  occupy  too  large  a  space  to  discuss 
at  any  length  the  objections  which  have  been  urged 
from  the  results  of  modem  discovery  against  the 
literal  tmth  of  this  chapter.  One  or  two  remarks 
of  a  general  kind  must  sufiice.  It  is  argued,  for 
instance,  that  light  could  not  have  existed  before 
the  sun,  or  at  any  rate  not  that  kind  of  light  which 
would  be  necessary  for  the  support  of  \egetable 
life;  whereas  the  ilosaic  narrative  makes  light  cre- 
ated on  the  first  day,  trees  and  plants  on  the  third, 
and  the  sun  on  thefourtii.  To  this  we  may  reply, 
that  we  nnist  not  too  hastily  build  an  argument 


a  This  Is  capable  of  proof,  not  from  the  meaning 
of  the  root  S"1D,  which  does  not  necessarily  mean 
rreatlon  out  of  nothing  (though  it  is  never  used  but 
af  a  Divine  act),  but  from  the  whole  structure  of  the 


upon  our  ignorance 


We  do  not  biow  that  the 


existing  laws  of  creation  were  in  operation  when 


sentence.  In  the  beginning  —  put  that  beginning 
when  you  will  — God,  already  existent,  crenieil.  But 
at  the  time  of  the  Divine  act,  nothing  but  God,  accord- 
ing to  the  sacred  writer,  existed. 
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the  creative  fiat  was  first  put  forth.  The  very  act 
of  Creation  must  have  been  the  introducing  of  laws ; 
but  when  the  work  was  finished,  those  laws  may 
have  suffered  some  modification.  Men  are  not 
now  created  in  the  fall  stature  of  manhood,  but 
are  born  and  grow.  Similarly  the  lower  ranks  of 
being  miii'ht  have  been  influenced  by  certain  neces- 
sary conditions  during  the  first  stages  of  their  ex- 
istence, which  conditions  were  afterwards  removed 
without  any  disturbance  of  the  natural  functions. 
And  again  it  is  not  certain  that  the  language  of 
Genesis  can  only  mean  that  the  sun  was  created  on 
the  fourth  day.  It  m'ly  mean  that  then  only  did 
that  luminary  become  visible  to  our  planet. 

With  regard  to  the  six  days,  no  reasonable  doubt 
can  exist  that  they  ouglit  to  be  interpreted  as  six 
periods,  without  definuig  what  the  length  of  those 
periods  is.  No  one  can  suppose  that  the  Divine 
rest  was  literally  a  rest  of  24  hours.  On  the  con- 
trary, the  Divine  Sabbath  still  continues.  There 
has  been  no  creation  since  the  creation  of  man. 
This  is  what  Genesis  teaches,  and  this  geology  con- 
firms. But  God,  after  six  periods  of  creative  ac- 
tivity, entered  into  that  Sabbath  in  which  his 
work  has  been  not  a  work  of  Creation  but  of  Re- 
demption." 

No  attempt,  however,  which  has  as  yet  been 
made  to  identify  these  six  periods  with  correspond- 
ing geological  epochs  can  be  pronounced  satisfac- 
tory.* On  the  other  liand,  it  seems  rash  and  pre- 
mature to  assert  that  no  reconciliation  is  possible."^ 
What  we  ought  to  maintain  is,  that  no  reconcilia- 
tion is  necessary.  It  is  certain  that  the  author  of 
the  first  cliapter  of  Genesis,  whether  Moses  or  some 
one  else,  knew  nothing  of  geology  or  astronomy. 
It  is  certain  that  he  made  use  of  phraseology  con- 
cemhig  physical  facts  in  accordance  with  the  limited 
range  of  information  which  he  possessed.  It  is 
also  certain  that  the  Bible  was  never  intended  to 
reveal  to  us  knowledge  of  which  our  own  faculties 
rightly  used  could  put  us  in  possession.  And  we 
have  no  business,  therefore,  to  expect  anj"thing  but 
popular  language  in  the  description  of  physical 
phenomena.  Thus,  for  instance,  when  it  is  said 
that  by  means  of  the  firmament  God  divided  the 
waters  which  were  above  from  those  which  were 
beneath,  we  admit  the  fact  without  admitting  the 
implied  explanation.  The  Hebrew  supposed  that 
there  existed  vast  reservoirs  above  hiiji  correspond- 
ing to  the  "waters  under  the  earth."  We  know 
that  by  certain  natural  processes  the  rain  descends 
from  the  clouds.  But  the  fact  remains  the  same 
that  there  are  waters  above  as  well  as  below. 

Further  investigation  may  perhaps  throw  more 
light  on  these  interesting  questions,  ileanwhile  it 
may  be  safely  said  that  modern  discoveries  are  in 
no  way  opposed  to  the  great  outhnes  of  the  Mosaic 
cosmogony.  That  the  world  was  created  in  six 
periods,  that  creation  was  by  a  law  of  gradual  ad- 
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«  Hence  the  force  of  our  Lord's  argument,  very 
generally  misunderstood,  in  John  v.  17. 

b  One  of  the  most  elaborate  of  these  is  by  the  late 
Hugh  Miller,  in  his  Testimony  of  the  Rocks.  No  man 
liad  a  better  right  to  be  heard,  both  as  a  profound 
geologist  and  as  a  sincere  Christian.  And  it  is  impos- 
sible not  to  admire  the  eloquence  and  ingenuity  with 
which  he  attempts  to  reconcile  the  story  of  Genesis 
with  the  story  of  the  rocks.  But  his  argument  is  far 
trom  convincing.  And  he  only  attempts  to  reconcile 
Ikree  of  the  Mosaic  4ays  with  the  three  great  periods 
jf  geology.  Another  writer,  Mr.  M'Causland,  who 
has  adopted  his  view,  and  tried  to  extend  it  to  the  sir.\ 


vance  beginning  with  inoi^anic  matter,  and  theaa 
advancing  from  the  lowest  organisms  to  the  high- 
est, that  since  the  appearance  of  man  upon  the 
earth  no  new  species  have  come  into  being;  these 
are  statements  not  only  not  disproved,  but  the  two 
last  of  them,  at  least,  amply  confirmed  by  geolog- 
ical research.'' 

(2.)  To  the  description  of  Paradise,  and  the  his- 
tory of  the  Fall  and  of  the  Ueluge,  very  similar 
remarks  apply.  All  nations  have  their  own  version 
of  these  facts,  colored  by  local  circumstances  and 
embellished  according  to  the  fjoetic  or  philosophic 
spirit  of  the  tribes  among  whom  the  tradition  has 
taken  root.  But  if  there  be  any  one  original  source 
of  these  traditions,  any  root  from  wiiich  they  di- 
verged, we  cannot  doubt  where  to  look  for  it.  The 
earliest  record  of  these  momentous  facts  is  that 
presened  in  the  Bible.  We  cannot  doubt  this, 
because  the  simplicity  of  the  narrative  is  greater 
than  that  of  any  other  work  with  which  we  are 
acquainted.  And  this  simplicity  is  an  argument 
at  once  in  favor  of  the  greater  antiquity  and  also 
of  the  greater  truthfulness  of  the  story.  It  is 
hardly  possible  to  suppose  that  traditions  so  widely 
spread  over  the  surface  of  the  earth  as  are  the  tra- 
ditions of  the  Creation,  the  Fall,  and  the  Deluge, 
should  have  no  foundation  whatever  in  fact.  .\nd 
it  is  quite  as  impossible  to  suppose  that  that  version 
of  these  facts,  which  in  its  moral  and  religious  as- 
pect is  the  purest,  is  not  also,  to  take  the  lowest 
ground,  the  most  likely  to  be  true. 

Opinions  have  differed  whether  we  ought  to  take 
the  story  of  the  Fall  in  Gen.  iii.  to  be  a  literal 
statement  of  facts,  or  whetlier,  with  many  exposi- 
tors since  the  time  of  Fhilo,  we  should  regard  it  as 
an  allegory,  framed  in  childlike  words  as  befitted 
the  childhood  of  the  world,  but  conveying  to  us  a 
deeper  spiritual  tnith.  But  in  the  latter  case  we 
ought  not  to  deny  that  spiritual  truth.  Neither 
should  we  overlook  tlie  very  important  bearing 
which  this  narrative  has  on  the  whole  of  the  sub- 
sequent history  of  the  world  and  of  Israel.  De- 
litzsch  well  says,  "  The  story  of  the  Fall,  Uke  that 
of  the  Creation,  has  wandered  over  the  world. 
Heathen  nations  have  transplanted  and  mixed  it 
up  with  their  geography,  their  history,  their  my- 
thology, although  it  has  never  so  completely  changed 
form  and  color  and  spirit,  that  you  cannot  recog- 
nize it.  Here,  however,  in  the  Law,  it  preserver 
the  character  of  a  universal,  human,  world-wide 
fact:  and  the  groans  of  Creation,  the  Redemption 
that  is  in  Christ  Jesus,  and  the  heart  of  every  man, 
conspire  in  their  testimony  to  the  most  literal  truth 
of  the  narrative." 

The  universality  of  the  Deluge,  it  may  be  proved, 
is  quite  at  variance  with  the  most  certain  facts  of 
geology.  But  then  we  are  not  bound  to  contend 
for  a  universal  deluge.  The  Biblical  writer  himself, 
it  is  true,  supposed  it  to  be  universal,  but  that  was 


days,  does  not  seem  entitled  to  speak  with  authority 
on  the  geological  question. 

c  As  Professor  Powell  does,  in  his  Order  of  Nature. 

d  I  am  aware  it  may  be  said  that  the  trilobite  which 
is  discovered  in  the  lowest  fossiliferous  rocks  is  not  the 
lowest  type  of  organic  being :  but  lower  forms  may 
have  perished  without  leaving  traces  behind  them. 
And  if  not,  manifestly  in  such  a  narrative  as  that  of 
Genesis  we  ought  not  to  expect  minute  accuracy  :  in 
the  main  it  is  certainly  true  that,  as  wo  advance  from 
the  lower  to  the  higher  strata,  we  find  a  corresponding 
advance  in  organic  deposits. 
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only  because  it  covered  what  was  then  the  known 
world :  tliere  can  be  no  doubt  that  it  did  extend  to 
all  that  jjart  of  the  world  which  was  then  inhabited : 
and  this  is  enough,  on  the  one  hand,  to  satisfy  the 
t«rnis  of  the  narrative,  and  on  tlie  other,  the  geo- 
logical difficulty,  as  well  as  other  difficulties  concern- 
ing the  ark  and  the  number  of  animals,  disapfwar 
with  this  interpretation.     [See  N<iah.] 

(3.)  When  we  come  down  to  a  later  period  in 
the  naiTative,  where  we  have  the  opportunity  of 
testing  the  accuracy  of  the  historian,  we  find  it  in 
many  of  the  most  important  particulars  abundantly 
corroliorated. 

Whatever  interpretation  we  may  be  disjwsed  to 
put  on  the  story  of  the  confusion  of  tongues  and 
the  subsequent  disj:»ersion  of  mankind,  there  is  no 
good  ground  for  setting  it  aside.  Indeed,  if  the 
reading  of  a  cylinder  recently  discovered  at  Birs 
Nimrud"  may  be  trusted,  there  is  independent  evi- 
dence corrolwrative  of  the  IJiblical  account.  But 
at  any  rate  the  other  versions  of  this  event  are  far 
less  probable  (see  tliese  in  Joseph.  Antiq.  i.  4,  §  3; 
Euseb.  Prcep.  Kv.  ix.  14).  The  later  myths  con- 
cerning the  wars  of  the  Titans  with  the  gods  are 
apparently  based  upon  this  story,  or  rather  ujjon 
perversions  of  it.  But  it  is  quite  impossible  to 
suppose,  as  Kalisch  does  (Genesis,  p.  313),  that 
"  the  Hebrew  historian  converted  that  very  legend 
into  a  medium  for  solving  a  gi-eat  and  important 
problem."  There  is  not  the  smallest  appearance 
of  any  such  design.  The  legend  is  a  perversion  of 
the  history,  not  the  history  a  comment  upon  the 
legend.  One  of  the  strongest  proofs  of  the  botul 
fide  historical  character  of  the  earlier  ptirtion  of 
Genesis  is  to  be  found  in  the  valuable  ethnological 
catalogue  contained  in  chap.  x.  Knoljel,  who  has 
devoted  a  volume  *  to  the  elucidation  of  this  docu- 
ment, has  succeeded  in  estal)lishing  its  main  accu- 
racy beyond  doubt,  although,  in  accordance  with 
his  theory  as  to  the  age  of  the  I'entateuch,  he  as- 
signs to  it  no  greater  antiquity  than  tetween  1200 
and  1000  u.  c. 

(4.)  As  to  the  fact  implied  in  this  dispersion, 
that  all  languages  had  one  origin,  philological  re- 
search has  not  as  yet  Ijeen  carried  far  enough  to 
lea/1  to  any  very  certain  result.  iJIany  of  the 
greatest  philologists'^  contend  for  real  affinities  be- 
tween the  Indo-Kuropean  and  the  Semitic  tongues. 
On  the  other  hand,  languages  like  the  Coptic  (not 
to  mention  many  others)  seem  at  present  to  stand 
out  in  complete  isolation.  And  the  most  that  has 
been  effected  is  a  classification  of  languages  in  three 
great  families.  This  classification,  however,  is  in 
exact  accordance  with  the  threefold  division  of  the 
race  in  Sliem,  11am,  and  Japhet,  of  which  Genesis 
tells  us. 

(5.)  Another  fact  which  rests  on  the  authority 
of  the  earlier  chapters  of  Genesis,  the  derivation  of 
the  whole  human  race  from  a  single  pair,  has  been 
abundantly  confirmed  by  recent  investigations.  For 
the  full  proof  of  this  it  is  sufficient  to  refer  to 
I'richard's  I'ht/sicnl  History  of  Afnnkrml,  in  which 
the  subject  is  discussed  with  great  care  and  ability. 

(6.)  It  is  quite  impossible,  as  has  already  lieen 
said,  to  notice  all  the  olijections  made  by  hostile 
critics  at  every  step  as  we  advance.    But  it  may  be 


o  Afl  given  by  .M.  Opfm-t  in  a  paper  read  before  the 
Boyal  Society  of  IJterature. 

b  Dii-  ViilkntaftL  der  Genesis. 

c  As  Bopp,  [jopsius,  Burnouf,  &c.  See  Benan, 
Histoire  des  Latigues  Semitiques,  I.  v.  c.  2,  3. 
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well  to  refer  to  one  more  instance  in  which  sus- 
picion has  been  cast  uixin  the  credibility  of  the  nar- 
rative. Three  stories  are  found  in  three  distinct 
jwrtions  of  the  book,  which  in  their  main  features 
no  doubt  present  a  striking  siniikrity  to  one  another. 
See  xii.  10-20,  xx.,  xxvi.  1-11.  These,  it  is  said, 
besides  containing  certain  improbaljilities  of  state- 
ment, are  clearly  only  three  different  versions  of 
the  same  story. 

It  is  of  course  possible  that  these  are  only  differ- 
ent versions  of  the  same  story.  Hut  is  it  psycho- 
logically so  very  ini])robal)le  that  the  same  incident 
should  happen  three  times  in  almost  tlie  same  man- 
ner V  All  men  repeat  themselves,  and  even  repeat 
their  mistakes.  And  the  reiietition  of  circumstances 
over  which  a  man  has  no  control,  is  sometimes  as 
astonishing  as  the  repetition  of  actions  which  he 
can  control.  Was  not  the  state  of  society  in  those 
days  such  as  to  render  it  no  way  improljable  that 
Pharaoh  on  one  occasion,  and  .\bimelech  on  another, 
should  have  acted  in  the  same  selfish  and  arbitrary 
manner'?  Aliraham  too  miyht  have  Iteen  guilty 
twice  of  the  same  sinful  cowardice;  and  Isaac 
might,  in  similar  circumstances,  have  copied  his 
father's  example,  calling  it  wisdom.  To  say,  as 
the  most  recent  exj^sitor  of  this  book  has  done, 
that  the  object  of  the  Hebrew  writer  was  to  repre- 
sent an  idea,  such  as  "  the  sanctitj  of  matrimony,"' 
that  "  in  his  hands,  the  facts  are  sulwrdinated  to 
ideas,"  etc.,  is  to  cut  up  by  the  very  i-oots  the  histor- 
ical character  of  the  book.  The  mythical  theory  is 
preferable  to  this ;  for  that  leaves  a  substratum  of 
fact,  however  it  may  have  been  embellished  or  per- 
haps disfigured  by  tradition. ' 

There  is  a  further  difficulty  about  the  age  of 
Sarah,  who  at  the  time  of  tlie  first  occurrence  must 
have  been  05  years  old,  and  the  freshness  of  her 
beauty,  therefore,  it  is  said,  long  since  faded.  In 
reply  it  luvs  been  argued  that  as  she  lived  to  the 
age  of  127,  she  was  only  then  in  middle  life;  that 
consequently  she  would  have  been  at  05  what  a 
woman  of  modem  Europe  would  te  at  35  or  40, 
an  age  at  wliich  personal  attractions  are  not  neces- 
sarily impaired. 

But  it  is  a  minute  criticism,  hardly  worth  an- 
swering, which  tries  to  cast  suspicion  on  the  veracity 
of  the  writer,  because  of  difficulties  such  as  these. 
The  [wsitive  evidence  is  overwlielming  in  favor  of 
his  credibility.  The  patriarchal  tent  beneath  the 
shade  of  some  spreading  tree,  tlie  wealtli  of  flocks 
and  herds,  the  free  and  generous  hospitality  to 
strangers,  the  strife  for  the  well,  the  purclia.se  of  the 
cave  of  Machpelah  for  a  burial-place,  —  we  feel  at 
once  that  these  are  no  inventions  of  a  later  writer 
in  more  civilized  times.  So  again,  what  can  be 
more  life-like,  more  touchingly  beautiful,  than  the 
picture  of  Hagar  and  Islnnael,  the  meeting  of  Abra- 
ham's servant  with  Hebekah,  or  of  Jacob  with 
liachel  at  the  well  of  Ilaran"?  There  is  a  fidelity 
in  the  minutest  incidents  which  convinces  us  that 
we  are  reading  liist<jry,  not  fable.  Or  can  an)-thing 
more  completely  tran.s[K)rt  us  into  patriarchal  times 
than  the  battle  of  the  kings  and  the  interview  be- 
tween Abraham  and  Melchisedec '?  The  very  open- 
ing of  the  story,  "  In  the  days  of  Amrapliel,"  etc., 
reads  like  the  work  of  some  old  chronicler  who 


<i  If  the  view  of  Delitz.sch  is  correct,  that  xii.  10-20 
is  Jcliovi.<itic ;  xx.,  Elohistic  (witli  a  Jchovistic  addi- 
tion, ver.  18) ;  xxvi.  1-13,  Jeliovistic,  but  taken  from 
written  documents,  thi.s  may  to  some  minds  czplaio 
the  repetition  of  the  story. 


GENESIS 

liyed  not  far  from  the  time  of  which  he  speaks. 
The  archaic  forms  of  names  of  places,  Bela  for 
Zoar;  Chatzatzou  Tamarfor  En^^^edi;  Eiiiek  Sha- 
veh  for  the  King's  Vale;  the  Vale  of  Siildim  as 
descriptive  of  the  spot  which  was  afterwards  the 
Dead  8ea;  the  expression  ''Abram  the  Hebrew;" 
are  remarkable  evidences  of  the  antiquity  of  the 
narrative.  So  also  are  the  names  of  the  different 
tribes  who  at  that  early  period  inhabited  Canaan ; 
the  Kephaim,  for  instance,  of  whom  we  find  in  the 
time  of  Joshua  but  a  weak  remnant  left  (Josh.  xiii. 
12),  and  the  Susim,  Emim,  Chorim,  who  are  only 
mentioned  beside  in  the  Pentateuch  (Deut.  ii.  10, 
12).  Quite  in  keeping  with  the  rest  of  the  picture 
is  Abraham's  "arming  his  trained  servants"  (xiv. 
14)  —  a  phrase  which  occurs  nowhere  else  —  and 
above  all  the  character  and  position  of  Melchisedec. 
"  Simple,  calm,  great,  conies  and  goes  the  priest- 
king  of  the  divuie  history."  The  representations 
of  the  Greek  poets,  says  Creuzer  {Symb.  iv.  378), 
fall  very  far  short  of  this.  And  as  Hiivemick 
justly  remarks,  such  a  person  could  be  no  theocratic 
mvention ;  for  the  union  of  the  kingly  and  priestly 
offices  in  the  same  person  was  no  part  of  the  theo- 
cracy. Lastly,  the  name  by  which  he  knows  God, 
"  the  most  high  God,  possessor  of  heaven  and 
earth,"'  occurs  also  in  the  Phoenician  religions,  but 
not  amongst  the  Jews,  and  is  again  one  of  those 
slight  but  accurate  touches  which  at  once  distin- 
guishes the  historian  from  the  febulist. 

Passing  on  to  a  later  portion  of  the  book  we  find 
the  writer  evincing  the  most  accurate  knowledge 
of  the  state  of  society  in  Egypt.  The  Egyptian 
jealousy  of  foreigners,  and  especially  their  hatred 
of  shepherds;  the  use  of  interpreters  in  the  court 
(who,  we  learn  from  other  sources,  formed  a  distinct 
caste);  the  existence  of  caste;  the  importance  of 
the  priesthood;  the  means  by  which  the  land 
which  had  once  belonged  to  free  proprietors  passed 
into  the  hands  of  the  king;  the  fact  that  even  at 
that  early  time  a  settled  trade  existed  between 
Egypt  and  other  countries,  are  all  confirmed  by  the 
monuments  or  by  later  writers.  So  again  Joseph's 
priestly  dress  of  fine  linen,  the  chain  of  gold  round 
his  neck,  the  chariot  on  which  he  rides,  the  Iwdy- 
guard  of  the  kuig,  the  rites  of  burial  and  embalming 
(though  spoken  of  only  incidentally)  are  spoken  of 
with  a  minute  accuracy,  which  can  leave  no  doubt 
on  the  mind  as  to  the  credibility  of  the  historian. 

E.  Aat/ior  and  dnte  of  comjxtsition.  —  It  will  be 
seen,  from  what  has  been  said  above,  that  the  book 
of  Genesis,  though  containing  diiferent  documents, 
owes  its  existing  fonn  to  the  labor  of  a  single 
author,  who  has  digested  and  incorporated  the 
materials  he  found  ready  to  his  hand.  A  modern 
writer  on  history,  in  the  same  way,  mit;ht  some- 
times transcritje  passages  from  ancient  chronicles, 
sometimes  place  different  accounts  together,  some- 
times again  give  briefly  the  substance  of  the  older 
document,  neglecting  its  form. 

IJut  it  is  a  distinct  inquiry  who  this  author  or 
editor  was.  This  question  cannot  properly  be  dis- 
cussed apart  from  the  general  question  of  the 
authorship  of  the  entire  Pentateuch.  We  shall 
therefore  reserve  this  subject  for  another  article. 
[Pentateuch.]  J.  J.  S.  P. 

*  The  older  works  on  Gtenesis,  and  some  of  the 
Later,  are  mentioned  at  the  close  of  the  article  Pen- 
tateuch. The  principal  later  works  on  Genesis 
are  the  following :  Schumann,  Genesis,  1829 ;  Tiele, 
Das  ersie  Buck  J/ose's,  18.36;  Tuch,  Die  Genesis, 
1838;  Drechsler,  Die  Einheit  und  JEchtheit  der 
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Genesis,  1838;  Hengsteuberg,  Die  Biicher  Mose's 
und  ^(/ypten,  1841,  trans,  by  K.  D.  C.  Robbins, 
Ef/yjA  and  the  Bm>ks  of  Moses,  Andover,  1843; 
Baumgarten,  Theolog.  Commenlar  zum  Penta- 
teuch, 1843;  Schriider,  Dis  erste  Buch  Mose,  1844; 
Ue  Sola  and  Lindenthal,  /Itb.  Scriptures  leith  New 
Tra7isl<itiim  and  Notes,  ISi-i;  Knohel,  Die  Volker- 
t'lj'el  der  Genesis,  18.30;  Keil,  iiber  Gen.  vi.  1-4 
(in  Zeitschrift  fiir  luth.  Theol.  u.  Kirche,  1855); 
Kalisch,  Hist.  and.  Crit.  Commentary  on  the  Old 
Test.,  Exodus,  Genesis,  Leviticus,  1855-1867; 
Wright,  The  Book  of  Genesis  in  Hebrew,  revised 
text,  etc.,  1859 ;  Keinke,  Die  Hchopfung  der  Welt, 
1859;  Knobel,  Die  Genesis  erkUirt  (Lief.  xi.  of  the 
Kurzgef.  exeyet.  Handbuch),  2te  Aufl.  1860;  Au- 
berlen,  Die  yoltliche  Ofenbarung,  1861  (the  por- 
tion relating  to  the  first  eleven  chapters  trans,  in 
the  Bibl.  Sacra,  1865,  pp.  395-439);  Delitzsch, 
Comm.  iiber  die  Genesis.  3t«  Ausg.  18()0 ;  ilurphy, 
Critical  and  Exegelicd  Commentary,  with  a  new 
translation.  Genesis,  1883,  lixodus,  1866 ;  liottcher, 
Neue  exeget.-krit.  yEhrenlese,  Abth.  i.  1863; 
l>ange.  Die  Genesis,  1864  (Amer.  etl.  by  Prof.  Tay- 
ler  Lewis,  in  press,  1867);  Bosizio,  Das  Hexaeme- 
ron  mul  die  Geologie,  18i;5;  Schultz,  Die  Schop- 
fungsgeschichte »  ruich  Naturwissensschafl  und 
^Bibel,  1865;  Keil  (in  Keil  and  Delitzsch's  Bibl. 
Comm.),  Genesis  und  Exodus,  2te  Aufl.  1866; 
Quarry,  Genesis  and  its  Authorship,  18'M ;  Hirsch, 
Die  Genesis  iibersetzt  und  erUiutert,  1867 ;  Conant, 
The  Book  of  Genesis,  revised  English  version,  with 
explanatory  and  philological  Ttotes  (in  press,  1867). 

T.  J.  C. 

GENNE'SAR,  THE   WATER   OF   {rh 

vSiap  reyvTiaoip;  [.\lex.  Sin.ca  rov  F.;  Sin.i  tov 
Feftniffai ;]  Joseph.  Ant.  xiii.  5,  §  7,  t^  vSara  t& 
Tevv7]iTp^a  \fy. :  Aqua  Genesar),  1  Mace.  xi.  67. 
[Gennes.vret.] 

GENNES'ARET,  LAND  OF  (ri  yn  Tty- 

vr]<TapeT'  terra  Genesar,  terra  Genes'ireth).  After 
the  miracle  of  feeding  the  five  thousand,  our  Ix)rd 
and  his  disciples  crossed  the  I^ke  of  Gennesaret  and 
came  to  the  other  side,  at  a  place  which  is  called 
"the  land  of  Gennesaret"  (Matt.  xiv.  34;  Mark 
vi.  53).  It  is  generally  believed  that  this  term 
w;is  applied  to  the  fertile  cresceut-shaiied  plain  on 
the  western  shore  of  the  lake,  extending  from  Khan 
Minyeh  on  the  north  to  the  steep  hill  behind  Mejdd 
on  the  south,  and  called  by  the  Arabs  el-Ghmoeir, 
"  the  little  Ghor."  The  description  given  by  Jo- 
sephus  {B.  ./.  iii.  10,  §  8)  would  apply  admirably 
to  this  plain.  He  says  that  along  the  lake  of  Gen  - 
nesaret  there  extends  a  region  of  the  same  name, 
of  marvelous  nature  and  beauty.  The  soil  was  so 
rich  that  every  plant  flourished,  and  the  air  so 
temperate  that  trees  of  the  most  opposite  natures 
grew  side  by  side.  The  hardy  walnut,  which  de- 
lighted in  cold,  grew  there  luxuriantly;  there  were 
the  palm-trees  that  were  nourished  by  heat,  and 
fig-trees  and  olives  beside  them,  that  required  & 
more  temperate  climate.  Grapes  and  figs  were 
found  during  t€n  months  of  the  year.  The  plain 
was  watered  by  a  most  excellent  spring  called  by 
the  natives  Capharnaum,  which  was  thought  by 
some  to  be  a  vein  of  the  Nile,  because  a  fish  was 
found  there  closely  resembling  the  coracinus  of  the 
lake  of  Alexandria.  The  length  of  the  plain  along 
the  shore  of  the  lake  was  thirty  stadia,  and  its 
breadth  twenty.  Making  every  allowance  for  the 
coloring  given  by  the  historian  to  his  description, 
and  for  the  neglected  condition  of  el-Ghuweir  at 
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the  present  day,  there  are  still  left  sufficient  points 
of  resemblance  between  the  two  to  justify  their 
being  identified.  The  dimensions  given  by  Josephus 
are  sufficiently  con-ect,  though,  as  Dr.  Thomson 
remarks  {Land  and  Book,  p.  348),  the  plain  "is  a 
little  longer  than  thirty,  and  not  quite  twenty  fur- 
longs in  breadth."  Mr.  Porter  {llandb.  p.  429) 
gives  the  length  as  three  miles,  and  the  greatest 
breadth  as  about  one  uiile.«  It  appears  that  Pro- 
fessor Stanley  either  assigns  to  "  the  land  of  Gen- 
nesaret "  a  wider  signification,  or  his  description 
of  its  extent  must  be  inaccurate;  for,  after  calling 
attention  to  the  tropical  vegetation  and  climate  of 
the  western  shores  of  the  Like,  he  says:  "This 
fertility  .  .  .  reaches  its  highest  pitch  in  the  one 
spot  on  the  western  shore  where  the  mountains, 
suddenly  receding  inland,  leave  a  level  plain  of  five 
miles  wide,  and  six  or  seven  miles  long.  This  plain 
is  'the  land  of  Gennesareth '  "  (S.  i/-  P.  p.  374). 
Still  his  description  goes  far  to  confirm  in  other 
respects  tlie  almost  exaggerated  language  in  which 
Josephus  depicts  the  prodigality  of  nature  in  this 
regi:'n.  "  No  less  than  four  springs  pour  forth 
their  almost  full-grown  rivers  through  the  plain; 
the  richness  of  the  soil  displays  itself  in  magnificent 
corn-fields;  whilst  along  the  shore  rises  a  thick 
jungle  of  thorn  and  oleander,  abounding  in  birds  of 
brilliant  colors  and  various  forms."  IJurckhardt 
tells  us  that  even  now  the  pastures  of  Khan  Minyeh 
are  proverbial  for  their  richness  {Syria,  p.  319. 

In  the  Joui-nal  of  Classical  and  Siicred  Philology 
(ii.  290-308)  Mr.  Thrupp  has  endeavored  to  show 
that  the  land  of  Gennesaret  was  not  el-Ghuweir, 
but  the  fertile  plain  el-Batihnh  on  the  northeastern 
side  of  the  lake.  The  dimensions  of  this  plain  and 
the  character  of  its  soil  and  productions  correspond 
so  far  with  the  description  given  by  Josephus  of 
the  land  of  Gennesaret  as  to  afford  reasonable 
ground  for  such  an  identification.  Hut  it  appears 
from  an  examination  of  the  narrative  in  the  Gos- 
pels, that,  for  other  reasons,  the  plain  eUBatihah  is 
not  the  land  of  (iennesaret,  but  more  probably  the 
scene  of  the  miracle  of  feeding  the  five  thousand. 
After  deUvering  the  parable  of  the  Sower,  our  Lord 
and  his  disciples  left  Capernaum,  near  which  was 
the  scene  of  the  parable,  and  went  to  Nazareth 
(Matt.  xiii.  54;  Mark  vi.  1).  It  was  while  he  was 
here,  apparently,  that  the  news  was  brought  him  by 
the  Apostles  of  the  death  of  John  the  Baptist 
(Matt.  xiv.  13;  Mark  vi.  30).  He  was  still,  at  any 
rate,  on  the  western  side  of  the  lake  of  Tiberias. 
On  hearing  the  intelUgence  "  he  departed  thence 
by  ship  hito  a  desert  place  apart"  (Matt.  xiv.  13; 
Mark  vi.  32),  the  "desert  place"  being  the  scene 
of  the  miraculous  feeding  of  the  five  thousand,  and 
"  belonging  to  the  city  called  Itethsaida  "  (Luke  ix. 
10).  St.  John  (vi.  1)  begins  his  account  of  the 
miracle  by  sivying  that  "  Jesus  went  over  the  sea 
of  Galilee"  —  an  expression  which  he  could  not 
have  used  ha<l  the  scene  of  the  miracle  lain  on  the 
western  shore  of  the  lake,  as  Mr.  Thrupp  supposes, 
at  el-Ghuictir.  It  seems  much  more  probable  that 
it  was  on  the  eastern  or  northeastern  side.  After 
the  miracle  Jesus  sent  his  disciples  in  the  boat  to 
the  other  side  (Matt  xiv.  22),  towards  IJethsaida 
(Mark  vi.  45 ),  in  order  to  go  to  (.Japernaum  (John 
vi.  17),  where  he  is  found  next  day  by  the  multi- 

a  •This   is   also   Dr.   Robinson's   estimate   {Phi/n. 
Qtogr.  p.  78).  II 

6  *  Yet  a  few  others  also  (see  e.  «•.  Wilson's  Lands 
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tudes  whom  he  had  fed  (John  vi.  24,  25).  Tie 
boat  came  to  shore  in  the  land  of  Gennesaret.  It 
seems,  therefore,  perfectly  clear,  whatever  be  the 
actual  positions  of  Capernaum  and  the  scene  of  the 
miracle,  that  they  were  on  oj>jx)site  sides  of  the 
lake,  and  that  Cai)ernaum  and  the  land  of  Gennes- 
aret were  close  together  on  the  same  side. 

Additional  interest  is  given  to  the  land  of  Gen- 
nesaret, or  el-Ghuweir,  by  the  probability  that  its 
scenery  suggested  the  paraWe  of  the  Sower.  It  is 
admirably  described  by  Professor  Stanley.  "  There 
was  the  undulating  coni-field  descending  to  the 
water's  edge.  There  w;is  the  trodden  pathway 
running  through  the  midst  of  it,  with  no  fence  or 
hedge  to  prevent  the  seed  from  falling  here  and 
there  on  either  side  of  it,  or  upon  it;  itself  hard 
with  the  constant  tramp  of  horse  and  mule  and 
human  feet.  There  was  the  '  good  '  rich  soil,  which 
distinguishes  the  whole  of  that  plain  and  its  neigh- 
borhood from  the  bare  hills  elsewhere  descending 
into  the  lake,  and  which,  where  there  is  no  inter- 
ruption, produces  one  vast  mass  of  corn.  There 
was  the  rocky  ground  of  the  hillside  protruding 
here  and  there  through  the  corn-fields,  as  elsewhere 
through  tiie  grassy  slopes.  There  were  tlie  large 
bushes  of  thorn  —  the  '  Nabk,'  that  kind  of  which 
tradition  says  that  the  Crown  of  Thorns  was  woven 
—  springing  up,  like  the  fruit-trees  of  the  more  in- 
land parts,  in  the  very  midst  of  the  waving  wheat " 
(S.  (f  P.  p.  42G).  W.  A.  W. 

*  The  interest  of  this  plain  arises  especially  from 
its  connection  with  the  life  and  ministry  of  our  Lord. 
Ebrard  discusses  anew  the  question  whether  Caper- 
naum was  situated  here  or  not,  in  the  Theol.  Stu- 
dien  und  Kritiken  for  1867,  pp.  723-741.  He  admits 
that  the  fountain  of  Capernaum  {KaAapvaovfj.)  men- 
tioned by  Josephus  {B.  J.  iii.  10,  §  8)  is  no  doubt 
the  Round  Fountain  {^Ain  Mmlauwnrah)  near  the 
south  end  of  the  plain,  but  maintains  that  the  city 
of  Capeniaum  itself,  which  he  identifies  with  the 
Kf<l>apvcofj.n  of  Josephus  ( 17/.  72),  was  at  Tell  Bum, 
at  the  north  end  of  the  lake  and  beyond  the  plain. 
He  replies  very  pertinently  to  Dr.  llobinson's  ob- 
jections to  regarding  the  Kound  Fountain  as  the 
one  intended  by  the  Jewish  historian.  But  on  the 
other  hand,  this  concession  as  to  the  situation  of 
the  fountain  of  Capernaum  has  been  supjwsed  by 
most  writers  to  determine  the  situation  of  the  town 
of  Capernaum ; ''  for  it  is  not  easy  to  believe  that  a 
fountain  and  a  town,  both  known  by  the  same  com- 
mon name,  would  be  at  such  a  distance  from  each 
other.  Ebrard  lays  special  stress  on  the  termina- 
tion of  the  ancient  name  as  still  heard  in  JIum, 
and  also  on  the  fact  that  important  ruins  are  found 
at  Tell  Hum,  which  are  not  found  at  '  Ain  Miulau- 
warah.  These  are  jwints  worthy  of  consideration. 
He  urges  also  that  Josephus,  in  speaking  of  the 
fountain  {Kacpapvaovix)  as  "  so  called  by  the  people 
of  that  rejrion,"  means  tt)  express  a  doubt  whether 
it  was  rightly  so  called.  It  is  not  a  necessary  infer- 
ence, for  Josephus  might  very  naturally  express 
himself  in  that  manner  because  he  wiis  writing  in 
a  distant  land  for  foreign  readers.  The  article, 
aside  from  its  more  direct  object,  is  valuable  for  the 
incidental  information  which  it  furnishes  respecting 
the  topography  of  the  western  shore  of  the  lake. 
1  [See  Capeuxaum,  Amer.  ed.]  " 


H. 


of  the  Bible,  11.  139  ff)  have  thro\vn  out  this  idea  of  • 
separation  of  the  fountain  and  the  town  firom  each 
Other.  "• 
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